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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There ought to be some state- 
ment made. The report so far as read merely states that ‘‘the Senate 
recedes from its disagreement to the amendments of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows;’’ but does not say 


what follows, 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Let the Clerk proceed to read further. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “dollars” in line 9, to the end of the bill andin- 
sert— 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, I ask unanimous consent to omit reading 
the remainder of the report, and will state to the gentleman that the 
form is exactly like the one which was first read in fall. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. DoI understand that it makes 
no money charge ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There is no money charge in itatall. 
perfects the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without further objection, the reading of the re- 
port will be omitted. 

‘There was no objection. 

The report continues as follows: 


" Proposals for the sale of Jand suitable for said site shall be invited by publiv 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified jn said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

“ Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be exatnined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, wlio shall make written rc- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites, 

“Jf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appointa 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an ofticer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
PNE shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
ere $ 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the sameshall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual trayeling expenses. 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Massachusetts shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

"The building shall be unex d to danger by fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on cach side, including streets and alleys.” 

8, L. MILLIKEN, 
Manager on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


It merely 


The statement is as follows: 

The effect of the report is to perfect the bill as amended and passed by the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of 
the committee of conference. 

The question was taken; and the report was adopted. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION, MONTANA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis 
military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 

ai Clerk proceeded to read the title of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Does that take precedence 
over a motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has the right to call up the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has it preference over a mo- 
tion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair thinks it has. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Surely the consideration of a 
conference report does not take precedence over the consideration of a 
motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. 
man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the Chair simply mean 
to have it submitted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair proposes to submit it to the House, and 
of course the House will determine what it will do with the conference 
report, 


XXTI——67 


The Chair does not quite understand the gentle- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do I understand that the mo- 
tion to take up the conference report can take precedence over a motion 
to adjourn? , 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has a right to call up the matter, 
and when it has been presented to the House then a motion to adjourn 
car be entertained if the House so decides. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, That was my understand- 


ing. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis mil- 
itary reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and for other purposes. 

F BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I now make the motion to 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘noes”? 
seemed to have it, y 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 19, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will state to the gentleman 
that I have no objection to this conference report being considered if it 
a not lengthy, but I want to adjourn and there is no quorum in the 

ouse, 

Mr. CARTER. ‘This report and the statement in connection with 
it have already been read, and I do not think there is any objection to 
the bill or to the conference report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let it go on. 

Mr, BYNUM. I raise the question of consideration on the report, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is time that we 
should adjourn, but I do not want to insist if this can be disposed of 
in a very few minutes. , 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana raises the question of 
consideration. 

_ Mr. MCKINLEY, Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. > 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
MAIL SERVICE IN RURAL DISTRICTS. 

Letter from the Postmaster-General, replying to House resolution, 

dated the 13th ultimo, in reference to alleged irregular and inefficient 


mail service in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 4484) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (S. 4632) to provide for a patrol steamer for the replacing of 
buoys in the St. Mary’s River, Michigan—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. j 

A bill (S. 4767) amendatory of an act entitled "An act to provide 
for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’’ approved March 1, 
1889—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro. 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BINGHAM: 


Whereas under resolution adopted December 30, 18%, the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds have been requested to investigate the merits of a 
certain regenerative gas lamp for public lighting; and 

Whereas it is claimed that the Siemens-Lungren regenerative gas lamp and 
the Gordon street light (owned by the Siemens-Lungren Oanipany jare andi haye 
been largely and economically used for lighting halls and public places with 
greater efficiency and satisfaction, 

Beit resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That 
the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds give the said Siemens-Lungren 
Company a hearing and investigate the merits of said Siemens-Lungren regen- 
‘erative gas lamp andsaid Gordon street light, and after investigating the mat- 
ter report to the House by bill or otherwise the result of said investigation; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Ze- 
ruiah A. Potter, accompanied by a report (No. 3386)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 250) to apply ap- 
propriation for lighthouse on Simmon’s Reef in payment for three 
light-ships in lien thereof, accompanied by a report (No. 3387)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE also, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12600) to provide for a 
patrol steamer for the replacing of buoysin theSt. Mary’s River, Mich- 
igan, accompanied by a report (No. 3388}—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12739) to authorize the De- 
partment of State to deliver certain medals to the officers and crew of 
the United States steamship Baltimore, reported, as a substitute there- 
for, a joint resolution (H. Res. 264) toauthorize the Department of State 
to deliver certain medals to the officers and crew of the United States 
steamship Baltimore; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3389), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12544) directing the issue of a 
lost check, drawn by A. W. Beard, collector of customs at the port of 
Boston, Mass., in favor of De Blois & Co., accompanied by a report 
(No. 3390)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billsof the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12989) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to empower the Secretary of War to permit the estab- 
lishment, under certain conditions, of a horse railway upon and over 
the island of Rock Island and the bridges erected by the United States 
connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith’’—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 12990) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize the duty on imports, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 12991) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to empower the Secretary of War to permit the establishment, un- 
der certain conditions, of a horse railway upon and over the island of 
Rock Island and the bridges erected by the United States connecting 
the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith ’’—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL; A bill (H. R. 12992) to incorporate the National 
Electric Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 12993) to authorize the Fort Gibson, 
Tahlequah and Great Northeastern Railway Company to constructand 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and forother purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Aftairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 13024)to provide a suitable site for 
a post office in the city of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXT, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12994) to cor- 
reet the military record of the late James A. Barnes—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Algo, a bill (H. R, 12995) for the relief of Joun M. LANastos—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Algo, a bill (H. R, 12996) for the relief of Oakley Randall, of West 
Virginia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12997) granting relief to Oakley Randall—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, BAKER: A bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph J. Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R, 12999) granting a pension to Minnie 
Agnolla Ruse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 13000) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion against James Riley—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 


By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 13001) for the relief of William 
E. Childs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13002) for the recognition of Robert S. Rodgers as 
colonel of the Second ent Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. 2.13003) for the relief of Jennie Lene- 
han—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 13004) for the re- 
lief of the representatives of Samuel T. Thompson, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R.13005) for the relief of Maurice 
O'Conner, late of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13006) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford, late 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. LANGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13007) for the relief of Alfred. 


Conger, of Elizabeth, N. J.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 13008) for the relief of Joseph Hirst— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 13009) for the relief of Mary A. Tlynn— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13010) for the relief of Homer Eugene Sawyer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY; A bill (H. R. 13011) for the reliefof John W. 
Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 13012) to correct the military 
record of James W. Vandusen—to the Committee on Military Affnirs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13013) granting a pension to 
George W. Foster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13014) granting a pension to Nicholas Grout—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, « bill (H. R. 13015) granting a pension to Huldah M. Win- 
gate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 13016) for the relief of Julia 
Gallot—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13017) for the relief of Martin Gullory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13018) for the relief of Alphonse Meuillon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13019) for the relief of Jean Baptiste Rabot—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER (by request): A bill (H. R. 13020) for the relief of 
Lankfort Mullis—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 13021) for the relief of John M. Lay- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R:13022) increasing the pension 
of Daniel Birchett—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 13023) granting apen- 
sion to Mary. E. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of General J. J. Bartlett, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTINE: Resolutions of Utah Ore-Producers’ Association, 
relative to coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. ` i 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Hon. William B. Kirk and 202 others, 
citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., asking that national recognition be given 
to Theodore R. Timby, as the inventor of the revolving turret-gun 
battery used on the Monitor in the famous naval battle with the iron- 
clad Merrimac in 1862—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Joseph Tacke, private Company 
F, Third Missouri Infantry, for passage of special act granting him n 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of 345 members of the Friends’ churches 
over twenty-one years of age, of Hamilton County, Indiana, for Sun- 
day-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of John H. Rogers, for compensation 
for additional services—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Memorial of James Stephens & Son, coal- 
dealers, and 55 others, citizens of New York, for the relief of Charles 
Stoughton, the projector of the Harlem River Canal improvement, 
New York, for services rendered therefor at the request of many com- 
mercial, civic, and other business men of the United States—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of manufacturers of and dealers in furs, pro- 
testing against passage of bill (H. R. 12538) increasing the duty on 
furs, seal skins, ete. —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 20 farmers of Union County, Iowa, pray- 
ing passage of the antioption bill—to the Committeo on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 56 farmers of Adams County, Iowa, for passage of 
same measure—to the Committce on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Wyandotte Indians, for payment of 
a certain sum of money due them by the Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition by 12 citizens of Hancock County, Illinois, 
for passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALTERT. HAYES: Petition of 42 citizens of Scott County, 
Towa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Resolutions of Penn Avenue Lodge, No, 1925, Farmers’ Mutual Ben- 
efit Association, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Atalissa, Muscatine County, Iowa, in 
favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition of citizens of Dallas County, 


| 
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Jowa, urging the passage of the option bill, H. R. 5353—to the Coni- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
~ Also, petition of other citizens of Dallas County, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Alliance No. 1435, ofsame county and State, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 1576, Hardin County, Iowa, urging the speedy passage of House 
bill 5353, defining options, futures, ete.—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, paper by &. M. Cart, relating to Indian training school at Santa 
Fé—to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of Pleasant Grove Alliance, Linn 
County, Iowa, in favor of passage of bill to prohibit dealing in options 
and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania; Resolution of Pine Grove Grange, 
No. 898, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, John C., Greer, mas- 
ter, and W. W. Shawkey, secretary pro tempore, opposing the passage 
of the election bill and urging the Pennsylvania members to use all 
honorable means to defeat ita ge—to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, petition of officers and members of Du Bois Council, No. 376, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Du Bois, Clearfield County, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against the unnatural increase in immigra- 
tion of foreigners to the United States,and asking for legislation thereon, 
and also praying for the enactment of the Lodge bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Memorial circulated by the World’s Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by O, W. Manly, S. Kelley, 
and 46 others, citizens of Wolf Creek,Cushing, and Sterling, Wis., pray- 
ing that immediate and decisive steps be taken to aidin suppression of 
the alcoholic liquor traflic in the Congo Free State and Basin of the 
Niger, and to prohibit the exportation of intoxicants from this country 
into any part of Africa—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafic. . 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of James H. Shumate, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims 
poner the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 

ims. 
_ Also, petition of John W. Elgin, of Fairfax County, Virginia, for 
same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Papers to accompany House bill 12944, for relief 
of S. M. Warren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 10874, for relief of Phoibe S. 
Curtis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition forgrant of right of way to Fort Gibson Tele- 
graph and Great Northeastern Railway Company—to the Comrie 
on foatan Affairs, r 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition and affidavits in support of the pension 
claim of Adam Deitz, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F, G. Walter and other farmers of Kansas, asking for 
legislation that will prevent the dealing in options on farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Memorial of Fidelity Alliance, No. 1833, 
Guthrie County, Iowa, asking for the passage of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J, J. Snider and 35 others, citizens of Harrison 
‘County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of Meadow Brook Alliance, No. 1372, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committce on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Lynn Alliance, No. 1168, Montgomery County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Lankfort Mullis, for muster, ete.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of B, A. Biggerstaffand 58 others, citi- 
zons of Monona County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of John Oustot and 10 others, citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Glencoe Alliance, No, 1627, Woodbury County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Friendship Alliance, No, 1305, Clay County, Iowa, 
for same nieasure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. H, Spencer and 41 others, citizens of Monona 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Resolutions of the Nodaway Island 
Alliance, No. 3, Andrew County, Missouri, in fayor of the farmers’ anti- 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petiticn of D. McCush and 32 others, citizens of Andrew County, | 


Missouri, in favor of the passage of the farmers’ antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, s: 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition of 14 citizensof Whitman 
Om Washington, relative tò options—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Collin Farmers’ Alliance, Whitman County, 
Washington, No. 49, John L. Flaven, president; J. P. Rose, secretary, 
relative to options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, January 9, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with his indorsement, 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office recommend- 
ing an amendment of the act of September 29, 1890, so that the time 
fixed therein within which certain tights granted to settlers on the 
lands involyed may be asserted shall begin to run from the actual res- 
toration of the Jand under the act, and not from the date of the passage 
of the act, as now provided; which was read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication and accompanying 
papers will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know whether the communication should 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands or the Select Committee 
on Irrigation, which has had the general subject under consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill, I think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication and the accompany- 
ing papers will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, if there 
be no objection. G 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a telegram from 
the Chamber of Commerce of New York, the oldest organization, he 
believes, of a commercial character in the United States, which will 
be read, if there be no objection. $i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

New York, January 8, 1891. 

Ata large and enthusiastic meeting of Chamber of Commerce held at noon to- 
any hororon resolution, on motion of Mr. John Inman, was unanimously 
adopted: 

“Whereas the chamber for many years advocated the most liberal action on the 

part of the Governmentof the United Strtes whereby justice may be done to the 
Irteneats of American shipping,an¢? competition on the part of Americans be 
rendered at least possible agsinet ine largely aided shipping of other countries, 
and the carrying of Ar \-..a4n commerce on the high seas be restored to Amer- 


ican bottoms; l 
“Whereas th * ia now before Con called the shipping ond tonnage bill 


will, in our nion, serve to bring about this end: Therefore, 

“Be ‘rsolved, That this chamber urges the prompt passage ofthe shipping bill 
uw being discussed by Congress, and our Senators and Representatives, ir- 
respective of party, are requested to use every effort in their power to procuro 


its passage,” 
GEORGE WILSON, Secretary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Both those bills have been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce and have passed the Senate. Therefore there is no 
need fora reference of the memorial to the committee. Jt should lio 
on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr, CULLOM, I present resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
cago, Ill., deprecating any further legislation by Congress in regard to 
silver, setting forth that they believe further agitation of the subject 
will be injurious to the business and commercial interests of the coun- 
try. I move that the resolutions lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of G. B. Williams and 17 other 
citizens of Belleville, Nl., and a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were eo n Lenn me table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the fable: 

Petition of 46 butchers of Chicago, IIL; 

Petition of citizens of Ransom, HL; 

Petition of R. C. Brown and 23 citizens of Illinois; . 

Petition of Rockford (Ill.) Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation; 

Petition of L. B. Ault aud 28 other citizens of Fulton County, Illi- 


nois; 
tition of J. M. Johnson and 17 other citizens of La Salle County, 
Ino1s; í 
Petition of James Fulton and 14 other citizens of Woodford County, 
Illinois; 
Ha aa of George Connard and 33 other citizens of Macon County, 
Illinois; 
Resolutions of members of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 71, Vermillion 
County, Illinois; 
Resolutions of New Concord Lodge, No. 3146, Farmers’ Mutual Ben- 
efit Association, Pulaski County, Illinois; 
Resolutions of Rockton Lodge, No. 3217, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, Rockton, IIL; 
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Resolutions of members of Harmony Alliance, No. 3, Canton, IIL; 

Resolutions of Wiley Alliance, No. 69, of Fulton, TL; 

Resolutions of Emry Green Farmers’ Alliance, No. 98, La Salle 
County, Illinois; 

Resolutions of Cazenovia Farmers’ Alliance, No. 15, Illinois; 

Resolutions of the Elwin Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of Macon County, Ilinois; 

Resolutions of members of Utica and Waltman Alliance, No. 83, 
Utica, H1.; 

Resolutions of Centre Point Farmers’ Alliance, of Knox County, Tli- 
nois; 

- Resolutions of Farmers’ O. K. Alliance, No. 72, of Hlinois; 
mae tion of J. C. Tramanand 36 other citizens of Winnebago County, 
inois; 

Petition of D. G. Otto and 30 other members of Harmony Alliance, 
Fulton County, Ilinois; 
ie of J. C. Drake and 10 other citizens of Tazewell County, 

inois; _ 

Petition of J. Baker and 9 other citizens of Pulaski County, Illinois; 

Petition of Frank Seayerns and 32 other citizens of Winnebago 
County, Illinois; 

Petition of H. J. Moniot and 11 other citizens of Utica and Waltham, 
county of La Salle, Illinois; and 
asta! of O. K. Eemere and 4 other citizens of La Salle County, 

inois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of R. C. Brown and 23 citizens 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
` Mr, REAGAN presented a petition of citizens of San Angelo, Tex., 
praynig fot the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COOK RELL presented a petition signed by 124 laboring men of 
the city of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . I present two memorials addressed to the Vice 
President, the President of the Senate, and headed, 

x FARMERS’ MEMORIAL, 
Grounp3s OF THE St, LOUIS AGRICULTURAL 
AND MECHANICAL ASSOCIATION, 
October 1, 1890, 

remonstrating against all class legislation, ‘eluding the Conger lard 
bill, and opposing its passage. The memorialists .spresent that they 
are farmers engaged in tilling the soil, raising cattle #7? hogs, and re- 
siding in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsiti, Michigan, 
Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Colorado, and at the time of affixing thcir 
signatures to the memorials were visitors at the great St. Louis fair. I 
move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of G. W. Praiswater and 24 other citizens of Andrew County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of A. J. Clements and 26 other citizens of Stoddard County, 
Missouri; and 

Resolutions of Eureka Farmers’ Alliance, No. 5, Andrew County, Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions of Farmers’ 
Alliances and citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
Lill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1833, of Yale, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1627, of Woodbury County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1372, of Harrison County, 
Towa; 

: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1688, of Decatur County, 
owa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 837, of Linn County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Hardin County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No, 815, of Crawford County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Adair County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1816, of Carroll County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1521, of Howard County, Iowa; 

Petition of 12 citizens of Howard County, Iowa; 

Petition of 10 citizens of Crawford County, Towa; 

Petition of 11 citizens of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of 37 citizens of Harrison County, Iowa; 

Petition of 45 citizens of Decatur County, Iowa; 

Petition of 15 citizens of Adams County, Iowa; 

Petition of 89 citizens of Monona County, Iowa; and 

Petition of 25 citizens of Union County, Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following memorials, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill j which were or- 
dered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of 16 citizens of the United States; and 

Memorial of 17 citizens of the United States, 


Mr. CASEY presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 
D senon of the Highland Alliance, No. 83, of Steele County, North 

akota; 

Petition of W. H. H. Dickinson and 33 other citizens of Edmunds 
County, South Dakota; and 

Resolutions of the Loyalton Farmers’ Alliance, No. 239, of Vermont 
City, S. Dak. : 

Mr. DOLPH presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of F. K. Hubbard and other members of Pleasant Valley 
Grange, of Pleasant Valley, Polk County, Oregon; 

Petition of H. N. Knapp and 19 other citizens of Portland, Oregon; 

Petition of F. ©. Aubury and 20 other citizens of Monow, Oregon; 

Petition of B. K. Searcy and 28 other citizens of Gilham, Oregon; 


Petition of Seth Morgan and 14 other citizens of The Dalles, Wasco 


County, Oregon; and 

Resolutions of the members of Three-Mile Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
2, Oregon. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of S. M. Darnell and 23 other citizens of Butler County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of the members of Silver Creek Center Farmers’ Sub- 
ordinate Alliance, No. 1704; 

Petition of Robert 8. Haines and 35 other citizens of Carter County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of James Clark and 21 other citizens of Burt County, Ne- 
braska; 4 

Resolutions of members of Pinnacle Hill Alliance, No, 1287, Cedar 
Rapids, Nebr. ; 

Petition of J. W. Moore and 36 other citizens of Boone County, Ne- 
braska; f 
i Petition of A. Warner and 12 other citizens of Antelope County, Ne- 

raska; . 

Resolutions of Green Garden Alliance, No. 1669, of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Shiloh Alliance, No. 631, Adams County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Christian Ridge Alliance, No. 1449, Boone County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Excelsior Alliance, No. 914, of Cuming County, Ne- 
braska; ; 

Petition of H. M. Lathrop and 19 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; and 

Resolutions of Inland Farmers’ Alliance, of Clay County, Nebraska. 

L. CAMERON presented the petition of Josiah W. Leeds and other 
citizens Of tue boiate sf Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 4173, providing for a commission,to inquire into and report upon 
the social vice; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of A, C. McLean and 51 other citi- 
zens of Pittsburgh, Pa. , remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Flint and Lime Glass 
Manufacturers’ Association of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring the passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Charles Robertson and 26 other citizens of Coventry, 
Conn. ; 

Petition of F. S. Truesdale and 31 other citizens of Naugatuck, 
Conn.; and 

Petition of E. Cooley and 14 other citizens of Berlin, Conn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I present the petition of Professor Henry C. Spen- 
cer, of the Spencerian Business College here, and others, praying for 
the passage of a bill prohibiting the sale of cigars and cigarettes to 
minors in the District of Columbia, and also a series of papers in the 
nature of petitions on the same subject from Dr. D. W. Prentiss, presi- 
dent of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia; Dr. Joseph 
Taber Johnson; Dr. C. B. Purvis, surgeon in charge of the Freedman’s 
Hospital; from the president of Georgetown College; from Bishop John 
J. Keane, president of the Catholic University of Washington, D, C.; 
Rey. Dr. J. E. Rankin, president of Howard University; Rev. Dr. 
Teunis S. Hamlin and other Presbyterian clergymen and laymen; Rey. 
P: L. Chapelle, rector of St. Matthew's Church, Washington; Dr. D, 
R. Hagner, and a synopsis of the laws of twenty-nine States on the sub- 
ject of this traffic, which I move be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

I find that two years ago similar petitions of other parties were pre- 
sented and printed as a document, and as some of these papery contain 
valuable statements and arguments, and they are conceived in a patri- 
otic temper and with a good object, I ask that they be printed as a 
document to go with the others, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that the pa- 
pers he presents be printed as a document and lie npon the table, as 
the bill to which they refer will be reported this morning. 


ab sati ET ae E 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let them be printed as a document 
and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition and papers will be printed 
as a document and lie on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of P. E. Galligan and 16 other citizens of Lewis County, 
New York; 

Petition of A. H. Allen and 19 other citizens of Montgomery County, 
New York; 

Petition of B. F. Kent and 22 other citizens of Lewis County, New 
York; 

Petition of B. W. Peckban and 29 other citizens of Lewis County, 
New York; 

Petition of J. ©. Wilson and 24 other citizens of Jefferson County, 
New York; 

Petition of W. F. Rasbach and 13 other citizensof Herkimer County, 
New York; 

Petition of George A. Day and 46 other citizens of Broome County, 
New York; 

Petition of G. E. Phillips and 18 other citizens of Herkimer County, 
New York; 

Petition of Mohawk Valley Grange (98 members) of Montgomery 
County, New York; 

Petition of J. J. Wilcox and 41 other citizens of Lewis County, New 
York; and 

Petition of J. W. Hotchkiss and 21 othercitizensof Chenango County, 
New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 183 citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented apetition of the Stationers’ Board of Trade of New 
York; the petition of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of New York 
City; the petition of I. J. Kuntz, a photographer of Syracuse, N. Y.; 
and a petition of five business firms and citizens of the city of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., all praying for the speedy passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of F. T. Shay andother citizens 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called Paddock 
“pure-food’’ bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of H. H. Eustis, of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., and 16 farmers of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of 54 citizens of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. McCONNELL presented the following poins; praying forthe 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

enon of J. J. Hafer and 32 other citizensof Latah County, Idaho; 
an 

Resolutions of Alliance No. 42, Latah County, Idaho. 

Mr. MCCONNELL presented the memorial of R. Albright, Fred Al- 
bright, and Henry Johnson, of Tahlequah, Ind. T., and 32 cattle-raisers 
and farmers, declaring thata tax on compound lard isa tax on beef 
fat, a product of the cattle-farmers of the West, and therefore opposing 
the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 45 farmers and visitors at the St. 
Louis (Mo. ) fair, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known as 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered tolie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the followin 2 ieee praying for the 
speedy poies of the Conger lard bill; wh were ordered to lie on 
the table: 


Petition of P, Perry Turner and 26 other citizens of Delaware County, 
Indiana; 
Petition of Indiana State Grange (under seal), J. H. Walker, secre- 


; and 

Petition of W. A. Ebert and 15 other citizens of Madison County, 
Indiana. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of C. J. Shannon, jr., J. D. 
Deas, and other citizens of Camden, S. C., remonstrating against 
pe arc of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

& 

Mr. SAWYER presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage by Congress of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented the petition of Charles Knoblock, of Racine, Wis., 
and 22 other citizens of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill, instead of any incomplete measure that docs not 
fully protect the people; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST. I present a petition of Enterprise Union, Nọ. 174, of 
Montrose, Mo., praying for Congressional legislation SEEEN. the pay 
of members of Congress to $10 per day during the sessions of Congress; 


also for the free coinage of silver, the abolition of the national-banking 
system, the reduction of the salaries of all public officers one-half, and 
the adjustment of all passenger and freight rates on railroads in the 
United States. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee to Examine 
the Several Branches of the Civil Service, as it seems to relate princi- 
pally to salaries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of J. C. Somerville and other citi- 
zens of St. Louis, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Willis Kraft and 23 other citi- 
‘zens of Benton County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James Anderson, a cattle-raiser, 
and 18 other citizens of Pacific, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Nicholas Kuhnen anda 
large number of other business firms of Davenport, Iowa, praying for 
the immediate consideration and passage of the Torrey bankraptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Vernon Alliance, No. 1711, of 
Dubuque County, Iowa, favoring the passage of the antioption billand 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying that the Conger 
lard bill, so called, bespeedily enacted intoa law; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of the Ingraham Grange, No. 1242, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Mills County, Iowa; and 

Petition of ©. F. McCormack and 14 other citizens of O’Brien 

County, Iowa, 
Mr. ALLISON, I also present the petition of George New and 13 
other citizens of O’Brien County, Iowa, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures, ete. That, I 
understand, is a bill taxing certain products or operations, and I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions of the Norwich (Conn.) Board of 
Trade, favoring the passage of Senate bill 4329, providing for a more 
thorough investigation by the Census Office of electrical industries; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of George Henderson, of To- 
peka, Kans., and 16 other citizens of Kansas, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger Jard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. : : 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the ‘‘option’’ bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, 
praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Typographical Union, 
No. 5, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for thepassage of the international 
copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented sundry petitions signed by 660 citizens of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Labette, Kans., and the 
memorial of A. C. Davis and 14 farmersof Hutchinson, Kans., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ipresent a memorial of citizens of Kansas, farmers, 
alleging that the Conger lard bill is in the interest of a Boston pork 
manufactory, and remonstrating againstits passage. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of W. J. Crawford, of Crown 
Point, Ind., and 23 other citizens of Indiana, praying for the ps è 
of the Paddock pure-food bill ‘‘in preference tonny inadequate remedy 
that doesnot fully protect the people;’’ which was ordered tolie on the 
table. 

Mr. BATE. I present the memorial of P, F. Williamson, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and 30 visitors at the St, Louis (Mo.) fair, who oppose 
both the so-called Conger lard and Paddock pure-food bills, and who 
‘believe that the States can give the citizens ample protection in what 
they shall eat and drink.” I move that the memorial lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition signed by A. A. Ranney, Leopold 
Morse, Benjamin F. Butler, John D. Long, and other citizens of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of Illinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger Jard bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was roferred the bill (S. 4397) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of suitable buildings thereon for a military post at San 
Diego, Cal., and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4431) to’ remove the charge of desertion standing against, 
the name of Joseph G, Utter; and $ 4 

A bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrongfully 
paid the United States for commutation. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3069) to extend the benefits of section 4 of *‘An act mak- 
ingappropriations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
80, 1866,” approved March 3, 1865; and 
~ A bill (S. 3102) for the relief of John W. Eckles. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (s. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles 
B. Stivers, to report it without amendment, and I ask that I may be 
permitted within a day or two to make a written report on the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
and leave will be granted to file a report hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11814) to provide the assessor of 
the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions outside the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committees on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11407) to improve car service on 
Fourteenth street extended, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred a petition of the governor and Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Utah, praying for such legislation as will 
enable the creation of a fourth judicial district in that Territory, and 
sundry other papers that have come to the committee on the subject, 
to report an original bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill (S. 4811) to provide for the creation of a fourth judicial dis- 
trict in the Territory of Utah was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, drom the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, 
late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States to grant 
an honorable discharge to William L. Lenau, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1157) for the relief of Joseph Johnson, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8042) to remove the charges of desertion against Urs Ambrose Nun- 
list, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the petition of George Hume, of the State of Kansas, with sun- 
dry accompanying papers, have instructed me to report it back with a 
written report, and to ask to be discharged fromits further consideration. 
It is a claim for compensation for some officers and soldiers called into 
the military service under the authority of the State of Kansas, and for 
whose payment or compensation the State of Kansas has made no pro- 
vision and has not assumed either, 

It has been the universal rule of the Department, so far as 
the Committee on Military Affairs knows, not to entertain jurisdiction 
to audit and allow the claims of States under the act of July 27, 1861, 
for reimbursement of expenditures in enrolling and equipping militia 
until the State has first either paid the claim itself or unconditionally 
assumed the payment of it. This has not been done in this case, and 
- Congress has always held that it was not a fit tribunal to undertake to 
audit and allow the individual claims of officers and soldiers for serv- 
ices performed under State authority. 

We therefore simply ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. I ask that the report together with the ac- 
companying exhibits may be printed. I desire to call the attention of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JANUARY 9, 


the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr Pruss] to this report, but I see 
he is not in his seat at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee will. be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition, and the report with the ac- 
companying papers will be printed if there be no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobaceo 
to, or its use by, minors under sixteen years of age in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committeeon Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8588) to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, provid- 
ing for the marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr, CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the (bill S. 4212) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the Dill (S. 4710) declaring null and void certain 
laws of the Territory of New Mexico, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. p 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3023) to define the route of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 

Mr.SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4711) to provide for the erection of 
a Government building at Joliet, Ill., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Rockford, Ill., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4781) creating the office of Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General, reported it. without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably » Senate resolution, and I ask forits present con- 
sideration, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Vesr December 
30, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer is hereby instructed to print and deliver to 
the document room 10,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document No. “4 of the pres- 
ent session, with the modifications indicated by the copy hereto attached, 


Mr. MANDERSON. This document is quite short. The 10,000 
copies proposed to be printed will cost $36, so that it is within the 
limit of $500. It consists of the proceedings of the convention of com- 
mercial associations which met atSt. Louis and took into consideration 
the matter of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. The document presents in 
a short and succinct way the matters connected with that bill and an 
argument in its favor. The request for its publication was made by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I do not now see him in his 
seat. Itseems to the committee thatit is a matter of importance and 
will save to the members of the Senate very much time, as it is useful 
in correspondence with parties concerning the bankruptcy measure. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MAJ. JOSEPH W, WHAM. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, 
paymaster, United States Army, instruct me to report it back and to 
ask to be relieved from its further consideration for the reasons I shall 
state. While the subject naturally belongs to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affuirs, a bill identical with this one was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims and favorably reported and passed. Now the same bill 
comes from the other House, that body having acted upon the identi- 
cal bill, but not the same piece of paper, and we ask to be excused from 
its further consideration. TheSenator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER] 
will request action on the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Committee on Military Affairs will 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, if there be no 
ohjection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Taskunanimous consent that the House bill just 
reported, which is a copy of the bill which the Senate passed for the 
relief of the same party, be taken up at this time. The Senate bill 
was unanimously reported favorably by the Committee on Claims and 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


De it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers, in settling and adjust- 
ing the accounts of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster United States Army, are 
hereby directed to credit said Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster United States 
Army, with the sum of $28,345.10, Government funds, of which he was robbed 
i Rg County, Arizona Territory, on the Lith of May, 1899, without his 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FUNDS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs I report 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the 
United States to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ 
Home in the District of Columbia. I beg leave to say that it is a very 
brief bill and a matter only of exfe and convenient administration of 
the funds of the Soldiers’ Home. The Secretary of War and the Gen- 
eral of the Army ask for the passage of the bill. It isof very few lines, 
and I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted,etc., That the Treasurer of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to receive and keep on deposit, subject to the checks 
or drafts of the treasurer of the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia, all 
funds which may now be under the control of the said treasurer of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, or may hereafter be furnished himor in any manner come into 
CE ee ence Tet nen tine seqieat et acid taeeaurec ot a BNIET 
sao Soan haar eo trate Reread, te funds to his credit with the United 
States Treasurer, and 
United States in New York City, N. Y., such sums as he may require monthly 
or quarterly for payments on account of ‘‘ont-door relief’! to members of the 
said Soldiers’ Home residing at a distance therefrom. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In brief thestory isthis: The existing law requires 
the funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia to be kept 
partly in the Treasury and partly in banks. The administrators of 
that fund, the managers of the home, desire to be allowed practically 
to keep their bank account in the Treasury here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill ? : 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut if the 
bill has been referred to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, the subject has been before fhe Department, 
and they say they will be glad to doit exceptthe law just now doesnot 
permitit. ‘They will be glad to do it if a statute is passed permitting 
them to receiveit for that purpose. A part of the funds are kept there 
now. The Treasurer says he can not keep all the funds in the Treas- 
ury without a slight amendment of the law. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 


Towa; 
A bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine; and 
A bill (S. 3417) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. 902) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
I 


owa; 

A bill (5. 4112) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions; and 
A bill (5. 4692) for the relief of Abraham Lisner. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4812) granting an increase of 
pension to General Isaac F. Quinby; which wasread twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4813) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph J. Bartlett, which was read twice by its title; and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Referring to the communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, presented to the Senate this morning, accompanied by 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, I greatly re- 
gret that there should have been delay and that the instruction was 
not sent out by which the lands forfeited could be entered. But inany 
event, at however an early date the instruction may be sent out, the 
amendment of the act proposed is a very necessary one. I have pre- 
pared a bill, which I introduce and ask to have referred to the Com- 


Jaced to his credit’with the assistant treasurer of the, 


mittee on Public Lands, to carry out the suggestions of the Interior 
Department, I give notice that I shall endeavor to have the bill re- 
ported to the Senate in the morning, dnd I shall thenask to have it con- 
sidered. It is a very brief matter. 

The bill (S. 4814) to amend “An act to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other purposes’’ was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4815) to correct the military 
history of Capt. James H. McDougal; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4816) establishing a port of de- 
livery at Des Moines, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. r 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4817) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Francis M. Hansell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


irs, 

Mr, FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4818) authorizing the 
President to take action on certain bills favorably reported in either 
House of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. z 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4819) to provide for the paymentof the 
French spoliation claims, in accordance with the findings of the Court 
of Claims; which was read: twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 4820) to amend the law relating to the residence abroad 
of the owners of American vessels in the foreign trade; 

A bill (S. 4821) to regulate the rights and eas of pleasure ves- 
sels and yachts of foreign build and ownership; an 

A bill (S. 4822) to amend the law relating to bonds for marine doc- 
uments. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4823) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Douglass; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4824) to amend and re-enact paragraph 
6, section 1, of an act entitled ‘‘Anact grantingright of way and other 
privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railway Company;”’ which 
pe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 4825) granting a pension toS. C. 
Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4826) to place the name of John 
M. Cunningham on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 4684) toamend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States, namely: 
Sections 4400, 4405, 4445, 4490, and 4495 of Title LIT, concerning the 
“Regulation of steam vessels;’’ 4234 of Title XLVIII, “Regulation 
of commerce and navigation;’’ and section 594 of Title LVIII, ** Re- 
mission of fines, penalties, and forfeitures,’? may be taken from the 
Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill ? 

Mr. FRYE. It isabill to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes touching sail and steam vessels. Thereisa matterinit which 
requires further consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill will be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the sum of $207 is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, to be expended by tho Secretary of the Senate 
in the purchase of 1,000 copies cach of six maps and six plates thataccom ny 
the special report made in 1890 by Charles T. Hervey, civil enginecr to the Mar - 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua, 


HOUR OF MEETING ON SATURDAY AND MONDAY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. HAWLEY, If this is the proper time to make a request of the 
Senate, I wish to say that we have been mecting so continuously at 10 
o'clock and for a time at 11 that it has been practically impossible that 
committee meetings could be held. Last night at a late hour the Sen- 
ate agreed to meet at 12 o'clock to-day, but the notice was too late in 
many cases to call meetings of committees. J ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate adjourns on Saturday it be to meet on Monday 
at 12 o'clock. Three-quarters of the Senators then will be in commit- 
tees on Monday morning. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to take effect from to-mor- 
row? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut, why not 
make an arrangement by unanimous consent that we meet to-morrow 
at 12 o'clock? We have an important meeting, I know, in the Com- 
mittee on Printing to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I haye no objection tomaking the hour of meeting 
at 12 o’clock to-morrow and Jetting Monday take care of itself. - 

Mr GORMAN. For to-morrow and Monday let the hour of meet- 
ing be 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection, if that is agreeable to the Sen- 


ate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that itis suggested 
the order for to-morrow and Monday be that on those twodays the 
hour of meeting of the Senate shall be 12 o'clock ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the request now made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That will be considered as agreed to if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to give notice that on Monday, immediately 
after the consideration of the routine business, I shall ask the Senate 
to take from the table and consider the bill passed by the House (H. 
R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to copyrights. 3 


WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Iaskthe Senate to consider, outofitsorder, Calendar 
number 2155, being the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington 
and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is now concluded. 
The Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, the Senator from Vir- 
ginia moves to take up the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate 
the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill bas been read atlength and the 
amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia partially 
considered. There is an amendment pending, which was offered by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, line 4, after the word ‘‘ power,” 
it is proposed to strike out the words “‘of the kind described by this 
act; so as to read: _ 

That the tracks of said eaten ch on the bridge and the approaches to said 
bridge may be freely used for the passage of street cars with motive power, 
belonging to any individual or corporation legally authorized thereto, upon 
making just compensation for such use, - 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the Senator from Virginia to state what the 
effect of that amendment will be. I did not catch it as it was read. 
As I heard it read, it relates to allowing private individuals to run cars 
across the bridge, and I wish to know to what extent it goes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offered the amendment which is now under con- 
sideration, the object of which is to liberalize the bill and permit a 
bridge to be constructed which will acconimodate steam railroads or 
other roads. ‘There are some objections, I understand, to a provision 
authorizing the use of this bridge for anything but streeet railroad 
cars. I withdraw the amendment now and will bring up that ques- 
tion later on. That will relieve the bill at present of that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maryland is withdrawn. The next amendment of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to insert as a new section 
the following: ‘ 

Sec, 11, That ifthe corporation can notagree with the ownerfor the purchase, 
use, or occupation of land, gravel, earth, timber, or other material required for 
the construction, enlargement, or repair of any of its works, or if the owner be 
roration. thay RDPI to tiie CIAS AL of tre PIOLLO Onlocitvin, and Na ENAIT 
Seen warrant GE summons for a jury to meet onthe land: at nay. thero 
specified, and being not more than ten or less than five days thereafter, 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to inquire exactly where that amend- 
ment comes in? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis proposed to be inserted after section 
10 as a new section. 

Mr. DANIEL, I havein my hand certain amendments to this bill, 
which were pre with great care by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], who gave it critical examination and who has au- 
thorized metosay that he would consider the bill unobjectionable and 
make no further objection to it if those amendments are agreed to. I 
do not know who offered the amendment now pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It isanamendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let it be again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 


Mr. DANIEL. Isee that in section 11 the Senator from Vermont 
proposes an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘marshal’’ and insert 
the words ‘‘supreme court of the District of Columbia at avy general 
or special term thereof,” in order that the proceedings of condemna- 
tion may be conducted under the direction of the court. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, it is an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that amendment. It will befound printed 
in the amendments intended to be proposed by theSenator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 6 of the proposed section 11, after the 
words ‘‘apply to,” strike out the word ‘‘marshal’’ and insert ‘‘su- 
preme court,’’ and in line 7, after the word “Columbia,” insert "at 
any general or special term thereof;’’ so as to read: 

The said corporation may apply to the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia at any general or special term thereof. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 13, in the proposed section 11, as conse- 
quential to the other amendment, in lines 7 and 8, I move to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘and’’ to the end of the section and insert the 
words: 

Said court, after reasonable public notice and hearing, shall proceed with the 
condemnation of such land or property for the use aforesaid, 

This conforms the language to the amendment already made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13,in the proposed section 11, line 7, 
it is proposed to strike out all after the word ‘‘and’’ to the end of the 
section, as follows: 

And he shall issue his warrant or summons for a jury to meet on the Jandand 
ata day therein specified, and being not more than ten nor less than five days 
thereafter. 

And in lien thereof to insert: 

Said court, after reasonable public notice and hearing, shall proceed with the 
condemnation of such land or property for the use aforesaid. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The next amendment reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be read, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, 12. Thatthesaid United States marshal shall accordingly summon eighteen 
disinterested men, not related to either party; and if any of them refuse to at- 
tend he may then summon or call others immediately to make up the number 
ofeighteen, Each party shall have the right, in person or by attorney or agent, 
if present at the time, tostrike off three, and the marshal shall strike off suchas 
shall not be so stricken off by the parties, until the number shall be reduced to 
twelve, who shall be a jury. 

Mr. DANIEL. To that amendment I offer an amendment., In line 
1 I move to strike out the words ‘‘the said United States” and insert 
the words “*for the purpose of setae the value of any land or 
property so condemned the said court may direct the marshal and the.” 
That is a consequential amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the proposed section 12, line 1, it is proposed 
to strike out the words ‘‘the said United States” and insert the words 
‘for the purpose of ascertaining the value of any land or property so 
pony emnee the said court may direct the marshal and the;’’ so as to 
read: 

That for the taylors of ascertaining the valuo of any land or property so con- ` 
demned the said court may direct the marshal, and the marshal shall accord- 
ingly summon eighteen disinterested men, not related to cither party, etc, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to insert as a new section the following: 

Src, 13. That the marshal shall then administer an oath or affirmation to 
every person of the jury that he will impartially and to the best of his skill and 
judgment value the land or other property required by the corporation, and 
also, if the same be land required for the construction of the said railrond or 
work, the damage which the owner will sustain, if any, by the taking of the 
land for such use. The jury shall accordingly inquire of such value and dam- 
nge, and make report thereof in writing, to be signed by them all, and setting 
forth in case of land the boundaries of the land and the estate, interest, or use 
to be taken by the corporation. Suchinquisition and report shall be returned 
by the marshal to the clerk of the circuit court of the District of Columbia. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Src, 14. That such inquisition and report shall be confirmed by such court 
unless good cause be shown to the contrary, and when confirmed shall be re- 
corded by the clerk of said court; but for cause the court may set it aside and 
order another inquisition, or more than one from time to time, to be conducted 
in like manner as the first and with like effect, until an inquisition and report 
shall be confirmed by the court. Upon such confirmation of the first or any 
subsequent inquisition and report and upon payment or tender of the amount 
fixed in the inquisition to be paid by the corporation, either to the owner or in 
court, as the court shall order, the said corporation shall be entitled to the prop- 
erty absolutely or for such estate, interest, or use as shall have been valucdand 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1065 


described in the inquisition and report, as fully as the same could be vested in 
the corporation by a valid conveyance from the owner, and the corporation 
shall have the right to take away any material so valued. 

Mr. DANIEL. To that amendment I offer an amendment. In line 
12, I move tostrike out all after the word ‘‘property ’’ and insert ** ac- 
cording to the nature of such condemnation and appropriation for the 
uses mentioned in this act.’ The effect of that amendment is to con- 
demn the property to the nse of the railroad instead of undertaking, as 
it would seem, to condemn the absolute fee simple. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment. will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 14, line 12, itis proposed to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘property,’’ as follows: 

Absolutely or for such estate, interest, or use as shall bave been valued and 
described in the inquisition and report, as fully as the same could be vested in 
the corporation by a valid conveyance fromthe owner, and the corporation shall 
have the right to take away any material so valued. $ 

And insert: 

According to the nature of said condemnation and appropriation for the uses 
mentioned in this act. 

Mr.SPOONER. Ishould like toinguire of the Senator from Virginia 
if there is no provision in this bill or in any of the amendments to it 
for an appeal from the award and the intervention of ajury, or is the 
courtto be at liberty to try the question of damages? How is the ques- 
tion left finally by this bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is left to a jury under section 12, 

Mr. SPOONER, I had not noticed that provision. 

Mr. DANIEL. Itis to be left to eighteen disinterested men, not 
related to either party. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know; but after they make an award, if tho 
owner of any property or any interest which is sought to be condemned 
is not satisfied with the amount of damages awarded by the marshal’s 
jury, what remedy has he? Has he any appeal, any right to a further 
hearing, any right of trial before the court? 

Mr. DANIEL, Section 14 seems to contemplate the procedure in 
such a case. It provides— 

That such inquisition and report shall be confirmed by such court unless good 
cause be shown to the contrary, and when confirmed shall be recorded, 

. The inquisition is made by the jury; report is made to the court; 
and if good cause is shown the court may refuse to confirm. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would the Senator understand by that thatif the 
property-owner were able to show to the court that the amount of dam- 
ages awarded was inadequate the court would be at liberty to review 
the testimony on that subject? 

Mr, DANIEL. Undoubtedly. Ithinkso, 
yides that— 

But for cause the court may 
than one from time to time, to 
like effect. 

The bill seems to have the usual provision in respect to condemna- 
tions as to revision of awards and as to succeeding ones if the first is 
not satisfactory. That isin the amendment prepared by the Senator 
from Vermont. y 

Mr. HALE. Whereis that? 

Mr. DANIEL. In section 14. The condemnation proceedings are 
fully provided for in the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. HALE. ‘Thatis not in thelist of printed amendments prepared 
by the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DANIEL, It is inthe amendment reported by the Committee, 
and the Senator from Vermont has suggested an amendment to it, 
which simply, I understand, provides that the property shall be con- 
demned to the use of the railroad company, striking out the words 
which would vest it absolutely. 

Mr. SPOONER. The effect of that amendment is to vestin the rail- 
road company the easement instead of the fee. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iso understand. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the Senator from Virginia concluded the 
amendments he desires to submit? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; I have a few more to present. 

Mr. HALE, I wish to ask the Senator from Virginia, who is in 
charge of this bill, whether he has offered the list of amendments 
which I have been informed were prepared with very great care by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and which are found in 
a printed list of amendments. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have given notice that I should offer them in their 
order, but the committee’s amendments are being first considered, and 
the amendments prepared by the Senator from Vermont to those 
amendments are being considered. 

Mr. HALE. So that the Senator is offering those amendments? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have merely so far offered the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont to the amendments of the com- 
mittee, and I have given notice that I should offer the others. 


Thesection further pro- 


tit aside and order another inquisition, or more 
conducted in like manner as the first and with 


Mr. HALE. The Senator is taking certain features in the Edmunds 


amendments, if I can call them so, and applying them to the commit- 
tee’s amendments where they are germane? 
Mr. DANIEL. That is the case. 


Mr. HALE. And he proposes afterwards to have all of the amend- 
ments in the printed list offered and acted upon? 

Mr. DANIEL, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will bedone. The Senator from Vermont 
is not here. Š 

Mr. DANIEL. I have already given notice that I should do that, 
but in parliamentary practice the committee’s amendments are to be 
first considered, and then it is appropriate to offer amendments to the 
conimittee’s amendments before amendments are considered to the text 
of the bill, which the committee does not propose to amend. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. LIonly wanted to understand if the 
Senator proposes to’see that all the amendments of the Senator from 
Vermont are acted upon. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall see to it, as I gave notice that Ishonld. I 
have no idea of doing otherwise. I believe the committee amend- 
ments are now through with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee has not been disposed of. Is the Senate ready 
for the question on the amendment to the amendment? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question now recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, to insert section 14 as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

: eS DANIEL. Now I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add a new section after section 14, as follows: 

Sec. 15. That said railway shall be constructed in such a manner as not to in- 


jure or endanger any of the pipes, fixtures,or apparatus of the water works 


supplying the District of Columbia, or any part thereof, and the operations of 
said company shall always be subject to the control and direction, in this re- 
spect, of the Secretary of War, and subject to the right of the Secretary of War, 
or other lawful public authority, to interrupt the construction or use of said 
railway whenever necessary for the protection or repair of such water works, 
or in respect of any increase thereof or additions thereto. That neither the 
said corporation nor its successors or assigns shall crect, maintain, or use any 
overhead electric or other wires or apparatus within the District of Columbia, 
or any property of the United States either within or without said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now I offer the other amendments prepared by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], to which the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] referred. 

Mr. HALE. Is the amendment which was just adopted a commit- 
tée amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir. 3 

Mr. HALE. Itis one of the Edmunds amendments 

Mr. DANIEL, Itisthe last amendment, coming in at the end of 
the bill. I now offer the amendments in their order down to those 
which have already been adopted, as indicatedin the proposed amend- 
ments of the Senator from Vermont. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendments will be stated in their 
order. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, section 1, line 11, after the word 
“horse,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘cable;’’ so as to read: 


For operating the same by horse or electric power, 


Mr. GORMAN. Why strike out the word ‘‘cable? ” 

Mr. HALE. Will the Secretary read the text of the bill, so that we 
may see how it reads as proposed to be amended? 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, page 2, line 11, after the word 
“horse,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘cable;’’ so as to read: 

With authority to construct and lay down a single or double track railway, 
with necessary switches, turnouts, and other mechanical devices for operating 
the same by horse or electric power, for carrying passengers or freight by tho 
following route, namely, ete. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do Iunderstand the Senator from Virginia to pro- 
pose an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘cable?’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. The amendments which I am proposing are offered 
by me in courtesy to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I 
understood his objection to the use of the word “‘cable” to be that he 
apprehended a cable railroad would interfere with the water pipes as 
they are laid over the city. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is already a provision that the water pipes 
shall not be interfered with. Whether the water pipes would be in- 
terfered with by the use of a cable is merely a matter of opinion and 
speculation, and that seems to be sufliciently guarded by the prohibi- 
tion against interference. I should think it would be unwise to de- 
prive this company of the power to use cable power if it should be in 
the public interests, as I think it might be, that such power should be 
so used. 

Mr, DANIEL. I have no desire todo so, but the Senator from Ver- 
mont indicated that without these amendments he would probably 
object to the bill, and we have tried to put the bill in such a shape as 
to meet his approbation. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Senate, and not the Senator from Ver- 
mont, is passing upon this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am only explaining my relation to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I object, for one, in view of the fact that the safety 
of the pipesis sufficiently guarded in another section, todepriving the 
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company of the right to use the cable power if they think the public 
interest and convenience would be thereby subserved. I make the 
objection so that the amendment may not be passed nem. con., but be 
submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment. It 
will be considered as agreed to if there be no objection. 

Mr, SPOONER. I objected to it, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question, then, is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment in order, proposed 
a oe Senator from Virginia for the Senator from Vermont, will be 
5 $ 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, section 1, line 12, after the word 
S gers,” it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘or freight” and 
insert the words “parcels, milk, and truck;’’ so as to read: 


For operating the same by horse, cable, or electric power for carrying passen- 
gers, parcels, milk, and truck 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. The object of that amendment is to allow the simple 
market matters to be brought in on this line and to prohibit the carry- 
ing of articles of freight that are usually known under the head of 
**freight.’? Small truck or market baskets or anything of that sort 
may come in, 

ue VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to theamend- 
men 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, section 1, line 40, after the word 
“estate,” 5 is proposed to insert ‘‘outside of the cemetery grounds;’’ 
80 as to read: 


And from thence by, on, and over such lines as may be selected by the said 
company, with the approval of the Secretary of War, to the northwest entrance 
ofthe Arlington Cemetery, and thence through the Arlington estate, outside 
bo =~ cemetery grounds, to the south or west line thereof, in the State of Vir- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 1, line 42, after the 
word ‘‘authorized,’’ tostrikeout the word “coincide” and insert ‘‘ oc- 
cupied the same street or avenue;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That should any part of the track herein authorized occupied the 
same street or avenue with portions of any other duly incorporated strect rail- 
way in the District of Columbia but one set of tracks shall be used when, oh 
account of the width of the street or for other sufficient reason, it be 
deemed necessary by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE, Should the word ‘‘be’’ not beinsorted before the word 
“ occupied ? ” 

Mr, DANIEL. Thatis simply amatter of verbal amendment. The 
word ‘‘coincide’’ did not seem to convey the exact idea, and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont suggested the change. 

Mr. HALE, It reads now: 

That should any part of the track herein authorized coincide. 

If you put in the word ‘‘occupied,”’ there is no grammar about it 
unless you insert the word ‘‘be’’ before ‘‘ oceupied;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That should any part of the track herein authorized be occupied. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be again read for information, 
and then let the text be read as it would stand if amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, in section 1, line 42, after the word 
“ authorized,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘coincide’’ and insert ‘‘oc- 
cupied the same street or avenue;’’ so as to read: 


That should any part of the tract herein authorized occupied the same strect 
or aycoue with portions of any other duly incorporated street railway, etc. 


Mr. DANIEL. It seems that the word "occupied ™ ought to be 
“ oceupy.”’ 

Mr. HALE. That will do. ° 

Mr. DANIEL. The word ‘‘occupy ™ will fill the idea. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

Tho amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr, SPOONER. Isthere a provison authorizing the condemnation 
of theright to use the tracks in case the two companies can not agree 
upon their joint use? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a provision that in case of disagreement be- 
tween the companies the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
on petition filed, may hear the matter and adjust it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The next amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, section 1, line 44, it is proposed to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘used,”? down to and inclading the word 
“t Columbia,” in line 46, as follows: i / 


When, on account of the width of the street or for other suflicient reason, it 
shall be deemed necessary by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed: to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, in section 1, line 51, to strike 
out the second word “by” and insert the word ‘‘on;” sous to read: 


In the case of cissuresment, by the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia on petition filed therein by either party, and on such notice to the other 
party as the court may order, cto 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The nextamendment was, on page 3, section 1, line 58; after the word 
“Virginia,’’ to insert “ excepting the Arlington Cemetery grounds ;™ 
50 as to read: 

And said company is hereby authorized to run its said railway through the 
United States reservation known as Fort Myer and such other land of the 
United States in the State of Virginia,excepting the Arlington Cemetery grounds, 
care be necessary to construct the railway between the points named in this 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pago 3, section 1, line 59, after the 
word ‘‘bill,’* to insert: 

Only ifthe Secretary of War shall deem the samo Bieta ofthe 
terests, and always subject to euch conditions and regulations ast 
tary of War toay from time to time impose, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 1, to strike out from 
line 60 to line 62, inclusive, as follows: 

Provided, That in so doine the said company shall first have obtained the ap- 
praval of the Secrotary of War of thè line of said railway through said prop- 
erty, 

Mr. DANTEL. 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, in section 2, line 5, after the 
article ‘‘a’’ to insert ‘‘suitable ;’’ so as to read: 

That the SRRA hereby authorized and lying in the District of Columbia and 
on the bridge shall be constructed by said company of good materials, and ina 
substantial manner, with grooved rails of the best pattern, and of n suitable 
gauge to pproved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 

eretary of War jointly. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 2, line 5, after the word 
“ gange,” to insert a comma and a dash, and the word “fall; ” soas to 
read: $ 

And of a suitable gauge, —all to be approved by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbis and the Secretary of War jointly, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 2, line 10, after the word 
‘torder,’’ to insert “‘to the satisfaction of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia; ™ so as to read: 

The tracks of said railway, so fur as the same shall lle within the District of 
Columbia, and the space between the same and for 2 feet adjacent to the outer 
rails thereof, shall be antall tines kept by said oopan well paved and in good 
order, to the satisfaction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 2, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘Columbia,”’ to insert ‘‘and subject to the other provisions of 
this act;’’ so as to read: 


And it shall be lawful for said company to make all needful and conyonient 
trenches and ‘excavations in any streets or spaces where its railway may bo 
constructed, and to place in such trenches and excavations all the needful and 
convenient devices and machinery for operating said railway in the manner 
and by the means aforesaid, subject to the approval of the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia and subject to the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 2, line 19, after the 
word ‘‘line,’’ to insert .‘‘nof in any avenue, street, alley, or other 
public place;’’ so as to read: 


And also it shall bo lawful for said company to erect and maintain, at such 
convenient and suitable points along its line, notin any avenue, street, alley. 
or other public pee aa may be deemed advisable by said company.or ita board 
of directors, and subject to the approval of the proper authorities over the place 
or places where the same may be located, ete, 


Mr. GORMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Virginia 
to the amendment which has been made in line 17. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is correct. It is subject to the other provi- 
sions of the act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
was last read. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 2, line 21, after the 
word “‘approval,’’ to strike ont the words ‘‘of the proper authorities”? 
and insert “‘and regulations from time to time made by the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia;”’ so as to read: 

It shall be lawful for said company to erect and maintain, at such convenient 
and suitable points along its line as may be deemed advisable by said company 
or its board of directors, and subject to the BpUxoyat and regulations from time 
to time made by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, over the place 
orplaces where the same may be located, an engine house or houses, boiler 
vom or houses, and other buildings necessary for the successful operation of 
sa 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on 5, section 3, line 1; after the word 
“company,” tostrike out the word ‘shall ” and insert “may; ™ so as 
toread: 

That the said company may receive n rate of fare not sxnced ite 5 cents for 
ea nger for one continuous ride over the route aforesaid or any part 
thereof, betweon the termini of said railroad, and shall sell tickets at the rate 
of six for 25 cents. etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 3, line 13, after the 


ublic in- 
Scere- 


That is a consequential amendment to the one just 


The question is on the amendment which 
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_ words ‘lieu of,” to strike out ‘‘ personal taxes’’ and insert ‘‘ taxes on 
personal property; ™ so as to read: 

And said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of taxes on 
petsonal preparis for the next ensuing fiscal year, 2 Pe cent, of itsnet earnings 
upon trafic for the preceding year, as shown by said verified statement, | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IJshould like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Virginia. I understand that the bill as it now stands allows this 
company to build acable road along M or High street in Georgetown the 
whole length from Rock Creek to the bridge, and authorizes them to 
use n cable. Under authority already given the Washington and 
Georgetown Railway Company is now building a cable road between 
those points. It is utterly impossible for two cable railroad companies 
to use the same cable and it is impossible also for a horse railroad or 
any other kind of a railroad which travels more slowly than a cable line 
to use the sameroad as a cable road. The cable road must necessarily 
occupy an exclusive track. Iask how the Senator proposes to settle 
that difficulty. 

Mr. STEWART, I suggest to the Senator that, so far as cable and 
horse cars are concerned, they are frequently used on the same tracks, 

Mr. SHERMAN. But this is for a mile. 

Mr.STEWART. For two or three blocks the two systems can operate 
very readily, and it is frequently done. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Icanseethat, but the Washington and Georgetown 
Street Railroad Company is now constructing a cable road. It seems 
to me the very nature of a cable road would require the exclusive oc- 
cupation of the tracks used by it. I do not see how the same tracks 
could be used by two different cable roads. As the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] says, horses might go over the road for a block 
or two, but as a matter of course the rate of speed by a horse car is 
much slower than the rate of speed by a cable car, and there would be 
constant danger of collision if they ran on the same tracks. It would 
be impossible to run a horse car on a cable road for the reason that it 
would be impossible to run cable cars at as slow a rate of as horse 
cars would run, The inomentum or rate of travel by the cable system 
is fixed for the whole line, and the cars travel at a uniform rate; they 
must go at the same rate, and ‘all the cars must necessarily travel 
5 miles an hour, or whatever the rate of speed may be. 

It seems to me, therefore, that this road had better be put on some 
other line parallel to M street. I merely submit the difficulties which 
occur to me to the Senator from Virginia, without desiring to interfere 
with the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I had partly in view what the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has said when I prepared an amendment in the Judi- 
ciary Committee room (I would say during the session of the Senate), 
striking out the word ** cable,” for the observations of the Senator from 
Ohio are practically, I am sure, correct, that it is incompatible with the 
nature of the two services, horse and cable, and probably motor car and 
cable (though that would not be so inconsistent with the use), to geton 
over the same line, and yet the nature of the streets in Georgetown, and 
in this town, too, is such that it would really be a public nuisance to 
have two separate sets of double tracks for two different railroads, 
That would make four tracks, which would he really destroying the 
yalue of the street for the common purposes of citizens, 

But my chief desire in striking out the word ‘cable’? was because 
Iam informed by the Chief of Engineers (and the committee who had 
the aqueduct business in charge two or three yearsago maden very careful 
examination intoit) that when you get to thatstreetin Georgetown where 
the mains supplying Georgetown and Washington with water lie, all the 
way up to The Three Sisters—there are four mains, I think, now lying 
in that street, certainly four beyond this end of the Aqueduct bridge, in 
Georgetown—and from that point on to where these gentlemen wish to 
cross the river, which is probably the best place to cross it, the road- 
way is necessarily very narrow. On the left-hand side of the road 

ing up is the bank of the canal, protected on the roadside by a wall, 

believe, the most of the way, and then by railings, ete., und on the 
right-hand side going up are for a considerable part of the way cliffs 
of solid rock. So the Chief of Engineers says (and I had a letter from 
him with a diagram showing it all, that I thought I had turned over 
to some one) it would be entirely dangerous to the pipes that now lie 
there, and upon which the cities of Washington and Georgetown de- 
pend for water, to undertake to lay a cable road there, which wonld 
occupy about all there was that was left of the street, and the slight- 
est disturbance would endanger the water pipes, and it is really im- 
practicable. 

I explained this, as I thought, to the gentlemen interested in this 
bill who did me the honor to come to see me about it, and they were 
quite satisfied, if I correctly recollect their statement, that it would 
be improper to undertake to put a cable road there, and they there- 
fore assented to the striking out of the word ‘‘cable,’’ wanting, as thoy 
said—and I have no doubt they stated it with frankness and in good 
faith—to run motor cars through the city of Washington and up to the 
bridge where they cross the river, 

Therefore, I must express my regret that the Senate has thought it 
fit not to agrees to that amendment, and, if proper, I would ask the 
Senate to reconsider it, for that isa very serious danger. 


Mr. SPOONER, I submitted one or two observations against strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘cable.’? Ofcourse I had not, nor had any member 
of the Senate so far as I know, any opportunity to be informed of the 
consent which the Senator from Vermont says was given by the gen- 
tlemen in interest to the amendment. I thought in the public in- 
terest it might become necessary some day, and important, that the 
company should have the power to utilize the cable system; and as 
the Senator had already guarded against any injury to the water pipes 
by absolutely prohibiting any use of this franchise that should in any 
manner interfere with the water pipes, it seemed to me that he had sufi- 
ciently protected that point. 

The argument which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made 
would be equally against the joint use of that track for horse cars for 
aconsiderable distance. Hesays they conld not use a cable road jointly 
on tracks for cars propelled by horsesfor a mile. If they can not, and 
I suppose they can not, use jointly that track with another company 
for a cable, it would seem to me to be pretty clearthatthey eitherought 
to be permitted to put down separate tracks or else that they ought to 
go on another street, if there is another street which could be utilized 
without detriment to the public interest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not any other street, I am quite sure. 
I did have a map—it is down in my committee room, where every- 
thing else is—showing where this line was drawn out, which was sent 
to me recently by the Chief of Engineers, and attention was called to 
the impracticability of having a cable road where these water pipes 
are, There is Water street, but the difficulty is that it does not go 
half far enough. That is a low street, is out of the line of communi- 
cation, and they could not get back from it on the river side to get on 
to the place where they cross, as I now nnderstand it. So I donot see 
how they could accomplish this enterprise unless they go a distance 
of half a mile or so, I should say, on the same street where the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown cars now run. : 

ir. SPOONER. Then they could only use the electric motor? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then they could only use the electric motor, un- 
less for a very short distance. There would not be much difficulty if 
both companies exercised care in running the horse cars, There is no 
difficulty at all in running horse cars on a cable line. 

Mr. SPOONER. If but a short distance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The place where they would strike High street 
or Bridge street, in Georgetown, can not be anything like a mile in dis- 
tance, I should suppose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Vermont to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
rejected the amendment striking out the word ‘‘cable.’?-- 

Mr. GORMAN, As I understand, the Senator from Vermont sug- 
gests that if this company is permitted to use a cable it will interfere 
with the water pipes. I did not hear very distinctly, but that is what 
I understood him to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the way I understand it, 

Mr. GORMAN, Now, there is a provision in the bill, an amend- 
ment drawn by the Senator from Vermont and adopted, providing that 
this company shall in no case interfere with the water main, and that 
the road shall be constructed in that respect practically under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War. So that ample provision has been 
made by the amendment guarding against any interference whatever 
with the water mains, 

fe CONES DS. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ought tohave said, what I had at the moment 
forgotten, that there is a provision there which I believe was prepared . 
by myself, but which, upon looking at the paper as I hastily came up 
to the Chamber, I did not obserye, which will probably be adequate 
to secure the water mains, because the Secretary of War and Chief of 
Engineers will not permit them to lay down cable or any other kind of 
work that will endanger those. So that, so far as I am concerned, I 
do not think it will do any injury to the particular security I had in 
view to leave out the word ‘‘cable.’’ But these gentlemen, as I un- 
derstood them, were entirely satisfied to leave it that way. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam satisfied that the Senator from Vermont will 
agree to let the word ‘‘cable’’ remain in the bill, for this reason: No- 
body has taken more interest in it than he has, but he wants a better 
car service in the Districtof Columbia. Congress has prohibited by an 
act, I think by an amendment drawn by the Senator from Vermont 
himself, the use of electric wires overhead. Now, it has been clearly 
demonstrated, in every city where it has been tried, that it is impos- 
sible with economy and fair service to use electricity except by over- 
head wires. It has not yet been demonstrated that you can use it at 
all within reasonable bounds of economy by a conduit with the wires 
underground, : 

Mr. HALE. How is the road to be operated that we all see being 
constructed along G street to its intersection with Fifteenth street 
nearly opposite the Treasury? How are the cars to be propelled ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that Congress has prohibited that 
company from using overhead wires on that part of itsline. That is 
an extension of the road which comes down New York avenue to Sev- 
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enth street, and they intend to try the experiment upon that level 
ground of using storage batteries. 

Mr. HALE. But not underground. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not underground, for no preparation whatever has 
been made forit. ‘They have experimented in Boston, Baltimore, and 
many other cities, and they have found the use of electricity a failure 
except by the use of overhead wires; that is to say, it is too expensive; 
the loss of power is so great that it makes the operation of a road about 
double the cost of horse power. Now, what we are anxious about is 
to have better service, and Congress authorized the presentroad, which 
extends east and west, to put in a new motive power. 

The Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company made a most 
thorough examination in every city in the Union, and the report of their 
officers comes back to us that in the District of Columbia, with our 
streets and with our grades, the cable is the most economical and the 
best motive power that they can possibly adopt. Hence, they have 
put it on Seventh street, and they are now preparing to run it on the 
road from the Washington navy yard to Georgetown. 

Here is proposition for a parallel and competing road from Seventh 
street to the upper end of Georgetown, and thence to Arlington. If 
you strike out the word ‘cable?’ you will practically confine them to 
one of the ordinary horserailroads. Isubmitto the Senator from Ver- 
mont that as he has made ample provision that no interference what- 
ever with the water mains shall occur, more stringent, I think, than 
in regard to any other road in the District, he had better let the word 
“cable” remain in the bill and give them the opportunity, if they find 
it best, to use cable power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idonot agree with the Senator from Maryland that 
the motor cars are a failure, even in an economic point of view. Ido 
not mean to say that they can be run as cheaply, mile for mile, as a 
horse-car line, but I believe that the very last year, 1890, has shown in 
some places in the United States that with the continual gain that ap- 
plied science is making in the use of electricity motor cars are entirely 
adequate for the usual purposes of street railways. 

Mr. HARRIS, May [ask the Senatorif he means the storage-bat- 
tery car when he uses that term ‘* motor’’? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. That is what I mean, that storage-battery cars 
cau be used in that way. Iam sure that I very recently saw a state- 
ment in reference to some city in the State of Washington—I think it 
was either Tacoma, or Seattle, or Olympia, one of those three cities— 
showing the progress of the town, the extent of its street-railway ser- 
vice, and the extremely good service that it has from motor storage- 
battery cars, as I understood it to be. Icertainly understood last year 
from the president, I think it was, of the Eckington Railway, which 
had been under dicsussion, that hisown engineers and electricians had 
found some devices or applications that gave very encouraging promise 
of the question being satisfactorily solved here, and that they were go- 
ing 2 try it. Perhaps further experiments have shown that they could 
not do it. 

The idea the Senator from Ohio has stated so well struck me; but 
my chief thought was directed to the absolute preservation of the 
water mains that occupy the whole of that country up there, and must 
necessarily do so; I did not give much consideration to that part of it; 
and as these gentlemen—if I correctly understood them, and I am very 
confident I did—repeatedly said that they were going to run motor cars 
this side of the bridge, and that is all they wanted to do, and so on, 
in order to make the whole thing complete and systematic I proposed 
to strike out the word,‘ cable’”’ where it applies to these two cities, so 
as to make it absolutely secure. But I repeat, and it is due to fair ar- 
gument tosay so, that I think the provision which I have proposed for 
the particular purpose I am speaking of would be adequate. So I am 
willing, so far as I am concerned, to let it stand on that, and we shall 
see how it will result. So, Mr. President, I withdraw my motion to 
reconsider, if there is no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is withdrawn, 
The next amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, section 3, line 13, strike out the 
words *‘personal taxes’’ and insert ‘‘taxes on personal property;?’ so 
as to read: 

And said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of taxes on 
personal property for the next ensuing fiscal year, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 5, section 3, line 14, after the word 
“year,” to strike out the word ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Four per cent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, section 3, line 14, to strike out 
the word ‘‘net”’ and insert the word “‘gross;’’ so as to read: 

Of its gross earnings, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, on page5, section 3, lines 15 and 16, tostrike 
out the words ‘‘as shown by said verified statement;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Upon trafhe for the preceding year, which amount shall be paid to th l- 
lector of taxes, ete. et = ie 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, section 3, lines 24 and 25, to 
strike out the words ‘‘of personal taxes” and insert *‘ upon its personal 
property;’’ so as to read: 


; oe all other assessments upon its personal property in the District of Co- 
umbia,. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, section 3, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘ Columbia,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ upon its property.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, section 5, line 5, after the word 
the,” to insert ‘‘made from time to time by said company and;’’ so 
as to read: 

And shall run cars thereon as often as the public convenience may require, 
and according to a schedule to be made from time to time by said company and 
approved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 7, section 5, line 6, after the word 
‘tf Columbia,” to insert ‘“‘but no steam cars, locomotives, passenger, or 
other cars for steam railways shall eyer be run on said railway.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was stated to be on page 8, section 5, line 14, 
to strike out all after the word “railway ’’ down to and including the 
word ‘*aforesaid,’’ in line 30. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amendment, the Chair is informed, 
was agreed to when the bill was under consideration on the 18th of 
December. It is unnecessary to pass upon itagain. Thenextamend- 
men will be stated. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, section 7, to strike out the 
pe down to and including the word **located,’? in line 23, as fol- 

ows: 

Provided, That said by-laws or any of tlem be not contrary to thisact or any 
otherlaw in force where its railway may be located, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11,section 8, line 17, after the word 
‘*such,’? to insert the words ** lawful and reasonable;’’ so as to read: 

For the purpose of paying dividends at such Jawful and reasonable times, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. After the word ‘‘Virginia,’’ in line 41, section 1, 
page 3, I move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That said road shall cross the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal ona 
bridge that shall be so constructed as not to interfere with the use of the bed or 
towpath of the canal as a waterway or asa railway, and in a manner satisfac- 
tory to the Secretary of War, 

The latter words are proposed at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont. 2 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, I wish to submit just one word of inquiry. In the 
section that was inserted after section 14, I should like to inquire it 
the words ‘‘or on any property of the United States either within or 
without said District’? are contained in the amendment. ‘They are 
stricken out in pencil mark inthe copy of the amendment I have before 
me, and I believe they were intended to be left out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The words were not stricken out. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. No; the clause is not stricken ont, and I thinkit 
had better be left to stand as it is. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. I have no further amendment to sug- 
gest, Mr. President. On page 14, section 15, the original textstill stands, 
I suppose? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It still stands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


COIN AND CURRENCY, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay the unfinished business before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the cur- 
rency, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the bill be temporarily laid aside 
for a few moments. 

Mr. PLUMB, I am going to leave the Chamber, and I desire to offer 
an amendment to the first section of the bill, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. Iask that it be read and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to be proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out section 1 and insert: 

That the compulsory requirement of deposits of United States bonds with the 
Treasurer of the United States by national banks is hereby limited in amount 
to $1,000 of bonds for each and every national bank: Provided, That this act 


shall not apply to the deposits of bonds which may be required by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to secure deposits of public moneys in the national banks. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
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ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the regular 
order may be laid aside fora few moments in order that the Senate may 
take up the first number on the Calendar, which would have been con- 
sidered if the Calendar had been réached this morning, so as to dispose 
of the measure for the promotion of the judicial interests of the Terri- 
tory of Arizona. 4 3 ora 

Mr. GORMAN. Letthe bill be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. WILSON,.of Iowa. It is the bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thebill was reported with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. The substitute will be read if there be 
no objection. 7 

The Cuter CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert: 

That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona shall consist of 
a chief justice and three associate justices, any threo of whom shall constitute 
a quorum; butno justice shall act asa member of the supreme court in any 
action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of exception, 
or appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree rendered by him as judge of a 
riety court, unless one of the other justices is disqualified to sit in such ac- 
tion, 

Src, 2, Thatit shall be the duty of the President to appoint one additional 
associate justice of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who 
shall hold his oftice for the term of four years, and until his successor is âp- 
pointed and qualified. 

Src, 3. That the said geet eg shall be divided into four Judicial districts, 
and a district court shall be heid in each district by one of the justices of the 
supreme court thereof, at such time and place as is or may be prescribed b 
law. Each judge, after assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is 


assigned. 

Src, 4. That the present chief justice and his associates are bite vested 
with power and authority and they are hereby directed to divide said Terri- 
tory into four judicial districts, and make such assignments of the judges pro- 
vided for in the first section of this act as shall in their judgment be meet and 


TREC. | 5. That the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the same is 
hereby vested, to hear, try, and determine all matters and causes thatthe courts 
of the other districts of the Territory now possess; and for such purposes two 
terms of said courtshall be held annually, at such places within said district 
as may be designated by the chief justice and his associates, or a majority of 
them; and grand and petit jurors shall be summoned thereon in the manner 
now required by law. 

Sec. 6. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be 

rosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the sime effect 
except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not passed, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr, PUGH. Mr. President, I would like to inquire if that bill was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It was reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The amendment which has just been read was the amend- 
ment directed by the committee to be reported. 

Mr. PUGH. Reported the 16th of December? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On the 16th of December. 

Mr. PUGH. I haveno recollection of ever hearing of it before. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I reported it by direction of the committee. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to hear some of the reasons stated forthe 
proposed addition to the number of judgesin that Territory. The bill 

TO an increase of judges in that Territory, I understand. 

r. WILSON, of Iowa. It proposes an increase of one. There are 
three judges now. The extent of the Territory, its division, and the 
condition and amount of business seem to render it necessary that they 
shall have another judgeand another district. The other House passed 
the bill, sent it to the Senate, it went to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, was considered by that committee, and the amendment which 
has just been read was reported. 

Tho sara difference—I may in fact say the only differences 
between the bill as passed by the House of Representatives and the 
substitute reported by the committee are that the substitute makes 
certain provisions for always having a quorum in the court of appeals 
or supreme court, and also leaves to the court the determination of 
the district. Those are the only differences between this amendment 
and the bill as it passed the other House, 

Mr. PUGH. Can the Senator inform me the sources of information 
upon which the committee acted in giving this increase in the number 
of jndges and the necessity for it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I obtained some information from the De- 
partment of Justice, and also throngh communications from citizens of 
the Territory. This is the only Territory that was left without a pro- 
vision of this kind in respect of their courts, and the bill gives them 
four judges, as had been given tothe others. The consideration which 
T gave to this bill, and also that of my colleague on the subcommittee, 
induced us to believe that the bill ought to pass in the form of the 
amendment which had beenteported and which was justread at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
& third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I now move that the Senate request a con- 
ference with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Chair was authorized to appoint the con~ 
ferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Witson, of Iowa, Mr. Ev- 
ARTS, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 


Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, I present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5.507) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Youngstown, Ohio, having met, after full and free confer- 
ee agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreements to the amendments of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

z In lieu of the part proposed to be stricken out, strike out all after the word 
dollars,” in line 11, to the end of the bill and insert: 

** Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisoment 
for the opening of said proposals, 

* Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites,and such others ashe may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plata, and statements which shall have 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

"If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also cxamine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto ns they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in ard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the ry of the 
pub es shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected, 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only Eis actual traveling expenses, 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested fn the United States, nor until the State 
of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
forall purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.’ 

~ JOHN O. SPOONER, 
G, G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House 
The report was concurred in, 


STUBBS AND LACKEY, 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is a little bill on the Calendar—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to present another privileged report. I 
have several conference reports to present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will indulge me just a mo- 
ment. There is a little bill here which proposes to do a manifest act 
of justice, reported from the Committee on Claims, of which the Senator 
from Wisconsin is chairman, ‘The bill is very short, and if the Senate 
will hear it read, and the report, which is only a thirdof a page long, I 
have no doubt it will receive unanimous assent. It is a case of very 
great hardship, and delay would be very great injustice. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis the bill (H. R. 2309) for the reliefof Stubbs 
and Lackey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill which will be 


read, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to pay to 
Albert Stubbs and Job Lackey, of Lebanon, Ohio, the sum of $2,128.87, in full of 
all work done by them, or by John B. Holbrook, in building a dike at Merri- 
man Bar, and dams at Captina and Fish Creek Islands, in the Ohio River; and 
there is hereby appropriated, for such purposes, out of funds otherwise unap- 
propriated and lying in the Treasury, the sum of $2,128.87. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report or to have an 
explanation of the bill. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is a report. 

Mr. SPOONER. All there is of itis this: These parties were surety 
upon the bond of a contractor to do certain work. The contractor, 
pending the work, absconded, leaving his men unpaid. The sureties, 
as they had a right to do, took charge of the work and performed the 
contract in accordance with its terms, and the work was accepted by 
the Government. Under the contract with the contractor a percent- 
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age, as is usual, was retained by the Government, amounting, I think, 
to a little over $2,000. These sureties were clearly, as a matter of 


law and equity recognized by the court, subrogated to the rights of 
the contractor, This bill is to pay to the sureties, who performed the 


contract, that retained percentage. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better have the regular order 
now. Iam afraid we shall delay the financial debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Wisconsin gave 
notice of a further privileged report. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have a privileged report to submit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 3117) to provide for the purchaso of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of 
Massachusetts, having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreementsto theamendments ofthe House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the 
word “dollars,” in line 9, to the end of the bill and insert: 

‘Proposals for the sale of land suitable for sgid site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

“Pro made Si ome to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary o 
sites, and such others as he may think 
person by an agent of the Treasury 

rt to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites, 

“Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate. 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem n ; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
ATA shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Massachusetts shall haye ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
forall purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“ The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open spate of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 

d J Heri SPOONER, 
T, 


a. . 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
8S. L. MILLIKEN, 
Manager on the part of the House, 


the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
roper to designate, to be examined in 
partment, who shall make written re- 


The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEWISTON, ME. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 2405) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of 
Maine, haying met, after full and free conference haye agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their res; ve Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disa; ment to theamendment ofthe House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the 
word dollars,” in line 10, and insert: 

** Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for atleast twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

a Ne in made in xe mse to said bs aE abd shall pe rience and 
mailed to Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites,and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be SAIA in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into its possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
ed ofthe Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap- 
point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the 
said pro: sites, and such others.as the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- 
nate,and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; 
and said commissionshall, within thirty days after such cxamination, make to 
the Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, map, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings ofsaid agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location ofthe building to be erected. 
“The cémpensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 

but the same shall not exceed £6 per day and actual traveling cx- 

: however, That the member of said n appointed 

m the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

^ No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be waded in the United States, nor until the State of 


Maine shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction > AA 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 
“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an openspace of at 

least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 

JOHN ©, SPOONER, 

G EST, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
è S6. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 953) for the erection of a publie 
building at Fort Dodge, Iowa, having met, after full and free conference have 
eters to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

ows: > 

Thatthe Senate recedo from its disagreements to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In leu of the part proposed to be stricken out, strike outall after the word 
“dolars,” in line 11, andinsert: 

“Pro for the sale or lands suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of thenewspapers of said city of largest circulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for the 
opening of said proposals. 

“Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examinedjin 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port tosaid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites. - 

“If, upon consideration of said reportand i Fg ga bend a or the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall bean officer of 
the Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
sites, and such others asthe Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 

of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 

accom ied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in rogard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by tho Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
ead Provided, however, That the -member of d commission appointed 
rom the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
sile for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Towa shall have ceded to the United States exclusive dtonn over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, - x 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each sido, including strects and alleys.” € 

JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
G. G. VES 


Managers on the part of the Senale, 


The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12365) 
to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Territory, to issue bonds to 
provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company 
through said city; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


NICARAGUA CANAL—CHARLES T. HERVEY’S REPORT. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the sum of $207 is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the ‘Senate, to be expended by the Secre! of the Senate 


in the purchase of 1,000 copies each of six maps and six plates that accompany 
the special report made in 1890 by Charles T, Hervey, civil engineer to tho 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 


COIN AND CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The regular order, Senate bill 4675, 
will be proceeded with. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent that Honse bill 5474 may 
be taken up and disposed of. It isa small matter and the justice and 
equity of the case is far more apparent than that of the bill which was 
taken up a few minutes ago on motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is due to the gentlemen who wanted 
time to discuss the financial bill until next Wednesday that they should 
have that opportunity. If the gentlemen in charge of the bill and 
those who desire to support it or oppose have nothing to say upon it 
to-day of course I can not interfere, because [can not reverse the un- . 
derstanding that it was not to be voted upon until next Wednesday, 
but I think itis due to everybody who wishes to speak, if there be 
anybody, that he should have an opportunity now. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Of course it was understood that if anyone wished 
to take the floor on the bill he would interpose an objection. It will 
only take a few moments to dispose of the bill I ask the Senate to con- 


I shall insist on the regular order for awhile and 
see how we get on. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the regular order, and the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the cur- 
rency, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. STEWART to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, there has been so much said on 
behalf of the amendment which is pending before the Senate and so lit- 
tle in the way of argumentsaid against it that it seems well-nigh super- 
fluous to continue this discussion, at least upon the part of the friends 
of the measure. And yet, sir, Iam not willing that this debate should 
close without bearing the testimony of my section and my people to the 
merits of the amendment that wearenow considering. Iam notwill- 
ing to have it go to the country and to the world that this is simply an 
effort made by the representatives from silver States and that the rest 
of the country is indifferent to the result. There is not a silyer mine 
within the limits of the great Commonwealth that sends me here, and 
yet I venture to assert that her people are as united, as earnest, as hon- 
est, and as clamorous in their demand for the free coinage of silver as 
are the people of Colorado, or California, or Idaho, or Nevada. 

It would seem to an unprejudiced and fair-minded man that we, of 
all the civilized countries of this world, need a liberal per capita circu- 
lating medium when we come to consider the vast enterprises that are 
projected and are to-day and must for many years be in process of com- 
pletion, when we remember that we occupy a continent, and that the 
movement of its cropsfrom ocean to ocean seeking seaboard 
tion to the markets for which they are destined requires an outlay and 
an expenditure of money far in excess of that to which any pent-up Eu- 
ropean country can possibly be subjected. 

{t would seem that these and many other considerations that may be 
submitted would entitle us to at least as large, as full a measure of 
per capita circulating medium as any of the countries of the Old World 
require or demand. And yet, sir, we have it not, These enterprises 
are required to go on, the crops of the country must be moved, its 
business must be maintained upon a relatively and comparatively small 
sum of money. 

Weare told by the official authorities of this Government that France, 
with a population of 38,250,000 people, is carrying in her circulation 
$900,000, 000 of gold and $700, 000,000 of silver and nearly $600,000, 000 
of outstanding notes, a total of metal and paper currency of $2,194,- 
000,000 of money, which gives to her 38,250,000 people a total per 
capita of $57.36. 

Contrast, if you please, with that our own monetary policy. Iam 
speaking now of the most prosperous nation financially upon this earth; 
IT am speaking of a nation whose financiers within late years haye given 
evidence of superiority when compared with those of any other people; 
I am speaking of a nation that within the memory of every man who 
sits here by me on this floor was subjected to a payment of the heaviest 
war indemnity that one nation conquering ever inflicted upon a nation 
vanquished; and yet to-day it stands in the very front rank, the stay 
upon which universal credit has recently been forced to rest, the prop 
that saved England and the world from commercial panic if not bank- 
ruptcy within the last thirty se Her people have no such neces- 
sities for a large circulating medium as ours, and yet they have a total 
per capita of more that $57, whilst we are asked to be content with a 
per capita of less than $23. 

Great Britain carries to-day with her 38,000,000 people a gold circu- 
lation of $550,000, 000, a silver circulation of $100,000,000, an ontstand- 
ing note circulation of $190,000,000, a total of metallic and paper cur- 
rency of $840,000,000, and a per capita of $22.01. 

Germany carries with her 48,000,000 people $500,000,000 of gold to- 
day and $215,000,000 of silver. This, the single-standard country, 
this, the nation that bows down in its fetich worship to gold, carries 
in her circulation to-day $500,000,000 of gold and $215, 000,000 of sil- 
ver, and she carries $275,000,000 of paper, and gives to her people a 
per capita of $20.63. Ours is $22.36. -And yet, Mr. President, the 

entlemen who oppose the passage of this amendment, they who see 
er in the adoption of a free-coinage law, tell us that their appre- 
hensions are based upon a flood of silver that is to pour in upon this 


country. 

You bave to-day in circulation but $116,000,000 of silver money. Of 
all these countries, Britain alone is below the silver circulation of the 
United States, Germany, which demonetized that metal, carries more 
than $2 of silver to our $1, whilst France carries well-nigh $7 for every 
$1 that is in circulation in this country. 

Mr, President, I have been listening and I haye been reading the 
speeches made by those who oppose a free silver-colnage act. I have 
failed to find an argument or a suggestion that was entitled to serious 
consideration. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who is not now in his 


seat, told us in his speech the other day that he was opposing the adop- 
tion of this amendment simply and solely because it would tend to 
contract the volume of our currency. He said that he was against it 
because its effect would be to increase the burdens of the debtor class 
of this country by a shriveling processto be applied to the circulating 
medium, I doubt not that he was sincere. I have known him too 
long and too favorably to mistrust his purpose; but this I may in fair- 
ness be permitted to say, that if heis sincere, it the reason assigned by 
him constitutes the ground of his objection, it is the first time in the 
modern history of this people that any man coming from that section, 
and representing the people who send him. here, bas cyer had manli- 
ness enough to open his mouth in opposition to'a contraction of the 
currency. 

They tell us that silver from abroad will flood the country if we 
dare to open our mints to its coinage; they tell us that the foreign 
holder of silver from every nation and every clime will come clamoring 
here to have his foreign silver coins reminted at our expense, This de- 
bate, which has been, if not long, at least elaborate and instructive, 
would demonstrate to the satisfaction of every honest mind that this 
apprehension is groundless. There is no reason to entertain sucha 
fear. It is proven conclusively that there is no couytry within the 
limits of the earth that holds anyappreciable quantity of silver which 
can be induced to part with it. 

But let us lookat the bill which the Committee on Finance has offered 
to the Senate forits adoption. Inits fourth section, which is an amend- 
ment offered by the committee of the Senate, it answers conclusively 
and disproves the ground of apprehension upon the part of the men 
whoopposethe pendingamendment, Thecommittee that draughted the 
fourth section of this bill that I have in my hand was not afraid of an 
influx of currency. It was not alarmed at the idea that values were 
to be disturbed and business was to be overthrown by the unexpected 
and sudden introduction of an immense yolume in addition to the 
present circulating medium of this land, because it provides expressly 
for the issue of $200,000,000 more than we have now. 

As a single naked proposition I have no fault to find with that. I 
think we need more currency than we'have now. I shall not quarrel 
with the committee for propasing to increase it-to the extent of $200,- 
000,000, which is provided in the fourth section of the bill as re 
to this Chamber; but I do seriously complain of the method adopted 
in that fourth section. I reiterate the eloquent protest uttered by the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] when here within the last three 
days he called the attention of this Chamber and the country to the 
fact that this was a device upon the part of the committee looking to 
the perpetuation of a banking system that has already been doomed 
and which the people will no longer tolerate. : 

The fifth section of the bill provides that free coinage may be given 
to silver upon condition, and the very condition makes its admission 
to the mint impossible. It says that before this silver metal shall 
have the right of access to the mints of this country it shall first, as 
a condition precedent, have maintained its parity or above for one 
year at least. It requires of silver the execution of an Se hatred 
ity. No silver advocate upon this floor eyer claimed, no friend of 
that metal was ever idiotic enough to claim, that it could assert and 
maintain continuously for a year or more its parity in value until it 
was put upon even terms with the measure by which you intend to 
gauge it, You cau not make silver the equivalent of gold; it is im- 
possible for that parity of value ever to be reached, much Jess to be 
maintained as long as itis trampled under foot and treated as a dc- 
based and dishonored coin. 

The architects of this bill have draughted wisely or at least they have 
draughted shrewdly in the execution of a purpose to thwart the will of 
the American people upon this great question. If the Senator from 
Ohio was correct in the opening remarks he made to this Chamber upon 
the first day the bill was bronght up for discussion we are dealing with 
an issue wrapped in the short amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada, bigger, more important, more grave, and entitled to more se- 
rious consideration than any that has been presented to this Chamber 
during this or the preceding sessions, 

Mr. President, I object to the bill that the committee have brought 
here, not only because of its fourth and fifth sections,to which I have 
briefly adverted, but I object to it for many reasons, and in order to 
sum them up and state them in a single sentence, I object to this bill 
because it short of the demands of the people and fails to give a 
just and full measure of relief. 

Since 1873, when the people of this country discovered that silver 
had been stricken from the list of precious metals, there has been a 
well-nigh universal demand for its restoration to position that it 
had held and honored through all the L er 

The people demand free coinage, and, what is more, aes. mean to have 
it. Itis notin your power to deny it much longer. You have meas- 
ured ont your homeopathic doses of relief until they will no longer 


satisfy. 

A limited coinage act of 1878, followed by the meager supplemental 
legislation that has come to us since, has not sufficed to satisfy the de- 
mands of the American poopie: They will have nothing less than an 
absolutely free coinage of this metal. The handwriting is upon the 
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wall, and evcn though one be blind he may read it in its glaring char- 
acters. 

You may rely, and you do rely, upon the veto power that is vested 
in your President to protect you from the passage of this act. . That 
will prove to be a vain reliance. He dare not furnish you that veto. 
When this amendment passes this Chamber and is enacted into law, so 
far as Congress is concerned, by the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, your President dare not put his veto upon the bill, unless 
he is cepa prepared to sign the death warrant of a party already 
doomed, 

But even if he give it to you it will not suffice you. Thank God 
the death knell of this Congress will soon berung; and then comesan- 
other Congress whose House of Representatives will give free coinage 
to the American people by the vote that the Constitution requires to 
pass it over the veto of a President, and this Senate, as then consti- 
tuted, will concur in the action of the peoples representatives. So 
that relief for a clamoring and overburdened people is close at hand, 
whether you will it so or not. 

The masses of our people are not prosperous; the producing classes 
of this country, the tillers of the soil, are encumbered with debts which 
they can not pay. In round numbers seven-tenths of our exports con- 
sist of the products of the soil. The prices of all these products have 
reached a nonremunerative figure. 

The tiller of the soil finds himself unable, as the years go by, to 
either liquidate or abate the mortgage that covers his farm and plasters 
the homestead that’shelters his wife and little ones more closely and 
more securely than the shingles that have rotted and that he can not 
replace. He asks for no class legislation by which he is to profit atthe 
expense of his fellow, but he only asks that those who make the Jaws 
that govern him shall look and see if he is the victim of class legisla- 
tion which brings him to poverty in order that others may be benefited. 

Heasks simply for relief from legislation which discriminates against 
him unfairly, and this he has a right to ask for; but when he appeals 
for this relief he is told that he has been too industrious; that in his 
effort to maintain his family and to pay his debts he has worked too 
hard and produced too much; that overproduction is the cause of his 
poverty, and, with an insolence which is equaled only by the greed 
that stands behind it, he is told to believe that by his honest toil hehas 
become the author of all his own woes. It is hard for him to believe 
this, for he knows that the unfed teeming millions of the Old World 
ene hungry and pleading for the bread thatis the product of his 

abor. 

The sad experience through which we are passing is not a novel one. 
The history of the world teaches us that the volume of currency has 
never fallen below a proper apportionment on the basis of population 
and business without’ bringing disaster to all sections save the business 
and moneyed centers, and suffering toall citizens save those who are 
the holders and changers of money. 

Reduction in the money volume, as measured by populationand busi- 
ness, increases the value of the unit of money as it increases the 
purchasing power of this measure of values. As the value of this unit 
increases, the yalue of every article to which it is applied of necessity 
decreases, He or they who hold this talisman become the beneficiaries 
of the disturbance of values; or, in other words, the holders of money 

rofit by the shrinkage in value of everything save that which they 
ke for sale or for hire, 

What we want and what we most need isnotso much an elastic cur- 
rency as a stable currency whose value shall be unchanged and un- 
changeable. This currency can only be secured by making its volume 
commensurate with the population and the business ofthe country. ‘This 
is the only basis upon which yon can undertake to fix the matter of 
volume. With me this is no party question. I denounce the anti- 
silver policy of eyery Administration with which this country has 
been blessed or cursed for twenty years. To me it does not matter 
that my own party is responsible for four years of this enduring wrong. 
Mr. Cleyeland’s Administration, in my judgment, is as justly amenable 
to criticism and to censure upon this score as were those of his prede- 
cessors or as is this one that came after him. 

When honest toil is doomed to want and poverty by law, despiteits 
labor and its products, no party shackles shall chain meto the defense 
of such a course, 

The tillers of the soil throughout this land can endure no longer the 
burdens put upon their bowed, bent backs by injustice and partial 
legislation, They have at last determined to make their canse of griev- 
ance known and to demand that it be righted. 

_ The Farmers’ Alliance, now crystallizing into a national organiza- 
tion, is nothing more nor less than a protest against the class legisla- 
tion which for a quarter of a century has fulfilled its purpose of rob- 
bing the masses to enrich the few. ‘That they have just cause of com- 
plaint every intelligent man in this country knows and all honest men 
admit. They seek a redress of grievances that are not i nary, but 
real, and the sense of fairness that characterizes the American people 
will give them the relief to which they are entitled. 

Human ingenuity has not yet been able to furnish either justifica- 
tion or excuse for the demonetizationof silver inthiscountry. In 1873, 
when this foul deed was done, our silver dollar commanded a premium 


over gold. In the very hour ofits taking off it stood confessedly the 
more popular and better metal of the two on which the country and 
its business rested. 

Surely it was not stricken down because of its baseness; surely it 
was not rejected because the people discredited it. It had stood the 
strain of war, performing all of its vital functions as well as it had ever 
done throughout the ages that lie behind it. The volume of currency 
at that date no man dare say was too large for the country’s wants, 
and yet, for purposes that may be suspected, but which may not be ad- 
mitted, it fell, the victim of a blow delivered in the dark. 

The authors of its dishonor did not dare to avow their fell purpose; 
they did not dare to give warning even in the title of their bill; they did 
not dare to name the metal at whose vitals they were striking; silver 
ig not named in that act of 1873. They accomplished their work of 
Pa AKOR by omitting it and failing to name it as a metal to be 
coined. 

The Senator from Ohio has more than once upon this floor sought 
to defend the methods by which this law was passed. I haye heard 
him strive to paintit asan open and a fair transaction, but I have never 
seen him succeed in convincing anyone save himself. Great as his 
powers may be, he can not unwritehistory. 

The record stands despite his protest and denial, and that record 
shows that the Congress that passed the demonetization bill of 1873, 
under a misleading, false, and specious title, did not know that the 
bill demonetized silver. That record shows that the President who 
signed it did not know it, and the record shows that the people who, 
by its operation, were plundered and robbed had no knowledge of the 
outrage of which they were made the victims. 

Mr. President, here I will ask permission of the Senate to read as 
part of my remarks an extract from a speech delivered in this Cham- 
ber at the last session of Congress by the honorable Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr, Jones]. It was then that this Republican Senator from 
Nevada, in Ian e more forcible and far more eloquent than I may 
command, told to the Senate and to the country the conditions that 
led up to the act of silver demonetization. 

He said: > 

At the time silver was demonetized it might well haye been supposed that a 
sufficiently large unearned increment had already been realized by the foreign 
and domestic holders of United States bonds, The greater portion of the debt 
of the Government was, when incurred, made payable simply in “Jawfual 
money,” the interest alone being payable in coin. Yet in March, 1869, the 
bondholders secured the passage of an act of Congress entitled “An nct to 
strengthen the public credit,” containing a pledge to pay in coin or its equiva- 
lent not merely the interest, but the principal of all national obligations not 


specially provided to be paid otherwise. 
And again— 


I still read from the able speech of the Nevada Senator— 


And again, when in 1870 Congress was about to provide for a refunding of the 
public debt, these clamorous creditors, not satisfied with having got the bonds 
at rates mach below their face value and not satisfied with the pledge to pay 
in coin—a pledge made Jong after the contract was made and the debt incurred— 
insisted that not only should the new bonds be payable in coin, but in order to 
guard inst any possible interpretation which might work to their detriment 
they did what has rarely been done in the history of EA fe lation, in- 
sisted that even the very standard of that coin should be fixed and nominated 
inthe bond. They were willing to take no chances, They were not willing to 

lace confidence in the sense of equity and fair dealing of the people of the 
United States. They held before Congress the covert threat that if the new 
issue of bonds did not provide for payment in ‘‘coin,”’ instead of ‘lawful 
money,” and did not prescribe the precise standard of coin in which they were 
to enh ak dt be difficult if not impossible to place the bonds on the 
marke 

So, by the refunding act of July 14, 1870, Congress provided for the payment 
in ‘coin of the present standard value,” that is to say, in either gold dollars of 
25,8 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, or in silver dollars of 412} grains of silver, 
nine-tenths fine, at the option of the United States. But even this extreme ad- 
enya to the creditors over paymentin “lawfal money ”’ of the United States, 
in which the bonds were bought and in which they were legally payable; was 
insuficient. All but the most ingenious would imagine that having thus pro- 
vided for f poke in coin then bearing a considerable premium over the current 
money of the Republic, and haying the very standard of that coin fixed in the 
act, the highest point of vantage had been reached, One device, however, and 
only one, remained by which the money of the payment could be still further 
increased in value, and this device did not escape the watchful eyeand cunning 
hand of the public creditors. 

They clearly saw that if by legislutive enactment they could secure the re- 
qoacten. of one of the moncy metals they would succeed in enormously increas- 

ng the value of the metal retained, is they accomplished by the démone- 

tization of silver, and thus by striking down one half the automatic money of 
the world and devolving the money functions exclusively on the other half, 
added thousands of millions of dollars to the burden of the debt, 


THE PRETENSE TO “STRENGTHEN THE PUBLIC CREDIT.” 


It will be observed that this anxiety to strengthen the public credit was 
evinced by the bondholders after and not before the bonds were in their 
session. No anxiety for the public credit was manifested by them at a time 
when the Government pune be able to reap advantage from it. The Govern- 
ment having parted with the bonds ata heavy discount, their selling price in 
the ee amatter of no direct pecuniary importance to the people of 
the United States, 

The “strengthening of the public credit” that was to be effected by the act 
of March 16, , consisted of a rise in the price of the bonds for the benefit of 
the holder, at a time when they were no longer the property of the Government, 
but of private individuals, The real effect of the act, therefore, was not in any 
way to benefit the Government, but greatly to enrich, by an increment uncarned 
and unbargained for, a few men who had already been tly enriched by their 
dealings with the United States. The title of the act should have read “An act 
separ Soin the bank account and credit of the holders of United States 

nds, 

The excuse and apology for the act was that by its passage the refunding proc- 
ess then Sonta DINTA, and afterward povided or by the refunding ne of 
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1870 might be rendered more certain of success; but if any advantage accrued 
from that cause, it was lost, and much more with it, by the increase which the 
act of 1869 effected in the burden of the bonded obligation, by pledging the na- 
tion to a payment in a medium much more yaluable than the medium provided 
forin the contract. And again, in 1873, when all the bonds provided for by 
the refunding act of 1870 h been sold and had passed out of the hands of the 
Government, another act was passed, intended by the sett ok againto 
strengthen the publiccredit, andagain to the disadvantage of the people andto 
the Sa and enormous advantage of the bondholdors. It bore the inno- 
cen e— 


‘Tt bore the innocent title ?’— 


of ‘‘ An act revising and amending the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, 
and coinage of the United States.” This act, bearing on its face no suggestion 
of any change more serious than that of regulating the petty details of mint 
maragement, has proved to be an act of momentous consequence to the pe ule 
ofthis country. Thisis the act that demonetized the silver dollar, which 1 did 
by merely omitting that coin from the enumeration of the coins of the United 
tates. 

There was the act demonetizing silver, and the Nevada Senator has 
portrayed more forcibly and more plainly than I can do the conditions 
that surrounded and the influences and motives that led toits enact- 


ment.. 

The bondholder had bought his bonds at a heavy discount; he had 
paid for them in a depreciated currency; he had induced a Republican 
Congress to change the terms of the contract years after its execution, 
and make the principal as well as the interest of that bond payable in 
coin in defiance of the contract. He had then concluded that he could 
grind still more out of the taxpayers of the country by demonetizing 
silver, and leaving his bond, both as to its ea en fu. interest, to be 
paid to him in gold and in gold alone. It was this that a Republican 
Congress in 1873 gave to him, and the limit of his greed was measured 
only because his avarice could reach no further, 

When the financial legislation of this country for the last twenty 
years is carefully and impartially reviewed a candid mind is forced to 
the conclusion that Christ, with a lash, scourged from the temple a 
better gang than those who have framed and fashioned our policies. 

We are the largest silver-producing country upon the earth. What 
reason, what excuse, what explanation, can be offered by any man 
for our striking down the metal of which we produce more than any 
other nation and enthroning as a single standard a meta) over which 
we haye no control? 

I favor the amendment that proposes to give free silver coinage to 
this country. 


During the sixteen years that I have been in Congress I have stood- 


here as the earnest advocate of that metal’s restoration to its old and 
honored place upon a fair, even plane of equality with gold. Whence 
comes the opposition to this amendment? Notfrom the Westnor from 
the South; not from the producing sections of this country. Oh, no; 
but from the East, where the bonds are held and the wealth is massed. 
It comes mainly from that section whose people claim the right to dom- 
` inate, not because of their contributions to the general fund, but be- 
cause of their successfully levied exactions upon the people, Through 
the operation of cunningly devised and unrighteous tax laws and finan- 
cial schemes like these they have come into possession of the earnings 
of men less cunning, but more industrious and more honest than them- 
selves. Andnow they claim the right to rule by reason of their moneyed 
wer, 

wor oit gentlemen may as well learn here and now that the American 
people, as recently demonstrated by their action at the polls, have come 
to consider their condition and the causes that have led up toit. It 
will be as well for you to learn now as later that your domination is 
ended; that the star of empire is moving westward. The scepter has 
departed from the tribe of Judah. The mighty West and the rejuve- 
nated, prosperous South have endured the fleecing process until pa- 
tience is exhausted. ‘They mean that just laws shall be enacted and 
that unjust laws shall be repealed. 

But we are warned not to give silver free access to our mints, and 
coupled with this warning we are told that if we do the gold in this 
country has already sprouted its wings with which to take its flight to 
foreign shores. No fact is offered to support this prediction; nothing 
is given us save the threat, and that consists of the opinion of men who 
have prophesied before, but who, in every instance, have proven to be 
false prophets. 

These same dogmatic people told us that if the limited-coinage act 
of 1878 was passed there would not be left a single gold dollar within 
the limits of this country. Despite their threats, ay more, Mr. Presi- 
dent, despite the veto of their President, we passed that act, and to- 
day there are more than three gold dollars in this land where there 
was one when they made these false predictions. 

They told us more, Theysaid that the passage of that limited-coin- 
age act of 1878 would prevent the refunding of the national debt at a 
lower rate of interest; that it would debase the Government’s credit; 
and yet under the operation of that law we have refunded the coun- 
try’s debt from a 4} per cent, basis down to 3, and that coupled with 
a premium to-day of 125 in the markets of the world upon our out- 
standing 4 per cent. bonds. In short, these prophets told us every- 
thing that has not happened and never told us anything that ever has 
transpired. In olden times false prophets were stoned; but in this 
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Christian era, for the benefit of the Senator from Ohio and those who 
follow in his lead, let us hope that they may be forgiven. 

But the opponents of this amendment insist that its adoption will 
drive from our shores the gold that is here. No proof is offered, no 
argument submitted, no fact adduced to support the threat. But as- 
suming all to be true that they would have us believe, let me ask, why 
would the gold leave this country ? 

What better or more profitable investment could that gold find abroad 
than is offered to it here, whether it be in real estate, in mines, in 
railroad stocks, or other enterprises in which productive industry en- 
gages ? Tell me, pray, what clime or country offers ter induce- 
ment for its investment than it has with us, But granting everything; 
admitting that the gold that is now here should leave usinstantly upon 
the passage of a free-coinage-of-silver bill; for the sake of the argument 
let'us grant it all, what harm would come of that? 

Practically it is not to-day an integral or an element in our circula- 
tion. Gold does not circulate among thispeople. I haye not seena 
gold coin within the twelvemonth past, and such I take it would be 
the testimony of the average American citizen. 

Suppose it went abroad, it would not embarrass us. It would natu- 
rally go to the gold-standard countries of the world, and there it would 
perform for us a friendly, valuable service in maintaining the prices of 
the products that we furnish to those people. 

In round numbers the output of the world’s product of gold isa 
hundred millions of money. Almost one-half of this is deflected from 
the channels of trade and the arteries of commerce and goes into the 
arts; the remainder, ifevery dollar of it thus left unemployed by the 
arts was poured into the business channels of this country, would 
scarcely produce a ripple upon our financial surface, 

But our friends of the opposition tell us that if we give free coinage 
to silver the country will be flooded and our own mints overcrowded 
with the silver of foreign holders. There are two answers to this sug- 
gestion. In the first place, it is not true and there is no ground upon 
which to base the apprehension. This debate has shown conclusively 
that there is no conntry of this earth which holds any appreciable 
amount of silver money or silver coin that can under any conditions or 
under any circumstances be induced to part with it. Suppose that 
foreign nations brought their foreign silver coin here to be reminted. 
What then would happen? If the Senator from New York is right 
he told us upon the day before yesterday that after it was done, after 
the French and the German or the foreign holders of silver coin had 
brought it here and had it recast without cost or charge in our mints, 
it would command nothing more than its bullion value in the mar- 
kets of the world. 

If that be true, Mr. President, the Senator from New York has fur- 
nished the answer to his own objection. If that be true, then the 
foreign silver-holder would reap nothing as his profit except the privi- 
lege of paying the ocean freights, He would go back with exactly 
what he brought when measured by the standard that the world ap- 
plies. Itis farcical. It does not reach the dignity either of an argu- 
ment or of a suggestion that is worthy to be answered. 

Mr. President, I am not an expert in the intricacies of finances. I 
am not authorized or fitted to speak for any save the average class of 
my countrymen ‘who obey the laws, pay the taxes, and honestly en- 
deavor to support the Government under which they live. From this 
standpoint, assuming to speak for that element of our people, I declare 
that I would gladly exchange the present depressed condition of the 
producing classes of my country for that which would follow the influx 
of a currency as good as silver used to be and always would have been 
but for the devices that were employed by those who were more heed- 
ful of personal advantage than of public good. 

The financial policy of this Government, to which I have adverted, 
is but a part of that still broader and, if possible, more unfair and out- 
rageous tariff system which for a quarter of a century has served its 
purpose of securing an unequal distribution of the products of Ameri- 
can labor. And, strangely enough, our friends who oppose the adop- 
tion of this amendment find themselves unable to reconcile the incon- 
sistencies of their position. 

When the tariff is under discussion we are charged with being the 
advocates of British theories, but upon this issue the tables seem to 
have been turned. The British theory of asingle, gold standard finds 
its champions in the Senator from Ohio and those who follew his lead- 
ership. He and they may not like England’s tariff views, but they 
appear to be amazingly enamored with her financial or monetary 
policy, so long as it serves the purpose here as it has served there of 
the annuitants, the capitalists, the money-holders, and the money- 
changers, even though it grinds to poverty the toiling millions of our 
land. If we are British advocates upon the tariff, pray tell me who 
are her minions and hirelings here and now. 

Mr. President, this debate has been so thoroughly exhaustive, so 
elaborate in detail, upon the part of the advocates of this amendment 
that it would not only be unnecessary and out of taste, but smack of 
vanity for me to offer any additional suggestions. I trust, sir, that 
the day is not far distant; I trust that the time has come, and that ere 
the ides of March shall be ushered in the Senators who represent the 
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sovereign States of the greatest Republic upon which the sun of God 
has ever shone, and the Representatives of the bravest, freest, manli- 
est, and most intelligent people upon this earth will unite in doing 
one act of justice, restoring silver to the place and to the position which 
it held and which it honored for more than three thousand years. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in rising to discuss this very great 
question again, as I have done frequently since I have been a member 
of this bedy, I should feel embarrassed by the immense amount of 
statistics, learning, and information that has been flooded upon Con- 
gress and upon the country in regard to silver and gold coinage and the 

nestion of fixing a parity of value between these two metals, and I 
should not attempt to make any suggestions further than have already 
been made upon this question were it not that I consider that this is an 
opportune and emergent time for the Congress to come to the relief of 
the country. Onur crops are very abundant; our mining interests are 
developing enormous yields of coal, iron, copper, and other metals; our 
forests are being cut down and transformed into commercial values, 
and, indeed, every industry in the country seems to have prosperous 
markets and to be engaged in active enterprise in forwarding the grand 
march of the progress of the people of the United States, 

But notwithstanding the great abundance of our productions, not- 
withstanding that the farmers and mechanics, the artisans, the manu- 
facturers, the miners, and the fishermen have all contributed in the most 
bountiful way to the volume of our productions and commerce, not- 
withstanding there is great zeal, earnestness, and activity in all classes 
of producing and commercial men, there is still some want, there is still 
something to be supplied, there remains something to be done to check 
and to remedy, if possible, an evil which is so hidden away, so hard to 
understand, itscems, that the wisest of minds seem almostincapable of 
comprehending what is needed. 

We find that there was overtrading in the Argentine Republic and 
in other South American States. There had been very large invest- 
ments upon credit which was based on the prospect of an abundant sup- 
ply of English capital. The Argentine Republic en in an effort 
to swell volume of its currency without a good basis of redemption 
and became largely indebted in England particularly and somewhatin 
France andin Germany, and when the period of liquidation came around 
it became necessary, it sppents, that all the great capitalists should 
combine in France and in England to come to the relief of that one 

int, I may say, of overspeculation and overtrade in the world. I 
have not heard of any commercial or financial disturbance of a serious 
nature in any part of the earth except in that portion of Sonth America. 
It is true that there has been in the United States a good deal of boom- 
ing, a good deal of activity in the creation of debts based upon fature 
prospects of increased value in real estate and otherwise, but nothing 
like a sum sufficient to disturb the commercial equilibrium of this 
country. 

When the capitalists in Great Britain become alarmed, the men who 
have a gold policy, who rely Spon fold for the redemption of every 

mise, public and private, andas the regulator ofall values, not only 
in Great Britain, but through their exchanges and their clearing houses 
the regulator of valnes throughout the world, we find that the men 
who own gold and depend upon gold for the P sinc tn of that country 
become all at once timid, that gold is withdrawn from the banks and 
the great banking houses, and that capitalists become afraid in conse- 
quence of thisspeculative overtrading. A great foundation of finance 
like the Baring Brothers commences to topple upon its base after hav- 
ing stood firm for more than a century, and the cause of it has heen, 
evidently, that the pe of Baring Brothers, the men upon whom 
Baring Brothers could always rely in time of emergency for capital to 
sustain them in any pinch that might come, alarmed at the overtrad- 
ing, had determin t they would raise the price of their gold in the 
markets of the world. They felt, and felt justly, that under existing 
conditions and circumstances they had the control of the monetary 
markets of the earth, and feeling thus they commenced to withdraw 
their deposits from the various public institutions and banks, and Bar- 
ing Brothers found that they were drawing against resources of credit 
which would not yield them the money to meet their obligations. 

Then there was a reflected action upon the United States, and all at 
once we found the money retiring from the banks in this country; it 
was being locked up in the private vaults and in the safety companies, 
Money was brought, we are informed, from New York into various 
cities. A large amount of it was brought into this city by some of the 
most prominent bankers here and stored in the vaultsand lockups which 
are kept for that purpose in this place. The withdrawal of this money 
from the banks naturally caused them to limit their discounts. They 

to be very much afraid thatthe speculative adventures for which 

they had loaned money in fush and easy times to men who were mere 

alators in stocks and bonds, and the like of that, would fail, and 

y would not be able to sustain their credit, and they withdrew the 

use of their money from commercial purposes and from commercial 

hands, and locked what they could get into their vaults, refusing to 

oc aia ree for the men engaged in legitimate trade in this 
country. 

In easier times the banks had Joaned their money to stock jobbers, 
and, when the least cramp occurred in the stock markets, they had to 


save themselves by refusing discounts to merchants and manufac- 
turers. 

Mr. President, the evil effect of this lock-up has extended through 
all the avenues of industry in the United States. It has affected the 
country which I belong to very materially indeed. I do not know 
how precisely to estimate it, but other men, who are wiser than myself 
in such matters, have estimated that we have made a loss in the South 
upon the present crop of cotton of not less than fifteen or twenty mil- 
lion dollars in the last six or eight weeks in consequence of this lock-up. 

When we come to speak of the independence of the United States 
and to think of the duty of the people of this great Republic, contain- 
ing now more than 62,000,000 inhabitants, of their having a financial 
policy which belongs to them and is based upon their own industry, 
their own commerce, and their own institutions; when we see how a 
spasm of this kind, occurring in the Argentine Republic, can be trans- 


ferred across the Atlantic Ocean to Liverpool, London, Paris, and Ber- 


lin, and then be again reflected back upon the United States, and from 
the money centers of the United States out over the agricultural and 
mechanical and industrial and mining fields, and produce calamity— 
for it can be called by no milder name than that—amongst the people 
of this country, with this great abundance of material, the result of 
their labors, we must conclude that the time has come when the peo- 
ple of the United States should make their second declaration of in- 
dependence. 

It is not so much of consequence to us that we have the freedom of 
enacting our own laws and building up and sustaining our own insti- 
tutions if those laws are to be set at naught, and those institutions are 
to be perverted from their benign purposes by the influence of opinion 
or financial distress across the water. It is not worthy of the Ameri- 
can peoplein the present stage of our progress that we should a longer 
decline to base our financial policy upon our own unfailing in es, 
that are so actively and enormously increasing. 

Allusion has been made during this debate, and it has been stated for 
years and years past, that we are producing in this country what is 
practically $50,000,000 of silver bullion every year. In ten years that 
is $500,000,000. Ifit could be realized that , 000,000 in silver coin 
will be added to the production of gold coin in this country, carrying 
it up to about $800,000,000 of coin in the next ten years, and if the 
policy of the Government of the United States could be a fixed and 
settled one, that the coins which are produced by our own mines, even, 
should find free circulation according to the wants of the le for 
the next ten years, and that thereby $800,000,000 could be added to 
what is properly and justly called the basis of redemption of all prom- 
ises in this country, nofact and no condition could be stated that would 
contribute more to the solid progress of this country, 

What we need most is faith in ourselves and our own country. 
The trembling hands of our misersand hoarders of wealth are too feeble 
to reach ont and the blessings that abound in our own land and 
should bear fruit under our own laws. 

The gold and silver coin or bullion of the world, Mr. President, is, 
after all and in spite of every opposition, the real money of redemp- 
tion for all promises, public and private. Governments may twist this 
matter as they will, they may try to prohibic itif they choose, but, 
after all, every civilized nation will adhere to this policy. Whether 
the government of any nation does it or not, the people will adhere to 
the plan and policy of having the ultimate redemption of all promises, 
public and private, in coin of gold or coin of silver. Accepting that 
as an actual and true proposition—and I think no man be rash 
enough to doubt or dispute it—we can not discard from our monetary 
system with safety to our own prosperity either coins of gold or coins 
of silver. We may attempt to do that, but the people, after all, will 
overrule the legislators, and they will accept and establish amongst 
themselves coins of gold and silver as the fundamental basis for the re- 
demption of promises. 

In several States, when there was need of more coined money, nota- 
bly in California and North Carolina, private mints have coined gold 
and silver in large quantities that had free circulation among the peo- 
ple. No law can prevent the people from the use of gold and silver as 
money. : 

The safe basis upon which a circulation can be predicated on the ex- 
perience of this nation and other countries in the use of gold and 
silver coin for the redemption of public promises is $1 of coin for $3 of 
paper promises. Any bank is considered to be entirely solid that is 
in the hands of honest men if that bank has the power at any time 
to bring to the front $1 of gold or silver coin for the redemption of $3 
of its paper promises. The United States has two sources upon which 
it can rely for the redemption of its promises to pay. ‘The first is the 
metallic basis of gold and silver coin struck from native bullion, and 
the next is the receipts through the customhouses and other taxation, 
and the expenditure for the support of the Government in the vast 
annual outlay that we have.to make for conducting this immense es- 
tablishment of ours, and also the expenses of the various State and 
local governments, including the large cities. We have here, in addi- 
tion to the gold and silver coins, a basis of redemption in the taxation, 
through which enormous masses of money are collected annually out 
of the people and passed through the different treasuries of the United 
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States, the States, and local treasuries, and arc dispensed again in a 
continued circuit of collection and expenditure amongst the people. 

So that if the United States Government, orif any State government, 
or if any city government issues its promises to pay, after having sè- 
cured to itself a basis of coin that represents one dollar in three of the 
actual circulation of money, the medium of taxation alone will employ 
so much of that money in actual and continual circulation that its re- 
demption is a matter of absolute certainty, and, its redemption being 
absolutely certain, there can be no doubt about the value of the paper 
promises, 

Mr. President, suppose that we have $800,000,000 of money, gold 
and silver, to come ont of our mines in the next ten years—an actual 
production of the basis of redemption that the world receives in all of 
its latitudes and longitudes—and then suppose that the Government 
of the United States alone, to say nothing of the State governments and 
the other local governments, choose to predicate upon that basis its 
paper issues to the amount of 3 to 1, as any solvent bank would safely 
do and as the Government can very much better do than any solvent 
bank can, how can any man assume that the paper issued upon a basis 
of that kind is aniuflation? 

Who can have a distrust about it? Who can say that it is nonre- 
deemable currency? Who can say that it is money that unnecessarily 
and unduly increases the circulation amongst the popiet Who can 
say that when a government can produce this amount of bullion within 
ten years it can not wisely and not safely employ that production of 
its own mines for the purpose of facilitating trade and commerce and 
exchange and intercourse amongst its own people? Who can point to 
a better future for any government in this world than that which I 
now point to as the secured future of the United States in the produc- 
tion of $800,000,000 of coin in each decade as the basis for the redemp- 
tion of all promises, public and private? Can Germany promise her- 
self that much from her mines? Nota titheofit. Can France do it? 
Not atall. Can England, with all of her vast possessions, her great 
colonies spreading themselves around the entire globe, can she from all 
of her colonies predicate a future of that kind upon the production of 
her mines? Not by any means. But here stands the fact confessed 
and indisputable that the United States of America every year pro- 
duces more than half the yield of gold and silver that is in the world. 

Now take that and say that in ten years it amounts to the very 
moderate sum of $800,000,000—and it will run up to a thonsand mil- 
lion of dollars—and then predicate upon that fact, as asettled policy of 
the United States Government, the issue, if you please, of one for one, 
or two for one, or three for one, which isan absolutely safe calculation, 
and you have got assured to this country a money supply that isimmut- 
ableand safe, a policy that is just as certain as the flow of the waters in 
the Mississippi River, that can be calculated upon without any failure in 
its results. Youhaveitin your power to secure to this country a policy 
which in ten years’ time, if we utilize it and appreciate its value and 
employ its magnificent results in our own industries and in our com- 
merce, will make the United States the master of the world upon all 
questions of finance. We will cease to be beggarly dependents upon 
the financial policy of other countries. 

In view of this fact why should we be here in the Senate of the 
United States trembling and fearful and almost in a state of panic lest 
if we seek to use this silver coin and avail ourselves of this natural ad- 
vantage, some people may conclude that the Government of the United 
States is becoming slack in its ideas of honor and honesty and public 
credit and that these men will therefore withdraw their money from 
circulation and hoard it or send it abroad to some other market. 

The policy of fear and apprehension, Mr. President, is not becoming 
to this people who have their feet planted upon this great rock of 
safety. There is no need to doubt the future when the present is so 
assured and the past has been so fruitful in splendid results from our 
miningindustries. We haveno need to fear, and yetthatis what weare 
confronted with to-day. Imaginations of evil to come are broughtinto 

lay. Senators who seem to be under the impression that any legis- 
Tation on this subject at this moment of time might result in some ad- 
ditional weight to one side or the other of the tottering frame of our 
financial system dread to takeastep to the front, dread to doanything. 
They are standing here almost in a state of petrification, afraid to turn 
in any direction to give relief to the people except the one indicated in 
the hill reported by the Senator from Ohio of extending our indebted- 
ness $200,000,000, to borrow more money from people who have it in 
order to flood it out into the country through the redemption of our 
bonds at 25 per cent, premium. 

Mr. President, this nation was nothalf so timidand—I use the wore 
in no offensive sense—cowardly in 1863 as itis now. In 1863 a war 
was flagrant in this country, the turmoil, bloodshed, and the disaster 
of which no human tongue can describe inadequate phrase. Our peo- 
ple in the United States were agitated more in respect of their credit 
than they were in respect of anything else, because if the armies could 
then be maintained in the field and the great military operations 
could be continuously conducted, those who were on this side of that 
terrible line felt no apprehension as to the final result. 

What did your Government do at that time? You had an occasion 
here to raise in one bill $900,000,000 in 1863. That was when the war 


was in its most desperate phase, when it required the most strenuous 
exertions on the part of this country to marshal ils resources of every 
kind in men and money and material for the purpose of putting down 
that internal strife. Whatreliance did you rest upon then? Youdid 
not stop to pledge the honor of the United States that you would pay 
those $900,000,000 of loan in gold. Why did not your creditors in 
Germany and in France and particularly in England at that time, in 
1863, demand of you that these bonds that you were throwing upon 
the world in blocks of $900,000,000 under a single act should be re- 
deemed in gold coin? The demand is made now by Great Britain, by 
the merchants and factors, the commercial classes in Great Britain, that 
the bonds that you have got outstanding shall be paid in gold coin, 
that the Treasury notes that are outstanding shall be redeemed in gold 
coin, and that you shall so far demonetize silver that you can not 
ask a foreign creditor, no matter of what class he may be, old or new or 
prospective, that he will take anything but gold coin in the payment 
of your debts. 

Now, why is it that we have shrunk into this poor and abject con- 
dition, that now in a time of peace and when prosperity rules in every 
department of trade and commerce weare called upon by these people 
abroad that we shall so shape our policy as to give them a positive as- 
surance and give everybody else a positive assurance that hereafter the 
debts of the United States shall be redeemed alone in gold coin? Why 
do you resort to that now and why did not your fears alarm you to 
that extent in 1863? It was because at that time you were not half 
so much afraid of the awful rebellion that was proceedingin the United 
States as you are afraid to-day to give offense to the men who have the 
money power of the world in their controi and who demand that silver 
shall be expelled from circulation and from commerce, and that gold, 
and gold only, shall be adopted as the standard for the redemption of 
all promises now and hereafter, 

Let them price our securities nt what rate they will; we are not de- 
pendent upon them. Our own people will take our securities when- 
ever they are offered, with eagerness. They will more than emulate 
the example of the French when the Republic needed money to pay 
war tribute to the German Empire then recently born on the soil of 
France, 

Now, I will read just a paragraph from that act of 1863 to show how 
correct I am in this statement: 


‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to borrow, 
from time to time, on the credit of the United States, a sum not exceeding three 
tai millions of dollars for the current fiscal year, and six hundred mil- 

jons— 

Nine hundred million dollars in all— 


for the next fiscal year, and to issue therefor coupon or registered Boner rat 
able at the pleasure of the Government after such periods as may be fixed by 

e tary, not less than ten nor more than forty years from date, in coin, 
and of such denominations not less than $50 as he may deem expedient, bear- 
ing interest ata rate not exceeding 6 per cent. per annum, payable on bonds 
not exceeding $100, annually, and on all other bonds semi-annually, in coin, 

What was ‘coin’? at thattime? Coin wassilver and coin was gold. 
We had then the dollar of the coi of 4123 grains, and we had then 
the subsidiary silver coin of 360 grains upon the basis of the French 
system, and this obligation we were then making included both the 
subsidiary and the dollar coin, if wehad chosenso to construe it. The 
only word that would put down such a construction as that is the use 
of the word ‘‘dollars’’ in that act, but surely no one now can deny that 
the proposition at that time of the Government of the United States was 
that it would borrow $900,000,000 of money for the purpose of carry- 
ing on the war, and that the payment of the bonds issued for that 
money, for that loan, should besimply in the coin of the United States. 
The phraseology that was employed in the earliest issnes of those bonds 
was continued through every one of the series, and no bond has been 
issued by the United States Government of that series, or as a successor 
or refunding bond of thatseries, that did not contain the same provision, 
and itspoke of the ‘‘coins of the United States,” the legal, lawful coins 
of the United States of the standard value on the day that a certain 
act of Congress was passed, and the men who took ourobligations all took 
them with that condition in them that they were to be paid simply in 
coin, without respect as to whether the coin was of gold or silver. 

Mr. President, Iask again the question, how was it that in the time 
of this great public strife and contention the Government of the United 
States did not find it necessary to put into its statute books that its 
obligations should be redeemed in gold coin, and now, in a time of 
perfect and profound peace, the effect of our legislation is that our ob- 
ligations of every kind and character, including the $200,000,000 that 
the Senator from Ohio desires to borrow, shall be paid and paid only 
in coins of gold? How is that? That results from the fact that you 
have demonetized silver. Itis true that we are making limited issues 
of silver coin. We have a certain limited amount of silver coinage 
under the law of 1890; but that is a cramped condition, and one thatcan 
by no means meet the emergency asit will arise. That act really gives 
no credit to the United States based upon silver coin. 

A part of the panic that seems to be felt by Senators on this subject 
is due to an sppronension on their part that after silver, which they 
say will be a cheaper money, has become of general and unlimited 
circulation in the United States, the gold will lift itself up and go 


1076 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 9, 


away into foreign countries. Now, let us observe the processes by 
which this thingis tobe accomplished? How is gold to be orted 
to a foreign country? It must be done, if at all, in payment of some 
debt. Otherwise gold would be a mere commodity seeking some other 
marketfor sale. Ifthe balances of trade are not against us, if, when 
we balance up all of the trade of the United States with all the out- 
side nations of the world, we are still ahead, we are still producing and 
exporting more of value than we import, there can be no difficulty 
about the gold leaving us, or if it goes it makes no difference. We 
get for itsomething more valuable to us than gold when it goes abroad, 

If gold departs from us under such conditions as those (which is en- 
tirely impossible), but if it should it would leave us none the poorer. 
Our prosperity would not be in the slightest degree impaired by the 
exportation of gold to meet a sudden market in some other part of the 
world if the balance is made up to us continually by gold payments, 
if we choose to demand gold, for the surplus products of this country 
exported from this to foreign countries. That argument to a man ot 
plain, practical, common sense has not any value at all. It may do 
for those gentlemen who sit at their desks and pile up figures and cal- 
culations and run through all the intricacies of mathematics, and even 
into geom and astronomy, in order to find ont something about some 
solvent for a question that is to be solved only by practical common 
sense. It may not suit those gentlemen; it may not make their fig- 
ures true; their calculations may not prove. ` 

It seems in this day and time that, instead of godliness being the 
great mystery, great is the mystery of gold and silver. The hidden 
wonder of gold and silver eclipses that declaration in the Scriptures 
entirely about the great mystery of much better things. So great is 
the mystery of finance that a man of plain common sense dreads to 
attack the subject. A subject that seems simple enough to a plain and 
ordinary mind is so embarrassed with hovering clouds of calculations 
and conjectures that the whole horizon of truth and good sense is bedim- 
med and darkened and we go searching about through it with our lan- 
terns to see if wecan finda way out of the labyrinth. The truth is that 
plain people have to deal with it and in a plain way, and if the currency 
of this country can not be regulated until you inform all of the people 
who have got to vote upon questions of currency of all the hidden mys- 
teries and calculations that are made by doctrinaires, we shall never have 
any legislation to regulate finance and we shall never have any pros- 
perity so far as our financial system is concerned, ‘The people are no 
more allowed to govern themselves about their monetary affairs than 
they are allowed to regulate the planetary system. But it isa plain 
proposition toa plain mind thatifthe people of the United States annn- 
ally, through decades and double decades, send abroad commodities 
of their own production of greater value than those that they import 
into the country the balance must be paid to us, and that it rests with 
us to say whether that balance shall be gold or whether it shall be sil- 
ok à It has to be paid. Does not the whole question depend upon 
that 

In that connection I put this proposition to Senators: What right 
have we to expect that the balances of trade during the next twenty 
years will be against us? Who can entertain that apprehension and 
make a daily companion of it upon any basis of experience or upon 
any prognostic that is justified by ordinary common sense? It is not 
an established impossibility, but conjecturally speaking and arguing 
from cause to effect it is an impossibility that the balance of trade 
during the next twenty years should be against us. 

Our prospects of reciprocal trade with South and Central America, 
with Mexicoand Canada, give us the almost positive assurance of in- 
creased balances of trade in our favor. We should hold towards this 
hemisphere at least the like advantage that Great Britain has in Af- 
rica, Europe, and Asia. We can do this if we will. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifthe balance of trade should be against us and 
we are on the gold standard, and foreign countries call for what little 
gold we haye, the whole fabric of our industries would be crushed. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘There is no question of that. It would be like 
taking the last bushel of meal out of the widow’s barrel. There would 
be nothing left for the family to subsist upon. When the creditor 
abroad hasa balance of trade against us and demands gold and we have 
nothing but gold to pay in and nothing left at home but gold or the 
narrow circulation of promises based upon gold, of course we are im- 
poverished, and the balance of trade ina case of that kind becomes ab- 
solutely destructive. The scarcity of money that produces famine in 
our industries will be aggravated to starvation when its full work is 
accomplished. 

But there is another view of this matter. We have to seek markets 
abroad. We can not desert them; we are obliged to take our produc- 
tions to them. Can any Senator suggest a worse calamity that could 
happen to the people of the United States than that suddenly there 
should be no market for cotton or wheat or any other grain or for the 
manufactured productions in the United States of any kind or descrip- 
tion, in foreign countries? Could anything happen to the people of 
the United States that would be so entirely disastrous to our prosperity 
as that the markets with which we trade beyond our own border should 
all be suddenly dried up, that there should be nothing that we could 
sell there, and, of course, having nothing to sell we would buy noth- 


ing? Our intercourse would be prohibited by circumstances that we 
could not possibly control, and that would, of all conditions, be the 
most calamitous. 

Nothing can so dishearten enterprise and paralyze industry as a 
plethora of productions for which there is no demand. 

Now I will illustrate that. The State in which I live is a large cot- 
ton-growing State. The particular region of the State in which I E 
side is the largest and best cotton-growing region of that State. e 
bestow no attention upon any grain except Indian corn. Sometimes 
we make a supply of that in a good season; at other times we do not; 
but we do not plant for a crop of Indian corn. As to wheat, barley, 
rye, and oats, we plant none of those except merely for the temporary 
purpose of pasturage or to give the plow animals early in the spring 
of the year a change of food. We import from the great grain-pto- 
ducing centers of the United States along the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers the grain, and at least 60 or 80 per cent. of all the substantial 
provisions that are used by the large masses of the people in the State 
in which I live who are engaged in the production of cotton. Now, 
suppose that we in Alabama should have adrought, orthat dearth should 
be visited upon us by some providential interference, and our condi- 
tion shonld be reduced so that we could not buy anything from the 
grain-producing regions, who would feel the pinch and burden of that 
calamity ? We would feel it, of course, in our starvation, but the peo- 
ple who deal with us and who produce for us and who look to us fora 
market would themselyes be the sufferers by the reflex action of our 
poverty and distress, 

We speak, Mr. President, about a drainage of gold from this coun- 
try. Could there be anything more beneficial to us really than that 
there should be prosperity in every market that we visit, that there 
should be gold and silver there to buy all that we have tosell? Is it 
not the same thing across the Atlantic Ocean that it is across the Ohio 
River? Are not the conditions just the same and would not the re- 
sults be just the same? And nowif we could withdraw from Great 
Britain, France, and Germany 90 per cent. of the gold they have there, 
Great Britain and Germany being gold countries theoretically rather 
than practically—if we could withdraw to the United States by some 
magnificent maneuver of finance 90 per cent, of the gold of England 
and the gold of Germany, let me ask you where would we get a market 
for our beef cattle, our grain, our provisions, our cotton, and what 
other of productions or manufactures we have got to send from our 
surplus to those countries? How can we get rich by impoverishing 
them? How can their dilapidation and their distress contribute to our 
prosperity? What use haye we got for gold in the United States if it 
be not to stimulate commerce, trade, and traffic in our midst, to make 
redundant productions to send to foreign countries for sale, 

Therefore, even if a turn in financial policy should send gold out of 
the United States in large quantities, I can not see that a people who 
are ovyerproducing in agriculture and in manufactures andin all of the 
productions of soil and climate which are so rich and abundant here— 
I can not see how it is that a condition of affairs like that would really 
militate against the prosperity of our industrial classes in the United 
States. It might depreciate securities or something of that kind; it 
might affect Wall street; it might affect the Jews who deal in bullion; 
but when you come to ascertain what the actual result is upon the 
realindustries of the United States I do not see that thereisany danger 
to them at all in the exportation of gold from the United States in the 
ordinary channels of the interchange of commodities between the 
United States and foreign countries. So I do not participate in the 
slightest degree in the apprehensions which are being continually men- 
tioned here, and which seem to be the whole weight and burden at 
this time of the opposition to the remonetization of silver and the res- 
toration of that metal to its former position and relation amongst the 
people of the United States, 

Mr. President, after this brief survey of what the effect might he as 
between us and foreign countries and after having presented in this 
inefficient way the great leading facts which show that after all thero 
is no great danger in our gold being transferred from us to foreign 
countries, let us come home and see what the effect is here; for if we 
do not have prosperity in our midst it matters little to us whether 
foreign countries buy from us or not. á 

We must first produce; we must produce ina sufficiency to give every 
personin this country as good a living, as comfortable acondition as he 
is able to purchase with labor or money, and then we are to haye a 
surplus over that to send ont into foreign lands if we would bea really 
prosperous people. But our first duty, of course, is addressed to the 
proposition that we shall enable our people here at home to produce 
more than they have been producing. I know that many honorable 
Senators, and among them one of the most venerable who sits before 
me now | Mr. MORRILL], have given frequent advice in this country to 
the agriculturists that they should shorten up the production of cot- 
ton, that they should shorten up the production of wheat and the pro- 
duction of corn and the production of provisions in order to overcome 
the depression of the market, to raise prices amongst the agriculturists 
of the United States by refusing to permit the bosom of the earth to 
yield its natural fruits to humanity. 7 

I do not wish to characterize a policy of that kind in any harsh words, 
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but I wish to demonstrate in a very few words its utter impracticabil- 
ity. It has been a dream amongst the cotton-growers in the South 
that we should shorten up our cotton crops because, knowing that we 
lave a monopoly of that crop the world over, it has been thought by 
some of our wisest men that if weshould make 3,000,000 bales instead 
of 9,000,000 we could three times increase the price of the 3,000,000 
bales and save all the difference in cost and expenditure of labor in 
the making of 6,000,000 bales annually and that the best policy that 
we could pursue would be merely to cut our cotton crop down to one- 
third of the regular standard of production at the presenttime. That 
subjecthas gone through all manner of discussion. In the newspapers, 
in magazines, in debating societies, around the fireside, in commercial 
clubs, boards of trade, everywhere, that question has been continually 
mooted, and what hasbeen the result? Arise of aneighth ora quarter 
of a cent in the price of cotton at this season of the year will causethe 
crop to be projected to its fullest possible capacity, and every man who 
is engayed in it will rush in precisely as they will go into a gold mine 
or a placer digging in California, where anew one has been discovered, 
and they expect by working out the surrounding lands to produce a 
great deal more of gold. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know the Senator from Alabama would not in- 
tentionally misrepresent anything that I have said. I have often con- 
tended that the increase of consumers was necessary in order to take 
care of the crops we raise of corn and wheat and othér agricultural 
products, and I have often shown that a smaller amount of cotton had 
been sold for more money in the aggregate than the largest crop of cot- 
ton in the South. I may have urged at some time, years ago, that the 
people of the South should diversify their agricultural products and 
raise less cotton and more of cornand some other things. I believe that 
is the extent to which I have gone. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have been very unfortunate in reading the Sena-. 


tor’s speeches, and in listening to them, too, if that was the only con- 
clusion to which he arrived, that there should be a diversification of 
crops; but that is not the fear. If the people of the United States, 
who have perfectly free trade amongst themselves, in certain localities 
can raise flax, they have a right to sell their flax for all they can get 
for it and to raise as much of it as they can produce, notwithstanding 
another textile is raised in the South that is its competitor for the 
clothing of the human family. Sowhen you can raise corn and wheat 
and products of different kindsin the Central and Western and North- 
western States of the Union and yon can not raise cotton there, why is 
it not a correct and just and wise policy to let the laws permit every 
man and encourage every man in the raising of those crops which be- 
long naturally to his soil? How shall I bring the moist slopes of the 
Alleghany Ridge here into competition with the dry plains of Califor- 
nia in the production of grapes and other fine fruits? Who would be 
heard to say to California, ‘‘Cut down nine ont of ten of your fruit 
trees and your grape vines and produce less of that rich and beautiful 
fruit in order tosend it across here and get nine times as much for the 
reduced product as you now get for the enormous masses that you send 
here of those delightful edibles?”’ s À 

That policy, Mr. President, will not do. The duty of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, as far as it kas any duty—and I admit it 
has gota very great one—is to furnish a currency to the people of this 
country which is not only sufficient, but more than sufficient for the 
present wants of the country, a currency that is continually increas- 
ing, not by an inflation of promises to pay merely, but by a spread of 
the great, broad, metallic basis of redemption. 

The next argument that is made against the coinage of silver, so far 
as it applies within the United States, is, that if you admit silver to 
free coinage, as was done heretofore for nearly three-fourths of a cen- 
tury, you will at once create a margin between silver and gold, a spec- 
ulative margin, and speculators will get hold of it, and goldcoin will 
be at one price and silver at another, notwithstanding the law has es- 
tablished between them a certain parity or fixity of value, anarbitrary 
one, it is true. 

That is the argument now that is brought to bear, and that argu- 
ment has been, I think, of all the rest, the most pointed and perhaps 
the hardest to answer, for we have seen here speculations in Wall street 
between gold and the promises of the United States Government, 
which ought to be and are equal.to gold atany and all times. Wehave 
seen such speculations, and it was apprehended, and perhaps with 
some degree of justice, that if the full flood tide of the coinage of silver 
was let on, what is called the more’precious money, according to the 
fixed ratio of value at the present time, would seek retirement, would 
go into the background lying in ambush and looking out for 
ulation, and that a margin would be created between that class of 
money and silver money. It looked as if there might be some reason 
for that, and yet we have found that, by the issue of silver certificates 


and gold certificates, that event has been entirely prevented and we. 


have no authority for saying that there has been no opportunity at all 
within the last ten or fifteen years for having a margin between gold 
and silver coins in the United States. The national banks and the 
clearing house of New York attempted to make such a margin on one 
occasion. They absolutely refused to pass silver certificates through 
the clearing house, and we had to pass an act of Congress that the 


national banks should forfeit their chartersif they refused to doit, and 
in that way we supposed we would get rid of the difficulty. Then 
some of the leading New York papers came out with advice to the 
banks that they should practically nullify that law by failing or refus- 
ing to offer the certificates as clearing-house money. You can con- 
demn them, they said, and prevent Congress from accomplishing the 
purpose that it has placed in the law simply by refusing to offer them 
for exchange or to pass them through the clearing house. 

The most powerful efforts have been made by the most. powerful 
financial men in the United States to create this margin between silver 
coin and gold coin, and they have not beén able to doit. On the con- 
trary, when the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was Secretary of 
the Treasury he carried into the Treasury of the United States as much 
as one hundred millions of gold, I think it was, which was exchan 
in the subtreasuries for silver certificates. So far from their being able 
to create a margin between the coins of gold and coins of silver, the 
banks have failed. The Treasury adopted a different scheme, and the 
people have never thought of looking at a gold certificate or a silver 
certificate with a view of making a contrast between the two, or at a 
five-dollar gold piece or five dollars in silver with a view of selecting 
between the two which of them they would rather have unless it was 
a matter of mere convenience. 

Now, there is another part of that subject which is worthy of con- 
sideration. Gold does not actively circulate as money. You can not 
make it circulate as money to any great extent. In the hands of the 
common laboring populations and industrial populations of the United 
States, they have not any use for it in their necessary transactions. 
They do notlikeit. Theydonotwantit. It is too difficult to handle, 
It is too precious. The loss of a small mite of gold carries with it a 
yery severe draft upon the labors and earnings of a common poor man. 
When it is lost, usually it is lost beyond recovery. The loss of a sil- > 
ver dollar is a matter that can be more easily reclaimed probably than 
the other. Gold does not circulate amongst the people. You havegot 
your subsidiary coins here, 360 grains in two half-dollars, and 412} 
grains in one round fall dollar. ‘There isa discrepancy between the 
two; and yet there is no laboring man in the country who would not 
just as soon have four quarters of a dollar or two half-dollars as a full 
silver dollar. 

We can not dispense nor can any civilized nation in this world dis- 
pense with silver as coin to circulate amongst the people. The quan- 
tity of it which is necessary for the daily exchanges in the smaller 
transactions of life every nation has reserved to the people in its coin 
policy, no matter how golden it is, and has.provided and continues to 
provide for its people a full supply of silver subsidiary coinage. Now, 
can any man say that it is just in an economical or monetary or finan- 
cial sense to put in the hands of a common laboring man four quarters 
of a dollar that weigh 360 grains, and as a legal tender also for his 
day’s work, when he would be entitled to 4124 grains of silver, if the 
amount of silver that he got made any difference to him? 

Why do we stickle upon points like this when every day we are re- 
quiring the common laboring people of this land, and a great many 
who are not laboring people, to receive in exchange, as legal tender, 
coins that contain only 360 grains in place of 412}? Whereis the 
logic or the morality or the consistency in that attitude on the part of 
this Government if there is any danger,at all of there being a margin 
in value between four quarters of a dollar and one round silver dollar 
weighing 412} grains? There is none. That is the answer to the 
whole problem. Your four quarters ofa dollar are worth just as much 
to you under the legal-tender laws, as much in all the commercial 
transactions that you bave any connection with, asif you had adollar 
of 412} grains. It isnotthe amount of silverin the coin, but the stamp 
of the mint upon it, that gives it legal value in domestic circulation. 

Mr, President, the point that I have been trying to discuss, whether 
it rests in imagination or whether it rests in fact, that there might occur 
a discrepancy in the value of gold and silver coin, that there might be 
some speculative opportunity furnished to depress one and raise the 
other as circulating money in the country, is safely met and answered 
by a proposition which is contained in this bill, and which for the 
first time found its way into the laws of the United States in respect 
of coin and coinage since 1863, in our financial legislation im 1890. 

I have already pointed out in the opening of my remarks that in 1863 
the Government of the United States thought that its obligations were 
properly redeemable simply in coin. Then that feature of the redemp- 
tion was in effect dropped out of all other obligations by the demoneti- 
zation of silver, which made the obligation in the bonds then issued 
and all future contracts of the Government an obligation to pay ingold 
coin, and not in the coin of the United States, and it was not until 1890, 
in the last financial act which we passed in this Congress, that the 
words ‘‘coin of the United States’? were again employed in our stat- 
utes. It was then that we got back as far as our condition was in 1863 
in the declaration of our financial policy. It was then that we were 
willing to risk the policy and the reputation and credit of the United 
States in times of peace, upon the same words and the same basis of 
legislation that in 1863 we rested the success of the great internal war 
that was'then being conducted in this country. ; 

In the act of 1890 we provided for the issue of coin certificates pay- 
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able at the option of the United States Government in coins of gold or 
coins of silver. Now, a Senator has got one of those coin certificates 
in his pocket for $1,000 and he knows perfectly well that the credit of 
the United States is always good for the redemption of that $1,000 cer- 
tificate in coin of gold or coin of silver according to his wish and prefer- 
ence, and while the law reads that the Government shall have the op- 
tion (which, I think, is an improvident provision), yet it is morally 
certain that the Senator can go at any time he chooses to any subtreas- 
ury and have that $1,000 certificate redeemed either in gold coin or in 
silver coin. If silver in the market happensto be ata bullion premium 
he might possibly prefer it in silver coin, and if gold happened to be at 
a premium he might possibly preferit in gold coin. He could not have 
a preference of that kind within the United States, unless it be in re- 
spect of a mere matter of personal convenience of carrying it about his 
person, for the legal-tender law operating in conjunction with the coin 
certificate places them both, in the eyes of the law and in the estima- 
tion of all commercial and financial circles, at an exact equilibrium and 
a perfect parity. - 

That device, Mr. President, has solved this whole question ofa mar- 
gin between gold and silver coins so far as it concerns the people of 
the United States. If to-day every one of our promises, including the 
greenbacks and national-bank notes, were promises which carried upon 
their face a pledge of redemption incoin they would all be just as good 
as gold, and they would all be just as good as silver, and they would 
all be just as good as gold and silver, combined with the credit of the 
United States; and you could not have anything better than that. 

Now, sir, as to the basis of the redemption of these coin certificates, 
founded, as they are, pon the honor of the United States and secured 
by its great taxing powers, which we never have in times of direst ne- 
cessity stretched to any degree that did not meet the hearty welcome 
of the people, based upon the power of taxation and upona vast volume 
of annual collections and diture in the matter of conducting the 
Government. There could not possibly be any system of finance more 
perfectly sectire than that of the United States when its Treasury notes 
are in the form of coin certificates. That is, of course, in respect to our 
own internal affairs. 

How is it inrespect of our foreign financial affairs? Your greenbacks 
do not go abroad, your national-hank notes do not go abroad in any 
large sums, none of tho paper issues of the United States go to London, 
and none, you may say, of the paper issues of the Bank of England or 
the Bank of France or the Bank of Germany come here. These paper 
issues are notinterchangeable commercially between these great nations, 
and they have not anything to do with the question of the adjustment 
of the difference in systems of finance between this country and foreign 
coun 

When you import gold sovereigns from Great Britain or other gold 
coins from France or Berlin, what are they when they touch the cus- 
tomhonse at New York, or Philadelphia, or Boston? They are com- 
modities, they are bullion, and unless you choose by the laws of the 
United States, which would be a very unnecessary and unwise provis- 
ion which we used to have, but have repealed, to make those coins 
legal tender in our own country; they have no money valueat all, not 
as money. They have a bullion value, and nothing but a bullion 
value. when your coins of the United States, your eagles, your 
five-dollar pieces, your twenty-dollar pieces, or whatever they may be, 
go abroad to other countries, they are measured there by their stand- 
ard of value; they are measured there by the fineness of the gold and 
the quantity thatis contained in the coin. They are mere bullion, and 
you could not make anything else out of them unless the laws ofthose 
countries receive those coins as legal tender for the satisfaction of debts. 
Therefore it is a matter of absolute impossibility, by legislation, to 
regulate the interchange of coins between this and any foreign country, 
even Mexico and Canada, so as that your coins, when they pass your 
border, shall cease to be bullion, and their coins, when they pass their 
border coming this way, shall cease to be bullion. 

It isa traffic in bullion and nothing else, and the value of the bul- 
lion does not depend upon the mintage; it depends upon nothing of that 
kind. It depends upon what happens to be the bullion value of gold 
or the value of silver in the controlling markets of the world or the 
market of the particular country to which you send it. 

To say no about what we might do possibly as a treaty-making 
power in arranging as legislators for the people of the United States a 
financial system including coinage, mintage, and all that, what have 
we to do with the question how these coins, whether they are of gold 
or whether they are of silver, are to be received in foreign countries? 
Why, Mr. President, there is no question concerning that except the 
redemption feature, 

If coins of gold and coins of silyer can be used interchangeabiy and 
indifferently as a basis of redemption in the United States you have 
got the whole question settled; there is nothing left of it after that. 
It isa domesticquestion; it concerns the United States and that alone, 
and we will } ate and legislate in yain in the effort to prescribe to 
foreign countries what they shall do with our coins when they get them 
there or what value they shail impute tothem. If we take care of 
our own country and establish our Jaws upon our own foundations of 
industry and the yield of the mines in respect to the coinage of silver 


and gold on the bullion value of silver and gold, we shall do all that 
the people of the United States could possibly expect of us, and we 
shall make of this the richest countryin theworld. We have nothing 
to do but to turn our faces resolutely to the front and to proceed upon 
our own soil to legislate for our own people in our own way. 

Now, I do not believe that all thefigures that can be produced by 
the wisest doctrinaires of the world can overturn these plain, common- 
sense propositions. I think they are the basis of all of the financial 
policy of the United States or they ought to be, and when we examine 
these propositions in the light of experience, in the light of logic, in 
the light of reason, we find that they are not amenable to any sort of 
doubt in our own minds, and therefore we need not hesitate to go back 
to the days of 1863 and declare that the promises of the United States 
Government and all other promises shall hereafter be redeemed on the 
double metallic basis. 

Mr. President, the observations I have had the honor to make this 
evening are merely introductory to the presentation in the Senate of 
the remarks that were made by one of the greatest men who ever 
adorned this body, and who has so recently departed from our midst 
that his voice can almost be heard ringing around this Senate Cham- 
ber. His presence is now almost a reality. The last speech that was 
made by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, James: B. Beck, was 
certainly one of the finest and ablest of the presentations that havo. 
ever been made in this Senate. 

His utterances were not intended for prophecy or as safe conjectures 
merely. They were based uponhistory and his own observation. But 
they were prophetic as well as historical, and they now come to mind 
both as admonition and encouragement. He was not able in the latest 
controversy that we had over this matter to participate in the debates; 
he had to stand by and Jook on with the most yearning anxiety as to 
the results. His advice was always valuable, and the remainder of 
the remarks that Ishall make upon this occasion will be to ask the Sen- 
ate to hear from the lips of Beck’s friend and admirer, from the lips ofa 
Senator who believed in his wisdom and his truth, his latest utter- 
ances in this body upon this subject. They are instructive; they are 
valuable; and it is only just to the memory of that great man that the 
Senate should listen again to his advice upon this very grave and im- 
portantsubject. Were he back here to-day he would not altera lineof 
what he had said. All the experiences of our people since he passed from 
this world, in their financial! straits and struggles, have only verified 
what Mr. Beck said in this body the last time he addressed it upon 
this great subject.  “ 

Tf, as we hope and confidently believe, the people shall at last enjoy 
the triumph of the restoration of justice over greed and avarice in our 
coinage laws, itisonly fittingand just that the name of James B. Beck 
should be recalled and his wisdom and faithful labors applauded in 
the rejoicings of the people. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuppose the Senator from Alabama is rather 
weary now, and will not be able to complete his speech this evening. 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I think if will take an hour longer for me to pre- 
sent my views on this subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me tocall upa bill which will 
take but a moment? à 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to tho considera- 
tion of executive business. : 

Mr. DOLPH. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in thechair). Before put- 
ting the question the Chair will lay before the Senate a bill from the 
House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R, 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company through suid city was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. Precisely such a bill, I think, has been reported 
from the Committee on Territories of the Senate. Task, therefore, that 
the bill be laid upon the table for the present, and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 


E. HW, MIX AND OTHERS, 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Pennsylvania yields to me to ask 
upanimous consent to consider a bill to which there is no possible ob- 
jection. It is House bill 5474. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5474) to make 
“payment to E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, D. D. Griffith, and GC. C. Good- 

on erroneous land-entry payments. Is there objection? : 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us hear it read first. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be read. 

* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read forinformation, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas the said persons entered 80 acres of land at United States land 
oflice at La Grande, State of Oregon, and by mistake of the officers thereof paid 
Ltt Ma States $5 per acre instead of $2.50 per acre, the legal price therefor; 


Be it enagfed, elc., That there be, and ishereby, appropriated, out ofany money 
î inthe Treasury nototherwise appropriated. thesum of 0200, and that the same bo 
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made payable and be paid to E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, D. D, Griffith, and C, 
C. Goodspeed, of the State of Oregon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

THE BLUFORD WEST SALINE. 


Mr. CAMERON, I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenatorfrom Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow 
mea moment, while I venturo toask the Senate to considera bill which 
ought to have been passed'a long time ago. It will take but a moment. 
There is not a particle of discussion aboutit. If the Senator will allow 
me to have the bill I shall be very glad to acknowledge his 
kindness. It is the bill (H. R. 8947) to pay the administratrix of the 
estate of Bluford West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in Chero- 
kee Nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us bear it read first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that had better go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, is there a quorum present in the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This isa House bill that has passed the com- 
mittee of the House, passed the other House, the committee of 
the Senate, and there is no objection to it at all. On the contrary, it 
was unanimously passed by the Committee on Indian Affairs. I see 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] present, and I ask him 
tostate —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that debate is not in order, objection having been made to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I am not debating; I am only asking for in- 
formation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I dislike to object to the consideration of a case of 
this character, but—— p 

Mr. oe It is a little bitof a bill that ought to have been 

ong ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be, but it is a pretty important matter; 
and I think we ought to have a fuller Senate when we consider it. I 
shall not object to it when we have a fuller Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is no objection on the part of those who 
have investigated it, none whatever. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] can tell you so. I think the Senator from Iowa will 
withdraw his objection ifhe reflects a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that objection 
is made to the consideration of the bill. ~ 

Mr. ALLISON, I will consent to its consideration lateron. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON, Irenew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execntive ses- 
sion, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Saturday, January 10, 1891, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
come nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of January, 1891, 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Joab W. Palmer, of Maine, tobe collector of customs for the district 
of Bangor, in the State of Maine, to succeed Charles W. Roberts, whose 
term of office will expire by limitation January 27, 1891. 

COMMISSIONERS ON INTERNATIONAL COIN AND COINS. 

Nathaniel P. Hill, of Colorado, to be a commissioner to consider the 
establishment of an international coin or coins, as recommended by 
the International American Conference, etc., as provided for in the act 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
oda ies States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, approved July 
14, 1890. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to be acommissioner to consider the estab- 
lishment of an international coin‘or coins, as recommended by the In- 
ternational American Conference, ete., as provided for in the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal yerr ending June 30, 1891, approved July 14, 1890, 

William A. Russell, of Massachusetts, to be a commissioner to con- 


sider the establishment of an international coin or coins, as recom- 
mended by the International American Conference, etc., as provided for 
in the act making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, ap- 
proved July 14, 1890. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1891. 


POSTMASTER. 


Charles R, Luster, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 
Chariton and State of Missouri. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Frank W. Harriman, to be postinaster at Appleton, in tho county of 
Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, 

George A. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa. > 

Peter J. Potts, to be postmaster at Council Grove, in the county of 
Morris and State of Kansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 9, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D.D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It was generally understood, I believe, that we 
should proceed with the unfinished business of the Committee of the 
Whole, which is the tonnage bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize first the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Harvey] for the presentation of a bill. 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr, HARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I askunanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma 
Territory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choctaw 
Coal and Railway Company through said city, „was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Territory, be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized to issuoits bonds, payable in not leas than ten nor 
more than twenty years, at 5 per cent. per annum, to the amount not in excess 
of $10,000, for the purpose of providing a right of way for the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company through said city. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was read: 

Add the following after line 8: 

Provided, That the proposition to issue the bonds authorized by this act shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city who have resided therein for 
thirty days prior tosaid election, anda majority of said clectors shall yote there- 
for. Themayor and council ofsaid city shall fix the time at which said election 
shall be hold andshall give brains bo notice ofthesame: Provided further, That 
neither said bonds nor the thereof shal! be used for any other purpose 
than that hereinabove set forth.” 


Mr. HARVEY offered the following amendments to the committee 


amendment: 
Line 12, after “and” insert ‘assented to by.” 
Same line, strike out “shall vote therefor” and insert voting thereon.” 
Line 17, strike out“ hereinabove” and insert “hereinbefore,” 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object, Mr, Speaker, until some èx- 
planation is made of the bill, 

Mr, HARVEY. Mr. Speaker, ever since the town of Oklahoma 
City was started there has been a controversy between the pronio of 
that city and this railroad company, Under the decision of the Su- 
preme Court the railroad company.is now entitled to a right of way 
through the cify, 300 feet wide, ranning through the business and resi- 
dence portion of the city, which is entirely built up. The object of 
this bill is to adjust the right-of-way difficulty with the railroad com- 
pany, to give them a street and two blocks of lond in lieu of the right 
of way which they are to surrender. The persons owning the prop- 
erty surrendered, who are to be benefited by this adjustment, are to 
contribute in part, and the general public in part, If this arrange- 
ment is not carried out, the railroad company, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, can tear through the improve- 
ments and mutilate the city ina way that we do not want tohave done, 
This is a matter that could be arranged in any city in the gentleman’s 
district by a meeting of the city council in half an hour, but we are 
compelled to come to Congress for it. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to inguire of the gen- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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tleman whether these bonds authorized in this bill are to be given to 
the railroad company or to the owners of this property. 

Mr. HARVEY. The bonds are to be 
property to compensate them for the loss of their improvements. The 
railroad is to haye nothing whatever to do with the handling of this 
money. Itis not for the purpose of paying the railroad company; it 
is to pay the parties whose improvements are taken for the new right 


of way. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How long has that city been there 
and what is its population? 

Mr. HARVEY. Itisabouttwoyearsold. The population is about 
6,000. x 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? [A pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as there is no objection, I would like 
to know the amount of these bonds that are proposed to beissued. 

Mr. HARVEY. Not to exceed $40,000, whatever amount is neces- 
sary to pay the owners of property whose improvements are taken in 
this way. That is what the money is intended for, and it is to be used 
for no other purpose but to compensate these parties for the loss of their 
improvements. It is not to go to the railroad companyatall. Itwill 
take about $75,000 all together to pay for these improvements, but part 
of it is to be met by individuals. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, it is proposed to give this railroad 
company a right of way through this city and to bond the city to pay 
for it. 

Mr. HARVEY. No, sir; nothing of the kind. The railroad com- 
pany already hasa right of way, running in an angling direction through 
the city. The Supreme Court has held that that right of way has at- 
tached, and the railroad company has now the right to enforce it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How did the railroad company ac- 
quire this right of way ? 

Mr. HARVEY. By an act of Congress. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Territories by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY], and 
I think it might be well for the House to hear him on this subject. 

Mr. MOREY rose. 

Mr. OATES. Mr, Speaker, I would like to retain the right to ob- 
ject to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is now before the House. The Chair 
asked for phipedon and none was heard, and the bill has been debated. 

Mr. VAUX. I objecSyl twice, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked for objections and heard none, 
and then stated to the House that there was no objection, and nothing 
was said to the contrary. 

Mr. VAUX. I tried to get the Speaker’s eye, and objected. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman rise in his place and object? 

Mr. VAUX. Idid, sir. Irosein my place and objected, as Iam 
doing now. * 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman objected, not at the par- 
ticular time the Chair submitted the question, but when the request 
was made, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair asked for objection, heard none, and 
announced that there was no objection. 

Mr. VAUX. Two of my colleagues sitting alongside of me heard 
me object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the House would be in such 
order that objections may be heard when presented and that gentle- 
men may be heard when they address the House. This can be done 
by every gentleman remaining in his seat and refraining from conver- 
sation. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] will proceed. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes before the House upon 
a unanimous ere of the Committee on Territories. It authorizes 
the city of Oklahoma to issue bonds not exceeding $40,000 in amount 
for the purpose of adjusting the right of way of the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company through the city of Oklahoma. It seems that this 
railway company under a grant from the Congress of the United States 
had laid its route diagonally over the territory now occupied by the 
city of Oklahoma, but ithad not been definitely surveyed orestablished. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When was this grant made and had 
the company located its line prior to the establishment of the city? 

Mr. HARVEY. It had been located. . 

Mr. MOREY. Prior to the founding of the city of Oklahoma the 
route had been Jaid out, but had not been definitely surveyed; and 
under a decision of the Supreme Court it is held that the company’s 
right attached -—— 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Had any location whatever been made? 

Mr. MOREY. It is held under the decision of the court that the 
right of the company attached where the route should be finally lo- 
cated and surveyed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, But had the company surveyed and 


located any line whatever? 

Mr. MOREY. I understand not. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then this is a “game of grab’? on 
their part. 

Mr. MOREY. Under the decision of the Supreme Court it is held 


iven to the owners of the |. 


that the right attaches to the route which may be finally located by the 
railroad company. f 

Mr. HARVEY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, the fact is that 
the survey had been made, but no report filed with the Interior Depart- 
ment of a definite location. The line was marked through the city. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Had stakes been driven and the line 
marked? 

Mr. HARVEY. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. MOREY. Under this state of facts parties went on and se- 
lected lots. The laying outof the city wascompleted. Lot occupants 
have erected improvements upon their lots, and now a conflict arises 
between’such occupants and therailroadcompany. Therouteas finally 
located would go diagonally through the cityof Oklahoma. ‘The Dele- 
gate from that Territory [Mr. HARVEY], who resides in the city of 
Oklahoma, comes here and shows that it is the wish of the people of 
the city that this matter be adjusted between the railroad company and 
those who have improved these lots without litigation and by giving to 
m ea company astraight line instead of a diagonal line throngh 
the city. 

Mr. OATES. Does this bill authorize the city of Oklahoma to 
issue bonds for the purpose of adjusting the right of way through that 
city? 

Mr. MOREY. Thatisthe purpose. This bill authorizes the city 
of Oklahoma to issue bonds to the amount of $40,000 for the purpose 
of adjusting this right of way. 

Mr. OATES. The Government of the United States will not in- 
dorse these bonds or be at all liable for them? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not in any way. 

Mr..OATES. AN ngit 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know what was the 
width of this original right of way. 

Mr. MOREY. Iam not able to answer. 

Mr. HARVEY. Three hundred feet. 

Mr. MOREY. The object of this bill is to do away with the right 
of way claimed by the company and to purchase another right of way 
which will be more convenient to the city by'creating less obstruction, 
and will at the same time settle this controversy between the railroad 
company and the owners of these lots. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ascertain one fact in this 
connection. As I understand from my friend who stands beside me 
[Mr. HARVEY], the right of way granted to the company under the act 
of Congress has a width of 300 feet. According to the statements made 
here the company, under a decision of the Supreme Court, can claim 
right of way for 300 feet through that city. Now, what is the propo- 
sition which the company makes as to the width of the right of way 
which they will take provided this bill becomes a law? 

Mr. MOREY. Theproposition, as I understand, isthis: Thattherail- 
road company shall surrender its claim to the original right of way and 
accept another suitable and adequate right of way, to be secured by the 
use of these bonds, which will not exceed in amount $40,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This new right of way, Iam informed, 
is to be 80 feet wide. 

Mr. HARVEY. Yes, sir; running along a street. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Anything else ? 

Mr. HARVEY. And for depot purposes the company proposes to 
acquire two blocks of ground now covered with buildings, which we 

ropose to remove. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In this bill, then, the company ob- 
tains a compromise under which the right of way 300 feet wide will 
be surrendered ? 

Mr. HARVEY. They surrender all claim to that right of way. 

Mr. MOREY, I will only add, Mr. Speaker, that this proposition, 
before finally taking effect, is to be submitted to a vote of the people 
of Oklahoma City. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘* Vote !’?] ` 

The question being taken, the amendments to the amendment were 
agreed to, and the amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bedaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
I send to the desk and put it upon its passage. : 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I renew. the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider business under the rule To-day. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Tne question wastaken; and the Speaker decided that the ayes pre- 
vailed. 

. Mr. FARQUHAR, I demand a division. 

The House proceeded to divide, Before the result was announced, 

Mr. FARQUHAR said: I withdraw the demand, as itis evident the 
House desires to proceed with private business to-day. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 
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Mr. THOMAS said: Mr, Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be instructed to take up Senate bills as they 
appear on the Calendar, for consideration. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, [I object. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. ENLOE and Mr. SPRINGER objected. 

The announcement of the vote on the motion of Mr. TAOMAS was 
then made; and accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole House, Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3209) to authorize the Court of Claims to heat and determine 
the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, éte. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That jurisdiction is nony conferred on the Court of Claims 
to hear and decide, as if it had original jurisdiction of said caso, the claim ofthe 
Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, with interest thereon, against the United States, 
growing outof the alleged unlawful seizure and covering into the Treasury of 
the United States ofcertain moneys of said bank by General B. F. Butler, com- 
manding the United States forces in Louisiana in 1862, and either party shall 
have the right to appeal to the Supreme Court, and said cause shall be advanced 
on the docket and tried without delay by any court which may become invested 
with jurisdiction thereof by virtue of the provisions of this act, and the statute 
of limitations shall not be pleaded or entertained as a bar to recovery in said 
cause, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
WILKINSON], who has charge of the bill, is, I believe, not present, and 
T ask to have it laid aside until he is here. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object to that. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the gentleman from Louisiana desires its consid- 
eration to-day, of course I will not insist. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, My colleague, Mr, WILKINSON, in immediate 
charge of the bill, is absent from the city; but I do not think that is 
any reason why the bill should lose its place on the Calendar and not 
be considered at this time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of orđër. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it, y 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like the Chair to try to get the private busi- 
ness of a personal character laid aside, so that we can determine what 
the public business of a private character is before the House. 

Poa CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair will endeavor to preserve order on 
e floor. : 
Mr. THOMAS. ‘The reason for making the request was that the 

gentleman from Lonisiana [Mr. WILKINSON] was absent. I felt com- 

pelled to carry out my action in the committee, which was in opposi- 
tion to the bill; and for that reason I desire to give him fair opportunity 
to be present. 

If, however, the gentleman from Louisiana who has addressed the 
Chair desires the bill to be considered at this time, I will have no ob- 
jection. I will submit the request, however, again that it be laid aside 
without prejudice. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is the desire 
of my colleague who is absent that this bill should be laid aside, and 
I therefore object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The billis before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. THOMAS, Irise to oppose the bill, but will wait until I hear 
what is said on the other side in its favor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr, Brower] who reported this bill does not appear to be in 
his seat. In his absence and in the absence of my colleague from the 
First district of Louisiana who introduced this bill, I will take the floor 
for the purpose of having read the report made in this Congress by Mr. 
BROWER, and also a report made on this billin the Senate of the United 

, States in 1884 by Mr. Jackson, then a Senator from the State of Ten- 
nessee, and now a United States circuit judge. I first send to have 
read the report made by Mr. Jackson in the Senate during the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 403, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] * 


Mr. Jackson, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report 
to accompany bill 8, $5. 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 85) for the relief 
of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, have considered the same, and respectfully 


report: 

Phat the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana is now and has been since 1836 a bank- 
ing corporation She A established and organized by and under the laws of the 
State of Louisiana, having its cero! pal p of business and banking house in 
the city of New Orleans. Shortly after the commencement of the late civil war 
this bank, together with all other banks in the insurrectionary States, was com- 
ponas to suspend specie payments, gold and silver having ceased to circulate, 

ing superseded by the treasury notes of the Confederate States; which there- 
after became the only currency in ordinary use or in which current daily busi- 
ness could be at all carried on. These Confederate notes, while in form and 

neral aspect like bank notes, promised to pay the bearer the sum named in 
them “two years after the ratification fo a treaty of peace between the Confed- 
crate States and the United States of America,” 

Being issued by an organization or Sibiu ar of paramount force, “they 
must be regarded [as declared by the Supreme Court of the United States, 8 


Wallace, 11], therefore, as a currensy imposed on the co ave td by irresistible 
force,” and from the necessity of olvil obedience on the part of all who remained 
within its jurisdiction this currency has been considered by the courts in the 
same light as if it had been issued brs foreign Government temporarily occu- 
pying a part of the territory of the United States. "Contracts stipulating for 
payments in this currency can not be regarded for that reason only as made in 
aidof * + * the domesticinsurrection.” 

Such being the character of ihis currency and the situation of the Citizens’ 
Bank, it became necessary for the bank to protect itself against loss in accept- 
ing deposits of Confederate notes. Accordingly, on the 16th September, 1861, 
this currency having then become the sole circulation in the city of New 
Orleans, the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, in common with all the other banks 
of that Oy, adopted a printed form of agreement with all depositors, which 
was place in their books of de sit, and stipulated thatall deposits made after 
that date were to be "payable in the treasury notes of the Confederacy.” 

Subsequently, and under the terms of this agreement, the Confederate States 
treasurer and other oficers and agents of the Confederacy made deposits in 
said bank of Confederate notes, and at the date of the capture of New Orleans 
by the Federal forces their accounts with said bank by reason of such deposits 
stood as follows: 


Confederate States treasurer's account...... ses ss.. $219, 090. 94 

Special account.......cccrsessssevevees PETRS AS ge estes osasi , 465, 00 
Deposits by officers: 

J-M, Huger, Confederate receiver...csssereseserescsscscsseeseteresetereeveesne 1086, 812. 00 

G. W, Ward, Confederate receiver.. ii 72, 082, 00 

J. O. Manning, Confederate receiver.. 1, 120, 00 

Maj. B.-L. Bit see... i... eresio 16, 026.52 

Maj. S. Maclin... 6, 814. 57 

Major Reichard..........s000 ss» 497.30 

434, 908. 83 


When the city of New Orleans was surrendered to the United States Army 
under General Butler, a proclamation was issucd by him dated May 1, 1862,one 
clause of which was as follows: “All the rights of popas of whatever kind 
will be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of the United States. This, as 
stated by the Supreme Court— A 

“Only reiterated the rules established by the legislative and executive action 
of the National Government in respect to such portions of the insurrectionary 
States as should be occupied and controlled by the troops of the Union, and 
‘after that proclamation private property in the district was not subject to mili- 
tary seizure as booty of war.’ 

In June, 1862, General Butler issued a circular order to the banks of New Or- 
leans, requiring them to report and turn over to the military authorities all 
PDI n their banks, ‘ whether of the charncter of general or special deposits, 

ills of exchange, or other evidence of debt belonging to any officer or person 
serving in any way the Confederate States, the State of Louisiana, or any Con- 
federate State,” nay false return or omission to be punished by the confiscation 
of the propery of the bank making suchreturn. Incompliance with thisordér 
the Citizens' Bank of New Orleans promptly reported to General Buller thatthe 
foregoing amounts were standing to the credit of Confederate States treasurer 
and other officers and agents of the Confederacy upon the books of the ban 
that said deposits were made in Confederate notes, and were, by the terms o 
the deposit, payable in the same currency, etc. 

General Butler, recognizing, as he states, that "in equity and good conscience 
the Confederate States could call for nothing more than they had compelled the 
bank to take, the United States only succeed to the rights of the Confederate 
States, and should only take that which the Confederate States ought to take,” 
directed the bank to hold the first item of $219,090.94 agg Aer credit of the 
Confederate treasurer as a special Confederate money de t, subject to further 
order. He subsequently directed Jacob Barker, a prominent banker and busi- 
ness man of New Orleans, who seems to hare acted asan intermediary between 
General Butler and the bank, to sell this $219,090.94 of Confederate notes which 
he did at 33} cents on the dollar, realizing the sum of $73,030.31 in United States 
Treasury notes, which was paid over by the bank to John W. McClure, assist- 
ant quartermaster, by order of General Banks, August 31, 1863. This worked 
no wrong or injury tothe bank. But the other deposits, standing to the credit 
of the Confederate receivers and officers of the Confederate States, amounting to 

15,820,89,General Butlerdirected and required the bank to pay to his order, for 
the United States, in gold, silver, or United States Treasury notes, at once, 

Against this, the bank earnestly protested, but without avail, and on the 19th 
June, 1862, it paid said amountto General Butler by check on the Bank of Amer- 
ica of New York at five days’ sight, and the amount was teas! pra covered 
into the aae the United States. ‘The bank claimsthatthis money should 
be refunded by the Government, into whose use and treasury it went. It is 
difficult to understand upon what principle the commanding general acted in 
making this distinction and discrimination between d its made by the Con- 
federate treasurer and by the other agents and officers of the Confederacy. Both 
classes of deposits were made in Confederate notes, and under the same agree- 
ment they were to be ‘payable in the treasury notes of the Confederacy.” 
They were each the property of the Confederate States, standing precisely on 
the same footing and imposing upon the bank the same contractobligation, By 
the capture of New Orleans and the control thus acquired over those assets of 
the Confederacy, the United States did not become invested with anything 
more than the rights of the creditor making the deposits. They simply suc- 
ceeded to the position and title of the depositors, and in assuming this control 
could not justly or lawfally disregard the terms of the contract under which the 
deposits were made and received, that they should be returned by the bank in 
treasury notes of the part ape 

This contract between the bank and its depositors made gung the Confed- 
erate control of New Orleans was not only not illegal, but could have been en- 
forced in the courts of the United States, as decided by the Supreme Courtin 
Thorrington vs, Smith, 8 Wallace, 6. This contract being valid and cenferrin, 
upon the bank animportantright of po erty could not be properly disregarde: 
aher the proclamation of May 1, 1862, declaring that "property of whatever 
kind” would be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of the United States. 
The action of the commanding general can not be justified or sustained as a 
seizure under and in pursuance of the confiscation acts of 6th August, 1861, and 
17th July, 1862. Under neither of those acts was the.property of a banking in- 
stitution made confiscable. 

Nor had the military commandant, as such, any authority to enforce such 
paymentas an act of confiscation. (See 16 Wallace, 495.) If this compulsory 
payment of the $215,820.89 be treated as an enforcement by military order of the 
bank's liability to the depositors, it is clear that the commanding general dis- 
regarded the bank’s right under the contract of deposit to pay in federate 
notes, Te doubtless assumed that such an agreement or understanding 
between the bank and the depositors was not valid or binding upon the credit- 
ors, such being the then current Seton: but inso going he misapplied the law 
me imposed upon the bank a liability far in excess of its legal and equitable 
o tion. 

It is, however, shown by the action of Jacob Barker in disposing of tho $219,- 
090.94 Confederate treasury aint in 1862, at 33} cents on the dollar in par 
funds, that this $215,820.89 in Confederate notes left in the hands of the bani 
might have been also disposed of at that rate (it does not appear whether they 
were actually so disposed of or not), which, in the opinion of your committee, 
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should be treated as an equitable abatement of the bank's claim on this item. 
Deducting 33} per cent. from the $215,820.89, paid as aforesaid, will leave, with- 
out interest, the sum of $143,880.60 wrongfally exacted from the Citizens’ Bank, 
and which, in the Suan of your committee, for the reasons already stated, 
constitute an equitable and meritorious claim against the United States. 

The next item of the claim growsout of the following state of facts: The Citi- 
zens’ Bank, early in 1862, during the period of Confederate occupation and con- 
trol, became a subscriber to the amount of $306,400 for that amount of certain 
bonds of the city of New Orleans known as “city defense bonds,” 

Itappears that this investment was made by the bank chiefly as a means of 
getting rid of the Confederate notes which it held, spea the theory that, what- 
ever might be the fate of tho Confederacy, thecity of New Orleans would pre- 
serve its organization as a municipality and be liable for its debts. This sub- 
scription was paid for In Confederate notes, which the city intended to, and 
perhape did, apply in part to its defense against the Federal forces then threat- 
ening it. This transaction between the bank and city was. doubtless illegal, 
amounting, as it did, to the giving of aid and comfort to the enemies of the 
United States, But it was fully consummated and completed before the capture 
of the city by the Federal forces. On the 28th ates 1862, the bank returned 
$156,400 of said bonds to the city for cancellation. Why this was done docs not 


appear. 
“gett 1862, General Butler, by an order known as General Order 55, im- 
posed upon the Citizens’ Bank, as n penalty for having aided the rebellion, an 
assessment equal to the amount of its investment in said “city defense bonds,” 
which he ufred to be paid in installments of 25per cent. Onthe 9th August, 
1862, the ban d the first installment, amounting to $76,000, and received the 
following receipt, namely: 
“FIEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THR GULF, 
‘t New Orleans, August 9, 1862. 
“Received of Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana $76,600, being the amount of an ns- 
sessment upon it for aiding the rebellion, and to be appropriated to the relief 
of the starving poor of New Orleans. 
“ Ver General Order No, 55. 
“DAVID O. G. FIBLD, 
Financial Clerk." 


It being called to his attention that the bank had previously returned to the 
city its bonds to the amount of $156,400, and that said assessment and payment 
of $76,600 was 25 per cent. on the original subscription of $306,400, General But- 
ler made the following order: 

“This amount. ($156,400) having been canceled, the tax thercfore should be re- 
mitted; but as the city has taken upon itself the cancelment of the bonds she 
ought in future to pay that portion of the tax; therefore tet the $38,450.81 held 
at tho credit of the city in the bank, being near 
bonds, be passed to the credit of the Citizens’ Ban’ 

“August 9, 1862. 


23 per cent, of the canceled 
they paying the whole tax. 


“BENS. FL BUT: 
* Major General, Commanding.” 


The city EROTA, gave its check to the bank for this sum of $38,436.81, 
standing to its it. ‘This was a Confederate deposit, and the effect of the 
order and transaction was to make the bank pay $76,600 in par funds and get 
back $33,456.81 in a credit payable in Confederate notea. But, deducting this 
credit from the $76,600, the bank paid out in this assessment the sum o $3,- 


183.19. 
On the 13th July, 1963, the bank paid another assessment of $37,500 and re- 
ceived the following receipt: 
“Orrick or THE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER, 
“DEPARTMENT OF TIE GULF, 
“New Orleans, July 13, 1863. 
“Received from the Citizens’ Bank of Brea in obedience to Order Ni 


pan of said bank Jo Ger Sy defense bonds, to be appropriated to the relief of 
starving ir ew Orleans. 
x s; “INO. W. McCL 


“Caplain, Assistant Quartermaster." 


On the 13th October, 1864, the bank, under General Order No. Lth was uired 
to and did pay another assessment of $37,500, for which a receipt, signed by H. 
TOE tree carr and provost marshal general, Department of the Gulf, wag 

ve 
iy Sajd amount being 25 per cent. on the assessment mado by General Orders 


mainly in mopporitag and providing emStoyment for the poor of New 
br leans, consisting largely o: 
city after the Federal 


which 
SonnY some provision for 
woul 


and in pursuance of Special Order No, 202, dated New Orleans, August 17, 1863, 
issued by Major General Banks. Under this order the bank turned over the 
amounts standin: 


of 
that the Government should rofund the same. (See reports Nos, 41, 68, 145, to 
present session of Congress.) 

But it docs not appear from the papers before your committee that the Citi- 
zens’ Bank has been called upon or required to repay any of the parties whose 
funds were so turned over by it under said Order 203, except in one case, 
namely, the Ocoe Bank of Tennessee, located at Cleveland, Tenn., which had 
to its credit in the Citizens’ Bank $3,000, which was paid over to John W, Mo- 
Clore, captain and assistant quartermaster, by the Citizens’ Bank in compliance 
with : order on the Sth September, 1863. The Ocoe Bank subsequently trans- 
ferred its claim for thia deposit to Waterhouse, Pearle & Co., who brought suit 
thereon against the Citizens’ Bank,and in 1873 recovered judgment for the 


i 
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amount with interest, notwithstanding the Citizens' Dank interposed as a de- 
fense that it had paid over the amount as aforesaid under Order 

This judgment the Citizens’ Bank has paid, and is therefore legally. and equi- 
{ably entitled to have refunded to it this $3,000, which the commanding eral 
without authority compelled it to pay over in September, 1803. It may be that 
the Citizens’ Bank has been compelled to repay to others amounts turned over 
under said Order No, 202; if so, the papers before your committee do not disclose 
the fact. Hence on this branch of the claim the committee recommend only the 
payment of $3,000, which the bank was afterward compelled to. pay the assignee 
of the Ocoe Bank of Tennessee. 

The Citizens’ Bank also produces and files with the papers before the com- 
mittee the receipt of Byt. Lieut. Col. DeWitt Clinton, bearing date of January 
15, 1866, for various notes, bonds, and socuritics turned over to him by said 
bank, underand in pursuance of orders issued by General Canby, then com- 
manding that department. Those securities consisted of the following items: 


1, Bonds, notes, ctc., of the Louisiana parishes, amounting to the 


. s} . g $86, 248. 46 
7 a 
account of Citizens’ Bank, amounting to aN 165, 016. 99 
3. Tho check (No. 108) to Governor Moore, of Louisiana, on the 
State: Ban le Lor. <cscccceessectovspicshcocsscsteveae EAE vad) svehestineusysaee 259, 512.19 
4, The Lonisiana 8 per cent, bonds, dated March 1, 1862, amount- 
ing to the Sum Of. ...cscerecersrees ATI ANER OA 732,000. 00 
Aggregating the sum of sessen: AER IIS ENTON Renan + KUZITIA 


‘These assets were the proporty of the Citizens’ Bank. Whyor for what ren- 
son they were taken from the bank does not appear. Ibis more than probable 
that they were bonds and securities issued by the State and parishes during or 
in aid of the war; but it does not appear from anything in the papers before 
your committee either that the Government derived any actual benefit from 
these securitiesor that the bank sustained any positive ascertainable injury by 


oss. 

Under these circumstances the committèc can make no recommendation of 
any allowance on this branch of the claim. The bank’s right to relief on the 
two foregoing items considered equitably duc should not be denied, under the 
circumstances that have surrounded it, beenuse of the time that has elapsed 
since its funds were taken and appropriated by the Government. 

It is doubtful whether its claim would ever have been enforced by suit in the 
Court of Claims, for want of jurisdiction in the court; and until December, 1872, 
when the Supreme Court of the United States decided (in Planters’ Bank vs. 
Union Bank, 16 Wallace, 495) that after General Butler's proclamation of May 
1, 1862, “privato property in New Orleans was not subject to military seizure, 
that the milii commanders of the Department of the Gulf had no authority 
to enforce by military orders the confiscation acts of 186} and 1862, and thatsuch 
orders were invalid,” etc., it was supposed by the bank and its legal advisers 
that the acts of the commanding officers under which its fundsand assets were 
seized and appropriated by the Government were within the scope of their 
authority, and if valid no recovery or restoration could be obtained. 

Under this belief it delayed application for redress till after that decision was 
rendered, and followed the noxt year by the State courts of Louisiana in the 
suit of the assignees of the Ocoe Bank against the Citizens’ Bank above men- 
tioned. These decisions having declared the military orders under which its 
funds were taken and approp ated by the Government invalid, the Citizens’ 
Bank was then advised that it had a valid claim upon the Government for re- 

‘imbursement. Shortly thereafter its claim, together with. the papers relating 

thereto, was placed in the hands of Hon. E. J, Ellis, a member of the House 
of Representatives from Louisiana, for the purpose of having tho same pre- 
seated: to Congress for relief, the time for suing in the Courtof Claims, if any 
such right ever existed, having then long expired, 

The papers were inadvertently lostor mislaid ud duchy Ellis, who for this reason. 
took no steps in the matter. The papers havin: n replaced after the delay 
of one or two years, a bill was introduced for the bank's relief. The case was 
beforethis committes during the Forty-seyventh Congress, but wasnotconsidered 
oracted on. The Government in no way been prejudiced by the claimant's 
delay insegking redress. All the material evidence in the case is of a document- 
ary character and on file in its own archives, The use of the money has been 
SNOT by the Government all the while, so that the bank isthe only sufferer 
by thetimethathasclapsed. Undersuch circumstances the Government should 
not interpose the bar of the statute of limitations, nor shield itself behind the 
defense of claimant's supposed Inches, 

Acting upon those considerations the committee deem it just and equitable 
for the United States to refund to the Citizens’ Bank the twoitems or amounts, 
as follows: ` 
1. Two-thirds of the $215,820.89 paid over to the Government June 

19, 


RET. ENA E AE TE ERER Daoa ssseesessesee $143,830, 60 

2. Amount of the Ocoe Bank deposit paid over to military com- 
mander and afterwards repaid to assignees of Ocoe Bank....... “e 8, 000, 00 
Aggregating the sunt Of ........cccseessreeons APETI A tie += 151,880.60 


Your committee think that this sum should be paid the Citizens' Bank. The 
bill should be amended as follows: In line 7, strike out the words “four hun- 
dred ” and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ one hundred and fifty-one.” And 
insert before the word “dollars,'’ in line 8, the following: “‘eight hundred and 
eighty.’ Andafter the word “dollars,” in eighth line, insert “and sixty cents.” 

strike out lines Il and 12. And as thus amended the committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I now send upto haveread the report made in 
this Congress by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BROWER] in 
favor of this claim. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The’Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (IF. R.3209) to 
authorizo the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana, etc., report as follows: 

Tho facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, a copy of 
which is hereto annexed for information. 

Your comniittee adopt the said report aa their own, and recommend that the 

ilido pass with the following amendments: In line 7 strike out the words 
“alleged unlawful,” and in lines 5 and 6 strike out the words “with interest 
thereon,” and strike out, in line 11, all after “Supreme Court,” down to and in- 
cluding the word "act, in line 14, 


[House Report No. 4120, Fiftieth Congress, second session. ] 

Your committee, after careful consideration, submit the following as the re- 
sult of their conclusions: 

The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana claims from the United States the sum of 
$215,820.89, exacted from it June 19, 1862, by the order of Maj. Gen. B.F. Butler, 
commanding tho United States foroes at New Orleans, which amount was 
pues over to the quartermastes and covered into the Treasury of the United 


-a 


1891. 
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This case was before the Senate Committee on Claims in the Forty-cighth and 


Forty-ninth Congresses and repo favorably by said co ttees to the Sen- 
ate, but minority reports signed by two members in the Forty-eighth and one 
member in the Forty-ninth Congress were also spreeus 
, The record of the olaim shows indisputably the following facts: 

(1) The Citizens’ Bank isa corporation under the laws of Louisiana, doing a 
freneral banking business since 1836, the stock being held in nearly every State 
ofthe Union and in Europe. : 

2. In 1861 it, together with all other bariks in the Southern States, suspended 
specie payment, and its business was then transacted in Confederate treasury 
notes, which had wholly superseded coin in all business transactions. 

3. September 16, 1861, the Citizens’ Bank made a contract with all depositors, 
which contract was printed in all books of deposit, which stipulated that there- 
after, to wit, after the 16th of September, 1861, all deposits made would be pay- 
able.in the treasury notos of the Confederate States, 

4. Thereafter, and under the terms of said contract, deposits were made by 
certain officers and agents of the Confederate government as follows: 


Confederate States treasurer's account $219, 090. 94 
Special account «0... ssis 12, 465.00 
J. M. Huger, Confederate rece 106, 812. 00 
G. W. Ward, Confederate receiver 72,082.00 
J.C. Manning, Confederate receiv 1,120.00 
Maj. M, È. Smith 16, 026.52 
Maj. S. Maclin . 6,814.57 
Major Reichard ,. 497. 
TOL Senere eve 434,908.33 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 
New Orleans, June 11, 1802. 

GENERAL: In obedience to your General Order No, 40, I beg to inform youthat 
on the Ist of May last there was tothe credit of the treasurer of the Confederate 
States in this bank the sum of $219,090.94; and also on special account the fur- 
ther sum of $12,465; and this bank holding a larger amount in the notes of the 
Confederate treasury, an equivalent amount in said treasury notes has been 
set aside and is now held by the bank to offset the above-stated amount, and 
va notes I will return as the property of the Confederate States under your 
order. 

Also, one small tin box, marked *' Conf. States district court.” 

Lok atin St parties have also to their crodit on deposit these sums, 
namely: 


J.M. Huger. Confederate States receiver ..... 
G. W. Ward, Confederate States receiyer . 
J.C. Manning, Confederate States receiver. 
Maj. M.L. Smith, Confederate States receiver .... 
or Macklin, Confederate States receiver. 
Major Reichard, Confederate States receiver... rrna nns A 


As the deposits by the receivers were made in this bank by virtue of anorder 


scvsasicerceesersseseseeseesessesere $106, 812, 00 


~ of the Confederate court, in accordance with the act of congress they were to 


that extent compulsory on the receivers as well as on the banks. To have re- 
fused to corse with the mandate of the court mighthave brought both parties 
into conflict with the constituted authorities for the time being. 

All the above-mentioned deposits were made in the currency of the Confed- 
erate government by its appointed officers. 

Had the bank'resumed specie payment or become bankrupt in the mean time, 
those penal would have had no claim to the coin or to a pro rata distribu- 
tion of the other assets of the bank. They could only haye claimed the cur- 
rency. deposited by them, and hence it may be c as special deposits of 
Confederate funds, payable in same, in accordance with the contracts and 
understanding at the time. Under tho circumstances the bank appeals to Gen- 
eral Butler's sense of equity and justice to allow these deposits to be paid to 
whom it may concern in the same currency in which they were Facelved. 

Some time during the month of November last an order of sequestration was 
issued to the marshals of the Confederate States to take charge of the assets of 
the Hank of Kentucky, then held by this bank in the usual course of business, 

The assets have never been removed from the bank, yet still are nominally 

poai control. ait { iK ai 

therefore respectfully request from the commanding general an order to 
fund to the Kentucky bank, the owners of said assets, that the accounts aay 
be made out accordingly and a due return forwarded to them. 

The banks were informed on the seizure of their assets at the time, and one 
of them. the Bank of Kentucky, had a resident agent here at that time, 

With great respect, your obedient re x 


AMES D. DENEGRE, President. 
Maj. Gen. B. F. BUTLER, 
Commanding at New Orleans. 


(8) To this showing General Butler replied in a characteristic letter, which 
closes as follows: i 

“Therefore, I must direct all the items but the first to be paid to my order for 
the United States in gold, silver, or United States Treasury notes, at once. The 
first item of $219,090.94 I will refer tothe home government for adjudication ; 
and, in the mean time, the bank must hold asa special deposit the amount of 
Confederate notes above mentioned, and a like amount of bullion to await the 


decision. 
“BENJAMIN F, BUTLER, 
“ Major-General, Commanding.” 


(9) General Butler then sold, through Jacob Barker, the first item, to wit, 
$219,090.94 in Confederate treasury notes, and realized about 33} cents on the 
dollar, amounting to $73,090.3L in United States currency, which was covered 
into the Treasury. This proceeding was perfectly right and proper under the 
Jaws of war, and had General Butler proceeded in the same way with the de- 

its of the Confederate officers and receivers the Citizens’ Bank would have 
no claim against the Government, Buthe did not. 

(10) On the contrary, he obliged the bank to pay over the whole of the bal- 
ance of said deposits standing in the name of the Confederate receivers and 
agents,and which were undoubtedly the public moneys of the Confederate gov- 
ernment, and which amounted to $215,820.89 in gold, silver, or United States cur- 


rency: This was done by the bank on the 19th of June, 1862, in a check on the 
peer America of New York, and was covered intothe Treasury of the United 
ates, 

Such are the facts. 

As applicable thereto the following is submitted as embodying the law that 
mnst govern the case: = 

First. The order of General Butler obliging the Citizens’ Bank to pay $215,- 
820.89 in good and lawful money, was wholly illegal and without any authority 
in law, civil or military, because— 

(1) Said order was a violation of hisown proclamation of May 1, 1862, in which 
he declared that “all the rights of property, of whatever kind, will be heldin- 
violate, subject only to the Jaws of the United States," 

Tn the case of the Venice (2 Wall., 258), the Chief Justice said: 

** Hence the proclamation of the commanding general at New Orleans must 
not be interpreted by such rules as govern the case of the ships taken at Genoa. 
Vessels and their aor ae belonging to citizens of New Orleans * * * after 
ee publication of that proclamation must be regarded as protected by its 

rms. 

In the case of the Planters' Bank vs. The Union Bank (16 Wall., 483), the 
court held that— 

“A military commander commanding the department in which New Orleans 
was situated had not the right on the 17th of August, 1963, after the occupation 
of that city by General Butler, and after his proclamation of May 1, 1862, an- 
nouncing that ‘all the rights of ag gare of whatever kind will be held inyio- 
late, subject only to the laws of the United States,’ to scize private property as 
booty of war, or, in face of the acts of Congress of 6th of August, 1861, and July 
17, 1362, make any order confiscating it.” 

(2) Said order was a violation of a contract between the Citizens’ Bank and its 
depositors. The deposits of the Confederate receivers were made in Confeder- 
ate money, and they had to take Confederate money in payment. This 
contract General Butler no power. to alter or derogate from. he Supreme 
Court (16 Wall., 483) has expressly declared that such a contract was legal and 
could be enforced. Assuch it formed an important right of property which 
General Butler was without authority to violate or change. 

3. General Butler could only take whatever rights the Confederate govern- 
ment or its nts or officers had to any deposits or property in the Citizens’ 
Bank. He did take the first item of deposit standing in the name of the Con- 
federate States treasurer, namely, $219,090.94 in Confederate treasury notes and 
caused it to be sold and realized $73,030.3lin United Statescurrency. The other 
deposits standing to the credit of the Confederate agents and receivers were 
equally the public moneys of the Confederate government, and as such were 
lawful booty of war. Buthe did not take the last-mentioned amount. On the 
contrary, he left the $215,520.89in Confederate treasury notesin the vaults of the 
bank and compelled the bank to pay over $215,820.89 in “gold, silver, or United 
States Treasury notes.” In other words, he failed to take from the bank's cus- 
tody what he might have ee booty of war and unlawfully seized 
and took away the property of the bank which he was without the slightest 
authority to take, and turned it over to the Treasury of the United States, where 
it now is and has been for twenty-four years. 

TheSupreme Court in the- cases cited above has decided such a seizure to have 
been unlawful. And if the seizure was unlawful there would seem to remain 
on the part of the Government the plain duty of righting the wrong. How to 
do this best and most safely to the interests of all concerned is the question. 
The bill under consideration provides that the amount thus unlawfully seized 
be restored directly to the bank. But here arise the quéstions which it would 
seom were clontiy within the province of the courts rather than the Legislature 
to determine. 

First. What amount shall be returned to the bank? True, Genera) Butler 
took the sum of $215,820.89 from the bank unlawfully. But he leftin the hands 
ofthe bank a like sum in Confederate currency, which had some commercial 
value at the time. Whether the bank realized on it or not or whether it was 
left by the bank to become valueless by the result of the war, and, if so, whether 
the bank is not guilty of laches, are questions which enter into the caso and 
which should be decided by the courts. 

Second. General Butler declares that the deposit of $215,820.89 was made in 

ld, silver, or its equivalent, The proof is strong that it was made in Con- 
federate currency, neral Butler was not in New Orleans in 1861 when the 
deposit was made. Hehad no means of knowing in what kind of currency the 
deposit was made, nor does he give bis authority for his assertion. But little 
weight is therefore to be attached to his declaration in this rd. Still itis 
a question in the case which the courts should determine, for if said deposits 
were es lawful money it would seem that the bank only gave up what it re- 
ceived. 

Third. Whether the printed notice in the depositors’ bank books, that “ there- 
after all depositors should be paid in Confederate currency,” did not constitute 
a contract between the bank and the depositors which could not be impaired 
is yet another question for the decision of the courts rather than for Congress. 

nally. Whether, if General Butler did unlawfully seize the funds of the 
bank, interest is not justly due by the Government, which has had the use of 
the money since the seizure, is yet another question which the courts, and not 
Congress, should determine, 

Your con mittee is therefore of the opinion that this claim should be referred 
to the Court of Claims, with right of aphan by either party, and that, consider- 
ing the great length ee that has elapsed since the-seizure, trial by prefer- 

awa’ 


_ence should be 


We therefore report a substitute for H. R. 3717, and recommend that the orig- 
inal bill be laid on the table and the substitute be passed. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Chair be kind enough to state how 
much time I have remaining? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, Chairman, this bill, as will be noticed by 
the House, merely refers to the Court of Claims the claim of the Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana against the Government of the United States, 
in order to ascertain the facts and the law governingthecase. Itmakes 
no appropriation ont of the Treasury at this time to meet any liability 
or supposed liability on the part of the Government to the bank. 

This case is an old one, in the sense that it has been pending in Con- 
gress for some years, and itis a fact worthy of consideration that every 
committee, whether of the Senate or of the House, whigh has been 
called upon to consider it, has reported in its favor. In the Forty- 
eighth Congress, in the Senate of the United States, the appropriate 
committee considered the case of the Citizens’ Bank, and reported in 
its favor; and-in the following Congress, the Forty-ninth, the case was 
likewise reported favorably from the committee of the Senate to which 
it had been referred. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me ask the gentleman if there was not a mi- 
nority report in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, there is no such thing as ‘“‘a 
minority report.’’ 

Mr. HAUGEN, Well, call it by whatever name you please. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘There was submitted with the report of the 
committee the ‘‘yiews of the minority.” In the Forty-cighth Con- 
gress two Senators only signed what is called the minority report, and 
in the Forty-ninth Congress one only, I believe. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In opposition to the claim. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘This case was considered by the War Claims 
Committee in this House in the Fiftieth Congress, and was reported 
favorably; and I know of no minority report or minority views sub- 
mitted from that committee in opposition to it. In the present Con- 
gress the Committee on War Claims also considered the case and have 
reported it favorably through the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 


BROWER]. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. What is the aggregate amount of the 
claim? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will stateit. In 1861 the Citizens’ Bank of 


Lonisiana was doing business in the city of New Orleans. On and 
after September 16, 1861, it stipulated with its depositors, and that 
stipulation was printed in all of the books of deposit which were issued 
to its depositors, that the moneys deposited in the bank after that date 
should be paid to the depositors in Confederate money. After that 
‘date deposits made in the bank were of Confederate money, and the 
bank stipulated with its depositors that they should receive from the 
bank the same money that they deposited with the bank. 

Subsequent to September 16, 1861, there was deposited in the Citi- 
zens’ Bank to the credit of the Confederate States treasurer’s account 
$219,000 in Confederate notes, and later there were deposited to the 
credit of various agents of the Confederate treasury department other 
sums aggregating a little more than $215,000, making’a total sum of 
$434,908 deposited in the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana in Confederate 
notes for account of the Confederacy. In April, 1862, Admiral Farra- 
gut occupied the city of New Orleans, and in May, 1862, General But- 
ler assumed command of that department. Shortly thereafter he is- 
sued an order to all the banks of the city of New Orleans, directing 
them to turn over to him all notes, moneys, bills of exchange, etc., 
held by them for account of the Confederate States government, 

The Citizens’ Bank of Lonisiana promptly reported thatit held funds 
that would come within the scope of his order to the amount of $434,- 
908, which had been deposited in that bank in Confederate money. 
They expressed their intention to comply with the order of General 
Butler to turn oyer that money to him for account of the United States, 
but they called his attention to their contract with their depositors to 
pay all deposits in the same money in which the deposits were made, 
and claimed the right to turn over in Confederate money the amount 
their books showed was held for account of the Confederate govern- 
ment and which they had received in Confederate money. 

General Butler took under consideration this contention of the bank 
and finally decided that the first amount, $219,000, should be referred 
to the authorities at Washington for decision whether it could be paid 
in Confederate money, as claimed by the bank; but pending the refer- 
ence of that matter to Washington he took charge of the $219,000 in 
Confederate notes and instructed Mr. Jacob Barker, a business man ot 
the city of New Orleans, to sell it for gold or silver, or legal-tender 
notes of the United States, and in obedience to that order of General 
Butler Mr, Barker sold that$219,000 of Confederate notes for 33} cents 
on the dollar and realized $73,030.30, which was received by General 
Butler and turned over to the Treasury of the United States, where it 
has since remained. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. There is no claim for that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no claim for that.. Now, as to the 
balance of the fund, $215,000, General Butler, strange to say, took a 
contrary course. He ordered the bank to hold that $215,000 in the 
bank in Confederate money, but he said, ‘‘ You must pay over tomein 
gold, silver, or legal-tender notes of the United States its equivalent.” 
And under that order the bank was compelled to pay over to General 
Butler, not the $215,000.in Confederate notes which the bank had re- 
ceived and which it held, but that much in gold, which was received 
by General Butler and accounted for into the Treasury of the United 
States, where it has since remained. 

Now, then, mark the governing principle of thiscase. General But- 
ler did not receive or exact from the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana the 
property belonging to the Confederate States, to wit, the $215,000 in 
Confederate notes, but took the private funds of the bank, to wit, 
$215,000 in gold, leaving the Confederate notes belonging to the Con- 
federate government still intact in the bank. It surely will not be 
claimed by any one—— Ý 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois, Not belonging to the Confederate gov- 
ernment, but belonging to individuals. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Confederate government had no money in 
gold, silver, or United States Treasury notes in that bank. It only 
had $215,000 in Confederate notes and General Butler could exact that. 
By virtue of his occupation of that country in time of war, whatever 
he found there belonging to the Confederate government the United 
States Governmentsueceded to by rightof conquest, butit onlysucceded 


by right of conquest to what the Confederate government had there, 
which, in this case, was $215,000 in Confederate notes. And when 
General Butler exacted from the Citizens’ Bank the payment of this 
$215,000 in gold, he put his hands into the private funds of the bank 
and despoiled it, He did not take from the bank what belonged to 
the Confederate States, but he took from the bank its own private funds 
to pay an indebtedness arising from the deposit by the Confederate 
government of Confederate notes in the bank. 

And General Butler did this, notwithstanding he made use of this 
language in replying to the letter of the Citizens’ Bank, requesting to 
be permitted, on his demand, to turn over to the United States Gov- 
ernment just what it had in its possession belonging to the Confederate 
government: 

Only the notes— 


Says General Butler— 
of the Confederate States were deposited by the treasurer in the bank, and by 
the order of the ruling authorities then there the bank was obliged to receive 
them. In equity and good conscience, the Confederate States could call for 
nothing more than they had compelled the bank to receive. 

And yet, after using that equitable and just language, ha compelled 
this bank to pay over in gold and silver nearly one-half of the entire 
amount of Confederate money it held for the account of the Conteder- 
ate government in its bank. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States conid have no greater claim against 
the bank, on account of this money, than the Confederate government 
itself had. Whateverclaim the United States had toit arose from con- 
quest,and by no possibility ofright or reason could that claim be Font 
in extent and scope than was the right of the conquered. The United 
States merely succeeded to whatever rights the Confederacy had; nei- 
ther more nor less, 

Mr. ROWELL. Was not the amount deposited in gold and silver? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Jt was not. 

Mr. ROWELL, Did not General Butler say so? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. General Butler says in a letter written in 1884 
it was, but the evidence is that it was not. 

Mr. ROWELL. Was it not confiscated accounts ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was deposited in the bank in the name of 
various Confederate States receivers under orders of court. 

Mr. BOATNER. If my colleague will permit me, I will state to 
the gentleman from Illinois that the very question which he has asked 
is one of the reasons why the committee recommended that this claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ROWELL, I understood the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] to deny that it was received by the bank in gold and 
silver. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. TI do deny it. 

Mr. ROWELL. Was it really deposited or was it money that had 
belonged to other parties and was confiscated by the Confederate gov- 
ernment and held in the bank? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [Tt was money deposited in the bank by re- 
ceivers, holding the capacity of agents of the Confederate treasury or 
government, : 

Mr. THOMAS, Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The very purpose of this bill, should it be 
passed, referring this case to the Court of Claims, is to ascertain the 
facts. Ifit be true, as General Butler believes, that this money was 
deposited in gold and Silver, which is denied emphatically by the 
bank, then the fact will be established in the Court of Claims, and the 
bank will take nothing under the judgment of the court. 

Mr. ROWELL, Now, I understand yon—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Inamoment. But if, on the other hand, it 
be established in the court, as the bank contends, that this money was 
deposited in Confederate notes and held by it in Confederate notes 
under a contract with its depositor to pay in Confederate notes, why, 
the judgment of the court, under well-recognized principles of law and 
justice, must be in favor of the bank. Now I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois for a question. 

Mr. ROWELL. I understand the gentleman to say that this money 
was deposited by receivers. Is if true that they were simply parties 
appointed as receivers for confiscated funds found and continued in the 
bank and never taken out by the receivers? 2 

Mr. BLANCHARD, My information abont this case does not ex- 
tend to the sources whence came this money which was deposited in the 
bank; but I can not see what difference it would make, so far as the 
bank is concerned, where the money came from or how obtained by the 
Confederate States, 

Mr. ROWELL. It would only make this difference; it would bean 
attempt to substitute Confederate money for gold and silver by means 
of the receivers giving a technical transfer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If it be true that this money was deposited in 
the bank in gold and silver, the court would ascertain that fact and 
would decree judgment against the bank; and all that the bank asks 
is to be permitted to go to the Court of Claims and there meet the Gov- 
ernment in its own tribunal and establish the facts in the ease, 

The CHAIRMAN.. The time of the gentleman from Lonisiapa has 
expired. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Louisiana asks unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to proceed for a further ten minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘These sums going to make up this aggregate 
of $215,000 were special accounts, and were as follows: 


J.M. Huger, Confederate States receiver... 
G. W. Ward, Confederate States receiver . 
J. C. Manning, Confederate States receiver .. 


Maj. M. L. Smith, Confederate States receiv 7i 
or Macklin, Confederate States receiver.: 5 6,814.57 
Major Reichard, Confedorate States receiver ......c.csscsssssnseeseesescssssuers 497.30 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Has the bank ever been called upon 
pay any of these accounts? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This money, the bank admitted, was funds or 

ssets of the Confederate States, and the principle upon which this 
claim is based is (admitting that the Federal Army, by virtue of its oc- 
cupation of that territory in time of war, by virtue of conquest, suc- 
ceeded to whatever there was there belonging to the Confederate States 
government) that in the exercise of theright of the Federal Government 
to succeed to the ownership of whatever the Confederate government 
had there in virtue of conquest, they could only take from the bank 
what it held forthe Confederate government, which in this case was 
$215,000 in Confederate notes, and notin gold and silver; and that 
General Butler, in exacting the payment of the amount in gold and 
silver, committed an act of spoliation on the bank. 

Mr. ROWELL. Has it not been claimed that these deposits were 
made in the bank prior to the war? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Surely not. 

Mr. ROWELL. I understand that the deposits were made before 
the war and that they were confiscated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How could they have been made prior to the 
war when the accounts show that they were deposited in the bank for 
the account of the Confederate States receivers? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. My understanding is that they were de- 
posits made prior to the war and were confiscated by the Confederate 
government. Were they not accounts made by individuals prior to 
the war and then confiscated by the Confederate government? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is not my understanding of the case at 
all. If it be true that this money was received by the bank in gold 
and silver the Court of Claims will ascertain that fact and decree 
against the bank. If, as the bank contends and insists, it is proved in 
the court that the money was received in Confederate notes the judg- 
ment of the court would be in favor of the claimant. ; 

That is all that there is in this case. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR] a question? On what ground was this 
property confiscated by the Confederate States? “On the ground that 
it belonged to Union men? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. So I understand. 

Mr. MILLS, Thenon what ground can the United States claim this 
money, when it belonged to its own citizens who were loyal to the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. THOMAS, I will answer all those questionsif Ican get an op- 
portunity. Ihave examined the facts in this case and am prepared to 


answer. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. I understand that it is not the citizens 
who are applying for this money, but the bank. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The fact is that the bank received that de- 
posit, whatever gentlemen may aver to the contrary, after the 16th day» 
of September, 1861, and received it in Confederate money. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Inamoment. The bank received that deposit 
in Confederate money, and received it under a contract to pay the 
money back to the parties entitled to it in the very money in which 
it was received, namely, Confederate notes. Now I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatwas the source from which the receivers 
obtained that money ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
my own information about this bill is limited. My colleague, Mr. 
WILKINSON, isabsent. He introduced the'bill, and the Citizens’ Bank, 
or the people connected with it, are his constituents. Ionly takecharge 
of the bill inhis absence, and my knowledge does not enable me to an- 
swer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there not sufficient upon the record to show 
that the source from which they drew that money was the sequestra- 
tion of the debts of Northern creditors, payable in lawful money, but 
sequestrated by the Confederate States, and the Citizens’ Bank, as a 
depository, became a party to the act of the Confederate States in seiz- 
ing that property ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Citizens’ Bank did not become a party to 
it at all, for the very good reason that the Citizens’ Bank received these 
deposits under an order of the court, which was then being held in 
that country. These moneys, it seems, were under the jurisdiction of 
a court which had jurisdiction of the Citizens’ Bank and of the re- 


ceivers, and the court required the receivers to deposit the moneys in 

the Citizens’ Bank and also required the Citizens’ Bank to receive the 

deposits. So that the Citizens’ Bank was in no sense a party to any 

proceeding antedating its reception of the money. It can make no 

morenen so far as this case is concerned, what was the source of this 
nnd. 

As to thatsource I personally am inignorance. But the factremai 
and it is the salient fact in the case, that the Citizens’ Bank received 
this money in Confederate States notes. It received the money pur- 
suant to an order of court which it was obliged to obey. Having re- 
ceived the money in Confederate notes and holding it for account of 
parties who were Confederate States treasury agents, General Butler 
could legally exact from the bank the payment to him of that money 
only in the currency in which the bank received it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman state how much money was 
paid into the bank under the order of the court? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is stated in the report $215,000, I think. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Something over $200,006. Now, Ihave before me 
a report which contains a letter from General Butler on this subject. 
In that letter he speaks of this special deposit as $12,465, money paid 
into the bank under the order of the court. Then he goes on to say: 


The remaining deposits were deposits by the Confederate States receivers 
and their assistants. That is to say, the Confederate government confiscated 
Northern debts at par—i. ¢., those due Northern creditors at par—and required the 
Confederate debtors to pay those over to the receivers at par, and they were 
paid into the bank in its own bank bills at par. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say to the gentleman that I did not 
yield for a speech, but simply for a question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I only wanted to read that much of General But- 
ler’s statement. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, there is a wide difference between the 
bank and General Butler as to the fact to which the statement the 
gentleman has just read relates; and on the facts of the case four com- 
mittees of Congress appear to agree with the bank and disagree with 
the general. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Well, I take these statements asI find them made 
by General Butler. Hewas there and ought to know something about 
the matter. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. As I have said, there is a wide difference be- 
tween the bank and General Butler as to the facts, and that only em- 
phasizes the wisdom of the committee which reported this bill, that 
the matter should be referred to the Court of Claims to ascertain the 
facts. Ifit betrue, [repeat again, as General Butler believes, that this 
money was received in gold and silver, then the bank would have no 
claim. But if, on the other hand, as this claimant contends for, the 
money was received by the bank in Confederate notes and General But- 
ler forced them to pay it in gold, then the judgment of the court must 
necessarily be in favor of the claimants, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the facts in this case are very easily 
ascertainable from the testimony. I want to say, in the first place, 
that this is a very broad bill; and under it the court would unques- 
tionably have jurisdiction not only toinquire respecting the $215,000, 
but also in regard to the $1,200,000 claimed to have been taken from 
the bank in the form of bonds and other securities. The billinvolves 
a very large sum, and it is proposed to have the Court of Claims decide 
certain questions upon testimony against which, in the nature of the 
case, it would be very hard to make defense. Since 1862 many persons 
connected with these transactions have died. Testimony of record can 
not be found. And I want tosay that the only evidence that there was 
that this sum of $215,000 deposited in this bank in Confederate money, 
which General Butler required to be paid in gold and silver or Treas- 
ury notes of the United States—the only evidence of the fact is that 
of some persons connected with this bank, who will be the beneficiaries 
of any judgment that may be rendered in favor of the bank. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If these claimants go into the Court of Claims 
and the evidence has been lost, how can that fact prejudice the Govern- 
ment? On the contrary, will not the loss of evidence operate to the 
prejudice of the claimants? 

Mr. THOMAS. If gentlemen will listen a moment to the propo- 
sitions I am going to submit, I think I can show that this loss of evi- 
dence may make a great deal of difference to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, 

How did this sum of $215,000 get into that bank and in what kind 
of money was it paid.to the bank at that time? ‘This becomes a very 
important question. General Butler claims upon the very best of au- 
thority, as he believes, and I have never heard his statement disputed 
(ithas been made upon this floor many times by him and also made in 
the form of affidavits), that this $215,000 was money sequestered er con- 
fiscated by the Confederate government as the property of persons who 
were indebted to Northern creditors; and this money was paid to the 
Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana in bank notes of that institution, which 
were then as good as gold, which were in circulation all over the coun- 
try, redeemable in gold, and which continued to be so redeemed long 
after General Butler left the city of New Orleans and after the war 
ceased. 

There were other moneys, $219,000 and larger sums, which it was 
demonstrated went into the bank as Confederate money, which was 
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actually received by the bank in Confederatemoney. General Butler 
did not seek to make the bank pay this money in gold or silver or 
Treasury notes of the United States; but he had the Confederate notes 
sold and turned into gold and silver, not requiring the bank to be ac- 
countable in good money for whatit had received in Confederate notes, 
thouzh in justice and right the bank should have been made thus to 
pay. ‘That institution used every dollar of the $219,000 as banking 
capital; it compelled the people of New Orleans and the State of Lou- 
isiana to receive every dollar of that Confederate money ona par with 
gold. It used the money as banking capital. Besides, at the time it 
Was seized it had depreciated for the reason that New Orleans had been 
taken, Union victories had been won, the Confederacy was tottering, 
and the money upon which it based its financial affairs was going 
down. The bank ever since the rebellion commenced had had theuse 
ofthis money at par. But General Butler was not desirous of making 
the bank redeem this money at par, but only required it to pay such 
amount of gold and silver as would equal the value of the Confederate 
notes at that time. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ipresume the gentleman does not want to make 
an incorrect statement. He will therefore allow me to ask him who 
compelled the people of New Orleans to take Confederate money at 
par end when. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, that question is very easily answered. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to have an answer. 

Mr. THOMAS, Thebank was under the Confederate government, and 
it was receiving the money of that government inthe same way that we 
received the greenbacks. ` 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But we did not receive it at par. 

Mr, THOMAS. You gentlemen who served in the Confederate army 
received your pay in Confederate money at par, did you not? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. We did not receive that money as being as. 
good as gold. In fact, we were never compelled to receive it at par; 
it was always at o discount. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It discharged your claims, however. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If we wanted to take it. But it never was at 


T; 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, it is beyond question that the $215,000 now 
in contention was taken from persons who owed Northern creditors, 
was paid in money of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana or in gold and 
silver, and afterward deposited by the receivers appointed by the Con- 
Tono government to the credit of the Confederate government in 

Mr. FORNEY. What sort of money was paid over by the receivers? 
That is what I want to know. 

s THOMAS. The money of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, 
mostly. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like to know how the Government of the 
United States gets any claim to this money. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman’s attention to that question, because if he is right I am going 
to vote with him, and if not I am going to vote the other way. 

Mr. THOMAS. [I think it will be easy to answer the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. MILLS. If the Confederacy had succeeded, this might 
have gone into her treasury vaults and become public property; but 
as she did not succeed, did not the people in the South as well as the 
North retain the property rights that they previously had, and conse- 
sequently would not this money belong either to the people who owed 
it to Northern creditors or to those Northern creditors? 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, let me goa little further with the evidenco 
and it will answer, itself, the question. 

Mr. MILLS. It is very important that it should be known. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from Texas, whoasks the question, 
will see that the facts answer. 

This, I repeat, being good money of the United States and of the 
same value as gold and silver, taken from persons who owed Northern 
men, and paid into the bank to the credit of the Confederate govern- 
ment—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD (interrupting). Paid in what? 

Mr, THOMAS, Paid in bank bills of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisi- 
ana, current money, dollar for dollar, then in circulation. ‘This 
moncy was deposited in the bank to the credit of the Confederate 
government. So far as the acts of the Confederate government and 
of the courts of that government could make it, it was the property 
of the Confederacy. When General Butler found the money there he 
took it. He compelled the banks to pay as good money as they had 
received, and that is to-day in the Treasury of the United States. In 
answer to the gentleman from Texas, let mesay again that money is to- 
day in the Treasury ofthe United States; and ifit belongs to the North- 
ern creditors, as I thinkit does, Congress can giveit to them; the courts 
may do so; but under no circumstances conceivable can the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana claim it, forit never belonged to them. It cither 
belonged to the Confederacy or to the Northern creditors, and it is in 
the Treasury of the United States subject to the action of Congress in 
relation to the matter. It scems to me that that is a plain, fair, and 
complete answer. 

Mr, MILLS. Hardly. 


Mr. THOMAS. Why? 

Mr. MILLS. For the reason that the citizens whose property was 
confiscated may after the war hays been compelled to pay their netes. 
If so, it belongs to them. 

Mr. THOMAS. Of course. I am not contending to the contrary. 
It belongs as a matter of right to those people who have a legal claim 
to it; but what I am contending for is that under no circumstances 
could this bank have a legal claim. 

Mr. FORNEY. What proof have you that that kind of money, good 
money, was paid over to the bank instead of Confederate money?  * 

Mr. THOMAS, Well, I want to say that it was universally con- 
ceded at the time to be so. Nobody disputed it. 

Mr. FORNEY. Have you proof of that fact before your commit- 
tee? 

Mr. THOMAS. 
read, 

Mr. FORNEY. T hope you will. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield to mefor a moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. TImust beg not to be interrupted. s 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yielded to the gentleman. 

‘Mr. THOMAS. Yes; but L only had about a half minute. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And I yielded to various other gentlemen on 
that side of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well; I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Now, this bank received this money after Sep- 
tember 16, 1861, did it not? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And is it nota fact, as shown by the evidence 
in the case, that at the time that General Butler received it the bank 
by a contract with its stockholders, including these very depositors, 
ae a right to pay them back in the same money the bank had received 
on deposit? 

Mz THOMAS. Oh, I know that the bank issued books of deposit 
with a little printed slip so. specifying; but there is no evidence that 
any depositor agreed to it, or any creditor. On the contrary, as I am 
informed, the records of the courts of Louisiana, and particularly of 
New Orleans, are filled with suits commenced to recover the value of 
money deposited on the ground that the depositor had not agreed to 
such condition. It was a one-sided ment altogether. The put- 
ting of the printed notice in the book of deposit and signed by the 
bank after a man had deposited his money—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No; before the deposit. 

Mr. THOMAS. After the money was deposited. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Well, we differ on that fact. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, we do. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Now, let me go on with the question. This 
money you said belonged to others; to Northern creditors. 

Mr. THOMAS. Fes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was received by the bank, according to the 
position taken by the claimant, in Confederate notes, 

Mr. THOMAS. No; I do not so admit. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, I say that is the position of the bank. 

Mr. THOMAS. But we deny that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, And that is a fact to be ascertained by the 
investigation of the Court of Claims. Now, then, it was held by the 
bank subject to the credit of the Confederate States treasury azents, 
was it not? : 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is in evidence? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; by receivers of the Confederacy. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Verygood. Then, when General Butler, under 
the Order No. 40, required the bank to pay, not what it held, which 
you say belonged to the Northern creditors, only Confederate notes, 
but compelled the bank to pay its own funds —— 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam getting to the question. Is it not a fact 
that the bank was compelled to pay its own notes? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ihave been to make it clearly understood 
that on the facts as I understand them the evidence shows beyond all 
question that the money so paid into the bank by the receivers or Con- 
eae agents were bank notes mostly of the Citizens’ Bank of Lou- 

siana. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. And equivalent to gold. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, equivalent to gold, and were so after the war 
closed, even. 

They suspended specie payment by order of General Butler, and pe- 
titioned him time and time again to resume specie payment; they were 
finally granted the privilege, and never failed to pay their notes until 
after the war closed, when they got into some financial difficulty and 
failed. Now, I think the evidence farther shows that the original 
claimants, the owners of this Citizens’ Bank, have no interest in this 
matter at all, but that some assignee of a bankrupt sale bas got it to 
make a great speculation out of it, 

Mr. BOATNER. Have you any authority for that statement? 

_ Mr. THOMAS. I have this authority, that it is the statement of 
General Butler, who investigated the facts. 


Proof of that fact exists, and I am going to have it 
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Mr. BOATNER. Have you the authority upon which General But- 
ler made his statement? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am stating what I understand the facts to be, 
from all the information I can get. Why, if this kind of a claim is to 
be allowed, we might as well commence at once to pay the Confeder- 
ate debt. If this money belonged to anybody at all except these 
Northern men or the men from whom it was taken, it belonged to the 
Confederacy. And the idea of submitting to a court the question 
whether these men shall have what never belonged to them, or which 
they received in good money and were required to pay in good money, 
is contrary to my notions of justice and right. I donot believe the 
Congress of the United States ought to be asked to do that, and that 
is what it means. 

Now, before I take up any more time in this manner I wish to have 
the views of the minority read, as contained in the report which the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] caused to be read first, 
and which I know has been copied after thorough investigation, in 
several reports, and whicb I thonght it was unnecessary to repeat, be- 
cause I supposed that every man who was in Congress knew the facts. 

In this report it will be shown that there was no contention at the 
time as to this $215,000 and odd. Everybody, except the bank, ad- 
mitted, and they had to admit virtually, that they received this in 
good money and were only required to pay it back in the same money 
they got. Now they come in and say as a ground for this claim that it 
was received by them in Confederate money, and that the money was 
good for nothing, and that they were obliged to pay it hack in good 
money, and they want the court to repay them for paying something 
for nothing, which, inmy judgment, under the testimony, is a false 
pretense, without any foundation whatever. In other words, they 
want in this way to get hold of a quarter of a million nearly of the 
funds which were a part of the Confederate property in the hands of 
this bank, and which were properly confiscated, and as to which there 

_ was no pretense to the contrary. 

Nobody pretends to say but what this belonged to the United States; 
at least that it did not belong to the Confederate government; for when 
that was overthrown all its property belonged to the Government of 
the United States. When it was taken the Government became the 
heir and inherited its property; and if this failed it does not go back to 
the bank. It goes to the men from whom it was violently and wrong- 
fully taken by a usurping power, claiming to call itself the Confed- 
erate States of America. 

Mr. HILL. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin closes, will he 
yield for a question ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to know whether or not this Citizens’ Bank 
that is referred to there is still in existence as a banking institution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Not at all. It failed, as I am informed, either 
through proceedings in the State courts orin some other way. Either 
by assignee’s or bankrupt sale it was all sold out, as I am told, and of 
course at a great discount, as I understand it; and the fact is, as I am 
credibly informed and believe, that not a man connected with that bank 
will receive a dollar. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman know whether or not the Bank of 
Louisiana, as it is called, is the successor in any way to this Citizens’ 
Bank ? < 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not know, 

Mr. BOATNER. I will state tothe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HILL] that I think the gentleman from Wisconsin is totally and ab- 
solutely and entirely mistaken in bis statement about the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana. The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana as a corporation 
never failed. Thatis my understanding. There was a mort; de- 
partment of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, which was created for the 
purpose of advancing money on plantations many yearsago. It nego- 
tiated its bonds in Europe for a very large amount of money, which the 
State of Louisiana indorsed. The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana was un- 
able, initsmo: ze department, to meet the interest upon these bonds, 
and some act of the Legislature was enacted by which the mortgage 
department of the bank was reorganized; but the banking department 
of the Citizens’ Bank has continued in operation from that day to this 
and has neyer been into court tomy knowledge. It has never been 
into bankruptcy, of that I am certain, andit is to-day an existing, 
living institution in the city of New Orleans, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And owns this claim. 

Mr. HILL. Is it doing business there ? 

Mr. BOATNER. Doing business at this time. 

Mr. THOMAS, If that is the fact, the argument against paying 
this backisall thestronger. Thebank hasno hereon the ground 
of sympathy. 

Mr. BOATNER. We are not asking iton the ground of sympathy. 
It is a cold question of law and justice. 

Mr. THOMAS. The claim of sympathy is the only claim that you 
have, it seems tome, because there is not a word of testimony to show 
the statement made by General Butler to be false, that this bank re- 
ceived this money in its own bills. 

Mr. BOATNER. There is his own statement, made at the time, to 


the contrary. 


Mr. THOMAS. And the further statement that these bills were at 
par with gold and silver at the time; and if they are to-day at par I 
haye been misinformed. 

I want to say in relation to this other branch of the case that there 
is $1,250,000 claimed by this bank, or by its representatives, for these 
bonds and mortgages that were taken away, and this bill is large enough 
to cover that, and it seems to me that it is intended to coverit. But 
I have not gone into that, for the reason that the committee itself says 
that they can find but little evidence upon which to found that claim, 
although they evidently leaned very far toward it. 

I think that the committee has copied the report that was first made 
in this case. There has been no new light thrown upon it for a half 
dozen or more Congresses. It is about the same report. These facts 
which I have stated have been shown up year after year. This claim 
is old enough to be gray-headed, and undoubtedly will come up here 
for action in Congresses after we are all dead, and the claimants will 
insist, as they insist now, that it is only a question of evidence and of 
going to the courts, and will look at our successors in astonishment if 
they are not willing to bave the courts decide it. Every court must bo 
governed by onlysuch evidence as is brought before it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And twenty-cight years have 


elapsed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Twenty-eight years have elapsed and much of this 
testimony has been lost; much thas General Butler alleges, and of what 
he said upon this floor, would be hard now to find; and I hope the com- 
mittee will not permit this bill to pass. I ask to have the report of 
the minority read, which will clearly show the facts that I have stated. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 


The undersigned is unable to agree with the rity of the committee. A 
bill similar in character to the one under consideration was reported favorably 
to the first session of the Forty-eighth Penre a majority of the Committee 
on Claims. The undersigned and tho then chairman of the committee sub- 
mitted a minority report at that time, which fully expresses the views of the 
undersigned, and is as follows: 

[Senate report 403, part 2, Forty-cighth Congress, first-session.] 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on Claims, being unable to agree 
with the majority of the committee in the views expressed in Report No, 403, 
ne submit their views as follows: 

The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana was, during the years 1861 and 1862, a bank- 
ing corporation incorporated and organized under the laws of the State of Loni- 
siana and doing business at the city of New Orleans. It had a spus 
reserve and issued its own bills as currency. Sometime during the fall of 1861 
itsuspended e payments, but at the time of the capture of the city of New 
Orleans by the Federal in April, 1862, its bills were passing current as 
money ot par, and it applied to General Butler, after the capture, for leave to 
redeem its bills in coin, This application General Butler refused, as the circu- 
lation of the bank was needed for the commercial purposes of the city, The 
proclamation of General Butler, of May 1, 1862, after capture of the city, 
contained the following: 

“The circulation of Confederate bonds, evidences of debt (except notes in the 
similitude of bank notes) issued by the Confederate States, or scrip, or any trade 
in the same is forbidden. It has been represented to the commanding general 
by the civil authorities that these Confederate notes, in the form of bank notes 
ina great measure, are the only substitutes for money which the people have 
been allowed to have, and that great distress would ensue among the poorer 
classes if the circulation of such notes should besuppreseed, Such circulation, 
therefore, will be itted so long as any one wi inconsiderate enough to 
receive them, until further orders.” ‘ 

On the 16th of the same month General Butler issued the following order: 

“New ORLEANS, May 16, 1862. 

“T. Itis hereby ordered that neither the city of New Orleans nor the banks 
thereof exchange their notes, bills, or obligationsfor Confederate notes, bills, or 
bonds, nor issue Say, bill, note, or obligation payable in Confederate notes. 

“TT. On the 27th day of May instant all circnlation of, or trade in, Confeder- 
ate notes or bills will cease within this department; and all sales or transfers 
of property. mado on or after that day, in consideration of such notes or bills, 
directly or indirectly, will be void, and the property confiscated to the United 
States, one-fourth thereof to go to the informer,’ 

Thereupon the several banks of the city gave notice through the newspapers 
that al) persons having deposits of Confi cnotes with them should with- 
draw snch deposits before the 27th of the month, and thatif such balances were 
not withdrawn before that date they would be at the risk of the owners. The 
banks sought by this means to throw the depreciated Confederate currency, 
held by them, upon the already impoverished people, and General Butler there- 


upon issued an order which explains itself, and was as follows: 


“New ORLEANS, May 19, 1562. 
“Tt is represented to the commanding general that great distress, privation, 
suffering, hunger, and even starvation have been brought upon the people of 
ivew Orleans and yicinage by the course taken by the banks and dealers in cur- 


rency. 

* Wo has been urged to take measures to provide, as far as may be, for the re- 
lief of the citizens, so that the loss may fall, in part at least, on those who baye 
caused and ought to bear it. 

“The general sees with regret that the banks and bankers causelessly sus- 
pended e Las care hy in September last, in contravention of the laws of the 
State and of the United States, Having done so, they introduced Confederate 
notes as currency, which they bought at a discount, in place of their own bills, 
receiving them on deposit, paying them out for their discounts, and collecting 
their customers’ notes and drafts in them as money, sometimes even against 
their will, thus Fiving these notes credit and a wide general circulation, sothat 
they were substituted in the hands of the middiemen, the poor and unwary, a3 
currency in place of that provided by the Constitution and laws of the country, 
or of any valuable equivalent. 5 

“The ks and bankers now endeavor to take advantage of the re-estab- 
lishment. of the} authority of the United States here to throw the depreciation 
and loss from this worthless stuff of their creation and foisting it upon their 
creditors, depositors, and billholders. 

“They refuse to receive these bills, while they pay them over their counters. 

“ They require their depositors to take them. 

“They change the obligation of contracts by stamping their bills, ‘redeemable 
in Confederate notes.’ 

“They bhaye invested the sayings of Iabor and the pittance of the widow in 
this paper, 
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“They sent away or hid their specie, so that the people could have nothing 
but these notes, which they now depreciate, with which to buy bread. 

= All otber property has become nearly valueless from the calamities of this 
iniquitous and unjust war, begun by rebellious guns turned on the of our 
prosperous and happy country floating over Fort Sumter. Saved from the gen- 
eral ruin by the system of financiering, bank stocks alone are now selling at 
pies a premiumsin the market, while the stockholders have received large diyi- 

ends. 

“To equalize, as far ns may be, this general loss; to have it fall, at least in 
part, where it ought to lie; to enablethe people of this city and vicin. to have 
a currency which shall at least be a semblance to that which the wisdom of the 
Constitution provides for all citizens of the United States, it is therefore or- 

““(1) That the several incorporated banks pay out no more Confederate notes 
to their depositors or creditors, but that all hd dar be paid in the bills of the 
bank, United States Treasury notes, gold, or silver. 

** (2) That all private bankers receiving deposits pa 
only the current bills of city banks, or United States 


silver, 

‘*(3) That the savings banks pay to their depositors or creditors on gold, sil- 
ver, or United States Treasury notes, current bills of city banks, or their own 
bills, to an amount not SASN Y one-third of their deposits, and of denomina- 
tions not less than $1, which they are authorized to issue, and for the re- 
ey of which their assets shall be held liable. 

(4) The incorporated banks are authorized to issue bills of a less denomina- 
tion than $5, but not less than $1, anything in their charters to the contrary not- 
withstanding, and are authorized to receive Confederate notes for any of their 
bills until the 27th instant. . 

" (5) That all persons and firms haying issued small notes, or ‘shinplasters,’ 
so called, are required to redeem them on presentation at their places of busi- 
ness, between the hours of 9 a.m. and 3 p. m., either in gold, silver, United 
States Treasury notes, or current bills of city banks, under penalty of confisca- 
tion of their property and sale thereof, for the pu of redemption of the 
notes so issued, or imprisonment for a term at hard labor, 

“ (6) Private bankers may issue notes of denominations not less than $1 nor 
more than $10 to two-thirds of the amount of specio which they show to a com- 
missioner appointed from these headquarters in their vaults, actually kept 
there for the purpose of redemption of such notes.” 

A Mr. Durand had deposited in the Bank of Louisiania Confederate notes 
when they were passing current. After the above order was issued he de- 
manded the amountin money then. The bank refused peron and Mr, Du- 
rand brought suit in the provost court against the bank to recover the amount 
of his deposit. Major Bell, provost marshal, decided against the bank, and 
ordered it to pay Mr. Durand in money. The bank appealed to General Butler. 
General Butler, in a lengthy decision, affirmed the decision of Major Bell. We 
quote from the closing portion of the opinion: 

“The other objection, as to the merits of the decision, can, it seems to me, be 
disposed of ina word. Ifthe order is a proper one, it ote aed inst ise Its pro- 
priety can not be discussed by me. Itis admitted that Durand isa depositor 
in the bank of what the bank chose to take as moncy, treated as money, cred- 
ited to him as money, nay, forced upon the community as money, He has not 
beon paid his deposit. The bank should pay ħim in specie. The decision fol- 
lowing the letter of the order is that the bank may give him their own bills 
instead of money. Of that decision the bank has no cause to complain, Du- 
rand is now the creditor of the bank as a depositor. The decision makes him 
their creditor as a billholder. In equity they haye nothing to complain of; he 
may have, because he does not get his gold, to which, by the laws of banking, 
laws of tho State and the United States, he is entitled: 

** He does not seek to reverse the decision, Let itstand." 

It will thus be seen that by the law as administered by General Butler at that 
time inthe eae of New Orleans the banks were required to pay their depositors 
in theirown bills or in specie, notwithstanding deposits had been made in whole 
or in part in Confederate notes. 

On June 6, 1862, General Butler issued the following order: 


“NEw ORLEANS, June 6, 1862, 


"Any person who has in his possession or subject to his control any prop- 
erty, of any kind or description whatever, of the so-called Confederate States, 
or who has secreted or concealed or aided in the concealment of such property, 
who shall not, within three aera from the publication of this order, give full 
information of the same, in writing, at the headquarters of the military com- 
mandant, in the customhouse, to the assistant milita Soma Godfrey 
Weitzel, shall be liable to imprisonment and to bave his property con ted.” 
X In response to which the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana made tho following re- 

urn: 


out to their depositors 
notes, gold, or 


BANK OF LOUISIANA, 
New Orleans, June 11, 1862, 
“Grxxrna: In obedience to your General Order No, 40, I beg to inform you 
that on the 1st of May last there was to the credit of the treasurer of the Con- 
federate States in this bank the sum of $219,000.04; and alsoon special account 
the further sum of $12,465; and this bank holding s large amount in the notea 
of the Confederate treasury, an equivalent amount in said treasury notes has 
been set aside, and is now held by the bank, to offset the above stated amount, 
and ees notes I will return as the property of the Confederate States under 
eur order, 
^ Also, one small tin box, marked ‘Conf. States district court,’ 
S Sse following-named parties have also to theircredit on deposit these sums, 
namely: j 


J. M. Huger, Confederate States receiver 
.G. W. Ward, Confederate States receiver 


“ OrrizENs” 
ts 


J. C. Manning, Confederate States receiver. 1,120.00 
Maj. M. L., Smith, Confederate States receiver .. 16, 026, 52 
Major Macklin, Confederate States receiver... 6, 814. 57 
Major Reichard, Confederate States receiver.. 497,30 


“As the deposits by the receivers were made in this bank by virtue of an 
order of the Confederate court, in accordance with the act of Congress, they 
were to that extent compulsory on the receivers as well as on the banks. To 
have refused to comply with the mandate of the court oo have brought both 
parties into conflict with the constituted authorities for the time being, 

* All the above-mentioned deposits were made in the currency of the Confed- 
erate government by its appointed officers, 

“Had the bank resumed specie payment or become bankrupt in the mean 
time, those depositors would have hod noclaim tothe coin or to a pro ratadis- 
tribution of the other assets of the bank, They could only have claimed the 
currency deposited by them, and hence it may be classed in reality as special 
deposits of Confederate funds, payable in same, in accordance with the con- 
tracts and understanding at the time. Under the circumstances, the bank a 

to General Butler's sense of equity and justice to allow these deposits to 

Lisp to whom it may concern in the same currency in which they were re- 
és x 3 

“Some time during the month of November last an order of sequestration 
was issued to the marshals of the Confederate States to take charge of the assets 
of the Bank of Kentucky, then held by this bank in the usual course of business. 


‘The assets have neyer been removed from the bank, yet stil are nominally 
beyond its control. 

‘I therefore respectfully request from the commanding general an order to 
refund to the Kentucky bank, the owners of said assets, that the accounts may 
be made out accordingly and a due return forwarded to them. 

“Tho banks were informed of the seizure of their assets at the time, and one 
of them, the Bank of Kentucky, had a resident agent here at that time. 

‘* With great respect, your obedient servant, 
“JAMES D. DENEGRE, President. 

"Maj. Gen. B, F. BUTLER, 


Commanding at New Orleans.” 


Upon the receipt of which General Butler addressed the bank the following 
communication: ° 
" HEADQUARTERS, DEPARTMENT OF TOE GULF, 
"New Orleans, June 13, 1862. 

“The return of the Citizens’ Bank of New Orleans to General Order No. 40 
has been carefully examined, and the various claims set up by the bank to the 
funds in its hands weighed. 

“The report finds that there is tothe credit of the Confederate States $219,- 


“This of course is due in presenti from the bank. The bank claims that it 
holds ‘an equal amount of Confederate treasury notes, and desires to set off 
these notes against the amount so due and payable, 2 

“This can not be permitted. Many answers might be suggested to the claim. 
Ono or two are sufficient. 

“Conféderate States treasury notes are not due till six months after the con- 
clusion of a treaty of peace between the Confederate States and the United 
States. When that time comes it will be in season toset offsuch claims. Again, 
the United States being entitled to the credits due the Confederate States in the 
bank, that amount must be paid in money or valuable property, 

"Lecan notrecognize the Confederate notes as either money or property. The 
bank ely AN by receiving them (oing nont banking Spon them, loan- 
ing upon them, thus giving them credit to the injury of the United States, is 
esto Be to deny their value. 

P e ‘tin box’ belonging toan officer of the supposed Confederate States, be- 
ingaspecial deposit, will be handed over (tome) in bulk, whether its contents 
are more or less valuable. 

“The bank is responsible only for safe custody. The several deposits of the 
oflicers of the supposed Confederate States were received in the usual course of 
business; were, doubtless, some of them, perhaps largely, received in Confeder- 
ate notes; but, forthe reason aboye stated, can only be pald to the United States 
in its own constitutionalcurrency. These are in nosense of language ‘special 
deposits.’ 

Pihey were held in general account, went into the funds of the bank, wero 
paid out in the discounts of the bank, and if called upon to-day for the identical 
notes put into the bank, which is the only idea of a special deposit, the bank 
would be utterly unable to produce them, 

“As well might my private banker, with{whom I have deposited my neigh- 
bor's check or draftas money, which ‘has been received as money, and paid out 
as money months afterward, when my neighbor has become bankrupt, buy up 
other of his checks and drafts atdiscount, and pay them to me instead of money, 
upon the ground that I had made a special deposit, 

“The respectability of the source from which the claim of the bank proceeds 
alone saves it from ridicule. 

‘The United States can inno form recognize any of the sequestrations or con- 
fiseations of the supposed Confederate States; therefore, the accounts with the 
Bank of Kentucky will be made up and all its property will be paid over and 
delivered as if such attempted contiscation had never been made, 

“The result is,therefore,upon the showing ofthe bank by its return that there 
ia due and payable to the Confederate States, and therefore now to be paid to 
the United States, the sums following: 

Confederate States treasurer's ACCOUNE 24... csseceeceeeeesenssrsessesserres S219; 090, 04 
Confederate States special ACCOUNTS s. cisccsessessersreerssesssesseetsereesesesens 12, 465,00 


12 a k by officers; 
J, M. Huger, receiver ... 106, 812. 00 
72, 082. 00 


Q. M. Ward, receiver... 
J.C. Manning, receiver ... 


M. L.Smith, receiver 
8. Macklin, receiver 
Reichard, reciver... 


Total in soscovsesteccstivgdvisloey 


‘This is the legal result to which the mind must arrive in this discussion. 

“But there are other considerations which may apply to the first item of the 
account. Only the notes of the Confederate States were deposited by the treas- 
urer in the bank, and, by the order of the ruling authority then here, the bank 
was obliged to receive them. In equity and ous conscience the Confederate 
States could call for nating nots than they had compelled the bank to take. The 
United States succeed to the rights of the Confederate States, and shoula only 
take that which the Confederate States ought to take. But the United States, 
not taking orrecognizing Confederate notes, can only leave them with the bank, 
to be held by it hereafter in special deposit as so much worthless paper. 

“Therefore, I must direct all the items but thefirst to be paid tomy order for 
the United States in Fold. silver, or United States Treasury notos, at once. The 
first item of $219,090.94 I will refer to the home government for adjudication; 
and in the mean time the bank must hold, as a special deposit, the amount o. 
Confederate treasury notes nbove mentioned, and a like amount of bullion, to 


await the decision. 
“BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
“ Major General; Commanding.” 


A few days afterwards the sum $215,820.89, the aggregate amount of the de- 
posits standing to the credit of the Confederate receivers and officers in the 
Citizens’ Bank, was paid by the bank to General Butler and covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

It appears that in some instances there was ted in the bank books ofthe 
depositors with the Citizens’, Bank, about September 16, 1861,a printed slipin 
words and figures as follows, to wit: 

“On the resumption of specie payment by this bank your balance onthe 16th 
of September, 1861, or any portion thereof not drawn for, will be paid to you in 
coin. Deposits since that date are payable in Confederate notes of the Confed- 
eracy: 

But we do not find that there was at any time any contract between the Oit- 
izens’ Bank and its depositors by which the latter agreed to receive Confeder- 
ate notes in payment for their deposits, unless such printed notice constituted 
such a contract, and we have not beenable toascertain whether such notice was 
ever brought to the attention of the Confederate States receivers and Confeder- 
ate officers mentioned in the said return of the bank to General Butler's order. 
Neither is the testimony sufficient to satisfy the undersigned that the several 
ee were made in Confederate notes. 

‘heitem of $12,465 was for money paid into the bank from the registry of the 
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court when Confederate notes were at par. The items of deposits by the Con- 
federate States receivers were mainly, if not wholly, composed of debts due 
Northern creditors, which were confiscated by the Confederate government. 
The Confederate debtors were compelled to pay these debts at par to the re- 
ceivers, and the amounts were deposited by the receivers in the bank in cur- 
rent funds in the State of Louisiana at the time—notes of the State banks, and 
probably in part Confederate notes, then current at par. 

At the first seasion of the Forty-fifth Congress, Senator Hoar, from the Senate 
Committee on Claims, made an adverse report upon the claim of the New 
Orleans Gaslight Company to be reimbursed certain moneys which had been 
paid over by the company to G. W. Ward, Confederate receiver, and which con- 
stituted a portion of the deposit included in the return of the Citizens’ Bank 
above set forth. The gaslight company having been afterward compelled to 
pay the amount to its Northern creditor, claimed to be entitled to be repaid the 
amount which been paid overto General Butler by the Citizens’ Bank. 
We quote from the report to show the character of the deposit by the said Ward 
as Confederate States receiver in the Citizens’ Bank, as follows: 

‘First, in regard to the identity of the fund. The checks drawn by the pe- 
titioners in favor of Ward upon the Mechanics’ Bank were doubtless paid by 
that bank to the Citizens’ Bank, in which he deposited them. Whether they 
were paid in Confederate money, balancing credits between the banks, or in 
their own bills, or otherwise, does not appear. The sum so paid was mingled 
with a large sum standing in the name of Ward, receiver, and in an amount 
nearly equal to that paid by the petitioners to Ward, and drawn out by him in 
small sums.” 

It seems probable that all of the deposits by the receivers were of a similar 
character, and made in current funds. which were the bills of the State banks 
and Confederate notes. But, whether the deposits in the Citizens’ Bank were 
made in Confederate notes or not, we are of the opinion that the claim of the 
bank should be disallowed: 

First. For the reasons stated in the communication of General Buller to the 
bank, the collection from the bank of such deposits in current funds was, inthe 


judgment of the undersigned, just and right and in accordance with the lawas 
then being administe by competent authority within. the city of New Or- 
leans, 


Second. The money of the bank standing to the credit of said Confederate 
receivers and officers became the property of the United States upon the cap- 
ture of the city. 

General Butler, at the time he required the bank to pay over such deposits, 
had undoubted authority to determine that they were payable in coin or in 
United States notes, and his decision upon that question should be treated as 
final and conclusive. 

It may be considered unnecessary, inasmuch as the majority of the commit- 
tee have recommended the disallowance of the second item of the claim, that 
the undersigned should present their views uponit. But as claims of the char- 
acter of this one never become too stale to be pressed upon the attention of 
Congress, we are not willing, in any future investigation, to stand committed 
to the statements contained in the majority report in relation to this item. 
When General Butler took possession of New Orleans he found the city nearly 
on the verge of starvation. He at first made an arrangement with tho city gov- 
ernment to furnish employment to the starving poor of the city by which the 
city was to pay each man employed from its revenues 50 cents per day, anda 
larger sum for skilled labor, for each day’s labor of ten hours, towards tho sup- 
port of their families, and the United States was to issue to each laborer so em- 

loyed for each day’s work s full ration fora soldier of wholesome food. But 
he soon found, as he said, ‘that the very distribution of food was a means faith- 
lessly used to encourage the rebellion,” and was compelled to take the whole 
matter into his own hands. He thereupon issued the following order: 


“New ORLEANS, August 4, 1862, 


“It appena that need of relief to the destitute poor of the ay requires more 
extended measures and greater outlay than have yet been made. 

“Tt becomes a question, in justice, upon whom should this burden fall. 

‘Clearly, upon those who have brought this great calamity upon their fel- 
low-citizens, 

‘Tt should not be borne by taxation of the whole A ner pk because the 
middling and working men have never been heard at the ballot box, unawed 
by threats and unmennaced by ‘thugs’ and paid assassins of conspirators against 

and good order, Besides, more than the vote that was claimed for seces- 
sion have taken the oath of allegiance to the United States. 

"The United States Government does itsshare when it protects, defends, and 
preserves the people in the enjoyment of law, order, and calm quict. 

“Those who have brought upon the city this stagnation of business, this des- 
olation of the hearthstones, this starvation of the poor and helpless, should, 
as far as they may be able, relieve these distresses. 

“There are two classes whom it would seem peculiarly fitshould at first con- 
tribute to this end, First, those individuals and corporations who have aided 
the rebellion with their means and, second, those who have endeavored to 
destroy the commercial prosperity of the city, upon which the welfare of its 
inhabitants depends. 

"Itis brought to the knowledge of the commanding general that a subscrip, 
tion of $1,250,000 was made by the corporate bodies, business firms, and persons 
whose nanies are set forth in Schedule A annexed to this order, and that sum 
placed in the hands of an illegal body known as the “committee of public 
safety,” for the treasonable purpose of defending the city against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, under whose humane rule the city of New Orleans 
had enjoyed such unexampled prosperity that her wareliouses were filled with 
trade of all nations who came to share her freedom, to take part in the benefits 
is por A ae ae! superiority, and thus she was made the representative mart 
of the world. 

‘Phe stupidity and wastefulness with which this immense sum was spent 
was only equaled by the folly which led to its being raised at all. The sub- 
scribers to this fund, by this very act, betray their treasonable designs and 
their ability to pay at least a much smaller tax for the relief of their destitute 
and starving neighbors, 

“Schedule B is a list of cotton-brokers who, claiming to control that great 
intetest in New Orleans to which she is so much indebted for her wealth, pub- 
lished in the newspapers, in October, 1861, a manifesto, deliberately advising 
the planters not to bring their produce to the city, a measure which brought 
ruin at the same timo upon the producer and the city. 

"This actsufficiently testifies the malignity of these traitors, as wellasto the 
Government as their neighbors, and it is to be regretted that their ability to re- 
lieve their fellow-citizens is not equal to their facilities for injuring them. 

“In taxing both these classes to relievé the suffering poor of New Orleans, 
yea, even though the needy be the iai wives and children of those inarms 
at Richmond and elsewhere against the United States, it will be impossible to 
make a mistake save in having the assessment too easy and the burden too 


ght. 
“Itis therefore ordered— 
“First. That the sums in schedules annexed, marked A and B, set inst 
the names of the several persons, business firms, and EN Se eae herein de- 
scribed be, and hereby are, assessed upon each respectively. 

“Second. That said sums be paid to Lieut. David O. G. Field, financial clerk, 
at his 6flice in the customhouse, on or before Monday, the 11th instant, or that 


the property of the delinquent be forthwith seized and sold at public auction to 
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pay SR end with all necessary charges and expenses, or the party impris- 
one aid. 

Third. The money raised py this assesament to be a fund for the purpose 
AS providing employment and food for the deserving poor people of New Or- 
cans,” 

Ey this order the assessment was made against the Citizens’ Bank, which 
constitutes the second item of this claim, 

General Butler, in a communication dated October, 1852, to Hon, E, M, Stan- 
ton, Secretary of War, said with reference to said Order No. 55: 

“With these convictions I issued General Order No. 55, which will explain it- 
self, and haye raised nearly the amount of the tax therein set forth. 

* But for Slama? att eta ? Nota dollar has gone in any way to the use-of the 
United States. Lam now employing one thousand poor laborers, as matter 
of charity, upon the streets and wharves of the city from this fund. Iam dis- 
tributing food to preserve from starvation nine thousand seven hundred and 
seven families, containing thirty-two thousand four hundred and fifty souls, 
daily, and this done atan expense of $2,000 per month, Iam sustaining, atan 
expense of $2,000 per month, fiye asylums for widows and orphans, I am aid- 
ing the Charity Hospital to the extent of $5,000 per month.” 

And in the same communication he said, referring to the French and Prus- 
son ibe ae who had made complaints against the Government on account 
of this order: 

“They will find that out of 10,490 families who have been fed from the fund, 
with the raising of which they find fault, less than one-tenth (1,010) are Ameri- 
cans; 9,480 are foreigners.” 

Andin a communication to Gencral Halleck, of September 1 of the same 
year, General Butler wrote: 

“I am distributing, in various ways, about $50,009 per month in food, and 
more is needed, Thisisto the whites. My commissary is issuing rations to 
a. emits of nearly double the amount required by the troops. Thisistothe 

lacks,” . 

It will be seen from the above that during General Butler's administration at 
New Orleans the colored poor wese fed from other funds; that the tax was not 
levied upon the basis of the amount of the city defense bonds held at the time 
of the levy by the bank, but upon the basis of its original subscription, and that, 
therefore, the subsequent order of General Butler, by which the city was made 
to contribute to the payment of the tax assessed against the bank on account of 
ith i ponas having been surrendercdand canceled, gives the claimant noright 

o relief. 

The question as to whether the tax was ‘equal and uniform” ought not to be 
reviewed by Congress, It isevident, also, that the Citizens’ Bank, in subscrib- 
ing the amount of $306,800 to the city defense bonds, instead of being actuated 
bya pany business and prudential motiye—i, e., the exchange of Confederate 
notes for the city bonds, as intimated in the majority report—was claiming to 
be actuated by a patriotic deyotion to the Confederate cause; that the assess- 
ment levied by General Butler was not a penalty, buta tax levied for a humane 
and necessary purpose; that the fund thus raised, instead of having been ex- 
pended as stated by the majority report—mainly “insupporting and providin: 
employment for the poor of New Orleans, consisting largely of tlie colore 
population which crowded into the city after the Federal occupation of the 
same ’’—was expended for the support of white Confederate women and children 
who would otherwise have starved, while their husbands, fathers, and brothers 
were fighting in the Confederate armies, 

It appenring, therefore, that the fund derived from this tax was expended 
wholly forthe support of the starving poor of the city of New Orleans, and that 
no portion of it everreached the Treasury of the United States or was expended 
in any manner for the benefit of the United States, neither the Citizens’ Bank 
norany other corporation or person upon whom the said tax was levied can have 
any claim against the United States on account of the same, 

We find it unnecessary to discuss the legal questions relating to the branch of 
this claim embracing payments made to the military authorities of the United 
States under and in pursuance to Special Order No, 202, dated August, 1863, is- 
sued by Major General Banks, as the report of the majority of the committee is 
in favor only of repayment to the Citizens’ Bank of the $3,000 which the Ocoe 
Bank of Tennessee had to its creditin the Citizens’ Bank, and which wasturned 
over to the military authorities under said Order No. 202. : 

It clearly appears from the evidence accompanying this claim that said sum 
was turned over to the military authorities in Confederate notes, the circulation 
of which, as money, more than a year previously liad been prohibited by order 
ofthe commanding general of New Orleans, and which were atthe time neither 
current funds nor of any considerable value, and from which it docs not appear 
that the United States ever received any benefit. 

ME aN therefore clearly of the opinion that the claim should be wholly dis- 
allowed. 

We append hereto, asa part hereof, a letter recently received from General 
Butler relating to this clafm, 

< J. N. DOLPH. 
a ANGUS CAMERON, 
[Law offices of Benjamin F. Butler, Washburn & Webster, No. 16 Pemberton 
Square, Rooms 1, 2, and 3. Frank L. Washburn. Prentiss Webster.] 
; Boston, April 24, 1884. 

My Dear Mr. SENATOR: You will find most of the facts which I state to you 
herein Parton's Butler in New Orleans, which you will find in the Congressional 
Library, but I will state the matter succinctly so far as I know. 

It is true that the Citizens’ Bank was an ordinary chartered bank, doing a 
banking business in New Orleans and issuing bills as currency. Itisalso true 
that it fiad suspended specie payments at some time during the reign of the 
Confede: there, ú. e., somewhere about the Istof October, as I remember, 
1861; but when I came to New Orleans its bills were passing current as money 
at par, and it applied to me for leave to withdraw its bills arid pay them up in 
gold, but [ refused to give them that leave for the obvious reason that then I 
should have no currency, the entire currency of New Orleans being, whenI got 
there, bank bills of the seyeral banks of New Orleans, which just before 
that $13,000,000 of specie, quite equal to their billa in circulation. But just be- 
fore J arrived there the banks sentaway into the Confederacy between five and 
six millions of specie, and hid in various placesthe rest, among others in places 
of sepulcher, all of which being done by blacks, as they didall the work, was 
ofcourse told to me as soon as I got there, and I sent to Mr. se Se E who was 
then president of the Citizens' Bank, saying thatI should go and takethe s e 
and take charge of it unless he put it back where it belonged, in the vaults of 
the bank; that I wanted it there for the basis ofacurrency, You will remem- 
ber that at that time the pao paper had not come to New Orleans. Confederate 
notes were worth about 62 cents on the dollar. 

I believe it to be true that the banks entered into a combination in Septem- 
ber, 1861, by which they made a condition with their depositors that after that 
date all their deposits should be made payable in treasury notes of the Con- 
federacy, a very shrewd and unconscionabie bargain, as I thought, because men 
deposited the notes of the banks which were amply solvent, and agreed to take 
tenes pone Confederacy, which were as amply insolvent, in payment of 

neéir deposits. 

I now come to the point where the majority report is entirely one side of the 
fact. Itsaysthat— 
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Subsequently and under the terms of thisagreement, the Confederate States 
treasurer and other officers and agents of the Confederacy made deposits in 
said hank of Confederate notes, and at the date of the capture of New Orleans 
by the Federal forces their accounts with said bank by reason of such deposits 
stood as follows: ` 
Confederate States treasurer's ACCOUNË..ss.esse ss ~ S219, 090. 94 
Special Account ..ewercerceeesosserseesorseressarsersnearsneoe . 12,465.00 


Deposits b; 


Maj. M. L. Smith.. 
Maj. 8. Maclin..... 
Major Reicbard .........+ 


434, 908. 83 


Now, the majority report makes that account appear ns though it was com- 
posed of one and the same class of items; that is, cash deposited in treasury 
notes of the Confederacy. That is true only of the firstitem of $219, 090. 84, that 
being an item ofdeposit by the Confederate States treasurer, and was deposited 
in their notes. 

Will you permit me to finish with that account ? 

First, the report of the majority says: 

“General Butler recognizing, ashe states, that ‘in equity and conscience 
the Confederate States could call for nothing more than they had compelled the 
bank to take,’ directed the bank to hold the first item of $219,090.94, standing to 
the credit of the Confederate treasurer, as a special/Confederate-money de t, 
subject tofurther order. He su uently directed Jacob Barker, a prominent 
banker and business man of New Orleans, who seems to have acted as an in- 
termediary between General Butler and the bank, to sell this $219,090.94 of Con- 
federate notes, which he did at 33} cents on the dollar, realizing the sum. of $73,- 
030.81 in United States Treasury notes, which was paid over by the bankto John 
w. ore assistant quartermaster, by the order of General Banks, August 
81,1863. Thisworkedno wrong or injurytothebank. Butthe other deposits, 
standing to tlie credit of the Confederate receivers and officers of the Confeder- 
ate States, amounting to $215,820.59, General Butler directed and required the 
bank to pay to his order, for the United States, in gold, silver, or United States 

ry notes, at once. 

“Against this the sqrt eta PL eet but withoutavail, and on the 19th 
June, 1862, it paid said amount to General Butler by check onthe Bank of Amer- 
ica, of New York, five days’ sight, and the amount was subsequently covered 
into the Treasury of the United States. The bank olatmsthatthis money should 
be refunded by the Government, into whose use and Treasury it went. Itis 
difficult to understand upon what principle the commanding general acted in 
making this distinction and discrimination between deposits made by the Con- 
federate treasurer and by the other ts and officers of the Confederacy, 
Both classes of deposits were mado in Confederate notes and under the same 
agreement, that they were to be ‘payable in the treasury notes of the Confed- 
eracy.’ They were each the property of the Confederate States, standing pre- 
rer! on the samo footing, and imposing upon the bank the same somites ob- 

tion. 

pon this statement of facts it is no wonder that the majority report says: 
“Tt is difficult to understand upon what principle the SALE eae 
acted in making this distinction and discrimination between deposits made by: 
the Confederate treasurer and by the other agents and officers of the Confed- 
eracy. Both classes of deposits were made in Confederate notes and under the 
ae Fr heera that they were to be ‘paynble in the treasury notes of the 

nfederacy. 

It would have been a very remarkable proceeding upon the state of facts 
above detalied, and one of which General Butler would have been ashamed; 
but the facts were exactly different. 

The commanding or ordered the Confederate States treasurer's account 
of $219,090.04 to be sold, having been paid into the bank in Confederate notes, 
and to be accounted for to him as the bank would have accounted to the Con- 
federato treasurer, by paying over what it received, because, as he said in his 
order quoted in the jority report, that would be equityand good conscience, 
and, therefore, he required the bank to pay only that which they had received, 
fad id the difference with the other deposits? 

First, because the “special account" of £12,465 was for money paid into the 
bank from the registry of the court long before the Confederate notes were be- 
ood bar. The bank got full value. Why should not the bank pay out full 
yalue? 

Again, the remaining deposits were the deposits by the Confederate States 
peoul vous and their assistants. That is to say, the Confederate government 
confiscated Northern debts at par—i. e., those due Narthern creditors, at par— 
and required the Confederate debtor to pay those over to the receivers at par, 
and they were paid into the bank in its own bank bills at par, which were good 
at par long after General Butler got to. New Orleans, for he made his own de- 
posits in the Citizens’ Bank in its own bank bills. 

Now, then, General Butler sent these amounts confiscated from Northern 
creditors to the Treasury of the United States, with a-recommendation that 
they be paid over to the same Northern creditors, which recommendation has 
never been followed by the United States; but.the money has been covered 
into the Treasury. I agree that the United States has no right to it, and ought 
to pay it over to somebody, and these somebodies are the Northern creditors 
who lost it, and when General Butler was in Congress he introduced bill after 
bill and resolution after resolution to have the money paid over to the North- 
ern creditors; but there were always rabid Democratic Congressmen in Con- 
ps at that o who would not agree to Aor proponitan General Butler made 

behalfof Northern men, and equally rabid Republicans who would not agree 
to any proposition General Butler made, which, with the natural delays of busi- 
iness prevented anything being done. I wish the honorable First Comptroller 
ofthe are tag 2 would overhaul his own vote in that behalf and make a record 
whenfound, Butthereis notthe slightestreason why the Citizens’ Bank should 
have it. It docs not belong to them; it never did belong to them; it was a de- 
posit with them, and they bhaye paid out what was deposited, and what earthly 
claim can the Citizens' Bank have uponthis money? This sum is substantially 
and exactly none of theirs.and it is none of their business what becomes of it. 
The United States now holds itin trust for the Northern creditors, and the Court 
of Cuna. would so decide if Congress would passa law giving them jurisdiction 


to hear 

Afterwarda, in Jane, I did issue acircular order to the banks of New Orleans 
requiring them to and turn over to the military authorities all property 
in their banks, “whe ofthe character of generalor special deposits, bills of ex- 


change,or otherevidence of debtbelo toany oflicer or person serving in any 
the Confederate Statea, the State of na, or any Confederate State,” 
many sums were brought out by this order overand abovethe sums above 
mentioned, but they have nothing to do with this controversy. ‘They are paid 
over to the military authorities, as I understand it, so that the case stands 
thus: General Butler made the Citizens’ Bank pny over whatever money or 
ee, would acknowledge they held on deposit which did not belong 
o the bank, but did belong to the enemies of his country, and wherever the 
bauk had received par cither in their own bills, or in gold and silver, or treas- 


ury notes when they were at par, That is, he required to be paid over to his 


order at par, so that they should pay out.exactly what they had received, But 
in the cases where they received only Confederate treasury notes he only re- 
quired them to account for Confederate treasury notes at the discount that they 
were when the account was made. It is admitted by the majority stele that 
this last action was eminently just and proper; thatis, that the bank should bo 
made to account for what ithad received. Why was not the other action just 
as proper which madetheni nocount for what they actually received? 

The majority report states that The next item of the claim grows out of the 
following state of facts: The Citizens’ Bank, early in 1962, big E period of 
Confederate occupation and control, became a subscriber to the amount of 
£306,400 for that amount of éertain bonds of the city of New Orleans known as 
‘city defense bonds.” 

Again it says: “In August, 1862, General Butlor, by an order known as Gen- 
eral Order 55, imposed upon the Citizens’ Bank, as a penalty for having aided 
the rebellion, an assessment équalto the amount ofits investment in said ‘city 


cent. On 
the 9th of Auguat, 1862, the bank paid the first installment, amounting to $76,600 
and received the following receipt, namely: b 

w Received of Citizens National Bank of Louisiana $76,600, being the amount 
ofan assessment upon it for aiding the rebellion, and to be appropriated tothe 
relief of the starving poor of New Orleans, per General Order 55.’"' 

So far it is true, Sxoort that the great fact issteadily cast out of t that the 
Citizens’ Bank subscribed $306,400 to a Confederate loan for the defense of the 
city of New Orleans against the United States and her troops under General 
Butler. That was called o patriotic act at that time and was much praised in 
the Confederate newspapers. If the majority report is to be believed it was 
simply a cunning device of the bank to getrid of s lot of Confederate notes held 
by the bank, which were good for nothing, Bad get for them bonds of the orf of 
New Orleans, which were thon good, and the lieved in any event would be 
good, plus the reputation for patriotism, by the way of interest or “grease 
mony.’ 

Now, they come to the United States and ask that they shall be repaid be- 
cause General Butler did not allow thelr speculation to be quite as profitable as 
they hoped to make it. 

The condition of things being that because of that defense the city of New 
Orleans was brought to a state of starvation, and the city being absolutely un- 
able to take care of its suffering poor, General Butler, exercising the power and 
right that ovary commanding general in a captured place has, of making that 
place support in some way or other, by assessment or otherwise, ils poor, or- 
dered all the subseribers to that loan—and there were numbers of them, 
amounting to millions—to pay, as Le needed it,a tax equal to the amount of the 
Joan, if it was necessary, for the purpose of supporting the starving poor of the 
city. The reason why General Butler ado that list to make the nasessment 
upon was thathe knew if he taxed any of those parties he would besure of tax- 
ing rebels and not Union men, and not wanting to make any mistakes in that 
rerard he took the list of subscribers to that Joan asa sort of directory as to 
whom he should tax to repair the wrongs that they had done to the poorer 
classes in New Orleans, to preyont their being starved. 

It will be seen that the majority report says that, Sag arg Sor the city had 
canceled a quantity of those bonds, General Butler gaye the bank credit for that 
transaction and made an equitable adjustment at the time; and so far as the 
assessment of the tax, as it was called, is concerned, it was, it is submitted, 
justly dealt with. Butthe idea that “this was a Confederate de! tand the 
effect of the order and transaction was to make the bank 600 in par 
funds and get back $38,456.81 in a credit payable in Confedernte notes," was 
simply an equalization ofthe matter. Tho ‘defense loan” was advanced tothe 
city in Confederate notes by the banks, and some ofthat very money paid to the 
city was on deposit in the Citizens’ Bank, and was paid back by the city to the 
bank through its check on-its own deposit. Where was the injustice there? 

What was doneafterwardsabout thisassessmentI do not know. Ihave only 
heard that by some hocus ms it was not paid afterT left, all of it, as it would 
most certainly haye been it I had remained there; and if it was not paid I am 
sorry for it. 

I might stop here, but I prefer to notice a ahaa on page 5, as follows: 

“The funds or collections from the bank appear to have been used and ap- 

ropriated mainly in supporting and providing employment for Sie coe of 

‘ew Orleans, consisting largely of the colored population which cro into 
the city after the Federal occupation of the same.” 

‘As have just said, I do not know what happened after I left New Orleans, 
but while I was in command there all this tax was paid out, and some more, in 
feeding the white Confederate women and children who would otherwise havo 
been starved while their husbands, fathers, and brothers were fighting us in 
Virginia and elsewhere. I fed the black menin another way and from another 
fund, because I could feed them cheaper than I could feed the white people, 
And while I had no objection to the equalization of the poverty in color then, 
any more than I have now, I thought it was but just that the citizens of New 
Orleans should take care of their own white poor, and the United States should 
take care of their black poor which the operation of arms had brought into the 
city of New Orleans, and I proceeded to act upon that principlo through tho 
whole, 

e From an intimate knowledge of all that was done there in this behalf, I know 
there is not tho slightest honest claim against the United States in this matter, 
Tf there were, it ought not to be prosecuted now, because the Citizens’ Bank 
has long since gone into insolvency, although I left it solvent, with more than 
a hundred dollars in gold for every one hundred dollars of bills it owed, and no 
sum of money which the United States would give to the Citizens’ Bank would 
ever reach the stockholders or creditors of that bank who were stockholders or 
creditors at the time it made these supposed losses, but would simply be swal- 
lowed up by alot of sharks and grabbers who foment claims against the United 
States. 
J havo the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant 

x BENJ. F. BUTLER, 


defense bonds,’ which ho required to be paid in installments of 25 


Hon. Joseren N. Dotrn, : 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Respectfully submitted, OER 

During the reading of the report, ' : 

Mr. THOMAS said: Mr. Chairman, I think the main point upon 
which I rely in General Butler's statement has been read, and I ask 
that no more of it be read now. 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will haye the whole letter 


printed. 
Mr. THOMAS. I will ask leave that the whole of the report be 

rinted. 
2 It will be noticed that my statement, so far as relates to the fact that 
this money was rectived in the bank notes of the Citizens’ Bank of Lou- 
isiana, is well sustained by General Butler’s letter and statement, and 
there is further evidence thatisample. It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, 
that this bill has occupied about time enough, aud I move that the 
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bill be reported back to the House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. à 

Mr. BOATNER. Before that motion is put I wish to say that I 
would like to address the committee a few minutes upon this subject. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And I also would like about five minutes. 

Mr, THOMAS. I donot want to press the matter, but I would like 
to get to the other bills. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, The gentleman has occupied a very long time 
himself. 

Mr, THOMAS. Notso long as the other side. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have used within six minutes of an hour and the 
other side occupied an hour and ten minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I may be mistaken, then. 

Mr. THOMAS. ButIdo not wish to cnt off the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Nor tho ‘‘gentleman from Mississippi.’’ 

Mr. BOATNER. I only desire, Mr. Chairman, to address the com- 
mittee on this question because the gentleman who bas just spoken 
has made many statements which I think are entirely unsupported by 
anything which is in the record, and he has declined to give his au- 
thority for those statements other than General Butler, Now, thecom- 
mittee in this reportadmits that General Butler has declined to furnish 
his authorities, and they have been unable to ascertain upon what au- 
thority he has made his statements. The statements which are made 
here by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Tuomas] upon the au- 
thority of General Butler—and they are repeated in the letter which 
has just been reatl—are absolutely contradicted by a letter which Gen- 
eral Butler wrote at the time this subject was under consideration and 
at the time when he made his decision confiscating this money. 

I want to call attention to a statement made on the second page of 
the report of the House committee, which contains the adoption of the 
report made in the Fiftieth Congress upon this same subject, in which 
Mr. James D. Denegre, the president of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisi- 
ana, replying to the order issued by General Butler requiring him to 
furnish a statement of all moneys in that bank belonging to the Con- 
federate States government, makes this assertion: 

All the above-mentioned ead Aen were made in the currency of the Confad- 
erate government by ita appointed officers, ' 

This statement was made by Mr. James D, Denegre with reference 
to the particular items which are now under consideration, under date 
of June 11, 1862. On June 13, 1862, General Butler answers this com- 
munication, and he declines to receive this money in Confederate notes, 
not because it had been deposited in the Citizens’ Bank in currency; 
not because it was the money of loyal citizens which had been confis- 
cated by the Confederate government, or on the ground that it was 
private funds placed in the vaults of the Citizens’ Bank, but because 
he said that the Citizens’ Bank, by accepting that money as Confed- 
erate funds, had treated Confederate funds as money and was estopped 
to deny it, while the General Government could not recognize a trans- 
action in Confederate money; and he declared that inasmuch as the 
bank had received and receipted for it in money, he would require the 
bank to pay it in bullion, in coin, or Treasury notes of the United 


tes, 

Mr. SWENEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? z ` 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWENEY. I would inquire if he does not concede that in law 
the position of General Butler was well taken in respect to this matter? 

Mr. BOATNER. No,sir; I donot. The Citizens’ Bank was an in- 
stitution which was under the jurisdiction of the Confederate States 
government, and it was compelled to recognize the Confederate States 
government as a de facto government. ‘The Supreme Court of the 
United States has made the same recognition. 

The bank was compelled to act as a depository of Confederate funds, 
because the Confederate States government, through its officers, saw fit 
to deposit them there, and it made a contract with the Confederate 
States government by which those funds, so deposited, were to be paid 
out in the same money in which they were received, 

Mr. SWENEY. Is the United States Government bound by the con- 
tract of the bank with the Confederate States government? Please an- 
swer that. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will answer that. I was proceeding to answer 
that. This money was deposited there in Confederate States currency. 
From your standpoint, from the standpoint of the argument which you 
now see fit to make, that not only was not currency, but it was waste 
paper; it was nothing. The bank in receipting for it receipted for 
nothing of value. The only value which it had was the value given by 
the stamp which the Confederate States government had put upon it, 
and that stamp, you admit and I admit, gave it no intrinsic value. 

Now, according to your argument, if the officers of that bank by re- 
ceiving such deposits made the bank liable in coin or bullion for what- 
eyer funds were deposited there by the Confederate States government, 
the secretary of the treasury could have ruined that bank by simply 
depositing ten millions, or any other number of millions, of money in 
Confederate currency, because then, upon the occupation of the city by 


General Butler, the bank would have been compelled to make good 
that money in coin, notwithstanding the fact that it had received the 
deposit in Confederate money only, because it was"cempelled to receive 
it, and notwithstanding it had stipulated that it would repay the de- 
posit only in the kind of currency in which it was made! No com- 
mittee has ever taken the position which you have taken or which Gen- 
eral Butler took atthetime, that the bank had recognized this money 
as haying value and was therefore bound to account for it in coin: 

But I desire now to call attention to the most significant fact, and 
that is that the sole ground upon which gentlemen are here to-day op- 
posing allowing these claimants to go into court is the assertion of a 
certain state of facts based upon a statement made by General Butler 
more than twenty years after the transaction occurred, and diametrically 
contrary to the statement made by him at tho time as to the causesand 
motives which induced him to confiscate this money and to require it 
to be paid in money of the United States. 

It is said now that this money was confiscated because it belonged 
to loyal citizens and had been sequestered by the Confederate gov- 
ernment and paid into tho bank in par funds; that it was confiscated 
because the bauk was bound to pay the money back to the parties from 
whom it had been taken and to whom itbelonged. ‘That is the claim 
that is now made, and it rests solely upon the statement of General 
Butler, and is not supported by any facts. Now, the facts, as shown 
by General Butler’s own answer tothe application of the Citizens’ Bank, 
were very different. I read from General Butler’s answers to the claim 
of the Citizens’ Bank under date June 13, 1862, He says: 

I can not recognize the Confederate notes as either money or property. The 
bank having done so by receiving thom, issuing them, banking upon them, 
loaning upon them, thus giving them credit to the injury of the United States, 
is estopped to deny their yalue, * * * The bank is responsible only for safe 
custody. The several deposits of the officers of the supposed Confederate States 
were received in the usual courso of business; were, doubtless, some of them, 
perhaps largely. received in Confederate notes; but, for the reason above stated, 
can only be pa d to the United States in its own constitutional currency, These 
are in no sense of language “special deposits." 

And then he goes on to say: 

The result is therefore, upon the showing of the bank by its return 
is due and payable to the Confederate States,and therefore now to 
the United States, the following sums, 

And then he goes on to state the exact sums mentioned in this case. 
Again he says: 

But there are other considerations which may apply to the first item of the 
account, 

He states those considerations, and then concludes that he will refer 
that item to Washington for adjudication, he acting upon the balance. 

It will be seen that there is here no suggestion or insinuation that 
there is any difference in the kind of money of which these deposits 
aremadeup. ‘There is no suggestion or insinuation that he confiscates 
this money because it was the money of loyal citizens and was paid 
into the bank in par funds; but he says that he confiscates it because 
it was the property of the Confederate government, and he requires its 
payment in lawful money because the bank, having received it as law- 
ful money, was estopped from denying it that character. 

Now, I ask the gentleman what becomes of his proposition, in the 
face of the contemporaneous testimony, the declaration of Mr. Denegre, 
a gentleman of the highest standing, made at the time; made under 
the sense of penal responsibility I might say, if he stated a falsehood; 
made to the commanding general of the United States forces under his 
direct order, in which declaration is the statement that the money had 
been paid in Confederate notes. If such was not the fact it could have 
been disputed and disproved by the books of the bank, If there had 
been a mere transfer of credit, if the money which was due to North- 
ern creditors had been paid merely by a transfer on the books of the 
bank, that fact would have been shown by those books. The books 
of the bank ought to show, did show, and I am not afraid to state will 
show to-day the exact nature of these transactions and the exact 
sources from which these funds which passed to the credit of these re- 
ceivers were received. 

Therefore, Mr. Denegre making this statement, General Butler ac- 
cepting the statement, not denying it, itis a perfectly clear proposition 
to my mind, and I think must be to the mind of any candid gentle- 
man, that these parties should be permitted to go into court for the 
purpose of having the question decided as to whether the General Goy- 
ernment is bound to repay this money or not. 

It has been stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 
that this bank had failed and that this claim belongs to a speculator, 
I believe there is absolutely no authority whatever for this statement. 

I do not believe the statement is true. I have been living in the 
State of Lonisiana ever since the war—all my life, in fact; and if the 
Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana has ever failed I haye never heard of it.” 

Iam satisfied the bank hasneyer been in insolvency or bankruptcy. 
Iam satisfied the banking department is going on now just as it was 
in 1862. ‘The bank was, of course, immensely crippled by the confisca- 
tion of this money and by the withdrawal of these securities; but so 
far as I know it has met all its obligations except the interest upon 
the bonds which were guarantied by the State of Lonisiana, and which 
were held in Europe, the mortgage department of the bank haying 
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been separated by an act of the Legislature from the banking depart- 
ment. 

I believe, then, Mr. Chairman, when it is shown that the statement 
which General Butler made in his letter and which is repeated by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is absolutely contrary to thestatement made 
by General Butler January 13, 1862, and when it is considered that 
each one of these committees by a majority report has found in favor of 
this claim, there can be no question that the claim should be sent to 
the CourtofClaims. If the facts be as stated, if the defenses be as they 
areurged, if it be the fact that the Citizens’ Bank did receive this money 
in par funds, that it was the property of loyal citizens which had been 
confiscated, and that the bank lostnothing by the payment, then as a 
matter of course that defense would prevail in the Court of Claims 
and the claim wonld be rejected. 

Ttmust be recollected that under the terms of this bill the bank must 
prove the facts upon which the claim is based. It must prove that 
these were Confederate funds, funds belonging to the Confederate gov- 
ernment, It must prove thatthey were deposited in Confederate money, 
and that General Butler required paymeéntof them in specie, and when 
stich procf Jas been made I think there is a state of facts which cer- 
tainly would entitle this bank to be repaid by the Government the 
amount of money which, under such circumstances it must be admitted 
by everyone, was unlawfully taken possession of by General Butler 
and turned into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it is a thankless task to stand 
in this House year after year to resist an endless repetition of this sort 
of warclaims. And it seems to me a startling circumstance that there 
could be brought into the Honse of Representatives of this country a 
majority report in favor of the passage of a bill like this. 

I put my opposition to this bill on the ground asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Tuomas], and I put it upon still stronger 
grounds. This is a claim substantiallyinequity. The gentleman from 
Lonisiana [Mr. BOATNER] says that it stands upon legal grounds. 
Why, sir, if he bases this claim upon legal grounds, he has no claim 
upon the face of his best showing. ‘ 

Mr. BOATNER. That is where there is a difference of opinion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, it is a difference of law. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the defendant were a private individual instead 
of a General Government, the legal force of the claim would be estab- 
lished beyond question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If a man in this country has a legal clain—a 
claim founded upon any law—he goes into a court to assert it, does 
he not? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why do you not go into court in this 
case? 

Mr. BOATNER. Because we have to sue the sovereign and can 
only do so with the permission ofthe sovereign. According to the gen- 
tleman’s position no man could ever have a just claim against the 
Government, because no man can sue the Government except by its 
own permission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Another difficulty standsin your way; thatis, 
astatute founded in the very highest principles of justice, although 
sometimes abused, the statute of limitations. 

Mr. BOATNER. In reply to that I will say tothe gentleman, it is 
a principle of law as old, I think, as the law itself that the statute of 
limitations never runs against a person who is unable toact. These 
people have been trying to act all these years; they never could act 
except by the permission of the Government. ‘Therefore it seems to 
me it would be little short of turpitude for the Government to plead 
the statute of limitations against parties who have had no opportunity 
to present and establish their claim, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What was to hinder the claimant in this case 
from bringing suit in the Court of Claims twenty years ago? 

Mr. BOATNER. Because there was no Jaw under which the snit 
could have been instituted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not? 

Mr. BOATNER. Because Congress had not enacted any such pro- 
vision of law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the claim is such a claim as the gentleman 
from Louisiana believes it to be, the claimant had a right to go into 
the Court of Claims and sue for it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not know of any statute of the United States 
under which a suit could have been instituted on this claim. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard for a 
few minutes on this question. Iam not going to occupy very much 

e. 


Stripped of every matter of detail that is doubtful and coming di- 
réctly to the salient facts, here is what took place exactly. There was 
organized in the southern portion of the country a confederacy or a re- 

on against the United States and certain acts or qualities of sov- 
ereignty were attempted to be exercised or executed and enforced by the 
the so-called Confederate States government. Among other things at- 
tempted by them they attempted to confiscate the property of loyal citi- 
zens of this Government, being aliens to that govermnent, which prop- 


erty was found in the possession of citizens of that government. They 
appointed certain agencies, enacted certain laws, moved forward upon 
certain lines of procedure to seize upon and take possession of the 
property of people of the Northern States and to turn it over to the 
so-called Confederate government. 

Acting upon that authority and proceeding upon that line of policy, 
they seized certain property, credits—and I beg that the gentleman 
from Louisiana will follow me on this point—$215,000 of credits due, 
by people residing within the Confederate lines, to the people of the 
North, and transferred these credits over to the Confederate States gov- 
ernment. What was the process by which this was done? They did 
not take the money of the man of the North, but they undertook to 
wipe out his claim on persons residing within the Confederacy. They 
said to the man of the South, the debtor, ‘‘ We will stand between 
youand thecreditor, Pay this money over to the Confederacy and we 
will give you a receipt in full.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And having done that—does the gentleman 
from Louisiana desire to ask a question? 

Mr. BOATNER. I rose for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the gentleman from Ohio to this fact in connection with the point he 
is now discussing; that is, that the only sufferers by that transaction 
were the unfortunate Southern debtors themselves who paid the money 
twice over. The debtwas confiscated by the Confederate government 
and paid, and after the war he was compelled to pay itagain. That 
is the reason thatthe Northern creditor has never been to Congress for 
relief, because he was not a sufferer by the transaction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Well, I suppose that I am as ignorant on that 
subject as my friend from Louisiana himself. I do not know whether 
they paid it or not, 

Mr. BOATNER. I do know of certain of these claims being paid, 
because I know the defense that it had heen paid was set up; the fact 
had been interposed in court, and was overruled on the ground thatit 
was no bar to the prosecution of the claim. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; because such a defense ought not to 
be made. The man who starts into such a proceeding ought to stand 
his chances of success or failure as he does when he participates in 
any other crime. If it is successful it is a revolution; if it is non- 
successful it is a rebellion. 

Mr, BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to say 
that he is doing the parties injustice, for this reason: That any debtor 
who resided South, whether he was a foreigner or a citizen of the State, 
was compelled to make this payment. It was not a question of choice 
withhim. Itwasamatterofcompulsion. Ifhe had been going around 
through the Confederacy hunting up somebody to pay over this money 
to, it would have presented a different case; but it was not his fault 
that he was forced to pay it to the Confederate government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not his fault probably, but it was his 
misfortune. 

Mr. BOATNER. And he suffered from it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He suffered from it; and the taking of that 
money is one of the acts recognized by all writers upon the subject as 
a portion of the ravages of war. He has aided to build up the gov- 
ernment, or the government has risen over his head and has despoiled 
him of his goods. That is his misfortune, if it was not his fault. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I think he is 
laboring under a misapprehension. I want to call his attention to the 
fact that it was not the confiscated money which was taken by Gen- 
eral Butler, but he compelled the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana to make 

d in legal-tender gold and silver the money deposited there by the 
nfederate government in Confederatecurrency. Therefore the prin- 
ciple the gentleman refers to has no application. = 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam aware of the fact that this statement has 
been made over and over again; the gentleman is only repeating what 
has been said already in the debate. But it seems that there is a mis- 
apprehension upon this point. The facts do not altogether agree in 
reference to that. The Confederate government said to tho debtor, 
‘You are a citizen and you owe certain allegiance to this govern- 
ment.’ Let it be an enforced allegiance, if you please. If it was by 
his consent, well and good; he should suffer. If by force, it was his 
misfortune. The government said, ‘* We will put an end to these 
claims of Northern creditors against you. We will give you a receipt 
which will bar the right of the Northern creditor to take this money 
from you.” 

The Confederacy took the money, and Ido not care, for the purpose 
of this argument, whether it was taken in gold or silver, or lawful 
money of the United States, or in Confederate money ; it was an act of 
war; it was he despoiling of a citizen of Louisiana by an act of war, 
which this Government is by no means responsible for and for which 
the Northern creditor surely ought not to be punished. . 

Now, whathappened? They finda banking institution in Louisiana 
which received this money on deposit. I know of no principle of law 
or no rule of any court that compels a bank to receive money on 
deposit that it does not desire to receive. So it makes, to my mind, 
no difference whether it was received by the bank in the money stated 
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by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS], equal in fact to gold 
andsilver, or whether they took it on deposit as money of the Sonthern 
Confederacy in depreciated currency. 

It is enough for me to know that they undertook to carry out the 
decree“of the Confederate government. They undertook to aid in the 
despoiling of the Northern creditor. They undertook tostand between 
the Sonthern debtorand the Northern creditor, and they wereas much 
a party to the wrong done by the Confederate government as was the 
marshal who executed the process, the receiver who took the money, 
or the unlawful government which stood with its bayonets behind the 
civil process which he had issued. Now,what did they do?. They 
took the money at their own hazard. If Iam wrongabout this posi- 
tion I am right about the next one. They took the money and it be- 
came their money. 

My friend from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] is mistaken as to the 
legal effect of what was done. They took the money on deposit, but 
it was not a special deposit. It was not a deposit of so many pieces of 
paper representing the promise of the Confederate government. It was 
a credit passed upon their books. They had transferred by their act 
the credit itself to the Northern creditor and turned it over and made 
it a credit of the Confederate government. f 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
right there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Perhaps the gentleman overlooks the fact that 
the bank in receiving this money, in entering the deposit in the de- 
posit book of the depositor, specially stipulated that it was to be re- 
turned in the identical money deposited. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That was a question between the bank and 
the Confederate government; but it did not bind the Northern cred- 
itor and did not bind the United States Government. That is theim- 
portant point in answer to that. ‘That was a part of their contract, if 
you please, with the Confederate government, which was not a lawful 
government, and a government which they undertook to contract with 
at their peril. Now, what happened? Why, they said to this gov- 
ernment, ‘‘ We will takeitin gold and silver, but we are ready to pay 
it out to you in whatever you may demand.’’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. To pay it out in Confederate notes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; to pay it out in Confederate notes, 
if you please. That bank took the money and undertook to contract 
with an unlawful contractor, a party who had no right to make such 
a contract as that, that they would pay out Confederate notes to the 
Confederate government, because the Confederate government could 
not well afford to go in there and depreciate it own currency and its 
own credit by refusing to take its own notes in paymentof a debt due 
to itself ; but when the time came for them to pay it the Confederate 
government was not there to draw the check. There was somebody 
else there to draw the check. m 

A MEMBER. General Butler was there. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me a question right there? 
Is he familiar with any decision by which any court of the United 
States has recognized a contract between the Confederate government 
and any citizens? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, and if I was familiar with it it would be 
bad for the court. 

Mr. LIND. ‘Then there was no contract? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am talking about it from the standpoint 
that is urged on the other side. Isay there was no more validity to 
the contract, no more binding force in that contract upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States or any citizen of the United States than 
there was in the proclamation of the president of the Southern Con- 
federacy declaring it an independent nation. Weare not bound to 
recognize it. We never have recognized it. The courts of Louisiana 
stand just as solidly upon that question as do the courts of Ohio and 
of New York. So that when the time came to pay that money what 
was the legal status? It was the money of certain Northern creditors. 

The Government of the United States had a right to capture the 
property of the Southern Confederacy wherever it found it. It was 
booty of war, It was money to the credit of the Southern Confederacy, 
ani was seized by the Government of the United States. It is said that 
it was seized in violation of a contract, But a contract that was totally 
invalid, The Government of the United States went into that bank 
and took that money out, placed it in its own treasury in trust and 
became a trustee—for whom? For those who had undertaken to bea 
party to the despoiling of the Northern creditor? What a monstrous 
proposition! They undertook to be a trustee for the man to whom 
that money was coming, the man to whom that money belonged. 
The man who had paid it once and may be compelled to pay it twice 
was despoiled by the acts of war. It was one of the ravages of war 
which we have never undertaken to compensate him for. The man to 
whom that money was due has a claim against this Government; if he 
has never received his money and now can not get it through the courts 
he has a right to come to Congress and ask that he may be compen- 
sated, inasmuch as the Government. got that money, $215,000, and it 
did not cost the Government anything whatever. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It cost them blood and treasure, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is 
the legal status, and I hope I may never speak again ona claim which 
ought to be characterized simply asa war claim. I have made myself 
unpleasant toward gentlemen who have honestly asserted these claims 
during the last six years. I appealed to a Democrat on the other side 
of the House to-day and said to him, “I do not want to be heard any 
more on this subject. ‘This attempt to open the doors to the Treasury 
of the United States is being made in so many different ways that I 
havegot utterly tired ofconstituting myselfasasortof watch-dog against 
theseclaims.’’ Iadmit that this claim isnot exactly inline and keeping 
with the claims I have opposed so often, for the despoiling of the farms 
ma the houses and the roadsand the bridges of the South and the North 

é. 

But I say this claim stands without a shadow of legal foundation, 
and the fact that it has stood here for twenty-seven years is evidence 
against it. Ihave not undertaken to consider the question of what 
sort of money itmusthavebeen. The gentleman from Louisiana talks 
about Confederate notes as being the money in which these original 
deposits were made. I do not know when the first Confederate notes 
were issued. Iam not aware whether as early as September, 1861, 
there was any such thing as Confederate government notes. If there 
were I would know more about it than I do now. 

It was not my impression that the Confederate government had is- 
sued money thatearly, If it did, I assume that it had not gotten 
widely into circulation. I presume this money was the lawful money 
of the State of Louisiana, that was taken possession of, and this party 
became the custodians of it without any equitable interest in it, with- 
out any legal title to it, except as custodians, and when it was taken 
from them they were involved simply in the responsibility that they 
had as bailees of that money in a condition of war, when the party 
who had deposited it was exposed to the penalties of capture and con- 
fiscation afterwards. z 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I now move that all general debate 
on this bill be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Upon what reasoning or justice can the gentle- 
man speak an hour and a halfand then undertake to limit another gen- 
tleman to ten minutes? I wanted to say this: I was on the Commit- 
tee on War Claims when a bill similar to this was considered in the 
last Congress, I have some knowledge of the subject, had an opinion 
on it then, and have now, and desire to express it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I neyer desire to cut off debate at all until I am 
fully satisfied that the House is well informed on the subject; and 
hence it is that I have moved that debate shall be limited to ten min- 
utes, and that will give the gentleman ten minutes. I do not desire 
to cut off debate. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make this remark. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. BROWER], who reported this 
bill, was not here to-day, and in his absence, at the request of my ab- 
sent colleague, I took charge of the bill, The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. THOMAS], cbairman of the Committee on War Claims, is the 
minority of the committee on this bill. It does not come altogether, 
I think, with good grace for him to attempt to take charge of this bill 
on the floor of the House when he is the minority of his own commit- 
tee on that bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. In reply, I wish to say that there are other bills 
that are entitled to consideration, and I do not think that only one bill 
ought to occupy all the day. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, all general debate is not legitimately 
through on this bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will decide that question for it- 
self. The Chair will put the question on the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, that all general debate on this bill be limited to ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that general debate has not been limited and can not 
be limited in committee, but that the House will have to limit general 
debate. The rules only provide for the limitation of debate on para- 

phs in committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. But there is only one section in this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is true, but general debate has not been 
limited on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair had in mind that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin asked for unanimous consent, which could be done in com- 
mittee. Otherwise the limitation of general debate must be done in 
the House. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] is rec- 


ognized. 
Eiir GROSVENOR. I would suggest to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin to let the debate go on until it is through with. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in connection 
with this bill that, if the claim is based upon the ground that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] states it is or upon the ground 
which the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] puts it upon—if 
they are correct as to the ground upon which it rests, I will yote against 
it. Iwas on the War Claims Committee of the Filtieth Congress, by 
which this claim was considered, and gave it some attention, and un- 
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Recta it then and understand it now to rest upon a different basis 
entirely. 

I want to present briefly to the House the view I took of this bill, or 
a similar bill, in the Fiftieth Congress, and the view I take of it now. 
I do not believe that the bill has been argued upon the basis that the 
claim puts itself upon or upon whichitis put by theclaimants and the 
majority of the War Claims Committee. 

I do not presume that any gentleman upon this floor will claim that 
any custodian of confiscated. money or property confiscated by the Con- 
federate States government had any title toit, for the reason that when 
the Confederate government failed all the decrees of its.courts were 
held to be void and of no effect; and Ido not belicve, further, that any 
gentleman will contend that the United States Government, having 
yaa such money or property, got any title to itas against the 
original owner unless he in someway consented. Now, then, if these 
Northern creditors whose property was attempted to be confiscated had 
gone into the United States courts or the State courts of Louisiana be- 
fore this money went into the hands of the military authorities of the 
United States, and they had filed their bills in the court to recover this 
money they would have succeeded in that suit, for, the decree of con- 
fiscation being void, the Confederate government had no title toit, and 
the creditor had two remedies; one against the original debtor and. one 
agninst the bank for what it got if the debtors were insolvent. 

Money improperly appropriated by un agent or invested by an agent, 
even in his own name, can not eseape equity jurisdiction of a courtat 
the instance of the owner of that money. When General Butler found 
that money deposited in the Citizens’ Bank to the credit of the Con- 
federate States government and took possession of it, he did it solely 
upon the ground that it belonged to that government, or atleast he 
had no other right totake possession. Ifitdid not belong to the Con- 
federate government, his act of seizure could not make if so; and, un- 
less we hold that the acts of the Confederate government were legal 
and the decree of confiscation diverted the title from the real owner, 
General Butler could do no more than take possession of it and hold 
it subject to the real owner, In succeeding to the rights of the Con- 
federate government, the United States Government got no more right 
than the Confederate government had. Certainly, an heir can not 
inherit what the ancestor did not own. 

The money stood there to the credit of the Confederate government 
so far as the books of the bank showed. If the decree of confiscation 
was yoid, the entry became erroneous and was, in equity, the credit 
of the original Northern creditor, who was the real owner. The right 
to take possession of it and hold it did not existin General Butler nor 
anyone else,.to the detriment of the real owner of the original debt. 
General Butler by his seizure, or the United States Government 
through him, acquired no more or better title than the Confederate 
government had, and that was none unless we hold the acts of the 
Coufederate government to have been legal and the decrees of its 
courts valid. Now, if that had been Confederate property contributed 
by the citizens of a Confederate State, as the cotton which it purchased 
from its citizens.and issued its bonds for was, why, then the Government 
ofthe United States would have gotten title, because the owner of the 
cotton had by his own act with his title and the title was in 
the Confederate government, or atleast the citizen could not be heard 
to dispute it. 

But it is not to be presumed that these Northern creditors willingly 
contributed that amount of money to the Confederate government. 
Now, I do not believe there is an authority on the face of the earth 
that goes so far as was announced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
GROSVENOR]. No civilized government has ever claimed that where 
money was deposited after being confiscated. ill ly, so that the act 
amounted to no confiscation, it was the despoilment of war. The 
authorities, I say, do not go so faras that. Thatwould be to say that 
an illegal proceeding could be ripened into legality without any act of 
acquiescence of theowner, The gentleman cannot show any such de- 
cision as that, nor can he show any such declaration in writers on in- 
ternational law, 

Now, the question that I conceive to be presented by this bill is this: 
The bank claimed that they received a depreciated currency to the 
credit of the Confederate States. Ifyou are going to punish this man 
or these parties for their wrongdoing, why, it is in the power of the 
Government of the United States to do what it pleases; but I want to 
argue this question, as [have always argued questionsin Congress, upon 
the ground that the United States Government is going to treat this 
case and all cases upon an honest, equitable basis, regardless of the con- 
dition of the citizen or what he may have done heretofore. 

We are not now determining the rights of property by the conduct 
of men who were in rebellion. That belongs to the court, if the case 
goes there, because these people will have to rebut every presumption 
that has been indulged in here by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] as to 
their disloyalty before they can recover in court. This isa bill to pro- 
vide for settling a naked legal right. Now, if that be true, is it possi- 
ble that nobody can appeal to the Congress of the United States to settle 
a naked legal right or to be permitted to go into the courts for that 
purpose, without being met with the assertion that they were at one 
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timein rebellion. It is true that the people were in rebellion in tho 
Caa States, but this man was not and this bank was not in re- 
ellion. 

It has been stated. here by so good a lawyer as tho. gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that, no matter whether they yielded a-forced 
obedience to the Confederacy ora willing obedience, the result is the 
same. Now the courts of the United States differ withthe gentleman 
on that point. Why do you pay loyal citizens for property and refuse 
to pay disloyal ones? You do it upon the ground that the obedience 
of the loyal citizen to the Confederate government was an enforced 
obedience; that it was not his fault, but was the fault of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which failed to.protect him. This, I say, 
is purely a legal question, and it is not to he decided here by the past 
conduct of the claimant. When the case gets into court, there tho 
claimant will be required to prove that he was free from these acts of 
wrongdoing which are charged against him in the past, and unless he 
can so prove he will not be allowed to recover. 

Now, these claimants set up the fact that they received not $215,000, 
in fact, but that they received a nominal face value of money worth 
less than that amount; that in point of fact they never had in their 
possession $215,000; that they never received any legal money at all, 
but did receive certain Confederate notes, or purporting to be notes, 
not recognized as money, but worth a less sum than $215,000, and 
claim that they ought not to be held to answer for moro than they 
received, . 

It is claimed by the opponents of this bill that the amount was de- 
posited in Louisiana money, and they assert that that money was 
equal to gold. Theclaimants assert that the deposit was made in Con- 
federate notes, not worth as mucli as gold; and this simple question 
of fact is all that is asked to be investigated by the Court of Claims. 

How stands the case? One Senator and General Butler oppose this 
claim, and all the balance of the Committee on Claims of the Senate 
report in its fayor; the majority of the Committee on War Claims of 
this House also report in its favor, and the report is made by as sound: 
a Republican as there is in:this body. Here is a claim on the one hand 
made and on the other hand denied. Now, what does this bill pro- 
pose? It simply proposes to let these people go into the Court of 
Claims to have this question fully investigated and decided. 

What is the objection to doing that? It is said by the gentlemar 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. Tirosras] that this money was received in banle 
notes at par. If that be true these parties ought not to recover auy- 
thing, but if it benot true then they ought to recover. That question 
the court will decide.. According to the position of gentlemen on the 
other side, if this bank had received on deposita thousand-dollar dia- 
mond, General Butler could have decided that it was worth $2,000, 
and could have made the bank pay him that amounton accountof it, 
and there would be no remedy because the property was spoils of war. 

Such a thing is no more spoils of war than would be the drawing of 
money out of a man’s pocket by force, and of course the Government 
does not recognize that asconferring nordivesting. Supposeit should 
turnout that the truth is that this bank received no money at all and 
that General Butler’s action was based upon allegations that were not 
true, then this money would be in the same condition as money aris- 
ing from the captured and abandoned property, which the Supreme 
Court of the United States holds does not belong to anybody except 
the people from whom the property was taken. That is as much 
spoils of war as this. 

But I will take the doctrine of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.Gnos- 
VENOR] in answer to the question of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIND] in which he said he never. knew the courts of the United 
States to recognize a contract made with the Confederate government 
by any party. What was the Confederatemoney? It wasa promise by 
the Confederate government topay, Then, if this money was deposited 
in Confederate notes, there was no actual deposit of money, because 
the promises of the Confederate government never were recognized by 
the United States, if being a contract to pay money, and the bank 
could not in any event be required to pay more than such commodity 
was worth in the market. 

Now I will ask the gentlemun from Wisconsin how the present War 
Claims Committee of the House are divided on this question. How 
many members join in the minority report ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not remember. - 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Is there any other dissenting member of the 
committee besides the gentleman? 

Mr. THOMAS. T believe Iam the only one who made any opposi- 
tion, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, then, we havethisstate of facts, Mr, Chair- 
man: The Committee on Claims of the Senate makes a favorable report 
on this bill, in which all the members except one join, and the Com- 
mitteoof War Claims in the House, in a report joined in by every mem- 
berexcept one, recommend the passage of this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not understand that the Committee on Claims 
in the Senate has made any report in this Congress. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You introduced that report here. 

Mr. THOMAS. That was a report made in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] caused a 
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majority report. made in that Congress to be read, and Lasked that tho 
minority report of the same committee be road. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. ‘The minority report was made by one member 
of the committee and all the other members of that committee in the 
Senate werein favor of the bill, All of the War Claims Committee of 
this House report. in favor of this bill except one gentleman, who brings 
in here the minority report of the Senate, representing the view of but 
one member of the Senate committee. The whole of that committee, 
except one member, recommend that this claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims.. I say that the very nervousness of the gentlemen 
to get rid of this bill shows that thoy do not wantit to havea fair 
hearing before the House, and they undertake to arouse a warsentiment 
against the measure instead of appealing to the law and the facts. 

Mr. THOMAS. Allow me tosay that Ihave exhibited no ‘‘nervous- 
ness” aud T have been willing that there should be fair discussion on 
the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You-tried to confine me to ten minutes. 

Mr. DHOMAS.. What I objected to was occupying all day with this 
diim. Permit me to say that in a very large majority of cases like 
this, where the report covers a great many facts and a great deal of 
testimony, the report of the committee is merely proforma, the cir- 
cumstances not being investigated thoroughly by the committee. I 
think that if the members of the Committee on War Claims had. per- 
sonally given careful investigation to this case they would think the 
same as I doin regard to it, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman reminds me. very much of a 
man named-Carnth, whom I knew and who was onceona jury. There 
were eleven men in favor of a certain verdict and he was against it. 
He said thoseelevenmen were *‘themost stubborn men he ever knew,” 
The gentleman from Wisconsin finds himself opposed to all the rest of 
the committee and also to the whole Senate committee except one 
member; and now he says the report of the majority is ‘simply pro 
forma.’ What, then, isthe minority report? Why, sir, on that basis 
it has not even the respectability of a “pro forma’ document. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Is the gentleman from Mississippi quite sure 
that.every member of the Committee on. War Claims except the chair- 
man is in fayor of this bill? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ibase my. position upon the statement of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin himself.. He said he did not know of any. 
member. of the committee except himself: who opposed the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not called upon to disclose names and 
would not do so at any rate, but Thave heard one member of the War 
Claims Committee say that he never heard of this claim in his life 
until it was brought up here to-day, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, he is not very strong on either side. I 
suppose the chairman of the committee counted a quoram—counted 
the man’s hat, as is sometimes done here in the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Sometimes the hat is worth more 
than the man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now,I say that a majority of both these com- 
mittees hold that in the existing state of facts this matter ought to go 
to the Court of Claims, that the facts may be ascertained and deter- 
mined, while one gentleman. of the War Claims Committes in this 
House and. one gentleman of the Committee on Claims in the Senate 
say they do not want the matter to take this course. Now, in good 
conscience and equity which opinion ought to prevail? Do you dis- 
trust the Courtof Claims? That tribunal has never been. swift to al- 
low Southern claims that were not just or war claims of any sort. 

But I was going on to say, if the amount here in question was de- 
posited in Confederate money and General Butler converted the Con- 
federate money and made it greenbacks, you will prove General Butler 
disloyal before you get through, for dealing in Confederate money con- 
trary to law. 

Now, if the statement of the majority report, made by as sound a 
Republican as there is in this House, be true, then I say the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought not to indorse General Butler in tak- 
ing money to which he had no title and to which the Government has 
no title to-day. 

When wecome before the Congress of the United States and ask you 
simply to let these parties go into the Court of Claims, a court of the 
Government, and allow that tribunal to.determine whether. this Citi- 
zens’. Bank of Louisiana ever received this money at all, some gentle- 
men here undertake to influcnce the question by appealing to the old 
feelings connected with the war, because these people were in the Con- 
federacy, and the gentleman from Ohio goes so far as to say that, no 
matter whether the obedience to the Confederate government was en- 
forced or voluntary, it is all the same, because it was the spoils of war. 
In that case the Northern creditor could not claim the money. I say 
there is no authority for the opinion. 

‘Talk about the spoils of war. No man ever pretended that youcould 
throw aman down, take the money out of his pocket, pnt it in the 
United States Treasury, and call that the ‘spoils of war? You can 
take property in time of war and use it for the purposes of the Goy- 
ernment, and it is admitted the Government is liable for that: ‘The 
reason the Government ofthe United States is not responsible for prop- 
erty, destroyed as part of the spoils or ravages of war is hecause those 


who commit such rayages are not acting in their legitimate sphere in 
the service of the Government. 5 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman say there are no ‘‘ravages 
of war ™ except those committed by soldiers or officers of the Govern- 
ment in the line of duty? The gentleman does not claim that? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I lave had too much experience to say that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are not acts done outside of the line of duty 
by soldiers or Government officers just as properly classed as “‘ravages 
of war’? as though they had been done on the battlefield by military 
command ? 

Mr, STOCKDALE. Certainly; and I say further that. the reason 
the Government is not responsible and does not hold itself responsible 
for any such depredations is:because they. are not committed in the line 
of duty, but as wanton destruction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all.. It is because the Govornment is 
not powerful enough at the time to protect the citizen and he takes 
the chances, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But that is not tho doctrine at all here, where 
the war was within our own Government, That is frne where a for- 
eign power invades a country. The country invaded does not reim, 
burse its citizens for. the ravages of war; but this is not.a.case where 
Confederates inflicted the injury, that. the United States Government 
could not avert, but injuries inflicted by itselfon its own citizens, and 
the doctrine does not. apply to it; itis entirely outside of the question of 
the ravages of war, 

How can it be said that the deliberate act of a commanding general 
of the United States Army, taking property that the Army did not need 
and putting it into the United States Treasury, is ravages of war? 

The United States Government can not afford tosay it lias money in 
its Treasury the fruits of ravages of war. No. Enropean government 
does that even with a foreign foe. 

But now suppose, Mr.. Chairman, that not a dollar of that monoy 
wasin the. Citizens’ Bank and that General Butler had information 
which was satisfactory to him and which induced him to believe that 
there was such a condition of things, and ordered the bank to pay over 
the $215,000 into his hands first, and into the Treasury of the United 
States. Would theso gentlemen under such circumstances call that 
the ravages of war and say that these men would have no remedy ? 
Lthink not. I thinkthey would hardly have assumed such a position, 
And yet that is just what they do say here to a certain extent, Gen- 
eral Butler found an entry on the books of this bank, which they. say 
was a deposit of Confederate money and which the depositorsagreed to 
receive back in Confederate money. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. THowrAs]saysitwas deposited in Louisiana money. We say, let 
it go to court to decide that point. How can you object with good 

race? ° 

E Now, say that the contract with the Confederate government was 
void, as gentlemen:contend, and Ladmit that it was utterly void, then 
where doyou.go? Why, you take the property in the bank that be- 
longed to.a Northern man supposed to be loyal to the Northern cred- , 
itors. When General Butler did that he made himself the agent. of 
the Northern creditor. The United States Government received the 
money and becomes the agent of the Northern creditor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then. how does the bank interfere as to the 
agency established between the Government and the creditor, as the 
gentleman suggests? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Thatis exactly the point. On your assumed 
state of facts it cannot. Onoursit can. 

Now, L said, if this was the fact as you understand it, that I would 
myself vote against the bill; andso Iwill. Butisitthe fact? It has 
been asserted as a. fact thatit was not received in Lonisiana money, 
That. is what the majority report alleges, that it was not received in 
Lonisiana money; but in Confederate money. General Butler denies 
that statement. It is a question of fact to be ascertained by the court, 
and if General Butler took from the bank more money than if gotfrom 
the commissioners, took the money belonging to the bank, then it has 
the right to interfere to get its own money. back. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will you yield for a question? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS. You were a member of the War Claims Commit- 
tee in the last Congress, I believe? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iwas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Had you this case under consideration ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, it was considered by the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS, What testimony did you hear, or your committee 
find, that this money was received by the bank in Confederate money ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Let me answer the question in this way: The 
papers were before the committee and there was testimony to that cf- 
fect—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Who 50 testified ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But you are begging the question when you 
argue on that ground. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. But that is a plain question, Did you find testi- 
mony of that character? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS, Whose testimony ? 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. I have not the time to go over the testimony 
taken by the committee.. 
Mr. THOMAS. But you can state who so testified. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Irepeat, the gentleman begs the question when 
he argues that way, for the reason that there is testimony on both sides. 
Mr. THOMAS. I could not find any. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, it seems that the majority of the com- 
mittee were more successful. 
Mr. THOMAS, Did you look at any of the testimony yourself? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; and the whole of the committee, except 
its chairman, seems to hayefoundit. The committee has reported the 
facts here to the House; but the chairman did not succeed in finding 
any, and the reason is because he did not look forit. The testimony 
is there. 
But, Mr. Chairman, that is not the question now. Suppose that two 
rsons of equal credibility get up and say there is such testimony; it 
oes not affect the issue here. We are dealing with the report of the 
committee. The majority of the committee say that such a state of 
facts exists. The gentleman from Wisconsin sets up his judgment in 
opposition to the committec. 
Mr. BOATNER. The committee says there is no doubt about it. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Certainly; the committee report that there is 
no doubt on that point. The gentleman from Wisconsin gets up, how- 
ever, and introduces a letter of General Butler, who wasinterested, who 
says that there was doubt about it, and that it must not go to the Court 
of Claims. Now, all I have asked for, and all the friends of this meas- 
ure ask, is that it shall go to the Court of Claims; let the man prove 
up his loyalty, present all the facts to the court, and if the court be 
convinced that they are true, let them so hold. And let us ascertain 
the true value of the property then that General Butler forced the bank 
to pay $215,000 for, If these parties have no right, turn them out of 
court. Who suffers by that? They will have to pay costs. 
There is nothing in the defense against the passage of this bill ex- 
cept a mere matter of feeling, because we have the privilege here to 
crowd them out; because of the condition of those people, who can not 
have a hearing before the courts of the United States organized to de- 
cide on just such claims unless we give them this authority. They are 
absolutely helpless. Are you afraid of your own Courts? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why did not you pass this in 
the last Congress ? 2 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Why did not you pass it? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. - I had no charge of it. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman asks why we did not pass it, 
when he knows that when one of these claims got up there were ten 
men on their feet all the time on that side raising objections. _ 
Mr. BLANCHARD. We could not get it up for consideration. 
Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You hada Democratic majority. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. And if the gentleman from New Jersey would 
follow the Democrats in other things he would be better off. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, you will have it all your own way next 


time. 
Mr.STOCKDALE. May Iask, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have 
consumed ? A 
The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Then I will say this much more and yield the 
floor. We ask that this conflict of facts may be decided by the Court 
of Claims of the United States. 
Now, General Butler established this very doctrine that we are claim- 
ing when he came to confiscate the bonds of the Confederacy; for he put 
them up and sold them for what they would bring on the market and 
took that money; butaccording to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] he had a 
perfect right to take the bondsat their par value; and thesameanswer 
could be made in that case as here, that the bonds were promises to pa; 
and he had no right to deny the full value of the promises that they 
held as money. If he received Confederate money he was only charge- 
able with the value of Confederate money. 
There is not a court in the United States that has ever decided other- 
wise. The Confederate money never was at par. I do not care when 
it was deposited, it never was at par, The bonds never sold at par. 
The fifteen millions of cotton received at the commencement of the re- 
bellion represented so much money, but the promises to pay by the 
Confederate government never were at They were always at a 
discount, and this money could not have been justly deposited at par. 
So the question now resolves itself into this and this alone: Is the 
Con: of the United States willing that these men shall go in and 
establish the fact that certain money was taken from them, which they 
never received, and wrongfully taken ? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield whatever time I may have left to the 
gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
yd is recognized for the balance of the time of the gentleman from 
M ppi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. __ 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, it is but proper, perhaps, that 
I should close the debate upon this bill—— 
Mr. ROWELL. Before you close the debate I wish to make a few 


remarks against the bill. If you will yield to me a few minutes I will 
say what I have to say, and then if the gentleman wishes to close the 
debate he can do so. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I reserve my time, then, for the twenty-five 
minutes which I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. LI understand the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] desires to speak. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only desire to occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will reserve my time if I can have that un- 
derstanding with the Chair, and yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, my only anxiety about this matter 
is to get at some other business, if possible, and therefore I am anxious 
to abridge the debate in this case as much as I can; and for that reason 
I make the inquiry whether or not the gentleman from Louisiana has 
already occupied more than an hour on this bill to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Lonisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD] had an hour and ten minutes. He is now speaking in the time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Can that be done, according to the rules of the 
House? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi yielded the floor 
to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that that 
can be done under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCK- 
DALE] had an hour in his own right, but he only occupied thirty-five 
minutes of it. 

Mr. THOMAS, But can he transfer that to the gentleman from 
Louisiana under the rules? ‘ 

Mr, BLANCHARD. He yielded the remainder of his time to me. 

Mr. THOMAS. Can he do that? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Unquestionably; that has been the course here 
from time immemorial. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not understand the rule to be as stated by the 
ntleman from Louisiana. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD] reserves his time and yields to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If I have that understanding with the Chair, 
I reserve my time and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] can 
take the floor. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only want a few minutes, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. ‘Then reserve the balance of your time and give 
it to some one else. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes that I shall 
occupy, I only wish to say that if I understand the facts in this case 
there was, when General Butler took possession of the city of New 
Orleans, a credit to the Confederate government of something over 
$400,000 in this bank. Being on the ground, with all the witnesses 
living, he investigated the case and he found that some $218,000 of 
that sum had been deposited by the Confederate government in Con- 
federate money; that some $250,000 of that deposit was made up of 
fands collected by Confederate receivers from people who owed North- 
ern creditors, and that in September, 1861, the moneys so collected, 
and placed in the bank, were transferred into the account of the Con- 
federate government. 

Now, I have made diligent effort to find out when the first issue of 
Confederate money was provided for. I have not been able to find out 
accurately, but I have some recollection, and at the time at which this 
money was so deposited and thus collected there was no such thing as 
Confederate bills, The money was therefore deposited in the bank in 
other form than Confederate bills; that is, in lawful currency then in 
circulation. The only claim that this bank has,when you come tostate 
it in a few words, is that subsequently to that time the bank made a 
contract with the Confederate government by which they were to be 
responsible to that government in Confederate money. 

Therefore, they claim that by virtue of that contract they had trans- 
ferred the deposit of lawful money into Confederate money, and that 
General Butler, representing the United States, was bound to recog- 
nize that contract, and that, inasmuch as he did not recognize it, they 
have a right to come to Congress and claim the difference between the 
value of Confederate money and of coin, upon no other ground in the 
world than they had so contracted with the Confederacy after Confed- 
erate money had gone into circulation, though the money that they 
received was not Confederate money, and though it was received be- 
fore Confederate money was in existence. 

Now, then, if this Committee on War Claims have overlooked that 
act and this Congress now finds it, if this Congress is willing to make 
a precedent of recognizing these contracts, thereby reimbursing this 
bank because of that contract, we ought to know it, and we ought to 
vote intelligently. The object of referring this question to the Court 
of Claims isto enforce a contract by which a certain kind of money de- 
posited was changed into a certain other kind of currency, and to en- 
force it a quarter ofa century after the occurrence; to enforce it when 
largely the witnesses are dead, when it is presumed that the bank or 
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its books shall have the advantage. Yet we are told that we are only 
asked the privilege of going into court. - 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman permit me to make asug- 
gestion? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. This report states that the amount was de- 
posited in Confederate notes, and they could not have overlooked the 
fact. They may have been mistaken, but they did not overlook it. 

Mr. ROWELL. This report is made up by the carelessness of the 
committee in overlooking the fact that there was no such thing as 
Confederate money at that time; and if you do put it upon the theory 
of the bank, that they had ata certain time issued bank books in which 
they contracted with their depositors to pay them in Confederate money, 
and the contract of the bank with the Confederate government was to 
honor its orders in Confederate money — 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman permit me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr, ROWELL. Certainly. 

“Mr, MCKENNA. Will it obviate the objection of the gentleman to 
this bill to add to the bill the proviso? 

Provided, however, If the funds forming the basis of the said claim were de- 
posited in the said bank in gold and silver or United States Treasury notes, no 
recovery shall be had. 

Mr. ROWELL. It would not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, It was stated that it was paid in notes of the 
Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, which were worth par, 

Mr. MCKENNA. Let that addition, too, be made, Will that ob- 
viate the objection of the gentleman from Ilinois? 

Mr. ROWELL. I would ask the gentleman, who is to settle that 
fact after thirty years have expired since the deposits were made? 

Mr. MCKENNA. If the kind of money suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio be added to the kinds of money I have alluded to, will 
that obviate the gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. ROWELL. It will not, because itis now a quarter of a century 
since the matter occurred. The facts were investigated by representa- 
tives of the United States Government when all the witnesses were ac- 
cessible, and after the investigation they separated these two funds and 
announced this as the fact. Now, I do not know whether a single re- 
ceiver of this confiscated money is living to-day. I do not know 
whether there is any evidence by which you can prove the affirmative 
fact anywhere in existence. 

Mr. MCKENNA, Isuppose you make the bank prove it, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The onus is on the bank. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Certainly it is, 

Mr. ROWELL. To my mind it is setting a bad precedent to go 
back to these confiscated moneys and overturn the action of officers 
acting in the light of knowledge then obtainable and thereby render- 
ing the Government liable; for I know what it means. If the Court 
of Claims finds the facts and the law in favor of these claimants it 
means an appropriation. There ought to be a time when litigation 
depending upon facts should have an end, A quarter of a century is 
a long time to go back overand hunt all the facts upon which General 
Butler based his findings. But this bill is presented here and urged 
upon the false theory that because of the contract between the bank 
and the Confederate government the Government of the United States 
ought to recognize that contract and pay the difference between coin 
and Confederate money. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr, Chairman, I feel convinced that the fair- 
minded gentlemen on the other side of the House are disposed to give 
to this bank claimant a day in court if a prima facie case only can be 
made out in its favor here. There have been some wild statements 
made here to-day in regard to this case which havé no foundation what- 
ever except in the imagination of the gentlemen making them. The 
gentleman who last addressed the committee, the gentleman from Illi- 
mois [Mr. RowEEL], has made the statement that he recollects no 
order of the Confederate States government authorizing the issuance 
of money as early as September, 1861, and then presumes from this lack 
of recollection that there was no money issued prior to that time by 
the Confederate States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon this faulty recollection of his he bases a 
statement and an argument that the money received by the bank, 
which this claim is intended to cover, was not Confederate States 
money, but was either gold or silver or notes of the bank itself, money 
worth par in gold and silver. 

Now, inthe minority report, signed by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Dorri] in the Senate, is quoted what the bank wrote or printed in 
the deposit book of every depositor from and after the date of 16th of 
September 1861. It is as follows: 

On the resumption of specie payment— 

Mind you, Mr. Chairman, that is the statement in the minority re- 
port of Senator DOLPH, in 1884, in the Senate— 

On the resumption of specie payment by this bank your balance on the 16th 


of September, 1561, or any portion thereof not drawn for, will be paid to you in 
coin. Deposits since that date are payable in Confederate notes of the Confed- 


eracy. 
And yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RowELL] makes the state- 
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ment that there was no Confederate money issued prior to September 
16,1861. Now, if there had not been, this statement in the bank books 
of the depositors would have been an absurdity. 

Ihave not before me the Confederate States statutes, nor have I 
time to refer to them if I had them here, but the fact that the bank 
on the 16th day of September, 1861, placed in the deposit books of its 
depositors a statement that after that date deposits would only be paid 
in Confederate notes issued by the Confederacy, would seem to be evi- 
dence enough, at least for this House to act upon in this case, of the 
fact that prior to that time Confederate notes had been issued by 
the Confederate government. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Tomàs], who is usually a fair man, but who has had his judgment 
sadly warped in this case, has actually stated to this committee that 
thereis no evidence in this record that the deposits which make up the 
aggregate of the amount in this case were in Confederate notes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. Chairman, I find that the first Confederate 
bonds wereissued in February, 1861. Those were not put in circula- 
tion, failing to find customers, but Confederate notes were issued in 
May, 1861, and did go into circulation, and here is a facsimile of a 
ten-dollar bill Confederate money, series B, issued July 25, 1861. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then that disposes of theremarkable statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] that prior to September, 
1861, there was no issue of Confederate notes. Now, Mr. Chairman 
I was going on to say that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, THOMAS 
had made the statement on this floor that there was no evidence in this 
record that these deposits were in Confederate notes, yet the gentleman 
himself sent up to the Clerk’s desk and had read the minority report 
of Senator DoLPH in the Senate, which concedes that fact. I call the 
gentleman’s attention to this language, which is found on page 6 of 
the report: 

Itseems probable that all of the deposits by the receivers were of a similar 
character and made in current funds, which were the bills of the State banks 
and Confederate notes. ` 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me to say a word? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have only a few minutes in which to end 
this debate. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ithinkyou ought to let me say a word here; Iwill 
give you a minute of my time, 

Mr. BLANCHARD, You have not any time. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, I have six minutes left, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, if you will give it all to me I will yield 
to you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Ionly want to say that I think it is a very unfair 
thing to attack me in this way and then to read here a statement 
about what “ seems probable’’ and to call that evidence, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I said that the minority report 
of the committee of the Senate, which the gentleman himself sent to 
the desk to have read, conceded the fact. 

Mr. THOMAS, In the same report General Butler says that it was 
in notes of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam glad the gentleman has referred to the 
statement of General Butler. I have it before me now. General But- 
ler wrote that statement ina letter to Hon. Josep N. DOLPH, of the 
Senate of the United States, It was written from his law office in Bos- 
ton, and on what date? Was it written at the time when these trans- 
actions occurred ? 

No. ‘The letter in which General Butler makes this statement was 
written on the 24th of April, 1884. Speaking presumably from recol- 
lection merely, General Butler said that these Sepals were not made 
in Confederate money. Now, sir, General Butler, speaking only from 
memory in 1884, certainly is not so good authority in regard to the 
facts of this case as this bank, whose books show the kind of money 
that was deposited in its vaults and that is covered by thisclaim. The 
idea of General Butler, sitting in his law office in Boston iu 1884, and, 
merely from recollection, writing a statement which the gentleniin 
from Wisconsin wishes to have accepted as the evidence upon which he 
ventures to say that this money was not Confederate money! It is pre- 
posterous. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think that General 
Butlers memory has been occasionally jogged during the intervening 
period about his transactions in New Orleans? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Very likely. 

Now, Mr. Chairmun, having disposed of these two arguments against 
the bill, I wish to come to a point made by the gentleman from Ohio 
on my right [Mr. GROSVENOR]. He wants to know why this claim 
has not been presented before this. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Ohio, when he made that inquiry, perhaps was not aware of the fact 
that for ten years this claimant has been knocking at the doors of Con- 
gress and knocking in vain. 

Perhaps, too, it was partly the gentleman’s [Mr, GRosVENOR’S] own 
fault or owing to his opposition in previous Congresses that this claim 
and other similar claims have not been acted upon sooner. This claim 
was introduced first in the Forty-seventh Congress, nearly ten years 
ago, and the fact that it has not been acted upon is not imputable as à 
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fault tothe claimant. I will.answer further the gentleman's objection 
to this claim, on that ground, in the language of the report made in 
1884 by the Senator from: Tennessee, Mr.. Jackson, a gentleman who 
now. occupies «position upon the Federal benclvas circuit judge, aman 
whose judicial fairness:is recognized wherever he is known, 

I read his language: 

Itis doubtful whether this:claim— 

The bank’s claim— 
could ever have been enforced by asult inthe Court of Claims for want of juris- 
diction in the court, 

One of the: pleas of the gentleman from Ohio was that the Court of 
Claims had jurisdiction and therefore this suit ought to have been 
brought there. But here is a Senate committee, composed of as good 
lawyers as the gentleman from Ohio, who state that— 


It is doubtfal whether its claim could ever have been enforced by suit in the 
Court of Claims for want of jurisdiction in\the court; and until December, 1872, 
when the Supreme Court of the United States decided (in Planters! Bank vs. 
Union Bank, 16 Wallace, 405) that after Genera] Butlers proclamation of May 
1, 1852, “private property in New Orleans was not‘subject to military seizure; 
tliat the military commanders of the Department of the Gulf had no authority 
to enforce Dy military orders the contiscation acts of 1861 and 15862, and that such 
orders were invalid "'— 

Then the report goes on to say— 


It was supposed by the bank and its legal advisers that the acts of the com- 
manding officers, under which its funds and assets were seized and appropri- 
ated by the Government, were within the scopo of their authority, many irva id 
no recovery or restoration could be obtained. Under this bellof it delayed ap- 
plication for redress till after that decision was rendered, and followed the next 

‘ear. by the State courts. of Louisiana in the suit of the assignees of the Ocoe 
k nst the Citizens’ Bank above mentioned. Thesedecisions having de- 
clared the military orders under which its funds were taken and appropriated 
by the Government invalid, the Citizens’ Bank was then advised tithada 
valid claim against the Government for reimbursement. 


It was then: that the bank went'alftad and prosecuted its claim in 
Congress; and from the time that it began to do so in 1882 until now 
it has had no day in this House except this day. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Tomas] made 
a most remarkable statement that this bill would cover in its provi- 
sions perhaps asmuch asamillion of dollars, Such astatementas that 
is‘absolutely reckless: There is no foundation whatever for it on the 
part of the gentleman. Why, sir, the whole amount of money the 
payment of which was enforced from this bank by General Butler in 
1862 was only $434,000; and it is conceded in the report on: this case 
that as to $219,000 of that amount thero is-no claim whatever on the 
part of the bank, nor does the bank assert any, because that much of 
tlie $434,000 was taken out of the bank by General Butler in Confed- 
erate notes. ‘ 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the bill is broad enough to 
cover the whole. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly itis. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Notatall. It covers only money which was 
taken out ofthe bank and covered into the United States Treasury. The 
Confederate notes taken by General Butler were not covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

There is no pretense on the part of the bank that it has any claim 
whatover except for the $215,000. 
ate BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then limit the terms of your 

ll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And, Mr. Chairman, in the report made in the 
Senate by Senator Jackson, even that amount is reduced in this way: 
Gencral Butler, when he exacted the $215,000 in gold from the bank, 
left there the $215,000 in Confederate notes which the bank had re- 
ceived as a deposit.from the Confederate treasury agents. Now, Sen- 
ator Jackson thinks that, inasmuch as it is proven that Confederate 
money at that date was worth 33} cents on the dollar, there must be 
deducted from the claim of the bank the difference between the value 
of the $215,000 in Confederate notes, at 334 cents on the dollar, and the 
oe in gold which General Butler required the bank to pay; and 

he shows would reduce this claim to $143,880.60. 

Then he adds that since then the Ocoe Bank of Tennessee recovered 
from the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana by suit $8,000, and that this 
amount ought to be added to the $143,880.60, which would make this 
elairn $151,880.60. Yetin the face of these reports the very reckless 
statement is made here by the gentleman from Wisconsin that this bill 
is broad enough in scope to cover $1,000,000, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of the House to the 
fact that every committee, whether of the Senateor of the House, that 
has sat in judgment on this claim, withall the evidence before it (and 
there have been four such committees) has deliberately come to the 
conclusion that the claim is a just.one, and that it ought either to be 
esta by the Government of the United States or else it should be re- 

tothe Court of Claims for an ascertainment of the legal rights of 
the claimants. 

Upon the judgment of these four committees this House may safely 
assume that at least a prima facie case has been made out, and under 
these circumstances does any gentleman here fear to refer a claim of. 
this sort to a tribunal of the United States, that the respective rights 
of the claimant and the Government may there be tested? Is any 


gentleman afraid that.a tribunal of the United States will not view 
with the closest scrutiny every claim against the Government, its own 
creator? Surely there could be no wrong done to anybody by referring 
this claim to the Court of Claims, On the other hand, if it be not so 
referred, a gross wrong and injustice will in all probability be done to 
this claimant. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise-and report this bill 
favoraily to the House: ` 

Mr.. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, I certainly hope that motion will 
not prevail. [have some further remarks to make. A. portion of my 
hourremains and Lam anxious toreply to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BhaxcHanrp]. I wish ħhe-would withdraw his motion. I havea 
motion pending. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr; Chairman, I thonght it was understood 
that the friends of this measure had the right to close the: general de- 
bate: upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Trropras] 
when he had the floor moved that the committee report the bill back 
to the House with a recommendation that the enacting clause be struck 
out. That motion is now pending and has precedence over the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, upon that I wish: to address 
the committee for a few minutes. 

It is a very remarkable thing, sir, that: this case has heen pending so 
long in Congress and has attracted the attention of the learned and 
able gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], as well as the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mx. StockKDALF] in sucha manner as:to 
make them perfectly familiar with all the details of the case, and yet 
when they are asked where the evidence is which shows or demon- 
strates in avy manner that this $215,000 was paid to the bank in Con- 
federate money, they are not able to turn to the report and show the 
testimony or name:a single manor give the title of a single document 
which can prove that fact or that attempts to do so. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will allow me—— 


Mr. THOMAS. I decline:to be interrupted. 
Mr. BOATNER. I only want to-refer you to some testimony on 
that point. 


Mr. THOMAS. Well, gentlemen on that side have had all of their 
time. Their attention was called to the matter and they have not 
given us that information, I decline now to yield the few moments 
that I have remaining for such information. I haye myself asked the 
question and gentlemen have not responded. I undertake to say that 
they have not produced any testimony—and there is a large bundle of 
papers accompanying the case, and if the testimony had been there I 
haye no donbt they would have found it—that any man has sworn 
before any committee of Congress, before any court or anywhere-else 
in this world, that the money was paid to the bank in Confederate 
notes. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKENNA. If that popoean is referred distinctly to the 
court for adecision does that-notobviate your objection and your argu- 
ment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, itseemstome, Mr. Chairman, thatthelearned 
gentleman from California, with his great experience in this House, 
must know that what transpired thirty-yearsago—for this was in 1861, 
thirty years ago—will be very difficult to provetoacourt. The Court 
of Claims has been censured on this floor for not passing upon or de. 
termining certain facts. The court has to take testimony in all of 
these cases- -No court in the world can be found fault with for decid- 
ing upon the testimony brought. before it. But how is the United 
States Government to defend itselfagainstthat claim? Suppose, I will 
ask the gentleman from California, that one of the directors of this 
bank should come in and testify that this money was actually paid in 
Confederate notes, how is the United States Government, after thirty 
years have elapsed, to disprove that fact? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. By General Butler's testimony, 

Mr. THOMAS. Why should the Government be placed at this dis- 
advantage? You impose a duty on the court to decide on a state of 
facts that existed thirty years ago and try to prove it now after every- 
body is dead. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is General Butler dead? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ah, but you impeach General Butler's statement. 
You say he was not present when these deposits were made, Do not 
gentlemen here see how keenly they argue the question? They would 
come before the court and say General Butler may have investigated the 
matter through an agent; he may have had his military commander, his 
financial agents, examine into the matter and then had them report to 
him the factsof the case. They willsay that he wassatisfied at the time 
that the money was paid in the currency of the Bank of Louisiana; 
but General Butler does not personally know. He can not testify 
from personal knowledge. All he could testify to would he the infor- 
mation he had received from hissubordinates. Youcan sechow keenly 
gentlemen argue the point. If the gentleman from Louisiana was the 
attorney for the Citizens’ Bank in the court, he would make that ob- 
jection at once—although ib is technical—although everybody knows 
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that General Butler was aware of the fact, although he could not testify 
of his own knowledge. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let me ask the gentleman if itis not a well- 
recognized principle of all courts’of justice, and of law, that the party 
holding the affirmative, to wit, the plaintiff, must prove his case? 
The burden of proof ison him; The Government of the United States 
is to prove nothing. The plaintiff is to prove his case. 

Mr. THOMAS, Iam sorry I am compelled to’answer the gentle- 
man from Louisiana in the way I do, but I have had experience inthe 
House in regard to such matters. Ifind three hundred and odd claims, 
involving a half million dollars, passed by the House, in which the 
court has certified in each case that the claimant was loyal, and in 
many of these cases, when I went down to the Confederate archives, I 
found: the records there that T think will convince any man of ordinary 
intelligence that the claimants were not loyal. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How do you know that these records were not 
before the court? 

Mr. THOMAS. Because the court certified they were not before it. 
That is the way I know it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thirty years after this transaction occurred I 
am not willing to place the United States Government at the disad- 
vantage it would be placed in by passing a bill to submit this to the 
Court of Claims: General Butler, a major general of the Army of the 
United States, in command in the city of New Orleans at that time, 
investigated these facts; and you have heard his letter read from: the 
desk to-day. 

Why, if he wished to be dishonest, if he wished 'to be oppressive; would 
he not have made them pay the money for the $219;000 deposit?’ There 
they were, Confederate notes placed’ in the bank, and'the bank had not 
banked upon them or used them as capital, but-kept the amount as a 
special deposit. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Notatall; there is no-such statement in the 


record. 5 
Mr. THOMAS: The gentleman may he, and T think he is, riglit | the court. 


about that. The bank used this Confederate deposit of $219,000 to 
bank on. But General Butlersaid, ‘This money was received in Con- 
federate notes, and I think it but right and just, it being the property 
of the Confederate States, that in-confiscating it and taking it for the 
Governmentof the United States the banks should only pay what the 
money is worth.” It was worth 33} cents on the'dollar and sold for 
that, and the money paid’ into the bank by the receivers of the Con- 
federate government, who had taken it from persons who were indebted 
to Northern men under an act of congress of the Confederate States, 
by decree of court, I presume: Under thatact thismoney was paid into 
that bank and ‘held there by thesereceivers tothe credit of the Confed- 
erate government. Now, General Butler investigated these facts and 
he found that this money was paid in bank notes of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Louisiana, and he certifies, and everybody corroborates that fact, that 
these notes were as good as gold. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Independent of the currency 
that was actually paid into the bank, is it nota fact that these credits 
that were seized were as good as gold? 

Mr, THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then the bank would have no case in the 
Court of Claims if that is so. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That does not follow at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. There is another fact I wish to speak about. Tt 
seems to me upon the merits of the case that it would be unjust, un- 
fair, and dishonest to put this case now into the Court of Claims, 
General Butler could not be a witness, because the testimony he had 

. is second hand, although obtained from reliable sources and ungues- 
tionably true. If these parties had then brought the case into court, 
or if they could have been brought into court, they would havo had 
no case, and they would not have wanted to get there either. But 
now, after thirty years, when the receivers are probably dead, when 
the men who investigated the facts for General Butler are dead, and 
the United Statesis withont testimony, these claimants come here and 
demand that the Government shall pay upon what will bein factonly 
ex parte testimony. 

But there is another view of this case under the law. The Citizens’ 
Bankof Louisiana hasno just right to any of that property atall. The 
laws of Congress of 1861 and 1862, if enforced, if this bank could have 
been brought before a court of the United States, such court would 
haveconfiscated every dollarthey had. They werethe confessed active 
financial agents of the Confederacy. This Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana 
and other banks like it were what enabled the Confederacy to exist, to 
buy arms, to clothe its troops, and to make war upon’the United States. 
Every dollar that they had, if legal justice had been done them, would 
Have been taken from them. But bya technical construction the Su- 
ars Court have decided that a military commander could not do this, 

ut that they must have been brought before a court. 

But that is only a technicality. If General Butler had put them 
into court and presented the claim of the Government against them 
and enforced this law of Congress:there is no question that they would 
have lost every dollarof theirproperty. Instead of that, all they have 
been required to do—and it shows the leniency of the Government and 


the leniency of General Butler—is to pay to the Government of the 
United States what they received; and it was nobody’s money except 
the: Confederacy’s. Their own money is intact. 

This statute which the Supreme Court has decided upon and to which 
this committee have referred in their report and which the gentleman 
argues upon relates only to private property, Private property was 
protected, but the property of the Confederacy was not. It was liable 
to seizure by law and wasi the property of the Government of the 
United States, And we say that after thirty years, when that course 
of conduct has been pursued, it is too late to come here and ask Con- 
gress to place the čase before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Very late, indeed. 

Mr, THOMAS. ‘The gentleman from Louisiana says. am mistaken 
about this bill and that I have made a very unfair and uncandid state- 
ment as to its effect. I notice this committee are very anxious to pa- 
rade before this House the fact that there were $1,242,000 worth of 
bonds, notes, and securities taken from this bank by somebody. They 
say that they have not quite the evidence that.it was taken; but I 
contend that this bill is drawn so as to cover an investigation of that 
subject, too, 

Shee ee Will the gentleman allow me to quote from 
the bill? : 

Mr, THOMAS, I presume that every member has read this bill, 
and I can not allow my time to be taken up in reading a bill that has 
been discussed here all day. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Itsays nothing about notes or mortgages. It 
refers to money. k 
| Mr. THOMAS: Of course’ the: words “notes, bonds, and mort- 
gages’? are not there; but itis.a bill very carefully and very shrewdly 
drawn, and I think the court would take cognizance of this whole 
matter. 

Mr. BLANCHARD: That is ridiculous. 

Mr. THOMAS. But I do not wish to have that authority given to 


Mr. Chairman, it-has.been'said that only one of the committee has 
‘dissented from the majority report. Still I do not find any member of 
that committee standing up here to-day and defending that report. I 
do not find that in the Senate any of the members of that committee, 
except the gentleman who reported it, stood up and defended the ma- 
jority report or ever did. 

I have challenged the evidence in this case, Irather expect this re- 
port has been passed without much thought on the part of the com- 
mittee. It may be that they thought this thing might be settled by 
thefinalaction of the House. I believe the House ought to kill this bill, 

Mr. PAYSON, It will. 

Mr. THOMAS. It ought to have done so years ago, and with that 
view I renew my motion and ask that the bill be reported back to the 
House with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken 
out. a 

Mr. MCKENNA. <A preliminary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. MCKENNA.. Isan amendment to the bill now inorder? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, Irise to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My point oforder is that the bill must first be 
read by sections for amendment before any motion can be made either 
to strike out the enacting clause or to report the bill back to the House 
with a favorable or unfavorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read. There is only one sec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The motion of tho gentleman from Wisconsin 
can only be in order after the bill has been completed by action on the 
amendments proposed by the committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out the enacting clause 
takes precedence over ary other motion, because, if that motion carries, 
it will defeat the bill entirely. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment, 
Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from California asks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment, which he sends to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PAYSON, Let it be read, subject to the right of objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, Itwill be read, subject to the right of objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘cause,’’ in line 16, page 2, the following: 

Provided, however, If the fands forming the basis of the said claim were de- 
posited in the said bank in gold or silver coin or United States ae notes, 
or other legal money, or securities, then no reco shall be had by said bank, 
and the burden of proof of establishing that the deposits of said funds were 
made in Confederate notes shall be on the bank. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. : i 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made and tho question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. WilltheChair please state what the 
motion is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin thut the bill be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. . 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If that be voted down, will not the gentleman 
from California have the right to offer his amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthat be voted down, the bill will be before the 
committee for completion by amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Give usa vote, then. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ttayes™ seemed tc have it, 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Division, Mr. Chairman, _ 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 60, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
mittee rise. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; let us keep it up until 5 o’clock; then we 
will have to take a recess anyhow. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw that motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. BLANCHARD 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, 
noes 68. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was not agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments offered by 
the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 5strike out the words “with interest thereon” and in line 7 strike 
out the words “alleged unlawful.” 

Also in lines 11,12, 13, and lt strike out the following words: “and said cause 
shall be advanced on the docket and tried without delay by any court which 
mean, Eppes invested with the jurisdiction thereof by virtue of the provisions 
oft act,’ > 


Mr. BLANCHARD. These are all committee amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the question now is on 
the amendments offered by the committee, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely so; and I desire to 
speak on one of the amendments. Now, here, Mr. Chairman, is one 
of these amendments, that strikes out the words “alleged unlawful.” 
I would like some member of the committee who isin favor of this bill 
to tell me the reason for striking out these words. If theseizure was 
lawful that is all there is of it, and there is no necessity for the pas- 
sage of the bill, as there will be no equities to ascertain, no wrongs to 
be righted. I would like to have some member of the committee 
tell me the reason for striking out these words, There is a substantial 
reason why they should not bestricken out, and I will state it. There 
was s seizure of a twofold character of the funds of this bank by Gen- 
eral Butler. One was of money deposited there by the Confederate 
government, amounting to $219,000; the other was of money deposited 
there by receivers of the Confederate government, amounting in the ag- 
gregate to $215,000. 

Now, while the report says that there is no claim made for the 
former sum of $219,000, the bill if amended in the way that the com- 
mittee indicate would allow claims foy both of those amounts to go to 
the Court of Claims. Iam not satisfied but what it would even if the 
amendment were not concurred in. But certainly, if we strike out 
these words ‘‘ alleged unlawful,” and refer simply to the seizure made 
from that day of all those funds without in terms sending the whole 
of that seizure to the Court of Claims for adjudication the claim could 
be considered. I think, Mr. Chairman, that a moments reflection 
will convince any member of thiscommittee that if this bill isintended 
simply to cover the $215,000 any amendment made to the bill by the 
committee should be made specifically interms limiting it to the $215,- 
000, and excluding by express terms from the consideration of that 
court any possible claim for the $219,000; because we must remember 
that it is the law that goes to the court to be administered, and not 
the report of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire æ separate vote upon 
this amendment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then without objection the vote will be taken 
upon the other amendments together. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I desire a separate vote upon each. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that these amend- 
ments of the committee are simply verbal, agreed to in the committee 
as perfecting the bill, and against the amendments so recommended by 
the committee no member of the committee has risen toobject. I ask 
a vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANcH- 
ARD] has the floor, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move the adoption of the amendments rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the pending motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the pending motion, and I want to be 
heard upon that motion when the gentleman from Louisiana yields the 


T, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] demands a separate vote on this amendment, and the gentle- 


Pending that I move that the com- 


man from Kansas [Mr, ANDERSON ] demands a separate vote upon each 
of the other amendments, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, And I would like to have the amend- 
oe submitted to the House in the order in which they are pre- 
sented. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, TI have no objection to that.” Gentlemen evi- 
dently want to consume thetime until 5 o’clockanyhow. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn lines 5 and 6 strike out the words ‘‘ with interest thereon,” 


TheCHAIRMAN, ‘The questionis upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isuppose that question is debatable, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is debatable if anyone has anything to say 


upon it, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I wantto putin a very few con- 
cise words exactly what this question is, The Citizens’ Bank of Loui- 
siana was just as much an agency of the rebellion, just as much a party 
to the destruction of the Union, just assignificantly an adjunct of the 
Southern Confederacy at the date of the seizure of this money, as was 
the army under General Beauregard or the Confederate Congress as- 
sembled at Richmond; and there is no refinement of logic or splitting 
of hairs about the relations of the parties that can change that status. 
With its eyes wide open the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana undertook to 
facilitate the destruction of one government and the promotion of the 
other by collecting money and holding it subject to the order of the 
Southern Confederacy. It would have paid that money out on acheck, 
drawn by the proper authority, to pay for cannon, to pay for muskets, 
to pay for munitions of war, just as readily as it paid it out upon the 
order of General Butler, and a great deal more so. 

It is not claimed here upon the part of these claimants that when 
they took that money they did not know it was money which was 
being used for the treasonable purposes of the Southern Confederacy. 
They entered upon the books of their banking honse the statement 
that this was the money of an armed rebellion against the Government 
of the United States. It was as decidedly forfeited to the Government 
of the United States as though it had been munitions of war found in 
the hands of an insurgent foe. 

Now, then, what did the Government of the United States do? 
There is just as much warrant in law, gentlemen of the committee— 
and when you write your names down in favor of the payment of this 
money you have committed yourselves fully to the doctrine—there is, 
Isay, just as much wartant inlaw, just as much authority to pay a 
soldier of the Southern Confederacy whose horse was killed under him 
upon the battlefield of Bull Run as there is to pay this agent of the 
Southern Confederacy the money that was found in his hands stained 
with the crime of treason, and which the Government of the United 
States took out of his hands. 

Suppose a soldier of the Southern Confederacy should come here and 
say, ‘‘I took from the rebel government a poor old horse worth not 
more than $15 and I traded him into a valuable horse worth $150, and 
the United States Government captured my valuable horse while Twas 
at war against that Government, and now I want you to make good to 
me the difference between the value of the worthless horse that the 
Confederacy asked me to handle in its interest and the good horse that 
I had obtained by the trading’’—suppose a Confederate soldier should 
say that, what sort of a claim wont it be? 

That is a fair illustration of this case; yet we find men here willing 
to put themselves in the attitude of paying a claim that stands on all 
fours with this or with the claim which might be made by the rebel 
cotton agents of the South for the loss of the cotton deposited in their 
hands by the Southern Confederacy! This claim never will be paid; 
never, while this Government exists. The principle that would pay 
this elaim would bankrupt this Government ten times over. You may 
get a majority of the committee to report this bill to the House, but 
no man with a future ahead of him in politics north of Mason and 
Dixon’s line will ever vote to pay such a claim. No man who was a 
loyal citizen and who has a recollection of the time of the war will 
stand here to-day and yote to refund to a rebel agent the money that 
he was unfortunate enough to lose as this was lost. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this being pension night, I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committce of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 3209) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, etc., had come to 
no resolution thereon, ; 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 4476) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn 
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by A. W. Beard, collector of customs at the port of Boston, Mass., in 
favor of De Blois & Co.; 

A bill (S. 4547) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town of Gallup, 
Bernalillo County, Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 178) to provide for enlarging the proposed public build- 
ing at Savannah, Ga., the purchase of another site, if practicable, and 
for the sale of the present site; ; 

A bill (H. R. 1460) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
certain duplicate bonds to James E. Andrews, to replace same destroyed 
by fire; and 

A bill (H. R. 7630) to increase the limit of cost of the public build- 
ing at Charleston, 8. C. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 


following titles: 

A bill (H. R. foe for the relief of Stubbs and Lackey; 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pay- 
master United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (H. 
R. 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of the supreme 
court of Arizona with an amendment, asked a conference on the bill 
and amendment, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. VEST. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 593) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 


Iowa; 
A bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a siteand the erection 
of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine; and 
A bill (S. 3417) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
,of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, 
SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PERKINS. I havea conference report which I think it will 
take only a moment to dispose of. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 3271) entitled “An act to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to carry out in part the provisions of ‘An acttodivide 
a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into sepa- 
rate reservations and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the re- 
mainder, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 1889, and making appro- 
priations for the same, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 1, 2, 3, 5,6, and 7, and agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Amend by striking out said House amendment; and further, by striking out 
on page 3 of the bill the first six lines; and the House agree to the same. 

k B. W. PERKINS, 
S. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
H. L. DAWES, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JAMES K, JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House report and represent that the effect of 
the conference agreement is to sacere the bill substantially as it passed the 
SpeanldAion at DLON 00O, We tite apprapeiaten ts CATIA by AON tre te ante 
eatin aad Shad theamount ADO ODAMA, by the bill is ausad, $100,000. mest 

B. W. PERKINS, 
S, W. PEEL, ` 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to this report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think we ought to have 
some fuller explanation than that made in the statement just read. 
There were several amendments to this bill, on some of which the Sen- 
ate recedes. 

Mr. PERKINS. They recede from their disagreement on all the 
amendments except one. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that one strikes ont a 
part of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; it strikes ont a portion of the bill which was 
struck out by 2 House amendment. The amendment of the House 
strack out those words and inserted others. The effect of this report 
is to exclude from the bill those words which were inserted by the 
House in lieu of the words struck out; because the conferees found 
that the amount necessary to be appropriated was appropriated in an- 
other part of the bill; hence the insertion was unnecessary, 

The report was agreed to. 


TheSPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House 
now takes a recess until this evening at 8o’clock. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will preside at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House resumed its session at 8 o'clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. PERKINS as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent that after devoting one 
hour to the consideration of pension bills in their order on the Calen- 
dar the next hour be spent in the consideration of bills called up by 
members who may be recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the pro 
sition of the gentleman is that after devoting one hour to the consid- 
eration of pension bills on the Calendar in regular order the Chair 
shall recognize members (alternating between the two sides of the 
House) to ask for the consideration of bills by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Before that is agreed to, I wish to ask what 
order is to be observed with regard to recognitions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The order generally observed, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. A member's assent to this arrangementmight 
depend upon whether or not his name is on the list of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Unless there should be many more 
members present than there are now, the probability is that all those 
who are here would be recognized before the expiration of the hour, 
Js there objection to the proposition of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SAWYER]? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered, Was 
it the request of the gentleman that bills on the Calendar be considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr.SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be di 
from the consideration of these pension bills, and that they be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. Itis understood that we are to have the same rights 
and privileges as in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The same, as the Chair understands 
the request. 

Mr. KILGORE. The same rights as to making speeches, offering 
amendments, haying reports read, and everything of that kind? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Bills will be considered in all respects 
as in Committee of the Whole, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


NANCY POTTER, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10079) 
for the relief of Nancy Potter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


La 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Nancy Potter, 
widow of Uriah Potter,late surgeon of the board of enrollment for the Eighteenth 
Congressional district of New York, and pay her a widow’s pension, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
10079) granting a widow's pension to Nancy Potter, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Uriah Potter, who was assistant surgeon to the 
board of enrollment for the Eighteenth Congressional district of New York, lo- 
cated at Schenectady, N. Y. The War Department records show that Uriah 
Potter entered the service April17, 1863; resigned January 30, 1865, and his resig- 
nation was accepted February 6, 1865. He died Decentber 16, 1869. 

The affidavit of Dr. Livingston Elwood, who was Dr. Potter’s superior on the 
board ofenrollment, alleges that he was in sound health when he entered the 
service, and that about six months thereafter he began to suffer from stomach 
and heart troubles and that he frequently prescribed for him until his resigna- 
tion, and at intervals thereafter until his death. The immediate cause of death 
was, he alleges, ‘ mitral regurgitation from insufficiency of the valves, and 
tric ulcer at the lesser curvature of the stomach, which perforated just before 
death and d its contents into the peritoneal cavity,’ He further de- 
poses that ‘in his opinion the main, original, and producing causes of said dis- 
eases were overcrowed and illy ventilated offices, close confinement, poor sani- 
tary surroundings, and excessive and constant strain on a naturally sensitive, 
nervous organization, made doubly more so by the great cares and responsibil- 
ities connected with said officcand by the frequent riotous demonstrations made 
upon said office during the time of draft.” 

Affidavits of two other Poran of standingin their community are sub- 
mitted corroborative of Dr. Elwood’s opinion, that the fatal illness of Dr. Pot- 
ter was due to his service on the board of enrollment. 

Affidavits are also submitted by the claimant and by four neighbors identify- 
ing the claimant asthe widow of Uriah Potter, and that she has not remarried 
sinco his death. 4 

This claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that there 
is no law allowing pension on account of disease, or death resulting therefrom, 
contracted while serving as surgeon to board of enrollment, such service being 
pensionable only in case of wounds or injuries and death resulting therefrom. 


Mr. KILGORE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman who has this 


bill in charge whether the beneficiary in this case would not be enti- 
tled to a pension under the existing law without any special act of 
Co 


ngress, : 
Mr. SAWYER. I understand not; that is the theory upon which 
I drew this report. Ihave no personal knowledge of the parties, and 
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the case had passed out of my mind until recalled by hearing the ro- 
port read. 

Mr. KILGORE, I think that all cases where the applicant would 
be entitled to a pension under the existing law ought to be excluded 
from consideration by the House; there ought to be no special acts in 
such cases, and I would be inclined to antagonize any bill of that 
character. 

Mr, SAWYER, As I havestated, under the existing law, according 
to my understanding, this lady could not obtain a pension. The com- 
mittee thought that the facts showed a very meritorious case. 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill does not name the amount of the pension. 

Mr. SAWYER. It could not exceed $12 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make no objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I see the bill provides that this pension shall be 
paid subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, I 
wish to inquire whether the rate is to be determined by the act of June, 
1890, or by the old law? ; 

Mr. SAWYER. It wonld be, according to the prior law, the giving 
of $12 a month. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I suggest to the gentleman that he had better 
move an amendment to that effect so that there can be no doubt. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I move to amend the bill by fixing the pen- 
sion at $12 a month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Clerk will report the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: + 

Strike out the word ‘‘widows’’ where it occurs before pension,” in the 
Seventh line, and insert after the word “pension” the words ‘at the rate of 
$12 per month.” i 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

‘The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEANIE DRENT DAVENPORT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 10503) 
granting an increase of pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport. s 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension ofJeanie Brent Davenport, widow 
of Henry K. Davenport, late captain United States Navy, and allow her a pen- 
sion at the rato of $50 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, in the event that that bill is to be 

to-night I will state that there must be a quorum present. I 

do not wish to raise any eo to pension legislation, but I cer- 

tainly shall not consent, while Iam present, to the enactment of a 

pension bill into law that makes a distinction of from $12 to $50 per 
month between the widows of our dead comrades. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed overinformally, with the understanding thatit shall not 
lose its place upon the Calendar, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that order 
will be madg. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY A. R. MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9724) 
‘granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte,, That tho Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. Ht. Martin, widow of John 
Martin, a soldier of the war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 por 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


; The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as fol- 
Ows: 


The Committec on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (EL R. 9724) grant- 
a pension to Mary A. R. Martin, have considered the same, and report as 


follows: 

The claimant's late husband, John Martin, deceased, filed an application for 
pension in his lifetime, declaring that he rendered service in the war of 1812 as 
a soldier in Capt. James Willis’s company, Col. gree Few’'s regiment of 
Georgia Volunteers. He subsequently stated that, eighty-one years‘old 
and blind, his memory was defective, but his recollection was that James or 
John Willis was his captain. Healso remembered one Thomas Glascock, who 
was an officer in the regiment. The soldier also declared that, in addition 
to his service in the war of 1812, he served (in 1817) in the Seminole‘Indian war. 

The Third Auditor of the United States ‘Treasury reported that the name of 
John Martin was;not borne on the rolls of Capt. James Willis’s company of Col. 
J, A. Few’ s regiment Georgia Militis, war of Aye file at that oflice, butthat 
the name of John Martin is borne as a corporal (the rank alleged to have been 
held by the soldier) on the roll of Capt. Thomas Glascock’s company of Col. 
yer seo BN Third Regiment, Georgia Militia, from September 23, 1814, to 

lascock’s company rendezvoused at Waynesborough, Ga., and it is at that 
declared he ustered 


that the soldier was m š 
Jokn Martin’s claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
service in Captain Willis's company he could not be presumed to 


as he alleged 
be the John Martin who served in Captain G 's company. The claim of 
his widow (this claimant) was also rejected on the same ground. 

The shows that the claimant is á woman of good reputation, but very 
poor. Sheisaboutsixtyeight Tan old. Afterareview ofallthe your com- 
mittes are of the opinion that the claimant's husband served as a soldier in the 
we se eee ee eyi = should notbe Bepsives of her pension ease hein his 
o! r a ve memory, gave as com) the name of an organ- 
ization which does not bear his sO gl its rolls. rae i 


The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation, amended, however, 
by striking out the word “ thirty," in line 8, and substituting in lieu thereof tho 
word "twenty," so as: to allow a pension at $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
ELVIRA BROOKS. 


The next basiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R.10817) 
granting a pension to Elmira Brooks, widow of Odney D. Brooks, late 
assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Volunteers, 

The bill is as follows: 


De ttenacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmira Brooks, widow of Odney 
k Sais Jate assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Volunteers, war of 
the re on, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (IT, T. 
10817) granting a pension to Elniira Brooks, widow of Odney D. Brooks, assist- 
ant surgeon, Twenty-sixth Michigan Volunteers, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Odney D. Brooks, who was mustered into 
service December 12, 1862, as assistant surgeon, Twenty-sixth Michigan Volun- 
teers, and served until mustered out, April 26, 1854, upon tender of resignation 
based upon disability by reason of fistula in ano, He died of ysis of the 
insane at the Michi Insane Asylum, July 24,1874. The widow’s olaim has 
been rejected on the ground that, in the opinion of the medical referee, the 
soldier's death cause is chargeable to intemperance rather than the military 


service. 

‘That Brooks was a sound and able-bodied man at time of entry into service 
isbeyond dispute, It sy) er in evidence that at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pas, 
he was struck on right side of head by a pice of shell orspent ball, from which 
he suffered a good deal of pain, but which he did not consider à serious matter, 
Subsequently, while stationed at Staten Island, he was ordered to New York 
City to procure medical supplies, While there he suffered a sunstroke, which 
disabled him for some time, and ever thereafter complained of pain in head, ac- 
companied by dizziness, Mental disturbance at discharge is clearly shown by 
the reports of the special examiner, On October 15, 1868, he wagsadmitted tothe 
above-named asylum, The superintendent of the asylum testifies that Brooka’s 
mental faculties were greatly impaired; his walk was unsteady; was irritable 
and not inclined to converse. Would become especially irritable when ques- 
tioned with reference to his condition. During the last year of his life his 
physical health failed, and he had several attacks of partial unconsciousness, 
which ultimated in an attack of paraya; 

` While Brooks is shown to have used liquor frequently, excessive use of same + 
appears only by the testimony of the other assistant surgeon of the regiment. 
The special examiner intimates that this adyorse testimony is in all probabilit 
the outcome of the affiant’s prohibition views and his prejudice to all schools 
of medicine differing from the one of his own practice, and recommends the 
allowance of the widow's claim. 

Thero is evidently sufficient grounds to believe that tho injuries of service aro 
the principal factors in the soldier’s death cause, In fact itis notat all probable 
thatintemperance alone could have produced it, when, as a matter of fact, dur- 
ing the last six years of hislife, soldier, no matter how great his appetite for 
strong drink might have been, was restricted from the use of same, unless 
probably for medicinal purposes, by the officers of the asylum. 

Your committee are of opinion that the doubts in the caseshould be solved in 
favor of this aged and needy claimant, and therefore report favorably on the 
bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “ El- 
mira” wherever the same may RERO in the bill or the title thereof and insert- 
ing therein instead the word “Elvira,” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill ns amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended to conform. 


ENOS J. SEARLES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1254) 
increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tenacted,ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to increase the pension ily eee to Enos J. Searles, Company L, 
Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, to the sum of $50 per month, subject 
to the limitations and restrictions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Yoprr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
Pag granting an increase of pension to Enos J, Searles, submitted the follow- 

ng report; 

That titere was s oN act passed by the Fiftieth Congress granting this 
soldier a pension of $18 per month. The Senate Committce on Pensions of the 
Fiftieth Congress made the following report, which was adopted by the House 
committee, and your committee adopt the same and make ita part hereof, 
which is as follows: 

{Senate Report No, 148, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 735) granting 
n pension to guardian of Enos J, Searles, have examined the same, and report: 

“That the claimant was a private in Company L, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, and 
served from November 14, 1861, to November 14, 1364, being discharged at last- 
named date by reason of expiry of term of service. His wife testifies that he 
became insane July, 1864, while in the service, and that after his return home 
he continued to act strangely, and she and herchildren lived in fear of him until 
1872, when he was pronounced insane and taken to the asylum, He remained 
in the asylum several months, returned home as improved, but in 1874 was 
again returned to the asylum, where he has ever since been, and now is re- 
ported by the officers at that institution ns suffering from mania, probably in- 
curable; as quarrelsome and dangerous, especially in the night. 

“The evidence of Wyatt, Rader, and Donham shows that before his army sory- 
ice and up to about August, 1864, he was a healthy, jovial, cheerful man, a use- 
ful and brave soldier. 3 

“Maj. G. H. Rader testifies that in July, 1863, the claimant, near Carters- 
ville, Ga., was sent out on a foraging expedition, which was suddenly sur- 
rounded and attacked by the enemy. He escaped by swimming the Etowah 
River, from which he took cold and fever, and these with the fright and ex- 
citement, affected his mind, so that he never appeared to have a sound mind 
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afterwards, eyen while in the service, This is substantiated by the oaths of 
his comrades, Donham and Condiff, in same somaar: We do not think this 
evidence overcome by the fact shown that some of his maternal relatives were 
occasionally insane or subject to insanity. He may haye been laboring under 
a hereditary taint, and might have become insane without military service, 
but this ‘may’ and ‘might’ are conjectural. The factis that he became insane 
while in the service; that the attack is shown to bayo been superinduced by 
avery bavardous flight and exposure in a special expedition upon which he 
wasordered. That the disease did not assume a dangerous type for several 
ears after is nothing against the circumstances detailed of how it originated. 
t began in the service in one form; it issometimes a long time incubating. 
“The bill is recommended to be i 
The evidence in the case shows that the soldier squandered and destroyed 
all his property while acting under insane delusions, before being sent to Long 
View Be ph where he is now confined; that he has a wife and large family 
of children; and your committee believe him to be entitled to same pension as 
* other soldiers for like disability, and therefore recommend the panegi of the 
bill, amended, however, by Aih A out the word “fifty,” in sixth line, and in- 
sorting therein instead the word forty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being-éngrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET COONEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11125) 
granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly Margaret Dolan. 
. The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is prear an- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro ions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, S PP ners widow 
of John Dolan, late a private in Company A, One hundred and sixty-third Reg- 
iment New York Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

11195) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, submit the follo $ 
That the claimant is the widow of John Dolan, late a priyate in Company A, 
One hundred and sixty-third New York Infantry. Volunteers, who died from 
disease contracted in the service October 12, 1865, from which date she drew a 
pension as his widow until her marriage to hersecond husband, Patrick Cooney, 
who died on the 3d of October, 1872, She is now old and very and in view 
d the fact that no one is now dra g, or for many 
pension of the death of her first husband, 

lan, they recommend the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANN N. MOSHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11080) 
ting a pension to Ann N, Mosher. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted,ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, ect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann N. Mosher, mother of 
Charles H. Mosher, late a private of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment of Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
ar graning a pension to Ann N. Mosher, submit the following report: 

This bill has been introduced in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Commissioner of Pensions in letter of February 19,1890, addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Interiorand by him referred tothis committee, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU or PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., 19, 1890, 

Sm: I have the honor tosubmit herewith the papers in the above-mentioned 
pension claim, for transmittal through your office to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, that the attention of 
Congress msy be invited to the facts in the case forsuch action in the premises 
as that honorable body may deem proper. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier enlisted Septem- 
ber 12, 1861, and that he was transferred to the Invalid Corps in August, 1863, in 
which organization he re-enlisted July 28, 1864, and that on September 3, 1864, 
he was given a furlough of thirty days on account of re-enlistment, and was 
killed by the cars at Westport, Conn., September 12, 1854, while on his way 
home, ë 

The records of the War Department further show that but three men were on 

ent furlough at the date this soldier was furloughed and that as the 
Veteran Reserve Corps was composed of men of different States they conse- 
quently would not have a State rendezvous. 

The case was rejected by this bureau on the ground that inasmuch as the sol- 
dier was not absent from his command on such a ent or veteran fur- 
lough as that contemplated by section 4700, Revised Statutes, at the time he was 
killed, his death could not be ie Pre under existing laws and the practice of 
the bureau as having occurred in line of duty. 

Dependence of the mother on the soldier is fully shown, and the case possesses 
equitable features for relief at the hands of Congress. , ‘ 


Very respectfully, 
sá GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Tho SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


Your committee concurin the recommendations of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and return the bill with the request that it do pass, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
ports be printed in the RECORD and the reading omitted, unless some 
member asks specially for it. 

Mr. LANE, I object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I donot think we ought to break up the Constitu- 
tion altogether to-night, and also create an infraction of the rules that 
the otber side are so much in love with. 


— has drawn, any on on account 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the Clerk will 
report the next bill on the Calendar, 


MARY T. CROOK. 


The 1iext business on the-Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8661) 
granting a pension to Mary T. Crook. 

The Dill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized nnd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of yT. k, widow of the late 
George Crook, major general United States Army, and to pay her a pension from 
the passage of this actfor and during her natural life at the rate of $2,000 per an- 
num. give 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: $ 

Strike out, in line 8, the words *hor natural life,” and insert “ widowhood," 

Tn line 9, strike out ‘$2,000 per annum” and insert ‘*$100 per month.” 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr, Speaker, before the ae is read in that 
case I would like to inquire what rank General k held in the 


Army. 
The Chair understands the rank of 


y: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
major general in the Army. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In the regular Army or was it brevet rank? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Full major general. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point of order on 
this bill that I did on the other. 

Mr. SAWYER. I-wonld move that this go over to a full House, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, this bill 
will be laid aside not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EDWIN COTTON. 

‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9493 
granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late musician Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the rr hes 
usician 


and limitations of the pens laws, the name of Edwin Cotton, late sm 
of the Twenty-fourth Kegiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R, 
9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, submit the following report: / 

Claimant wasa member of Company H, Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry Regiment; enlisted August, 1862, discharged June 30,1865; made ap- 
plication for pension April, 1877, alleging while on march in November, 1862,on 
the way from Harper’s Ferry to Warrenton, he was taken with 
headache, vomiting, and general nervous prostration. 

Dr, J. H. Beech testifies to having treated claimant in service and at various 
times, and many other evidences corroborating same are on file, and as to the 
continuance of said d and present existence of disability there is no doubt. 

The claim was rejected once on the ground of no disability to a pensionable 

, and was reopened and rejected after being rated at one-half disability, 
on the ground of no record of origin, and elaimant’s failure to prove origin, not- 
withstanding the cyidence of the surgeon who treated him in service, 

Heis needy and poor anda great sulferer from nervous headache and affection 
of the heart, and your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Whatis the amount of pension carried by the 
bill? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is subject to the provisions of the 
pension laws. ’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does the general pension law provide a spe- 
cific amount for a musician ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


severe nervous 


It depends upon the character of the 


disability. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly reud the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL KEEFE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I. R. 4964) 
to remove the chargeof desertion now standing against Michael Keefe, 
deceased. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., ‘That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against Michael 
Keefe, deceased, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunt 
ite grans an honorable discharge to date at the tine of the discharge of 
regimen’ 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: - 


was enrolled as a private in Company Gs, eons Connecticut Volunteers, on 


po: 
Se; aaa Ergi He did not again return to his 
ned in until December 12, 1565, (See report of War Department, here- 
unto annexed.) The evidence offered in behall of this soldier tends to show 
that the soldior was insane at the time of his desertion. Considering the serv- 
ice of this soldier and all the circumstances of the case, the committee recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 
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Case of Michael Keefe, late private Company B, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers, 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, June 17, 1890. 


Michael Keefe, private Company B, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers, was en- 
rolled on September 27, 1861, to serve three years. He was wounded in the bat- 
tle at Antietam, Md., September 17, 1862; was admitted to Mansion House gen- 
eral hospital, Alexandria, Va., September 29, 1862, with gunshot wound, and 
was returned to duty on November 13, 1862, Heis reported present with his 
company on all muster rolls covering the period from January 1, 1863, to Feb- 
ruary 29, 1864. (He re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer on December 24, 1863.) He 
was admitted to teh tee general hospital, Fortress Monroe, Va., April 20, 1864, 
from the regiment, with syphilis, and continued to be treated for that disease 
at various hospitals, being admitted to Knight general hospital at New Haven, 
Conn., May 14, 1864, and being reported as having deserted thereon September 


He never returned. His company was retdined in service until December 


The widow of this soldier has made application for remoyal of the charge of 
desertion, alleging that when the soldier left the hospital at New Haven with- 
out leave he was insane, his condition being the result of the woundin the head 
received by him in battle on September 17, 1862; that when he was found by 
friends at Warren, Mass.,in August, 1865, he was broken down and mentally 
deranged, and not accountable for his absence. 

Will Gammell, Charles F, Tilden, Rollin Terry,and Patrick Horan have 
testified that they served in the same company with Keefe, and further, in sub- 
stance, that from the time Keefe returned to his company (about a month and 
a half after the battle of Antietam) until he went again into hospital in 1864 he 
was at times of unsound mind, suffering from mental hallucinations, believing 
that the top of his head was off, and requesting to have his head ticd up, although 
his wound was entirely healed. They state that this happened many times, 
and he was excused from duty on account of it. Deponents believe that his 
mental derangement was caused by the woundin his head. Gammell states 
that he was first sergeant of the company and saw Keefe daily, and during all 
thistime Keefe was at times of unsound mind onaccountof his wound. About 
Muay 1, 1864, when the regiment was ordered to march, Gammell took Keefe to 
the surgeon, who sent him to the general hospital, because on account of his 

. head trouble he was unfit to go on the march, The record shows Keefe was 
admitted to hospital on account of syphilis, not head trouble. 

Stephen Hampton and John Borden, neighbors, have testified that they were 
acquainted with Keefe before he entered the Army, when he appeared to be of 
sound mind; that on August 29, 1865, they visited Warren, „On an excur- 
sion, and there saw Keefe, who appeared to be wandering aimlessly about, 
acting strangely, talking incoherently, and seemingly not knowing what he 
was doing or where hẹ was going. They notifieda member of Keefe’s family, 
who took him home to Ware, Mass. 

D. W. Miner, M. D., of Ware, Mass., on June 13, 1839, deposed that he pre- 
scribed for Keéfe in 1805 onaccount of intermittent fever,and also attended him 
for disease of lungs from May 7,1880, to May 22, 1890, when he died. The effects 
of a wound on the head caused Keefe at times to be insane. 

The aero in the case were referred to the acting Judge Advocate General, 
United States A , August 10, 1889, for his opinion as to whether or not the 
epee is re; ed as sufficient to warrant removal of the charge of deser- 

on. 

The judge advocate in charge, on August 13, 1889, returned the papers, with 
the following opinion indorsed thereon: re 

“The evidence presented is not regarded by this (Judge Advocate General's) 
Office as sufficient to warrant the removal of the charge of desertion in this 
case. 

The Secretary of War, on August 14, 1889, concurred in the foregoing opinion. 

It should be observed that, although this soldier was under constant observa- 
tion by military medical officers for five months prior to his desertion, the offi- 
cial contemporanecus record does not indicate that he suffered from any disease 
other than syphilis, 

No cther testimony in this case has been submitted. 

As it has not been established that this soldier was insane at the time of his 
unauthorized departure from the hospital, the application has been rejected by 
the War Department, 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C, AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


J. H. RECTOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 6658) 
for the relief of J. H. Rector. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he herana is, authorized 

and directed to amend the record of J. H. Rector, late of the Fifth Maryland 

pecan relieve him of the charge of desertion, and grant him an honorable 
ischarge. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6658) for the relief of James H. Rector, having considered the same, respectfully 


report: 

Phat James H. Rector, Company E, Fifth Maryland Volunteers, enlisted as 
a substitute February 13, 1 and is reported as a deserter on the 26th of 
August, 1865. He died at Baltimore, Md., April 22, 1868. Hisaged parents seek 
by this bill to haye the charge of desertion removed. Them litary record of 
such soldier as furnished by the War Department is submitted herewith and 
made a part of this report. 

As the services of this soldier were no longer required at the time such charge 
of desertion was made, your committee think the relief prayed for should be 
granted, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Case of James H. Rector, late private rch) Company E, Fifth Maryland Vol- 
unteers. 


RECORD AND Pession Division, February 25, 1890, 


James H. Rector, private Company E, Fifth Maryland Volunteers, was en- 
listed as a substitute for a drafted man of Frederick County, Maryland, on 
February 13, 1865, to serve three years. He was present with Tis company on 
June 30, 1865, but deserted on August 26, 1865, at Tappahannock,-Va., and did 
not return to his command, which was mustered out on September 1, 1865. 

Inan 2 otis for a certificate of discharge in this 0. D. Rector, of 
Lincoln, Mich., under date of March 19, 1887, testified that he is the father and 
legal heir of this soldier, who died at Baltimore, Md., on April 22,1868; that 
hisson enlisted in the Fifth Maryland Volunteers in 1863 or at timore, 
Md., and was discharged in May, 1865, at Washington, D, O, (This statement 
is signed by the aMant,) 


Under date of July 30, 1888, Mrs. Louisa Rector addressed a letter to the Pres- 
ident from 717 Church street, Evanston, Ill, in which she pleaded for removal 
of the charge of desertion from the record of this soldier, herson, and she stated 
that on August 26,1865, her son came home ‘‘tosee his parents" by permission 
of his colonel, who directed him to return within four weeks in order to be 
mustered out. Herson left home on September 5, 1865, to return to his com- 
mand, and she has not seen him again,as he died at Baltimore on April 22, 

868, She also stated that her husband has been paralyzed since 1854, and is a 
total mental and physical wreck. (As pointed ont above, O. D, Rector, pees | 
i pia ca, made an affidavit in this caso as father and legal heir, and signe 

6 same, ; 

The records do not indicate that this soldier was ever granted a furlough 
during his short service. 

As it does not appear that this soldier was sick when he deserted and phys- 
ically unable to complete his term of service, and as heserved a period less than 
six months prior to May 1, 1865, the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1889, afford no relief in this‘case, and the applications havetherefore 
been rejected by the Department. 

Respectfully submitted, 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U.S, Army. 


To the honorable the SECRETARY OF WAR, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6345) 
removing the charge of desertion against James Pierce. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
so amend his records as to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
James Pierce, late private soldier of Company B, First Battalion Kentucky Cay- 
alry, and grant him an honorable discharge. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6345) 
removing the cha’ of desertion nst James Pierce, respectfully report: 

They find said Pierce was enrolled August 16, 1861, for three years, in Com- 
pany G, Third Kentucky Volunteers, and in June, 1862, on account of chronic 

ronchitis, was recommended for discharge by the hospital authorities, but in 
the absence of necessary company 
given a discharge furlough June 23, 

In July, 1863, his health being somewhat improved, and the country about his 
home being so infested with guerrillas that it was unsafe for him to remain, he 
determined to return to hisregiment, not having received his discharge papers, 
but was persuaded to join the First Kentucky Cayalry, where he served faith- 
fully till December, 1864, when the original members were mustered out, and he 
having inthe meantime received his discharge papers fromthe Third Kentucky 
Volunteers, and having served, in the whole, three years, did not think himself 
bound any longer, and went home, but without any intention of deserting. 

Three of his comrades in Company A, First Kentucky Cavalry, H. F. Waters, 
John Chapman, and R. T, Pierce, respectively, give testimony corroborative o 
above, and further state it was understood that- Pierce was to be transferred to 
the Third Kentucky Volunteers when convenient. 

This case seems to be one of ignorance of technicalities and not a willful vio- 
lation of the law ; and in view of the fact that he served his full time and sup- 
posed that he had fulfilled his duty, and that he was unable from illness to 
complete histime, your committee report back the bill and recommend its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BASSETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.2822) 
for the relief of William Bassett. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion borne against the name ol 
William Bassett, late a private in Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regis 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, be, and the same is hereby, removed. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) wasread, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (MT. It. 2822) 
for the relief of William Bassett, haying considered the same, respectfully re- 


rt: 

P That the soldier in this case was enrolied February 4, 1855, to serve one year, 

in Company I, One hundred and ARE Indians Volunteers, His regiment 
was mustered out August 4, 1865, served with his company and regiment 
until July 12, 1865, and while at Dover, in the State of Delaware, he was taken 
sick and went home, if not by permission of his officers at least with their 
knowledge. At the time the regiment was mustered out the claimant was too 
sick to report for muster out. 

Your committee think, under the circumstances, as the soldier had staid until 
the war was over and his services were no longer mired, he should be granted 
the relief prayed for, and recommend the passage of the bill with the fol owing 
amendment: r the word “removed,” in line 6, : 

“And the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
cause to be issued to said William Bassett an honorable discharge from such 
company and regiment, under date of August 4, 1465, and he shall be entitled to 
the same pay and allowances as if mustered out of the service with said com- 
pany and regiment.” 

Your committee also submit herewith the official record of such soldier as re- 
ported from the War Department, 


pores to complete his discharge, he was 


Case of William Bassetl, Company 1, One hundred and fifty-fi/th Indiana Volunteers, 
RECORD AND PENSION Drviston, May 20, 1890. 


A report in this case was furnished the House Committee on Military Affairs 
on House bill 136, Fiftieth Con , first session, on February 4, 1888, since 
which date the status of the soldier has not been changed either by the intro- 
duction of new testimony or by subsequent legislation. 

The following is a copy of the report referred to: 

“The official records show that William Bassett was enrolled heitteed Sel 
1865, to serve one year, in Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth Indiana Yol- 
unteers, and served in that organization until July 12, 1865,when he deserted 
near Dover, Del. He never rejoined his command, which was mustered out 
August 4, 1865, at Dover, Del. $ 

‘In April, 1883, Bassett made application to this office for removal of the charge 
of desertion against him, stating fonder oath) that he served with his company 
until July 25, 1865, when he was taken sick, and obtaining a furlough from his 
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captain went to his home in St. Joseph County, Indiana, and ‘on account of 
sickness I [he] was never with the regiment after that time.’ 

**On September 158, 1883, the fg was denied on the ground that there 
was no record of the alleged fur bh fe ica as his (implied) statement of physical 
inability to return to his command was unsupported by other testimony, the 
charge of desertion against him appeared to haye been properly madeand could 
not, therefore, be removed. 

" The case of this soldier isnot embraced within the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved July 5, 1884, as he did not serve six months prior to May 1, 
1865, and has not satisfied the Department that he was ‘prevented from com- 

leting his term of service by reason of wounds received or disease contracted 
n the line of duty.’ ” ` 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C, AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United Slates Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The billasamended was ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS F, MORGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9943) 
directing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Lewis 
F. Morgan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is authorizedand directed to issue 
an honorable discharge from the service of the United States to Lewis F, Mor- 
gan, late a member of Company H, Seventy-fifth New York Infantry, said hon- 
orable disch: to date from the day on which the said Lewis F. Morgan’s serv- 
ice terminated, and up to which time he received pay. This act shall entitle 
the said Lewis F. Morgan to all rights and privileges heretofore withheld by 
reason of the failure to receive such discharge. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9943) 
directing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Lewis F. 
Morgan, having considered the same, res ully report: 

That the claimant, Lewis F. Morgan, enlisted September 23, 1861, and served 
faithfully until August 14,1864, having in the mean time re-enlisted as a veteran 
and been promoted tothe rank ofsergeant, His services until this date, August, 
1864, had been continuous and he had never been absent from duty. He was 
tried by a court-martial for having absented himself without leave for twenty- 
four hours, from July 22 to July 23, 1864, not during any engagement. He was 
tried, found guilty, and sentenced to the lossof two months’ pay. Whileunder 
arrest and before the promulgation of the sentence and the finding of the court, 
the soldier deserted. 

It seems at this time that the offense was a trivial one upon which this soldier 
was tried. He did only what any other person ones teeth would baye done 
under like circumstances. The promulgation of tho finding and sentence of 
the court before his comrades, with whom he had served so faithfully and 
honorably, was more than he could stand, and he deserted, No error was com- 
mitted in the record that is sought to be corrected, but your committee think, 
in view of the long nnd honorable service of the claimant, this misstep should 
be condoned, and the soldier granted an honorable discharge to date at the 
close of his honorable service. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following 
amendment: After the word ‘‘discharge,” in line 11, add the words “to date 
August 13, 1864." The report of the War Department is submitted herewith. 


Case of Lewis F. Morgan, late of Company I, Seventy-fifth New York Volunteers, 
6 RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, May 27,1890. 

Lewis Frederick Morgan, private, Company H, Seventy-fifth New York Vol- 
unteers, was enrolled at Venice, N. Y., September 23, 1861, to serve three years, 
nnd re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer January 1, 1864. 

He isreported present or otherwise properly accounted for on the muster rolls 
of the company {sing promoted to sergeant) from date of enrollment to June 
30,1864. On roll for July and August, 1864, and on the muster-out roll of the 
nonveterans of the company, dated December 6, 1864, he is reported, "Deserted 
August 14, 1861, while the regiment was en route from Tennallytown, D.C., to 
Snicker's Gap.” 

On August 9,1864, he was arraigned beforea general court-martial on the charge 
of “desertion, with specification to the effect that he left his command with- 
out leave about July 22, 1861, while in frontof the enemy at Bermuda Hundred, 
Va., and was apprehended on July 23, 1864. 

Ho was found not guilty of desertion, but guilty of absence without leave, and 
was sentenced ‘‘to forfeit two months’ pay,” the proceedings, findings, and 
pentone RE the court being duly approved by the reviewing officer on Septem- 
ber 9, è 
While awaiting the promulgation of the sentence of the general court-martial 
in his case, he deserted August 13 (or 14), 1864, ** while the regiment was en route 
from Tennallytown, D. O., to Snicker’s Gap, Va,” and never thereafter re- 
turned to the service. 

Ina letter, dated April 6, 1899, forwarded to this Department by Hon. James 
O'DONNELL, House of Representatives, Mr. Morgan states that while at Ber- 
muda Hundred, Va., they were ordered to leave all their “stuff” and go to the 
front, which they reached in theafternoon; that he had nearly $10 in his knap- 
sack, which he forgot to take, and went to the colunel for a pass to go back and 

et it, which was refused; that he then waited till evening, when he started 

back, and after his arrival was arrested by strange troops, and kept till the fol- 
lowing day; that he then returned to his regiment, and being directed to re- 
port to Colonel Merritt, he was ordered by that ofticer under guard as a de- 
serter; that he was tried for desertion near Washington, D. C., found guilty and 
kept under guard to await sentence; that they soon received orders to march 
to General Sheridan’s command near the Shenandoah; thatas soon ashe found 
that hor were to march he wentto Lieutenant-Colonel Babcock, and requested 
to be allowed to join his company and be restored to service, pleading inno- 
cence of the charge of which he was accused and for which he was kept impris- 
oned, and was informed by that officer that he could do nothing for him; that 
after they had reached Snicker’s Gap he thought that if he had to bear the name 
ofa deserter and be obliged to march under guard wherever the regiment went, 
he would not do it, “even ifhe got shot the next moment,” so he “left for good.” 

He further states that the real cause of being tried for absenting himself from 
his regiment during one roll call was that he told someof the boys that Colonel 
Merritt was too much of a coward to ever appear in battle; thata lieutenant 
overheard his remarks and reported the same to Colonel Merritt. 

On April 29, 1890, Hon. James O'DONNELL was informed thatas this soldier de- 
serted ‘while in arrest or under charges for breach of military duty,” the 
charge of desertion against him can not be removed under the act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1889, and as his own statement demonstrates that such charge 
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ak, ast erroneously made, the Department is not empowered toafford him any 
relief. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand from the read- 
ing of that bill whether it carried with it the pay that this man lost by 
reason of the sentence of the court martial or not, 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk thatit does 
not, and that there is an amendment reported by the committee which 
excludes that from the provisions of the bill. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


E, A. HIBBARD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1869) 
granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the Eon laws, the name of E. A. Hibbard, now of Omaha, 
oes widow of E. P. Rollins, late of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment of Iowa 

nfantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1869) granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard, widow of E. P. Rollins, submit the 
sn Pad report: 

The soldier E. P. Rollins enlisted in Company H, Thirty-fifth Iowa Infantry, 
August 9, 1862, for three years. He was injured in line of duty by à gunshot 
wound, Josing a finger, and also received injury to his knee. Following this 
he wastransferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, and on March 9, 1865, received 
a certificate for discha: on the ground that he had not been able for agy for 
ine ae a and on this certificate was discharged March 21, 1865, at In 
apolis, Ind, 

The records of hospital treatment show that he was at P. H. Burnside bar- 
racks, Indianapolis, Ind., from January 24 to February 25, 1865, compla'nt not 
stated, and from February 26 to March 21, 1865, sufferin, with chronic diarrhea, 
and on that day wasdischarged in accordance with certificate above mentioned; 
and,without giving dates,we will say that he was also reported sick repeatedly 
during the years 1863 and 1864. s 

Now, from the date of this discharge, when he would presumably start home, 
he has never been heard from, and letters on file show that TS has been 
heard from him by his wife or his relatives, and that they have taken every 
means to trace him out, but all without success. 

These letters state, as an argument for believing that he is dead, that hisre- 
Jations with his family and friends were such that there would be every reason 
to suppose that he would return to them; and they alsorecite, as facts justifying 
this same belief, that he himself has never made application for pension, back 
pay, or bounty, althoughit seems clear that ifliving he would have been en- 
titled to some orall of these claims. It is, of course, under the circumstances, 
utterly impossible to show eitheractual death or date of death, and so the Pen- 
sion Office was doubtless justified in notallowing the claim; but the conviction 
forces itself upon the committee with irresistible force that hisdeath must have 
almost immediately followed his discharge from hospital, and, of course, in 
fact, the circumstances must be mere conjecture, but it was doubtless so, that 
he was unknown, as no knowledge ever reached any of his friends of the fact. 

In any ordinary matter this absence for this length of time, taken in connec- 
tion with his sickness at and preceding his discharge, would be treated ns con- 
clusive of death, and, if so. it would reasonably follow that that death must 
have ocourred almost immediately after the discharge. ; 

At this session of Congress the Senate, in Report No. 107, in the case of Cath- 
erine Morris, has treated such absence as evidence of death, and this comniit- 
tee, in Report No. 523, has adopted in the same case the Senate report to this 
effect. The same rule in such a matter should govern in matters relating to 
pensions as well as any other affairs in business. Therefore, believing that the 
said soldier died as stated above, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time; and passed. 


DANIEL GRAFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6633) 
for the relief of Daniel Graff, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Graff, late a private in 
Company I, Sixth Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IL. R. 
6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff, beg leave to report that they have carefully 
examined the evidence filed in the case and find that the said Daniel Graff en- 
listed in the service of the United States on September 5, 1864,in Company J, 
Sixth Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery; that he was absent from duty sick in 
Prince street general hospital, Alexandria, Va., from October 30, 1864, to Feb- 
ruary 22, 1855, and that he a sya for duty February 23, 1865, and "yas mustered 
out with company on June 13, 1865, 

That claimant filed his declaration for pension March 1, 1883, and said appli- 
cation was rejected April 27, 1885, on the ground “of no record of the alleged 
injury of left hip, groin, and testicle, andclaimant’s inability to furnish evidence 
showing origin or existence thereof while in service.’ 

Claimant reopened the case and it was again rejected October 18, 1889, on the 
same ground. 

The evidence shows that about October 19 or 20, 1861, while in the service of 
the United States, at or near Berks Station, Va., while on detached duty, he 
and some comrades were carrying in a wounded man, and as they were cross- 
inga ravine on some pales one of the poles broke with their weight and the 
claimant was thrown down astride of the other pole and the wounded man fell 
directly on top of him, resulting in the bursting of said Graff’s left testicle and 
injuring his groin: that said claimant was carried into eamp by his two com- 
pauions, Joseph Grayer and John Baird, and was sent to the hospital, and re- 
mained there until February, 1855, when he returned to his company, and was 
mustered out of it in June of the same year, 
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The evidence further shows that prior to said claimant's enlistment and the 
injury above described he wasa strongand able-bodied man, and had never been 
afflicted with hernia in any form, but that after said injury, and ever since, he 
has been greatly troubled with hernia, and on account thereof has been unable 
to perform manual labor. 

‘This seems to have been a peculiarly unfortunate case, in that the claimant 

been unable to prove by the testimonyo eye-witnesses the exact circum- 
stances of the accident, his two companions, Joseph Grayer and John Baird, 
being both dead. Bathe has clearly established the fact of the injury by the 
testimony ofcomrades who saw him immediately before the accident and also 
directly afterwards, and who saw and examined the nature of the injuries. 

The claimant has also been unable to furnish testimony of commissioned oM- 
cers as to the said injury, as he was on detached duty and none of them were 
athand. He isalso unfortunate in that the physician who treated him imme- 
diately after his return from the service, and for a number of years thereafter, 
is dead; but he has the testimony of Dr. William R. Mills, who treated him for 
atrangulated hernias in 1876, and who states that it was one of the most aggra- 
vated cases he ever met with, and hesays: 

“The hernia is so large that its existence is evident to anyone acquainted 
with that character of disease, as he appears on the streets in his daily walks,” 

In view of these facts, your committee are of the opinion that the said claim- 
ant should be granted a pension, and, therefore, report the bill back witha 
fayorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GALLAGHER, £ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4822) 
granting a pension to John Gallagher. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to | pone on the pension roll the name of John Gallagher, 
who, under the name of John Gunner, served five years asa soldier in the 
Florida war in Company I,Third Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay 


said Gallagher $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, ss follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4822) grant 
a pension to John Gallagher, have considered the same and report : 

e claimant served underthe name of John Gunner, in Company I, Third 
United States from November 9, 1839, to November 9, 1844. During a 
part of his service the soldier rendered service in Florida in the Florida Indian 
war. Medical and other evidence filed in support of the bill shows that the 
claimant is eit Phage years old, and a sufferer from curvature of the spine, 
neuralgia, bronchitis, and rheumatism. He is physically unable to earn a liye- 
ean at avocation, that ofa common laborer, His identity is fully estab- 


The claimant's post-office address is Deposit, Delaware County, New York. 
The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ANN REID. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 2138) 
for the relicf of Mary Ann Reid. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au» 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Reid. 
the aged and blind daughter of Andrew man, who was a soldier in the war 
of the Revolution, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R.2139) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Reid, have considered the same and report as follows: 
A similiar bill was reported to the House by your committee at the first ses- 
sion of the Fiftieth Con, . The number ofthe report is3107, which yourcom- 
mittee adoptas app le to this bill. 
The passage of the bill is recommended, 
z [House report No. 3107, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10954) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Reid, have considered the same and report as fol- 


ows: 
The claimant is the daughter of Andrew Carman, who was a soldier in the 
Revolutionary war in the Fourth Regiment of Cavalry for the State of Pennsy1- 
Meraih He Soa = Apal 1781, So ee ia January 1,1783. He was 
a pensioner for about eight years before eath in 1826. The records on file 
in his claim furnish the information of his service. 
Mrs. Reid, the claimant, is shown by reliable testimony to be in needy cir- 
cumstances, is eighty years of age, and for ten years has been totally blind. 
There are several precedents for the granting of pensions to the aged and 
destitute daughters of the soldiers of the old wars, and among them the case of 
Mrs. Betsy Lockwood, by Congress at the present session. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD M. A. FENWICK. a 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10395) 
for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of the Mexican war, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, nu- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late a pri- 
vate in Thrift’s company, First Regiment of Virginia Volunteers of the Mexi- 
can war, on the pension roll of the United States at the rate of $24 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom wus referred the bill (H, R 10895) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard M. A. Fenwick, have considered 
T 


same and report as follows: 

‘he t was a private in Captain Thrift's company of the First Virginia 
Volunteers, and served from March 18 to October 16, 1847, in the war with Mex- 
ico. He is now a pensioner at $3 per month under the Mexican war service act 
of January 29, 1887, 

The proof filed in support of the bill shows that the claimant is now sixty- 
five years old, a sufferer from a rupture, and unable to labor for his support. 


He owns no property whatever, and his only source of incomeis his pension of 
$8 per month. He depends upon his children for a maintenance. 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorious one, and they thereforo 
return the bill with a favorable recommendation, amended so as toallowa 
pension at $12 per month 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MLS, LYDIA N. ATKINSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9779) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia W. Atkinson, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Lydia W. Atkinson, of Fulton 
County, Georgia, whose husband, W.D. Atkinson, was a private soldicrin Capt, 
W.C. Dawson's ain nts in the Creek Indian war of 1836, and allow herapen- 
sion at S— per month. 4 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committec on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H; R. 9779} grant- 
PR pension to Lydia W. Atkinson, have considered the same and report as 

OMoOWws: 

The claimant's Iate husband, William D. Atkinson, was a private in Capt. 
William O. Dawson's company of Col. William Porter's First Regiment Georgia 
Volante: Creek Indian war,and served therein one montl and twenty-three 

ys. 

‘The evidence filed in support of the bill shows that theclaimant isa sufferer 
from disease of the beart to such an extent that she can do no labor by which 
to support herself, and she is entirely destitute of means, Mer identity as the 
soldier's widow is fully established. Her post-office address is Atlanta, Ga, 

The passage of the bill is recommended with the following amendment: 
Change the initial “ W." in claimant's name to “N,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDEEW J. WALLACE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7146) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace. 
The Clerk read as follows:- 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $3 per month 
and subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
eae J. Wallace, of Chesterficld County, South Carolina, latea soldier in the 

o war. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7146) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew J, Wallace, have considered the same and report : 

The claimant served under the name of Jackson Wallace in Capt. James H. 
Pearce's company of South Carolina militia, Florida Indian war, from January 
20, 1837, to April 20, 1837. 

It is shown by the testimony of reputable citizens of Chesterfield County, 
South Carolina, that the applicant is eighty years old, very poor, and so much 
afflicted with hernia and chronic diarrhea that he can do no manual Iabor to 
support himself. $ a 

Songress has repeatedly granted relief in the way of pensions to the aged 
and dependent survivors of the old Indian wars, and your committee there- 
fore report the bill back recommending its passage. e 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BETHIA WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10707) 
restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the pension roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed ta restore to and place upon the pension rolls the name 
of Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, widow of Nathaniel Pool, Company O, Ons 
hundred and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry under pension claim 
No. 29206, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the pension roll, submit the 
following report: 

That Bethia White, iate Bethia Pool, is the widow of Nathaniel Pool, late of 
Company ©, One hundred and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer an and 
after her husband's death was borne upon the pension rolis as such widow at 
$12 a month until the date of her ma: to her second husband, Mr. White, 
March 5, 1878. Mr. White died April 3, 1881, and claimant, who is now over sey- 
enty years of age, is again left a widow without means of support. This caso 
is not covered by any of the existing pension laws, and the practice has been 
to restore the widow to the pension rolls on the death of her second husband, 
and your committee recommend that it be done in this case. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. ORR. f 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.7189) 
granting a pension to James H. Orr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pes on tho pension roll the name of James II. Orr, Iate of Company 
E, Seventh Kentucky Cavalry, and subsequently of Company F, Fortieth Ken- 
tuecky Mounted Infantry, to date from the 17th day of July, 1862, otherwise sui- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. GoopniGn7) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr, submit the following report: 

James H. Orr applied foe pronon BENE that while a member of Company 
BE, Seventh Kentucky Cavalry, and in engagement with the enemy on Tuly 17, 
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1862, near Cynthiana, Ky., he received a gunshot wound of right arm, fracturing 
thesame. His claim has been rejected because the records of the War Depart- 
ment fail to show that he wasn member of the aforesaid command at date of 
the alleged incurrence of the wound, 

It appears in evidence that on the Monday preceding the 17th of July, 1862, 
claimant left his home near Gardnersville, Ky., and pr ed to Cynthiana, 
where he was sworn into the service, reccived his uniform and arms. He was 
then placed on guard duty, and while thus serving was attacked by the enemy 
under General Morgan and wounded as aforesaid, The Union forces were dc- 
feated and many taken prisoners. Claimant, after being wounled, was taken 
to the house of one Lucius Desha, and there treated by a Confederate surgeon, 
The company was not mustered into.the service until_a month later;in a differ- 
ent part of the State. Orr was still absent under medical treatment, and con- 
sequently his name was omitted from the muster roll. 

The facts of his enlistment, service, and injury,as well as treatment thercfor, 
are shown by the teslimony of the captain and others of the company, of the 
son of said Desha, and the surgeon who treated Orr for said wound, Medical 
examination disclosed a pensionable degree of disability thereupon. Claimant 
subsequently enlisted and served eighteen mouths in Company F, Fortieth 
Kentucky Volunteers. 

The case comes clearly within the well-established rules of Congress; there- 
fore your committee report favorably on the necompanying bill and ask that it 
do pass, amended, however, by striking out all between the word “Infantry,” 
in lines 6 and 7, and the word “*subject,” in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD WELLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1257) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Richard Weller and author- 
izing his honorable discharge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized to remove the charge of desertion against Richard Weller, late ascaman 
in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. DOLLIVER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1257) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Richard Weller and authorizing his 
honorable discharge, haye duly considered the same and submit the follow- 


ing report: 

Richard Weller first enlisted as a seaman in the Navy at Philadelphia, Pa., 
about the 20th day of November, 1852; discharged from United States ship Van- 
dalia October 5, 1856, at Kittery navy yard, Enlisted at Boston, Mass., Octo- 
ber 21, 1256, and sent to United States ship Cumberland, and discharged No- 
vember, 1859, at Kittery navy yard. Re-enlistedfor three years November 28, 
1860, at Boston, Mass.,and sent to the Macedonian, and transferred to the San 
Jacinto at Boston, Mass., and went to Hampton Roads, and from there to Key 
West, Fla.; afterwards transferred to the schooner Wanderer, at Key West, and 
when the United States ship Penguin was coming home he was transferred to 
her to be discharged when she arrived at Baltimore, Md., July, 1863, but could 
not get his discharge, but was scnt to the receiving ship and kept with the 
crew till some of them paid the clerk for their d ; and when he asked 
for his discharge it was refused, when he deserted from the receiving siifp 
and in consequence is now borneon the rolls as a deserter from the United 
States ship Penguin. 

In September, 1863, Weller enlisted in the Army, was subsequently again 
transferred to the Navy, and was discharged September, 1865. Re-enlisted in 
the regular Army October 6, 1865, and was assigned to Company C, Twenty- 


recommend the passage ofthe bili. + 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA A. PHILBROOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11474) 
granting a pension to Eliza A. Phelbrook. 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza A. Phelbrook, late widow 
of Albert Phelbrook, late private of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment of Ii- 
nois Cavalry Voluntcers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11474) granting a pension to Eliza A. Phelbrook, submit the following report : 

‘The committee find from the testimony that the complainant was a pensioner 
ofthe Government as the widow of Albert Phelbrook, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Fourteenth Regiment Ilinois Cavalry Volunteers, who died in Ander- 
sonville prison, April, 1865; that on the 17th day of April, 1867, she married one 
Robert F. Young, who deserted her about 1875, and that on the Sth day of 
March, 1890, she was divorced from said Young and allowed by the court to re- 
tain herformer name. She is now sixty-three years of age, has no means of 
adequate support, and is unable to labor because of her physical condition, and 
there is no person legally bound to support her. We therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass, with the name Phelbrook amended to “‘ Philbrook,” and 
the title similarly amended, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Philbrook.’’ 
JAMES H. GOULD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3967) 
to amend the military record of James H., Gould. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted eto., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to amend the military record of James H. Gould, late a private in Com- 


pany J, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, by causing the charge of desertion to be re- 
moy 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Comniittec on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3967) 
for the relief of James H. Gould, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


port: 
That James H. Gould enlisted August 25, 1862,in Company I, Sixth Michi 
Cayalry Volunteers, and served until June 11, 1863, when he was captured at 
Seneca Dam, Virginia. He was, after brief confinement in Confederate prisons, 
paroled and sentto Camp Chase, Ohio. In September, 1863, whilc at Camp Chase, 
he received notite of the death of his wife, leaving four small children without 
care or support. He was then given a brief leave of absence, and an effort was 
made by Governor Blair and Senator Chandler, of Michigan, to procure stich 
soldier's discharge, but the application was denied. 

During his stay at home, awaiting the application of the State authorities for 
such discharge, the soldier was marked as a deserter, September 1, 186, the 
soldier enlisted in Company B, Twenty-second Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 
and served faithfully in such organization until the close of the war and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge. 

The sworn statement of such soldier shows, withsome degree of plausibility, 
that his re-enlistment was for the Purpose of returning to his first service and 
to cure the record of desertion, but he was assigned to anotherreginient without 
lus sanction. The factsin the case are fully set forth in the report from the War 
Department on the military record of this soldier. 

Your committee make such record a part of this their report, and believe 
there was no willful intent to desert, and owing to his apparent good faith and 
faithful service he should be granted therelief asked, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill with the following amendment: At the end of line 6 add the 
words “and that he be granted an honorable discharge from such company and 
regiment to date September 1, A. D. 1863." 


Case of James H. Gould, private Company I, Sixth Michi: Cavalry, and private 
Company B, Twenty-second Michigan Infantry. 
RECORD AND Penston Drvision, May 20, 1890, 

The records show that the soldier was enrolled at Tyrone, Mich., August 25, 
1862, to serve three years, and that he appears present to April 30, 1863. On 
June 11, 1363, he was captured at Seneca Dam; was confined at Richmond, Va., 
June 14, 1863; paroled at City Point, Va., June 20, 1863 ; reported at Camp Parole, 
Maryland, June 21-28, 1863; and on the records of said camp he is reported as hav- 
ing deserted July 2, 1863. He next appeared at Detroit Barracks (date notgiven, 
butin July, 1863), and on July 18, 1863, he was sentto Camp Chase, Ohio. He 
again reported at Detroit Barracks (date not shown), and was sent to Camp 
Chase a second time August 12, 1863, where he reported August 14, 1863, and 
was present there on September 1, 1863. 

He did not rejoin the Sixth Michigan Cavalry,and on the company muster 
roll (Company I) for Novemberand December, 1863, heisreported * + * » 

ed to beat home in Michigan.’ ‘The muster-outroll of the Taren dated 
Vovember 24, 1865, reports him *‘ deserted from Camp Chase, Ohio, 1863,” exact 
date not ascertainable from records on file. 

While a deserter at large and in violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) 
Article of War, he enlisted under the same name September 1, 1864, at Detroit, 
Mich., as a substitute to serve one year in Company B, Twenty-second Michi- 
gan Infantry, and appears to have served faithfully to June 26, 1865, when mus- 
tered out with the command at Nashville, Tenn. 

Tn 1869 red oer in the case (i. e., as of Company I, Sixth Michigan Cavalry), 
were refe to the commanding general, De ment of the Lakes, for inves- 
tigation and aċtion, and asa result of said investigation the soldier was dis- 
honorably discharged to date November 24, 1865, "the date of muster-out of his 
company,” with loss of all pay, bounty, and allowances, — 

The sooni is a synopsis of the testimony presented in the case at yarious 
times, to wit: 

On March 2, 1859, the soldier testified that he was at Camp Chase (after his 
capture, parole. s until September 1, 1863, when he received information of 
the death of his wife, and was given a furlough for seven days by General 
Mason,whoinformed him that he could have the furlough extended thirty days 
more, but the extension was never received; that his wife died, leaving four 
small children, the youngest being but eight weeks old, with noone tocare for 
them but the soldier; that in consideration of these circumstances he was ad- 
vised that he could obtain a discharge by petition to the governor of the State; 
that before the expiration of the furlough granted him he sent a petition signed 
by twelve prominent and respectable citizens to the governor to be approved 
and forwarded tothe War Department; that he procured the services of one 
William B. Jackson to proceed to Washington in the matter of discharge, and 
on the return of said Jackson he was informed that his discharge would reach 
him in a few days and that he might go and remain until its receipt. 

Not hearing from Jackson, thesoldier went to Pontiac, the former's residence, 
about a month later to sec him about his discharge, and that after several as- 
surances that the matter was allright, and that he would not be reported a de- 
serter (otherwise he would have gone to Detroit and reported to tho proper 
military authorities), he returned home again; that about July, 1861, the sol- 
dier’s brother-in-law called upon Jackson, who informed him thatthe discharge 
papers had been received; that he (the ng lees went to Pontiac, was there ar- 
rested asa deserter, and was brought to Detroit; that he informed the officer 
making the arrest of the circumstances and facts in the case, and was told that 
if he enlisted for one year it would count on his first service and he would re- 
ceive pay for the entire period; that he was further told by this officer that he 
had ample authority to transfer him to any other regiment, but he (the soldier) 
preferred his old regiment, though on re-enlistment he was assigned to Com- 

y B, Twenty-second Michigan Volunteers, with the understanding that the 
fatter service was to correct his record in the first, and his officers to be so in- 
formed, 

Some time in the latter part of 1563 it would appear that an effort was made 
to discharge this man on the ground of having four motherless children who 
needed his support and care. On April 12, 1864, the Hon. Zachariah Chandler, 
United States Senator, was informed (Mr. Chandler having submitted the peti- 
tion looking to the soldier's discharge) that upon investigation it had n 
found that the soldier had been reported a deserter from his regiment in Novem- 
ber, 1863, and that he had wealthy relations who were willing to provide for his 
children. The interests of the service would not, therefore, admit of his dis- 
charge, and the communicationinclosed wasreturned. (This action onthe part 
of this Department was based partly upon a letter dated April 3, 1861, from the 
soldier's company commander.) 

On April 7, 1883, the soldier claimed that he had been transferred to the 
Twenty-seeond Michigan Volunteers (Company B). On July 21, 1835, he testi- 
fied that, receiving no notice of his exchange, he was induced by an officer to 
join Company B, Twenty-second Michigan Volunteers. 

(He was declared exchanged in general orders October 16, 1863, which were 
given wide publicity at the time.) 

On September 16, 1885, he declared that he was induced by a recruiting officer 
to go into the second organization, as it made no difference what regiment he 
was in so Jong as he was in the Army, "and we thought we wore being trans- 
ferred.’ He further declared that he received no bounty, and only drew pay 
by the month for what time he was in the last iment, 

Twelve citizens of St, Louis, Gratiot County, Michigan, presented a memorial 


L108 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


in 1855 to the effect that it was their belief that the soldier re-enlisted through 
the representations of recruiting oflicers that he was being transferred, and that 
he is a respectable citizen and a worthy man, 

On February 26, 1889, in a letter to Hon, A. T, Briss, M. O., he repeated the 
bulk of his former statements. 

On July 22, 1889, Mr. Briss was informed, after citing the record, that as the 
absence between desertion from the first service and enlistment in the second 
exceeded four months, the case was not covered by existing law and the appli- 
cation must be denied. 


Respectfully submitted, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
e JAMES BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was-the bill (H. R. 8970) 
for the relief of James Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and heis foro authorized 

and directed to remove the charge of desertion resting upon the military record 

KS venar Brown, late of Company B, Sixty-third Regiment New York Infantry 
olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 8970) 
for the relief of James Brown, submit the following report: 

The committee haye had under consideration the above-mentioned bill, and 
have carefully examined the same. 

From the military record as furnished by the Secretary of War, they find that 
this soldier was enrolled at the age of nineteen years in Company I, Sixty-third 
New York Volunteers, October 1, 1861, to serve three years. He wastransferred 
to Company F and subsequently to Company B, same regiment. That he ro- 
enlisted as a veteran volunteer on December 22, 1863. The muster-out roll ofthe 
company, dated June 30, 1865, reports him absent, wounded May 5, 1864. The 
casualties of the Consolidated Brigade, First Division, Second Corps, dated Au- 
gust 3, 1865, report him wounded May 5, 1864, at the Wilderness, Virginia. 

The records of the Surgeon General: United States Army, show that he en- 
tered Mount Pleasant Hospital, Washington, D. C., May 11, 1864, with gunshot 
wound received at the Wilderness May 5.1864, and was transferred May 15, 
1561, and entered Jarvis General Hospital, Baltimore, Md. with gunshot wound 
ofleftshoulder, On February 6, 1878, the Department dishonorably discharged 
this soldier, to date May 16, 1864, which was the day succeeding the one he en- 
tered Jarvis Hospital. 

This soldier swears under date of April 22, 1836, that, under orders to pro- 
ceed to New York, he was called up, in Hne with other soldiers able to travel, to 
proceed to the depot at Baltimore; that he with others went to the depot by 
themselves and went to New York, where he wenttohis mother’shome in New 
York City. . That his wound grew worse after his arrival home and that he was 
not able to leave the house for many months, or to rejoin his command before 
itwwas mustered out, and that he never had any intention of deserting. AMda- 
vits show that he was a brave soldier, and in nearly all the battles under Me- 
Clellan, Burnside, Pope, Hooker, Meade, and Grant until wounded in action. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for n third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. YOUNGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 11348) 
to place the name of John W. Younger on the pension roll, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ‘and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Younger, late of Com- 
pany E, Forty-eighth Enrolled Missouri Militia, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 
11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the pension roll,submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Claimant enlisted August 11, 1862, in Company E, Forty-cighth Missouri En- 
rolled Militia, and was discharged July 1, 1865. On the Mth of February, 1863, 
clnimant was commissioned first lieutenant of the above-named company and 
regiment, and In June of the same year was transferred to Company L, Fourth 
Missouri Militia, which company was commanded by Capt. William G. Garth. 
Claimant made application for pension February 25, 1885, peste that on or 
about the Ist of August, 1863, he was in command of a squad of militia, and at 
Hawdyshell Bridge had a skirmish with guerrillas, which his command sito- 
toedd in routing, and that in the pursuit of the enemy his horse stumbled, 
sass him to the ground, disabling him by rupture and injury to the left 

ip and leg. 

Japtain Rvittiam G. Garth makes affidavit that claimant, in command of a 
squad on or about the Ist of August, 1863, attacked and tus to Agnea er of 
guerrillas and bushwhackers, commanded by Quantrell and his ates, at 
Bayanan Bridge; that while in pursuit ofthe flying enemy claimant's horse 
stumbled, throwing him to the ground with violence, causing him to be disabled 
by rupture and injuring his left a py seh Thomas A. Harral, a private of 
the command, also testifies to substantially the same facts. Hoth witnesses 
testify to being present with the command at the time the injury was received 
and to having personal knowledge of the facts as stated. 

The claim was rejected at the Bureau of Pensions on account of the disability 
being incurred while serving ina State organization, which is not a pension- 
able service under existing law. 

The evidence in this claim clearl 


shows that claimant was injured while 
actually engaged in the defense of his flag and country against its enemies, 
Under such circumstances, your committee are of the opinion that justice de- 
mands that he be placed on the pension roll, which act of justice will bein 
line of established precedent. 

‘Therefore your committee make fayorable reportand recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that a member 
of a militia company is entitled to any pension at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not having been mustered into the 
United States service, he would not be entitled to pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is no general law under which the members 


of a militia regiment can be paid pension; and I would ask if it is not 
going a little too far for Congress to undertake to put men who were 
in the militia, and who were notin the Army or in the war, on the pen- 
sion rolls. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, According to the report he wasin active 
service. 

Mr. KILGORE. I heard the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ahd the report states that he received 
his injuries while in actual service of the Government. 

Mr. KILGORE, In actual service in the militia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, He was in a militia organization, but 
in the active service of the Government of the United States. 3 

Mr, SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I will explain that it has been the 
practice of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to report favorably in 
the cases of members of the Missouri militia where they have served 
and been injured while engaged in active service in the field; and as I 
understand the reading of the report that was the case here. This 
man was in the actual service of the United States. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That has been the general practice. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much does this bill carry? 

Mr. SAWYER. It would be subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. n 

The SPEAKER protempore. He will receive a pension according to 
the degree of disability. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The hour in which bills upon the 
Private Calendar were to be called up in regular order has expired, and 
without objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen on either side 
alternately. 

Mr. SAWYER. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I move to recon- 
sider the several votes by which the various bills were passed; and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


r: MARY C. RINGGOLD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I call up for consideration at the present time the 
bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, 
mother of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy pay- 
master general, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary Condy Ringgold, mother of George H. 
Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy sep ores? eneral, United States 
herd’ a pension at the rate of $50 per month instead of the pension she is now 
receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IL R. 
12120) granting a pension to Mary C. Ringgold, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary is the widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel 
and deputy paymaster general, United States Army. 

Colonel Ringold graduated at West Point in the same class with General 
Rosecrans, was appointed an additional paymaster in 1816, was promoted 
deputy paymaster general, with the rank of lieutenant colonel, United States 
Army,in May, 1862, and was chief paymaster Department of the Pacific from 
1861 to April 4, 1°64, when he died. 

The beneficiary is now his widow, sixty-two years of age, in feeble health, and 
is absolutely without any meaus of support except her pension of $30 per month, 
which she is now receiving, and the earnings from her own labor. 

She has two daughters (her only children), both unmarried. The younger is 
in delicate health and fs supported by her mother. 

Mrs. Ringgold has also an invalid sister supported by her and her older daugh- 
ter. She has no relative to whom she can look för her support in her old age. 

Colonel Ringgold was a Southern man by birth, and when the civil war broke 
out ho was stationed at San Francisco, Cal, General Albert S. Johnston was 
then stationed at this place, in command of the Department of the Pacific. 

Asis well known, there was a large element in the population of that Stato 
that favored the secession of that State, and plans were being laid, with the 
knowledge and under the advice of General Johnston, to secure that result. 
Suddenly General Johnston was relieved of his command and General Sum- 
ner appointed in his place, and the efforts to secure the secession of California 
were thwarted, and that State, and perhaps Oregon, were saved to the Union, 

This was before the days of telegraphs and railroads across the continent. 
The part that Colonel Ringgold had in securing this important result will fully 
appear in the accompanying letter from General W. C. Kibbe, then and for 
several years ira ahn Jes adjutant general of that State: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 26, 1890, 


My Dear MADANM: I have great pleasure in stating to you, in connection 
with your request that I see the Hon. Mr. SAWYER, of New York, that there is 
a matter of unwritten history which may avail you in the legislation you are 
seeking from Congress. It is this, namely: Early in 1861—say about the 29th 
of March—while adjutant general of California, being on business for my State, 
I received a joint letter from two very dear and loyal friends in San Francisco 
stating that plans were on foot and nearing completion for the secession of 
California from the Union, in which Oregon would join, giving me full particu- 
lars of the same and stating that the writers, being of Southern birth, had been 
approached with impunity, the plotters not dreaming but that a simple request 
was all that would be required to enlist my friends in this bold and promising 
scheme, 

But, to their great disgust and disappointment, one of them replied, “T was 
educated by the Government, and nurtured and protected under the old flag 
which I have sworn to defend under any and all circumstances, and you mus 
not now ask me to lift a hand against it, for this I shall never do.” The other 
responded in a manner to almost dismay these plotters, 

Presuming now that you are getting anxious to know the names of my old 
and loyal friends referred to, I will give them to you as follows: 
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The first named ‘was Maj. Geo Ringgold, United States Army, and the 
second, General Charles Doane, major generalof the militia of California. This 
letter Limmediately took to the Secretary of War (Cameron) who, properly im- 
pressed with its importance, immediately ushe me with the letter into the 
presence of President Lincoln, to whom I read the letter, and the following 
conversation rapidly ensued between usthus, Mr. Lincolnto me: “General, do 

ou vouch for the statement these gentlemen make?” ‘I do, most emphat- 
Telly; I know them intimately; they are both reliableand chivalrous, ‘the salt 
of the earth.’ To Secretary Cameron: ‘General, who is there near at hand 
whom we can trust to send out to California? Sumneris in New York; can we 
sendhim? If wecan not, we havenone whocan be trusted, Telegraph Sum- 
ner to report here to-morrow?” LincolIntome: ‘General, when does thenext 
steamer sail?” ‘Day after to-mortow.” 

Summer did report, and did sail on the following Wednesday under sealed 
orders ‘‘to be opened as you enter the Golden Gate,” and when he arrived and 
was entering the Golden Gate he opened these orders and read: “Land at the 
first wharf and proceed with all haste to the Spe Gr sd of the Army and 
assume command of the Pacific Department United States Army, and relieving 
Col. A. Sidney Johnston.” -Sumner landed at the Presidio and wasin command 
before the steamer reached her wharf at the foot of Clay street. 

Now, this noble deed of George H. Ringgold, colonel inthe Arniy, your hus- 
band, saved the secession of the Pacific States with all that that implied, and 
which no man can compute, and I only wish the committee having your peti- 
tion in charge would summon me before them that I might render homage to 
ne whe was true as steel and ready to make every and all sacrifice to duty 
and right. 

lam, sincerely and truly, dear madam, your friend, 
W. C. KIBBE, 

Mrs. MARY C. RINGGOLD. 

Colonel Ringgold had a brother, Major Ringgold, killed at the battle of Palo 
Alto, and another brother served with distinguished bravery in the naval sery- 
ice during the civil war. A similar bill was introduced into the Senate and was 
favorably reported in 1886. The report in that case is hereto annexed, with sev- 
Senoi rs from his army friends testifying to the value of his military services 
atta : 

Your committee believe thatit is but just that the venerable widow of the mer- 
itorious officer, in ber oldage and in her dependent condition, should receive the 
increase of pension proposed to be given by this bill, especially in view of the 
peculiarly valuable services rendered by her late husband, and they would 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out the word 
* mother,” in the title, and inserting the word “ widow,” and by striking out 
neare “mother” in the fourth line of the bill and inserting the word 

‘widow. A 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Condy Ringgold, widow 
of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant cplonel and deputy paymaster general, 
United States Army. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase to $50 per month the pension of Mrs, 
Mary Condy Ringgold, widow ofthe late George H. Ringgold, lieutenant colo- 
neland deputy paymaster general, United States Army,who died in San Fran- 
cisco, Càl., April 4, 1864. 


[Senate Report No. 301, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 516) granting 
an ancreoe of pension to Mrs, Mary C, Ringgold, haye examined the same and 
report: 

The claimant is the widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel of 
the United States Arniy (certificate No. 59798). The following certificates and 
petition of the widow will show the character of his services: 

War DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., December 17, 1884. 
» Thad not the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with the late Lieut. Col, 
George H, Ringgold, deputy paymaster general. He was a graduate at West 
Point, and served in the line of the Army for over three years; was appointed 
an additional paymaster in 1846,and in the regular service July 21,1847,and 
was promoted deputy \paymaster general, with the rank of lieutenant colonel 
on the 28th of May, 1362,and was chief paymaster, Department of ths Pacific, 
trom 1861 to April 4, 1864, the day of his death. 

Lieutenant Colonel Ringgold had the reputation of an accomplished gentle- 


man and faithful public o 
WM. B, ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster General, United States Army, 
T heartily concur in the above. 
; S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Ordnance, 
Iknew Colonel Ringgold for many years, He was a faithful officer and a 
worthy | Sacha reat feck is due his family for their own sakes as 
wellas for his valuable services to the United States. 
i E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Brigadier General, U, S. Army, Retired. 


To whom it may concern: 


It was my good fortune to know the late lamented Lieut. Col. George H. 
Ringgold, paymaster, United States Army, forsome years before his death, and 
on the California coast. He wasan accomplished gentleman and a thorough 
man. 

He was in San Francisco at the beginning of the late rebellion, andas a Mary- 
lander opposed secession in its entirety and in the particular. What with 
speeches and open activity he did much to dishearten the organization of the 

nights of the Golden Circle, and in all this secured to himself much enmity 
from State’s people and other Southern people with whom he had before been 
on terms of local as well as social brotherhood. 

He had a large family, entertained hospitably, and died during the war, leay- 
ing nothing to them but his good name. 

Of one of the best old families of our country, they have left theirlives and 
name written on our battlefields. Rin ld, of Palo Alto, Tex., was the colo- 
nel’s brother, while the Tilghmans, Keys, and Hayes were all his relatives. 
The times have changed, and people who once could have come forward to the 
ale ue os family have passed away, and its support depends now on the efforts 
o wife. z 

A grateful country could not actin a more worthy place than herein helping 


her to keep togethera body of delicate and dependent children of him who was’ 


so truc to his flag when appeals like a litany were being made to every South- 
ern gentleman. 
JNO, HAMILTON, 
Colonel Fifth Artillery. 
Given at Fort Hamilton, N. Y., December 15, 1884. 


Colonel Ringgold was an accomplished gentleman and served his country 
faithfully and well. 
R. C. DRUM, 


Adjutant General, U. 8, A. 
WASHINGTON, D. C,, December 17, 1834. 


Your triode! oc? f Cc. Ringgold, whose post-oflice address is Washington, 
in the county of W: ngton and District of Columbia, respectfully represents 
that she is a pensioner under certificate No. 59793, at the rate of $30 per month, 
as the widow of the late Lieut. Col. George H. Ringgold, deputy paymaster gen- 
eral, United States Army. 

Referring to the many cases wherein additional pension has been granted by 
Congress, none of them more meritorious than hers, she respectfully prays for 
the passage of a special act increasing her pension to $50 per month. 

The services of Colonel Ringgold were especially valuable to the Govern- 
ment, and asthe expenses of living consumed all his pay, athis death his family 
was left destitute, and your petitioner haseversince been compelled to provide 
for herself and four children. She is now in declining years,and her two sons, 
whom she had hoped would be able to assist her, having both died, she finds 
herself compelled to ask thatan increase of pension, which many have received 
for far less service, may be generously given for the brief period that remains. 

She would also remind you that she belongs to a family whose members have 
all been faithfal servants of the Government and who have all passed away. 
She fs the great grandchild of the renowned hero of Cowpens and Eutaw, and 
her family wealth was freely given during the Revolution to insure American 
success, 

She asks attention to the papers accompanying this petition, and respectfully 
prays that the needed relief may be granted. 

It appears that Mrs, Ringgold was left in destitute circumstances at her hus- 
band’s death, with four young children to provide for. Her sons have died 
and also a stepson, leaving her without any male relatives, but with an invalid 
sister and daughter tosupport, entirely dependent upon her. Sheis nearly sixty 
years of age and in poor health. 

Your committee recommend the pamense of the bill with an amendment as 
solos SEs out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and insert the word ‘‘forty’’ in 

ieu thereof, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFPICE. 
` September 19, 1890. 


I cheerfully concur in the indorsement of General Rochester of December 17, 
18%, relating to the serviceand reputation of the late Licutenant-Colonel Ring- 


Id. 
5° WM. SMITH, 
Paymaster Genera’, United States Army, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 22, 1890; 


DEAR MADAM: I have read Senate Report 301, es Congress, first ses- 
sion, concerning the services of your late husband, Lieut, Col. George H. Ring- 


eo regret that I am unable to reproduce in detail the facts which came to my 
knowledge in the course of my correspondence with him and his friends and 
brother officers, but I remember they showed that his character and services 
were held in high esteem for very substantial reasons, and that his services 
were especially valuable on the Pacific coast,at a time when the interests of 
the Government required such fidelity and intelligence as he displayed, 

Sympathizing with you in the struggle you have had since his death and in 
the losses of your children and stepson, Isincerely hope Congress will increase 
your pension to $50 per month, as you desire. 

Jery truly, yours, 
W. S. ROSECRANS, 
Mrs. Mary C. RINGGOLD, 
Washington, D. CG. . 

Mr, CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point upon that 
bill that I did upon the others. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I would liketo make astatementthat 
perhaps may induce the gentleman from Indiana to waive the point in 
thiscase. Mrs. Ringgoldisa woman oversixty-two years of age, Sheis 
a nativeof South Carolina. Iam acquainted with her, having boarded 
in the same family that she is now living in for a year and over. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is she living here. 

Mr. SAWYER. She is livingin this city. She has two children; 
one of them is an invalid daughter and is supported by the mother. 
Tn addition to that, she has a widowed sister who is also supported by 
this beneficiary and daughter. Her husband rendered exceptional sery- 
ice, and there is a letter from Colonel Hamilton of the Fifth Artillery 
inthe report showing thatabout the time of the ear outof the’war 
of the rebellion Colonel Ringgold was very patriotic in his action; and 
it shows that Colonel Ringgold, who was then stationed at San Fran- 
cisco, did much to prevent the attempt on the part of California to go 
out of the Union. I know this beneficiary to be a very ladylike, re- 
fined woman, who is very poor, and that she has an invalid daughter 
and also an invalid sister dependent upon her. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘What pension is she receiving now? 

Mr. SAWYER, Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The objection is not proceed- 
ing from this side of the House. 

Mr. SAWYER, I know that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you are looking over to 
this side of the House. 

Mr. SAWYER. It isa little more convenient to look to that side. 
I referred to the gentleman from Indiana at the commencement of my 
remarks, If there is any case, it seems to me, where an exception 
might be made to the rule, this is the one. I therefore ask the gen- 
tleman to withdraw his objection or let the bill go over for considera- 
tion in the House, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, in the enactment into law of a pen- 
sion measure this Congress has said that $8 a month is enough for the 
widows of my dead comrades, no matter how poor they may be, no 
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matter how many children they may have who are dependent upon 
whatever aid and support they can give them. In the place where I 
live, near by my home, resides a poor widow whose husband was 
one of the first men who enlisted in the first military organization in 
the State of Maryland. He died after suffering untold misery, but, 
because he was poor, because he was in the West, and because his 
comrades were scattered in all sections of the country, he was unable 
to get a pension while living, and the friends of that poor woman have 
been begging and pleading fora pension for her at the rate of $12 a 
month. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Why did you not introduce a bill for her? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Because her claim was not yet rejected in the 
Pension Office. Nov, sir, I, as a representative of the people, during 
the limited time that I am still toserve here, will insist that whenever 
a pension is granted greater than the highest rate known to the Jaw, 
$30 a month for widows, there shall be in this House a constitutional 
quorum to enact it into a law. For these reasons I shall not withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the gentleman coasent—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I will not consent that the bill shall 


over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr, 
CHEADLE] takes that ground there is no use in going further with the 
bill. I ask unanimous consent-that it be passed over, not losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I may add, Mr. Speaker, that this claimant is 
already getting $30 a month, while there are‘scores of thousands of the 
widows of men who died that this Government might not perish who 
are not receiving a cent. Let us be just before we are generous, 

The request of Mr. SAWYER was agreed to, and the bill was laid over, 
not losing its place upon the Calendar. 


MRS. CAROLINE E., DURYEE, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I call up the bill (H. It. 12202) to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs. Caroline E. Duryee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, zu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. line E. Daryee, widow of 
Abraham Duryee, late a brigadicr’general, retired, of the United States Army, 
soor pay aT a pension at the rato of $100 per month from and after the passage 
o act. z 


The report (by Mr, TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12202) 
granting a pension to Carolino E. Doryce, submit the following report: 

That the beneficiary is the widow of General Abraham Duryee, who died a 
few months after the passage of an act granting him a pension at tho rate of 
$100 per month; that the beneficiary is now aged and r and her health im- 
paired by long years of care of her wounded and disabled husband, to whose 
support she contributed by needle-work until relief was afforded him just pre- 
vious to his death. 

This bill is urged 
various members of 


citizens of New York and by petitions from the 


w man 
Guard and the Society of War Veterans of New 


e 0l 


Tn view of the distinguished services of General Duryee and of many prece- 
dents, your committee recommend the bill do pass, amended, however, by strik- 
ing out “one hundred” and inserting “fifty,” in the eighth line. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions had recommended an amend- 
ment striking out, in line 8, the words ‘‘one hundred ” and inserting 
“fifty; soas to make it read *' fifty dollars per month.’’ 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point of order on 
this bill that I made on the preceding one. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I appeal to the gentleman. 
years General Abraham Duryee lay upon his back a paralytic. For 
three years I endeavored to secure a pension for him. His widow was 
compelled to take in sewing to take care of him during his illness, 
Last summer the House granted him a pensionof $100a mouth. The 
general died after receiving it for two months. No man can question 
the value of his services to the country. 

At the outbreak of the war he was the colonel of the Seventh Regi- 
ment ofthe National Guard of New York. Atthattimo he was blessed 
with wealth. He raised a regiment and took it to the war, paying 
much of the expense of recruiting out of his own pocket. For that 
expenditure he has neverreceived a cent from the Government, After 
drawing a pension of $100 for two months he died. His widow is now 
left entirely destitute, She draws no pension. This bill gives only 
one-half of what her husband was to receive per month. 

I havein my desk resolutions passed by the Grand Army posts of 
New York City asking that she receive the full amount granted toher 
husband. Ihave resolutions of the Seventh Regiment and of the 
Seventh Regiment Veteran Corps, resolutions of the old Fifth New 
York (Duryee’s Zouaves), which he led into the field, and of the sur- 
viving veterans of other regiments, asking this House to pass this bill. 
If it is mot done the widow must suffer until the meeting of the next 
Congress. 
Mr. PICKLER. Whats her age? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Between sixty and seventy. I trust that under 


For nearly four 


the circumstances the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, CHEADLE] will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, I shall not withdraw my objection. 
It is not that I do not have the greatest respect for the memory of this 
lady’s husband, but I want tosay to my distinguished friend from New 
York that this Congress ouglit to be just before it undertakes to be gener- 
ous. if the widow of this officer isin penury and want, I tell the gen- 
tleman that all over this country there are other soldiers’ widows in 
penury and want, bending over washtubs and doing all sorts of manual 
labor to keep hunger from their doors, and in many instances living 
largely upon the kindness of their neighbors and friends or the charity 
of the counties or towns in which they reside. ‘The great trouble with 
this pension legislation is that we give special benefits and largesses to 
the few, while we make almost a beggarly allowance to the many. 

When the general pension bill was before this House, asevery member 
here knows, we who desired that there might be given to the widows 
of our dead comrades $12 a month were told the expense would be so 
great that this nation could not afford to grant that sum, and there- 
fore the rate was fixed at $3 a month, which those widows now receive. 
The distinguished gentleman from New York [ Mr. CUMMINGS] knows 
et ot Duryee can obtain a pension of $30 a month under the exist-~ 
ing law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Such a pension may be granted after she is dead, 
judging from the experience I have had under the existing law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman, with his experience here, must 
know that he can readily have this case made ‘special’? at the Pen- 
sion Office and haye it adjudicated much sooner than this bill can be- 
come a law. If the gentleman is willing to fix the pension at $30 a 
month, I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well; I move tonmend the bill so as to 
make the pension $30 a month. 

The amendment of Mr. CUMMINGS was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


SAMANTHA A. BIGNELL, 


Mr. CRAIG. Task consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samantha A, Bignell, an army 
nurse, and pay hor a pension of §12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committeo on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IL R. 
12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell, submit the following report: 
That Samantha A. Bignell entered the service as a nurse September 23, 1861, 
and continued until the close of the war. She served as a nurse in hospitals in 
St, Lonis, Mo., hospital steamer City of Louisiana, at Corinth, Miss., Seminary 
Hospital, Columbus, Ky., and there established a soldiers’ home, She wassent 
to establish a home at Vicksburg after its surrender, thence at Joo Holt Hos- 
ital, at Jeffersonville, Ind., thence sent to establish a soldiers’ home at St. 
uis, Mo., as matron, 

She continued caring for sick, wounded, and dying in hospital, field, on boat, 
or soldiers’ homes until the war was over, She has filed many letters showing 
appreciation, by persons in high rank and responsibility, of her excellent char- 
acter, efficient and self-sacrificing service, and her patriotic devotion to the 
cause ot the soldier and country. 

She is in poor health, and her circumstances require the aid this bill will give. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; andit was accordingly read the third time,and passed. 


ELIZABETH M. RILEY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H.R. 
11606) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Riley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth M. Riley, widow of 
Larkin M. Riley, late Heutenant of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteers, at the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11606) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Riley, submit the following report: 

Larkin M. Riley enlisted September 18, 1881, as first lieutenant of Company 
G, Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and died February 25, 1862, of 
disease contracted in line of service, leaving said Elizabeth M. Riley, his widow, 
and certain children him edad i that said Elizabeth M. Riley, September 
12, 1863, was married to one Wiley R. Flitcher; lived withbim but ashort time; 
was divorced from him and restored to her former name, and her present name 
is Elizabeth M. Riley, and she is now a widow seventy-two yoars of age and 
without any means of support; that the records of the Pension Office show n 
certificate wr pensions was issued to the children of said soldier January 13, 1874. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment by 
striking out ‘tat the rate ot $20 per month,” in the eighth line of said bill. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
aken out, in the eighth line of the bill, the words “at tho rate of $20 per 
month." 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out “twenty” and inserting ‘‘eighteen,’’ so as to make the 
bill definite. Since the passage of the new law there might, without 
thisamendment, be an uncertainty as to theamount of pension granted. 
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This lady is the widow of a first lieutenant, and was drawiug this 
amount until her second marriage. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, to the amendment re- 
ported by the committee was agreed to; and the amendmentas amended 
was adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
stated, as I understood, that this lady was drawing a pension of $18a 
month until her second marria; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. The first husband of this lady was in 
the service. Hedied. She lived with her second husband a very few 
months. ‘This is not the first case of the kind that has been favorably 
acted upon by the committee, f 

Mr. KILGORE. Is the second husband dead or are these persons 
living apart? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of filinois. They are divorced. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any alimony in the case? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. She supported her second husband 
while she lived with him. [Laughter.] 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH D. FOSTER. 


Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth D. 
Foster, widow of William R. Foster, late a captain of Company E, Fifty-first 
SOnN IV AVADIA Volunteers, and to grant her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. CRATG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster, submit the following report: 
Thatshe is the widow of Capt. William R. Foster, who enlisted September 23, 
1861, in Company E, Fifty-first Pennsylvania Pomeni was mustered out July 
27, 1865; that ho died October 19, 1877. His widow claimed a pension on the 
ground that his death was cau by scirrhus tumor, result of shell wound of 

ht side received at the battle of Antietam. 
he fact of the wound as stated is proved by the evidence of comrades. The 
also testify to continued suffering in afteryears from painsin location of wound. 

Dr. J. R. Gast testifies as follows: 

“Knew his physical condition to be healthy and good prior to his enlistment. 
Isaw him cecuenh y. immediately after discharge, and know he frequent] 
suffered with pains in the stomach. Did not treat him professionally until 
April, 1875 (over two years before his death), when I made a thorough ex- 
amination and found him suffering with a scirrhus tumor involving the whole 
ileocæcal portion of the bowels. Have treated him continually since for that 
trouble up to date of his death. Paid him altogether ninety visits. * * * 
Made a post morlem examination. The scirrhus tumor was immediate cause of 
death. m the history of the case I know the tumor was caused by an injury 
received by a shell while he wasin the service. I also made a microscopical 
examination of the tumor, and found the stomach and cancer cells of scirrhus 
oer bo and am positive that my statement is true and correct in every 

cular. 

‘In a subsequent letter, in answer to the Commissioner of Pensions for rea- 
sons for thinking was dne to the injury, the same physician says: 

“He was a stoic; never complained; and only told me, as his physician, a ei 
the cause of his disease was by him believed tobe. Ihave no doubt his death 
was the result of theinjury received from the piece of shell. Cancerous trouble 
frequently results from such injuries. From the fact that he told me he was 
knocked senseless for a few moments, the impact must have been enough to 
cause an internal bruise; and the pain was located in the ileocmcal region.” 

The claim was rejected November 17, 1885, ** Cause of officer's death notshown 
as due to the service.” 

The medical examiner of the Pension Office thought Dr. Gast’s conclusions 
and the comrades’ testimony not sufficient. 

Your committee think the case fairly proved and the presumption not a yio- 
lent one that this anh meee death was due tothe service, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ZERUIAH A. POTTER. 


Mr. HAYNES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11212) granting a 
pension to Zeruiah A. Potter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zeruiah A. Potter, late widow 
of Henry J, Potter, deceased, who wasa private in Company EB, Seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyaiid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter, submit the following report: 

The proposed beneficiary was the widow of Henry J. Potter, who died at An- 
dersonville prison while a member of Sam pany E, Seyenty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. She drew a pension until her remarri to one William L. 
Harris in May, 1854, since which date no one has received any pension on ac- 
count of the services and death of said Henry J. Potter. She remained the wife 
of Harris until about August, 1889, when she filed her petition for divorce from 
him, based upon cruelty and adultery witha Widowed daughtendii-laee. 

The court found the defendant guilty of adultery as charged and decreed her 
a divorce, with alimony,and restored her to her former name, Potter. The in- 
solvence of Harris prevents the enforcement of the alimony clause of the de- 
cree, and in consequence thereof she is dependent upon her married children, 
ae money possessed by her at her marriage with rris was squandered by 


m. 
Mrs. Potter is shown to be a woman of the highest character, and much be- 
loved by all who know her. 
Her case comes clearly within the well-established rule of Congress. 
vounconnalitce therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill andask 
o pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
-ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DIANA DICKEY. 


Mr. CRAIG. I call up for present consideration the bill (H.R. 
12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


De it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Diana Dickey, late widow of Daniel 
G. Carl, Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, on the pension rolls at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey, submit the following report : 

That Diana Dickey was the widow of Daniel G. Carl, Company H, One hun- 
dred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, who enlisted February 18, 1862, and was 
killed May 15, 1864, at Spottsylvanis, Va. ` Sho was granted a pension, which 
she drew until May 29, 1866, when she married Solomon Dickey; that said Sol- 
omon Dickey died Noyember 13, 1887; thatthe said widow isnow very poor and 
dependent, makinga scanty living by washing. 

Your committee, in view of the facts of this case,and precedents established 
in Age RER hererorora; recommend that her pension restored bythe pas- 
sage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and I 


WILLIAM L. HORN, 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Iask consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of William L. 
Horn, late a private Company H,Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, in the 
Mexican war, at the rate of $30 per month, according to the rules and regula- 
tions governing pensions, which shall be in licu of the pension which the said 
William L. Horn is now drawing as such Mexican veteran. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 11925) in- 
creasing the pension of William L, Horn, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully submit the following report: 

The claimant was a private in Company H, Third Tennessee Volunteers, and 
served from September 24, 1847, to July 22, 1843, in the war with Mexico. 

He is now a pensioner at $$ per month under the Mexican war service-pension 
act of January 29,1887. He is aboutsixty-one years old, and so much disabled 
by rheumatism and impaired eyesight as to be unable to perform any manual 
labor, and being without any property or income aside from his pension of 
$8 per month, he and his wife are obliged to depend largely upon ‘charity for 
the necessaries of life. 

‘The facts are all shown in the papers filed in the Pension Bureau. 

Your committee believe the case to be a deserving one, and Eiey Lupsetace re- 
turn the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, as 
follows: by striking out the word “thirty” in line 7 and substituting in licu 
thereof the word “twenty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
“ thirty ” in line 7 of the bill and inserting ‘‘twenty,’’ was read and 
agreed to. E 

The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed ahd read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B. ITASCALL, 


Mr. LAWS. Icall up the bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary 
B. Hascall. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on Sapene roll the name of Mary B, Hascall, 
widow of Herbert A. Hascall, d „late captain and brevet lieutenant colo- 
nel Fifth Artillery, United States Army, at the rate of $10 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4535) 
granting a pension to Mary B. Hascall, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary is the widow of the late Herbert A. Hascall, of the Fifth Artil- 
lery, United States Army, who began his military career by entering the West 
Point Military Academy at the age of eighteen, July 1, 1852, from which he 
graduated and was appointed second licutenant, Fourth Artillery, July 1, 1857. 
September 7, 1859, he was promoted to the first lieutenancy. 

n May, 1861, he was transferred to the Fifth Artillery, of which he became 
captain and assistant quartermaster August 3ofthe same year. In March, 1865, 
he received the brevet of major and lieutenant colonel for faithful and meri- 
torious services batted the war. 

The exposures incident to this service brought on Bright's disease, which 
culminated in insanity, ocourring at frequentintervals, and which finally caused 
his death in October, 1890. 

The fact of this disease and of its consequences is attested by physicians who 
attended him from 1862 until his death, and verified by the official order of the 
War Department under which he was reticed from active service November 10, 
1874, on account of disabilities contracted in the line of duty, which disabilities 
later on deyeloped into a complication of diseases, chiefly Bright’s disease, 
causing him more or less trouble until relieved by death. 

His wife attended him throughout the long disease of his last years. Their 

roperty was exhausted in living expenses and the cost of medical treatment, 
he claimant was left in infirm health and destitute. 

The committee, considering the unusual hardships attending his long illness 
thus following highly meritorious services, recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
how much the pensioner is now receiving. 

Mr. CASWELL. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing that the highest rate au- 
thorized by the law shall be given, but I am not willing that the pen- 
sion shall extend beyond that. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let me state to the gentleman that this man had 
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been seventeen years in the service, until he was completely used up 
and placed on the retired list, most of the time in an insane condition. 
The bill presents a very different case from those to which objection 
was made heretofore. This is the case of a man who has served sev- 
enteen years faithfully. 

Mr. ADAMS. And the fact is shown that for years he was insane. 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir; and this woman spent her entire fortune 
in the medical treatment of her husband. Under the circumstances 
it would seem that an exception should be made. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I am perfectly willing, as I have said, that the 
highest rate of pension authorized by the general statute shall be given, 
but Iam not willing that there shall be any exceptions made when 
there are such multitudes of meritorious claimants receiving nothing. 

Mr. CASWELL. Then I move tostrike out “40” and insert ‘'30;”’ 
so that it will read, ‘'$30 per month.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 3 


JAMES MURPHY. 


Mr. KILGORE. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11329) to 
pension James Murphy. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of James Murphy, 
late of Capt. James Ford’s company, Colonel Dodd’s regiment, in the Black 
Hawk war, at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom: was referred the bill (H. R, 11329) to 

pone James Murphy, have consideredthe same, and beg leave to submit the 
‘ollowing report: 

The claimant was a bugler in Capt. Lemuel Ford's company of United States 
Mounted Rangers and served a year in the Black Hawk war. This service is 
a matter of record in the office ot the Second Auditor, United States Treasury. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Maj. K. S. Olcott, W. G. Thomas, 
Geo: W. Phillips, and T, H. Lanley, citizens of Harrison County, Texas, show- 
ing that the claimant is about pevente Cent years old, poor and feeble, and in 
much need of the relief fee by the bill. 

The claimant’s post-office address is Marshall, Harrison County, Texas, 

‘There are many precedents for granting pensions to the survivors of the old 
Indian wars, and your committee, believing this case to be an ly de- 
serving one, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

Norr.—Amend by spelling the name of the colonel Dodge,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY BALDOUF, 


Mr. RUSSELL. I ask consideration of the hill (H. R. 12432) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf. < 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Baldouf, widow of Joseph 
Forester, late a corporal in Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12432) fioeatn pongu to Mary Baldouf, submit the following report: 

That Mary Baldouf was the widow of Joseph Forester, who enlisted in Com- 
pany F, Eighteenth Connecticut Volunteers, August 7, 1862, and who died at 
Annapolis, Md., August 10, 1863, of o fever. Shewaspensioned until about 
1867 orl She married Anton Idouf, when her pension ceased; that said 
Anton Baldouf died the 24th day of May, 1887; that she is very poor and de- 
pendent upon her own labor for her support. She is sixty-eight years of age 
and feeble in health, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill to restore her to the rolls 
as a pensioner. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA J. HAYDON, 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 12347) 
granting a panon to Laura J. Haydon, formerly Burke. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 

rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to the provisions 

and restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Laura J. Haydon, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., and pas a pension of $12a month, the said Laura J. Haydon— 
then Laura J, Burke—having been an army nurse during the late civil war, 


The report (by Mr. Wrtson, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.12347) 
gang pension to Laurs J. Haydon, formerly Burke, submit the following 
report: 

he proposed beneficiary served as nurse at Government hospitals in Ken- 
tucky from March, 1862, until September, 1865. Her sérvices were valuable and 
much appreciated by her superiors, who retained her until the last soldier was 
discharged from the hospitals of that State. 

She has no property or income from any source, is aged, and a widow, and un- 
able to earn a maintenance by her own efforts, in consequence whereof she is 
saat ps upon others not legally bound to aid in her support. 

ér long and faithful service in behalf of the sick and wounded of the Union 
forces entitles her to receive the same consideration at the hands of the Goy- 
ernment asso many others in like employment have received, and we therefore 
report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA F. STEBBINS, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I call up the bill (H. R. 9823) for the 
relief of Martha F. Stebbins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is i ucted to place on 
the pension rolls, at the rate of $30 a month, the name of Martha F. Stebbins, 
widow of Dwight D, Stebbins, who volunteered and acted as a surgeon whén 
called on by the Government after the battle of Shiloh, and gaye his professional 
services to the sick and wounded of the Union armies in response to said all, 
and, although not mustered into the service, died of camp fever while perform- 
ing said services. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
9923) granting a pension to Martha F. Stebbins, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Dr. Dwight D. Stebbins, M. D., formerly a rési- 
dent of the city of Detroit, Mich., who was appointed by the sanitary authorities 
of the State of Michigan to assist in caring for the sick soldiers then lecatedin 
Mississippi at camp near Corinth, and he performed his duties devotedly until 
overwork and exposure ca’ his death, which occurred in July, 1862, 

Your committee, believing this a just and meritorious claim, recommend its 
adoption and passage, and submit the statements of Col. Charles M. Lum, late 
ofthe Tenth Michigan Infantry, Alvin J. Cole, M. D., late surgeon Fourteenth 
Michigan Infantry, and Capt. John Kelly, Fourteenth Michigan Infantry, and 
ask these statements may be madé a part of this report. 

The claimant never remarried and isin needy circumstances, being advanced 
in years and with no means other than her daily labor for support. 


69 MONTCALM STREET, West DETROIT, MICH., May 7, 1890- 
My Dear FRIEND: In addition to the affidavit which I have madeintho mat- 
ter of Martha F. Stebbins, which will be forwarded to you by Col. H. S. Dean, 6f 
the Twenty-second Michigan Infantry, I send this brief statement in régard to 
the valuable services rendered by the late Dr, Dwight D. Stebbins to the sick 
soldiers in Michigan regiments, those who were at the time under my com- 


Springs,” near Cor- 
W. 


undred and four hundred in the pmnp and field hós- 
pitals and many more in the hospital at Farmington, Miss.. All of the number 
of sick mentioned werefrom Michigan regiments. Diarrhea and typhoid fever 
were the two great causes. The fever called by the doctors the “ walking ty- 

oid” was the most prominent of the two, coming suddenly, Progressing Tap- 
laly, and in a majority of cases proving fatal. Soon after the fever set in the 
patient became delirious, niring constant watching and attention by nurses, 
which service was done by the men who were unable to do any military duty, 

To give pon an idea how most of the regiments at that time were reduced in 
numbers by reason of sickness, I will state that on the Ist of May, 1862, I re- 

rted to Maj. Gen. John Pope with my regiment, numbering 986 men, ahd I 
Keiove allin good health. A few men were killed and wounded in the battle 
near Farmington and siege of Corinth. After raising the siege we went into 
camp near Corinth, and during the latter part of June and the fore part of July 
my regiment could only report from 230 to 250 men for duty. Day and night 
we were Baty ine: men, and the ambulances and wagons were carrying such of 
the sick as could be carried, the sick of the division, to the hospital at Hamburg 
Landing. whence they were taken by steamers to the general hospitals. 

Dr. Stebbins came to us when we were in great need of médical skill and ns- 
sistance. He worked faithfully, earnestly, and heartfully, both day and night, 
in hospitaland aup from the time of his arrival until he himself was stricken 
with fever on the 30th of June. 

The last sick call he made was upon my brother David, who was very sick 
at that time, July 1. On the 2d the doctor became delirious, requiring constant 
attention and watching. On the 3d my brother died, and on the morning of 
the 4th of July Mr. L. B. Willard and two officers of the Fourteenth Michigan, 
on sick leave, started for Detroit with the doctor and the remains of my brother. 
Mr. Willard was obliged to leave the doctor at Cairo by reason of his increased 
illness. 

I sincerely and firmly believe that the death of Dr. Stebbins was caused by 
his overwork anong the sick in camp and hospital, sided by his arrival in a lo- 
cality where the airand surroundings were always unhealthy, especially in 
midsummer months. 

It was at Camp Big Springs where I received the foundation for the illness 
which became fully developed after the close of the war and which has clung to 
me ever since. 2 

Very sincerely, I remain, your old friend, 
CHARLES M. LUM. 

Hon. J. LOGAN Cnirman. 


June 13, 1890. 


Colonel Lum, writer of the within, was a soldier of great merit, and is nowa 
civilian of high character, universally beloved and respected. > 
I knew young Stebbins, He wasa young man of unusual gona All that 
is claimed in behalf of his widow as to his merits I know to be true. 
J, LOGAN CHIPMAN, 


STATE OF MICINGAN, County of Shiawassee, ss: 

In the matter of the claim of Martha F. Stebbins, widow of the late Dr. 
Dwight D. Stebbins, on the 29th day of July, A.D. 1890, before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally appeared John Kelly, 
late s captain in the Fourteenth He; ent Michigan Infantry Volunteers, aged 
sixty-four years, a resident of St. John’s, county of Clinton, State of Michigan 
who, being duly sworn according to law, declares that he was well ae 
with Dr. Dwight D. Stebbins, of Detroit, Mich., during his lifetime. That dur- 
ing the month of June, A. D. 1862, the said Dr. Dwight D. Stebbins came from 
Michigan as a volunteer surgeon and joined the command at Camp Big Springs, 
Miss., where the deponent was then on duty with his regiment. 

That the said Stebbins immediately entered upon duty as a surgeon, giving 
his professional services to the sick and wounded soldiers of the Tenth an 
Fourteenth Regiments Michigan Infantry, then at Camp Big Springs, Miss. 
That the said Dwight D. Stebbins was in good health when he joined the com: 
mand, and that he continued in the active discharge of his duty as a surgeoh 
until he was attacked by the disease then prevalent among the ee known 
as the *‘ walking typhoid fever.” That he contracted this disease w. fle in the 
line of duty as a surgeon and while rendering valuable and much-needed pro- 
fessional service to our sick and wounded soldiers. That Dr. Stebbins grew 
rapidly worse, becoming delirious from the effects of the fever. k 

The deponent, being at that time sick, was granted a sick leave that he might 
return to Michigan; and Dr. Stebbins, sick and in a feeble condition, was 

laced in the care of deponent on the journey from Mississippi to Detroit, Mich, 

he deponent says that Dr, Stebbins continued to grow worse, and that when 
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about i2 miles below Cairo, Ill., ho died. That tho deponent procured sa cas- 
ker and placed the remains of Dr. Stebbins therein, and accompanied them to 
Detroit, Mich., where the deponent attended the funeral of Dr. Dwight D. Steb- 
bins oh the day of July, A. D. 1862. 

he deponent further says that he has no interest, direct or indirect, in this 
claim beyond that of seeing justice done the wife of one who died in a patriotic 
effort to alleviate the sufferings of the deponent’s sick and wounded comrades, 

JOHN KELLY, 
Late Captain Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry. 


Sworn toand subscribed before me this 29th day of July, A, D. 1890, and I here- 
by certify that the contents of the above and foregoing declaration, ete., were 
fully made known to the deponent before swearing, and that I have no inter- 
est, diréct or indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. 

WM. H. PUTNAM, 
Notary Public, Shiawassee County, Michigan. 
(Certificate on file.) 


STATE or Iowa, County of Lee, ss: 


In the matter of Martha D. Stebbins, widow of Dwight D, Stebbins, M. D. 
On this 16th day of June, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, deputy 
clerk district court.in and for said county, duly authorized to administer oaths, 

vin J. Cole, M. D., aged fifty-three years, a resident of Fort Madison, in the 
county of Lee and State of Iowa, well known to me to be reputable and en- 
titled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid 
case as follows: 

I wás peene acquainted with Dwight D, Stebbins, M. D., formerly a resi- 
dent of Detroit, Mich., many years before the war of the late rebellion; always 
considered him a person of sound health; during the summer of 1562 he wasna 
pointed by the sanitary authorities of Michigan as physician, cte., to assist in 
caring for the comforts and relief of Michigan soldiers then located in Missis- 
sippi at Saon Big Sprin, 
the army atthis point, I think, some time in June, 1862. He performed his du- 
tiesassigned devotedly, nobly, and assiduously until from overwork and ex- 
posure he was seized with diarrhea, lasting several days,and then resulting in 
a low form of fever, which in those days was called “walking typhoid fever.” 

He received treatment daily in his tent, which was located in the Tenth 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers Regiment, by Brigade Surgeon Dr. Strawbridge, 
Surgeon Edward Batwell, of the Fourteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and 
myself, as assistant surgeon of the Fourteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 
until about the 16th of July or thereabouts. The Army receiving marching 
orders, Dr. Dwight Stebbins was sent in a critical and delirious condition 
North, being accompanied by Lieutenant Kelly and Lieutenant Vanstan, ofli- 
cers of the Fourteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, then going home ona 
sick leave ofabsence. Dr. Dwight D. Stebbins died after arriving home in De- 
troit, Mich., no doubt attributable to services and exposure received while in 
the active performance of his duties, when engaged as sanitary physician in 
Mississipp! during the summer of 1862. 

My post-oflice address is Fort Madison, Lee County, Iowa, I further declare 
that have no interest in said case and am not concerned in its prosecution, 

ALVIN J. COLE, M. D., 
Late Assistant Surgeon Fourteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 


STATE OF IOWA, County of Lee, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this sey by the above-named affiant. I 
further certify that I am in nowise interested in said case, nor am I concerned 
in its prosecution, and that said affiant is personally known to me, and that 
he isa regular practicing physician and credible person, 
[SEAL] H, 0. STEMPEL, 
Deputy Clerk District Court, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CRAWFORD, 


Mr. CARUTH. Task consideration of the bill (H. R. 8162) for the 
relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, Ky. : 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the pension now paid, under certificate numbered 
3920 (O. W.1.),to Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, Ky., a soldier in the war be- 
tween the United States and Mexico be, and is hereby, increased to the rate of 
$25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 8162) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Orawford, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

The claimant wasa private in Company K, Second United States Infantry, 
and served in the Mexican war from July 13, 1846, to July 29, 1848, when dis- 
charged on account of a gunshot wound of the right hip, received in the serv- 
ice and line of duty. 

He is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $12 per month on account of 
said wound. The examining surgeons make conflicting reports respecting the 
extent of the claimant's disabilities, but it is clear that he is very severely dis- 
nbled and crippled by the gunshot wound,and also by rheumatism, which he 
claims is the result of the wound, The last medical examination resulted in a 
recommendation that his pension be increased, but his claim for increase was 
rejected by the Pension Bureau. 

The applicant’s petition for relief is indorsed by a very large number of repu- 
table citizens and prominent business men of the city of Louisville, Ky., and it 
is shown that he (the claimant) is sixty-eight years old and without property of 
any kind. His pension of $12 par month and the small pay recejved by him 
for services as a private watchman constitute his sole income, and he has a 
family to support, The employment he receives is merely nominal and given 
as a charity toa poor and deserving man. 

Many letters from prominent business men of Louisville, Ky., urging the 

of the bill have been received. 

In addition to the service above described, the claimant rendered service in 
the late war asa private in the Thirteenth Indiana Cavalry. 

In view of the applicant's ae, service, disability, and necessitous condition, 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CARUTH. I move to amend the bill by striking out the initial 

letters in brackets in line 4, ‘O. W. I. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

` RUTH E. FURGESON, 

Mr. PICKLER. Task consideration of the bill (H, R. 12305) grant- 

inga pension to Ruth E. Furgeson. 


” nearCorinth; said Dr. Dwight D. Stebbins joined’ 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Ruth E. Furgeson, former widow of 
8. J. Naylor, late Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry, on the 
pension roll, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr, BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
12305) granting a pension to Ruth E. Furgeson, submit the following report: 

Ruth KE, Furgeson was the wife of Samuel J. Naylor, of Company —, Six- 
teenth Regiment Michigan Infantry,and who was killed in action at Fredet- 
icksburgh, Va., May 15, 1864. She was pensioned as such widow until the date 
of her second marriage with one Abram V, Furgeson, March 26, 1870, and who 
ya in the year 1880, again leaving her a widow, in poor and destitute circum- 
stances, 

She isnow fifty-four years of age and dependent upon others not legally bound 
to her support, 

Owing to the many precedents established by Congress your committee reo- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 4 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS GORHAM, 


Mr. MCRAE. I call up the bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas 


Gorham, 
The bill is as follows: , 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, an=- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Gorham, 
of Wallaceburgh, Hempstead County, Arkansas, who served as a private in 
Capt. G.F. cpa ite hte company, Second Regiment Geor: Mounted Volun- 
teers, Florida and Cherokee wars of 1837 and 1833, and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $20 per month, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12383) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Gorham, have considered the same and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant was énrolled October 5, 1837, to serve six months in Capt. G, F. 
Swageerty’s company, Second Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, com- 
manded by Colonel Foster, and mustered out of service with the company May 
11, 1888. This service was in the Florida Indian war, and the claimant states 
that he subsequently enlisted and served threo months in the Cherokee Indian 
war under General Scott, $ 

A.B. Harris and W.S. Carter, citizens of Hempstead County, Arkansas, testify 
that the claimant is about seyenty-one yearsold, infirm in health, a cripple, and 
totally blind; also that he has no property whatever, being entirely dependent 
upon relatives and friends for support of himself and wife. 

The passage of the bill is recommended, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY C. HOFFMAN, 


Mr. GEST. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a 
pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow of General William Hoffman, 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary C. Hoffman, 
of Rock Island, Ill., widow of General William Hoffman, who served in the 
Black Hawk war, the Florida war, the Mexican war, the Indian frontier war, 
and ia the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr, LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 12312) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, submit the following report: 

The complainant is the widow of General William Hoffman, and the commit- 
tee find that the said General Hoffman participated in the Black Hawk war, in 
the Florida war, inthe Mexican war, in the Indian wars, and in the late avar of 
the rebellion. The widow is now bene Co years of age, is poor, being com- 
pelled to cir boarders in order to make a living, 

The committee recommend that this bill be amended by striking out the words 
"one hundred,” in the last line of said bill, and to insertin lieu thereof the word 
“fifty,” and that the bill as so amended do pass, 

The following isastatement ofthe military services of said General Hoffman, 
as furnished by the War Department: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADsUTANT-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 15, 1890. 
Statement of the military service of William Hoffman, of the Uniled Stales Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 

He wasa cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1825, to 
July 1, 1829, when graduated, and appointed brevet second lieutenant Sixth În- 
fantry July 1, 1829; second tis meetin po Ap a first lieutenant, November 
16, 1836; captain, February 1, 1838; major Fifth Infantry, April 15, 1851; trans- 
ferred to Sixth Infantry, February 20, 1852; lieutenant colonel Eighth Infan- 
try, October 17, 1860; colonel Third Infantry, April 25, 1862; unassigned, March 
15, 1869; retired, May 1, 1870. n 

He received the brevets of major August 23,1847, "for gallantand meritorious 
conduct in the battles of Contreras and Churubusco, Mexico; ™ of lieutenant 
colonel, September 8, 1847, “for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of 
Molino del Rey, Mexico; " of brigadier general, Ostober 7, 1861, “for faithful and 
meritorious Ferrin inna S war,” andof major general, March 13,1865, * for 
faithful, meritorious, and d tinguished services as commissary general ot pris- 
oners during the war,” 

He joined his regiment November 1, 182), and served with it at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo.,to December, 1829; at Fort Leavenworth,Kans. (on leave May 4to 
December 31,1832), to April 15, 1833; on detached service with Santa Fé traders 
to July 24, 1833; on recruiting service to April 11, 1835; on leave to July 1, 1835; 
on duty with regiment at Jefferson Ba Mo., to February 29, 1836; in 
Louisiana to February, 1837; in the Florida war to April 14,1810; on leave to 
October 24, 1840; with regiment in the Florida war to December, 1811; on re- 
cruiting service to January 2, 143; with regimentin Arkansas (on leave May 8 
to November 8, 1845) to June 19, 1846; on detached service mustering in volun- 
teers for the Mexican war to August 30,1816; with regiment in the war wi 
Mexico to June, 1848; on recruiting service to April 15, 1849; with regiment in 
Kansas and Nebraska to August 20,1851; on sick leave to May 19,1552; with 
regiment at Jefferson Barracks, Mo, to July 19, 1852; on detached service at New- 
port Barracks, Ky., to September u, 1854; with regiment in Nebraska and Da- 
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dition in 1858, marched to California in the same 

; en 
* parol, 
but serving on court-martial and other duties in the North to pea 23, 1861, 


gust 27, 1862), to Matambo 3, 1865; commanding regiment at St. Lo 
December 16, 1865, to April 16, 1866; at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.,to March, 
g 


kota Territory, the Utah ex 


he was retired: 
Unemployed to August 12, 1884, upon which date he died. 
J. ©. KELTON, Adjulant-General. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Imakethesame objection to that bill, Mr, Speaker. 
I object to the amount, 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, itis not worth while for me to consume 
the time of the House in discussing the questions arising out of this 
bill in view of the action already taken here to-night; and so in order 
not to delay the passage of other bills I move to amend this bill by 
inserting ‘‘ thirty ’’ instead of ‘‘fifty.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. KENDRICK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I call up for 
present consideration the bill (H. R.9819) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha A. Kendrick. 

‘Tho Clerk read as follows: 


Beil enacted, ete., That the RONY of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ati- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Kendrick, widow 
of Lafayette Kendrick, who was killed November 20, 1863, while in the service 
of the United States and acting as a member of Company D, Second Arkansas 
Infantry, and that in the adjustment of this pension all laws now or which shall 
hereafter be enacted relating to pensions to widows shall be applied to this case, 


The report {by Mr. Goopniamr) is as follows: 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (EH. R. 9819) 
granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick, submit the following report: 

Martha A. Kendrick is the widow of Lafnyetto Kendrick, who enlisted in 
Company D, Second Arkansas Voluntcers, and was killed in an engagement 
with the enemy, November 20, 1863, before his company was regularly mustered 
into the service of the United States. 

‘The fact of his enlistment and death as aforesaid is fully established, but inas- 
munch as through the ignorance of his officers his name was omitted from the 
roll prepared for the mustering officer as having died since enlistment, the War 

rtment has no record of his services, and consequently the Pension Office 
t to reject the widow's claim on the ground that the records fail to show 
service as all 5 

Tho proof as heretofore stated, that Kendrick served faithfully and until 
killed in battle, is conclusive. The widow is totally blind and entirely depend- 
ent for support upon an only wie apd 

The case comes clearly within the established precedents of this and former 
Congresses. Therefore your committee report favorably on the accompanying 
bill and ask that it do pass, amended however, by strikingoutall after the word 
“infantry,” in line 9. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move toamend 
by inserting after the words ‘pension roli,” in line 4, the words “at 
the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


= XENOPHON PECK. 


Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I call up forpresent consideration 
mia but (H. R. 12400) granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 
Peck. 

The Clerk read the bill; as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, subject to tho provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, to Increase the pension of Xenophon Peck, late a private in Battery E, 
First Regiment Ohio Light Artillery Volunteers, to $70 per month: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed to prevent any further increase by the Pen- 


sion Bureau to which the beneficiary may at any time become entitled. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
OD) panting: an increase of pension to Xenophon Peck, submit the following 
re z 

n this casc the proof is abundant and conclusive that tho soldier, while a 
member of Battery E, First Ohio Light Auei in the war of the rebellion, 
and while engaged in action and in the line of his duty, in loading a cannon, 
lost his right arm by the premature d of the piéce, and at the same in- 
stant completely lost the hearing of his right ear, and also met with n partial 
loss of hearing of the left ear. 

‘The soldier 


form 
of his right arm. e icians: 
“ This deafness is permanent and progressive, and total deafness of the left 


ear is very sure to result.” . 

The co recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
ern out the word “seventy,” in lime 7, and inserting therein instead the 
wo. sixty. 


‘First 
28, 1863. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third timo; 
and being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. MATHIS. 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
ue bill (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William J. 

athis. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
of the pension law, the name of William J, Mathis, late a soldier of Company 
E, Second Indiana Infantry, during the Mexican war,and pay him n monthly 
posos of $25 in lieu of the amount now paid him under ficato numbered 


The report (by Mr. DELANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. Tr, 12349) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William J. Mathis, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

The claimant wasa private in Company E, Second Indiana Infantry Volun- 
teers, and served from June 19, 1846, to June 23, 1847, inthe Mexican war. He 
is now receiving a pension at the rate of $8 per month under the Mexican war 
service-pension act of January 29, 1857. 

In lis petition for increase of his pension Mr. Mathis declares that he issixty- 
five years old, and so disabled that he can not carn a support by manual labor, 
and he has no property or other means of support, but is entircly dependent 
upon his pension of $8 per month, ; 

The claimant also served as a soldier in the war of the rebellion, and while so 
serving received a wound ofthe hand, Healso received a wound while in the 
Mexican war, and when granted the service pension of $8 per month was re- 
ceiving a pension at the rate of $4 per month for the wounds, 

Peter Kalbfleisch and Harry A. Thorp, citizens of Louisville, Ky corroborate 
ander, oath the claimant's statements relative to his physical and financial con- 

ons. 

In view of the claimant's service in two wars and his disabled and necessi- 
tous condition, your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended, 
however, 30 as to allow a pension at the rate of £20 per month, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
‘The billas amended was ordered to be en: and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE STENGER, 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Charlotte Stenger, widow of Jacob 
pisnge deceased, late of Company C, First Regiment United States Mounted 

emen. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill He 1724) granting 
a pension to Charlotte Stenger, have considered the same, and report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1262, which your committee 
adoptas their report, and return the bill, recommending its passage. 

[Senate Report No. 1262, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Charlotte Stenger, have examined the same, and report: 

This bill proposes to pension Charlotte Stenger, widow of Jacob Stenger, de- 


nasod. 

The record shows the enlistment of Jacob Stenger in Company B, United 
States Mounted Rifles, at New York, September 25, 1851; that he served a full 
term of five years; thathe re-enlisted July 31, 1856, at Fort Davis, Texas, and that 
he was discharged at FortStanton, New Mexico, July 31, 1861, having completed a 
second term of service of five years. This term of service was completed asa 
member of Company ©, United States Mounted Rifles, He re-enlisted and was 
made second lieutenant of Company O, Second Regiment New Mexico Volun- 
teers, and was mustered out under General Order 44, May 10, 1862, by reason of 
reorganization of the regiment. 

He was mustered into the service ns second lieutenant Company M, 

Regiment New Mexico Cavalry, October 4, 1862, and served until March 

On July 9,'1890,!the soldier madcapplication for ion, alleging ** dis- 

location of right knee and internal injuries in July, 1858, by a fall from his 

horsc,” and the claim was allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions May 20, 

1831, at the rate of S$ per month.” The soldier died February 27, 1835. The ac- 
crued pension was paid to the widow, the claimant under this bill. 

The claimant made application for pension August 15, 1885. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions rejected the claim on the ground “that the soldier died of 
discase contracted in the military service prior to March 4, 1861, and in atime 
of peace, there being no existing law granting oe to such widows, unless 
the soldier’s death cause originated in a time of war.” 

Taking into consideration the extended period of service of the soldier and 
the admitted fact that he died of a disease contracted in the service, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to a pension, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask what is the rate of pon- 
sion fixed by the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill makes it subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 5 
MARY B. CLAYTON. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration tho 
bill (H. R. 11350) for the relief of Mary B. Clayton. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of H0 per month, 
the name of Mary B. Clayton, widow of the Jate Maj. Henry Clayton, late pay- 
ik United States Army, and pay her 4 pension from and after the passago 
o s act. 


1891. 
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The report (by Mr. DE LANo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 11350) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary B. Clayton, haye considered the same and 
report as follows: 

he claimant is the widow of Henry Clayton, late major and paymaster, 
United States Army. This officer's military service began November 14,1861, 
when he was mustered in as first lieutenant of Company B, Purnell Legion of 
Cavalry, Maryland Volunteers. After three ycars of fait hfal and arduous serv- 
ice he was mustered out with his company, October 26, 1864, 

On the 4th day of October, 1866, he accepted appointment as captain Nine- 
teenth United States Infantry, and served with distinction in the West until 
December 31, 1872, when he resigned. He was appointed majorand paymaster 
September 12, 1882, and died at Fort D. A, Russell, Wyo., December 26, 1888, of 
disease of the heart contracted in the service and line of duty. 

Mrs. Clayton is now receiving a pension at the rate of $25 per month, thesame 
having been allowed her under the provisions of the general pension laws. 

In her petition for relief the claimant states that the soldier left no estate to 
enable her to educate and support their two children. 

There nre many precedents for the allowance of the increase prayed for in 
this case, and your committee therefore return the bill, recommending its pas- 
sare, 

Yorm,—Amend by adding tothe bill after the word “‘act,” in line 8, the words 
“tat the rate above named, the same to bein lieu of the pension now paid her.” 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point on this bill 
that I did onthe others. LIwould be perfectly willing to have this lady 
receive the highest grade authorized by the general law. 

Mr. MAISH. As the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] seems to be inflexible, I suggest that this bill may be dis- 
posed of as some of the others have been. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. MAtsiz] move to amend by making the rate $30 per month? 

Mr. MAISH. No; Iask that the bill be laid aside. I think the 
widow now gets $25 a month. The report will show. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. Mais] asks unanimons consent that the bill be laid aside tem- 
porarily with the understanding that it shall not lose its place on 
the Calendar. Without objection it will be so ordered. 


FRANCES T. DANA. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place ontho pension roll tho name of Frances T. Dana, 
widow of the late Commander William Starr Dana, of the United States Navy, 
and to pay her a pension attherate of $50 per month, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (A. R, 11244) grant- 
ing a pension to Frances T. Dana, widow of the late Commander William Starr 
Dana, United States Navy, haye considered the same and report as follows : 

The following report of the service of Commander Dana is compiled from the 
official records: 


ruary 20, 1864; ordered to U.S.S. Brooklyn, Gulf meen A Ao ee February 
eee ars July 1 


1861; or- 
harged from Chel- 


ber 11, 1875; de- 
tached from receiving ship Colorado, executive Brooklyn navy yard, June 27, 
oe $i rt, R. I., June 1, 1878; detached 


s U, 8. S. Shen- 
andoah, executive, South Atlantic, S 


rm, Se 
ordered to command U, S. 8. Nipsic, South Atlantic, October 1 


vember 6, 1888, 

Commander Dana was promoted to ensign the same year of his graduation, 
186%. He was ashort time on the Niagara, North Atlantic Squadron, and was 
ordered to the West Gulf Biockading Squadron June 10,1864. Iie was an officer 
ofthe Hartford, flagship of Admiral Farragutin Mobile Bay, and assisted in the 
taking of Forts Morgan, Gaines, and Powell, and tho rebel ram Tennessee. 

In a general order of the date of July 6, 1864, he received the thanks of the 
Admiral for conspicuons gallantry, and at the battle of August She was again 
conspicuous for his coolness and bravery. 

On February 10, 1566, the thanks of Congress were tendered by a resolution 
to Vice Admiral David &, Farragut, and to the officers, seamen, and marines 
under his command for the unsurpassed gallantry and skill exhibited by them 
in the engagement in Mobile Bay on the 5th day of August, 1864. 


FLAGSHIP HARTFORD, Mobile Bay, August 6, 1864. 
Sın: [have the honor to offer the following report of the part which this ves- 
sel took in the action of yesterday’: $ 


a a 
With this report I inclose those of the executive officer, the officers of divis- 


fons, and ofthe gunner, carpenter, and sailmakers, and I beg leave to heartily in- 
oe that is snid in them about the officers and men of their respective com- 
mands, 

IT would also beg leave to say that, allhough there was very considerable loss 
of life in the powder division, thanks to the good arrangements and example 
of Ensign Dana, who was in charge of it, there was no confusion. -He was ales 
greatly assisted in the after part of the division by Sailmaker T, O. Herbert, 
whose example tended much to give confidence to those around him; heisa 
most deserving officer. Gunner J. L, Staplesand Carpenter George E, am 
nlso deserve notice for their strict attention to duty. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P. DRAYTON, Captain. 


Rear Admiral D, G, Fanracur, 
Commanding South Gulf Blockading Squadron: 
a 
New York, February 28, 1865. 

GENTLEMEN: Acting Ensign W. Starr Dana served for about six weeks under 
my command in the U. 8. S. Hartford, in the year 1861, and during that time 
his conduct met with my entire approval. He was in the action of the 5th 
August, when an entrance was forced into the Bay o8 Mobile by our fleet, and 
proved himself on that occasion to possess courage and energy. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P. DRAYTON, 


Captain, U. 8. Navy. 
The EXAMINING BOARD For THE PROMOTION OF MIDSIMIPHEN, 


He was executive officer of the United States steamer Shenandoah (flagship) 
from September 6, 1879, to October 16,1831, South Atlantic Squadron, 

On January 26,1881, Captain Lewis was detached, and until April 2,1851, when 
paren Kirkland took command, Mr. Dana was in command of the Shenan- 


On taking command of the Shenandoah, Capt. W. A. Kirkland, in accordance 
with the regulations of the Navy, made a thorough inspection of the ship,and 
under date of Montevideo, Uruguay, April 30, 1881, forwarded to Rear A ral 
Bryson a detailed report upon the condition of the vessel, disciplincof the men, 
etc., in which he says “everything about the vessel has evidence of unremit- 
ting Jabor, and of unceasing vigilance and care on the part of those in author- 
ity, and I feel a natural pride in finding myself in command of a man-of-war 
as near perfection as the exertions of oflicers and crew could arrive at withthe 
armament furnished by the Government.” 

In forwarding this report to the Navy Department Rear Admiral Bryson 
indorsed as follows: y 

“Itis a pleasure to be able to place on the records of the Department the 
state of the ship commanded by the late Capt. R. F. Lewis, sò ably assisted by 
Lieut. Commander W. 8. Dana. The report of Captain Kirkland is approved 
in full, and it is a satisfaction to me to be able to stato that all of Mr. Dana's 
roy Fae been have been given, as the executive, to the well-being of the ves- 
sel. 

A copy of this report was sent by the Secretary of the Navy to Lieutenant 
Commander Dana, with the letter on the next page, June 8, 1881. 

Possessed of marked qualifications for seamanship, he repeatedly attracted 
the attention of the Navy Department for the orderand discipline of the vessels 
of which he was the executive officer or commander. 

The late Admiral Nicholson, who was an excellent judge in such matters,'said 
of him, ** he was a conscientious, painstaking officer,” 

He was for a time a member of the military order of the Loyal Legion of the 
United States and of the Academy of Sciences of New York. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 8, 1881, 
Sim: I have the pleasure to transmit m copy of the report, of the 30th of April 
last, of Capt. W, A. Kirkland, forwarded and indo by Rear Admiral T 
son, of the very satisfactory condition of the United States ship Shenandoah, 
which reflects great credit upon you as the executive and for a time the com- 

manding officer. 
Very respectfully, 
W. H. HUNT, Secrelary of the Navy. 


Lieut. Commander W. S. Dana, 
United States ship Shenandoah, South Atlantic Station, 


UNITED STATES Navy YARD, 
Pensacola, September 9, 1304, 


Sim: A board of medical officers having recommended that you be sent North, 
you will report to Captain Alden, of the United States ship Brooklyn, for a 
passage in that ship to Boston; and on your arrival there you will in 
person to the commandant of that station, and by letter to the honorable Sec- 
retary of tho Navy. 

Very respeotfully, your obedicnt servant, 


U. SMITH, 
Commodore, Commanding Navy Yard. 
Acting Ensign Wat. 8. DASA, 
Naval Hospital, Navy Yard, Pensacola, Fla. 
Reported September 20, 


8. H. STRINGHAM, Commandant. 
Relative to the date and cause of Commander Dana's death, the following 


affidavit is submitted: 
18 Rue Durnor, Paris, France, July 17, 1890. 


Sin: I have the honor to inform you that Commander William Starr Dana, of 
the United States Navy, died at Paris, France, on January 1, 1890, and I pele 
certify that he was under my care from about December 25 to the day of h 
denth, and that he died of broncho-pneumonia, following on influenza, and 
aggravated by chronic malarial poisoning, contracted, I believe, whilst serving 
as an officer of the United States Navy, in tropical climates, 

I haye the honor to be, your obedient servant. d 
A.P. HERBERT. 


The SECRETARY OF THE Nayy, - 
United Slates of America, Washington, D. C. 


Sworn to before me, Dr, A. P. Herbert, this 17th day of July, 1890. 
[Sean] E. J. PRESTON, Vice Consul General, 


5 pen Egbert L. Viele, of New York, under date of August 4, 1890, certifics as 
ollows: 

“I am well acquainted with Mrs. Frances T. Dana, widow of William Starr 
Dana, late commander United States Navy, and I know of may own knowled; 
that she has no Sopa. of any kind, cither real or personal, and that by the 
death of her husband she is left without any resources whatever, and is now 
entirely dependent upon others,” 

In view of Commander Dana's long and valuable services to his country and 
the fact that his widow is left in needy circumstances, your committee think 
the relief prayed for should be granted. The bill is therefore returned witha 
favorable recommendation, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say to the House that 
the report in this case is very long and perhaps the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BROWNE] can make n statement in less time than it would 
take to read it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. The report in this case contains a de- 
tailed account of the services of the officer. It appearsto be very mer- 
itorious. He served in a number of engagements during the late war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Virginia 
move to amend the bill so as to make the amount $30 a month ? 

_ Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. No; I will ask unanimousconsent that 
it may be laid aside temporarily. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BROWNE] asks unanimous consent that the bill may be laid aside tem- 
porarily, with the understanding.that it shall not lose its place on the 
Calendar. Without objection it will be so ordered. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hearg no objéction. 


WILLIAM H. HEAD. 


Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
me mir (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


ead. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
restrictions of the pension law, the name of William H. Head, late a soldier in 
Company G, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and during the Mexican 
war, and pay him at the rate of $25 a month, in lieu of the amount now paid 
him under certificate numbered 16621. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FM. R. 12348) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H, Head, have considered the same and 


report; 
Phe claimant was a private in Beith G, Fourth Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and seryed from October 3, 1547, to July 25,1848, in the war with Mexico. 
He is now receiving a lola at the rate $8 per month under the Mexican war 
service-pension act of January 29, 1887. 

The testimony before the committee shows that the claimant, who is past 
sixty-two years oldand ininfirm health from diarrhea, piles, catarrh of bladder, 
and rupture, possesses no property of any kind,except twosmall mulesanda 
wagon, with which he es a small living by peddling. Theincrease of pen- 
mog prayed for is necessary to his comfortable support and maintenance in his 
old age. : ; 

In view of the facts stated, your committee recommend the passage of tlie 
bill, amended, however, as follows: Strike out the word “twenty-five,” in line 
8, and substitute in lien thercof the word “‘sixteen.’” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT CULLEN. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
us ane bill (H. R.12413) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

ullen. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Robert Cullen, late captain Com- 
pany I, Seventy-fourth Ohio Abela 6 on the pension rolls, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the sum now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) wasread, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
12413) granting an increase of pension to Capt. Robert Cullen, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Robert Cullen was a member of Company I, Seventy-fourth Ohio Infantry, 
during the war; while engaged in the battle of Stone River he was wounded 
severely by gunshot wound of left hip. Examining surgeons state there isa 
stiffness in both knee joints, also crepitus, 

The stiffness is so great as to necessitate the assistance of some one to put on 
his pants, shoes, stockings, etc. We also find a deep umbilicated scar of wound 
of left thigh passing directly through the trochanter majorand causing almost 
complete ancliylosis of left ip. There is shortening of lefthip 3 inches, and the 
anchylosed condition of left hip causing the leg to be always held in an ex- 
tended condition, making the leg, in our opinion, useless, 


TESTIMONY OF ANDREW HOGAN UNDER OATH. 


T have known said Robert Cullen for the eighteen months just passed, and I 
am well acquainted with his condition. I know that he needs aid and help in 
putting on and removing hig pants, drawers, shoes, stockings, éte., and I have 
often ussisted him in the above ways. His wound also needs ‘special care and 
attention in ie Peeler and dressed, and in my opinion he requires some 
one to attend to wants continually. 

I have seen the said Robert Cullen confined to his bed from the effects of his 
wound, unable to move, while he suffers tly from it at all times, 

I farther know he is incapable of wal ng more than two squares at a time, 
while he can not move at all without the aid of a heavy cane. 

5 ANDREW HOGAN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, at the city of Washington, D. C., the 5th 
day of December, A. D, 1590. 
~ [SEAL] WM. C. HARPER, Notary Public. 


TESTIMONY OF J. L, DOWDEN, UNDER OATH. 


I, J. L. Dowden, have known the said Robert Cullen since July, 1889; have 
had occasion to know that the said Robert Cullen does need assistance in the 
following different ways: First, in putting on his pants, stockings, and shoes; 
second, in taking off his pants, stockings, and shoes; third, in washing his 
feet, trimming his toe-nails, cte.; fourth, in dressing his wound and keeping 
it in proper condition. 

I would further state that I have assisted him on different occasions in dress- 
ing and undressing when none of his family were here; have also given him 
ass: ce when suffering with his leg by bathing his feet in hot water. His 
wound being open he also needs assistance in having it properly washed and 
dressed, as it is impossible for him to do it himself, 


Talso state that I have seen him entirely unable to walk or use his leg in any 
way on account of the pain caused by his wound, and since I have known him 
(having been associated with him almost every day) he has continually com- 
plained of pain. He can not at any time move without the aid of a cane. 

JNO. L. DOWDEN, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, at the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, this 5th day of December, A. D; 158. 
WM. C. HARPER, 


[SEAL] 4 
Notary Public, 


TESTIMONY OF R. F, CARVER, M. D., UNDER OATI. 
STATE oF Onto, County of Hamilton, ss: 

I have known Robert Cullen intimately and well, and have at times been his 
family physician since 1875. I have found complete anchylosis of left hip, said 
to have resulted from gunshot wound received in battle in 1862, Said wound 
still remains open and produces pain and inconvenience, sometimes confining 
him to his bed, and at all times disabling him, in my opinga) toa greater ex- 
tent than the loss of the limb by amputation above the knee. 

R. F. CARVER, M. D. 
E. W. PETTIT, ; 
Notary Public, Hamilton County, Ohio, 


TESTIMONY OF G. M. CARLISLE, Mf. D., UNDER OATH. 

T have this day examined Capt. Robert Cullen and tind him suffering from 
gunshot wound, said to haye n received December, 1862, at the battle of 
Stone River. The injury was to the upper third of the femur and has produced 
anchylosis of the left hip, which so cripples him that he can not put on or re- 
move his socks or shoes and he has to be assisted in dressing. By reason of this 
injury so much extra weight and labor has been thrown upon the right leg as 
to produce a very serious varicose condition of the ane le; In my opinion 
the captain would be far more active had he an artificiallimb. He is certainly 
nnfitted to perform manual labor and there is no hope of improvement. 
GEORGE M. CARLISLE, M. D. 

WM. 0. HARPER, 
Notary Public, 

There being no rate commensurate with the disability now existing in this 
case, your committee fully believe that it is a proper one for Congress, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by striking 
out the word “sixty” where it appears in the bill and inserting the word “fifty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This completes the list as the Chair 
hasit: If there are other gentlemen who have bills which they wish 
to have passed, the Chair will recognize them. 
WALKER I. FOMBY. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in the 
Indian war. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and _he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Walker H. Fomby, 
of Sardis, Hempstead County, Arkansas, late a private of Capt. John Loyal!'s 
company, Georgia Moun Volunteers, Creek Indian war, 1836, and pay him 
the same pension as is allowed by law, for service in the war of 1812, 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10603) to 
pension Walker H. Fomtby, have ‘considered the same and report as follows: 


The claimant was a t pehiai in Capt. John Loyall’s company of Georgin 
Mounted Volunteers ant served from June 9, 1836, to July 7, 1836, in the Creel 


SARAON before the committee shows that the claimant isabout seventy- 
seven years old, in infirm health.and nearly blind; he has no income and is 
dependent upon his relatives and friends for support. 

Phe passage of the bill is recommended. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to know the amount allowed to pen- 
sioners of the war of 1812. 

Mr. McRAE. Eight dollars a month. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is that all? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS A. BEUTER, 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5037) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, authorized 
to correct the muster of Francis A. Beuter, that he be recognized as captain 
Araun 4th day of September, 1863, in the First United States Colored Troops, 
cavalry. 

Sec, 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury pay to the said Francis A. Beuter 
his pay ascaptain of cayalry from the 4th day of September, 1863, tothe date that 
he was mustered and paid as captain in the Fourth United States Colored ‘Troops, 
April, 1864, deducting all payments on account of any other sums herctofore 


paid. 
Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand exactly the rate given in the 


[sEaL.] 


[SEAL] 


bill. 

Thé SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a pension bill; it isa bill to 
correct the muster roll, 

Mr. PICKLER. And pay the soldier what is due him, deducting 
what he has received. : 

The report (by Mr. GEST) is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 5037) 
for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter, report as follows: 

The facts out of which the bill for relief arises will be found stated in Houso 

rt from the Committee on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, a copy of 

which is hereto annexed for information. 
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Your committee adopt the said report. as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its with the following amendment: 

Tn line 6 strike out “frst” and insert in lieu thereof * fourth.” 

{House Report No, 2036, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 4893) for 
the relief of Francis A. Beuter, submit the following report: 

This officer claims he was ordered and commissioned i ataakta Banks, in 
1863, in September, as a fir Rent and recruiting officer. That pursuant to that 
instruction he went into the Teche country to recruit for the Fourth United 
States Colored Cavalry, and avers that he did report to General Weitzel, as or- 
dered,and by him was ordered to take 25 recruits to New Orleans the latter part 
of September, 1863, and while on duty at New Orleans a few days was ordered 
to proceed to Texas, which he did, and reported to General Washburn; partic- 
ipated in the spears of Fort Esperenza, in November, 1863, and was detailed 
by General Washburn as commissary of subsistence, and served as such until 
December 25, 1865,and was then sent with General Fitz Henry Warren to In- 
dianola, where he was assigned to duty by General Warrenin command of two 
companies of infantry to act as post commander. 

In about two weeks he was relieved by tworegiments. The duty at Indianola 
had been very dangerous and difficult to perform. He was then sent in com- 
mand of 20 scouts to gather the products of the country and provide subsistence 
for the forces in Texas until March, 1864, when he was ordered to New Orleans 
as captain in the Fourth Regiment of United States Colored Cavalry, which oc- 
curred in the early part of April, and received pay only from about the 8th of 
April, 1864. That his petition reciting his service and the fact that he was not 
mustered until April 8, 1864, is marked Exhibit A. 

He files a letter from the War Department dated May 6, 1876, marked Ex- 
hibit B, giving date of muster, 

Also copy of letter of Maj. Gen, N. P. Banks, stating that he believes this 
claimant received a provisional commission in 1863, and served under said com- 
mission as alleged ; that he was a competent, faithful officer, and deserves con- 
sideration, marked Exhibit O, 

Also a certificate of G. Weitzel, major of engineers, that this i Arse toale did re- 
port to him for duty under a commission from General Banks, for the purpose 
of recruiting, and shortly was returned to New Orleans, marked Exhibit D, 

Thenflidavit of Capt. A. J. Whittier, late of Washington, showing the iden- 
tity of the officer making this claim, that he is the identical Franz Beuter who 
wat a Asp ita in the Fourth United States Colored Cavalry, It is marked Ex- 

aibit E. 

The commission, orders, and other papers referred to in client's petition are 
lost; he relies upon the five papers, Exhibits A to E, as proof of his allegations, 

The report is submitted, recommending the passage of the bill. 


Exuuorr A, | 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Slates of America: 

The undersigned respectfully represents that on or about the 3d day of Sep- 
tember, 1863, he was commissioned a captain in the First Regiment Louisiana 
Colored Cavalry; thecommission was signed and caused to be issued by order 
of Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, commanding the Department of the Gulf, The un- 
dersigned entered upon duty on the day he received his commission by report- 
ing to Colonel Bangs, then superintending the recruiting service in the State of 
Louisiana, who ordered the undersigned to proceed at once to Iberia, Teche 
County, Louisiana, and there to report to General Weitzel. 

This order was obeyed, and your petitioner reported to General Weitzel at 
Vermillion Bridge; but after an clapa of three days he was informed that all 
the colored men were wanted for tho erection of fortifications at the above- 
named place, and was detailed to take charge of about twenty-five recruits, 
with whom he was ordered to preaeed to New Orleans, La., at which latter 
place he arrived with said recruits during the latter part of September, 1863, 
After a lapse of several days, during nmre As petitioner was doing duty 
at New Orleans, he received orders to proceed to Mustang Island, Matagorda 
Bay, Texas, the headquarters of General Banks, and sapan there was placed 
under orders of General Washburne, and participated in the taking of Fort 
Esperanza, after which action General Washburne detailed your petitioner as 
commissary of subsistence, which duty he performed until about the 25th of 
December, 1863, when he was attached to the expedition sent under General 
Fitz Hugh Na gc Indianola, 

On or about the hof December certain citizens of Old Indianola claimed 
protection from General Warren, and your petitioner was ordered with two 
companies of infantry to act as post commander at the above-named place, a 
ony very dangerous and difficult to perform, After having remained at Old 
Indianola ten or twelve days your petitioner was relieved by two regimentsand 
ordered with twenty mounted men to scout the country and providesubsistence; 
on this latter duty he remained until March, 1864, when he was ordered to pro- 
ceed to New Orleans, La.,and then and there was mustered as captain of the 
Fourth Regiment United States Colored Cavalry. This was in the early part of 
April, 1864, receiving pay ony. from that time. 

uring the period, to wit, from the 4th of September, 1863, to the 7th of April, 
1864,your petitioner had to depend on his private funds for his everyday wants, 
etc., owing to the fact of not having been mustered at the time he received his 
commission, and which appears to have been the result of some irregularities 
somewhere, but not on account of any fault or neglecton the part of your peti- 
tioner, 

In view of these facts pons petitioner prays that he may be awarded com- 
pensation for the time of his seryices for which he has not been paid; that isto 
Bay pay of a captain of cavalry from the 4th of September, 1863, to the 7th of 


April, 

yn sca ee nerone petitioner has the honor to call your attention to two nc- 
companying affidavits in supportof hisclaim, one from Maj. Gen, N. P. Banks 
and the other from Major General Weitzel, and trusts that your honorable bod- 
ies will take this petition into reasonable consideration. 

F, A. BEUTER, 
Late Captain of United States Colored Regiment. 
Wasurxoron, D. C., January 25, 1876. 


Memorandum—The reason why this petition is presented at so lale a date, 


The undersigned further bogs to represent that he transmitted a petition for 
his relief in the year 1866, and at atime when he was a resident of the State of 
‘Texas, to an attorney at Washington, D. ©., with full instructions to present the 
same to the Congress of the United States. Said petition was accompanied with 
nll necessary papers, such as affidavits, commission of his rank, etc., to prove the 
justiceof his case. Your petitioner having waited in vain from year to year for 
a report, or some information regarding his claim, learned, upon diligent in- 
quiry, that his case had never been presented to Congress, and that his attorney 
liad ceased his business connections in the city of Washington, D. C.,and had 
located himself elsewhere and unknown to your petitioner. This fact has de- 
AN your petitioner of documents which would bave proved very essential 

favor of his claim as herewith presented. 


Crry or WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 

Personally came and appeared before me, the undersigned, a justice of the 
peaceforthe city and District above named, Frank A. Beuter, to me well known, 
and made oath that the facts set forth in the annexed petition and accompany- 
ing memorandum are true. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 3d day of February, A. D. 1876. 

LUDWIG EISINGER, J. P. 


Exurnir B. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, May 6, 1876. 
Sir: Acknowleaging the receipt of your letter of the Ist instant, requesting a 


‘record of the muster into the service of Capt. F. A. Beuter as captain of the 


Fourth United States Colored Cavalry, I have the honor to inform you that it 
appears from the official records that Franz (or Francis) Beuter was mustered 
into service as captain Fourth United States Colored Cavalry, at New Orleans, 
La., April 8, 1864, to take effect from that date. 
He was mustered in as Francis, but signed his name to official papers and is 
borne on therolls, as Franz Beuter. 
The name F, A. Beuter dovs not appear on the register of officers of the 
Fourth United States Colored Cavalry. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALPHONSO TAFT, 
s Secretary of War. 
General N. P. BANKS, 
House of Representatives, 


(Indorsed:) War Department, A. G. O., Washington, D. C., May 31, 1876. Ofi- 
cial. Thomas M. Vincent, Adjutant General. 


Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 22, 1876. 


Sır: I transmit to you the record of Capt. Francis (or Franz) Beuter, ns cap- 
bei! of the Fourth United States Colored Cavalry, received from the Secretary 
of War, 

There has been some error in the record arising frorn mistake of names, but 
itis within my personhl knowledge that Capt. Franz A. Beuter, who petitions 
for relief at the hands of Congress, is the person who was mustered according 
to the certificate within. 

N. P. BANKS. 


To General HURLEUT, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs. 


Exurair ©, 

Capt. Francis A. Beuter was in service in the volunteer army in Louisiana in 
1863 and 1864, Iam unable to give positively the dates of his service, but be- 
lieve that he received from me a provisional commission September, 1863, and 
subsequently a commission from Adjutant-General Thomas in April, 1864. I 
state, positively, that I remember him in service as an officer in the Teche 
country, and also jn Texas in 1863, and I believe he remained in Texas aftermy 
departure until the period stated by him, namely, March 27,1864. He was, to 
the best of my knowledge and belief, a competent and faithful officer, and de- 
serves friendly consideration from the Department of War, 

XN. P. BANKS, 
Late Major General Volunteers, 
WASHINGTON, D, C., July 2, 1868. 


Exmem D, “ 


This is to certify that Capt. Frank Beuter reported to me in September, 1863, 
at Vermillion Bridge,Teche country, forthe purpose of recruiting colored troops, 
he being then on duty as a recruiting officer under a commission from Mal 
Gen, N. P. Banks, as captain Fourth United States Colored Cavalry. That there 
being no possibility o bet) recruits in the country around Vermillion 
Bridge, all the colored force available in that vicinity being required for work 
on fortifications, Captain Beuter returned to New Orleans. He wasat my head- 
quarters for two days, 

G. WEITZEL, 


Major of Engineers 


Exursir E. 


Neighbor's afidavit 
WASHINGTON, D, O., ss: 

In the matter of the claim of Capt. F. A. Beuter for back pay, late a captain in 
Company H, of the Fourth Regiment of United States Colored Cavalry Volun- 
teers, A. J. Whittier, aged forty-seven years, a resident of Washington, D. C., 
whose post office address is 611 G street 8. W., Washington, D. C., who, being 
duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

That I was second and first lieutenant in Squadron L, Fourth Regiment 
United States Colored Cavalry, and while so serving in fall of 1864, at and near 
Port Hudson and New Orleans, La., Franz Beuter was à captain in the same 
regiment, commanding Company H. I knew him by that name, and haye so 
known him ever since. J know Francis A. Beuter, of this city, and know him 
to be the same identical person that I kuew in the service as above; know 
these facts from the service I rendered while with him in the military service 
ofthe United States, 

Thave no interest whatever in his claim, and am not related to claimant, 

A.J. WHITTIER, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of January, 1887. $ 

Done at Washington,in the county of Washington, District of Columbia, I 
certify that Iam disinterested; that the affiant is to me well known, and is re- 
liable and worthy ofall credit as a witness, and that the contents of the above 
affidavit were made known to him on its execution. 

[SEAL] BENJA. F. HAWKES, Notary Public. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to he engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A, TODD. 


Mr. KILGORE. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. ‘Todd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William A. Todd, 
who served as a private in Capt. John D. Sill's company of Col. William Wood's 


battalion, Georgia Creek War Volunteers, 1836, and pay him the same pension 
as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. z 
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The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12120) 
granting a pension to William A. Todd, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant, who now resides at Curtis, Clark County, Arkansas, wasa pri- 
vate in Capt. John D., Still's company of Col. William Wood's battal 


and Thomas M. Ewing, citizens of Clark County, Arkansas, tes- 
tify that the claimant is seventy-four years old, infirm, and unable to earna 
abl ope by manual labor, and that he has no income or property to support 
m. 
In view of the service rendered by the claimant and his necdy condition, 
your committee respectfully recommend the passageofthe bill. ~ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY BUCKLAND, 


Mr. BELKNAP. Task for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mary Buckland, the step- 
mother of Jerome G. Buckland, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment of Michi- 
gan Infantry, and grant hera pension at the same rate as if she was the natural 
mother of said soldier. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11896) granting s pension to Mary Buckland, submit the following report: 

Mary Buckland is the stepmother óf Jerome G. Buckland, who died of ty- 

hoid fever at Tullahoma, Tenn, ,while serving as private in Company H, Ninth 

‘egiment Michigan Volunteers. Mrs. Buckland married the soldier's father 
when tho latter was stil! an infant, requiring the tender care of a mother. 

The father died in 1851, at which time Jerome was only thirteen years of age. 
His death left the claimant and the soldier son without a home, and it became 
necessary to maintain themselves by their own efforts, The son me a 
aE and by his earnings assisted in his stepmothers support until he en- 

ted inthe Army. After enlistment and until his death, about a year there- 
after, he continued to contribute towards her maintenance the same ns if he 
cag pee her natural son; in fact, he at all times recognized her as his natural 
mother, 

Claimant has not remarried since the death of soldier's father; is now sixty- 
six ycarsof age; has no property excepting necessary household goods, and 
is too feeble to endure labor which would furnish a comfortable su rt. 

The case comes clearly within a long line of precedents established in this and 
previous Congresses. 

Therefore, your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


AARON II, LE VAN. 


Mr. MUDD. Icall up for present consideration the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. Le Van. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place orf the pension roll the name of Aaron H. Le Van, 
late of Company A, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him ce peakon commensurate with the degree of disability found to 
exist upon medical examination. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 4070) 

“ed ci pension to Aaron H, Le Van, adopt the Senato report, which is ag 

follows: 

"Theo Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Aaron H, Le Van, have examined the same and report: 

“This claimant is in receipt of a pension of Ha month, on account of paraly- 
sis of the left he asks to haye this increased to $72 month, on the 
ground that he is now blind in the right eye, and almost so in the left, as a re- 
sult of the wound in the groin, which affected the spinal column and induced 
paralysis of the lower extremities. Hisapplication forincrease was rejected by 
the Pension Office on the medical ground that the blindness was not the result 
of the wound in the groin. 

“While, according to the technical ruling of the Pension Office, there may 
be no absolute evidence of pathological connection between the wound anid 
the blindness, yet it may reasonably be assumed that such blindness is, as n 
matter of fact, a consequence of such wound, inasmuch as the wound affected 
tho eer cord and produced paralysisof the lower extremities. The claimant 
testifics that at the time of receiving his wound, at the battle of Fair Oaks, ho 
was struck stone blind and remained so for some hours thereafter, and that 
his eyesight has been imperfect ever since, but that he is unable to establish 
the connection between the wound and the blindness, owing to the death of 
comrades who were capable of testifying. 

** Your committee deem the present pension of Ha month inadequate,consider- 
ing the entirely helpless condition of the claimant, whose three young daughters 
have to work for small pay tő support him; and they recommend the passage 
of the bill, with the following amendment: Beginning with the words ‘at the 
rate of,’ in line 7, strike out the remainder of the bill, and substitute therefor 
the words ‘commensurate with the degree of disability found to exist upon 
medical examination.’” 


The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK MACKIN. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 11813) to correct the military record of Patrick Mackin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and ho hereby is, authorized 
and directed to rem the ch: f desertion fi th ili 2 
Patrick Mackin, jien private Oonipany. D, United States Mounier miace 


ies fhe Mtr Mexico), and grant him an honorable discharge as of the date 


(S. 4070) 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 11813) 
to correct the military record of Patrick Mackin, having considered the same, 
respectfully report: 

That Patrick Makin, the soldier named in this bill, entered the military serv- 
ice of the United States and served faithfully during the entire period of the 
Mexican war. After the return of his regiment to the United States he went 
to his home, without the formality of leave ofabsence or discharge, to assist his 
family, who were then‘very sick, and he concluded, as he was then mårked as 
a deserter, he might as well stay at home. 

He again entered the volunteer service of the United States, May 23,1861, and 
served threo years, and was honorably discharged, He served nearly the en- 
tire period of two wars and leaves a clear fighting record. His claim for pen- 
sion is now barred for want of discharge from the regular Army subsequent to 
the Mexican war. 

Your committee think his offense in this case shoyld be condoned, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. The facts are shown by the report of the 
Adjutant General and an affidavit submitted herewith. 


Petilion for removal of charge of desertion and for honorable discharge from the 
United States Mounted Rifles, Company D, Mexican war. 

I, Patrick Mackin, enlisted in Company D, United States Mounted Rifles, on 
orabout the 4th of September, 1545; that I served faithfully through the war 
with Mexico, being in every engagement from the bombardment of Vera Cruz 
to entering of the city of Mexico, The command then returned to Jefferson 
Barracks, near St, Louis, Mo. I received information that my sister, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., wasyery sick. Limmediately left the command without leave and 
went to my home to see my sister, this being on or about the 6th of August, 
1848, I did not return tomy command for the reason I had understood that 
the command had been disbanded, 

I further state that I served in Company C, First Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Artillery, being mustered into the United States service on the 23a of 
May, 1861, and honora! Té discharged May 22, 1864. 

I have made application to the Adjutant General United States Army for 
honorable discharge from Company D, United States Mounted Rifles, and my 
application wasdenied. The Adjutant General United States Army states that 
my case is not covered by the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, for the 
reason that I was absent over four months, and that the law views me as in a 
constant state of desertion during my entire service in Company C, First Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Artillery, 

In view of the fact that I have given six years of faithful servico to my coun- 
try, that my health is impaired to the extent that Iam unable to perform any 
manual labor, and am sixty-six years ot age, I therefore ask that your honor- 
ablo body grant my petition foran honorable discharge. 

PATRICK MACKIN, 

Wunpbsor, CONN. 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
Probate Court, District of Windsor, February 19, 1890. 

Personally appeared before me Patrick Mackin, signer of the above afidavit, 

and made oath to the truth of the same; and I hereby certify that I haye no ine 


terest in his obtaining a pension. 
[BEAL] THOMAS W. LOOMIS, Judge. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 1, 1890, 

Simm: Ihave the honor to return herewith the bill (H.R. 3480) for removal of 
charge of desertion from record of Private Patrick Mackin, Company D, United 
States Mounted Rifles, Mexican war, and in compliance with request of the 
chairman of Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, toreport 
that the records of this office show that Private Patrick Mackin enlisted at 
Louisville, Ky., September 4, 1846, for five years; deserted August 6, 1848, at 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo., and never returned to his command. 

The Department has no power to remove the charge of desertion under 
act of March 2, 1889, section 6, the only law now in force relative to removal of 
charge of desertion from enlisted men during the Mexican war, for the reason 
that such law relates solely and exclusively to such onlisted men of the Moxi- 
can war who enlisted **for the war with Mexico,” whereas this man, as shown 
above, onlisted “for five years.” 

Aside from this fact the records show that Patrick Mackin enlisted May 23, 
1861, in Company O, Fourth Connecticut Volunteers. in violation of the twenty- 
second (now fiftieth} Article of War, and was mustered out May 23, 1864, by reason 
of expiration of service. Tho logality of the latter enlistment, nor any claim 
for services rendered thereunder, can not be recognized by this office, 

The provisions of section 3, act of March 2, 1889, do not apply to this case, for 
the reason that the man was absent in desertion over four months. 

In justice to other enlisted men of the regular Army of the Mexican war 
whose status is similar to that of this man I can not recommend favorable no- 
tion in this individual case. 

Very respectfully, 
0. McKEEVER, 
Acling Adjutant General. 
The SECRETARY or WAR, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH V. AZPELL. 


I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
on to Sarah V. Azpell. 


Mr. BELKNAP., 
4167) granting an increase of 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah V. Azpell, widow of Dr. 
Thomas F. Azpell, late assistant surgeon, United States Army, and to pay her 
at the rate of H0 per month, in Neu of that which she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Lewis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 4167) 
granting an increased pension to Sarah V, Azpell, submit the following report: 

‘The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah V. Azpell, have examined the ganic and report: 

“The claimant is the widow of Thomas F, Azpell, late assistant surgeon in 
the United States Army, 

“An official statement of his services is hercto appended: 

“Wan DEPARTMENT, SURGEON GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
‘Washington, June 23, 1890, 


“Dr. Thomas F. Azpell was appointed surgeon of United States volunteers 
in October, 1861, and was at once assigned to daty in the military general hos- 
pital at St, Louis, Mo.,and during the summer of 1862, in addition to the above 


1891. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1119 


duty, he was made president of anexamining board whose duty it wasto pass on 
the fitness of volunteer surgeons entering the Army. He remained on these 
duties until the summer of 1863, when he was placed in charge of a large hos- 
pital steamer carrying sick and wounded from Vicksburg and other points on 
the Mississippi River to general hospitals at St. Louis, Cincinnati, and other 
Places. He was found to be admirably adapted for this important duty, and 
was kept on it until near the close of the war. À 

‘* Tn 1867 he entered the regular Army as an assistant surgeon, From this 
date he did excellent service in the Department of the East and at several posts 
in the Department of California. His health became so impaired thatin 1873 he 
was granted a sick leave, which it was found necessary to renew from time to 
time until 1885, when he was placed upon the retired list, 

“The nature of the service this officer performed during the war was of the 
most responsible and trying duty upon which an officer could be placed, dur- 
ing all of which he was exposed to the malarious and hot climate of the 
Lower Mississippi. Lam of opinion that the premature breaking down of his 
health was due to this long strain and exposure to unhealthy surroundings. 
There was no more eflicient officer in the service during the rebellion. 

“He left a fnily almost in a destitute condition, and the pension allowed to 
his widow ($20 per month) is entirely inadequate for her support. 

“JNO. MOORE, 
“Surgeon General, United States Army. 

“ Mrs. Azpell has fur many years maintained herself by her own labor and the 
small pason she has received. She iswell advanced in years and her health 
has failed so that she is unable to performany work. Shéhas no relatives upon 
whom she can rely for assistance. She has no estate orhome. She is abso- 
lutely alone and helpless, The small pension sho is receiving is not suficient 
to provide for her necessities in her destitute condition. 

“ Yourcominitteeare of the opinion thatthe relief proposed should be granted, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” - 

Your committeo likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out the word “forty,” in line 5,and inserting therein instead 
the word “thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE M. KIMBALL, 


Mr. BELKNAP. TI ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow of Al- 
vah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, as- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie M., Kimball, widow of AT- 
vah M. Kimball, deceased, late quartermaster sergeant of the Sixth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committce on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I, R. 
12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow of Alvah M. Kimball, 
Gonpo Sixth New Hampshire Regiment Volunteers, submit the follow- 

ng report: 

That Alyah M, Kimball, the soldier named in this bill, entered the military 
service of the United States in the year of 1861 as a private soldier in Company 
H of the Sixth New Hampshire Volunteers, for a period of three years, and 
was subsequently promoted to the position of Yeo ase sergeant of the 
same regiment; that he was discharged on the 3d day of October, 1862, for pro- 
motion to second lieutenant; that he was commissioned and mustered into the 
service of the United States as first lieutenant in Company I, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Infantry, New Hampshire’ Volunteers, November 3, 1862, for a period of 
nine months, and officially reported ns resigned January 15, 1863, which is 
shojwn by a copy of the official records of the adjutant general’s office of the 
State of New Hampshire, filed herewith, 

That said soldier was married to said Annie M. Kimball July 15, 1855, and 
diced July 2, 1869, Sevin his widow with three children surviving, as shown by 
copy of records; thatsaid Annie M. Kimball remained his said widow until Au- 

t 7, 1871, when she was married to Orin Varney, who subsequently deserted 
er, and that she was divorced from said Varney March 7, 1883, taking her fór- 
mer name of Annie M. Kimball. 

Your committee further find, from the affidavits accompanying, that at the 
time of the soldier's enlistment in 1861 he was “physically strong and active 
and mentally bright, clear, and energetic.” 

After his discharge and resignation from the Army he was much broken in 
health and suffered almost continually with severe pains in the head and faint- 
ness of the stomach, odin ders stated therein, by injuring his spine and 
stomach by straining and by being overcome by the heat at Falmouth, Va., 
RR AEEA S transport, finally culminating in his death from paralysis of 
the brain. 

Your committee having considered the evidence submitted, while the subse- 

nentand unfortunate marriage bars the widow's claim for a pension, think 
the case a meritorious one and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER, I move to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest tothe House 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MCDUFFIE] called up a bill 
which, in the judgment of the Chair, isnot in order during these even- 
ing sessions, but yet, if there be no objection, the motion which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] has made to reconsider the 
several votes by which the various bills were passed and to Jay that 
motion upon the table will not apply to that bill, and it can go over 
until to-morrow; andif there be no objection it can be passed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate bills on the 
Speaker’s table be taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE, What is the character of the bill that was called 
up by the gentleman from Alabama? 


There are two Senate bills remaining 


.| has suffered ever since. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was a bill correcting the muster of 
an officer, the onc about which the gentleman from Texas made in- 


quiry. 
Mr. KILGORE. Which was just read now? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwas theone on which the gentleman 


made an inquiry as to the rate that was to be paid. 
AMOS GILBERT, 


The first Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2808) 
for the relief of Amos Gilbert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Amos Gilbert, of New 
Haven, Conn., who served as an enlisted seamanin the Navy of the United 
States, and was discharged on the 13th day of July, 1812, and who, while inthe 
service, contracted disabilities from which he has neyer recovered, andito pay 
him a pension at the rate of $25 a month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2808) nting 
a psnsion to Amos Gilbert, have considered the same and report as follows: 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1782, which fully sets forth the 
facts in the case, and your committee adopt the same as their report and rec- 
ommend the passage ofthe bill. 
[Senate Report No. 1782, Fifty-firat Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5.2808) granting 
a pension to Amos Gilbert, have examined the same and report: 
he ground upon which this pension is asked is that the petitioner, Amos 
Gilbert, served from March, 1833, to July, 1842, one year in the revenue service 
and the balance of the time as an enlisted seaman in the United States Navy, 
and was honorably discharged from the Navy gay 13, 1812. By an accident 
whilein the service he became totally deaf in his right ear, and while in such 
service at a Mediterrancan station he contracted rheumatism, from which he 
He is now seventy-five years of age, very infirm and 
needy, almost a helpless cripple in his feet and hands, and for nearly thirty 
years has been unable to do any considerable work by which to earn a living. 
His service is established by papers on file with the committee. 

His present condition is shown by medical testimony. Dr. Thompson, of New 
Haven, makes affidavit that he has known him for twenty-five years, and that 
during the entire period “he has been pippan and entirely incapacitated from 
earning his living by manual labor; that his hands and fect are distorted and 
drawn out of shape by rheumatism, and that it isa physical impossibility for him 
to do any work; that he also suffers from partial deafness, due to a rupture of 
the anen = the tight car; that he is a sober, honest man, and in every respect 
ag citizen. 

The affidavit of the former collector of the port of New Haven carries back his 
disabilities to the year 18i4, two years after his discharge; and the affidavits of 
other citizens of New Haven corroborate the statements of the petitioner. 

He has made no application for a pension in the Pension Office, for the reason 
that he was advised that there was no law under which he could obtain one. 
At this late day it is improbable that he could produce medical or other evi- 
dence of the positive ter uired by the Pension Office to establish the 
fact of the incurrence of his disabilities in the service; but from the evidence 
filed with the committec the committee is satisfied that his statements in rela- 
tion to the same are true, and that he is entitled to ai which wil) keep 
him from absolute want during the remainder of his life. 

The committee therefore recommends the filling of the blank in the bill by 
the ip pti of the words ‘twenty-five, and the passage of the bill as thus 
amended, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAPT, FRANCIS A. BEUTER. 


Mr. MCDUFFIE. Iask unanimous consent that the vote by which 
the bill (H. R.5037) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter was 
passed be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE. Inow ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


TILIOMAS RICHARDSON, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4416) 
granting a pension to Thomas Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit en elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby,au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Richardson, late a private 
in Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4416) 
granting a pension to Thomas Richardson, submit the following report, being 
the same ns report of Senate Committee on Pensions as to facts: 

It appears that the claimant enlisted in Company B, Seventeenth Regiment 
Ilinois Volunteers, on the 25th of May, 1861, and served therein until October 
1, 1851, when he was honorably discharged from such service. 

It is alleged by the claimant that while he was on post guard duty with his 
regiment, at Alton, Ill, on the night of the 3d of July, 1861, he received a blow 
at the hands of some unknown person, made by a blunt instrument, on the 
right side of his head immediately above the right eye, that felled him to the 
ground unconscious, and by his companions he was found and taken to tho 
surgeon's quarters, where the wound was stitched and bandaged. 

It is undisputed that this party has suffered total loss of the right eye and a 
resulting defective vision of the left eye. 

After receiving this wound and after it had healed and his sight improved, he 
re-enlisted in pee oct M, First Illinois Artillery, and after serving therein 
about twelve months his sight became so imperfect that he was transferred to 
the Seventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, from which he was finally dis- 
charged at Washington, D. O., by reason of loss of sight. 

It further appears that the soldieris very poor and is an inmate ofthe Soldiers’ 
Home at Dayton, Ohio, and that he is unable by reason of his disabilities to per- 
form manual labor or to earn his own support. 

His claim was rejected in the Pension Bureau upon the ground that it did not 
sufficiently appear to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the wound was 
received while in the discharge of military duty, and upon the further ground 
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aod it gna from the evidence that the soldier had, prior to enlistment, de- 
ective sight. 

It nowhere appears that there was any attempt on the part of this claimant 
to deceive the enlisting and enrolling officer as to the condition of his sight, 
and the committee areof the opinion that, such being the case, the Government 
should be estopped from alleging such defect to defeat the application fora pen- 
sion, 

It is clearly shown, in the judgment of your committee, that the wound was 
received while he wasin line of duty; that it did result in the loss of sight of 
that eye and the impaired vision of the other. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out 
the words “and pay him at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA M. C. RICHARDS. 


Mr. CRAIG. Task unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M, C. Richards, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby,au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria M. C. Richards, of Union- 
ville, Connecticut, and grant hera pension of $25 a month. 

The'report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards, submit the following re- 


port: 

The proposed beneficiary entered upon her patriotic services as a nurse of 
sick soldiers prior tothe first Bull Run battle; continued the same atthe Patent 
Office hospital at its organization in August, 1861, whereshe served until June, 
1862, when she accompanied the Army of the Potomac, and remained with it 
during that aah 4 and the campaign following, ending with the battle of 
Antietam, She faithfully nursed the wounded of said battle at the established 
field hospital until in May, 1863, when she was transferred to the Annapolis 
hospital, where she remained on duty until the close of the war. During her 
entire services she received but two months’ pay. 

Mrs. Richards is in very needy circumstances, r AEA ncaa st exposure 
to disease, often in contagious form, the nervous strain of sympathy with the 
suffering, and the unaccustomed privation in mode of living undermined her 
otherwise strong constitution, and for many months after the war she was a 
victim of feyer, from the effects of which she has never fully recovered. 

The value of her services is clearly shown by the testimonials on file, includ- 
ing that of Hon. B.M. CUTCHEON, of this House. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
striking out the word “twenty-five,” in line 7, and inserting therein instead 
the word * twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. SAWYER. I again move that the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed be reconsidered; and also move tbat the mo- 
tion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 17 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance, a report of the colonel commanding the Water- 
town arsenal of the tests of iron and steel, etc., made with the United 
States testing machine during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1890—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

LUBEC CHANNEL, MAINE. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Lubec 
Channel, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


WATER WAY FROM PUNGO RIVER TO SLADESVILLE, N. C. 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 


the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of the 
water way from Pungo River to Sladesville, N. C.—to the Committee 


on River and Harbors, 


WATER WAY BETWEEN PAMLICO AND BAY RIVERS, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of the 
water way between Pamlico and Bay Rivers, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
LITTLE PIGEON RIVER, TENNESSEE. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Little 
Pigeon River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

DRUM INLET, NORTIC CAROLINA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Drum 
Inlet, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


NANTICOKE RIVER, MARYLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of the 
attic! River, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS, 

LINCHESTER RIVER, MARYLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Lin- 
chester River, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

CURRENT RIVER, MISSOURI. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of the 
Current River, Missouri, from Van Buren to its mouth—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

AARON VAN CAMP AND VIRGINIUS P. CHAPIN VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
acopy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Aaron Van Camp 
and Virginius P. Chapin against the United States—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

LAND-FORFEITURE ACT. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and recommending that 
theland-forfeiture act be amended so that the time within which set- 
tlers may assert their rights may be extended—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


JULIA A. NUTT, EXECUTRIX OF HALLER NUTT, DECEASED, VS. THE 
UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Julia A. Nutt, 
executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims. | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. It. 4768) to pay for alley condemned 
in square No. 493 in the city of Washington, D. C., accompanied by a 
report (No. 3391)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sicns, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12293) 
to grant a pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel, accompanied by a report 
(No, 3392)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12692) to amend the charter of the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, accompanied by areport (No. 3393)— 
to the House Calendar. ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment, the bill of the House (H. R. 12258) to provide for 
beginning the construction of a military post at or near Essex Junction 
or Swanton Junction, Vt., accompanied by a report (No.3394)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 439) for the 
erection of a public building at Brockton, Mass., accompanied by a 
report (No. 3395)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9112) for the relief of Samuel G. Hunter, 
No. 3396.) 

A bill (H. R. 6169) for the relief of James S. Crawford. (Report 
No. 3397.) 

Mr. BOOTHMAN also, from the Committee on Claims,reported with 
amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 182) for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Newton, Mass., accompanied by a report (No. 
3398)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. à 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2740) to 
provide for the erection of an additional fireproof building for the Na- 
tional Museum, accompanied by a report (No. 3399)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12837) providing for the 
sale of the old customhouse and lot connected therewith inthe city of 
Lonisyille, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 3400)—to the House 
Calendar. ae 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Sennte (S. 2378) to prevent fraudulent 
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transactions on the part of commission merchants and other consignees 
of goods and other property in the District of Columbia, accompanied 
by a report (No, 3401)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12444) to incorporate 
the National Conservatory of Music of America, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3492)—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 3469) to release certain church property in the District of Co- 
Inmbia from arrears of taxation, accompanied by a report (No. 3403)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11854) to author- 
ize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to open alleys and 
to provide for the expense thereof, and for other purposes, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3404)—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H, R. 9819) granting a pension 
to Martha A, Kendrick, accompanied by a report (No. 3405)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 
A bill (S. 2762) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XU, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H, R. 13025) toamend and re-enact para- 
graph G, section 1, of am act entitled ‘‘Anact granting right of way and 
other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railway Company’’— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H, R. 13026) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to sell certain tracts of the surplus lands belonging to 
the Ottawa tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

es—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. KELLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13027) for the relief ot 
the American colored people—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 13028) to provide for the purchase 
of seed grain for the farmers in Nebraska who have been driven from 
their homes by the recent outbreak of the Sioux Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 265) toanthorize the 
Secretary of War to issue 1,000 stand of arms to the State of South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 266) for the 
purchase of United States bonds, the retirement of the national-bank 
currency with Treasury notes, and the establishment of United States 
banks in lieu of the national banks, upon a cash basis—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, $ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXH, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 13029) granting a pension to J. 
Dwight Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON;: A bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pensiop to 
Jennie May Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13031) for the 
relief of the estate of Charles Labell—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 13032) for the relief of A, E. Bald- 
ridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 13033) granting apension to James 
H. Lancaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13034) granting a pension to Julia McIntyre—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13035) granting a pension to John B. 
Gouldsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

» Also, a bill (H. R. 13036) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Iseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 13037) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. M. Augusta Barnes, widow of Surgeon Norman S. Barnes, 
late of the Twenty-seventh New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13038) to increase the 
pension of John E. A, Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H.R. 13039) to place John M. Cunning- 
ham on retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 43040) granting an increase of 
pension to John S. Furling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13041) increasing 
the pension of John Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pension to Manuel Tibbs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 13043) granting a pension to John 
Bettas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 
By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 13044) granting a pension to Nel- 

son Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13045) for the relief 
of Mrs. R. J. Harrison, executrix of Richard J. Harrison, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13046) for the relief of William H. 
Harrison, of Prince George County, Virginia—tothe Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 13047) for the relief of George W. 
Guin—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, 
Ohio, favoring an early settlement of pending financial legislation—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 12976, grantin 
an increase of pension to A. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: Resolutions of the Kingston Alliance, No. 375, 
in favor of House bill 5353, defining options and futures, etc.—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. B. Blany and others, citizens of Kingston, Ohio, 
for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Resolutions of Bath (Me.) Board of Trade for 
passage of bill to place American shipping in the foreign trade on equal 
terms with foreign vessels—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, - 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions adopted by alliances in the State of 
Nebraska, asking passage of the Conger lard bill, said alliances being 
numbered 590, 669, 2281, 1449, 1669, 1704, 1886, and 914—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petitions of alliances in same State, asking passage of House 
bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLICK: Memorial signed by Rev. A. B. Buckner, B. O. Ste- 
phenson, and 61 others, citizens of Iowa, praying that immediate and 
decisive steps he taken to aid in suppression of the alcoholic liquor 
traffic in the Congo Free State and basin of the Niger, and to prohibit 
the exportation of intoxicants from this country into any part of Af- 
rica—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Wyandotte County, Kan- 
sas, asking passage of House bill 5353, and imposing special taxes on 
dealers in options, futures, etc.—to the Committec on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of County Assembly, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit As- 
sociation, of thesame‘county and State, forsame measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Godfrey, Kans., to control 
floods in the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 90 dentists in the District of Columbia, 
for passage of a bill to regulate the practice of dentistry in the District 
of Columbia, subject to laws on the subject in the States—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, against further silver 
legislation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Martin Joos and 50 others, farmers of 
Buffalo County, Wisconsin, in favor of the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Beers and 19 others, farmers of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Leonhard Fried and 12 others, farmers of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Resolutions of Order of United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, No. 4, Capital Council, Des Moines, Iowa, urging Con- 
gress to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions by Rough Woods Al- 
Tiance, Eldora, Iowa, urging passage of House bill 5353, defining options 
and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of Rockford Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Ben- 
efit Association, urging passage of farmers’ option bill, H. R. 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the directors of the Chicago Board of Trade, dep- 
recating further silver legislation—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W. M. Smith and 14 others, citizens of 
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Keokuk County, Iowa, in favor of the Butterworth option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition to pension John B, Gouldsberry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGSTON: Petition of John H. Brooks and 42 others, citi- 
zens of Washington, D. C., and the States of Maryland and Virginia, 
to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s Sayings and Trust Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAWS: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Clay County, 
Nebraska, demanding passage of House bill5353—to the Committec on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of same county and State for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 47 others, citizens of same county and State, forsame 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Butler County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of citizens of Adams County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition and affidavits to accompany 
the bill to increase the pension of John E. A. Stephens, of Van Buren 
County, Indiana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of William H. Patterson and 60 others, 
citizens of Riceville, Iowa, for passage of a law authorizing the sev- 
eral States to contro! thesaleof oleomargarine, butterine, and all com- 
pounds in imitation of butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 50 other citizens of same place for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William J. Gibbonsand 11 others, citizens of Saratoga, 
Howard County, Iowa, for passage of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also,resolution of Saratoga (Iowa) Alliance, No. 1521, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F, H. Longjoy and 22 others, citizens of Rock Creek, 
ett County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition from Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1537, of Rock Creek, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: Petition of John Britton, to accon- 
pany bill for his relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, January 10, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a communication from Messrs. 
William H. Clagett and J. R. De Lamar, transmitting a protest signed 
by 23 members of the Legislature of Idaho against allowing Hon, 
Fred. T. Dubois to take his seat in the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication will bs referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be printed. I think it may as well be 
printed, so that we can see what it is, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it should be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a communication from the adju- 
tant general of the Grand Army of the Republic, transmitting a copy 
of resolutions adopted at the Twenty-fourth National Encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, recommending certain legislation in 
regard to the civil employment of honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, 
or marines, tendering thanks for liberal pension laws, the retirement 
of commissioned officers and enlisted men, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the secretary of the International 
Copyright Association, praying for the passage of the copyright bill 
now pending; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the memorial of James Owen, Wil- 
liam Cartright, and 19 other citizens of Logansport, Ind., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger lard bill, which they declare to 
be class inte’ on, robbing one American ind: in order to enrich 
another. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

Mr, SHERMAN presented the petition of Solon L. Good and 45 other 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, McMILLAN presented the petition of R. B, Nobleand 90 other 
dentists in active practice in the District of Columbia, praying for the 
passage of the bill to regulate the practice of dentistry in the District 


of Columbia; which was referrod to the Committec on the District of 
Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Stanton, Mich., praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the following petitions of citizens and Farmers* 
Alliances of Minnesota, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: z 

Petition of Joseph Penner and 39 other citizens of Douglas County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Peter Schmitt and 23 other citizens of Helen, McLeod 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Wm, Enke and 13 other citizens of Olmstead County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Joseph Brossard and 16 other citizens of Waterville, Le 
Sueur County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Dan. Maloney and 18 other citizens of Houston County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Solomon Sear and 23 other members of Maxwell Alliance, 
No. 527, Minnesota; 

Petition of Fred. Smith, jr., and 11 other citizens of Mower County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of C. Fairbanks and 16 other members of Center Farmers’ 
Alliance, Minnesota; 

Petition of J, B. Johnson and 5 other citizens of Rock County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of Charles Gilruth and 11 other citizens of Yellow Medicine 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of L. I. Leeland and 16 other citizens of Yellow Medicine 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of J. C. Brown and 14 other citizens of Lyon County, Min- 
nesota; y 

Petition of H. M. Iverson and 9 other citizens of Clay County, Min- 
nesota; i 

Resolutions of the Alliance of the town of Salem, Olmsted County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of the Northwestern Helen Alliance, No. 996, of Me- 
Leod County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Maxwell Farmers’ Alliance, No, 547, Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Graceville Farmers’ Alliance, Big Stone County, 
Minnesota (380 members); 

Resolutions of Battle Plain Alliance, No, 1043, Rock County, Min- 
nesota; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Yellow Medicine County, Min- 
nesota (No. 583); 

Resolutions of the town of Wergeland Farmers’ Alliance, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Moland Alliance, No. 963, Clay County, Minnesota; 
and 

Resolutions of Edward Stangler, School Hann Alliance, of Water- 
ville, Minn. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Walter Colleran, of Browns- 
ville, Minn., and 14 citizens of the States of Illinois, Missouri, and 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. P, Colleran, of Brownsville, 
Minn., a stock-raiser and cattlc-owner, and 22 citizens of the States of 
Nebraska, Missouri, Kansas, Illinois, Ohio, and Arkansas, praying for 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrating against 
the passage of any partial, incomplete, or inadequate measure; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a memorial of W. D. Clayton, of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.; G. B. Smith, of Las Vegas, N. Mex., and 48 farmers, signed 
while visitors at the St. Louis (Mo.) fair, October 11, 1890, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented the petition of 22 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST. I present a memorial of Andrew T. Todd and 241 other 
citizens of St, Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill on the ground that it would throw hundreds of men 
out of employment, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorialof Walter J. Bushell and 19 other 
employés of the R. B. Brown Oil Company, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, ene a petition of Bluff City Typo- 
graphical Union, No, 203, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage without amendment of House bill 8046, to revise the wages of 
certain employés in the Government Printing Office; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1519, of Win- 
nebago County, Iowa, and the petition of 13 citizens of Boone County, 
Towa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions of the Butchers’ National 
Protective Association of the United States of America, with recitals 
in regard to the adulteration of food, and earnestly urging and re- 
questing the passage and enactment into law of the bill which has 
assed the House of Representatives, and is pending in the Senate, 
own as the Conger lard bill. I move that the resolutions lie on the 
table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I present resolutions of the Cotton Exchange of 
St. Louis, Mo., of April 5, 1890, referring to the Conger lard bill and 
reciting that large quantities of cotton-seed oil are annually used in 
compound lard, which has been declared by experts to be entirely whole- 
some and to have been consumed without injury to general health, and 
that no deception or fraud is practiced as every package is properly 
branded ‘‘compound Jard,” and that beef fat is also used anda tax 
thereon willinjure the depressed cattle industry; and that, as there is a 
surplus of revenue, the tax is notneeded and is simply a burden on one 
industry for benefit of another, robbing one to enrich another; and 
that St. Louis is one of the largest manufacturers of compound lard, 
giving employment to over 600 citizens, sustaining more than 3,000 per- 
sons, expending over $1,000,000 in wages, and that the passage of said 
bill would ruin this industry and destroy millions of dollars invested 
in thecotton-oil business inthe South; and declaring that itis the senso 
of the Cotton Exchange that this threatened destruction of property, 
loss of trade, and the deprivation of employment for so many of our 
worthy citizens demand that the entire Congressional delegation from 
the State of Missouri should earnestly oppose the passage of the bill. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented petition of the Rochester (Minn. ) Board 
of Trade and a petition of citizens-of Mankato, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie 
orm the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a communication in the nature of a 
petition from the Nationalist Club, No. 1, of Washington, D. C., rep- 
resenting the necessity for the establishment of a laboratory for the 
purpose of making a continuons scientific study of contagious and in- 
fectious malarial diseases, and praying for the passage of what is known 
as the laboratory bill. I understand thatthe bill referred to is before 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade, of Jackson, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the of the Conger lard bill and 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions of citizens and Farm- 
ers’ Alliances of Iowa, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. D. Westcott and a number of other citizens of Dallas 
County, Iowa; : 

Petition of L. J. Holland and 21 othercitizens of Winnebago County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Wesley Wright and 14 other citizens of Dallas County, 
Towa; 

Petition of D. P. Ivis and 17 other citizens of Boone County, Iowa; 

Petition of G. R. Rosenberger and 8 other citizens of Iowa County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Lemuel Smith and 18 other citizens of Cherokee County, 
Towa; 

Petition of James Speakman and 10 other citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of R. B. Bonstead and 35 other citizens of Harrison County, 


Iowa; 

Petition of A. H. Sears and 40 other citizens of Towa; 

Petition of J. P. Hiller and 12 other citizens of Iowa; 

Petition of P. P. Stucker and 21 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of J. H. Warner and 15 other citizens of Kossuth County, 

Iowa; 

Petition of T. H. Lovejoy and 22 other citizens of Mitchell County, 
Towa; 

Petition of R. M. Hempy and 13 other members of the Burr Oak 
Alliance, No. 1612, of Iowa; 

Petition of Martin Larson and 7 other citizens of Hancock County, 


Towa; 
Petition of L. R. Larson and 18 other citizens of Hancock County, 


Iowa; 
Petition of W. M. Smith and 14 other citizens.of Keokuk County, 
Towa; 
Resolutions of the Greenville Alliance, No. 1435, of Iowa; 
Resolutions of Alliance No. 1687, of Iowa; 
; Resolutions of the Lynn Alliance, No. 1168, of Montgomery County, 
owa; 
Resolutions of the Riverton Township Alliance, No. 1305, of Iowa; 
Resolutions of the Penn Avenue Lodge, No, 1925, of Iowa; 
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Resolutions of the Union Alliance, No. 1811, of Bancroft, Iowa; 
Resolutions of the Rock Creek Alliance, No. 1537, of Iowa; and 
Resolutions of members of the Crystal Alliance, No. 1172, of Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON, I present the memorial of Robert N. Parker, of 

Oskaloosa, Iowa, and A.L. Geddes, of Spirit Lake, Iowa, and 30 visit- 

orsat theSt. Louis (Mo.) fair, who oppose making a protective system 

out of the internal-revenue system, and hence op the passage of 
the Conger lard bill. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Stony Point Grange, No, 1733, Patrons of Husbandry, of 

Indiana; 

Petition of William Schrader and 28 other citizens of Whitley 

County, Indiana; 

Petition of M. F. Abert and 15 other citizens of Marshall County, 

Indiana; and 3 
Petition of J. F. Behmer and 15 other citizens of Marshall County, 

Indiana. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committees on Military Affairs, sub- 
mitted areport to accompany the bill (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles 
B. Stivers, heretofore repone by him. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel 
and Apollonia Hassendeubel, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MoMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3870) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and erection of buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the 
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to reporta bill toamend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 
1889, and to submit a report thereon. I will state that there are cer- 
tain documents to be attached to the report, which are not filed with 
the bill, but are in the hands of the printer, and are to be printed with 
the report. 

The bill (S. 4827) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 
1889, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There is a written report with the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a written report, quite a long one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire to say, in 
respect to the report made this morning by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] on the Nicaragua canal, the appendices tothat report, which 
I think consisted of ten or eleven papers, havo not been printed be- 
cause the maps and plates which are necessary for the illustration of 
the puncte. have not yet been completed, but will be within a very 
few days. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not hear what the Senator is saying, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwassaying that the appendices to the report which 
the Senator from Ohio made this morning do not accompany the report 
because of thenecessity of delaying the printing awhile to get the maps 
and plates necessary for the illustration of the ten or eleven papers 
that belong to the report properly. I merely wished to explain that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that there ought to bean order 
directing it, for perhaps the Public Printer would not be justified un- 
der the law in printing documents which were purchased outside. If 
we provide for the purchase of these maps, etc., there probably ought 
to be a resolution directing the Public Printer to use the maps furnished 


him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I dare say he will do it, becanse in printing the 
report he was instructed that he would be required to put the maps 
and plates in their proper places in the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whether he has anyauthority under existing law 
to receive maps from ontside without an express direction I do not 
know. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator from Ohio thinks it is at all neces- 
sary, of course I have noobjection. I desire it to be done, and Iapply 
now for an order that the Public Printer be required in printing that 
report to insert the maps which may be furnished to him through the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have noobjection tothatorder. I think it had 
better be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4793) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, ndminis- 
trator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, 
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Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4805) to provide for the purchase of 
lots 14, 15, 16, 17, and part of 18, square 633, in the city of Washing- 
ton, and the improvements thereon, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of 
a public building at Pueblo, Colo., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4683) to provide a suitable site fora post office in the city of Provi- 
dence, R. I., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 12227) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2678) to provide for the purchase of 
a site for and the erection of a publie building at Fernandina, in the 
State of Florida, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


SETTLERS ON FORFEITED RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4814) to amend an act to forfeit certain 
Jands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other pur to report it back favorably with 
an amendment, and to ask for its present consideration. Let the bill 
be read forinformation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection, IshouldJike to hear the bill 
explained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the amendment of the committee 
be first read ? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I will first explain the bill. The act which the 
hill proposes to amend provided that certain settlers might purchase 
jands within six months from the date ofits passage. The land offices 
ean not be opened and the applications can not be received until in- 
structions are sent down by the Commissioner of the General Land 


Office, The Department found some difficulty in framing the instruc- |. 


tions. Nearly four months haye expired. The instructions for part of 
the lands are now in the hands of the Public Printer, but will not be 
received in time so that the applications can be made within the time 
designated. Yesterday morning there was a communication laid be- 
fore the Senate from the Secretary of the Interior, accompanied by a 
letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, asking that 
the act be so amended that the period within which settlers might 
make application should begin to ran when the instructions were pro- 
mulgated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But supposing the present Jaw about applications 
had not existed, is there nota general law which allows any settler to 
make an application for public land? 

Mr. DOLPH. There were special provisions made for people who 
are in possession of certain lands under contract or license from the 
railroad company, who could not have purchased their lands under the 
general Jand laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And who could not purchase them now after the 
grants are forfeited? 

Mr. DOLPH. Whovcould not purchase them if the period of six 
months expires from the date of the passage of the act before they can 
kaye an opportunity to make their applications. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, Why could they not purchase them under the 
general law? 

Mr. DOLPH. Because some of them haye exhausted their rights 
under those laws. The act which it is proposed toamend provides for 
a class of people who settled upon these lands under license from the 
railroad companies and acquired certain rights which Congress thought 
it wise to protect. I ask to have the letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, If they haye exhausted their rights under the 
poos law why should we make special further provision in their 

vor? 

Mr. DOLPH. We went over all that, Isuppose, when we passed the 
act for the forfeiture of the grants and agreed to a provision which was 
discussed here, I think there are good reasons for the law; but this 
is simply to allow the settlers to have the benefits which Con de- 
termined they should have, and which they are likely to be deprived 
of by the dilatory action of the Secretary of the Interior and Com- 
missioner of the General Land Oflice—perhaps for good reasons; per- 
haps they found unthought-of difficulties in issuing the instructions, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letus hear the report of the Department. 

‘The VICEPRESIDENT. Theletters ofthe Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, December 24, 1890. 

Str: I transmit herewith a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, recommending, in view of the complications arising and 
thetime that must be necessarily consumed in carrying into effect the provisions 
of the act of September 29, 1890, the amendment of said act so that the time 
fixed therein within which certain rights granted to settlers on the lands in- 
volved may be asserted shall begin to run from the actual restoration of the 
lands under the act, and not from the date of the passage of the act as now pro- 
vided. Believing, as I do, that by such amendment the interests of those com- 
ing within the orione oraa act would be more fully protected and the ends 
intended by said act more surely attained, I heartily join in the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner, 

Very respectfully, ; 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Seeretary. 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. r. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, December 19,1890. 

Sin: In the matterof the forfeiture of the grants made by Congress tonid inthe 
construction of railroads opposite to and conterminous with the portions of any 
such railroads not constructed and in operation on September 29, 1890, the date 
of the passage of the act, in relation to which I have submitted for your ap- 
proval certain general instructions and made recommendation in particular 
casts, all of which will no doubt consume considerable time in arriving at a 
proper solution of the complications presented, I have to call attention to the 
fact that the periods limited by the act for the acquirementof rights by settlers, 
purchasers and others, all run from the date of the passage of the act. 

In the case of settlers’ rights, six months from the date of the passage of the 
act is the period limited by the act, and as about three months have now ex- 
pired, and even were action taken at once more than six weeks more would be 
necessary before the lands determined upon could be actually opened to entry. 
it is apparent that the time that will remain of the six months after the actual 
restoration will be but little—perhaps a month or even less. 

In some cases where the forfeiture is being resisted by the companies it 
would be difficult to state when the matter will be finally determined, and I 
have therefore to recommend, in view of the numerous complications that 
have arisen and the time that must necessarily be consumed in a proper con- 
sideration of the claims of all parties presented before a final conclusion in the 
matter can be reached, that the attention of Congress be called to the matter, 
and, if possible, such legislation be secured to the end thatsaid act may be so 
amended that the periods fixed, within which rights granted may be asserted, 
shall begin to run from the actual restoration of the lands under the act and 
not from the date of the passage of the act. 

In this way all matters presented can be fully considered and the rights in- 
tended to be given by Congress can be made available to the parties. 


Very respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould-like to have the bill again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Letit be read with the amendment proposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read itas it would stand if amended as proposed 
by the committee. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as follows: 

De it enacted, eto., That an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aidingin the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,” approved poponar 29, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so that the period within which settlers, purchasers, and others under 
the provisions of said act may make application to purchase lands forfeited 
thereby whensuch period begins to run from the passage of the act shall begin 
to run from the date of the promulgation by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of the instructions to the officers of the local land offices for their 
direction in the disposition of said lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Oregon can state what is intended, 
but is it clear that the passage of this bill into a law will notadmit any 
settler who was not entitled under the old law? 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis perfectly clear. Itdoes notaffect that provision 
a particle. It only affects the limitation and gives the class of settlers 
referred to six months from the time the instructions are promulgated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it will benefit nobody but the people who are 
entitled to benefit under the former act? 

Mr. DOLPH. No one. It does not change the law a partiele in 
that respect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that will prove to be the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment of the committee, which is to strike out the words at the end of 
the bill, ‘restoration of such lands to settlement and sale by order of 
the Secretary of the Interior,’’ and to insert, ‘promulgation by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office of the instructions to the ofi- 
cers of the local Jand offices for their direction in the disposition of said 
lands.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend an act en- 
titled '‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes.” 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORMAN. I introduce a bill at the request of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] who is detained from the Senate by 
indisposition. 7 

The bill (S. 4828) for the relief of George M. Clapp was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4829) granting a pension to Otto 
Kleinschmidt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 4830) granting a pension to Winfield S, 
Gard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4831) correcting the military history of 
John McPherson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4832) for the relief of William 
E. Childs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 4833) to provide for beginning 
the construction of a military post at or near Essex Junction or Swan- 
ton Junction, Vt.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4834) restoring the pre-emption 
right of Stephen R. Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 4835) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos C. Weeden; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4836) to provide an American register 
for the steamer Cauca; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4837) to carry out certain findings of the 
Court of Claims and the Quartermaster General; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4838) to compensate 
certain enlisted men.of the Signal Corps, United States Army, for dis- 
charge from the military service and consequent loss of the benefits of 
long service provided by law; which wasread twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 145) to apply 
appropriation for lighthouse on Simmon’s Reef in payment for three 
light-ships in lieu thereof; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA, 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Treasury isdirected to send to the Senate 
copies of the reports of Special Treasury Agents A. W. Lavender and S, W. Net- 
tleton, made in 1890, upon the condition of affairs on the seal islands of Alaska 
relating to the fur-seal fisheries, and copies of the reports of al eo C. Coul- 
son, commanding the revenue cutter Richard Rush, upon the cruise of that ves- 
scl in Behring Sea during the year 1890. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do notobject to the resolution, but I think there 
was another investigation during last year. Iam notsure whether that 
report has been received here. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator refers to the report of Mr. Elliott? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not been called for, and I purposely avoided 
calling for it, because there are certain reasons of state why that re- 
port should not be made public at this moment. 

Mr. FRYE, Thatreport will be made directly to Congress, because 
Mr. Elliott was created by Congress a special agent. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That report is properly delayed, but the other 
reports referred to in the resolution are accessible. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desired to know why the report to which I 
have alluded was excluded, and the Senator has given a sufficient rea- 


son. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
cratnio of the resolution? - 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1254) increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles; 

A bill (H. R. 1257) to remove the charge of desertion against Rich- 
ard Wellerand authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 1869) granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard; 

A bill (H. R, 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 2822) for the relief of William Bassett; 

A bill (H. R. 3967) to amend military record of James H. Gould; 

A bill te R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 4964) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against Michael Keefe, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

A bill (H. R. 6345) removing the charge of desertion against James 
Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 6658) for the relief of J. H. Rector; 

A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr; 

7 A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, 

y.; 


A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late mu- 
sician Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9724) grantinga pension to Mary A. R, Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkin- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. raed granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 9943) directing the Secretary of War to issue an hon- 
orable discharge to Lewis F. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the 
pension roll; 5 

A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow of 
Odney D. Brooks, late assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 
unteers; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of 
the Mexican war; : 

A bill (H. R. 11080) grantinga pension to Ann M. Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
Margaret Dolan; 

A bill (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 11474) granting a pension to Eliza A. Philbrook; 
A bill (H. R. 11606) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Riley; 
A bill (H. R. 11813) to correct the military record of Patrick Mackin; 

A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs, 
Caroline E. Duryee; 

A bill fF R. reek granting a pension to Ruth E. Furgeson; 

A bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Head; 
Ami (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William J. 


1s; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

oe bill (H. R. 12400) granting au increase of pension to Xenophon 
Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf; 

A bill (i: R. TOSIN granting a pension to Maria M. č. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; and 

A bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the second committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3271) to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry ont in part the provisions 
of “An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation 
of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appropriations for the 
same, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill i 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger; 

A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert; and 

A bill (S. 4070) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. Le Van. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills each with an amendment, in which it requested the concar- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (8. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell; 

A bill (S. pe granting a pension to Thomas Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary B. Hascall. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 4476) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn 
by A. W. Beard, collector of customs at the port of Boston, Mass., in 
favor of De Blois & Co,; 

A bill (S. 4547) for the relief of the inhabitauts of the town of Gallup, 
Bernalillo County, Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 178) to provide for enlarging the proposed public build- 
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ing at Savannah, Ga., the purchase of another site, if practicable, and 
for the sale of the present site; 
A bill (H. R.1460) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
rahe aopa bonds to James E. Andrews, to replace same destroyed 
re; an 
yA bil (If. R. 7630) to increase the limit of cost of the public build- 
ing at Charleston, S. C. - 


THE BLUFORD WEST SALINE, 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iask that House bill 8947 be taken up for pres- 
ent consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R.8947) to pay the administratrix 
of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, 
in Cherokee Nation. , 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It appropriates $12,000, together with 
interest thereon at5 per cent. per annum from the Ist day of January, 
1844, to be immediately available, in satisfaction of all demands by 
the estate of Bluford West, deceased, against the Cherokee Nation, for 
compensation or damages arising from the dispossession of Bluford West 
by the Cherokee Nation of the property known as the Bluford West 
Saline, situated in the Indian Territory, and charges that amount with 
the interest thereon against the Cherokee Nation on account of its 
lands west of the Arkansas River, to be a lien on the lands and de- 
ducted from any payment hereafter made on account thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not object to the consideration 
of this bill, but I should be glad to have some Senator in charge of it 
explain why it is that we are called upon to pay 5 per cent. interest 
upon this claim since 1844. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the best answer to that, I pre- 
sume, is to callforthe reading of the report. Thereisa very elaborate 
report made by the House Committeo on Indian Affairs and adopted by 
the Senate committee. The committee of the House was unanimous 
upon this question and also the committee of the Senate. They have 
fully considered the question, and the best answer that I can make 
will be to ask for the reading of the report. I had hoped not to be 
under the necessity of doing so, forit is a lengthy and elaborate report, 
butit arises out of the case and is a necessary part of it if we desire to 
do justice on this subject. 

If the Senator from Iowa insists upon it, of course I shall ask that 
the report be read; but I belong to that class of people who believe 
that when a committee of gentlemen of either branch of Congress 
thoroughly investigate a case and reach a conclusion, after going over 
all the facts, there is great weight to be attached to such a finding. 
I would be a poor hand to exercise the veto power. If such a calam- 
ity should befall the country as that I should become Chief Execu- 
tive, I can assure the country in advance that where a measure had 
had the careful consideration of a committee of this body and then the 
sanction of this body, the consideration of a committee of the other 
House and the unanimous finding of that committee, and likewise the 
sanction of a vote of the other House, I should feel bound to think 
that a correct conclusion had been reached. That is the case here. 
This is a House bill which has passed the House after a unanimous 
and full report of its committee, and which came here and has had the 
same favorable action in the Committee on Indian Aflairs. ‘ 

The interest arising is because of the equity of the claim commencing 
at that date. hat is the only answer I can give, I hope it satisfies 
the Senator, because the report is a long one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does theSenator from Indiana ask to haye 
the report read? . z 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwill not ask to have it read if the Senator from 
Towa is satisfied, but will let the consideration of the bill proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand that this bill came from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, which is presided over by my honorable friend 
sitting at my left [Mr. DAweEs], who has had great experience in these 
matters. I somewhat sympathize with the views entertained by the 
Senator from Indiana that after a committee has mado careful exam- 
ination of case it should be at least prima facie evidence in favor of 
the justice of that case, although I have never yetabsolutely condemned 
any one who asked a question about a billeven after a committee has 
reported it favorably. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Nor dol. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave not had the opportunity of investigating 
this claim. It is anold matter which has been in controversy for years, 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs has submitted a voluminous re- 
port upon it. In addition to that, there are many other documents 

ring upon the question. I hold in my handa memorial of the Cher- 
okee Nation, signed by John L. Adairand D. W. Bushyhead, delegates, 
also an act passed by the council of the Cherokee Nation in 1873, and 
also a letter or memorial addressed to Hon. H, L. DAWeEs, chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, in which, I understand, 
they protest against favorable action upon this bill. Asa matter of 
justice and right and fair dealing with this nation, which has no rep- 
resentative here, I ask that these documents may be read. I have not 
had the time to read them myself. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The papers will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
MEMORIAL OF THE CHEROKEE NATION, 
To the Senate of the United States: 


The Cherokee Nation, by John L. Adair and D. W. Bushyhead, its accredited 
delegates, respectfully but earnestly protest against the passage of House bill 
8047, entitled “An act to pay the administratrix of the estate of Bluford West, 
a „Tor the Bluford West Saline, in Cherokee Nation.” 

The bill proposes to take from the funds of the Cherokee Nation the sum of 
$12,000, together with interest at 5 per cent. from January, 1944, which would ag- 
gregate upwards of $10,000, and to pay it over to the estato of Bluford West, or 
mage to the speculators on Bluford West's estato, for a saline in the Choro- 

ce Nation. 

Under the constitution and the laws of the Cherokee Nation no titla ever 
vested in Mr. West with respect to this claim. He,as 2 member of the nation, 
made certain improvements upon it unauthorizedly, and his rights were sim- 
ply such as the nation chose to accord to him. 

n 1813 the nation took possession of all the salines in its domain, and was at 
that time at liberty to dispossess any person, a member of the nation, but in- 
stead of exercising the sovercign right It has provided for the per be toany 
of the members of the tribe for any improyemeuts which had theretofore been 
made by them, 

Under the provisions of this act and the provisions of the seventh article of 
the treaty of 1516 a commission was appointed by the United States and the 
Cherokee Nation, consisting of Hon. John Q. Tufta, United States Indian agent, 
on the part of the United States, and Mr. 1). W. C. Duncan, commissioner on 
tho part of the Cherokee Nation, who proceeded under the provisions of the 
seventh article of the treaty of 1846 to appraise and value the improvements 
upon this saline claim. Messrs. Tufts and Duncan, in March, 1883, after a full 
examination and after full notice to all parties interested, and after taking the 
voluminous testimony produced by both sides, which testimony is now on file 
in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, decided that the payment 
of $12,000 to Nancy Markham, the administratrix and widow of the late Bluford 
West, under the act of the Cherokee Nation Council of 1873, was a full compro- 
mise and setticment of all claims against the Cherokee Nation on account of 
that saline, and thatthere was nothing due on account thereof. 

This saat and findings were transmitted by United States Indian Agent Tufts 
July 16, 1883, together with the evidence taken before the commission, and that 
report,under date of July 30, 1883, was transmitted by the Commissioner of Indian 
Aftnirs to the Secretary of the Interior, with the recommendation that the same 
be approved under the proceore ot the treaty of 1846. Under date of August 
29, 1883, the Secretary of the Interior, then the Hon. Henry M. Teller, approved 
re findings of the commission, and thereby finally and forever settled the 
claim. 

Not content with this adjudication under the terms of the treaty of 1546, in 
January, 1384,an application was made to haye the case reopened by counsel 
for the claimant. An opportunity was offered by the Secretary of the Interior, 
who, under date of January 21, 1884, returned the papers to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, He listened to the application, and after en. f considered the 
sameo,and all the papers submitted in support thereof, undor date of March 6, 
1834, submitted all the papers to the Secretary of the Interior for his decision as 
to whethertho case shouid bereopened. After reviewing the provious decision 
of August, 1833, the Secretary, in his decision of September 16, 1884, says: 

“Nothing in the additional proofs and papers filed and arguments mado is 
found to justify the Department in reconsidering its former decision so far as 
the interest or claims of Mrs. Nancy Markham, administratrix, is concerned.” 

Thus rested the claim until the 26th of April, 1880, when a new Secretary of 
the Interior was invited to review and reconsider the previous decision of Mr. 

tary Teller, and that the claimant should have ey opportunity to pre- 
sentanything to overcome the previous decision, Mr. Secretary Lamar per- 
mitted the claimant to be heard by her attorneys and counsel, and after pro- 
tracted consideration of the argumentsand evidence adduced, concludes “ that 
no good and sufficient reason has been shown for disturbing the decision on the 
claim of ARa; 1583, reaffirmed by the decision of September, 1844, On the 
other hand, itis made more clearly to appear that the action already taken on 
the caso was wise and just," 

The Cherokee Nation representatives submit that aftor it has fully paid and 
discharged the claim of one of its citizens, which claim grew out alone of an 
act of on the part of the nation, and after the same had been adjusted in 
accordance with tho terms of the treaty of 1810, the United States ought not, in 
violation of the provisions of the seventh article of that treaty and after its 
officer has acted in accordance therewith, sat et to scizo the funds of the 
Cherokee Nation and apply them in direct conflict with the obligations and en- 
gagements of the several treaties between the Cherokee Nation and the United 
States, 

The foundation upon which this claim is sought to rest grows out of n report 
ofa eee of infantry in the year 1813, prior to the treaty of 1846, and before 
the United States had ever assumed to adjust or had been anthorized to adjust 
any differences between the Cherokee Nation and its own citizens. The nation 
was not represented beforo this military officer, who assumed to value this 
property, nor was that appraisementoonsidered asin any way binding by either 
the Un CE ten or the Cherokee Nation when they came to negotiate tho 
treaty of 1846, 

Thiseass then stands in this attitude: By the terms of the treaty of 1846 o 
commission has been appointed jointly by the United States and Cherokee 
Nation to adjust the saline claims of members of the Cherokee Nation. That 
commission has adjusted the claim of Bluford West's estate, and in accordance 
with the award of that commission the Cherokee Nation has paid to hisadmin- 
istratrix the sum so adjusted. 

The Cherokee Nation submits that, obligations having beon fulfilled on the 
part of the United States and the Cherokee Nation with respect to this claim, 
the United States ought not, and can not in justice or fair dealing, arbitrarily 
attempt to pay out of the funds of tho nation, which it holds as the nation’s 
trustee, a sum of money to one of the citizens of the nation to which neither in 
law, equity, nor justice such citizen is entitled. 

The Cherokee Nation, thercfore, earnestly requests the Senate of the United 
States to indefinitely postpone House bill 8947 and to refuse any relief in that 


eet tfully submitted. 
specii submitted, 
pS JOHN L. ADAIR, 
D, W. BUSHYHEAD, 
Delegates. 


AN ACT for the benefit of Nancy Marcum. 


Beitenacted by the national council, That the sum of $5,000 be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated out of the ‘'$150,000 fund,’ set apart by the treaty of 
1866, for the paren of the outstanding debts of the nation previous to said 
treaty, and the principal chief is hereby authorized to draw a warrant on the 
Secretary of the Interior for the same for the benefit of Nancy Marcum, 

Be itfurther enacted, That the sum of $7,000 is hereby appropriated out of the 
first moneys received from sales of land west of the Arkansas River; and the 
delegation appointed to visit Washington City, and represent the Cherokee Na- 
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tion before the Government of the United States, are hereby 
instructed to negotiate with theSecretary of the Interior for 
same to Nancy Marcum or her logal representatives. 


December 4, 1873, 
WILLIAM WILSON, 
President of the Senate, 
L, B, BELL, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
DANIEL REDBIRD, 
Snr 0 tempore Council. 
EO. O, SANDERS, 
Clerk Council. 
WILL P. Ross, 


authorized and 
e payment of tho 


Concurred in— 


Approved December 6, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 10, 1899. 


Sm: On April 2, 18%, the House Committee on Indian Affairs reported H, R. 
8047 asa substitute for H. R.5713. The bill provides for the appropriation of 
$12,000, with interest thereon at 5 per cent. per annum from January 1, 18H, out 
of the United States Treasury in satisfaction of all demands by the estate of 
Bluford West, deceased, against the Cherokee Nation, arising from the dispos- 
session of the said West by the Cherokee Nation of the property known as the 
Bluford West Saline, and said amount, with the interest thereon, is made ^ 
charge against the lands of the Cherokee Nation lying west of tho Arkansas 
River, to be deducted from any payment hereafter made on account of said 
lands. This measure passod the House on the 5th instant. 

BS scyenihs article of the treaty with the Cherokees, of August 6, 1845, pro- 
es that— 

“The value of all salines which were the po of individuals of the West- 
ern Cherokees, and of which they were dispossessed, provided there be any 
such, shall beascortained by the United States nen a commission to be ap- 
pointed by the Cherokee authorities, and should they be unable to , they 
shall select an umpire, whose decision shall be final; and the several amounts 
due shall be paid by the Cherokee Nation or the salines returned to their re- 
spective owners.” (9 Statutes, 874). 

We desire to invite your attention to the report of the House committee (No. 
1205) from which you will observe that no reference is made to any ing 
had under the seventh article of the treaty of 1846, the committee basing its con- 
clusions upon an unauthorized and illegal appraisement made by certain army 
officers in the year 1845,and anterior to the date of the treaty. The committco 
says (page 4): 

“Your committee have carefully examined all the paresy and records to be 
had in the case, and have heard the delegates of the Cherokee Nation in behalf 
of the nation." 

And further on (page 5): 

“And if what your committee has recited was not all the evidence in the 
case, we could find nothing else,” 

Now,we desire to say that there is on file in the Indian Bureau a voluminous 
number of papers and amount of correspondence, which was not brought to the 
attention of or considered by the committee, copies of which os were far- 
nished the Senate committee in June, 1886, in connection with Senate bill 2043, 
Itis learned on informal inquiry that the House committee did not refer this 
measure to the Secretary of the Interior for a statement of the facts and his 
recommendation. Wedo not desire to criticise the committee, but simply wish 
to show that it was misled,and labored under a great misapprehension of the 
facts and law of the case. 

Now, we beg to call your attention to the facts in the case which has been 
pending before the Interior ees repeat for many years, and with a view to as 
much brevity as possible we will not go back further than the year 1882. 

On Au 11 of that yearthe Commissioner of Indian Affairs reported all 
the facts in the case to the Secretary of the Interior, from which itap that, 
while various efforts were mado to carry out the provisions of article 7 of the 
treaty of 1845,no definite and final action had been taken in the matter up to 
that time, other than an act pasoa by the Cherokee esuneil in 1873, appropri- 
ating $12,000 to pay eps Fe kham, the widow of Bluford West, deceased 
and the administratrix of estate, for this saline. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in his reply dated November 27, 1882, says: 

“Tt appears that Bluford Westcommenced digging a salt well about 1832, and 
made certain improvements and expenditures thereon. 

“The laws of the nation deciare all salines within its territories to be the com- 
mon property of the nation, but provided in 1833that ‘nothing contained in this 
clause shall bo so construed as to deprive individuals of their rights when they 
have obtained such by their own labor.’ (Constitution and Laws of the Cher- 
okee Nation 1839-41 page 58: 

“By the terms of this law and n subsequent act of October 30,1843 {page 81), 
morestringent initsterms, Bluford West was compelled to abandon his improye- 
ments. 

“Under a commission appointed by the Secretary of War in October, 1844, to 
inv teand report upon the causes of troubles among the Cherokees, an cx- 
amination and valuation of the saline of Bluford West were made. This exam- 
ination showed that his saline was not a national ono, but was made yaluable 
by labor and expenditure of money. 

“After setting ont freely the facts, the examiners state that ‘our estimate of 
the value of his improvements on the farm and the actual expenditure on the 
well would be 99,425, and if the value which we consider has been given the 
saline by Mr. West's labor, and without this it had no value, bo added, which 
Nath! put down at $10,000, our valuation, including everything, will amount 

o $19,425," 

“Tn order to bring about amicable relations between the contending factions 
within the nation, and for other purposes, a treaty was made by the United States 
with the Cherokees in 1846, by the seventh article of which (9 Stats., 874) it was 
provided ‘that the value of all salines which were the private property of in- 
dividuals of the Western Cherokees, and of which B were dispossessod, pro- 
vided there be any such, shall be ascertained by the United States agent and a 
commissioner to be ppan by the Cherokee authorities; and should they be 
unable to agree they shall select an umpire, whose decision shall be „and 
the several amounts found duo shall be paid by the Cherokee Nation or the 
salines returned to their respective owner ’ 

“Seyeral unsuccessful efforta were made to have the Cherokce authorities 
sercias a commissioner to act with the United Statesagent in the matter as re- 
quired by the treaty. 


"M arkham, formerly Mrs. West, made eg Sey applications to the Cher- 
okee Council for the ent of her claim, and in 1873 succeeded in receiving 
an appropriation of $ for her benefit. 


“This i raheem claims, was for the improvements on her home ad- 
ti 


join not connected with the saline claim. Sho files some testimony to 
that while the Cherokee authorities declare that it was undacetoad b 
the Chero. Council and accepted by Mrs. Mar asa settlement of all 


: claims on her part in reference to the West saline, although the representative 
title ‘administratrix ' did not appear in the law in connection with her name. 
“The records of the nation regarding the claim prior tothe war were reported 
as lost beyond recovery and those since the war as lost or mislaid. 
“The record of fact in the case docs not sufficiently indicate whether the $12,- 


(00 appropriation was made to cover the West saline claim, and not a claim for 
improvements adjoining, but not connected with the saline. 

** Nolaw, contract, orregulation Bs painted out showing en Beppe on the 
part of the Cherokee Nation to pay forany improvements other than those con- 
nected and upon the saline claim. 

"However, the treaty provided specifically how the values of these claims for 
salines should be ascertained and settled. This treaty provision, enacted into 
law, has not been complied with; its nonfulfillment is entirely due to the neg- 
lect of the Cherokee authorities to appoint a commissioner to act with the 
United States agent in fixing the value of the saline. 

“The Cherokee Nation should follow thetreaty. Theaction of itsauthorities 
in making a payment to the claimant in the manner reported, even if it wasin- 
tended as a settlement of her claim for the saline improvements, can not be ac- 
cepted as a compliance with the treaty, nor as a sufficient defense for its refusal 
or noglect to comply therewith. 

“The United States and the Cherokee Nation are alike bound by the treaty, 
and if the claimant refuses to accept such payment in full satisfaction of the 
claim, to see to its fulfillment, for the protection of /those interests is especially 
involved in the provision thereof. Any alleged settlementof theclaimin other 
manner than as provided by the treaty, however ample may have been the sum 
paid, can not be recogn’ as a legal settlement of the matter in dispute. 

“The a SEM should be instructed to advise the proper authorities of the Cher- 
okeco Nation that he is ready to proceed under the provisions of the treaty to 
value the saline claimed by Mrs. Nancy Markham, administratrix of Bluford 
West, deceased, and to request the nation to appoint a commissioner to act 
with him as required by the treaty in the matter. 

Tha commission thus constituted should consider not only the question of 
the value of the saline, but also the question involved fom nag the actual 
dis ion of the claimant and the payment of the $12, è by the na- 
tion to Mrs. Markham, and report in accordance with the facts what sum, if 
any, is still properly dye under the treaty,” 

It will be observe ORPI spsag yin ataty pee kth 8 pp abe AONNE, certain 
army officers in 1845, treating it as haying no binding force or validity, and di- 
rected that proceedings be had under the Pere of the treaty to determine 
the matter in controvorsy. Accordingly the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
under date of November 29, 1882, instructed John Q, Tufts, United States Indian 
agent, to notify. the Cherokee authorities that he was een, to p under 
the provisions of the Eag Due and PT a a notice having been given, the 
Cherokee authorities a nted D. W. C. Duncan, esq., a commissioner to act 
with Agent Tufts, and March 26, 1883, was agreed upon as the time the investi- 
gation should commence, Notice was given and full Sppas taney. afforded all 
parties in interest to present evidence and testimony and be heard. 

Under date of July 16, 1883, Agent Tufts transmitted to the Indian Office the 
evidence taken, which is very voluminous, and report and findings of the com- 
mission, The commission decided that the value of the saline was $15,000; 
that the settlement and SAren of $12,000 to Nancy Markham, as the admin- 
istratrix of the estate of Bluford West, under the act of the Cherokee council 
in 1873, was a compromise of all claims against the Cherokee Nation on account 
o eiT saline, and that there is nothing due to Mrs. on account 
thereof. 

Undor dato of July 30, 1883, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitted tho 
matter to the Secretary of the Interior with the recommendation “that the 
findings of the commission relative to the claim of Mrs. Nancy Markham, ad- 
ministratrix of Bluford West, deceased, be approved,” 

Under date of August 29, 1883, the Secretary of the Interior approved the 
findings of the commission and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs so notified 
Agent Tufts, under date of September 15, 1883. 

na communication dated January 15, 1884, J. M. Bryan, for reasons stated 
therein, applied to the Secretary to have the case reopened. This paper having 
been referred to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, it was returned by him to 
the Secretary with a letter dated SROINE 19, 1884, with the remark that he saw 
1fb objection to granting the request of Mr. Bryan, due notico being given to 
the parties in interest. That letter was returned by the Secretary under date 
of January 21, 1884, with the following Hp cpr ng oe o 

“Respectfully returned to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Tho other 
parties to the case should be notified of the application for a reopen: of the 
case and given an opportunity to be heard in writing on Lee oh of the ques- 
tion, with the privilege of inspecting tho A reverie upon which the application is 
based. When this is done and all additional papers and statements are sub- 
mitted to this Department, the question of reopening the case will be consid- 


red. 

Due notice having been given to the several parties in interest and they hav- 
ing filed such statements as they desired, tho Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
under date of March 6, 1884, submitted all the papers to the Secretary of the In- 
terior for his decision as to whether the caso should be reopened, In letter to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated September 16, 1 the Secretary of 
the Interior, after carefully reviewing the case, says : 

“ Nothing in the additional proofs and papers filed and arguments mado is 
found to justify the Department in reconsidering that decision (August 29, 1883), 
so far as the interest or claims of Mrs. Nancy Markham, administratrix, is con- 


cerned, 

The matter thus rested until April 22, 1836, on which day the Secretary of the 
Interior directed that the papers be informally forwarded to him for considera- 
Mee va a orete arain romni to: the kndlan Oige Dy Abe Sematary Witt 

The rs were a, return e Indian oe e w 
his letter of Apa 26, 1886, in which he carefully and at length reviews tho faots 
and history of the case, and oars š 

t These facts all indicating that Mr, Secretary Teller ag 80 far reopened the 


stated in arguments by the attorneys and counsel hayvo been 00) 
ered; and the conclusion reached is that pak aes and sufficient reason has been 
reaffirmed by 


and settled as required by the ocr 
opened, the findings of the commiss' 
tary, August 29, 1883, have never been disturbed. 

We suggest that if the House committee had been in | ayrrenns of the facts 


and had not been misled in tho belief that allthe papers n presented for 
consideration an adverse report would have been made on the measure by 
the committee. ' 

In conclusion we beg to submit: 


First. That the appraisement made by certain army officers in the ea 1845 
was unauthorized and illegal, and, as decided b: the Seore! tary of the Interior, 
isnot entitled to any consid n whatever. ich action was anterior to the 
date of the treaty Py Paar he how these claimsshould be adjudicated and settled, 
and entirely outside of any law or treaty provision. 

Second. this claim has been adjudicated and settled in strict conform- 
ity with the provisions of article 7 of the treaty of 1846. 
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Third. That the Congress of the United States has no constitutional power to 
legislate on this matterand enact a law that will disturb proceedings had under 
treaty stipulations, $ 

We therefore pray that your honorable committee will refer this matter to 
the Secretary of the Interior for a report of tho facts in the case and his recom- 
mendation, and further pray that an adverse report be made on House bill 
8917, entitled “A bill to pay the administratrix of the estate of Bluford West, de- 
ceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in Cherokee Nation.” 


err aU; JOHN L.. ADAIR, 
D. W. BUSHYHEAD, 
Cherokee Delegates. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, 
Chairman Senate Commiitee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I now ask that the report made by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs be read, so that it may goin the RECORD with 
these papers. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is a voluminous report, I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As Ihave just had handed me, and my friend 
next me [Mr. PLATT] has it, the argument on the other side, and 
which is notin print, [suggest that both be printed and that the matter 
go over until Monday, and then we shall all be able to read it ourselves. 

Mr, VOORHEES. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we shall then understand it much better, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Vermont suggest that the 
report of the Committee on Indian Affairs be printed in the RECORD 
with the papers just read? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do not print reports of committees in the 
RECORD unless they are read. What Isuggest is that these two argu- 
ments, one of which hasj ust been read against the claim and the other now 
proposed to be read, as it ought to be, of course, in fairness, be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the committee report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I thoughtit was the argument of Mr. Bryan 
that the Senator asked to have read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The argumentof Mr. John L. Adair and Mr. D, 
W. Bushyhead, a couple of attorneys of the Cherokee Nation, has been 
read, and I ask now that the reading may be had of the report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, which unanimously recommended the 

ge of this bill. Iask that that be proceeded with. I think that 
is a better way, because the reading of these papers puts them in the 
RECORD; and, haying been read here, it is due toa committee, I think, 
of this body, as well as a committee of the other House, and the action 
of the other House itself, that the report, which is ample and conclu- 
sive, should be read to accompany these proceedings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object, if the Senator desires it, to have 
the report of the committee printed in the RECORD next to the argu- 
ment which has just been read, though I do not see the use of it, as 
the report of the committee is already in print. My point is that the 
communication or the argument, which has just been read, of the 
Cherokee Nation ought to be printed—I do not say in the RECORD, bè- 
cause it is no good pana in the RECORD for anybody to read, as it is 
in such fine print, but printed as a document, so as to be on our tables 
on Monday morning. 

Mr. VOORHEES. My suggestion is that the argument which has 
been read goes into the RECORD of necessity, in consequence of its hav- 
ing been read at the Clerk’s desk as a part of the proceedings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it does, but my point is that the REC- 
ORD print, instead of the ordinary document print of reports and other 
documents on our tables, is an entirely inconvenient print to read and 
understand the case on account of the closeness of the form and the 
smallness of the 

Mr. VOORHEES. I feel that I ought to insist, when the brief of a 
couple of lawyers has been read and will be placed in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, that the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of this body should be there also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To that Ido not object. My point is that the 
matter go over until Monday, and meantime this argument of the Cher- 
okee Nation in opposition be printed as a document, so that it will be 
in large type on our desks in a way that we can understand it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Do what you please with that, but I shall ask 
that the report of the committee be read now or else thatan agreement 
be made by which it shall be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object toits being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well, let that order be made, and then the 
matter may go over until Monday, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the absence 
of objection. The Chairhħears none. Thereport of the committee will 
be printed in the RECORD, and the bill will go over. 

The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted by Mr. 
DANIEL Jime 21, 1890, is as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred H. R. 947, for the relief of the estate 
of Bluford West, deceased, have carefully considered the same and respectfully 
mero the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘his bill passed the bey Xii jee ipene Hh on tho 5th of May, 1890, and, 


haying been the subject o examination by the House Committee on 


Indian Affairs, we avail ourselves of the report of that committee as a clear his- 
toryand explanation of the case,and your committee, adopting said report, beg 


leave to incorporate it as a part of theirown, It is appended hereto. 
[House Report No, 1205, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


Mr, PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the following re- 
port (to accompany H. R, 8947) : 
Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 5713) for the relief of the 


estate of Bluford West, deceased, having had the same under consideration, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

This is a claim against the Cherokee Nation for valuable saline (salt works) 
belonging to the deceased in his lifetime, and which was appropriated to the 
use of the Cherokee Nation by act of the Cherokeo council in 1843. For a per- 
fect understanding of this claim it is well tosay that in an early day about one- 
third of the Cherokee people then residing east of the Mississippi River cmi- 
grated to the west and settled in the then Territory of Arkansas, 

In 1828 this branch of the Cherokees entered into a treaty with the United 
States in which they relinquished their home in Arkansas and accepted an un- 
divided interest with their brethren (who were still east) to whatis now the 
Cherokee country, where they now live; in other words, the Cherokee coun- 
try by the treaty of 1828 was given to all the Cherokees both east and west 
jo! ake Those that came first were and are yet called "Old Settlers or West- 
ern Cherokees,” of which Bluford West was one, and being well advanced in 
civilization, and being ambitious and Suore he made large and valuable im- 
provements on saline or salt wells in the’Cherokee country, Inthe mean time 
the remainder of the Cherokees sold their possessions east ‘of the Mississippi 
River and joined their kindred in the Cherokee Nation, where they have re- 
mained ever since, 

This last lot were called the Eastern Cherokees, and, being much more numer- 
ous, soon took controlof the Cherokee government. Bluford West, the claim- 
ant, being an Old Settier, or Western Cherokee, was in the minority, but had 
bestowed a large amount of Inbor and money in developing this yaluable salt 
mine, and was in a fair way to amass n large fortune out of this property, when 
in 1843 the Cherokee council passed an act declaring all salines in their nation 
to be the common property ofall and ordered that the nation take possession 
of them, have them valued, and paid for, Upon that authority Bluford West, 
with others, was dispossessed and deprived of his entire estate in this valuable 
saline. West, doubtless feeling that great be beret had been done him, came at 
once to Washington and laid his grievances before the Government, and whilst 
here sickened and died, but in response to his complaint General R, Jones, 
United States Army, issued the following order: 


Fort GIBSON, January 8, 1845. 

Sim: You will repair, without unnecessary delay, to the two salines formerly 
occupied by Capt. Fow Rogers and Bluford West, for the Pee se of making 
such examination of the premises as may enable you to estimate and report to 
the commissioners the value of the improvements at each saline, about the 
time that they were dispossessed of the premises in 1844, under the provisions 
of the Cherokee laws relative to the reservation of salines asnational property. 
You will please to make your report so as to make your estimate of valuation 
under separate heads, as follows: 

I. Improvements of the farm, as— 

1, Dwellinghouse and outhouses. 

2. Clearing wood land, 

3. Fencing of fields, : 

4. Breaking up prairie land. 

5. Digging and walling fresh-water wells. 

If E En and materials necessary for erecting and carrying on salt- 
works, as— 

1. Troughs or cisterns for holding water. 

2. Digging and walling the furnaces, 

8. Sheds over furnaces, 

4. The salt kettits. 

5. Wagons, ete, 

6. Negesi buildings attached to the salt establishments. 

7. The digging and boring for water, if not a natural saline. 

8. Pipes for conveying the same, 

Take special care to ascertain whether either saline reservation be natural or 
artificial, and, if the latter, whether without the obtaining of water by the prow 
ess of boring by private enterprise (late occupants) the saline could in equity 
have been claimed as a natural reservation under the Cherokee laws. 

You will also please to report whether Mr, West's premises have been taken 

session of by the Cherokee authorities or whether they be still occupied by 
nimself or his family, and, if so, ascertain the reason. 

Please let your report be submitted with as little delay as possible. 

I think it expedient a sccond officer should accompany you, and haye accord- 
ingly directed Lieutenant Kirkham to report to you. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, R A 
R. JONES, U. S. A., Commissioner, 
Capt. N, Boonn, First Dragoons. 


Captain Boone, of the First Dragoons, being prevented by sudden sickness 
from proceeding to execute the aboyeinstructions, Capt. S. Woods, Sixth Infan- 
try, was substituted. For his very satisfactory report see Appendix U, paper 
No. 5, relative to salines. x 

ee pages 75 and 76, Report Secretary of War, and Appendix U, paper No, 5, 
a ative to salines, volume 8, Senate Documents, second session, Twenty-cighth 

ongress, 

In dove to said order Captain Woods and Lieutenant Kirkham, of the 
Army, submitted the following report: 


Fort Grrson, January 18, 1845. 


GENERAL: In obedience to instructions received from you, dated Fort Gib- 
son, January 8, 1545, Lieutenant Kirkham and myself proceeded to tho salines 
formerly occupied by Messrs. Bluford West and John Rogers, and made the 
examinations and valuations of improvements required by our instructions; 
the result of which is submitted to you and is as follows, namely: 


Mr. West's improvements, 


1, One dwellinghouse a story and half high, built of hewn logs; two 
good-sized rooms with a passage between them; porches in front and 
rear; one room handsomely ceiled, and the whole house well finished. 
Considering the cost of lumber and building materials in that part of 
the country and the price of labor, we think the cost of this house has 


peen ABOU... .crccseerseveee aeiaoiy T OTR SA I EAT $2,000 
2, One dining room and kitchen adjoining, both good, hewn-log build- 

ings, Valued Ab .....ccesccsrsceccssosen coscensesvecescsesaransnne dedesopecen cere serene seeres rererere 600 
3. Smokeliouse, roothouse, negro house, a large log building, built for 

poultry, the whole VLE T EER AR SETAE E A K y 200 
4. A spring about20 yards from the house, with slight improvements, 

valued at... Sesarta ediy nE EE EEA EE EA NE 25 
5, A well 30 feet p (They ARREN 

in consequence of the law of 1813, 50 
6. One cornhouse; stable 80 feet in length, with several divisi 

a small stable and stable yard, troughs, ete., valued at... py 300 
7. Eighty-seven acres of prairie land, the breaking and fen ofw y 

from the information we obtained, we considered worth $5 per acre, 

the whole amounting to ............ va aupedberveeve sees sm usdessvon sesse oe) 435 
8. Thirty-five acres of cleared woodland, fencing, , at $10 per acre...... 350 
9, Yard about the dwellinghouse, potato patch, garden, grass plat, ete., 

about 9 acres in all cleared land, valued at... by deacons piss ssvosoooroó ese tesece 190 
10. Fruit trees, 200 in number, 37} cents each... ERES 75 


The total of the valuation of the improvements onthefarmamounts to.. 4,125 
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IMPROVEMENTS ON THE SALINE, 


1. The shed for the furnace is 90 feet in length. The trough or cistern is 64 
fect in length, 4} feet in diameter. It was a solidlog hollowed out. Thistrough 
supplied fifty-two kettles with water. There was considable excavation and 
walling required for the adjustment of the furnace. A salthouse stands adjoin- 
ing the shed, the whole of which was valued at $300, 

2. Eight hundred feet of pipes for conveying water, valued at $200, 

3. Close to the well there are two buildings that aro intended for the resi- 
dences of workmen, with the outhouses about them; a blacksmith’s shop; a 
building that was used as a salthouse; a large shed, the whole valued at $250. 

4. The well is dug 125 feet deep, 10 feet from the top through gravel,and the 
remaining 115 feet was made by boring through solid rock. The first 10 feet of 
the well is 10 feet square, walled up with logs,and then a frame set in, leaving 
a space between it and the logs filled up with dirt. The boring through the 
rock was 2} inches in diameter. r 

Some of the workmen are now there. The blacksmith says they were em- 
ployed the greater part of two years in completing it, with generally four hands 
employed to work at the well and a blacksmith to keep the augers and panig 
apparatus in repair. When theystruckthe vein of water that supplies the well, 
a pipe was fitted tightly in the rock, extending above the level of the ground 
around the well 15 feet, a point to which the water rises and issues in a jetofan 
inch in diameter, 

Mrs. West and many gentlemen of whom we made inquiry, say that Mr, 
West has frequently declared, in their presence, that his expenditures on these 
salt-works were at least $6,000. 

Everything about the well and furnace is in a decayed condition, from being 
left unoccupied and no care being taken of them, no doubt in consequence of 
the law preventing Mr, West from continuing the manufacture of salt, 

The well itself is in BRocd condition; the pipes are also good—many of them 
thrown out of place. Everything shows that the works were once complete 
and in full operation, 

In 1841 Mr. West sold the kettles that had been in use, in consequence of an 
engagemont fora partnership between himself and Mr. David Vann in carry- 
ingonthesaltworks, Mr. Vann had gone to the East to purchase new material, 
and this Mr. West was expecting. Mr. Vann, however, changed his mind, and 
refused to engage in the business with Mr, West, and did not purchase the ket- 
tles. Mr. West then made arrangements to purchase the kettles and continue 
the work himself, when the law was passed, in 1843, prohibiting private individ- 
uals from working salt works that were made by law the property of the nation, 
this saline being one. 

We think it would be fair to estimate the labor, money expended, and what 
Mr. West has been deprived of in not working this saline, at $5,000. 

We have examined the grounds about this well,and see nothing to induce 
the belief that this saline would have been of any value but for the improve- 
ments that Mr. West has made. There is nothing that would haye shown ita 
saline, but a "lick," which was probably a resort for numerous herds of cattle, 
which, to an almost equal extent, is found in many other parts of the country. 
Mr. West's laborand enterprise have made valuable what before was of no value. 
When he firstcomimenced he dug four wells to a depth of 10 feet and struck the 
rock; he succeeded in getting some water, but not sufficient to jor much 
expenditure; but patient, persevering industry developed a valuab e spring that 
we do not think the nation had any rightto appropriate, and that in taking it 
away from Mr. West he should be allowed forit whatitis worth, withoutregard 
to cost. 

The percentage of salt inthis water is not known, nor have we any means of 
estimating it; but we have been informed how it.compares with the water of 
other salines. The water at the Union Mission is considered superior, but the 
water at the Grand Saline, occupied by Mr. Lewis Ross, inferior. 

Mr. Ross gives a rent for the Grand Saline of $1,600 per year for ten years. 
Many persons have told us that Mr. West's saline would have rented for the 
same had it been in the market. We therefore think that in dispossessing him 
of the benefits of his own labor he should be allowed $15,000 for his claim on 
this saline. We had reported to us that Mr. West had cut for his furnace 900 
cords of wood that had rotted and been of no service to him; this we did not 
examine, as it was spread about over the country, and we thought we could 
safely allow him for 600 cords; this, at 60 centsa cord, whatit cost, would be $300, 

Our estimate of the value of his improvements on the farm and the actual ex- 

nditure on the well would be $9,425; and if the value which we consider has 

en given to the saline by Mr. West's labor—and without this it had no value— 
be added, which we have pat down at $10,000, our valuation, including every- 
thing, will amount to $19,425. 

We found Mr. West’s family occupying the improvements on the place, but 
seemed to be under the constant expectation of being removed under the pro- 
visions of the law of 1843. The aera’ for the nation appointed to value the im- 
provements on salines went to this place in 1844 to make a valuation, in order to 
remunerate the owner, take possession, and lease the saline, but neither valued, 
took possession, norleased thesaline. Weare told that he gaye as a reason why 
he did not that the improvements were too valuable to be paid for by the Chero- 
kee Nation, and this we have had from too many and too good authority to 
doubt. This saline has a good pody of land immediately around itand a great 
abundance of wood, and is within 1} miles of Grand River, 

Respectfully submitted, 5 

S. WOODS, Captain, Sixth Infantry. 

General R. Jones, 


Commissioner, Fort Gibson, Cherokee Country. 


(See Dp. 107-109, Report of Secretary of War, Senate document, vol, 8, second 
session, Twenty-eighth Congress, 

From the foregoing it will be seen that General Jones ordered the improve- 
ments of the farm to be appraised first and separately from the saline. From 
the report it will be seen that Captain Wood and Lieutenant Kirkham did ap- 
praise the improvenients on the farm firstand separately from the saline proper; 
that they appraised the improyements on the farm at $4,125, And it will also 
be seen that said army officers appraised the saline proper, with its appurte- 
nances, at $15,300, aggregating $19,425, 

At this time, or soon thereafter, there was great disturbance amongst these 
poopie, growing out of demands that both factions, t. e., the ** Old Settlers,” or 

Vestern Cherokees, and the Eastern Cherokees, had against the Government, 
and conflicting demands and interest between themselves, So great was this 
disturbance that many lives were lost and much property destroyed. In ogder 
to quiet these people and to settle these varions and conflicting interests tho 
treaty of 1846, which treaty isa memorable one in the history of these people, 
was called. Amongst other things, the seventh article provides that all salines, 
the private property of individual Western Cherokees, of which they had been 
Seer, À; should be returned or paid for by the Cherokee Nation. (See 9 

tat. L., 874. 

Your committee have carefully examined all the papers and records to be 
had in the case, and haye heard the delegates of the Cherokee Nationin behalf 
of the nation, and there is no claim or pretense on their pe that the saline 
propius or ony pert thereof was ever returned to either Bluford West in his 

ifetime or to his legal representatives since his death, and all the payment we 
find was made to Nancy Markham, the widow of the said West, deceased, 
amounting to $12,000, for her home improvements adjoining the West saline. 
Under the Jaws of the Cherokee Nation, upon the death of the husband, the 
widow, ifany survives, succeeds to the home improvements, Nancy Markham, 


formerly. Nancy West, as the widow of Bluford West, deceased, was entitled to 
recover from the Cherokee Nation pay therefor, which it seems she collected. 

The delegates seem to think that the $12,000 paid the widow was intended to 
be in full for the entire estate, but the records and the evidence show conclu- 
sively that such was not the case, Westhaying died when General Jones issued 
his order to haye the home farm improvements appraised separately and they 
being appraised separately within themselves show that the home improve- 
ments were treated as the separate property of the widow, and in keeping with 
this the account of the widow against the nation upon which this payment was 
made is for her improvements, adjoining the West saline, following the ap- 
praisement made by Captain Wood and Lieutenant Kirkham; besides we find 
the sworn statement of the claimant (Nancy Markham,as administratrix of the 
estate of Bluford West, deceased), Joe] M. Bryan, an old and respected citizen 
of that country, and Dennis W. Bushyhead, ex-chief of the nation, and now n 
delegate before this ai Shar showing conclusively that not one dollar has 
ever been paid on the Bluford West saline proper, which sworn statements are 
herewith appended, marked Exhibit A. 

It will be observed that the farm improvements for which the widow was 
paid $12,000 were appraised by Wood and Kirkham at only $4,125, Theappraise- 
ment and account of the widow agree, but differ greatlyin theamount. Claim- 
ant accounts for this by saying that several years had elapsed from the date of 
appraisementand date of payment, and that alarge young orchard had become 

rown, bearing trees, and uncompleted barns had been finished by her, and 
that her settlement was based upon the yaluation of her separate property 
when payment was made, If thisbe true, and we find nothing to contradict it, 
at least the evidence and records show conclusively that nothing was paid on 
the saline proper, which was separately appraised by Wood and Kirkham at 
$15,300, it must be so. A 

And as all claims against the Government growing out of the treaty of 146 
as well as individual claims of Western Cherokees against their own nation, 
have borne 5 per cent, interest, your committee could well find that the Cher- 
okee Nation should pay to the estate of Bluford West, deceased, the sum of 
$15,300, the Speiees yalue of the saline proper, as made by Captain Wood and 
Lieutenant Kirkham,with 5 per cent. interest from date ofaward; and, if what 
your committee has recited was all the evidence in the case, we could find 
nothing else; but it appears from the sworn statement of one Bluford Albert: 
and H. D. Reese, both being very worthy men, and the latter a Serpro ~ 
inent one, that the agent of the Cherokee Nation, who was appointed by the 
nation under the acts of their council to take possession and appraise the vari- 
ous salines appropriated to the public use,did himself appraise the saline in con- 
troversy at $24,000, 

Your committee have concluded to adoptthe nation’s own appraisement and 
then allow them the fall benefit of the $12,000 paid the widow, thus leaving a 
balance of $12,000 instead of $15,300 due the estate, Theswornstatement of Al- 
berty and Reese is herewith appended and marked Exhibit B. This gives the 
nation full credit for all they claim they haye ever paid, and fixes the value of 
the entire property at what their own agent said it was worth, 5 per cent. in- 
terest being the rate the Goyernment has always paid the Cherokees on their 
trust fund; andinasmuchas the Cherokee Nation has been receiving 5 per cent. 
interest from the Government on the very money they should have paid Blu- 
ford West, they can notcomplain at paying that rate on this long-deferred debt. 
In other words, by withholding the balance due West on their own appraise- 
ment, they have reccived from the Government the same amount of interest 
that the substitute requires them to pay on this demand, Besides, under the 
treaty of 1846, out of which this claim grows, interest has been allowed by Con- 
gress and by the Department, on all claims, both public and private, at that 


rate. 

Finding that the legal representatives of Bluford West, deceased, have dili- 
gently prosecuted this claim against the Cherokee Nation at all proper times 
and upon all proper occasions, as admitted by the delegates of said nation, we 
see no reason why this long-deferred demand should not be paid with interest. 
as above stated. Therefore we report the accompanying substitute for the bill 
referred to us an@recommend that it do pass. 


CHEROKEE NATION, INDIAN TERRITORY, Tahlequah District: 


Personally appeared before the undersigned Mrs. Nancy Markham, to me well 
known, who, being duly sworn, deposesand gays: I waspresent when the United 
States Government officers (Captain Wood and Lieutenant Kirkham) valued 
the Bluford West saline. 

John W. West never a in neneyecrecer before the valuing agents, to thero 
claim any interest in said Bluford West saline. 

I was paid for my home improvements Bloor the Bluford West saline; 
but there was not paid to me or any one else one dollar forthe saline proper. 

à NANCY MARKHAM, 
Adminstratriz of the Estate of Bluford West, deceased. 

Sworn to before me this 19th November, 1889, 

[sman. ALLEN ROSS, 
Clerk, T. D., C. N., Ind, T, 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, CHEROKEE NATION, 
Tahlequah, November 19, 1889, 

I hereby certify that Mr. Allen Ross, whose name is affixed to the within as 
clerk of Tahlequah, Cherokee Nation, is, and was at the time of signing tho 
same, the duly elected and acting clerk of said district, and that the signature 
is in his own handwriting, and as such clerk all his acts are entitled to credit, 

Witness my hand and seal of the Cherokee Nation. 

JOHN L. ADAIR, 


[SEAT.] 
Executive Secretary, 


OHEROKEE NATION, IND., T., 
Tahlequah District: 


Personally appeared before the undersigned, clerk for the above district, 
J. M. Bryan, who makes the following statement: 

Iam now over eighty years old; have been a bona fide citizen of this nation 
fifty-seven years. Ihave lived near the Bluford West saline over fifty years, 
and personally knowing to the operation of said saline by Bluford West in his 
lifetime; and I never heard of John W. West having any claim or interest in 
the Bluford West saline until many years after the death of Bluford West. 

Nancy Markham (now) was the widow of Bluford West, deceased, and she 
was sid $12,000 for her home improvements, adjoining the Bluford West sa- 
line, by the Cherokee Nation; but in that payment not one dollap was valued 
or paid for the saline proper, as under the Cherokee laws, at the death ofa 
husband, the home improvements. belong to the widow; and there never has 
been one dollar paid by the Cherokee Nation to Nancy Markham, or to Nancy 
Markham, administratrix of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, or to any- 
one else for the Bluford West saline, £ 

J. M. BRYAN. 


Sworn to before me this 19th November, 1889. 
[SEAL] ALLEN ROSS 


Clerk, T. D., C. N., Ind, T. 
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EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, CHEROKEE NATION, 
Tahlequah, November 19, 1859. 

I hereby certify that Mr. Alien Ross, whose name appears to the within afi- 
davit, is, and was at the time of signing the same, the duly elected and acting 
clerk of Tahlequah district, in the nation aforesaid, and that his signature isin 
his own handwriting,.and that all his official acta assuch clerk are entitled to 


it. 
Witness my hand and seal of the Cherokee Nation. 
[seit] eee 


ve Secretary. 


CHEROKEE NATION, 
Tahlequah District: 

Personally appeared before me, Allen Ross, clerk of said district, Dennis W. 
Bushyhead, ex-chief of the Cherokee Nation, who, being qualified, makes the 
following statement, towit: That he was treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 
1873, when council madean appropriation of $12,000 for the benefit of Mrs. Nancy 

kham,whichamountshe was paid in full. Afterhe became principal chief 
of the Cherokee Nation he found on filo in the executive office a schedule of 
property adjoining the Blaford West saline, for which council made the appro- 
priation of $12,000 for the benefit of Mrs. Nancy Marcum. He servedas treasurer 
of the Cherokee Nation eight yoars, from 1871 to 1879. He also served as prin- 
cipal chief from 1879 to 1887, during which time he knows of no payment ping 
made for the Bluford West saline proper. While principal chief he appoint 
D. W.O. Duncan tonct for thenation as commissioner, with Hon. John Q, Tufts, 
United States agent, to investigate the saline ciaim of Bluford West, deceased. 

Pending the investigation J. M. Bryan, attorney forthe estate of Bluford West, 
EEDS Nett charges against Commissioner Duncan cea that he 
and one Allen Gilbert were trying to prove thatthe heirs of John W. West had 
anintcrestin said saline. Mr. D. W. CO. Duncan was notified of said charges, 
but no investigation was had in the matter. 2 

D, W. BUSHYHEAD. 


Sworn to before mo this 19th November, 1889. 
[SEAL] ALLEN ROSS, 
` Clerk T: D., C. N., Ind. T. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, CHEROKEE NATION, 
f Tahlequah, November 19, 1839, 

I hereby certify that Mr. Allen Ross, whose nate is af_ixed to the within afi- 
davit, is, and was at tho time‘of signing the same, the duly elected ‘and acting 
clerk of Tahlequah district, in tho on aforesaid, and that his signature is in 
his own handwriting, and that as such clerk all his oficial acts are entitled to 


credit. 
Witness my hand and tho seal of the Cherokeo Nation. 
[sear] ž JOHN L. ADAIR, 
Executive Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, D. C., March, 1890, 
I, T. J. Morgan, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, do hereby certify that the 
perce hereto attached are true and literal copies of the affidavits of B. W. Al- 
rty, sworn to May 24, 1880, and of H. D. Reese, sworn to December 16, 1880; 
and ofa copy of a statement made Noyember 24, 1873, by J. M. Bryan, certified 
Decemiber 22, 1882, by John L. Adair, assistant executive secretary of the Chero- 
kee Nation, all concerning tho saline of Bluford West, in Cherokee Nation, and 

the valuation placed thereon, as the same appear on file in this office. 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 


CIEROKEE NATION, Tahlequah District: 

Personally came before me, Allen Ross, a clerk in and forsaid district, Bluford 
Alberty, who, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith that he hat been acquainted 
with Mrs. Nancy Markham for many years, who was the widow of Bluford West, 
who owned a saline in the Cherokee Nation prior to 1513, with extensive im- 
provements; that in 1843 a law of the Cherokee Nation made and declared all 
salines the property of said nation, and provided that the improvements made 
by private parties upon the said nes should be paid for by the Cherokee Na- 
tone that{in accordance with the provisions of the said law Madison Payne 
was appointed agent on the part of said nation to take possession of all the sf- 
lines of the nation and cause them to be valued; that the said West salino was 
duly taken p ion of by the sald agent, and the improvements were valued 
at $24,000; and that the said amount, or any part of it, was not paid until after 
the Inte war, when s partial payment was made thereon; and that the above- 


mentioned Mrs. Nancy Markham is the only surviving heir of the safd Bluford 
West and wife, and is the lawful istratrix upon the said Bluford West's 
estate. Further he saith not. 


B. W. ALBERTY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before moon this the 24th day of ine 1880. 
ALLEN Ross, 
Clerk Tahlequah District, Cherokce Nation. 


CrrenoKer NATION, Tahlequah District: 

Personally came beforo the undersigned, clerk for the above district, H. D. 
Reese, who, being duly sworn, makes the following statementin relation tothe 
Bluford West saline: 

Iam about fifty-nine years old; ama Cherokee; reside in the Cherokee Na- 
tion; was living here when the Cherokee Nation took possession of all salines 
by an act of the national council in 1843. 

, James M. Payne wastheagentofthenation. Bluford West'ssaline wastaken 
with the others. 

The said agent was instructed to value allsalinesand make his report. Payne 
told me that he had valued West’s saline at $24,000, but that Shenietion could not 
afford to take it as money would be lost by it, the valuation being sohigh. The 
salinc was not taken by the nation at that time, nor was it returned to Bluford 
West, and all those valuable improvements went to waste. 

H. D. REESE. 
ALLEN ROSS 
Clerk Tahlequah District, Cherokee Nation. 
I hereby certify that I have been poranny acquainted with H. D. Reese for 
a gool many years; he has held the office of school superintendent, treasurer 
of the nation, clerk of the senate, judge of Tahlequah district, and several 
other offices of trust in the Cherokee Nation. 
Given under my hand and seal of office at eee Cherokee Nation. 
SEAL.) ALLEN ROSS, Clerk T. D., O: N. 
ECEMBER 6, 1880. 


. [SEAL] 


STATEMENT. 
TAULEQuan, November 24, 1873. 
I amand have been well acquainted with the Bluford West lick for forty 
years, In its original state it was a dry lick, but was improved and the water 
obtained by boring. 


I think that the treaty of 1546 provided for the payment of these salines. 

I think that the West saline was valued about @30,000 or upwards, as provided 
for by said treaty. 

I think that all other salines were settled for by the nation except this; the 
saline I was interested in was paid for, I received $1,060 for myself in the 
Lewis Rogers lick. 

J. M. BRYAN. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, CMEROKEE NATION, 
Tahlequah, December 22, 1882. 


Thereby certify that the above is a correct copy of tho statement of J. M. 
Bryan in rcference to the Bluford West lick. 
JOHN L. ADAIR, 


[SEAL] 
: Assistant Excewlive Secretary. 
DIVISION OF SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA, 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S.3271) to enable the Secretary of the 
Intetior to carry out, in part, the provisions of ‘An act to divide a portion of 
the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate rescrya- 
tions and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and 
for other Papa approved March 2, 1889, and making appropriations forthe 
same, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed torecommend and do recommend totheir respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from ils disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 1,2,3,5,6,and 7 and agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Amend by 
striking out said’ House amendment; and further, by striking out on page 3 of 
the bill the first six lines; and the House agreo to the same, 


CHARLES F. 'MANDERSON, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


B. W. PERKINS, 
8. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. We can 
not understand it from the report. 

Mr. DAWES. The purpose of the bill is to fulfill the outside assur- 
ances of the commission that negotiated the surrender of the land of 
the Sioux. In addition to what was stipulated in the treaty, the com- 
mission promised those Indians that they would use their influence 
here to obtain redress of certain grievances. When the report of the 
commission was submitted there came with it a message insisting that 
those assurances in good faith onght to be carried out. Ideem it wise 
perhaps to go through this history in the present condition of things. 
Forty representative Indians were sent here from the different tribes 
upon the Sionx reservation where the war now is, to see to it that 
those outside assurances were carried out, They met General Crook’s 
commission here and met the committees of the two Houses, and thero, 
all together, this bill was prepared to carry out exactly the assurances 
as the Indians understood them. 

The bill passed the Senate the 26th day of last April. For rea- 
sons obvious to everybody, on account of difficulties in the other branch, 
it never got through there until some time last month. In theiranx- 
iety to meet the difficulties on that question the other House putinto 
the bill anamendmentto appropriate additionally $100,000 for rations, 
When the bill came back to the Senate it was pointed out that that 
very provision was in the original act. So it had to go into confer- 
ence for the purpose of striking out that duplicate appropriation of 
$100,000. That duplicate appropriation of $100,000 was the only dif- 
ference between the two Houses, and the conference report strikes that 
duplicate appropriation out of the bill. 

‘Tha bill as 1t now stands I believe carries out to the letter not only 
as the Sioux commission understood their assurances to these Indians, 
but precisely as the Indians themselves understood them. 

So, with the passage of the original act and with the passage of this 
biH, all of the stipulations we were bound to make have been fulfilled 
and all of the assurances of the commission that they would get certain 
grievances removed have also been fulfilled, and when this bill is signed 
there can be no ground upon which the Indians can complain of the 
ree in any matter out of which the present disturbance has 
arisen. 

The report was concurred in, 


COIN AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
of what is called the anticontraction bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committco of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against 
the contraction of the currency, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. , Mr. President, in presenting to the Senate the 
speech of Hon. James B. Beck, to which I referred yesterday, it is neces- 
sary and proper that I should make a brief preliminary statement in 
addition to what I then said. ; 

Section 2 of the act of July 14, 1890, contains 2 provision— 

That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of this act 
shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the United States, 


or atthe office of an assistant treasurer of the United States, and when so re- 
deemed may be reissued, cte. 


This bill contains a similar provision, in fact an identical provision 
so far as the terms of the coin certificates are concerned which are pro- 
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posed to be issued under the provisions of the bill reported by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. Beck was the first Senator who presented in this body the dis- 
sess proposition for the issue of coin certificates, so faras I am able to 

earn. 

Mr. ALLISON, IfI do not interrupt the Senator, I should be glad 
to have him state distinctly what he means by coin certificates. I do 
not understand that the provisions of this bill or the act of 1890 pro- 
pose coin certificates, but they are called ‘‘Treasury notes.’’ Was the 
Senator from Alabama discussing some new proposition for coin certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. MORGAN. I was discussing the Treasury notes payable in 
coin, in coin of gold or coin of silver. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The proposition of the Senator from Kentucky was 
coin certificates to take the place of gold certificates and silver certifi- 
cates. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam aware of that fact, and that is precisely the 
effect of the provision embodied in the present bill so far as the con- 
vertibility of the tertificates either of gold or silver at the option of 
the Government is concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON, I agree to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Beck, on the 13th day of March, 1888, had 
introduced a bill upon which he proceeded to address the Senate, the 
second section of which reads as follows: 

Src. 2, That in nll issues of certificates hereafter coin certificates shall bo 
substituted for silver certificates and gold certificates, wherever either is au- 
thorized to be issued under existing laws; and all gold and silver certificates 
now outstanding shall be retired; EE are received for any purpose at the 

jury or any subtreasury of the Uni States, and coin certificates of the 
denominations hereby provided for, issued in their stead; and tho Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue coin certificatesin such 
denominations, notexceeding $20, as he sces fit, on all the surplus gold and silver 
coin and gold bullion held at any time by the United States in cxocss of £100,- 
000,000 of gold coin, and pay out the same in discharge of all the obligations of 


the United States, except'such as haye been heretofore made payable expressly 
in gold and silver coin. 


Further on in the consideration of this bill I expect to offer, in sub- 
stance, as an amendment to it, the second section of the bill which Mr. 
Beck was then discussing. 

I have said that Mr. Beck was the first Senator that I ever heard 
speak of this uliar character of Treasury issue or Treasury certifi- 
cate. On further examination, however, I find that a member of the 
House of Representatives from Missouri, Mr. BLAND, at a previous 
session of Congress had introduced a measure which contained this 
same idea, and, on conference with him, I find that he received his first 
suggestion on that subject from some gentleman, whose name is not 
now remembered by him, from the city of New York. 

That is in my opinion so perfect a resolvent of the difficulty of keep- 
ing gold and silver coin in balance in the United States, that I have 
desired very much to see the day when it should be adopted by Con- 
gress, and when the act from which I have just quoted passed the last 
session of Congress with that feature adopted in substance I felt very 
much relieved, and rejoiced that the Governmentof the United States 
had at last found an instrumentality of legislation by which the parity 
of gold and silver coins could be always maintained in the home mar- 
ket, without the possibility really of there being a margin of specula- 
tion between these two metals, no matter how much the bullion value 
of one metal might exceed that of the other in the foreign markets. 

Mr. SPOONER. What was the issue? 

Mr. MORGAN. The issue of coin certificates, payable in the coin of 
the United States, just as our bonds were issued and payable during 
the war, at the option of the Government of the United States. 

In discussing that bill Mr. Beck said: 

“Tt isa well-known fact that the former policy of this country was to 
maintain both its gold and silver coin at par with each other and as 
full legal tenderin payment of all obligations, Before 1873 there was 
no distinction made between the metals when coined. The United 
States had always treated them both alike. My proposition now is to 
restore that equality by issuing certificates payable in coin on de- 
posit of either gold or silver coin in the Treasury or in any sub- 
treasury of the United States, and that the right shall be given to 
any man who may demand it to obtain coin certificates thereon, the 
option remaining with the Government to redecm the certificates in 
whatever coin it may be most convenient for us to pay when redemp- 
tion is demanded. Believing that until that is done we will haye 
constant troubles about different kinds of currency, bondholders and 
bankers contending, as they have always done, that silver and the cer- 
tificate based on it are only subsidiary and token money, I urge the 

e of this bill. 

“I offered the substance of it as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill in the last Congress; it was properly ruled out of order as being 
legislation on an appropriation bill; therefore I offered it as an inde- 

ndent measure now and had it referred to the Committee on Finance. 

n last Tuesday a bare majority of that committee reported against it. 
I gave notice when the report was made that I would call it up to-day 
and endeavor to push it to a vote. WhetherI canor not in the face of 
another bill, which is in charge of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON], may be doubtful, After that notico was given I took part ina 


T 


discussion on the so-called dependent pension bill, in which I thought 
it was proper for me to state my reasons for opposing the passage of a 
measure which involved hundreds of millions of dollars and perhaps 
increased taxation for forty years; and in giving my objections tomany 
of the provisions of it in the course of that speech—for I was led into it 
by interrogatories—I presented to the Senate the questions of taxation 
which would have to be considered in connection with it, 

“I stated the results that were growing ont of our present tariff 
system by the development of trusts and combinations, when compe- 
tition was excluded by law, as Ithonght fairly, going from one propo- 
sition to another, following first the questions asked by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], then questions asked by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], and then those asked by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. The debate took quite a wide range. 
Matters growing ont of that will require myattention for awhile be- 
fore I call attention to the bill I have now laid before the Senate; 
therefore Senators must bear with me while I discuss matters some- 
what foreign to the measure I specially desire to advocate. 

“ While showing in my speech on the pension bill how we were 
handicapped in the trade of the world by the cheap silver bullion coined 
in India I said among other things that the act demonetizing silver in 
1873 was passed so secretly that even the President and several other 
distinguished gentlemen whom I named knew nothing aboutit, Iwill 
read now what I then said: 


“And that was all said to be done in order to protect the American laborer; he 
was told that he should accept paymentin nothing but gold coin, while the poor, 
ignorant people of India were willing to take silver, What brought aboutthis 
condition of things? The Senator from Ohio is more responsible for it than 
anybody else. The recordshowsit. When Con. undertook to strike down 
oursilver coinage at the dictation of England, and when Germany and England 
and the United States combined and struck it down secretly, so secretly that 
General Grant, who was then President, did not know it, though he signed the 
bill; Mr. Blaine, the then Speaker of the House, did not know it; Mr. Garfield 
did not know it; Mr, Kelley, who had charge of tho bill, did not know it; not 
one of the Argus-eyed reporters found it out. He is responsible for it. Mr. 
Hooper, of Massachusetts, was chairman of the conference that settled iton the 

~% = the gras and Mr. SHERMAN was chairman on the part of the Senate. 

ey knew it. 


‘These remarks seem to have offended the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. : 

“ Before entering on the discussion of that let meget all the questions 
I propose to notice now before the Senate. A resolution was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saulsbury] some time ago 
bearing upon the silver question, which, after he addressed the Senate, 
was laid over at my request, because I announced then that I desired 
to be heard in regard to it. I propose to speak to that resolution also 
at this time. All of these matters are pertinent to and bear upon each 
other. Before speaking of the controversy between the Senator from 
Ohio and myself I will ask that Senate joint resolution No, 30, intro- 
duced by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saulsbury] January 11, 
entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution relating to international coinage,’’ may be 
read and be considered as pending. 

“It reads as follows: 


“Whereas unsuccossful cfforts have, on several occasions, bean made by the 
United States to secure the co-operation of European governments in establish- 
ing such à fixed ratio of value between the precious metals as would permit 
their free coinage and ofrculation in thecommercial countries of the world; and 

“ Whereas the Prosident of the United States, under poraa conferred opon 
him by acts of Congross, recently designated Mr. Edward Atkinson, a ci m 
of tho United States, to visit comme: centers of Europe in order to ascertain 
the feasibility of establishing by international arran ents a common ratio 
of value between gold and silver, who, after makin investigation required 
by his sppointment, reported among other conclusions the following: 

"First. There is no prospect of any change in the present monetary system 
of the European states which can modify or influence the financial policy of 
the United States at the present time. 

"Second, There are no indications of any change in the policy of the finan- 
cial authorities of the several states visited by me which warrant any expecta- 
tion that the subject of a bimetallic treaty for a common legal tender coupled 
with the free coinage of silver will bo seriously considered at the present timo 
by them:’ Therefore, 

“t Resolved by the Senale and Mouss of fn beater anna of the United Slates of 
Americain Congress , That no further effort can properly be mado by 
the United States to obtain the co-operation of European governments in estab- 
lishing a common ratio of value between silver and gold as money, and the 

olicy of the United States in the coinage of the precious metals should not be 
fnfluenced by the action, present or prospective, of any foreign governmentor 
governments in referenco to the relative values of gold and silver as money. 


‘The Senator left out a very important part of the reportof Mr. At- 
kinson in his recital, namely, his third conclusion, in which he says: 

“There is no indication that the subject of bimetallism has received any in- 
telligent or material consideration, outside of a small circle in each country 


naoh as a probable or possible remedy for the existence of existing depression 
n trade, 


‘I deny that the facts stated in that conclusion are true, and pro- 
pose to give my reasons for saying so, 

‘*Not desiring to interrupt the business of the Senate, as the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] held the floor at the time when the Sen- 
ator from Ohio responded to what I said in regard to the secrecy with 
which the act of 1873 was , I announced when his speech was 
concluded that I would when this bill was up, or atan early day, give 
to the Senate the reasons I had for making the statement I did in re- 
gard to the act of 1873 demonetizing silver being passed through so 
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secretly that the gentlemen I named did not know it. The Senator 
from Ohio, after quoting what I said, proceeded to remark: 

“Mr. President, I would noteven have regarded this as worthy of notice, asI 
knew the Senator from Kentucky was under some excitement, but that he uses 
the word ‘secretly, intimates that this was done entirely under cover, by some 
pretense or other, and that I was responsible, selecting me although JT had tad 
no connection with the debate in regard to thispension bill, 


The Senator from Ohio forgets that while I was discussing questions 
with the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from New Hampshire 
he not only took part in that debate, but for a column or two, as the 
RECORD will show, endeavored to deny very many of the statements 
I had made, how successfully it is notforme tosay. The first sugges- 
tion he made was this: 

“If trusts only arise out of the tariff, how comes it that there are whisky trusts 


and some other trusts of that kind in this country, the most formidable and hor- 
rible in the country ? $ 


“ And he followed it up by denying that the tariff had anything to 
do with trusts or thatany protected industries had formed trusts ; and 
when I read from authentic reports, as I considered them, in regard to 
trusts, in regard to steel rails, copper, sugar refineries, and other mat- 
ters, he still continued to deny the truth of what I said. The RECORD 
shows that he was set re very prominent part in that debate, not- 
withstanding he said he had nothing whatever todo with it. Coming 
to the point at issue between us, I said silver was demonetized secretly, 
and that the President did not know it ; that the Speaker of the House 
ws not know it, and that the distinguished gentlemen I named did not 

ow it. 

‘When I prove that to be true, it is all that is needed for me to 

rove in order to justify the remark I made. When the Senator from 

mnecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] denied what I had said, I stated that I 
would read, as I shall now do, what Judge Kelley, who was the chair- 
man in charge of the bill at the first session, said in regard toit. He 
had advocated some change in the coinage at a former session of Con- 
gress. He had discov that he was wrong and was not willing to 
support the measure. When he afterwards stated his position on the 
floor of the House of Representatives in regard to it, he said—I quote 
from his speech: 

“Tn 1872, when I made the remarks which were cited by those gentlemen, and 
which have been frequently quoted in both Houses, and always with an air as 


much as to say that to convict this man of the crime of having been instructed 
by the logic of events would foreyer settle this momentous question— 


‘He had evidently changed his opinion in regard toit beforeits pas- 
sage. He adds— 

“we were not using coin, and no gentleman in either House appears to have ap- 
preciated the scope and magnitude of the silver question or to have given it 
special study. Hence the bill—and I wish gentlemen to know what that bill 
was; it Wasa bill to reorganize the mints, not to revise the coin money of the 
country, but to reorganize the mints, and it was without allusion in de- 
bate to the question of the retention or abandonment of the standard silver dol- 
lar. The then Speaker of the House, now a distinguished member of the Sen- 
ate, and Hon. Mr, VOORHEES, of Indiana, who is a member of that body, 
were then members of this House, and during the last Congress this colloquy 
occu between them. It was, I think, denied by Mr. Voornrrs that mem- 
bers of the House knew that the bill od aa to demonetize the silver dollar, 
and to sustain his view he said to the Ex aker: *Did you knowit, sir?’ ‘No,’ 
said Senator Blaine, ‘did you?’ ‘No,’ replied Senator Voorurrs. 

“I was chairman of the committee that reported the original bill, and Iaver 
on my honor that I did not know the fact that it proposed to drop the standard 
dollar, and did not learn that it had done it for eighteen months after the pas- 
sage of the substitution offered by Mr. Hooper, when I disputed the fact. The 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garfield], who now leads this side of 
the House, was then, as now, an attentive and already a distinguished member 
of the House; yet when in joint debate before the people of Ohio in October, 
1877, the question arose as to who was responsible for its demonetization, he 
frankly said he did not know. that such a provision was in the bill when it 

the House. Istate thisthe more freoly in his absence because I informed 
im that I intended to do so; and he replied, ‘It is the case; I did make that 
statement, and it is true.’ 

“ Nor did the President who signed the bill know that it abolished legal- 
tender standard silver dollars, for in his letter to Mr. Cowdrey of October 6, 
1878, cited by the gentleman from Ohio {Mr, Warner], he said : 

"Silver will gradually take the place of this currency, and, further, will be- 
come the standard of values, which will be hoarded inasmall way. I estimate 
that this will consume from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000 in time of this species of 
our circulatingmedium. * * * I confess toa desire to sees limited hoarding 
of money. Itinsures a firm foundation in time of need. But I want to see the 
noiis of something that bas a standard value the world over. Silver has 


‘The last clause was the language of President Grant writing toa 
friend nearly nine months after he had signed the bill. Therefore I 
insist that I have eyen now made good every word I said, through the 
month of Mr. Kelley, and have shown that Mr. Blaine did not know 
of the yearns of the bill, that General Grant did not know it, Mr. 
Garfield did not know it, and Mr. Kelley did not knowit, and that not 
oneof the Argus-eyed reporters found itout. Thatistrue, as the page 
that they reported forevery day will show. I havegone tothe files in 
Mr. Spofford’s office and examined them, and not one of then referred 
to it, not one of them suspected it, not one of them alluded to it, that I 
could discover. 

“ButI was saved a great deal of trouble by a witness that I knew 
nothing about, orat least did not think of at the time, who was a mem- 
ber of the Senate then. I refer to the very intelligent Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], whose State was more interested than any 
other; here he was vigilant, attentive, in looking after the interests of 
his people. He was in the Senate when that bill of 1873 passed, and 
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after the Senator from Ohio found fault with the fact that I said it was 
done so secretly that it was not known by any of the leading gentle- 
men I named, and, as I insist, is proved by Mr. Kelley, the Senator 
from Nevada rose in his place in this body the other day in the pres- 
ence of the Senator from Ohio, and, after quoting what the Senator 
from Ohio had said about my remarks, proceeded to remark: 


“I was in the Senate at the time that bill was passed, and inthe course of his 
remarks the Senator from Ohio alluded to that fact. Ithinkit would be well 
for every member of Congress if he could plead that he was entirely ignorant 
of that transaction. I do not believe that it is to the credit of any man to haye 
knowingly done what was then donc. 


‘And again he said: 


"In view of this, and notwithstanding the enormous contraction which wag 
necessary, at the time the rebellion failed nnd peace was declared, tospread the 
currency then existing all over the country, the South as well as the North; 
notwithstanding the enormous contraction subseqnently required in reaching 
specie payments; notwithstanding we had agreed topay the bonds in coin, the 
bondholders were not satisfied; they demanded paymentin gold alone. Is it 
possible that any Senator who ever occupieda seat in this Chamber would havo 
openly declared that it was his bt totake from the people the right to pay 
these bondsin silveras well as gold? WillanySecnatorsay that the bondholder 
wasnotsufticiently favored by norong the value of his bonds more than 50 per 
cent. by the acts which had been passed before the world was robbed of more 
than half of its circulating medium by the demonetization of silver? Is it pos- 
sible that any Senator now lives who will attempt to justify theact of February 
12,1873? I feel that the fact that I was in this Chamber when that act passed 
requires from me an apology. 


‘Let the Senator from Ohio answer the Senator from Nevada, if he 
can, The language used by that Senator is infinitely strongerand re- 
flects with far greater severity on the men who passed that bill than 
anything I said, so that I feel relieved from all responsibility. Still I 
think I was justified the other day when, not finding the Senator in 
his seat, I said: 

“I will say, however, so that the Senator from Ohio can sce it in the RECORD, 
that after I read to him the speeches of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
in regard to how that act was doctored, and the speech of the Presiding Officer, 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr, INGALLS], and the specch made by Mr, Howe in 
the Senate, in which he said—I will only read two lines—‘ Mr, President, I do 
not regard the demonetization of silver asan attempt to wrench from the peo- 
ple more than they agreed to pay. Thatis not the crime of whichI accuse the 


actof 1873. I charge it with guilt compared with which the robbery of two 
hundred millions is venial’— 


“Mr. Howe was a member of the Senate at the time the act was 


and after I read to him what has been said by the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
VOORHEES) and other gentlemen, I think he will be content to that my ex- 
pressions were very mild in regard to the seorecy with which that measure was 
pushed through Congress, Š 


“ Returning to the speech of the Senator from Nevada, he said: 


“ As to the history of the bill of which Ihave been speaking, I think I am safo 
in saying that the Senate passed it in ignorance of its contents or effect; that 
nobody knew its effect; that nobody knew that one-half of the world’s money 
was to be putout of existence; that the creditor class was to be vastly benefited ; 
that the prosperity of the world was to be checked by the measure which the 
Senator from Ohio declared was ‘debated for three long sessions, considered 
line by line and precept by precept.’ 

“There was at thattime in the civilized world twenty-five thousand millions 
of indebtedness, and that indebtedness was by contract payable in either gold or 
silver, and I donot believe that any Senator here thought he was becoming a 
party toa new contract by which that vast sum should be paid in gold alone. 


“Again the Senator from Nevada said: 


“I have examined this discussion and there was no debate in nera to tho dis- 
continuance ofthe coinageofthesilyerdollar. The bill was an elaborate one to 
codify the mint laws, Thero was no discussion whatever in regard tocoinsof 
any kind, Thediscussion was as to other matters, the salaries of oflicers, etc. 


“t Again he said: 


“Ifthe Garant of which the Senator from Ohio speaks had been let in upon 
the designs of the bondholders of Europe and America, the silver dollar would 
never have been demonetized. No man in either House of Congress would have 
sought the bad eminence which he would have attained by voting for the act 
of February 12, 1873, 


**The Senator from Neyadaalsoshowed that two years afterwards Pres- 
ident Grant sent a special message to Congress, in January, 1875, on the 
day lie signed the specie resumption act, which proved that he was ut- 
terly ignorant of the fact that silver bad been demonetized by the act 
of 1873. Listen to his recommendation two years after the passage of 
the bill in question: 

“In fact, to carry out the first section of the act, another mint becomes nec 
essary. With the praep facilities for coinage it would take a period probably 
beyond that fixed by law for final specic resumption to coin the silver necessary 
to transact the business of the country. 

* There are now smelting furnaces for extracting the silver and gold from the 
ores coer ae from the mountain territories in Chicago, St, Louis,and Omaha— 
three in the former city—and as much of the change required will be wantedin 
the Mississippi Valley States, and as the metal to be coined comes from west of 
those States, and as I understand the charges for sea scuba of bullion from 
either of the cities named to the mint in Philadelphia or to New York City 
amount to $M for each $1,000 worth, with an equal expense for transportation 
back, it would seem a fair argument in favor of adopting one or more of those 
cities as the place or places for the establishment of new coining facilities. 


“The increased mints were supposed to be necessary to coin silver. 
Then the Senator from Nevada very properly asked: 


“Did the Executive understand when he madethisrecommendation that silver 
had been denionetized? Did the light of day in which the Senator from Ohio 
alleges the bill was passed reach and illuminate the Executive Mansion? 

“I might well rest my defense on the speech made by a Republican 
Senator representing the State of Nevada, whose silver interests were 
greater and whose people had more at stake in 1873 than those of any 
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other State; but I said that I would refer to other authorities. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], a very distinguished member of 
this body and formerly a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House, made a very elaborate speech upon the subjectin 
1878, three or four years after the bill was passed. Mr. ALLISON said, 
among other things: 


“But when the secret history of this bill of 1873 comes to be told, it will dis- 
close the fact that the House of Representatives intended to coin both gold and 
silvernnd intended to place both metals upon the French relation instead of on 
our own, which was the truo scientific position with reference to this subject in 
1873, but that the bill afterward was doctored, if I may use thatterm, and I use 
itin no offensive sense, of course— 


“Mr. Sargentinterrupted him, and asked him what he meantby the 
word ‘doctored.’ 
“Mr. ALLISON said: 


“T said I used the word in no offensive sense. It was changed after discus- 
sion, and the dollar of 420 grains was substituted for it. I hayo here, ifthe Sen- 
ator from California doubts what I say, the report of Mr. Ruggles— 


“And, by the way, Mr. Ruggles cut a very important figure in this 
matter, as I will show before we get through with it. He wasthe cx- 
ponent of the views of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New 
York. Mr. ALLISON insists that the original intention of the promoters 
of the bill of 1873 was that both gold and silver should be coined again. 
I doubtthat. Iread again from the Senator from Iowa, which an- 
swers another part of the speech of the Senator from Ohio, who says 
silver never cut any figure in our coinage: 


“I can not understand why it is that this objection has been made so strenu- 
ously PORR e had nothing but a silver currency until 1834, 
practically. The debts of the Revolution and the debts of the war of 1812 were 
paid almost exclusively in silver coin; because we ayervaluedsilyerand under- 
valued gold, the latter disappeared and left us only silver. We notonly made 
ourown silver dollars and half-dollars and all fractional silver a full legal tender, 
but we made all the silver coins then current in the world’s commerce legal 
tender in our country. From 1792 up to 1827, and again by the legislation of 
1834, silver coins of Mexico and the South American States and of France and 
Spain were made a full legal tender in this country, and some of them con- 
tinued to be a full legal tender until 1857. Therefore, for nearly seventy years 
of our country’s history we not only had a legal tender of our own silver, but 
the silver of other nations was a full legal tender in our country. 

“Yet Senators say silver has played but an insignificant part in the great 
work of distributing the products of our country and in our exchanges; and 
they triumphantly say era were only eight millions of silver dollars coined 
at ourniint from 1792 to 1873. We had of full-coined silver money more than a 
hundred millions coined at our mint between those periods, I think $140,000,000, 
and we had all the silver of the world made legal tender in addition. Mr. 
Moore, the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, stated in his report of 1832 
that there were only $500,000 of gold money in the United States, and that all 
therest was silver, Yet we have the insignificant pretense made here day by 
day that silyer has neyer played a prominent part in the history of our money. 


‘I will now refer to what Senator Howe, who was in the Senate at 
the time, said in regard to it, and repeated over and over again in the 
course of his speech. He was then Senator from Wisconsin, afterwards 
Postmaster-General, and a member of the commission that was subse- 
quently sent to Europe to negotiate in regard to coinage: 


“Sir, we have no authority for saying that 412} grains of silver are worth in- 
trinsically less than 25.8 grains of gold, 


“This speech was made in 1878, when the remonetization act was 
being discussed, 


“ The former, I grant, brings less in the English and in the German market¢ 
than the latter, because England and Germany both proscribe silver and pa- 
tronize gold. The silver bringslessin ourown markets. Wehave transmuted 
both into commodities, and accordingly we value both as we value our wheat, 
gocording to what they will bring in other markets. We can not regulate the 
price of either metal in foreign markets; we can regulate the price of both in 
our own markets. Restore both to the rank of money, and while they remain 
money they will have precisely the same authority. If you wish to sendeither 
abroad it will fe not as money, butas a commodity, and you will always natu- 
rally send whichever is most capable in the market to which you remit. 

“Mr. President, [do not regard the demonetization of silver as an attempt to 
wrench from the people more than they agreed to pay. That is not the crime 
of which I accuse the act of 1873. I charge it with guilt compared with which 
the robbery of two hundred millions is venial. 

* . > * A * » 


“The stock of coin in the whole western world was estimated in 1570 at 
$3,700,000,000, Of that sum $1,275,000,000 were estimated to be in silver. 

“Abouttbat time the conspiracy seoms to have been formed to withdraw from 
that circulation the silver in it; that is, nearly one-third of the whole stock. 
But when you expel one dollar of coin from the circulating medium you com- 
pel the retirement of all bank issues based upon it, and you shrink the value 
of commoditics measured by it. 5 

“Ishall not detain the Senate by narrating the growth of this conspiracy. 
A large part of Europe is already in it. France, it is said, joined it since this 
debate commenced. The practical question before us is, shall the United States 
become a party toit? For one I decline. 

“Sir, this is not contraction; this is strangulation. This is not a question of 
heaping burdens upon the labor and enterprise of the people. Itis an attempt 
to paralyze that labor and that enterprise. It is not a proposition to add 10 per 
cent. to the obligation of the public debt. It 1s a deliberate effort to blast 33 per 
cent, of the ability of the people to pay the debt, 


“I might add other quotations from him even stronger than those I 
have read, but I do not care to take the time. I will read this, how- 
ever: 


“But after all we are asked, why not putinto the silver dollar the present 
commodity value of the gold dollar? 


“That has long been one of the favorite cries of the Senator from Ohio, 
both as Secretary of the Treasury and asa Senator in Congress, and 
his followers have continued to repeat the cry. - 

"I answer, for many and most commanding reasons. First, debts, public 
and private, are contracted aggregating thousands of millions, Each dollar ia 


payable by 412} grainsof silver. You have no right to compel the delivery of 
440 or 454 grains for each dollar. Thatisfilching; only afew hundred millions, 
to be sure, but it is filching. 

“Secondly. Putting in that quantity of silver would make the measure a felo 
dese. The great object I aim at is to restore silver to that standard by which 
you measure the labor and the products of the world and to that medium by 
which you exchange the products of the world, and therefore Iask you to coin 
it into money once more. You say—yes, if you are allowed to put more intoa 
dollar than can be procured for a dollar, ho does not see that silver can not 
be coined upon such terms? Daily wearetold by the opponents of the bill that 
when the coinage act of 1873 was passed silver dollars were not coined because 
412} grains could not be afforded foradollar. This nation and other nations 
denounced silver as money, and it fell in the market. Now you generously 
offer to restore it at 454 grains to the dollar. When silver was money we could 
not get 412} grains for a dollar in gold; wedemonetized it; we can now buy, 
~you say, 454 ins for a gold dollar. 

“So you will consent to remonetize silver at that rate? Suppose once more 
all existing contracts for dollars were, instead, contracts for so many bushels of 
grain; that grain had in 1873 been recognized by commercial nations to include 
both barley and wheat, and both had commanded substantially the samo price 
in the markets, Suppose then we had degrainctized barley; had enacted that 
it should not be deliverable on grain contracts. Ofcourse the demand for bar- 
ley would thereby greatly diminish; its price would decline. As the demand 
for wheat would correspondingly increase, its puos would rise. Suppose wo 
had watched the rise of wheat and the fall of barley until two bushels of the 
latter would only buy one of the former. Suppose there came to us then, as 
there would be sure to come,a cry like that we hear now: ‘The world can not 
produce the wheat to fill our grain contracts; barley is abundant, and for it 
thereis littlefuse. In thename of mercy regrainetize barley.’ Can anyone who 
knows the honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance conceive that he 
would respond to such a demand, ‘ Yes, we will permit you to delivor barley for 
grain once more, provided you will deliyer two bushels for one?’ 


“t No one has ever answered in a plainer or clearer way the objection 
of the Senator from Ohio that there is not now silver enough put into 
the standard silver dollar. It is the dollar which we and all our cred- 
itors agreed should be the dollar in all our obligations. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the present President of the Senate, also 
made a speech. It will be seen that I am not alone in speaking of the 
act of 1873 having been secretly passed. The Senator from Kansas on 
this floor on the 15th of February, 1878, said: 


‘* But there is strong evidence that the destruction of the legal-tender power 
ofsilver was the culmination of a scheme long entertained by the holders of the 
public debt of this country, devised by them for the se! ap of appreciatin, 
the value of their investments, regardless of the ruin and desolation which it 
would bring upon the laboring and productive classes of the nation. 

‘* Have I said anything stronger than that? 


“Ina report made to the Senate June 9, 1863, to accompany & ‘bill in relation 
tothe coinage of gold and silver,’ Mr, SirerMAn, now Sceretary of the Treasury, 
said: 

“The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by 
France and other countries where silver is the chief standard of value.’ 

‘*Mr, INGALLS proceeds: 

“No statement emanating from authority so respectable could well be more 
devoid of truth. The original American idea was a single standard of silver. 
Gold was an innovation, and in my judgment a graye mistake, The assertion 
of Senator SirerMawn that the single gold standard was an * American idea’ is 
so singularly incorrect that it seems almost like a premeditated preliminary to 
the fatal error of 1873. 

‘There were other things said by that Senator, and said very well, 
that Lhaye not timetoread. There isone thing that perhaps I ought to 
read for his benefit now, which I hope when some other issues come u 
he will bear in mind. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said: 


“We can not disguise the truth that we are on the verge of an impending 
revolution, 
THE OLD ISSUES ARE DEAD. 


‘The people are arraying themselves upon one side or tho other of a porten- 
tous contest. On one side is capital, formidably intrenched in privilege. arro- 
gant from continued triumph, conservative, tenacious of old theories, demand- 
ing new concessions, enriched by domestic levy and foreign commerce, and 
struggling to adjust all values to its own standard. On the other is labor, ask- 
ing for employment, striving to develop domestic industries, battling with the 
forces of nature, and subduing the wilderness; 1. r, sarna and sullen in 
cities, resolutely determined to overthrow a system under which the rich are 

owing richer and the poor are growing pores: a system which gives toa 

Janderbilt the possession of wealth beyond the dreams of avarice and con- 
demns the poor to a poverty which has no refuge from starvation but the prison 
or the grave. 

“ He goes on to show that the remonetization of silver wasan indis- 
pensable prerequisite to the restoration of the prosperity of the coun- 
try, and he was right. 

‘*The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend, that the 
Chair may lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being Senate 
bill No. 977. 

t Mr. HARRIS. I ask that theunfinished business heinformally laid 
aside, so that the Senator from Kentucky may proceed. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there beno objection, the unfinished 
business will be informally laid aside. The Chair hears no objection. 
The bill of the Senator from Kentucky remains before the Senate, on 
which he is entitled to the floor, 

‘*Mr, Beck. I thank the Senate for its courtesy. 

‘t A few more words which may well be considered in the struggle in 
regard to taxation that is coming in the near future. .I read from the 
Senator from Kansas: 

“Ifthe bonds of this Government— 

‘*Hehadshown that the holders were all demanding that on should 
be paid in gold alone, although, according to the contract, silver was 
by law an equal factor with gold in their payment— 

“If the bonds of this Government are paid they will be paid by the labor of 


the country, and not by its capital. They are exempt from taxation and bear 
aone of the burdens of society. 
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“The alliance between the West and the South upon all matters affectin 
their material welfare hereafter is inevitable. Their interests are mutual an 
identical, With the removal of the causes of political dissension that have so 
long ns pane them, they must coalesce, and united they will be invincible. 
The valleys of the Mississippi and Missouri, with their tributaries, form an em- 

ire that must haye a homogeneous population and a cominon destiny from 

© Yellowstone to the Gulf. These great communities hayo been alienated by 
factions that have estranged them only to prey spon them and to maintain po- 
litical supremacy by their separation. Unfriendly] ion has imposed in- 
tolerable burdens upon their energies; invidious minations havo been 
mado against their products; unjust tariffs have repressed their industries. 


HI come now to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voormers]. The 
Senator from Indiana made a great speech on that occasion. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio will perhaps have something to say about his remarks. 
Senator VoorieeEs said: 


“ The silvor dollar is peculiarly the laboring man’s dollar, asfar ashe may de- 
siros ie. When specio payments were authorized before the war it was the 
favorite currency with the people, and it will be so again whenever a gencral 
circulation of coin is obtained, if that shall ever happen. Sink, boyd all tho 
financial 9 tae that have assailed this country no man has been bold enough 
to raise his hand to strike it down; noman has ever dared to whisper ofa con- 
temptated assault upon it; and when tho hour of its danger and destruction 
drew nigh, when the 12th day of February, 1873, approached, the day of doom 
to tho American dollar, the dollar of our fathers, how silent was the work of the 
enemy! Nota sound, not a word, no note of warning tothe American peoplethat 
their favorite coin was about to be destroyed as moncy; that the greatest finan- 
clal revolution of modern times was in contemplation and abont to be accom- 
plished against their highest and dearest rights! 

“The taxpayers of the United States were no more notified or consulted on 
this momentous measure than the slaves on a Southern plantation before the 
war, when their master made up his mind to increase their task or to change 
them from a corn to a cotton field. Never since the foundation of this Govern- 
ment has a law of such vital and tremendous import, or indeed of mat impor- 
tance at all, crawled into our statute books so furtively and so noiselessly as 
this. Its enactment there was as completely unknown to the people,and indeed 
to four-fifths of Congress itself, as the presence of a burglar in a house at mid- 
night is to its sleeping inmates, 


ʻI believe he was equally as forcible in his expressions as the Sen- 
ator from Nevada was the other day, though not so personal: 


“This was rendered possible partly because the clandestine movement was 
so utterly Sy eranan, an partly from the nature of the bill in which it oc- 
curred. Thesilver dollar of American history was demonetized in an act en- 
titled ‘An act revising and amending the laws relative to the mints, assay of- 
fi and coinage of the United States.’ The avowed and ostensible purpose 
of this act is sct forth by Dr. Linderman, the Director of the Mint, in his recent 
work on Money and Legal Tender. 


“I might read from the speeches of other Senators; but the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE] has broad shoulders, and the Senator from 
Ohio may perhaps like to make some complementary remarks in re- 
gard to the way he talked about the act of 1873. The Senator from 
Texas said: 

“Tho bankers, capitalists, bondholders, and syndicates of England and Ger- 
many,and the other European states which have followed their lead in demon- 
etizing silver, and who mainly hold and ownor control the enormous indebted- 
ness due by all the world to these great creditor nations, were the movers and 
prompters and promoters of the policy of d ais and demoncetizing silver, 
of course for the purpose of magnifying and increasing the value and purchas- 
ing power of the gold which they exacted from debtors, The of the 
act of February 12,1573, taking away the right of free coinage of silver, and the 
adoption of the Revised Statutes in June, 1874, by the Congress of the United 
States, taking away the legal-tender quality from the silver dollar, completed 
the demonctization ofstiver in this country and established the gold standard. 
No greater outrage was ever pe trated under the forms of law than these 
enactments which demonetized silver. 

Tho first, so dda A yt gti along billof sixty-seven sections that Gen- 
eral Grant, then Pres: ra who Spesvees the bill, did not know of it, as is 
shown by his well-known lotter to Mr. Cowdrey, written seven months after- 
ward, which I will not read here because every Senator has seen it, and the last 
contained in the Revised Statutes, which were enacted in bulk upon the assur- 
ance of the revising committee that no new matter had been inserted. The 
subject had not been discussed before the people or by the press, had not been 
debated in Congress, had not been considered by the country, and the people, 
as well as tho President who approved tho bill, were utterly ignorant of what 
had been done for many months afterward. Had the people been aro toa 
knowledge of the factin time this effort to despoil them would have been over- 
whelmed with defeat. When font y ype demonotized silver the American silver 
dollar was worth 103 cents in gold, when Germany demonctized silver in 1871 
the same dollar outvalued gold the same per cent., and when silver was fraud- 
ulently and surreptitiously demonetized in the United States in 1873 it ont- 
valued gold to about the same extent. It was not demonetized use it was 
a cheap dollar or a dishonest dollar, as isalleged against it now, for it was worth 
more than gold. The t creditor nations, England and Germany, with the 
lesser European states which joined them in their policy, demonetized silver on 
a cold calculation that by destroying one-half of the world's money the other 
half would be greatly increased in valuc, and the creditor section of this Union, 
where the great national and other banks are,where the Government and other 
bonds, State, railway, municipal, and corporation, and four-fifths ofthe gold coin 
and other active banking capital of this country are found, demonetized silver 
in the United States in 1873 on exactly the same sort of calculation. 

**'The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] took part in the con- 
troversy. Ihave skipped the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
and the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who were not very much 
milder in their form of expression than the others. I want to show 
the Senator from Ohio that my form of expression was mild compared 
with what several other Senators had said. The Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] said: 

“The creditor class, always powerful in affairs of state, controlled the legisla- 
tion ns well as the financial atlais ofthe world. The destruction of protec er 
the money of the world would enhance the value of all of these securities. Is 
it very strange that the common ple of all nations, deeply absorbed in their 
efforts to pay theirinterest and e: from thelr debts, did not interfere in the 
attempt to lessen all value except t of gold? Thus the demonetization in 
Germany did not call from that class s protest any more the act of 1873 did 
from the people of the United States, who were busy in trying to savesomething 
from wreek proanced by overspeculation and overcredits, and were suffer- 
ing from stagnation in business produced by a want of resl money to carry on 


the legitimate business of the country and did not discover that silver was de- 
monetized until months after it was done. a 


‘*The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was pretty cmphatie 
in his remarks in regard to it. But perhaps I havo read enough. 

“Mr, President, I submit that, if there is any weightin human testi- 
mony and the testimony of Senators of the highest character, neither 
they nor the American people knew that silver coin was stricken down 
as it was by the act of 1873; and while the Senator from Ohio read 
what had been said in public and private reports—and he may read all 
sorts of reports as to how often the bills were printed, how many com- 
mittees they were referred to, and what was done about them—hoe has 
failed to show, and he will always fail to show, that the American peo- 
pleor theirrepresentativesin either House knew that silver wasstricken 
down by the act of 1873 or that any debate occurred on the bill that 
was passed to call theirattention to it; the records will not enable him 
to doit. The statement of the Senator from Nevada on this floor the 
other day settles that. I have turned to the record. I wasa member 
of the other House at that time. 

“I can prove, I think, by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWEs], who was chairman of my Committee on Ways and Means at 
that time, that I was an ordinarily vigilant member in regard to pub- 
lic affairs. I did not know it and never suspected it, and I haye con- 
versed with Mr. HOLMAN, of Indiana, who was then in the House, 
and he told me, and he has said over and over again in the House and 
elsewhere, that he had no suspicion that it was done. He has never 
been suspected of lack of vigilance. Of course it was known that the 
Comptroller of the Currency, the Director of the Mint, and their allies, 
foreign and domestic, were scheming to appreciate the value of the 
bonds, and of course the committee in Congress and those who were 
watching these questions knew that schemes for the demonetization of 
silver had been presented more than once, but had never met with any 
favor among the representatives of e poe 

“The record shows that earlyin April, 1872, the bill had been made 
a special order from day to day. Mr. Potter, of New York, was a 
member of the committee. The record shows that, while these pro- 
visions were contained in the fifteenth and sixteenth sections, the House 
had only reached the ninth section when Mr. Potter developed the fact 
that there was a proposition in the bill, and there would be an effort 
to strike downsilver coinage. AsIsaid, the bill was the special order 
from day to day, yet as soon as Mr. Potter developed that fact, al- 
though hesaid he believed in gold and gold alone as the unit or stand- 
ard of value, yet he was opposed to making any change in our coinage 
at that time, as the attention of the country had sank Hees called to it, 
the House dropped even the consideration of the bill any further, 
and it lošt its place. It never was called up from the 9th of April 
until the 27th of May, 1872. 

**Both Houses of Congress had before that day agreed toadjournon the 
29th of May. Mr. Potter, of New York, had gone home. He was the 
member on the Democratic side who was watching it. He was on the 
committee and had avowed that he would not allow it to pass. Mr. 
Hooper, of Massachusetts, in Mr. Potter’s absence, offered what he said 
was a substitute for the bill, and not the objectionable bill that Mr. 
Potter had advised against, though it turned out, as Mr. SHERMAN now 
proves, that his statement was untrue. Mr. Hooper came to Mr. Kerr, 
of Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, myself, and others, and he assured all of us, 
as Mr. HOLMAN will tell any one and as I know, that his substitute 
was simply a bill regulating mints. Mz. Brooks was not willing to 
believe him. He said his colleague from New York, Mr. Potter, was 
gone. Hereisthe record. It is all recorded in less than half a page, 
as you will observe, in the Congressional Globe, part 5, second session, 
Forty-second Congress, 

‘t Let it be remembered that this occurred within forty-eight hours 
of the final adjournment of the House for the session. When motions 
to suspend the rules were in order and everybody was trying to gct 
bills through on suspension, Mr. Hooper tried tosuspend the rules anil 
pass the bill without reading it. That was objected to. Finally itwns 
ordered to be read, and the Clerk ‘began reading it.? That is all the 
record shows. Whether if was read in full or not, I do not care to say. 
Those who were there with whom I have conversed do not believe it 
was. But I care nothing about that. We all heard, or aro presumed 
to have heard, an important bill read here half an hour ago in regard 
to the courts, and there was not a man in this Senate, unless the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], who knows what it meant. I venture 
to assert that there are not five Senators who can tell what that bill 
was that was read a half hour ago. Therefore I say I do not care 
whether the bill was read in the then confusion of the House or not. 
The record shows that Mr. Brooks said: 

e ty ores i from Westchester district [Mr, Potter] stated the other day that 
this bill provided for the recoinage of more or less of the small currency of the 
country and the creation of a new currency. 

“Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts. That is not the case with the bill as it now 
stands.—Congressional Globe, 1871-72, part 5, page 2383. 

‘That satisfied Mr. Brooks and corresponded with what Mr. Hooper 
had told many of us privately. Mr, Kerr was still partly dissatisfied, 
and Mr. HOLMAN, at his request as I recollect it, put the question to 
Mr. Hooper, who was standing in front of the desk: 

“Mr. Hotmas. Before the question is taken upon suspending the rules and 
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ing the bill, I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will explain the lead- | I havo proved it. Of course they got it in, else the scheme would have 


ng changes made by this billin the existing law, especially in reference to the 
coinage, It would seom that.all the small coinage of the country is intended 
to bo recoined, 
u Mr, Hooper's attention was called especially to the coinage. Mr. 
Horaran also feared that all the small currency of the country was in- 
tended to be recoined, which would be a costly operation. 


‘Mr, Hoorrn, of Massachusetts, This bill makes no changes in the existing 
law in that regard. It doesnot require the recoinage of the small coins, On 
the contrary, I understand that the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to issue 
an order to stop the coinage of all the minor coins, as there is now a great abun- 
dance ofthem in the country. Thesalaries arenotincrecased, They remain as 


they were. 


“That was satisfactory, and the bill, which was believed to be asub- 
stitute with all the objectionable features as to coinage and changes 
stricken out, was allowed to pass almost unanimously. J 

“The record flatly contradicts Mr. SHERMAN’S assertion that the 
Hooper substitute, which passed, was ever discussed or considered, and 

roves my assertion thatit was passed without members knowing what 
t contained. I might add that they were deceived in regard to its 
provisions, 

‘tOn the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill the vote was 
110 yeas to 13 nays. Nota word wassaid aboutstriking down the sil- 
yer dollar. Now, is it truethat the bill passed, as stated the other day 
by the Senator from Ohio, because silver was worth 3} per cent. more 
than gold, and therefore the silver dollar was sought to be reduced from 
412} grains to 383 grains? I have stated how the bill was ed, and 
nine-tenths of the members then in the House will prove what I say is 
true. Of course, the provision striking down the silver dollar and re- 
ducing its legal-tender quality wasin it, but the members of the House, 
except a favored few, were keptin ignorance of the fact. 

"The bill went to the Senate, reaching there on the day of final ad- 
journment for the session. I have the bill in my hand as it finally 

in conference. I received it this morning from the file clerk, 
together with the report of the committee of conference, with all the 
changes made after it reached the Senate, with marks showing what 
the conference agreed to, Ido not care to read details. It would take 
too long. All the provisions of the House bill in regard to reducing 
the value of the silver dollar, because, as the Senator said, the old silver 
coin was worth 3 per cent. more than gold, which was the pretense on 
which he said they were acting, were stricken out, the old dollar was 
oppen and a trade dollar of 420 grains substituted. 

(tMr. SHERMAN, Iwill ask the Senator from Kentucky now to read 
in his speech the section of the bill in regard to coinage as it came 
from the House of Representatives and then as it was proposed in the 
Senate. He has before him now the document which shows the prop- 
osition of the House of Representatives as it came tous. Let that be 
printed and then let the proposition of the Senator be printed side by 
side, 

‘Mr, Beck. Hore they are, sections 12, 14, and 15. 

tí Mr. BHERMAN. I hopo the Senator will have that done, 

“Mr, Beck, I will. With the consent of the Senate, I will haye 
that done. 

‘Mr, SHERMAN. Let them be read. 

“They are as follows: 


“The proposition in the House bill was: 

“That the silver coins of the United States shall boa dollar, a half-dollar or 
fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twonty-five-cent piece, and a dime or ton- 
cent piece; and the weight of the dollar shall be 334 grains; the half-dollar, 
quarter-dollar, and tho dime shall bo, respectively, one-half, one-quarter, and 
one-tenth the weight of said dollar; which coins shall be a legal tender, at 
their denominational value, for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one pay- 
ment, £ 

“The Sonate substitute, which was adopted, reads: 

“That the silver coins of the United States'shall bea trado-dollar, a half-dollar 
or fifty-cent pieco, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent picce, a dime or ten-cent 
piece; and the weight of the trade-dollar shall be 420 grains troy, the weight of 
the half-dollar shall be 12} grams; the quarter-dollar and the dime s be, ro- 
spectively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight ofsaid half-dollar; and said coins 
shall be legal tender, at their nominal value, for any amount not exceeding $5 
in any one payment. 


“Then follows— 

“Seo. 18.” And be it further enacted, That no coins, either of gold, silver, or minor 
coinage, shall hereafter be issued from the mint other than those of the denom- 
inations, standards, and weights herein set forth. 

“Mr. Beck. The final change was made from 383 grains, as the 
House bill proposed, to a trade dollar of 420 grains, which was 7} 
grains more valuable than the original standard silver dollar, whose 
legal-tender quality they were so eager to destroy. 

‘Mr, SIERMAN. In other words, the dollar, not the dollar of the 
fathers, not the dollar of 412} grains, but the token dollar of 385 grains, 
was provided for in the House bill. 4 

“Mr. Beck. Provided for by Mr, Hooper and one or two other 
men who denied that they were providing for it. The House never 
knew anything about it. Mr. Blaine proved that; Mr. Kelley has 
shown that; Mr. Garfield, over and over again, proved that; and the 
Recorp shows that he was present in the House and taking part in 
the proceedings when it was done. That provision was inserted re- 
ducing the silver dollar from 4124 to 383 grains by a few men who 
denied that they were doing it. That is what I contend, and I think 


failed ? 

‘Mr, SHERMAN. But what I wish isto have the proposition of 
the House printed, and then side by side the proposition of the Senate, 
which lay upon our table more than two months, and has been read 
over and over again. 

‘Mr. Beck. What I complain of, and what I think I have proved, 
is that the House never knew what was in that bill. The bill was 
offered as a substitute for all former bills, and it was vouched for by 
Mr. Hooper, who presented it, that it had nothing to do with coinage. 
It was upon the faith of that statement the House allowed it to pass, 
and the House was deceived. : 

“The Senate amendment js a curious commentary on what the Sen- 
ator from Ohio the other day said abont the old silver dollar being de- 
liberately demonetized becauseit was more valuable than gold, When 
the bill came into his hands, as chairman of the committee, he struck 
out the provision which the Honse bill contained reducing the dollar 
because of its overvaluation; he left no such dollar in the bill, but in- 
serted another dollar altogether; one of 420 grains, or 7+ grains more 
silver than the original 412} grains, which he said was worth 3} per 
cent. more than gold; and the bill was sent back to the House, and, so 
far as I can find by searching the RECORD, the House was never told of 
the change. What occurred when it got back to the House? It was 
sent at once toacommittee of conference. Iturnto the RECORD again, 
part 2, third session, Forty-second Congress, page 1189, under the head- 
ing ‘Mint laws? 

Mr, Hooren, of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, I riso for ihe purpose of sub- 
mitting a report of a committee of conference, which I ask tho Clerk to read. 

‘That was this report, which no man could by reading tell what it 
meant unless he had the bill carefully before him. 

“Signed by the conferees. 

‘Tho report was adopted, 

" Mr. Hoorrr, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by. which the 
“NR vsa adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

‘That is allthe Houseeverdidknow, The House was never told, so 
far as the RECORD shows, that I can find, that the Senate had changed 
the bill from a bill reducing the value of a silver dollar to a bill cre- 
ating a new dollar altogether, one of 420 grains instead of 383 grains. 

‘t When it came to the Senate the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
had charge of it, and it is headed again ‘ Mint laws.’ 

“Mr, SrenMAn submitted the following report. 

‘The report was concurred in, with not one word said about it, so 
that neither House had any opportunity, so far as these reports show, 
to know what they wore doing, 

“I nèed not waste time in regard to what took place when the House 
bill reached the Senate. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
has shown very fully what took place there. If the Senator from Ohio 
is content with that statement, lam, Mr, Casserly, of California, was 
in the Senate and other able and distinguished representatives of silver- 
producing States. Mr. Corbett, of Oregon, and others took part in the 
debate. Will any sane man believe that they deliberately consented 
to strike down silver coinage? Mr. SHERMAN says thoy all did. Ido 
not believe him. When the House bill was brought up by Mr. SHER- 
MAN the RECORD shows that he used this language: 

' Mr. SHERMAN. Irise for tho pepon of moving that the Senato proceed to 
the consideration of the mint bill. I will state that this bill will not probably 
consume any more time than the time consumedin reading it. It the 
Senate two yoars agoafter full debate, It was taken upagainin the House dur- 
ing the present Con; and there. Itis a matter of vital interest to 
the Government, and I am informed by oflicers of the Government it is impor- 
tant itshouldpass promptly. The amendments pipet by the Committeeon 
Financo present the points of difference between the two Houses, and they can 
go toa committee of conference without haying a controversy here in the Sen- 
ate about them, 

“Again he said: 

“Ifthe Senator will allow mo, he will see thatthe preceding section provides 
for coin whichis exactly intercha’ ble with the English shilling and the five- 
france pieco of France; that is, n five-franc piece of France will bo the exact 
equivalent of a dollar of the United States in our silver coinage. 

“That was stricken out, and there was no such thing left in the bill. 


“And in order to show this wherever our silyer coin shall float—and we are 
roviding that itshall float all over the world—we propose to stamp upon it, 
nstead of our eaglo, which foreigners may not understand, and which they may 
not disti: ish from a buzzard or some other bird, the intrinsic fineness and 
weight of the coin. In this practical, utilitarian age the officers of the mint 
seemed to thinkit would be better to do that than to put the eagle on oursilver 
coins. I mustconfess I do not thinkit is very important, but I think the Senator 
ought to be willing to defer in these matters to the practical knowledge of the 
officers who have charge of this branch of the Government service. 1 will say 
that Mr, Linderman, whom the Senator must know, has suggested this as be- 
ing a convenient mode of promoting international coinage. 
“Did not every word of that indicate the continuance of silver coin- 
age with full legal-tender quality as it had always had? 
“International coinage in a trade-dollar, with a legal-tender quality 
of only $5, and even that poor quality was stricken out in 1 so as 
to make it simply merchandise. That was the coin the Senator from 
Ohio said was to float, and they were providing it should float all over 
the world, wherever our flag floated, and that itshould be international 
ene equivalent to the coins of other nations. — 
“Little wonder the Senator from Nevada said to him: ‘Whatever 
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may be your construction of the meaning now, the words used then in- 
duced me to vote with you, because you made me believe that you 
were sending out a bona fide silver dollar as good as any in the world.’ 
The Senate so believed. The debate showed that Mr. Casserly an- 
nounced that Nevada alone was then producing $20,000,000 of silver, 
and the question was as to whether silver-owners should pay the coin- 
age charge of half a quarter or one-eighth per cent, ; nothing was sug- 
gested anywhere that the silver dollar was to be stricken down. The 
Senator from Ohio was as silent as the grave on that subject. 

“ But that was not all. To show that whenever things are not done 
as they ought to be the track can be followed, and it will be in the same 
direction, the Revised Statutes were adopted shortly afterwards. When 
it is said that we had coined no silver dollars, practically, up to that 
time, that is not the fact. We had coined in the month of January, 
1873, and in the first twelve days of February, 1873, nearly two million 
standard silver dollars of 412} grains, nearly one-fourth of all we ever 
had coined, 

‘By the way, if Senators will turn to Dr. Linderman’s work on 
Money and begal-Tender, which you will find in the Library, you will 
see we never had coined a gold dollar from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment until long after the discovery of gold in California, and that 
we had up to 1848 about as much silver as we had gold coin of all sorts. 
At the time we fought the war of 1812 and the war with Mexico and 
acquired Louisiana, we were upon a silver basis, if that is worth sug- 
gesting. All our acquisitions were obtained with silver coin, the Mex- 

can dollar being the legal tender, as well as other foreign coins, most 
of the time. The table farnished by Dr. Linderman shows it all, and 
the fact is proved by his tables that we had coined nearly two million” 
standard dollars in less than six weeks before this act of 1873 was 


ed. 

‘I think I can guess the reason why the bankers of Europe were 
pushing the actof 1873. ‘The Rothschilds, who held our bonds, and the 
great bankers ofthe Rhine, at Frankfort and elsewhere, were, of course, 
all anxious foritto pass. Mr. Hooperand theother bankers knew why. 
How much the Senator from Ohio was allowed to know I can notstate; 


. but Dr, Linderman showed in November, 1872, that silver was falling, 


and falling rapidly; it had fallen from 3 per cent. premium down to par 
with gold when the act was passed demonetizing it, and that it was 
sure to fall still more rapidly. All their bonds were payable init while 
it was being stricken down in their countries. 

“Dr, Linderman tells the whole story in a report made the fall ot 
1872, after the bill had passed the House. He takes credit for the 
trade dollar as having been first suggested in his report. He says we 
discovered very soon after the bill passed the House—as early as Sep- 
tember or October, 1872—that Germany was going to sell her silver. 
The House had passed the bill, recollect, in May, 1872; it came to the 
Senate practically in December. $ 

“ Dr. Linderman in his book states what he said in the fall of 1872: 

“The amount ofsilver bullion annually produced from the minesof the United 
States has been increased during the last three years, and now amounts to 
about $20,000,000 per annum, exclusive of the gold it contains; and a further 
increase in this product being quite certain, tho future value of silver as com- 
pared with gold is a matter of national importance. 

“The fluctuations in the relative value of gold and silver during the last 
hundred years haye not been very great, but several causes are now at work, 
all tending to an excess of supply over demand for silver, and its consequent 
depreciation. Among these causes may be stated tho increasing productions 
its demonetization by the German Empire and the continued disuse in this 
country, except to a limited extent, asa part of the circulating medium, 

“It has also been demonetized by Japan, while in some other countries silver 
coin has been wholly or partially expelled from circulation by paper money, 
the effect of which will be to bring to market as bullion large amounts hitherto 
used ascoin. The amount of silver coin inthe German Empire at the date of 
enactment of the recent coinage law (December, 1871) which changed the stand- 
ard from silver to gold, is estimated by competent authority at $350,000,000, being 
equal to five years’ total P wanes of the globe, 

‘Even if silver should be adopted by Germany for subsidiary coinage, not 
more than $50,000,000 will be required for that purpose, which will lenye $300,- 
000,000, or about 9,000 tons, to be disposed of as bullion, A market for this im- 
mense supply of silver can only be found in such of the European statesas main- 
tain the single standard of silver or the double standard of gold andsilyer, and 
in China and the Indies, 

“The facts above stated indicate the gradual but eventually certain adoption 
of the Sete set and consequent demonetization of silver by all commercial 
countries. Not only is the tendency to adopt gold as the sole standard and 
measure of value, but to use paper money fodeemiavle in gold as the bulk of the 
circulating medium. 


“Then he poa to show that gold would necessarily appreciate, 
which he said meant the same thing as depreciation of property by rea- 
son of silver being stricken down. I may refer to his table giving the 
amount of silver and gold we had then coined and the relation they bore 
to each other in 1873, showing that the pretense that silver was de- 
monetized because it was either not a coin that the people wanted or 
because it was more valuable than gold is not true. It was stricken 
down because the great gold-brokers, foreign and domestic, saw that 
gold was becoming more and more valuable every day and silver would 
necessarily fall because of the action of Germany. 

‘The production of gold had fallen off in this country from $66,000,- 
000 in 1856 to $32,000,0C0 in 1873. Silver production had gone up 
from less than $14,000,000 four years before to thirty-odd million dol- 
Jars in 1873. That was the real cause of its being stricken down in 
the interest of the bondholders and the bankers and the usurers of 
Europe and America, 


“But I started to speak of the frand—and I use the word deliber- 
ately—the fraud committed by somebody in the Revised Statutes in 
demonetizing the silver coin then in existence. Recollect the act of 
1873 did not do that. It left whatever coin had been coined asa legal 
tender for all debts. It only provided for coins in the future. The 
fraud in the Revised Statutes had to be perpetrated to consummate the 
act and to destroy the existing silver money. The Revised Statutes 
professed to be simply a compilation of existing laws, nothing more. 
They so state oflicially’on their face. General Butler presented them, 
This is what hé said, among other things: 

“I desire to premise here that your committee felt it their bounden duty not 
to allow, so far as they could ascertain, any changéof thelaw. This embodies 
the law asitis. Thetemptation, of course, was very great, where sa law seemed 
to be imperfect, to perfect it by the alteration of words or phrases or to make 
some change; but that temptation has,so far asI know and believe, been re~ 
sisted. Wehave not attempted to change the law in asingle word or letter so 
as to make'a different reading or different sense. All that hasbeen done is to - 
strike out the obsolete parts and tocondenseand consolidate and bring together 
statutes in parimateria, so that you have here, except in so far as it is human 
to err, the Jaws of the United States under whichwe now live. And it will be 
necessary, if the bill passes Congress, that it shall pass without anyone under- 
taking toamend the law as it standsin this revision, because once beginning to 
amend the revision by altering the law from what it i$ will lead into an inter- 
minable sea, in which we shall neyer find soundingsand which will neyer find 
ashore. But if there be any omission of any provision of law the theory of 
this revision is that that shall be supplied; and to that the committee desire to 
call the attention of the House, 

“Judge Poland followed, who had charge of the bill, perhaps was 
chairman, and said: 

“Aa my friend from Massachusetts has said, the committee have endeavored 
to have this revision a perfect reflex of the existing national statutes. We felt 
aware that if anything was introduced ae way of change into those statutes it 
would be impossible that the thing should ever be carried through the House. 
In the multitude of matters that come before Congress for consideration, if we 
undertake to perfect and amend the whole body of the national statutes there 
isan end of any expectation that the thing would ever be carried through 
either House of Congress, and therefore the committee have endeavored to 
eliminate from this everything that savors of change in the slightest degree of 
the existing statutes. 

“t So the Revised Statutes were passed; and yet, coupling that with 
what was done in 1873 in regard to the silver dollar, is it strange that 
we find in those Revised Statutes all the silver coinage of the country 
that was a full legal tender for every dollar of debt, public and private, 
demonetized and not allowed to be a legal tender for more than $5 
under and by virtue of the Revised Statutes? Whoever did it com- 
mitted a fraud, a palpable fraud upon the country. As I said and re- 
peat, it required such a provision in the Revised Statutes to destroy the 
silver coinage of the country, Whoever inserted it did it in the inter- 
est of the hondholders, willfully and fraudulently. 

“ Passing from that, the Senator from Ohio, as the Senator from Kan- 
sas said’in the s from which I read, declared that the striking 
down of silver coinage and the substituting of the gold unit was an 
American idea. T deny it, as the Senator from Kansas did, as every 
Senator has who spoke upon this subject. I ask Senators to read the 
report of Mr. Hunter, from which I would like to quote, made in 1853. 
He there shows that silver and gold, acting side by side and treated 
both alike, was the American idea, Gold, and gold alone, was the idea 
of the Senator from Ohio, but not of any other Senator or any other 
leading American that I know of. A 

“Why do I say it was his idea? Because he went to Paris in 1867. 
I do not know whether he wrote the letter while in Paris or not, but 
at an international convention to which Mr, Ruggles was the American 
delegate, appointed by Mr. Seward, in 1867, in making his report in 
regard to the question what should be the unit of value—a question 
never brought up for action in the United States, so far ns I know, but 
suggested in a convention of European nations—Mr. Ruggles reports to 
Mr. Seward as follows: 

“Tt was then stated tothe Emperor thatan eminent American statesman—Mr, 
SnEeRMay, Senator from Ohio, chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate 
of the United States, and recently in Paris—had written an important and in- 
teresting letter, expressing his opinion that the gold dollar of the United States 
ought to be and readily might be reduced by Congress, in weight and value, to 
correspond with the gold five-franc piece of France; that the letter was now be- 
fore the international committee, haying the question of uniform coin under 

ial examination, to which letter, as being one of the best interpretations of 
the views of the American people, the attention of the public authorities of 
France was respectfully invited. 


‘Mr. SHERMAN’S letter had not then been brought to the attention of 
the American people, so far as I know. I think he represented only 
himself. 


“The Emperor then closed the audience by repeating the assurances of his 
gratification that the important international measure in question was likely 
to receive active support from the United States. 

“The letter of Mr. SaremMan above referred to. dated the 18th of May, 1567, 
originally written in English, was presented in a French translation a few days 
after to the international commit in full session, when it was received with 
unusual interestand ordered by the committee to be printed in both languages. 
A copy is herewith transmitted for the information of the Department of State, 


“ Further on, when they reached an agreement on the single gold unit, 
Mr. Ruggles took uncommon pleasure, he said, in giving great credit 
to his friend, the Senator from Ohio, as being the man chiefly instru- 
mental in bringing about that result by the letter he had written and 
by the influence he had exerted. Mr. Ruggles says: 


"The establishment of the singe standard exclusively of gold is in truth the 
cardinal if not the all-important feature of the plan proposed by the conference, 
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relieving the whole subject by a single stroke of the pen from the perplexity, and 
indeed the impossibility, of permanently unifying the multiplicity ofsilvereoins 
acattered through the various nations of Europe, It isa matter of world-wide 
congratulation that on this vital point the delegates from the nineteen nations 
represented in the conference were unanimous, not excepting France itself, so 
strongly wedded by the national traditions to a double standard. 

“Then he goes on tostate the controversy they hadamong themselves 
and how they finally got together, Great Britain and Sweden stand- 
ing out alone in favor of their own moneys, He adds: 

**On all these questions the interests of monetary unification were materially 
advanced by the publication at Paris of the concise but admirable letter from 
Hon. Jounx SHERMAN, Senator in Con from the State of Ohio, a copy of 
which has been already communicated to the permen of State, but which 
for more convenient reference is now transmitted herewith in duplicate, with 
its French translation. Hisopinions are unmistakably expressed in the follow- 
ing extracts: “As the gold [five-]franc piece isnow in use by over sixty millions 
of people of several diiferent nationalities and is of convenient form and size, 
it may well be adopted by other nations as the common standard of value, leav- 
ing to each nation to regulate the divisions of this unitin silver coin or tokens. 
If this is done, France will surcly abandon the impossible effort of making two 
standards of value.” 

"t He was for the one standard and thought France could be brought 
into it. 

* Gold coins will answer all the purposes of European commerce. A common 
old standard will regulate silver coinage. In England many persons of in- 
uence and different chambers are earnestly in favor of the proposed change 

in the coinage. The change is so slight with them that an enlightened self- 
interest will soon induce them to make it, especially if we make the greater 
change in our coinage. Wecan easily adjust the reduction with the public 
creditorsin the payment or conversion of their securities, while private cred- 
itors might be authorized to recover upon the old standard. 

“When Mr. Ruggles’s report was made Mr. SHERMAN took it up and 
sought to carry its recommendations through Congress, and no doubt 
this is one of the things that he thought attracted so much public at- 
tention. During the Fortieth Congress, June 9, 1868, Mr. SHERMAN 
madea report to the Senate in which he recommended a single standard 
exclusively of gold, and in that report used the language which the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] quoted in the speech which he 
made: 

“The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by 
France and other countries, where silver is the chief standard of value. 


+t At the close of his report he said: 

" Theseo reasons induce your committee toearnestly urge the adoption by the 
United States of the general plan of the French conference. 

**He attempted to show that the sole legal standard of gold was the 
one object most to be desired, while he insisted most urgently in re- 
gard to public debts that it was dishonest and dishonorable to require 
the holders to take pay in a coin less valuable than the coin of that 
contract. He said if we reduce the metal in our coin, as our public 
debt is very large, we shall have to pay our creditors $90,000,000 in 
addition to the face of the bonds. ‘That was a small matter, however, 
though he afterwards urged, as Secretary and Senator, earnestly and 
repeatedly, that the silver coin of the contract should be increased and 
paid to the bondholders. In his report he urged the gold unit, chang- 
ing ours to the French standard and pricing for payment in addi- 
tion to the bondholder. I will quote his language exactly: ; 

" As to public debts, the contract of loan is the only law that ought to affect 
the creditor until his debt is fully discharged. 

** Now, pay attention to this. I expect to read this again, because the 
act of July 14, 1870, made all public debts payable inthe gold and 
silver coin of the standard value of that day, and every effort of Mr. 
SHERMAN or anybody else to increase the weight of the silver dollar, 
by any additional number of grains, simply seeks to impose a tax 
upon the people to the extent of the increase, in violation of the con- 
tract that he regarded as so sacred when he sought to reduce gold. 
Perhaps poor debtors haye not the same contract rights as rich credit- 
ors, lly when bondholders are the beneficiaries. 

“Mr. TELLER, What isthe date of that? 

“Mr. BECK. June 9, 1868; it is Mr. SuerMAN’s report from the 
Finance Committee, on the relation of the coinage of gold and silver: 


“Does not a different principle prevail as to pays debts? As topublicdebts, 
the contract of loan is the only law that onght to affect the creditor until his 
debt is fully discharged. è 


‘t Note that. It ought to apply to the debtor as well; he has rights 
in all contracts as well as the creditor, in my opinion at least. 

“Congress— 

“Says Mr. SHERMAN— 


as the authorized agent of the American people, is one party tothe contract, and 
it may no more vary the contract by su uent acts than any other debtor 
may vary his contract. -As to the public creditor, no legislative power stands 
between him and the exact performance of his contract. Public faith holds the 
scales between him and the United States, and the penalties fora breach of this 
faith are far more severe and disastrous to the nation than courts, constables, 
and sheriffs can be tothe private debtor. These penalties are national dishonor 
and inability to borrow money in case of war or public distress, and the ulti- 
mate result is the sureand speedy decline of national power and prestige. When 
changes in our coin were made in 1834 and 1853, the United States had no public 
debt of any significance, andthe precedents then made do notapply to the pres- 
cnt time. Now the public debt is so large that a change of 3} per cent. in the 
value of ourcoin isa reduction ofthe public debt of $90,600,000, Bo much of this 
debt as exists in the form of legal-tender notes will be receiyed and disbursed 
as money, and as its valuo for sometime will be less than the new coin, no pro- 
vision need be made for it; but for so much of the debt as is payable, ROR ES 
or interest, in coin of a specific weight and value, provision ought to be made 
for its exact discharge in that coin or its equivalentinthenew., Your commit- 
tee, therefore, propose an amendment to that effect. 
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“That quotation may be useful in the further discussion ofsome other 
points made from time to time by that distinguished gentleman. His 
proposition met with no favor as far as the history of American legis- 
lation publicly shows. Even Mr. Morgan, of New York, who wassup- 
posed to be the representative of Wall street, in every form opposed it, 
and made a minority report in which he said: 

“A change in our national coinage so grave as that proposed by the bill should 
be made only after the most mature deliberation. The circulating medium is 
a matter that directly concerns the affairs of everyday life, affecting not onl 
the varied, intricate, and multiform interests of the people at home to the mi- 
nutest detail, but the relations of the nation with all other countries as well. 
The United States has a peculiar interest in sucha question. Itis a principal 
pence ofthe precious metals, and its geographical position, most favorable 

n view of impending commercial changes, renders it wise that we should bein 
no haste to fetter ourselves by any new international regulation based on an 
order of things belonging essentially to the past. 

‘Again he says: 

“The movement proposed in the bill appears to be in the wrong direction. 
The standard value of gold coin should be increased—brought up to our own, 
rather than lowered. 

“He gives many reasons for that. Again he says: 


“These two streams of the precious metals, poured into the current of com- 
mercein full volume, will produce perturbations markedandimportant. Other 
countries will be affected, but the United States will feel the effect first and more 
directly than any other. 

"The Pacific Railway will open to us the trade of China, Japan, India, and 
other oriental countries, of whose prepossessions we must not lose sight. For 
years silver, for reasons not fully understood, has been the object of nnusnal de- 
mand among these Asiatic nations,and now forms the almost universal me- 
dium of circulation, absorbing rapidly the silver of coinage. The enormous 
proportion fixed between silver and gold by France,and which we are asked 
to copy, is denuding thatcountry of the former metal, Our own monetary sys- 
tem, though less faulty, is not suitably adjusted in this respect. The silyer do}l- 
lar, for instance,a favorite coin of the native Indian and distant Asiatic, has 
well-nigh pies Yt from domestic circulation to reappear among the East- 
ern peoples, with whom we more than ever seek close amor As they pre- 
fer this piece we would do well to increase rather than discontinue its coinage, 
for we must not deprive ourselves of the advantages which its agency will af- 
ford, and *it would be useless to send dollars to Asia inferior in weight and 
value to its well-known Spanish and Mexican prototype.’ 

‘tSo when Mr, SHERMAN and Mr. Ruggles managed to agree in re- 
gard to the single gold unit, and when Mr. SHERMAN presented it be- 
fore the American Congress, and it was met by a minority report from 
Mr. MORGAN and then dropped. it became just and proper for the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to remark as he did in the speech I 
have just read: 


“In a report made to the Senate June 9, 1868, to accompany ‘A bill in rela- 
tion to fhocolags of gold and silver,’ Mr. Sherman, now Secretary of the Trens- 
et The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by 
France and other countries where silver is the chief standard of value.” 

“No statement emanating from authority so respectable could well be more 
devoid of truth. The original American idea was a single standard of silver, 
Gold was an innoyation, and in my judgment a grave mistake. The assertion 
of Senator SHERMAN that the single noin standard wasan ‘American idea’ is 
so singularly incorrect that it seems almost like a premeditated preliminary to 
the fatal error of 1873. 

“Tt seems as though the only pressure for that action, so far as I 
know, from any of the public menof the country was from the Senator 
from Ohio himself. He confounds the American idea with hisown and 
assumes that they mean the same thing. Mr. President, the truth is, 
and there is no use denying it, that from the beginning of the war till 
now the moneyed men of this country and Europe and their advocates 
in and out of Congress and their supporters everywhere have sought 

istently to make money out of the distress of this country. They 
hive attempted, and generally succeeded, atall hazards, by means foul 
and fair, lawful and unlawful, to make themselves rich at the expense 
of the great mass of this people. . 

The demonetization of our silver coin was but one step in that line, 
a step that was in perfect accord with all the other steps that had been 
taken and were afterwards taken, and the fraudulent act perpetrated 
in the Revised Statutes, whatever may be said of the motives of men, 
of the openness or secrecy of the act of 1873, consummating and mak- 
ing possible the benefits they expected to derive from the act of 1873, 
was another and the decisive step inthe samedirection. No man will 
ever avow that he knew who perpetrated the fraud in the Revised 
Statutes. 

‘When legal-tender notes were first circulated war was made on 
them by all the bankers and money-changers from the beginning. 
That war was kept up, and kept up persistently, and by none more 
persistently than by the Senator from Ohio to the very end, and, in- 
deed to this day. When the greenback was first issued the combina- 
tions of bankers got together and determined that the greenback should 
be repudiated so far as they were concerned. They all agreed thatit 
should be good enough for everybody but them; good enongh for the 
soldiers, the sailors, the contractors, for everybody except the men 
who held the moneybags of the United States. 

“That repudiation was consummated in the Senate of the United 
States, no doubt in the Finance Committee of the Senate of the United 
States, of which the Senator from Ohio was then a distinguished mem- 
her. The gold interest on bonds paid for in greenbacks at par brought 
the first evils upon the country and placed and kept all the interests 
of the people under the money kings. For fear I may be charged with 
making statements that I can not substantiate I will read from a 
by Hon. William D. Kelley, quoting Mr. Stevens, who I suppose is at 
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least respectable authority. Mr. Kelley in his speech at Philadelphia 
said, speaking of the money that was issued when the Senate inserted 
the coin payment of interest on the bonds: 


“The House refused to concur, and appointed a committee of conference, 
with Mr.Stevens as its chairman. They contested the matter until further con- 
test was in vain. [remember the grand ‘Old Conimoner”’— 


“Said Mr. Kelley— 


“with his hat in his hand and his cane under his arm, talking to myself and 
another, when he returned to the House after the final conference, and shed- 
ding bitter tears over tho result. ‘Yes,’ said he, ‘we have had to yield; the 
Senate was stubborn. We did not yield until we found that the country must 
be lost or the banks be gratified, and we have sovais to save the country in 
spite of the cupidity of its wealthier citizens. The bill went through, but not 
until he had expressed to the House and the country his fears. 

“That crime perpetrated by the Senate of the United States, or that blunder 

worse than a crime, has cost the American people more thanall the war would 
have cost had the House bill been adopted as originally - That crime 
or blunder called into existence the gold room of New York; itinvited fromall 
the money centers of the world their most voracious vampires to come and fat- 
ten upon the life-blood of the American people. It converted commerce into a 
mere system of gambling, and made such creaturesas Jay Gould and Jim Fisk 
possible in American history. Do I speak too severely? IfIdo,I willsummon 
a voice from the ara to temper my severity. Ihave here the Congressional 
Globe, in which I find the following remarks, made February 20, 1862, by Thad- 
deus Stevens, chairman of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
ire of thetwo Houses on the Treasury-note bill. In submitting the reporthe 
said: 
“*Mr, Speaker, I have avery few wordsto say. [approach the subject with 
more depression of spirits than I ever before approached any question. Noper- 
sonal motive or feeling influences me—I hope not, at least. Ihave a melan- 
choly foreboding that we are about to consummate a cunningly devised scheme 
which will carry great injury and great loss to all classes of the people through- 
ont this Union, except one. With my coll ©, I believe that no act of legisla- 
tion of this Government was ever hailed with as much delight throughout the 
whole length and breadth of this Union, by every class of people, without any 
exception, as the bill which we passed and sent totheSenate. Congratulations 
from all erchants, traders, manufacturers, mechanics, and laborers— 
poured in upon us from all quarters, 

“*The boardsoftradefrom Boston, New York, Philadelphia,Cincinnati, Louis- 
ville, St. Louis, age St and Milwaukee approved its provisions and urged its 
passage as it was. Ihave a ae ene from the Chamber of Commerce of Cin- 
cinnati, sent tothe Secretary of the Treasury and by him to me, urging the 
speedy passage of the bill asit passed the House. Itis true there was a doleful 
sound came up from the caverns of the bullion-brokers and from the saloons 
of the associated banks, Their cashiers and 
and persuaded the Senate, with but little deliberation, to mangle and destro: 
what it had cost the Houso months to{digest, consider, and pass. The fell 
upon the billin hot haste, and so disfigured and deformed it that its very father 
would not know it, 

“Instead of being a beneficent and invigorating measure, it is now positively 
mischievous, It hasall the bad qualities which its enemies charged in the orig- 
inal bill, and none ofits benefits. It now creates money, and by its very terms 
declares ita depreciated currency. Itmakes two classes of money, one for the 
banks and brokers and another for the ple. It discriminates between the 
rights of different classes of creditors, allowing the rich capitalists to demand 
gold and compelling the ordinary lender of moncy on individual security toro- 
ceive notes which the Government had purposely discredited.’ 


‘‘ Again, in still more emphatic terms, and almost in repetition, only 
stronger, he repeats that it was the conspiracy between European bank- 
ers and the rich men of America, through the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, which brought abont that condition of things. They bank- 
rupted the country and made themselves the richest men in the world. 

“What followed? Ineednotgooverthatstory. You all know it. 
The usurers of the world bought the bonds of the United States with 
that very depreciated currency, averaging only about 50 cents to the 
dollar in gold, at the time. Of course they paid the greenbacks for 
them at par. One gold dollar bought two in paper; the paper dollar 
bought bonds at par, with 6 per cent, gold interest, Thus 12 percent. 
wassecured, and they called thatpatriotism! They nexthadall thecur- 
rency of State banks legislated out of existence by a tax, so that their cur- 
rency and theirsalone,as national bankers, should circulate over theland. 
The principal of their bonds was made expressly payable in greenbacks. 
Even Mr, SHERMAN admitted thatin 1868, in a celebrated letter which 
has been read time and again, in which he denounced them as extortion- 
ers for claiming that the bonds should be paid in coin. 


ents were soon on the ground, 


Of course he 
was right, because each note had written on its back that ‘this note is 
a legal tender at its face value forall debts, public and private, except 
duties of imports and interest on the public debt,’ Yet in the face 
of that, when Congress met in March, 1869, it declared, and Mr. SHER- 
MAN led the column in the assault on greenbacks, that the greenback 
should not be received in payment of the principal of the bonds, although 
it was written upon it that it should be, and that the bonds should all 
be paid in coin. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] very prop- 
erly said the other day that the advantages the bondholders had re- 
ceived from Congressional legislation had added to their value 50 per 
cent. before the act of 1873 was d. 

‘Tomake a long story short, the advocates of the money power fol- 
lowed up and sought new advantages promptly. July 14, 1870, an- 
other act was passed, in which it was agreed that their bonds should be 
paid in gold and silyer coin of the then standard value, which is the 
same as the standard silver dollar of to-day and the gold dollar of to- 
day. They required that stipulation to be inserted in face of all the 
contracts, and the bonds were exempted from all taxation, State, Fed- 
eral, and municipal. No tax has since been paid by any holder of 
them to State, county, or city, or to the United States, no matter 
though the bondholder might be worth millions. 

+t Perhaps the Senator from Ohio was guarding his friends in that act 
from his proposed change in the gold unit. Ought they not to have 


stopped there? Had they notreceived benefactions enough to have sat- 
isfied any cormorant? They had degraded for their benefit the cur- 
rency issued by the Government to carry on the war and depreciated it 
for their own advantage, to the ruin of all others. They had become 
the sole bankers of the country that could furnish currency, They had 
declared that their owh bonds should be paidin gold and silver coin in 
the face of an obligation written on the greenbacks with which they 
had bought the bonds; and then they had their bonds exempted from 
all taxation, State, Federal, and municipal. 

“AN this time the distinguished Senator from Ohio was chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, and every one of those acts met his cordial 
approval, so far as I know, even if he did write in 1868 the letter which 
I believe I will again reproduce for the edification of the people, in 
which he said they were extortionists if they demanded anything else 
than greenbacks. 

“He said to his friend: 


“DEAR SIR: I was RS to recoive yonr letter. My personal interests are 

the same as yours; but, like you, I do notintend to be influenced by them. 

My construction of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite 

sure animpartial court would affirm it, if the case could be tried before a court. 

I send you my views as fully stated in a speech, Your iden is that we propose 

t Spe or yiolate a promise when we offer to redeem the ‘principal’ in 
egal-tenders. 

RI think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the 
same kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by law, I 
amright; if it isto be tested by or Cooke's advertisements, I am wrong. I 
hate repudiation or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from do- 
ing what isright by fear of undeserved epithets. 

“Tf under the law as it stands the holders of the five-twenties can only be 
pee in gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. If the 

ndholder can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he isa 
repudiator and an extortioner to demand money more valuable than he gave, 


"Truly yours, 
. "JOIN SHERMAN. 


“But greed is neversatisfled. Notcontent withall these extortions, 
they had the law of 1873 passed striking down the silver coin. Why? 
Because Germany had united with England after she had extorted a 
thousand millions from France asa warindemnity, Silver was coming 
into use rapidly by the increasing products of our own mines. Thus 
the people would be able to pay their debts and discharge the public 
obligations of the country with it more easily than they could with gold. 
But, if money kings could strike down silver, which was one-half of 
the world’s money, in conjunction with England and Germany, they 
knew this would make them the richest men in the world and impoy- 
erish everybody else. After securing the act of 1873 they changed the 
Revised Statutes, in the face of the solemn pledges given that there was 
no change in them, so as to destroy the legal-tender quality of what 
there was of silver coin at the time, and about $2,000,000 of standard 
dollars had been coined in the six weeks preceding the passage of the 
act of 1873. Not content with that, it was not a year until wo had a 
scramble in the other House, when the Senator from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. DAWES] was chairman of the committee, and Black Friday came, 
as we remember, in New York. 

‘t The greenbacks cut pairs an important figure at that time. ‘The 
Conimittee on Finance of the Senate reported against legalizing an in- 
crease of some $5,000,000 or $10,000,000. But Black Friday, asI said, 
came in the mean time and anincrease was made by executiveorder. I 
may not give the exactfigures, but the amount was from $354,000,000 to 
$382,000,000, some $26,000,000 added to the greenback circulation by 
executive action. Several bills were introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the question was elaborately discussed as to how much 
should be allowed as the maximum of that currency. Mr, DAWES 
moved, as the RECORD will show, that the amount should be limited 
to $356,000,000. Mr, Ellis H. Roberts, another member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, moved to make it $382,000,000. I, thena member 
of the Committee on Finance, moved to make it $400,000,000, and after 
a long debatein the House it was made $400,000, 000. 

“The bill came to the Senate, and was put in the hands of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, I think the committee reported $382,000,000. It was 
made $400,000,000 by a majority of the Senate, and it passed the Sen- 
ate at $400,000,000. It was sent to the President, and because there 
were some other banking privileges init he yetoedit; butit had passed 
both Houses, and a few months afterwards an act was passed fixing the 
limit at $382,000,000, and the President approved it. 

‘*Recollect they had silver quietly stricken down during this period. 
The Revised Statutes had been adjusted to that end fraudulently. No 
man will deny that the change in the compilation of the statutes was 
fraudulent; I repeat that with emphasis. The act of 1873 was, as I 
think I have shown, secret and unknown toa large majority of the 
Representatives of the States and people; the change in the Revised 
Statutes was a fraud, purposely committed to consummate the adyan- 
tages the money power had gained by the other act. There is not a 
man in either House who will dare appear before the American people 
and say that he knew at the time that the Revised Statutes were al- 
tered so as to take away the legal-tender quality from the silver dollar, 
The Senator from Ohio will not admit that he knew anything about 
that. That change was secretly made, so secret that even the Senator 
from Ohio did not know if, I assume, 

‘Yet it was done; and after it was done and the bankers and the 
money changers were having everything their own way, the next great 
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movement in their interest was to strike down the greenbacks, destroy 

_ their legal-tender quality; indeed, destroy them altogether. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio labored in season and out of season to strike down every- 
thing but national-bank notes and gold. Silver had been effectually 
destroyed, as they assumed no more coinage, no legal tender beyond 
$5, even the $5 legal-tender quality was taken away from the trade 
dollar; the national banks, through theircurrency, were sought to be 
made omnipotent over the land. 

“That was the next move of the Senator from Ohio as chairman of 
the Finance Committee. Recollect every national-bank note was a 
legal tender to you, and to me, and to every contractor, and to every 
soldier, and to every sailor, and for every obligation of the Government 
except interest on the public debtand customs dues. Theirnotes were 
redeemable in lawful money. The greenback was assumed to be law- 
ful money, whether it had a legal-tender quality or not. The banks 
would not take their own notes in discharge of the obligation due to 
them by the Government; but you and I and everybody else had to 
take them. With gold, and gold alone, with the greenback destroyed, 
with silver out of the way, who could get a dollar to pay his debts with 
unless he went to a national bank and paid whatever premium they 
saw fittoask him? Nobody. That was the next great move on the 
boards, and the Senator from Ohio was the leading player. 

“Under his management the banks were to be made masters; that 
was the great struggle the Senator from Ohio was making all the time. 
Take the act about which he and others have boasted so much, the re- 
sumption act. I hope Senators will read it carefully. You will find 
it in volume 18 of the Statutes at Large, page 296. Thesecond section 
allows gold to be coined free of charge. Thatwasanothermove. They 
had paid one-eighth of 1 per cent,, or perhaps one-fourth of 1 per cent., 
before that time. This was in 1875, recollect, while silver was still 
demonetized. They were to have thereafter all their bullion coined 
free. England had, they said, done the same thing. 

“England, of course, to carry out her policy, had done just what 
Mr. SHERMAN and his friends were doing here, making gold, and gold 
alone, the standard, and the bondholder or the holder of consols who 
controlled the gold, and he alone, was master of the situation. Eng- 
land had provided by statute that for every standard ounce of gold 
offered to the Bank of England the bank should pay in their ownnotes, 
which could be converted into gold in a minute, £3 17s, 9d. They 
had thus fixed the value for gold so that it could not fluctuate. This 
statute had ours coined free of charge, and in the same statute they 
provided that all limitations should be taken away from national-bank 
notes; they should issue just as many as they pleased, a thousand mil- 
lions if they wanted to. Let me read: 

“That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting the ag- 
pregato amount of circulating notes of eek terme d associations, be, and 

ereby, repealed; and each existing banking association may increase its cir- 
culating notes in accordance with existing law without res to said aggre- 
gate limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with 
existing law without respect to said aggregate limit; and the provisions of law 
for the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank currency among the 
several States and Territories are hereby repealed. 

“That was another of their schemes. When the original banking act 
was passed the provision was to divide the currency allowed, about 
$350,000,000, among the States according to wealth and population. 
Kentucky had about the same population as Massachusetts, payin 
more taxes, not perhaps quite as rich in previously accumulated Wealth 
according to the census, but needing money quite asmuch. Yet Massa- 
chusetts was allowed about $60,000,000 of national currency and Ken- 
tucky was allowed $7,000,000. 

“That same year I raised the question of a legal redistribution in the 
Ways and Means Committee. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
lpia! agreed that I was right. We forced a redistribution. Fifty- 
five million dollars was to be taken from those banks in the East 
which had received it in violation of law, and which Mr. Knox had 
favored because of their loyalty—for that seemed to be oneof the things 
that was necessary for national banking under him—and Con 
ordered a redistribution. Then came the ea, They did not want 
to give up the money. ‘They had all the bonds, they had all the cir- 
culation, they said, ‘‘Oh, no; make banking free, make the circula- 
tion without limit,” and they did so in order to keep the $55,000,000 
that the law the year before had ordered them to give up. When 
they got that done, they said that the legal-terfiler notes should be re- 
duced down to $300,000,000 before resumption day, which was Janu- 
ary 1, 1879, and after that day they were all to be destroyed. 

“*The resumption act provides: 

" And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any sur- 
plus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
and to issue, sell, and apoa ofat not less than par, in coin, cither of the de- 
soriptionsof bonds of the pproved 

July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the natidnal debt,’ 
with like qualities, privil 

er act into full c 

said. 

t‘ Every greenback was to be destroyed after January, 1879, and all 
but $300,000,000 before that date, by the act which the Senator from 
Ohio had passed. {He would not say so distinctly at the time, that the 
greenback was to be absolutely destroyed. He did not like to speak 


‘ect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes afore- 


out. That was one of the things that he was very particular about, 
but that he did intend to destroy all the greenbacks absolutely I sup- 
he will hardly deny himself, although I believe he said he changed 
is mind afterwards. Mr. Bayard, then a Senator from Delaware, was 
making a speech in the Senate of the United States on the 27th of Jan- 
uary, 1880, when the question came up whether this redemption act 
necessarily destroyed the greenbacks and authorized the sale of bonds 
at any rate of interest that the Secretary of the Treasury might see fit 
in order to get the money to doit with. Mr. Bayard said: 

“During the debate which attended the passage of the resumption act the 
present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Sherman, who had charge of the bill in 
this body, was asked by several Senators, myself among the number, whether 
by the redemption of the United States notes under that act they were finally 
to be retired and destroyed, and be declined to give any construction whatever 
to the law on that point. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if in his mind there is any doubt atall 
as to what the construction of that act was? 

“Mr, BAYARD. I was unable to say what its construction was. 

“Mr. Bayard became quite complimentary to the Senator from Ohio, 
as he will observe: 

“I was unable to say what itsconstruction was. I thought it wasadouble- 


faced juggle intended to catch the votes of contractionists in one direction and 
of inflationists in the other. for 


i oe to legislate 
upon it in sucha way. I therefore came to noconstruction. I was disposed to 


* Mr, Epmunps. My apology for interrupting my honorable friend, to all of 
ech i am sorry I have not been able 
to listen on account of an engagement e ght it rightit 
should appear in that connection that I voted for the act of 1875, because, on a 
careful examination, it was tomy mind perfectly clear, no matter what the 

ent Secretary of the Treasury chose to think about it or chose not to say about 
it, but on the bill itself that I was yoting for, it was perfectly clear that the re- 
demption that that act provided for, both before the the Ist of January, 1879, and 
afterward, was a Sse pn erin which took out in point of law from existence all 
the United States notes that should come in in the methods provided by that 
act, And Iam inclined to think that if my honorablefriend would now exam- 
ine the statute he would not have any doubt upon it at all. 

‘Therefore I am justified in assuming that to be the object and in- 
tent of the resumption act. They had destroyed silver, and they now 
passed an act to destroy the legal tender. Everything was working as 
they desired, when the representatives of the States and people began to 
realize what was going on, and they stepped in and prevented these 
things from being done, first by restoring silver as a legal tender and, 
by the act of 1878, forbidding the reduction of the greenbacks below 
$346,000,000. Then thestruggle began totake away their legal-tender 
quality; that was the next best thingfor the bankers. Recollect, and 
I want Senators to examine for themselves, when the act rechartering 
the banks was passed all their notes were made redeemable in lawful 
money, not in legal-tender money. The word ‘legal tender” was 
never inserted once; it was kept outon purpose, so that the legal-tender 
quality should be stricken down from these very notes and yet be of 
sufficient quality to redeem the national-bank circulation. 

t‘ In view of what I read in regard to our solemn obligation to our 
public creditors in the report made by the Senator from Ohio, as to 
the public debt being such a sacred public obligation that the coin in 
which it was payable could not be changed, I wish to call attention 
to what he was told by the law officers of the Government when he 
insisted that the bonds should be paid in gold and in gold alone. He 
asked for an opinion from the then Attorney-General of the United 
States upon that subject, and ho received it, April 27, 1877, Mr. 
SHERMAN wrote the following letter, which I have read before, ask- 
ing Mr. Devens whether or not the bonds he was about to issue could 
be made payable in gold and gold alone, which he thought for many 
reasons might be desired: 

“Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“Washington, D. C., April 21, ý 


“Srm: I beg leave to call your attention to, and ask aoue ae upon, the 
following questions growing out of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, to wit: 

**Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 cent. bonds about to be issued that 
they shall be redeemable in coin of the present standard value; that is, the 
standard value at the date of their issue, or must it be the date of the law? 

“T submit astatement prepared by Hon. H. F. French, Assistant Secretary, 
having reference to the laws. 

“Tt may become important to the publicinterests to make the new bonds pay- 
able in coin of the presentstandard; that is, gold coin. Some doubts have becn 
exp upon whether previous bonds issued under acts passed prior to 1873 are 
not legally payable in silvercoin. This question rs Ayn important, asany 
doubt i ie the legal terms of a public security affects its value. 

“Very respectfully, 


“Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 
“ Attorney-General, 

“Mr. Devens told him officially on the 26th of April, 1877, in answer 
to his question, that he regarded it as his bounden duty to recognize 
the fact that all obligations were payable in the coin of July 14, 1870, 
silver as well as gold, which every lawyer has recognized since, al- 


“JOHN SHERMAN, Sceretary. 
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though it may be Jay Cooke’s pronunciamentos and declarations have 
been paraded here once or twice and all sorts of sophistry flung in to 
make a show of equitable doubt. Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. Matthews, Mr. 
Thurman, everybody, as well as Mr. Devens, has declared that bonds 
of the United States can all be paid fairly, honorably, justly, in the 
Jawful money that existed July 14, 1870, of the then standard value. 
Mr. Devens’s letter is as follows: 
“ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, April-26, 1877. 

“Sin: In answer to your letter of the 21st instant, requesting my opinion 
upon the following question growing out of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, 
to wit, ‘Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 per cent. bonds about to be issued 
that they shall be redeemable in coin of the present value; thatis, the standard 
valuo at the date of theirissue, or must it be the date of the law?’ I have the 
honor toreply: 7 

“The act provides for the issue of bonds ‘redeemable in coin of the present 
standard value.’ The word ‘present’ undoubtedly refers as a matter of date 
to the time when the act was passed, and not to the time when the bonds were 
thereafter issued. It contemplated that a long period would Tapio before it 
would finally be carried into efect, and that changes in the coinage of the 
country might occur during that period. 

“Whatever clianges in thecoinage should occur, these bonds were, however, 
to be redeemed in coin of the standard value as it existed atthe date of the act. 
By this provision'the holder was guarded against any depreciation that might 
take place in the value of the coin, and the Government would not be com- 

led to pay the additional value should the coinage be appreciated. All the 
nds issued under the act were to stand alike, no matter what was the date 
when such bonds were issued. Each was to be redeemable in coin which was 
included in the authorized coinage of the country at the date referred to, it 
being of the standard value asit then existed. Since the law was passed no 
change has taken placein the standard value of thecoin. It is understood that 
there has been a certain change in the coinage of the country, and that silver 
dollars have now ceased to exist practically as coin. 

“It has been further provided by the statute of February 12, 1873 (Revised Stat- 
utes, sections 3385, 3585), that ‘the silver coins of the United States shall be a 
legal tender at thelr nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one 
payment.’ 

* Notwithstanding this practical change in the coinage of the country and the 
passage of this act in regard to legal tenders, the form of bond tobe issued by 
you ikonia not be changed so far as the mode in which it is to be redeemed is 
concerned. It was not intended that this should be varied according to the 
changes which might be madc in the coinago, because a definite rule was given 
by reference to the coin of a particular date. That which will pay the bonds 
heretofore issued under this act will pay the bonds which you may hereafter 


ue. 

“It can not bo authoritatively said that the words * payable in coin’ or‘ paya- 
bie in gold” are equivalent to the words used by thestatute. Even if thisleaves 
open for discussion the question whether bonds issued under this act are or are 
not redeemable in silver coin of the characterand standard which existed J if 
14, 1870, it isnot a doubt which itis in your power to remedy by the use of wo 
in the bond other than those which this statute provides, 

“While Icomprehend the difficulty suggested in your letter and the conven- 
ience that there might bein removing any question upon this matter, Iam 
therefore of opinion that it would not be safe to issue the bonds, except as ro- 
deemable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“CHAS, DEVENS, Attorney-General, 

“Hon. JONN SUERMAN,. 

* Becretary of the Treasury. 

‘Although Mr. SHERMAN had received that opinion from the Attor- 
ney-General and although every bond that was issued had written 
upon its face that it was so payable, five months after that opinion was 
received by him, on the 3d day of December, 1877, that distinguished 
gentleman, as Secretary of the Treasury, with the opinion of the At- 
torney-General in his hand, wrote this: 

“Tf, therefore, the public interests demand the issue of silver dollars—a sub- 
ject hereafter discussed— ; 

This was in 1877, recollect, when he was resisting it with all his 
might— ó 
itis respectfully submitted to nog feng that an express exception be made re- 
quiring that fold coin alone shall be paid apres or interest on bonds 
issued to public creditors since February 12, 1873, the amount of which is $592,- 
990,700. These bonds have entered into the markets of the world. Ifthe mar- 
ket value of the silver in the new coin is less chan the gold dollar, a forced pay- 
ment in the new coin is a repudiation of a part of this debt, 

“That was his opinion and recommendation; that was what he de- 
sired to act upon in the face of anopinion from the Attorney-General, 
in the face of the written indorsement on the back of every bond that 
it was payable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870. Yet as 
Secretary of the Treasury he denounced the laws of his country, as 
construed by the Attorney-General, when they militated against the 
views that he entertained in the interest of the bondholders, and called 
the law repudiation of a part of the public debt; and he was so anx- 
ions to get clear of that silver that in 1879, in his report as Secretary 
of the Treasury, he demanded that there should be no more than 50,- 
000,000 silyer dollars issued at the outside, saying that beyond that 
they could not be maintained. This is what he said; let me read it: 


“In the last annual report the Secretary stated— 


“He began very early— 

**Tt would seem to be the best policy for the present to limit the aggregate 
issue of our silver dollars, based on the ratio of 16to 1, to such sums shy dott 
clearly be maintained at par with gold, until the price of silver in the market 
shall assume a definite ratio to gold, when that ratio should be adopted and our 
coins made to conform to it; and the Secretary respectfully recommends that 
he be authorized to discontinue the coinage of the silycr dollar when the amount 
outstanding shall exceed $50,000,000." 


“That was in the report of 1878 I read from the report of 1879. 
After quoting the recommendation in his report of 1878, which I have 
- just read, he says: 


“He again respectfully calis the attention of Congress to the importance of 
further limiting the coinage of the silver dollar. 


‘t And that in the face, as I have said, of hisown declaration when he 
wanted to pay $90,000,000 to the public creditors because by the change 
of coin he proposed in 1868 the creditor would get over 3 per cent. less 
value. Now, in 1878 he wanted to pay the creditor in gold, and gold 
alone, on the bonds that he had issued, and denounced payment in silver 
as repudiation because it had depreciated 10, 15, or 20 percent. by his 
own bad legislation. Hecared nothing for the taxpayers or theirrights; 
his sympathies were only aroused when the money was to go into certain 
rich people’s pockets. Thatis one reason why I said to the Senator from 
Ohio the other day that while he may be the President of these United 
States his conduct in regard to the act of 1873 and his great financial 
ability, exercised as it has been always in the interest of the money 
power, will not be a record he will he proud of when he comes before 
the people for their votes. 

“T am done with that matter, and think I have made my promise 
good. Now as to my coin-certificate bil]. The silver dollar! Why, 
Mr. Presjdent, yar has been made upon the silver dollar ever since 
its recoinage was ordered in 1878. I have more than once shown how 
absurd and how untrue all the predictions about the silver dollar driv- 
ing gold ont of the country have proved, and I need not repeat my 
former statements. Do not forget the anomalous condition of things. 

“ Every Secretary of the Treasury, all the bondholders everywhere, 
all the men who wanted to depreciate the price of property (and they 
have the world over since 1873 reduced the value of all the property of 
the world 35 per cent, by striking down half of the world’s coinage; 
that I will prove before I sit down by reports made after careful in- 
vestigation) predicted the dire effects of remonetizing silver. Yet I 
can show that when gold was abundant, coming from Australia and 
California from 1850 to 1873, and silver was an equal partner, the prop- 
erty of the world increased in value 40 per cent., while from 1873, after 
we struck down silver and put all the money of the country and power 
over the property and products of the country into the hands of a few 
men, property has gono down 35 per cent. by this reverse action; yet 
those men will tell you that we should stop silver coinage, because that 
is the way to force the European nations to agree to use it, 

“ ‘Do not coin any more,’ they say, ‘‘and you will ultimately put up 
the value of silver.” What keeps it at even the point where it is? 
Simply American coinage; simply its scanty use by this great leading 
country in spite of the combinations of Europe, in spite of the efforts 
made here in 1873, and maintainedevennow. ‘Thepeople rosein their 
might and overrode the veto dictated by the able Secretary of the 
Treasury at the time President Hayes vetoed the bill in 1878. The 
then Secretary of the Treasury, now Senator from Ohio, was no doubt 
the inspiring cause of that veto of Mr. Hayes; but the American peo- 
plehad found out what had been done. Their representatives promptly 
passed the bill for recoinage overwhelmingly over the veto, and the 
bondholders commenced clamoring from that day on that we ought to 
stop it. 

“Those whourge this say they are the friends of silver, What does 
England want us todo? Stop coining silver, of course. What does 
Germany want us todo? Of course they want us to stop coining sil- 
ver. We are the great silver-producers of the world; the moment we 
stop onr silver coinage down silver goes; that is what England wants 
for India; that is what they all want for their own colonies. That is 
what they want us to do, and we are told that will make them, after 
we break our silverand all our silver industries, return to silver coinage. 
Who ever heard of an army surrendering to the enemy on the battle- 
field at discretion as the best means of gaining a victory? What kind 
ofa friend would you regard him whoadvised such a course? That is 
what they want; all the advocates of gold, at home and abroad, advise 
us to do nothing more and nothing less than surrender at discretion. 
Advice of that sort is simply humbug or the baldest hypocrisy. A 
few plain facts upset all their speculations and gloomy predictions. 
Here they are: 

‘‘When the act of 1873 was passed there were only $135,000,000 of 
gold in the United States. When the act of February 28, 1878, was 
passed there were $213,000,000. This is from the official statements 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. On the ist of July last, at the close 
of the last fiscal year, we had $654,520,000 of gold; we had coined only 
$266,000, 000 of silver, all told, since 1878. 

“The amount of gold that was added to our stock was’ $175,009, 000 
more of gold since 1878 than we have coined of silver since 1878. And 
yet we were told by the honorable Senator from Ohio, when Secretary 
of the Treasury, and it has been dinned into our ears ever since by all 
the doctrinaires that Gresham’s law would make gold take wings and 
fiy to more favored climes; that we would be on asilver basis every six 
months for the last eight years, and loss of credit at home and abroad 
would involve widespread ruin and national dishonor. Istand on the 
facts to disprove all gaint pesttost and one fact is worth a thousand 
theories, One hundred and seventy-five million more of gold dollars 
have come to thiscountry since we began to coin silver than we haye 
coined of silver dollars, and in the year just closed the official report 
of the Director of the Mint shows that the surplus gold imported over 
gold exported was thirty-three and one-half millions. 

“The report further shows that the average annual product of gold 
in this country is less than $33,000,000 for the last ten years, and that 
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nearly $13,000,000 afe used in the arts, in making watches, and the ten 
thousand things for which it goesinto use, leaving only $20,000,000 per 
annum, or $200,000,000 for the decade for use as coin, so that we have 
drawn from foreign countries under this system of silver coinage over 
$200,000,000 of gold in excess of all produced in this country. Does 
that look as though we are being ruined by silver or by Gresham’s 
law? What else have we done? We have paid off every bond of the 
United States thatcan be paid. Since Cleveland’s Administration came 
in we have reduced the national debt over $250,000, 000—I think nearly 
$300,000,000, but certainly over $250,000,000. 

“We have paid off $194,000,000 of 3 per cent, bonds. We have 
bought $27,000,000 or $28,000,000 of foursand four-and-a-halfs, besides 
other things, until now there is over $250,000,000 paid, and we have a 
surplus of over $300,000,000 on hand; one of the last official reports 
shows the net gold in the Treasury to be: gold, $202,000,000, supple- 
mented by $44,500,000 in silver and $60,000,000 deposited with the 
national banks to keep the money which the people have paid inneed- 
less taxes from being locked up in the Treasury. 

“Think of it! Over two hundred and fifty millions of debt have 
been paid off, over three hundred millions of surplus are on hand, two 
hundred and odd millions of gold, forty-four millions in silver, andsixty 
millions loaned out, and yet a struggle is being madeecyery day to make 
the country believe that we are on the verge of ruin! We have only 
succeeded in keeping the bankers, and bondholders, and their repre- 
sentatives here from ruining the country. I have a paper in my hand 
showing that with all the pretense of England, of Germany, and of 
France, they have to-day more silver by $25,000,000 in their combined 
banks than they have gold. Here is a table showing what was in the 
Bank of England on the 9th of February, 1883, the Bank of France, 
the Bank of Austria, the Bank of Germany, and the silver exceeds the 
gold in their banks alone, saying nothing of what is in the hands of 
the people, over £5,000,000 or $25,000,000. The table is as follows: 


Table indicating the-amount of bullion in the principal European banks 
February 9, 1888. 


Banks of— Total. 

England .. £21, 629,758 
France ..... 91, 951, 454 
Germany 40, 594, 000 
Austria-Hun; 21, 488, 000 
Netherlands ... 12,500, 000 
National Belgium... 4,175,000 
National Italy....,....... 8,101,000 

Total this week 200, 439, 222 

Total previous we 198, 951,317 


‘* Mr. President, I repeat that the bill which Lintroduced, and which 
was voted for by five out of the eleven members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, to issue coin certificates instead of gold and silver certificates, 
is the first great step for this Congress to take in order to place the two 
metals in proper relation. Why should you have a silver certificate 
and a gold certificate except that the leading bankers of the country do 
not want to acknowledge that silver is equal togold? Therefore, they 
wanttheir own certificates in gold, and let others who are as subsidiary 
to them as they claim silver is to gold take silver certificates, so that a 
hue and ery can be raised whenever they choose to suggest that silver 
is be merely a token metal andshall not haveequal rights with their 

old. 
ae This country will never assume the proper relation to its own money 
and its own coined metals until it does away with all discrimination 
between them. The national banks are forced to admit that they are 
failures now in furnishing currency for the use of the people. The 
country knows it. The whole system was wrong in principle from the 
beginning, and was gotten up for the purpose of making money fora 
few rich men. It worked well for a time in the way of safe and uni- 
form circulation, but it never was run in the interest of the country. 

‘* The Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Texas will recol- 
lect—as they took active part in 1882 when we were rechartering those 
banks—that we by law forbade them from enteringinto any combina- 
tion to discountenance or boycottsilver certificates; we inserted astrin- 

nt provision in the law; yet they defied us, they formed alliancesin 

efiance of us, and our own creatures, our fiscal agents, the national- 
banking organizations, would not take silver or silver certificates over 
their counters, so that silver could get into their clearing houses in 
any form. They certified and overcertified checks to suit themselves 
and laughed at us for thinking we could control them. Now they 
have contracted their currency about one hundred and sixty million 
in the last four years in the face of the growing wants of the country 
for more. 

H When we have built 11,000 miles of railroad in the year just closed, 
when we needed $160,000,000 more of circulation than we did four 
years ago, they contracted $160,000,000 of theirs. Their excuse may 
be good, but what good does the excuse do the country? They say 
they did it because we required them to surrender the bonds which 


were the basis of their circulation; of course we did; we had to doso or 
allow the money to be locked up in the Treasury. Every 3 per cent. 
bond has been paid, fifty-seven or fifty-eight million of the fours and 
four-and-a-halfs have been paid; and they say they can not afford to pay 
the premium now asked for other bonds and take out new circulation. 

“T hold in my hand a table showing what they had in November, 
1883, what they had in February, 1888, which shows that the bonds 
to secure circulation were reduced from $362,000,000 to $182, 000,000, 
and there are $102,000,000 of greenbacks now locked up in the Treas- 
ury in order to guard these outstanding notes on which the bonds have 
been withdrawn. : 

“The Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to put in the 
hands of national banks over $60,000,000 for nothing, which is being 
loaned at interest to those from whom it was taken, in order to keep the 
money from being locked up in the Treasury. In yiew of these facts 
I ask Senators what would have been the condition of this country if 
we had been left to the tender mercies and policy of the Senator from 
Ohio and of the national bankers? 

“If the advice of men like the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
and his allies had been followed, and no resources to furnish currency 
had existed outside of the national bankers, when they reduced their 
circulation one hundred and sixty million in the last four years, pay- 
ing no attention to the wants of the people, I ask whether we would 
not have been bankrupt to-day? The despised silver dollar and the 
certificates based thereon have saved the country from ruin, When we 
treat silver and gold as equals before the law, as they should be treated, 
all will be well. The restoration of the legal-tender quality to the sil- 
yer dollar was all there ever was of resumption; everything else was 
false pretense. Why should we be told now in the face of the move- 
ments of the world that we shall not put the two metals and the paper 
based on them on an equality ? 

“I have never believed that silver money has had fair play, but at 
the same time I have never believed thatitever had an enemy that has 
persistently done it as much harm as the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio. He has worked to degrade it from the time Mr. Ruggles made 
his report to Mr. Seward and from the time that he sought to estab- 
lish gold as the sole unit in 1868; from the time that he denounced all 
payments to the bondholders except in gold as repudiation; from the 
persistent efforts he made everywhere to destroy all legal tender but 


oe gold. Ido not say they were not honest efforts, 


“I havesaid often and I believe thatheis, if not theablest, one of the 
very ablest men whom I have ever seen in public life; and itis because 
of his great ability, differing asI do with him, that I regard his finan- 
cial policy as dangerous, yes, ruinous to the best interests of the people 
of thiscountry. I have made no charge against him of corruption or 
of anything wrong. I differ from him in policy and I oppose his meas- 
ures, in defense of the best interests of the masses of the peopleasI un- 
derstand them. I have no doubt that his great abilities have a great 
influence over masses of men in high places in this country, as they had 
in Paris when the gold unit was first sought to be established, and his 
known reasons aid strongly in keeping up and in giving encouragement 
to the movement that is now going on in Europe by the royal commis- 
sion and otherwise to perpetuate the power of gold. 

“TI have no doubt the present President of the United States, who had 
no means of knowing half as much abont financial matters at home or 
abroad as the Senator from Ohio did, or as much as many people who 
have been in public life for a long while knew in regard to public mat-_ 
ters, was alarmed when he came into the high position of Chief Mag- 
istrate of the Republic by the clamor that had been kept up throug 
every administration and through every Secretary of the Treasury 
against silver, and that leading men of both parties in New York City 
endeavored to persuade him, and did convince him before he came here, 
that unless he did something to stop the coinage of silver ruin would 
speedily follow. 

**T have no doubt the President was alarmed; and [know that when 
he came here first he thought the advice so ably advanced by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and other Secretaries of the Treasury during former Ad- 
ministrations was good. And I madea speech at the first session under 
our Administration which gave positive offense to some distinguished 
gentlemen in New York and elsewhere. They regarded it as imperti- 
nenceforan outside Western Senator to assume to dictate to Wall street. 
They thought it wonderful anyone should assume to know anything 
that they did not want to know. My speech was answered by many 
able men, and Mr. Horace White, of New York, was oneof them, He 
admitted substantially that efforts were made tocreate a panic. This 
is what he said in a review he made of my speech. The same ideas 
were presented by Mr. Hewitt in a speech in the House of Repregenta- 
tives. I will first read what Mr. Hewitt said: 

“I have reason to know when the present Administration came into power its 
first and chiefest concern was to avoid the danger which had been predicted 
by the Republican Seerctary in his official statement and in his private com- 
munications. The amount of gold in the Treasury on the 4th of March, 1855, 
was 126,000,000. This wasa much smaller sum than had usually been held in 
the Treasury in gold since the resumption of specie payment. It was steadily 
running down. The public confidence was gone. The hoarding of gold had 


begun—not by the mass of the people, not in stockings, not in secret hiding 
places, but by the masters of finance, the men whose business itis to handle 
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millions and to prevent deterioration; they began to prepare for the hour of 
danger and the colla: which they thought was impending. 

“iknow three of the greatest institutions in the city of New York—I shall not 
nan‘e them lest it Sees ibly bring down upon them the condemnation of 
those who are prejudiced against banks—but I know three institutions in the 
city of New York which had accumulated more than €25,000,000 of gold as a 
preparation for the collapse they thought was coming. 

“ Mr. Horace White, in reviewing my speech, said: 

“A sort of panic ensued in the moncy market, and it came to my knowledge 
that Governor Tilden was one of a considerable number of persons who, with- 
out any concert of action, iad bought large amounts of sterling exchange in 
order to protect themselves against Joss in case silver should become our mon- 
etary standard. Sterling exchange means gold in London. Why was Gov- 
ernor Tilden buying sterling exchange? Because, happening to have on hand 
a certain number of dollars worth 100 cents each in gold and apprehending 
that if leftin bank they would presently be worth only 90 or 80 or perhaps 75 
cents each, he-took the precaution to insure that they should continue to be 
worth 100 cents. He had only to write a few lines to his banker to insure this 
result. This was a typical case of the domineering * organizations of wealth’ 
that Mr. Beck has conjured up, 

“Little wonder the President, then comparatively a newman in na- 
tional politics, was staggered. These were the men, these were the or- 
ganizations, fortified in their assumption by all the predictions of the 
Senator from Ohio and other great leaders of both parties that silver 
and silver alone would become our currency if we did not stop coining 
it at once, when we had less than $100,000,000; now, in the ‘face ot 
these things the result of the efforts they made and combined in mak- 
ing will be to prevent the people of this country from recognizing gold 
and silver as both a part of the money of the country. They have at 
Jast to admit that the national-bank notes are a failure. They are no 
longor of any value as the fiscal agents of the people. - 

“Still they are here keeping up their organization and they meetas 
usual in convention denonncing silver, and demanding that it be de- 
monetized as loudly as if they were important factors in supplying 
currency to the country. The national boards of trade that meet here 
in Washington unite with them in denouncing silver, and even now 
insist that it shall be demonetized, just as earnestly as if national-bank 
notes were being issned fully up to the wants of the people. The banks 
have bills before Congress now asking us to give them the right toin- 
crease the issue of their currency from 90 up to 100 or par on their 
bonds, as though they were going to be of any use to the country in 
furnishing the currency of the people any longer. 

“They are simply asking ns to make their bonds more valuable so 
that we will have to pay them that much more premium when we buy 
them, as we now must do, in open market. That is the only use their 
bonds now are to them, except for the present, till we reduce taxation; 
they can deposit them and get dollar for dollar of circulation already 
existing which belongs to the people and loan it to the t yers who 
furnished it, at 6, 8, or 10 percent. interest. That condition of things, 
the President says in his message, is indefensible, and ought promptly 
to be remedied by Congress. He was obliged toresort to it as the ined 
he could do under the circumstances,’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as the Senator from Alabama is read- 
ing—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, FAULKNER in the chair), 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Ilinois? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Alabama is reading from a pub- 
licrecord, which might be considered somewhat in the nature ofa public 
document, I ask that he be allowed, if agreeable to him, to insertit as 

of his remarks in the RECORD without further reading. 

Mr. MORGAN. In one moment I shall be very glad to avail my- 
self of the kind offer of the Senator for the reason that the part of the 
speech of Mr. Beck, the reading of which I am now concluding, relates 
to the issue of coin certificates and of their value in the currency of the 
country. Itis the same provision that is found in this bill, which he 
proceeds to fortify by a number of citations and quotations from vari- 
ous letters and reports, which itis not necessary that I should now oc- 
cupy the time of the Senate in rehearsing. Mr. Beck continued: 

‘Turning for a moment to Mr. Atkinson’s report, I have only to 
say that all the agents who go to Europe go there, not to help us, as 
far as I am able to observe, but to give aid and comfort to the men 
who are seeking to break us down. Ihave great respect for Mr. Ed- 
ward Atkinson as a gentleman, aman of learning and of high integrity 
and ability. Mr. Edward Atkinson hasmade areport which has been 
laid on our tables in which he does not even pretend to notice the fact 
that a great committee under Lord Iddesleigh have looked into the 
question of the demonetization of silver, and that they have reported 
that the depression of the world’s business, the depreciation of prop- 
erty, and the prostration of commerce grow out of what they call the 
great conspiracy of 1873 between England, Germany, and the United 
States. Lord Iddesleigh was then a member of Parliament. I have 
his report.” 

The remainder of the speech is almostentirely taken up by citations 
of authorities, reports, and letters by which the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky sustained his splendid argument. Iwill therefore ask leave 
to insert it in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
os eee from Alabama’? The Chair hears none, and it will beso 
ordered. 


Does 


The remainder of the speech of Mr. Beck is as follows: 
There is no indication— 
Says Mr. Atkinson— 
that the subject of bimetallism has recoived any intelligent or serious consider- 


ation outside of a small circle in each country named, ns a probable or possible 
remedy for the existing causes of alleged depression in trade. 

“ When he said that, he had before him the report of a commission 
which took volumes of testimony. It was perhaps the ablest commit- 
tee that ever was raised in England. Its report was exhaustive upon 
all branches of business, That commission, which Mr. Atkinson does 
not deign to notice, mado a report June 18, 1886, addressed to the 
Queen, saying, among other things: 

“In recent years the purchasing power of gold has increased, or, in othor 
words, the prices of commodities in general, as measured by a gold standard, 
have fallen; and this appreciation of gold, taken in combination with other 
circumstances, has disturbed the relations between the two precious metals, 
An inconvenient cop eereon of silver, as measured in gold, has for some time 
prevailed, and is still proceeding: 

“Without going into minute detail, we may point out that these changes re- 
sult from s twofold set of causes. Not only has the supply of gold diminished, 
but the demand for it has increased. That is to my. the actual production of , 
gold from the mines has declined, while the demand for it has been largely in- 
creased by its substitution for silver in the coinage of Germany and other coun- 
trics; atthesame timethe supply of silver has been increased both by the some- 
what larger produce of the mines and by the demonetized silver thrown on the 
market by Germany and Tolland. 

“It scems unnecessary at this moment to refer in detail to the other changes 
in the monetary system of the world, suchi as the altered policy of the Latin 
Union, the resumption of cash payments on a gold basis by nations which had 
suspended them, and the increased absorption of gold in India. Questions 
may also arise as to the ibility of other circumstances having occurred 
which have affected the value of precious metals, such as, for example, any ad- 
dition to or diminution of the quantities used for other than monetary purposes. 
All these subjects should have their proper weight given to them jn the fuller 
and special inquiry which we recommend should be instituted. 

‘Neither do we propose to enter upon the very important subject of the effect 
which the fluctuations in the value of the precious metals have upon the rela- 
tions between the home and Indian governmentsin their large monetary trans- 
actions. That India has to receive her revenne in silver and to make her pay- 
ments for a large portion of the interest on her debt, for the articles which sho 
purchases, or for the services which she commands, in gold, and that a fallin 
the value of silver seriously disturbs her budget, is obvious and is not unnatu- 
rally disquieting. But it does not appear to us to be directly within the limita 
of our inquiry, though indirectly it may bave a bearing on the trade of India, 
and we may have occasion to recur to it, 

“We have not thoughtitdesirable to take any oral evidence especially directed 
to this question; but we reste aserics of questions which we circulated among 
a limited number of gentlemen, who, oither from their practical experience or 
from their researches in the subject, appeared likely to be able to afford useful 
information or to express opinions of value, Many of those to whom we ap- 
plied have been unable from various causes to draw up answers to the ques- 
tions. We annex those which we have received, and we venture tothink that 
fiey will afford valuable material for prosecuting further inquiry into the 
subject. 

«We are mronely. of opinion that the question deserves carly and separate ex- 
amination from other points of view than that of our commission, and thatapart 
from its general connection with the depression of trade it should be treated 
with reference to our currency as a whole, and to our monetary system at home 
and to its relations to our colonics, to India, and to foreign countries; and we 
humbly submit to Your Majesty that from the general anxiety expressed on the 
subject the necessity for such an inquiry isurgent, and that it would both save 
time and facilitate investigation if a special inquiry into the group of questions 
which relate to the currency were set on footand were intrusted to such persons 
as mightseem to Your Majesty the most proper to conduct it undor an order of 
reference carefully prepared and drawnso ns to include all branches of the sub- 


ect. 
} “All which we humbly submit for Your Majesty's gracious consideration, 


“TDDESLEIGH, W. H. HOULDSWORTH. 
“DUNRAVEN, W. L. JACKSON. 

“G, SCLATER BOOTH. GEO. A. JAMIESON, 
“JOHN AIRD. N. LUBBOCK, 


“JAMES J. ALLPORT, 
“THOS, BIRTWISTLE, 
“LIONEL L, COHEN. 
“JAMES P, CORRY. 
“DAVID DALE. 

“©. J. DRUMMOND, 

HW, FARRAR EOROYD. 
“HENRY HUCKS GIBBS. 


“181m Jung, 1886. 

‘í And in the appendix which T have before me—I do not want to 
take time to read it; but I asked on one occasion that this testimony 
might be published and I borrowed from my friend, the Senator from 
Rhode Island, his copy, because I have ent off the testimony from my 
own copy which our minister to England was kind enough to send 
me—I have marked in red pencil marks so as not to swell the RECORD 
too much, but to give a clear idea of what all these gentlemen said 
that answered the questions propounded by Lord Iddesleigh’s com- 
mission. Nine printed questions were put and were answered by 
twenty-seven leading men in England, presidents of banks, chambers 
of conimerce, and with almost one accord they agreed that the restora- 
tion of silver to the coinage upon substantially the old basis was the 
only solution of the troubles now crushing the commerce of the world; 
there is no other; and they agree that it does not require an increase 
of value of metal in the silver coinage. - 

The restoration of it toa legal tenderisall that is wanted. Somo 
ofthem furnished valuable tables to show an ayerago decline of 35 per 
cent, in values because of what they do not hesitate to call the great 
crime of the age when Germany and the United States in 1873 united 
with England to strike down legal-tender silver coins. They also 
show that up to that time as long as gold was being furnished in large 
amounts from Australia and California every business was prosperous 
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and rity was the rule and not the exception, not only in Eng- 
land, France, and Germany, but in the United States, indeed all over 
the world, and that property values from 1850 to 1873 increased 40 
per cent. in all civilized nations. : 
“There is so much of this testimony that ought to be scrutinized 
by Senators, of course I will not take time to read it, but I will ask 
leave to print what I haye marked in red marks, and I shall upon some 
proper occasion ask the Senate to order the whole of it to be printed as 
a proper accompaniment to the views and opinions of Mr, Atkinson. 
“Mr. STEWART. Ask unanimons consent to print it. 

_. “Mr. Beck. There is this much of it to be made part of a speech 
[exhibiting]. Iwillinsert as much of it as I think will illustrate and 
proye what I say about it. 

"APPENDIX C. 

“Questions on the subject of currency and prices, circulated by the royal 
eomniission on the depression of trade and industry, 

“L Has there been, within a period which can be distinctly defined, a fall (i) 
in the gold prices, or (fi) in the silver prices, of commodities in countries where 
those metals are respectively the standards of yalue? 

“2. If so, has the fall extended uniformly to all commodities, or has it been 
confined to some particular class or of commodities? 

“3. Apart from any circumstances which havo tended to lower the price of 
particular commodities or of commodities gencrally, are there any circum- 
stances which have enhanced the yalue of the metal used as the standard? 

“4. Have similar circumstancos ever occurred before,and what results did 
they produce? 

“5, To what causes do you assign the fluctuations which have occurred in 
recent years in the ratio of the precious metals to one another? 

“6. Are there any indications that the development of the credit system, or 
other similar means of economizing the uso of the precious metals, has tended 
to counteract or retard the fall of prices? 

“7, What circumstances, apart from an appreciation of the motal used as the 
standard, have tended to bring about a fall of prices generally? 

“8. How is trade affected by alterations (i) inthe value of the metal used as 
the standard,and (fi) in the value of the precious metals inter se, especially in 
the case of trade between gold-using and silver-using countries? 

“9. What is the effect of the present relations of gold and silver upon the in- 
ternal and external trade of India, and upon prices in that country? 


LIST OF ANSWERS KECEIVED, 


I. Mr. Robert Barclay, 1 Dickinson street, Manchester 4... 000... 


. OS 

IL Mr. J. W. Birch, director of the Bank of England ...........00.00. 393 
Tit. Mr, Hammond Chubb, secretary to the Bank of England .. . so 
IV. Mr. M. W. Collet, deputy governor of the Bank of England......... 38 
V. Mr. J.P. Curry, governor of the Bank of England...........0. . 396 
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VIII, Mr. Moreton Frewen, 18 Chapel street, London ......... 899 
IX. Mr. H.R. Grenfell, director of the Bank of England..... 402 
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**Mr, Robert Barclay says: 
“I Dickrsson STREET, Manchester, May 5, 1836. 


“My Lord: I have much oie in replying to the questions you havo sub- 
mitted on behalf ofi the roya commission on the repression of trade. ai 

“3. Yes. The closing of the mints of France and the Latin Union destroyed 
the par of value between gold and silver, which the free mintage of these met- 
als at the fixed ratio of 15} tol had maintained as long as these mints were open 
to silver as fully as ure was eee international money; but since then 
gold has been re; by all the European nations and also by America as the 
oniy standard of value for international and the increased work thus 
thrown upon it as a store of value has lod to its enhancement, 

. e 2 s hd - * 


“Improved credit appliances facilitate the transference of value, but when 

property of any kind is parted with for money it is some may, if 

ed, be a permanent possession thatis sought, and credit as an aid to moncy 

in this sense can not be expanded, except in duc proportion to the metallic 

money on which it is supposed to give an absolute Hen, just as a banker's obli- 
gation must be in due proportion to his reserve, 

“7. Apart from monetary causes there have been many other thingsat work 
tending to cheapen production, say, new inventions, scientific discoveries, and 
new ch Tpimreletce's of chemistry, an increased use of labor-saving machines, and 
the higher speeding of machinery, rendered possible by the greater mathemat- 
ical ear and accuracy ofits construction; but all these causes combined 
would not, I think, nctount for, perhaps, more than, say, a sixth or a fifth of 
the actual difference which is seen. 

“8. The appreciation in the value ofthe monetary metal, gold, upon which our 
English valuesare based, hashad and can notbuthaye a mostseriouseffectupon 
t . It means declining prices for commodities, and when prices are contin- 
uously declining all enterprise is from trade. The trader must work 
with the t possible stock,as everything held over becomes dear as coni- 
ap hers with the price at which it could be replaced. ‘The whole fabric of trade 

built up on credit and time contracts, and stability of the money basis on 
which it rests is all-iniportant. Transactions entered into in the hope of profit 
may result in loss if prices, from an appreciation of the wpa! fiver RA fall 
before the transactions can be completed. An enterprise requiring the inyest- 
ment of capital may offerstrong inducement forentering upon it; but when the 


uestion is considered, How will the property to be acquired be affected by the 

ecline of prices going on? the risk of loss in this respect counterbalances the 
inducement. * > > > * . 
“The fact of India paniearen a silver basis has, I think, so far been in many 
respects an advantage to her, Her internal trade has not suffered from the de- 
clinein prices which has been so disastrous in Europe, and the divergence of 
the relative value of gold and silver has had no practical eftect upon tho wel- 
fare of the great body of her people. The development of her external trade 
has also so far not been seriously impeded, rupee values of European articles 
laid down in India not having rison with the fall in silver, gold prices having 
conformed to the standard of India and not rupee prices to the gold stand: 
of Europe. Thelower European value of the rupee also helped tostimulate 
her ‘aa Ties On the other hand, the archpeee difficulty makes it impossible 
for India to borrow in her own currency, and the disadvantage she suffers in 
this respect is very erent, notonly as regards the carrying out of public works, 
butin many waysin which the outflow of British capital would both enrich 
India and benetit England. 


“Tif. Mr. Hammond Chubb said: 


“3. The circumstances which led to the enhancement of the valucof the metal 
(gold) used as a standard were those connected with the substitution of gold 
for silver by Germany and other countries, To these must be added the in- 
creased use of gold in the United States, a diminution in its production, and 
the growing. requirements due to increased population, 

L * a é . e » 


“But if, as scoms to be inferred by the question, itisadmitted thata falhis duo 
to the appreciation of gold—and I entirely concurin suchan opinion—itis difti- 
cult to estimate what proportion of the fallisduetothateause. If itisadmitted 
not only that gold kas appreciated, but continues to appreciate, then prices not 
only have fallen, but continue to fall; and but for this permanent cause of de- 
pression it is possible that the other’causes put forward to account for a fall in 
prices would have only s limited operation and take rank amongst the ever- 
varying incidents ofa healthy competition. 

. > > -> . > a 

“ Butthe effect upon trade is, no doubt, that of a tendency.to its contraction; 
and capital, which would have been used tostimulate trade, will, by preference, 
be invested in securities yielding a fixed interest in gold, though the payment 
of this interest be to the disadvantage of those, chieily governments and other 
public bodies, who have contracted such arrangements, 

‘The modes in which the results of falling prices due tonn Ab Warden dart 
ard would be manifested would vary with tho trades affected, but the opèra- 
tion of the principle would be continuous, and not the Icss hurtful that it is not 
generally apparent. 

> - . * . 

“Tf it be the case that produce can be grown in India at the same cost in sil- 
ver us that which has long prevailed and be sold in England for gold, which, 
at present, commands more rupees than formerly, this would be to the adyan- 
tage of India, and Jend to increased exports. 

‘And, again, if the cost of Jabor in India has not increased, it might lead, in 
certain cases where practicable, to the amount realized by such exports being 
used for the establishment of factories in India, rather than to the purchase 
here of manufactured goods, Ifthe present relations of silver and gold were 
final, this condition would probably be modified in course of time as prices 
rose in India; but if the present ratio between the two metals widens more 
rapidly than prices rise in India, an advantage would continues to accrue to 
India, as against rold-using countries. This leaves out of view the loss by ex- 
sions incurred by the government of India through its indebtedness to Bng- 

nd, 


“TV. Mr. M. W. Collet says: 


“3. This question I assume to mean whether the standard ilself asa mens- 
ure of value has altered, and, if so, what has caused the alteration? Whatever 
the answer, it does not admit of exact proof, but by inference it is to be ns- 
sumed that the abstraction of gold in large quantities for coinage purposes by 
Germany, Italy, and other states and Treasury reserves in the United States. 
the increased application of it for ornamental and artistic pie tt beyond 
former requirements, er with the simultaneous decrease in the annual 
production of this metal, must haye rendered it relatively more valuable; and 
this view is consistent with the fall in prices noted in the answer to the first 
question. 


“VI. Mr. Alexander Del Mar says: 


‘“This fall of prices has been ascribed by some persons to ‘overproduction ;" 
buta trom the consideration thatif overproduction, including the precious 
metals, were eral it could have no eflect upon prices, and if not general it 
would rectify itself by the shifting of industries and avocationsina briefer space 
of time than thirteen years, it is to be remarked that previous to 1873, when tho 
forces of production were as great and the actual production of commodities 
per capita of population was not Jess than it is now, there was no complaint or 
pretext of overproduction. 

“The true cause has been—here sk bee as n practical miner and producer of 
gold, well acquainted with the conditions surroundiu zg its production and use 
generally—the truc cause has been the dwindling product of the gold placers 
of California and Australia, and the utter inabilty of quartz mining as a whole 
to put gold on the markets of the world at the lower equivalent, in commodities 
and services, at which it was previously put by the placer mining, Thisdwin- 
dling product.of gold, suddenly and enormously aggravated by the demonetiza- 
tion ofsilver in Germany and the su uert suspension of free ooinage for sil- 
ver in France, the United States, and other countries, has beon, in my opinion, 
the true cause of the recent fall in the prices of commodities, 

“Your commission asks if similar circumstances ever occurred before. Yes; 
they occurred after a similar failure of tho Roman mines,an event which pre- 
cipitated the disruption of the Western Empire and was followed by the tro- 
mendous consequences so ably depicted in Sir Archibald Alison's Essays; 
Sat occurr r the dismemberment of Charlemagne’s empire, an event 
which occasioned the secret hoarding of the vast beavers of gold and silver 
which that monarch had captured in Saxony and Hungary and had made into 
money; and they occurred again during the eighteenth century, when the plan- 
der of America and the Ofient was quite over, and the metallieproduct of Span- 
ish Anei elthicons it continually increased under the cruel stimulus of the 
lash, yet it failed to increase fast enough to supply a rapidly growing Europe 
with the materials for money, 

“In the latter instance the evil effects of diminishing moneys manifested 
themselves in every country of the European world, including America; in 
each of them it was duo to the failure of the supplics of the ous metals to 
keep pace with loss, wear and tear, and increasing domand to sustain prices; 
in nearly all of them it was followed by similar consequences; acontinued an: 
uneven fall of prices, industria! distress, social disorders, turbulence, anarchy, 
revolution, wars, and the dissolution of empires. | 


“From what I have seen of gold and silver mining during the t thirty 
years, I should say that in the long run it probably costs as much effort to find 
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and bring to eee ge a pound of silver as a pound of gold, and that in all 
newly opened countries gold would even be caper than silver, because in 
such countries the former is always to be found onthesurface, whilst the latter 
is hidden away in the uncertain conyolutions of volcanic rocks, 

* a > * à A + 


"Among those who admit the entire amenability of the ratio to legislation 
there are some who deem it necessary at the present time to procure an inter- 
nutionalconcert ofaction on thesubject. Withthe highest respect for those who 
advocate this policy it seems to me unnecessarily cautiousand timid. It did not 
requite a concert of the nations to break down the ratio, and it needs no con- 
cert to restore it. Either one of the four leading nations can do it, for each of 
eo Sipi enough gold to cxchangeforall thesilver that will probably be offered 
to its mints, 

“But foremostamong nations in itsia control of the precious metals stands 
England, whose financial investments in foreign countries and whose wide- 
spread commerce have conferred upon her the hegemony of the commercial 
world. She can certainly afford to permit one-fourth of her £100,000,000 of gold 
to flow outin exchange for £25,000,000 of silver, which is far more than the com- 
bined world will be likely to offer to her mints during several years. Thissum, 
coined upon the same terms as fold into full lezal-tender money—first, and in 
order to discourage counterfeiting, at the so-called market ratio of 20, and aft- 
erwards recoijned at the American ratio of 16 or the French and German ratio 
of 15,—would not only yield England a handsome profit, but, what is far more 
important, it would arrest the present depression of trade and ayert from im- 
pending disaster England's commercial interests in India. 


“VII Claremont J. Daniell says: 


“The statistics of imports and exports of gold treasure which the government 
of India compiles show thatin a little more than fifty years India has imported, 
and not re-exported, gold to the value of £127,000,000 sterling. To this must be 
added the gold treasure which India had continued to absorb during more than 
two thousand years, the amount of which may be inferred from historical rec- 
ords extending from very ancient times tothe presentcentury. Iconsiderthat 
I estimate the gold treasure existing in India in 1835 (when our statistics of im- 

rts and exports of treasure began to be compiled) at alow figure in putting 

t at £100,000,000 more. 

“It is sufficient to notice the extent of this absorption of gold by India since 
1835 for the purpose of the question (£127,000,000). 

“This drain of the precious metals to India arises from peculiarities in the com- 
mercial productions of that country and in the condition and habits of the peo- 
ple. The country producescommodities which arc toa great extent superfluous 
to the wants of the mass of its people, while at the same time these are readily 
sold to Western nations. This circumstance enables the people of India to ex- 
port these commodities without any enhancement of the price of articles neces- 

to their own existence resulting from this e ration, 
aoe is a condition of very great influence on the deyclopment of an export 
e. 
“The simple habits of the people of India; immemorial custom which pre- 
cludes them from the use of many commodities of secondary necessity, con- 
venience, or luxury, and the variety of the natural productions which the soil 
ofthe count Cl ener exempt the people from the necessity of importing 
more than a limi number of commodities of foreign manufacture for their 
own use. Hence it follows that the exports of Indian productions generally 
exceed in value the imports of goods from foreign countries, and the balance 
has to be paid directly or indirectly in treasure, 

“Isay so much by way of explaining why I believe that this drain oftreasure 
from the West into India is likely to continue—it has been going on forthelast 
five years at the rate of £4,700,000 a year—and also in order to show that what 
has been going on in India has probably (I know no reason why I should not 
say certainly) been going on in other parts of Asia, e. 7., China, where similar 
climatic, industrial, and social conditions are found to exist. If this is the case, 
the appreciation of gold in the West must be largely due to this cause, and the 
proper remedy appears to me to consist in the remonetizing of gold in India, 
where the metal used from the most ancient times as money, has, in British In- 
dia at least, been discarded from that employment since 1835. 

Ld 

“I assign the fluctuations which haye occurred in recent years in the ratio of 
mo sae metals to one another to the following causes: (1) The great yield 
of silver from the mines of North America between 1870 and 1880. (2) The par- 
tial disuse of silver as money by Germany, France, and the United States of 
America during the same period, (3) Thedrain of gold into India between 1870 
and 1885. During those fifteen years India has withdrawn from use as money 
in the West a gold treasure valued at £38,250,000 and upwards, and has not used 
it as money herself. 

“Thus, while the supply of silver from the mines increased, the demand for 
it, owing to its exclusion from Hed inti el ha te) as money, fell off, 
and measured by the gold standard its yalue necessarily declined. Atthe same 
time gold became appreciated both by reason of part of the supply being ab- 
sorbed and rendered useleasas money by India, and fromthe circumstance that 
upon the gold currencies of the West was thrown the work notonly which they 
formerly carried on, butin addition a great part of the work which the silver 
currencies of the same regions had hitherto been used to transact. 

“ The relation which one of the precious metals bears to the other as money 
is ascertained by the quantity of the same commodity which a given amountof 
each of them will suffice to buy in the same market. If gold and silver are 
coined and circulated withoutrestriction of quantity inany country, and, say, an 
ounce of good money will buy fifteen and one-half times as mucl: of any com- 
modity as an ounce of silver money, then tlie relation of gold to silver money in 
that country standsatl to 15}. Butir, as has happened in Europe since 1870, 
restriction is placed on the free coinage and circulation of silver money, its real 
value in gold money can never be ascertained, because its pure < power, in 
consequence of the restriction placed upon ita use as money, is deprived of all 
freedom of action. 

“Had gold and silver money been allowed to circulate freely throughout 
Europe and North America, and had India been using gold money since 1870, 
a fixation of value between pora and silver money exactly corresponding with 
that educed Ri the competitions of commerce would probably have been ar- 
rived at long since. As the case stands, the owners of silver, seeking every op- 
portunity to sell their commodity at a profit, haye been obliged to offer it for 
sale, sometimes at one pricé and sometimes at another, and the price of silyer 
has neeessarily been aor to similar fluctuations as against gold that other 
articles are liable to, which take their value from gold in a falling market, 
= =- * 


r *. * * 


“The purchasing power of the standard money depends on the proportion 
which the quantity of it in circulation bears to the amount of the merchandise 
which it serves to exchange one kind with another kind. 

“This view of the case is not affected by the use of the credit contrivances 
(checks, ponio notes, ete.) with the yiew of minimizing the employment 
of metallic money, because their efliciency ultimately rests upon the stock of 
metallic standard money in use in the country. If that stock increases while 
the commodities brought to market do not increase, prices will rise, and vice 


versa. 
“If the standard money of any nation or group of nations is required to do 
more work than it was required to do before, the effect on trade is the same ag 


if the quantity of goods under exchange had increased while the amount of 
money available to effect the exchanges had remained stationary. Prices in 
that case would fall. 


s > hd * e * kd 


“Tf, on the other hand, the State decides to use both kinds of money on equal 
terms, that is, so to regulate its currency system that the silver and gold coinin 
use shall always exchange at their natural value in one another, which would 
be the rate elicited by the competitions of commerce, the supply of coin of both 
kinds will exactly correspond with the requirements of commetce and always 
be fully sufficient for the exchanges of goods, however numerous they may be. 
The currency, whether of gold or silver, will always be kept at full supply, be- 
cause no one will hesitate to put his gold or silver metal into circulation, under 
the conviction that neither can ever become undervalued and that he can in no 
circumstances lose by doing $0. 

* * * * * $ : * 

“9, Therelation of value between gold and silver has altered in favor of gold 
by from 20 to 25per cent. during the last fifteen years, and in India, where silver 
alone is used aslegal-tender money, the yalue of silver RE as against com- 
modities, has not depreciated toan extentat allapproaching that figure. Itfol- 
lows that traders in gold-using countries can obtain in India, say, 20 percent. 
mure ofthe silver money ofthat country witha given value ofgoldthan was pòs- 
sible fifteen years ago,and with it buya correspondingly larger amountof the 
productionsof India. Thisstate of things provides a wide margin to cover the 
risks of trade and the chances of pren andisone among other causes which ac- 
counts forthe great increase in the export trade of India to gold-using countries 
which has occurred during the last few years. 

s s * La * $ kd 

“This consideration must also not be lost sight of, that, as above stated, India 
has, during the last fifty years, absorbed gold treasure to the value of £127,000,- 
000 sterling. This treasure can only haye come into the country directly orin- 
directly as payment for the productions of Indin, whethersold in India orabroad; 
ithasnotgone into circulation as money, and its withdrawal from use as money 
has had an enormous influence in preventing that rise of prices which would 
have taken place in Indisa if it had gone to swell the volume of the currency. 


‘VIII. Moreton Frewen says : 


“ Since 1873 (from which time Germany commenced to take great masses of 
gold to enable her to effect a change from n silver to a gold standard) there has 
been a general fall of prices, which Mulhall estimates (History of Prices, pagel) 
at the amount of the difference between 135 and 84. ‘The average of prices is 
lower now than in 1850, at which time Newmarch remarks that prices had been 
falling steadily since 1809 on account of an increasing scarcity in the supply of 
its Jevons) metals, ‘Between 1809 and 1840 prices fell in the ratio o to 
41’ (Jevons). 

“I think itis safe to say that in gold-standard countries there has been a gen- 
eral average decline of prices since 18740f35 percent. Now,asto silver-standard 
countries there is a valuable chapter (16) in Fawcett's Political Economy which 
appears to have been written within two Ae of the professor's death. The 
select committee on Indian finance which sat in 1874 established the fact that 
while for eight years previous to 1867 the net annual import of silver into India 
was at the rate of £15,000,000sterling, the expansion of thé currency there, which 
resulted from this importation of £120,000,000 sterling of silver, had caused a 
rise of all prices, which rise was estininted to be from 30 to 40 per cent. Now, 
since 1873, when the (gold) price of silver began to fall rapidly, there has been 
no such rise of prices in India as we should have naturally looked for, but, on 
the contrary, the Economist has been at some pains to point ont, while there 
has been a great fall of silver in terms of gold, there has also been even aslight 
Sone the value of silver measured by its power to purclinse Eastern com- 
modities. 

« This, it seems to me, is Ara reos interest that England hasin the ‘silver ques- 
tion.’ For itis clear that if silverin Asia is worth at the rate of 60d. nn ounce 
to buy everything Indian, it is not coming to Manchester ifit can help it,where 
itis only worth46d. To recapitulate, it is interesting to observe that prices in 
India between 1560 and 1870rose rapidly without the price of silver falling below 
60}d. the ounce, but whereas since 1873 silver has been continuously falling from 
60id, to död., yet so far from silver losing its value at home, in the East it is 
slightly more valuable, will buy a little more wheat, cotton, or labor than be- 
fore. If a man saw both sides of a balance scale go down at the same time he 
would hardly witness a more puzzling phenomenon, 

* * * * * 2 *- 

‘There are a number of circumstances that hayecombined to enhance the 
yalueof gold; chief among these an enormous increase in demand, while pari 
passua great diminutionin supply. Increased demand may be classed under 
two heads: The increased demand in gold-standard countries, the result of in- 
creased population, and increased production of commodities; for example, the 
amount of gold and silver current in the United States is about £3 per Rond of 
popu to measure an annual production of wealth estimated by Mr. At- 

inson (Distribution of Products) at £2,000,000,000 sterling. 

“The population of the United States is doubling every twenty-five years; 
hence the United Sates twenty-five years heneo, her population and production 
doubled, will ceteris paribus require more currency. I willnot hazard an opin- 
ion as tothe amount of coin per capita needed to insures healthy system of cur- 
rency. France, howeyer, with almost £9 per capita, showed by the rapidity of 
the payment of her war indemnity to Germany the benefit of a full and well 
distributed currency at a time of crisis. 

- porii ismoreimportantto draw attention to theincreased area of the demand 
‘or gold. 

“Since 1873 Germany has taken over £80,000,000 Blerling of gold, 

“Since 1878 the United States has taken more than £80,000,000; Italy has taken 
£16,000,000 (Grenfell); besides which in the last ten years India has taken £40,000,- 
000 of gold. These extraordinary demands have avernged more than £20,000,000 
ayear, or more than £1,000,000 more than the entire annual output of the earth; 
the while also that some £12,000,000 is being annually absorbed by the arts an 
manufactures (Soetbeer). 

** No wonder that since 1877 England has lost gold from currency to the amount 
of £25,000,000, or about one-quarterofherentirestock. In M. de Laveleye's words, 
ALG like water, if spread over a larger surface lowera in level at its original 
Honir a * s s s * 

“4, Is it the intention of question 4 to discover what has been the result in 
times past of a diminished product of the precious metals? Ifso, it is of inter- 
est that Alison (History of Europe) says that the fall of the Roman Empire was 
brought about by a violent contraction of thecirculating medium, resulting from 
the failure of the minesin Spainand in Greece; the burden of debt wasincreased 
and the general conditions of human industry paralyzed. 

“Tho two greatest events that have occurred in the histor: 
been directly brought about by n successive contraction and expansion of the 
circulating medium of society. The fall of the Roman Empire, s0 long ascribed 
in ignorance to slavery, heathenism, and moral corruption, was in reality 
brought about bya decline in the silver and gold mines of Spain and Greece. 

+ * * * - * * 


of mankind haye 


“And as if Providence had intended to reveal in the clearest manner the influ- 
ence of this mighty agent on human affairs, the resurrection of mankind from 
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the ruin which those causes had produced was owing to a directly opposite set 
of agencies being putin operation. Columbusled the way in the career of ren- 
ovation; when he spread his sails across the Atlantic he bore mankind and its 
fortunes in his bark, * * * Theannual supply of the precious metals for the 
use of the globe was tripled; before a century had co po the prices of every 
species of produce were quadrupled. The weight of debt and taxes insensibly 
wore off under the influence of that prodigious increase; in the renovation of 
industry the relations of socicty were changed, the weight of feudalism cast off, 
the rights of man established. Among the many concurring causes which con- 
ree to bring about this mighty consummation, the most important, though 
hitherto the least observed, was the discovery of Mexico and Peru. 
* * - 


“Tf the circulating medium of the globe had remained stationary or declining, 
as it was from 1815 to 1849, from the effect of South American revolution an 
English legislation, the necessary result must have been that it would have be- 
come altogether inadequate tothe wants of man; and not only would industry 
have been everywhere cramped, but the price of produce would have univer- 
sally and constantly fallen. Money would have every day become more valu- 
able; ail other articles measured in money less so; debtand taxes would have 
been constantly increasing in weight and oppression. The fate which crushed 
Rome in ancient and hasall but crushed Great Britain in modern times would 
haye been that of the whole family of mankind, Ali these evils have been en- 
tirely obviated, and the opposite set of blessings introduced by the opening of 
the great reserve treasures of nature in California and Australia, * * è Bo- 
fore half a Sonary tias èlapsed the prices of every article will be tripled, enter- 
ae proportionally encouraged, industry vivified, debts and taxes lessened,— 

ison, 

** After the fall of Rome no considerable mines were discovered and pricesfell 
steadily forn thousand years, till Columbus sailed to America, From 1539 to 
1800, for near three hundred years after the discovery of America had resulted 
ins tenfold increase in the annual output of gold and silver, prices rose stead- 
ily; then after 1816, silver having been demonetized and specie payments re- 
sumed in EE Pei steadily fell until there wasa price crisis like the pres- 
ent, which extended and intensified just as now, till the Californian discoveries 
in 1849. The effect of those great discoveries did not make any very consider- 
able impression on the great volume of the precious metals till 1854, after which 
year prices rose steadily and every branch of industry was stimulated. 

‘It is evident that ‘demand’ created by legislation—in otber words, the pre- 
rogative of ‘legal tender’—is the great factor in determining the value of the 
precious metals. This is particularly true of silver, because the percentage or 
the annual output of silver which is absorbed in the arts is que inconsider- 
able. Thus the tax paid on manufactured silver in England in 1875 (I ean not 
lay my hands on any later returns of silver consumed in the arts) showed that 
the entire home manufacture was Jess than £200,000, 

“It seems that legislation can fix and keep steady the ratio of one metal to 
the other, provided the area of operation be sufliciently wide. Butif either 
metal be proscribed by legislation itis certain that their ratios must fluctuate 
wildly. If legislation the world over decreed to-morrow that silver should be 
demonetized and should be sold as mere merchandise for what it would fetch, 
it might be that area railings would be made of silver! Certainly the price 
would fall toward 1s.perounce, ‘The value of gold also would be enormously 
depressed if that metal were universally demonetized, 

* * * . * * * 

“A fallof prices is itself a contraction of credit. To take a very simple in- 
stance, suppose I bought through a broker and oncredit cotton futures, or wheat, 
or a railroad stock at 100, I should pay up amargin of 10, the broker or his banker 
Jending me the other 90; now, if prices fell from 100 to 95, the broker would re- 
quire a further margin; in other words, owing to the fall of prices my credit 
with my broker is contracted, and a further demand arises for sovereigns, If, 
on the contrary, the price instead of falling rose to 110, the broker would allow 
me to buy a second hundred shares of stock, and on account of the rise ia the 
price of the first hundred he would not require me to advance the ten sover- 
cigns margin on the second transaction. And this illustration holds goon for 
all kinds of credit transactions, including the creditany wholesale dealer gives 
to any retail dealer. 

> * * * + * + 

“Trade may be expécted to stagnate when prices are declining, but to be brisk 
when prices are rising. Falling prices can not fail to check industry and en- 
terprise; ifa man with £10,000 to invest believes that because values are still 
falling he will be able to buy a farm, a ship, or a mill twelve months hence for 
much eg h OP than at the present time, he will prefer to leaye his £10,000 at 
his bank idle, even though the bank rate jis only 1 per cent. Suppose such n 
one had invested at the higher prices of 1874, if he sold out now he would find 
that his ten thousand had shrunk to £6,500 (assuming that the average fall of 
prices in twelve years has been 35 per cent.). And this seems to be the present 

ition; intending investors are waiting year after year forthe fallof prices to 

complete. When, on the other hand, the tendency of prices is upwaids,then 
enterprise and investment is brisk. The inyestor prefers to buy a farm to-day 
rather than to pay the higher price that he anticipates will beasked six months 
Renee. * * $ è * + . 
“Until 1873 the 1 to 15} * ac exchange’ between the nations that used gold 
and those that used silver never been impaired; but in the last twelve years 
we have had perpetual fluctuations, and at the present moment no English 
merchant trading with the East has any idea when he makesa forward contract 
whether, owing to n further fall In the exchange rate of silver, the transaction 
may not involve him in heavy losses. Ask any Manchester merchant what 
would be the condition of his trade with his best customers, India and China, if 
silver suddenly fell 6d., and he will tell you that half the mills in Lancashire 
would be closed; and yet it has lately depended upon the mere accident of for- 
| Neb ph that this did not happen; if the clamor of the Eastern cities—in 
other words, of the creditor community—had preyailed and silver coinuge had 
been suspended in the United States, then the silver ounce would have fallen at 
least 3d. Itis, indeed, the opinion of those most competent to judge that this 
suggested suspension must inevitably have been followed by the demonctiza- 
tion of silver in the United States, an thereafter also in France. x 

w 

"Hence it happens that a wheat speculator who used to buy 10 rupees with 
his sovereign can now buy 13, and each of tho 13 buys as much wheat (say a 
bushel) as did each of his previous 10 rupees. In other words, the fall of silver 
has brought about a decline in the price of wheat represented by the difference 
between I3and 10. And if, owing to legislation in Washington or Pari? silver 
is to be stillfurther depressed and the capes falls to 1s., I see no reason why 
thatra should at all depreciate in India, and if it does not, then the fall in 
wheatin Mark Lane will be represonted by the difference between 20 and 10, 
because the sovereign will buy 20 rupees instead of, as before, 10. 

‘Keeping in view the fact that silver retains its value in the East, although 
it has by law been deprived of its valuc in the West it follows that, by reason 
of the absence of all tariff regulations in England our farmers are at the mercy 
of foreign monetary legislation at Washington or Berlin. If Sir James Caird 
can foretell what will be the ate of the silver ounce in the twentieth century, 
he can tell approximately what will be the area of wheat cultivation in Eng- 
land, in Dakota, or the Punjaub. With the rupee at is. no wheat could come 
forward from America or Russia, and we might expecta further fall in the 


Rosen maize and raw cotton,.and it has been this consideration that has in- 
uenced recent legislation at Washington. 


“TX, H. R. Grenfell says : 


“Trade is affected by alterations in the value of the “metal used as a stand- 
ard” in proportion to the indebtedness of those carrying on various trades or 
callings connected with production. If no one was indebted in fixed sums of 
the standard metal it would not matter in the long run whether the counters 
Were red counters with a6 marked on them or blue counters with a 1; but 
where indebted producers have made specific contracts to pay in nothing but 
red counters the relation between these counters and productions is altered, 
and the debtors have to pay the result of perhaps two years’ labor instead of 
one. Agricultural producers are indebted all over the world, and have always 
been so since the day when Adam brought a store of apples and damsons ont 
of Paradise to keep him alive while he dug for the next year's crop, and they 
are being ruined by this alteration in the amount of existing counters. 


“X. Mr, 8. O. Gray says: 


“1, It would appear that during the period since 1873 there has been a fall in 
the price of most commodities alike, but different in degree, in countries using 
gold or silver or both motdls as a standard of value. Š p 
*3, There has been an increased demand for gold for the essen of coinage 
by countries, Germany, Italy, and others, that haye during the period men- 
tioned above adopted a gold standard, and simultaneously the production of 
the metal has fallen off. Forsilver, on the other hand, the demand for the pur- 
poses of coinage in Europe and for the manufacture of plate has materially de- 
minished, while the available supply has been increased both by a larger pro- 
duction of fresh metal and by the demonetization and conversion into bullion 
of considerable amounts of previously existing silver coin. 


“XI. Glasgow Chamber of Commerce, by Mr. William H. Hill, sec- 
retary, says: 


"3, Since 1873 about two hundred millions of gold have been required to su 
ply Germany, Italy, and the United States with a new gold currency. This a 
sorption of the metal occurred concurrently with its lessened production. In 
1851-62 the annual production throughout the world had risen to about thirty- 
six millions sterling, but it isnow less than twenty millions. Assuming thatten 
millions are needed for the arts and manufactures, it follows that twenty years’ 
net supply of the metal was absorbed by the two hundred millions, leaving noth- 
ing available for replenishing (repairing) the waste on a greatly enlarged cur- 
rency, or for the purpose of meeting the wants of an increasing population, grow- 
ing wealth, and consequent enlargement of business transactions. 

**4. The directors baye no personal knowledge of the previous occurrence of 
such circumstances, x 

“5. As respects silver, there has been an increased supply with a diminished 
use; as regards gold, there has been a diminished supply with an increased 
use. These results are due to the closure of the mints of the Latin Union for 
indiscriminate coinage of both metals at a fixed ratio, to the action of Ger- 
many in demonetizing her silver currency, andto the effect that the large 
stocks of silver held in America and Europe have on the market, 


“XII. Mr. Luke Hansard says: 


“Itappears to me that ‘the value of the metal used as the standard’ must 
necessarily be measured by ‘the prices of commodities generally.’. In this 
country the standard is gold, and the value of gold is what it will purchase in 
commodities generally. Ifageneral fall of prices is admitted, it Panga that 
there is an appreciation of the metal in which those pricesare expressed. Tho 
expressions ‘fallin prices’ and ‘appreciation of gold' are, in my opinion, sy- 
nonymous, and it only leads to confusion of ideas in aking of two ex- 
ponon as distinct and arising from separate causes. I have frequently heard 

tstated in discussions, and have read in print, that the ‘fall in prices’ is caused 
‘by an hi (theocrasy of gold.) This appears to mean error, for the two phrases 
mean really one and the same thing. If you havea fallin prices you have an 
appreciation of gold, and if you have an appreciation of gold you have n fallin 
prices. In factthe two expressions are exchangeable terms for the purposes of 
the present subject. 


“XIII. Sir Hector Hay says: 


“The sponsus argument that itis for the advantage of the working classes 
that all their requirements should be as cheap as possible is misl ng, be- 
cause a universal cheapness implies that the article or commodity which gives 
the means of living to each class of workers is cheap also, the consequence of 
which must be low wages or less employment, generally the latter, as isshown 
by AA present state of the labor market and the large number of the unem- 
ployed, c 

"Itis no benefit to a workingman that all he wants is very cheap if he has 
no wa wherewith to purchase it and for the community it is better that all 
should be employed at moderate wages than that some should receive higher 
wages and the rest none. 

“Low prices invariably bring depression of trade.and lack of employment, 
and high prices prosperity to all classes with the exception of annuitants, who 
ure after all buta comparatively smail Section of the people. = 

* Another disastrous effect is that the Indian government, having to draw 
some fifteen millions per annum from India, have had to submit to an enor 
mous loss by exchange, beginning in 1874 with about one million and increas- 
ing every year till it amounts now to nearly four millions a year. It has been 
said that this lossis onlyapparent, or, in other words, a mere matter of account, 
but this idea ignores the fact that this loss by exchange must be covered by in- 
creasing the amount of taxation in India, and therefore some thirty millions 
sterling have, during the last thirteen ey been wrung from the taxpayers 
more than would have been necessary had the rupee remained at its nominal 
value of about ls. 10jd. Taking this into consideration it will be apparent that 
ae has lost much more by taxation than she has gained by the low price of 

ver. 

“The whole question of the ratio between gold and silver lies in a nutshell. 
In England, and practically in Europe generally, gold only is the measure of 
value; in the East silver is the measure, In order to enable trade between the 
East and West to be conducted with reasonable confidence there must be a 
standard of conversion, that is, a fixed-ratio of gold to silver. 

“If this is admitted it is dificult to see how it can be denied that the mostad- 
vantageous ratio would be 15} to 1, simply for this reason, that it would cause 
less inconvenience than any other, for practically all the silver money existing 
a ewe (except merely the #ubsidiary coins) lias been coined on or close to 

at basis, 

“To adopt any other ratio would. necessitate the recoinage of hundreds of 
millions or the circulation of the prenons ata changed valuation, whereas 
the restoration of the old bimetallic basis of 15}to 1 would affect only the few 
millions of silver which remain at present in the shapeof bars, and the future 
production, say eighteen to twenty millions a year. 

“Such a measure as this by agreement smon the principal nations, most of 
whom are more than willing to adopt it, would most certainly restore to the 
trade of the world thatclasticity which of late years it has entirely lost. 
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“XIV. Mr. W. Jackson says: 


“Trade is affected byan appreciation of the metal used as the standard, by 
handicapping the producing classes to the benefit of the moneyed classes, by 
Sanm al trade between gold and silver using countries uncertain, and thus 

eculntive. 

FPR The oi wappacahin® of gold in relation to silver has, in my opinion, tended to 
stimulate the exports of India, while the imports into India have also shownan 
increase, owing to the fall in prices in the gold countries. The internal trade 
of Indis has developed by the ter exports and imports, and industries have 
received an impetus which will probably lead to the establishment of manufac- 
tories ona large scale. Silver is, however, being imported into India in excess 
of the average of former years, and if this continues a riso in the prices of com- 
moditiesin India seemsinevitable, which must in time react prejudicially upon 
the export trade of Indin, 


“XY. Mr. J. N. Keynes says: 


“There has not, I believe, been a corresponding fallin silver prices in coun- 
tries where silver is the standard of value. Still, ranted ning aco Sean depreci- 
ation of silver, prices appear to have fallen rather than to have risen in India 
within the Inst ten or fifteen years. This points to the conclusion that the de- 
preciation of silver is a depreciation relatively to gold only, and not relatively 
to co: ities in general, but rather the reverse. 

* * * + g * . 

“The point tliat remains to be mentioned is perhapsof greater importance 
than any of the preceding. Traders in a large way of business are accustomed 
to work to some extent with borrowed capital, Upon the sum borrowed in- 
terest has to be paid in money, and ultimately the capital itself may have to be 
refunded in maa Itis clear thatifmoncy, meas: incommodities, hasan 
enhanced value, the burden of debts is incrensed, and with falling prices fixed 
preference charges mean diminished profits. Thus lenders gain at the expense 
of borrowers, and, what is pertinent to the present discussion, they gain at the 
expense of those who aro taking an active part in trade, and upon whose in- 
dividual efort the success of large onterp’ frequently depends, Trade is 
the more depressed and demoralized because it is those who have the greatest 
business capacity who naturally papay, in addition to their own capital, the 
capital of others. Similar remarks apply to fixed charges of any kind, 

a » $ $ * * La 

“The internal trade of a gold-using country is not sensibly affected by an 
alteration in the value of the precious metals inter se, but it is otherwise with 
irade between gold-using and silyer-using countries. Frequent alterations in 
the gold price of silver obviously introduce an additional clement of oula- 
tion into all dealings between such countries. If a trader in a gold-using 
country is selling commodities in a silver-using country, his profits depend 
not merely on the silver price which his goods will fetch, but also on the gold 
price of silver when he receives payment, Fluctuations, therefore, in the rela- 
tive value of the precious metals tend by their effect on the foreign exchanges 
to dicorganize and render uncertain the trade between countries which have 
respectively a gold and silyer standard. A permanent alteration, however, 
when poe established, will only affect the nominal exchanges between the 
countries, 


“XV. Mr. D. Larnach says: 

“4, I recollect perfectly that prior to the discovery of gold in 1849-'50 in Cali- 
fornia, and in 1851 in Australia, trade was depressed all over the world. Those 
discoveries gave a wonderful impetus to trade, which would have been much 
more felt in England but for the Crimean war. 


“XVII. Mr. Edward Langley says: 


“Taking wheatas perhaps the hest illustration of anarticle of universal pro- 
duction and universal consumption the facts are beyond dispute. Wheat has 
fallen to a price in gold-using countries that renders it barely remunerative, or 
eyen unremuneratiye. In India the fall is estimated by Mr. Prinsep at 17 per 


cont, 

“3. The following are some of the circumstances that have enhanced the 
value of gold: 

“Reduced production, which isa natural cause; increase ar yop naon wisi 
is also a natural cause. But the circumstance that has cause e test en- 
hancement in the value of gold is one that is not natural, but has n the at- 
tempt by y to convert hor single silver currency to that of single gold, 
as by so doing Germany has stimul: other nations to do likewise; such, for 
instance,as France, who within the last twelve months alone has increased her 
Stock orpoa by £12,000,000 (increased since this was written to £16,000,000, or, 
say, to 000,000 in all from £46,000,000 twelve months ago, more than equal to 
the year’s uction). 

“This action of France is still proceeding in full force, and can hardly fail to 
have n still further serious effect on the purchasing power of gold. Then the 
action of the United States in resuming specie payments yin gold. Also 
of Italy of the same character, as well as the continued absorption of gold by 
Germany, which is clearly still in operation, notwithstanding tshe sus- 
pended all sales of silver, Then,again, a is a large absorber of gold, a cir- 
cumstance that can not be looked upon except with anxiety, as indicating a 

preference for that metal rather than for silver, her standard of value. Austra- 

in and Now d also produce not only Jess gold, but practically absorb 
more, largely the result of their great borrowings in England, and indications 
are not wanting that those countries may cic a from England, instances 
of which, though isolated, have actually ocou: P 


“Then, again, the market which existsin London for the issuc of foreign loans” 


tends to enhance the value of gold, as such issues are generally followed by an 
export of gold to the countries issuing such loans. * * * 

“Nothing can restore the profitable character of the enormous trade of Eng- 
land with silver-using countrics but a restoration of the ratio that prevailed 
betweceen 1803 and 1876, when the bimetallic law of France during all that time 
acted as s regulator to the mercantile machine that was workin, tween Eng- 
land and her stlver-using customers, Whatever the merits are that are claimed 
for the single gold standard, it is utterly unsuited toa manufacturing nation 
like England, whose existence depends very largely on the profitable trade she 
can carry on with nations that have a currency composed of n silver metal. 
This argumenthas becn maintained by what is known asthe bimetallic school, 
and ten years of expericnce only go to confirm their assertions. There is not 
an article that $s produced in India, and that is also peat we in England, the 
continent of Europe, and in the United States, that is not subject to a protec- 
tion bonus in India in the shape of the extent of the variation of the ratio be- 
tween the precious metals, 

e = s La è * * 

‘The effect of the cessation of a fixed ratio between gold and silver has been 
a continuance of the fall in the value of silver, measured in gold, until at the 
ge mete rupee, the intrinsic value of which at 5s. the ounce for silver 

close on ls. 6d. in gold, can now be bought at under Is. 6d., or a fall in its 
value of more than 20 per cent., and therefore at the tmoment Is. 6d. will 
buy in India more wheat than 2s. could have bought before the demonetization 
of silver took place, or, say, about thirteen years ago. This gives the purchaser 
of Indian wheat an export bonus amounting to the’ reduced cost of the rupee. 


and thus enables Indian-grown wheat to compete with English wheat under a 

bonus of more than 20 per cent. over and above the cost of production. ‘This is 

ma ooN Hus the position is made worse by the appreciation of the rupce 
ndia ii 


- *. * + * . t 


“This, of course, secures cheap food., but at the cost of the destruction of the 
agricultural interests, not only in England, but also in Europe and the United 
States.” This is the reason why wheat is 30s. per quarter, with the prospect of a 
lower price should silver falllower, The same argument applies to cotton in 
the United States, which is now selling at less than 5d. a pound, a price, T un- 
derstand, at which in America it can not be produced to pay. 

“On the other hand, the same fallin the ratio of silver to gold operatesin tho 
oppos direction against Lancashire cotton manufacturers. Cotton goods may 
sell in India at the same prices as heretofore in rupees, but when a manufacturer 
procecds to bring the proceeds of his goods back to En land, in other words, 
so soon as he attempts to convert the rupees into gold, as fe must doto complete 
tho transaction, he is confronted by the same 20 per cent. depreciation in the 
price of silver as a charge Agua the operation. He is thus compelled either 
toask a higher price, that is to sny, more rupees in India, to counteract the 20 
por cent. loss by the depreciation of silver, or he must reduce the cost of pro- 
duction in England by paying less wages and less cost for his cotton. Ex- 
perience shows that he can not get higher prices for his goods in India, whero 
this fact stimulates native manufacturers, and thus be is driven to reduce the 
cost of manufacture in England, and thus the reduction inthe ratio of value be- 
fale silver and gold falls directly on the English artisan and the American 
producer, A 


‘XXV, Mr. Prideaux-Selby says: 


“In its relation to commodities silvér has changed much lessthan gold, asis 
poe by the comparative stability ree in silver-standard countries, and 
y this stability has proved itself, for the time, the more reliable standard of 
value of the two, 
“Phefall in prices has, I believe, been much retarded by developments ofthe 
credit system, and would be intensely accentuated by any check to credit. 
“From my pointof yiew the phrases used nre but different ways of expreasing 
the same fact; ‘appreciation of the metal used as the standard’ means simply, 
as shown above, *a fall of prices generally.’ 


‘XXVI. Mr. Samuel Smith, M. P., says: 


“Speaking broadly, I believe the question to be this: Up till 1878the rold and 
silver bullion produced in the world flowed into Europe wd was poined eqtiatly 
into money and performed exactly thesame functions; since 1873 silyer has vir- 
tually been excluded from the mints of the great commercial nations of Europe, 
and the gold supply has also greatly fallen off. The necessary result is thatin- 
stead of that steady replenishment of the currencies which the growing needs 
pe eammatoa require there is a diminution of supply, causing contraction and a 
fall of prices, 

“The result is analogous to that which took place after the resumption of spe-. 
cie payments was decided on in 1816, which produced many years of falllog 
prices and great depression and suffe among the masses of the people, 

. * * . * * 

“Trade is very greatly and injuriously affected by a sudden alteration in the 
Kanona of value, especially when the alteration is, as now, towards increased 
value. 

“It arises in this way: Trade is largely carried on by borrowed capital, or, in 
other words, by the use of creditin some shape or another; the vast banking 
deposits are mostly lent to traders; a very great deal of the invested capital of 
this country is lent upon mortgage of trading property, such as ships, factorios, 
warchouses, etc. 

“A prudent trader usually considers it safe to trade eee: beyond his 
floating capital, and to borrow,say, 50 per cent.on the security of his plant or 
fixed capital. Now, the constant decline of prices the Inst few years has virtu- 
ally swept away his own portion of the capital, and only left him enough to pay 
the loans and mortgages; for instance, ship or a factory built at a cost of £20,- 
000, of which £10,000 was borrowed, is now worth only £12,000, or 40 per cent. less, 
and sothe mortgage now represents five sixths of the value instead of half, the 
trader's interest having sunk to £2,000 in place of £10,000; probably, if trade is 
unprofitable, he fails to pay the interest, and the mortgage is foreclosed, and the 
Property is forced off at just sufficient to cover the loan, and hois ruined. 

“I have no doubt that this process exactly describes the condition of vast num- 
bers of the traders of this country and of other countries having a gold stand- 
ard. A great portion of the commercial capital of this country has silently 
passed into the hands of the mortgagees and bondholders who have neither 

toiled nor spun;’ the discouragement this state of things produces is intense; 
after it has gone on for several years a kind of hopelessness oppresses the com- 
mercial community, all enterprise comes to a standstill, many works are closed, 
labor is thrown out of em: ai ary and great distress if felt both among labor- 
ers and the humblermiddle ; in ,it strikes higher than this, for multi- 
tudes of people who were once prosperous traders have now become dependent 
on charity. Iknow manysuch myself; indeed, butasmall portion ofthose who 
were prosperous ten or years ago are welloff now. 

* * * > * 


* 


* * 

“It isa foolish reply to this that the aggregate wealth of the nation is not 
changed because itis only atransfer from one class to another; one might as 
well say that the craft of tho pickpocket or card sharper is innocuons because 
itonly transfers wealth from one pocket to another, The prosperity of the 
nation depends upon the just distribution of wealth and the security of indus- 
try; nothing affecta it more vitally than unjust alienation. 

. 2 + © . -. * 

"One more pointI wouldadd. This appreciation of gold, withits correspond- 
ing decline of trade, throws the finances of all gold-using countries into confu- 
sion; it leads to deficits and increased duties and makes foreign tariffs more 
and more iey India suffers in a somewhat different way, for she has 
to remit $15,000,000 in gold to England annually and is now losing £4,000,090 0 
yenrin exchange, and may in course of time lose £5,000,000 or £6,000,000 and 
find italmost impossible to carry out the railway extensions resolved upon, 
owne to the danger of borrowing in gold and thc'impossibility of borrowing 

n silver, 


«These extracts illustrate the views of all, or nearly all, who testified. 

‘'Ttisshown that there were meetings held in Liverpool, in Glasgow, 
in Manchester, and among the leading chambers of commerce, leading 
men everywhere taking part, and by large majorities reports were made 
favoring the restoration of silver to its old-time honored relation; yet 
our commissioner did not think it worth while to say anything about 
them. I was not astonished at it; they were not his productions, and 
of course he thought they were of no value. I insert some of them by 
way of illustration of the feeling existing in Europe in regard to silver. 

‘*Hon. George Walker, consul general at Paris, sent to Secretary 
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Bayard August 20, 1885, a letter in regard to coinage, from which I 
read the following extract: 


"The parliamentary inquiry in England, wlûch has just been initiated by the 
appointment of a royal commission, wero as re that the discord at 
present existing between the precious metals is one of the all causes of in- 
dustrial and commercial distress. The appointment of Mr. Gibbs,one of the 
ablest English defenders of the bimetallic system, and of Sir Louis Mallet, who, 

* with Lord Reay (now governor of Bombay), represented the Indian office in the 
international conference of 1831,to lead the inquiry on this subject, gives as- 
surance that the investigation will be intelligent and thorough, and that all 
the facts which are believed to establish the impossibility of conducting the 

SORR of the world on a gold basis will be brought out in their true réla- 

ons. 

“The chambers of commerce of Manchester, Birmingham, Liverpool, and 

Glasgow, four of the largest towns in the United Kingdom, have adopted reso- 

lutions calling on their members in Parliament to support this branch of the 
gencral investi on; and it is very clearly indicated in the debates of the 
moctings at which these resolutions were passed, thatan intelligent majority 
in those great commercial centers has reached the conclusion t the silver 
question is largely responsible for the existing distress,and I think I am justi- 
fied in saying that they believe that bimetallism, to be established by interna- 
tional treaty, is the only sufficient monetary remedy. 
` » a s $ s $ = 

“ With the adhesion of Great Britain, the adoption ofinternational bimetallism 
would be very simple. Without adhesion, it would bo equally practicable, 
safe, and effective if the system were accepted by Germany. Of this thereis 
much reason to hope, inasmuch as the prevailing sentiment of that country is 
unmistakably in favor of the restoration of silver to full monetary functions, 
In Germany the learned body has taken the lead in this direction, and it has 
been followed by all the industrial classes, agrictltural and manufacturing, and 
by the leading commercial houses in Haniburg and elsewhere. It is also as- 
serted that a majority of the national parliament has reached a similar convic- 
tion, and may, atan early day, be persuaded to act. 

tOn the 8th day of July, 1866, the following is given of a meeting of 
the British and Colonial Chambers of Commerce, in which, by a major- 
ity of 28 to 15, they decided in favor of recoining their silver money: 

“The silver qucstion—An animated discussion by English bankers in London— 

They resolve that to remonctize silver means greater prosperity. 
"LONDON, July 8. 
"An important meeting of the British and Colonial Chambers of Commerce 
was held yesterday, nt which there was an animated discussion of the silver 

uestion and its bearings upon the commerce of India, Australia, and Great 

ritain. Mr. Henry H. Gibbs, ex-governor of the Bank of England, opened 

the proceedings by a strong speech, showing the world-wide importance of re- 
storing the monetary value of silver. Sir Robert W. Fowler, AL P., the London 
banker and ex-lord mayor, Ai een the idea in a speech which was feeble in 
comparison with that of Mr. Gibbs, and was followed by two Indian members. 
Toth of these contended that the effect of the depression of silver must be 
finally the ruin of the wheat and cotton industries of America and the develop- 
mentof India asthe chief whent and cotton exporter of the world. They, therc- 
fore, protested against England’s aiding America to restore the value of silver at 
the expense of the interests of India. 

“Mr. Paul F. Irdman, an EastIndia merchant, ed that England had other 
interests besides those of India, which stood sorely in need of the restoration of 
silver, and trusted that Mr. Gibbs's ideas would be adopted by the meeting. 

“Mr, Crump, of the London Times, denounced the agitation of the silver 


on ring. 

“Mr. Morcton Frewen opposed Mr. Crumpin a strong speechin behalf of the 
farmers in the West and the planters in the South of America, and a resolution 
was d by a vote, 2° to 15,amid t excitement, declaring that the re- 
monetization of silver would relieve the depression under which trade is now 
staggoring. The meeting is regarded as highly important, and its influence 
upon the coming silver demonstration in Lancashire must necessarily be very 
strong. 


“I may as well add: 


“A year ago last June at a meeting of the British and Colonial Chamber of 
Commerce held in London, Sir Robert Fowler, member of Parliament and ex- 
lord mayor, is reported to have said ‘that the effect of the depreciation of sil- 


ver must fi; be the ruin of the wheat and cotton industries of America, and 


be nh Tavolo pment of Indis as the chief wheat and cotton exporter of the 
world, 

“And also a high authority at home: 

“In the report of our Silver Commission made in 1877, Governor Bottwell, 
lnteSecretary of the Treasury (yolume 1, page 138), says: 

“** It is no doubt true that the demonetization of either metal adds to the pur- 
chasing power of the metal retained for use, by diminishing the price of every 
anne As merchandise, while it increases the burden of debts both public and 
priv: 

“The result of this mass of intelligerft testimony may be stated 
briefly as proving that so long as England alone maintained gold as the 
single standard there was no contraction of the circulating medium in 
the world’s commercial transactions, and consequently no depression 
in trade because of a contracted currency. France acted as the great 
clearing house of thenations, but when the United Statesand Germany 
struck down their silvet coinage in 1873 France, drained as she had 
been of $1,000,000,000 of gold by Germany shortly before, could no 
longer maintain her gold and silver coins on equal terms, and had to 
protect herself against the combined attack of England, Germany, 
and the United States as best she could. . 

** It also proves that the result of the withdrawal of silver as an equal 
factor with gold has been to reduce the value of all the past accumu- 
lations and present products of labor from 30 to 35 per cent. since 1873, 
by appreciating the value or purchasing power of gold to that extent, 
as they all agree that the appreciation of gold and depreciation of 
property mean the same thing, being only a different way of stating 
the same proposition. They further agree that the annual product of 
gold is almost, if not entirely, absorbed inthe arts and uses to which 
it is applied outside of coinage and by absorption in India and other 
Silver-using countries, whose exports exceed their imports, and, when 
so nbsorbed, it never again appears as part of the world's coinage, 


in, 


question as the work of thesilver-miners of Nevada, and their allies, the Wash- 


“ They assume as & proposition too plain for argument, that the effort 
to destroy one-half of the world’s circulating medium and force the 
remaining half to perform the functions of both metals Jargely in- 
creased the burden of all the obligations of the debtor class by requir- 
ing 35 per cent. more of the property they hold or labor to produce to 
be sold to pay their debts than was needed when gold and silver were 
both legal-tender money at fixed rates, as they were when most of the 
present large obligations were contracted. 

“Tt did not require any evidence to prove what they all assumed as 
a necessary sequence of the facts they furnished, that steadily falling 
values contract trade and production of every description to the limits 
of absolute necessity, as no man can buy, borrow, or spend money to 
produce anything which he knows will be worth 10 per cent. less when 
his obligations mature than it is at the time he buys or produces it, 
Of course, money is apparently abundant. When these conditions ex- 
ist nobody dares borrow it, no matter how low the rate of interest. 
Labor suffers perhaps more than all else by enforced idleness and ina- 
bility to change as production dwindles, 

“India alone, of all the possessions of Great Britain, has, as a coun- 
try, profited by the rapacity of the gold-worshipers. England, in 1835, 
prohibited the coinage of gold coin in that country, while she granted 
the colonial government the right to coin silver without limit, Since 
that time the official tables which I hold in my hand show that the 
silver coinage of India has amounted to over $1,500,000,000. 

‘*Assoonas the reportand testimony taken by Lord Iddesleigh’s com- 
mittee appeared some very- distinguished gentleman who did not sign 
his name, but his paper is evidently semiofficial, took up the silver 
question in an elaborate article and with great ability he showed that 
all that was needed for England to crush out the export of agricultural 
products by the United States was to induce the United States to stop 
the coinage of silver to keep down the price of it, and that India would 
soon supply England with all the cotton goods, withall the hemp prod- 
ucts, with all the wheat, with all the tobacco she wanted, and the 
United States would be broken down, but above all he pleaded that 
England must never consent to restoro legal-tender silver to her own 
coinage, as that would simply be building up the United States at the 
expense of England’s leading colony. 

“One of the gentlemen who testified before Lord Iddesleigh’s com- 
mission, Mr. Moreton Frewen, a very intelligent man, whom I met once 
in the Northwest, sent me a copy of that pamphlet, which is entitled 
‘The silver question, or sacrifice of India,’ accompanied by a letter, 
in which he said, among other things: 

“A study of this pamphlet will, however, demonstrate the special diMiculties 
by which England is beset. One partof the empire, in which gold alone is legal 
tender, is evidently suffering severely from the rapid appreciation of the stand- 
ard; another immense portion of the empire, in Sehichs the stan silver is 
nO a ane is as clearly gaining, and this gain, while partly at the expense of 
British agriculture, is more particularly at the expense of the United States. 

“If England now supports any legislation which restores to silver its old 
valucand the old * of exchange,’ then the wheat exports of British India 
will cease and also the cotton industry of India, now expanding so immensely, 
may be paral; . The sole object of the writer of the ' Baoriioo ot Indian’ is 
to protest against any legislation in England which, by restoring to silver the 
prerogative of lo der, may keep silver s yat its former price, and 
thus secure to the United States the control of the export trades in cotton and 
wheat, a control which now promises to pass to India. 

“In this pamphlet the writer goes on to show—and I will take the 
liberty to make some extracts from it—after showing the increase of 
India’s trade in wheat and other things and the immense increase of 
her exports and imports, which I laid before the Senate the other day, 
and therefore need not repeat. He says: 

“T trust I have succeeded in nts) clear the effect of low exchango upon 
the Indian wheat export. Other articles of Indian produce which enter into 
competition with gold-using countries would similarly suffer arise in ex- 
change and in the same ys peek ted for since that difference or loss could not 
be made up out of reduotions in the cost of transport or out of traders’ profits 
(these being already lowered to a minimum), it would have to come oun} of the 
pockets of the cultivators. With articles such asindigo, orjute, or shellac, which 
are comparative monopolies of Indian production, and tea, which is produced 
only in silver countries, the benefit derived from low exchange— 

‘That is, cheap silver— 
is in the cheapening of the selling cost, and the consequent oxtending of con- 
sumption. A return of exchange to the old ratio would increasathe cost of tea 
in London by about 25 per cent. Thus consumption would be checked, and 
consequently also the production in Indiaand China. The disturbance thus 
created would in course of time adjusted by the ordinary law of supply 
and demand, butat the cost of the producing country. 

“ Another important benefit conferred upon India by low exchange, but which 
is little noticed by the Government, is the encouragement to her local manu- 
factures, of which the two mostimportant, although there are many others, are 
the jute and cotton manufactures. In these, besides an cnormously extended 
consumption of both these manufactures within the country itself, their exports 
have increased as follows: 

“Cotton yarn, 1880-81, 26,901,316 pounds; 188586, 78,238,471 pounds; cotton- 
print goods, 1880-81, 30,424,032 yards ; 1895780, 51,574, 372 yards ; jute, 1880-81, 45,- 
334,044 bags; 1885-86, 52,774,207 bags. 

“In these indnstries alone, as already noticed, about onc hundred millions of 
rupees are invested, and many thousands of well-paid operatives are happily 


employed. The effect of raising exchange to the old ratio would be to iuter- 
fere with these industries, but more particularly with the cotton. 


“Then he adds, insubstance: ‘Take care how you restore this silver 
coinage and bring back our old rival, the United States, into this trade. 
You are not only protecting India, but you men in England are the 
principal beneficiaries. You have increased our taxes threefold, you 
are making us support the Indian army of the Queen, you have pen- 
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sioned your hungry sons, otherwise unprovided for, upon us a8 a legacy 
of the old East India Company, and you are demanding all these 
tributes and subsidies in gold, so that while we have increased in 
prosperity very largely you are, in fact, getting the lion’s share out of 
us at last,? Therefore by every appeal, in every form, the effort is to 
get England to stand by her single gold standard. I have thought 
that the royal commission now in session will do it, although very 
many of the best men in that country desire that it shall be otherwise. 

“I hope the American Congress will show by equalizing our own 
coins and their uses that we do not intend to panderto them. The Di- 
rector of the Mint, Mr. Kimball, sent me a letter the other day when 
he saw that I was looking into this matter. He said thatthe Royal 
Commission is being made to believe from the arguments before it that 
silver is produced so cheaply in this country that if its coinage is re- 
stored we can furnish it at lessthan 1s. 8d. (38 cents) to the dollar, their 
leading statistician is so declaring, and that the Royal Commission has 
apr Ey report given great weightto it. Mr. Kimball says this 

n etter: 


** Your remarks in the Senate onthe report of the Royal Commission suggest 
sending youa copy of a blank recently prepared by nie, 


“I did not know he was going to write to me. 


“I beg you to observe the notentthe footofthe page. Mr. Atkinson told me 
that he found great disinclination toward any change in the status oftsilver in 
Great Britain on account of the prevalence of the idea that silver is, or can be, 
produced at about half of the present bullion value,and that indeed it would 
be “shoveled” ont in unprecedented volume ifthe status be improved. 

“This impression seems to mainly rest upon the preposterous estimates of 
Professor Austen, of the Royal Mint, whose testimony was taken by the com- 
mission, and with an exhibit of detailed statements, to be found in the a n- 
dix, which claims to be based on a technical analysis of industrial cost. oth- 
ing could be niore misleading. Yet I notice that more importance attaches to 
thistestimony than to dosed else brought forward during the whole pro- 

ings, Several English writers haye since based arguments upon it. 

"I may say that no American technical authority has ever ventured to put 
fortha bg alee estimate of cost of production in the case of the precious metals, 
the truth being, as pointed out by me in my Report on Production, 1885, e 
26, that their cost as well as the supply is to be considered subsidiary to a large 
extent to the production and reduction of miscellaneous ores, their partin the 
value of which is none the less an integral one. A large part of the produce of 
both metals corresponds to the aggregate of small products,which bear asmall, 
but widely varying, proportion to their cost. Estimated as in the case of any 
other staple, the cost of silver is believed by most men acquainted with our 
mineral industries to be some multiple of its value. 

“While a few ventures yield n rich profit, a majority of gold and silver min- 
ing ventures fail to pay any interest on Sug though in the aggregate con- 
tributing the larger part of the silver produce intheworld, This isa curious 
fact,and due mainly to the fascination which the search for the precious metals 
has for a large class in all codntries where a few examples of successful opera- 
tions are to be found. I may take some occasion to follow ont the methods of 
Professor Austen, whereby he has renched so false a conclusion. I allude to 
his assumptions of cost of production, to the arbitrary way in which he has 
excluded all but successful yentures, If the silver market had alone the prod- 
uct of these to depend upon, it would be in sad straits indeed, 


- “Truly yours, 
“Y, P. KIMBALL, 


‘* He furnishes thenote which he is going to send out, and perhaps has 
sent out now, to all the leading men of the country to get information 
to contradict this report. 

‘The note appended to the printed questions to which he calls my 
attention reads as follows: 


“The Director of the Mint hopes to be able to deduce some approximate esti- 
mate of the cost of producing silver under different circumstances, in order to 
meet certain obviously erroneous statements before the pont royal com- 
mission appointed to inquire into the recent changes in the relative values of 
the precious metals.” (London.) This cost has been represented in testimony 
before that commission as low as 1s. 8d. 


“*T referred awhile ago to what the national hanks were doing: I 
happen to have in my hand a letter, which I intended to read and may 
poep as well do it now, from a very distinguished gentleman, Hon. 

wards Pierrepont, dated November 22, 1887,.in which he calls my 
attentjon to the action of these gentlemen; and as he agrees precisely 
with my opinion about it, I will read what he says: 

“No. 103 FIFTH AVENUE, November 22,1887. 
“Hon. James B. BECK, United Slates Senator: 


“My DEAR Se: What your letter says about coin notes I have read with 
interest; but judging from the report ofthe bankers’ convention held at Pitts- 
burgh last month, I think that you will see a renewed effort to suspend silver 
coinage indefinitely. On page 60 of the report is the sonoma 

"The British Government has appointed a royal commission to investigate 
the silver question, which has made a preliminary report adverse to the double 
standard, As the assent of England has been recognized by the most eminent 
bimetallists as essential toany effectual agreement upon thesilver question, the 
committee recommend that this association delay action forthe present,and 
await the final report of the royal commission to Parliament and the action of 
Parliament thereon. “ * * The committee further recommends that the 
coinage of silver dollars by the United States, under the act of February, 1878, 
be suspended until the points at issue of the silver question be settled by inter- 
national agreement." 


‘*These distinguished bankers are waiting until they can get an ad- 
verse report from England, which they are encouraging by every means 
in their power. The moment they get it then the hue and cry will be 
raised again with redoubled energy that we are keeping dishonored 
money in circulation after the world has decided against it. When they 
haye done all they can to bring about the result they will claim that 
wecan do nothing, What Congress has to do to thwart their schemes 

‘is to take some honest step forward and show the world that we intend 
to hold on to what we have and to progress steadily and not retrograde 


at the dictation of any power, foreign or domestic. Mr, Pierrepont 
adds: 


“This means an indefinite coe eee of silver coinage, and nothing cise, It 
is well known that the ‘final,’ like the preliminary, report will be ‘adverse to 
the double standard.’ Many honest men have been duped into the belief that 
by suspending our silver coinage we can force England into an international 
agreement about silver. 

“The smiling Seen with which the ruling class in England receives this 
suggestion is not complimentary to ourintelligence. The suspension of ont a 
ver coinage is exactly what they want, Such suspension, ey imagine, would 
largely increase the purchasing power oftheirgold; however fallacious this view 
may prove in the long run, they now entertain it, and it willtake many years to 
change them. It is well understood in Great Britain thatif Congress will once 
suspend the coinage of silver the gold forces of England and America combined 
cain prevent its restoration. 

“ Some tell us that we ought to stop the coinage of silver, because they say 
that the intrinsic value of the silver dollar is less by 30 per cent. than the gold 
dollar. This is an entire mistake. In 1851 the silver dollarof the exact weight 
and fineness as now was at a premium of 3.42 per cent. aboye the gold dollar, 
and for a period of forty years next prior to 1573 it was continuonsly at Kyro 
mium; and in 1851 the gold of the world, in proportion to silver, was far less 
than it is to-day. 

“Was the intrinsic value of 100 cents of silver in 1951 3.42 per cent. more than 
the intrinsic value of 100 cents of gold? The legal value of a five-ponnd Bank 
of England note is five gold sovereigns; the legal value ofaten-dollar greenback 
isa gold eagle. Buttheintrinsic value of the English bank note andthe Amer- 

ican greenback together is nothing; theironly yalucisa value imposed bylaw, 
a fiat value; there is nothing intrinsic about it. By far the chief value of all 
coins is flat value. 

* All the gloomy predictions about the coinage of silver in our country have 
proved false. We need not distress ourselves about the royal commission or 
the action of the British Parliament on the silver question. If the continental 
governments which coined aver pads to 1873 would restore its coinage, there 
can be no reasonable doubt that the silver dollar would be quite equal to the 
gold dollar in the whole of Continental Europe, as it now is in every corner of 
the United States. A 

“But for the silver, what would have been our condition this last summer, 
with the national-bank notes reduced from three hundred and fifty-six millions 
to one hundred and ‘sixty-five millions, and nineteen and four-tenths millions 
locked in the Treasury? In any country whiose currency is reduced to gold, 
it is always easy for a few rich operators to ‘corner’ the currency, throw 
down the price of stocks, wheat, cotton, and other commodities, and force those 
who have bills falling due to sacrifice their property to escape bankruptoy. 
The member of Congress who shall vote to suspend the coinage and ‘await 
the repons of the royal commission’ will be a bold man or an idiot. Is it 
possible that this great and powerful nation, quite the richest in the world, can 
not devise a financial system suited to its conditions, instead of waiting in 
dazed bewilderment for the action of a British Parliament? 


“Tam, eyer faithfully, yours, 
s “EDWARDS PIERREPONT. 


‘To show why I have no confidence in our late commissioner on the 
silver question, I will add that Mr. Atkinson is a doctrinaire; he is an 
able man and beyond doubt a man of integrity, but Mr. Atkinson is 
not the man whom anybody who knows him would select as a friend 
of silver money. He testified before the commission of which the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. JoNES] was chairman. 

“Mr. Hoar. ‘TheSenator from Kentucky will permitme to say, as 
he has alluded to an eminent constituent of mine, that the present Ad- 
ministration did send him to Europe on precisely that errand. 

“Mr. BECK. I know it did, and that is what I did not like. 

tt Mr. Hoan. I understood the Senator to say that nobody ever sent 
Mr. Atkinson on any such errand, 

“ Mr. Beck. No. We have made blunders. 

t Mr. Hoar. You did say so. 

‘t Mr. BECK. I read the resolution some time ago—perhaps the Sena- 
tor was not in—of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saulsbury], re- 
citing that Mr. Atkinson had heen sent, but that we do not propose to 
send him or any one else any more on such missions. I propose to fa- 
vor that resolution mainly because we have not sent the kind of men 
who were likely to do the most good. 

“There are gold-worshipers in the Democratic party, I am sorry to 
say, as well as in the Republican party. We are not strictly divided 
as a party on that line, and there are some Senators who stand by me 
very earnestly on this question on the other side of this Chamber in 
sustaining our silver coinage and in giving it equal rights, I am happy 
to say. 

SMr. Atkinson was asked the following questions by the silver com- 
mission in 1876 and answered them in this way. 

‘tA fter insisting that there were causes which made silver no longer 
fit to be a legal tender, he said, in answer to questions: 


“Q. 7. Are these causes temporary or permanent? 

“A. No. positive answer can be made to this question. It is certain that sil- 
ver has been recently subject to such great fluctuations that it is for the time 
being a most unfit substance for a standard of value. 

“Q. 8, Would the relative value of gold and silyer be affected by the remone- 
tization a: the latter in, this country, coupled with the resumption of specie 

ents? 

TA. The temporary increase of demand forsilyer would, I donbt not, increase 

its value in relation to gold, but only temporarily, and its ultimate relation to 
old would be determined by the cost of production and the general demand 

for itin the world. Ifthe question implics theresumption of specie payments 
in silver, as a full legal tender, I think itimpliesan impossibility. ‘The resump- 
tion of specie payments depends upon confidence being restored. Tomake an 
unlimited tender of this metal, at its old weight, would be so bad a breach of 
faith, and would imply such want of perception in regard to the needs of the 
time, as 1o ee what little confidence there is now existing, and defeat the 
attempt itself, 

QD. Which standard, the single gold or the double standard of gold ana 
silver, is best calculated to facilitate a return to specie payments? 

“A. I think: resumption will be retarded and not facilitated by any present 
alteration in the relation of gold and sjlver coins to each other, and that the 
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silver coinage should remaim a token coinage, carefully restricted to the actual 
demands of the-country for tokens, and be as strictly limited as was the amount 
of fractional paper currency. 
“Q. 10. Ifthe double standard is adopted, what relation of value should be 
fixed between gold and silver? 
“A. That which is chan ng from week to week, or from day to day, can not 
be fixed font statute. Ithinkno change should be made at pesien in the 


relation ofthe weight in our coins, nor should any change be attempted until 


the value ofsilver is fixed more thanitis now. Then there will be a basis for 
legislation ns to the weight cach coin should contain. 

‘Q. 11. If the United States should establish the double standard, would it 
have a tendency to confirm France, Italy, and Belgium and the other nations of 
the Latin Union, Austria, Russia, Holland, Mexico, Asia, nand South America in 
their present policy of employingsilver asan unlimited legal tender? 

“A. I donot think the example of the United States will affect intelligent 
statesmen anywhere. Ithink we have blundered too much in the last ten years 
to have our example copied by any intelligent nation, until at teast ten more 
years have expired, in which we have shown our fitness to teack. 


‘Tf Senators will read the whole of the testimony of Mr. Atkinson, 
they will find that he was not only bitterly opposed to the restoration 
of silver toany position above mere subsidiary tokens, but he showed 
scant respect for the intelligence of those who differed from him. I 
confess, therefore, to being astonished at his selection as the agent of 
the United States by the Secretary of State to induce England and 
other nations to aid us in restoring gold and silver as joint factors or 
units of value; and I was not astonished that he ignored all the testi- 
mony taken before the Iddesleigh commission, which was in direct 
opposition to the views he has expressed before our Congressional joint 
committee. 

‘That is not the kind of a man I should send to Europe to take care 
ofsilver. But waiving all that and believing that the first thing for 
Congress to do is to assert our own rights and to let England, France, 
and Germany, and the bondholders of America, the bankers, and ev- 
erybody else know that when we put out our coin, or any paper based 
upon it, it is as good as any other coin or any other paper, and that 
we have not one coin for the rich and another for the poor, that gold 
and silver recognized by us at the standard value of July 14, 1870, in 
which all bonds are payable, is good enough for anybody, and we in- 
tend to stand uponitand maintain it with all our power; and, as every 
prediction up to this time in regard to what would happen if we at- 
tempted to do so has been falsified, we have a right to assume that, the 
thirty-odd million dollars of gold coming in this year more than we cx- 
ported, $174,000,000 having come since we began coining silver more 
than we have coined of silver, with the effort made in 1880 to deposit 
gold and get silver certificates—and they deposited $80,000,000 of gold 
for them until they were stopped by the Treasury Department—if they 
do not deposit it now no harm can be done, ‘They are not obliged to 
do it. 

“We have surplus enough belonging to the people on which we can 
issue coin certificates, backed by the coin in the Treasury, whenever 
we please, because the coin is in our own hands and will never bede- 
manded. I do not see how anybody can object to that, except those 
who want to keep up a distinction and make a discrimination between 
the two metals and hold out to England and her Royal Commission 
that we are still undetermined, and if they will only struggle a little 
longer to maintain her single standard that we will give way to herand 
abandon our silver coinas hopeless. 

- *T have thus imperfectly stated the object of the bill. I shall en- 
deayor to argue its merits more clearly and show our need for it when 
itcomes up. I Know I have to give way to the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] to call up what is known as the! undervaluation bill, 
which has the right of way, but at some very early day I will call up 
this bill and I will try to press it to a vote, and I willsee whether the 
Senate of the United States will agree with mein believing that itisa 
step in the right direction. Our gold certificates are of no sort of use 
as circulation. More than half of them are in denominations of $10,- 
000 and over, so we are simply insurers of rich men’s gold without pay; 
that of course they want, as they want all else. 

“‘In the mean time I will say now that I agree with the Senator from 
Delaware that there is no use in begging England, or Germany, or 
France, or any other country any more. We are able to stand by our- 
selyes and maintain a policy of our own, and I am not sure, in view of 
what is going on in the world, that we ought not to coin silver up to 
the maximum limit instead of the minimum. That, however, is a 
question which may be discussed hereafter. 

it Gentlemen talk about compulsory coinage. Why, Mr. President, 
the present law is simply a limitation upon a pre-existing right that 
all men could avail themselves of until the limitation was put on it, 
and as all holders of gold bulliondo now free of charge. We had to 
require that silver should be coined to the amountof at least $2,000,000 
per month, because if we had not required it it would not have been 
coined at all. How many dollars do you think would have been coined 
under the administration of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] if 
he had not been required by law to coin at least $2,000,000 of silver 
per month? How many millions a month would have been coined 
under the administration of any Secretary of the Treasury from that 
day to this? Nota dollar. They haye been begging us all the time 
to stop it, and then call silver coinage compulsory. There is free coin- 
age of gold without a penny cost. 


‘England by statute requires the Bank of England to pay for bul- 
lion in bank notes which may be immediately exchanged for gold, 
£3 17s. 9d. for each standard ounce of gold that is offered, thus fur- 
nishing a market to everybody, we inviting them all to coin their gold 
free. When men produce silver we call it repudiated, depreciated 
stuff, token money, and everything else that is vile. Unless we had 
required something to be done, nothing, I repeat, would have been done, 
and yet that is charged as being compulsory coinage. 

‘Take the compulsion off. Iam notsure that we can maintain silver 
by ourselves. Iam not clear about that. That is a question for dis- 
cussion. But whatever we do put outas money we ought to maintain 
as equal to any money that we putont, and when we say that gold and 
silver shall stand upon an equality by our law, Congress having the 
power to coin money and regulate the value thereof, and the States hay- 
ing no right to make anything a legal tender but gold and silver coin 
coined by Congress the value of which has been thus regulated, when 
it isoncein the hands of the people Congress must see that every par- 
ticle of gold and silver is made equal for all uses; and if we treat it as 
such ourselves we shall maintain it against the world as we can do, and 
the moment we do that then the nations of Europe will follow our ex- 
ample. ` 

‘I meant to read some other papers, but I have talked very much too 
long. I can show by official statistics that Austria can hardly keep her 
debts afloat; Russia is substantially bankrupt; Germany, with a great 
army, is staggering; France, perhaps, is more in debt than any of them. 
England confesses the depreciation of all values of 35 per cent. since 
1873 until she, too, is staggering and her gold is leaving her. They 
are all using moresilver to-day than gold in their ordinary transactions, 
and in spite of all their protests they will have to come back to it as a 
full legal tender; and when they do the double standard, using both met- 
als, will not be more than enough to meet the growing wants and 
needs of commerve and the growing wants of people whose wants are 
becoming greater as they are becoming richer and their commerce is 
becoming more extended. 

“I beg pardon of the Senate for having detained it so long.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall conclude what I have to say not by apolo- 
gizing to the Senate or the country for the presentation again of this 
very admirable, candid, and courageous statement of the history of the 
demonetization of silver and of the consequences that flowed from it 
in this country through the assistance given to the depreciation of sil- 
ver and of the value of property in the land by the legislation of Con- 
gress, for I could not by any degree of thoughtfulness or investigation 
hope to present as able and powerful an argument in favor of the free- 
coinage amendment to this bill as that which I have just read from the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky who has so recently departed 
from our midst. os 

I thank the Senate that they have permitted me to again present his 
views to the country. He was a man who was loved throughout the 
whole length and breadth of this Union. He was particularly loved 
by the people of the South and of the State in which I have the honor 
to reside, and they will be glad, Ithink, Mr. President, to hear again 
the words of wisdom which he uttered upon the floor of the Senate in 
what I believe was his last important appearance in this body as an 
advocate of his views and those of his party upon this great question. 

It will be observed how frankly and how strongly he dissented from 
the attitude of the recent Democratic Administration upon that ques- 
tion. In that dissent he has the support of nearly every Democrat in 
the United States, at leastin the South and in the West, and, while Ire- 
gret that our party is not a unit upon this great question, I must be per- 
mitted to say, Mr. President, that the people of the United States have 
been struggling for years and years together to have their will and their 
voice obeyed upon this question, and if the Congress of the United 
States should even make a mistake in refusing to yield to their de- 
mands they will have themselves to blame, and not us, because the 
people have in the most definite and distinct way pronounced in favor 
of the restoration of silver money as coin of legal-tender value and qual- 
ity to the circulation of our country. 

We can not longer resist, if we would do so, this demand of the peo- 
ple. Their demand is patriotically made. It is made because of the 
long experience of this country in the use of the two coins, And now 
that we have adopted in our legislation this plan or device which Mr. 
Beck first brought to the Senate of the United States for the issue ot 
coin certificates so as to maintain the equilibrium of the two coins in 
spite of all effort to get a margin between them, I feel the country will 
not only sustain us, but the demand will be pressed from time to time 
upon our attention; that we shall get back ultimately to the free coin- 
age of silver, so that the country may be in restored to its former 
condition of prosperity and security, and so that the confidence the peo- 
plé of the United States have in their own energies and powers and 
labors shall be realized in the frnition of these splendid results for 
ages to come, 


DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) Jaid bo- 
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the United 
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States; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, asking an appropriation for the relief of the destitute people of 
that Territory. 

BENJ, HARRISON, 

Exxcorive MAnstox, January 10, 1891. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills, this day received from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1254) increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles; 

A bill (H. R. EN granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard; 

A bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Danicl Graff; 

A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. sired 

A bill (H. R. 8162) fo 


Ky.; 

% ‘pill GT- R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late minsi- 
cian Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. ples granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. pelo ting a pension to Martha A, Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9823) for tho relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 

A bill (H. R. en granting a one to Ann M. Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill io R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the 

sion roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow of 

Odney D. Brooks, Jate assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 


unteers; 
A Dill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late 
of the Mexican war; 
Atill si s 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
t Dolan; 
A bill (H. R. tea granting a penson to Zeruiah A. Potter; 


nting a pension to James H. Orr; 
r the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, 


A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A hill ae R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 

ion roll; 

A bill (H. R. 11474) granting a pension to Eliza A. Philbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 11608) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline FE. Duryee; 

A bill (HM, R. 12305) granting a pension to Rath E. Furgeson; 

A bill (I. R. 12313) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R, 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Head; 
A bill (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William J. 


thias; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

Ea hill (H. R. 12400) granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 
Peck; 
A bill (H. R. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen; 
A bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 
A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldonf; 
A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards; 
A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 
A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; and 
A bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 1257) to remove the charge of desertion against Richard 
Weller and authorizing his honorable discharge; 
A bill (H. R. 2822) for the relief of William Bassett; 
A bill (H. R. 3967) to amend military record of James H. Gould; 
A bill (H. R. 4964) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
t Michael Keefe, deceased; 
Te bill (H. R. 6345) removing the charge of desertion against James 
erce; 
A bill (H.R. eel for the relief of J. H. Rector; 
A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 9943) directing the Secretary of War to issue an hon- 
orable discharge to Lewis F. Morgan; and 
A bill (H. R. 11813) to correct the military record of Patrick Mackin. 


THOMAS RICHARDSON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Sonate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4416) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Richardson, which was to strike out line 5 of the bill, 
in the following words: 

And pay him at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the amendment ? 

Mr. SAWYER. The effect ofitis, instead of giving him $12a month, 
to place him on the pension roll subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKFORD, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave of the Senate to call up House bill 4559, 
It is a public-building bill, and I desire to state the reason why I ask 
for its consideration. It is a bill in which my colleague in the other 
House, Mr. HITT, has been greatly interested, and he has been sick 
for the last month, so that he has not been able to be at the Capitol to 
attend to business. Iask that the bill be put on its passage. It was 
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill be temporarily laid aside to enable 
him to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill he 
has namon Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Hlinois 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a public-building bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. For a public building at Rockford, Il. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Seoretary of the Treasury be, and ho is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, n aite, and cause 
to be crected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, forthe uso and accommo- 
dation of the United States post office and other Government offices,in the city of 
Rockford and State of Illinois, the cost ofsaid site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publio 
advertisementin ono or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for the 
opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such othersas he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. ` 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, ho may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom stiall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which conimission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shal) deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
ne eh shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to bo 
erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by tho Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That tho member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall:bo paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall bo vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Illinois sball have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal Jaws of said Stato and 
the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to dangor from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A Dill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Rock- 
ford, in the State of Illinois.” 
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Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Chair was authorized to appoint the con- 
ferces on the partof the Senate; and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MoRRULL, and 
Mr, VEST were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEBLO, COLO. 


Mr. SPOONER. TI reported a bill this morning from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds for the erection of a public building 
at Pueblo, Colo., in which the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] is 
much interested. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be taken 
up at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis for a public building at Pueblo, Colo. The 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is anxious thatitshould be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public 
building at Pueblo, Colo. ` 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof baht evi 2 
and ventilating herent elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States post office and other Government offices in the 
city of Pueblo and State of Colorado, the cost of said site and building, includ- 
ing said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $400,000, 

BY Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newanspere of said city of largeat circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

“Proposals madein response to said advertisoment shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause thesaid proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and sll maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

“Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap- 
point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the 
said proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- 
nate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; 
and said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by ail statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and tho Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall bo fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 

enses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 

m the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

“No money shall be used for the Purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Colorado shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

‘The building shall be unexposed to danger from firo by an open space ofat 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Pueblo, 
in the State of Colorado,” 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Chair was authorized to appoint the con- 
ferces on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MORRILL, and 
Mr. Vest were appointed. 


LORENZO 8. COFFIN. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to have considered at this 
time House bill 11098, a bill reported by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] from the Committee on Military Affairs. It will 
take buta moment. It is for the relief of a citizen of my State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain Thirty- 
second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, 

Mr. INGALLS. I give notice that after this bill is considered I 
shall ascertain, or endeavor to ascertain, whether there is a quorum of 
the Senate present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sure there is a quorum now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after 
the enacting clanse and insert: 

That the President of the United States bo, and hereby is, authorized to ro- 
yoke special orders numbered 337, War Department, Adjutant General’s Office. 
Wasbington, July 29,1863, dismissing Chaplain Lorenzo §. Cofin, Thirty-secon: 
Iowa Volunteers, from the service of the United States for absence without 
proper authority, so faras it relates to and affects said Lorenzo S. Coffin, and 
to cause to be issued to him, as chaplain of said regiment, a certificate of honor- 
able muster-out of the service as of the date of Auguat 10, 1863, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to revoke the order of dismissal of Capt, 
Lorenzo 8. Coffin, Thirty-second Iowa Volunteers, and issue to him a 
certificate of honorable muster-out of the service,” 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 12,1891, at12 o'clock m. 


` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 10, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The Chaplain (Rey. W. H. MILBURN) offered the following prayer: 

We are to pay tribute to-day to the memory of alate member of 
this House, stricken in the flower of his age, whose modesty, kind- 
liness, honor, gave him the regard of all who knew him, and in whom 
fidelity to public trust went side by side with the sweetest domestic 
and social virtues. Grant, O Lord, to his bereaved widow the com- 
fort and consolation which Thou alone canst bestow in such a time as 
this. Impress upon us a sense of the shortness and uncertainty of . 
human life, and may we so bear ourselves in public and in private that 
we shall walk before Thee in Thine ordinances and commandments 
blameless, and at last come to the rest which Thou hast provided for 
all who love Thee, We pray throngh Jesus Christ, our Savior, 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put I 
ask the gentleman to yield to me to present a privileged report. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. L yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30,1891, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying reporf, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD a resolution of inquiry addressed 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, asking forinformation 
ing the operations of certain railroads doing business west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentleman 
from Kansas? = 

Mr. BIGGS. I would like to hear the resolution read, 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, The question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ĈUTCHEON]. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. TI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcmron] 
insists upon the regular order, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 
objection of the gentleman from California [Mr. Breas] to having my 
resolution printed in the RECORD is withdrawn. 

Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw my objection, 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection ? 

There was no further objection. 

The resolution presented by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish to the House of Representatives information, as indicated 
by the following queries, at the earliest practicable date : 

1, Whether the commission hasreason to believe, from public rumor or other- 


wise, that several railroad companies oporating lines west of Chi , or ofthe 
Mississippi River, are secking to enter into any form of combination or have 
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entcred into such combination, as will enable said combination or its agents 
to control, in whole orin TAR the charges made to the publio by any of said 
Ono panien for the transportation of interstate passengers or freig. t. 

2. Whether it has reason to believe that an article published in the New York 
Herald January 9,1891,a copy of which is appended hereto, is substantially cor- 
rect,and that “The New Agreement” set forth in said article, or any other 
agreement of similartendras tothe more important points, is sought to be made, 
orhas been made by the presidents or other authorized officers of either of the 
following or.other railroad companies, PAR the Missouri Pacific, Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fé, Southern Pacific, Northern Pacific, Union Pacific, Chi- 
cago and Northwestern, Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, Denver and Rio 
Grande, Rio Grande Western, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, Wabash, Iowa 
Central, Illinois Central, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy,and the Missouri, 
Kansas and Texas. 

3. Whether any combination of any of said companies has been formed, or is 
attempted to be formed, known as the Western Traffic Association, or other- 
wise, possessing power to affect the charges mado to the public upon the trafic 
indicated by Article IT of said alleged or other agreement, namely: 


“ARTICLE IT, 


"The business to bewovered by thisagreement shall be all the State and inter- 
state traffic, both freight and passenger, which is competitive between any two 
or more of the parties thereto, having origin or destination in Illinois, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and peninsula of Michigan, or any State or Territory west of 
the Mississippi River, except business passing between points north of the Ohio 
River and points south thereof, both of which are east of the Mississippi River. 
‘The business to or from the Republic of Mexico via Rio Grande River crossings 
shall be included.” : 

4, Whether the commission can furnish an approximate estimate of the popu- 
lation residing in the States and Territories mainly originating, receiving, or 
affected by “tho business’! indicated in Article II; the annual tonnage and ag- 
gregate market value of the freigtit carried, and the aggregate sum of money 
annually collected by these companies and others which handle said “business,” 
both passenger and freight. 

5. Whether any form of agreement or understanding has in any way been 
entered into by either of said companies or others to make aterritorial division 
of the railroad business's indicated in Article IX, or otherwise, namely : 


“ARTICLE IX. 


“ The territory served by the lines parties to this agreement shall be divided 
into four or more sections or divisions, observing as nearly as practicable the 
natural divisions of the territory as represented by existing associations, and 
each division may be put under the immediate supervision and direction of one 
of the commissioners chosen.” 

6. Whether any agreement, as just indicated, has been oris likely tobe made, 
whereby the power to fix the charges to the public by one line is placed in the 
handsof officers of other lines supposed to compete for the same business, as set 
forth by the following: 

“ARTICLE VII. 


“The traffic manager, general freight agent, general passengeragent or other 
duly authorized officer of the res: ive companies, members of this associa- 
tion, shall constitute respectively the freight-rate and passenger-rate committees 
for the territorfes or districts within which their respective lines are interested, 
but all action’ofthe rate committees shall be reviewed and approved in writing 
by the general manager or highest trafie officers of the interested members br- 
fore becoming operative. The establishment of or changes in rates or divisions 
or the rules and regulations governing the same, by the unanimous vote ofsaid 
committees, when approved as aforesaid, shall be effective when they so order. 

“If differences arise, the question at issue shall be referred to the commission- 
ers for determination: Provided, however, The members of the advisory board 
for any interested company may, after giving the commissioners an opportunity 
to be heard, haye power to give thirty days’ notice of such change in the rates, 
divisions, rules, or lations as they believe the interests represented by them 
require, and the date it shall become effective, save and except that this power 
shall not be exercised by any member of the advisory board for and in behalf 
of any business now covered by the Transcontinental Association or the Sonth- 
western Railway and Steamship Association.” 

7. Whether any agreement has been made that will enable such combination 
to affect through rates on ‘traflic substantially as indicated by 


“ARTICLE X. 


“Sxcrion 1. The division of through rates on the traflic subject to this agree- 
ment, whether between lines members‘of the association or between lines in the 
association and outside companies, shall be arranged through the association : 
Prov , however, That when one rond has a | Ab rayi ds in another the 
divisions between such roads shall be what they elect and shall not bethe prop- 
erty of the association: Provided, further, That as regards traffic contracts at 
this date actually existing between lines not having common proprietary inter- 
ests, thesame shall be reported, sothat the divisions with competing lines may, if 
thought advisable by them, be made on equally favorable terms. 

“Sec. 2. All contracts now in existence which may in any manner affect or 
control rates or divisions upon any traflic included in this agreement shall be 
filed with the commissioners forthwith.” 

8. Whether any such agreement empowers a commissioner or other person 
"to adopt such measures as will enable each line to carry its fair share of the 
competitive traffic’ (Art. VIT, 1); or “to make an equitable division between 
interested lines of the competitive trafic, either freight or passenger, or both, of 
any one or more specified points, or of any designated territory” (VII,?), or to 
require “copies of allwaybills and reports of trafic” of said roads, “and shall 
have authority to examine and check all books, accounts,and vouchers in rela- 
tion to traffic subject to this agreement" (VII, 3); and whetherthe action ofone 
commissioner in fixing the charges of one line is subject to the action of all the 
other commissionersas follows: “Tho action of the commissioners shall be 
by unanimous vote in all matters taining to the appointment (apportion- 
ment] of traffic or the establishment of, or a change in, rates, divisions, rules, or 
other regulations. In other respects a majority vote may control” (Vir, 8), 

9. Whether such combination, if any, places the appellate and final power 
over the commissioners, charges to the public, territorial division of business, 
prorating of through traflic, or apportionment of traffic in a given district to 
competing companies, wholly ín the hands of a few persons designated as an 
“advisory board” (Article XI). 

10. What associations, embracing what companies, if any, are to-day fixing 
rates or dividing traffic, as indicated by Article XIT, and hasan. cement been 
entered into which substantially embodies said Article XII? Therates and di- 
visions of same affecting traftic covered by this agreement, duly established and 
in effect on January 31, 1891, under the agreement of existing associations and 
the rules and ulations governing same as provided by sai ations, ex- 
ceptas modified by this agreement, shall continue in force until changed as 
herein provided.” 

11. Whether in the opinion of the commission railways are public highways, 
built under eminent domain; whether their business so affects the publio asto 
give the publica legal or equitable interest in that business; whether, in the 
main, the people have any practically effective safeguard against exorbitant 
ch: these common carriers except that of competition between them; 
whether such a combination of rival lines as virtually eliminates competition 


in rates or traffic is in violation of statutory or common law or of equity; 
whether if any such unlawful combination exists, or is likely to exist, the com- 
missioner or any officer of the United States possesses power to secure an en- 
forcement of law and a punishment of such Mahe against tho public; 
and, if not, what legislation should be enacted tothe end that the people shall 
be effectively protected against the bowelless greed of a few corporations now 
dominating and controlling the charges made for transportation to millions of 
American citizens, 

Resolved, 2, That the commission is hereby empowered and requested to 
make forthwith such investigation as it may deem necessary for the informa- 
tion of Congress as to the above and kindred subjects. 


[New York Herald, January 9, 1891.] 


The Western Traffic Association—for such is the official title of the syndicate 
or pool formed to control the business of all the railroads west of Chicago—is 
now an assured fact, 

The representatives of $3,000,000,000 of capital invested in these railroads held 
their second tag yesterday in this piy and worked in perfect harmony to 

erfect ro re for eliminating much of the competition now going onin the 

Vest, ey reiterated their pledges to maintain rates, to divide all the traffic 
for competitive points, to abolish competing agencies and concentrate their 
business in the hands of joint agents, to drop unnecessary passenger trains, 
and altogether to wipe out millions every year from their expense sheets. 

The advisory board, composed of the president and one director of each road, 
assembled at the Windsor Hotel at Sent om 10 o'clock in the morning. <A gen- 
eral declaration of principles was signed at the conference held at J. Pierpont 
Morgan’s house on December 15. The more difficult task of reconciling indl- 
vidual interests and securing the adoption of a specific treaty the details of 
which will be agreeable to all the fifteen railway systems in the association 
now confronted the presidents. A good deal of work was disposed of yester- 
day, but much remains to be done, 

REFERRED TO A COMMITTEE. 

The advisory board proper met in the morning, under the chairmanship of 
Roswell Miller Farad of the St, Paul road, and discussed the SEA prob- 
lem. Jay Gould had a good deal to say in favor of his plan for abolishing the 
agencies of the companies and for pooling freight between competitive points. 
Several propositions were considered, and finally the formation of bylaws and 
rules was referred to na committee to consist of members of the advisory board 
and active freight and trafie men, 

The members of the advisory board were present, ng follows: Missouri Pa- 
oifio—Jay Gould, Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé—Allen Manvell, president; 
George O. Magoun, chairman of board. Southern Pacifice—C. P. Huntington, 
president; J. ©. Stubbs, third vice president. Northern Pacific—Thomas F. 
Oakes, president; DayidS, Wegg,director.. Union Pacific—Sidney Dillon, pros- 
ident. Chicago'and Northwestern—Marvin Hughitt, president; Albert Keep, 
chairman of the board. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific—R. R. Cable, presi- 
dent; B. Brewster, director. Denver and Rio Grande—David H. Moffat, presi- 
dent; George Coppell, chairman of the board. Rio Grande Western—William 
J. Palmer, president; David Dodge, generalmanager. Chicago, Milwaukee and 
St. Paul—loswell Miller, president; Samuel Spencer, director. Wabash Itail- 
road—O. D. Ashley, president; Charles M. Hays, director. Iowa Central—lus- 
scll Sage, president; O. H. Ackert, gencral manager. Illinois Central—S. V. R. 
Crugar, director, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy—Charles E. Porkins, presi- 
dent; Charles Payne, director, Missouri, Kausas and Texas—H. K. Enos, presi- 
dent, 

At1 o'clock the board adjourned until 10 o'clock this morning, and then the 
committee on bylaws and rules assembled. This committee consisted of these 
gentlemen: Atchison, Messrs. Allen Manvell and Col. John J, McCook; Chi- 
cago and Northwestern, Messrs. AAS ie and Newman; Burlington, Messrs. 
Perkins and Harris; Rock Island, Messrs, Cable and Jolingon ; Great North- 
ern, J. Kennedy Tod; Missouri Pacific, Messrs, Jay Gould and Leeds; North- 
ern Pacific, Messrs, Oakes, Wegg,and Hannaford; Southern Pacific, Messrs. 
Stubbs and Sproule; Union Pacific, Messrs. Dillon and Mellen. The ronds be- 
longing to the association and not mentioned above had their advisory board 
members on the committee, 

The committee's deliberations lasted until half past 5 o'clock in the afternoon 
and then they adjourned until 9 o'clock this mortom Their work is not com- 

leted, but they have put into shape an agreement whichin TOREO paian covers 
tie purpose of the sagen It is subject tochan and will be changed, 

rhaps very materially, both by the committee and by the board, but the 
Peralt gives it as the net result at this stago of the deliberations and as well 
ealoculated to show the scope and aims of the new association. 

Article 1 has not yet been passed upon, the claims of New York and Chicago 
as the headquarters of the organization being ábout eyen, Actionon the aanp 
tion of some of the sections has been suspended pending deliberation, Here is 
the agreement asit now stands: 

THE NEW AGREEMENT. 
ARTICLE I, 

Tho name of the association shall be the Western Traflic Association, and its 

rincipal office shall be in the city of Chicago, where all regular meetings shall 
be held unless otherwise ordered by the board. 

ARTICLE JI. 

The business to be covered by this agecement shall be all the State and inter- 
state traffic, both freight and passenger, which is competitive between any two 
or more of the parties thereto, having origin or destination in Illinois, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and peninsula of Michigan, orany State or Territory west of 
the Mississippi River, except business passing between points north of the Ohio 
River and points south thereof, both of which are cast of the Mississippi River. 
The business to or from the Republic of Mexico via Rio Grande River crossings 
shall be included. 

ARTICLE III. 


The advisory board shall meet quarterly on the second Tuesday of January, 
April, July, and October each year, Special meetings of the board shall be 
called by the president whenever in his judgment necessary, or upon the re- 
quest in Writing of any three members of said board giving at least ten days’ 
notice of the time and place of such meeting. The recordsof the meeting of 
the advisory board shall bo kept by its secretary, and the proceedings shall be 
promulgated by him for the information of members, 

ARTICLE IV. 

The following officers shall be elected by ballot at the January mecting in 
each year ee of the members: President, finance committee, four or 
more commissioners, one of whom shall be named as chairman. 

ARTICLE V. 


The president shall be a member of and shall preside at all meetings of the 
advisory board. 
ARTICLE VI, 


The finance committee shall consist of five members of the board. It shall 
elect from its number a chairman, who shall preside atits meetings, and, in case 
of the absence of the president of the advisory board, shall act aspresident pro 
tempore. It shall control all disbursements, authorize the employmentof neces- 
sary clerks and other assistants required by the commissioners, 
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ARTICLE VII. 


Section 1. The commissioners shall adopt such measures as will tend losc- 
cure uniform, stable, and reasonable rates, prevent unjust discrimination,and 
enable each line to carry its fair share of the competitive trafiic. 

Sec, 2. On the application in writing to the commissioners by any interested 
company for its etree of the competitive traffic, either freight or enger, or 
both, of any one or more specified points, or of any designated territory, the 
commissioners shall make an equitable division thereof between the interested 
lines, upon such basis and in such lawful manneras they deem advisable, sub- 
ject to revision after full investigation. 

Sec. 8. The commissioners shall have power, and it ishereby made their duty. 
to establish a bureau forthe collection and preservation of such information and 
statistics as may be necessary to enable them to execute the powers conferred 
and to perform the dutics imposed upon them. To that end they shall be fur- 
nished with copies of all waybills and reports of traffic when called for, and 
shall have authority themselves or by designated subordinates to examine and 
check all books, accounts,and vouchers in relation to trafic subject to thisagree- 
ment. 

Sec. 4. All violations of the agreement or failure to comply with the orders of 
the advisory board or of the commissioners by any member of the association 
orany officer or representative of such member shall be reported to thead- 
visory board for such action as it may deem expedient. 

Src.5, The commissioners shall haye power to establish and promulgate from 
tiine to time rules and regulations for the orderly conduct of the proceedings 
before them, and change, add to, and repeal the same. 

Sec. 6. Applications to the commissioners for relief shall be promptly investi- 
gated and determined, reasonable opportunity to be heard being given to all 
partics iuterested. In cases of extreme urgency the matter may be determined 
iy eda a hearing, all members interested being first notified of the proposed 
action. 

Stc. 7. The commissioners shall apportion the expenses of the assdciation 
raone the members, render monthly statements thereof, and make drafts 
therefor. 

Suc, 8. The action of the commissioners shall be by unanimous vote in all 
matters pertaining to the apportionment of traffic or the establishment of or a 
change in rates, divisions, rules, or regulations. In other respects a majority 
vote may control. 

Sxc. 9. The commissioners shall have authority to construe this agreement 
and all resolutions which may be adopted, and their decision shall be binding 
until reversed by the advisory board. 


Anrticie VII. 


The trafic manager, general freight agent, gencral passenger a 
duly authorized officer of the respective companies, members of th 
sliall constitute respectively the freight rate and passenger rate committees for 
the territories or districts within which their respective lines are interested, but 
all action of the rate committees shall be reviewed and approved in writing by 
the general manager or highest trafic officers of the interested members before 
becoming operative. The establishment of or changes in rates or divisions or 
the rules and regulations governing the same, by the unanimous vote of said 
mate committees, when approved as aforesaid, shall be effective when they so 
order. 

If differences arise the question at issuc shall be referred to the commission- 
ers for determination: Provided, however, The members of the advisory board 
for any interested company may, after Hag Sa commissioners an opportu- 
nity to be heard, have power to give thirty days’ notice of such change in the 
rates, divisions, rules, or regulations, as they believe the interests represented 
by them require, and the date it shall become effective, save and except that 
this power shall not be exercised by any member of the advisory board for and 
in behalf of any business now covered by the Transcontinental Association or 
the Southwestern Railway and Steamship Association. 


ARTICLE IX. 
The territory served by the lines, parties to this agreement shall be divided 
into four or more sections or divisions, observing as nearly as practicable the 
natural divisions of the terrilory as represented by existing associations, and 


each division may be put underthe immediate supervision and direction of one 
of the commissioners chosen. 


nt or other 
association, 


ARTICLE X. 


SECTION I. The division of through rates on the trafic subject to this agree- 
ment, whether between lines members of the association or between lines in 
the association and outside companies, shall be arranged through the associn- 
tion: Provided, however, That when one road hasa DrORESIATY interest in an- 
other the divisions between such roads shall be what they elect and shall not 
be the property of the association: Provided, further, Thatas regards traffic con- 
tracts at this date actually existing between lines not having common proprie- 
tary interests, the same shall be reported, so that the divisions with competing 
lines may, if thought advisable by them, be made on equally favorable terms, 

Sec. 2. All contracts now in existence which may in any manner affect or 
control rates or divisions upon any trafic included in this agreement shall be 
filed with the commissioners forthwith. 


ARTICLE XI, 


Section 1. Any member aggrieved by any action or determination or non- 
action of the commissioners may appeal therefrom to the advisory board, which 
shall, at its first meeting thereafter, either regular or special, consider and de- 
termine the question on its merits; ‘but such appeals shall not stay the execu- 
tion of the action or determination appealed from, Should the advisory board 
reverse or modify the action or determination of the commissioners, such res- 
titution shall be prescribed in the order or modification or reversal as the ad- 
visory board may deem proper, 

Sec, 2, Any member affected by any act or determination of the commis- 
sioners made without an opportunity to be heard may apply for a hearing with 
a like right of appeal. 

Sxc. 3. The commissioners in their discretion may allow a stay of execution 
of the order pending an appeal to the advisory board. s 

Sec. 4. If au appeal should not be determined by the advisory board within 
sixty days from its completion, in cases where the action or determination ap- 
pealed from involves n change of rate, division, rule, or regulation, or the ap- 
portionment of traffic, the order or decision so appealed trom shall then be 
suspended, and the conditions previously existing, so far as changed thereby, 
restored until the determination of such appeal. 

Src, 5. An appeal taken more than sixty days after notico of the order or de- 
cision appealed from may be dismissed by the advisory board upon its own 
motion or on motion of any interested member of the association. 

Sec, 6. An appeal shall be complete when s notice, subscribed to by either 
the president, the vice president, the general manager, or trafic manager of 
the appease Teny and describing with reasonable certainty the action, de- 
termination, or order appealed from shall be filed with the commissioners, 

ARTICLE XII. 


The rates and divisions of same affecting trafic covered by this agreement, 
duly established and in effect on January 31, 1891, under the agreement of ex- 
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isting associations and the rules and 
by said associations, except as modifie 
force until changed as herein provided. 


ARTICLE XIII, 

‘The preceding rulesand the agreement in poner of which they are made 
shall not be construed as depriving the board of directors or its executive com- 
mittee of any railroad company party hereto of the right and power to flx rates 
and make rules and regulations affecting its business or lines; and any and all 
action taken by the advisory board, commissioners, rate committees, or other 
agency of this association shall be subject to review, revision, modification, or 
aaeain by the board of directors or its executive committee of any party 

ercto, 

ARTICLE XIV. 


It is declared to bethe true intent and meaning of the association agreement, 
as well as of the bylaws passed in pursuance thereof, that their provisions have 
noapplication to traffic which begins and ends in any State or Territory whose 
laws prohibit the making or carrying into effect of such agreements or bylaws, 
with respect to such traffic, and the commissioners, finance committee, and all 
functionaries charged with any authority or duty under said agreement or by- 
laws are required to give full effect to this declaration. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Mr, Speaker, I rise ton parlinmen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does the inquiry of the gentleman from Alabama 
have reference to the pending motion? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It has reference to a bill before the 
House which should take precedence ofthat, Or, rather, I wish to ask 
whether the unfinished business of the last session when the House 
had a morning hour will come up in the first morning hour when an ap- 
propriation bill is not before the House? 

The SPEAKER. That inquiry has no reference to the matter now 
pending. The Chair will answer it at any time when the subject is 
before the House. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, [ask the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CUTCHEON] to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, there isa special order for 2 o'clock 
to-day, and I desire to make progress with this appropriation bill be- 
fore that time; so I must insist upon the motion. 

The motion of Mr. CurcHEON was then to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, Mr. DINGLEY in the chair. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. - The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
ou the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 12573) “‘making appro- 
priations for the supportof the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr, Chairman, I would like to have the 
bill read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I wish that in the first place we 
might have order, so that I could hear what gentlemen on the other 
side are saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Before making the request which I am about to 
make, I will state for the information of the committee that this is an 
appropriation bill, pure and simple, without any legislation whatever 
in it, and I now request that the first formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. ‘ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will make a brief state- 
ment in regard to this appropriation bill. It is the usual annual ap- 
propriation bill for the support of the Army. The total amount car- 
ried by the bill is $24,629,929.19. 

Gentlemen who have the report accompanying the bill before them 
will observe that there isa tabulated statement, beginning on page 5, 
showing the amount appropriated under each head in this bill, the 
amount appropriated under each head in the bill of 1891, and the 
estimates on which this bill is based. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee in the beginning to an error in the footings of the amount 
appropriated by this bill. An error occurs in the footings of the pay 
of the Army of asingle figure. It should be $13,252,179.19, and this 
error is carried into the footing of the aggregate of the bill, which 
should he $24,629, 929.19, 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I understand the gentleman from Michigan 
is explaining the provisionsof the bill. It is shortand I have already 
asked to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the first formal reading 
of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, That isa mistake, Mr. Chairman. I my- 
self called for the reading of the bill, and the Chair ought to have heard 
it, for every one around me heard it, = 


lations governing same as provided 
by this agreement, shall continue in 
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The CHAIRMAN. That may be; but certainly the Chair did not 
hear any objection made when the request for unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading was submitted to the committee. _ 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I do not mean, of course, to reflect upon the 
Chair, but I supposed that my objection had been entertained when 
I demanded the reading of the bill, and that the matters now p 
ing were purely preliminary. But I rose in my place and asked for 
the reading of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair submitted the question to the com- 
mittee and asked if there was objection, and none was made. ‘The 
debate is now proceeding, the gentleman from Michigan being on the 
floor, aud the Chair thinks it is too late to interpose objection, 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. . Very well. Iam much obliged to the Chair. 
I will understand hereafter how to proceed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amount appropriated by the present bill is 
$24, 629,929.19, The amount appropriated by the bill for 1891 was 
$24,231, 626.79, being a netincrense of $398,302.40. Thisincrease arises 
almost entirely from three sources: first, from the increase in the pay 
ofthe Army, which results from the operation of the law which grants 
additional pay for length of service and the like; second, from the trans- 
fer of the pay of the Signal Corps from the sundry civil bill, where it 
has been carried heretofore, to the army bill, under the act of October 
1, 1890; and third, from the increase in pay for the transportation ot 
the Army to meet certain decisions of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
by which the pay of certain railroads belonging to the Pacific Railroad 
system is now met ont of the funds provided for army transportation. 
These three items make up most of the total sum of the increase. The 
amount carried by the bill is $1,185,715, 64 less than the estimates. 

The committee has pared down the amount carried by the bill to 
what they believe the lowest possible figure without creating an actual 
deficiency, Possibly in some cases we have gone even too far in that 
direction; but we have endeavored to appropriate what we regarded 
as sufficient without incurring the hazard of a deficiency. 

The reason we are able to make this reduction from the estimate is 
this: The estimates for the pay of the Army are based on the author- 
ized strength of the Army, that is to say, 25,000 enlisted men, while 
asa matter of fact the enlisted force is between twenty-three and twenty- 
four thousand. 

The same is true in regard to the subsistence of the Army, the esti- 
mates for'subsistence being based on the full strength of 25,000 men, 
while in fact it is less than 24,000in number. We have, therefore, 
felt at liberty to make this reduction on the estimates. Past experi- 
ence has shown that it may be safely done. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the bill is so simple and economical in its pro- 
visions that I do not eare to take more of the time of the committee 
at present, but will content myself with answering any questions any 
gentleman desires to propose, and will ask that the report of the com- 
mittee may be printed with my remarks for convenient reference. 

The report (by Mr. CUTCHEON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affuirs, to which was reforred so much of the 
Book of Estimates. as relates to the military establishment, including appro- 
priations for its support, for the fiscal year ending June 30,1892, submits a bill 
therefor, and recommends the passage of the same. 

A tabulated statement is appended to this report me E first, the amount 
appropriated under each head for the fiscal year 1891; second, the estimates for 


the yoar 1892; third, the amount appropriated by this bill under each head; . 


fourth, the several increases; and, fifth, the amount of decreases by the 
bill as conipared with the law of 1891, 
It may be stated in general that tho bill contains no new legislation, and it 
aey an appropriation bill for the support of the Army. 
he amounts ofincreases and reductions will be particularly mentioned under 
the several heads of appropriation. 
acer ae n whole makes an increase over the bill of last year amounting 
08,302.40. 

Ono of the spit oN items of increase results from the act of October 1, 1990, 
by which it is provided that estimates for the support of the Signal Corps of the 
Army shall hereafter be mado with other estimates for the support of the mili- 
tary establishment, 

The estimates for the Ray of the Signal Corps amount to $64,296; and this is 
a new itemin the Army bill, having been heretofore carried in the bill to pro- 
vide for sundry ciyil expenses. By the same act before roferred to, military 
telegraph lines are placed under the lemper ts of the Signal Corps;-and these 
lines are also appropriated for in this bill, the amount being $15,000, This is 
also a new item, required by the recent 1 ation. 

PAY OF TIE ARMY, 

The pay of the Army,as appropriated for in the act of 1891, was $13,044,825,79, 
The estimate for the pay of the Army for the ensuing year, as submitted by the 
Secrctary of the Treasury, is $13,692,059,33, being an increase of $517,233.59. This 
increase arises partly out of the operation of law uiring larger amounts for 

y on account of length of service of officers and enlisted men, and partly from 
The fact that the estimates for the pay of the enlisted force of the Army are 
based upon the full authorized strength of the Army at 25,000 enlisted men, 


(See Book of Estimates, page 286.) 

A table is hereto atime, marked Exhibit A, showing the particular esti- 
mates for the pay of the Army, together with the appropriations under the 
same honds or the current year, the amount of increase or decrease, and the 
reasons therefor, 

For pay of officers of the line the committee have recommended the appro- 

jon of the full amount asked, to wit $2,857,000; being the same as for the 
two years. 

Forlone vity ofservice pay the committee haye recommended the fall amount 
estimated, $579,520, as the same is based upon existing law. 

Theamount estimated for pay ofenlisted men ofthe Army was wy ett being 
estimated upon the basis of 25,000 enlisted men, as shown by the k of Esti- 


mates, on 92. Asa matter of fact, the Army is not maintained to the full 
authorized strength of 25,000, and the committee therefore ends the same 
amount as wes appropriated last year, to wit, $4,150,000. 


For pay of hospital cops the nmount ostimated is $210,000. The amount rec- 
ommended is $150,000, being the same as for the past three years. While the 
authorized strength of the hospital corps is 160 stewards, 100 acting hospital 
stewards, and 600 privates, in fact, the corps is not maintained to its full author- 
ized strength, and itis believed that the amount recommended will be adequate, 

For service pay of enlisted men the estimate is $508,136, and the committec 
recommend the full amount, as itis based upon existing law and the present 
force of the Army. 

For general service clerks and messengers the committee recommend the full 
amount estimated, $161,900, as the number of these mon is fixed by Inw and their 
pay is also fixed by law. 

FOR PAY OF TUE GENERAL STAFF. 

For pay and service pay of the Adjutant General's Department, there is no 
change from last year. Tho same is true of the Inspector Géneral’s Depart- 
ment. In the Corps of Engineers there is a slight increase, on acconnt of the 
increase of the aggregate service of thatcorps. Inthe Ordnance Department 
a@small reduction, on account of the reduction of the aggregate service in that 
department, The same is true with the Quartermaster General's Department 
for the same reason. Thepny of the Subsistence Department remains thesamo 
as last year, whilo in the Medical Department thore is a slight incrense, by rea- 
gon of increase in the aggregate length of service. The same is true of the Pay 
Department, whilothe Judge Advocate General’s Department remains thesame 
as fast year. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 

As before remarked, the pay of the Signal Corps is taken up in this bill for 
the first time under the law of October 1, 1890, and the estimates are based 
apon that Jaw and the force as established thereby. (Book of Estimates, page 
9i. 


RETIRED OFFICERS. 

In tho pay of retired officers there is an increase from $1,237,225.22 to $1,306,- 
503.68. This increase resulta from the increase in the number upon the retired 
list, and also from the increase in longevity pay. : 

RETIRED ENLISTED MEN, 

The pay for retired enlisted men 1s increased from $107,222.04 to $131,872.87, 
This results from the larger number.of men upon the retired list. It is found 
since the establishment of the retired list for enlisted men, by the act of Febru- 
ary 14, 1885, that an increasing number of men continue their re-enlistments 
until they become entitled to go upon this retired list by thirty years of con- 
secutive service, $ 

The total amount for pay and general expenses of the Army, as enrried by 
this bill, aggregates $13,262,179.19, being 929,959.59 lesa than'the estimates. 

SUBSISTENCE OF TITE ARMY. 


The amount estimated for subsistence of the Army was £2,136,016.26. The 
committee recommend the oh ps of $1,745,000. for the reason that the 
estimate is based upon the full number of 25,000 enlisted men, besides civil 
employés, contract surgeons, enlisted men of hospital corps, and hospital ma- 
trons, as- will be seen from 95 of the Book of Estimates. (Seo Exhibit B, 
attached hereto.) Itisbelieved that the amount recommended will be adequate 
to the needs of the sorvice unless the Army, from somo cause, should bein- 
creased beyond its usual aggregate. $ 

QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT. 

For rogular supplies the amount estimated is $2,678,000. The same has been 
appropriated annually for the past three years, and tle committes recommend 
the full amount, 

For incidental expenses the amount estimated is $675,000, being the samo 
amount andani ota ceo for the past three years, and the committee reo- 

inmend the amoun 
2 For the purchase of horses for cavalry and artillery and for Indlan sconts, 
tlie estimate is $150,000, being an increase of $15,000 over the past two years. The 
Quartermaster-General is quite urgent that the fall amount shall be appropri- 
ated. 28 will be seen from his letter, Book of Estimates; page 287, which isap- 
pended hereto,and made Exhibit C. The committee recommend tho appro- 
priation of the full amount. 

For army transportation the amount estimated is $2,950,000, being an increase 
of $350,000 over the current year. ‘Tho reasons for asking this increased appro- 
priation are given at large in the letter of the Quartermaster-Goneral, Exhibit 
©, to which reference is made, The committee recommend the appropriation 
of $2,850,000 and H gi the opinion that the appropriation of a less amount 
would result in a deficiency. 

The necessities for this increased appropriation arise from tho decisions of 
the Second Comptroller making tho accounts of the Oregon Railway and Nay- 
igation Company payable by the disbursing officers of the Quartermaster's De- 
partment and a similar decision ns to the Oregon Short Line and Utah North- 
ern Railway Company ; also by decisions of the Treasury Department that the 
earnings for Government transportation, involving service of the Southern 
Pacific Railroads of California, ere and New Mexico, are to be paid from 
the appropriation for army transportation. 

An additional item of about $35,000 annually is required on account of the 
summer encampments or cantonments undertaken by orders of the War De- 
partment December, 1883, General Order 105. 

These items, together with the payment of the 50 per cent, of the tariff rates 
due certain land-grant railroads, amounting to $50,000 or more, constitute the 
necessity for the increased appropriation for army transportation, 

For barracks and quartersthe amount estimated and allowed is $725,000, being 
the same as for tlie year 1891. Bes 

For construction and repair of hospitals the estimate is $100,000. Theamount 
recommended by the committee is £75,000. The reduction is recommended in 
view ofthe fact that an appropriation was made in the last sundry civil bill for 
a hospital at Columbus Barracks, Ohio, Other allowances under this head are 
for construction and repair of quarters for hospitalstewards, including extra- 
duty pay of cnlisted men vod eee ed on the same, $12,000. 

For sliclter for shooting galleries, ranges, repairs, and incidents thereto, $5,000, 

Forclothing, camp and garrison equipage, $1,150,000, being the same as for 
the last three years and $150,000 less than tho estimate. The reasons for ro- 
questing the $150,000 additional are stated by the Quartermaster General in his 
letter. While desirable, the committee does not deem it essential, 

For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other estimates, 
and embracing all branches of the military eervice, $15,000, being the usual ap- 
propriation prior to the current fiscal year. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

The estimate for Medical and Hospital Department is $215,000. The com- 
mittee recommend the appropriation of $200,000, 

For the eo Museom and Library the usual appropriation of §15,000is 
recommended. ’ 

For the purchase of materials for the instruction of engineer troops at Willets 
Point in their special duties as sappers and miners, for land and submarine 
mines, etc., an increase of $2,000 is allowed on account of the destruction of con- 
siderable property by fire at Willets Point on the 10th of May Jast; and, for 
the same reason, an allowance is made of $16,000 to rebuild the Sh pra’ "e: 
storehouse, destroyed by the fire at the same timo, andto make same 
proof. 
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ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


In the Ordnance Department tho usual appropriation of $90,000 is made for the 
current expenses of that department; s for the manufacture of metallic 
ammunition for small arms, and ammunition for reloading cartridges, cte. the 
uSual appropriation of $150,000 is mado, 

For purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisitions of troops, 
the usual appropriation of $100,000is made; and the same may be said for infan- 
try, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equipments, although 
in each case the estimate was for $125,000, ’ 

For manufacture, repair, and issue of armsat the national armories the usual 
annual appropriation of $400,000 is recommended; and appropriation is also 
recommended of $16,000 for one battery of four mountain guns, carriages, lim- 
bers, accessories, and ammunition therefor, as estimated and recommended in 
the Book of Estimates. i, 

In connection with the National Arsenal at Springfield, arecommendation is 
miade for two additional sets of officers’ quarters of $20,000 to rebuild the old 
quariers, which were erected more than a half century since. 


RECRUITING SERVICE. 


For the recruiting service on ee ade of $130,000 is recommended, al- 
though the estimate was for $146,583.72. This estimate, ns will be seen by ref- 
erence to page 91 0f the Book of Estimates, is made upon the theory that the 
Army is to be recruited to the full authorized strength of 25,000 enlisted men: 
but, as experience shows that as a matter of fact itis never recruited to the full 
number, the committes has made a corresponding reduction. (See Exhibit D, 
hereto attached.) 

The committee has endeavored to reduce the appropriations to the lowest 
possible figure compatible with the efficiency of the service, but has sought to 
avoid the creating of deficiencies by underappropriations for necessary ob- 
ects. 
sie total amount appropriated for the fiscal ycar ending June 30, 1891, was 

4 .231,626.79. 

The amount estimated for the fiscal year 1892 was $25,815,614.83. 

The total amountappropriated by this bill, as reported, is $24,639,929.19, being 
Jess than the estimates by $1,175,715.64. 

For purpose of reference and comparison, the amount of annual appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army since 1885 is hereto appended: 


For 1881 and 1885 $24, 454, 450, 00 
For 1585 and 1886. 2A, 014, 052. 50 
For 1886 and 1837 23, 753, 057. 21 
For 1887 and 1888 ,.,...... 25, 724, 718. 69 
For 1889 and 1889....... 24, 471, 300,00 


For 1889 atid 1890 pra e E AINEENA seesoueccassonsanves TE PNU 1. 23) 824° 615.73 
All of whichis respectfully submitted. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman yields the floor let me ask 
whether there is any increase of salaries carried in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. None whatever, except such as result from the 
operation of the law from length of service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And no new offices created ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. None whatever; and there is no new legislation 
inthe bill. I now desire to yield such time as he may desire to occupy 
to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As much time as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. LANHAM. TI will take the floor in my own right, then, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well; I will reserve the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, this bill, providing for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1892, has undergone the 
careful consideration of the Committee on Military Affairs. Its appro- 
priations are somewhat in excess of those of the current fiscal year, 
thongh falling considerably below the amounts estimated by the War 
Department. Itis believed by the committee that the bill is as eco- 
nomical as it can reasonably be made, in keeping with the necessities 
of the military establishment, the efficiency of the service, and respon- 
sive to the obligations of existing laws. 

It is a matter of some gratification to the committee reporting the 
bill that the most of the measures recommended by them, so far as 
they have received consideration during the present Congress, have 
met theapproval of both the House and the Senate without any notice- 
able party alignment, and that so many of them have become laws and 
are the subject of favorable comment by those who are best qualified 
to judge of their operations and effects. It isa source of t per- 
sonal pleasure and satisfaction to the individual members of the com- 
mittee that their deliberations have been uniformly characterized by 
the utmost courtesy and good feeling. 

There has been but little of partisanship in the character of work 
assigned to and reported by them. We have all felt that in legislating 
for the good of the military service, we have done that in which all 
the people are interested; that the Army belongs to the whole country. 
and is maintained and supported for the defense and safety of us all, 
and that West Point is the alma mater of American military genius. 

Mach that has occurred within our committee room has served to re- 
fresh the memory of many of us concerning the belligerent scenes of 
the past: such as providing for marking the battlefields of Gettysburgh 
and Chickamauga; listening to the stories of individual claimants for 
relief, in consequence of real or imaginary injustice done them during 
the war; hearing of the vicissitudes in personal military history, the 
fluctuations of individual fortunes, the calamities and casualties ofarmy 
life, the recitation of valorous deeds, the relations of sorrowful experi- 
ence in disappointments, hopes deferred, impediments to meritorious 
promotion, and the infinite variety of circumstance and condition at- 
tributable to the war. These things and other considerations have 
conducted me to some reflections and observations, which I ask the in- 
dulgence of committing to the RECORD. 


Mr, Chairman, it is now more than a quarter of a century since the 
arbitrament of the bayonet settled the great issue between the North 
and the South, and since the mighty chieftain of the Confederate army 
issued that ever-memorable address to his exhausted and decimated 
forces, which disbanded the military organizations of the South and 
told the people of that region that the war was ended and their cause 
was lost. The participants in that terrific struggle, on either side, as 
Time’s shadows lengthen in the sunset of life, are gradually yet con- 
stantly disappearing from the walks of men to that inevitable bivouac 
across the Ultimate River. 

Even now a new generation is pressing from the stage of human ac- 

tivity the receding forms of many of the remaining veterans who erst- 
while were ‘'in the thickest of the glit.” As the years go by and 
we are carried rapidly onward and away from those martial scenes 
and the passions of that awful strife, it comes to some of us, who had 
‘a place in the picture near the flashing of the guns,” to indulge a 
calm retrospect and a sober contemplation of the future, to seethihgs 
as they were and as they now are, and to speculate upon what they are 
to be. 
Iam one of those who rejoice in the belief that the very flower and 
chivalry of American manhood were eminently represented in the 
soldiery of the war between the States, and I stand cheerful to accord 
the utmost credit to the virtue, the courage, and the patriotism of 
every honest actor in that contest, whether he worthily wore the uni- 
form and maintained the flag of the one side or the other. 

I do not murmur atthe legitimate recognition and reward which nay 
come as consequential justice to the successful defender of his country. 

A just appreciation of martial service, a becoming gratitude and ap- 
propriate consideration for martial valor, have alwaya been and always ` 
will be a leadingcharacteristicof the American people. Itisnaturally 
and deeply embedded in the popular heart, 

I believe furthermore that there is to-day an essential community of 
feeling and sympathy among the men whofought each other more than 
twenty-five years ago, born of the experience, the aspiration, the mo- 
tives, and the life of the soldier, which if left to their natural flow and 
exercise, would find nothing but noble expression and generous senti- 
ment towards each other. I believe thatin them and their descendants 
are to be found the real conservators of the future peace and harmony 
of this country, and that neither the maleficence of the demagogue nor 
the doctrine of hate, nor the arrearage of bitterness and pdssion, can 
permanently prevent the consummation of their pacific and philan- 
thropic efforts and unity of purpose to accomplish and secure the trans 
quillity of the people. 

It is true that they are divided in political creed—tfor political parties 
are indigenous to American institutions. It is true they disagree upon 
matters of constitutional construction and the proper treatment of eco- 
nomic questions; it is true that they entertain divergent opinions con- 
cerning the great lines of policy which should control the general ad- 
ministration of Federal affairs; but atthe bottom of their hearts, they 
are for peace and fraternity and earnestly desire the prosperity of their 
common country. [Applause.] Theoy realize that the time has come 
when the interest and well-being of any section of this great Republic 
are the concern of all. 

Migration from the North to the South and from the South to the 
North; the transfer and investment from the one to the other of energy 
and capital; the solicitations to business and enterprise which the one 
locality extends to the other; the phenomenal opportunities for inter- 
communication afforded by modern facilities in transportation; the 
ready assimilation to conditions of life and habit which obtain in the 
one region or the other; the expansion of commerce; the incentives 
to climatictransition; the search for cheaper land and other homes, 
new associations, intermarriage, residence; the discovery and exposure 
of the untruth of alleged ostracism; the knowledge of and respect for 
each other, coming from actual experience, intercourse, and observa- 
tion—all these things have imparted their own lessons and brought 
theirown blessings. They have,toa great extent, *' leavened the whole 
Jump” of a restored and extended Americanism. 

I believe that beneath the rapidly disappearing surface of a limited 
possible prejudice, the assurance to the truly valorous ex-goldier of 
honorable participation in the late war, even as a foeman, is a‘guaranty 
to his respect and friendly consideration, The men who know what 
actual service really meant can at'heart have no proper desire for 
keeping alive the animosities of the war or perpetuating the idea of sec- 
tionalism. Geographical lines which are to localize the application 
or sectionalize the operation of the burdens and benefactions of this 
great Government have no suitable place on the map of true patriot- 
ism or enduring statesmanship, 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment one of the b ~t comments on the 
result of the late elections, and the best interpretacion through that re-. 
sult of one of the principal motives that actuated the voters of the 
United States in securing the same, is that it was a rebuke to the 
spirit of sectionalism and an expression of popular condemnation of 
any policy calculated in any manner to rekindle any of the remaining 
embers of that terrible fire which swept over and desolated the landin 
the years gone by. This motive wrought generally. It was confined 
to no particular locality. Iteschewed sections. The men orthe party 
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failing to heed and profit by the significance of this rebuke, will reap 
the consequences of their own folly and can never reasonably expect 
to receive the support or enjoy the abiding confidence ot the American 
ople. 

Sete Chairman, there will soon devolve upon those intrusted with 
the conduct and policies of the House of the People, the high andim- 
portant duty of executing the commissions they haye received in ac- 
cordance with the will of the authors of those commissions. This ex- 
ecution will involve a reversal of the sectional and partisan methods 
and measures inaugurated by the present House. It will be the work 
and the mission of the Democratic party to preach and practice the 
doctrine of good will to all men, to carry on to fruition those desir- 
able conditions of American brotherhood so admirably begun and so 
well conserved during the Cleveland Administration. 

That Adniinistration made its mistakes, as all its predecessors have 
done-and as all its successors will do, It failed to meet all the de- 
minds of the situation. That is a wild optimist who expects individ- 
ual or party perfection. It can be truly said, however, that the four 
years of that Democratic régime contributed materially and conspicu- 
ously to strengthening the ties that bind in common fraternity the 
citizens of the United Statesin eyery portion of the Union. Its crown- 
ing glory was its non-sectionalism, its careful recognition of and ear- 
nest concern for all the rights of all the people. 

Mr. Chairman, it rests in a great measure with the ex-soldiers of 
this country to forever crush and destroy whatever feeling of section- 
aligm may yet remain in consequence of the war. ‘The work of the 
agitator of discord on this account will wither and perish in the pres- 
ence of their reprobation and censure. ‘‘The bravest are the tender- 
est,” and their influence and example will yet serve to sweep away 
the last vestige of obstruction to cordial reunion and universal pacifi- 
cation. The lessons they have learned from Grant and Lee are recorded 
in the imperishable scripture of reconciliation, and any follower of 
either the ong or the other who departs from their teachings to the 
revival of dissension, is recreant to the behests and regardless of the 
precepts of his illustrious leader. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my pleasure to know and enjoy the friendship 
of many ex-Union soldiers who have cast their lot in the South since 
the war. They live on adjoining farms to those of their former foemen. 
They workin the same shops. ‘Chey stand at the same counter, often- 
times combining their energies and means in associated enterprise. 
They contribute to the same objects, They practice at the same bar. 
They send their children to the,same schools, They worship at the 
same church and exercise their sovereignty at the same ballot box. 
They are integral factors in the same citizenship and earnest co-opera- 
tors in all that goes to make up the same material progress and sub- 
stantial prosperity. They have given tous and we have given to them 
sons and daughters in marriage. 

Their identification with us in effort and feeling and aspiration is 
complete. They will continue to live where we live and there will 
they be buried. That man is a politicalincendiary who would set fire 
to the social structure of friendship and harmony which we have thus 
erected.. As the home is the unit of society, just so is the section or 
the community the unit of the country and the Government; and the 
spirit that would disturb and divide and estrange the people of a 
neighborhood or a community is represented and exemplified in the 
politician whose ambition displays itself in sectionalism or the party 
that stirs up strife as its appointed means of self-preservation. 

In this connection I ask attention to the very eloquent language, in- 
finitely above and beyond anything at my command, of a Western Re- 
pea en Senator [Mr. Wotcorr], employed elsewhere a few days ago. 

want to say before reading it that the presence and participation of 
such a man as he has shown himself to be in the legislative councils 
of this Government, no matter what Administration may control, will 
never be a cause of detriment to the true interests of the people. He 
says: 

For a quarter of a century, out “Nat chi and ved peat the South has been 
reaching forth in effort to plant its foot ón the solid rock of material pros- 
perity; and in view of the marvelous growth and transformation now taking 
place in the Southern States I believe it would be unwise and unpatriotic for 
us to interfere in the conduct of its internal affairs. 


* a *. . * + * 


Slowly, but surely, and, as confidence grows, with accelerating speed, are |- 


the people of the Southern States not only regaining their old prosperity, but 
are leaving it far behind. Underchanged Aih Ery unused to efective labor, 
handicapped with countless disadyantages, they have yet come outand up into 
the light. They have won the confidence of Northern capital and enlisted the 
aid of Northern enterprise; and there is no section throughout this wide land 
that to-day blossoms with brighter promise than the South. 

The history of mankind has shown no such wonderful growth and awaken- 
ing. And, rejoicing in the prosperity of every portion of our common country, 
Tam unwilling with my vote to intrude upon that people at this time a meas- 
ure which means to them but a renewal of strife and bitterness, and which is 
foreign to the spirit and dangerous to the freedom of republican institutions, 


A distinguished Northern Republican Senator [ Mr, CAMERON] is re- 
ported as using in a recent interview the following words: 


I will vote aguinst the elections bill, whatéver form it mayassume. Iamo; 
posed to it in principle and in its details, The South is now resuming a quiet 
condition. Northern capital has been flowing into the South in t quanti- 
ties; manufacturing establishments haye been created and are now infull opera- 
tion, and a community of commercial interests is fast obliterating sectional 


lines, and will finally result, in the not far distant future, informing one homo- 
geneous mass of Toone: whether being in the North, South, East, or West. The 
election law would disturb this desirable condition and produce ill feeling be- 
tween the Northand South. Iam, therefore, opposed to the bill, and shall assert 
my independence as a Senator and cast my vote against the measure. 

Of course I am not prepared to say whether this purported interview 
is authentic. Isimply quote it as I find it in the public press. 

Resuming now, Mr. Chairman, the trend of my own reflections, I 
want to say that I have no toleration for that sickly sentiment of ex- 
pediency which distrusts the propriety of according toa Southern man, 
merely because he is such, any right or position to which his merits 
and citizenship may entitle him to aspire. I have no patience with 
that restrictive policy that would in any manner proscribe any worthy 
and capable citizen of the United States from scaling the heights be- 
yond the Senate or a position in the Cabinet. 

The longer this sort of idea is indulged, the further will be the post- 
ponement ofthe complete and final overthrow of sectionalism. Any 
man who is worthy to be trusted in making our laws ought to be eli- 
gible to their execution. A Senator whois competent to confirm by his 
vote the nomination of a Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, should not be debarred from aspiring, through the will 
of the people, to the Chief Magistracy of the Government, Ifhe be 
fully equal to all the demands of the functions of legislator and adviser 
to the President, why should he not be thought worthy to be Presi- 
ident? It is usual that increased responsibility will beget and stimu- 
late a preparation and eapacity for the requirementsof the new station. 

The difference in opportunity is frequently greater than that in abil- 
ity, and nowhere, perhaps, is this more observable than in the public 
service. For example, who that knows them would for a moment con- 
tend that Vest, or BUTLER, or GEORGE, or MORGAN was not the peer 
of General Harrison when he served with them in the Senate of the 
United States? What intelligent man would assert that cithor of them 
is not the intellectual equal of the present Executive, and who doubts 
that either of them would make as good and patriotica President as 
the present incumbent? 

What sensible man honestly believes that the election of either of 
these distinguished statesmen to. the Presidency of the United States 
would imperil our institutions, bankrupt the Government, or shi 
wreck the state? Their service has been long and faithful and efi- 
cientin the National Legislature. They areconfessedly skillful instate- 
craft. Then why is it that they and men like them are never men- 
tioned in the list of even Vice-Presidential possibilities? The answer 
is, simply because they are Southern menand were combatants during 
the war. 

Mr. HOPKINS, 
tion? 

Mr. LANHAM, I can not now yield for interruptions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. All these men that you have mentioned are Dem- 
ocrats, and it is within the power of your own party to nominate 
them, isit not? 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope I shall not be interrupted. 

No written statute, no article of the Constitution, proscribes them; 
and yet there seems to obtain*in some quarters, a kind of sentiment 
that these men and their associates and coworking contemporaries are 
unsuited to such elevation; in other words, that they are undergoing 
and must continue to suffer a period of penance for their past conduct; 
that their reconstruction is incomplete; that their title to perfect na- 
tional confidence is for the time being under a cloud, and that their 
rights to the e..joyment of the highest places and more exalted privi- 
leges are consequently impaired. 

Why, it is sometimes suggested that it is unwise and impolitic to 
bring a Southern man and an Ex-Confederate too prominently to the 
front; that such a course will shock the public feeling, excite appre- 
hension,and provoke alarm. While this may be done in bated breath 
and under the cover of expediency, and can not be justified nor defended 
in the field of open discussion, nor in consonance with the dignity and 
propriety of comprehensive and impartial citizenship, still4t operates 
to the encouragement of public opinion in hostility to the Southern 
people and their appropriate attitude and immunity as as ea ele- 
ments in. governmental organism and to the promotion and perpetua- 
tion of sectionalism. 

Now, it is not my contention that a Southern man, merely on account 
of his locality, ought to be chosen in either of the capacities indicated, 
nor that the necessities of the situation in compassing the restoration 
of perfect American fellowship are such as to render a selection of that 
character indispensable. My animadversion is that there should be no 
sort of proscription in contemplation or in reality, in effect or in fact, 
in posse or in esse, in consequence of the region of residence or former 
participation in a conflict the issues of which have been absolutely, 
finally, and forever determined and fully accepted by the Southern 

eople. e 
P Mr. FUNSTON. We Republicans do not object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I can not yield to interruptions. 

For many years the Southern States have been furnishing more than 
one-third of all the votes in the electoral college. They have cheer- 
fully and enthusiastically supported the candidacy of Northern men 
for the highest offices in the Government. They have voted for Union 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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ex-soldiers in the past, and will not hesitate to do soin the future, 
without the slightest feeling of bitternessonaccount of therecollection 
of their military service. 

In the hearts of their people there are a presence of honest pacification 
and an absence of all vindictiveness or malevolence. Sir, we of the 
South know no otherflag than that which hangsabove your head and we 
serve no other country than this glorious Republic. Weare as devoted 
to the honor and grandeur of this Unionand the well-being and happiness 
of all its people as are any citizens within its limits. We are sincere 
in every profession of loyalty, and will ever be found ready and will- 
ing to attest our earnestness and demonstrate the verity of our accept- 
ance of and acquiescence in the result of that fearful strife which, while 
it may never be forgotten, may still be forgiven and shorn to every ex- 
tent possible of all its asperitics. We take the hand of every honor- 
able and valiant man who met us in battle and will vie with him in 
earnest endeavor fop the establishment and maintenance of enduring 
fraternity. 

May I be permitted to speak, for one moment, from the standpoint 
of a Confederate ex-soldier, from a place in the ranks, in order to 
assert my competency as a witness to fortify the accuracy of my tes- 
timony? I do not doubt, I will not permit myself to doubt, that 
what I say will be considered credible by those who have felt the shock 
of combat in the charge of armies while “all the world wondered.” 
I know the motives that actuated me and can appreciate the spirit 
that impelled my comrades. We did what we honestly believed was 
right; we fought for it, and many a gallant hero died forit. Similar 
motives inspired the Union soldier to the espousal and vindication of 
his and his country’s cause. A similar experience was undergone and 
a similar fate befell thousands of his chivalric compatriots. 

I shall never forget the dying words of a Federal soldier, heard only 
by his God and me, at Spottsylvania. ‘‘I fell in a good cause,” said 
he, and his spirit flew from the ‘red field ” tothe skies. He testified 
the faith within him in the very article of death, and I would as soon 
discredit my own motives as his. Ever since then have I been pre- 
pared to accord suitable honor and recognition to the integrity and 
patriotism of the conscientious Union soldier. 

In this sentiment I am joined by the men who fought for the Con- 
federacy and have survived the clash of arms. I believe that it is re- 
ciprocated by the vast body of the old soldiers in the North. All that 
is needed to accomplish the utter destruction of sectionalism so far as 
it may have arisen on accountof the war, is a correct understanding of 
each other and a concert of earnest action. All we ask is that the 
same credit for honorable motive be given to us which we are willing 
to ascribe to them. To whatever political organizations we may be- 
long, how widely soever we may separate in other respects, it is not 
and ought not to be inconsistent with our conviction of loyalty tolegiti- 
mate party demands and devotion to our country’s welfare to combine 
our influence and endeavors to the upbuilding of citizen brotherhood 
and the downfall of sectional estrangement and hostility. [Applause. ] 

Mr, Chairman, a distinguishing feature of the Democratic party is 
that it is national in its plan and purpose. It looks to the good of all 
the people and every portion of the Union, It opposessectionalism of 
every kind. It deprecates strife and disturbance. It seeks no lesion 
of the Constitution, It proposes no interference with the autonomy of 
the States, It recognizes the capacity of the people to govern them- 
selves. Its proclamationis, ‘‘Peacetoallmen.’’ Its object is thecon- 
servation of every right of every citizen in all the Union. It includes 
among itslegions, without distinction, the ‘‘men who wore the blue” 
and “the men who wore the gray.’’ Its columns are on the march to 
the attainmentof all the endsof itsorganization. Thatman isno Demo- 
crat who will connive at, tolerate, or abet the existence or continuance 
of sectionalism or instigate schisms within its ranks, 

Whoever shall be tempted by selfish ambition or other motive to 
foster and encourage such disorder, is unworthy of consideration by 
his party associates, should be spewed out trom its membership, and 
have left upon him a brand of excommunication from the order of 
American patriotism. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, when from the hilltop of the present, we overlook 
the plains of the next century; when we survey our national magnifi- 
cence of to-day, and contemplate the mighty ees pA nd of the future; 
when we reflect how much has been accomplished in building up the 
waste places and healing the wounds made by the war; when wecon- 
sider our common origin and the heritage left us by our common sires; 
when we realize the homogeneity of our ancestry and cherish together 
the memory of their immortal deeds; when we jointly admire the 
foundations they laid for popular government and behold with pride 
the stately structure of liberty and civilization erected thereon; when 
we recognize our national kinship and anticipate the splendid future 
products of our patriotic and co-operative energies; when we observe 
how necessary we all are to each other—surcly, when we appreciate all 
these things, there is no room for individual resentment or sectional 
antagonism, but, on the contrary, there is every inducement for the 
beneficent reign of a cordial American fellowship. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I deny the right of any men to love their country 
more or serve it with greater loyalty than do we of the South. I de- 
mand the countersign of any sentiment that would distrust our fidel- 


ity or operate to our exclusion from any character of worthy participa- 
tion in that country’s service; that would suspect the animus or reject 
the contribution which we so readily and gladly and proudly offer to 
the greatness and glory of this grand Republic. Onr hearts swell with 
pride at its every achievement. We are gratefnl for all its blessings 
and contented to bear our proportionate share of all its burdens, 

Indulge me, in conclusion, to say that I wish I could incite the old 
soldiers throughout the Jand to ‘the victories of peace; ’’ to wage un- 
compromising hostility against every species of unjust proscription of 
their fellow-men; tostriketo the death the vice of sectionalism; to tear 
down the battlements of monopoly; to crush out the ovils of class leg- 
islation; to break the manacles of industrial captivity and commercial 
subjugation; to shatter the bolts which lock up from the channels of 
trade the necessary supply of monetary circulation; to batter down 
the prison walls which restrain any of the agencies and factors of our 
national growth and prosperity, and to fully enlarge all the elements 
that logically combine to make this the best Government on the face 
of the earth. To this end, 

God speed the day when from North and South, all 
Shall meet as onc— 
At the glad welcome of their country’s call. 

[Great applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, there remains about fifty-five 
minutes before the special order takes effect to-day, I think without 
further general debate we may beable to conclude this bill in that time. 
Thave no desire to reply to any part of the remarks of my colleague 
from Texas, and I now ask unanimous consent that the general debate 
be considered as closed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. ‘There is a gentleman on this side 
of the House who wishes to make some remarks on this bill before the 
gencral debate is closed. z 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be some further debate and 
explanation of the bill. I suggest that an hour be allowed, and if 
necessary I move to amend by making the time an hour. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand the gentleman to object ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think there should be further explanation of a 
bill of this magnitude and importance, : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The report accompanying the bill is quite com- 
plete, and.I think a very few words of explanation will suffice, unless 
gentlemen desire to occupy the time in discussing other matters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a great deal in this bill, several items at 
Jeast, which I think should be further explained. The gentleman has 
referred to certain increases, especially that with regard to an increase 
in pay for transportation. I think an explanation should certainly be 
made in this respect, as far as the bill is concerned, so that the House 
may thoroughly understand the reason of this increase, even if the ex- 
planation goes no further, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Ihave already briefly stated that, but the mat- 
ter is embodied in the report, and, I think, also substantially in the 
letter of the Quartermaster General, which I will have read or printed 
in the Recorp. I ask, therefore, that the general debate be consid- 
ered as closed, so that we may proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Chairman, 
has requested some further explanation of the item under the head of 
increase in army transportation. That will be found in the letter of 
the Quartermaster Genefal, printed as Exhibit C to the report of the 
committee on page 8 of the bill, in which he says: 

On June 27, 1859, the Second Comptroller rendered a decision making the ac- 
counts of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company payable by disbursing 
officers of the Quartermaster’s Department, and on March 3, 1890, a similar de- 
cision as to accounts of the Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern Railway 
Company was rendered by that officer; and he has, in all Treasury settlements 
issued during the past fiscal year involving service of the Southern Pacific Rail- 
roads of California, Arizona, and New Mexico, allowed the earnings of these 
companies to be paid from the appropriation for army transportation junion 
constitutes almost entirely the nonbonded accounts of the Southern ic 
Company—Pacifie EREI. and yet no increased appropriations have been 
granted by Congress to pay these large sums. 

The matter of summer encampments or field maneuvers and operations, un- 
dertaken by orders of the War Department in December, 1888 (G. O. 105, Head- 

uarters of the Army, 1888), have cost the appropriation ‘‘ Transportation of the 
tome ” about $35,000 annually. 

There was a separate appropriation, up to the year 1889, of $50,000 or more for 
the payment of 59 per cent. of tariff rates due certain land-grant railroads. Tho 
amounts inuring for this service have also, during the past two yoars, been paid 
out of the appropriation * Transportation of the Army,” without any increase 
having been made in the appropriations on this account. By these decisions, 
field maneuvers, and legislation above referred to, extra expenses have been 
placed upon the appropriation “Army transportation,” which the closest esti- 


mates fix atabout $400,000 annually, and yet no increase has been made in ap- 
propriations. 


This makes up the increase in the item of army transportation. 

I have now before me, furnished at my request by the Quartermaster 
General, the decisions referred to. They arc somewhat lengthy and I 
will not occupy the time to read them, but ask leave to have them 
printed with my remarks in the Recorn. They are the decisions, I 
will state, of the Secretary of the Treasury aud Second Comptroller 
on this point, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan to have these decisions printed ? 

There was no objection. 

They are as follows: 
DECISIONS AS TO TAYMENT FOR NONSURSIDIZED SERVICE ON BONDED PACIFIC 

RAILWAYS, 
WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFI 
Washington, D. C., December 1590, 


Str; I have the honor toinclose herewith for your information, as requested: 
aN of the following decisions, with accompanying papers: 

+ Decision of the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, January 1, 1890, 
that all accounts for transportation’services performed for the Government by 
the aks gra Short Line and Utah Northern Railway Company be audited and 
certified for payment to said company, it being in no way controlled by the 
Union Pacific Ratlway Company, and therefore not subject to terms of agree- 
ment between the latter inte terres and the Government. 

2. Similar decision of the retary of the Treasury dated January 31, 1890, 
meni tg aceonnts of the Leavenworth, Topeka and Southwestern Raliway 

lompany. 

3. Communication of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, dated March 
8, 1890, authorizing payment of the Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern 
Railway accounts for army transportation by disbursing officers of the Quar- 
termaster’s Department. 

4. Decision of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, dated July 21, 1830, 
segregating the accounts of the nonaided portions of all lines operated by the 
Southern Pacific Company for army transportation from such accounts of the 
Central Pacific Railroad, which also is opcrated by the Southern Pacific Com- 
pany, and directing that they be audited and settled in the namo of the South- 
ern Pacific Company, together with a copy of Treasury settlement No. 2011, 
dated May 23, 1800, amounting to $16,976.79, which indicates the method of set- 
tlement of such accounts by the Treasury, showing that the appropriation for 
army trapsportation is charged for the pein ky on over the nonaided por- 
tions of tlic lines leased, operated, and controlled by the Southern Pacifle Com- 


pany. 

‘The actual cost of service rendered by the Southern Pacific Railroads of Cal- 
iforriia, Arizona, and New Mexico during the last fiscal year was $193,439.21. The 
Maren SDF ae of beige Anya it mis tho Army ering ai irer bd upe 

regon way an ‘avigation Company was „000, and by the Oregon Short 
Line and Utah Northern Railway was $10,000, 

The cost of service over land-grant railroads, for which a special appropria- 
tion has heretofore been made, is estimated at $50,000 forlast year, and was paid 
from appropriation for army transportation. 

ery respectfully, 
R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster General, United States Army. 
Hon. a M, Curereon, 


Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, 


LEAVENWORTH, TOPEKA AND Soutitwestenn RAILWAY COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Boston, December 18, 1839, 


Str: I understand that the accounts in favor of tho Leavenworth,Topeka and 
Southwestern Railway Company for transportation services ARIEF by it for 
the United States are pending settlement before tho accounting officers of the 
United States Treasury. I also understand that it is pro: to pass any 
amounts that uar be found to be due upon the accounts of that company to the 
credit of the Union Pacific Railway Company, on account of this last-named 
company's subsidy debt, On the part of the Leavenworth, Topeka and South- 
western Railway Company I beg to advise you that settlements of the character 
nboye indicated should not be made. 

Thecapitalstock ofthe Leavenworth, Topeka and Southwestern Railway Com- 
pany, ne aar Seven gy isowned, 39,92 per cent. by the Union Pacific Rail- 
way Gompany, 92 per cent. by the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad 
aae A and 20,16 per cent, by individuals and others in no way connected, 
so far as I know, with either of those two railroad companies. For convenience 
the sparon of the road of the Leavenworth, Regen and Southwestern Rail- 
way a oes d is intrusted to the Union Pacific Railway Company, and that 
compan therefore under an obligation to account for all of the revenues of 
the thus o ted Dy it. Those revenues include certain transportation 
claims against The United States. Any sums of money, therefore, due or to be- 
come due to the Leavenworth, Topeka and Southwestern Railway Company 
for athlon transportation should be paid to the company’s duly accredited 
agents in x ‘ 

Muay I therefore ask that you will inform the various accounting officers of 
the ury Department of this request on the part of the Leavenworth, To- 
peka and Southwestern Railway Company ? 


I remain, yours, very respectfully 
i " CHARLES F. ADAMS, President, 
Hon, Wr.w1am Wrrpox, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, DOC, 
[Indorsement.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 31, 1890. 


Respectfully referred to the honorable Second Coniptrollor, who fs instructed 
to cause all accounts for transportation service performed for the Government 
the Leavenworth, Topeka and Southwestern Railway Company to be au- 
ted and certified for payment to that company. 
W. WINDOM, Secretary. 


OREGON Snonr LINE AXD UTAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 
40 Equitable Building, Boston, January 13, 1890, 


Sim: Tinolose with this n certified copy of the appointment of Messrs. James 
G. Harris and F. D. Brown as the agents to receive and receipt for all sums of 
money duo from the United States to the Oregon Short Line and Utah North- 
ern pas way Company, which have the goodness to place on file in your Depart- 
men 

I also inclose a ie E the lease of the lines of the Oregon Railway and Nav- 

igation Company to the Oregon Short Line Railway Company, dated January 
yet together with » copy of the articles of consolidation entered into between 
the Oregon Short Line Railway Company and certain other companies, dated 
July 27,1889, which took effect August 1, 1889, and under which the Oregon Short 

- Line and Utah Northern Railway Company was formed and me possessed 
of all the rights and subject to all the obligationsof said Oregon Short Linc Rail- 
way Company in respect of said lease with the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company: as well as in respect of other matters, 

Iam advised that it has heretofore been the practice of the accounting officers 
inthe Treasury Department at Washington to settle the accounts of some of 
the companies now forming the Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern Rail- 
way Company by passing the amounts found due thereon to the credit of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company on account of this last-named company’s so- 


called subsidy debt. On the partof the Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern 
Railway Company I have now, having beon thereunto duly authorized, to 
notify you that that pee will hereafter expect the United States to pay it, 
or its accredited agents, in money, in the usnal and regular way, forall ces 
ore by iteither on its own lines or on the lines leased, controlled, or oper- 
a y it. ki 
Yours respectfully, 

s: CHARLES F. ADAMS, President. 

Hon, WiLLIAam WINpo, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. O. 


Notr.—The companies named in tuo articles of consolidation referred to in 
the above communication are the Oregon Short Line Railway Company, the 
Utah and Northern Railway Company, the Utah Central Railway Company, 
the Salt Lake and Western Railway Company, the Utah and Nevada Railwa: 
Company, the Ogden and Syracuse Railway Company, the’Idaho Central Rail- 
way Company, and the Nevada Pacific Railway Company, 


[Indorsement,] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 31, 18%. 


Respectfully referred to the Hon, Second Comptroller, with instructions to 
cause all accounts for transportation service performed for the Government by 
the Oregon Short Lineand Utah Northern Railway Company to bo audited and 
certified for payment to said company,it being in no way controlled by the Union 
Pacifio Railway Company and therefore not subject tothe terms of the agree- 
ment between the latter company and the Government. 

W. WINDOM, Seerclary. 


War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1890, 

Sin: Tt is observed thatin hisaction upon Treasury settlement No. 9181, issued 
by the Third Auditor July 3,1890.in favor of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 

any,the Second Comptroller of the Treasury awards $713.02 to the Oregon 
Bhor Line and Utah and Northern Railway Company, this sum being for sery- 
ice Se ie by the Oregon Short Line andthe Utah and Northern Railway 
during July, 1839, and that payment of the same from the appropriation “Army 
transportation, 1890," is directed. 

‘The accounts of these lines for services prior to July, 1889, havo been credited 
upon the debt of the Union Pacific Railway Company, tosinking-fund account, 
as directed by circular of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury of June 23, 


1887. 

Their accounts are still eb by the Union Pacifico Railway Company and 

resented with others of its system for settlement, and in the absence of any 
ection to the contrary this office continued until now to treat them as 
nonsubdivided branches of the Union Pacific Railway Company, 

Ifthe accounts of these lines for services subsequent to July, 1839, are to be 
paid from the appropriations for army transportation, a copy of the decision to 
that effect is respectfully nested, with information whether the accounts of 
the Oregon Short Linc and Utah and Northern Railway Company should bo 
hereafter presented with the accounts of the Union Pacific Railway Company or 
may properly be presentedto and paid by the disbursing oflicers of the Quarter- 
master's Department from the appropriation for army transportation. 


Bene bet 8S. B. HOLABIRD. 


Quartermaster General, U.S. A. 
To the SECOND COMPTROLLER OF TIR TREASURY, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Second Comptroller's Office, March 3, 1990. 


Respectfully returned to the Quartermaster Genoral, with a copy ofan indorse- 
ment of the Rectotacy. of the ‘Treasury of January 31, 1890,on a letter of the 

residont of the Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern Railway Company of 
Saaary, 13, 1890, and an indorsement of February 15, 1890, in relation to the 
payment of that company for Government transportation, 

(A similar indorsementand letter in regard to the Leavenworth, Topokaand 
Southwestern Railway Company is also inclosed.) 

There seems to be no reason why the accounts of the former company may 
not properly be prosented to and paid by the disbursing officers of the Quarter- 


ter’s Department. 
aaa othe B: F. GILKESON, Compirotter. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, SECOND Comprro.iuer’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D.O., July 21, 1890. 


Str: In answer to the letter of George B. Williams, esq., under date of June 
20,1890, referring tothe manner in which the accounts of the Southern Pacific 
Company are settled in this bureau, which satd letter was referred to me by your 
indorsement of date June 21, 1890, for considoration and for an expression of m 
views touching the application therein made (and which suid letter is herewith 
returned), I have the honor to say that in my judgment the decision of Comp- 
troller Maynard, under date of October 26, 1886, in the matterof the claim of the 
Southern Pacific Company, as lessee of the Central Pacific Railroad, the South. 
ern Pacific RaiJroad of Oatitornia, the Southern Pacific Railroad of Arizona, and 
the Southern Pacific Railroad of New Mexico, for transportation scrvices ron- 
dered the Quartermaster’s Department and the Signal Service in October and 
November, 1855, should not be modified in so faras it is therein held that the 
lease under which the Sonthern Pacific Soaps eget A claims to operate any rail- 
road the corporate franchises of which were conferred upon it by the United 
States is void, inasmuch as under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States it has been held that a corporation can not Sipoo of its franchises 
to another corporation without legislative authority, (Thomns vs, Railroad 
Company, 101U.S8..71; Branch es. Jessup, 106 U.S.,481; Pennsylvania Company 
cs. St, Louis, Alton, ete, R. R., 118 U, S., 290.) 

Hence it follows, this leaso being void, the Government can not recognize 
the lease in any manner, but should, in settlement of accounts rendered in the 
name of the Southern Pacific Companiy for services over the bond-aided portion 
of the Central Pacific Railroad, treat the question as though the said lease had 
never existed and auditand settle all such accounts in the namo of the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, 

In relation, however, to the other railroads operated by the Southern Pacific 
Company; not chartered by the United States or nided by the Government in 
their construction, although, in my judgment, it was correctly held by Comp- 
troller Maynard that stich lease was void, thero being no evidence of any leg- 
islatiyve authority for said railroad to make the same, still, in my opinion that 
is a question with which the United States has aoon io do, and therefore, I 
hold that the services rendered by the Southern Pacific Company over such 
last-named leased lincs should be audited and settled by tho accounting officers 
of the Treasury in the nameof the said Southern Pacific oompany aie my con- 
clusion is that that part of tho opinion of Comptroller Mayn. in which the 
contrary doctrine is held should be overruled. 

I therefore direct that in the future accounts rendered by the Southern Pa- 
cific Company, so far as they relate to services over the bond-aided portion of 
the Central F e Railroad Company, shall be settled in this bureau in the 
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name of the Central Pacific Railroad Company; but that hereafter all accounts 

for transportation over lines of railroad not bond-aided, embraced within the 

provisions of the lease under which the Southern Pacific Company claims to 

gece them, shall be audited and settled in the name of the Southern Pacific 
mpan: 


Y. : 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
B. F. GILKESON, Comptroller, 
Hon, WILLIAM WINDOM, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
December 24, 1890. 
Thereby cortify that the within is a true copy of my decision of July 21, 1890, 
E. N. HARTS N, 


Acting Comptroller. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Third Auditor's Office, May 28, 1890. 
I cortify that there is duo from the United States to the Southern Pacific Com- 
ny, for transportation services rendered the Quartermaster’s Department, 
nited States Army, from September, 1888, to February, 1889, the sum of $16,- 
976.79, namely : 
On leased lines of Central Pacific Railroad Company, bond-nided part, $2,267.98, 
pb canara pe Pacific roads, 1589; nonaided part, $2,441.98, army transpor- 
ation, j 
On leased lines of Southern Pacific Companies of California, Arizona, and 
New Mexico, $12,266.83, appropriation army transportation, 1889. 
Payable to Southern Pacific Company, eare of Hon. George B. Williams, 700 
Fourteenth street, northwest, Washington, D, O. 
W. H. HART, Auditor, 


To the SECOND COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 


Balance reported.. 
Deduct d iiss 


Correct DAIANCG,:.....ccsserenersssseesscerssesensncenssee sss sesacessoreeneeseysare asessis 16,833, 20 


SECOND COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE. 
Iadmitand certify the above corrected balance this 18th day of December, 


1990, due as follows: 
for services as above, October, 1833, 


To the Central Pacific Railroad SAna 
to ver tay? 1889, on its bond-aided line, due under appropriation army trans- 
fu f Jy By 272.83. 


portation, Pacific roads, 1889 (see circular of July 30, 1539 

To the Southern Pacific Company, for services September, 1888, to February, 
1889, payable in care of Hon. George B. Williams, as above, under appropria- 
tion army eae Rare it po $14,560.67. 

Itemsamount ng to $217.26, claim for the transportation of paymaster’s clerks, 
are disallowed, with a view to their submission to the Second Auditor for his 
action, 


B. F. GILKESON, Comptroller, 
WAR DEPARTMENT, December 22, 1890. 
Division of Requisitions and Accounts, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad in- 
deed to dispose of this bill this morning, and I renew the request that 
general debate close and the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to objecttothat. I think this is a bill carry- 
ing a considerable amount of money, involving, as I understand it, 
some very important questions. Ithink it proper that we should have 
further and full discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this bill has no opposition so 
far presented from the other side of the House, but the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANwAM]—my friend from Texas, I will say, and I can 
say that heartily, more heartily, I think, than the term is ordinarily 
used in this House—has indulged in some reflections which would 
seem to imply that a desire on the part of the Republicans of this 
country to have fair elections was an appeal to sectionalism. For my 
own part I have not a particle of personal feeling against any man who 
honestly fought in that great contest-— 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? I 
never said a word about the force bill, except to read from what the 
Senator from Colorado said in respect to the matter and also what pur- 
ported to be an interview with another Républican Senator on thesame 
subject. I was talking on an entirely different line. The idea with 
me was to hold out an olive branch of peace. I want to stop sectional- 
ism rather than give it renewed impetus by our legislation here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know that is the feeling of the gentleman 
from Texas. I haye not had a particle of doubt on that subject since 
I first formed the acquaintance of my friend from Texas; and so far as 
I am concerned I will say, from what I know of the gentleman from 
Texas personally, that I believe him to be as patriotic in his motives 
as any man on the floor of this House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the question of the rights of American citizens 
to the suffrage in all parts of the United States is a vital principle of 
American government. The men of the South who helped to frame 
the Constitution believed it was the duty of the General Government 
to see that every man in every portion of the country was protected in 
his fundamental rights; and we will never be fully faithful to the tra- 
ditions of our American institutions and our American ideas of gov- 
ernment until this fundamental principle is conceded and upheld in 
every part of our land by legislation, not only of the national, but of 
the State governments, e 

Mr. Madison emphasizes this idea in several articles which he wrote 
in the Federalist, in which he said that where there were conflicts in 
theStates between the citizens it was the right and duty of the General 
Government to interfere in order to suppress the local Tatha: and 


. $16,976.79 
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that an exterior agency was far better for the settlement of such ques- 
tions than the agency inside of the State. 

Now, in this spirit I believe it is proper, and I think we ought to 
pass some measure by the General Government, under its control, for 
the protection of the rights of the citizens of all parts of the land and 
for the enforcement of their will. Gontlemen speak of the autonomy 
of the States. No greater test of the devotion of the Republicans to 
this doctrine could have been given than was given by their reorgani- 
zation of those States under the circumstances with equality of rights 
conceded, and with no limitation, except that the rights conceded should 
be guarantied to all men without regard to color, That guaranty 
should be enforced by law. ‘ 

Now, the gentleman has alluded to the fact that any man in the 
Southern States, whatever may haye been his history, ought to be con- 
sidered equally eligible to the highest offices in the gift of the Govern- 
ment; that, if he may be a Representative or Senator or a Chief Justice 
or 2 justice of the Supreme Court, he ought also to be eligible to the 
Presidency and to any other position. I commend that thought to our 
friends on the Democratic side of the House. I commend itto the gen- 
tlemen now, in view of the candidacy of their present leader on that 
side of the House; and after the eloquent speech of the colleague of the 
gentlemen from Texas we will note with care their actions in the next 
Congress and in the next national convention. There should not be 
in the next House orthe next national convention any distinction made 
with regard to the men who are to bo thoir candidates for the highest 
offices in the country, and I hope, in view of their professions, there 
will not be. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever the gentleman and myself may think 
about the propriety of payingnoregard to the past, of letting bygones 
be bygones, it isan unfortunate condition in human affairs that men 
will remember every one’s history, and especially party history, and that 
is most especially true ofthe Democratic party. For a whole half cen- 
tury no man’s name, who was ever mentioned in connection with the 
Hartford Convention, was ever considered eligible to the Presidency of 
the United States by that great party, and the fact that he had any 
sympathy at any time with the objects of the Hartford Convention, 
barred him from any such honors, And Democratic orators sung the 
chorus about the blue-light Federalists and the Hartford Convention. 
And that sentiment still prevails in some portions of the American 
mind. They then taught the American people never to forgive even 
a suspicion of treachery. It ought not to exist in the Democratic 
party. It ought, perhaps, to be true that absolute forgiveness and en- 
tire a a with regard to a man’s history or a party’s history 
should be the rule, but it is not in accordance with our knowledge of 
the history of human affairs that that should be the case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will tho gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isit or is it nota fact that the record of service 
in the Union Army would and does effectually bar every man living in 
the State once in rebellion from being elected to any office of profit or 
trust? D 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Idonotknow;but, judging from what is stated 
in tne Congressional Directory of the present House, I should judge that 
to be the fact. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Byno means, That does not follow 
atall, [Cries of “No!” “No!” on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know that that is the case, but it is 
an unfortunate fact that in the list of the members from all the South- 
ern States in the present Congress there does not appear a man who 
served in the Union Army. There is one, but I believe he had to have 
a contest on his seat, from the State of Alabama, and that was resisted 
by our friends on the other side. 

Mr. HEARD. But he was not elected to the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think he was elected by about ten or fifteen 
thousand majority of the people, but it was understood that he was 
counted out, 

Mr. HEARD. He fell far short of being elected. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In connection with that, Mr. Chairman, I 
will say that I took occasion on a former oceasion to refer to the inter- 
view published in a Montgomery paper, by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES], in which he said that ihe Southern States ostra- 
cized any man in that State who insisted upon equal rights for the 
colored man in that State, and he said, at the beginning of Mr. Harri- 
son’s Administration, that if that ostracism continued there would be 
very few desertions from the Democratic party. I think the hint has 
been followed to some extent. s 

Now, these are facts. We can not help them. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, for a question. 

Mr. OATES, Will the gentleman publish the interview ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I did publish the interview. 

Mr. OATES. But you are not doing it now. I would like to have 
the interview fully and correctly stated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I did publish the interview. 

Mr. LEE. ‘Will my friend allow me to say a word ? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido. 

Mr. LEE. Does the gentleman recollect that Governor Walker of 
Virginia occupied a seat on this floor and that he was made governor 
of the State of Virginia? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. When was that? 

Mr. LEE, That was some years ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the Forty-fourth Congress. 

A Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It was during the reconstruction period, was 
t not? 

Mr. LEE. Oh, no. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Oh, no; in 1874 or 4878. 

Mr. LEE. He waselected and re-elected. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That was simply because at that period Gov- 
ernor Walker represented the sentiment in Virginia that was in favor 
of being more liberal than anybody elsewhere to the men who had been 
in the Gonfederate seryice. That is a clear explanation of the case of 
Governor Walker; but in referring to that special case you tefer, I be- 
lieve, to the only instance of that kind that can be found in the South- 
ern States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Howabout the case of George M. Adams, of Ken- 
tucky? Mr. Wolford, of Kentucky, is another case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Kentucky did not go out of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have simply stated that there is no case of 
the kind now on the floor of the Honse. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Tarsney, of Missouri, is another case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There may have been such cases on a former 
occasion. I know that some of the men whoserved in the Union Army 
became the most pronounced advocates of the interests of those who 
had been engaged in the Confederate service. Among them I will men- 
tion B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri, who took the lead in measures for 
the enfranchisementof the men who had been engaged in the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Phelps, a Union soldier, was made governor ot 
Missouri by the Democrats. Colonel Crittenden was also made gov- 
ernor, and he was another Unionsoldier. Mr. WADDILL is elected as 
a member of the next Congress. He wasa Union soldier. Colonel 
Philips was clected as a Union soldier. There are also the notable 
cases of General Broadhead, General Blair, General Shields, and a num- 
ber of others who held positions as the head of the Democratic party 
in Missouri since the war. These are all cases of Union soldiers. 

Mr. CARUTH. How about the case of the present State treasurer 
of Kentucky ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Governor John S. Phelps was for eight- 
een years a member of this House and chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and he was a Union soldier. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the gentleman forgotten the case of my col- 
league from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, How about Senator Shields? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the other 
side fire by file instead of by platoons. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. They hit well enough-now, do’ they 
not? : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. OuTHWAITE] 
refers to General Shields, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, he was elected Senator. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My recollection is that he was presented by the 
Republicans as a candidate for an office in this House and beaten by the 
unanimous Democracy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iows. I can not yield for any further interruptions. 
I wish to say this: That as a Republican of Republicans, having been 
always a Republican, I never have seen the day since the close of the 
war that I was not willing to extend to any man who was in favor of 
the Governmentany of the rights that I claim for myself. I neverhe- 
lieved that the enfranchisement of the colored men in the South, if it 
had been conceded by the Democratic party, would have necessarily re- 
sulted in the supremacy of the Republican party in the South. 

These men had the opportunity to secure their rights and to control 
their destiny by conceding to the colored men fully and unequivocally 
their rights, because they had superior intelligence. They might have 
had the interests of the colored men always in view, and then they 
would have had supreme control, and no man in this country, North 
or South, would ever be opposed to any man’s right to rule throngh 
moral influence and intelligence, through argument, or by any legiti- 
mate process by which one manin a free government has the right to 
control another. 

Butno method of force or coercion is legitimate. And Isay now 
that if the Southern States want to concede equal rights to every man 
they can not do it more effectually than by a proposition indorsed by 
Madison, conceding that Federal supervision over elections should take 
place and that every man should be protected hy the General Govern- 
ment in the security of his right to life, liberty, and the pursuit- of 
happiness and the depositing of his ballot according to his will. If 
those PUPR will concede this fandamental American principle the 
day of harmony is at hand. 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me to ask him 
a question? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if there is any provision in the 
army appropriation bill looking to the enforcement of what is known 
as the force bill. I want to fally understand this bill that is now be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You ought to have asked that question when the 
gentleman from Texas was speaking. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I will say in reply that there is no provision 
in the force bill, so called, for the enforcement of the law any moro 
than is behind every other law. The law is the will of the citizens 
crystallized into a statute. Behind it is the Executive and behind it 
is, if resisted and if necessary, the Army to enforce it, and it ought to 
be behind it. 

Mr. CARUTH. A bayonet behind every ballot, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Whenever these men concede the free and 
unobstructed rights of citizens in the Southern States, the day of har- 
mony isat hand. Until that is conceded, whatever may be the tem- 
porary advantages gained in particular elections, they may be sure that 
the people of the great North will be a unit—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. They seem to be a unit for the Democracy now. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Whatever may be the temporary result of 
elections, on this fundamental right that the citizen shall cast his vote 
according to his will and haveit protected, the great North that stood 
by the Union when constitutional provisions were involved, when the 
life of the country was involved, will stand by the Union and the sup- 
port of this principle to the latest day of recorded time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis the reason we licked you so badly last 
fall. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman desires to 
debate the army bill, Iwould be glad for one to have it read by par- 
agraphs for amendment, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman from Missouri wisb to take 
the floorin his own right? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido, but will not occupy a great deal of time, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do not think I can get through in ten minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, we have some rights of general de- 
bate. We have an hour if we desire to take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. TARSNEY. ‘The gentleman said that he yielded the floor un: 
less somebody wanted to debate the bill. I want te debate it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not yield the floor. I did not see anyone 
rise, and I rose to ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I object. As a member of the com- 
imittee I wish to debate the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Missouri desires to ad- 
dress the committee I will yield some of my time tohim. How much 
time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Not over fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Will not ten minutes do? I will yield the gen- 
tleman from Missouri five minutes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not want that. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Michigan yielded the floor-—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield the gentleman ten minutes, if he 
desires it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan said 
that unless some gentleman desired to take the floor he proposed to 
take some action. I was then addressing the Chair, asking to be rec- 


ognized. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan has the floor un- 
less he desires to yield it. 7 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How much time has the gentleman from Mich- 
igan remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has thirty-five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iyield to the gentleman—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. After the gentleman’s time has ex- 

ired I desire to address the committee. = 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will make it fifteen minutes, I will yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri fifteen minutes of my time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I had thought that after a lapse of 
twenty-five years it was rather late to enlist or to induce enlistments in 
a war that had closed at that date. [Langhter.] I have many times 
during the brief period it has been my privilege to occupy a place in 
this House regretted the unnecessary and useless allusions to aud dis- 
cussions of matters that were not involved in measures then pending, 
and which could serve no purpose other than to popen memories 
and keep alive feelings not promotive of good to the country, either in 
the present or the future. I regretted to-day that the war and its 
memories should be made matters of discussion on this floor. 

When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], a few moments 
since, asserted that there existed a spirit of unfriendliness and hostility 
towards Union men, and especially against those who had been soldiers 
in the Union Army, on the part of the people of the States lately in rebel- 
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lion, and thatno Union soldier could be elected toany office of any promi- 
nencein these States because of such feeling of hostility, I did not feel 
thatI more than any other member of this House was called upon to re- 
fute such suggestion, but when the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KERR], 
following up that suggestion and aflirming its truth, goes further and 
asserts that the same is true of the State of Missouri, which I have the 
honor in part to represent, when his assertions in regard to that State 
are entirely without foundation in fact and are contradicted by the 
undisputed history of the State, and find contradiction in the official 
records of this House in which he has served for years and with which 
heshould be familiar, it becomes my duty to point out to him the error 
into which he has fallen or the misstatements’ which he has made. 

It is not true that a spirit of enmity or hostility towards Union men 
or ex-Union soldiersexists amongany portion of the people of Missouri. 
It is not trug that men'can not be elected to high official positions in 
the State of Missouri who served their country in the Army of the 
Union. Such assertions are not only untrue, but find their contradic- 
tion recorded upon almost every page of the history of that State since 
the war. The facts of that-history might be presumed to be known to 
all men, save the gentleman from Iowa, and to need no recital from me, 
But, Mr. Chairman, for the information of the gentleman from Iowa, 
Jet me say that the history of that State shows that since the ascend- 
ency to power of the Democratic party in that State there has been an 
almostunbroken line of governors elected who were always loyal Union 
men, many of them gallant officers of the Union Army. 

In but one instance has an ex-Confederate been made governor of that 
State, In 1872, when the Democratic party first obtained control and 
authority in the State, after the Liberal Republicans of the State had 
joined with the unproscribed Democracy and released a large element 
of the citizenship of the State from disfranchisement, when for the first 
time after the war the people were restored to liberty and the rights of 
citizens, the first man nominated and elected governor of the State was 
Silas Woodson, as loyal and patriotic a man as ever lived within the 
Union. In the convention which nominated him his competitor was 
my honorable colleague, Mr. HATCH, a Confederate officer. 

In 1874 the Democratic party nominated and elected for governor 
Charles H. Hardin, whose loyalty to the Union was never questioned. 
He was nominated over Gen. F. M.CocKRELL, now an honored Senator of 
the United States. In 1876 the Democracy nominated and elected that 
grand statesman and patriot, John S. Phelps, who for eighteen years 
honored the State upon the floor of this House, and who for twelve 
years of that time was chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House, who left the field of statesmanship at the breaking out of 
the war to accept a commission as a brigadier general in the Army, 
and who served with distinction as such during the war. His com- 
petitor for the nomination for governor was Hon. G. G. Vest, the 
colleague of General COCKRELL in the Senate. By a change in the 
constitution of the State before the election of Governor Phelps the 
tenure of the office was extended from two to four years. 

In 1880 Thomas T. Crittenden, an ex-colonel of the Union Army, 
defeated the ex-Confederate general, John S. Marmaduke, inthe Dem- 
ocratic convention, and was elected governor. 

In 1884 General Marmaduke was nominated and elected. He died 
when his term was but about half expired and was succeeded by Al- 
bert P. Morehouse, the lieutenant governor elected with him, who was 
a captain in the Union Army. 

In 1888 David R. Francis was elected governor. He is yet uader 
forty years of age. He was but a mere lad during the war, and cer- 
tainly was not elected because he represented an ex-Confederate or anti- 
Union sentiment. 

Thus we show by a line, broken in but one instance, that since the 
ascendency of the Democratic party to power in Missouri not one man 
has been elected governor of that State who was not a thorough Union 
man during the war. Is not this a complete refutation of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa that any spirit of unfriendliness or 
hostility existed in the Democratic party of Missouri against men who 
were loyal to the Union during the war or who served in the Army of 
the Union, and does it not demonstrate that ex-Union soldiers can be 
and are elected to high official positions in that State? 

But, sir, what do the records of this House show in refutation of the 
gentleman’s statements? The record, sir, shows more ex-Union sol- 
diers sent by the Democratic party to represent the State in this House 
than ex-Confederate soldiers. When the gentleman from Iowa asserts 
that no ex-Union soldier could be elected to high office in Missouri 
does he mean to assert that the position of Representative of the people 
on this floor is not a high position or does he mean to say that Erastus 
Wells, James O. Broadhead, James N. Burnes, Charles H. Morgan, R. 
A. De Bolt, James R. Waddill, R. W. Fyan, John F. Philips, John 
M. Glover, sr., Thomas T, Crittenden, Abraham Comingo, and Gen. 
James Shields were not each and every of them brave and gallant sol- 
diers of the Union Army? 

Why, sir, let me say to gentlemen that I do not know of an ex- 
Confederate soldier—not an outspoken Republican—in the district I 
have the honor to represent who has not given me his hearty support 
in the two campaigns in which I have been a candidate for this high 
place; and there is not a man, woman, or child in the district, with 


few exceptions, that has not known that I was a soldier in the Union 
Army during nearly the whole period of the war. Of all the soldiers 
sent by the Democracy of Missouri to represent the State in this House 
since the war there have been two ex-Union to the one ex-Confederate 
in the list. The only ex-Confederate in this House from Missouri is 
our honored colleague, Colonel Harcu. There were two Democratic 
ex-Union soldiers elected at the last election. 

How many soldiers has the State of Iowa sent to represent her in 
this House? Is there a majority of the delegation from that State? 
How many from the State of Michigan, represented by the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs? The first soldier sent to the 
Halls of Congress from the State of Michigan after the war was a Dem- 
ocratic Union soldier, General Williams, of Detroit. For years after 
the close of the war not a soldier was clected governor or sent to the 
floor of this House from that State. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman want to know how many 
Union soldiers represent the State here at the present time ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Isaid you had themat the presont time, but that 
for years after the war no soldier was elected to represent that State. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Zighth, and 
Ninth Congressional districts of Michigan are all represented here by 
Union soldiers. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I did not ask about the present time. 
publican majority in your State has disappeared. The ex-soldiers hold 
the balance of power. The Republican managers realize that fact, 
hence the present soldier representation. I want to say to members 
that when gentlemen talk here about a feeling of hostility to Union 
soldiers in Democratic States the records of their own States and their 
own party do not show any great degree of friendship for or desire to 
elevate to office the deserving soldiers who are members of their own 

arty. E 

When the Republican party with an overwhelming majority in a 
State filled with soldiers lets nearly a half score of years elapse attert 
the war before they would permit a single ex-Union soldier to come 
here asa Representative of the State—— 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman permit me to correct him? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman’s statement that General Williams 
was the first Union soldier sent to this House after the war from the 
State of Michigan is an entire mistake. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Who came earlier? 

Mr. BREWER. I can name one who was before him who sits here 
to-day. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Who? 

Mr. BREWER. Junius ©. BURROWS. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Was he sent here earlier than General Williams? 

Mr. BREWER. Certainly, and there were others. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, You will spoil tho gentleman's speschif you un- 
dertake to interject facts that way. {Laughter.] z 

Mr. TARSNEY. I may have been in error in stating that General 
Williams was the first soldier sent here from the State. I spoke from 
memory of years, but the statement of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BREWER] sustains my general position, because it shows that 
Union soldiers as Representatives from that State were scarce, and I 
miy well be excused for a slight error in regard to the order of their 
coming. ; 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman permit me to say that before 
I had the honor of aseat in this House, General Stoughton, a one- 
legged Union soldier, represented the district for two terms? 

Mr. TARSNEY. How long after the war? 

Mr. BURROWS. In the Forty-first and Forty-second Congresses, 

i Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me for a correc- 
tion? » 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman intimates that Iowa has not 
sent its Union soldiers here as representatives. I will say to the gen- 
tlemanthat the entire Iowa delegation, except three, are Union soldiers, 
and one of the three is on that side of the House, 

Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. Chairman, let gentlemen go further if they 
will; let them take the whole list of States, and I challenge them to 
show how many States of the North, how many States where the Re- 
publican party has been in power, have sent more Union soldiers to the 
Halls of Congress in proportion to the representation of the States than 
the Democratic State of Missouri has. 

How many Union soldiers has the State of Maine sent to this House? 
How many soldiers has the Republican party of Massachusetts sent 
here? Ithasten Representatives herenow, but three of whom were sol- 
diers. The soldier was all right to do the fighting; he is all right for 
politicians to talk about other people’s want of friendship for him, but 
there are other patriots in the Republican party to hold the offices, 
The men who could not find a recruiting office during the war were, 
during that period, studying the science of operating political machin- 
ery and learned how to obtain and hold official positions in advance of 
the soldier they protested so much about rewarding and honoring. 

Mr. Chairman, hereafter when any gentleman rises upon this floor 
to charge a State or its people with disloyalty, with proscription of or 
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lack of friendliness for the defenders of the nation, I trust he will take 
care that his assertions do not falsify the facts of history, and that such 
charges will not be made unless there be at least some color or founda- 
tion therefor. 

There is no State in this Union where there is less of sectional feel- 
ing than in Missouri, There is no State wherein the participants on 
both sides of that unfortunate sectional war have, since its conclusion, 
intermingled, in which there is less desire to perpetuate bitter memo- 
ries arising therefrom. 

The gentleman from Iowa would not increase his popularity by re- 
peating his assertions of this day before any Republican audience in 
tho State of Missouri. No man in Missouri is asked when a candidate 
for office what were his convictions regarding the great questions upon 
which tho people divided a quarter of a century ago; each recognizes 
the honesty and the courageof the other in adhering to his convictions 
until those questions were settled. 

The war and its memories are no longer potent factors in the politics 
of Missouri. Herpeople have forgotten the issues of the war and care 
not what was the participation ofany of hercitizenstherein. Shewel- 
comes them from every sectionand fromevery clime. Her people dwell 
not in the dead and buried past. They are living in the present and 
are thinkingand acting only forthe presentand the future. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] She invites the people and the wealth of 
other sections to come within her borders to aid in the development 
ofher marvelous resources, and so long as the Democratic party shall 
be intrusted with her political destiny so long will that wealth find 
pone of protection and those people equality of rights under her 

Ws. 

I simply, and in justice, ask that hereafter when gentlemen desire to 
open the grave of the dead and buried past to drag forth its lifeless ten- 
ant, either for unseemly invective or for still less seem]y panegyric, 
they will not confound that dead past with the living present, and that 
they will select some people or some State to stigmatize as disloyal to 
the flag and Government of this Union other than the noble, patriotic 
people and grand Commonwealth that I have the honor to speak for on 
the floor of this House to-day. [Applause on the Democratie side. ] 

Though it be true that in the dark days of the past, when madness 
ruled the hour, when ignorance, prejudice, and passion held sway in 
men’s minds and hearts throughout the whole land, many of her citi- 
zens, moved and actuated by the purest, the highest, and the most 
holy sentiments that find coinage in the heart of man, but which sen- 
timents misdirected oft blind the intelligence and make wrong seem 
right, not foreseeing or believing thatsuccess would be more disastrous 
than the evils of which they complained, forgot their duty to their 
country and to themselves, renounced their allegiance to their Govern- 
ment, and allied themselves with those who sought a dissolution of the 
Union. Yethe who would revive the memories of those daysand who 
would charge that even now the people of that great State, actuated 
by the prejudices of the past, would proscribe or deny equality of po- 
litical privilege'to those who remained loyal and faithful to the Union, 
should not overlook this important fact, that the latter do now consti- 
tute, and always have constituted, a large majority of the people of the 
State. Norshould he forget this fact of history, that that State sent 
more soldiers into the ranks of the Army of the Union to save the life 
of tho nation than did the State thatho himselfrepresents. [Applause 
on the Democratic sido. ] 

Tho gentleman ought not to falsify the facts of history and stigma- 
tize the people of a State as disloyal to the Union when he does know 
orshould know that in the hour of the country’s greatest danger, when 
the life of the nation was at stake, that State sent into the field in de- 
fense of the flag and the intogrity of the Union more than 110,000 of 
her braye citizen soldiery. ee on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, disloyalty to this Union can not be found inscribed 
upon the banner of the State of Missouri, nor upon the banner of any 
political organization within that State, nor yet upon the heart of any 
citizen of theState. _Proscription or enmity on account of the dead past 
finds no home or abiding place in the heartsof her people. Proscrip- 
tion and the hatreds engendered in war were the weapons and the life 
of the Republican party, and died when the death knell of the Repub- 
lican party was rung in that State. 

It was the Republican party that in Missouri, from 1866 to 1870, 
in order to perpetuate its power silenced the voiceof the advocate, for- 
bade the physician to heal the sick, imprisoned embassadors of God 
for proclaiming his gospel of peace on earth among men, and disfran- 
chised the intelligenceof the State, not alone because of guilty partici- 
pation in rebellion, but because the advocate, the physician, the minister, 
and the citizen would not subscribe to a prescribed oath and falsely 
swear they were not men, but brutish beasts, swear that they had torn 
from their hearts the love, the sympathies and the natural affections 
planted by omnipotent love in the hearts of man. 

Tt was the Republican party that during that period took away the 
tights of citizenship to punish men for obedience to the divine in- 
junction to feed the hungry, clothe the naked, and give drink to the 
thirsty. It is alone upon the pages of the history of the Republican 
party in Missouri that evidences of proscription or sectional hatreds 
can befound. It isalone within that organization thatthey are taught 
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or perpetuated, but thank God such teachings find but little favor at 
this day, even in the ranks of the Republican party in Missouri, and 
sir, I confidently declare my belief that the utterances of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to-day will grate harshly upon the ear of many of his 
political friends in that State. 

Mr, Chairman, in 1870 a grand and noble army of patriotic Repub- 
licans in Missouri, tired of living upon the memories of the war, always 
patriotic defenders of the Union, rejoicing in a restored Union, desir- 
ing that that restored Union should be cemented, not by hatred and 
force but by wise laws and willing obedience thereto, to be obtained 
and assured only by the confidence, respect, and affection of all tho 
people one for anothor, unwilling to submit that the State they loved 
should be robbed and plundered, and a great element of its citizen- 
ship deprived of their constitutional rights as citizens; under the leader- 
ship of patriots like Blair and Schurz and Brown, uniting with the 
unproseribed and undisfranchised element of the Democratic party, 
Jed by Phelps, Hall, Broadhead, Glover, Philipps, Crittenden, Wood- 
son, Hardin, anda host of others, whose names were synonyms for loy- 
alty and patriotism, grasped the control of the State from the hands of 
the radical proscriptive wing of the Republican party, and then the 
waves of sectional hatred were turned back. Proscription ceased; con- 
stitutional rights of citizenship were restored to the disfranchised; the 
bitter memories, the hatreds, and the prejudices of the war were ban- 
ished from the circles of the family, from neighborhoods, from com- 
munitiesand fromtheState. Then all her citizens, putting the past be- 
hind them, reunited by mutual confidence, respect, and purpose, allied 
themselves into one grand army of conquest and marching shoulder to 
shoulder, heart to heart, and hand in hand they have conquered. 

Under the benign influences and patriotic guidance of the Democratic 
party they haye conquered all sectional animosities and hatreds, con- 
quered all bitterness in remembering the past, conquered and cap- 
tivated the respect and affections of all her people for the people of 
every other section of our common country, and thereby obtained a 
greater conquest, a conquest over the elements and forces of nature 
that has resulted in the grandest and most marvelous material develop- 
ment that marks the growth and upbuilding of any commonwealth in 
the history of the ages of man. 

The men who in 1870, by the death of the Republican party in Mis- 
souri, had the shackles of disfranchisement stricken from their citizen- 
ship, know how to appreciate political freedom as well as political pro- 
scription. ‘They appreciate the blessing of being freemen and citizens 
of this grand Republic; equals with all others as participants in the 
blessings of that protection to life, liberty, and the pursuit of their 
happiness guarantied by its matchless Constitution. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] They have no hopes, no prayers, concerning 
the Government of this Union save hopes and prayers for its honor, its 
glory, and its perpetuity. The people of Missouri are intelligent, en- 
lightened, and moral. They are harmonious; they are prosperous, Hoe 
who seeks for political discontent, for dissatisfaction with the Govern- 
ment, for a desire for its overthrow, or for hatred of those who con- 
tributed to preserve its life, if he would find that for which he seeks‘ 
must look therefor without her borders. Jer people are loyal, all 
loyal to the flag and Constitution of this Union. Loyal they are and 
loyal forever they will remain. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the committee now rise for the pur- 
pose of limiting debate, 

Mr. BLAND. Thope that willnotbe done. Several gentlemen de- 
sire to discuss this bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Isimply want to say to the committee that at 
2 o'clock we must rise anyhow, as a special order for eulogics on the 
late Mr. Walker, of Missouri, begins, 

Mr. BLAND. Weareawareof that; but the gentleman can not hope 
to pes a bill of this magnitude with the short debate which has been 
allowed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the debate were only confined to the bill it 
would be entirely different. | 

I move that the committce rise, 

‘The question was taken; and the Chairman decided that the noes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I will not call for a division, but yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that this 
talk about Missouri was not brought on by anyremarkImade. Iwas 
speaking about the Southern States. I said that Missouri had a large 
proportion of Union menin the Army, and it also got credit for a large 

rtion of the loyal men from Illinoisand Iowa who joined the Army 
in Missouri. I know of hundreds who went and enlisted in Missouri 
regiments. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why did they do that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Because they could not get in from Illinois 
and Iowa, our quota being full. 

Now, I do not want tosay that there are not loyal men and that they 
have not had some consideration in Missouri. to the Germans 
of St, Louis, Missouri staid in the Union; but I wish to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen to the fact that the two men, one of whom was a 
soldier, Carl Schurz, and B. Gratz Brown, who led the movement in 
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Missouri for the enfranchisement of the disfranchised Confederates, have 
since that time been rewarded by being sent to the varying fortunes of 
private life—— 

Mr, HEARD. Will the gentleman yield fora moment? ~« 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not yield 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to correct the gentleman’s history. 

. KERR, of Iowa. I decline to yield. 

Mr. Schurz is now in New York. He was a Senator from Missouri 
until that movement was inaugurated. In placé of these two men in 
the Senate of the United States there are to-day two distinguished ex- 
Confederates, Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. VEST, and one of them served 
in the Confederate congress. Itis simple justice to Missouri to state 
this fact. 

Mr. HEARD. You ought toallow another fact to be stated as a 
matter of correctionan—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have but a few moments. 

Mr. AEARD. Well, the correction will get in some way. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, in respect to the statement of the gèn- 
tleman from Kansas City, let me say thata very great body of the men 
now residing in Kansas City are from the North. The gentleman speaks 
of them as beingfromtheSouth. Butthe immigration to Kansas City 
is largely from the North, a city represented in the last Congress by 
a Union soldier, one of the best, one of our most honored colleagues, 
Mr. Warner, and the population of that city is largely Union soldiers, 
the very best of them, So the gentleman should not take any great 
amount of credit'to these men for sending him here, because he was 
preceded by a Union soldier, 

The denial of personal rights for all citizens is not attributed to Mis- 
gouri, and it would bestrange if it would after the concessions that have 
been made to ex-Confederates by the great Republican leaders, In the 
name of the principles of the Declaration of Independence and the right 
of self-government I wish to say to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
TARSNEY ] that Iowa nearly ever since the close of the war has had a 
majority and a large majority of Union soldiers in Congress, and I 
might say they have been fully appreciated in both State and local of- 
ices, and in the present Congress eight of the ten Republican Repre- 
sentatives were in the Union Army. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 63, noes 56. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, and Mr, CUTCHEON were appointed tel- 
lers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 
50, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
army appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived I will 
not submit the motion I intended to make to limit debate on this bill, 
THE LATE HON. JAMES P, WALKER, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday; January 10, beginning at 2 p, m., bo sot aside for 

ying tribute to the memory of Hon. James P. Walker, late a member of the 
rouse of Representatives from the Fourteenth Congressional district of Mis- 
souri, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, by a prior order of the House this 
hour has been set apart that the friends of the late Hon. James P. 
Walker may pay suitable tributes to his memory. He was my friend 
in all that the term ingenuonsly implies. As a Representative he was 
frank, patriotic, and fearless; assincere, devoted, and zealousin the peo- 
ple’s interest as in his private walk and personal character he was 
stainless and without reproach. 

In behalf of the Missouri delegation on this floor I submit the reso- 
lutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatthe House has heard with sincere regret of tho death of Hon. 
James P. Walker, late a Representative from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended inorder that the 
faithful public services as well as the personal virtues and worth of the do- 
ceased may be fittingly commemorated. 

Resolved, That as an additional tribute of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Houseshall, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, stand 


ar That the Clerk communicate these resolutionsto the Senate. 

Mr. WHITELAW. Mr. Speaker, the House is again called upon to 
suspend its ordinary proceedings that it may in a proper manner mark 
its respect for one of its former members whose death it laments; to 
testify to his private worth and public virtues and give expression to 
its sorrow. Once more the members from Missouri have been called 
upon to mourn the loss of one of their colleagues. At 2 o'clock, Sat- 
urday, July 19, 1890, the spirit of Hon. James Peter Walker took its 
flight to its eternal home. In the few remarks that I shall make I 
purpose only to give a brief outline ofhis life and character. 


He was born in Lauderdale County, Tennessee, on March 14, 1851, 
and hence at the time of his death was in his fortieth year. When a 
boy he attended the neighboring schools and obtained a fair common- 
school education, to which he afterwards added a large store of special 
and general knowledge by an intelligent application to books and busi- 
ness, It may properly be said of him that by his own indomitable 
pluck and energy he transformed himself from a poor plowboy in 
the cornfield, from a hewer of wood and drawer of water, to the high- 
est political position within tho gift of his people. 
At the age of fourteen he secured a position in a country store in Ten- 
nessee, where by hard labor and rigid economy he earned a living for 
himself and assisted in supporting a widowed mother and young sis- 
ters. In 1867 he left Tennessee and moved to Missouri, taking his 
mother and family with him, and settled near Kennett, in Dunklin 
County, where he lived forseveral years. He cleared land and worked 
in the fields the first year after moving to Missouri; but, seeing that 
there was a good opening for a general store at Kennettand having the 
assistance of his former employer in Tennessee, he established himself 
in business at Kennett before he had attained the age of eighteen. 
From this small beginning Mr. Walker in the course of a few years 
gradually advanced in his business until he became a large dealer in 
grain, in which he was interested at the time of his death. Whatever 
fondness he possessed for politics was not of a selfish nature; the cam- 
paign of his friend was in every sense his own; the same anxiety and 
energy, the same devotion to duty and ambition for success character- 
ized his efforts as though he were a candidate himself. 
To this possibly as much as any other trait of our deceased friend’s 
character was due his remarkableadvancement. In 1888 he waselected 
a member of the State Democratic committee, In 1880 he was elected 
a delegate to the Cincinnati convention, In 1884 Mr. Walker became 
a candidate for Congress and was defeated for the nomination by Hon. 
William Dawson after two conventions had been held and hundreds 
of ballots taken. In 1886 he again became a candidate, received the 
nomination, and was elected at the polls by an overwhelming majority. 
In 1888 he was honored by the people of his district by being re- 
nominated without opposition and re-elected by an increased jor- 
ity. To his record while here I need not refer because thatis familiar 
to you. Itis exceedingly gratifying to know that nothing but words 
of praise and commendation come from the lips of his colleagues upon 
this floor and the employés of this body, In politics he was always 
a Democrat, knew no higher law than the Constitution of his country, 
was ambitious ofno distinction except that incident to a faithful dis- 
charge of a representative trust. His devotion to duty was so absolute 
and unquestioning, his abnegation of selfso utter and complete, that 
they overshadowed that prudence which ordinarily prompts us to re- 
gard personal comfort and personal safety as superior to other consid- 
erations. 
Enervyated by the excessive heat and exhansted by the unusually ardu- 
ous labors of the first session of this Congress, he went home to look 
after his campaign, when he was suddenly seized by the messenger of 
death, A loving wife and kind friends did all in their power to make 
him live, but to no purpose. No better eulogy could be passed upon 
him than the resolutions of respect adopted by the citizens of his own 
city, in which it was said: 
The life of James P. Walker is a fit commentary on our Government and its 
ssibilities in developing men. And in the purity of his character, in de- 
ermination of purpose, in his fidelity to every duty, every trust, every friend, 
his example is commended to the youth of our land. Without the allurements 
of wealth or the training of the college, without friends in high places to lift 
him up, he rose by the strength of his own manhood, the ene of his own 
urpose, and the moral rectitude of his own life to the highest itical honors. 
Ewie called to represent his people in the Halls of Congress fis was still one 
oe ise people, loved and honored by them and over faithful tothe trust reposed 
In his account of the life of Buddha, Edwin Arnold relates a touching 
incident of a woman who came to her Lord bearing her dead child in her 
arms and praying that he might reinstate the spark of life that had fled 
from the little one. With the gentleness that was characteristic of him, 
Buddha taught the suppliant a consolation that was almost Christlike. 
He told her that ifshe would find him a house in which black mustard 
seed was to befound and which had never been visited by the dread sum- 
mons of death, he would restore her child to life. Full of the hope that 
springs only in the breast of a bereaved mother, she traveled the land far 
and wide and returned at last to him who sent her with the sad report 
that of houses with mustard seed she had found many, but none to 
which death had not come. 
The funeral of James P. Walker was one of the most imposing and 
wonderful demonstrations of public respect and popular affection ever 
witnessed in Southeast Missouri. The old and young in the highest 
and lowest walks of life, some from far distances and at great personal 
inconvenience, attended to pay the last tribute of respect to their dead 
friend and statesman. They acted and seemed to feel as though they 
had lost a brother, son, or father. Strong men and women when they 
marched around the bier of James P, Walker to takea last look at him 
in whom they bad placed so much trust and confidence, and who in 
turn had honored them by his loyalty to their interest, shed tears of 
grief and uttered lamentations of sorrow. Thus lived and died one of 
God’s noblemen. Let him rest in peace. 
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Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with the departed 
friend whose memory we honor to-day began in the early days of the 
last Congress. That acquaintance ripened into friendship in this Con- 
gress through association with him in the closer official relation which 
followed as members of the Committeeon Commerce, Asin the House, 
so he was in our committee. He gave prompt, intelligent, ond faith- 
ful service, always manifesting an earnest desire to perform his full 
share of the arduous duties with which he was charged. 

I was impressed with the belief that his participation in the duties 
of public life was inspired with a fall realization of the high respon- 
sibility resting upon him. He was honest and capable, fearless and 
independent, and personally controlled by a warm and friendly spirit. 
He inspired faith in mankind and commanded the confidence of all. 
His sincerity won my esteem not only for him asa man, but a firm 
belief that he was eminently worthy of the high frust confided to him 
by the suffrage of his constituency. Hence, when hecame to bid me 
pood bye just as hedeparted fora visit to hisdistrict, I could but wish 

‘or him a continuance of the honors he had so worthily worn. Little 
did we realize that a last good bye on this side of the river had been 
spoken as he left. Truly, 

Life treads on life and heart on heart; 


We press tooclose in church and mart 
To Keep a dream or grave apart. 


In a few weeks, Mr. Speaker, the pleasant associations experienced 
during the past six years of my own Congressional life will terminate, 
but time can never terminate the friendships formed, while the mem- 
ory of those of our colleagues whom God hath called from labor to 
eternal rest will ever be cherished, 

It is proper that we should pay honor in this way to the memory 
of our deceased friend and associate. May we not in so doing afford 
consolation toanafilicted household and at the same time give new lus- 
ter to those graces, Faith, Hope, and Charity, which are the divine char- 
acteristics of every manly heart? 

We should be reminded that we are rapidly pressing on toward the 
same dark river over which our friend has ed. A few years, or 
months, or weeks, or days, God only knows when the summons may 
come to you orto me. Then let us so live that we may say with 
trusting, abiding faith: í 

God holds the key of all unknown, 
And Tam glad. 

If other hands should hold the key, 

Or if He trusted it to me, 
I might be sad. 

What if to-morrow’s cares were here 
Without its rest? 

Better that He unlock the day, 


And as the doors swing open sa: 
“My will is best, a 


Iam sure that no undue praise can be spoken of Mr. Walker. 
merits all that has been or that may be said of him. 

It is appropriate, Mr. Speaker, that we pay these tributes to his 
worth and accord honor to his memory by these memorial exercises. 

It is with sadness, and yet sincerity, that I join in these ceremonies 
to-day. I heartily indorse whatever may be spoken by those who 
knew him best, The pending resolutions fitly express the sentiments 
of my heart. 


He 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is a sad duty that we assemble to 
perform to-day. James P. Walker hastaken that road which all must 
take and has reached that goal thatall mustreach. This life may be 
summed up: A breath, a smile, a tear, a death, 

Born in 1851, he saw the Southland, of which he was a son, in as 
great prosperity as it or probably any other country of the world had 
ever attained. Living through the troubled and unfortunate period 
of the war, he saw that same land in sorrow, in tears, and in adver- 
sity. 

He was of that generation of young men who looked around them 
at the close of 1865 and beheld themselves a part of eleven millions 
of men, women, and children so destitute that the combined wealth of 
seven millions of them would not have paid for one night’s lodging 
in the humblest hotel. Yet he could boast before he died that he was 
also of the generation that had faced adversity, that had defied mis- 
fortune, and had rehabilitated the land that they had seen almost in 
ruin. 

When cast upon the world he had responsibilities that God gave him 
the manhood to meet. He had a dependent mother and an affection- 
ate sister who relied alone on his strongarmforsupport. He believed 
that in the whole history of mankind there had never been any except 
three forms of government. One, wherein the man permitted or re- 
quired the woman to support herself and him, known as the savage 
state; another, wherein the man had required the woman to support 
herself; the last, the highest, the most glorious type of government, 
wherein the man supported not only himself, but every woman whom 
Saba had placed an obligation on him to assist, whether mother or 

e. 


He met these responsibilities like a man. At early date he left the 
State of Tennessee and pitched his tent in a far-off land. We risked 


winning his way among strangers. He believed from the beginning 
that man’s noblest work was not in the accumulation of money; that 
the greatest honor was not to be attained simply by the acquisition of 
wealth. * So believing, he preferred rather to be potent with the men 
of his day than with the money of his time. 

How well he succeeded a sentin this Hall when he was only in mid- 
dle life tells—in this Hall, which it is an honor for any man in the 
world toreach at any period of his life. Here hedeveloped those char- 
acteristics which showed that the trust of his people was well bestowed. 
He hadall of the gentleness which made him dear to the hearts of those 
who served with him. He had coupled with this all of the strength 
and sternness to move him to the discharge of duty, however much it 
went against his own inclination in particular cases, 

But be it said also to his credit that he did not, either at home or 
here, confine himself alone to what should inure to his good in this life. 
He was a Christian. He was one of those who believe that this smile 
and this tear, of which I spoke in the beginning, are not man’s ulti- 
mate and only destination. He could not believe that his end was to 
be the same as that of the unthinking ox that plods its way over the 
clod. Itis not inappropriate on this occasion to comment briefly on 
how well his faith was founded. 

Concerning the future state, it is trne that we know little and can 
know little. Butit may be said concerning it that almost every hu- 
man being in the world aspires for something beyond this life. Al 
nations of the world have believed that thereis something beyond this 
life, Isitpossiblethat that Godwho created us implanted in usan aspira- 
tion and a longing thatis universal and yet can never be gratified? If 
so, it is the only instance where Nature has made the aspiration and 
the longing and not made possible its gratification. 

But again we have something in us that distinguishes us from other 
animals. We have the power to laugh, to cry, to think, that power 
that we call the spirit. The spirit is either material or immaterial; 
all will admit this. If it is immaterial, the doctrine of the theolo- 
gians is true, and it may live outside of the body and independently 
ofit—may therefore be immortal. If, on the other hand, itis material, 
the doctrine of the philosopher—in which all philosophers agree—that* 
nothing material can be destroyed, takes hold of it, and it is inde- 
structible, immortal. Soin any event you have the immortality of 
that which we call the spirit, whether it is material or immaterial. 

The yery analogies of things in nature that are around us go far to 
show, and in my mind are suflicient to prove, that the faith of this our 
dead friend was not ill founded and that aresurrection of man is prob- 
able. May I comment upon this very briefly? 

We will go first to the hive of the honeybee that now, in this cli- 
mate, presents nothing but the appearance of death. [Every individual 
member of that hive is to-day seemingly dead. In the spring and in 
the summer its life is only forty days. It flits its life away in that 
brief period. Yet when the chilling frost comes there is somewhere 
in the universe a power which takes hold of the honeybee, stops ani- 
mation and prolongs its life for six months during the winter, and 
in the spring time sends it forth on a vigorous wing and with a new 
hum. Is it possible that the power which resurrects the honeybee 
can not resurrect man? 

Again, from the days of ancient Egypt and even back beyond Egypt, 
as far as history and tradition go, one kind of insect has made its ap- 
pearance upon earth regularly every seventeen years; thatinsectis the 
locust. It comes, enjoys its humble and brief existence, after which 
it departs. But at the end of seventeen years, as regularly as the 
clock strikes at the return of the noon hour, it comes back to cing 
again the weird song thatits ancestors have sung periodically for thou- 
sandsof years. Is it probable, ay, is it possible, that there isa God 
who watches over the hole that that insect has made in the ground for 
seventeen years and resurrects it, but will not care for man and resur- 
rect him? 

But these are notall. The most despised of all creeping things is 
the serpent. Cursed by God, despised by man, it draws its loathed 
form and ignoble existence out prone upon the ground. Yet when the 
winter time comes even that despised reptile is cared for. It has a 
suspended animation. During the whole winter it is said that it ma: 
be taken up and broken without feeling the wound that is inflicted. 
But in the springtime, when the gentle showers come, with the genial 
sunshine upon the earth, there is somewhere in nature an omnipotence 
so omniscient that even the snake’s den goes not unobserved and un- 
guarded. Byit even the serpent is revived. 

We are told in Holy Writ that the sparrow’s fall is noted. With 
what exultant pride ought we to rejoice, inasmuch as we are superior 
to all these and hence may exult in the joyous hope of a final resur- 
rection. Is it possible that this is the last of our dear friend in the 
whole universe? I do not believe it. I do not want to believe it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have wandered further into that line of thought 
than I had intended. 

Mr. Walker was another illustration of American energy and Ameri- 
can genius, that attempts too much in too little time. His super- 
abundance of energy caused his death. 

The beantiful tribute which England’s marvelous poet paid Kirko 
White may properly be applied to him and to his fall, when we re- 
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member that it was the result of overexertion on his part. You recol- 
lect that tribute is in these words: 

So the struck Je, stretched upon the plain, 

No more through rolling clouds to soar again, 

Viewed his own feather on tho fatal dart, 

And winged the shaft that quivered in his heart; 

Keen were his pangs, but keener far to feel, 

He nursed the pinion that impelled the steel; 

While the same plumage that had warmed his nest 

Drank the last life-drop of his bleeding breast. 

I know that I voice, Mr. Speaker, the feeling of everyone here who 
knew this deserving and able public servant when I say that from this 
Hall there goes out to-day, beyond the Alleghanies, beyond the Father 
of Waters, to his former home a sympathetic tear for the poor wife, 
who God has decreed shall ‘‘ tread the wine press alone.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, a legislative body 
having in charge the interests of sixty millions of people must ever be 
ressed for time. At the best, but a tithe of the measures prepared can 
e considered at all, and too often that consideration mustbe hasty and 
imperfect. We sometimes feel as though we could not stop and give 
to those who fall by the way even the tributeof the remainder ofsome 
legislative day. 

But, looking simply at ourselves, are not we and our work the gain- 
ers by it? Do wenot, as we lay aside the pressing cares the positions 
we hold lay upon us, and gather together, animated by that sympathy 
which, at the open grave, makes the whole world kin, to pay the last 
tribute of respect to one of our number, learn better the lesson that 
after all, from whatever section we may come, however differently we 
may view our duty, or however widely separate our actions may be, 
we are yet citizens of one commoh country, members of one common 
community, pilgrims towards one common goal? 

We remember at all times our responsibility to our constituents, 
This is ever present with us. Each legislative act calls it to mind; 
but do we always remember our responsibility to the One who orders 
thenffairs of nations and Who would haye us in each act we do re- 
member truth and righteousness? At the last we must account to 
Him. It fits us better for our duties to pause at times in our work 
and in the presence of death reflect upon these thin We are un- 
thinking beings, indeed, if we can look upon the face of a dead brother 
and not reflect upon our final accountability. May these memorial ex- 
ercises aid each of us in being better men, better legislators, better pa- 
triots. 

Among the earliest acquaintances which I made in an earlier Con- 
gress was our departed friend. I soon came to know him well, and as 
the years passed on and we were returned to our seats in the House 
time and again, the acquaintance ripened into friendship. Duringthe 
last session we occupied residences in this city near to each other, and 
often met socially outside these walls, One of these meetings—and I 
shallalways remember it well as the last we had—was in the hot, weary 
months of last summer, immediately preceding his departure to his 
district to engage in that contest for renomination which death so sud- 
denly finished. 

He was in the prime of life and apparently in the full vigor of yet 
early manhood, and when the message came that, in a day as it were, 
that vigor had departed, that life had gone out, it did not seem possi- 
ble for the news to be true. Of the character of Mr. Walker others 
have spoken; of his trials and triumphs his colleagues will bear wit- 
ness. In the few words I shall utter I will only refer to those quali- 
ties which he exhibited to those who, like myself, knew him from 
contact with him in the discharge of daily duty. 

He was aman of quietdemeanor, Amid exciting scenes heremained 
calm and collected. He did not often “speak in the House, but when 
he did it was to the point and with words fitly chosen, He sought to 
convince by argument, not to anger with invective. He gave the im- 
pression of reserve force. He did not seem to exhaust himself, but in 
some way his hearers felt that if the occasion had demanded greater 
effort he could have risen to it. 

In all his intercourse with his fellow members he had the quiet, un- 
assuming manner which marks the true gentleman. As a member of 
the House he was faithful. He was to be found in his seat and his 
vote was rarely missing. = 

His work as a Representative is ended. In the midst of its cares he 
fell suddenly, and the cares that weary and the work that kills are 
his no more, 

Kind hands at his own home haye laid away, in their eternal rest, 
his mortal remains. Kind hearts there have borne eloquent tribute to 
his worth and manliness, It only remains for us; by the adoption of 
the pending resolution, to pay our honest tribute to his memory, 

Whatever fate may have in store for each one of us, whether it be to 
attain to what the world would call places of higher distinction or to 
retire to the more obscure, but equally as honorable, position of the 
private American citizen, we may well wish that when He who sooner 
or later comes to all shall claim us as his own, we may leave behind 
us among our friends and associates a sorrow as universal, as deeply 
sincere as his associates in this House here and now feel because of the 
absence from their ranks of Hon. James P. Walker. 


Mr. FRANK. Mr, Speaker, the tributes paid to-day to the memory 
of Mr. Walker by the gentlemen who have preceded me comprehend 
ze much that I had intended saying that I can only add å few observa- 

ons, 

My first meeting with Mr. Walker was during the first session of 
the Fiftieth Congress, and as I recall it in the light of my panse do e 
well-established acquaintance with him as a ĉolleaguein my State del- 
egation, I see most clearly those traits of his character which distin- 
eye him. My ap ce here at that time was-as a contestant 
for theseatoccupied by his Democratic colleague, Hon. John M. Glover. 
Inexperienced in legislative work, unfamiliar with procedure in con- 
tested-election cases, and new in this Chamber though he was, he ex- 
tended to me the right hand of fellowship, cordially inviting me toa 
seat near at hand, and tendered me the benefitof his personal acqnaint- 
ance with members on the floor. 

Coming from a source like this, when other avenues of information 
from different sources ought to have been rene to me, I could not 
help but be impressed with the sincerity of his disposition, the broad- 
ness of his mind, and the fairness of his character. I learned to know 
him well during that Congress and this, and the impression made upon 
me at this first meeting was strengthened every day of my intercourse 
with him. 

The Fourteenth Congressional district of Missouri is a very difficult 
one to represent with satisfaction or credit. Stretching along the west 
bank of the great Mississippi for a distance of over 200 miles to the 
Arkansas line, it runs westwardly through a sparsely settled country 
to a distance of two-thirds the width of the State of Missouri, an area 
covered with rich farms producing the cereals and fruit as well as cot- 
ton. ‘The population is well sprinkled with colored people and many 
surviving veterans of the war. 

Seventeen large counties with diversified interests demand represen- 
tation through their Congressman in this House. Intricate questions 
affecting the title to land and Spanish grants; questions affecting the 
river front andits levees; claims for pension and private bills for relief 
are confided to his care. Not alone during the session of Congress, but 
throughout the Congressional term, did these matters receive the un- 
flagging, patient, and constant attention of Mr. Walker. 

The toil and burden of a political canvass for nomination and elec- 
tion from this large area can scarcely be estimated, having a voting 
population scattered throughout its length and breadth of nearly 40,- 
000. With thesame careful consideration which he bestowed upon his 
work here, so well known to his colleagues, he aimed to reach his 
constituents and come in actual touch with them. 

The fact so frequently chronicled in the memorial of a deceased pub- 
lic man, of college life and education, success and distinction at the 
bar and on the bench, must be omitted in the memorial of our departed 
friend. Without the advantages of education, without the benefits of 
social station, amid the competition and contest for place, he rose from 
the ranks to the highest position in the gift of his people, 

He despised all resort to unworthy arts and never stooped to them. 
His public services are not easily computed. He gave his constituents 
his undivided time and sought their approval by the quiet and con- 
scientious performance of his duties. 

Missouri has good cause to feel proud of her representation in the 
national Legislative Halls since her participation in national legisla- 
tion. The welfare of every State depends upon proper selection of her 
representatives. I believe I do no injustice to any State when I claim 
for my own that she has had the services from the beginning of her 
sovereignty of as eminent men as this Hall has ever contained. They 
have not only come from the higher walks of life, from the pulpit and 
bar and from other learned professions, but they have come equally 
well fitted for their work from the counting room and from the farm, 
as did Mr. Walker. 

I have just received a letter from Mr. Moses Whybark, who was 
a candidate against Mr. Walker in his last election and who lives 
ina part of the district quite remote from Mr, Walker's home, and 
it gives me great pleasure in quoting from it his tribute to the de- 
ceased; 


The early life of Mr. Walker was spent on a farm and as clerk ina store. 
Afterwards he becamea merchant. In these pursuits he learned the people, a 
knowledge valuable to a man of his ability. c 

In his political contests he had but little to hope for from the politicians; 
hence his appeals were always made direct to the people, who were always de- 
yoted to him and stood by him. 

His private life was without blemish, and at the time of his death he euicved 
the confidence and respect of all classes in his district, and his nearest neigh- 
bors were his closest friends. 

His political career in this State, in my opinion, had just begun, and, had he 
lived; fn the course of a few years he would have taken a position in the front 
rank of his party in this State. 


The Fourteenth Congressional district of the State of Missouri, as 
well as the State, can weil feel proud of the services, the name, and 
the memory of our departed colleague. 

James P. Walker was a good, God-fearing man. Unobtrusive and 
unostentatious, he won his way to the front and gained public confi- 
dence by the simplicity and sobriety of his conduct. He is gone; the 
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good life he led was illumined by the faith which gives to the life be- 
yond ‘‘the substance of things hoped for, the evidence of things not 
seen.” 

Alas for him who never sees 

The stars shine through his cypress trees; 

Who, hopeless, lays his déad away, 

Nor looks to see the breaking day 

Across the mournfil marbles play ; 

Who hath not learned, in hours of faith, 

The truth, to flesh and sense unknown, 

That life is eyer lord of death 

And love can never lose its own. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, since I have been a member of the 
Honse of Representatives, Missouri has been called upon to mourn the 
loss of four of her members of Congress. The first was Senator Bogy, 
who died during the interval between the Forty-fourth and the con- 
yening of the Forty-fifth Congress. Thenext was Mr. Lay, of Jefferson 
City, now a part of the district I have the honor to represent, who died 
at the National Hotel, in this city, during the Forty-sixth Congress, 
The next was Mr. Burnes, who was stricken with paralysis in the 
House, while we were in session, and died the same night at Willard’s 
Hotel in this city, during the last session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
Now we are here to pronounce enlogies on the life and character of our 
late colleague in this Congress, who died suddenly of congestion of the 
brain at Dexter, Mo., last summer, while in active canvass for his re- 
nomination. 

It isnot claimed for Mr. Walker that he was a brilliant'man, buthe 
wasa young man of sound, good judgment, great industry, and un- 
swerving fidelity to the interests of his constituents, and patriotically 
devoted to the prosperity of hiscountry. He was possessed ofall those 
qualities that, united with continued service here, would have made him 
one of the most useful and valuable members of Congress. My ac- 
quaintance with him was when he came here as a memberof the Fif- 
tieth Congress. Since that time, and till his death, I was on very in- 
timate terms of friendship with him. Iadmired his sincerity, his clear 
perception of duty, and the courage to perform it. He was, in every 
sense, an honest and faithful public servant. His district and State 
mourn his untimely death. 

Mr. Speaker, the occasion now upon us is suggestive of the end of all 
our ambitions. 

Mr. Walker pronounced an eloquent eulogy on the lifeand character 
of James M. Burnes. Mr, Burnes was a man of great physical powers. 
He was not old, but was stricken in middle life and in all the appear- 
ances of stalwart manhood. Mr. Walker was then among the youngest 
members of the House, and no one would have predicted that he would 
be the first of our delegation to follow Mr. Burnes to the country from 
whose bourne no traveler returns; yeb during the following session of 
Congress Mr. Walker was summoned hence almost as suddenly as the 
friend over whose untimely death he had so sincercly mourned. 

But what difference whether we die young or old? Whether death 
snatches the infant from its mother’s breast or waits till the harvest 
is ripe and the scythe of eternity mows us down at three score and ten? 
The last moments compress a century into’one brief struggle, and we 
die at last in our infancy. ~- r 

Tho generations of the past that have perished from the earth, the 
generations to come thousandsof years hence, must be reckoned as our 
contemporaries. All time is a part of the great beyond. All time is 
buta moment. Thousands of years are but as so many drops of water 
dipped from the exhaustless ocean of eternity, so many grains of sand 
laved by the boundless river of death. The most we can strive for is 
to die as did our colleague, Mr. Walker; to merit that best of all 
eulogies, he was an honest man, “the noblest work of God.” 


Mr. WADE, Mr. Speaker, after what has been said here to-day of 
our late colleague, Mr. Walker, his life and his worth, there seems to 
be little left for me to say, and I rise merely to express my concurrence 
in what has been said and my high appreciation of my deceased col- 


gue. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion we are to-day discharging a duty two- 
fold in cter, namely, expressing our sorrow because of the death 
of our late colleague and teaching the young men of this nation, both 
of to-day and the future, by what we say of him, that the road to hon- 
orable preferment, to high and distinguished position, is open to them, 
and that earnest effort directed by correct principles will guide them 
through all the changes in it to the attainment of these positions to 
which it is so laudable to aspire. 

To the members of this House I need not say that when it was an- 
nounced that James Walker was dead a feeling of sorrow pervaded this 
Chamber, for all rememberit. We were sorrowful because a good man 
had been taken from the council of the nation and we had lost a friend 
whom we had learned to love because of his many good qualities, both 
of head and heart. : 

Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Walker, was not a great man in the 
sense of having done something that attracted the attention of the 
whole country, but he was a man who in his own county and district, 
all circumstances considered, had no superior and few equals. What- 
eyer he was he'owed nothing to fortune for it. Commencing life in 


Missouri poor and without friends, by his own exertions he placed 
himself at the head of his party in the district and was one of the 
leading business men of his part of the State. 

In his family he was all that man conld be, inthe church he was a 
leader both in theory and practice of its teachings, and wherever found 
was an honor to bis church and a humble, devoted follower of his Mas- 
ter. 

In politics he was a partisan in the sense of doing all in his power 
for the advancement of the interest of his party. He believed in De- 
mocracy, in the principles which it represents, and having reached this 
conclusion his convictions as to duty compelled him to earnestly and 
faithfully work for the advancement of the interest ofthat party. From 
the success he had achieved, occupying the position which he did, we 
ean safely conclude that had he lived he was destined to occupy a posi- 
tion in hia party that would have made hiim a conspicious person, not 
only in his State, but in the nation. 

His life has been such that standing here in the Hall of the greatest 
legislative body on the earth we can pointto itand say to our own sons 
and to those of the other fathers in this nation, “The life of James 
Walker is an example you should follow.” 

Mr. Speaker, I know of no higher tribute I can pay my dead col- 
league than to say that his life was such, his acts so honorable, as to 
make both a fit example by which the lives of the young men of the 
nation might be modeled and their actions coverned. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Reverence God and do your duty! The 
sentence is prosaic, but it oxpresses all that is best in the philosophy 
of moral and practical life. Obtrusive piety is not conclusive proof 
nor the best proof of sanctity. The publican is sometimes better than 
the Pharisee. God is, and is good. Who believes that embraces the 
summum bonum of all creeds and wears upon his heart the jewel of the 
purest faith. Ommipotence inspires a sense of dependence, but de- 
pendence which, while it imposes restraint, is without trepidation, for 
belief in the infinite goodness of God lifts the soul into contact with 
divinity, where the shadows are swept away by the flooding sunlight 
of filial confidence and devotion. 

He stands upon the Rock of Ages who builds his moral and relig- 
ious life on this simple faith, And in practical, every-day life, man 
does his duty when, and only when, he does his best. Whatever his 
task, into whatever sphere he may be called, sovereign, imperious duty 
requires of every man that he shall gird himself with high resolve to 
do his utmost to lift the world up, to make it better, and to add what 
he can to the store of human happiness. The man who measures his 
designs in life by this ideal is worthy of all honor, if he be true to him- 
self, 


* * * to thine own self be truc, 
+ * * . > 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

When I say, as I do with all my heart, that my dead friend, whose 
public service we commemorate to-day, illustrated this simple but ex- 
alted philosophy, to which I have made reference, in all his relations 
to life, I have said everything that need be spoken even for the lamented 
dead by the partial lips of sincere affection, and havo paid to him the 
proudest tribute which honest merit ever won from unobsequious hom- 
age. He had found a sure place in the affections of his colleagues. We 
loved him, and part from him with heavy hearts. It is pitiful to think 
of his going away. The sun, warm and bright, was pouring his flood 
of life and glory on field ond laughing brook. On the air was the smell 
of roses and in the trees tho song of birds and all the world was beau- 
tiful when the darkness came, a quick, sudden, endless eclipse just 
before the noontide. F 

He fell in the full bloom of his manhood and in the flowering time 
of his fame, when Hope, answering his heart-ery for still better things, 
like some sweet angel smiled in the blue sky of promise and pointing 
upward held in her outstretched hand a golden crown, It is pitiful 
and strange that this brave, honest, splendid, high-souled young man 
should be swept away when the world stands in such need of him and 
men like him. But God is, and is good, $ 

Can it be, as Prospero said, that— 

Wearesuchstur * 


As dreams are made on; and our little lifo 
Is rounded with a sleep? 


Death is a mighty mystery, but so is life. 

Once a poet’s love lay dead. He was a dreamer of great and beauti- 
ful dreams and had woven many a sweet fancy into rhythmic verse. 
On his knee sat his little one gazing at the dead white face, her trust- 
ing child-love throbbing about her wounded heart and melting in her 
eyes of blue, He said, ‘‘ You do not know what it is, dear?” and 
added, “Nor do I.” 

We know not what it is, dear, this sleep so deep and still; 
The folded hands, the awful calm, the cheek so pale and still; 


The lids that will not lift again, though we may call and call; 
The strange white solitude of peace that settles over all. 


But this we know: Our loved and dead, if they should come this day— 
Should come and ask us, ** What is life?’’ not one of us could say. 
Life is a mystery as deep as ever death can be, 
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Mr, KINSEY. Mr. § r, the sudden and unexpected death of 

~our Tate colleague and friend impressed me with peculiar sadness, and 

I remember well with what painful surprise the news was whispered 
about this Hall on that fateful day to him in last July. 

He had gone home, like many others, to seek renomination, and 
while in the midst of an exciting political contest and when success 
had again crowned his efforts death claimed him in his proud young 
manhood, and for a wreath of victory the white mantle of the grave 
was placed upon his brow instead. 

To have thus gone when a high and honorable ambition had just 
been achieved, when life was fullest of all its blessings, when wife and 
friends in dumb sorrow and with outstretched hands beckoned him 
back, seemsstrange indeed,and we tarnagain from the impenetrable veil 
of the hereafter with the mystery of death unsolved, with the question 
which humanity in all ages has sought to know unanswered, 

Happily Mr. Walker did not fear, though he did not know the journey 
upon which he entered. I am told he was a devont Christian and, 
with an abiding faith in the mercy and goodness of God, placed his in 
the Eternal hand, willing to be led. 

My acquaintance and intercourse with him began with this Congress 
and was confined to the discharge of public duties. Our districts ad- 
joined, and, being of different political faiths, it has so happened that 
there have been few appointments made in his district during the pres- 
ent Administration with which I haye not had something todo. I 
have thus been brought in contact with his people, with every oppor- 
tunity to know all that partisan opposition might suggest against him, 

It affords me pleasure to testify upon this occasion that, while James 
P. Walker was true to his political principles and tohis political friends, 
and although partisanship in the district which he lately represented is 
intense upon both sides, I have yet to hear aught said against him as 
an honorable gentleman and a true man, 

I know that in the discharge of public duty he was actuated by high 
and patriotic motives, and that the honor and welfare of his people 
were safely intrusted+o his hands. 

He accorded in a remarkable degree the right of his successful polit- 
ical adversaries to a full and complete control of the administration of 
affairs, freely conceding what he would no doubt have claimed for him- 
self under other circumstances. 

Mr. Walker’s political convictions were of that rugged character 
which led him apparently to disdain all alliance with the opposition 
having for its object his mere personal adyancement, preferring rather 
to stand or fall with the principles of his party., 

In mal intercourse he was most courteous and kind, above 
reproach in private life and possessed of ability and character which 
contained the promise of a long and useful public career. 

.-Mr. Speaker, it is with sad pleasure I join in paying this tribute to 
the memory of our departed friend and in according to him in death 
that meed of praise which in both private and public life he so justly 
earned. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the custom in accordance with which 
we are to-day assembled is appropriately and worthily observed only 
when the surviving associates of the one whose virtues are to be com- 
memorated, ina spirit of candor and truth record their testimony to 
his worth. It is with feelings of sincere sadness that I come on this 
oceasion to pay humble tribute to the memory of my dead colleague 
and friend; but the burden of the duty is made lighter by the con- 
sciousness that if can best be discharged by simple, truthful reference 
to the character of him in whose honor I would speak. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Walker began several years prior to his 
entering this House, and when I knew him as the youngest, but ono 
of the most valued members of the State executive committee of the 
pean party which subsequently honored him with a seat in this 

y. The responsibilities imposed by that position were met in the 
same conscientious, quiet, modest, but effective manner that character- 
ized the discharge of his duties here. 

Cautious without timidity, bold without recklessness, fruitful of re- 
source, and patient and untiring in labor, he was a wise counselor and 
a safe leader, In that, his first important political position, his force 
of conduct and the demonstrated excellence of his judgment marked 
him as a man of promise in his party and State, 

When, by the suffragesof a large and populous district, he was elected 
to a seat in this body, he soon imp is associates here with the 
fact that, even with his youth, he brought great ripeness of judgment, 
and that, while he was properly deferential to the views of those moro 
experienced in the labors of legislation, yet, when after investigation 
he had matured his convictions, there was no power on earth that could 
swerve him from the direction they indicated. 

There were never united in one nature more absolute respect for the 
opinions of others with more perfect devotion to his own belief in all 
matters of conscience, and matters of duty were matters of con- 
science with him, Quietand unobtrusive in his manners and compan- 
ionable in his disposition, he was approachable to all; but, while cor- 
dially responsive to all proper advances, there was yet a silent dignity 
in his manner which discouraged familiarity, and, while always cheer- 
ful, he was never frivolous, 


As a Representative of his people he was untiring in his efforts and 
faithful to every obligation. Asa member on this floor he impressed 
all who came in contact with him that the frankness of his manner 
was the natural reflection.of his honest nature, and no man hesitated 
to accept his word or permitted himself to question the purpose it dis- 
closed. 

Kind in expression, yet free from the weakness of flattery, he was 
candid to the measure of perfection, hated dissimulation, and despised 
all manner of dishonesty. 

To those of us who had opportunity for observing his course here, 
it was not strange that he possessed great strength with the people 
among whom helived. His career, though brief, was quite a success- 
fal and in some respects a remarkable one, 

Being engaged in mercantile pursuits and without legal or other 
professional training, le entered his first contest for Congressional 
nomination in a district composed of seventecn counties, filled with an 
intelligent and independent people; and although the honor was con- 
tested by competitors of decided ability, some of whom had the ad- 
vantage of much legislative experience and recognized claims for dis- 
tinguished public service—even with such odds against him, such was 
the popularity of Mr. Walker with all elements of his party and all 
classes of its voters that he easily won thero the right-to the seat 
which subsequently he so worthily filled in this House. 

In his next and last contest for similar honors he met a still more 
able and distinguished competition; and, while he fell in the midst of 
the hot conflict for honorable supremacy and before its results could 
be known, it is no disparagement to the honorable gentlemen then op- 
posing him to say that had he lived to see its termination he had 
good ground for hope that to his honest and unstained hand would 
again have been committed the colors of his party, which in life he had 
always borne to triumphant suceess and in death relinquished with- 
out reproach or dishonor. Of this modest, manly Representative, itis 
not too.much to say that he made a record for work achieved for his 
district that no predecessor had, in the samo length of time, ever sur- 

assed, 
p His legislative methods were in every sense characteristic of the 
man, plain, direct, and without concealment, relying on truthful, hon- 
est reasoning to support only what he believed to be reasonablé and 


just demands for his district and State; and his success in winning sup- 


port for his measures came in no small degree from the unlimited con- 
fidence entertained by the committees of Congress and by his colleagues 
on this floor in the perfect fairness with which he presented every 
argument and the absolute fidelity to truth of his every statement of 
fact. 

In the death of this excellent Representative and honest citizen his 
district and State have suffered a severe loss. 

The people whom he represented had good material from which to 
select his successor, and [am proud to say that in making such selec- 
tion they have acted wisely and well; but, even in the possession of 


‘other citizens qualified to worthily represent their district here, no 


community or State is rich enough, in the number and quality of its 
men, to suffer the loss of such an one as this without feeling it to he 
an atiliction. 

I leave to others Detter informed upon that subject to speak in detail 
of his domestic affnirs, pausing only to say to the devoted wife, whose 
loss is irreparable and of whom it is only just mention to say she was 
as worthy of as happy in his love, that whatever other legacy she may 
Dave received from him he has enriched her with a name that will for- 
everstand as the synonym for Honesty, purity of character, and fidelity 
to trust in the annals of his district, State, and nation, and a memory 
not only inexpressibly dear to her, but rich in comfort to his friends. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘jndged by all fair 
standards, his life was a well-rounded success,’’? These were words ut- 
tered buta few monthssince by James P. Walker when the body of his 
colleague, Judge Burnes, had been borne from this Chamber stricken 
by the shaft of the unerring archer. Who that then looked upon the 
speaker, in the vigor of health and in the strengthof young manhood, 
dreamed that the same relentless foe, with bow already bent and fatal 
arrow winged, was lurking for him buta little further down the road? 
And we who come to-day with our words of eulogy and of sorrow miss 
one consolation in that wo can not take up his own language and say 
of him too that, ‘‘judged by all fair standards, his life was a well- 
rounded success,’ 

Tn the precious roll of its dead which this House so tenderly and care- 
fully preserves the career of James P. Walker must beforever typified 
by the broken shaft. If he came not into the vineyard at the eleventh 
hour, neither had he reached the burden and heat of the day when 
his work suddenly ended and he departed from among the toilers. We 
who remain can only judge how faithfully he would have done the full 
day’s task by knowing how well and faithfully he wrought through 
the morning’s early hour. And what more can be asked of any man? 

Our times are not in our own hands, and He who gave the work 
called off the worker. To live well it is not necessary to live long. 
Mr. Walker was among the youngest of our number when he ceased 
to be of that number, but he was older in years than James Madison 
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was when he did the work that gained for him the name of ‘‘ Father 
of the Constitution;’’ older in years than was Alexander Hamilton 
when he administered with such signal ability the difficult finances of 
our infant Government; older in years than was Henry Clay when he 
presided over this House with the applause of all his countrymen. 

But who is to be measured with these great statesmen? We show 
our sincere respect for our deceased brother only when we recall him 
as he really was; only when we claim for him what he himself would 
wish us to claim, could he inspire our tongnes in these memorial sery- 
ices. 

Of Mr. Walker we may say in the sober and measured speech of 
honest tribute that to all the manifold grave and difficult duties of 
his office he brought integrity of motive, earnestness of purpose, intel- 
ligent judgment, and steady industry. 

These are all the qualities that a constituency can ask of any repre- 
sentative. Great power in debate, great leadership in public or party 
councils, give to such qualities national fame and influence, but the 
qualities alone are a complete equipment for public as for private duties. 

It is no strained eulogy that claims them for our friend; it is no par- 
tial and undiscerning testimony that bears witness to their unobtrusive 
but constant exhibition during his service in this House, set off by the 
graces of a kindly disposition and the virtues of a blameless and win- 
ning private character. 

The death of such a man, before he had reached life’s prime, was n 
loss to his country, to his State, and to his friends. But, after all, 
Mr. Speaker, do we err greatly if, recurring once again to his own 
words, we venture to claim for him that in its summing up nosndden 
and premature ending could rob his life of its true success? And may 
we not apply to him these noble and familiar lines of Ben Jonson? 

It is not growing like s tree 

In bulk, doth make man better be; 
Orstanding long an oak, three hundred year, 
To fall a log at last, dry, bald, and sere. 


In small proportions we just beauties sce, 
in short measures life may perfect be. 


Mr, NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Walker, our worthy and 
honored colleague, isnomore. He died athis post, pursuing his course 
of duty as a public servant. It was not his choice to follow a public 
career, as it was against both his tastes and interests, but there was 
some unseen powerand influence that bade him follow the call and choice 
of his people, who selected him from among the many as worthy to 
bear their message and voice their will in the Congress of the United 
States, 

It was early in life when Mr, Walker left the scenes of his childhood 
in Eastern Tennessee and cast his Jot with the people of Southeastern 
Missouri, where he lived, loved, was loved, and prospered. He wasad- 
vanced to the most honored position within the gift of the people of 
his district, and yet comparatively so young. 

Mr. Walker had a most noble character, unassuming, honest, candid, 
and affectionate. - I happen to know something about this, as he was 
one of the first to greet me as a new member on this floor, and quite 
an intimate relationship sprang up between us, although of different 
political creeds; but, while excitement on this floor may run high, the 
discussion and debate become heated, the differences in opinion clash 
in apparent bitter antagonism, away down deep in the hearts of the 
Representatives there is unity of aim and purpose, and we reach forth 
and grasp each others’ hands in true friendship and brotherly love. 

This, Mr. Speaker and colleagues, is the redeeming feature in Amer- 
ican politics, hardly shared by any other people. Democrat and Re- 
publican can sit down, intrusting or deng to one another for 
mutual consolation the strife and trouble which they encounter as pub- 
licservants. Thank the Lord for this scope of affection, sympathy, and 
love, so human and yet divine. 

Mr. Walker had the welfare of his people at heart. I remember how 
he represented their wants before the River and Harbor Committee 
and how he pleaded for their rights. Before he left for home to attend 
to some political affairs or to settle some difficulties that had arisen in 
his district, he made it my duty to see that the claims of his people 
were properly recognized, and I am glad to say that the committee 
granted his request. His family may point with pride to some visible 
results due to the personal efforts of husband and father. 

Mr. Walker was not one of the strongest of men physically, and the 
strain upon a man in public life is very severe. It is not only thean- 
tagonism of the opposing party, but discontent, rivalry, and opposition 
in his own ranks that tax the nervous system to the fullest extent, and 
under this strain Mr, Walker finally succumbed. Before his work in 
his district was done he returned to his home, in the modest town of 
Dexter, a sick and care-worn man. Nodoubteverything possible was 
done for him, but in spite of all efforts, surrounded by his family and 
friends, under the devoted care of a loving wife and friends, who held 
on to the spark of life, slowly but surely the candle of life burnt to its 
very edge and the spirit of husband and friend took its eternal flight, 

A sad and impressive day it was when the remains of Brother Walker 
were carried and followed 1o the grave; pitiful it was to behold the 
parting pain of the wife, who sank her all below where now the earth 
is heaved; and the multitude dispersed. The family also retrace their 


steps, but this time the wife enters her home alone. What a change! 
What desolation! No word of love, of cheer,she hears. She gives full 
vent to herfeeling when shutin from public gaze. Verily, a sad scene; 
all her hopes blasted and happiness forever gone; but as the bosom of 
the wife heaves high with pain, as though her heart would break, the 
spirit of God whispers to her words of love and consolation: ‘‘ Fear not, 
for lam with thee, even unto the end of the world,” and a kind of 
heavenly rest,comes over her as she lends an open ear to this and other 
gentle assurances of the Son of Man. Peace and hope return to her, 
and soon she passes into sound and gentle rest, and the guardian angel 
spreads his soothing wings over her, in the sight of which all human 
passions vanish like dew before the morning sun. The heart utters a 
silent prayer: ‘‘I long to belike thee; I long to sin no more,” 

As I walked this morning along the corridors and through Statuary 
Hall viewing the great characters of the nation as they are memorized 
on canvas and in marble, I wondered whether the name of Walker 
would appear. I fear that, as in the case of many of us, it will soon 
pass from the memory of the people, but there is one tender soul where 
a monument is erected to his memory. I imagine that while she may, 
for pastime and relief, cultivate lovely flowers in her room, one plant 
receives her special attention. We will not ask for any explanation, 
but wait. 

When the winter days are over, on the first fine spring morning, she 
takes herlittle treasure and makes her way toyondergrove. She plants 
it inthe little mound that holds her all, bedewing the little plant, the 
‘t forget-me-not,’’ with her gentle tears. She lives her life over once 
more—when first they met as friends, courtship, marriage, and happy 
family life. All passes like a panorama before her vision. As we near 
we hear a heart-melting wail, such as only woman can deliver, as she 
offers herself anew to him to whom she gave her hand, her heart, 
her all in life. 

We leave the scene, my friends, and as we cast our last glance— 
“Rest,” we will say, ‘‘ Rest, Brother Walker until the end of time; 
until the resurrection morn, when God shall create all things anew, 
and when we too shall reappear in the multitude to join in the shout 
of joy and praise to Him who created and to Him who redeemed us, 
and crown Him ‘Lord of all?” 7 


Mr: MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, again Missouri is called upon to 
mourn the loss of one of her truest sons. James P. Walker, latea Rep- 
resentative in this body from the Fourteenth district of that State, 
died at his home on the 19th day of July, 1890. Coming so soon after 
the death of his colleague, Hon. James N. Burnes, also elected to this 
term of Congress, intensifies his loss to our home people. 

To lose two members elected to serve at the same term of Congress 
constitutes an afiliction not often visited upon a sovereign State of this 
Union. His death is but another illustration of the truth of Scripture, 
that ‘In the midst of life we are in death.” 

Little did his colleagues reck when at the call of duty in this field ` 
of honor he came hurriedly from an arduous canyass to remain a day 
and cast his vote against the Federal election bill, and, that duty per- 
formed, bade us goodby to return toa personal canvass involving his 
re-election, that he was bidding us goodby forever. Sad, indeed, that 
one so prosperous in every sense, full of honors for his years, with other 
honors stillin wait, bidding him onward and upward, should bestricken 
in comdaratiye youth, health, and vigor, so that, save in loving mem- 
ories, his family, friends, State, and country shall know him no more 
forever. 

My acquaintance with him began with the Fiftieth Con The 
fact that we two were the only new Democratic members that term in 
the delegation from Missouri naturally in the first instance drew us to- 
gether, until personal contact day by day brought into full vision his 
many true and loving characteristics as a manly man and ripened our 
intimacv before his death into close personal friendship. 

He was singularly modest, yet not more so than firm in his convic- 
tions of duty. Moral and upright in every regard, he never trifled 
with duty as he saw it or with his convictions of right. 

A stanch party man upon all fundamental principles of party doc- 
trine; yet, touch his moral sense or arouse his conscience, and party 
discipline had no terrors for him. Based upon immutable principles 
of right or wrong, he knew no compromise and condoned no political 
outrage or legislative fraud, come from what quarter they would or 
championed by what party soever it might be. 

He loved his State, he believed in his party, he honored his friends. 
In all the relations of life he was a model man, asplendid citizen, and 
a most honest Representative of the people in Congress, 

‘There was a humorous side to his character but few of his colleagues 
on this floor are perhaps aware of. After our intimacy ripened into 
friendship, which gradually made friends of our wives as well, we were 
in the habit of visiting each other and spending evenings in social con- 
verse.. Here, unbending from the stern duties of political life, thaw- 
ing out by genial surroundings, he became most companionable and 
full of humor, not racy or rancid, but suggestive of the comical, pure 
in spirit, well adapted to a family circle, showing that he was a close 
observer, quick to see the humorous and ridiculous in word or act, 
ready to turn the same to advantage, and able to clothe his thoughts 
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in such language, aided by a nod, a wink, or grimace, as made him a | more fragrant with the perfume of a warm, generous heart, none fash- 


most charming companion indeed. On such occasions he was thesoul 
of our little circle, and it was always with regret I knew the hour had 
come for us to part. 

Beneath the green sod of Southeastern Missouri, where zephyr winds 


sing a mournful yet pleasant symphony as they float amid the um-* 


brageous shade overhead, his body lies, forever moldering in the dust. 
Liveliest memories of all that is good and honorable will be ever cher- 
ished by those who knew Hon. James P, Walker, the genial gentle- 
man, model citizen, true friend, honest Representative, and adoring 
husband. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, throughout the universe the 
law of contrast reigns supreme. It is by the shadow, by the darkness 
alone, that we are enabled to enjoy and appreciate the light. It is but 
by the bitter that we know the sweet. Itis therefore meet and fitting 
that we should pause in the heat of political strife to pay a tribute to 
the memory of one who was associated with us here. 

It was given to but few to know intimately the family relations of 
the late James P. Walker. That has been testified here to-day in no 
uncertain tones by those who enjoyed the privilege. 

My ownacquaintance with Mr, Walker was only during this Congress. 
It was my fortune to be associated with him upon one of the impor- 
tant committees of this House, and there [ learned to know him asa 
clear thinker, a courageous man, a faithful student, and an earnest ad- 
vocate of that which he believed to be right and for the benefit of the 
whole country. As the soldier meets no more honored or fitting death 
than in the heat of battle, so the departed could have no higher for- 
tune than to have passed away eyen while engaged in the active labors 
of political contest. 

To those of us who knew him upon this floor in the work that de- 
volves upon the Representatives gathered in this Capitol of the nation, 
he has been known not, it may be, asa great man, bnt as a man faith- 
ful early and late to those with whose interests he was intrusted, faith- 
ful always to principle, whatever opposition he might encounter. It 
is not given to many men to make a lasting imprint upon their nation 
or their time. 

But few rise to eminence either in professional life, in politics, in the 
arts, orin arms, or leave a name to go echoing down'the ages; but each 
one, by the influence he exerts upon his fellow-men, upon those with 
whom he is brought in contact, not merély within this Hall, but upon 
the broader fields of life wherever he may be, can impart a spirit which 
will make itself felt long after he shall have passed away, and even 
those with whom he has been associated. As was said by one of the 
poets of England— 

Between two worlds life hovers like a star 
’Twixt night and morn upon the horizon's verge. 
How little do we know that which we are, 
How less what we may be; the eternal surge 
Of time and tide rolls on and bears afar our bubbles; 
As the old burst new emerge lashed from the foam of ages, 
While the graves of empires heave but as some passing wave, 

But, though the individual must pass away and even his name may 
be forgotten, he can send, and I believe our late friend has sent, forth an 
influence which shall go on swelling and swelling, not merely in his 
disttict, but in his State and among all those who aro brought in con- 
tact with it, and which will make his name honored, loved, and re- 
vered, so that many a man hereafter when he tells the truth that wells 
up within his heart will say, “Iama better and nobler man for the 
influence shed upon my life by James P. Walker;’’? and no worthier 
crown could be sought or could be attained by any one. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the names of my imme- 
diate predecessors, James Nelson Burnes and James Peter Walker, ap- 
pearin the list of those elected from Missouri to the present Congress, 
The former was the oldest, the latter the youngest of the delegation. 
At that time Mr. Burnes appeared to be in the very maturity of all 
his splendid powers, both of body as well as of intellect. His unusu- 
ally robust person was suggestive of the greatest physical endurance 
and his whole appearance indicated the strongest hold upon life. 

Mr. Walker was in the full flush of vigorous young manhood; his 
sinewy and graceful person, the brightness of his eye, the springing 
step, and the bloom of perfect health upon his cheek, all warranted his 
loving little family and more than legion of friends in believing that 
his days of usefulness would continue and his life be prolonged to the 
age of man allotted by the Psalmist. A close friendship existed be- 
tween Judge Burnes and Mr. Walker.: The younger sat at the feet of 
the elder and the stronger man, and partook freely from the varied and 

_well-filled storehouse of his greater experience in public affairs. 

But how inscrutable are-the ways of the Giver of all life. On the 
23d day of February, 1839, the same sad ceremonies we are now observ- 
ing, and which have been so often repeated here, were being held to 
commemorate the life and public character of the Jatter, who had 
without apparent warning been stricken down in all the plenitude of 
his great powers within the very portals of the Capitol, and among the 
bright garlands intertwined with gems of richest tribute that were in- 
terwoven here to his memory none was more tenderly wrought or 
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ioned in greater sincerity than that of James P. Walker. 

Little did he then think, little did his colleagues and his friends, 
little did those stricken ones whose hearts now bleed and who most did 
love him, that he was so soon to follow his mentor and his friend to the 
undiscovered country. With but brief warning again did Azrael, the 
angel of death, ever impatient, revisit the Missouri delegation and beck- 
onaway its Benjamin to those peaceful shades unknown to the living. 

Mr. Speaker, though the breadth of our great State separates our 
homes, his being in the southeastern and mine in the northwestern por- 
tion of Missouri, yet I knew him well, and I loved this modest, pure- 
hearted man. He told me without reservo the story of his life. He 
told how, when but a boy, he left the good old State of Tennessee and 
crossed the Mississippi in search of fame and fortune, and without aid 
save from his own indomitable energy and sturdy purpose. 

Among the brave and generous people of the southeastern portion 
of my State he appeared as a stripling stranger and bravely began the 
battle of life. No gladiator contending at the Olympic games ever 
struggled more heroically for the prizes of life than did young Walker. 

Embarking at an early age in trade, he pursued with enthusiasm the 
rich commerce of that broad river which De Soto discovered and in 
which his heart is entombed. 

Industrious, energetic, enterprising, self-reliant, frugal, and worship- 
ing honesty as his star, success was inevitable. He soon attracted to 
himself the confidence of the community in which he lived, and was 
not only successful in business, but laid deep the foundation of a ca- 
reer of great future usefulness to himself, his family, and to his adopted 
State. 

Having acquired a modest competence and feeling the spirit of a 
laudable ambition stirring within him, he became a candidate for the 
Fiftieth Congress, and, though opposed for the honors of his party by 
an array of unusually bright men, he was nominated and elected. He 
was re-elected to the present Congress without serious opposition. 

His untimely death was doubtless hastened by the sense of duty he 
deemed due to his constitnents and the people of his State. Having 
obtained leave of absence, he had gone to his district to again contest 
for the honor of its representation upon this floor. During the fierce 
heat of an exceedingly animated contest, he was notified of the near 
approach of the hour for the final vote upon a measure the defeat of 
which was deemed by his constituents as vital tothe prosperity of his 
State and of his country. 

Though thoroughly worn down by the tremendous strain imposed 
upon him by the exactions of his canvass, instead of following the dic- 
tates of prudence and seeking, in the quiet of his home, recuperation 
from his exhausting labor, he promptly started for the Capital, and’ on 
his arrival, having cast his vote, with"characteristic energy returned to 
the civic strife in which he was then engaged. But there is a limit to 
human endurance, even to the young athlete. Overtaxed nature de- 
manded of him the penalty of its violated laws, for soon after his re- 
turn to his district he was stricken down upon the sands of that shore- 
less sea which, without sun or horizon, rolls its dark waters between 
time and eternity. t 

Mr. Walker was of singular purity of character. His daily inter- 
course with the world was that of an upright, chaste-hearted, consci- 
entious, Christian gentleman. Blameless in his private life, the record 
he has made here attests, in language more eloquent and impressive 
than any words I can employ, his t worth as apublic servant, and 
here, without spot or blemish, shall it endure as long as the archives 
of this Government shall be preserved, a consolation to those who most 
loved him and a source of pride to his State. 

As I stand here in this sugust presence, bearing an humble part in 
these sad ceremonies, I am forcibly reminded not only of their frequent 
repetition since the meeting of this Congress, but, in connection with 
them, of the absolute hollowness and vanity of that which the world 
calls fame. The memorable words of Horace Greeley recur to me, so 
full of the pith of human wisdom: “Fame is a vapor; popularity an 
accident; riches take wings; the only earthly certainty is oblivion.” 

No man can foresee what a day may bring forth; while those who 
cheer to-day may curse to-morrow. Public honorsare but toooften the 
symbolsof patient mediocrity and what the world terms statesmanship 
is often the merely outward sign of servile obedience to the masters 
and bosses of party. Upon an occasion like this how worthless and 
fleeting seem worldly honors and the applause of men, being forcibly 
reminded as we are that there is but a breath of air and a beat of the 
heart betwixt this world and the next, and in that brief interval of 
painful and awful suspense that we are powerless and He all-powerful, 
and the last pulsation here is but the prelude to endless life hereafter. 

When our good and our loved ones die the memory of their just deeds, 
like the moonbeams on the stormy sea, lights up our darkened hearts 
and lends to the surrounding gloom a beauty so sweet and sad that we 
would not if we could dispel the darkness that environs it. 

I now close this brief though sincere and heartfelt tribute to the 
memory of my dead friend, 

He was a model in all the tender relations of domestic life. As a 
friend he was loyal and true, and he died as he had lived, a devoted 
patriot, an able and faithful servant of the people, and a Christian gen- 
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tleman. To join that pale procession which endless moves to that land | the request of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK]? [After a 


of shadows to which our colleague has gone, we too are moving. Noth- | pause. 


ing remains the same fora day. Change is written upon everything. 
In the ‘mellow rhythm ”’ of the grand master— i 
Life's shores are shifting 
. Every year; 
And we are seaward drifting, 
Every year; 
Old places, changing, fret us, 
The living more forget us, 
‘There are fewer to regret us, 


Ever . 
But tho truer life draws nigher, 
year; 


Every - 

Earth's hold on SE gione slighter, 

And the heavy burden lighter, 

And the dawn immortal brigh! 
Every year. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, it’seems fitting that we should turn 
from the active duties of the hour and pause during the all-absorbing 
eares of public life to pay a tribute of respect to one who honored us 
by his presence and won our respect and admiration by his pure and 
noble life. When the announcement was made that the summons, 
which sooner or later must come to us all, had called from our midst 
our friend and coworker, James P, Walker, it brought with ita shock 
inexpressibly sad, as he had left usa few short days before apparently 
in perfect health and in the full vigor of manhood. 

f recall vividly the morning that he hade me good-by, full of life 
and hope, announcing that he was about to return to his Western home 
to engage in a contest for a renomination for the position he had so 
faithfully filled. Of his early life I shall not attempt to speak, as my 
acquaintance with him commenced with the beginning of the Fiftieth 
‘Congress. Others who knew him longer and more intimately have al- 
ready discharged that duty with loving care in appropriate and elo- 
quent language. When the committees of that Congress were an- 
nounced my friend was assigned to a position on that of Invalid Pen- 
sions, and in that committee I met for the first time one who after- 
wards won my respect and confidence. 

The acquaintance thus formed developed into a sincere and ‘true 
friendship which lasted until the summons came which called him 
from earth. Theintimate relations following that friendship were never 
disturbed, and my respect and attachment for him increased as I be- 
came more thoroughly acquainted with him and learned his true worth. 
He was singularly unostentatious and unassuming. Possessed of a 
strong mind, always clearly seeing his duty, he never hesitated to 
discharge it with fidelity. He seemed actuated by the single purpose 
to doin all things what his clear conscience and good judgment dictated 
to him to be right. 

I often had occasion to be grateful to him for a kind word of appre- 
ciation in the discharge of the arduous duties which devolved upon us 
in our committee. Representing a district which contained but a 
small portion of the Union soldier element, himself too young to par- 
ticipate in the stirring events of the late war, he was singularly free 
from the animosities and prejudices engendered in that unhappy strife, 
Liberal in his views as to the obligations of the nation to those who 
had periled their livesin its defense, clear and discriminating in his 
judgment, he was ever ready to do full justice to the soldier. 

Always frank and candid, he was utterly free from even the appear- 
ance of demagogy. He hated shams and depised pretensions. He 
may have had faults, for who has not? There has never been but one 
perfect life on earth, and weakness and frailty are the common heri- 
tage of men. But Iam happy to say that whateverhis faults may have 
been I never discovered them. ‘To me he was a pure, true, noble man 
and a sincere and devoted friend. But the warm heart that won cur 
friendshipand esteem has ceased to beat. The open hand whose hearty 
grasp gave expression to the warmth of his generous heart is cold and 
pulseless. Tho speaking eye revealing the purity of the soul within 
is dull and expressionless. 

**The silver cord is loosened; the golden bowlis broken; the dust has 
returned to the earth as it was, and the spirit unto God who gaye it.” 
He is at rest. The fierce conflicts of life, the sorrows and disappoint- 
ments, the pains, and the trials, which fall to us all, will disturb him 
no longer. But he is not dead: 

There is no Death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 


Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call Death, 


In that fairer land beyond the river he still lives and will live for- 


ever. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

Mr. FRANK. Pending that, I wish to say that it has come to my 
notice that a number of members who would like to pay tribute to the 
memory of the late Representative Walker are unavoidably absent, 
and I ask unanimous consent that any gentlemen who desire to print 
remarks upon this subject may have that privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). Is there objection to 


year. 


ter, 


The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The resolutions were then agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ELECTRIC LIGHTS IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, for the ‘‘intro- 
duction of electric lights in certain United States publie buildings” 
ny be made immediately available—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

WESTERN MIAMI INDIANS VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of the Western 
peeves Indians against The United States—to the Committee on Indian 

rs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLOWER: 

Whereas General Miles is reported to haye openly charged that the Indians 
now in insurrection against the United States Government have been starved 
into revolt and rendered desperate by their famished condition, and, further, 
that the killing of Sitting Bull resulted from the unwarranted interference of 
certain agents of the Indian Bureau; and 

Whereas General Armstrong, Jate an Indian inspector, is authority for the 
statement thatin the delivery of cattle purchased by the Government for the 
Indians a great loss is sustained through defective arrangements for the receipt 
and care of live stock, by which the said cattle POORER and paid for at atime 
when they are in good condition are issued tothe Indians after their weight has 
been materially reduced through poor feeding; and 

Whereas Ex-Conimissioner of Indian Affairs John IL Oberly is reported as 
stating that his resignation as Commissioner was called for because he declincd 
toacceptthe bid which a certain firm of Philadelphia merchants made to fur- 
nish blankets to the Indians, though Secretary Noble had directed that the bid 
of the said firm should be rejected on the ground that inferior goods had pre- 
viously been furnished by the said firm; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions, at a meeting held Novem- 
ber 18, 1890, adopted a serles of resolutions protesting against the action of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs ‘in terminating six contracts for the support 
and education of the Indian children and largely reducing the number hereto- 
fore allowed in twenty-eight others of their schools, ignoring its protests and 
correspondence, resulting in these schools receiving no Government aid to date, 
in consequence of which the bureau was compelled to authorize the negotin- 
tion of a loan of $82,000 in order to continue to fecd and clothe the Indian chil- 
dren in its oare; and 

Whereas Col. M. H. Day, a World's Fair commissioner from South Dakota, 
neous thatthe Indian Bureau is the most corrupt departmentin Washington; 
and 

Whereas the special correspondent of the New York World, who is at pres- 
ent with General Miles atthe headquarters at Pine Ridge agency, South Da- 
kota, has stated in the columns of his paper that all the present trouble among 
the nipas has been caused by the mismanagement of the Indian Bureau: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a special committee of five members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be, and is hereby, appointed to investigate and inquire into the 
management of the Indian Bureau of the Interior Department for the pe oo 
of ascertaining whether the charges above recited are true, and generally how 
the bureau has beon and is being administered. 

And further resolved, That the committee be authorized to send for persons and 
papers and to employ a stenographer, the expenses of the investigation to bo 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House; 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PIERCE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to report to this House, for its consideration, on Monday, the 19th 
day of January, 1891, House of Representatives bill No. 9714, entitled, “A bill 
to equalize taxation and impose a graduated income tax;”’ and that immedi- 
ately after sixty minutes of the morning hour have passed be fixed for the con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of tho Union of said 
bill and be continued from day to day until disposed of; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivercd 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr, GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which was referred the bill of the House = R. 993) to regulate pro- 
ceedings under a writ de lunatico inquirendo in the District of Columbia, 
reported, asasubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R.13048) to regulate proceed- 
ings under a writ de lunatico inquirendo in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3406), referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 1790) for the relief of Jacob R. Davis, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3408)—to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R, 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson, ac-, 
companied by a report (No. 3409)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 
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Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1373) for the incor- 
poration of St. Rose’s Industrial School, in the city of Washington, 
District’ of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3410)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr, OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 9061) to prevent cruelty to domestic 
animals, accompanied by a report (No. 3111)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4229) granting a 
right of way through certain lands of the United States in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, accompanied by a report (No. 3412)—to the Honse Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
with amendment the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 254) pro- 
viding for the correction of a clerical error in the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to reduce the revenues and equalize the duties on imports, and for 


other p ” approved October 1, 1890, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3413)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr, McCOMAS, from the Committee on Education, reported with 
amendment the joint resolution of the House (H. Res, 258) to extend 
to Alaska the benefit of the laws encouraging in the several States and 
Territories instruction in agriculture and the mechanic arts, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3414)—to the Committce of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


; CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, the following change of reference was 


made: 

A bill (H. R. 10583) for the relief of Holman Anderson, late of the 
Fifteenth Illinois Cavalry—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, nnd referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H.R.13050) to equalize taxation 
and impose an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 13051) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the St. Louis River from Wisconsin to 
Minnesota—to th Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 13052) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of 
aiding the construction of railroads, and forother purposes,’’ approved 
September 29, 1890—to the Committee on the Public Lands. z 

-By-Mr. PICKLER: A biil (H. R. 13053) to provide for the purchase 
and distribution of seeds to citizens of subhumid regions—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES (by request): A bill (H. R. 13054) to 
provide the Government with means sufficient to supply the national 
want of a sound circulating medinm—to the Committee on Ways and 

Teans. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13055) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act for the construction of a bridge at South St, Paul, Minn.’’—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 13056) to establish a 
lighthouse at East Point, Keyport Harbor, in New Jersey—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H, Res. 267) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suspend law as to certain life-saving ap- 
pliances—to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 13057) to carry out certain find- 
ings of the Court of Claims and the Quartermaster General—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H, R. 13058) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 13059) for the relief of P, W. Bum- 

pass—to the Committee on Pensions. 
~ By Mr. GREENHALGE; A bill (H. R 13060) to grant a pension to 
General NATHANIEL PRENTISS BANKS—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 13061) increasing the pension of 
Meridy Smith, a Revolutionary pensioner—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13062) for the relief of 
Frederick Bartemeyer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 13063) for the relief of George M. 
Clapp—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13964) for the relief of Green B. 
Parrett—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (HL R. 13065) for the relief of Charles A. 
Cleveland & Co., Indian traders—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 13066) granting a pension to Henry Sisson—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 13067) for the relief of Austin A. 
Yates—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 13068) granting a pen- 
sion to Abraham Yearta—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ‘ 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Resolu- 
tions of the twenty-fourth National Encampment Grand Army of the 
Republic, held at Boston, Mass., August, 1890, tendering the thanks 
of the encampment to Congress for legislation in the past and recom- 
mending certain legislation in reference to Union veterans of the late 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany House bill 
12936, for the relief of John D. Ham—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. , 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petitionsof Becker, Morrison, Polk, and Doug- 
las Counties, Minnesota, favoring passage of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of a mass meeting held in New 
York City January 2, 1891, favoring passage of the tonnage bill—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Meridy Smith, forincrease of pension—- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of Roswell Farnheim, Bradford, Vt., 
relative to House bill 12877, Gulf and Chicago Railroad Company—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions of Forest Alliance, No. 126, of Dal- 
las, Barrow County, Wisconsin, in favor of passage of the antioption 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Resolutions of Cambria, Johnson 
County (Iowa) Alliance, in favor of Conger lard bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of certain citizens of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of the Democratic Anti- 
lottery State Executive Committee of Louisiana, urging a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting any State from licensing lotteries—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, Rockton Township, 
Phelps County, Nebraska, asking an appropriation sufficient to buy 
food and seed for drought sufferers in Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 198 citizens of Fairfield, Clay County, Nebraska, 
urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Mrs. Nancy Evans, for widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of James Speakman and 10 others, mem- 
bers of Woodbury County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. D. White and 29 others, citizens of Buena Viste 
County, Iowa, for same measure—io the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles Leighton and 27 others, citizens of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Sunny Side Alliance, No, 1399, Sioux Rapids, 
Iowa, for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ly Mr. SWENEY: Petition of Welford E. Caslorand 9 others, mem- 
bers of Willow Grove Alliance, Northwood, Iowa, urging passage of 
House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of ten members of same alliance, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas Armstrong and 19 others, citizens of Mitchell 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 12, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

SARAH V. AZPELL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4167) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah V. Azpell, which was, in line 5, before the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘ forty’? and insert “‘ thirty.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the Honse of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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MARY B. MASCALL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4585) granting a pension 
to Mary B. Hascall, which was, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘forty ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Davis, Mr. SAWYER, 
and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


MRS. E. J, BALDY. 


Mr. TURPIE. Task the courtesy of the Senate to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Mrs. B. 
J. Baldy, widow of W. IT. Baldy. -I do this at the request of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT], who is confined to his room by 
illness and unable to attend the sessions in this Chamber. He says he 

is personally acquainted with the beneficiary of the bill, that she is 
very poor and very feeble and over eighty years of age. I ask there- 
fore for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Mrs, E. J. Baldy, widow of W. H. Baldy, of Spaulding 
County, Georgia, who was a private soldier in the Creek Indian war 
of 1836, in Capt.. William Byne’s company, called ‘‘ Burke Hussars,” 
and allow her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the memorial of William Hall 
and 12 other citizens of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition signed by Cicero J. Lindley, 
president; J. H. Washburn, vice president; W. E. Robinson, secretary; 
James Creed, treasurer, and 185 delegates to the State convention of the 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of the State of Illinois, ‘The 
petition prays for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remon- 
strates against the passage of the Conger componnd-lard bill, ‘‘It 
was reported by the committee on resolntions, composed of 25 represent- 
ative farmers, October 22, 1890, and unanimously passed by the State 
convention of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of the State of 
Illinois, after a full, fair, and free discussion. It represents the senti- 
ments of 90,000 Illinois farmers as voiced by theirdelegates in conven- 
tion assembled.” What Ihavebeen reading is indorsed upon the paper 
by the officers of the Farmers’ Alliance, and they request, as this is a 
document signed and sent tome by the officers of the State Grange and 
as the petition is brief, that it be allowed to go into the RECORD. 

Mr, HARRIS. Let it be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis tooshortto be printedin that way. It is only 
half a page. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER (to Mr. CULLOM). Read it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not like to take up the time of the Senate in 
reading it. I ask to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have habitually objected to the printing of peti- 
tions and memorials in the RECORD. If the Senator chooses to read it, 
hecan do so, and then it goes into the RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the paper be returned to me from the desk, 
and I will read it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
consent, 

Mr, CULLOM. The memorial is as follows: 

To Hon. Levi P. Morton, President of the Senate of the United States: 


The undersigned, delegates to the State convention of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit tion of the State of Illinois, held this day at Springfield, TIL, most 
respectfully present this their petition to the Senate of the Gaited States, pray- 
ing for the speed pene of Senate bill No. 3991, commonly known ns the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill, which bill was introduced in behalfof the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Nebraska by Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, a Senator of that State and chairman of the 
Agricultural Committee ofthe Senate, Said bill, if{passed, will prevent the adul- 
teration and misbranding of food and drugs. Senator PAppocx, in his able re- 
pow No. 1366, on the bill, states: “ That of 376 articles of diet in daily use in every 

ousehold 255, or more than two-thirds, were found to be adulterated.” 

The adulteration and sale of these counterfeit articles of food depress and 
lower the pice of the honest and genuine food products of the farmer. The 
Paddock bill is therefore in the interest of the agricultural classes, and, while it 
allows free competition, it compels all food products under heavy penalties to 
be, first, healthful; second, plainly and honestly branded; third, ‘of proper 

uality or strength; fourth, not‘'doctored;” fifth, not counterfeit; sixth, made 

m proper substances; seventh, free from any adulteration whatever; and 
we therefore pray for its speedy passage. 

We earnestly oppose, however, the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill, 
which places a tax on compound lard and prohibitory restriction on the sale of 
the same and increases the number of revenue officers of the country. 

The reasons for our lato to the Conger bill are as follows: 

First, It singles out only one article which it alleges is adulterated, and pro- 
vides no remedy for the two hundred and fifty-five other articles as set forth 
and provided for in the Paddock bill, 


The paper can be read by unanimous 


Second, It increases the number of revenue officials of the country. Weal- 
ready have oyer one hundred thousand officeholders who are cating up the 
substance of the taxpayer. « 

Third. The Conger lard bill was introduced at the request of a Boston pork- 
packer; the Paddock bill, at the instance of the Farmers’ Alliancé of Nebraska. 
The Conger bill is supported sé all the pork-packers of the country and by the 
Big Four of Chicago. It will create a oe, and will enable the large 

ackers to form a lard trust. The Paddock bill has the united support of the 

farmers of the entire or 

Fourth. The Farmers’ Alliances of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Texas 
protest against the passage of the Conger bill, and a remonstrance against its 
passage was signed by 10,000 farmers from Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, Lowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Coloradoatthe St, Louis fair Oo- 
tober 11, the last past—— 


Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Illinois to let the paper be 
printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. CULLOM. Tasked that permission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as a miscellaneous document, 
That is the best way we can send it out; then people can see it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have very nearly read it all, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will allow the rest of it to go in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. HALE. I object, There is nota member of the Senate who 
does not receive such petitions every day, and if the RECORD is to be 
lumbered up with them we may as well exclude other matter from it.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be printed as a separate document. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; let it be printed as aseparate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The petition will be printed as.a separate 
document and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic on the table: 

Petition of George A. Bates, secretary of the linois Watch Company, 
and 89 employ¢s, who favor the Paddock pure-food bill; 

Petition of Henry Klaholt, county treasurer of Sangamon County, 
Illinois, and 84 merchants and business men of Springfield, TIL ; and 

Petition of Henderson Ridgely and 112 manufacturers and work- 
ingmen, employés of the Springfield Tron Company. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Memorial of Edward T. Reel, of Springfield, IN., and 178 merchants 
and business men; 

Memorial of L. S. Dunnagan and 16 other citizens of Vandalia, II, ; 

Memorial of Ernest A, Scott and 11 other citizens of Greenville, Ill. ; 

Memorial of Miss Jessie C. Clarke and 15 other citizens of Vandalia, 
Ti.; 

Memorial of Ben Shomaker and 18 other citizens of Carlyle, Ill.; 

Memorial of T. J. James and 18 other citizens of Alton, Ill.; and 

Memorial of John Keating and 88 other merchants of Springfield, Il], 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddoċk pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble; . 
Petition of C. Ruck and 22 other citizens of Madison County, INi- 
nois; 

Petition of Alexander Richardson and 26 other citizens of Fairfield, 
Wayne County, Illinois; 

Petition of John Caldwell and 23 other citizens of Litchfield, Il. ; 

Petition of James V. Roseberry and 21 other citizens of EastSt. Louis, 
Ill. ; 
Petition of William S. Coe, of Peoria, TIL, and other farmers of Illi- 
nois,’ Missouri, Indiana, and other States; 

Petition of C. W. Nichols and other farmers of Illinois and Missouri; 

Petition of ©. D. Freeman and 84 citizens of Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, 
and Missouri; 

Petition of T. J. James, of Moro, and 1 other citizen of Ilinois and 9 
citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; and- 

Petition of Joseph Groth, of Peoria, Ill., and 21 other citizens of Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of William M. Jones, of Ef- 
fingham, Ill., and 17 other farmers, citizens of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, 

He also presented the petition of John Palmer, of Keysport, N1., and 
others, citizens of Illinois, Missouri, and other States, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, but not remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which was ordered to 
lio on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Capron, Ill., remonstrat- 
ing against the Breckinridge Sunday-rest bill and against legislation 
closing the World’s Fair on Sundays; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Madison, Ill., praying for 
the speedy passage of House bill 5353, prohibiting dealings in options 
and futures; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 5 - 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Mount Morris (I11.) 
College, praying for the passage of the international copyright bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
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Healso presented a petition of citizens of Rockford, Ill., praying for 
the passage of the Conger lard hill; which was ordered to lie on the 


table, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions of citizens of 
Missouri, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of 78 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of K. F. Scott and 20 other citizens of Poplar Bluff, Mo. ; 

‘Petition of F. C. Gould and 42 other citizens of Franklin County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of S. A. Stalberg and 21 other farmers of the States of Mis- 
souri, Illinois, Indiana, and Kansas; 

Petition of J. F. Hayesand 29 other citizens of St. Lonis, Mo.; 

Petition of R. C. Henry and 70 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of John F. Barth and 83 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of A. Bromschizig and 11 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of M. O. O'Neil and 27 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of Sam Wells and 26 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

enuan of C. M. Crosswell and 91 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 
an 

Petition of John Vogler and 70 other citizens of St. Lonis, Mo. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials of citizens of 
Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of E. T. English and 15 other citizens of Cape Girardeau, 


0.5 
Memorial of John Sheridan and 15 other citizensof St. Louis, Mo. ; 
Memorial of J. L. Newmyer and 15 other citizens of Love Lake, 


0.5 
PE ase of George Wellman and 16 other citizensof St. Genevieve, 

0.; an 

Memorial of R. J. Hill and 33 other citizens of the States of Mis- 
souri, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, New Jersey, and Texas, 

Mr. PLATT. I present a short petition signed by some very dis- 
tinguished citizens of the District of Columbia, in favor of the passage 
of the bill relating to international copyright. It puts the argument 
for the bill soconcisely and in so small a compass that I move the pe- 
oar be printed as a miscellaneous document, and ordered to lieon the 
table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I present a petition in the form of a report of the 
grand jury of Dolores County, Colorado, made to Hon. George T. 
Summer, judge of thesixth judicial district of Colorado. The petition 
recites that for the past year the Indians on the Southern Ute reserva- 
tion have gone over into the adjoining county of Dolores and are rapidly 
exterminating the deer, elk, mountain sheep, antelope, and smaller 

“game, and when they are interfered with they producea passsigned by 

the Indian agent permitting them to roam at will throughout that 
section of Colorado; that they are stealing property and threatening 
human life; and the petitioners state that unless something is done 
in the way of keeping the Indians upon their reservation it will be 
difficult to prevent some sori of a conflict between the white settlers 
and the Indians. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mitteo on Indian Afairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Jacksonville (Fla.) Board of 
Trade, praying for the extension of the time for withdrawing imported 
goods from bonded warehouses as proposed in House joint resolution 
252, introduced by Mr. FLOWER, of New York.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

_Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Allen County, In- 
diana, and a petition of members of the Evening Star Lodge, No. 1935, 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Crawford County, Indiana, 

raying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 

ie on the table, 

Mr, DAWES presented a petition of citizens of Springfield, Mass., 
and a petition of citizens of Marlborough, Mass., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill ; which were ordered to lie on the 

è. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin F. Cook, late captain 
Company E, Twelfth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, praying to be 
allowed remuneration for losses sustained by him bécause of the cap- 
ture of vouchers during the war; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Claims. E 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the International Copyright 
Association, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage ofthe copyright 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of George W. Prescott 
and 17 other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., and resolutions of the 
Chicago (Ill.) Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 

e on the table: - 

Petition of J. Dills and 27 other citizens of Clinton County, Michi- 
gan; 
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Petition of S. E. Haughey and 26 other citizens of Montgomery 
County, Michigan; 
Petition of John Ovens and 41 other citizens of Ottawa County, Michi- 


gan; 

Petition of O. M. Sikes and 20 other citizens of Van Buren County, 
Michigan; 

Petition of A. J. Carpenter and 30 other citizens of Eaton County, 
Michigan (Windsor Grange); 

Petition of J. W. Rowe and 11 other citizens of Ionia, Mich.; 

Petition of D. Himebaugh and 4 other citizens of Burr Oak, Mich. ; 

Petition of Henry Ray and 27 other citizens of Riga, Lenawee County, 
Michigan; 

Petition of C. B. Bodfish and 11 other citizens of Pasco, Mich.; and 

Resolutions of Flushing Grange, No. 387, Michigan. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of R. H. Oakley, F. W. A. 
Kind, F. W. Holman, jr., and other prominent citizens of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying for the immediate passage of the Torrey bankruptcy, 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the following concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of New York; which was read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 


STATE OF NEW YORK. 


In SENATE, Albany, January 6, 1891. 
Concurrent resolution relative to the improvement of the Hudson River, 


- Whereas under act of Congress a commission of army officers has been ap- 
pointed to examine the feasibility of deepening and improving the Hudson 
River, and said commission is now in session in Albany; and 

Whereas the proposed improyement would be a substantial and permanent 
benefit to the commerce of the State of New York; and 

Whereas by previous appropriations the Federal Government has been com- 
mitted to the policy of improving the navigation of the Hudson River: There- 


fore, 
Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of New York State in Con- 
gress be requested to use every cffort to promote the proposed improvement, 


By order senate: 
JOHN S. KENYON, Clerk, 


In AssxrMBiy, January 6, 1891, 
Concurred in without amendment, 


By order: 
CHAS, R, DE FREEST, Clerk. 


Mr. CALL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., praying for the passage of a bill extending the time for the 
removal of merchandise in bonded warehouses imported prior to Oc- 
tober 1, 1890; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of John Sheaffer and other citizens of Lawrence County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of A. G. Knox and 16 other citizens of Pulaski, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Shenango Alliance, No. 50, of Pulaski, Lawrence 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of A. G. Knox and 16 other citizens of Pulaski, Lawrence 
County, Pennsylyania; 

Resolutions of Elbridge Farmers’ Alliance, No. 37, of Elbridge, Pa. ; 

Resolutions of the Farmers’ Hillside Alliance, No. 33, of Fredonia, 
Mercer County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of William Beye, Fredonia, and 36 other citizens of Mercer 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of P.S. McGrath and 40 other citizens of Mercer County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of John R, Law and 27 other citizens of Blair County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

Petition of Adam S. Klee and 30 other citizens of Berks County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Columbia Grange, No. 33 (membership 150), of Columbia 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of James G. Watson and 17 other citizens of Northumber- 
land County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of William E. Messenger and 314 other citizens of Warren 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of F. L. Thayn and 23 other citizens of Warren County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of David Fausola and 44 other citizens of Northumberland 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of J. W. Gray and 18 other citizens of Aubuin, Susque- 
hanna County, Pennsylvania; : 

Petition of A. J. Hay and 28 other citizens of Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of John Phillips and 24 other citizens of Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of J. D. Cooper and 31 other citizens of Perry County, Penn- 
Sylvania; 

Petition of G. D. Moger and 26 other citizens of Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of J. T. Brooks and 25 other citizens of Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of F. B. Wildoner and 14 other citizens of Waterton, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
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tion of Chester, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 
Petition of L. C. Dye and 17 other citizens of Crawford County, 


Kansas; 
a Petition of H. Lippie and 32 other citizens of Wilder, Johnson County, 
ansas; 

Poth ee of Wilder Alliance, Wilder, Johnson County, Kansas; 
an 

Petition of John M.Grinn and 28 other citizens of Olathe, Kans. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of John M. Grinn and 28 other 
citizensof Olathe, Kans., praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food hill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa, presented the following petitions praying 
oo ae passage of the Congerlard bill; which were ordered to lieon the 

é: 

Petition of 29 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Petition of 25 citizens of Fayette County, Iowa; 

Petition of 33 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa; 

Petition of 19 citizens of Benton County, Iowa; 

Petition of 79 citizens of Greene County, Iowa; 

Petition of 49 citizens of Butler County, Iowa; 

Petition of 22 citizens of Hardin County, Iowa; : 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1335, of Greene County, Iowa; 

pengan of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 795, of Greene County, Iowa; 
an 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1744, of Linn County, Iowa. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of a large number of leading 
business men of Abilene, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of 
any bankruptcy legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans., 
praying for speedy and favorable action by the Government for the 
acquisition of certain lands lyingimmediately west of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Belpre Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Kansas, praying for the passage of the Paddock 
pareta bill and remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 

ill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
anes ee. Vege tae a ipaa of pa en of rae of Chicago, 

., remonstrating against the of the Con bill; which 
was ordered to lie cathe table sme moe ‘ 

Mr. DANIEL presented the following petitions of citizens of Vir- 
gam praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were or- 

ered to lie on the table: 

Petition of X. X. Chunters and 36 other citizens of Spottsylvania 
County, Virginia; 
gettin of C. W. Lampkins and 28 other citizens of Caroline County, 

irginia; 

Petition of W, Young and 35 other citizens of Spotsylvania County, 


nia; 
Virgin of William Algoal and 35 other citizens of Fancy Grove, 
irginia; } 

Petition of O. F. W. C. Caldwell and 60 other citizens of Craig 
County, Virginia; and 
= pone of W. D. Brooks and 17 other citizens of Franklin County, 

nia. 

Mr. SPOONER J peers a petition of citizens of Ogdensburgh, Wis., 
and a petition of the Pine Grove Alliance, No. 96, of Plainfield, Wis., 
praying for the 5; y passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 139 citizens of Howell County, 
Missouri, praying for a change in the laws regarding soldiers’ homo- 
steads; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of William Stapleton and 8 
other citizens of Johnson County, Texas, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of 
Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it un- 
der allotments made by soldiers from said county during the late re- 
bellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the see Ht fra of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws 
and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 1861, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4283) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the bill (S. 


82) for the relief of Louisa A, Ingram, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3854) for the erection of a public 
building at Laredo, Tex., reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands 
in the State of Iowa, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to wkom was referred the bill 
(S. 4432) for the relief of Henry R. Horr, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. x 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have also had un- 
der consideration a resolution of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, recommending the passage of an act authorizing 
the leasing of public lands held for the benefit of public schools, re- 
ferred to the committee on the 29th of December last, I am instructed 
to report the resolution back and to ask that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, for the reason that the subject 
has already been passed upon by the committee and by the Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Washington 
High School, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 29, 1890, 
authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the Army 
and place him on the retired list, reportedit without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


ROADWAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS AT AUGUSTA, ME, 


Mr. HAWLEY. In behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 9490) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the trustees of the Maine 
Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to construct a roadway through 
the United States arsenal grounds at Augusta, Me., and allow the same 
to be used by the public. 

Mr. HALE. Itwilltake but a moment, and I ask that the bill may 
be considered at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill is very short. Letit be read. There is 
no objection to it in the world. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY PRISON. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs favorably the bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 
1348 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to the 
visitation and inspection of the military prison and examination of its 
accounts and government, The Secretary of War asks for a slight 
change in the law concerning inspection in that prison. It is a matter 
of mere detail. The committee unanimously report the bill, I ask 
that it be passed now. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk rend the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 136 and 1348 of the Revised Statutes of tho 
United States be, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Skra. 1316. The Secretary of War shall, with said commissioners, annually, 
and as much oftener as may be deemed expedient, visit said prison for the pur- 
poses of examination, inspection, and correction; and they shallinquire intoall 


abuses or neglects of duty on the part of the officers or other persons in 
of the same, and make such changes in the gencral discipline of the prison as 


they may hold to be essential,” 

“Sec, 1348- One of the inspectors general of tho Army, shall, at least once cach 
year, visit the prison for the purpose of examining into the books and all the 
affairs thereof, and ascertaining whetherthe laws, rules, and lations relat- 
ing thereto are complied with, the officers are competent and faithful, and the 
convicts properly governed and employed, and at the same time treated with 
humanity and kindness. And itshall be the duty of the inspector at once to 
make full report thereof to the Secretary of War.”’ , 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Objection being made, the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the objection 
which I made a fow moments ago to the bill which was reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hawtey]. Upon examination I have no doubt of its being an 
entirely proper bill to pass. 


Is there objection to the present consid- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. -~ Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? : ki 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeđed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE WALKER. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolutions adopted by that body, 


commemorative of the life and services of Hon. James P. Walker, late 
~a Representative from the State of Missouri. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4839) for the relief of William 
B. Reaney, surviving partner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4840) for the relief of the Berks County 
Agricultural Society, of Berks County, Pennsylvania; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4841) to provide American regis- 
ters for the steamers Foxhall and S. Oteri, of New Orleans, La.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ; 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4842) to prevent force and fraud in 
Federal elections and to insure the lawful and peaceful conduct thereof; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 4843) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an extension to the Executive Mansion in the city of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 4844) toamend section 3336, chapter 
5, article 35, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4845) to repeal ‘‘An act amending section 
764 of the Revised Statutes,” approved March 3, 1885; which wasread 
twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to make a statement in connection with the bill 
just introduced. I introduce it by request of a friend in the city of 
New York, and I wish to state that I am not prepared to give my en- 
tire support to the bill. It involves the question that seems to have 
attracted so much attention lately in the city of New York, and has 
been discussed in the New York press, as to the appeal which has been 
granted by a New York judge in the case of the Japanese subject, Ju- 
gigo, who is under sentence of death. Heapplied for a writ of habeas 
corpus to the United States circuit judge, which was refused. He there- 
upon took an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. That 
appeal was decided against the prisoner. It involved the question of 
the legality of electrocution, as it is called, death by electricity, which 
had already been decided to be legal in the case of Kemmler. 

It seems that after this adjudication by the Supreme Court of the 
United States the attorney for the prisoner applied for another writ of 
habeas corpus to the same circuit court, and claims that he can bring 
up appeals on writ of habeas corpus to the Supreme Court of the United 
States as often as he can find a new ground of application for the writ 
of habeas corpus. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate; but, in justice to myself in 
introducing this bill and to the magnitude of the question which in- 
volves a human life and is interesting to the legal profession as well as 
to all the people of the United States, I wish to call attention to the 
sections of the Revised Statutes. 

Section 763 provides that— 


From the final decision ofany court, justice, or judge inferior to tho circuit 
court, upon an application for a writ of corpus or upon such writ when 
issued, an Saye, Lae be taken to the circuit court for the district in which the 
cause {s heard. 

1. In the case of any person pitogod to be restrained of his liberty in viola- 
tion of the Constitution or of any law or treaty of the United States. 

2, In the case of any prisoner who, being a subject or citizen ofa foreign state, 
and domiciled therein, is committed or confined, or in custody by or under the 
authority or law of the United States, or of any State, or process founded 
thereon, for or on account of any act done or omitted under any alleged right, 
titlo, STEELY Ovens: protection, or exeniption, set up or claimed underthe 
commission, order, or sanction of any foreign state or sovereignty, the validity 
and effect whereof depend upon the Jaw of nations, or under color thereof, 


Section 764 provides that— 


From the final decision of such circuit court an appesl may he-taken to the 
Supremo Courtin the cases described in the last clause of the preceding section. 


That confined the right of appeal to the case of a forcign subject 
domiciled in this country and who claimed exemption from punish- 
ment under our law by reason of the fact of his being the subject of a 
foreign government, and that he acted under its authority, and that 
he is entitled to the privilege accorded to a foreign citizen under the 
clause I have read. It did not give the right of appeal where it was 


claimed that the sentence was in violation of the Constitution or laws 
of the United States. 

On May 3, 1885, an act of Congress was approved which extended 
the right of appeal also to the case I have last mentioned, so that now 
under the statutes of the United States an appeal can be taken from 
the decision of a circuit judge in a case of habeas corpus to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in both these classes of cases, where 
it is claimed that the conviction is in violation of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States or where it is claimed that the prisoner is 
a foreign citizen acting under the direction or authority of his own 
government, as mentioned in the last subdivision. : 

My judgment as a lawyer is (and I have examined the cases as thor- 
oughly as I could) that no further legislation is necessary; but the 
judge before whom this last habeas corpus case came in New York is 
of opinion that this statute is mandatory and that he is compelled to 
grant an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States wherever a 
different ground is alleged for the exercise of this great right—different 
from that which was in the former petition of the prisoner. So the-re- 
sult is inevitable, if his decision be correct and heconstrue thestatutes 
aright, that a prisonercan absolutely defeat a sentence of death by con- 
tinned appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States which would 
last during his natural life in all probability and would be limited only 
by the ingenuity of his lawyers. , 

My own idea of the writ of habeas corpus is that it brings up all 
questions as to the legality of the confinement, and that ifalawyer sees 
proper only to advance before the court one ground for the writ and aft- 
erwards it turns out that other grounds are found, itis possible that he 
can, in the nature ofa motion for a rehearing, bring up the writ again, 
but I do not think that this can be done indefinitely. My friend before 
me [Mr. Spooner] asks me if he can make the application tothe Su- 
preme Court originally. We may in certain cases, unquestionably; but 
it will be noticed that under this statute it is specifically provided that 
he can apply to a circuit judge in cither of the cases mentioned in sec- 
tion 763, and as a matter of course an attorney who wants delay ina 
desperate case will adopt the practice provided for in this statute, 
because it is a virtual denial of justiceand the sentence would be abso- 
Intely nugatory if the construction of the New York court be the cor- 
rect one. 

Ido not think it, but I say that with great diffidence. I may he 
mistaken; but at any rate since the New York press has discussed this 
question to so great an extent and haye produced the popular impres- 
sion that the Congress of the United States have passed laws which en- 
able a guilty man under sentence of death, in any State court, to esca 
through the technicalities and the ingenuity of counsel, I think the 
matter ought to go to the Judiciary Committee and be there considered. 
A therefore move thereference of the bill to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4846) granting an increase of 
pension to Z. T. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4847) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth C. Custer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4848) for the relief of W. H. L. 
Pepperell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 4849) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton Thayer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4850) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Duffy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S, 4851) to regulate the management 
of lumber rafts upon the Great Lakes and connecting waters; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4852) granting a pension to 
Hetty A. Hasson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 146) anthoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to suspend for a 
period of one year from March 29, 1891, the enforcement of the pro- 
visions of anact.approved March 2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving ap- 
pliances on steamers;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT TO BILLS. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Eleyenth Census; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON it was 
Ordered, That Robert W. Simmons have leave to withdraw his papers from 
the files of the Senate, subject to the rules, 
OMAHA INDIAN ALLOTMENTS, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish for the use 
of the Senate such information as isin possession of that Department concern- 
ing the lease by allottees of land in severalty on the Omaha reservation of their 
allotments by Indians, and the surrender of the occupancy thereof to white 

le; how many such allotments have been given up to the occupancy of 
white people, and by what authority of law; and what steps, if any, have been 
taken to recover the possession and use of such allotments to the Indians for 
whose use they are held by the United States. 


SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA. 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] on Satur- 
day last offered a resolutioncalling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for certain information touching Alaska. I have reason tobelievethat 
under his resolution he would not obtain all that he desired. I find 
that he is not present to-day, and, therefore, I will take the liberty or 
offering another resolution whichshall include two more papers which 
I think the Senator requires. _ ~ 

Mr. PLATT. What are the papers? 

Mr. FRYE. The resolution will show. : 
~- The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish for the use of the Senate copies of all reports, with their inclosures, 
made in 1889 and 1890 by Special Agent Charles J. Goff and Assistant Special 
Agent Joseph Murray upon the condition of affairs in the seal islands of Alaska. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask that the resolution may be now adopted. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the presi- 
dent of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, trans- 
mitting report of the capital stock, receipts, and expenditures of that 
company for the year ending December 31, 1890; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CHOOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PLUMB. On apreviousday a bill was received from the House 
of Representatives in regard to a local matter affecting Oklahoma City, 
in Oklahoma Territory. It is in precisely the terms of a bill reported 
from the Committee on Territories of thisbody, Being a local matter 
and one which the Delegate of that Territory regards as of importance 
to be passed now, I ask that the bill may be taken from the table in 
order that it may be put upon its ge- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Okla- 
homa Territory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choc- 
taw Coal and Railway Company through said city ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill beread for information, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled,etc., That Oklahoma City,in Oklahoma Territory,be,and the same 
is hereby, authorized to issue its bonds, payable in not less than ten nor more 
than twenty years, at 5 per cent. per annum, to the amount not in excess of 
$40,000, for the purpose of providing a right of way for the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company through said city: Provided, That the proposition to issue 
the bonds authorized by this act shall be submitted to the qualified electors of 
said city who have resided therein for thirty days prior to said election, and 
assented to by a majority of said electors voting thereon. The mayorand coun- 
cil of said city shall fix the time at which said election shall be held and shall 
give ten days’ notice of the same: Provided further, That neither said bonds 
nor the proceeds thereof shall be used for any other purpose than that herein- 
before set forth, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE OF WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. PLUMB. Some days since I made a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which a bill establishing the record and pension division of 
the War Department passed this body. I wish now to call up that 
motion for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Kansas, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4620) toestablish the record and pen- 
sion office of the War Department, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was 3 

Mr, PLUMB, Before that motion is voted upon I desire to say that 
this bill is not for the purpose of establishing a record and pension 
division in the War Department, because that division is already es- 
tablished. It is truethat it gives to that organization or that division 
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a status under the law which it has not now got, except as it gets it 
by the action of the Secretary of War. Itis for the purpose of promot- 
ing the gentleman who is in charge of that division, a person whom I 
have never seen and whom I would not speak of with any disparage- 
ment; but I do say that against this bill I have an objection which I 
think the Senate ought to regard as vital. 

I shall concede for the purpose of what I have to say that the gentle- 
man in charge of the record and pension division now is a meritorious 
officer, that he has introduced into the service of the Government eco- 
nomical and practical methods which, ina very large measure, have 
economized and facilitated the transaction of the public business. I 
concede he has done this thing in a more conspicuous way than any 
other official of the Government has ever done from the beginning of 
the Government down, although I do not believe that to be true. But 
my objection to the bill would be as broad and as long and as deep as 
it now is if he were the most meritorious person who ever served the 
Government in acivil capacity sinceits inauguration. He isan assist- 
ant surgeon in the Army, detailed for the performance of what is not 
only civil duty, but also, in its entire extent, length, and breadth, a 
clerical duty, and it is proposed, because he has performed this cler- 
ical oe properly, to give him a military promotion from captain to 
colonel. 

I have supported from time to time measures designed to increase 
the efficiency of the Army upon the theory that the Army was created 
for the purpose of fighting, and I can not conceive of anything more 
calculated to destroy the efficiency of the Army as a fighting machine, 
or as calculated to reflect upon the men who fight the battles of the 
country in the field, than to take up the men who perform civil and 
clerical duties in the Departments at Washington and give them pro- 
motion which we deny to the men who are fighting. 

I do not know the gentleman who is to be the recipient of this deco- 
ration and this honor and this profit, and I do not care to know him 
for the purpose of determining what my duty isin this matter. It has 
been areproach which has attached to the Army and to army affairs 
for years that the men who are fortunate enough to be detailed in 
Washington in soft berths, in easy places, and have there developed some 
skill in social and in political and in clerical matters have had the bene- 
fit of a promotion which was denied to the men who were doing military 
duty in the field. Idonotsay that the indictment which has been for- 
mulated against a class of officers, and which to a certain extent has 
bred discontent in the Army, is entirely justified; but I do say that, if 
anything in the world could justify it, it is the passage of such a bill as 
this. i 

The Army has been during the last few weeks undergoing hardships 
and dangers on the Indian frontier, gallant officers and gallant men 
haye been killed by the common enemy, the Indian, and men haye 
been wounded who still live and who will bear the scars of their wounds 
as long as they live, for whom the country provides no promotion of 
any kind or description whatever; and yet, because by the accident of 
detail or by the preference of some officer who has power to detail, a 
gentleman is brought into the service of the Government in a clerical 
capacity at Washington and there develops faculties of a purely clerical 
character, which any one of the twenty-five hundred other officers 
of the Government of the United States employed in the Army might 
have developed if he had the opportunity, he is to be singled out for 
this decoration and promotion to the discredit of the men who are fight- 
ing in the field. 

Mr. President, if this is to be done, then I can name five, ten, fifteen, 
twenty, fifty officers of the Army and of the Navy who have illustrated 
in their employment in the Departments at Washington virtues, not mil- 
itary, but civil—who are astronomers, electricians, geologists, geogra- 
phers, etc.—who are just as well entitled to promotion as is this man. 
ifthe General of the Army should discover a new planet, if the Quar- 
termaster General of the Army should discover a new article of food 
or a combination of articles of food, etc., which might be better for the 
Army than any heretofore known, or if any one of the geographers or 
electricians, whom we detail from time to time for the performance of 
these outside duties, should si ize himself by the discovery of some- 
thing within the range of his special inquires which is of great value, 
it would not be proposed that we should give military rank in con- 
sequence of it. 

Mr. President, this precedent lies at the foundation of the Army es- 
tablishment. If itis to be accounted hereafter that the men to be pro- 
moted in the Army are not those who render military service, not 
those who illustrate military skill, not those who illustrate the virtues 
and the advantages of physical courage, but the men who are good 
penmen and who understand the performance of clerical duties and 
can simplify the performance of the duties which are ordinarily per- 
formed by clerks, then we might as well muster out the Army of the 
United States as a military establishment and provide for bringing in 
major generals who are good penmen and who are good clerks and leave 
the fighting to privates, who, I am sorry tosay, have no expectation of 
promotion whatever. x ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB, I will. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has had long experience in this body. 
I should like to ask him if he remembers any instance in which Con- 
gress has created a position and limited, as seems to be done by this 

- bill, the power of appointment by the President to some individual 
named in the act? 

_Mr. PLUMB. The instances are infrequent, if they exist at all. 

Mr, SPOONER, It strikes me as a very singular proposition to 
limit the power of the President by saying to him, ‘‘We create this 
office upon condition that you appoint the man whom we name in the 
bill.” 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill would have no purpose if it did not contain 
that phraseology and that idea. It is designed for the benefit of this 

rticular person. I do not disparage his merits at all, but I remem- 

er very well some years ago a quartermaster was placed in charge of 
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. He was a business 
person of great ability. He organized that institution in a manner 
which was highly creditable to him and profitable to the Government, 
and he and his friends thought that he ought to be made a colonel be- 
cause he had done this. The matter was presented to the Senate and 
went to the committee of which I was a member, and the decision of 
the committee and of the Senate was that, for the performances of du- 
ties of that kind, promotion ought not to be granted, and he was de- 
nied the promotion. 

Mr. SPOONER. My pointis this: The Constitution gives to the 
President the power of appointment. Does not Congressinsuch a bill 
as this practically make the appointment itself? 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 do not think it does. Ido not think the bill is 
amenable to that objection, although I would say that with a great 
deal of hesitancy if I thought the Saaitat from Wisconsin, after ex- 
amination, thought otherwise. We do say to the President, ‘‘ You 
may appoint certain persons,” naming them, ‘‘on the retired list,” 
and of course we give him no authority beyond that embraced in the 
act referring to the persons named in the act, and it seems to me that 
this is akin to that form of legislation which we are constantly pass- 
ing. But I do not want to make that point. 

I believe in the Army of the United States as an institution for car- 
trying on war. Ibelieve that themen who fightin that Army, the men 
who are subject to bodily risk in that Army, and the men who illus- 
trate itin the skill with which they command troops and direct military 
operations are the only persons who ought to be promoted. 

The detail from time to time of persons to perform military and semi- 
military and civil and semicivil business in Washington from the Army 
has been the occasion of great annoyance to members of Congress. 
A few years ago a gentleman who had been some time here in charge 
of the bureau which adjusted the relations between the States and the 
National Goyernment in regard to their accounts for military supplies 
and for military services furnished at the hands of their militia, as he 

occupied the place which had been occupied by a colonel, perhaps, be- 
fore, thought he ought to be promoted to be a colonel, and for years 
wore out his shoe-leather besieging Congress and individual members 
of this and the other House to concede him that promotion. The mat- 
ter came to the attention of the General of the Army, and hesaid that 
not only should that man not have any military promotion, notwith- 
standing the great merit of his services in this clerical capacity, but, 
m esi contrary, he ought to be ordered to his company, and he was so 
ordered. 

Mr. President, if this precedent be established, then every officer of 
the Army will apply, of course, to be detailed at Washington, because 
he knows, or at least thinks he knows, if brought here in the perform- 
ance of service about the Departments, he will have better chances for 

romotion. Who is there to say that any one of the other twenty-five 

undred officers of the Army could not have done as well as this officer 
has done? Who is there to say that he is the only person in all the 
Departments of the Government who has illustrated the highest degree 
of efficiency, not only on his own part, but as applicable to the services 
of those under him? Iwas led to believe some time ago, on an inspec- 
tion of his affairs, that the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury had done bet- 
ter than his predecessors, and with less force had accomplished more 
work. I believe the Senator from Missouri, who is the friend of the 
gentleman mentioned in this bill and who has advocated the bill, 
thinks that the present Second Auditor of the Treasury is a very effi- 
cient officer, and yet any one of these officials might as well be put into 
the Army and given rank in the Army as to take this individual, who, 
being in the Army, has performed the same kind of duties as these 
other persons have, civil duties, clerical duties, and give him military 
promotion. 

The Army of the United States issmallenough. Its merit depends 
upon its efficiency. It ought to be the nucelus, the kernel of a greater 
army, which some time wo may need to bring into the field. It ought 
to be imbued with the military spirit. It ought not to be composed 
of men who are induced under the action of Congress to haunt the 
streets and the Departments at Washington with the idea of obtaining 
and doing civil service in this city with the view to promotion which 
they can not get by fighting in the field. We can no more easily and 
certainly tear down the foundations of this vast military structure of 
ours and make it worthless with reference to future and emergent con- 


ditions than we can by denying promotion to the men who fight and 
giving it to the men who write a good hand. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The morning hour has not expired, I believe, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The morning hour has not expired. 
‘Concurrent and other resolutions” are still in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The pending bill will only take a few moments. 

Mr. STEWART, ‘There are several other Senators who desire to 
speak, as I understand. Shae 

Mr. COCKRELL, It will only take a few minutes to dispose of the 
pending bill. 

Mr. STEWART. If we can have a vote I shall not object, but I 
understand that other Senators wish to talk upon the bill. Itisa 
controverted matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is in the nature of a privileged question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, isin order. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is morning business. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Themorning hourcontinues until 2 o’clock 
unless otherwise ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iask the Senator from Nevada to let us dispose 
of this matter. 

Mr. STEWART. I will give way for five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The morning hour continues until 2 
o'clock, unless otherwise ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, Mr. President; butat any time after 1 o’clock, 
ifthe morning business is concluded, it is competent for a Senator to 
move to proceed to the consideration of any other bill. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to proceed to the consideration of the un- 
finished bnsiness. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not do that. This bill 
was passed by the Senate and sent to the other House. It was recalled 
and a motion to reconsider entered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr, 
PLUMB] Thatis a privileged motion, and it has heen pending here 
ever since before the holidays. It will only take a few moments to 
dispose of it. 

Mr.STEWART. The Senator from Missouri, I suppose, does not 
wish to cut off Senators who are prepared to speak on the financial 

uestion. 

i? Mr. COCKRELL. Nobody wants to deprive any Senator of such an 
opportunity. I want to speak myself upon that question and I want 
ample time. i 

Mr.STEWART. We have only two days more. There are more 
Senators who desire to speak on the financial measure, I fear, than the 
time at our disposal will allow. Wecan take the pending question up 
after the financial bill is disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri rise to 
morning business? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want the business before the Senate 
disposed of, which is morning business and a privileged question. It 
will only take a few minutes to conclude it. Ido not wish to detain 
the Senate more than three minutes myself. 

Mr.STEWART. I will give way until half past one o’clock, and 
then I shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That is simply inviting any one who wants to 
speak to do so until that time, and thus end the business for the pres- 
ent. 

I merely wish to say that this bill simply creates an office in the War 
Department known as the record and pension office. It is already 
created by the War Department, This bill makes it permanent, and 
it is an absolute necessity that this office as now organized should be 
made a permanent office. 

The bill authorizes the President to appoint the present chief in 
charge of that office with the rank of colonel. It does not interfere 
with any promotion in the Army, directly or indirectly; on the con- 
trary, it takes a captain within two files of the position as major out 
of the line of promotion, and places him in this one solitary office, and 
therefore benefits the Army, so far as promotions are concerned, to that 
extent. 

This officer has performed work which entitles him to this and even 
to higher promotion. He hasalready done a work which saves the Gov- 
ernment hundreds of thousands of dollars yearly, andinside of two years 
he will complete the work on the muster rolls, which will save the coun- 
try from that time on, indefinitely, anywhere from $750,000 to$1,000,- 
000 every year. This bill is just and right, and I ask fora vote on the 
pending question, 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us take the yote now. The timehas not ar- 
rived which the Senator said he would give us, He promised to give 
fifteen minutes. $ 
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Mr. STEWART, If we can have a vote on the question, all right. 
[Question !”? ‘Question !”] 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask forthe yote on the motion to reconsider and 
I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say one other thing, and 
that is this: I think the Senator has made a very extraordinary state- 
ment. It is not credible that there has not been in the service of this 
Government from time to time many men who saved it money over pre- 
ceding methods, Has it got to the point that, when we geta man who 
Saves us something and makes an improvement by reason of his mili- 
tary intelligence on what we had before, we have to promote him even 
in a civil way? 

But the Senator from Missouri omits any consideration whatever of 
the fact that he makes a military rank not now existing and gives it 
to this person. Why not give it to one of those men wounded at the 
battle of Wounded Knee? Why not give it to men who are risking 
their bodies and lives in the military service of the Government, rather 
than to a man who is comfortably sheltered and who develops simply 
clerical faculties ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was d, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thopo the motion to reconsider will pass, because 
Ishould like to give this matter further consideration. I do not re- 
member that I voted upon it in committee, though it was fairly re- 

rted by a majority of the Military Committee at least, but I think 

t is a disproportionate reward, It will give $5,220 a year to the chief 
of this bureau who does civilian’s duty, which would be far above the 
pay given to any other officer who holds asimilar fank. It is true this 
gentleman will soon be a major, and this adds just about a couple of 
thousand dollars, and perhaps a trifle over, to hispay. 

Now, what has he done? He has done admirably, of course, but he 
has invented nothing new. The excellence of his method consists in 
using the famous card index, as I believe it is called. You findon the 
card a memorandum of a soldier’s record, his hospital life, ete. There 
were great donbts whether that could bedoneor not. If I were to pay 
anybody for having introduced that reform into the office, then un- 

uestionably the man I would pay would be the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. COCKRELL] who pressed that system upon the Department, upon 
the officer in charge of the Pension Bureau, upon the Adjutant General 
of the Army, and upon the former Secretary of War, and, after very 
considerable difficulty and long effort, he got them to try it, and it 
works so well that they have adopted it, and Captain Ainsworth since 
that time has carried it out. He is a good officer and I have no fault 
to find with him, but I do not believe in this way of creating an office, 
and I think the reward is disproportionate. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear my colleague state what this gen- 
tleman has done, because, according to the statement of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], he has not done anything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has done a good deal, Mr. President. He has 
well carried out a good plan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This officer served from twelve to fourteen years 
on the frontier as an assistant surgeon in the Army, and, without any 
solicitation on his part, directly or indirectly, but in consequence of 
the deranged condition of business in the office of the record and pen- 
sion division of the Surgeon General’s Office, he was, in December, 
1886, brought to Washington and placed in charge of that office. He 
found in that office ten thousand unanswered calls from the Pension 
Office, some of which had been there for six months, and every Senator 
was getting letters stating that pension claims were delayed because 
sanye could not be obtained giving the hospital records of the sol- 

ers. 

This officer took charge, and, with the same force that was formerly 
there, by the middle of March had answered all the ten thousand calls 
made from the Pension Office then on hand and had kept up all the 
current calls, answering them within three days. Then he found there 
nineteen thousand hospital records, bound volumes, which had been 
searched over from year to year until some of them had been worn out. 
They had been copied. He invented—for it was his invention—the 
card-index system and he put some clerks at work upon that system, 
transcribing upon the cards the entire hospital record of every soldier 
whose name was borne upon therolls, and, without the increase of one 
Solitary clerk, answering all the calls from the Pension Office the day 
they were received. He has made the card-index records of all the 
hospital records and of all the soldiers who were in the Army, and to- 
day you can go to his office and get the hospital record of a soldier as 
quickly as you can go tothe dictionary and get the definitionof a word, 
and that record is perfect. It is as perfect as it can be made; much 
more perfect than the examinations before. 

When, as chairman of the Senate Select Committee on the Methods 
of Business in the Departments, I was investigating the Departments, 
Icame to the Adjutant General’s Office, which was overwhelmed with 
work, having 412,000 muster rolls of the volunteer soldiers of the war. 
They had been searched; they had been worn out; they had been cop- 
ied, and the copies had been worn out. I tried every system I could 
think of to preserve those rolls; I talked with all the officers of the Pen- 


sion Office; I asked Captain Ainsworth if he could not devise a card 
system on which the complete military record of soldiers could be 
transcribed and the muster rolls saved, 

At my instance he prepared the card-index system. Irecommended 
it as chairman of the committee. The Senator from Illinois [Mr, CUL- 
LOM], the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
were also members of that committee. We recommended the adop- 
re of that system for the preservation of the muster rolls of tho 

rmy. 

We also recommended that a select committea be appointed in the 
War Department to investigate and report upon it, and the late Secre- 
tary Endicott appointed a committee of three or five, who examined 
the card-index record system. .They recommended it very strongly. It 
was referred to the Adjutant General, and the Adjutant General reported 
against it. That was in 1888 and 1889, 

The only alternative I had left to get the system adopted was to com- 
pel it by law, and by the permission of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] I had an amend- 
ment inserted in the deficiency appropriation bill which passed in 1889 
compelling this system to be carried out. 

The new Secretary of War came in, and he created, for the purposo 
of carrying out the system, what is known as the record and pension 
division of the War Department. That division to-day has nine hun- 
dred clerks in it, more than half of all the employés of the War Dè- 
partment. There has been transferred to that division the office of tho 
Adjutant General and the record and pension division of the Surgeon 
General consolidated. ‘The work taken from the Adjutant General was 
under the charge, I think, of a lieutenant colonel and two majors. 
Three or four officers of high rank were in charge of that work. 

When the office was created Captain Ainsworth was placed in charge 
of it, and in June, 1889, he took an invoice of what was on hand to be 
disposed of coming from the Adjutant General’s Office, and there were 
40,550 unanswered and undisposed-of casesawaiting action received from 
the Adjutant General’s Office July 8, 1889. Captain Ainsworth took 
charge. A large number were for the remuster of officers, some 4,365 
cases involving law questions and military questions of the remuster 
of officers, and very few, some 1,342 cases, involving the removal of 
the charge of desertion against soldiers, and military and legal ques- 
tions, and others coming from the different officers. 

What did Captain Ainsworth do? By the 30th day of September, 
1889, he had disposed of every one of these 40,550 cases and all cur- 
rent incoming business, every bit of it; and from July 8, 1889, to June 
30, 1890, he had disposed of 301,238 calls from all sources, besides these 
40,550 cases. He has received from the Pension Office 2,167 cases in 
one day and answered them by the next day, He has brought the 
work up, and it is current to-day. 

Not only that, but he has completed the card-index record of the 
soldiers of the whole of the State of New York. He is now working 
upon the records of the colored soldiers, and will soon complete them; 
and inside of two years from next January he will have transcribed 
upon cards the complete and full military record of every soldier who 
was in the late war, so that you can turn toit and get it without look- 
ing at any roll as quickly as you would turn to a dictionary and obtain 
the definition of a word out of it. 

It is his system, and it has been done with the same force. He does 
it because his system enables him to keep his fingers on every item of 
business from the time it comes into the office until it goes out finished 
and to know exactly at the same time how much each clerk is doing. 
I say he is a genius of the first order, and there never has been in any 
ofthe Executive Departmentsat Washington a man of such executive 
ability and ability to trace business to compare with him. 

What the bill proposes is but a small compensation for the service 
he has rendered: He has saved to the country the destruction of the 
complete muster rolls that would soon have been absolutely destroyed, 
but which will be saved. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator allow me to ask him to say some- 
thing about the military ability of this gentleman ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say, as to his military ability, no man ever 
served with more credit to himself in that position than he did up to 


the time when he was broughtinto that office; and I say, inaddition to 


that, that his military record is as good as any man’s, and his military 
ability and attainments are far superior to those of most officers of his 
tank. He is a man of extraordinary ability. He has two systems. 
He has devised them. One system is by cards, enabling him to trace 
every item of business from the time it comes into the office until it 
goes out. 

Go there to-day at 4 o'clock, and he will tell you exactly the number 
of cases that were on hand this morning, how many he has received 
during the day, and from what sources, where they have gone, and 
how many have been disposed of. He has these cards by which ho 
traces the business. At 1 o'clock to-day he will bave a report from the 
different rooms in the War Department on the number of cases undis- 
posed of in them. Here is a room that has a hundred cases, while an- 
other room has only ten cases, ‘Then he shifts clerks from the room 
having ten to the room where there are one hundred cases. By this sys- 
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tem he keeps his eyes and fingers completely upon every item of work. 
He knows at the close of each day exactly how much each clerk does; 
and they do more work in that branch than the clerks in any other 
branch of the public service to-day. : 

This system of tracing business is applicable to any of the Departs 
ments of the Government. It has been adopted by the Quartermaster 
General in tolo in his office, and it is adaptable to any business in any 
branch of the public service; and if it were applied to other branches 
of the public service it would save the Government millions of dollars, 


_ If applied to any branch of the Government it will enable the Depart- 


ment to discharge one-third of its employés. Leave him in charge of 
this division and at the close of two years from next January you may 
discharge five hundred employés for all time to come. Soitwillamount 
to a saving of the salary of five hundred men for all time to come. 

The work will be completed and it will bo there. He 1s at his 
work constantly, night and day, in season’ and out of season; he is 
there early in the morning and he is there late at night. Ifany man 
in the public service has earned this by bringing the public business 
up, by saving to the taxpayers millions of dollars, and by giving to 
the Pension Office and tothe Second Auditor prompt responses, so that 
pension claims and claims for back pay and bounty may be very quickly 
adjusted, it is this man. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions com- 
mending this bill and stating how promptly answers have been given. 
LIalso hold in my hand a letter addressed tome by the Second Auditor 
of the Treasury, also commending this bill and stating how the sys- 
tem of this man has facilitated business in the Second Auditor’s office. 

This is a small recompense. Thisis his due, Mr, President. The 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] went with me 
through this office and we examined it. No Senator who has ever ex- 
amined it can doubt what has been accomplished and what can be ac- 
complished. 

Mr. President, without taking time to read the letters I have re- 
ferred to, I will ask that they may be spread upon the record. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none 
and they will be printed in the RECORD, 

The letters are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF Tite INTERIOR, BUREAU oF PENSIONS, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, D.C., January ¥, 1891, 

Dear Ste: Ihave observed with satisfaction the favorable consideration in 
the Senate of Senate bill 4620," to establish the record and pension office of the 
War Department,” and for other purposes. 

Itscems to me eminently poper to give the sanction of law as proposed to 
the action of the Secretary of War in creating the record and pension division 
of his office, bringing under one management the business of tho Adjutant 
General's Office and the Surgeon General's Oflce, that relates to furnishing in- 
formation of the military and hospital records of those who have served in the 
Army; and the introduction of the present admirable i kook of transacting the 
business must have resulted in an immense saying of money to the Govern- 
ment, as it has secured prompt replies to all inquiries for information upon 
those subjects. , 

This office is now making more than one thousand calls per day for the mili- 
tary and hospital record of soldiers who have Sones for pensions. On the 
days following the date of the calls the information required is px rod and 
forwarded to this ofice. This prompt work in obtainingand furn fie thein- 
formation from the records of the offices of the Adjutant-General and Surgeon- 
General is possible only under the present system. 

The success of this great work is, Í learn, chiefly due to the efforts of the present 
head of that division, Capt. F. O. Ainsworth. With a clerical force of more than 
eight hundred persons underhis direction it seams to me just that he should have 
a promotion with rank commensurate with the magnitude and importance of 
his ten Sori £ 

ery respec! yY, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 

Hon, F. M. COCKRELL, 

United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1891, 

Sm: Noticing the introduction by you of a bill in the Senate of the United 
States to establish the record and pension office of the War Department and 
to appoint the oficer now in charge of the record and pension division to be a 
colonel in the Army, and chief of said office, I deem it my duty to add the 
weight of my oficial testimony in co ar of the passage of this bill, 

Prior to the assignment of Captain Ainsworth to the charge of the aboye- 
named division the work of this office in the matter of the sattlement of claims 
for pay, bounty, and allowances was largely in arrear, owing to the great de- 
lay in obtaining the proper information from the records of the War Depart- 
ment. Since his assignment and the adoption of his present system, the de- 
lay, if any, is merely nominal, and information called for through his division 
is promptly furnished and suficient for the accounting officers to reach, in 
connection with the pay rolls on file in this ofice, definite conclusions in each 
case under consideration. 

It is proper to add that I have this day senta letter of this purport to the 
Hon. B. M. Corcensos, House of Representatives, United States, 


Respectfully, yours, 
J. N. PATTERSON, Audifor. 
Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
Senate of the United States. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I was about to ask the Senator from 
Missouri, before he sits down, referring to what he says about this offi- 
cer having fairly earned the promotion proposed here, whether there 
is not another view of the subject to which he has not alluded, and that 
is as to what will be accomplished in the future for the soldiers of this 
country who are desiring pensions. 


Mr. SPOONER. He alluded to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did allude to that. 

Mr, PLATT, Itseems to me the making of this office a permanent 
one and keeping the officer in c who has thus shown such signal 
ability is the principal thing which commended the bill to my mind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. > 

Mr, PLATT, Allow mc one word more. I donot know that it is 
practicable to bring the same methods to bearin the Pension Office; I 
do not know that it is practicable to transfer the Pension Office to the 
War Department and put it in charge of this officer; but I venture to 
say that if this officer had charge ofthe Pension Bureau we should not 
be waiting for threo months and six months for answers to letters, 
butour business would be transacted with the Pension Office just as 
promptly as it is with the War Office. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I hope the motion to reconsider the 
vote will be adopted. Iam free tosay I do not like the bill in one or 
tivo of its aspects. Ido not underestimate at all the service which 
this oMcer has rendered, which is, however, rather of a clerical sort. 

Mr. PLATT. Notatall 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, it is of an administrative or executive kind 
and not military. He has undoubtedly rendered great service and is 
entitled to great commendation; and the Senator trom Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] is entitled to great credit in this connection also. 

But to my mind there are two objectionsto the bill. Although there 
may be precedent for such legislative action as this, it occurs to me that 
the precedent is a bad one. The power of appointment, the power of 
selection, is vested by the Constitution in the President of the United 
States. If we are to create the office, which perhaps ought to be cre- 
ated—I do not say it should not be created—it is no part of the proy- 
ince of Congress to limit the choice of the President to an officer named 
in the law. By so doing, although it has been done heretofore, Con- 
gress practically makes the appointment. 

I think it would be better, if the bill is to be passed and the rank 
named attached to the position, that the designation of the officer to be 
appointed should be omitted. The President might appoint him, and 
probably would appoint him, but he would choose him if he appointed 
him doubtless for the reasons given by the Senator from Missouri, and 
not because Congress had indicated in the act that he was the person 
to be named in the event of the passage of the bill. Idoubt very much 
the power of Congress to dictate in this manner, under the Constitu- 
tion, to the President whom he shall appoint to a particular office. 

But whether legal or not the bill in creating this office and provid- 
ing for the appointment of this gentleman simply creates the rank of 
colonel for him. Then if he dies, haying been appointed to the office, 
no successor with that rank is to be appointed, according to the provi- 
sions of the bill. The rank of colonel in connection with the position, 
so faras the rank is concerned, dies with him. So it isa proposition 
pure and simple to confer upon this gentleman, because of the valuable 
service he has rendered in the War Department—— 

Mr. PLATT. And is to render, 

Mr, SPOONER. Andis to render, if you please, of the same kind, 
a promotion from the rank of captain to the rank of colonel. Now, I 
have always supposed that as a rule military rank was to be awarded 
for military service. I think the officers of the Army, many of whom 
bear wounds upon their bodies received in battle for the Union, and 
who have waited and waited and waited in the vain hope for twenty- 
five and even thirty years that fortune would bring them this decora- 
tion or something higher than the rank which by law they possess, 
would haye some right to complain, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It doesnotinterfere withthem. Would you put 
one of them in that office? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if we are tocreate the rank of colo- 
nel, and bestow it upon some man, simply as a reward for services, I 
should greatly prefer that it should be bestowed asa reward for service 
in battle rather than as a reward for clerical services in a Department 
at Washington.’ There are officers lying wounded on the plains of Da- 
kota, and others just from great danger bravely met, as gallant officers 
as ever went into battle, who will wait and wait the operations of ex- 
isting law for promotion to a majorate or a lieutenant colonelcy. 

Iam willing this man should be rewarded, but for one I am not 
willing to vote for a bill which confers upon a man, simply for services 
he has rendered in connection with the arrangement of records in the 
War Department, the rank of colonel in the Army, to die with him, 
when there are officers who have been continuously in the service, not 
carpet knights in Washington, not receiving details around the De- 
partment, but who have rendered their service and discharged their 
full duty in the field, isolated from society, separated from their fam- 
ilies, enduring all the hardships that asoldierin active service is called 
upon to endure. 

I should be quite willing, and am willing, that this office shall he 
created. I am willing to yote for an amendment to the bill increasing 
the salary of this oflicer. Iam willing to vote for it if he needsa dec- 
oration of that kind, giving that salary to him by name. It is very 
much better to give such « reward for civil services (and that is what 
they are, although they may have relation to the Pension Department) 
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than for such services to create the office of colonel and confer that 
rank and decoration upon this gentleman, I will not say to the preju- 
dice, but itseems to me I may fairly say to the mortification and dis- 
content of the army officers who are entitled to it for military sery- 
ices. 

I have great respect for the Committee on Millitary Affairs. The 
pep ren of that commiteee [Mr. Haw try] was himself a gallant 
soldier. 

Mr. PLUMB. Hesaid he is against the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. He must, I think, appreciate the fact that army 
officers, situated as very many of them are in our Army, will feel that 
if military decorations and honors are to be given, they should be given 
to the men who have served in fight, who have been where a soldier 
ought to be, who haveearned the military reward of promotion, rather 
than to gentlemen who have basked in the favor of the authorities at 
the Capital. 

I do not say this reflecting upon this gentleman at all, for he has been 
doing his duty among the records here and has done it well. Iam 
willing to reward him and will vote to reward him, but I shall not 
vote to do it in this way. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Presidént, it appears to me that, if anybody 
has aright to complain, itis the person who is to be appointed to an office 
where there will be no possibility of further promotion. The bill 
does not interfere at all with the regular promotion of the army ofi- 
cers. If any of them deserve such promotion I have no doubt they 
will get it. But here is a man who has done an unequaled anda 
unique service. He is fitted for the place, and unless we take him for 
the office there is no one who is considered so competent by those who 
are acquainted with the service he has rendered. I hope the bill will 
not be reconsidered. 

Soak COCKRELL. I move to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves that 
the motion made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
ot ha and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If it becomes neces- 
sary in order to make a quorum, I shall cast my vote. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corquitr], unless my vote shall be 
necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. > 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], unless my vote 
be necessary to make a quorum, in which case I shall take the liberty 
of voting. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. hrabe 

Mr. PADDOOK (when his namė was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis]. 
vote » yea.’? 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. Prerce’s name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. PEE is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. TI vote ‘‘yea.’’ Iwill state that I am released from 
my pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] for the purpose 
of this vote. $ 

Mr. CULLOM. I will cast my vote, as this does not seem to bea 
question on which pairs are observed. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr, PADDOCK. As Iam informed that the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Ecstis], if here, would vote “* yea,” I shall vote. I vote ‘‘ yea,’ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 17; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


WYEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Coke, Manderson, Shoup, 
Barbour, Davis, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Bate, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 
Berry, ©, > Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, arris, Platt, Warren. 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 

Ys Kenna, Quay, 

Cockrell, McConnell, Sawyer, 

NAYS—I17. 
Allen, Hale. Power, Teller, 
Allison, Hawley, Reagan, Washburn, 
Casey, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Cullom,. I Spooner, 
Edmun Plumb, Stewart, 


Iam paired with the 
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Blair, Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Brown, . Evarts, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Butler, Farwell, MoPherson, Turpie, 
Carlisle, George, $ Mitchell, Vance, 
Chandler, Gibson, Moody, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Gray, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Dawes, earst, erce, 
Dixon, Higgins, Ransom, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The billstands passed. 


NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 4675. 

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Senator from Nevada moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the currency, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington [Mr. AL- 
LEN] is entitled to the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make an explanation at this point, 
if the Senator from Washington will allow me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I gaye notice on Friday last that I should this morn- 
ing call up for action in the Senate the bill relating to copyright. I 
supposed at that time the debate upon the financial bill would not be 
urgent, but I was informed this morning that at the earliest oppor- 
tunity after the regular morning business had been concluded the Sen- 
ator in charge of the financial bill wished and insisted upon moving to 
take it up. The morning hour has been really consumed by other 
business, but it has rendered it impossible for me to move this morning 
to proceed to the consideration of the copyright bill. I suppose now 
that it will be the desire of the Senator in charge to proceed each morn- 
ing with the financial debate immediately after the routine business, 

Mr. STEWART. And I will state that I believe it is the general 
order that we shall meet at 10 o’clock in the morning. At the sugges- 
tion of several Senators who wish to speak I should like to haye it un- 
derstood that we are to meet to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock and 
to meet at that hour every morning until the bill is disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the standing order, 

Mr. STEWART. And I desire that we shall spend as little time 
upon morning business as possible, so that we may dispose of the bill, 
as anumberof Senators wish to speak and I do not want tocutthem off. 

Mr. PLATT. T simply desire to say that I am intensely anxious 
that the copyright measure should be taken up and disposed of, and I 
shall at the very first opportunity when I believe I can get considera- 
tion for it ask the Senate to consider it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire, if no motion is made to 
change the hour of meeting, whether it will be at 100’clock to-morrow 
morning under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The understanding of the Chair is that 
10 o’clock is the hour of meeting under the standing order, 

Mr. STEWART. I wishtohave it understood, then, that theSenate 
will meet to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

Mr, PADDOCK. Mr. President, I desire also to give notice that, 
without reference to the copyright bill or any other measure, at the 
earliest possible moment I shall ask the Senate to take up for con- 
sideration what is known as the pure-food bill, which will naturally, 
I suppose, bring up the Conger lard bill and other propositions on the 
same subject. i 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator does not intend to give notice that 
he will antagonize my motion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I-do mean exactly that, that I shall antagonize 
any motion of that kind, because long ago and frequently since I have 
given notice to the Senate that this most important measure, which is 
demanded by the agricultural interests of the whole country, shall have 
the earliest right of way that can be secured for it. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator on further consideration will not 
insist upon the statement that he has now made. T can assure him, I 
think, that there will be an opportunity for the consideration of both” 
measures. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope so. 

Mr. PLATT. But if he puts himself in the attitude which he seems 
to do this pears may possibly result in not facilitating the con- 
sideration of his bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the Senator from Connecticut 
that he is the party who is antagonizing that bill. The demand for its 
consideration was made a long time before this demand of his. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I mean during the present session. 

Mr. PLATT. Whenever I give notice that I propose to call up the 
copyright bill the Senator from Nebraska gets up and says he proposes 
to move to take up the pure-food bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in reference to the two notifications 
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which have been given, and for the benefit of the urgency which the 
Senator from Connecticut displays in regard to his copyright bill, that 
I think he must have come to that feeling a little bit late, because he 
was much more anxious this morning that the bill should be brought 
up to give a clerk in the service of the War Department such a decora- 
tion as has never been bestowed by the United States Government ex- 
cept in four other instances by statute since the Government began, 
- to George Washington, General Grant, General Sherman, and General 

Sheridan, and to that extent he postponed the ecopyrightbill. There- 
fore, when the time comes, I think I shall be found to vote against 
taking up the copyright bill as against these other measures. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The Senator from Kansas has allowed the feeling of 
defeat to run away both with his judgment and with his understand- 
ing of the facts. I could not moveto take up the copyright bill until 
the conclusion of the morning hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Senator asked me to call up the matter 
which has been under consideration as against everything else, All I 
want to say is that all agreements are broken in regard to such mat- 
ters hereafter relating to the order of business. At any rate, the Sen- 
ator will not get a vote from me to take his bill up. 

Mr. PLATT. Well, I will finish what I have to say. After I gave 
notice that I should move to take up the copyright bill the Senator 
then acceded to a request which I had made previously to call up this 
morning the bill which he has referred to, after I had given notice that 
Ishould move to occupy the morning with the copyright bill. Iam 
sorry that he should feel disturbed orangry at the situation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not;I feel good natured about it, and I want to 
thank the gentleman for giving me the opportunity of which I availed 
myself. 

Mr. PLATT. I didnot give the opportunity this morning; the Sen- 
ator took it. It was not in my power to prevent his moving the bill 
which has been under consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Senator urged me to do it, and I did not in- 
tend to do it, and yyould not have doneit but for that. The copyright 
bill would have come up if it had not been for the desire to give a deco- 
ration to a person in the War Department which has only been given 
to four other persons in the history of the Government. All I want to 
say is that that relieves me from any understanding, and I speak of 
that because the Senator and I have had more or less understanding 
about the copyright bill. The copyright bill will not be taken up with 
my vote until a great many other matters are disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The Senator ought not to be unjust. He knows very 
well that I did not desire him this morning to call up the war-records 
office bill to interfere with the copyright bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; but I called it up this morning in accordance 
with the request the Senator made to me on Saturday. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator isalso mistaken about that. 

Mr. PLUMB, All right; we shall depend on the record. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice 
President: 

A bill i R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs and Lackey; and 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymas- 
ter United States Army. 

COIN AND CURRENCY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The unfinished business will beproceeded 
with, on which the Senator from Washington [Mr, ALLEN] is entitled 
to the floor. . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the cur- 
rency, and forother purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. STEWART to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, by the common law of mankind the 
money stamp has been placed upon the gold and silver metals. The 
civilization to which we belong received these money metals from those 
that preceded it. The authenticity of the one has had no higher sanc- 
tion than the other. Both deraign title from a common source. The 
same power that decreed them money measurably fixed their mone- 
tary ratio, and through many a continuous century and innumerable 
fluctuations in governmental and commercial affairs sternly and impar- 
tially preserved their parity. 

Kings and potentates and powers have challenged the existence of 
the law of their coinage and have attempted to modify or abridge or 
repeal it without success; have risen in revolt against it; have assailed 
it, but never with more than partial and temporary success have over- 
thrown it; and always to bring upon themselves the penal consequences 
that result from violated but vindicated law. The power of Govern- 
ment has not been able to create and the ingenuity of man has not 
been able to devise any other univyersal solvent of debts and standard 
of values. 

By a process of experience and eliminations, all other mediums have 
been discarded; whatever their local efficiency, their adaptability, their 


value, however rare or plentiful theirsupply, they have failed'to stand 
the test of universal experiment and by the common consent of man- 
kind have been thrown aside. 

The same wit and power and selfishness or even misguided philan- 
thropy thathaveattempted the monetary overthrow of both these metals 
have, with equal energy and determination and with as powerful in- 
centives, sought by a concentration of attack upon one of them to work 
its downfall; but, while disorder and panic and incalculable mischiefs 
have been wrought, ultimately, heretofore, this unwritten law of man- 
kind has vindicated itself, 

How comes it, Mr. President, that with the risingand falling of na- 
tions, the changing of national boundary lines, and the balances of 
national power; with the enactment and repeal of municipal monetary 
laws; the changes of rulers and of policies; the wth of commerce; 
the creation of wealth; the concentration and distribution of properties; 
the extended and intricate systems of exchange, and the expansions 
and contractions of credit, the world has heretofore been unable to dis- 
pense with the monetary use of either of these metals? 

Have all conditions so changed thatit is reserved for this time to de- 
monetize silver? And, ifso, by what new scheme orcontrivance orexer- 
tion of power is ithoped to remove one of these two foundation stones 
upon which the world’s business and property and financial system 
have been constructed and rest; and not only prevent the superstruc- 
ture from falling in ruins, but even steadying it against rocking and 
toppling to the terror and panic and confusion and disaster of every 
business and every enterprise ? 

How came it about, Mr. President, that the world adopted this com- 
mon-law rule and in all these mutations of affairs, like the system of 
law to which it belongs, it has adjusted itself to every experience and 
every period of time. 

What charm, what magic, what utility, what quality inheres in either 
or both of these money metals that has alike moved all mankind to 
recognize and prize them? How comes it that they alone of all,sub- 
stances, in all marts, and with-all civilized people are accepted; that 
while other monetary devices are domestic and perish if taken across the 
territorial boundary line of the nation creating them these two moneys 
have the boundaries of the world for their jurisdiction? It is surely 
not owing to their metallic adaptabilities, for aside from their limited 
demand as ornaments, their uses are few and comparatively trivial, while 
more convenient substances for manual delivery are at easy command. 

I only find an explanation of this phenomenon in the fact that the 
creation of money is beyond the power of man and of Government. 

By a wise economy in nature, these metals havé been laid away in 
hidden deposits, in the remote and secret places of the world, and yet 
so broadly distributed over its surface as to every where arouse curiosity 
and challenge search; perpetually baffling and inviting, capriciously 
rewarding and cheating the searcher; crushing confidence in despair, 
and inspiring weary-bodied disappointment with new hope and gaunt 
despondency with dreams of plenty and visions of opulence, until with 
light hearts and confident expectations they arise from hard beds to 
renew their toil and search. > 

And so it comes to pass, Mr. President, that every grain and nugget 
and bar of these precious metals, before it leaves the finders’ hands, is 
accurately assayed in the laboratory and nicely balanced in the scales 
of labor, and has the royal, ineffaceable, and inimitable stamp of labor 
placed upon it, rendering it the standard of value for everything de- 
sirable among mankind or that may be individually appropriated by 
him. It is not its value as gold and silyer that sends it current over 
the world, but becauseitis coined toil. These metals are not the moneys 
of the world because this common law has made them such, but this 
common law has recognized them as the universal and the only money 
of the world, because labor has so stamped them. And this high au- 
thority that affixed the stamp approximately established the parity of 
yalue, 

It may have been the world could have gotten along with but one 
of these metals as money, butin my opinion not so successfully as 
with both; for the one has been the check and balancë upon th@ other, 
the redundancy of its yield supplying the deficiency of that of the other, 
and thus, through the division and aggregate of their supply, keeping 
the growth and proportion more nearly even in volume with the world’s 
demand. 

Be this as it may, the world at large, with few exceptions, saw fit to 
adopt the double standard, and through centuries has builded its finan- 
cial superstructures upon it. 

The inheritance of property, of debt, and of credit has been based 
upon the quantitive system of money afforded by the world’s product 
of these two metals. 

It is impossible at this late day to call a halt in the march. Itis 
impossible to close the doors of the world’s concerns and suspend its 
business until an inventory can be taken of its property, its debts, and 
its capital, with a view of starting afresh on a new and single money 
standard. ; 

To what arbitrament will creditor, as well as debtor, submit? 

Will capital consent to bear its share of the loss that must result 
from the demonetization of one of these co-ordinate money agencies? As 
money, and according to the compact of one generation with another 
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and one part of the world with another, and of every debtor and cred- 
itor with each other, the silver to-day represents about one-half of the 
world’s supply and one-half of its value, about $3,500,000, 000. 

Rob silver of its money function; convert it into a mere commodity, 
and it becomes practically worthless; and with this elimination of its 
monetary quality—in order to preserve this equilibrinm—one-half the 
value of the world’s assets must be extracted and transferred to and 
swallowed up in the remaining metal, in order to double its monetary 
power. 

Such a crime is so gross, so stupendous, so cruel and rninous, that 
its contemplation excites universal revulsion and universal resistance. 
And when you marshal its perpetrators and its victims the disparity 
is so great as to render its successful commission impossible. 

It E useless to contend that silyer has been by natural or legitimate 
processes A hy A demonetized. It can not be successfully con- 
tended its product has increased unduly with the growth of popula- 
tion, the expansion of the world’s business, or the distribution of its 
wealth, nor do I concede that taking a reasonable measure of time and 
judging its relative product with that of gold, having regard to the 
stock of each on hand and the history of the discoveries of each, its 
quantity is unreasonably in excess of its sister metal. 

I confidently submit that not a single reason can be advanced for 
striking down or discriminating againstsilver that would not be equally 
applicable to gold if it had received like arbitrary and unlawful treat- 
ment in the last twenty-five or thirty years at the hands of govern- 
ments and combinations of capitalists and owners of credits. To at- 
tempttodemonetizeitisan attempt to demonetize gold also. Toderange 
the parity of the metals is not only to reduce the one beneath the es- 
tablished standard, but to advance the other above it, and place each 
in a condition of fluctuation to become, to that extent, a commodity 
to be speculated in, the victim of bulls and bears in the markets. 

Now, Mr. President, such is not the legitimate use of money, and if 
diverted from the single office of circulation the financial sea-level for 
meashrement of all property elevations is gone, and caprice rules and 
confusion and rnin follow; and there can be no certainty and stability 
and rest and no justice or equity in the relations of capital to all other 
interests, until silver is restored tò its former and legitimate monetary 
position, to its parity with gold. 

But it is contended that it is not within the power of this nation to 
lift this burden, to effect this restoration. We reply, Mr. President, 
that two or three nations wronght the mischief, effected the derange- 
ment, committed the monetary crime. 

We answer that, with the financial as with the physical body, every 
tendency and effort is to throw off disease and disorder and return to 
normal conditions; every instinct is to resist injury. If, against this 
mbes atir, these nations could inflict so much injury, how much 
more efficient shall we prove in removing obstructions and allowing 
natural functions to reassert themselves. 

Besides, Mr. President, we do not goto this task unaided. Thesame 
injustice and outrage that the property-owning and debt-owing classes 
of our own country are suffering from have been inflicted on like classes 
in every European country. The same laws of removing obstruction 
that inheres in the financial system is constantly and persistently 
operative there as here. The fact that in England and throughout Eu- 
rope the prices of land and grain and every agricultural product have 
with unerring precision advanced and ed with the fluctuating 
prices of silver, affords a demonstration no man can question, that the 
agricultural and laboring classes the world over (its most conservative, 
but most powerful, and at last most controlling elements) are fully en- 
listed in the struggle for the restoration of silver. 

More than that, Mr. President, the moral influences in this strug- 

c are with those who seek the restoration of silver; and what is of 

nfinite value, the common people—the bone and sinew of the race— 
the world over, are with silver in the struggle. Some able financier 
of France has said, gold is the money of the hills, while silver is that 
of the valleys. The masses of the people inhabit the valleys. 

With draftsand checksand paper promises, the great volume of busi- 
ness of the commercial centers and clearing houses of the world may 
be conducted so that actual money, beyond a small cent., is not 
known in these gigantic transactions; but not to such extent with the 
toiling masses, forin the performance of their daily tasks and in thein- 
finite aggregations of their humbler transactions (that after all consti- 
tute a large per cent. of the world’s business) there must be the man- 
ual delivery of money, and in their affairs neither gold nor drafts are 
largely involved. 

I firmly believe, Mr. President, the time is fully ripe, and the in- 
dustrial and business world are anxionsly looking to some strong, 
dominant nation like the United States, to lead off boldly and deter- 
minately in this movement; and the result is accomplished; that in- 
stead of opposition, in the very nature of things, friendly allies must 
tally to our support. 

It is befitting, too, that the greatest silver-producing nation of the 
world should be the first to assert itself in this behalf. It is also in 
place that we, the strongest, the most vigorous, the most self-con- 
tained, and the most wealthy of nations should assume the initiative 
and reap the honor and advantage resulting from such leadership, 


There can be less hazard to:such a nation as our own, which, pro- 
portioned to its consumption, purchases the least from outside its bor- 
ders, and sends forth the most of its commodities into the markets of 
the world, and by its favorable trade balances is drawing upon the 
finances ofalmosteyery other people. Thusintrenched and thus equipped 
for this struggle, I have but little fear of the disastrous results to our 
nation that others may apprehend. 

I have not heard with indifference prophecies of evil resulting from 
such change from men of great experience and profound knowledge of 
financial questions. And yet, Mr. President, I can not butrecall that 
many similar propheciesremain unfulfilled. Icannotforgetthat but a 
few years ago I heard it proclaimed that the gigantic war debt of this 
nation would crush her into the earth in hopeless bankruptcy, and the 
only alternative was through the doorway of repudiation; and not only 
baye we expended hundreds of millions in pensioning our soldiery with 
a liberality and beneficence never before displayed by any nation, but 
we have liquidated more than half our debt, and placed the remainder 
in the forefront of the world's securities. 

I recall when wise and experienced but somewhat timid men said 
we could not resume specie payment and thatthe attempt must result 
in failure and widespread disaster; and yet a bold Secretary of the 
Treasury, with a good sense of the infinite recuperative powers and 
the wealth ofthis nation, said it could be done, and the way to resume 
was toresume; and, as resistless as obedience tothe fiat of the Infinite, 
**Let there be light,” resumptioncame. We can not forget that from 
the initial step in silver legislation the warnings that gold would de- 
sert our shores as if financial leprosy infected them, and that we wonld 
soon sink to the financial level of China, India, and Mexico and be ex- 
cluded from commercial relations with the gold-using states, have 
all proven vain and empty sounds; that while we have accumulated 
silver morethan many other nations, we have been equally successful in 
holding gold. 

The late financial stringency and resulting business depressions, 
from which we are happily emerging, afforded proof of the public 
faith in silver money. The fact of the controlling percentages of cus- 
toms dues throughont this period being paid the Government in gold 
when silver was alike receivable, shows the public had no distrust of 
silver money. 

Although tho price of silver rapidly and unhealthfully advanced for 
a number of months alter the passage of the late silver act (not as a 
result of that legislation, but from extraneous and adventitious cir- 
cumstances), this fact did not draw silver to us from other parts of the 
world in any sensible degree, nor did it cause gold to depart from ns. 

The fact is, Mr. President, no money, no currency, whether gold or 
silver, moves of its own volition, but only as it is impelled or drawn 
in the course of circulation. Our gold is not sent abroad except to 
bring some more desirable equivalent home, nor will the silverof other 
lands be drawn hither except our people prefer it to the commodities 
they already possess. So long as there is a limited supply of money 
metals, and more especially so long as that supply does not increase 
ratably with the increase of wealth and population, its undue accumu- 
lation in any given place means a corresponding depletion elsewhere 
with the necessary effect of lessening the unit-producing power in the 
country of the abundance and augmenting it in that of the scarcity. 
This fact in turn both impels and attracts commodities to the place of 
larger price, which not only tends to restore a monetary level, but 
also aids every nation in retaining or recalling to its borders the vol- 
ume of currency usual in kind and necessary in quantity for its do- 
mestic circulation. 

Nor can the constant and indispensablo home use of gold and silver 
by European nations be overlooked. The profound realization of the 
commercial world to-day, in the light of its late panic experience, is 
not that its affairs should be condacted upon the gold basis alone, but 
rather the utter inadequacy of gold to meet its monetary wants, If 
any lesson has been impressively tanght it is that the business world 
must have a larger circulation. 

It must be better prepared to meet the shocks and strains to which 
it is subjected by blind distrust or well-grounded apprehensions; that 
back of checks and drafts there must be larger and more reliable money 
balances; that at times of shaken confidence there must be largeractual 
money reserves to draw against instead of the pawns of schemes un- 
executed, of dreams unrealized, of possibilities, of speculations, of 
things hoped for, but not seen. 

These events are the days of actual accounting. Theseare thereal pay 
days of trade. These are the occasions when collaterals and securities, 
though gilt-edged, will not avail, and money must be present and per- 
form itsfunctionsin person. Atsuch times,no accounting for the absence 
of money, however reasonable, will be tolerated, and no substitute, 
however worthy, will be accepted, and no clamor forit; however needless 
and wild, willbe unheeded. Nothing buta promptdemonstration that 
it can be had quiets fear; nothing but its response, its exposing of 
itself for sight and tonch, will relieve apprehension or ayert chaos and 

nic. 

EMi President, I cheerfully gave my support to the silver legislation 
of Jast session of Congress because I then thought, as I still do, that 
legislation was wise, well directed, and conservative. It then seemed 
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to me, as it still does, it recognized the fact of the double standard, the 
need of an expansion of a too contracted currency, and opened the way 
to the ultimate restoration of silver to its monetary function on an 
established parity with gold. Were not the question agitated afresh 
in Congress, my preference would be to leave the existing law to work 
out its legitimate results. R 

But, Mr. President, I believe the full restoration of silver ought to 
come, and inevitably must come, and until it does come the interven- 
ing period will be one of fluctuations, not only in money mediums, but 
one of disturbances in the business, industrial, and property world, oc- 
easioned by the constant unsettling of foundations, and the resulting 
vibrations and oscillations of the superstructure in resisting overthrow 
or finding balance. 

I therefore shall give my support to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nevada, and in doing so I feel Iam in harmony with the 
wishes of my constituents. By turning silver into the channels of cir- 
culation, relieved as far as may be of its mere commodity incubus and 
fully endowed with the money function, I hope to see the reduced vol- 
umes of those channels rise more nearly to normal water mark and 
carry trade with a stronger, steadier, and more healthful flow. 

Mr. President, during the past fall I visited the celebrated grain- 


growing regions of Eastern Washington and found the farmers rejoicing. 


in theapparent prosperity of unprecedented harvests. Their industry 
and skill, supplemented by a propitious season and fertile soil, were 
rewarded with a grain yield far op! ingens their generous expecta- 
tions. Favoring weather attending the garnering of their crops and 
smiling plenty cheered every farm. I saw long wagon trains on every 
country road, bearing the golden grain toits places of shipment. Later 
T learned that every warehouse and elevator was filled; that, in excess 
of railroad transportation, huge heaps and mounds of piled-up grain 
accumulated at every station, platform, and place of shipment, while 
vast quantities still remained upon the farms. 

The beneficence of nature, their own skill and labor, like things of 
evil, returnedtoplaguethem. Nowwhatwastheirtrouble? Notover- 
production, because across the ocean were willing purchasers and hun- 
gry consumers. What was it that turned this wealthinto poverty and 
this prosperity intodisasterand misfortune? Every farm boy saw theevil 
and could suggest the remedy. It was in the lack of transportation to 
the seaboard; a sufiicient number of cars with which to carry away 
- this accumulated mass would relieve the congestion and solve the prob- 
lem. 

No man of traffic, however astute and cunning, could by any theory, 
however plausible, blind the plowman either to the trouble or the 
cure. Think youhe could persuade that man that if all white carscould 
be ditched and sidetracked and only used for storage purposes, while 
yellow cars alone servedas nroving transportation vehicles, relief would 
come? He knew it was a Jack of cars, and relief could not be hoped 
for until such vehicles were employed in numbers and capacity pro- 
portionate to the tonnage to be moved. 

It seems to me; Mr. President, the owners of land, of factories, and 
the producers of every class of property and wealth are suffering from 
a similar cause, the inadequacy of the vehicles of trade; for the want 
of a suficient and reliable currency; and likewise realizing theeviland 
knowing the remedy they will not be bafiled or prevented in attain- 
ing it. 

iM. BERRY obtained the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, I 
have here a proposition of amendment which I have not concluded that 
I shall offer, but at the request of several Senators who desire to have 
it printed so that they can look it over, for that purpose I submit it 
andask to have it printed. It isa proposition which may be offered 
as an amendment if any one desires, and in order that it may be under- 
stood, as several Senators have said they could vote for this proposition 
when they would not vote for the other amendment, and before even 
giving notice that Ishall offer it, I desire to haveit printed so thatthe 
friends of silver can look it over and see what they think of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SANDERS in the chair). Ifthere 
be no objection, the proposition of amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nevada will be ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr, BERRY. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], which, as I under 
stand it, provides for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, placing 
it in all respects in regard to the right of coinage and the right to be 
used as money upon the ratio fixed by Jaw on an equality with gold. 

The number of people in the United States who believe that the 
amount of money in circulation is insuflicient todo the business of the 
country and that the circulating medium should be enlarged or in- 
creased has grown year by year until to-day they comprise a large ma- 
jority of our population. 

It is not a sudden or temporary impression or a misapprehension as 
to the issue, buta profound conviction, formed after the issue has been 
thoroughly discussed in Congress, in periodicals, in newspapers, and 
in public debates in every State in the Union, and it is a conviction 
that can not be removed by any argument, however plausible. 

They also believe that in this contraction of the currency, this in- 
sufliciency of money, rests the cause of the depression of trade, the stag- 


nation-of business, the reduced price of farm products, and the gen- 
eral lack of prosperity of those engaged in agricultural pursuits. They 
not only believe but they know that the price received for the produce 
of their labor is insufficient to compensate them for their toil, and, 
notwithstanding their economical manner of living, that their farms 
are mortgaged and they can see no hope of the renioval of that mort- 
gage except a sale of the land. 

They also know that such contraction of the currency necessarily 
and inevitably gives an undue and unfair advantage to the holders of 
mortgages, the owners of United States bonds, to creditors and capi- 
talists of every description. Such is the general belief and knowledge 
of the people, and I for one am in thorough accord and sympathy with 
them in such belief. 

Four years ago, I think it was, this question was thoroughly discussed 
in the Senate. The opponents of silver and the advocates of the gold 
standard then sought to prevent the further coinage of silver under the 
Bland act of 1878, and they earnestly and yehemently contended or 
asserted that there was no scarcity of money anywhere, that money 
was abundant and more than suflicient to meet all demands, and that 
this was proven by the amount held in the New York banks and by 
the ruling rate of interest. 

To-day these same parties admit that there is an insufficiency of 
money and great danger of financial disturbance; but, changing their 
tactics altogether and seizing upon the argument of their opponents, 
agree that contraction is a great evil, but that free- coinage of silver 
would cause people to hoard gold, and it would therefore contract and 
not expand the currency. 

These advocates of a goid standard, who have for years devoted their 
energies to reducing the amount of money in circulation, now profess to 
be greatly alarmed and greatly concerned at the danger of contraction 
that will result from the coining of more money, and are driven to the 
absurdity of saying the more silver bullion that you makeinto money 
the less money there will be in the country. Mr, President, a bad 
cause never failed for want of a plausible argument to sustain it, where 
wealth and capital was interested in sustaining such cause. 

The enemies of silver do not bring forward any argument to show 
that free coinage of silver would cause a pt to hoard the gold, 
but with an assumption of superior knowledge they simply assert that 
such would be the result. Four years ago they asserted with equal 
confidence that unless the Bland act was repealed gold would all be 
driven to Europe and silver would remain the only circulating medium 
here. ‘The utter failure of that prediction to eome true ought to have 
taught them some modesty; but nothing will convince them except a 
trial of free coinage, and that we intend to bave, and if we do not get it 
now if will come later. 

It would seem to an ordinary citizen, who does not claim to be a 
master of finance, that the effect of free coinage would be to prevent 
the hoarding of gold and cause that which is now laid away to seethe 
lightofday. Ithasalways been said, and I believe universally agreed, 
that money is hoarded when one kind of money is more valuable than 
another; when its purchasing power is greater, then the people will 
use the less valuable, and the greater the difference in the value of the 
two metals the more probability there will be of retaining the more 
valuable. 

Now, itis admitted that the free coinage of silver will render that 
metal more valuable; that the disparity between it and gold will be 
less than it is at this time; that silver metal will appreciate in valueif 
itdoesnotgotopar. Then, if the peopledo not hoard the gold now, when 
silver is at a discount, why will they do so when thesilverincreases in 
value or the gold decreases, as youchoose to put it, and the two metals 
are brought closer together? 

If it be true that the baser metal is used and the more valuable 
hoarded, then as the baser becomes more valuable and more nearly ap- 
proaches the other the less hoarding there will be of that which is re- 
garded as the better money. The only danger of hoarding gold comes 
from discrediting silver by law asoneof the moneysof the world. Re- 
store it and put it on an equal footing with gold and neither will be 
hoarded. 

Mr. President, the people are not going to be frightened or forced to 
abandon a measure that they believe to be so essential to their pros- 
perity by the predictions or the threats of those who, with all of their 
knowledge and ability, have proven such poor prophets on this ques- 
tion in the past. 

The common sense of the people, which rarely misleads them and so 
often brings them to correct conclusions, althoughit may be they can 
not always give the best of reasons for the faith that isin them, teaches 
them that the cause of the present depression is largely attributable 
to an insufficiency of currency, and that the opening of our mints to 
the free coinage of silver will increase the price of all productions of 
the farm, and that it will greatly improve their present condition if it 
does not entirely remove the evils under which they labor; and in this 
view they are sustained by many who have made the subject a life 
study, who are thoroughly familliar with all questions of finance, and 
who haye no interest except to declare the truth. 

Common sense teaches them that afi increase of population and an 
increase of business demand an increase of moncy. And it wouldscem 
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tome that all men would readily conclude that nothing but subser- 
viency to capital and an utter disregard for the rights of the masses 
could have ever induced the Congress of the United States knowingly 
to destroy silver as a money power at a time when our population was 
being so rapidly augmented and business and trade so much extended, 
and when the production of gold was rapidly decreasing. 

From that fatal day in 1873 the condition of the farmer and the farm 
laborer steadily grew worse. The Bland act gave partial relief, but 
nothing but free and unlimited coinage can givé permanent relief. 
But I propose to readsome extracts from an article on this subject, 
written by Professor Emile de Laveleye, printed as Senate Miscella- 
neous Document, No. 162, first session, Fiffy-first Congress. This ar- 
ticle was written in 1885. He says: 


Among the many causes of the present crisis there is a very important one 
. which I have ¢ndeayored on several occasions to interpret, without, I fear, hay- 
ing been successful. I have reference to the monetary contraction, that is, to 
the diminution of the metallic instruments of exchange ata period when the 
continued increase of business in the world demanded an increase of them. 
This cause of the crisis continues unperceived, because,on the one hand, the 
great majority of the public do not know enough of political economy thor- 
oughly to understand this difficult question, and, on the other, because econo- 
mists, prejudiced by systematic views, refuse to see the facts as they aro. 

These facts are, it seems to me, asfollows: The coinage ofsilver is suspended 
everywhere in Europe. We are therefore, in fact. under the system of gold 
monometallism. The production of gold is insuficient for monetary wants, 
because the mints are almost compelled toclose up. The instruments of ex- 
changes not being fed by an annual coinage of about one milliard of francs n 
year, as they were formerly, are contracting; whence the fall of prices, the cs- 
sential character and cause of the present crisis, 

This cause of thie crisis, it seems to me, is undeniable: First, because it had 
beén brought out into bold relief, with all its consequences, before events came 
to confirm this forecast; second, use a crisis exactly similar to the one we 
are now undergoing was produced after 1819 by a similar cause; third, because 
the explanation to which I have referred is in harmony with those principles 
of political economy which are least contested. 

E? The present crisis was foretold, in tho most precise manner, by the most 
competent and the most various authorities. Let us first hear the bimetallists. 
Fourteen years ago Wolowskiand Ernest Seyd foretold, inthe following terms, 
the inevitable consequences of the demonetization of silver by a great state, 
although they did not then foresee a general proscription of the white metal, 
such as has taken place since: 

First, trade will decline, especially in the countries which have the largest 
ecommerce with foreign countries; second, the fall of prices will cause great in- 
jary to manufacturers, merchants, and farmers, and hencetotheir workmen. It 
will be of advantage only to fundholders and to holders of coin; third, indus- 
try being affected vantageously in its profits, fewer new ventures will be 
made; fourth, in this period of depression, the cause of which will not be under- 
stood, recourse will be had to expedients which will aggrayate the evil,and 
among these expedients will be protective tariffs. 

“Tt you suppress silver as a motor of circulation,” said Mr. Wolowski to the 
Monetary Commission, on the 7th of April,1870,* you will diminish the me- 
tallic mass intended to serve as an instrument of exchange the world over. A 
Jatge fall of prices will be the meager! Phx roe Sage of the scarcity of the 
white metal. Lands, for instance, will be sold fora less quantity of money; 
the landowner will find himself between two fires and will be injured in both 
— ons. Land will decline in price and the mortgage it has to bear become 

envier. 


Further on, in the same article, the professor says: 
CRISIS OF MONETARY CONTRACTION, 


II. The fall of prices from 1819 to 1830, Tho present contraction and fall of 
prices was produced by the three following causes: 

First, diminution of the production of gold from seven hundred to five hun- 
dred millions; second, general are of the coinage of silver, after 1873; 
third, exceptional absorption of gold of about 3} milliarda by Germany and the 
specs ene states adopting the gold standard and by the United States and 
Italy returning to a metallic circulation. 

The same causes produced the same effects after 1819: First, the production 
of the precious me diminished; second, England resumed metallic currency; 
third, she went over to the gold standard, withdrawing from Europe about one- 
half milliard. (See memorandum of the Bank of England, da 1832, where 
we read: “It was possible to obtain this great quantity of gold only by the re- 
duction of the prices of commodities.’’) - 

Again he says: 

On what does price depend? On the relation that exists between the ag; 
gate of the objects to be exchan: and the total of the metallic and fiduciary 
media ofexchange. The metallic media of exchange haye decreased, for (1 
the United States, Italy, Germany, and the Scandinavian states have absorbo 
an exceptional tribute of 3} milliards; (2) the production of gold has diminished, 
it is estimated by the conscientious calculations of Mr. Burchard, Director of 
the American Mint, $103,000,000 in 1881, $98,000,000 in 1882, and $94,000,000 in 1883; 
(3) silver has no longer come to feed the currency. Gold, the sole monetary 
metal, is produced in an insufficient quantity, whence the consequence, scarcely 
any coinage in Europe. 

I read further from Professor Laveleye: 

A thing which will prolong the crisis is that the quantity of gold, thenceforth 
the sole monetary metal of which Europe can dispose, shall fo. on decreasing 
according as the countries which produce gold, that is,the United States, Aus- 
tralia, and Russia, the three empires to whom space and the future belong, will 
develop, and consequently keep to themselyes the precious metal which they 
have extracted from their mines. And when, after a series of crises, the dura- 
tion and gravity of which it is impossible to foresee, as Mr. Soetbeer himself nd- 
“ity shall have reached a sort of equilibrium on the basis of reduced prices, 
the final result, as iniquitous as it is disastrous, will be a considerable in- 
crease of the burdens of all long-term debtors, landowners burdened with 
mortgages, manufacturing companies and railways, with outstanding bonds, 
and European taxpayers, who will have to pay every year the interest on 110 
milliards of francs. ‘Their debt will have become heavier in roportion tothe 
decline of prices; for to bring together alike sum in cash they will have to 
give up a greater quantity of their own products. Asthere will remain less for 
themselves, they—and they constitute principally the productive classes—will 
become poorer and more heavily laden. 

Why impose so much suffering on humanity and thus pile ruin on ruin, to 
realize what Mr.-Goschen calls a piece of Utopism, not only fallacious but de- 
structive and disastrous, 


Mr. President, this very able article from which these extracts are 
taken has, so far as Iam informed, never been answered, nor do I be- 


lieve itcan be done, because itis based upon truth and sustained by the 
history of every other country. ‘The result that would follow the de- 
monetization of silver was predicted years ago, and the deplorable con- 
dition of the farmers in many States to-day is an argument stronger 
than any theorist can make, and itis a condition whichappeals toevery 
man who loves his country and believes in justice to her people, an 
appeal that should not be disregarded. 

Itissaid, however, by the advocates of the gold standard that free coin- 
age of silver would be unjust to creditors, to those who hold mortgages 
upon the farms of the South and the West; that these debts were con- 
tracted when gold alone was the standard of money; that free coinage 
would render that gold less valuable; thatthe money received in pay- 
ment of these debts after the passage of this act would not procure so 
many of thenecessaries and luxuries of life; that these creditors would 
be compelled to pay more for farm products or thatit would take less 
corn, less cotton, and less wheat to pay these debts if silveris restored 
than if gold remain the sole standard of values, and for that reason such 
a law would be unjust to these holders of mortgages, these creditors, 
and the owners of Government bonds. 

Mr. President, is it not somewhat remarkable that those who make 
this argument, those who have so much fear of doing injustice to the 
creditors, should not have had some sympathy and some consideration 
for the debtors of the country when they deliberately struck down silver 
and thereby largely added to this indebtedness and thereby made it 
far more difficult to meet obligations contracted when both metals 
were equally the money of the Government. These debtors received 
no consideration at their handsthen. ‘The value of their resources was 
largely decreased; yet they were forced to additional toil and addi- 
tional privations to meet debts that had been contracted in the full 
belief that the double standard would continue and that the money 
of the fathers wonld remain the money of the children. 

I for one, Mr. President, say frankly that one of thestrongest reasons 
that induce meto support the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Nevada is the hope and helief that the free coinage of silver will en- 
able the mortgage-cursed people of the South and West to discharge 
their obligations and rid their homes from mortgages that weigh them 
down, with less Jabor, less toil, and with asmaller amount of cotton, of 
wheat, and of corn than it will now require; and if it be true that the 
money that will be paid to the holders of Government bonds will pur- 
chase less of thosé products dug from the soil than it would now do, 
they will still receive far more than they contracted to receive and 
much more than justice demands. ‘The reduction of the circulating 
medium always works an injustice to debtors. It reduces the price of 
all articles of commerce, and therefore makes it more difficult for him 
to procure the money to discharge his obligations. For twenty years 
all legislation has been in the interest of-creditors, and, if by the act 
of free coinage the debtor for once should be the gainer, it would be 
but slow justice to many to whom justice rarely comes. 

The junior Senator from Kansas said, and well said, during the last 
session of Congress that it was time the people were haying their in- 
nings; so much injustice has been done them and so many wrongs haye 
been perpetrated in the interest of wealth and capital by the passage 
of unjust tax laws, by demonetizing silver and contraction of the cur- 
rency, that the people are in open revolt to-day, and they have a right 
to be; they have determined to have relief and they are entitled to it. 

And while I do not agree to all the remedies proposed, all the dc- 
mands made by some of the farmers, such as the subtreasury scheme 
and kindred measures, I do most fully agree with them that silver 
should be restored and the currency increased. I agree with them 
that the tariff should be largely reduced and articles of necessity made 
as free as God’s sunshine, and that an income tax should be imposed. 
I will not vote for the section-‘in this bill which provides for the issu- 
ance of additional United States bonds, and which is putin there for 
the purpose of continuing in existence the national banks. 

I believe the national banks have been a curse to the country,and the 
sooner they disappear the better; but if any system can be devised by 
which legal-tender Treasury notes, commonly called greenbacks, can be 
substituted for national-bank notes, I will gladly vote forit. If the 
outstanding legal-tender notes amounted to $600,000,000 instead of 
three hundred and forty-six millions, business would: revive and the 
country would be far more prosperous, And why should not the Gov- 
ernment furnish the currency direct rather than confer this power 
upon national banks? ‘The legal-tender notes are not presented for 
redemption because they perform every function of goldand silver and 
are the most convenient and most popular with the people of all other 
kinds of money. 

The miserable eed of contraction and the attempt to follow Euro 
in making gold the only standard of value, together with giving the 
banks the power to expand and contract the currency at pleasure, the 
levying of high taxes on the necessaries of life, and extravagant appro- 
priations to favored individuals and classes, have driven the people al- 
most to desperation, andif we do not listen to and concede their reason- 
abledemands they will enforce those which are unreasonable and which 
may prove disastrous and ruinous to the best interests of the Republic. 

This issue of free coinage of silver is here, and here to stay. If it 
passes the Senate and the Speaker throttles it in the House, as it is al- 
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leged he will, it will only be delayed until next session, when I have 
not a doubt that it will pass both Houses, If your President concludes 
that he is wiser than both Houses of Congress and wiser than the peo- 
ple and vetoes the bill, then the people willelect a President in 1892 
who will not veto it; and no man can, as I believe, be elected President 
by-either party who will not plant himself squarely on a platform in 
favor of free coinage of silver. 

It is often said that this is a Government of the people, by the people, 
and forthepeople. Ifthatmeansanythingand is nota mere, idle phrase 
to catch votes, then when a clear majority of the people desire tho pas- 
sage of a measure thoroughly discussed and clearly within the Con- 
stitution, they have a right to ask that their representatives obey their 
will and give them a chance to test the correctness of their conclusion 
by passing it into a law. 

We all know that there is a great want of confidence to-day, that 
there is danger of universal disturbance in financial affairs and the busi- 
ness of the country, that it is almost impossible to procure money at 
any reasonable interest, that cotton and other farm products have rap- 
idly declined, and that relief must come speedily. I believe that re- 
storing silver to its proper function would inspire renewed confidence 
and would greatly relieve the country, 

If disaster comes from free coinage, as the Senator from Ohio predicts, 
the responsibility will rest with the people, and they will be the suf- 
ferers. But I believe the people are right, and so believing I trust 
the friends of free coinage, both Democratsand Republicans, willaccept 
nothing less than that, that they will not be deterred or turned from 
their purpose either by the sneers of those who assume superior knowl- 
edge or the note of alarm sounded by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio that the coinage of more silver will decrease the money in circu- 
lation. 

Asa Democrat and a partisan I think in all probability thatit would 
be best for the party to which I belong that this Republican Congress 
should not pass a free-coinage act, but asa citizen and representative 
of the people who believes that such a measure will give great relief 
to the agricultural classes I am anxious to see it become a law at the 
earliest possible day. 

The history of the world shows that there never has been an excess 
of gold and silver in circulation in any nation or any country; as their 
production has increased so has the prosperity of the people increased, 
and so it will be here if we respond to the wishes of our constituents 
and epen the mints to the free coinage of silver; business will re- 
vive, commodities will advance in price, and hundreds of farmers will 
be able to retain a shelter for their families that will otherwise be 

sacrificed to satisfy a mortgage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, this bill (S. 4675) is a very pecul- 
iar bill, By section 1 the Secretary of the Treasury is required to pur- 
chase in the calendar year 1891 12,000,000 ounces of silver bullion at 
the market price, not exceeding $1 for 371} grains of pure silver in ad- 
dition to the amount to be purchased under the law of July 14, 1890, 
not to exceed 3,000,000 ounces per month. I believe the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] practically confessed that this was a provision 
for the special benefit of bullion speculators. It seems they failed to 
corner the market and hold it cornered under the law of July 14, 1890. 

But, Mr. President, as this bill will be acted upon by sections and 
under the ten-minute rule, we shall have ample time to discuss each 
section, and I shall not detain the Senate further with the consideration 
of all the provisions of the bill, but will pass directly to the amendment 
of the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr, STEWART] to the amendment 
of the committee. 

This amendment is simply a proposition for the free coinage of silver, 
as I understand it, It is a proposition to restore to silver all mone- 
tary functions; to restore to silver all the functions it had prior to the 
coinage act of 1873; to restore to it all the functions and legal qualities 
which gold enjoys. 

I was astonished when the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], in response to this amendment, declared that it meant 
revolution; that the amendment if adopted would change entirely the 
valuation of all the property of the United States; that all contracts were 
founded upon the gold standard; that every particle of property, every 
obligation of contract, whether by the National Government or by each 
individual, was based in actual fact upon the gold standard of 25.8 
grains, nine parts fine. If the amendment of the Senator from Nevada 
be revolution, if the charges of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
be true, then the adoption of the amendment will be repudiation, 

Now, is the amendment of the Senator from Nevada revolution? Is 
it repudiation in Jaw and in fact? Is it revolution as to every Govern- 
mentobligation? Arethe Government obligations of the United States 
now existing payable in gold coin of 25.8 grains fine alone? Would it 
be any derogation of the contract and obligation with the holders of 
these bonds to pay them in a silver coin dollar of 412} grains’ weight, 
nine parts fine? 

Our public debt on the Ist of January of this year consisted of $59, - 
177,550 of 4} per cent. bonds, which mature September 1, 1891; $559,- 
742,700 of 4 per cent. bonds, which mature on the Ist of July, 1907; 
and $64,623,512 6 per cent. Pacific railroad bonds, which mature be- 
tween this time and 1897, I believe. 
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Now, there can be no question as to the 6 per cent. railroad bonds. 
They are currency bonds. By the very terms of the law they are pay- 
able, principal and interest, in any money that is a legal tender by law. 

Asto the 44 per cent. bonds maturing September 1, 1891, little need 
be said. They willall be paid before the present bill, if enacted into 
law, can have any practical effect. Already the Secretary of the 
Treasury has paid all the interest on them in advance, and if there was 
any question, they haye each one of them inscribed upon the face ‘‘ re- 
deemable in the coin of the standard value of the United States on said 
July 14, 1870,” and on that day beyond all possibility of doubt the 
silver dollar of 4124 grains’ weight, nine parts fine, as well as the gold 
dollar of 25.8 grains, nine parts fine, was coin of standard value of the 
United States, and therefore by the express terms they are payable at 
that time. 

But, Mr. President, let us examine the 4 per cent. bonds. I hold in 
my hand a copy of one of these bonds: 


1877. Four per cent, consols of the United States. 
Principal and interest payable in coin, 


1907. 


At the Treasury of the United States, 
The United States of America are indebted to the bearer in the sum of 
fifty dollars, 
7115. 715. 


This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled **An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved July 
i4, 1870,” amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States after the lst day of July, A. D.1907, in coin of the 
standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such 
coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent. perannum, payable 
quarterly, on the Ist day of October, January, Apriljand July ineach year. The 

rinci and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the 

Tnited States as well as from taxation inany form by or under State, municipal, 
or Jocal authority, 

Washington, July 1, 1877. 

8, J. MILLARD, 
Register of the Treasury. 

Act of July 14,1570. 

Tt will be seen that the bond has upon its face ‘‘redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States after the Ist dayof July, A. D. 1907, in 
coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870.” 

Now, let us go a little back of this. These 4 percent. bonds belong 
to a class of bonds known as 5.20 bonds, refunded under the law of July 
14, 1870. The original bonds were payable beyond all possibility of 
üoubt in any dollars and cents a legal tender. When the law of July 
14, 1870, was passed it was at a time when a large number of people in 
the United States were demanding the paymentof these 5.20 bonds in 
United States legal-tender notes. It was long before the resumption of 
specie payment. They had been purchased with United States legal- 
tender notes, and the people of the United States believed, and believe 
to-day, that they ought to have been paid, could justly have been paid 
in the same kind of money with which they were purchased. 

The bondholders doubtless controlled the legislation, and in order to 
avoid the possibility of any doubt as to the kind of money in which 
these refunded bonds could be paid they had a provision inserted in 
the law of July 14, 1870, requiring the words to be inserted upon the 
face of the bonds, ‘‘Redeemable, at the pleasure of the United States, 
* * * jn coin of the standard value of the United States on said. 
July 14, 1870. There it is upon the face of the bond. It calls for 
money of a certain kind. They would not intrust Congress with its 
constitutional right to coin money and regulate the value thereof. 
They were afraid that Congress ea change the value of the dollars 
in which they should be paid and they fixed the ‘‘coin of the standard 
value on said July 14, 1870,” as the money alone in which they should 
be paid. 

Now, at that date the standard silver dollar, as we call it, of 412} 
grains, nine parts fine, was entitled to free and unlimited coinage at 
our mints. It wasa fulllegal tender forall debts, public and private, 
and was upon a perfect equality before the law with gold. It was, 
however, at a premium in that year of 2.67 cents; in other words, one 
hundred silver dollars would purchase in the market $102.67 of gold. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio charges that it is revolution to pay 
these bonds in silver dollars. Supposé the matter had been reversed 
and gold dollars had been depreciated, and the silver dollar occupied 
the position it did on the 14th of July, 1870, and was worth 2.67 cents 
more to the dollar than gold, would the bondholders refuse payment 
of the silver dollar? Would the Senator from Ohio charge that such 
payment was reyolutionary? I scarcely think he would. 

Mr. President, it is due to us that we should examine these charges 
of revolution, of unsettling of the values of property, of changing all 
the standards of value in the United States. Certain fixed legal prin- 
ciples govern all contracts and obligations for the payment of money 
expressed in a given amount or number of dollars and cents, First, 
if an obligation name the kind or character of money or currency 
or property in which the dollars so named are to be paid, then such 
dollars can only be paid. Now, ifsuch an obligation does not so name 
the kind of money or property, then the dollars covered by that obliga- 
tion can be paid in any coin or currency declared to be by law a full 
legaltender. Therecan be no question of the soundness of this proposi- 
tion. Ifthe coin or currency was a full legal tender at the timo the 
contract was made and is also a full legal tender at the time it ma- 
tures, then no question of equity or good faith can ever arise; it is im- 


1186 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 12, 


possible. Here is money, a full legal tender at the time the contract 
was made, and here is the same money, a full legal tender at the time 
the contract matures, and there is no question of revolution, no ques- 
tion of repudiation. 

The coinage act of February 12, 1873, only stopped the coinage of 
the standard silver dollar; it did not destroy or deprive it of its legal- 
tender character. Standard silver dollars coined at our mints have 
always been and now are a full legal tender for the payment of all ob- 
ligations, national, State, and individual, whercin no specific kind of 
money is named. They have always been so, Mr. President; it is 
nothing new. The Revised Statutes of the United States do not de- 

ive the standard silver dollar of its full legal-tender character, After 

e coinageactand after theadoption of the Revised Statutes the Treas- 
ury Department recognized its full legal-tender power for all obliga- 
tions. I have circulars from the Treasury Department showing that 
the standard silver dollar was receivable for all dues and all demands. 

All existing obligations, national, State, municipal, corporate, and 
individual, not calling for gold specifically upon the face, can to-day be 
legally, equitably, and honestly paid in standard silver dollars equally 
with gold dollars, and not aw for coin, but simply so many dollars, 
can be so paid in United States -tender notes equally with silver 
or gold. The great bulk of the debts of the United States existing to- 
day is based not upon the gold standard, but upon the standard of the 
United States legal-tender notes. There may bea few which specify 

ment in gold, but, as a rule, they are only a small part of the ob- 
Tigations of the United States. 

Mr. President, I wish to offer some proofs in regard to the statements 
I have made, and I know of no better source to obtain them from than 
the illustrious eareerof the distinguished Senator from Ohio [ Mr, SHER- 
MAN] and his speeches and writings. I have before me the following 
letter: 

DEAR Sm: I was pleased to receive your letter. My personal interests are 
the same as yours, but, like you, I donot intend to beinfluenced by them. My 
construction of the Jaw is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite 
sure an impartial court would confirm it ifthe casecould be tried before a court. 


I send you my views as fully stated in a s Your idea is that we procois 
tore ri or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the ‘principal’? in 
enders. 


I t 4 

Fthink the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses totake the same 
kind of have fe paid for the bonds, If the case is to be tested by the law, I 
am right; ifitis to be tested by Jay Cooke's adyertisoments, Lam wrong. [hate 
repudiation or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from doing 
what is right by fear of undeserved epithets. If under the law as it stands the 
holders of the five-twenties can only be paid in gold, then we are repudiators 
if we refuse to pay otherwise, If the bondholder can legally demand only 
the kind of money he Ta then he isa repudiator,an extortioner, to demand 

money more valuable n he gave. 
ruly, yours, 3 
$ JOHN SHERMAN. 


Thatisa letter to Hon, A. Mann, jr., Brooklyn ee hy by Hon. 
JOHN SHERMAN, dated March 20, 1568. I have called his attention 
to it, co that there isno question about its correctness. Now mark, 
this letter says: 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the same 
kind of money he paid for the bonds, ; 


Mr. President, I will quote from a very importantdocument, Speeches 
and Reports on Finance and Taxation, by John Sherman, ‘That is the 
title on the back of it. I quote from his speech on the funding bill, 
February 27, 1868, found at page 160 in this book: 


- We may, if there is no stipulation to the contrary, pay in that kind of coin or 
money which existed when the debt was created; but, after we have createil 
a debt and have received gold or good money, we can not thon debase the coin 
and pay the debtininferior coin. Although wemay change contracts between 
individuals, we have no right to do it as between ourselyesand public creditors, 
Anation in dealing with a public tor stands on a different footing from 
what it does in regard to transactions between Individualsof that nation. The 
only rule is the contract, and we can not change that without being guilty of 
repudiation. 


Now I quote from page 165, where ho is discussing the methods in 
which these 5-20 bonds could be paid: 


sn and justice arcamply satisfied if we redcem these bonds at the end of 
the five 4 pray in money of the same kind and of the same intrinsic value ex- 
isting at the time they were issued. Senators are sometimes in the habit, in 
order to defeat the argument of an antagonist, of saying that this is repudi- 
ation, Why, sir. every citizen of the United States has conformed his business 
to the Teyaitander: clause, He has collected and paid his debts accordingly. 
Every State in this Union, without exception, has made its contracts, since the 
legal-tender clause became law, in currency and paid them in currency. In- 
deed, every State in this Union except Massachusetts and California has gone 
further and, as I think, Be ge and has paidin legal tenders either prin- 
cipal or interest of pre-existing debts contracted on the basis of gold. Con- 
necticut pays her interest in paper on debts contracted since the passage of the 
legal-tender act. 


All the business of the country was transacted upon the strength of 
that. 
There is— ? 
Says he— 
a wide distinction as to pre-existing debts between the right of a citizen to pay 
a debt under the legal-tender act and the right of a State or a governmentto do 
it, but as to debts contracted since the legal-tender law took effect, they were 
contracted in currency, and upon the express stipulation in the law that their 
principal should be paid in legal tenders and the interest in coin. If that stip- 
ulation was not in the law, the right to redeem would only rest upon the gen- 
eral principle that a debt may be paid in the kind of money in which it was con- 


But public as well as private debts contracted since the legal-tender act do 


not rest upon inference, but upon the express Ma gems in the law; and it is 


equitable and right that the United States shoul 
contract, 

I quote again from the Senator’s speech on tho 11th of April, 1876, 
on fractional currency and silver coinage. On page532 Mr. SHERMAN 
says: 

But the vital question presented by the amendments of the committee is the 
restoration of the silver dollar. Why restore the silver dollar when it is now 
50 depreciated by the events that I have named? Weill, sir, the answer is that 
we havea large amount, some $100,000,909 of United States notes, which now 
are a legal tender for all purposes, and the time has arrived when we can re- 
deem them all with the old dollar of the United States. We do not creato a 
doilar; we simply provide for its issue. The law was, I haye shown you, up 
to 1873, that this old dollar could be tendered for the payment of all debts; but 
it was simply not coined because the silver dollar was worth more than the 
gold dollar. Does that preventus from coiningit ? Not in the least, 


Now I quote from the speech of the Senator from Ohio on June 8, 
1876, on the legal tender of silver coin, pages 542 and 543: 

The bill reported by the Committee on Finance thus provides for an imme- 
dinate resumption of specie payments in silver coin and thus completes tho first 
and most diificult step. ofthe problem. It neither disturbs nor deranges great 
Sse or stirs up the phantom of contraction, Itisin exact accordance with 
existing law, and Jeayes the silver coin, as now, a subsidiary coin, alegal tender 
only in limited amounts, ` 

The next aston resented by this bill is, shall we restore to our silver 
coinage the old silver dollar? And here I am met by the objections of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont; but his objections are rather to the amendments perecees 
by the Senator from Missouri than to the report of the committee. The com- 
mittee propose the silver dollar,not as a legal tender for gold contracts, but only 
asatender forcurrency contracts not exceeding $20in any one payment. I would 
prefer to leave the silver dollartostand upon its intrinsic valuc as a legal tender, 
thesameasthesmuallor coin. But there is no injustice in enlarging the limitto 
$20; and, but for the reasons I will state hereafter,there is noinjustice for making 
ita legal tender for all currency contracts. 


I now quote from the same speech at page 545: 


The silver dollar was, it is trus, a legal tender until 1873, and, in strict law, 
might be restored to its former position as a standard of value without a viola- 
tion of the legal contract between the United States and the bondholder. 


I now quote from page 546: 


As to making the silver dollar a full legat tender for contracts between pri- 
vate individuals very different considerations arise, All debts contracted prior 
to1873 are payable by the law then in force, either in gold or silver dollars or in 
United States notes. If contracts were specifically payable in gold coin they 
can be enforced in coin, whatever the legal tender may now be. Tho terms of 
the contract between individuals must be the Inw between the parties, and the 
gencral law only applies to contracts when the specific medium of payment is 
not stipulated for. s contract made before 1873 was stipulated to be paid in 
coin, it may undoubtedly be paid In either silver or gold coin. At that time 
and for near forty years previously, payment would not be tendered in silver 
dollars because silver dollars were worth more in the market than gold. 

t * * * * . * e 


The contracts now beg ee this country are mainly elther currency con- 
tracts or those made specifica! Si hone ingoldcoin, The latter can not beand 
ought not to be changed by law. Those payable in coin should be payable in such 
coin as was a legal tender when the contract was made, and ought not to be 
affected by subsequent law, 

Mr. President, this is all we claim; this is all that any advocate of 
the restoration of silver to its perfect equality with gold has ever 
claimed, that when these bonds were issued the silver dollar was a full 
legal tender, with unlimited coinage, and it is to-day a full legal ten- 
der with limited coinage. These bonds are payable in equity and jus- 
tice and right with the silver dollar equally with the gold dollar, and 
when we advocate the restoration of the unlimited coinage of silver 
we are not advocating repudiation nor revolution nor changing tho 
basis of the existing contracts of the Government. 

We have shown, I think conclusively, that thereis not asolitary ob- 
ligation existing to-day in the United States on the part of the United 
States, or any State or municipality or corporation or individual, which 
does not specifically upon its face call for gold coin, but ean be paid in 
the standard silver dollar. There isno question about it, and there is 
no change in the valuation of the property of the country by restoring 
to silver free and unlimited coinage. 

The Senator from Ohio says that free coinage will drive all the gold 
out of this country. Such has been the cry ever since the passage of 
the coinage act of 1873, and especially when any effort has been made 
to restore the coinage’of the standard silver dollar. 

Now, let us see whether gold has been driven out of the country by 
silver legislation. We heard in 1878 the precise prophecies and pre- 
dictions we hear to-day, and we heard them from the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio, who has been the leader in financial matters. We 
were told then that it would prevent the selling of our bonds, that it 
would prevent resumption of specie payments, that we could never get 
gold in the country, and I believe the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
when Secretary of the Treasury actually sold a large amount of bonds 
for gold on an emergency, as he supposed, in order to get the gold pe- 
fore silver should prevent its being brought into this country. I hold 
a tabulated statement taken from the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in which I find: 


avail itsclf of this part of the 


June 30, 1877.| June 30,1890.) Increase. 
Gold coin and bullion in United States | $192,720, 239 | $995,063,029 | $502,312, 799 
Silvercoinand bullion inUnited States| 80,135,623 | “463,211,919 | 413,076, 201 


Total seess sessresersevesseesssvesveccooens] 242, 855, 858 | 1,158,774, 018 | 915,419,000 


- 1891. 
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1878. 1890. Increase, 
Gold coinand bullion in United States | $244,353,390 | $695,063, 029 | $150,709, 639 
Bilyercoinand bullion inUnited States} 83, 090,557 463,211,919 | 375,121,557 
DO tal EEr E 332, 443,947 | 1,158,274, 948 | $25,831,196 


Mr. President, all our Secretaries of the Treasury have been scared 
almost to death over silver. They have all opposed its free and un- 
limited coinage. I believe it was during onr late Democratic Admin- 
istration that some of the distinguished financiers of New York, the 
gentlemen who are expected to enlighten us upon financial questions, 
got a wonderful scare and purchased a large amount of gold coin as a 
matter of speculation for the purpose of making a handsome profit upon 
ít. They held it up some time, expecting every day to see gold, cow- 
ardly metal that it is, flee from this country, but they were disap- 

- pointed, just as they have been disappointed in all their predictions 
and in all their preparations. But Senator SHERMAN bravely tells us 
that laws can not fix the price of gold orsilver, that laws can no more 
fix the price of gold or silver than they can the price of wheat, or corn, 
or oata, or iron. 

Mr. President, is that true? Iask, is it true that law can not fix 
the price of gold or silver? Do laws have no effect in increasing or de- 
croasing the market value of gold or silver? The position of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio is that laws are powerless, that they 
neither increase nor decrease the price; in other words, laws can not 
fix and can not regulate the price of gold or silver, 

Mr. President, Isay that laws can fix and regulate the price of gold 
and silver and their relation to eachother. ‘They have doneit in times 
past. They are doing it now. There is a divergence between gold, 
with free and unlimited coinage and full legal-tender power, and the 
metal silver in the markets of the world. Itwasnotalways so. What 
has been the cause? I wish to trace very briefly exactly what has been 
the cause of the depreciation of silver. By the report of the Director 
of the Mint showing the ratio of silver to gold each year since 1687, we 
find the ratio in 1687 was 14.94 silver to 1 of gold, or 14.94 to 1, and 
in 1871 it was 15,57 to 1, and that the two greatest divergencies from 
this ratio were in 1760, when the ratio was 14.14 to 1, and in 1813, 
when the ratio was 16.25 to 1; but in the nextyear, 1814, it was 15.04 
tol. The average ratio during the one hundred and eighty-five years 
was about 15.5 to 1, or 15} to 1, showing a remarkable steadiness in 

the relative values of these two metals, 

The ratio in 1872 was 15.63 to 1; in 1873, 15.92 to 1; in 1874, 16.17 
to 1; in 1875, 16.59 to 1; in 1876, 17.88 to 1; in 1888, 21.99 to 1; and 
in 1889, 22.10 to 1. 

That was a great divergence. How has it been caused? It has not 
been caused by the unequal production of silver over gold. I will 
not guote the statistics upon this point. They are abundant. Any 
divergence which has taken place between gold and silver since 1870 
has not been caused by the excessive production of silver over gold. 
Then, what has been the true cause? What was our condition in 
1850? 

In 1860 all Asia used silver as the standard money. Anstria-Hun- 
gary, The Netherlands, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, Spain, Russia, and 
Germany had thesinglestandard of silver. France, Belgium, Switzer- 
land, and Italy had the double standard, with free coinage and full 
legal tender between gold and silver at tho rate of 15:5to1, Ger- 
many’s ratio was 15.5 to 1, adopted on January 24, 1857, when she 
adopted the single silver standard. England, Portugal, and Turkey 
were the only three European nations having a single gold standard. 
That was the situation in 1860, 

Why had Englandadopted thesinglegoldstandard? Ini816shehada 
depreciated paper circulation, and specie payments had been suspended 
for along, long time, and while she had a great mass of worn, clipped, 
and mutilated coin, current and legal tender, and yet varying greatly 
in the metal yalue and weight, she was preparing for the resumption 
of’specie payment and was a great creditor nation; all the nations of 
the earth were paying tribute to her and were indebted to her, and it was 
to her interest and to the interest of her aristocratie and plutocratic 
classes that the purchasing power of every dollar named in all the 
obligations due to great Britain and her subjects should be increased 
as much as possible, and that, if possible, England should dominate 
and control the entire financial world. Therefore she adopted the 
Single gold standard in order to destroy the money function of silver in 
the payment of obligations to her, 

y did the other nations change their standards from a single sìl- 
yer standard to a single gold standard, and modify theirdouble stand- 
ard by restricting the coinage of silver? Isay that this was produced 
by a scare, pure and simple, nothing more and nothing less. It wasa 
fright which seized the financiers and statisticians of the world that 
we were about to flood the world with an immense surplus of gold and 
silver. Tho scare commenced in regard to both gold and silver, 

I wish to bring forward briefly some few proofs in regard to this 
scare. Itstarted in the United States, and we are nsible for it. 
In 1862 the Commissioner of the General Land Office in his report said: 


The yield of the precious metals alone of this region— 


Referring to the Western section of the country— 
will not fall below $100,000,000 the present year, and it will augment with the 
increase of ulation for centuries to come. Thevyalucof these mines is abso- 
lutely incalculable. * * * Within ten years the annual product of these 
mines will reach $200,000,000 in tho precious metals alone. 

The Secretary of the Interior in his report indorsed this statement 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and said: 

Ifan amount of labor relatively equal to that expended in California had been 
applied to the gold fields already known to exist outside of that State, it is be- 
lieved that the production of this year, including that of California, would have 
exceeded $400,000,000, 

Think of that! ‘Would have exceeded $400,000,000!? ` 

In September, 1863, an international statistical congress was held at 
Berlin, at which Mr.. Ruggles was the representative of the United 
States. At that convention he Jaid before all those statisticians of the 
world assembled there these gross exaggerations of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Ofico and the Secretary of the Treasury, and I 
suppose there never was such a scared and frightened set of statisticians 
onearth. They said the world is about absolutely to be deluged with 
$400, 000,000 of gold alone, coming from our great Western region, be- 
sides the silver and other precious metals, 

Mr. President, these exaggerations did not cease. Our Secretaries of 
the Treasury and our Directors of the Mint continued them from year 
to year, and they became so gross and attracted so much attention 
throughout the world that on July 20, 1866, Congress appropriated 
$10,000 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to collect reliable sta- 
tistical information concerning the gold and silver mines of the West- 
ern States and Territories. Mr. J. Ross Browne was appointed a special 
commissioner, He made his preliminary report on the 24th of Novem- 
ber, 1866, and a final report on March 5, 1868. It isreally*interesting 
to read what Mr. Browne says. On March 5, 1868, he says: 


No uneasiness need ‘be felt as to a decrease in the source of supply. After 
many years of trayel through the mining regions I feel justified in asserting 
that our mineral resourcesare practically without limit. agin tip made by 
competent ies during the past year in many parts of the mineral region 
hitherto unknown demonstrate that the area of mineral deposit is much larger 
than was ever before supposed. 

Then referring to Mexico he says: 


The production should rise to $50,000,000 or $109,000,000 a year, and those com- 
panies which could get possession of the best mines ‘should make princely for- 
tunos for all their shareholders, 

Then, speaking of the yield of tho world, he says: 

A great increase in the production of gold and silver is probable. In Cali- 
fornia, Australia, and Siberia gold-mining is now conducted under many dis- 
advantages, 

Then he says, speaking of the two metals: 

They are now increasing far more rapidly than is the demand for them, and 
at the present rate of increase they would soon have to begin to ony beets 
But the production will become much greater than itis. * * © The incvita- 
ble fall in the value of precious metals will be of benefit to mankind gonerally, 
Tt will reduce the wealth ofthe rich and the debts of nations, Those national 
cane: Aay existing will be reduced 20 or 30 percent., the interest as well as the 
principal, 

In the mean time our Director of the Mint was urging the gold stand- 
ard in this country and the gold dolar as the unit of value. This 
scare, these exaggerations as to the production of gold and silver and 
the flooding of the country with gold, called into existence the Latin 
Union, composed of France, Belgium, Italy, and Switzerland, after- 
wards added to by the accession of some other states, These countries 
bad the double standard, and this convention or union was called on 
December 23, 1865, to regulate the weight, title, form, and circulation 
of their gold and silver coin. 

Now, I want toread something about this Latin Union. The French 
know why it was called into existence. I nowread from the report of 
the minister of finance in 1866 to the Emperor of France concerning a 
bill relating to the monetary conference, the Latin Union. He says: 

For ages the yield ofsilver has been greater in value than thatof gold. * * * 

Since 1815 the proportion between the values of the quantities of the two 
metals annually extra: from the mines has been reversed, * * * These 
great quantities of gold— 5 

Now, mark you— : 
coming for the most part from California and Australia, hayo thus rendered 
this metal far more abundant in the issues of coin in all the countries which ad- 
mitted it, either as principal money, as, for example. England, Portugal, Bra- 
zil, the city of Bremen, or as money concurrently with silver, as di nee 
and Italy. The abundance of gold has even caused the introduction of this 
metal into the monetary system of countrics which lately rejected it, as, for 
example, Switzerland, Belgium, and English India, 


Then he states that the silver five-franc pieces were either exported 
or melted down and zeplin by gòld, the cheaper metal, and the ob- 
ject was to reduce the fineness of the silver coins and retain them in 
circulation. Here we see a scare, n dread, and an excited apprehen- 
sion of an avalanche of gold to the banishment of silver. 

The States of the Church on June 18, 1886, and Greece and Rou- 
mania in April, 1867, joined this Latin Union. 

The next result was the Paris conference of 1867, and Mr. Ruggles, 
the same distinguished gentleman who had nearly frightened the sta- 
tisticians of Europe out of their wits in September, 1863, by his ex- 
aggerations as to the production of gold and silver in our Western States 
and Territories, was again a representative of the United States in this 
Paris conference, and the distinguished Senator from Ohio was also 
hovering around this conference, and was received, and a letter was 
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presented by him, and ho was in conference doubtless with Mr. Ruggles 
and other members of the Paris conference. 

What did our representatives do on that occasion? The distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio, whom I now see in his seat, was one of the 
parties, They absolutely proposed, in order to secure the single gold 
standard and a unification of the standard of the other nations, to cut 
down ourgold-coin dollar 3} cents, to reduce the quantity of goldin the 
gold dollar 3} cents; and in this convention Mr. Ruggles repeated the 
exaggerations he had before proclaimed in regard to gold and silverand 
their production in the United States. There is no mistaking what 
he said. I will read a few words of what he said in the conference. 
During the discussions of that conference he said: 

Two milliards (32,000,000,000) in gold had been thrown into the money market 
since the discovery of the mines of Australia and California, and that it was cer- 
tainly possible that the coinage of gold in the United States in the next fifteen 
Years may reach five milliards of francs ($1,000,000,000). In view ofsuch a future 
the American Government would preferto reduce its monetary unit at once. 

Senator SHERMAN, in his letter to Mr. Ruggles, said: 

Wenow produce the larger part of the gold and silver of the world, and can 
not limit our coinage except by the wants of our people and the demands of 
commerce, 

What was the result of this? The Senator from Ohio came home 
dnd made his celebrated report proposing to reduce the value of the 
gold dollar 3} cents. Now I want to quote from that report of the 
Senator: 


The United States is the great gold-producing country of the world, now pro- 
ducing more than all other riations combined, and with a capacity for future 
senna almost without limit. (See reports of Mr. Ruggies and J. Ross 

rowne.) Gold with usis like cotton, a raw product. Its production here af- 
fects and regulates its value throughout the world. 

The United States is a new nation, and therefore a debtor nation. By plac- 
ing ourselves in harmony with the money units of creditor nations we promote 
the easy borrowing of money and payment of debts without the loss of recoin- 
age or exchange, always ed by the debtor. 

The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by 
France and other countries where silver is the chief standard of value. 

All the provisions of the plan proposed are in harmony with the American 
Manip of coinage. They are either already adopted or may be without incon- 
venience. 

France, whose standard is adopted, makes a new coin similar to our half- 
eagle. She yieldsto our demand for the sole standard of gold. 


They were willing in 1867 and 1868 to depreciate the gold coin, the 
gold dollar, by taking 3} cents of gold ont of it, and then still making 
it a gold dollar and a continued legal tender in payment of the pre- 
existing debts, and they did not call that revolution. The result of 
this scare in the United States was the passage of the coinage act of 
February 12, 1873, which stopped the further coinage of the standard 
silver dollar, but did not deprive the dollars already coined of their 
full legal-tender character, The result in Europe was that Sweden 
and Norway joined in the monetary commission in 1870, which rec- 
ommended gold as the only standard and silver for small change, three- 
fourths fine and one-fourth alloy. 

Denmark, Sweden, and Norway, in 1872, on December 18, made á 
coinage treaty changing their single silver standard to the single gold 
standard. Germany in 1871, December 4, flushed with her victory 
over France and with her $1,000,000,000 indemnity paid by conquered 
France, thought it was time for her, merged into an empire, to follow 
the course of the English empire and adopt the dearest money for her 
single standard. Therefore, Germany took the preliminary steps for 
establishing an imperial gold standard, and these steps were accom- 
plished on July 9, 1873, and resulted in the permanent establishment 
of the single gold standard with subsidiary silver coins, coined at the 
expense of the government on government account, and a legal tender 
forsums of $5. 

These legal acts of Sweden, Denmark, and Norway, and of Ger- 
many and the United States forced the Latin Union to suspend the 
coinage of the silver five-frane piece, and the Netherlands followed in 
1875 and 1876 in changing their single silver standard to a single gold 
standard; and Russia in 1876 (her legal standard having been the 
silver rouble) suspended its coinage for the account of private persons 
except for the Chinese trade. 

Now, Mr. President, these legal restrictions, these legal enactments, 
these legal discriminations against silver and in favor of gold (main- 
taining for gold all monetary functions of free coinage and unlimited 
legal tender, and depriving silver of all monetary functions, particu- 
larly coinage and unlimited legal tender, giving it only a restricted 
coinage anda legal tender) have alone caused the divergence between 
gold and silver. There was no othercause. These things alone have 
produced the divergence. ; 

Now, Mr. President, I want to prove this, and I am satisfied that in 
pora such a proposition the distinguished Senator from Ohio should 

ve weight as a witness. I therefore quote from his speech of April 
11, 1876, on fractional currency and silver coinage, from pages 528 and 
529. In this speech Senator SHERMAN said: 

The enormous effect of this law in Germany— 


Referring to the demonetization of silver there— 


The enormous effect of this law in Germany, and as a consequence the par- 
tial demonetization of silver coins, I suppose is felt by every man, woman, and 
child who buys orsells anything. I suppose there is no act of any parliament 
that has so wide-reaching effect as this act of the German Parliament. The 
amount ofcoin in the world isestimated by Mr. Seyd and other technical writers 
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at $3,200,000,000 silver and $3,500,000,000 in gold. So theeffect of the z of Ger- 
many, aided no doubt somewhat by the large supply of silver by our mines,has 
been to reduce the purchasing power of the whole of this enormous sum of 
thirty-two hundred millions of silver fully 10 percent, The fall of the silver 
trade dollar in this country has been from 103 to 9L 

This effect extended itself to what is called the Latin League, who feared 
that German silver would be carried rapidly into Italy, France, and the nations 
of the league, for coinage purposes, and they interfered at once and stopped 
the coinage of silver. Italso created an impression in India; so that, for the 
first time for two hundred years, the current flow of silver into China and India 
Was arrested, but only for a short time, however. Itis one of the remarkable 
currents of trade in the history of mankind that with the silver that has been 
coined in the world the greater part flows in a continuous stream into these 
Oriental countries; and for three or four months a feeling of alarm was created 
there lest that which they cherish as the measure of all their values should be- 
come valueless to them. It created a partial panic, but that panic has passed, 
and now the stream goes on; silver flows into India and China and all the 
Asiatic countries as heretofore. 

That was not the worst of it. A struggle for the possession of gold at once 
arose between all the great nations, because everybody could see that if $3,200,- 
000,000 of silver coin were demonetized and $3,500,000,000 of gold coin made the 
sole standard it would enormously add to the value of gold, and the Bank of 
France, the Bank of England, and the Imperial Bank of Germany at once com- 
menced grasping forgold in whateyerform. Therefore what we have observed 
recently is notso much a fall of silver as it isa rise of gold, the inevitable effect 
ofa fear of the demonetization of silver; and now the Bank of France has in its 
yaults the enormous amount of $300,000,000 of gold in coin and bullion; the 
Bank of England has $170,000,000, and the Imperial Bank of Germany has $125,- 
009,000.. So in these three depositories there is over $600,000,000 of gold, or nearly 
one-fifth of the supply of the world, 


Then at a different placein the same speech Senator SHERMAN said : 


The demonetizing of silver tends to add to the value of gold, and though its 
relative value changes it is more stable compared to gold than any other metal 
or production. 


Now, Mr. President, here is a statement showing clearly that the 
divergence between gold and silver has been caused by the legal re- 
strictions, charged by the Senator from Ohio upon Germany, but in fact 
resting as much upon him as upon Germany. Silver has been by law 
dishonored and depreciated; gold has been hy law honored and appre- 
ciated above it; and therefore the relative values have changed. It is 
strange to me that the Senator from Ohio in this discussion never 
seemed to feel or recognize that he had been a party to this great dis- 
aster which had befallen thiscountry, the demonetization of silver. 

Mr. President, I want toread a prophecy that was made in regard to 
the effect of the demonetization of silver. This prophecy was made in 
1868, when the movement was under full headway, before the legal 
discriminations had been enacted into law. It is a prophecy made by 
Count Wolowski and Mr. Seyd, who published a thesis in 1868. Iread 
from Gold Standard, by Baron William von Kardoff-Wabnitz, adis- 
tinguished German writer, published in 1880. Now, it is interesting 
tosee what this gentleman saidin 1868, This was before these acts had 
been done. The Paris conference was agitating the question, had rec- 
ommended the single gold standard and the demonetization of silver. 
These two gentlemen say: 

The demonetization of silver, they predicted, by any great civilized nation 
must produce the following results: 

1. The international trade of the world will instantly show signs of decline, to 
the special injury of countries haying the largest international trade. 

2. The spirit of public enterprise, in railroads and other useful undertakings, 
mi pe presente checked, and consequently the general progress of civiliza- 
tion w . 


3. The decline in pricé will compel countries internationally indebted to de- 
part more and more from the principles of free trade toward a policy of proteœ 


tion. 

4. The nations of the world will be divided into two groups—the one trading 
in gold, the other in silyer—and this condition will render commerce between 
them unsafe and precarious. 

5. Throughout the world a decline in prices will follow, injurious alike to 
owners of real property and the laboring classes, and advantageous only—and 
unjustly so—to the holders of state bonds and similar securities. 

6. One of the principal difficulties in this period of general depression will be 
that the people will look for its causes in all possible directions. The advocates 
of the gold standard will offer all possible groundless and fantastic excuses, or 
reasons of a secondary nature only, and the real cause, the demonetization of 
silver, will be overlooked until the perspicuity of the phenomena and dire ne- 
cessity shall force thinking men to point it out. 


Mr. President, no such prophets have ever made predictions in be- 
halfof the gold standard and had them fulfilled. Here he has pointed 
out for successive years exactly what would result from the demone- 
tization of silver. Here we have a prophecy as to what it would be. 
What was the general result, all over the world, of this demonetiza- 
tion of silver? The general result, Mr. President, was a fall in the 
market value of all the great staple products of the world. I quote 
from Dr. A. Soetbeer, who made a thorough examination and a state- 
ment. He says: 


Taking the whole one hundred articles together, we find that the general level 
of prices was higher in 1896 than in 1847-1800 by 4.96 per cent. The case is very 
different if we compare the average prices of 1886 with those of the period of 
1871-1875. This becomes plain if we compare the prices of different groups in 
1871-1875 and in 1886. Taking one hundred asthe prices in 1871-1875, we find that 
a fall in prices had taken place, as follows: 


Per cent. 
Group _I. Agricultural products. 81 
Group If, Animal products. 23 
Group III. Southern products 7 


Group IV. Tropical products. 
Group _V. Minerals and me 
Group VI. Textile material... 
Group VII. Miscellaneous... 

For all the one hundred articles 
compared to 1871-1875 of 22 per cent. 


oe 32 
comparative prices show a fall in 1886 
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Mr. President, I will read a short extract from thissame work, Gold 
Standard, from page 31: 


If we observe that the commencement of the great crisis in the commerce 
and trade of the world coincides precisely with the demonetization of silver in 
North America and Germany, we shall easily perceive the connection of causes 
between that fact and these phenomena, and see that the mischievous results 
ofthe demonetization of silver must, from year to year, become more apparent, 


But what was the result in England? England demonetized silver 
in 1816, and at that time England had depreciated paper money. 

The immense resources— 

Iam reading from Gold Standard again, pages 16 and 17— 


The immense resources of the British Empire; its supremacy in the com- 
merce of the world; the rapid development of those astonishin industries, 
resting upon its natural treasures of iron and coal, which the inventions of Watt 
nnd Arkwright had called into life; the ceaseless influx of the wealth of India 
into the British Islands; all this could not prevent the fearful crises which the 
several rapidly changing phases of the British finance and banking policy nec- 
essarily brought on. 5 : 

First, following out the doctrines of the prevailing financial school, there was 
a strong contraction of the note circulation in order to force the resumption of 
specie payments, in consequence of which a business and financial crisis oc- 
curred, whoss severity has not been exceeded by any in our times, Then in- 
flation, great increase in the issue of notes, and in consequence of this appar- 
ent prosperity, apparent rapid growth of the national interests; then a second 
contraction of the currency and consequent return of the crisis; and so on, 
until ultimately the present bank act came into existence, the note circulation 
acquired a certain stability, and the inexhaustible resources of British pros- 
perity were able, undisturbed by human folly, to enrich the country. 


What was the condition in Germany, Mr. President? The same re- 
sult occurred after the demonetization of silverinGermany. The same 
author, a German author, speaking of the demonetization of silver by 
Germany, says: 


The fact that a number of smaller States would be forced to follow the exam- 
ple of Germany; that the embarrassments of countries having Be rent as 
standards, as Austria and Russia, would be increased by our proceeding; that 
France would be compelled to stop its coinage of silver; all this was then con- 
sidered as unimportant and even as desirable. Even the question whether a 
gencral depreciation of silver would follow peony important only in so far 
as slower sales of silver would cause greater losses to Germany, 

> > * k * * * 


The adoption of the gold standard by the German Empire was the signal for 
the immense commercial collapse the deplorable effects of which have not yet 
been effaced. The like action by the North American Union by later legisla- 
tion would have remained isolated, and could hardly have produced similar 
results. There was in that country no large stock of silyer which, like that of 
Germany, had to be placed on the market; there the greenbacks—the national 
paper money—still formed the basis of circulation. If,underthese circumstances, 
the United States alone had adopted the gold standard, and Germany retained 
the silver standard with subsidiary gold coinage, the United States would 
probably have experienced difficulties and embarrassments, but the acute and 
general depreciation of silver which resulted from the change in the German 
standard would never have occurred, 

The introduction ofthe gold standard in Germany caused no decrease in the 
ciroulation of metallic money,as not only the withdrawn German silver and 
gold coins, but also the not inconsiderable amount of sarees gold circulating in 
Germany (Napoleons, ten-guidens, five francs, Austrian thalers and guldens), 
were amply replaced; indeed, the minute calculations by Soetbeer suggest that, 
including the changes in note circulation caused by the German bank law, the 
amount of circulating medium has been increased. This, according to the scho- 
Jastic theory, should have resulted in advanced prices of all commodities and in 
an exportofmoney. But the higher gold prices, in conjunction with the intro- 
duction of free-trade practices in ourcommercial policy, produced the opponit 
result, namely, a perceptible increased purchasing power of money, and a de- 
crease in the prices of all commodities. The wild chase after gold; in whichall 
countries immediately joined, enhanced the price of gold, and thus caused an 
unprecedented depreciation of the value of land and commodities. The im- 
yous board was obliged to exercise all circumspection and caution to secure 

the country its share of gold by atimely increase in the rate of discount, not 
to the advantage of production. 


Now, Mr. President, what was the result in the United States of the 
adoption of free coinage? It was the coinage act of February 12, 1873, 
and in the following September such a panic as this country never be- 
fore experienced shook it from center to circumference, a financial de- 
pression which brought hundreds and thousands of citizens of the coun- 
try into bankruptcy and ruin. So that in every country where it has 
been adopted the result has been a crisis, a commercial depression, 
bankruptcy, and ruin. 

Mr, President, what was the policy of France? England adopted 
the single gold standard when she had a large amount of depreciated 

aper circulation. The United States adopted the gold standard when 
she had a large amount of depreciated paper circulation. Germany 
adopted the gold standard, flushed with her victories over France, hav- 
ing no depreciated currency, and haying an immense sum to be paid 
by way of indemnity from France, $1,000,000,000. Now, France was 
her neighbor. France had been robbed and stripped of this $1,000,- 
000,000, besides the losses, the wear and tear of the invasion of the 
German army. Now, how did France manage? 

France had, by the war of 1870, incurred a burden of national debt which far 
exceeded that of the United States. It had been compelled to permit the issue 
of unsecured notes, which up to that time had amounted to about 1,200,000,000 
francs, and was increased at the very commencement of the war by about 800,- 
000,000 frances, and in December, 1870, received a second increase of about 300,- 
000,000 francs, All these bank notes were given the quality of legal tender, 
Moreover, on the restoration of peace, the obligation to pay the five milliards war 
indemnity to the victorious German Empire within afew years rested uponthe 
country, And yet the financial administration, after the conclusion of peace, 
had the courage to still further increase the issue of notes to the amount of 
200,000,009 francs, 

France did not follow the example of the United States in attempt- 
ing to contract her paper circulation and to strike down one of the 
money metals. What was the result? Why, prosperity in France, an 


early resumption of specie payments, an appreciation of all her cireu- 
lation to an equality with coin. 3 

Mr. President, we bave seen what has caused this discrimination 
against silver and its legal tender. Now, why should our friends in- ` 
sist upon a single gold standard? It is a mere ‘‘barrenideality.”’ It 
is a mere Utopia. There is not a sufficiency of gold alone in this 
country for the supply of its monetary wants. I want to quote just 
one authority from the Gold Standard, pages 41 and 42: 

A prominent geologist, Mr. Siiss, of Vienna, has in his admirable treatise, The 
Future of Gold, undertaken to demonstrate that all historical experiences and 
geological calculations indicate that the present supply and the prospective 


production of gold can never be sufficient to meet the demands of a universal 
gold standard. = 


Vhoever examines the interesting data furnished by Mr, Süss of the immense 
sums which are annually withdrawn from trade for gilding purposes, for in- 
stance, and follows his ‘historical proof of the rapid exhaustion of all known 
gold sources can not fail to see that here a calm, objective inyestigator points 
out dangers of the gold standard, which, with the undoubted influences on ciy- 
flization exercised fy. the use fn trade of the precious metals, must threaten civ- 
ilization itself. : 

Mr. President, who have been the beneficiaries of this gold standard ? 
Who have been benefited by it? Iwantto read from Senator SHERMAN 
on that very question, as to who are the beneficiaries of an appreciation 
of that kind. In hisspeech, in this book, on page 196, on Public Debt 
and Currency, he says: 

Persons of fixed salaries and incomes are benefited by an appreciation of the 
currency to the full extent of the appreciation, Their incomes have increased 
purchasing power, and they are enabled to extend ame etpenane pets PS new 
wants, and add to their capital. Depreciation of the currency produced the op- 
posite effect during the war, carrying distress and poverty into many comfort- 
able homes. It fell with severe effect upon preachers, widows, and old men 
who saw the purchasing power of their annuities melt awa anda condition of 
independence destroyed, They will, by an appreciation of the currency, bere- 
stored to their own again, 

In other words, Mr. President, the beneficiaries of a single gold 
standard are the wealthy classes; those who are living upon fixed in- 
comes, those who have their money invested in debts and obligations 
calling for dollars and cents, securities, national securities, State secu- 
rities, corporate securities, municipal securities, and all these; and they 
alone are the beneficiaries of that single gold standard, 

But, Mr. President, who are the persons who are injured by it? 
Who are the persons who are injured by the adoption of the single 
gold standard which appreciates the purchasing power of dollars and 
cents and depreciates the paying power of all property? All the other 
classes in the country. They are the persons who are injured by it, 
the toiling millions, the owners of all other kinds of property and the 
producers of the world’s products. They are the men who are oppressed 
and injured by that. 

And now, Mr. President, what has this adoption of the single gold 
standard caused in this country? It has caused the country to resort 
to substitutes for money, not only in the United States, but also in 
England. Now, let us examine this question and see what is the finan- 
cial condition of the country to-day. How are we transacting busi- 
ness? What substitutes are we using for money? In what propor- 
tion? How much money haye we? Do we wantsimplya single gold 
standard maintained or do we want more money in this country ? 

Now I quote from the reports of the Comptroller of the Carrency of 
1890. I willnot take time toread it, but just give theresult. On page 
23, under the head of “Substitutes for money,” he states that he sent 
out blanks to all the banks, national, State, etc., to know the status 
of business on a given date. He received reports from 3,364 national 
banks out of 3,438, and he received 3,474 reports from banking associ- 
ations out of 3,484 addressed. The total receipts of the 3,364 national 
banks on July 1 last were $421,824,726, and the receipts of 3,474 na- 
tional banks on September 17 last were $327,278,251. These were the 
national banks alone. In one day in the national banks there was re- 
ceived fully one-fifth of all the money in the United States, in every 
nook and corner of the whole country, in banks and inthe hands ofin- 
dividuals. The falling off in September was very perceptible. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that the receipts of currency alone or all their re- 
ceipts ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, That was their total receipts. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That includes checks and everything of that kind? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that included everything. The falling off 
in cash in September was very perceptible. Now here is a percentage 
of the kind of money or substitute used in these transactions: 

By consolidating the several items into two classes, we find that 8.96 per cent. 
was in cash and 91.04 per cent. in checks, drafts, and other substitutes for 
= Our attention is at once drawn to the fact that the total receipts for September 
17 are $94,546,475 less than for July 1,1890. This is undoubtedly due to the great 
stringency in the money market prevailingat the latterdate. Of this difference 
$92,678,085 is found in the items which represent substitutes for money. 


a * * à * * 

It will be observed that more than 78 per cent. of the total recei 

by 330 banks located in reserve cities and only 22 per cent. by 3, 
business elsewhere. 


* * - * * . * 


It is evident from an analysis of the figures incorporated in the table next 
submitted, which shows the receipts for September 17, 1890, similarly classified, 
that the shat pe in the money market existing at the latter date most seri- 
ously affected the transactions of banks in the reserve cities, as their receipts, 
when compared with the total receipts of all reporting banks, were only 73 per 
cent., a decrease of 5 per cent, as compared with July 1, 1890— 


are reported 
banks doing 
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When their receipts were 78 per cent. 
Referring to the table on page 26, the Comptroller says: 


The percentages above tabulated indicate a much larger relative circulation 
of coin and paper money among the depositors in country banks, as distin- 
guished from those located in cities, except gold certificates, which 
sceni most prominent in the reports from New York and other reserve cities. 


This shows a very small percentage of money. On page 27 he says: 


It will be noticed that of the total receipts‘on July I checks and drafts con- 
stituted 92.50 per cent., and on September 17 only 91.04 per cent, This dimin- 
ished percentage is evidently not due to local causes, from the fact that it sppears 
in the operations of each of the three classes of banks. 

- « = 


* ` . =- 


The changes indicate a marked increase in the amount of paper currency re- 
ceived, the extremes being represented by 0.65 per cent. on September 17, 1881, 
and 4.29 per cent. on September 17,1590, The decrease in gold coin is more 
marked than the increase of silver. 

The diminished proportion of receiptsin checks and drafts is very remarkable, 
the average per cont. for the two days in 1881 being 2.91 per cent. greater than 
for the average of the two days in 1890. 


On page 30 is another table showing the percentages. The Comp- 
troller says: 


A very great increase in the numberof banks aro is here heared the 

Jowest number being 1,731 for June 30, 1831, and the highest 3,141 forSeptember 17, 

1890. The partes of gold coin to total receipts is but little larger in 1890 

than in 1881. A r increase in percentage is apparent in silver coin and 

checks and drafts, the latter exhibiting a decrease in all other classes of banks. 
- * * a 


. . * 


The receipts of silver coin have considerably increased, the percentage in I8$1 
being less m one-half that for 1890, 
Ld + 2 s è * . 


Of the paper currency receipts on July 1, 1899, nearly one-fourth was in silver 
certificates, and the same is true of like receipts on September 17 of the same 
year. These were notscparately stated in 1881, butthe amount must have been 
very small on account of the limited sum then in circulation. Nearly one-third 
ofall the paper money now in general circulation consists of silver certificates. 
The diminished use of checks and drafts, however, is not sent A accounted for 
and will occasion much surprise. During the past nine years a large number of 
banks, both State and national, have been organ and private bankers have 
multiplied rapidly. It is possible thatthese new institutions hare not keptpace 
with the rapid increase in volume of business consequent upon the rapid devel- 
opment in the South and West in recent years, 

This does not offer an explanation, however, for we observe that the country 
banks, that is to say, those not located In reserve cities, show an increased use 
of checks and drafts, while a decrease is ap nt in reports from reserve cities, 
and, of these, New York City shows the areas reduction in percentage. If 
this result was apparent only in the reports for September 17, 1890, it might be 
attributed to abnormal conditions resulting from the seycre stringency then 
prevailing, but the percentages for the two days selected in 1890 are not essen- 
tally different, 

It may be suggested that a great change has taken place during the past nine 
years in the manner of conducting business by both wholesale and retail deal- 
ers in merchandise, and all commodities are now sold on shorter credit and to 


.® much larger extent for prompt cash than formerly. This factalone, however, 


does not appear to furnish a sufficient reason for the in use of money 
in banking operations. A more careful analysis of the movements disclosed 
may lead to a satisfactory solution of what now seems quite obscure. 

It seomis clear, however, that the insufficiency of the volume of circulating 
medium, as disclosed and emphasized by the business em ents of the 
past few months, is fally accounted for by this increased use of actual 
money and the diminished use of substitutes therefor in the form of checks, 
drafts, and other forms of bank credits, Itis worthy of observation that, while 
the ees of coin and notes for two days in 1881 were only $31,319,967, the sum 
of $60,909,842, or nearly double the former amount, was received on like dates 
in 18%. In proportion to the total receipts of all banks the ive percent- 
ages of actual money would be 5.39 for 1481 as inst 8.23 for 1890, indicating a 
proportional increase of more 50 per cent, in the use of coin and paper 
money in banking operations, 


I also ask leave to insert a table here, on page 32, showing the coin, 
notes, and checks received in London, Edinburgh, Dublin, and country 
banks in 261 places: 


Coin, | Notes, | Checks, 


THON DO TAE TE ù Of 97.23 
Edinburgh... A 12.67 86.78 
1.57 8.53 89,90 

15.20 11.94 72.86 


I also desire to quote, in connection with this report, from a letter of 
Henry Carey Baird in regard to the bank credit in England. Henry 
Carey Baird, in a letter entitled ‘Bank of Franceand French Finance,” 
addressed to the Manufacturer and published in its issue of December 
16, 1890, says: 

But we, in this country, have never in practice seen the bank-credit system 
run mad as it exists in England, and especially in London. For instance, the 
London Economist of November 22 tabulates the statements of cleven joint- 
stock banks in London, June 30, 1890, so far as regards the two items of ** Liabili- 
ties to the public” and ‘‘Cash on hand and atthe Bank of England.” These lia- 
bilities were 000,000, while the cash, inclu that in the Bank of England, 
‘was but $87,000,000, or 10,3 cents of so-called ** cash" foreach $1 of liabilities, cx- 
clusive of those to the stockholders. 


Now, we see what substitutes are used—over 90 per cent. Let us go 
on and examine these liabilities a little and see how much business is 
done with these substitutes. I quote now from the report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency for 1890. 


National-bank resources and liabilities, October 2, 1890 (3,540 banks), 


Due to— 
On Joans and discounts... $i, 970, 022, 687 
ME OVCTUTALES......005-.cceseees: 6, 035, 632 
From reserve ere 189, 451,77: 
From other national banks 118, 289, 612 
From other banks and bankers... 4355, 
Total amount due to samo. dese 2, 322, 284, O41 


Due from— 


To individual depositors 1, 564, 845, 175 


To United States deposits....... 25, 118,559 
To United States officers’ deposits. 4, 299, 511 
To national banks...,......ceresse-sss+ 285, 081, 259 
To other banks and bankers 141, 350, 726 
TO Dills payable .......cc..ccsseeceecce nceve cover 10, 301, 913 


Total due from thans, isesi cnossecessecteyeses: sosesttmersereseseors . 2,030, 997,143 
Aggregate resources and liabilities of all State banks, ele. (page79; 4,515 institutions). 


Due to them— 
On loans on real estate . 
On loans on collaterals .. 
On other loans and disco 
On Overdralts.........ceoeereess 
From other banks and bankers. 


2, 114, 932, 832 


Total amount duo them ......1.0...secscs vessreciscwssvsecssanesstsoor eve 
Sa 
Due from them— 

To individual depositors .......000005+ 1,014, 412,193 

To savings deposits .......... 1,524, $44,506 

To other banks and bankers .. 45, 683, 579 

To other Nabilities sake 54,243, 506 
2,699,188, 784 

To State, county, and disbursing officors.......:....+0 Sivpasasie? 3, 166, 836 


Total duc from them....,.....- sabvessssesses 2, O40, 335, 620 


Not including undivided profits and dividends unpaid, the actual deposits 
aggregate §2,539,256,699. 


aoe tesseestt seanns 


Tolal amount of gold, silver, currency, ctc., and cash, not classified, etc., on July 18, 
1890, of all banking institutions. 


National banks. 


Other 4,515 institutions saso cerccscesssore seese cosenosereseensceconeves 185, 234, 087 

—_-e__-— 

Total amount classed AS MONCY ...-.cecnccseerscerccersersereetee coeceseeeee 478,316, 694 
Now, to recapitulate: 

Total amount due to national banks ........ $2, 322, 284, 941.00 

Total amount due to other 4,515 banks 2, 114, 932, 00 

TORE tO Ih M uriin aan nA asesesses 4,437, 217, 773. 00 


Total amount dne from national banks 
Total amount due from other 4,515 banks.......4++++ 


= 
ssssessesre 2, 080, 997, 143. 00 
sess eevee 2, 640, 355, 620. 00 


Total duo from them......... s PERS pasisin e aivevsnste~ 4, 671, 352, 763. 00 

= 

To meet which they hold cash items ........... AI OER bande vesece vend 478, 316, 694.00 
Or about 10 per cent of liabilities. 

Bonded and floating debts of States, Ctt..........sissessesssisssse sesers sse 396, 500. 31 


te . 238, 
Railroads, municipalities, individuals, etc., almost beyond calculation. 


Mr. President, here is an enormous amount of obligation, of debts, 
of business, and what is the amount of money we have with which to 
transact it? We go to the report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
again for the transactions of the New York Clearing-House Association, 
onpage69. As I understand it, the New York Clearing-House Associ- 
ation is composed of 44 national banks, 20 city banks, and the subtreas- 
ury at New York, 65in all. Remember it does not include the clear- 
ing-house associations of Chicago, of Kansas City, of St. Louis, of 
Cincinnati, of San Francisco, or any other of the large cities where 
clearing houses exist, but a hg beeen statement of the transactions of 
the New York clearing houso alone for the year ended October 1, 1890, 
shows te clearings $37,660,686,572 of transactions; aggregate 
balances, $1,753,040, 145. 

Now, what were the kinds of money and the amount of each kind 
used in these transactions of billions and tens of billions of dollars dur- 
ing that year? The kindof money and the amount of each kind were 
as follows: United States gold certificates, $1,735,316,000; United 
States Treasury notes $6,914,000; Treasury certificates for legal-ten- 
der notes (section 5193 United States Revised Statutes), $4,995,000; 
legal tenders and minor coin, $5,415,145, showing 99 per cent. of gold 
certificates used and only 1 and a fraction per cent. of Jegal-tender 
notes or money. These are gold certificates in large sums, and they . 
are used, These sums are enormous. 

Think of these billions of indebtedness. Then think of all the in- 
dividual indebtedness in the United States, the notes and the bonds 
and the mortgages and the obligations of all the people; then the amount 
of taxes that have to be paid every year and every month in the year 
in some part of the country to our State governments, to our county 
governments, to our municipalities, to our school districts. Al! these 
will azgregate hundreds of millions of dollars, and it isall done in this 
country practically upon substitutes for money. Our business to-day 
stands upon confidence alone. The business of this great country is 
dependent upon faith, hope, and charity. Destroy confidence, which 
will prevent the use of these substitutes for money, and this country 
isinstantly in a financial crisis, a cyclone of destruction will spread from 
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the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the Lakes to the Gulf; you can not 
avoid it, it will ever be so. 

Why, think of it. You see at once these enormous transactions all 
done by checks and drafts and certificates, and no money. It is confi- 
dence; itistrust. Let one of them totter, as Jay Cooke did in 1873, 
and see what follows; let one of them totter as here recently, and you 
see what follows. 

Mr, President, we need more money in this country; there can be 
no question of it. I want to bring some good authority on that ques- 
tion just a moment, and that is the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
nry, Mr. Windom. Says Mr. Windom: 

The demand for moncy in this country is so irregular that an amount of cir- 
culation which will be ample during ten months of the year will frequently 
prove so deficient during the other two months as to cause stringency and com- 
mercial disaster. Such stringency may occur without any speculative manip- 
ulations of money, though, unfortunately, it is often intensified by such manip- 
niations. The crops of the country have reached proportions so immense that 
their movement to market in August and Septeniber annually causes a dan- 
gerous Absorption of money. The lack of a sufficient supply to meet the in- 
creased demand during those months may entail heavy losses upon the agri- 
cultural as wollas upon other business interests. Though financial stringency 
may occur at any time and from many causes, yet nearly all of the great com- 
mercial crises in our history have occurred during the months named, and un- 
less some provision be made to meet such contingencies in the future, like dis- 
asters may be confidently expected. 

T have said that onr business is all dependent upon confidence, upon 
trust, upon charity. Ihold in my hand what I call ‘the distrust cir- 
cular.’’ 

“ DISTRUST CAUSES BUSINESS DEPRESSION.” 

This circular was issued in the interest of the gold monometaliists 
of the country and is a protest against the recoinage of the standard 
silver dollar. It says: 

Tho rule has heretofore been almost invariable that money returned to the 
financial centers in November, Why is this year of 1890 an exception? The 
answer must be that distrust has caused Harmia: Specialy, hoarding of gold. 

The hoarding of gold since the silver act of July 14 went into operation is 
clearly shown by the following figures. 


Then the circular quotes the figures which it pretends are true and 
says: ‘ 

Thorefore, the purpose of the silver men is defeated. They wantinflation, but 
in fact produce severe contraction, 

Now I quote fromanother circular. I quotefromresolutions adopted 
by the Chicago Board of Trade January 7, 1891: 

That we deprecate any further legislation by Congress in regard to silver, 
believing that further agitation of the subject will be injurious to the business 
and commercial interests of the country and tend to retard— 

What ?— 
to retard the increasing confidence of the business world and the speedy return 
to a healthy state of affairs so much desired by Congress and the country. 

You must not do anything to retard thegrowth of confidence. Con- 
fidence is the substratum of the financial system of the United States, 
and when you shake that the whole fabric totters, and we are told that 
we must not legislate bere in the interest of the great masses of the 
people and to give a foundation to this financial structure for fear we 
shall destroy confidence. s 

But, Mr. President, I want to quote anothercircular. This is from 
the circular of Henry Clews, a banker of New York. He says: 

The hoarding of gold bas largely come from the holders of the 4} cent, 
bonds, which mature next September. Under the Secretary's li offer to 
redeem thesame, both principal and interest, they have obtained payment there- 
for and locked it upsimply because the Government has issued money backed 
bya soteeenoa cre amount of silver, and they profess to be scared about the 
Government credit in connection therewith and make that as a pretext for 
hoarding. 

In regard to the recent panic, I quote also from this same circular of 
Henry Clews: 

It is apparent now, I think, that in taking a prospective estimate of the out- 
look it is necessary to note carefully the conditions of general business which 

receded the panic. It isalsoimportantto keep in mind that this panic differed 
From almost all its predecessors in the characteristic that it was a rich man’s 
panio. Itresembled more closely the panicof 1884 than any other historic par- 
allel of this character, but I vontureto predict thatthe recovery will be quicker 
and the restoration— 

To what ?— 


to confidence more thorough than in the former instance, if all the signs of the 
times are not deceptive and misleading. The liardest blows fell thistime where 
the material and the preparation for resistance were actually the strongest, and 
not on the rank and file, as in former perturbations of this character, 

Mr. President, these things show clearly the insufficiency of the 
money circulation of this country. 

What money have we in this country ? 
tor of the Mint, page 78: 


aa paperand motallic moncy on November 1, 1890— 
o 


I quote now from the Direc- 


ss $694, 865, 680 
455, 370, 497 


1,180, 236, 177 
. 1,032, 677,734 


seas hainnis O19 S18 OI 


Mr. President, what must we deduct? This is the te of 
money in the United States. We must take out the metallic money in 
the Treasury, $647,056,354, the paper money in the Treasury, $57,- 
353,436, making a total in the Treasury of $704,409,790, and this leaves 


Silver 


saes 


arseno Bhan EER eseese 


$1,508,504,121 outside of the Treasury. This consists of metallic 
money $533,179,823, and paper $975,324,298, and it includes silver 
bullion in New York $9,500,000, leaving a total outside of $1,499,004,- 
eT Siang a population of 63,000,000 this would give us $23.80 per 
cap 

But letusexamine. Have we actually got this amount of moneyin 
cireulation—$1,499,004,121? We must deduct from that the amount 
of money which is held in the banks and must be held there from day 
to day, from week to week, and from month to month, and from year 
to year. They held $478,316,694 on the 18th of last July. Now, dė- 
duct that, and we have a balance of $1,020,687,727, which, apon a 
population of 63,000,000, gives us $16.20: per capita. Sixteen dollars 
and twenty cents is every dollar per capita in the United States; it is 
every dollar that can be used in business. The balance is locked up in 
the Treasury and in the banks, and must stay there. We have $16.20 
e capita, with a population of 63,000,000, extending from the At- 
antic to the Pacific and from the Lakes to the Gulf, an enterprising, 
active population spread over an area of country that would cover a 
of Europe. This isabsolutely wholly insuflicient to meet the demands 
of the people and the business of the country. 

Mr. President, in this connection I wish to quote again from the let- 
ter of Henry Carey Baird; I quoted from it a moment ago: 

CURRENCY OF GOLD, SILVER, AND PAPER, 1890, IN FRANCE. 


With a population of 38,250,000, the currency consists of gold, $900,000,000 ; sil- 
ver, $700,C00,000; bank notes outstanding, November 20, 1890, $613,600, 000, or an 
aggregate of $2, 213,000,000, giving a per capita of $53, against $550,000,000 gold, 
$100,000,000 silver, and $130,009,000. paper, in all $780,000,000, or $20.80 ies capita 
for Great Britain and Ireland. This is the chief source of her loca power of 


association and of her financial stability. 
s e * . > * s 


BUSINESS LARGELY CARRIED ON WITH MONEY, 


The results ofthis determination are shown in the fact that business through- 
out the Republic is carried on largely with money, and that bank deposits do 
not accumulate in great volume. In “heavy” financial “weather” the Bank 
of France and the other French banks pass through the storm peacefully and 
quietly, while areal cyclone may be happening in Great Britain, 


BANK FIGURES FOR NOVEMBER, 1890, 


On November 20, 1890, while the loans and discounts of the Bank of France, 
exclusive of those to the Government and including $15,000,000 to the Bank of 
England, were $234,899,000, the deposits,exclusive of the current account of the 
treasury, were but $52,500,000. Thetreasury account current was $43,000,000. 
The power of the bank to make discounts and advances comes regs out of 
its circulation, which was on that date $613,000,000, while it held $472,500,000 of gold 
and silver; the difference being $140,500,000. T) circulation out among the 
people and in hourly, nay, perpetual use, quite independent of its moderate 
volume, isin much less danger of being presented for payment than an equal 
amount of deposits. 4 
THE PRACTICAL LESSON. 


The lesson of all this is that a full volume of money will alone enable a 
people to pay as they go and keep ont of debt, and no other contrivance under 
the sun, none ever deyised by man, will, and the sooner that all governments 
act on this idea, as practically demonstrated by France, the better for all those 
governments and for all mankind. 

If we bad the circulation of France per capita, even admitting that 
our business could be transacted upon the same amount of money, we 
should haye in this country $3;654,000,000 of circulation, at $58 per 
capita, and we should then have none too much, Mr. President. 

The contest between the interest of the owners of the gold and credits 
payable in gold and the interest of debtors and of all other owners of 
all kinds of property and producers of the world’s product, the great 
toiling masses of mankind, is now raging and will continue to rage for 
an indefinite time to come until settled upon a different basis from 
that which now exists. 

Mr. President, take the moncy we have in this country, and ten cit- 
izens of the United Statescan, by combination of their capital and their 
credit and the confidence the people have in them, prepare and throw 
this country into a financial revolution or crisis. ‘They can not do it 
in France; they could not doit here if there was a sufficiently large yol- 
ume of good money existing in the country, and instead of doing busi- 
ness-upon faith, hope, and charity we were doing business upon actual 
eash, as the French nation does, 

Think of it, Mr. President; allthe great agricultural interests of this 
country are just simply in the grasp and power and control of ten or 
twelve men, who can lock up the entire volume of paper and coin 
money in the whole United States and force astagnation which paralyzes 
everything and reduces the price of all agricultural products to a mere 
nominal sum, and all the panics in the United States occur just at the 
time our agricultural products have to be moved, 

Mr. President, talk about flooding this country with silver! You 
can not flood it; it is nonsense to talk of flooding it. 

What has the world got in the way of coin? I quote now from the 
Director of the Mint for 1890, pages 188 and 189, relative to the gold 
and silver product in the whole world; 


Gold and silver product in the whole world (Mint, pages 188, 189). 


1887. 1899, 
Gold ...... sesserteereeyeeieee| $105, 774, 055-4 | $110,243, 950-+- | $121, 162,000 
Bliver sre s sere] 124,280,978+ | 140,759,8734+ | 161,287,927 


Total ....seseeerrerrseessesreserenecsesensee] 230, 035, 9334 | 251,002, 823+ | 282, 449,936 
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World’s coinage of gold and silver (pages 186, 187). f 


1887, 1888. 1889. 
Gold... $124,992, 465-+ | $134, 828, 855-++ | $168; 901,519 
Silver. 163, 411,397+ | 134,922,344-+- | 135, 602, 064 
Total coinage icc. eueesesee| 288,403, 862+ | $268,751,199-+4 | $304, 503, 583 
Total product sou sesiree sa erenussssese} 230,065,9334 | 251,002, 823+ | 282, 449,936 


Coinage over product .siss ein] 58,317, 929+- 17, 648, 376+4- 22, 053, 617 


Thus it will be seen that the gold and silver product in the whole 
world in 1887 amounted to $230, 000,000; in 1888, to $251,000,000; and 
in 1889, to $282,000;000. Mr. President, if we were to pour the whole 
ponia of the gold and silver of the entire world and every nation, 

indred, and tongue into the United States and coin it into money for 
five years, we should not have more money than we actually need. 

Let us examine the coinage. In the year 1887 we coined $288,000, - 
000; in 1888, $268,000,000; in 1889, $304,000,000. What was that 
compared with the product? We coined in 1887 $58,000,000 more 
than we produced; in 1888 we coined $17,000,000 more than we pro- 
duced; and in 1889 we coined $22,000,000 more than the total product. 

What does this mean? It means that large sums of money are re- 
coined, that they are passed from coin into the arts and manufactures, 
being abraded or worn or changed from one nation to another, and are 
recoined, It is for this very reason impossible to tell what is the actual 
stock of gold or silver in the world. We can tell the coinage, but the 
Director of the Mint has never yet been able to get an accurate report 
from other nations as to the exact amount of recoinage, and until he 
can do that we can not make an accurate estimate of the actual amount 
of gold in the country. I do not believe that the estimates of the Di- 
rector of the Mint in regard to the amount of gold in the United States 
are correct by $100,000,000. 

I believe there is $100,000,000 Jess gold in this country than the re- 
port of the Director of the Mint shows. They are the best figures he 
can get, and he must be governed by them because he can not make 
any other calculations, 

Mr. President, we have seen the total amount of the world’s prod- 
uct for 1887, 1888, and 1889, and the coinage. Now what was the 
consumption of gold and silver in the arts and in manufactures? I 
read from pages 181, 182, and 183 of the report of the Director of the 
Mint to show how much was consumed in the arts and mannfactures. 
On page 181 he makes a comparison, and we find the following: 


Gold and silver bars furnished for use in manufactures and the arts during 
the calendar year 1889 by Government and private institutions, and clas- 
sification of the material used. 


Material. Gold. Silver. Total. 
United States coin ...cscreressivecrserssessseeceremesseveees| — $426, 879 $2,373 | $129, 252 
Domestic bullion , --| 9,686, 7, 297, 933 | 16,984,760 
Foreign coin and 291, 258 657, 997 $49,255 
Old material..... 8,218, 971 611,015 | 3, 829, 986 
seen 13,623,935 | 8,569,318 | 22, 193, 253 


Compacts the totals of this table with the results of a similar hot ee forthe 
preceding year, it epee that there was an increase in the amount of the pre- 
cious metals used in the industrial arts, the valuo of the goa bars used being 
$13,623,935 in 1889 against $13,324,025 in 1888, and of the silver bars $8,569,318 
against $7,908,148, 


Then he sums up and says: 


Assuming that the melting of coin for use in manufactures and repairs has 
not diminished, the value of the precious metals used in the industrial arts in 
the United States during the calendar year 1889 was, approximately: Gold, 
$16,697,000; silver, $8,767,000 (coining value), 

Making a total of $25,464,000, while our gross product of gold and 
silver was only $97,446,464. Deduct the amount consumed in thearts 
and manufactures, and we only have $71,982,464 as the gross yield, 
the yield of all the mines of the United States left, 

So that, notwithstanding the enormous sum of $25,464,000 of gold and silver was 
consumed in industries and manufactures in this country during the calendar 
„year 1889, the consumption has increased since then. 

Nearly one-third of our total product is consumed in that way. 
What is the tétal product consumed in the whole world? I quote 
from a table by Dr. Soetbeer, showing the amount consumed in the 
whole world. He states that the probable consumption of the pre- 
cious metals in the arts in the civilized countries on the average of 
recent years has been a net consumption annually of 90,000 kilograms 
of gold, amounting, by estimating the gold kilogram at $664.60, to 
$59,814,900, and a net consumption of 515,000 kilograms of silver, es- 
timating the kilogram of silver at $41.56, amounting to $21,403,400, 
making a total consumption for industrial use of $81,218,300 of gold 
and silver, nearly one-third of the world’s product. 

- Mr. President, what is the paper circulation of the world? I have 


stated the metalliccirculation. Whatisthepaper circulation? Ihold 
in my hand the following letter from the Comptroller of the Currency 
written to me in June last: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF TIIE CURRENCY, 
Washington, D. O., June 6, 1890. 
DEAR Str: In reply to your Leap shin of this date I haye the honor to state 
that the following the 


s an estimate o; 
ferent countries of the world: 


$938, 728, 000 


paper money in circulation in the dif- 


190, 000, 000 

594, 000; 000 

275, 000, 000 

75, 000, 000 

260, 000, 000 

25, 000, 000 

2, 000, 000 

25, 000, 000 

10, 000, 000 

2,000, 000 

Argentine Republic... 150,000,000 
Rest of South America... 175,000,000 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
Uniled States Senate, City. 


P. 8.—I am indebted to the Director of the Mint, who has taken much pains 
to ascertain the amounts of coin and paper in circulation in foreign countries 
for his forthco:ning report, which is not yet in print, for the figures given above. 


E. S. LACEY, Comptroller, 


Here we have an aggregate paper currency used as money in the 
countries named, amounting to the enormous sum of $4,201,728,000. 

Now, deduct from this aggregate all the paper currency used as 
money in all the countries wherein specie resumption of such currency 
is maintained, and we have, at the very lowest reasonable estimate, 
$1,500,000,000 of paper currency used as money, without any basis 
upon or equivalency in coined money of gold and silver, oreither of them, 

I also submit a statement showing the stock of silverin the principal 
countries of the world and the ratio of the same to gold, prepared iy 
the Director of the Mint, Mr. E. O. Leech, and this was furnished to 
me last spring. It is an official table coming from the Director: 


Statement showing the stock of silver in the principal countries of the world 
and the ratio of same to gold. 


Ratio of | Ratio of 
rotock of | |, Stock of || otal stock |fulllegal-| limited- 
Countries, landeraliver! sderallver of silver tender | tender 
odin. edlú, coin, mvo to eae to 
United States ....... $363, 626,266 | $74,762,358 | $438, 388,624 |1 to 15.98 |1 to 14.95 
United Kingdom nfssssssseessesessse] 100,000,000 | 100, 000, 000 [iss sccecesssere to 14,28 
50,000,000 | 700,000,000 {1 to 15.5 [1 to 14.38 
113, 000,000 | 215,000, 000 i to 15.5 |1 to 13,957 
6,600,000 | 55,000,000 |1 to 15.5. |1 to 14.38 
34,200,000 | 60,000, 000 |1 to 15.5 |1 to 14.38 
3,600, 000 15,000,000 [1 to 15.5 |I to 14.88 
2,200, 000 4,000,000 i1 to 15.5 [1 to 14.38 
35,000,000 | 125,000,000 |1 to 15,5 |1 to 14,38 
10, , 000 10, 000, 000 fsnssssesrs.... |L to 14,08 
Austrian- 90, 000, 000 |1 to 15,3 |osssessssssss 
Netherlands .. 000 „000,000 |I to 15.5 |] to 15.00 
Norway. 
Sweden 
Denmark 
Russia ... 
Turkey .. 
CAs oe 
Mex co 
Central American 


000 
2,000, 000 


Cuba, Hayti, eto ... 1,200, 000 800, 000 200 |1 to 15.5 
Totals.........../3, 293,526,266 | 553,862,353 {3, 846, 883, 624 


The coinage of silver dollars since 1875 and of subsidiary silver to May 1, 
1890, is stated in first line, 
E. O. LEECH, Director. 


I think that these facts show that with the amount of money in use 
as a limited legal tender at a ratio below our ratio it is not practica- 
ble that the people of foreign nations will send that coin here when 
it is equal to gold in the small transactions of the country. If it is 
sent here it must be sent for some specific object. They must send it 
here and either sell it for our gold or sell it for our products. 

Mr. President, what does all this talk about gold flecing from the 
country and silver flooding the country mean? No nation has any 
coin to sell unless it is possibly the German nation; they may have 
asmall amount on hand which they purchased and took up in their re- 
coinage system. Where is the balance of this money that is to tlood 
this country? Itis in the hands of individuals, in the hands of cor- 
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rations, in the hands of merchants. Why are they going to bring it 
ere? Will they bring it here and give it to us? Certainly not, 
Well, what will they do with it? They will send it here to be sold. 
To be sold for what? For gold, if they wantit. If they can not get 

ld they will take greenbacks; if they can not get greenbacks and 

ey are compelled to sell it, they will take our wheat, our corn, our 
pork, our lard, our cotton, the ten thousand agricultural products of 
this country; they will take and transport them out of the country, 
and they are welcome to ship silver to this country by the million in 
exchange for our agricultural products, We shall thank them todo so. 

It is all nonsense to talk about silver flowing into this country in a 
great current and stréam and driving all the gold out. If it comes 
here it must come here in exchange for something we have got, for no 
nation, kindred, or tongue on earth would giveit tous. Now, what 
will they exchange it for? What will they exchange for it? Asa 
matter of course they will make the best exchanges they can, but they 
can not get for it, even with free and unlimited coinage, more than $1 
for 412} grains, and we put it into circulation in the same amount. 

What is going to become of our gold? They talk as if the gold was 
an animal, as if we could scare it and it would run out of the country. 
Where will the gold go? It will go to some place where it is wanted 
more than in the United States, where it is more valuable; and why 
willitgothere? Because it can be exchanged there for something that 
canbe brought here. If it goes out of the countrvits equivalent comes 
into it in some shapeorform. You have nogold autocrat in this coun- 
try who would give millions of gold dollars to foreign countries. It 
will go out in exchange for something which the man who owns tho 
gold or the people of this country would rather have than gold. There 
is no danger of any such thing. Itisa mere scarecrow. There is no 
danger in the world, Mr, President. 

I intended to quote something from the speech of the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio in regard to the double standard, but I will not con- 
sume the time of the Senate. I will simply ask that the quotations 
from his speech may be inserted, as there is no controversy about the 
authenticity of them and they are in a published volume of his 
speeches. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not wish to yield. 
evening. It will only take mea little while. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwas about to appeal to the Senator to yield for 
an executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not be long, and Ishould rather conclude 
what I have to say to-night than to have to finish in the morning. 

We are told that the free coinage of silver has not increased the ratio 
ofsilver. That may be. They say we have coined animmense amount 
of silver. We have coined 369,416,466 silver dollars and they are the 
equal of gold. 

We are told that the silver metal—and this bill proposes that—must 
be brought to an equality with the gold coin before we can have free 
and unlimited coinage. This is absolutely ridiculous, Such a prop- 
osition to come from thedistingnished Committee on Finance it seems 
to me is supremely absurd. You had just as well ask an infant three 
months old to rise up and stand 5 feet 6 inches high and weigh 200 
pounds, an athletic man, as to ask silver, deprived of all its monetary 
functions by law, to stand upon an equality with gold endowed with 
all the monetary functions. 

The Senator from Ohio said that the price of gold and silver could 
not be regulated by law. I say to-day if every nation, kindred, and 
tongue on earth will unanimously agree to refuse to coin silver as 
money, to recognize it as alegal tender, to useitin circulation as money 
or in exchange for the products of the world we will place that gold 
and silver upon a perfect equality with iron and brass and copper and 
zinc and tin,and the market value of that metal will depreciate 50 per 
cent. The quantity of gold now worth a dollar, 25.8 grains, will not 
be worth in the market as a mere metal 50 cents, and, instead of rat- 
ing gold and silver by the grain, it will be then all estimated by the 
ounce and by the pound, just as you measure and estimate other min- 
erals. 

Mr.STEWART. Ithink it would depreciate from 95 to 98 per cent., 
instead of 50 per cent., if you took the stamp off of gold. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You think if would decrease more than one-half 
in value. S 

Mr. STEWART. It would depreciate down to be about as cheap as 
iron. There area hundred years’ supply now on hand, and it would 
not be used for ornament. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I confess that I did not have time to make what 
I would consider anything like a fair calculation of the world’s con- 
sumption, and how long the gold would last; but I say when you take 
away from gold its monetary functions of coinage and legal tender you 
take awayits valueand you reduceit toa mere metal. It will then be 
estimated by ounces and pounds, and in cents at that. 

Mr. TURPIE. May I inquire of the Senator if he will yield at this 
time to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam much obliged to the Senator, but I wish to 
finish what I have to say to-night. 

It is the monetary functions with which gold and silver are endowed 


I want to finish this 


that give them their value. You can not trace the origin of legal ten- 
der, It isaway back beyond the time when the memory of man can 
trace it. They have been precious metals from the earliest days. 
They have been called precious metals because of their intrinsic quali- 
ties and their scarcity, and let me say to you, Mr. President, that Al- 
mighty God, the Ruler and Maker of universal nature, has not placed 
gold and silver in this earth in such quantities and localities that 
human power can produce them in unlimited quantities, You may 
have the people of the earth to-morrow abandon everything else and 
search for gold and silver, and those metals can not be produced in un- 
limited quantities. 

No nation on earth has ever had too much gold money or too much 
silver money. History does not record any instance where any nation 
has ever had too much good coined silver or too much good coined gold. 
We can not have it in the United States; but, rather than have the 
condition we have to-day, I would welcome the flight of every gold 
dollar from United States soil and the importation in its place of mil- 
lions and millions of silver. If we are to have a single standard it 
ought to be a single silver standard. There is not gold enough in the 
world to answer monetary purposes, and when you adopt and hold to 
a gold standard, you paralyze the industries of the world. There has 
never been a day in the history of this great world when there was a 
large increase in the production of gold and silver that was not a day 
of advancement in progress and civilization. All the great improve- 
ments of this earth have been preceded by a large increase of the pre- 
cious metals, gold and silver. 

I say that silver, 412} grains, nine parts fine, never will be equal to 
the coined gold of 25.8 grains fine as long as you prohibit the free coin- 
age of those 412} grains of silver and deny to it fall legal-tender power. 

There is but one way to restore silver, and that is to endow it once 
more with all its legal functions. Give it every attribute, every right, 
every privilege, every power which yon give to gold; give it free coin- 
age, give it legal tender, make it receivable for all debts, public and 
private, receive it and acknowledge it as the elder brother, and then, 
Mr. President, and not until then, will it appreciate. 

This nation, under the lead of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, 
demonetized silver and induced all the other nations of the earth to do 
the same thing It is time for us to retrace oursteps, notwithstanding 
the predictions of the Senator from Ohio. He never has made a pre- 
diction in his long and illustrious career upon financial questions 
which has ever been verified—nota solitary one—and thercis his book of 
speeches fall of his predictions, and he can not point out one of them 
which has ever been carried out. All the financial schemes, the whole 
fabric he has constructed, will have to be abandoned, and the sooner it 
is abandoned the better for the country. 

Iam for undoing the wrongful deeds we have done. I am for re- 
moving the legal discriminations which have been made against silyer 
in favor of gold, and Iam for the United States leading off in this as 
we led off in the other direction. The United States has caused the de- 
monetization of silver. Ouracts and our officers have caused it, and it 
is our duty to undo what they led us to do and what we led other na- 
tions to do, which they would not have done if it had not been for the 
exaggerations and misrepresentations and solicitations, entreaties, and 
actions of our leaders. 

Mr. President, I wish to illustrate the power of legal tender. Talk 
about law notregulating the value of gold and silver! Wehave heard 
that statement a thousand times. TheSenator from Ohio scarcely ever 
made a speech in his life upon this question in which he did not re- 
peat that same expression, that law can not fix the price of silver and 
gold any more than it can fix the price of wheat and corn and oats, I 
wish to read what has occurred in the history of the world: 

On the testimony of Thomas Baring we are assured that it was found impos- 
sible, during the crisis of 1817 in London, to raise any money whatever ona 
sum of £69,000in silver, But duringa similar crisis in Calcutta in 1864 it was 

ually impossible to raise even a rupee of paper money on £20,000 of gold. 
The silver in London was nota legal tender above 40s., while the gold in Cal- 
cutta was not so for any sum whatever 

Here is an instance in England in 1847 where nota guinea, not a 
cent, could be borrowed on £60,000 of silver, because it had no legal- 
tender power, no monetary function, and down in Calentta the pos- 
seszor of £20,000 of sterling gold coin—it was gold coin—during the 
commercial crisis of 1864 was obliged to declare himself insolvent be- 
cause it was impossible to raise a single rupee on his £20,000 of ster- 
ling coined gold. With such an illustration as this, Senators talk 
about law not giving power to gold and silver. I repeat what I have 
said. The distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] may 
be nearer accurate than I. Take away the monetary functions from 
gold and silver coin, legal tender in payment of debts, exchange, com- 
mercial medium in transactions of business; deprive it of these func- 
tions and place it beside iron, and copper, and tin, and zinc, and you 
have taken away, I will say, 50 per cent. of its value. The Senator 
from Nevada says it isa much larger percentage than that, 90 to 95 
or 98 per cent. 

Mr, President, we have to do something. What shall it be? The 
people of this country must have more money. They are tired of these 
miserable subterfuges and substitutes. Think of it; $37,000,000,000 
of transactions in New York alone in one year, besides other business, 
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and only 10'per cent. of the depositsin the banks being cash, Thinkof 
a great country like this having its entire commercial business based on 
faith, hope, and charity, confidence and trust. That is all there is in 
it. We have seen the results, 

In a day a apt eget and everybody begins to hold his breath, 
and we hear that bank is closed and that bank is closed. They 
will not loan their money; they will not take a note; they will not 
take a check; they will not take a draft. Confidence is gone. We 
want to get back to a safe condition and have enough money in this 
country so that ten men can not produce a commercial crisis any time 
they wish to. We want to get enough money in this country so that 
when the great agricultural products haye to be removed from place 
to place and sent to market a few men, eight or ten, can not manipu- 
late the entire money of the country and force down the prices millions 
and hundreds of millions of dollars. That is what is done to-day; 
that is what can be done with a small amount of money. 

What are you going to have? Are you going to stick to the single 
gold standard until the people in their majesty and power overthrow 

tand crush it? They may not act wisely upon it. Will you follow 
the distinguished Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]? Will 
yon give to the people loans on real estate? He has led off in that 
direction. Will you yield to the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union, andissue money upon tobacco, and cotton, and oats, and wheat, 
and corn to 80 per cent. of their value in order to give the country 
enough money to move its crops and carry on its business? ‘Which 
will you do? Youhave to dosomething. Will you issue new Treas- 
ury notes? That is a favorite idea with some—Treasury notes based 
simply upon the credit of the Government. 

No, Mr. President, let us act honestly; let us act wisely; letus cease 
to favor thespecial few to the impoverishment and ruin of the great mass 
ofthe people, Let us, iñ the first place, retrace our steps and restore 
silver to its perfect equality with gold; give it free and unlimited coin- 
age and unlimited legal-tender power; giveit all the functions of money, 
and place it side by side with gold, and we will then bring into this 
country millions and I hope hundreds of millions of dollars. Nota 
dollar will come here that does not pay for something we have got; not 
a dollar will come from any country into our country which does not 
take out of our country something that we are willing to part with; 
not a dollar of our gold will go out to any other country but will bring 
back a dollar’s worth of something we want. 

There is no danger in this. We may haye a surplus of silver at one 
time. We will soon have a surplus of gold then, If our gold goes to 
Europe and there is an excess of gold there, its value falls and the flow 
of silver here produces a scarcity of silver there, and the silver would 
go back to them and the gold would come tous. That was the ex- 
Harieta of France for a hundred years, There is no danger at all in 
this. 
Then, I say, Mr. President, wipe out your national-bank circulation 
and substitute for it United States legal-tender notes. That would not 
give us $500, 000,000 of paper circulation upon the credit and faith of the 
Government. The Bank of France has $630,000,000 of circulation. 
France is a little bit ofa country. You could stick it down anywhere 
in the United States and have plenty of space all aroundit. Their pop- 
ulation is dense and they do not need so much money for the transaction 
of their business as do we, and yet they have $58 per capita where we 
have $23 at most and $16 actually in circulation. We need as much 
as France, ifnot more. I will not say we need more. 

We can.get it by the free and unlimited coinage of silver and by 
substituting United States legal-tender notes for the national-bank 
notes. There will never be any depreciation in such a currency. If 
there should come a necessity we can issue additional Treasury notes 
in payment of the bonds, because we can exchange the Treasury notes 
for coin and pay the bonds off which have to be paid in coin, gold, or 
silver. We can have a sound financial system; we can have a sound 
paper-metallic system of money in which every paper dollar will be 
the equivalent of every gold and silver dollar and every gold and silver 
dollar only the equivalent of the paper dollar. 

We do not want any national banks dominating and controlling the 
circulating medium of this country. We gave them that power once, 
and because we passed a little refunding bill here to reduce inter- 
est on their bonds they came down like a horde of vultures upon Pres- 
ident Hayes, retired $18,000,000 of their circulation in one day, scared 
him into vetoing the refunding bill, and in less than four months from 
that time they supplicated the Secretary of the Treasury to let them 
exchange the 5 and G percent. bond for 3 per cent. bonds, showing 
their financial wisdom and foresight. 

To talk abont putting the financial interests of this country in the 
_ hands of a few bankers is an outrage, Congress should do nothing 

which would tend to the perpetuation of the national banks as banks 
ofissue. Nobody cares about their being banks of deposit and all that, 
but we do not want them to be banks controlling the paper circulation 
of the United States. 

This would be my system. It would bea sound and just one. It 
would elevate silver, restore to it its legal functions, and it would re- 
sultin the increase of the sound currency of this country, metallic and 
paper, sufficient to carry on the business of the country and to prevent 


five, ten, fifteen, twenty, and one hundred men from forming a combi- 
nation, taking up all the circulating medium of the country, pros- 


trating its business interests, and producing financial crises, as they `~ ` 


can do now almost any day they desire. 

Mr. PADDOCK and Mr. ALDRICI addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to take the floor on the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will be recog- 
nized upon the pending measure, the financial bill, when it is again 
taken up. 

PULRLIC BUILDING AT PROVIDENCE, R. I. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. T ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to me 
for a moment that I may call up a bill which will produce no debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Presiding Officer will recognize me when 
thatis disposed of I will yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 2295, Senate bill 4683, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will for the moment withdraw the motion for 
an executive session, with the understanding that it is to be renewed 
immediately after the bill the Senator from Rhode Island calls up is 
disposed of. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There will be no objection to that. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4683) to provide a suitable site for a 
post office in the city of Providence, It. I. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 5, after the word ‘‘erection,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘thereon;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and directed 
to bays witb by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site for the ereo- 
tion thereon, in the city of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, of a sub- 
stantial and commodious public building, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, before the words ‘hundred 
thonsand,’’ to strike-out ‘two’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

The site (to be approved by the Secretary of tho Treasury) shall not exceed 
the cost of $300,000; and the site purchased, or otherwise procured, shall be such 
as would leave any building erected thoreon unexposed to dan from fire in 
preemie buildings by an open space of at least 40 fect, including strects and 
a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 15, before the word ‘‘hundred,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof 
as may bo necessary, is hereby appropriated, out ofany moneysin the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the appropriation clause had better bo 
dropped from the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be dropped out in the other House, ° 

Mr, SPOONER. Then the bill will have to come back here for con- 
currence in the House amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I have no objection to the clause being 
dropped out, 

Mr. SPOONER. 
priation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, In line 14, after the word “alleys,” it is pro- 
poet to strike out down to and including the word ‘Treasury,’’ in 

ine 19, as follows: 

And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof 


as may be necessary, is hereby nppropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury. 
Mr. SPOONER. What follows that? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next part of the text will be 


I move to strike out the clause making the appro- 


read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part ofsaid sum shall be expended until a valid title tosaid 
site shall be vested in the United States, etc, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the proviso so as to read: 
é EONA That no money when appropriated shall be expended until a valid 

e, elo, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19 it is proposed to strike out the words 
“hart of said sum’? and insert ‘money when appropriated;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, That no money when appropriated shall be ex 
title to said site shall be vested in the United States an 


nded untila valid 
the State of Rhode 
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Island shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, dur- 

ing the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pur- 

pings 2 the administration ofthe criminal laws of said State and the serv- 
ce of any civil process therein, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed .for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NATHAN KIMBALL, : 

Mr. PADDOCK. I now renew the motion for an executive session. 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Nebraska will yield to me 
for a moment to call up a bill to which I think there will be no ob- 
jection, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I certainly will yield if the patience of the Senate 
will endure the yielding, 

Mr. QUAY. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As far as I am concerned, I am willing to yield. 

Mr. QUAY. If there is any objection to the bill I shall withdraw 
it, Task unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 4017. Itisa bill for the relief òf General Nathan Kimball, 
postmaster at Ogden, Utah, which was unanimously reported from the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and I think there will be 
no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kim- 
ball, postmaster at Ogden, Utah. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads with an amendment, in line 5, after the words ‘‘sum of,” to 
strike out ‘' $1,026.88” and insert ‘* $1,329.38; ’’ soas to make the bill 
read: . 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to 
credit the account of Nathan Kimball, postmasterat Ogden, Utah, with thesum 


of $1,329.38, for postal funds stolen or embezzled from the post office at Ogden, 
Utah, for which he is résponsible to the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PADDOCK. F renew my motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session, the doors wero reopened, and {at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 

m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 13, 

1, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executice nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 8, 1891. 
POSTMASTER, 


Robert C. Scrimgeour, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county 
of Brevard and State of Plorida. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1891. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL, 

Horace C. Pugh, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at 

Palermo, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Augustus C. Almy, United States Navy, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, inthe Navy. 

Lieut. Albert Ross, to be a lieutenant commander in the Navy. 

Lieutenants. 
Henry T. Mayo, lieutenant, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 


avy. 

Ensign Randolph H. Miner, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy. 

7 PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. Jacob G. McWhorter, United States Marine Corps, to 

be a first lieutenant in said corps. 
POSTMASTERS, 

William A, Densmore, tobe postmaster at Lyndonville, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermént. 

Benjamin Sharp, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Missouri. : 

James F. Stone, to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county of 
Jackson and State of West Virginia. 

Solomon H. Keeler, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of 
Whatcom and State of Washington. 

Thompson S. Brown, to be postmaster at Wayncsborougb, in the 
county of Augusta and State of Virginia. 

Andrew B. Mason, to be postmaster at Auburndale, in the county of 
Lucas and State of Ohio, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1195 


Henry C. McWhorter, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Kanawha and State of West Virginia. 
« John R. Crain,to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county of Greene 
and State of Ohio. - 

William Pilley, to be postmaster at Will's Point, in the county of 
Van Zandt and State of Texas, 

George N. Arnold, to be postmaster at Dublin, in the county of Erath 
and State of Texas. 

Alvin E. Nishwitz, to be postmaster at Tippecanoe City, in the county 
of Miami and State of Ohio. 

Frederick Boorman, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Albert F. Smith, to be postmaster at Fairbury, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Nebraska. 

Hermann Seele, to be postmaster at New Braunfels, in the county of 
Comal and State of Texas, 

Andrew J. Taft, to be postmaster at Whitehall, inthe county-of Wash- 
ington and State of New York. 

James L, Hays, to be postmaster at Walden, in the county of Or- 
ange and State of New York. 

William I. Halstead, to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

Emily T. Helm, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Kentucky. 

Alfred W. Jameson, to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa. 

John A. Birkimer, to be postmaster at New Lexington, in the county 
of Perry and State of Ohio. 

Hans M. Serkland, to be postmaster at St. James, in the county of 
Watonwan and State of Minnesota. 

Charles G. Mullen, to be postmaster at Madelia, in the county of 
Watonwan and State of Minnesota. 

William H. Davy, to be postmaster at Moorhead, in the county of 
Clay and State of Minnesota. 

Thomas J. Buntain, to be postmaster at Momence, in the county of 
Kankakee and State of Illinois. 

John Q. Adams, to be postmaster at Marongo, in the county of Me- 
Henry and State of Illinois. 

Laura A. Wilder, to be postmaster at Forsyth, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Georgia. 

Josiah B. Parkinson, to be postmaster at Savanna, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Illinois. 

John C. Martindale, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois. 

Thomas Diller, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of White- 
side and State of Illinois. 

Joseph Meredith, to be postmaster at Rico, in the county of Dolores 
and State of Colorado. 

Mrs. Militia A. Lush, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county 
of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana. 

James C. Grubbs, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Arkansas. f 

Heber S. Ives, to be postmaster at Plantsville, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

James B. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Terryville, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

William O. Stephens, to be postmaster at Delta, in the county ot 
Delta and State of Colorado. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 12, 1891. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry. 


i First Lient. James C. Ord, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be captain of in- 
antry. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Orestes G. Bailey, of Bloomington, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Bloomington, Nebr. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 12, 1891. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LUMBER RAFTS ON THE GREAT LAKES, ETC, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bill, the reference 
of which was changed as indicated:, 

A bill (H. R. 10616) to regulate the management of lumber rafts upon 
the Great Lakes and connecting waters—from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to the Committee on Commerce, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs and Lackey; . 
A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster 
United States Army; and 
A bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to take 
ais the House Calendar and consider the bill which I send to the 
esk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 12342) — - 
Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 
ALLEGED SILVER POOLS. 


Mr. DOCKERY,. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri presents a resolu- 
tion which he claims is a question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on the Ist day of December last the following preamble and resolu- 
tion were introduced and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

* Whereas it is alleged in the Washington correspondence of the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat, under date of September 20 Iast, that twelve Senators and 
titeon Representatives, pending the passage of an act entitled ‘An act direct- 
ing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes,’ dagen! July 14, 1890, were admitted to partnership in 
various silver ‘pools’ y which thoy realized $1,000,000 profits in the advance 
of the price of silver after the passage of the said act: ‘Therefore, 

“Reitresolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is here- 
by instructed to inquire into all the facts and circumstances connected with 
the said alleged purchase and sale of silver,and for that purpose it shall have 
power to send for persons and es and administer oaths, and shall also have 
the right to reportatany time. The expenses of said inquiry shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House upon vouchers approved by the chairman 
fe.) committee." 

nd 

Whereas the said Committee on Rules has failed to report the resolution 
to the House for its action, notwithstanding that tho allegation of the St. Louis 
te aaisan involves the integrity of the proceedings of the House: There- 

fore, 
Beit resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed toreport said resolu- 
tion to the House for its consideration. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to reserve all points of order on this resolu- 


tion, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine reserves points of 
order and the Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri as to 
whether this is a question of privilege, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad if the gentleman from Maine 
would state his point of order, and then I shouldlike to be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The resolution contains a provision authorizing a 
report at any time and sundry other provisions obviously modifying 
the rules of the House. I would like to hear the gentleman from Mis- 
souri before insisting on the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I desire to call the attention of the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman on 
ae question whether such a proposition as this is a question of privi- 


ege. 

air. DOCKERY. I propose to address myself to that question, un- 
derstanding that to be raised by the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Questions of privilege, Mr. Speaker, are defined by Rule EX in the 
following terms: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, 
the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their represent- 


ative cone f only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except 
motions to adjourn, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the original resolution offered by me on the first 
day of the present session involves unquestionably a question of privi- 
lege. It relates directly to *‘ the integrity of the proceedings’? of this 
body. It would therefore have been in order for me to offer the reso- 
lution for the direct action of the House without reference to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. The usual parliamentary course, however, being a 
reference to the Committee on Rules, I chose to pursue that course. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as conclusive of my right to offer the pending 
resolution, I desire to read the decision of Mr. Speaker CARLISLE, made 
at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and to be found in the 
Journal of that session, page 2397: 

Mr. Burrows, as a question of privilege, moved to discharge the Commiltce 
on Invalid Pensions from the further consideration of the message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States returning with his objections the bill (H. R.4058) for 
the relief of Joel D. Monroe, and that the House now consider the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER made the point of order that the said motion was not in order 
for the reason that the said message and bill had boen referred under the rules 
to the said committee for consideration. 

‘The Speaker [Mr, bens aed p bern the said point of order on the ground 
that the Constitution provided that, when the President returned a bill to the 
Housein which it originated with his objections, that House shall proceed to 
consider it and determine whether or not the bill shall pass, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding; and that under the unbroken 
practice of the House it had been held that such a message, like a contested- 
election case, presented a Smee of the highest privilege, and that the motion 
to discharge a committee from the further consideration was always in order. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, under Rule IX, which, so far as this body is con- 
cerned, has all the force and effect of the Constitution itself (because 
that rule was framed in aceord and in harmony with the Constitution), 
this becomes a question of high privilege—of such privilege that only 
a motion to adjourn takes precedence over it. 

Now, sir, it being originally a question of privilege, it can notJoseits 
privileged character by its mere reference to the Committee on Rules, 
as is manifest by the decision which I have just cited from Mr. Speaker 
CARLISLE. 

Mr. Speaker, I nowask to modify the phraseology of the concluding 
resolution. I wished to be entirely deferential to the Committee on 
Rules, and presented this question with great respect to the majority 
of that committee. In the fear, therefore, that I might be misunder- 
stood, I changed the concluding resolution, which originally provided 
forthe ‘‘ discharge of the committee from its farther consideration, and 
that it be now brought before the House,” so as simply to require the 
resolution to be reported to the House by the committee. The point 
of order, however, haying been made by the gentleman from Maine, I 
am constrained to modify the resolution and let it appear in the origi- 
nal language, as the Clerk will find it in the typewritten copy on the 
face of the resolution sent up. 

I ask the Clerk to read the resolution as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of said resolution, and that it be now considered by the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make this modification, because the gentleman 
ase Maine submits the point of order, which seems to me to be well 
taken. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr, Speaker, I desire to say but a single word 
upon the point of order suggested by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DINGLEY], and somewhat in reply to what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. Whether this original resolution was a ques- 
tion of privilege or not I shall not at this time discuss. But whether 
it was a question of privilege or not, as: originally presented, it was 
referred under the rules of this House to the Committee on Rules for 
its consideration; and the Committee on Rules, charged primarily with 
this resolution and all that is involved in it, has been engaged in the 
consideration of the matter and has not yet been able to make its re- 
port to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman desires to enter 
upon the discussion of the merits of the question I am perfectly will- 
vs ako I understood the Speaker to confine me strictly to the point 
of order, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I am not entering upon the discussion of the 
merits of the question; but Iam saying in regard to this resolution, 
whether privileged or not, that whatever may have been his right orig- 
inally in the disposal of it when the gentleman introduced it, has gong 
with the resolution itself to the Committee on Rules; and the Com- 
mittee on Rules is now considering the very subject-matter involved 
in the resolution now presented by the gentleman from Missouri. 

It is proper that I should say, without going into the merits of the 
controversy, unless the gentleman from Missouri desires it, that the 
Committee on Rules have not yet been able to make its report. It is 
also proper that I should say the committee is still considering the reso- 
lution referred by the House and hopes to be able to make a report, 
and is only waiting for testimony which it believes will justify itin 
making a report to the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this resolution, having once 
gone to the Committee on Rules, the Committee on Rules now dealing 
with that resolution, now investigating and considering the propriety 
of reporting it favorably or otherwise to the House, that committee 
having secured jurisdiction by the action of the House of the subject, 
it is not a question of privilege for the gentleman to rise in his place 
and move to discharge the Committee on Rules, taking the subject from 
that committee and asking immediate action onit by the House. That, 
I believe, at this time, is all I desire to say upon the subject. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman if the resolution has 
not been pending before the Committee on Rules since the first day of 
the present session. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I donot remember the date; but the record will 
show. It hasbeen before us for along time. I have nodonbt thegen- 
tleman is correct as to the time it was referred to the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course the gentleman is aware of the fact that 
this session must close on the 4th of March; and, if the resolution is to 
be adopted and any action taken, it must be done promptly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. TI understand that fact; but whatever the House 
may do in the matter the Committee on Rules is seeking information 
on the subject to the end that it may advise the House in relation to 
the question referred to it. That is what the committee is now doing. 
But if the House desires to take it away fromthe Committee on Rules 
and deal with the question itself, for one I have not the slightest objec- 
tion, but shall be heartily glad of it. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to the broadest and most exhaustive investigation of this or any 
other accusation which may be brought before the House; but I am in 
duty bound to say that up to this time the Committee on Rules has 
not concluded its investigation and is not prepared to make its report. 
Hence it seems to me there is no such question of privilege involved 
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as would entitle the gentleman from Missouri to take the action which 
he now proposes and bring this matt 1before the House-at this time. 
The committee have no objection to this course, if the House has in- 
formation upon which it is ready to act. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the ninth rule of the House of Repre- 
sentatives provides that a question of privilege is involved in any mat- 
ter that relates to the dignity or integrity of the proceedings of the 
House. A charge has been made through the public press that reflects 
upon the integrity of the body of this House, because it has been al- 
leged that fifteen members of the House have been influenced improp- 
erly in their support of a measure which was pending before the House 
for its consideration. 

Now, it is contended by my friend from Ohio [ Mr. MCKINLEY] that 
the House loses jurisdiction of this question because it refers its con- 
sideration to one of the committees of the House. If the House has 
jurisdiction over it as a question of privilege over any other business, 
that right appertains to the measure wherever it goes until it is finally 
disposed of; and the House can recall it from the committee and enter 
upon its consideration at any moment for itself, or order the investi- 
gation made through one of its subordinate bodies, just as Speaker 
CARLISLE ruled in the case cited by my friend from Missouri. It was 
held that it was a privileged question by the House, under the Con- 
stitution, to consider a veto measure, call it up and pass itor reject it. 
The Constitution requires the House immediately to enter upon its 
consideration. Here is a different question of privilege. The House, 
perhaps foritsown enlightenment and in orderto enable itto judge what 
itshould do on that reconsideration, refers this measure to a committee. 
But the House afterward, retaining the same privilege to consider 
that question for itself, discharges its subordinate body and brings it 
back for its own consideration. Speaker CARLISLE so held in the mat- 
ter of the veto message. Here is the same question precisely. Here 
is a resolution touching a subject which the House has the privilege 
to consider as against every matteron its calendar; but the House has 
ordered that question to go before a committee, a subordinate body 
authorized under its rules to investigate and report to the House, so 
as to give the House the necessary facts upon which to base its de- 
liberations; but that committee has had it, I understand, from the 
first day of the session. 

The session is about half gone and the committee has made no report. 
It is important for the House to determine whether it shall recall thai 
resolution and enter upon its consideration for itself. It is a question 
of expediency. ‘The House has not divested itself of any power which 
it possesses, by referring it to the committee. It is simply a question 
of propriety. Ought the House to do this thing? It has the power to 
do it, but is it the proper thing todo? That must be determined by 
the amount of time which the comimittee have had to consider this 
question, and the amount of time remaining of this session, which will 
allow the House to consider thismostimportant subject, reflecting upon 
the honor and the integrity of every member of this body. 

Tho honest and innocent members of this House, if this charge be 
true, have the right to unload themselves of this suspicion which is 
cast upon the whole body; and this House ought not to adjourn until 
it shall have exculpated those who are innocent and placed the con- 
demnation where it rightfully belongs if the charge be true. Thisis 
the question to consider; but it is an important one, and the House of 
Representatives owes it to itself and to the respect due to each mem- 
ber of this body to bring this matter out into the sunlight, investigate 
it, ma pronounce the proper judgment that the merits of the case de- 
mand. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Spesker, it occurs to me that, as the gentleman 
from Texas has stated, the question of propriety is the matter which the 
gentleman has been discussing; but that isnot the question before the 
House, I agree that this matter ought to be acted on before this Con- 
gress comes to an end, but that is not the question now before us. The 
question before the Houseis this: A privileged matter, which the House 
might have itself considered, when first introduced, having been referred 
ton committee, whethera resolution recalling the subject from the com- 
mittee is a privileged resolution or not. That is the question, and not 
whether it is proper that that committee should report or whether it 
is proper that the House should endeavor to secure the report. 

Now, if it is a privileged resolution after that original proposition 
has been before the Committee on Rules for two months, was it nota 
privileged resolution when it was before that committee one month, 
or one week, or one day? If, because if was privileged, this House 
haying chosen to refer it to the committee, a resolution recalling it 
from that committee is privileged, then it is privileged the very day 
after the resolution has been made, If, on the day after the reference 
has been made, that resolution can be called up here and shall be de- 
cided to be a question of privilege, and if then the House shall deter- 
mine not to recall it from the committee, it seems to me on the very 
next day the bill retains its privileged character, and the same motion 
mee be made over and over again, day after day and week after 
week. 

I do not see where these gentlemen draw the line. I do not see— 
and there is no rule holding that after a resolution has been before a 
committee a certain time then a resolution recalling it from that com- 


mittee becomes a privileged resolution; and the question is entirely 
different from the privileged character of the original proposition, and 
it is entirely different from the propriety of the action upon the mat- 
ter involved. 

Mr, CRISP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwould ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 
if he believes that the House, by referring a privileged resolution to 
any committee, thereby loses its control over the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. Itisin the hands of an agent of the House, and it 
still has control. 

Mr. CRISP. Suppose the agent does not report? Iam not speak- 
ing of this casein particular, because I do not know the merits of it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well. 

Mr. CRISP. But suppose the committee does not report within such 
timeas in the judgment of the House it is reasonable that it should 
report, what is the remedy ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I donot know. I will frankly agree with the 
gentleman that there should be some remedy; but now, if the gentle- 
man will allow me to put the other question, supposing that on the 
very day after the reference is made some gentleman introduces a res- 
olution to recall the matter from the committee. It may be entirely 
improper to recall it; this House might unanimously agree upon that; 
and yet, if it is a privileged resolution, any gentleman has the right 
to have all other business of the House set aside in order that the pro- 
priety of recalling it from the committee shall be discussed at length. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, would not that dilemma, awkward 
as it might be, be better than to say that the reference gives the com- 
mittee the absolute right to deprive the House of the right to investi- 
gate a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. It would not, for this reason: that the one construc- 
tion gives to any gentleman the right to call the matter up day after 
day and delay the business of the House and set aside the ordinary 
order of procedure; while the other construction simply depends upon 
the presumption that a committee of the Honse is performing its duty. 
And gentlemen have not as yet proven, and they do not assert, that the 
Committee on Rules has not endeavored to do it. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, they might say this: that this com- 
mittee had this resolution some six weeks—a very simple resolution— 
alleging that a newspaper article reflects upon the integrity of the 
House, For six weeks they have had it, and they have not as yet 
made a report. 

Mr. ADAMS, And that fact may make it very proper for the reso- 
lution to be recalled from the committee; but still the fact remains 
that in order to make it a privileged resolution it can only be so under 
the rules of the House. Then you would not have to wait for five 
weeks, or six weeks, or one week. And I would ask the gentleman, 
Is it not better to presume that the committee is showing diligence in 
getting information rather than to allow any member of this House, 
day after day and week after week, to call up identically ,the same 
resolution, and compel the House to consider it as a resolution of priv- 
ilege, even although the House will vote it down day after day and 
week after week? There ought to be arule on the subject. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there is any express 
rule authorizing the discharge of this committee. The only rule that 
I know of that bears on the question of discharging a committee from 
the consideration of any subject-matter is that relating to inquiries 
from heads of Departments, We have arule in that case, and that rule 
is that if a committee does not report within a certain time itshall be 
in order to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
the resolution. But, Mr. Speaker, this is not an ordinary case. This 
isa question of privilege. 

The Speaker will recollect that very early in this Congress the Speaker 
held a resolution respecting a contested-election case was in order in 
the House notwithstanding the fact that the papers bearing upon the 
case had been referred to and were in the possession of the Committee 
on Elections. Irefer to the Arkansas case of Clayton against Breck- 
inridge. Those papers had been referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. While the committee had them in their possession the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] submitted a resolution giving some in- 
struction to the committee with respect to raising a subcommittee to 
investigate the case. I made the point, as I recollect, that it should 
be referred to the Committee on Elections. The Speaker held that it 
was a question of the highest privilege and the House could consider it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was not that in pursuance of a direct provision of 
the Constitution, the same as in the other case alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockrery] ? 

Mr. CRISP. The Constitution, ofcourse, is the highest law and is 
binding upon us all, But where we make rules not in conflict with 
the Constitution they are just as high and just as binding as the Con- 
stitution itself. The Constitution authorizes this House to make rules 
for its own government, and when this House makes rules not in con- 
flict with the Constitation the rules are just as binding asif they were 
part of the Constitution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a single inquiry, if the gentleman 
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will pardon me. A tariff bill is privileged; a general pension law is 
vileged. Is it competent for the House, by a resolution such as 
troduced in this matter, to discharge the Committee on Ways and 
Means from the consideration of a tariff bill and bring it in because it 
is privileged ? 

Mr. CRISP, This is a question of privilege. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It isa privileged question. 

Mr. CRISP. But there isa distinction, ifthe gentleman will per- 
mit me, between a privileged question and a question of privilege. 

Mr. DINGLEY, That is a question of the highest privilege under 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House any- 
thing that reflects upon the integrity of our proceedings or upon the 
members as a body or individually is a question of privilege. Now, 
this resolution has been held to be a question of privilege. As stated, 
it was referred to the Committee on Rules more than six weeks ago. 
Half the session is gone, and, so faras I know, the Committee on Rules 
have done nothing towards reporting the resolution back to the House, 
The sere pe tell us they have had some meetings and finally ad- 
journed without any action or fixing any time for a further meeting. 
Now, under that state of the case the question presents itself, is the 
House so bound by this reference that it can not be allowed to have an 
investigation into this charge, so as to put blame or censure where it 
belongs and at the same time vindicate those gentlemen who are guilt- 
less of any offense? 

That isthe wholequestion. Ifthe House believes that the rcference 
of the resolution to the Committee on Rules puts it absolutely in the 

wer of three gentlemen—the majority of that committee—to stifle 
investigation and deny to the House the right to investigate, then this 
is not a question of privilege; but if the House believes that notwith- 
standing the reference it is still in its power to consider the question 
made and to raise a special committee or not to raise it, as it pleases, 
toinvestigate the question, then, Mr. Speaker, Isubmit that this motion 
ought to be held as privileged. The resolution should be considered. 
If the Committee on Rules can show any good reason why it should not 
be adopted let them show it. If they can show that they have con- 
sidered the matter and are honestly waiting for other and further evi- 
dence, if they can show any good reason why they should not be dis- 
charged, well and good; but in the absence of such showing T submit 
that the House, as a duty to itself, should discharge the Committee on 
Rules from its further consideration and Jet an investigation be had. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
direct his attention to the Janguage of the resolution, which is an alle- 
gation that in the Washington correspondence of a paper indicated cer- 
tain chargesaremade? Would the gentleman think that the presenta- 
ere men a resolution by a member of the House made a question of 

ri e 
A Mr. CRISP. In what I bayesaid I assumed, and so stated, that the 
Chair had held when the resolution was originally introduced that it 
was a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Not atall. The resolution was putin the box, 
in the ordinary way in which matters which do not raise questions of 
privilege are there deposited, and was referred from the box. 

Mr. CRISP. Lassumed that it had been held to be a question of 
privilege, as I stated in my argument. 

TheSPEAKER. Ithasnotbeen soheld. Onthecontrary, ina case 
similar to this, which was presented by the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr, OATES], the Speaker passed upon the question, and an appeal was 
taken to the House, and the Honse decided it not to be a question of 
privilege, there being no allegation on the part of any member as to 
the truth of the assertion and no designation of members who were 
charged. This question has come to the House by action on the part 
of a member who placed it in the box, and it was referred in the reg- 
ular course of the business of the House. The charges have been in- 
vestigated, or are being investigated, as to the foundation for them, by 
the Committes on Rules. And here perhaps the Chair ought to correct 
a suggestion made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] that 
the Committee on Rules had adjourned without day. A meeting of 
the committee was called this morning in order to hear a witness on this 
very subject. 

Mr, DOCKERY. A witness, if the Chair will allow me, who hail 
not been notified to be present. 

The SPEAKER. He hadbeen sent for, but he did not appear until 
about five minutes before 12 o'clock. He could not be found sooner. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I was advised that he had not been subponaed. 

The SPEAKER. Now, there being no allegation any member 
and no designation of the names of members charged, the Chair would 
like to hear from the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] whether or 
no in his opinion itis a question of privilege. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Georgia will allow me, I 
will say that the Chair can not have escaped one allegation in that cor- 
respondence, since it impelled me to offer this tion, and that is 
that a Democratic Representative on this floor from Missouri was a 
member of the ‘‘silver pool.’? The Chair certainly has read that cor- 
respondence. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr. DocKERY] came before the committee he was very careful 
to state that after having investigated the matter he was satisfied that 
there was no Democratic Representative from Missouri connected with 
the silver pool. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. If the gentleman from Ohio wants to 
go into the merits of the question I will follow him at once. 

Mr. MCKINLEY, So that there seemed to be no occasion to inves- 
tigate the charge as to any Democratic Representative from Missouri, 
because the gentleman himself [Mr. DockERy] announced to the com- 
ae that no Democratic Representative from Missouri was involved 
in it. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow a question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. The question I wish to ask, if the gentleman from 
Ohio will hear it and answer it, is this: That allegation having been 
made, with or without foundation, by the correspondent of the Globe- 
Democrat, and it having appeared from the statement of the correspond- 
ent before the committee that the charge was without foundation so 
far as it related to Democratic Representatives from Missouri, does it 
not appear to the gentleman that the Degiocratic delegation from that 
State are entitled to the publication of the statement of that corre- 
spondent, so that they may to that extent be acquitted of the charge? 
The allegation was understood and believed by me to be made to bear 
against every Democrat from Missouri for effect in the Congressional 
ne then pending, and when I called upon the correspondent, as I 
Shes SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will please confine 


Mr. HEARD. If the Chair will not be restive, I hope that I shall 
be permitted to finish my statement. 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. Will the gentlemanplease suspend 
amoment? The Chair did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. My statement was that the gentlemen who are enti- 
tled to the floor are not inclined to take it from me if the Chair will 

mit me to oceupy it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no desire to take the gentleman off 
the floor, but the Chair desires that he shall confine himself to the 
question at issue, which is whether this is a question of privilege ornot, 

Mr. HEARD. Well, then, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman have the kindness to listen to 
the Chair fora moment? There can be no end and no limit to the 
range of debate if we once get outside of the question which isactually 
before the House and which is to be determined primarily, and the 
Chair hopes that the (erase will confine himself to that question. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will try to do that. It seems 
that the Chair now raises the question whether this isa question of 
privilege or not as well as whether or not Iam confining myself to it. 
I do not understand that the Chair has decided that itis nota question 
of privilege, and that point is perhaps in abeyance. But the question 
I desired to ask was based upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MOKTNLEY] that there has been elicited before the Com- 
mittee on Rules, from the correspondent making the original charge, 
a statement that so far as the allegation was made against some Demo- 
cratic members of the Missouri delegation it is without foundation, and 
I insist, Mr. Speaker, that there ought to be some way of getting that 
fact before the House and the public. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
was made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio did not make the state- 
ment so strong as that. He said that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] had said there was no foundation for if. 

Mr. MCKINLEY, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] mis- 
understood my statement. What I said was that the mover of the 
resolution, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], when he was 
called before the Committee on Rules in support of his resolution, called 
attention to the fact that Missouri Democrats were charged with being in 
this pool, andsaid that npon investigation he was satisfied that no Dem- 
ocratic :member from Missouri was in any silver pool. It was not the 
statement of the correspondent; it was the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri, as I remember. > 

Mr. HEARD. Iam very muchob to the gentleman from Ohio 
for having corrected the misapprehension under which I labored, be- 
cause it leaves the case a much stronger one in favor of the position 
which I take. If the Committee on Rules has had this correspondent 
before it and if he does not acquit the Democratic members of the 
Missouri delegation from the charge which has been published, there 
is the more reason why the Democratic members of that delegation 
should stand here and ask at the hands of this Honse an opportunity 
to make this man show or refuse to show the foundation that he has 
for this statement. When that statement was made I catled upon 
the correspondent and asked him as a mattor of justice to each indi- 
vidual Democrat of that delegstion that he publish the name given 
him by his informant as that of the member who was implicated, in 
order that my colleagues from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu and Mr, TARS- 
NEY] and myself, who were here, might make our defense if it af- 
fected us, and that if the charge implicated any one of the eight Dem- 
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ocratic members who were away they might be notified in order that 
they might make their showing, as the election was pending and the 
imputation was calculated to throw a cloud upon the entire delegation 
unless some explanation or some investigation was made. 

I insist, Mr. Speaker, that in justice to the Democratic members of 
the Missouri delegation the House should now eithertake actionitselfor 
insist on the Committee on Rules or a special committee taking some 
action that will give to the members of the Honse generally, and es- 
pecially to the Democrats of the Missouri delegation, an opportunity to 
compel the gentleman making this charge cither to do justice publicly 
to the delegation by declaring that the allegation was made without 
foundation or to give the foundation upon which it was made. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this resolution re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules proposed that a special committee 
be appointed to investigate these charges; and it was a question of 

rivilege, becauso ifno member wasspecified by name then every mem- 
bar was in effect charged with being interested in this ‘‘pool.’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. A Missouri member was specified. 

Mr, FLOWER. The gentleman from Missouri says that a Missouri 
member was specified; but even if no member was specified the charge 
in its general form affects all of us. 

Now, I say that in fairness to this House the Committee on Rules 
should not undertake to investigate this question, but should report 
the resolution to the House and let the House provide for an investi- 
gation, so that we may see whether there is anything in this charge or 
not. I donot know that there is; but I believe this is a question of 
the highest privilege. I do not think that any member of the House 
desires to rest under the imputation, whether made upon him person- 
ally or in a general form, of having any such connection with a meas- 
ure coming before the House that his vote would make money for him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] begs the whole question when he assumes that 
this resolution, while it may have been a question of privilege, has lost 
its privilege in having been referred to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. McKINLEY. That was not my position. I said that whether 
this was or was not a question of privilege it had gone to the Commit- 
tee on Rules under the rules of the House, and that the matter was in 
process of investigation before thatcommittee, I distinctly disclaimed 
any statement that it was or was not a question of privilege. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the gentleman to say that by the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on Rules it had lost its 
original privilege. 

Mr, MCKINLEY. ‘The gentleman misunderstood me, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That was the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr, ADAMS]. 

Mr, SPRINGER, ‘hen the argument of the gentleman from Ohio 
was not in point on this resolution, 

It seems to me that the question involved here is whether the sub- 
ject-matter of this resolution presents a question of privilege, That 
subject-matter involves the question whether certain members of this 
House constituted a ‘pool’? engaged ina speculation depending upon 
the passage of a measure through the House, a proposition which cer- 
tainly affects the integrity of our proceedings. 

Now, the position of the Chair, as I understand, is that this is not 
a question of privilege unless the charge be true; in other words, some 
member must assert that it is true of his knowledge and testify to 
the truth of it. must prove it before the Honse, and then the ques- 
tion is one of privilege; but that no newspaperin the country can slan- 
der this House, because prima facie what the newspapers say is false. 
That is the position of the Chair. That is the position of the gentle- 
men on the other side, It is not, however, the position of the rules 
of this House. 

The SPEAKER. 
own position, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The position of the rules is that a charge affect- 
ing the integrity of our proceedings presents a question of privilege. 
Whether that charge be true or false is the very matter to be consid- 
ered by the committee of investigation that may be appointed, not by 
the Committee on Rules. The Committeeon Rules is not with 
the investigation of the truth of this allegation; that is not their busi- 
ness. The resolution was not referred to them for that purpose. If 
the Committee on Rules are going into an investigation of this matter, 
then I want to clothe them with the power of sending for persons and 
papers. I want them to institute an investigation openly and have the 
reporters of the House present, so that the testimony of witnesses who 
may come before the committee may be taken down and reported to 
the House, thereby enabling the Honse to act upon the report which 
the Committee on Rules may make, But, as I understand, the object 
of referring this resolution to that committee was that they might de- 
termine whether there had been a charge of thiskind made; thatis all. 
If there was such a charge made it is the duty of a committee of the 
House to investigate it and toreport after an investigation whether the 
charge'is true or not. The question of the truth of the charge does not 
Affect at all its character as involving a question of privilege. 

Mr. FRANK. Who claims that it does? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I understood thegentleman from Ohio to say that 


The gontleman will allow the Chair to state his 


they were investigating the question whether the allegation was true 
or not. 

Mr. FRANK. Ob, not at all. 

Mr, SPRINGER. And that certain witnesses were summoned be- 
fore the committee, one gentleman coming there to-day, only five min- , 
utes before the hour of meeting of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I understood it to be distinctly stated that 
the committee were investigating the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; as to the truth of the suggestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Therefore the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois is pertinent, that if they undertake to investigate the merits 
of the question they ought to be clothed with full power to send for 
persons and papers. 

Mr. MCADOO. Let me ask the gentleman from Ilinois if this com- 
mittes does not stand somewhat in the nature of a grand jury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no, notatall, The Houseis the grand jury. 

Mr. MCADOO. Let me complete my question, And whether you 
are not bound to present to the Committee on Rules a prima facie case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Notatall. Whether there is a prima facie case 
or not depends upon the action to be investigated. All the Committee 
on Rules has to determine is whether the charge has been made by any 
authority that warrants its consideration. If so—if it has been made 
by anybody or from any source entitled to consideration—— 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting), And is so alleged byany member of 
the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). Certainly. The matter isto beinves- 
tigated. Now, Iundertake tosay that a charge by.a public newspaper, 
circulating largely throughout the country, is sufficient in itself as an 
allegation to warrant the House to take the action sought by the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifany member attaches sufficient importance to it 
to make it a question, 

Mr. SPRINGER, Certainly. Thevery fact that a responsible news- 
paper of the country has charged the House with corruption is a sufi- 
cientfoundation to establish the privileged nature of the resolution and 
entitle any member of the House who may be Jaboring under such 
charge to rise in the House and demand an investigation. 

Mr. FRANK. Let meask the gentleman what he understands to 
be the scope of the consideration of the Committee on Rules involved 
in this resolution, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Simply to know whether anybody madesuch an 
allegation against the House, anybody whose charge is worthy of the 
consideration of the Honse. If it has been done; if such a charge has 
been made against any individual member or against the members of 
the House collectively, itis the privilege of any member or of the House 
itself to demand an investigation; because each individual member is 
laboring under the imputation which the allegation casts, and has a 
right to bring his grievance before the House for such action as the 
House may deem proper in the premises. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It seems clear, Mr. Speaker, to the House, from 
the various arguments on the subject, that the decision which the 
Speaker is about to make is made after a very full and clear understand- 
ing of the question which is submitted. He has certainly had infor- 
mation enough to understand both sides, and inasmuchas we haveagreat 
deal of business to be done to-day I trust, if there is any other member 
who desires to address the House upon this subject, that he will consent 
to print his remarks in the RECORD and Jet us go on with the District 
business. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, no. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker—— 

Ree SPEAKER. The Chair desires to present the matter to the 
onse. 

The Chair decided upon a question somewhat similar to this, on the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], in which ho 
pointed out the inconvenience that would result to the business of the 
House if it became a question of privilege every time a member pre- 
sented an allegation which he himself did not fortify with his personal 
belief or in some other manner—— s 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to be interrupted. 
` Mr. DOCKERY. Will not the Chair hear me on this very point? * 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has said nothing relating to the gentle- 
man from Missouri whatever. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires in this connection that this mat- 
ter shall be disposed of by the House—a question having arisen as to 
its privileges asa body. It has been the custom herctofore to submit 
such questions to the House, and the Chair submits this question to 
the House, whether this resolution involves a questionof privilege or not. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry or 
rather to ask unanimous consent to have the resolution read, I want 
to know if we have not a right to haye the resolution again reported. 
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TheSPEAKER, ‘The resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Missouri has been once read, but if there be no objection it will be 
again reported. z 

There being no objection, the resolution was again read. 

Mr. TRACEY, This is not a question of the consideration of the 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Not atall; but simply whether it presents a ques- 
tion of privilege, 

Mr. DOCKERY, That is, whether the resolution now presented is 
a question of privilege. j 

The SPEAKER. Whether the motion presents a question of privi- 


e. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The resolution just read embraces two 
propositions: first, whether the resolution sent originully to the Com- 
mittee on Rules is a question of privilege and, secondly whether we 
shall now direct the committee to report this resolution immediately 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER, The question now is whether the resolution to 
direct the committee to report this matter to the House is a question 
of privilege. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. The resolution directs the committee to 
report it back. I do not propose to vote that way until the committee 
itself has determined the question, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I understand it, this merely submits the mat- 
ter to the judgment of the House as to whether the resolution presents 
a question of privilege. 

_ TheSPEAKER. As to whether it presents a question of privilege. 
Mr. CUTCHEON, And we are not voting on the resolution itself? 
The SPEAKER. Not upon the resolution itself, but merely upon 

the question whether the resolution presents a matter of privilege. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be further debate I 
would like to be heard, 

Mr. GROUT, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

Mr. GROUT. It is this: What will be the effect, providing the 
Houseshould decide this to be a question of privilege? -Whether the 
House will at once enter upon the consideration of this resolution ? 

TheSPEAKER. The House will then at once enter upon the ques- 
tion of the consideration of it, if the House decides that it is a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. GROUT. Thus taking it out of the hands of the committee, 

The SPEAKER, Ifthe House decides that it is a question of priv- 
ilege and so votes; but if it decides that it is not a question of priv- 
ilege then the matter drops. As many as believe that the resolution 
presents a question of privilege will, as their names are called, answer 
ay; those opposed, no. ‘The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 80, not vot- 
ing 102; as follows: 
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Cheatham, Grout, Mott, Smyser, 
Clark, Wis. Hays, E. R, Moore, N. H. Spooner, 
Clark, Wyo. Henderson, Ul. orse, Stephenson, 
Comstock, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Stewart, Vt. 
Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, ay ne, Stivers, 
Graig, Kinsey, Perkins Struble, 
Dingley, Lacey, Pickler, Taylor, E. B. 
rsey, Laidlaw, Raines, Taylor, It. 
Eyans. Langston, Reed, Iowa Turner, Kang, 
Farquhar, Lansing, Rockwell, Vandever, 
Finley, Laws, Rowell, Vade, 
Flood, MeDuftie, Scranton, Walker, 
Funston, McKenna, Simonds, Wallace, Mass. 
Gear, McKinley, Smith, TI. Wheeler, Mich. 
Gest, Miles, Smith, W. Va. Wilson, Ky. 
NOT VOTING—102, 
Alderson, Dargan, McCormick, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Darlington, Milliken, Sherman,’ 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Morgan, Snider, 
Bankhead, DeLano, Morrill, Stalilnecker, 
Banks, Dibble, Morrow, Stewart, Ga, 
Barnes, Edmunds, Niedringhaus, Stockbridge, 
Bartine, Ewart, orton, Stone, Pa. 
Beckwith, Forman, Nute, Sweet, 
Biggs, Gifford,” O'Ferrall, Tarsney, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, O' Neall, Ind, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bowden, Hall, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Brower, Hansbrough, Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Perry, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Hermann, Peters, Van Schaick, 
Bunn, Hitt, Phelan, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Houk, Price, Wheeler, Ala, 
Campbell, Kelley, Pugsley, Whitelaw, 
Cannon, Ketcham, Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
Carlton, näpp, Reyburn, Wickham, 
Clancy, La Follette, Rife, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Magner, Robertson, Willcox, 
Coleman, Inson, Rowland, Wilson, Wash, 
Cowles, McCarthy, Rusk, Wright, 
Cummings, McClammy, tussell, Yardley. 
Cutcheon, McComas, Sanford, P 
Dalzell, McCord, Sawyer, 


So the House decided that the resolution presented a question of 


privilege. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. Wriaurt with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 


Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. DARGAN. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MORGAN. 
Mr. McComas with Mr. BULLOCK. 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WILKINSON. 
Mr, WICKHAM with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 


Mr. MORRILL with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 


Mr, PuGsLey with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. PERRY. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CLUNIE. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. SENEY. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. MCOLAMMY. 
Mr. Perers with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. MILGIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. O’FERRALL. 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Price. 
Mr. Mason with Mr. FORMAN. 
For this day: 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. WHITELAW, 


YEAS—149. 
Abbott, Dockery, Lawler, Randall, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Lee, ef 
Anderson, Kans, Dunnell, Lehibach, Reilly, 
Andrew, unphy, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Barwig, Ellis, Lester, Va. gers, 
Belden, Enloe, Lewis, Bayers, 
Blancbard, Featherston, Lind, Scull, 
Bland, Fitch, Ladge, Shively, 
Blount, Fithian,, Maish, Skinner, 
Boatner, Flick, Mansur, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Flower, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Forney, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Brewer, Fowler, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Frank, McClellan, Stone, Ky, 
Brookshire, Geary, McCreary, Stone, Mo, 
Brown, J.B. Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Stump, 
Brunner, Gibson, McRae, Swency, 
Buchanan, Va. Greenhalge, Miller, Taylor, J. D, 
Buckalew, Grimes, Mills, Thomas, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Candler, Ga. are, Moore, Tex, Townsend, Colo, 
Caruth, Hateh. Morey, y, 
Catchings, Haugen, Mudd, Tucker, 
Cheadle, Hayes, W, I. Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman. Haynes, Oates, Vaux, 
Clarke, Ala. g O'Donnell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clunie, Hempnill, O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C, Osborne, Whiting, 
Cogswell, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wike, 
Connell, mii, Owens, Ohio Wiley, 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Parrett, Williams, OI. 
Cothran, Hooker, Paynter, Williams, Ohio 
Covert, Hopkins, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Crain, Kerr, lowa Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, Yoder. 
Culberson, Tex, Kilgore, Pindar, 
Oulbertson, Pa, Lane, Post, 
Dickerson, Lanham, Quinn, 

NAYS—80. 
Adams, Bayne, Boothman, Burton 
Arnold, Belknap, Brosius, dwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Bergen, Browne, T. M. Candler, Mass, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Bingham, Browne, Va. er, 
Baker, Bliss, Burrows, Caswell, 


On this vote: 

Mr. WADDILE with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr: RUssELL with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. HOUK 
on all political questions; but not thinking this a political question 
have voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires to 
discuss the resolution, I shall ask for the previous question on the reso- 
lution, for the reason that this day is appointed by the rules for the con- 
sideration of business from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
They are pressing me on every hand and requesting me to get the reso- 
lution out of the way. 

Mr. McKINLEY rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the House having determined that 
this is a privileged question, itis of course taken from the Committee 
on Rules, and the resolution for the appointment of a committee will 
be considered in the House at once. 

I only rose to say that when thisresolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules that committee believed it was referred to it for the 

urpose not simply of ascertaining whether there had been such a pub- 
cation as was stated in the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
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1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1201 


Missouri, but for the purpose, if possible, of ascertaining whether there 
was any foundation or probable foundation for the accusation madein 
the newspaper article upon which the House could direct aninyestiga- 
tion. 

No names were given or mentioned, no member of this House was 
designated, no distinet charge was made upon any special member as 
having been connected with any silver pool which may have been formed 
for the purpose of influencing legislation, and it was to obtain some- 
thing more specific and definite touching the charge the committee has 
been trying to find, and which it understood it was charged with the 
duty of trying to ascertain. ` 

~ Now, presuming that the resolution was referred: to the committee 

for that purpose, the committee at once went to work to find out, if 
possible, if there was any basis for the accusation made in this article, 
that it might so report to the House. The author of the resolution 
disclaimed any personal knowledge; he knew nothing of any gentle- 
man upon this floor having been engaged in any silver transaction or 
connected with any pool. He knew nothing of the truth of the article 
or of its details. 

The Committee on Rules then sent for the two newspaper corre- 
spondents who were connected with this paper, their names having 
been given to the committee by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery]. Whenthey werecalled before the committee these gentle- 
men declined to make any statement. They declined even to admit 
that one or the other was the author of the article referred to in the 
resolution. It was then suggested that possibly they declined to make 
answer because they were not put under oath. Subsequently, the 
Committee on Rules, finding ithad authority to administer oaths, called 
these two gentlemen and administered the oath to them and asked them 
who was the author of said article, if either of them, or whether they 
were the joint author or authors, and whether they knew anything 
about the contents of said article, and they declined to answer. They 
declined to give the committee any information or the names of those 
who would or could give any information, and refused to testify. The 
committee were to have had a meeting this morning and had called a 
gentleman who, they had been informed, had some information that 
he would give the committee touching this matter. The gentleman 
was not supmnaed, but we sent for him, and he reached the committee 
room about five minutes before 12 0’clock, when some of the members 
of the committee had left—too late to take his testimony—bnut stated 
he was ready to appear at any time. 

Now, all I want to say, Mr. Speaker, is this: That from the time 
this resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules until now it 
has been its purpose to go to the bottom of the charges it contained, 
and to ascertain, if possible, facts enough upon which to justify arec- 
ommendation to this House as to the raising of an investigating com- 
mittee or otherwise to advise the House, that it might take suitable 
action. We presumed that this House wanted to know whether the 
Committee on Rules had that character of information or believed there 
was testimony available that would authorize the raising of a commit- 
tee on investigation. We were seeking information for ourselves, that 
we might communicate it to this body. Nobody’s name was given. 
No witness would say that any member of this body was interested 
in silver pool or in silver legislation in any improper way. 

It is true that the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Conger], chairman 
of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, said on this floor 
atthe last session that he had been approached to go into a silver pool 
by those interested in free coinage. ‘That statement was submitted to 
us by the gentleman from Missouri. We had that before us; but the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Conger] had gone abroad upon his mission, 
as the committee discovered upon inquiry, and we could not send for 
him. But he did not say in his speech that any gentleman on this 
floor was in the pool or that he believed there was any Representative 
so interested. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me just there? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He did say to members of that side of the House 
that he had been approached by members on the floor. s 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The gentleman from Missouri did not give to 
the Committee on Rules a name as to who that was. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The ‘‘gentleman from Missouri’? called the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] to the fact that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] had important informa- 
tion, possibly, in the matter. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes, sir; and I immediately saw my colleague 
[Mr. GrosvENOR] on the subject, and it was at my suggestion that 
the Speaker of the House notified him to appear before the committee 
this morning. 

Now, I am perfectly willing that an investigation shall be made 
and I welcome it; but Idid suppose that this House, having referred 
this resolution to the Committee on Rules, wanted it to make some 
preliminary investigation for the farther information of the House; 
otherwise its reference was unnecessary; and we have been trying to 
getit. We have not had very much success, I admit. We are con- 
tinuing our inquiries. It seems to us that we ought to have some 
more direct testimony before reporting back to the House. 
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I do not know, Mr. Speaker, what we would have done if we could 
have got no further testimony, but it is certain the House would have 
been given an opportunity to act, Gentlemen on the Committee on 
Rules know that I have been from the very first desirons that this mat- 
ter should be opened up and examined in the fullest and most serutiniz- 
ing way. I believe the mover of the resolution [Mr. DOCKERY ] knows 
that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] has 
always expressed himself to that effect. Iam quite sure that he de- 
sired the most searching scrutiny of the whole matter. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Isimply felt, Mr. Speaker, that, as we were not 
permitted to gointo the merits of this controversy upon the question 
of privilege, it was due to the Committee on Rules that its action 
should be understood by this House. From the beginning there has 
been no purpose to suppress any investigation, no thought of throttling 
the most thorough investigation orscreeninganybody. God knowsTin- 
vite investigation of this or any other charge touching the honor and 
integrity of this House or its members, and I would not shield any man. 
Members on this floor must so walk and act from time to time that 
they will be ever ready for investigating committees. [Applause.] 
That is the duty and I have no doubt the pleasure of every member of 
thisHouse. [Applause.] That is our manifest duty. And speaking 
for myself I do not know to-day of a single member of this Honse—for 
I have heard no name mentioned, nor do I suspect one—who was ever 
connected with any silver pool. 

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to make charges in the newspapers about what 
gentlemen upon this floor are connected with; it is the easiest thingin 
the world to put upon the wires a statement that this is a corrupt and 
venal body; but I say here now, as a member of this House, having been 
here for nearly fourteen years, that if I were asked if I could designate 
a man upon this floor who could be bribed or could be bought I would 
have to answer no, because I know of nosuch man, and have known of 
nonesuch, and never heard of such. If they arehere they are unknown 
to me, and if any have been engaged in transactions to improperly in- 
fluence legislation they should be exposed. 

Mr. OATES. Does not my friend from Ohio think it would be well 
to get hold of a well-defined case of these falsehoods that are perpe- 
trated upon this House and expose it to the country? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes; but I ask the gentleman what he will do 
when the committee of investigation is raised if men decline to an- 
swer. The gentleman may say we will meet that question when we 
come to it, but thatisa very important consideration. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not going into this matter now. 

Mr. OATES. I will say to the gentleman that that question has 
been adjudicated by the Supreme Court in the case of Kilbourne vs. 
Thompson, and if it is with reference to a matter within the jurisdic- 
tion of legislation they can be dealt with for contempt. If it is not, 
if it is a judicial matter, then the House has no power. > 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Exactly; but itmust be a matter relating to the 
eee of the House, and not the private affair of some gentleman out- 
side. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, ali I desired when I rose was 
to put the Committee on Rules right before this House. For myself I 
am very glad thatthe House has taken from the committee the further 
consideration of this resolution, and, upon its own authority, has in- 
augurated, or is about to inaugurate, an investigation. 

The following is the testimony taken by the Committee on Rules, 
referred to by Mr. MCKINLEY: 

CoMMITTEE ON RULES, 


Washington, D. C., Saturday, December 13, 1890, 


The Committee on Rules met for the purpose of hearing the statement of Hon. 
A. M. Dockery, a Representative from the State of Missouri, in reference tothe 
tollowing resolution introduced in the House by him: 

“Whereas it is alleged in the Washington oRreepen aenn of the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat, under date of September 20 last, that twelve Senators and 
fifteen Representatives, pending the passage of an act entitled ‘An act direct- 
ing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes,’ Ae eke July 14,1890, were admitted to partnership in 
various silver * pools ’ by which they realized $1,000,000 profits in the advance 
of the price of silver after the passage of the said act: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is 
hereby instructed to inquire intoall the facts and circumstances connected with 
the said alleged purchase and sale of silver; and for that purpose it shall haye 
power to send for persons and papers and administer oaths, and shall also have 
the right to reportatany time. The expenses of said inquiry shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House upon youchers approved by the chairman 
of said committee.” 

The SPEAKER (in the chair). We have this resolution up for consideration and 
are ready to hear you. 

Mr. Dockery. The facts and figures relating to this matter are set forth in the 
Washington correspondence of the St. Louis Globe-Democrat of September 21, 
in detail, save as to names. The nearest approach to the names of the parties 
alleged to be connected with the “silver pools ™ is the cha that a Democratic 
Representative from the State of Missouri was interested in one of the pools. 
There are but ten Democratic Representatives from Missouri, and it, of course 
relatesto one ofthe ten. Aspeech of Mr,Conger, bearing on the fact that “ pools’ 
existed and that he was frequently approached to enter them, is found in tho 
RECORD of June 25, on page 6980, which I will read. + 

Mr. DOCKERY read as follows: 

“Mr, ConGer. I think ifa disinterested party will go out there and make ex- 
amination he will find the statement I have made true, 

“Why, Mr. Chairman, during this winter there has been about this Capitol 
the most persistent, courageous, and audacious lobby upon this question that I 
have eyer seen since my term of service here began, 
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“Mr, McComas. And worse in summer than in winter. 

“Mr. Concer. Yes, Ithas been as bad al! the time as it could be; and not 
only have these paid lobbyists been plying their avocation here, but various 
other means have been resorted to by the men interested in raising the price of 
bullion to secure the legislation they demand. Pool after pool has been organ- 
ized here in this city to speculate in this metal. Money has-been deposited in 
banks in this country by the thousands and hundreds of thousands lying there 
ready to poroka bullion with as soon as this legislation shall pass. 

“But they oppose our bill. Why? Simply because if our bill passes they 
have got to trust tothe market value of their product for the profits; while if 
free coinage passes Congress the Government of the United States fixes the 
valuo at 30 per cent. above what it is worth, and they may bring in all the bul- 
lion they can buy. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have been invited time and again to 
join silver peo but, as long as [hold a seat upon this floor or stand here;my 
vote shall castand my voice raised for the people of this country, for the 
laboring men of this country, for the savings-bank depositors of this country, 
forthe crippled and scarred soldiers of thiscountry, instead of for a few bullion- 
owners.” 

The SPEAKER. Where is Mr, Conger now? 

Mr, Dockery. He has been appointed minister to Brazil. 

The SPEAKER. Do you know whether he has gone there? 

Mr, MoKixrey, I do not think he has sailed. 

Mr. Dockery. Ido not know. He has been appointed. I think there is no 
doubt that “pools” weré organized, and the speech of Mr. Conger establishes 
the fact that the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Moas- 
ures was solicited to ènter them, Ihave here a copy of tho St. Louis Globe- 
Democrat of September 21, 1890, and the communication upon which my reso- 
lution is predicated is specific as to avert except names, I have simply 
set out in the resolution that “it is alleged” in this correspondence that twelve 
Senators and fifteen Representatives were Interested in ‘silver pools” pending 
of the silver bill of the last session. 

The Globe-Democrat’s correspondents are W. B. Stevens and George I. 
Apperson. Both of them are reliable gentlemen, and I am sure they would 
not knowingly make any misstatement in reference to any question, I am 
equally sure, however, that the statement as to a Democratic Representative 
from my State being interested in ‘silver pools,” as alleged, is incorrect. Both 
ofthe correspondents reside in this city. I suppose that if the investigation 
lst Ai rine the committce would send for them and ascertain whatthey knew 
about it, 

I desire also to say that it was a matter of current rumor that “silver pools” 
were organized. I never had, however, any intimation that members or Sena- 
tors were connected with them until the appearance of this newspaper article, 
I did not follow the debate on the floor,and did not know of Mr. Conger's 
statement until after the resolution was introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Do you know who wrote this article in the Globe-Democrat? 

Mr. Dockery. I do not know; but I suppose it was cither Mr. Stevens or Mr, 


Apperson. 

Mh . BLOUNT. Did you ever talk with Mr. Apperson about this matter? 

Mr. ERY, He requested a copy of the resolution shortly after its intro- 
duction. Itold him I had just introduced itand supposed it was in thepetition 
box. Isecu it and gave him a copy, during which time he remarked inci- 
dentally that he had no doubt of the substantial accuracy of the statement, 

Mr. BLOUNT. State what he said to you about these pools. 

Mr. Dockery, He did notgo into details, As I remember his statemont it 
was that he believed the correspondence to be substantially accurate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did you ever talk to Mr. Stevens about it? 

Mr. Dockery. Only in a general way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did you mention any names to him? 

Mr. w. I did not. 

Mr. Brount. Did hesay in n general way that the charges were truc orany- 
thing like that? 

Mr. ery. I do not think that Mr, Stevens did. 

Mr. McKitntey. Neither of them gave you any names? 

Mr. Dockery. No, sir. 

Mr. Biounr. The information you have is based on the article? 

Mr. Dockery. Yes, sir. Ihave no personal information whatever, 

Mr, Brount. You have no information except what you saw inthe paper? 
A Mr, Dockery. Thatisall. [thinkitis duetothe Democratic Representatives 
from Missoufi that the charges should be either substantiated or withdrawn. 


[From the St. Louis Globe-Democrat, September 21, 1890.] 


A MILLION IN THE CLEAN-UP—THE PROFITS DIVIDED BY SPECULATIVE CONGRESS- 
MEN FROM TILE RISE OF SILVER—FORTY MILLION OUNCES POOLED—ONE-EIGHTI 
OF IT CARRIED FOR SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES—HOW TUE SURE-THING 
INVESTMENT WAS MANAGED, 


[Special correspondence of the Globe-Democrat.] 
Wasmineroyx, D. C., September 20, 

‘The rise of silver has put into the pockets of Senators and Representatives of 
this Congress $1,000,000, One of the most active workers for silver legislation 
makes this statement, and he gives names and figures. The largest amount of 
individual profitis £275,000. That goes to the credit of a Western Senator. ‘The 
smallest amount is $2,000, which will help out the campaign expenses of a West- 
ern Representative who finds it hard work to make both ends meet on his sal- 
ary. elve Senators and fifteen Representatives participate inthis handsome 
clean-up of a sure-thing speculation. 

*J tell you it is ‘ pie,’ ” said the worker, who is himsclf ahead enough to make 
him feel comfortable about the immediate future. “We were figuring up in New 
York the other day the extent of the deal and the profits on it. We found that 
before the silver bill became law tho amount of silver taken in by the various 
pools for the expected rise was 40,000,000 ounces. isour entire product for 
eight months, you know, Just think of itr” 

“ Whathave the profits been?" 

“The pool Lam in bought some at a little leas than95, The rost cost ussome- 
thing more than %5, The average forthe whole wasabout97. August Belmont 
and his friends gotin at from % to 98, Silver has been as high as 120, Itis 
now 117. Ithink20 cents an ounce-isa fair estimate of the prolits of the pools 
to this time, Twenty cents an ounce on 40,000,000 ounces is $8,000,000. Well, 
that represents the profits made by the New York and Washington pools on 
the advance of silyer.’’ 

“Do you know how the 40,000,000 ounces were divided ?” 

“Thave a pretty Rood idea. The August Belmont pool got hold of 8,000,000 
ounces. I don't thi any of it cost over 100, and most of it was got below 98. 
Woodard and J. DF. Donnell, of the Hanover National Bank, H. V. Parsons, of 
Wells Fargo Express Company, F. B. Olcott, president of the Central Trust 
Company, and their associates, took in 6,000,000 ounces. The Seligman Brota- 
crs" 1 had from 4,000,000 to 5,000,000 ounces, Hutchins, the vice president of 
the Third National, of New York, was at the head of a small syndicate which 
bought 1,000,000 ounces. The Fourth National Bank held 4,500,000 ounces. Si- 
oe i Lt got 3,000,000 ounces, Those were the principal pools made up in 

ew Yor 

“The largest pool of all, probably, was one which took in seven United States 
Senators and anumber of New York capitalists. That pool had 9,000,000 ounces, 


The other holdings were small, but altogether they made up 4,000,000 ounces 


‘or lost, Those who raised it got it all back, less interest and commissions. 


bought and held for the rise, which we knew was as sure as sunrise if Congress 
passed a favorable silver pill” 

“Was any money spent in Washington to influence legislation?" 

“Not in the way of buying votes Wehadmen underemployment to watch 
things.and give the latest information. Then we worked up sentiment. Some- 
thing was spent in publishing articles in the newspapers. Several good silver 
men were kept here under salarics to talk and to represent the strong silver 
feeling in the West.” 

“Thero was a lobby fund, but nota corruption fund?” 

“Thatis aboutit. No Senator or Representative was offered as much as n 
dollar to voteforasilverbill. Someof them were shown how they could mako 
a little money by speculating on the rise of silver which was sure to follow the 

© of a favorable bill. They were approached through friends who were 

nthe pools. These friends offered to let them inton good thing, Several Sen- 

ators and Representatives put in their money and took a few thousand ounces 

apiece, There were others who had not the money to speculate with. It was 

arranged that the impecunious should have certain amounts carried for them 
by sey sel Ifsilver went up they were to have the profits. 

If it didn't go up they were to get nothing. About $250,C00 was put up to get 
the silver which was bought ait carried for those Senators and Representa- 
tives who didn’t invest their own money. Ofcourse this $250,000 was not eon ee 

e 
Senators and Representatives for whom the silver was bought got the profita. 

“Did any of those approached by friends to go into the speculation refuse?" 

“Yes, Senator CULLOM, for one Ceclined to allow any of tho silver to be car- 
ried for him, Senator TELLER was another who-wouldn't touch it,” 

“ How about the House?” 

“Well, Jos Cannon didn’t get any. GROSVENOR, of Ohio, was left out, too. 
You see the proposition wasn't made indiscriminately, The ailvermen picked 
outa few fellows who would be useful, or to whom they wanted to doa food 
turn, and let them inon the ground floor, Tho silver speculation has m 
handled mighty well, tell you. The men who were in it were close-mouthed, 
They didn’t go around scattering money or pointers, either. I'll give you a 
little story to illustrate this: 

"A certain Senator wentover to New York while the silver bill was pending. 
He drew $200,000 through Wells-Fargo to carry his silver. That night Ed 
Stokes went up to the Senator's room atthe Hoffman Honse and asked him 


‘what he thought of the prospect of favorable silver legislation, and whether 


silver was a good thing to buy atthe market price. The Senator replied : ‘It's 
dangerous, Ed,’ ™ 

" Has most of the 40,000,000 ounces beén unloaded by the pools?" 

“Only 50 per cent. of it. Some of the holders have been letting go gradually. 
A good deal is tied up by agreements not to sell until the prico reaches 126, 
Some of tho contracts prevent any selling until November or December. The 

ools are so well organized that there is no danger of overselling and breaking 


own the price. The profit, as the investment stands to-day, is 20 cents an 
Gua or ,000,000, It will be better thanthatforsomeof the pools when they 
settle. 


‘You think silver is going higher?” 

“Yt will go to 123 or 126 by March next. There isn’tany doubt of that, for 
the men who are in the pools are shrewd financiers, with plenty of capital be- 
hind them. Theadvance was steady until 120 was reached, Then the tightness 
of the money market came onand some of the holders had tohavemeans, The 
unloaded enough to drop the price to 117, but you will sec silver begin to clime 
again just as soon as the stringency is passed.” 

“Was there any Missouri Representative on tho list for whom silver was car 
riod by the pool?” 

“Yes, one, Ithink they carried 10,000 0unces forhim. That would give him 
a profit of $2,000." 

* Was he a Democrat or Republican?” 

“A Democrat. One of the Republican members, I understand, was told of 
what he could have done for him, but he would not toneh it. Idon’t know of 
but one Missouri Representative who was on the list of those carried. Repre- 
sentative , of New York, I expect, made more than any other member of 
the House on the deal, Ho got n barrelful out of it. Then there were two 
Californians, two of the Illinois delegation, one Kansas man, and two Towa 
members that I remember now on the House list. I think that thero were not 
more than fiftecn Representatives who were taken in," ; 

“Republicans or Democrats?”’ 

“Oh, Republicans mostly, of course. What did we want withthe d—d fool 
Democrats? They were bound to vote for what we wanted anyway. Thera 
were one Southern and three Western Democrats among the Senators who had 
silvercarried forthem. All togetherthere were twelve Senators I know of who 
made good stakes out of the rise of silver.” 

“Did the ee take in any officials in Washington outside of Congress?” 

“J heard that two or three subordinate officials in the Treasury Department 
were carried for the information they could furnish, There isa man here from 
Springfield, I., named Littler, who got in somehow, He learned what was go- 
ing on, and got some silver at about 104. But he didn’t hold on Jong enough. 
When it got up to 107 or 108 he let go. He wasn’t hoggish. Aman named 
TIO from Springfield, I1., was in, too, forasmallamount, The ex-treasurer 
of Ilinois (I think his name is Andrews) had about 3,000 or 10,000 ounces. I 
think perhaps they were all in with Littler. But they wero among the little 
fellows who were let in at the tail end.” 


STATEMENTS OF MESSRS. W, B. STEVENS AND GEORGE I. APPERSON, 


Mr. Broust. Mr. Dockery has called the attention of the committee to an 
article dated Washington, September 21, 1890, with which I suppose you are fa- 
miliar. Are you the author of that article? 

Mr. Stevens. I do not think I care to answer that question, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I find a statement in this article as follows [reading]: "One of 
the most active workers for silver legislation makes this statement, and he gives 
namesand figures. The largest amount of individual profit is $275,000." Do 
you know anything of the facts stated there? 

Mr. Stevens. I can only state that I do not care te answer any questions at 
the present time, in the shape in which things are. 

Mr. BLounr. The article goes onto recite pools in which various persons 
and firms are reported to be interested, and then this ocours: “The largest 
pool ofall probably was one which took in seven United States Senators and n 
number of New York capitalists. That pool had 9,000,000 ounces. The other 
holdings were sinall, but altogether tliey made up 4,000,000 ounces: bought and 
held for the rise, which we knew was as sure as sunrise if Congress passed a fa- 
yorable silver bill.” Do you know anything as to those facts? 

Mr. STEVENS. J do not care to answer that at present, 

Mr. BLOUNT. This article continues: 

“There was a lobby fund, but nota corruption fund. That isaboutit. No 
Senator or member was offered as much as a dollar to vote fora silver bill. 
Some of them were shown how they could make a little money by. pposaanine 
on the rise of silver which was sure to follow the go of a favorable bill. 
They were approached through friends who wereinthe pools. These friends 
offered to let them into a good thing. Several Senators and Members jput in 
their money and took a few thousand ounces apiece. There were others who 
had not the money to speculate with. It wasarranged that the impecunious 
should have certain amounts carried for them by the pools. Ifsilver went up 
thoy were to have the profits. If it did not go up they were to get nothing. 
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About $250,000 was put upto get the silver which was bought and carried for 
those Senators and Representatives who did not inyest their own money, 
course this $250,000 was not spent or lost.” 

Do you know anything as to those facts? 

Mr. Stevens. I do not care to answer that question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do you decline to make any statement in reference to your 
knowledge of the matters contained in this article? 

Mr. Stevens. 1 do at present, 

Mr. BLOUNT. You say you decline to answer under present circumstances, 
What are we to understand that you mean by that? 7 

Mr. Srevexs. Ido not care to answer any questions at present, not knowing 
what is intended or wanted. 

Mr. Birount. We haye sent for Mr. Dockery, and he has given us your 
names, and the committee has sent for you gentlemen for the purpose of as- 
certaining whether or not there is anything substantial upon which it can rec- 
ommend this investigation to the House. That is the object the members of 
the committee haye in putting these questions to you. e È 

Mr. STEVENS, I should prefer not to volunteer any information. 

Mr. Buounr. Do yon mean to say that you do not care to answer any ques- 
tions unless it is done by order of the House? 

Mr. Srevens. Ido not:mean tosay that in partictlar. I have not said that I 
wrote the article, but taking it asa presumption, if I had further information 
that I wanted to volunteer, Lwould have resented it in the paper. Ido not 
wantto come here and volunteer any information. Itscems to me that as n 
newspaper mun the logic of my position would be to decline, 

Mr. MeMrnuuts. What is the object in declining to answer whether or not 
youarethe author, That question of itself does not call for the further infor- 
mation or invite any further question. Have you any objection to stating 
whether you are the author of the article? 

Mr. STEVENS. I prefer not to answer that. 

The SPEAKER. You are now responding to questions asked by members of 
the committee to whom the preliminary examination has been intrusted by 


the Honse of Representatives. You are asked these questions by persons who 
are an woh the duty of ascertaining if there be any farther grounds for 
an<exam on of the question. 

Mr, Steves. Lun: I simply decline to answer. I understand the 
circumstances under which I am here. à 

Mr, McMrLLIN. Then it is not because you have not been subpænaed? 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh, no; I donot care to fall back upon at cality. 

Mr. McKistry. Haye you any personal knowledge of the allegations con- 
tainedin that letter? - 3 

Mr. Stevens. I do not like to answer that. If you want my opinion I will 
give it to you, but I ot 5 you do not careforthat. I can say what I think 
as to the correctness of it. 

The SPEAKER. Here is one statement, to which I wish to call your attention: 
“One of the most active workers for silver legislation makes this statement, 
and hé gives names and fi ” Do you know who that is? 

Mr. Stevexs. With all due respect to the committee, I do not care to an- 
swer any of those questions. 

The Sreaker. I willask you whether you know there is any such personin 
existence? 

Mr. Stevens. I decline to answer it, 

Fiore Laren Can you give us any witnesses who haye any knowledge of 
ese fac! 

Mr. Strvens. Thatis simply going into the whole question of authorship. 

The Sreakenr. You docline to answer that question also? 

Mr. Stevens. I have heard nothing from the committee as to whether it con- 
siders this a violation of the priri of newspaper correspondents. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Our sole purpose is to act intelligently upon this resolution 
that has been referred tothe committee, Mr. Dockery, who introduced the 
resolution, has given this article as his authority and has given your names as 
theauthors of it. Hesays he knows nothing else about it. Our next course was 
tosend foryou. We simply want to know whether there is a sufficient basis 
for an investigation. 

Mr. STEVENS, I would like to ask first if the committee considers that that 
article Ís a serious reflection on members of the House of Representatives? 

The Speaker. That does not lead to anything. 

Mr. STEVENS. I thought the presumption was thatl had madea serious charge 

nst the Honse of Representatives. 

The Sreaker. The presumption is you haye mado a partioular charge. 
Whether it is a serious charge or a charge of any importance is a matter that 
does not come before this committee. All that comes before us is this resolu- 
tion asking for an investigation. We want to ascertain ifitistrue. Ifit is truc 
it ought to be investigated, and it is something for the committee and the House 
to determine, The question with us is, Are statements true? What the 
House or the committee may think about itis a subject for afterconsideration. 

» A Representative has seen fit to call attention to it and gives the names of you 
gentlemen as the Authors of the article, who can furnish testimony that would 
guide us as to that question. I think that is about all the matter. 

Mr, McKrstxry, All we could do was to call the witnesses Mr. Dockery gave 


us, 

Mr. SrEvExXS, Until the House or the committes does take the ition that I 
have done something that can be called In question, I don't think I ought to 
answer these questions. 

Mr. McMixiurs. The object in calling you before the committee is to find 
out whether there is a state of facts upon which the House would probably act 
ininvestigating the charge ofimproper conduct of some of its members. Inor- 
der to dothat we must lay before the House the facta on which the committee 
rely in recommending the investigation. The House would say tous, “* What 
isyour evidence?’ Wewould say, *'There is a newspaper statement here,” 
The House would say, “Did you call the correspondents or other persons be- 
fore you and ask them to give the source oftheir information?” We wouldsay, 
“Yes.” The House would then ask, “Did they assume the responsibility or 
were they willing to testify as to the facts 7” and we should becompelied tosay, 
“No, they declined to testify.” It isa matter for the House to say whether it 
ey Milica Pope investigation if we find out whether there is any truth in these 
statemen 

Mr. BLOUNT, Let me read a little paragraph Comi: 

“ Did any of those approached by friends to go into the speculation refuso?" 

“Yes; Senator CuLLOM,for one, declined to allow any of the silver to be car- 
ried forhim. Senator was another who wouldn't touch it,” 

“How axbont the House?” 

“Well, Jon CANNon didn’t get any. GROSVENOR, of Ohio, was left ont, too. 
You see, the proposition wasn’t made indiscriminately. Thesilver men picked 
out a few fellows who would be useful, or to whom they wanted to doa good 
turn, and let them in on the ground floor.” 

Thero is a clear intimation that the lobby interested members in this bill for 
the purpose of influencing votes on this legislation. I think that is clearly the 
issue, and that is all thero isin this matter. I do not understand that the re- 
porter in charging these things is doing wrong. 

The SPEAKER. At any rate we have nothing to do with that. 

Mr, STEVENS, I haveno information to volunteer. I prefer not to answer 
aby questions as to that now. 

Mr. McMicurm. Our object is to asocrlain whether there is sufficient founda- 
tion for that statement to recommend to the Housean investigation. 


Mr. Srevrwxs. Jam put inthe position of voluntecring this information upon 
which you may order an Investigation, 

The SPEAKER. Notin the least, You are examined as a witness before the 
committes which is authorized by the House to ask the questions. 

Mr. MoMrciry. Itis not voluntary. If it had been neocssary a formal sum- 
mons would have been issued for you, but of course that was not necessary. 
We sent for you just as we sent for Mr. Dockery. 


STATEMENT OF MR. GEORGE H, APPERSON, 


Mr. Biocunt (after reading a portion of Mr. DockrEry’s statement in which he 
relates a conversation had with Mr, Apperson), Did that conversation occur 
between you and Mr. Dockery? 

Mr. APPERSON, I do not recollect, It is possible I may have passed somesuch 
remark with him, Iconjd not say. i 

Mr. Birovnr. Have you read the article? 

Mr. APPERSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brouxr. Do you know anything as to the facts stated in that article? 

Mr. APPERSON, I can not answer anything about it. 
pet Broun, You decline to make any statement in reference to members of 

longress? 

Mr. Apperson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brornr. Did you write the article? 

Mr, Apperson. I decline to say. 

Mr. Brount. Do you decline to giye any information as to your knowledge 
of any facts connected with the charge that members of the House of 
atives were connected with the silver pools referred to in that article? 

Mr. Appreson, I decline to make any statement whatever. 


CONNITTEE ox RULES, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 6, 1891. 
The committee met at 11 o'clock a. 


m. 
Present: Hon. THOMAS B, REED, the Speaker, and Messrs. MCKINLEY, BLOUNT, 
and MOMILLIN. 
EXAMINATION OF WALTER D. STEVENS. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. Stevens, you will be sworn. 

Mr. STEVENS, I want to say before arog the oath that I shall refuse to an- 
swer any questions about the authorship of this article unless compelled to by 
something more than a subpoena, 

The SPEAKER. You will be sworn, 

Mr, Stevens was then sworn, 


Examined by the SPEAKER: 


Q. Do you know who is the author of the article to which reference was mado 
Zs the pecans, which you gave before the committee when ‘you wero not un- 

er oath 

A. J decline toanswer at present, 

Q. Do you decline to answer as to the truth of the facts therein stated and 
your knowledge of them? 

A. Yes, sir; I decline to give any information about the article. 

Q. You spoke in your testimony, given before you were sworn, as to your 
unwillingness to volunteer testimony. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That had no reference to your not being subpmnaed and not being then 
under oath? 

A. No, sir, I tried to make it clear that I considered the subpena a mere 
technicality; thatit would take something in the shape of compulsion to elicit 
testimony from me in regard to the authorship of the article. That was what 
I meant to make plain. 

Q. It was notin regard to its being before this committec ? 

A. No, sir; not in regard to the mere fact of a subpmna or a voluntary ap- 
pearance. 

Sa And you would take the same courso with regard to any other com- 
mittee? 

A. Well, I can not answer that positively, but I think I should. I think I 
would decline to answer any questions about the authorship of n newspaper 
article unless I was compelled to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, have you any farther questions? 

Mr. Biount, I think you have covered the ground, 


By Mr. MCKINLEY: 


Q. Are you willing to state anything about the transaction covered by the 
ery resolution, any information that you may have, not contained in that 
newspaper article? 

A. No, sir. Ido not think Iam at present. 

Q. Are you willing to give the committee any information about the subject- 
matter, upon which we may base a recommendation for an investigation? 

A. No, sir; I am not willing to give any information of that kind. 

Q. Do you know anything about the transaction from your personal knowl- 
edge? Have you any personal knowledge of the transaction? 

A. No, sir, L havenot. If you will explain that perhaps I could answer dif- 
ferently. Do you mean have I seen books or papers? 

Q. ther I mean to ask whother your information, whatever it may be, is at 
first hand or second hand, or whether you know of your own knowledge that 
there was a silver lobby or silver pool in which mem of the House werein- 
Labrie at the time the legislation was pending last summer and influencing 

legislation? 

A. Well, I do not know much about the rules of evidence, but I should imag- 
ine much of my testimony would be ruled out in a court, 

Q. That is, it would be largely hearsay, 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Do yon still decline to give us the names of any parties who might give us 
information on that subject? 

Yes, sir. 
By Mr. BLOUNT: 

Q. Are yon chief of the correspondence bureau of the St. Louis Globe-Demo- 
crat? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That correspondence is all under your supervision, is it? 

A. Well, the most of it; yes,sir. The paper occasionally takes matter from 
Washington which Ido not sec. +» 

Q. Have you any objection to saying whether you saw this article before it 
went off or not? 

A. Lwould prefer not to say, 

The SPEAKER. Any further questions? 

Mr. BLousT, No,sir; nothing else. 

The SPeaKeL. That is all for the present, Mr. Stevens. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE H. APPERSON. 


Mr. Apperson. I would like to make the same reservation that Mr. Stevens 
did as to the nuthorsh!p of the article in question. 
The SPEAKER, You will be sworn. 
Mr. Apperson was then sworn by the Speaker. 
By the SPEAKER: 


Q. Do you know who is the author of the article to which reference was 


1204 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


cots in the testimony given before the committee when you were not under 
? 


on! 

A. I would like to be excused from answering that question. 

Q. Do you decline to answer as to the truth of the facts therein stated and 
your knowledge of them? 

A. Yes, sir; Ido. 

Q. You spoke in your testimony given before you were sworn as to your un- 
tyes See to volunteer testimony, 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That had no reference to your not being subpenaed and notbeing put un- 
der oath? 

A. No, sir. 

z > gion not in regard to being before this committee? 

. No, sir. 
Q. Would you take the same course with regard to any other committee? 
A. I don’t know, but I think probably I should. 
By Mr. MCKINLEY: 

Q. Have you any knowledge about the connection of any members of the 
House with any so-called silyer pool to influence legislation? 

A. No, sir; not of my own personal knowledge, I have not. 

Q. you give us the names of those from whom you got any information 
on the bain was 

A. No, sir; I would rather decline to give the names. 

. MCKINLEY, I believe I have no further questions. 
By Mr. BLOUNT: 

Q. If the House should direct a committes to inquire into this matter and 

ve that committee power to send for persons and papers, ete., would you feel 

posed to answer inquiries under those circumstances touching this matter? 

A. Well, [think not. Of course I do not want to be placed in the attitude 
of trying to embarrass the committee, if I should feel that it was depending on 
me or on Mr. Stevens for the necessay information; but I do not think such is 
the case, and I think if we had desired to make the names public we would 
have printed them in the Globe-Democrat or they would have been printed ; 
and under the cireumstances I do not think we are called upon to nanie any- 
body or to give any information, 

Q. How would it be if you were called upon by the House of Representatives 
orif thoe House of Representatives directed a committee to call upon you for 
any information? 

A. Ido notthink we are alastresort, Ithink that if there was any such infor- 
mation it can be gotten without our testimony. 

By Mr, MCKINLEY : 

Q. Will you please tell us how? 

A. Well, that is a matter for the committesto figure on, I think. Ihaveseen 
two or three newspaper interviews lately with prominent men in which they re- 
ferred more or less vaguely to the silver limplying that they knew ofitif they 
did not know considerably about it. Now it occurs to me that ifthe committee 
had been reading the papers they would have noticed the utterances and made 
memoranda of the interviews. 


By Mr. BLOUNT: 


Q. Who were tho persona, as you now remember? 

A, Well,the last one I call to mind was an interview with Senator FARWELL, 

Q. What was the purport of the Farwell interview ? 

A. Teould not repeat it. 

Q. Substantially. 

A, Well, it was, in short, that there wasa silver pool, but that he was notin 
it, and, while he knew the advantages of this legislation, he never took advan- 
tage of it further than togive some friends of his in London a tip about it. That 
was in the Associated Press dispatches from Chicago some days ago. 

Q. Did he say that some other members took a different course? 

A. No; he did not refer to any other members, but only made & general state- 
ment that there was a silyer pool or that he had heard the matter talked of 
among the Senators. 

Q. But he did not mention any names? 

à- No, sir. 

<u. Well, are there any other Senators or Representatives whose published 
interviews you have noticed? 

A. Well, donot recallnow. Iremember secingtwoor three others, Ithink 
Isaw one with Senator Cameroyx. I will not be positive aboutit, I know 
there have been two or three public men interviewed on the subject of asilver 
pool, and what struck me was the statement made by each of them, or the ad- 
a rather, that they believed there was a silver pool or had reason to be- 

eve 

Q. And that members were interested in it? ' 

A. Ido not think that statement was made, as to members. 

Q. What was the substance of Senator CAMERON'S interview ? 

A. Well, as [have said before, I do not remember positively that there was an 
interview with Senator CAMERON. Ivonly occurs to me vaguely that I remem- 
ber one, Iremember seeing two or three with different public men. 

Q. Those interviews you refer to did not name any member of the House or 
Senate as being connected with the pool? 

Se No, sir; they did not refer to any names stall, It was just a general ad- 
mission. K 
Q. it did notincludeorexclude them, butjust simply referred toa silver pool? 

A. Asilyer pocl. That is all that [remember. I think they referred to asil- 
ver lobby in one or two of the interviews. 

Q. Now you said awhile ago that you thought if we had been reading the 
papers we might find in the interviews sources of information as to this matter 
named in this article. This article makes a declaration that there are Senators 
and Representatives who had money furnished them that they might speculate 
in silver, in connection with silver legislation. The interviews you refer to 
would not help us any as to that. 

A. Well, what I'meant to imply was that perhaps these parties interviewed 
might give you some information, 

Q. You think we had better let you alone and 

A, Well, thatis about my idea, that if you would go after somebody who has 
talked more freely than we, you might get some information. 

at you tell anybody who has talked.more freely than you have in this 

e? 


A. Well, Iam talking about personal talk. What we have there is written. 
Q. Did you ever sce this article before it went off? 
A. Well, I would rather not answer that question. 
Q. Are you connected with the bureau of correspondence of the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat? 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. MCMILLIN: 


Q. You say you do not think you and your associateare the last resort in get- 
ting thle enen ? 
. oO, Sir. 
Q. Yon wish to be understood that the same information which you have can 
be gotten from other sources? 
A. Yes, sir. 


after them? 


Q. But you decline to give those sources? 

A. Yes, sir; that is, I decline to state the sources from which we obtained our 
information, 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: 

Q. Can you give us the sources from which we can get information—sources 
not connected with you? 

A. No, sir, I wouldrather not, because I labor under the impression that the 
committee can easily discover those sources, and not from us, 


By Mr. BLOUNT: 


Q. Well, how can we getat it, if we do not get itfrom you? Wo do not hear 
much of it except through this letter. 

A. Well, I don’t know. 

Q. We hear of a pool, but we do not hear any distinct charges of members 
being influenced by funds contributed to enable them to go into the pool. 

A. Well, I could not offer any suggestions in that line, 


By Mr. MCKINLEY: 
Q. Can you give us the names of any witnesses who might throw some light 
on the me ae 
A. No, sir. 
By Mr. BLOUNT: 


en cas think if we were as keen as you are we could find out something 
abou 

A, Well, that is my impression, though I may be mistaken. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I have no further questions, 

The SPEAKER, Thatisall for the present. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it is with great reluctance that I 
have called this matter to the attention of the House, but I felt im- 
pelled to do so, as the resolution has been pending before the Commit- 
tee on Rules for about six weeks. I appeared before that committee 
on the 13th of December last, in response to its request, and stated, 
what I now reiterate, that I had no personal knowledge whatever that 
any member upon this floor had been connected with a ‘‘silver pool’? 
prior to the passage of the silver bill of the last session. Ihave no 
special interest in this question, but introduced the resolution because 
it was alleged in the Washington correspondence of the Globe-Demo- 
crat that a Democratic Representative from Missouri was a member of 


the pool. 
Knowing the correspondents to be gentleman of high character and 


acknowledged to be such by all who know them, I thought it proper 
that they should be given an opportunity either to substantiate the 
charge or to withdraw it, In this spirit the resolution was offered, 
being largely based upon the following dispatch to the Globe-Demo- 
crat, to which I asked the attention of the Committee on Rules: 


A MILLION IN THE CLEAN-UP—THE PROFITS DIVIDED BY SPECULATIVE CONGRESS- 
MEN FROM THE RISE OF SILVER—FORTY MILLION OUNCES POOLED—ONE-EIGHTI 
OF IT CARRIED FOR SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES—HOW THE SURE-TILING 
INVESTMENT WAS MANAGED. 


[Special correspondence of the Globe-Democrat.] 
Wasutsatoy, D. C., September 20, 


The rise of silver has put into the pockets of Senators and Representatives of 
this Congress $1,000,000. One of the most active workers for silver legislation 
makes this statement, and he gives names and figures. The largest amount of 
individual profit is £275,000. Thatgoes to the credit of a Western Senator. The 
smallest amount is $2,000, which will help out the campaign expenses of a 
Western Representative who finds it hard work tomake both ends meet on his 
salary. Twelve Senators and fifteen Representatives participate in this hand- 
some clean-up of a sure-thing speculation. 

“I tell you it is ‘pie, ” said the worker, who is himselfahead enough tomake 
him feel comfortable about the immediate future. * We were Mes pan up in 
New York the other ra the extent of the deal and the profits on it, Wefound 
that before the silver bill became Jaw the amount of silver taken in by the va- 
rious pools for the expected rise was 40,000,000 ounces, That is our entire prod- 
uct for eight months, you know. Just think of it!” 

“What have the profits been?” 

“The pool I am in bought some at a little less than %. The rest cost ussome- 
ag more than 9%. Theaverage for the whole wasabout 97. August Belmont 
and his friends got in at from 95 to98. Silver has been as high as 120. It is now 
117. [think 20 cents an ounce is a fair estimate of the profits of the poolsto this 
time, Twenty cents an ounce on 40,000,000 ounces is $3,000,000. Well, that rep- 
Ber ed the profits made by the New York and Washington pools on the advance 
of silver. e 

**Do you know how the 40,000,000 ounces were divided?” 

“Ihave a pretty good idea. The August Belmont pool got holdof 8,000,000 
ounces, Idon’tthinkany ofit cost over 100 and most ofit was got below 96. Wood- 
ward and J. M. Donnell, of the Hanover National Bank, H, V. Parsons, of Wells- 
Fargo Express Company, F. B, Olcott, president of the Central Trust Company, 
and their associates, took in 6,000,0000unces. The Seligman Brothers’ pool ha 
from 4,000,000 to 5,000,000 ounces. Hutchins, the vice president of the Third 
National, of New York, wasnt the head of asmall syndicate which bought 1,000,- 
000 ounces. The Fourth National Bank held 4,500,0000unces, Simons & Co. got 
3,000,000 ounces. Those were the principal pools made up in New York, 

“The largest poolof all, probably, was one which took in seven United States 
Senators anda numberof New York capitalists. That pool had 9,000,000 ounces, 
The other holdings were small, but altogether they made up 4,000,000 ounces 
bought and held for the rise, which we knew was as sure as sunrise if Congress 
passed a favorable silver bill,” 

“Was any money spent in Washington to influence legislation?” 

“Notin the way of buying votes. We bad men underemployment to watch 
things and give the latestinformation. Then we worked up sentiment. Some- 
thing was spent in publishing articles in the newspapers. Several good silver 
men were kept here under salaries to talk and to represent the strong silver 
feeling in the West.” 

“There was a lobby fund, but not a corruption fand ?” 

“That is about it. No Senator or Representative was offered as much asa 
dollar to yote fora silver bill. Some of them were shown how they could make 
a little money by speculating on the rise of silver which was sure to follow the 
pases of a favorable bill. They were approached through friends wlio were 

n thepools. These friends offered tolet them into a good thing. Several Sen- 
ators and Representatives put in their money and took a few thousand ounces 
apiece. There were others who hadn't the money to speculate with. It was 
arranged that the impecunious should have certain amounts carried for them 
by the pools. Ifsilver went up they were to have the profits. Ifit didn't go 
up they were to get nothing. About $250,000 was putup to get the silver which 
was bought and carried for those Senators and Representatives who didn't in- 
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vest their own money. Of course this $250,000 was not spentorlost. Those who 
raised it got it all back, less interest and commissions, The Sénators and Rep- 
resentatives for whom the silver was bought got the profits.” 

“Did any of those approached by friends to go into the speculation refuse?” 

“Yes; Senator Cc Lom, for one, declined to allow any of the silver to be car- 
ried forhim, Senator TELLER was another who wouldn't touch it.” 

“How aboutthe Ifouse?"” . 

"Well, JOE CANNON didn’t get any. GROSVENOR, of Ohio, was left out, too. 
You see the proposition wasn't made indiscriminately. The silver men picked 
out a few fellows who would be useful. or to whom they wanted to do a good 
turn, and let them in onthe ground floor. The silver speculation has been 
handled mighty well, I tell you. The men who were in it were close-mouthed, 
They didn’t go around scattering money or pointers, either, I'll give you a lit- 
tle story to illustrate this. A certain Senator went over to New York while the 
silver bill was pending: He drew $200,000 through Wells-Fargo to carry his 
silver, That n ght Ed Stokes went up to the Senator’s room at the Hoffman 
House and asked him what he thought of the prospect of favorable silver legis- 
lation, and whether silver was a good thing to buy at the market price. ‘he 
Senator replied: "It's dangerous, Ed.” 

‘Has most of the 40,000,000 ounces been unloaded by the pools?” 

“Only 50per cent. of it. Some ofthe holders have been letting go gradually. 
A good deal is tied up by agreements not tosell untilthe price reaches 126, Some 
of the contracts prevent any selling until November or December. The pools 
are so wellorganized that there is no danger of overselling and breaking down 
the price. The profit, as the investment stands to-day, is 20 cents an ounce, or 
$8; ,000, It will be better than that for some of the pools when they settle,” 

‘You think silver is going higher?” 

“Tt will go to 128 or 126 by March next. There isn’t any doubt of that, for 
the men whoare inthe pools are shrewd financiers, with plenty of capital behind 
them. The advance was steady until 120 was reached. Then the tightness of 
the money market came on and some of the holders had to have means. Ai 
unloaded enough to drop the price to 117, but you will see silver begin to clim 
again just as soon as the stringency is passed. 

“ Was there any Missouri Representative on the list for whom silver was car- 
ried by the pool? 

“Yes; one. Ithink they carried 10,900 ounces for him, That would give 
him a profit of $2,000. 

“Was he a Democrat or a Republican?” 

“A Democrat, Oneof the Republican members, I understand, was told of 
what he could have done for him, but he wouldn't touch it. I don’t know of 
but one Missouri Representative who was on the listof those carried. Repre- 
sentative „Of New York, I expect, made more than any other member of 
the House on the deal. He gota barreiful out of it. Then there were two Cal- 
ifornians, two of the Illinois delegation, one Kansas man, and two Iowa mem- 
bers that I remember now on the House list. I think that there were not more 
than fifteen Representatives who were taken in.” 

“Republicans or Democrats?” 

“Oh, Republicans mostly,of course. What did we want with the d—d fool 
Democrats? They were bound to vote for what wo wanted anyway. There 
were one Southern and three Western Democrats among the Senators who bad 
silver carried forthem. All together there were twelve Senators I know of who 
made good stakes out of the rise of silver.” 

“ Did the pool take in any officialsin Washington outside of Congress?” 

“I heard that two or three subordinate officials in the Treasury Department 
were carried for the information they could furnish, ‘There is aman here from 
Springfield, 11). named Littler, who got in somehow. He learned of what was 
going on and got some silver at about 104. But he didn’t hold on long enough. 

Vhen it got up to 107 or 108 he let go. He wasn’t hoggish. A man named 
Tracy, from Ppr eoa LETA in, too, for a small amount. The ex-tressurer 
of Illinois, I think his name is Andrews, had about 8,000 or 10,000 ounces. I 
think perhaps they were all in with Littler. But they were among the little 
fellows who were let in at tho tail end.”’ 


I also submitted at the same time the remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Conger], chairman of the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, in a speech on this floor on the 24th of 
June last. 

Here is what Mr. Conger said: 

Mr. Concer. Why, Mr. Chairman, during this winter there has been about 
the Capitol the most persistent, courageous, and audacious lobby upon this ques- 
tion that I have ever seen since my term of service here began, 

Mr. McComas. And worse in summer than in winter. 

Mr. Concer. Yes; it has been as bad all the time as it conld be; and notonly 
have these lobbyists been plying their avocation here, but various other means 
have been resorted to by the men interested in raising the price of bullion to 
secure the legislation they demand. Pool after pool has been organized in this 
city to speculate in this metal, Money has been deposited in banks in this 
country by the thousands and ines tes of thousands, lying there ready to pur- 
chase bullion with as soon aa this legislation sball pass. 

But they oppose our bill. Why? Simply because if our bill passes they haye 
got to trust the market value of their product for the profits, while if free coin- 
age passes Congress the Government of the United States fixes the value at 80 
pes cent, above what it is worth, and they may bring in all the bullion they can 

ay: Why, Mr, Chairman, I haye been invited time and again to join silver 
pools, 

This was on the 24th of June, remember. 

But as long as I hold a seat upon this floor or stand here my vote shali be 
cast and my voice raised for the people of this country, for the laboring men of 
this country, for the savings-ban Seperate of this country, for the crippled 
and scarred soldiers of this country, instead of a few bullion-owners. 

The correspondents who made the charge (and it will be remem- 
bered that the charge appeared in the columns of aleading Republican 
paper of the West) werealso called before the committee and requested to 
give information touching the matter at issue. They declined to tes- 
tify, on the ground, as stated both in the dispatch totheir paper and 
before the committee, that their testimony would be held as voluntary 
and they had no desire to appear in theroll of volunteering testimony. 

Unless some members desire otherwise, I will incorporate in my re- 
marks the dispatch to the Globe-Democrat without reading it, as the 
Committee on the District of Columbia is very anxious to occupy the 
floor. 

Several MEMBERS. Read it, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The dispatch is as follows: 

Mr. Dockery said that Mr. Conger had since been appointed minister to 
Brazil, and he did not know whether he had sailed or was still in this country. 
Mr. Dockery also presented a Washington dispatch to the Globe-Democrat of 
September 20, He paid a high compliment to the reliability of the Globe-Dem- 


ocrat’s Washington news, and said he had known the gentleman who worked 
for the Globe-Democrat many years, and he did not believe thatsuch ad tch 
would have been published if there had not been ground forit. The Washing- 
ton aaan of the Globe-Democrat was then questioned by Mr. BLOUNT 
as to thè dispatch. Information as to the authorship was refused, with due re- 
spect to the committee, and a question was asked as to the position which the 
committee took in the matter. It was asked if the committec thought the dis- 
rea contained anything reflecting on the integrity of the House or the mem- 
rs, 


_ Speaker REED, replying to these inquiries, said that the committee had not 
yet considered whether the dispatch contained any serious charge or reflection 
upon the House or any of its members, That would be something for the com- 
mittee and the House to determine further on. Mr, Dockery had introduced 
his resolution asking for an investigation. The committee was ernie! making 
inquiries to see whether there was rh se to investigate. Mr. MCMILLIN, re- 
plying further to ho (oon said that the committee made no complaint against 
the correspondent, It was simply seeking forinformation as tothe basis forthe 
reports of the alleged silver pool. The correspondent was asked to come before 
the committee to see if he could give any help in the matter voluntarily, 

It was then stated tothe committee that the Globe-Democrat corres 
did not desire tonppear asa prosecutor, No criticism has been 
dispatch upon those members who were said to haye bought silver for specula- 
tion. The news as to amounts which members of Congress were said to have 
made had been printed. Names had been omitted. No comments as to the 
transactions had been offered. The dispatch contained all that it was deemed 
expedient to publish at the time, Had it been deemed expedient to make pub- 
lic further information about the alleged silver speculation, that information 
would have been printed, 

Under the circumstances, as explained by the Speaker and Mr. McMinurm, 
it seemed best from the standpoint of a newspaper man to decline to Volunteer 
information to the committee which it had been deemed unwise to print. After 
this explanation of the position of the correspondent, Mr. BLOUNT, who had 
been the chief examiner for the committee, did not press his questions. The 
Speaker looked from beneath his drooping eyelashes at Mr. BLOUNT and said: 
“I don’t suppose it is necessary to detain these gentlemen further?” Mr. 
BLOUNT said: “I suppose not,” The further consideration of the resolution 
was deferred until Monday. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, on the Monday following, the Committee on Rules 
again resumed the consideration of this question, but, no action hav- 
ing been taken by it prior to the holidays, on the 27th of December I 
addressed the following letter to the Speaker of the House as chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules: 

WaAsutnGtTon, D.O., December 27,1890. 

Dean Sin: I beg to invite your attention tothe resolution offered in the louse 
on December 1, instant, and referred to your committee, calling for an inves- 
coped of the charge made in the Washington correspondence of the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat, under date of September 20 last, wherein it is alleged that 
twelve Senators and fifteen Representatives were interested in various silver 
pools pending the passage of the act relating to the purchase of silyer bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, approved July 14, 1890. 

If the statement of Mr, Conger upon the floor of the House on June 24, 1890, 
coupled with the acknowledged reliability of the correspondents of the St, 
Louis Globe-Democrat, should not be esteemed sufficient, in your judgment, to 
warrant an investigation, Lrespectfully ask, at nll events, that you report the 
resolution to the House, without delay, for its consideration. 

Should an investigation be ordered I further venture to suggest that the tes- 
timony of the Seligman Bros., New York, Zimmerman & Forshay, New York, 
David Littler, of Illinois, and others, may be instrumental in establishing or 
Ser the charges in said correspondence of the St. Louis Globe-Democrat, 

I beg leave, also, to offer the final suggestion— 


I ask especial attention to this suggestion— 


I beg leave, also, to offer the final suggestion that, should you report the 
resolution to the House with a favorable recommendation, its scope may be so 
enlarged as to authorize the committee to inquire as to the ownership of the 
surplus silver Congress is now asked to purchase. 
Itismanifestly pertinent that such investigation should be had, to the end that 
the sona may know whether there areany Senators, Representatives, or other 
public officials who are in fact owners or part owners of such surplus silver, 
Of course it goes without saying that the investigation should be made by a spe- 
cial committee. 

I have the honor to be, yours, most respectfully, 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 
Hon. Toomas B. REED, Speaker, z 
Chairman of Committee on Rules. 


The concluding suggestion of the letter, Mr. Speaker, was offered 
solely because of the statement of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Con- 
ger], on the 24th of June last, and was not intended to reflect in any 
wise upon the membership of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

On the 6th of the present month the correspondents of the Globe- 
Democrat were again called before the committee and under oath de- 
clined to answer any questions. Their reasons for declining to testify 
will be found in the following special dispatch to the Globe-Demo- 
erat: 


Mr. MCKINLEY came in and made a quorum, The newspaper men were put 
under oath and asked to give the authority for a certain dispatch to the Glo! 
Democrat to the effect that several Senators and Representatives had made 
money by speculating in silver bullion. They declined to testify voluntarily, 

For the benefit of those who may have lost track of this matter,it may be stated 
that the House has not yet ordered an investigation of the silverspeculation, 
Mr. Dockrry’s resolution,introduced on December 1, provides for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to investigate the matter. Tie resolution has not yet 
reached the House. It went immediately upon its introduction to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and there it has been ever since, To testify before the Com- 
mittee on Rules in the present attitude of the case would be to assume the réle 
of public prosecutor and to press upon the attention of the House information, 
more or less unpleasant, which had not been asked for. 

The dispateh was sent to the Globe-Democrat in the ordinary course of the 
collection and transmission of Washington news, The correspondents for the 
present declined to give the committee any further information than had been 
printed. Mr. MCKINLEY wanted to know if the correspondents could give the 
committee the names of witnesses who might throw some light on the silver 
speculation. He was promptly told that he would not have to look far for wit- 
nesses. He was referred to the recent interviews of Senator FARWELL, Senator 
STEWART, and others, who ke of the silver pool as n well-known fact, but 
disclaimed personal connection withit, At this suggestion a smile wentaround 
the committee. Speaker REED said the witnesses were excused for the present, 
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Mr. Dockxry has laid beforo the committes names of several witnesses in 
Washington and New York, and hasasked that they be called if the committee 
has any further hesitation about DB pcre his resolution to come back to the 
House for its action. He bas asked that the scope of the inquiry be en- 
Jarged so as to ascertain who are the holders of the present surplus of silver, 
and whether any Senators or Representativesare interested. It is the general 
impression that there will be no silver pool investigation by this Congress. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Let me ask the gentleman if he is reading from 
the testimony before the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam reading from the report of the correspond- 
ents to the Globe-Democrat of the 6th instant. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Because I am going toask leave of the House to 
print the testimony that we have taken, and desire to give the gentle- 
man notice of that fact now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave no objection to the printing of the evidence. 

Mr. HEARD. We want to get at the testimony that has been taken 
by the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now ask the Clerk to read the interview with 
Senator FARWELL, given to the country by the Associated Press on the 
ist of this month. 

The Clerk read az follows: 


NOT IN THE SILVER POOL, BUT SENATOR FARWELL UNDERSTOOD THAT SEVERAL 
OF HIS COLLEAGUES WERE, 
> CnIcaAGo, January 1. 

Ever since the passage of the silver bill by Congress al its last session, there 
has been talk of a silver pool in which members of the National Legislature 
were said to be interested. In one instance mention was made by a New York 
newspaper the other day of the name of Senator FARWELL in connection with 
the supposed silver pool. 

Senator FARWELL, when asked to-day in to the matter, said: 

“I want to say here to you, once and forall, that Senator FARWELL never 
bought a dollar’s worth of silver previous to the silver legislation last summer. 
While I knew that everybody else, or rather, which 1 was told, that many 
others were endeavoring to make something out of the anticipated fluctuation 
in the price of silver, I steered clear of it. I knew, of course, that the price 
would Fe up, and when some friends of mine in London cabled me for my 
views, I answered them to the best of my knowledge. Subsequently events 
showed that I was correct in my estimation, and I suppose sore profited by it.” 

ESA? say receive any profit indirectly through the speculation of friends in 
silver 

* Not one cent's worth. I did not meddle with it and no one did for me.” 

“What do you know about a silver pool said to havo been planned by Sen- 
ators and Congressmen?” 

“I havesince learned, or been informed, rather, a pool did exist; but this did 
not come to me until long after the silver legislation, There was nota hint 
expressed concerning a pool while the matter was before Congress.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that in the letter 
of December 27 I called the attention of the committee to several par- 
ties who could probably give information, and also asked that the scope 
of the resolution beso enlarged as to ascertain the present ownership of 
the twelve millions of silver bullion that is now asked to pur- 
chase. This suggestion is made inasmuch asit seems to me fitting that 
the people should know whetherany Senators, Representatives, or other 
public officials are owners or part owners of this surplus bullion. In 
this connection I also desire to quote the following special dispatches 
to the St.,Louis Globe-Democrat of December 23-25: 

{Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat.] 
Wasnixetox, D. C., December 23. 

A week ago it looked as if a financial bill would be put through the Senate 


inshortorder, Th caucuses, 
been made 


a mind tolet the Eastern ify E ner and encourage the national- 
Paoro Everything was lo . It was predicted that the first of the 
year would see an elaborate financial bill through the Senate. Now adecided 
change has cemo. The silver Senators and the Eastern Senators have drifted 
apart. The spirit of conciliation has disappeared. The Western men äre 
apean Sanges a free-coinage proposition and vote with the Demo- 
crats to carry 

Senator STEWART is particularly outspoken against the bill which the Finance 
Committee has reported. He says that it is designed merely to rehabilitate 
the national banks, and that there is nothing in it for the silver men. There 
has been a great change of sentiment upon one feature of the bill. That is in 
regard to the purchase of the surplus silyer. At first the proposition was viewed 

th general favor. 

Secretary Windom went over to New York and came back in favor of buy- 
ing in the pops silver, He said there were about 12,000,000 ounces, Senators 
SHERMAN and ALDRICH consented to the purchase of the 

Administration was favorable. But then came some curious revelations. 
It was told around that the surplus silver was held by a pool, which would be 
enriched to the amount of several millions of dollars if the bill to buy the sur- 
plus became the law. Rumors ofthe pool reached the President, who insti- 
tuted a private investigation and obtained the names of those interested in the 
pool. Since then ithas got.out that the Administration is no longer favorable 
to the purchase of the surplus. The President is said to have a list of a dozen 
or more gentlemen who are the owners of this surplus silver. Some of these 
Seager are in public life. Others of them have e frequent visits to 
Vashington from New York of late to urge upon the Administration the ne- 
ceasity of financial legislation. Senator STEWART, in speaking of the mutter, 
said without reservation that this surplus was held by a pool, and that the ad- 
vocates of free coinage were not interested in it. Senators who a week ago 
meas 3o confident of the immediate passage of a financiai bill venture now no 
predictions. 


[Special Dispatch to the Globe-Democrat.] 
Waaursoron, D. C., December 25, 


Republican leaders of the House say there will be no financial legislation this 
winter. They are positive of it. ‘They intimate that the Administration is now 
averse to a financial bill. They say the President's mind has undergone a de- 
cided puanga Their exp n of this is that the President believes he has 
been the victim of a species of confidence game. He thinks that the represen- 
tations made to him recently on the money situation were inspired by specu- 


lators. He has received a good deal of information about silver pools, He at- 
tributes to such influences the pressure brought to bear fora financial bill. 

Two weeks the President was deeply anxious abont the situation. He 
ropes as al to send toOCongress, His Cabinet ministers werein 

aily consultation with leading Senators. The features of a bill 
upon in caucus, At the time the bill was framed it was ex y spoken ofas 
an Administration measure. One of the Republican leaders, who now says 
quite positively there will be no financial legislation, said at that time there 
would be no difficulty in putting the bill throngh the House. The ontilook was 
extremely favorable. Silver went up 3 cents an ounce in three days on the 
strength of the encouraging prospect. Then came rumors of silver specula- 
tion, and a sndden cooling of ardor all around. 

The Reptblican Senators, who were a few days before so unanimous,split 
into factions. The Administration turned against immediate financial legisla- 
tion. And now the leaders in the House say without reserve that no bill will 
be passed. Such sudden changes do not speak well for the morale of the ma- 
jority. The New York bankers who came down every other dayand 
the White House have stopped coming. The financial 
gress is concerned, are inan ugly snarl. It looks as if the country will haveto 
take care of itself and get along without“ more money,” which was.so lavishly 
promised ten days ago. Some of the Senators believe that the present feeling 
of demoralization will wear away and that a bill will yet be passed, They 
think from recent remarks drop by the President that the message may be 
sent to Congress as soon as the election bill is passed. 


The following declaration of Senator TELLER, made upon the finance 
bill now pending in the Senate, at this juncture becomes extremely 
significant: 

Proceedin, 


were 


to discuss the section of the bill providing for the purchase of 
$12,000,000 of silver, Mr. TELLER said that he washed his handsof any responsi- 
bility for that. He had no interest or sympathy with the men who speculated 
in silver, It had been said in the public press and in another place (meaning 
the House of Representatives) that when the silver bill of last session passed a 
large number of Senators were holders of silver bullion, If that were so, he 
had never heard of it. So far as he was personally concerned, he had never 
owned an ounce of silyer except in silyer dollars or half dollars. He had never 
engaged in speculation of that charactér or of any other character, and had no 
sympathy with the men who bought silver poy ey it up or put it down. 

The pending bill was not bronghtforwardin the interestof the silver States, 
i the $12,000,000 of silver were in the hands of the miners of Colorado, there 
would not have been, he asserted, any anxiety to buy it np, But it was in the 
hands of ple in political and financial circles in New York, and that was the 
reason why there was sò much anxiety about it in certain rs. The prop- 
osilion had come from New York, and not from the silver States. It was nota 
sop to be thrown to them, They were indifferentabout it. And they were in- 
different to the price ofsilver asa singlo question. te had some interest, of 
course, in putting up the price of silver, as they would have in putting up the 
price of or any other commodity which they produced, but their great i 
terest in the question was that silver should be used as money. That wasa 
bigger question than whether the miners of Colorado and Montana were to 
get L 29 an ounce or £1.10. 


I wish further to invite attention to a reported interview in the 
Washington Star of last Friday; but before doing so desire to ask the 
Speaker if it was authorized; if not, I shall not allude to it or incor- 
porate it in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the interview in 
question was notauthorized asan interview. There weresimply some 
replies made to requests for information. 

Mr. DOCKERY. On that statement I will not include the pur- 
ported interview in my remarks or make reply thereto, 

Mr. Speaker, the situation may be briefly summarized, The state- 
ments of Mr, Conger made on the floor of the House on the 24th of June 
last, which will be verified by members of this body, establish the fact 
that silver pools existed prior to the of the silver bill 

The statements of the mdents of the St. Louis Globe-Demo- 
erat fully confirm Mr. Conger’s declaration upon this point, and it 
seems to me that the refusal to testify before the committee on the 
ground that their evidence would be held as voluntary is of itself suf- 
ficient to warrant the investigation. Itis probable that their views ac- 
cord with those of many members who hold that the Committee on 
Rules is not charged with the investigation itself, but with only the 


į consideration of its pro 


ty. 

Mr. Speaker, this anes affects the integrity of the proceedings of 
this body, and was made in thecolumns of a leading Republican news- 
paper of the West. The Houses and the cbuntry have a right to know 
whether the charges are founded in fact. If they are untrue every 
Representative upon this floor is vitally interested in establishing the 
falsity of the accusation; if they are true the country should know the 
names of the Senatorsand Representatives who have thus betrayed the 
interests of the people and prostituted official position to personal 

in. 

In the language ofan eminent American, I say, Mr. Speaker, if there 
be such, let no guilty man escape. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGeEnrs] to offer an amendment to the resolution, and will then yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Buiount]. Iask, Mr. Speaker, how much time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGERS] to offer a resolution. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer, as a substitute for the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Dockery], the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. First, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I desire to let the preamble to the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] remain, but to sub- 
stitute the resolution J offer. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks it should be offered asanamend- 
ment. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Then I offer this as an amendment: To strike out 
from the original resolution all after the preamble and insert the fol- 
lowing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the preamble and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

"Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a special committes of five members of the 
House, and that said committee be instructed to inquire into all the facts and 
circumstances connected with the said alleged purchase and sale of silver prior to 
and since the passage of the act of July 14, 1890, including the names od piani 
selling the same and who are the ownersof the twelve millions of silver bullion 
which the United States is now asked to purchase; and for such purposes said 
committee shall have power tosend for persons and papers and administer oaths, 
and shall also have the right to rapon at any time. The of said in- 
quiry shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, upon vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman of said committee.” 

Mr, DOCKERY. I believe, Mr. Speaker, I have twenty-seven min- 
utes remaining. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Twenty-seven minutes, less the time occupied by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
yields the floor, I would like to make a single inquiry, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwantto yield to the gentleman from Georgia and 
then to the gentleman from Ohio—— 

Mr. DINGLEY, I wish simply toask the gentleman from Arkansas 
if his resolution is broad enough to cover an investigation of what was 
stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Conger] upon the floor of the 
Honse, that these pools were formed for the purpose of the promotion 
of the free-coinage amendment, and that they were opposed to the bill 
as passed? Will it cover both branches of the question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido notthink that the resolution contemplated that. 
If the gentleman desires to enlarge it thatcan be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If I remember correctly that was the particular 
point made by the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. Conger]. 

Mr, BLAND. Free silver coinage would stop all this speculation. 
You would have no speculation in silver if a free-coinage law were 


assed, 
$ Mr. DINGLEY. The statement of the gentleman from Iowa was 
that these pools were formed in the interest of the free-coinage amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. Free coinage will stop speculation in silver. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before the gentleman from Georgia occupies 
the floor, I only wish a moment or two, for the purpose of making a 
statement, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ipromised to yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inasmuch as I have been referred to— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Ohio will have abundant op- 

rtunity to make any statement he desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. , Inasmuch as I was referred to by the gentle- 
man from Missonri [Mr. DockERY] in connection with the action of 
the committee, will the gentleman allow me to make one statement? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman shall 
have plenty of time. So far as the statement is concerned, it acquits 
him, and says that he and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
were not of sufficient consequence to make an offer to. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand the purport of the gentle- 
man’s remarks, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isimply mean to say that the statement expressly 
acquits, ina somewhat jocular form, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I am not charged with anything except as 
having knowledge, and I want to make a statement on be! of the 
committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not propose to occupy all the time that was 
given to me, and I would be happy to yield to the gentleman after- 
ward. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia, and then I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hope to be able to yield some of my time to the 


gentleman, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, up to this time I have not thought 
it proper to say anything in relation to the matter pending before the 
Honse, for thereason that, beinga member of the Committee on Rules, 
I i that there was a restraint by the rules upon myself, by 
which I would not be enabled to state what occurred in the committee 
room, and, ns a consequence of it, not even my own attitude on that 
question. In view of this restraint, placed upon myself and the mem- 
bers of the committee, including the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMurry], I did not feel that I could undertake to say anything. 
But the Honse has seen fit by its action this morning to bring up the 
question of this inquiry, whether it shall be followed up or not, for our 
consideration at this time. 

The gentleman from Ohio has taken occasion to allude to some tes- 
timony taken before the committee, and has announced his purpose of 


publishing in the RECORD what occurred before the committee in the 
way of testimony, to which I have no objection. He has also stated 
his own inclination in regard to the investigation; and therefore I feel 
quite free under the circumstances to express my own views, in which 
I think I am in a large measure expressing the views of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

I believe there was an error in the outset in referring this matter to 
the Committee on Rules at all, I never saw any propriety in referring 
the question to the Committee on Rules as to whether there should be 
an investigation, when the data were already given. Ithinkthere were 
enough data to justify the House in determining upon ordering an in- 
vestigation. 

Now, sir, what are the facts that have gone before the committee 
that are to be published in the RECORD? We have had some silver 
legislation, we all know. That growing out of that legislation there 
has been a silver pool in this country no gentleman is so innocent 
as not to have suspected. No gentleman is so wanting in intelligence 
as not to know it, in the sense that we know current events. 

There was an allegation made in the St. Louis Globe-Democrat that, 
with a view of furthering this legislation, $250,000 had been raised 
in order to enable members of Congress who had not the money, to par- 
ticipate in that speculation. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
for the purpose of interesting gentlemen in the House and in the Sen- 
ate in the furtherance of that legislation ! 

It is also true that this declaration was made ina paper of consider- 
able standing in the country through its Washington correspondents, 
who, by the evidence before the committee, are gentlemen of un- 
questioned character, In that article, referring to sourcesof their testi- 
mony, there was a declaration as to names of members and amounts 
which were given; and when these gentlemen were called before the 
committee they declined to answer, first, because they did not care to 
volunteer testimony; but they finally in substance declared that they 
would not only not answer the Committee on Rules, but would not 
answer any other committce of the House. 

Why this declaration on the part of these correspondents that they 
would notanswera question involving the integrity of this House, sub- 
mitted by a committee or to committees of this House? y not give 


-information to this House? Why notimpart to the public mind of the 


country if there was any knowledge, criminal knowledge, involving 
the criminal conduct of Senators and Representatives, not absolute, 
not beyond question to demonstrate, but enough to put the country on 
notice that there was some foundation for this proceeding? 

My friend from Ohio {Mr. MCKINLEY ] has taken occasion to say that 
he does not suspect any gentleman on this floor or in either House. 
That is not the question. History points out, and not of very ancient 
date, no further back than the Forty-second Congress, that there were 
members on the floor of this House who had accepted bribes and who 
were censured for accepting bribes. 

In the Forty-third Congress you had an investigation which dis- 
closed the fact that over $700,000 were expended by the Pacific Mail 
lobby. ‘These facts make it important in theinterest of the American 
people in the preservation of their confidence in our institutions, for 
their respect for the two Houses of Congress, that we should notstand 
pleasing each other with reminders that aie Be unquestionably of 
members isin every breast, but that we should respond to the public, 
who have the right to watch the course of proceedings here. We 
should have thisinvestigation, and by reason of it declare ina judicial 
way, after deliberation in this Honse, and free it from the charges al- 
leged; or else, having found out there was guilt here, we should purge 
this House and reinstate it by such action in the confidence of the peo- 
ple of this country, The gentleman tells me we may not obtain evi- 
dence fall and satisfactory. Suppose we shall not, That is unfor- 
tanate. But we shall have manifested to the conntry that the failure to 
develop the facts liesnot at the door of any member upon this floor. 


Now, sir, we have, as I have said, the evidence of these correspond- 
ents of high character of these grave charges against the integrity of 


the Honse, against the integrity of the legislation of these two bodies, 
in reference to the great question of the coinage of silver in this land, 
in which the people to-day are intensely interested and excited. We 
have the power, in my opinion, under the rulings of the Supreme Court 
itself, to compel these correspondents to come before this House or its _ 
committees and respond to inquiries and make good their statements 
contained in this correspondence, or that they shall appear as confess- 
ing to willfully, maliciously, orcarelessly attacking the character of our 
institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that we can so illy afford, there is 
nothing in which a man can be more recreant to his country than to 
promote the progress of distrust in the public mind against the public 
men and public bodies of this country, If its character is so high as 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] claims it is, what better 
service can we do than to give assurance by an investigation that the 
gentleman’s opinion is not alone the opinion of the House of Represent- 
atives? I have, therefore, from the first, as a member of the commit- 
tee, been indifferent to the proceedings farther than what I have stated 
already, that this investigation should be had to obtain testimony, and 
so I am sure has my friend from Tennessee [Mr, MCMILLIN], We 
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have been willing to report this resolution for weeks with a declaration 
that in our opinion an investigation should be had. If the majority 
members of the committee deem a different course more prudent, with 
that we have nothing to do. They are honorable gentlemen, respon- 
sible for their own action; I am for mine. Ihaveseen fitto make these 
declarations here simply because the secrecy of our proceedings which 
obtains under the rules has been uncovered by the incidents of the day. 

One word further. We hayebut ashort time until this session ends. 
If an investigation is to be had at all it should be had at once. There 
should be no further delay. Ido not believe that any further delay 
would give more light to the committee. Therefore, sir, I think we 
should act properly and act instantly. Again, Mr. Speaker, I wantthis 
House tobe wary in the matter of broadening thescope of this resolution. 
I think that the committee should confine itself to the question involv- 
ing the integrity of the members of this House and of the Senate. I 
think there shonld not be coupled with that any other question which 
would prolong the investigation; prolong it, perhaps, beyond the end 
of the session; prolong it so that it could not possibly be completed; 
prolong it by these various inquiries until the 4th of March shall be 
reached and this matter shall be ended incomplete, confused, and with- 
out action by the House. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I have seen 
fit to make the declarations I have made to the House, and I now yield 
as much of my time as I may have left to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps due to the Commit- 
tee on Rules and to myself that T should make it a very brief state- 
ment. Some days ago the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
asked me if I had heard the statement made by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr, Conger] when he took his seat after making the remarks 
on the floor which have been read by the gentleman from Missouri here 
this morning. I told him that I had. He asked me if the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Conger] had made the direct charge that he had been 
solicited to enter into a silver pool. I told him that he had made the 
direct charge and seemed to be very indignant aboutit. The gentle- 
man from Missouri asked me if there was any question about the gen- 
tleman from Iowa having made a direct statement to that effect, and 
I said there was not. 

I do not remember the exact language of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, but I have stated the substance of it. A day or two afterward 
I was approached by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], who 
asked me if I had made this statement to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DOCKERY], and I told himI had. Hethenasked me if the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Conger] had made any statement con- 
necting the name of any member of Congress with the alleged solici- 
tation to him in connection with a silver pool, and I replied that he 
had not. The gentleman from Ohio then said to me that he should 
like to haye me appear before the Committee on Rules and make that 
statement there. This was on Saturday. I told him I was ready to 
goat any time, This morning I left my house earlier than usual and 
went to various points in the city and arrived here only about five or 
ten minutes before the Houseconvened. I foundthat amessenger had 
been dispatched tomy house and not finding me there had come back 
here, and I was notified on my arrival that I was wanted in the room 
of the Speaker. 

I went there and was ready to make the statement, but it was too 
late, as it was almost time for the meeting of the House and there 
were only two members of the committee present, I make this state- 
ment simply, in the first instance, to exonerate the Committee on 
Rules for not having taken my statement and, in the second place, to 
say that when I come to reconsider the whole of my conversation with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] I am satisfied he had a 

rfect right to understand me to say that the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. Conger] did allege something against somebody involvedin this 
investigation. What I heard said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Conger} was only an enlargement and amplification of what he bad 
already said in his speech on thè floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, after the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR) I wish to withdraw any remarks of 
mine which might be construed into a criticism upon the Committee 
on Rules with reference to his not being called before that committee. 
I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, under ordinary circumstances I 
should not make any statement touching a matter like this, as what 
has come to my knowledge in connection with it has occurred in the 
Committee on Rules, and I realize the propriety of keeping what oc- 
curs in committee secret. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
has also stated clearly his and my position on the question; but the 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] makes it not 
only proper but imperative for me to say that both now and at all 
times since the evidence we have had presented here this morning came 
before me I have thought that the ordering of an investigation was 


proper. à 


What I have done in committee, what I have said in contmittee, 
what others have done or said there, I shall not comment upon, but 
will leave to be inferred by the House what my action there would be 
when holding these views. I amready to admit that tho evidence pre- 
sented to the Committee on Rules and the evidence that has been ad- 
duced here to-day are not sufiicient to fix criminality on any particular 
member of this Honse or of the other branch of Congress, but in my 
opinion there have been sufficient charges made by responsible parties 
to make it proper for the House to order an investigation. 

If there is criminality it is due to the country that it should he ex- 
posed. If there is not criminality, it is due to members of the House 
that the facts should be known and that the aspersions which have 
gone out by innuendo, by direct charge or otherwise, should cease to 
have any effect on the public mind. ‘This is all I have to say. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] de- 
sires to modify his amendment. Iask that the time be extended two 
minutes, so that the amendment as modified may be read, after which 
I propose to call the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER. Withont objection, the time will be extended so 
as 2 allow the reading of the amendment. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ROGERS. At the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DINGLEY] I have modified my proposition, and I ask the Clerk to read 
it as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a special committee of five members of 
the House, and that such committee be instructed to inquire into all the facts 
and circumstances connected with silver pools in which Senators and Represent- 
atives were alleged to be interested; also with the said alleged purchase and 
sale of silver prior to and since the passage of the act of July 14, 1890, including 
the names of persons slig the same; and also who are the owners of the 
twelve millions of silver bullion which the United States is now asked to pur- 
chase. And for such purposes it shall haye power to send for persons and 
papers and administer oaths, and shall also have tho right to report at any 
time. ‘The expenses of said inquiry shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee, to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, this is a substitute simply for 
the resolution; the preamble still remains, 

Mr. ROGERS. It does. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe I have three minutes remaining; but, as 
the Committee on the District of Columbia are very anxious to oc- 
cupy the rest of the day, I desire now to ask the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to suggest whether this resolution should 
be broad énough to include Senators; whether it would not be more 
appropriate to include simply Representatives. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, cover everybody in the universe! [Langhter. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply suggest the question whether thé House 
has authority-—— . 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave put in this modified proposition at the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Maine; I will take itall out if he wants 
it out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no objection to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. ‘Would it not be well to include the owners 
of silver mines? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be a good way to get nothing out of 
the investigation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, I 
will not press the previous question, but will ask a vote on the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would there be any objection to modifying 
the resolution so as to include also the owners of the silver mines? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Include everybody. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
ROGERS, it was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of general appropriation bills, my object being to resume the con- 
sideration of the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that motion will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTCHEON] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And pending that, I desire to move that all gen- 
eral debate in the Committee of the Whole on the army appropriation 
bill be limited to one hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
tion. 

Mr. GROUT. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROUT. It is that under the rules of the House this day is 
appropriated to such business as may be presented by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. : 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; hut the House under the rules has the 
right to consider appropriation bills if a motion to that effect is made. 


T desire to amend ‘that mo- 
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Mr. CANNON. If these appropriation bills are to pass this session 
we had better get at them and pass them. 

Mr. COTCHEON. May I make a single obseryation—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. GROUT. Is not the Committee on the District of Columbia 
entitled to the floor; and if they are deprived of it must it not be by 
raising the question of consideration upon their business when pre- 
sented? Is not the rule absolute in that respect? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it is the right of a member to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole to consider appropriation 
bills. If this motion shotild be voted down, then the Committee on 
the District of Columbia will have the right of way. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Allow me to say one word. There are now on 
our Calendar five general appropriation bills; there is no appropriation 
bill now with the Appropriations Committee of the Senate—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call the gentleman to 


order. 
Mr. ROGERS. If debate is in order, I would like to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order, The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CutcHEon] to limit de- 
bate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Imovye to amend that motion 
by striking out ‘‘one hour ™ and inserting ‘‘ three hours.’ . 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky, there were—ayes 71, noes 98. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for tellers. r. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are demanded. 

Mr. CANNON. Letus have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 105, not 
voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—89. 

Andrew. Crisp, Lawler, Reilly, 
Barwig, Culberson, Tex. Lee, > Rogers, 
Blanc Davidson, Lester, Ga. Sayers, 
Bland, Dickerson, Lester, Va, Shively, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Lewis, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, Mansur, Springer, 
Brickner, Enloe, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Flower, Martin, Tex. Stockdale, 
Brunner, Forman, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, McCreary, Tucker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, MeMillin, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Geary, McRae, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlton, Geissenhainer, Mills, aux, 
Caruth, Gibsòn, Montgomery, Washington, 
Catchings, Grimes, Mudd, Whiting, 
Chipman, Hare, Mutchler, Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Oates, Wiley, 
Clements, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Williams, Il. 
Cobb, Henderson, N. ©. Owens, Ohio Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Paynter, Yoder. 

thran, Hooker, Penington, 
Covert, Kilgore, Pierce, 
Crain, Lane, Pindar, 

NAYS—105. 

Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa, Lacey, Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, La Follette, Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Laidlaw, Smith, IL 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dolliver, Langston, Smith, W. Va. 

ker, Dunnell, Lanham, Smiyser, 
Banks, Evans, Lansing, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Fa uhar, ws, Stivers, 
Belden, Fentherston, Lehlbach, Stone, Mo. 
Belknap, ick, Lind, Struble, 
Bergen, Flood, Mason. Sweney, 
Bing R Frank, MeDuüfie, Taylor, Ill. 
Bliss, Gear, McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Boothman, Gest, Moore, N. H. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Grout, Morey, Thomas, 
Brosius, Hall, Morse, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Harmer, Nate, Tilman, 
Burrows, Haugen, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Hays, E, R. O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Heard, Osborne, Vandever, 
Carter, Henderson, I, Owen, Ind. Wade, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Walker, 
Cheadle, Hill, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wyo. Kelley, Yr Wilson, Ky. 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Rockwell, 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Rowell, 

NOT VOTING—137. 
Abbott, Buchanan, N.J. Darlington, Herbert, 
Adams, Bullock, De Lano, Hermann, 
Alderson, Bunn, Dibble, Hitt, 
Allen, Miss. Butterworth, Dormers Houk, 
Anderson, Miss. Bynum Dunphy, Kerr, Pa. 
Arnold, Caldwell, Edmunds, Ketcham, 
Bankhead, Campbell, Ewart, Knapp, 
Candler, Mass. Finley, ge, 

Bartine, Cheatham, Fitch, Magner, 
Beckwith, Clancy, Fithian, Maish, 
Biggs, Clunie, Funston, McAdoo, 
Blount, Coleman, Gifford, McCarthy, 
Boatner, Connell Goodnight, McClammy, 
Boutelle, Cowles, Greenhbalge, McComas, 
Bowden, Craig, Grosvenor, McCord, 
Brower, Cummings, Hansbrough, McCormick, 
Brown, J. B. Dalzell, Hatch, McKenna, 
Browne, T. M Dargan, Hayes, W. 1. Miles, 


Miller, Peters, Seney, Van Schaick, 
Milliken, Phelan, Sherman, Waddill, 
Moffitt, Price, Simonds, Wallace, Mass, 
Moore, Tex. Pugsley, Snider, Wallace, N. Y. 
Morgan, Quackenbush, Spinola, Wheeler, Ala. 
Morrill, Quinn, Spooner, Whitelaw, 
Morrow, Raines, Stahinecker, Whitthorne, 
Niedringhaus, Randall, Stewart, Ga, Wickham, 
Norton, Reyburn, Stewart, Vt. Wilkinson, 
O'Ferrall, Richardson, Stockbridge, Willcox 
O'Neal, Ind. Rife, Stone, Pa. Wiison, Wash. 
O'Neil, Mass. Robertson, Stump, Wilson, W. Va. 
Parrett, Rowland, Sweet, MEE tied 
Payson, usk, Tarsney, Yardley. 

Peel, Russell, Taylor, E. B. 

Perkins, Sanford, Townsend, Pa, ~ 

Perry, Sawyer, Tracey, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. MaGNrr, 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. SWEET with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. MCADOO, 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. FrrHtan, 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move toamend by making the time 
for debate five hours. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I think I had the floor. 

Mr. LANHAM, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a suggestion, which 
I believe will meet the approval of gentlemen on both sides of the 

Touse. ' 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like very much to hear the suggestion 
to be made by the gentleman from Texas on the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan to 
modify his motion to this extent: to allow one and one-half hours’ de- 
bate, instead of one hour for general debate; and I will state, too, in 
this connection that this side of the Honse has already had, I believe, 
one hour and a quarter and the other side only twenty-seven minutes 
of the time heretofore occupied. I think therefore the proposition as 
a compromise is a perfectly fairone, the gentleman from Michigan hav- 
ing agreed to allow me to control one-half of the time for debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. While not a member of the committee, let me ask 
if itis not proper that we should go on and consider the appropriation 
bills in good faith and avoid political discussions on these bills? 

Mr. LANHAM, Iam perfectly in accord with that sentiment, and 
this suggestion of mine is in the nature of a compromise to save time, 

Mr. BLAND. TLinsist on my motion. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope my friend will yield to me to this extent, 
to allow me to make an agreement with the gentleman from Michigan 
in charge of this bill as to time. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am quite willing, rather than have the time 
taken up with roll-calls, to allow an hour and a half for the general 
debate, one-half of which time to be occupied by the gentleman from 
Texas. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the arrangement suggested 
by the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. GROUT. Before proceeding further I wish to call the attention 
of the House to this point for the purpose of endeavoring to save, if 
possible, the day for the District of Columbia, and to show also the 
effect of the vote in favor of the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan with reference to District matters. I find by referring to the rules 
of the last Congress concerning the District of Columbia that the pro- 
vision there is substantially the same as in the present rule. There is 
no difference between them. The designation of the right of other 
committees, the Commiteee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Ways and Means, to take the floor from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia comes in a somewhat different relation, but it seems to 
me with the same precise privileges, no greater and no less, for it says 
in section 6 of Rule XXIV: 

After the hour under the preceding clause then the order of business shall be 
unfinished business. if any; which having been disposed of motions shall be in 
order, as follows: First, that the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to consider bills raising revenue and 
general appropriation bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 

Now, it gives the same precedence after the morning hour to these 
committees in the rules of the Fiftieth and preceding Congresses that 
is given here under our present rules—no greater and no less, 

It is a surprise to the Committee on the District of Columbia that 
they are taken off the floor by a representative of one of these other 
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committees. It has always been held, and uniformly, that this day 
was set apart for the business of the District of Columbia; but as 
against other business the question of consideration could be raised and 
its business could be set aside if, in the judgment of the House, it was 
proper to do so. 

Now, I am unable to discover any different relation in the rule to 
what there always has been heretofore. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Cheir states that he has repeatedly ruled that 
Committees on Appropriations and the Committee on Ways and Means 
have the right after the reading of the Journal on any day to move to 
go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general of Far era bills. 

Mr. GROUT. Where the day has been set aside for another matter? 

The SPEAKER. Where the day has been set aside under the rule; 
but the House can negative that motion, and then.the District of Co- 
lumbia, or private bills, or any other matter of a like character would 
have the right of way. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘The only relief, then, is in voting down this motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan, as I understand? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. GROUT. We-can not raise the question of consideration ? 

TheSPEAKER. The question of consideration can not be raised, 
because the motion itself imports consideration by the committee. Is 
there objection to the arrangement proposed by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANTAN] for the limiting of general debate? 

Mr. HEARD, Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. It 
is this, that the day being set apart or dedicated to the business of the 
District of Columbia by a standing rule of the House, does it not take 
a two-thirds vote to sustain the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 


gan? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HEARD. It is asuspension ofa regular rule. 

The SPEAKER. A majority vote is sufficient, Is there objection 
to the arrangement proposed by the gentleman from Texas for the 
limiting of general debate? [After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That relates to what? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The limitation of general debate on the arniy 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering general a Ae ae bills, with the A ea ing 
that the army appropriation is to be considered. The limit of gen- 
eral debate has been already agreed upon. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

one a division (demanded by Mr. GROUT) there were—ayes 70, 
noes s 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted 
and that no quorum is present. 

‘Mr. GROUT. I demand the yeas and nays, 
_ The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 82, not vot- 

ing 134; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 

Allen, Mich. Dunphy, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Anderson, Kans, Evans, Martin, Ind. Smyser, 
Arnold, Farquhar, Mason, Spinola, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Finley, McDuffie, S ner, 
Baker, Flick McKinley, Stephenson, 
Banks, Flood, Miles, Stewart, Tex. 
Belden, Frank, Miller, Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Funston, Morey, Stivers, 
Bergen, Gear, Morse, Stone, Mo, 
Bliss, Gest, O'Donnell, Struble, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa, Sweney, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Osborn: Taylor, E. B, 
Burrows, y Owen, Ind. Taylor, Ni, 
Cannon, Hays, B. R. yne, Taylor, J.D. 
Carter, pme Henderson, Ill. Pindar, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caswell, Henderson, Lowa Post, Thompson, 
iam it, Quackenbush, Tillman, 
Clark, Wis. Holman, Raines, Townsend, Colo, 
Clark, Wyo. elley, Ray, i 
Cogswell, Keunedy, Reed, Iowa Turner, Kans. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Reilly, Vandever, 
Cooper, Ind, Kilgore, Rockwell, Wadadill, 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Rogers, Wade, 
Culberson, Tex. Lacey, Rowell Walker, 
Culbertson, Pa. Tan, ton, Sawyer, Wallace, Mass. 
Cutcheon, nt Sayers, Wheeler, Mich, 
Dingley, Lansing, Scranton, rete BIO 
Doliiver, Laws, ll, Wilson, Wash, 

TSoy, Lelilbach, Smith, 11. 

NAYS—82, 

Andorson, Miss, Brookshire, Covert, Forney, 
Andrew, Buchanan, Va, Crain, Fowler, 
Atkinson, Pa. Buockalew, Crisp. leary, 

wig, Burton, Davidson Geissenhainer, 

Candler, Ga, Dickerson, Gibson, 

Blount, Carlton, Dunnell, Grimes, 
Boatner, Caruth, Ellis, Grout, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Catchings, Enloe, Hare, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Clarke, Ala. Flower, " 
Brickner, Cobb, Forman, Hayes, W, I. 


Hayn 

esta,” 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N. C. 


Hooker, 
La Follette, 
Lan 


e, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Lester, Ga, 

wis, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss, 
Bankhoad, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Coleman, 


Martin, Tex. Owens, Ohio 
McClellan, Paynter, 
McCreary, Penington, 
MoeMillin, Pierce, 
McRae, Robertson, 
Mills, Shively, 
Montgomery, Skinner, 
shah poe Springer, 
Mu 5 Stockdale, 
Oates, Stone, Ky, 
Outhwaite, Stump, 
NOT VOTINGS., 
Connell, Mansur, -< 
Cotbran, McAdoo, 
Cowles, McCarthy, 
Craig, McClammy, 
Cummings, McComas, 
Dalzell, Cord, 
Dargan, McCormiok, 
Darlington, McKenna, 
De Lano, Milliken, 
Dibble, Moflitt, 
Dockery, Moore, Tex, 
Edmunds, Morgan, 
Ewart, Morrill, 
Featherstoy, Morrow, 
itch, Mudd, 
ithian, Niedringhaus, 
Gifford, Norton, 
Goodnight, 7 
Hansbrough, ‘Ferrall, 
Harmer, O'Neall, Ind, 
Haugen, O'Neil, Mass. 
Herbert, Parrett, 
Hermann, Payson, 
Hit Peel, 
Hopkins, Perkins, 
Houk, Perry, 
Kerr, Pa, Peters, 
Ketcham, Phelan 
Knapp, Pickler, 
Laidlaw, ice 
Lester, Va. Pugsley, 
Lodge, * Quinn 
nc ht Randall, 
Maish, Reyburn, 


©, 
Wilt ni. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Richardson, 
Rife, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Snider, 


Townsend, Pa. 
Van Schaick, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Whecler, Ala, 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorno, 
Wickham, 
Wiloy, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wright, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


So the House resolved to go into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


For the rest of the day: 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr. PEEL. 


Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. ABBOTT, 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. HAUGEN, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had announced the result 
of the vote, and the House is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I sought the ear of the Chair before the an- 
nouncement was made. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Why is it not in order? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The Chair had announced the result that the 
House had determined to go into Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I make the point of order that itis not in order. 


The Chair will hold that, the result 


having been announced, the House is in Committee of the Whole, 


Mr, HEMPHILL. 


nounced. 


I concede that ground if the result had been an- 
The Chair is right; but I claim that I made my motion be- 
fore the announcement was made, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard nothing from the gen- 


tleman from South Carolina until after the announcement of the result, 
and then looking in that direction saw the gentleman on his feet. 

Mr, HEMPHILL, Ofcourse, if the Chair undertakes to keep his 
eye in the other direction; but I can not be responsible for that. The 
House has certainly not gone into Committee of the Whole as yet. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The House has resolved to go into 


Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman from Maine will please 


take the chair. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ROCKWELL, on bebalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
introduced the bill (H. R, 13069) making appropriations for the diplo- 
mati¢ and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
I reserve all points of order on the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, was communicated to the House, who also an- 


nounced the approval of acts of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. 9122) granting a pension to Lydia Hood; 

An act (H. R. 9950) granting a pension to R. 8. Roan; 

An act (H. R. 10263) granting a pension to Robert A. England; 
An act (E: R. 4254) granting a pension to John Lindt; 

An act (H. R. WIE granting a pension to Richard Jackson; 


An act (H. R.7915 


granting a pension to Nancy Rarden; 
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An act (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro; 

An act (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks; 

An act (HL R. 6531) to restore the pension of Susan Nelson Page; 

An act (H. R. 12498) to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for 
public printing and binding for the first half of the year 1891, and 
for other purposes; and ` 

A bill (H. R. 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one’ of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5474) to make payment to E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, 
D. D. Griffith, and C. C. Goodspeed, on erroneous Jand-entry pay- 
ments; 

A bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
structa roadway through the United States arsenal grounds at Au- 
gusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the public; 

A bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison and examination of its accounts and goy- 
ernment: 

A bill (H. R, 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company through said city; and 

A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Mrs. E. J. Baldy, widow 
of W. H. Baldy. ; 

The messagealso announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, 
Colo. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain 
Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 

The e further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Rockford, IL, asked a conference with the House 
on said bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
MORRILL, and Mr. VEST as conferees on the part of the Senate. ~ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the Honse was requested: 

A bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 4824) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Hascall, asked a conference with the House on the di 
ing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. Davis, Mr. Saw- 
YER, and Mr. TURPIE as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3271) to enable 
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provisions of 
** An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1839, and making appropriations for the 
same, and for other p 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed tothe amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8, 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Az- 


pell; and ; 
A bill (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEY in the chair. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering appropriation 
bills, and the Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the sn 
ficetree pea ed ip 30, is. Ree tee other ee See Arar texte 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate has been 
limited to one hour and a half. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the arrangement made in the House for 
one hourand a half debate, half of that time is apportioned to the other 
side of the Honse, and to be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LAnnAm]. I desire that he now avail himself of that portion of 
the time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, I shall at the proper time 


and pas propose an amendment to the pending bill which in effect 
will be intended to prohibit the use of any part of the military force 
of the United States at any polling place on any election daye Ishall 
do this, sir, because of the menace held up by what is usually and 
properly denominated the force bill. 

Mr. i the more serious aspects of the force bill have been 
ably and thoroughly debated, and the dangers with which jt menaces 
the integrity of the States and the liberties of the people have been 
made manifest. I donot feel that I could contribute anything of value 
to that, the most important phase of the discussion. But there is ‘an- 
other phase of it concerning which I desire to express an opinion, and 
that is the intolerable impertinence of those who have proposed this 
measure and the sniveling hypocrisy with which itis urged. In one 
sense it is the natural outgrowth of that old Federal-monarchie spirit 
which has always been more or less dominant in the Commonwealths 
of New England; butin another sense, more offensive if less perilous, it 
is an insolent exhibition of that officious superrighteousness of a certain 
class of New England Yankees, who, rolling theireyes with a fine frenzy 
of thete Deum laudamus quality, thrust themselves impertinently into the 
affairs of other people and assume, with an air of superior capacity and 
divine right, to prescribe codes, moral, ethical, and civil, for were - 
ernment of all mankind, seeing to it that the law, in letter and spirit, 
is less rigid on themselves than other people. 

This force bill, which is treason disguised, was hatched under the 
hovering wing of this influence and is brought here in the hands and 
under the protection of this class of hypocrites. I know there are cer- 
tain fawning fellows, with running noses, at the South and West whose 
eyes are ever turned eastward for inspiration, and who sneeze when 
snuff is taken at Boston. Indeed, Iam informed there is a certain gen- 
tleman here, of truculent aspect, from a Western State who, without ap- 
parent shame, insists that he has a right to share in the dishonor of 
originating this measure, He has had it trumpeted abroad that he was 
one of two emissaries of a partisan caucus delegated to manufacture it. 
There may be some foundation for this fatal shame which this gentle- 
man openly courts, thoughI doubtit. But, whetherso or not, the bill 
is neither better nor worse whether its paternity be as I have stated 
and believe it is or whether it be a hybrid progeny, a hermaphrodite 
cross between the pharisaical malevolence of a Puritan and the perni- 
cious stupidity of a blatherskite, 

‘The bill is none the less of that quality, sui generis, which isthe nat- 
ural outgrowth of that sanctimonious spirit of pompous intermeddling 
to which I have alluded, and which puts on unction to conceal craft, 
and the pith of whose patriotism is barter. ‘The nativity of paces 
the place of the nest-hiding, and the purpose of its existence are all 
disclosed when we observe, first, the Oscar Wilde type of its paternal 
ancestor, who moves with an air of lugubrious pedantry and a solemn 
sense of weighty responsibility abont the aisles of this Chamber, and, 
second, note the matronly masculinity which serves in the office of wet- 
aoe at another place in the Capitol. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

The other day two men, each bearing a commission from a great State, 
were discussing constitutions, One was comparing the constitution of 
Massachusetts, which denies the right of suffrage to all who are unable 
to read a clause of that instrument, with the constitution of Missis- 
sippi, which denies the right of suffrage to all who are unable to read 
a clause of the instrument or to understand it when read to them, and 
said that the provision of the Massachusetts constitution was as liable 
to be abused as that of Mississippi. The other said, with a smirkand 
a cunning air of indignant surprise, ‘No, it is not.” How magnani- 
mous, how noble, how patriotic that was! You all know that man. 
Certain proprieties forbid that [should name him in this presence, but 
youknowhim. You havesecen his lunar face, clean shaven and shining 
with benevolent hypocrisy, a perfect New England copy of the Old Eng- 
land Pecksniff, ‘‘so thoroughly impregnated with the spirit of false- 
hood that he is moral even in drunkenness and canting even in shame 
and discovery.” 

Still he is a man greatly esteemed where he lives, so I am told, for 
piety, learning, and wisdom. He is bearerof many honorary degrees 
conferred upon him bysundry colleges, another apt illustration of a 
patent truth, thatDr. Pangloss, of Colman’s comedy, is not the only 
LL. D. who is also an A.SS. This man is eternally sneering at the 
Southern States, vilifying and traducing them. And yet he professes 
to love them and to pray for their prosperity. When he purs and ca- 
carr look out for the tooth and the claw. Only the other day he 

Iam al proud that the people of the South are my countrymen, when I 
think of their supon constancy. Indeed, I am inclined to speak of this as did 
the good lady whose kindness of heart was so great that when her children - 
told her that she would speak well of Satan himself, she replied, "I wish you 
all his perseverance.’ 

If his prolesion of good will for the South be at all sincere, then 
he resembles the Lord at least inone respeet— I am glad he does notin 
any other—‘‘ Whom he loyeth, he chasteneth.”’ 

Why is the suffrage provision of the Mississippi constitution, which 
in itself is not so restrictive or so bad as that SE Massachusetts, more 
liable to abuse? Why? Why are taunts and insults like this con- 
tinually thrown at the Southern people, except it be to exasperate 
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them and provoke retorts which can be misused to arouse sectional 
animosities and thereby secure partisan advantage? What is there in 
the character or history of that people which gives justification or 
warrant forindicting whole communities and States for fraud and theft, 
for murder and treason, both done and meditated? In what does 
Massachusetts, great as she is—and she is great—so excel Virginia that 
she need draw down her browsand fret and fume with the supercilious 
air of an overseer? If you remind them that Virginia gave us Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, and Madison, and Monroe, and Marshall, and others 
scarcely less illustrious, whose names adorn, as no others do, the his- 
tory of the Republic, the whole pack of sniveling Pecksniffs answer 
back in chorus: ‘‘ Yes; and gave us Lee, and Jackson, and rebellion.’’ 

Very well; this much at least is true: General Grant regarded Lee 
and Jackson as great and honorable and noble men. And as for re- 
bellion, it might not be wholly amiss if the honorable gentleman, who 
brings this measure in here under the shelter of his gorgeous wing, 
ànd others, should pause awhile to reflect. He atleast might remem- 
ber that there is upon his lineage the imperishable taint of an odious 
treason. The year 1809 was full of peril to the young Republic. The 
momentous questions which provoked the war of 1812 were then, as 
they had long been, the subject of exasperating diplomacy. The pen 
of the diplomat was about being laid aside for the sword of the war- 
rior. Then it was that Henry, a trusted emissary of the British Gov- 
ernment, went prowling through Vermont, New Hampshire, and Mas- 
sachusetts, treating with the old Federal party in those Commonwealths, 
He reported that he found them disaffected and rebellious in tempera- 
ment, ‘‘Indeed,’’ said he, ‘‘they haveso longregarded the Constitu- 
tion of the United States with complacency that they are now disposed 
in this quarter to treat it like a truant mistress, whom they would for 
a time put away on a separate maintenance, but without further and 
greater provocation would not absolutely repudiate,” 

Soon after this the war came, and while our fathers were grappling 
in a death struggle with Great Britain a convention of pro-English 
sedition-breeders and plotters of treason assembled at Hartford on the 
15th day of December, 1814. George Cabot, the grandfather, as I am 
informed, of the reputed author of this force bill, was the president of 
that convention. The delegates composing it unquestionably repre- 
sented the dominant sentiment in the Commonwealths whose creden- 
tials they bore, but liappily there were thousands of stalwart and 
incorruptible patriots among their constituencies who stood ready to 
imperil everything for the honor and satety of the Republic. The de- 
liberations of the convention, therefore, were conducted with guarded 
secrecy, under lock andkey. But it is known that those deliberations 
were characterized by a spirit of sedition and bigotry, of enmity to the 
Constitution and revolt against the authority of the United States. 

What think youof that? A convention of Americans, assembled by 
the authority of their States, in an hour of extreme peril to the nation, 
then straining every nerveand muscle to the utmost in a mighty strug- 
gle with a formidable foreign foe, whose ships were hovering in our 
waters and whose battaliony were marshaled on onr soil, plotting, ay, 
sir, plotting, with drawn blinds and candles lit at midday, against the 
authority of the Government! Almost on the very day that Jackson’s 
intrepid squadrons were hurling back the red line of invasion which 
had swept up against the walls of New Orleans this convention issued 
a public address to the people of New England in which, exalting com- 
merce above every consideration of patriotism and national unity, it 
assailed the Constitution of the United States and the Administration 
at Washington, denounced the war as wicked and unnecessary, and con- 
demned the Government as feeble, ineffectual, and despotic in its con- 
duct. The address breathed forth the very spirit of sedition, counsel- 
ing, as far as it dared, organization with a view to open revolt and 
resistance. Here is one passage in this remarkable address to which I 
desire to call the prayerful attention of this illustrious, superloyal 
grandson of his illustrious but less loyal grandfather: 

That acts of Congress in violation of the Constitution are absolutely void, is 
an undeniable position, It does not, however, consist with respect and forbear- 
ance duc from a Confederate State towards the General Government to fly toopen 
resistance upon every infraction of the Constitution. The mode andthe energy 
of the opposition should always conform to the nature of the violation, the in- 
tention of the authors, the extent of the injury inflicted, the determination man- 
ifested to persist in it, and the danger of delay. But incases of deliberate, dan- 
gerous, and palpable infractions of the Constitution, affecting the sovereignt 
of a State and liberties of the people, it is not only the right, but the duty of such 
a State to interpose its authority for their protection in the manner best caleu- 
lated to secure thatend. When emergencies occur which are either beyond the 
reach of the judicial tribunals or too pressing to admit of the delay incident to 
their forms, States which have no common umpire must be their own judges 
and execute their own decisions. It will thus be proper for the several States 
to awnit the ultimate disposal of the obnoxious measures recommended by the 
Secretary of War or pending before Congress. and so to use their power, ac- 
cording to the character these measures shall finally assume, as effectually to 
protect their own sovereignty and the rights and liberties of their citizens, 

Shade of Jefferson Davis, how thon art justified by the voice of this 
Y fatherin Massachusetts which comes up to cast down and rebuke 

son ! 

And this, which it was recommended should be insisted upon`as an 
amendment to the Federal Constitution: 

No person who shall hereafter be naturalized shall be eligible as a member 


‘of the Senate or House of Representatives of the United States nor capable of 
holding any civil office under the authority of the United States, 


Oh, how the whole pe ae of Pats and Johanns, young and old, 
male and female, foreign and domestic, should rush one over the other 
in their impetuous zeal to follow the son of old George Cabot, who pro- 
mulgated the proposition I have quoted and made its adoption into the 
Constitution of the United States a condition to his loyalty, as he now 
gallops away on a mad crusade against the South, carrying disorder 
and dismay among the happy and prosperous people of that section, 
who are patiently working out to some just solution the grave and difi- 
cult problems which surround them, in a vain effort to lift up the 
negro suddenly and make him, nolens volens, fitted or unfitted, the ruler 
and arbiter of the States. 

Mr. Speaker, I am heartily tired and sick of this eternal cant and 
hypocrisy. I think the time has come to tear off the thin veil which 
covers it and to express our opinions about this business and the fel- 
lows who are engaged in it. 

What is this bill, anyhow? It is urged on the pretense that it is 
necessary to secure fairelections. But every honest man of intelligence 
knows that that is a mere subterfuge. It originates in a section of the 
Union which has grown enormously rich at the expense of the West and 
South. It observes the development and rapid growth in political 
power of the West and South with ever-increasing alarm. Conscious 
that unity of interest will, as a matter of self-defense, ultimate inevi- 
tablyin bringing aboutsome unity ofaction between the Westand South, 
this bill is thrown asa firebrand into our politics, with the hope of pass- 
ing it under the spur of partisan prejudice and pressure, thereby delay- 
ing that political adhesion already approaching in other sections, and 
using it to perpetuate as long as possible a local advantage. 

Fair elections! Sir, it will be a sad day for this Republic when the 
people can be no longer trusted with the ballot box. Virtue is the very 
essence of popular liberty; but equally so is liberty the essence of pub- 
lic virtue. These gentlemen say they can no longer trust the States 
and the people with their own ballot box. They hold it has become 
necessary to have an army of officials, without direct responsibility to 
the voters, to watch, to supervise, and, if need be, to punish them. If, 
indeed, it be true that patriotism and publicsentiment and public morals 
have come to this low ebb, then are we approaching that starless night 
into whose eternal shadows have disappeared nearly every effort at 
popular government which mankind, striving for higher and nobler 
ideals of liberty, have ever made in the history of the world. Idonot 
believe it. Ican still trust with perfect confidence the people of all 
or any of the States of the American Union. I had rather confide the 
ballot box to the plain people of the land, risk its purity to their pa- 
triotism and its safety to their hands, than trust it to any band of par- 
tisan mercenaries, with badges on their lapels and batons or bayonets 
in theirhands, appointed by any Federal Administration that ever was 
or shall be. 

Against whom, specially and professedly, is this haughty insolence 
directed? Against whom are these charges of fraud and crime, these 
burning and intolerable insults, leveled? ‘The Democratic party. 
Forget not. gentlemen, that that party represents a large majority of 
all the people of the whole country, and afull round million majority 
of the white voters of the United States, the sons of the warriors and 
matrons who won the battles of the Revolution and laid broad and 
deep the foundations of the Republic. They can not be intimidated 
by a threat nor oyerawed by a menace, 

The accidental and temporary possession of power may enable you 
to pass this bill, notwithstanding it has been recently overwhelmingly 
condemned by popular expression, The will of the common people 
does not count for much in some quarters, L know. The other day I 
read in the Washington Post an interview with a distinguished Sena- 
torin Congress. The proposed rule to close debatein the Senate was 
the subject of discussion. I quote: 

Do you believe that the country will sustain the Republicansin passing such 
a sa; ren ne the precedents of the Senate, for the sake of passing an 
a nave only to say,in the first place,” replied Senator Epmunps,deliberately, 
“that what the country, with the information that it gets from partisan news- 
papers of all kinds, may think in respect to the propriety ofsuch a rule is en- 


sico immaterial to me, in the sense of affecting my conduct in doing what I 
think is my duty in the promotion of the general public interest.” 


‘What the country may think is entirely immaterial to me.” Damn 
the country! Damn the people! Let the country take off its hat, let 
the people make low obeisance when thegreat Ho, the infallible oracle 
of the Green Mountains, deigns to avouch his purpose. Let the com- 
mon herd list and hold its breath when great Jupiter thunders. Nero 
must fiddle, though Rome shall burn. Sir, this sort of thing is not 
without its precedent. The big head often runs to madness, and the 
disease is often most virulent when if afflicts senility. 

Mr. Speaker, I regard this force bill asthe foulest blow struck atna- 
tional concord and prosperity in a quarter of a century and the foulest 
over struck atthe integrity, the dignity, the power, and the sovereignty 
of the States by any man at any time in the entire history of the Re- 

ublic, 
Is this apart of a conspiracy concocted by a few ambitious or mer- 
cenary leaders of a political organization, which finds itself in acci- 
dental possession of the Government, to perpetuate its partisan suprem- 
acy? What means this intemperate haste in the admission into the 


1891. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1213 


Union of certain new States of one political complexion and the exclusion 
of others of a different political complexion, but having equal if not 
superior qualifications for statehood, if it be not to increase the power 
of a party in the electoral college and in the Senate? And is this 
revolutionary and treasonable project put forward as a part, the most 
daring and devilish part, of a great conspiracy, under the operation of 
which it is expected to secure permanent control of the House of Rep- 
resentatives? And do you expect the American people to bend in ob- 
sequious submission and unresisting obedience to such a law? 

Ido not speak for the South; I am not from the South. I do not 
speak for the North; Iam not from the North. So far as considera- 
tions of that character are concerned, if indeed they are worthy of our 
thought at all, I am by birth, education, residence, and interest identi- 
fied with that constellation ofmighty commonwealths grouped resplend- 
ent about the very heart of the Republic, and I belong toa generation 
of Americans born, or grown from childhood to manhood, since the 
bloody chapters of that history which sectionized the Union into North 
and South were written and closed in the tumultuous daysof1865. I 
come from a State and I represent a district which as completely illus- 
“etre national cosmopolitism as any State or district in the American 

nion. 

With the past I have no concern, except to learn salutary lessons 
from itsexperiences, I belong to the present, to the Republic of to- 
day and of the future. And remembering, as I do, that Ispring from 
the loins of men who bore their parts nobly and well in the peril- 
ous days of the Revolution, I would be untrue to their memory and to 
myself, I would be untrue to my country, to my trust, to the Consii- 
tution of the fathers, and to human liberty, if I did not spit upon such 
a law, despise its authors, and defy its power. Write that treason in 
the statutes and command me to obey it! As well had you command 
me by statutory enactment to turn from the God of my fathers and bow 
the knee before Mahomet, spurn the holy gospels and accept Alcoran 
as the text book of my religion. 

Representatives of America, Republicansand Democrats, in the pres- 
ence of an emergency so critical, so momentous, so fraught with dread 
calamity to human hope as that which now confronts us, I adjure you 
that we rise above the level of partisans and be patriots at least if we 
can be nothing more, 

[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LANHAM, How much time cid the gentleman from Missouri 
consume ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri used thirty-two 
and a half minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How much time is remaining upon that side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twelve minutes and a half. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I think after that gory speech we ought 
to pass the military bill without any trouble. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Asa matter of safety. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. As a matter of safety to the country. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to reply to 
the speech that has just been delivered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [ Mr. STONE]. *t One woe doth tread upon another's heel so swift” 
that I shall have to go back and take them up in the order in which 
they have been filed for consideration. 

I desire to devote ten minutes of the valuable timeof the committee 
to an amplification and enlargement of the spirit and purposes of the 
very eloquent and able speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM], delivered on last Saturday morning. That speech awakened 
a responsive echo in my heart, and especially, Mr. Chairman, three or 
four paragraphs which begin with the language: 

Resuming now, Mr. Chairman, the trend of my own reflections, I want to 
say that I have no toleration for that sickly sentiment of expediency which dis- 
trusts the propriety of according to a Southern man, merely because heissuch, 
any right or position to which his merits and citizenship may entitle him to 
aspire. I have no patience with that restrictive policy that would in any man- 
ner proscribe any worthy and capable citizen of the United States from scaling 
the heights beyond the Senate ora position in the Cabinet. 

The longer this sort of idea is indulged the further will be the postponement 
of the complete and final overthrow of sectionalism. Any man who is worth: 
to be trusted in making our laws ought to be eligible to their execution. x 
Senator who is competent to confirm by his vote thenomination of a Chief Jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court of the United States should not be debarred from 
aspiring, through the will of the people, to the Chief Magistracy of the Govern- 
ment, Ifhe be fully equal to all the demands of the functions of legislatorand 
advisor to the President, why should he not be thought worthy to be President? 
It is usual that increased responsibility will beget and stimulate a preparation 
and capacity for the requirements of the new station. 

The difference in opportunity is ibecslape td greater than that in ability, and 
nowhere, perhaps, is this more observable than in the public service. For ex- 
ample, whothat knows them would for a momentcontend that VEST, or BUTLER, 
or GEORGE, or MORGAN was not the peer of General Harrison when he served 
with them in the Senate of the United States? What intelligent man would as- 
sert that either of them is not the intellectual equal of the present Executive, 


and who doubts that either of them wouid make as good and patriotic a Presi- 
dent as the present incumbent? 

What sensible man honestly believes that the election of either of these dis- 

tinguished statesmen to the Presidency of the United States would imperil our 

: institutious, bankrupt the Government, or shipwreck the state? Their service 

has been long and faithful and efficient in the National Legislature. They are 


confessedly skillful in statecraft. Then why is it that they and men like them 
are never mentioned in the list of eyen Vice Presidential possibilities? The 


ve is, simply because they are Southern men and were combatants during 
e war. 


Tam in fayor of the fullest development of the practical results of that 
argument; and like all other reforms I demand that this shall begin at 
home, begin where the wrong was first perpetrated and be carried out 
at the place where the wrong has been mostoppressive. Therefore it is 
thatin this spirit of fraternity and of breaking down the barriers of pro- 
scription that have been builded up against a section of this country, 
I demand that the Democratic party, in its national capacity, shall re- 
move by some public act—a practical act such as I will point out to all 
men—the ban of proscription that it has placed upon one section of this 
country and the men of that section and the men of a certain class in 
one section, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when the Democrats of the South furnish 153 
electoral votes every time to the candidate of the Democratic party, 
regardless of who he is or where he comes from, 153 electoral votes 
that do not cost anybody a cent, a large majority of which may just as 
Aha be certified sixty days before the election as to wait until after the 
election—— 

Mr. SPINOLA, Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. If it is not about that monument. I do not 
want to hear anything more about that just now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Later on I will ask you about that; but what I 
wanted to ask the gentleman was about that $400,000 that the Post- 
master-General raised and what became of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ideclinetoyield because I donot want any fan 
just now. [Laughter.] Iam arguing the case with the Democratic 
party. They furnish 153 electoral votes that might just as well be filed 
in the office of the Secretary of State sixty days before the election as 
thirty days after. Why, then, from 1868downto the present time has 
the Democratic party steadily refused to nominate for President or Vice 
President any man who was engaged in the rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment? Why, when it has demanded loyalty and subserviency and 
servility even at the hands of those States, has it always refused to confer 
these high honors upon the men of those States? Going back to 1868, 
the Democrats nominated a Democrat from New York and a man froni, 
Missouri who had theretofore been a Republican, but was then a sort 
of Democrat, a man who had been a good soldier on our side, Thenin 
1872 they nominated a gentleman from New York anda Union soldier 
from Missouri, Again, in 1876 they nominated Tilden and Hendricks. 
In 1880 they nominated Hancock and English. In 1884 they nomi- 
nated Cleveland and Hendricks, and in 1888 Cleveland and Thurman. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] All this time they were burning 
in deeper and deeper the brand which they had placed upon the mem- 
bers of the Democratic party from the South. 

And that was not all of it, Mr. Cleveland came into power the first 
Democratic President after the rebellion, the first after Buchanan. He 
had been elected by 153 of these electoral votes. Every one of those 
great States that had lately been in rebellion had voted forhim. He 
formed his Cabinet, and every man in it, with one single exception, was 
taken from outside of those eleven States, and that one exception he 
took care to select from amongst the men who had failed to respond to 
the shock of battle in the Southern army. 

That is not all. When he came to fill the great diplomatic posts 
abroad, when he came to send representatives of this Government to 
represent the United States in the courts of Europe and the world, he 
sent to England Mr. Phelps, of Vermont; to France, Mr, McLane, of 
Maryland; to Germany, Mr. Pendleton, of Ohio; to Italy, Mr. Stallo, 
of Ohio; to Russia, Mr. Lothrop, of Michigan, and soon. Never was 
there a time in the history of American politics when a class of men in 
this country have been stigmatized by the negative action of their own 
party as thoroughly as have been the Democrats of the South. Onthe 
other hand what have the Republican Administration done? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. LIunderstood the gentleman to say that the only 
Southern man placed by Mr. Cleveland in his Cabinet was one who had 
not been in the Confederate army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So I understood. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You are mistaken, sir. He wascolonelof a reg- 
iment, i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; then the exception points the rule 
which I have stated. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why is it thatthe Republican party has never placed 
Bruce, of Mississippi, or LANGSTON, of Virginia, on the Presidential 
ticket ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They ngver were candidates for the place, 
{Laughter.] I was coming around, Mr. Chairman, to show that the 
first rebel that ever was appointed to a place in the Cabinet of a Pres- 
ident of the United States was put there by Ulysses 8. Grant, and the 
second by Rutherford B. Hayes, of Ohio; and more of the men who 
fought in the rebel army have been sent abroad to represent the 
United States, with commissions signed by Republican Presidents, 
than ever were sent by any one Democratic President in our history. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why, then, did you complain of our doing a 
little of it during the Cleveland Administration? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not complain of it and I never did; and I 
ain here to charge your party with having invented and made almost 
perpetual the branding as unfit for these high offices of the unfortunate 
men who served in the Confederate army. You have done that, and 
here, in the speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], is 
an appeal by one of the most distinguished of them that the time has 
come when there ought to be amnesty in the Democratic party for those 
Democrats. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The burden of your speech—. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. ‘The burden of my speech jnst now is your in- 
terruption. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The burden of your speeches and of the 
speeches of other Republican orators in Ohio in the campaign of 1888 
was that Grover Cleveland had sent *‘Confederate brigadiers’’ to rep- 
resent us abroad. That was your stock argument. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not see where that sug- 

tion of my distinguished and good-natured colleague comes in. 
Pranger] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itisnota suggestion; it isastatement of fact 
which you can not coutrovert. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend knows better than to interrupt me 
merely for the purpose of interruption. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Republican party not only nominated for Vice President a 
candidate from a rebel State who had always been a Democrat, but 
also that Republican Presidents put into their Cabinets men who had 
seryed with distinction in the rebel army, and the proscription which 
the gentleman from Texas [ Mr, EE has appealed against is the 
proscription of his own party, a proscription the weight and hardship 
of which are felt alone by the Democrats themselyes. But I was com- 
ing to another point. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. TI hope the gentleman from Michigan will give 
me five minutes more. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iyield the gentleman an additional fiye minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Chairman, it may be said that in re- 
gard to these appointive offices there ought to be great care taken lest the 
character of the men appointed shonld cast a shadow over the great 
Democratic party. But I want to speak a moment about another 
office, the office of Speaker of the House of Representatives. That is 
an office that has to go to some member of the majority on the floor of 
this House. You gentlemen on the otherside have had control of the 
ried a Representatives, with the exception of two Congresses, ever 

ce . 

Mr. LANHAM. Do you not think the country ought to be congrat- 
ulated on that fact? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the country ought to be congratulated 
on the fact that one representative of the rebels on this floor wants to 
protest against the policy of his party [laughter], and Iam trying to 
show him what the policy is. Yearafter year, Congress after Congress, 
Be elected a Democratic majority of Representatives; they have come 

ere in solid columns from the South with votes enough to control the 
Democratic caucus; but you have met a popular sentiment, so strong 
that you dare not Esee against it, that no man who was in the re- 
bellion should be Speaker of the House of Representatives of this conn- 
try. And so you went to Pennsylvania and for three successive terms 
yoa took—am Iright in saying a Democrat? He wasa Democrat then; 

he were alive to-day he would have to hunt for party affiliations out- 
side of the Democratic party, a Joyal man, a man who fought on the 
Union side, a magnificent exponent of Democratic loyalty in the North. 
And he was made Speaker. And so you have come on down to the 
present time, excluding the great statesmen of the South from all oc- 
cupation of the Speaker’s chair, 

Tsay that never in the history of political proscription, not even in 
the days that followed the Revolutionary war, when the Tories of the 
Revolution were proscribed, nor later on, when the men who had en- 
gaged in the Hartford convention which has been inveighed against, 
were proscribed, never was there a proscription more bitter, more un- 
relenting, more far-reaching than that which is found in the record of 
the Democratic party of this country against the men who fought to 
destroy the Union. 

So let the spirit of fraternity begin in the Democratic party; let it 

in the party that has thus proscribed its own members, and you 
will find no tendency to proscription or sectionalism on the Republican 
side of this House nor in the Republican y anywhere in this coun- 
try. [Applause on the Republican side. j 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENIIALGE]. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that a discussion 
of an important appropriation bill has called forth so much acrimony 
in this House. As n colleague of mine has reminded me, with an In- 
dian outbreak upon our hands—with ‘‘ Hannibal at the gates ’’—it is 

r that so much virulent opposition should be manifested to the 
pill now before the House. I came into the Hall a few moments ago 
and heard a few of the closing sentences of the gentleman from Mis- 
sonri [Mr. STONE]. I can not understand the motive or the animus of 
his opposition to the bill before the Honse. I do not comprehend the 


reason of the severe denunciation which even the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts has received at his hands. 

Tonly know, Mr. Chairman, that whenever any man “runs amuck,” 
whenever he becomes demoralized and ceases to be master of what- 
ever mind he may have, there is an attack made upon the Common- 
wealth which for a month or two to come I have the honor—a sort 
of obituary honor—to represent in part. [Laughter.] Now, I de- 
sired to ask the gentleman from Missouri (but, content with his tri- 
umph, he retired suddenly from the House) one momentous question, 
and that was, whether his attack upon Massachusetts was prepared 
before the 4th of November or subsequently. [Laughter.] His an- 
swer might have had an important effect upon my manner of treating 
that attack. Ishonld admit that if his remarks were composed after 
the 4th of November there was much truth in what hesaid. [Laugh- 
ter.] If they were composed before the 4th of November, then I should 
resent with all my power, with all my force, little as it may be, any 
attack upon the old Commonwealth. 

But how these gentlemen when they want to get a breath of life in 
this Congress have to go back to 1812! You would expect from them, 
Mr. Chairman, words of eulogy for the Hartford convention. Yet we 
hear none. We hear only the very principles which they pretend have 
been successful at the last election condemned—why? They tell us 
that those principles were wrong in 1812, but they are right in 1890, 
I say that the same principles held up by that.convention are what will 
animate the majority that will sit in that wonderful angle described 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] the other day—an 
angle of 45°—in the next House. Ah, gentlemen, you may think that 
we Republican Representatives from Massachusetts have not amounted 
to much as you have looked npon us in this House; but wait till you 
see our successors! [Laughter.] 

Mr. irman, I appreciate fully the complaint which is growing 
louder and louder upon that side of the House; and, as “the subse- 
quent proceedings are interestingme no more,” I take some pleasure 
in seeing the real, sincere manifestations of feeling upon the other side. 
You have a right, my friends on the other side (and I leave you this 
as a sort of farewell address)—you have a right to complain of the 
treatment of your Northern brothers. They donotgive you fair repre- 
sentation upon their tickets; they do not carry out the logic of their 
convictions. My friend from Ohio tauntingly asks—no, I am not sure 
about it being his taunt; he made a taunt of some sort or other—we 
have been tauntingly asked abont our friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Laneston]. Why do you complain abont our action in regard to 
that gentleman? You were more disgusted, you were more irritated 
by the action of this side of the House upon the question of seating that 
gentleman than upon anything olse which has been done on this side 
of the House or under its auspices. 

Mr. ENLOE. Wil the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I made the suggestion to which you refer; and I want 
to say that I was speaking of amatter over which your side had juris- 
diction. You elected him to this House after the people had repudi- 
ated him. Isay, when you have the right to elect at the polls, why 
do you not put such men on your Presidential tickets? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Is that the gentleman’s idea of a question? 
(Laughter.] Well, let it go at that. 

Now, I say that while wecertainly have done our part by any man 
who marched under the banner of the Republican party you have the 
right, my friends, in the next House to demand your full rights. You 
have the right to demand the repeal of the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution; you have the right to declare for the repeal of the last 
three amendments to the Constitution; you have the right to require 
that the ablest man upon yonr side shall be elected Speaker, in spite of 
his record as a Confederate soldier. Isay to you act out the courage 
of your convictions. Be true to yourselves. The great trouble be- 
tween political parties is that they do not state the true issues. We 
have had men skulking and hiding under this side and under the other 
side. Now, then, come out fairly and boldly, and the people of the 
country will have at least tho privilege of getting the question before 
them stated fairly and honestly. Stand up, then, my friends, in the 
next House. This is my parting benediction. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

Ah, you talk to us kindly—and I want to express my gratitude for 
the kindness of the other side of the House in my supposed unfor- 
tunate condition—you talk to us abont the ‘‘lost cause.’’ If it were 
2 lost cause we should have more sympathy, active and vital, from the 
other side of the House than we have. It is simply because it is not 
a lost cause that you still have a rankling and ill feeling left. 

Now, my friends, 1 consider it a matter of magnanimity, perhaps, 
on my to stand forward in these last moments to defend the old 
Commonwealth; but in spite of her errors—and I stand here as one of 
the errors, and I know it will suit gentlemen on that side in one aspect 
and will suit gentlemen on this side in another—I still say that these 
attacks upon the first Commonwealth of the Union arennworthy of the 
men who make them, aud the posthumous arguments upon the Fed- 
eral elections bill, the little miserable attacks and personalities, un- 
worthy, shameful, and cowardly attacks upon the person of any mem- - 
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ber of this House, his futher, his mother, his ancestors in any degree, 
orupon members in the co-ordinate branch, are not worthy of any man 
of chivalry or honor or self ect. 

These things come too late. You project npon us an attack upon a 
bill which has gone from this House. We are ready to meet that at- 
tack in any proper time. We are ready to meet it when it is before 
the House or at any other time, and still appeal to the chivalry and 
decency of the House to condemn this resuscitation of arguments pro- 
jected months and months ago and then brought forward in their sepul- 
chral shroudsI hope tothe contempt ofthe House. [Lond applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like now if the gentleman from Texas 
would consume at least a portion of his time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I only wish to saya word or two at this point and 
will then yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. I be- 
lieve I have twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPINOLA.. Twelve and one-half minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea the other day when 
I made what I wanted to be a broad-gauged speech for the cause of 
fraternity and good feeling generally, and in opposition to every species 
of sectionalism, that it would bring forth any acrimonious discussion 
or provoke the post obit utterances to which we have just listened. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts spoke about delivering his obituary. I 
could but think while he was speaking of a stanza I learned when I 
ee a little boy, something like the following, as well as I can now re- 
call it: 

What is that, mother? The swan, my love. 

He is floating down from his native grove, 

No loved one near, no nating nigh, 

He is floating down by himself to die. 

Death darkens his eye and unplumes his wings, 
But the saddest song is the Jast he sings. 

[ Laughter. ] 

We are about to hear, or have heard, ‘‘the last song of the swan” 
from Massachusetts. [Laughter.] He “floated down” and has de- 
livered his obituary address to the House, and the gentleman from 
Ohio, my good friend General GROSVENOR, has performed a somewhat 
similar refrain. 

Mr, GREENHALGE. But it was in answer toa post obit speech, 
youknow. [Laughter.] 5 

Mr. LANHAM. Idid not mean, as I said before, to inspire any 
sectional bitterness. My wholo speech was against anything of the 
kind. If there beanything of sectional discrimination anywhere in the 
Democratic party I hope it will depart from it forever. 

I said the other day, and I say now, that the time has come when 
every citizen of the United States js entitled to have all the immuni- 
ties which belong to bim as a constituent element in this great Gov- 
ernment, no matter in what section he may reside. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Nor what his color? 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri the 
remainder of the time. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as we have a bill before us 
carrying a very considerable amount of money I do not know but that 
it would be proper at this time to address this committee upon that 
question. It may be that we can not all agree upon the money ques- 
tion, but certainly it is no sectional question, orit ought notto be. It 
is expected, Mr. Chairman, that before this session closes we will have 
an opportunity to again express ourselves upon that great subject. I 
understand that a vote will be taken in a few days at the other end of 
the Capitol upon the question of preventing a further contraction of 
the currency. And Iam glad to say that upon that question we find 
gentlemen from the South, and gentlemen from the North, and gentle- 
men from the East and from the West all uniting upon the proposition 
that we ought to have more money with which to pay these enormous 
appropriations, 

Isuppose theappropriations at this session of Congress, together with 
the indefinite appropriations already made, will amount to over $400,- 
000,000, Therefore, Mr. Chairman, when we consider the fact that this 
enormous burden is imposed upon the people of this country and this 
enormous drain made npon the circulation of the country to be contin- 
ually piled up in the Federal Treasury and various Government de- 
positories, in view of the necessity of providing the people with money 
with which to pay these taxesand meet their various obligations, to pay 
off their farm mortgages, to liquidate their debts, to sustain credit and 
confidence, it is necessary that this House prepare itself to receive— 
and I hope it will be reccived in a short time—a bill for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it was the honored chairman [Mr. Drxc- 
LEY] to whom, when we had up the question of investigating specu- 
lations in silver this morning, I had the honor of remarking that the 
way to prevent all speculation in silver bullion is to fix its price at the 
mint at which it is to be coined. When that is done, Mr. Chairman, 
the price of silver will be fixed at the same ratio to gold, and there 
can be no longer any speculation in it; but under the present law and 
under the present system we hear it proclaimed everywhere that the 
law is operating in the interest of speculators in Wall street and of 
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men who seek to bear the market and bull the market for the purpose 
of making money out of existing legislation. 

Let us do away with it, and, as I said awhile ago, I think the House 
ought to prepare itself to vote upon that question; for I believe it will 
be the privilege of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures—I hope it will be, although I have not consulted any particular 
gentleman upon that committee—to report back to this House a bill 
having for its object the free coinage of silver, and putting in circula- 
tion in this country money suflicient at least to meet the enormous 
drains that we are making upon the business interests of the country 
in the way of Federal appropriations and Federal taxation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as my good friend from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
desires to speak, I will yield to him the time I have remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri yields to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] his remaining time, four min- 


utes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr, Chairman, I have listened with a great deal 
of attention to the remarks of our honorable friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GREENHALGE] and when he was condemning the language which 
had been used by my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE] my mind re- 
verted back to the last Republican State convention in the State of 
Massachusetts, at which my honorable friend proceeded to make a 
speech, couched in more severe language against the Democratic party 
than almost any that I had ever listened to or read. Now he comes 
upon the floor of this House and makes the speech which he has made 
this afternoon. I wish to call his attention to the fact that there isa 
cyclone passing over us now, and it isa bad time forlight-weight states- 
men to get in the way of it, because they may be swept completely 
ey face of the earth politically. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

It has struck him in Massachusetts and it struck him hard. His 
great speech did not save him. Now he appeals tothis side of the 
Honse to know why we do not put some Confederate soldier at the 
head of our ticket for President or Vice President. Why, let me ask 
him, as the Repnblican party owes all its power to the negro vote of 
the North, in Pennsylyania, New York, and Ohio, and other States in 
the North, where the negroes hold the balance of power, why don’t 
you put some colored man on your ticket in those States and go before 
the people with him? You dare not do it. Neither has my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] dared to do it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes, we have done itin the State of Ohio. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What oflice did you run any colored man for? Was 
it as delegate to one of your conventions? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, there are now two members of the State 
Legislature of Ohio who are colored men. s 

Mr. SPINOLA. Had yourparty anything todo with electing them ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir; entirely. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now is not that an immense reward for carrying 
three or four of the largest States of the Union for the Republican 
party, to whittle them down to two little insignificent seats in the 
Legislature of Ohio. 

A MEMBER, And in the minority at that. 

Mr. SPINOLA. In a hopeless minority, out of which they will 
never come, in my judgment. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. SPINOLA, If you will stand by me on my bill to erect a mon- 
ument to the Revolutionary heroes who died in the prison ships and 
make a speech on it when it comes up, I will yield to you all the time 
I have remaining. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish simply to say that there have been more 
colored men appointed and elected to office in the State of Ohio dur- 
ing the last ten years by Republicans than have been elected by the 
Democrats in all the Southern States of the country since the war. 

Mr. SPINOLA, You have appointed them to offices, but the posi- 
tions have been those of janitors and spittoon-cleaners. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Will my friend permit me? I object 
to his calling a seat in the last Legislature of Ohio insignificant, for 
that Legislature elected a distinguished citizen of New York to a seat 
in rs united StatesSenate, [Laughter andapplause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well, it shows that they knew where to come 
to find a good man. [Applause and laughter.] And, if you want 
another, we will furnish you all you want, for the woods are full of 
them in my State. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Will the gentleman permit a question from a 
new member? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. I would like to ask what the Democratic party 
have given to the colored people for carrying aison South Caro- 
lina, Lonisiana, Alabama, and Florida for them, for lo these many 
years, 

5 Mr. SPINOLA. We have given them all a free ballot. [Derisive 
laughter on the Republican side. ] 

We have allowed them to go to the ballot box without interruption. 
We have allowed them togo there without bayonets behind every ballot; 
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and we are going to allow them to continue todo the same thing, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
peer: The gentleman from Michigan has twenty minutes remain- 

g 

Mr. SPINOLA. Haveltwentyminutesremaining? [Laughter and 
cries of ‘‘Go ahead ™ on the Democratic side. ] ‘ 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER, Mr. Chairman, it is late in the day and in the ses- 
sion, but some things are being said to which I should like to reply. 
To hold office is a precious gift, and the-race to which I belong are de- 
sirous ofit, but there are gifts superior tooffice. Gentlemen talk about 
the North and about its not giving negroes representation on their 
tickets. Thatis not the thing we aresuffering most from in the South. 

There are other things of more importance tous, First is the in- 
fernal lynch law. That is the thing we most complain of. Itis a 
question whether when we go to work we will returnor not. Second, 
they have little petty systems of justices who rob us of our daily toil, 
and we can not getredress before the highertribunals, Third, we work 
for our task-masters, and they pay us if they please, for the courts are 
so constructed that negroes have no rights if those rights wind up in 
dollars and cents to be paid by the white task-masters. 

They speak about pure elections and call the election law a force 
law. Do not gentlemen from the South boast here in their speeches 
that itis the white man’s right to rule and to control elections, and 
if they can not control them by a majority vote they will control them 
by force or fraud? Take the speech delivered by my colleague from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], and you will see his brazen-faced 
boast that it is his right to remain here even without votes; and then 
when we have an appropriation bill the North is to be taunted with 
not giving negroes representation upon their tickets. 

Yes, gentlemen, we want office; but the first and dearest rights the 
negro of the South wants are the right to pay for his labor, his right 
of trial by jury, his right to his home, his right to know that the man 
who lynches him will not the next day be elected by the State to a 
high and honorable trust; his right to know that murderers shall be 
convicted and not be elected to high office, and sent abroad in the land 
as grand fepresentatives of the Me and deserving people, 

These are rights that we want; and we call upon you gentlemen of 
the North to speak for us and ask the Chamber over yonder to give us 
an election law—not a force law—a national law, Mr. Chairman, that 
will compel the people of the South to register the votes of the negro 
and the white man alike, and count them as they are cast, and let the 
wishes of those people in this American country be expressed here by 
duly elected Representatives of their States. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.) 

The sickly sentiment about not giving negroes positions in the North! 
The negroes of the North have their schoolhouses. Taxes are levied 
and schoolhouses supported. What dowe find in South Carolina, where 
the Democrats rule? First, the newly elected governor, who claims 
to stand upon the platform of Jefferson’s principles, denies that all men 
are born fres and equal and endowed with equal rights by their Creator. 
In his annual m e to the Legislature he asks for the annihilation 
of the public-school system which is bringing South Carolina out of the 
bog of ignorance that she is in to-day and fast placing her along in the 
phalanx of other States in prosperity. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I yield the gentleman five minutes more of my 
time. : 

Mr. MILLER. Why, Mr. Chairman, the governor in his annual 
message, to re-establish ignorance, desifes to close the schoolhouse door 
against the poor children by creating class schools. Yes; that is the 
way. What does he recommend? He recommends that the constitu- 
tional guaranty of a 2-mill tax be abolished; that communities be left 
to themselves to levy school taxes; and to the community shall also be 
left the right to say whether the education of the rich man’s son or the 
education of the poor man’s son shall be supported by the taxes levied. 
How do they seek todo it? The largest taxpayers are those people 
generally who have not many children; and as they are compelled by 
the State law to pay a tax, it is to be left to them whether it shall be 
used to educate the poor man’s child or whether it shall be used to 
educate their children. It amounts to having no educational system 
at all and is the destruction of the school system down there. Then 
they come North and speak about the bitterness of sectionalism, while 
right there in our Southland country, for want of experience, the goy- 
ernor of South Carolina recommends the destruction of the school sys- 
tem, which has been erected upon the promise of universal education. 

What else does he do? We recommends the abolishment of two col- 
leges established, by my assistance, to educate the white young men 
that they may know how to lead the old State up out of poverty and 
ignorance, Ah, gentlemen, what we need in this Jand is not so many 
Offices. Offices are only emblems of what we need and what we ought 
to have. Weneed protection at home in our rights, the chiefest of 
which is the right to live. First, the right to live, and next the right 
to own property and not have it taken from us by the trial justices. 


I will read you an illustrative chapter, if gentlemen will allow me the 
time. A Democratic lawyer from my State, Mr. Monteith, speaking 
about the trial-justice system as sustained by the Democratic party of 
that State, says that under it no man is secure in his rights, and he 
gives a picture like this. 

I hope gentlemen will listen, A negro was employed to plow for 
a white man for $10 a month. This man hada game hen. The hen 
was lost, and simply because the negro was plowing there he was as- 
sumed to be guilty of stealing her, was tried andsentenced to imprison- 
ment, and they chained him by his hands to the plow, but before 
the thirty days of his sentence expired the good old game hen, with 
fourteen chicks, came out from under the barn where she had been 
“setting.’? [Laughterand applause.] Thesame gentleman gives an- 
other illustration which will bring the blush of shame to the face of 
every white man. A negro woman, in the absence of her husband, 
got into a dispute with a white neighbor concerning a boundary line, 
a question which the trial justices have no right to settle; but they 
take such a question when it comes before them and whip it around 
and whip it around until they manage to work it into a criminal case. 
They put this woman on trial in his absence, and, although her at- 
torney pleaded that she was ina condition in which women can not 
go to court, she was tried, convicted, and sentenced; and a white con- 
stable went to her house, two hours after she had become a mother, 
dragged her from a sick bed and carried her 15 long miles, to the very 
seat and center of the intelligence of our State, old Columbia. There, 
to the honor of the jailer and his white wife, they called together sev- 
eral women, white and black, and they ran that inhuman constable 
away from the jail and took the poor woman and made her an object 
of charity. 

These are some of the outrages that are inflicted upon my people in 
the Southland which this ‘‘force’’ bill, as you call it, will protect 
them from; because, if we get it, instead of seeing South Carolina rep- 
resented as she has been in this Congress by seven Democrats, you will 
find six or seven Republicans here. The offices will not go around 
among the Democrats, and then tho spirit of fight that made them se- 
cede will make them break up the Democratic party and we shall have 
peace. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I think that now we fully under- 
stand the provisions of the army appropriation bill [laughter], and I 
will ask that the bill be read by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill will be read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, elo., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any risa in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
support of the Army forthe year ending June 30, 1892. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment which the gentieman from Kan- 
sas sends to the desk will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 6, section 1, the following: 

“ Provided, That in the event that any transportation service authorized by 
this act shali be performed by a railroad company which, in any manner, has 
combined or entered into zef understanding with any other railroad company 
to maintain, fix, or regulate its fares or rates, or to divide passenger or freight 
traffic or other business, or has in any degree relegated to any person, persons, 
or association, other than its own officers or agents, the pawar of maintaining, 
fixing, or regulating its fares or rates, or has, by any method or in any way, en- 
tered Into any understanding, agreement, or combination which tends to re- 
strain competition between common carriers or to increase or maintain the 
charges made to the United States or to the publio, then, and in such event, the 
sum claimed by said company from the United States shall not be paid until 
after it shall have been judicially determined, upon proceedings instituted and 

roseouted against the alleged offender by the Attorney-General of the United 

tates, whether or not such understanding, agreement, or combination by said 
railroad company with othér competing companies, or such restraint of com- 
petition between common carriers is lawful and equitable, And in the event 
that such action of such company be judicially declared ultra vires, nonequitable, 
or unlawful, then coat A such sum shall be paid forservice rendered by any such 
railroad company to the United States as said company might have reasonably 
charged had no such understanding, agreement, or combination been entered 
into: Provided, however, That eaten tl such judicial determination the Presi- 
dent shall hayo power, in cases which he may deem emergent, to direct the pay- 
ment of reasonable sums for services rendered to the United States by an afore- 
said railroad company. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask my friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] 
to withhold this amendment until we come to the subject of army 
transportation, which will be reached to-morrow. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will comply with the gentleman’s 
request; but I desire that the amendment be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks that the amend- 
ment just sent up, but which is not now offered, may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will offer it to-morrow. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to make a point of order upon the 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not now offered, but simply presented to be 
printed in the RECORD. Is there objection to the printing? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the amendment to be con- 


sidered as pending? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No. The chairman of the Military 
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Committee [Mr. CUTCHEON ] has requested that the amendment be 
not offered until we reach the subject of army transportation. I ask 
now simply that the amendment be printed in the RECORD for infor- 
mation. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection to that request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE LINE. 

For pay of officers of the line, $2,857,000, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
word. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what is the 
actual number of soldiers now constituting the Army ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Ihave here the last official completed return, 
furnished me by the Adjutant General of the Army. It shows: offi- 
cers 2,149, enlisted men 24,305; total, 26,454. This was the return 
made September 30. At the time when this statement was furnished 
the return for December 31 had not been received; but the approxi- 
mate figures for December.31, as given to me, are these: officers 2,140, 
enlisted men 24,000; total, 26,140. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now will the gentleman allow 
me to propound another question for information? How many of these 
troops are now engaged in what seems to be the pending Indian war? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The Secretary of War stated to me in conversa- 
tion a few days since that approximately one-half of the available en- 
listed force is either in the neighborhood of the Indian difficulty orin 
readiness to be moved there. I have not an exact statement of the 
battalions, regiments, and companies. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. According to the informa- 
tion I have gathered from a careful reading of the New York dailies, 
there would appear to be some very serious discrepancy between the 
statement made by the gentleman as coming from the Secretary of War 
and the statements made by the correspondents, for one-half of the 
enlisted men would be in round numbers 12,500, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I amreferring simply to the eftective force, what 
is called the mobilized force. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. From the accounts in the 
press there would seem to be less than 4,000 effective troops of all 
sorts from all branches of the service, That was what I wanted to get 
at, the effective force capable of being used in an emergency, the ap- 
parent force being, according to the gentleman’s statement, 25,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam notable to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion as to the number of the effective force. Of course we are obliged 
to keep a force in the region of the Indian Territory; Arizona, and New 
Mexico, upon the Pacific coast, and a small force in all our seacoast 
works in the East 

Mr. CHEADLE, And upon the Mexican frontier. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And, as the gentleman from Indiana suggests, 
upon the Mexican frontier. So that what I mean is that one-half of 
the available force, the force that could be mobilized, put in motion, 
is taken away from the other points, as I have already said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the point I want to get 
at more particularly, to be perfectly frank with the House, and with- 
out any criticism for the military authorities or a desire to seem to do 
so—for my ignorance is such that I would hesitate to undertake to 
criticise it—is that as far as I could see the effective force out of 
the nominal force of 25,000 men can not be over 8,000 or 10,000 sol- 
diers. But it would seem to me, and Isay it with great respect for the 
Committee on Military Affairs, that before appropriating such a large 
sum of money as is involved in the expenditure for the support and 
pay of 25,000 soldiers we ought to have some statement as to what is 
the Army, what constitutes its exact force at the present time, before 
the appropriation is made. There is now evidently a need for the 
country to know what is the actual effective condition of its Army. 

Here is suddenly sprung upon usin midwinter an Indian war. I 
have nothing just now to say as to its causes. In this late day, after 
these many years, there seems to be a capacity resident in the Indians 
to bring into the field of action a larger effective force fit for battle than 
we are able to bring to resist them. There must be, as far as we can 
gather from the public prints, as many or very nearly as many effective 
Indians armed and in the field, ready for the combat, as we have been 
able to bring Federal soldiers to meet them; and it does seem to me that 
it is due from the Military Committee to the country and to the House 
that we should at least have a statement, before we proceed with this 
large appropriation, showing what is the exact condition of the Ameri- 
can Army at the present time. 

Now, it seems to be hardly necessary to say that we need a defensive 
force along the Canadian border; that we need troops along the Cali- 
fornia shore; but if we do we are entitled to know how many we have 
stationed at these places and at other places, what condition they are 
inand how many we might be able to withdraw from such places to 
send into the Indian war. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to say just a few words in response to 
the remarks ofthe gentleman from Keatucky. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to my friend from Michigan that he move 
that the committee now rise. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Ina few moments I will do so, 
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I wish to say 


something on the general question suggested by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. ż 

The present force of the Army is, of course, scattered throughout the 
entire Union in different military posts, some in one company, two 
companies, fourcompanies, eight companies, and regimental posts. It 
is, of course, impossible to withdraw this force entirely from the posi- 
tions which they occupy, and with the present small enlisted force of 
the Army the number which can be brought together at any one point 
is comparatively small. Still this work has been done and is being 
done to meet the requirementsof the service. For instance, one of the 
regiments now engaged in the Indian country, the First Infantry, was 
brought from Angel’s Island, California, entirely across the continent. 
Some were drawn from the extreme South and some from other parts 
of the Union. 

The difficulty, if I may be allowed to suggest it, is this: The en- 
listed force of the Army is so small that in such an emergency as the 
present it is impossible to gather any large force in any one quarter 
without unduly weakening the other points where the force is needed. 
For instance, at this very moment we are threatened with an Indian 
uprisingin Montana. The Indiansin the Indian Territory in the neigh- 
borhood of the Cheyenne and the Arapahoe agencies are becoming rest- 
ive. There is discontent among the Indians of Washington Territory, 
and the military authorities near these points are compelled to keep a 
suitable force there in order to mect any exigencies which may arise in 
case of a threatened uprising on the part of the Indians. A very con- 
siderable portion of the Army is thus necessarily scattered over a wide 
range of country, so that the number we are able to collect at any one 
point appears small, but it is because, as I have said, of the small force 
ofthe Army. The moral effect of their presence is required in these 
several localities. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to be understood as criticising the action of the general in command, 
or of the President, or of the War Department, in whathas been done 
about this matter, because, as I said, I have not been sufficiently in- 
formed. I do not know that anything has been left undone that 
ought to have been done; but I do think that the gentleman in 
charge of this bill would not do an improper thing if he would take 
advantage of the adjournment until to-morrow to have laid before Con- 
gress, before we continue the consideration of this bill, some official 
statement showing the effective force and present condition of the 
Army. I donot mean the mere number of enlisted men; I do not 
mean the mere number of men who are on the rolls drawing pay; but 
I mean what these men actually are, where they are, what they are 
doing, and what is their condition. A great many gentlemen in this 
House have servédin actual war. They know the vast difference be- 
tween what is the effective present force available for duty and theag- 
gregate of the report. Now, it seems to me that we ought to have 
some such report, showing the condition of the Army, before we pro- 
ceed further. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. In view of the statement made by the chairman 
of the committee that there is threatened tronble with the Indians in 
Idaho, in Washington, and in the Indian Territory, does the gentleman 
think it would be wise to have a published statement made of the ex- 
act location of all the military forces ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
egraphie reports indicate, is that we have probably gotten over the 
greatest trouble with the Indians; but in any event I donot think the 
publication of the facts as to where our troops are will affect the Indians 
in their strategy in the coming war, if we have one. And I think the 
information given in this House will aid us in our deliberations. I 
have entire confidence in the skill of the present general in command 
of the Army and in the very gallant and distinguished general who 
is in immediate command in the West. 

Both of them haye indicated by actual service in the field that they 
are in possession of very high qualities; but I do think it will do no 
harm for this House to know, better than it now seems to know, the 
exact position of the Army; and unless I am very much mistaken in 
my estimate’of the gentleman who is at the head of the War Depart- 
ment, who strikes me as aman of excellent business capacity and great 
devotion to the interests of the service and of the people, he will not 
object to giving us the information if he thinks we desire it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I presume that information can be furnished 
from the last regular quarterly return, showing the number of effective 
men, the number of men on detail duty, and everything of that sort. 

Mr. MILLS. Will it not be well to have the committee now rise? 

Mr. CANNON, Why can we not goon foranother hour? [Cries of} 
“Oh, no!??] 

Mr. MILLS. Itis time to adjourn. 
to-morrow. : 

Mr. CANNON. We will soon have to hold later sessions than this. 
I hope the gentleman from Michigan will go on. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been so much bad blood stirred up to- 
day, would it not be well to let the matter go over until to-morrow? 


My hope, from what the tel- 


We can pass this bill very easily 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to proceed further with the bill to- 
nighf. I think there will be no difficulty in reaching the end of the 
Pay Department, on page 9 of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. We do not want to sit here all night. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itwill not take more than fifteen minutes longer/ 

Mr. MILLS. We can proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. LIaskthegentleman from Texas to withhold his 
motion for fifteen minutes. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

Medical Department: For the pay of the officers in the Medical Department, 
as now authorized and provided by law, 700, 

For additional pay to auch officors fór length of service, to be paid with their 


current monthly pay, $113,760, 
In all, $544,460. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment at that 
point providing that none of the appropriation mentioned shall be paid 
to any officer detailed as instructor in any State college or educational 
institution. 
ae CUTCHEON, Where does the gentleman propose to bring that 


Mr. BLAND. After line 25, on page 4. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would suggest that the proper placo for that 
amendment, if the gentleman desires to offer it, would be at the close 
of the appropriations for the pay of the Army, on page 9 of the bill, 
Medical officers are never detailed as instructors. 
wo BLAND. I think itcomesin very properly where I haye offered 
i 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
to State institutions. 

. BLAND, That may be very true; but the pay of all officers to 
ba this amendment would apply has already been passed in the 


Mr. CUTCHEON. It will come in very properly at the close of the 
pay of the Army. z 

Mr. BLAND. It comes in very properly at this place. I submit 
the amendment in all good faith. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please put his amendment 
in writing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. While the gentleman is writ- 
ing the amendment I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill [Mr. CUTCHEON] whether it has ever occurred to the Mili- 
tary Committee that we ought to abolish the distinction between the 
Subsistence and Pay Departments and put them all together with the 
Quartermaster’s Depart ment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No such legislation has ever been referred to the 
committee and the subject has not been discussed in the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is perfectly apparent that 
there is no need in these days, with only 25,000 enlisted men in the 
Army, to occupy so large and expensive a staff as we now have in the 
Pay and Subsistence Departments, and that all three, the Subsistence, 
Pay, and Quartermaster’s Departments, ought to be under one common 
head. I know that will be considered as almost equal to infidelity by 
the distinguished gentlemen who constitute these separate corps. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iam afraid the gentleman would stir up a hor- 
net’s nest if he were to press any such legislation, I believe the offi- 
cers of the Pay Department are very fully provided for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.. When I first became a mem- 
ber of Congress the private soldier was given his pay every two months. 
Lintroduced a bill making the payment monthly, By order of the 
Secretary of War it was, I believe, made more Tomaat I never 
could seo any reason why they needed a paymaster to travel over the 
country with a paymaster’s clerk and with gold and greenbacks and 
occasionally allowing himself to be robbed, and this Houso passing bills 
indemnifying him for the consequences of being robbed, when the 
railroad companies, express companies, and other corporations, and 
manufacturers can pay their employés every Saturday night. There- 
fore I see no good reason why the money can not be distributed to the 
soldiers with equal safety as quartermaster’s stores or express matter 
are distributed. 

It would be a grenat deal better to put these three corps into one de- 
partment and reduce the number of staff officers, not reducing the 
expense, perhaps, but reducing the number of persons who perform 
that service, and thereby increasing the efficiency of that service by 
plea | those persons to other work. I havecalled the attention of the 

mmittee on Military Affairs to it every time we have had the mili- 
tary Sy wai sean bill under discussion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that no such legislation has been referred to 
the committce, and therefore we have not reported anything upon it; 
but itis well understood that the present organization of the Army is a 
skeleton organization that we keep up as a sort of life insurance, so to 
speak, so that in case of a sudden emergency it could be filled up and 
be ready to meet the emergency. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave had the pleasnre of 
knowing a good many of the present departments, and I think hardly 


Medical officers are never detailed as instructors 


any word could be selected that would so badly describe this corps as 
the word ‘‘ skeleton.” 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not referring to the individuals. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Neither am I; but Tam re- 
ferring to tho staff corps. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘Thestaff corps isin very good condition, 
the Army I referred to as a ‘‘skeleton.’’ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as the paymaster’sand 
quartermaster’s stores are concerned, it looks to melike anything but a 
‘skeleton.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. BLAND. I now offer my amendmentas a proviso to come inat 
the end of the first line on page 3. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add the following: 
"Provid 


ed, That no moneys herein appropriated shall be paid to any army 
officers detailed for duty as instructors in any State collego or State institution.’ 


The CHAIRMAN, Where does the gentleman from Missouri pro- 

that this amendment shall come in? 

Mr. BLAND. On page 3. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will raise the point, Mr. Chairman, that that 
point has been passed, and the amendment would come in much more 
appropriately a little further on in the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. It has not been passed. I offered the amendment be- 
fore we reached where the Clerk stopped reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are not on page’. We were at the bottom 
of page 4 when the amendment of the gentleman was offered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. No morchas been read since the gentleman said 
he would offer the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer my amendment to come in at the point where 
the Clerk ceased reading. 1 madea mistakeinthepage. It is at the 
end of line 25, on page 4, I want the amendment to come. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr, BLAND. It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that that amendment 
ought to be adopted. If these army officers are to be detailed for serv- 
ices in State colleges and State institutions the State ought to pay the 
expense; otherwise there would be great injustice to those States that 
do not receive the benefit of these officers. How many. States do not 
receive the benefit of these officers T do not know. Some of the States 
may have one or two, and some have none. 

It is certainly not the province of Congress to raise taxes from the 
people of this country for the purpose of paying officers who are de- 
tailed, not to perform duties for the Federal Government, but duties 
for a State government in State institutions and under State jurisdic- 
tion. While opposing the law authorizing these details, I oppose it 
upon the ground I have mentioned. We have no constitutional right 
to levy taxes for that purpose, but whatever duties are performed by 
the officers of the Government shall be paid from the Federal Treasury 
and be duties of the Federal Government, and not duties of a State 
government, 

Under such a system as this it isin the power of afew States to have 
United States officers todo duty in their State institutions at the ex- 
pense of the general taxpayers of the country. f 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I made the point oforder on the 
gentleman’samendment. Iwaswillingtohearit, but I make thepoint 
of order against it that it is new legislation npon an appropriation bill, 
and therefore is not in order. It changes existing law. 

Mr. BLAND. It certainly is not subject to a point of order, If 
we make an appropriation of moncy we have a right to direct and limit 
the appropriation to certain purposes. While the law may assign these 
officers and while they may be detailed to perform certain duties in 
State institutions, it is within the province of Congress to withhold 
their pay, and my amendment is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the existing law is the current 
appropriation bill which provides pay for these officers, They are en- 

tled to their pay like other officers of the Government, ‘They are 
under the order of the Commander in Chief of the Army. They are 
upon actual military duty. This amendment would change the ex- 
istinglaw. It is therefore new legislation and is clearly out of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Then it would be a change of existing law to make 
no appropriations at all for this purpose, or, in making the appropria- 
tions, to direct where they should be applied. No point of order can 
lie against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I gave my word to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Minus] that I would move at this time that the 
committee rise, and I now make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the Army appropriation bill 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


It was 


1891. 
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TheSPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn the Chair desires 
y lay before the House a message from the President of the United 
ates, 
DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA. 


The message was read, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, asking an nppropriation for the relief of the destitute people of 


that Territory. 
k BENJ, HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 10, 1891. 


Mr. TRACEY. Task the gentleman from Michigan to withhold his 
motion to adjourn for a moment while I ask unanimous consent to 
have a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New York printedin 
the RECORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. - I will withhold it for that purpose. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. TRACEY asked and obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New York, relative to the improvement of the Hudson River: 

STATE OF NEW YORK. 
In SENATE, Albany, January 6, 1891. 

Concurrent resolution relative to the improvement of the Hudson River. 


Whereas under act of Congress a commission of army officers has been ap- 

inted toexamine the feasibility of deepening and improving the Hudson 

ver, and said commission is now in session in Albany; and 

Whereas the proposed improvement would be a substantial and pormanent 
benefit to the commerce of the State of New York; and 

Whereas by previous appropriations the Federal Government has been com- 
mitted to the policy of improving the navigation of the Hudson River: There- 


‘ore, 
Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of New York State in Con- 
gress be requested to use cyery effort to promote the proposed improvement. 


By order senate: 
i JOHN 8. KENYON, Clerk, 


In ASSEMBLY, January 6, 1891. 
Concurred in without amendment. 
Py order: 
CHAS, R. DE FREEST, Clerk, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EWART, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Bunn, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. FITHIAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DALZELL, for ten Gays, on account of illness in his family. 

The motion of Mr. CUTCHEON wasthen agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
AMENDMENTS 'TO STATUTES RELATING TO THE TAX ON TOBACCO. } 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Commissioner of Internal Reyenue, recommending cer- 
tain amendments of existing statutes relating to the tax on tobacco, 
etc., with a draught of the proposed amendments—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
INDIAN RIVER, FLORIDA. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the preliminary examination and 
survey of Indian River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

NEWPORT CREEK, MARYLAND. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of New- 
port Creek, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

Leiter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriations to complete the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 

Letter from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 
road, submitting the annual report of the capital stock, receipts, and 
expenditures of said railroad for the fiscal year ending December 31, 
1890—to the Committee on the District‘of Columbia. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, the following resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the State of New York was introduced and referred as fol- 
lows: 5 

By Mr. COVERT: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, relative to the improvement of the Hudson River, 
New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: 

Whereas it is alleged and believed that certain evil-disposed persons have, 
within the territory and jurisdiction of the State of New Hampshire, by con- 
spiracy and show of force, recently set on foot and carried into execution plans 
by which the will of the people as legally expressed at the polls in the recent 
election has beon sot aside and the government of the State subverted; and 

Whereas thess alleged unlawful and revolutionary proceedings involve the 
title to the office of chief magistrate of the State and of the United States Sena- 
atorship: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of this House is hereby di- 
rected to investigate the present political condition of the State of New Hamp- 
shire with a view of determining whether or not a republican form of govern- 
ment exists there within the meaning and intent of the Constitution of the 
United States, 

Resolved, That said committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, 
to employ the clerical force necessary, and to take such other action asin its 
judgment may be necessary to said investigation; 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr; QUINN: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Appropriations be authorized to providein 
the general deficiency bill for the salary of the assistant foreman of the fold- 
ing room (appointed in the House by resolution adopted May 3, 1890), from 
Mareh 4 to the beginningof the Fifty-second Congress—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. MANSUR: 


Resolved, That clause 6 of Rule XXV be nmended so as to make said clause 
read as follows: “On Friday ofeach week, after the unfinished business has been 
disposed of, it shall be in order to entertain a motion thatthe House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar; the first and third Fridays to be devoted to bills reported from 
the Committee on Claims, and the second, fourth, and fifth Fridays to bills re- 
ported from the Committee on War Claims and other committees of the House, 
and if this motion fails then public business shall bein order as on other days; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2-of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3899) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Jop- 
lin, in the State of Missouri, accompanied by a report (No. 3416}—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting certain 
claims arising under the postal laws and regulations of Flint and Père 
Marquette Railroad Company ond Pacific Mail Steamship Company; 
also, a list of claims for ante bellum mail service, together with a report 
thereon by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, 
Executive Document No. 418, reported the same favorably, accompanied 
by a report (No, 34117)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12921) to increase the 
appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a post office, 
courthouse, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., and to commence 
the construction thereof, accompanied by a report (No. 3418)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 393) forthe relief of Aquilla Jones, late postmaster at In- 
dianapolis, Ind. (Report No, 3419.) 

A bill (S. 557) for the relief of H. J. Cheney. (Report No. 3420.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, an adverse report was delivered to tho 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, on the 
bill (H. R. 11946) for the relief of Wash R. Wharton. (Report No. 
3421. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13070) for the establishment of a fish 
hatchery in the State of Vermont—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A bill (H. 2.13071) authorizing the con- 
struction of a draw street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River near Omahs, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: <A bill (H.R. 12072) to pay the Federal soldiers 
of the Jate war for the Union the difference between the coin value and 
the face value of the money received by them for their services and to 
increase the volume of money in circulation—to the Committee on War 
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By Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 13098) to establish an 
educational fund to aid in the support of public schools in the several 
States and Territories and in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. ; : 

By Mr. LODGE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 268) providing for the 
observance of Labor Day in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 269) to construe the 
act of Congress approved February 14, 1885, relative to allowances 
for retired enlisted men of the United States Army and Marine Corps— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXH, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below : 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 13073) granting a pension to Al- 
vason Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick 
Brinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 13075) granting a pen- 
sion to Edith V. Farrar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 13076) for the relief of 
Margaret Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 13077) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Mugford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 13078) granting a pension to 
James Loyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 13079) to grant a pension to Maria B. 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to Nancy Jane Knetsar, 
of Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana (by request): A bill (H.R. 13081) to 
increase the pension of Elisha B. West—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R, 13082) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13083) for the relief of Sylvester 
Haus—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13084) to pay for extra 
services in water department, District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13085) for the re- 
lief of William B. Reaney, surviving partner of the firm of Reaney, 
Son & Archbold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 13086) granting a pension to 
Rosanna West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13087) for the relief of the 
estate of Nathan P. English—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13088) for the relief of 
B. F. Moses—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 13089) for the relief of George W. Patterson—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13090) for the relief of W. H. Slack—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13091) for the reliefof W. H. Slack & Co.—to the 
Committees on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13092) for the relief of Mathias G. Workman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Tllinois: A bill (H. R. 13093) to increase the 

ion of Thomas Summers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13094) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Jobn S, Crites—to the Committze on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13096) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Henry Waidner—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. BELDEN (by request’: A bill (H. R. 13097) for the relief of 
Theodore R, Teinby—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Resolutions of Madison Lodge, No. 4023, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, in favor of the enactment of the biil to 
prevent dealing in options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Cigarmakers Union, No. 33, of Indianapolis, Ind., in 
favor of the submission of an amendment to the Constitution favoring 
woman sufirage—to the Committeo on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of Justice Alliance, No. 1335, for 
the passage of House bill No. 5353, defining option gambling in agri- 
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cultural products and taxing dealers in options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. J. Rogers and 3 others, citizens of Greene 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. E. Rollins and 42 others, citizens of the same 
Cran and State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

Also, petition of L. E. Patton and 27 others, citizens of Kossuth 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of the same county and 
State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of members of Beaver Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1579, 
of Winnebago County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. R. Larsen and 18 others, citizens of Hancock 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolutions of the members of Crystal Alliance, No. 1172, Iowa, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Martin Larsen and 7 others, citizens of Hancock 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Maple River Alliance, No. 1516, of Carroll County, 
Towa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Union Alliance, No. 1811, Bancroft, Kossuth 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of members of Jackson Township Alliance, No. 795, 
ene County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Tom Mooney and 51 others, citizens of Webster 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of James Coinand 16 others, citizensof Boone County, 
Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1687, Iowa, for the same 
measure—to the Committec on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. J, Holland and 21 others, citizens of Winnebago 
County, Iowa, for the same measurc—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolutions of members of theSontheastern Stockholm (Iowa) 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 815, for the same measure—to the Conimittee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of F. A. Smith and 9 others, citizens of Crawford 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Comimittce on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of J. W. Linton and 17 others, citizens of Carroll, Towa, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hans Thompson and 23 others, citizens of Mount 
Valley, Winnebago County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. C. Wood and 46 others, citizens of Hamilton 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Cominittee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolutions of Union Farmers’ Alliance, No. 985, Iowa, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from F. C. Smith and 39 others, citizens of Colfax 
Township, Pocahontas County, Iowa, for the same measure—to tho 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Doran and 48 others, citizens of Coon Rapids, 
Carroll County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolution of Colfax Alliance, No. 861, of the same county nnd 
State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculturė. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutionsadopted by Farmers’ Alliances in Ne- 
braska, demanding the passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. = 

Also, petition from Farmers’ Alliances in the State of Nebraska, 
asking for the passage of the same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Scott’s Bluffs County, Nebraska, asking 
for an appropriation for sinking an artesian well for irrigation—to the 
Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition of estate of James Rollins, of 
Phillips County, Arkansas, for reference of claim to Court of Claims 
under the provisionsof Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of D. H. Morrison and 68 others, citizens 
of Louisa County, Iowa, asking Congress to grant the States the right 
to control the manufacture of oleomargarine —to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. GEST: Proof on the bill to pension Nancy J. Knetsar—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 15, of Bar- 
ron County, Wisconsin, favoring the antioption bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of Ole C. Holman and 18 others, citizens of Barron 
County, Wisconsin, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. : 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of F. A, J. Gray and 28 
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others, citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa, in favor of option bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Iowa County, Iowa, for the same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa, in favor of the f 


same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from many citizens of Bremer 
County, Iowa, urging the passage of the bill providing for a commis- 
sion to inquire into the liquor traffic—to the Select Comimittee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions by Carroll County (Illinois) F. A. and 
I. M., urging Paddock pure-food bill, against Conger lard bill and 
alien land ownership, and for recovery of lands owned by foreign syn- 
dicates and by railroads in excess of what is actually needed—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Benton County, 
Towa, for the passage of the Butterworth bill, H. R. 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Lewis Bottom Alliance, Iowa, for the same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Burr Oak Alliance, Tama County, Iowa, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brown Township, Linn County, Iowa, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 7 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 20 citizens of Adams County, Nebraska, 
asking for the passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Indian Creek, Nebr., for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Clay County, Nebraska, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. ‘ 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Little Blue, Nebr., for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petitions of 17 citizens of Paulina, Nebr., asking for the passage 
or the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Fairfield, Nebr., for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Banner County, Nebraska, for the pas- 
sage of the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petitionof Fred. W. Gieseking and 22 others, 
citizens of Washington Township, Allen County, Indiana, and mem- 
bers of Alliance No. 7, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, 
known as the option bill, defining “‘ options’ and ‘‘futures,’’ andim- 
posing special taxes upon dealers therein, in the firm belief that the 
burdens and restrictions itimposes upon gamblers in agricultural prod- 
ucts will destroy its business, which prevents the farmer and planter 
from receiving a fair and reasonable compensation for labor and ex- 
penses of production—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Affidavits in support of claim of Sylvester Haus— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Poughkeepsie, asking for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning social vice—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of the General Judson 
Kilpatrick Camp, No. 233, Division 17, Pennsylvania Sons of Veterans, 
requesting Congress to take some action towards erecting a monument 
upon the spot on the battlefield of Gettysburgh where Brig. Gen. E. J. 
Farnsworth fell—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Resolutionsof Hetland Alliance, No. 233, of Het- 
land, Kingsbury County, South Dakota, asking for the passage of the 
Butterworth option bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Fairview Alliance, South Dakota, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Roswell Alliance, Miner County, South Dakota, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Wide Awake Alliance, Union County, South Da- 
kota, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Raymond, Clark County, South Da- 
kota, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, n 

Also, petition of 9 citizens of Spink County, South Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, 2 petition of 15 citizens of Clark County, South Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 19 citizens of Beadle County, South Dakota, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Edmunds County, South Dakota, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 8 citizens of Miner County, South. Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition df 13 citizens of Brown County, South Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 16 citizens of Aurora County, South Dakota, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 26 citizens of Brown County, South Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of citizens of Potter County, South Dakota, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Potter County, South Dakota, forthe 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 40 citizens of Sanborn County, South Dakota, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 12 citizens of Brookings County, South Dakota, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Dakota, asking passage of timber- 
eniture bill—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Emeline Dicus, of Wayne 
County, Tennessee, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Leonard Johnson, administrator of the estate of 
Ben. Johnson, late of Wayne County, Tennessee, for the same relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Algo, petition of Mary C. Arnett, of Giles County, Tennessee, for 
the same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, petition of James Russell, of Marion County, Tennessee, for 
the same relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers relating to House bill 12526, granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Caroline V. English, widow of the late 
Lieut. Col. Thomas C. English, Second United States Infantry, United 
States Army, from $30 to $50—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Resolutions of Enterprise Union, No, 
1174, Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Henry County, Missouri, for 
free coinage of silver, for reduction of salaries of Congressmen, and for 
other pu to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of A. Dunham and others, citizens of 
Mason City, Towa, for the passage of a law to control the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation 
of butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank Henry and others, citizens of the same city, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Oak Grove Farmers’ Alliance, Fayette County, 
Iowa, for the passage of the antioption bill, No. 5353—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank Long, of Worth County, Iowa, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Alliance No. 1680, Worth County, Iowa, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. W. Reed and 36 others, citizens of Fayette County, 
Towa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of Greenberry Mitchell, of 
Grainger County, Tennessee, for reference of claim to Court of Claims 
mr the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Robert Stone, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, for 
the same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of the city council 
of Golden, Jefferson County, Colorado, in favor of free coinage of sil- 
yer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, report of the grand jury of the district court of Dolores County, 
State of Colorado, protesting against the Southern Ute Indians being 
given ponies by the Indian agent to leave their reservation and violate 
the laws of the State of Colorado and insult and rob the citizens of 
that county—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Frank W. Hubbardand 23 others, 
citizens of Huron County, Michigan, asking for increase of salary for 
keepers and surfmen of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Petition of Christopher C. Wright, for removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Papers to accompany House bill 
12862, for the relief of Thomas Summers—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, 

Also, papers in support of claim of James M. Blades, for increase ot 
pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Papers to accompany bill to remove 
charge of desertion against John S. Crites—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. : 

Also, affidavits and papers to accompany the bill granting a pension 
to George W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolutions of Relief Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Dayton, Columbia County, Washington, relative to op- 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 52 citizens of Lincoln County, Washington, in favor 
of the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of Ping, Garfield County, Washington, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 17 citizens of Relief, Columbia County, Washington, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Reardon Alliance, No. 117, of Washington, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 88 citizens of the State of Washington, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 13, 1891, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, J. G. Burner, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition signed by Charles H. Loefler, 
president, and Gustave H. Medick, secretary, on behalf of the Butch- 
ers’ Protective Association, No. 11, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying Tor 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lic on the 
table. 

Mr, PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla,, praying for the pugo of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie'on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to Me on 
the table: 

Petition of N. B. Shelder and 5 other citizens of Greene County, Iowa. 

Petition of M. S. Randleman and 53 other citizens of Carlisle, Warren 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of W. Hull and 16 other citizens of Mahaska County, Iowa; 

Petition of Joseph Ogbun and 20 other citizens of Henry County, 
Towa; 

Petition of J. E. Coleman and 12 other citizens of Boaver Township, 
Guthrie County, Iowa; 

Petition of B. F. Paige and 30 other citizens of Highland Township, 
Clayton County, Iowa; 

Petition of P. S. Porter and 10 other citizens of Webster County, Iowa; 

Petition of D. F. White and 17 other citizens of Garfield Township, 
Mahaska County, Iowa; 

Petition of John Oland and 23 other citizens of Mount Valley, Win- 
nebago County, Iowa; 

Petition of R. H. Smith and 17 other citizens of Plymouth County, 


owa; 
Petition of C. P. Walker and 12 other citizens of Dawson Township, 
Greene County, Iowa; 
Petition of H. W. Herrick and 18 other citizens of Okobopi Town- 
ship, Dickinson County, Iowa; 
Petition of George W. Strohm and 14 other citizens of Iowa; 
Petition of N. M. Greer and 19 other citizens cf Clarke County, 


Towa; 

Petition of C. S. Ormond and 13 other citizens of Ringgold County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1006, of Dawson Township, 


Owa; 
Resolutions of Western Farmers’ Alliance, No: 1823, of Plymouth 
County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Forest Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1639, of Ma- 
haska County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Nora Alliance, No. 1355, of Highland Township, 
Clayton County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Valley Alliance, No. 1310, of Iowa; 
Resolutions of County Alliance of Jefferson, Greene County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Le Grand Alliance, No. 754, of Le Grand, Marshall 
County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Logan Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1675, of Winnebago 
County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Long Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1653, of Scott 
County, Iowa; i 
Resolutions of Asbury Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1799, of Iowa; 
| Resolutions of Sand Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1589, of Wayne 
+ County, Iowa; 
} Resolutions of Clear Grit Alliance, No. 1154, of Butler County, Towa; 
f Resolutions of Alliance No. 980, of Sutherland, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Huron Alliance, No. 712, of Huron, Des Moines 
County, Iowa; 
Resolutions of Barclay Township Alliance, No. 1582, of Black Hawk 
County, Iowa; 
Petition of N. O. Kern and 30 other citizens of Marshall County, 
Towa; 
Petition of D. ©. Gullickson and 22 other citizens of Winnebago 
County; Iowa; 
Petition of S. A. Smith and 10 other citizens of Orange Township, 
Guthrie County, Iowa; 
Petition of Little and 26 other citizens of Scott County, Iowa; 
Petition of M. J, Garrigan and 21 other citizens of Farley, Dubuque 
County, Towa; 
Petition of John P. Kingsley and 14 other citizens of Dubuque 
County, Iowa; i 
Petition of W. H. Guilford and 15 other citizens of Dubuque County, 
Towa; 
Petition of N. H. Kent and 20 other citizens of Lyon County, Iowa; 
Petition of J, H. Marken and 40 other citizens of Dumont, Butler 
County, Iowa; 


Petition of E. F. Aldred and 34 other citizens of O’Brien County, 
Towa; i 

Petition of J. B. Murphy and 39 other citizens of O’Brien County, 
Towa; 

Petition of A. Anderson and 55 other citizens of Black Hawk County, 
Towa; 

Petition of T, F. Luckenbill and 38 other citizens of Des Moines 
County, lowa; 

Petition of W. C. Farrington and 27 other citizens of Howard County, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of A. Berkholz and 21 other citzens of St. Charles, Floyd 
County, Iowa; 

: Petition of Henry Daebal and 23 other citizens of Worth County, 
owa; 

Petition of E. D. Hunt and 250ther citizens of Worth County, Iowa; 

Resolution of Worth County Alliance of Worth County, Iowa; 

Petition of F. A. J. Gray and 28 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Thomas McDonnell and 49 other citizens of Buchanan 
County, lowa; 

Petition of C. S. Holmes and 17 other citizens of Ringgold and Tay- 
lor Counties, Iowa; 

i Petition of A. B. Hancock and 37 other citizens of Webster County, 
owa; * 

Petition of Edward Evenson and 12 other citizens of Worth County, 

Towa; and 

Petition of Merman Smith and 41 other citizens of Buchanan County, 
Towa. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 9 attorneys of Bismarck, Man- 
dan, and Lisbon, in the State of North Dakota, praying for the passage 
of the bill to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Nantasket, 
Bufalo Gounty, Nebraska, and a petition of Cherry Creek Farmers’ 
Alliance of Nantasket, Buffalo County, Nebraska, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the following petitions of citizens of Mary- 
land, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Samuel B, Leslie and 103 other citizens of Baltimore, Md.; 

Petition of 61 butchers of Baltimore, Md.; 

Gece of Charles P. Meredith and 759 other citizens of Baltimore, 
+; an = 

Resolutions of the Progress Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of J. B. Stamp and 13 other citi- 
zens of Salem, Marion County, Oregon, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of 82 citizens of the State of 
Delaware, praying for the passage of the bill for increase in the pay of 
keepers and surfmen in the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition, signed by eminent representative 
colored men belonging to more than fifteen States of the Union, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national election law. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
on the subject now pending before the Senate in regard to the circula- 
tion of silver coinage, against the measure providing for free coinage 
and in favor of the modification if the silver coinage measure should 
beadopted. The memorial is very brief, and will not occupy more than 
ten lines in the RECORD, and as the measure is pending I ask that it 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there objection to the request of the 
Senator from New York? 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Cramper or COMMERCE OF THE STATE or New York. 
Atan adjourned mecting of the Chamber of Commerce, held this Monday, 
January 12, 1891, the following resolution was adopted : 
Resolved, That itis the judgment of this chamber that until a uniform coin- 
age ratio between gold and silver is adopted by the commercial nations of 
suropoe and the United States the passage of an act by Congress and its ap- 
prora by the President, authorizing the unlimited free potonga of silver dol- 
ars of tho present standard, would result in forcing United States gold coin 
into an article of merchandise, thereby withdrawing it from circulation and 
contracting the money of the country more than one-third of its present vol: 
ume. 
Attest: 
CHAS. S. SMITH, President. 
[sear] GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union of Bourbon County, Kansas, praying for the passage of 
what is known as the Burrows bill, providing for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Kansas, pray” 
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ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Petition of 31 citizens of Springdale, Kans. ; 

Petition of 21 citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas; and 

Petition of 12 citizens of Leavenworth County, Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following memorials of Farmers’ Alliances 
and citizens of Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of the Banner Alliance, No. 727, of Pratt County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Mount Pleasant Alliance, No, 1194, of Washington 
County, Kansas; and 

Memorial of 15 citizens of the State of Kansas. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J. S. Young and 45 other citizens of Lewisville, Texas; 

Petition of P. T. Moore and 46 other citizens of San Jacinto County, 
Texas; and 

Petition of J. J. Sullivan and 14 other citizens of Fayette County, 
Texas, 

TAX ON STATE BANKS. 


By request of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cor- 
Legislature 


Mr. MORGAN. 
quirr], who is at home sick, I present resolutions of the 
of Georgia, and ask that they be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


‘Whereas the statute of the United States levying a tax of 10 per cent. on 
State banks of issue, which was enacted in the interest of the national banks, 
gives the latter a monopoly in the issue of currency, which is unjust and injuri- 
ous to the people of this country, in that said State banks, by the exorbitant tax, 
are prohibited from doing business, and are preyonted from issuing a good local 
currency, which, properly guarded by State laws, would be safe and greatly pro- 
motive of the prosperity of the people: Therefore, 

Be it resotve:t by the house of representatives (the senale concurring), That our 
Senators and Representatives in the present Congress be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to urge the passage, at the ensuing session, of an act repealing the 
statute imposing sald tax. 

Resolved further, That his Sano the governor, be requested to have each 
of our Senators and Representatives in Congress supplied with a duly certitied 
copy of the foregoing resolution, 

CLARK HOWELL, 


sper fons of nee 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
ROBT. G, MITCHELL, 
rele est Ree Senate. 
. A, HARRIS, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
W. J. NORTHEN, 
Governor, 

Mr. MORGAN, In the same connection I offer, in behalf of the Sen- 
ator from Georgio [ Mr. CoLqurrr],an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the 
currency, andforotherpurposes. I ask that the amendment be printed 
and laid on the table, 

Mr. ALLISON. Letit be read. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 


On page §, line 24, after the word “appropriated,” odd the following: 
“That State banksand State banking associations shall nopay any taxon the 
amount of their own notes used for circulation and paid out by them. 

“That persons, firms, associations, corporations, national-banking associ- 
ations, State banks, and State banking associations shall not pay any tax onthe 
amount of notes of any State bank or State banking association, used for circu- 
lation and paid out by them.” 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask theunanimons consent of theSenate that 
the Committee on Printing may be privileged to sit during the sessions 
ofthe Senate. It has underconsideration an important subject matter 
about which it is taking testimony. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted, if there be no 
objection. Leave is granted. 

MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE: 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 11708) 
granting a pension to Drewry Porter; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were reforred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted renorts thereon: 

A bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L, Pelouze, widow 
of Lewis H. Pelouze; x 

A bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of William Karger; 

A bill (H, R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; and 

A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George. 

Mr. HALE. On January 5, from the Committee on the Census, I 
reported the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives in Con 
Census. As the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvIs] desired to sub- 
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among the several States under the Eleventh. 


mit the views of the minority, which were not then quite ready,no report 
was presented by the committee. I now submit the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee, to accompany the bill, and ask that it be 


printed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ipresent the views of the minority and ask that thoy 
be printed with the report of the majority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itvwill be so ordered, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ` 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4853) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nicolas Henrich; which was read twice by its title, and reterred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 7 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4854) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to sell certain tracts of the surplus lands belonging to 
the Ottawa tribe of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4855) for the relief of David M. Foltz; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4856) to increase the pension 
of Ambrose B. Carlton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr, HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to sell one or more of the old 
single-turreted monitors to the Pnenmatic Gun Carriage and Powder Com- 
pany for conversion by said company intoa floating battery or batteries, the 
Government to incur no liability in said conversion and the price or prices to 
he paid for said monitor or monitors to be determined by a board of officers of 
the Navy appointed by the Secretary. 


Mr, HOAR also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
thesundry civilappropriation bill; which wasreferred tothe Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered tobe printed inthe RECORD, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary. of the Treasury to remit the penalties on the light- 
house steamer Pansy, $1,275. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the See or of Patrick Doran for pay 

as messenger in the House of Representatives, on the files of the Senate, be 

ragon to the Committee on Appropriations, there being no adverse reportin 
e case. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. z 
Mr. SHERMAN. [ offer for adoption the following resolution: 
Ordered, That there be printed 2,000 extra copies of Senate bill 4897, a bill to 
amend the act entitled "An act to jorornorate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1859. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend from Ohio that he add, 
‘and of the report of the committee.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would delay it. I will state to the Senator 
that this is simply to print 2,000 extra copies of the bill, and to add 
the report would delay it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I will withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio how 
long it will be before the report will be ready to be delivered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis a question which will have to be put to 
the Public Printer. I should think within a week. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it in his hands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
montis a very pertinent one. We ought to have extra copies of the 
report printed also. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. That is just what I was suggesting, that the re- 
port itself, the body of the report, wo ought to have to-day. The only 
difficulty in printing the appendices of the report is that there are some 
maps, documents, etc., that will take a little while to putin order and 
bind up. We have provided for purchasing enough of those little 
maps, but the body of the report, the statement of the committee, 
ought to be printed to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what we want to read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That you want to read, and it could be had to- 
day I have no doubt. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it onght to be added to the resolution. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I think Ican adjust it so as to satisfy the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations. I suggest to add: 

And also 2,000 extra copies of the report of the committee on snid bill without 
the appendices. 

That will give us the body of the report at once. 

Mr. GORMAN. That will not delay the printing of the bill at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The only objection I have to the ene is, in 
the first place, that when the report comes to be published there will 
be a demand, I have no doubt, for more than 2,000 copies, and the 
amount will be so large as to go over the $500 limitation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I will let it go as it is, I withdraw 
the suggestion to amend. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can offer his proposition separately 
and send it to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. That is all right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question ison agreeing to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to reconsider the vote by which the resolu” 
tion I offered yesterday, with reference to the Omaha Indian allotments, 
was passed, for the purpose of moving an amendment toit. It is on 
page 1249 of the RECORD, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts moves 
to recons{der the vote by which the Senate agreed tothe resolution 
adopted yesterday; which will be read. 

e Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to farnish for the use 
of the Senate such information as is in possession of that Department concern- 
ing the lease a7 allottees of land in severalty on the Omaha reservation of their 
allotments by Indians, and the surrender of the ocoupancy thereof to white Pee 
ple; how many such allotments have been given up to the occupancy of white 
people, and by what authority of law; and what steps, if any, have been taken 
to recover the possession and use of such allotments to the Indians for whose 
use they are held by the United States, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate: 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out of the resolution, after the word 
Omaha, the word ‘‘reservation”’ and toinsert in place of it “and Win- 
nebago reservations,” so that it may include both the Omaha and Win- 
nebago reservations, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

3 The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3 of the resolution strike out the word 
‘reservation’? and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and Winnebago 
reservations;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish for the use 
of the Senate such information as is in possession of that Department concern- 
ing the lease by allottees of land in severalty on the Omaha and Winnebago 
reservations, cte, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


DUDLEY JOHNSON. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, If there is no further morning business 
the Calendar under Rule VIII isin order. The first bill on the Calen- 
dar will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charges of desertion from the records of the War Department as to 
Dudley Johnson, late ordnance sergeant, United States Army, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized 


to remove the charges of desertion from the records of the War Department as 
to Dudley Johnson, Inte ordnance sergeant, United States Army. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WAT- 
THALL December 17, 1890: ` í 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2787) 
to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the charges of desertion from the 
records of the War Department ns to Dudley Johnson, late ordnance sergeant, 
United States Army, having considered the same, report as follows: 

Upon the facts furnished by the War Department, appearing in the annexed 
report of the House Committee on Military Affairs, the claimant seems entitled 
to the relief proyided for in the bill. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. bf 


{House Report No. 533, Fifty-first Congress, first session.) 

Your committee has had under consideration House bill 2787, and after cx- 
amination find that Dudley Johnson is entitled to receive the relief prayed for, 
The accompanying letter of Secretary of War shows history of case, 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 31, 1890. 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith letter from the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, inclosing H. R.2787, 
for removal of of desertion in ease of Dudley Johnson, ordnance ser- 
geant, United States Army, and in compliance with request of the committee 
to report that the records of this office show that Dudley Johnson enlisted 
February 17, 1820,in Company B, Fifth Infantry, and served continuously in 
that company until February 26, 1853, when he was appointed ordnance ser- 

t een Army,as which he re-enlisted in December, 1854, and again 
n Octo’ ry . 

In February, 1861, he was stationed at Fort Chadbourne, Tex., which post was 
abandoned bythe United States troops and taken possession of by the Texan 
forces in March, 1861, from which time until August, 1865, nothing was heard 
of Ordnance Sergeant Johnson, his name having in the mean time been dropped 
ns a deserter, it being supposed that he had joined the Confederate troops. 

On August 27, 1865, he reported from Camp Colorado, Tex,, inclosing copy of 


a six months’ furlough which he claimed to have obtained from the command- 
ing officer on abandonment of Fort Chadbourne, and which ordered him to re- 
port to some United States poston its expiration or be considered a deserter, 
On reporting in 1865 he stated that he could not leave with the troops in 1861, as 
transportation could not be furnished for his family; that he intended to go to 
Austin and procure such transportation, but on reaching Camp Colorado he 
found that he was compelled to remain there or surrenderas a prisoner of war 
and abandon his family; he therefore requested Pay: ete., to October 20, 1864, 
date of expiration of service. Licutenant Colonel Morris, First Infantry, who 
commanded Fort Chadbourne, Tex., in March, 186], stated that to the best of 
his knowledge he gave Ordnance Sergeant Johnson the furlough on his pèr- 
sonal application "to attend to his private affairs.’ As Camp Colorado was at 
uan poa not occupied by United States troops, further investigation was dis- 
continued. 

In 1867, on reapplication of Ordnance Sergeant Johnson, the matter was re- 
ferred to Captain Kendlebrook, Fourth Cavalry, who in 1866 was at Camp Colo- 
rado and there saw Ordnance Sergeant Jolinson. 

Captain Rendlebrook reported in April, 1868, that Johnson was living in one 
of the Government buildings at Camp Colorado; that during the rebellion he 
was placed in charge of United States prisoners of war confined at above-men- 
tioned camp by the Confederate authorities, and is reported to have treated 
them badly, This information appears to haye been obtained by Captain Ren- 
dlebrook at Camp Colorado, Tex. On this report the application, as well as 
subsequent applications, was aeniei bi the Secretary of War, 

In such applications the manclaimed that henever was arrested as a prisoner 
of war, being so far out on the frontier where he had to remain asa matter of 
necessity until the close of the war; that he refused all offers of employment 
from the Fouras 

Several citizens of Camp Colorado, Tex., swear that they were residents of 
that place at the time in question; that Sergeant Johnson was compelled to re- 
main in Texas, and that he never was in the Confederate or State service, never 
had charge of Union prisoners, etc. 

United States troops reoccupied Texas in 18$40n the southern and Gulf bor- 
ders, but did not get in the neighborhood of Fort Chadbourne until June, 1865. 


Lidge J.C. KELTON, Adjutant General, 
The SECRATARY OF WAR. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I should like to hear the bill read again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect ofthat is to give this man just about 
four years’ pay. According to this report and statement he staid on 
the Confederate side of the line to attend to his private affairs (that is 
what the officer says he gave him the six months’ furlough for); that 
he kept out of the way of fighting on the Confederate side because he 
did not want to, and he did not try to come home to the United States, 
if 1 may use that expression, apparently because he did not want to, 
There is no evidence that he attempted to reach his own lines again or 
to get back to what would then have been, if he was loyal, his own 
country while the war was going on. 

I do not see any possible ground for paying this man for that length 
of time, and that is what all of this means. The Secretary of War, 
who has ample authority to investigate all this matter, has refused so 
far as to remove the charge of desertion from him, and I for one do 
not think that the people of the United States ought to be taxed to 
pay him. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART, TheSenator whoreported the bill is not here, and 
I move—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Senator from Texas speak. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I hope that this bill will pass, The 
committee acted upon the testimony and representations from the War 
Department, which were satisfactory to that Department and satisfac- 
tory to the committee. It isa House bill. The other House appears 
to have heen satisfied with it. Every committee before which the 
matter has been pending seems to have been entirely satisfied with the 
proof that this man is entitled to the relief granted him in the bill. 
There is no provision in the bill for any payment of money to this per. 


son. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; but the Senator will perfectly understand, 
if he will allow me to interrupt him—— 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The moment the charge of desertion is removed 
then he goes to the paymaster and gets his pay for his military service. 
That is just what it comes to by evident logic. 

Mr. COKE. I do not know whether the Senator is correct in that 
assumption or not. I doubt very muchifhe is. I presume that there 
is some limitation upon the right of persons who claim pay for services 
in the United States Army to demand it, and if there is any limita- 
tion at all it seems to me it will have run in this case. 

Mr. STEWART. Isuggest tolet the matter go over. The Senator 
who reported the bill will probably be able to make further explana- 
tion of it when it is called up again. If the Senator from Texas will 
allow me, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the financial bill. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Calendar is in order for an hour. I hope 
that we shall proceed to consider the Calendar. The unfinished busi- 
ness is not in order until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; but we shall have very little time to-day 
and many Senators want to speak. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better proceed with the morning 
business until 11 o’clock, and then I shall have no objection, when 
the morning hour expires, to taking up the financial bill. 
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Mr, COKE. Ifthe Calendar is to be proceeded with, I do not see 
why the pending case should be laid aside. I have nothing further to 
say myself. : 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senate is rather thin and I infer from 
what the Senator from Texas says thathe does not wish to give this man 
four years’ pay for service that he did not perform, I move to amend the 
bill by adding the following proviso: 


Provided, That such removal of the charge of desertion shall not entitle the 
snid Johnson to any pay or emoluments, 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill tobe read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, COKE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WALTMALL, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice 
President : A 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio ; 

A bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine; 

A bill (S. 3417) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of Massachu- 
setts ; 

A bill (H. R. 5474) to make payment to E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, 
D. D. Griffith, and C. C. Goodspeed, on erroneous land-entry pay- 
ments ; 

A bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds at Au- 
gusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the public; 

A bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States in reference to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison and examination of its accounts and gov- 
ernment ; f 

A bill (H. R. 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company through said city; and 

A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Mrs. E. J. Baldy, widow 
of W. H. Baldy. 

IMPAIRMENT OF TREATY STIPULATIONS. 

The bill (S. 4668) in respect of certain treaty stipulations was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr, STEWART. I should like to hear some explanation of that bill. 
At what evil is it aimed? 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘There is no report with it, I see. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The substance of the bill is to save the Hawaiian 
treaty. The tariff act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other purposes repeals the duty on sugar, but leaves 
various other articles subject to duty which are made free by the treaty 
with Hawaii. There are quite a number of other articles; none, how- 
ever, of very great importance. Perhaps the most important is rice. 

It was not the intention of Congress to modify or change the Ha- 
waiian treaty by the tariff act, but it is believed that the tariff act does 
repeal the Hawaiian treaties to that extent. The Supreme Court hay- 
ing decided that both treaties and laws are the supreme law of the land 
and to be equally enforced, the law of the latest date must, of course, 
be enforced, and therefore the act of Congress repealed the treaty with 
the Hawaiian Islands. That was not the intention of Congress, and 
this bill is intended as a saving clause to prevent that effect, and that 
is the whole of it, 

There may be some other treaties which are possibly affected by this 
bill, but Ido not know of any. It was suggested in the committee 
that there are some provisions of the treaty with Italy, perhaps, and 
with one or two other countries that may be affected. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio that I 
chance to know the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] desires 
to be present when this bill is considered, and for that reason I desire 
that it shall go over informally, holding its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Before the bill goes over, if the Senator will with- 
draw his request for a moment—— 


Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt at all, I think, in the mindsof 
any of the committee that the tariff act, as it is called, did, by its enact- 
ment, violate the public faith bound by the treaty with Hawaii about 
somearticles which, under reciprocity, were to come free into the United 
States, by putting them on the dutiable list in common with all others, 
this law being later than the treaty. So that in point of law, so far as 
the executive administration is concerned, the executors of the law 
would be bound to enforce the law, although it was directly in the face 
of our pledges to other nations. There are two or three other coun- 
tries where, probably, although the articles are few and small, the 
same result would arise. Therefore such a bill ought, in order to meet 
the public faith, to pass. : 

My difficulty, as [am bound in candor to state, was in committee, 
and is here now, that I am very much of the impression that this is & 
bill that ought to originate at the other end of the Capitol, as it does 
change the revenue laws of the United States; but I stated in commit- 
tee that I should not occupy a day or two in making a speech upon 
thatconstitutional question. Ithinkitduein candor, however, to state 
that on that point I am very much afraid we have noright to originate 
the bill; but that it ought to pass, beginning in the right place, I think 
there is no doubt whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In respect to that question I can only say that 
the committee of the other House having charge of the tariff act do 
not take that view of this bill. They do not regard itas in the nature 
of arevenue bill, It issimply to prevent the operation of alaw which 


| is different from what Congress intended. Whether there is any ob- 


jection to that, any force in the point which has been made, it is very 
clear that the committee of the House, with whom I consulted, donot 
choose to raise the question, Still that would not justify us in violat- 
ing the Constitution or not raising the point if there was anything in it, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas as earnestly opposed, I suppose, asany Sena- 
tor on the floor to the measure enacted at the last session of Congress 
to which this bill relates, but we ought not to hesitate in maintaining 
public faith with the Government of Hawaii and whatever other gov- 
ernments are concerned in our unfortunate legislation of the last ses- 
sion. That Goyernment has not been at fault in any particular. It 
has its treaty rights with the United States Government, and if there 
is any, higher obligation arising out of a treaty in favor of one govern- 
ment than there is in favor of another, I think that Hawaii had per- 
haps the highest rights to demand our consideration and our just ac- 
tion upon matters of this kind. I trust whenever this matter comes 
into debate again, and I hope it will be brought up very soon, that no 
opposition will be made to the passage of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr, GIBSON. Before the bill goes over I should like to say a word 
about the Hawaiian treaty. 

Mr. President, nobody was more opposed to the ratification of the 
Hawaiian treaty than I was, and perhaps no portion of the people of 
our country was so much opposed to that treaty asthe people whom I 
in part represent; but if, by any inadvertence, the treaty was impaired 
in any way by the action of this Government, I for one would be the 
last to insist upon taking advantage of that. I think a treaty is based 
not only upon interests, buf upon honor, and that we are required by 
every obligation of honor as soon as possible to repair any action that 
we may have taken in impairing the treaty in any way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say another thing to show the impor- 
tance of speedy action, and then I shall have no objection to the bill 
going over. 

I am advised by the officers of the Treasury Department that they 
are greatly embarrassed by the present condition of affairs. They do 
not know whether to collect the duties according to the law or whether 
to observe the treaty. It is a question of doubt, but they say that in 
all probability they will be compelled to enforce the law in obedience 
to the decision of the Supreme Court; and in that case they will have 
to refund all these duties, readjust all these entrances hereafter by a 
refund of duties, and therefore it is very embarrassing to have to col- 
lect from an importer duties on goods which may have to be again re- 
funded. If this question is to be disposed of at all, it ought to be dis- 
posed of at as early a day as possible. 

aoe VICE PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
stated, ; 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JOLIET, ILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill (S. 4711) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Government building at Joliet, Ill., may be now considered. 

Mr. COC: RELL. Let us go on with the Calendar in the regular 
order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe almost every other public-building bill on 
the Calendar has been É 

Mr. SHERMAN, The motion is not in order until the hour has 

ed for the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr, COCKRELL. We shall soon reach the Senator’s bill. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. Allright. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
proceeded with. 
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TRANSFER OF ARMY OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED LIST. 


The bill (S. 2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 
from the limited list to the unlimited was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, at the end of the bill to add the following: 


And the limited retired list shall hereafter consist of three hundred and fifty 
tead of four hundred, as now fixed by law: Provided, That ofticers who have 
been placed on the retired list by special authority of Congress shall not form 
part of the limited retired list estab ished by this act. 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ote.. That when officers who have been placed on the limited ro- 
tired list as established by section 7, roe 283, page 150, volume 20, United 
States Statutes at Large, shall have attained the age of sixty-four years, they 
shail be transferred from said limited retired list to the unlimited list of officers re- 
tired by operation of law because of having attained said age of sixty-four years, 
And the limited retired list shall hereafter consist of three hundred and fifty 
instead of four hundred, as now fixed by law: Provided, Thatoflicers who havo 
been placed on the retired list by special authority of Congress shall not form 
part of the limited retired list established by this act, 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator in charge of this bill explain what 
the effect will be upon the retired list of the Army ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill was reported by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is not present. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over without losing its place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. The next bill on 
the Calendar will be stated. 

BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER OF THE NORTII, 


The bill (S. 4604) to authorize the construction of a brid 
Red River of the North, at Drayton, N. Dak., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in section 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘mile,’” to insert “‘above 
and one-half mile;™ in line 9, after the words ‘location, the,’’ to 
strike out Sbu e a of,’ and insert ‘thigh and low water lines 
upon;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘river,’’ to strike out ‘‘the shore 
lines at high and low water;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘stages,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘with;’’ in Jine 13, after the word 
“stream,” toinsert ‘‘and;’? inthesameline, afterthe word ‘‘bridges,’’ 
insert ‘‘such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of 
War to judge of the proper location of said bridge;’’ and in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘subject,’’ to insert “and until such plan and location 
of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall 
not be built;’’. so as to make the section read: 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be bullit and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
snid river asthe Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the 
sald town or trustee shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examination 
and approval a design and drawings ofthe said bridge, anda pap of the loca- 
tion, giving, for the space of one-half mile above and one-half mile below the 
proposed location the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, 
the diredtion and strength of the currents at all stages, with the soundings, ac- 
ourately showing the bed of the stream, and the location of any other bridge or 
bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to 
judge of the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other infor- 
mation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the sub- 
ject; and until such plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War the bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made in 
the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction or after completion, 
such change sliall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War.? 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FRESNO, CAL. 


The bill (S. 3940) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Fresno, in the State of California, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JOLIET, ILL. 

tite CULLOM. Inowask leave tocall up Calendar No. 2285, Senate 
bill 4711. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (8. 4711) to provide for the erection of a 

overnment building at Joliet, Ill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected toncquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Joliet and Sinte of Ilinois, the cost of said site and building, including said 
yaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed tho sum of $100,000, 

Proposals fur the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 


advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circu- 
lation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 


for (ho opening of said proposa 


across the 


Proposals made in response to said advertisoment shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro- 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be ex- 
amined in person tf an agent of the Treasury Dopartment, who shall make 
written report to said Secretary of the results of sala examination, and of his 
recommendation thereon, and tho reasons therefor, which shall be accompa- 
nied by the original proposals and all maps, plate, and statements which shall 
have come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the asury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an oflicor of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others asthe Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and sald 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of thoir eonclusion in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said ugent of the Treasury Department; and the Scoretary of therroasarys all 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the samo shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: ‘ed, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ex- 
penscs. 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for eaid building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Illinois shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including strects and alleys, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Joliet 
in the State of Ilinois.” 

TRANSFER OF ARMY OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. HALE. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of Cal- 
endar No, 2200, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw LEy],who 
is in charge of the bill, is now present and can explain its provisions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S.2105) to transfer officers on the rc- 
tired list of the Army from the limited list to the unlimited, 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, which has been 
heretofore read. ~ 

Mr. HALE. I should like the Senator from Connecticut to explain 
whether the effect of this bill is to increase what is known as the lim- 
ited retired list of the Army, which now consists of three hundred in 
number, and, if such increase is provided for in the bill, the reasons 
why the committee came to the conclusion that it should be so changed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I find on looking at the Calendar 
that the report to accompany this bill was for some reason not sent to 
the desk with the bill and is not printed. The shortest explanation 
I think, is a reading of this briefreport of two letter pages, and I shall 
be happy to answer any question that may occur to any Senator while 
hearing it. 

Thore are two retired lists. Botharelegaciesof the civil war. Onois known 
ns the limited list and was created particularly for those offlcers who wero 
found to be incapacitated for active service by reason of wounds or otherwise, 

There were many officers for whom there was no use in active serv- 
ice, broken down, physical wrecks of the war, and a list was made 
for them especially, a limited list. 

Mr. HALE. This is to cover men, as I understand, who have not 
arrived at the age when they can retire by virtue of the law ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Quite so, and to be retired without regard to their 
age. 

o i A n tri 
tbe number of oficer: to be carried upon it to three hundred.” ‘This taw was 
peace | Sega by the law of June 18, 1872, which increased the number 


to four hun 
The other list— 


The one to which the Senator has just referred— 


is known as the unlimited list and was established July 17, 1862. That statute 
provided for the retirement of those officers who have served forty-fve years 
as commissioned officers or who hayo arrived at the age of sixty-two years. 
This law was amended on June 30, 1882, by fixing the limitation of age for ro- 
tirement at sixty-four instead of at sixty-two. Thero are now about one hun- 
dred on that list. 

There are now only about one hundred on that list; that is to say 
the list of men who served forty-five years or who have come to be sixty- 
four years of age. 

From time totime Congress has authorized by special personal acts the retire- 
ment of certain officers. 

In each of such acts it was provided that the limited list should be 
enlarged for that purpose, for that one officer, and no further. 


Those officers haveswelled tho limited list to four hundred and six. All but 
twenty-three of that number served in the civil war, and ninety of tho entire 
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number are over sixty-four yearsofage. One oficer on that listis ninety years 
old. He was a drummer boy in the war of 1812 and served in the Army almost 
continuously up to 1869 ns an enlisted soldier. In that r he was retired and 
placed on the limited list for disability resulting from old age, with the rank of 
second licutenant, 
Now let us look at the active list— 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 11 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business. 
“Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill which has 
been pending be proceeded with until it can be disposed of, 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam obliged to the Senator. 
_Mr. HALE. Let the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
and the pending bill be proceeded with, in absence of objection. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The report continues: 

There are now sixty officers on the active list who are drawin: 
rforming no duty, who should be retired. They can not be retired, however, 
cause there are no vacancies on said limited list and they are under sixty- 

four. This condition of affairs is considered detrimental to the best interests of 
the Army. These sixty officers are away from their commands, and the duty 


full pay and 


that they should perform is done by their juniors without increase in rank or. 


pay. 

Mr. DAWES. Are they disabled officers? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are disabled officers, 

OMicers on the retired list draw but three-quarters of the pay that officers on 
the active list receive. 

Though these men who are broken down do nothing whatever, they 
are getting full pay. I do nob think they are grumbling, because, if 
we retire them, they will be cut down to three-fourths of pay proper, 
but the younger men, the men below them, who are performing all 
their duties and have been for years, and might be for five or ten years 
longer, or possibly twenty years longer, have naturally aright to com- 
plain. They have not the promotion they are entitled to; they have 

_ not even the small measure of slow promotion due to natural causes in 
time of peace. 

Mr. GIBSON. If these officers are retired that will open the road 
to the promotion of others? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; ito the way to promotion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishouldlike to inquire, further, if it does notinter- 
pid the Senator, whether this state of things is not very unjust to those 
subordinate officers who have to discharge these duties without the 
corresponding emoluments and rank. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator’s question answersitself. Ob- 
viously thatisso. I know of one case where an officer has been twenty- 
nine years in the service, who rendered splendid service in the war and 
is now a gray-headed first lieutenant. Ican find you many instances, 
not many as bad as that, but many very nearly like that. 

The pending bill ede thong for the transfer of an officer, placed on the limited 
list on account of disability, to the unlimited list after he shall have attained the 
age of {sixty-four years, 


I hope that is clear, On the limited list there are many gentlemen 


_.. who are over sixty-four who, but for the special provision for a lim- 


ited list, would have gone on the retired list at the age of sixty-four. 
The essence of this bill is that it proposes to take those over sixty-four 
and retire them just as anybody else is retired on the unlimited list, 
under the general provision for retirement at sixty-four years of age. 
Tt seems to me perfectly equitable, and that it affords the relief de- 


This prora: will immediately transfer ninoty officers from the limited to 
the unlimited and give room for the retirement in part of the sixty officers who 
are now on the activo list, but who haye been designated for retirement. The 
committee has adopted the recommendation of the Secretary of War and has 
amended the bill so that hereafter the limited list shall consist of three hundred 
and fifty instead of four hundred. 


It now stands at four hundred and six (four hundred by the general 
law and six by special laws) and the bill provides that hercafter it 
shall be only three hundred and fifty— 
with the provision that those officers placed on the retired list by special au- 
thority shall notform any part of the limited retired list established by this 
act, ‘This legislation will therefore place fifty of tho sixty officers now eligible 
for retirement on the limited list. 

Mr. HALE. When does the provision limiting the retired list to 
three hundred and fifty take effect—at once? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Oh, yes, 

Se BUTLER. Immediately upon the passage of the act, [should 
ink. 

Mr. HALE. If the limited list, which is now four hundred, is filled 
and twenty-six more have been added by special acts of Congress—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only six. 

Mr. HALE. Six more, making four hundred and six. This bill 
cuts down the limit of that list from four hundred to three hundred 
and fifty. Ido not see how you are going to get room now to put into 
that list officers such as have been described by the Senator from Con- 
necticut until the number of three hundred and fifty has been lowered 
in some way by death or by those on that list going into the other list. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill, ifitshould become alaw, will take from 
this limited special list about ninety men immediately, and it must 
take others soon. There will be deaths also. À 

Mr. HALE. That will leave it about three"hundred and sixteen. 


Mr. HAWLEY. That will leave it three hundred and sixteen, and 
that will leave room for putting some more on that list. 

Mr. HALE. Thirty-four. 

Mr, COCKRELL. It will Jeave room for more than that. There 
are ninety, as I understand, who are now over the age. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When they are takenfrom the limited list, it is 
reduced to three hundred and ten. Then there is an increase of forty 
at once, and there are six— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ninety from four hundred and six. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment; ninety from four hundred leaves 
three hundred and ten; so thére isaspace forforty. Then we take the 
six put there by special acts of Congress and that makes an increase of . 
forty-six, even with the limited list down to three hundred and fifty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I did not put my question or objection in the way of 
opposing the passage of this bill, bat I wanted it explained. I wish 
to say that the difficulty arises from a condition which applies to both 
of the military branches of service in our Government. The delay in 
promotion, the obliging officers to remain in the lower grades until 
they become middle-aged men, is felt bothin the Army and in the 
Navy not only as a serious inconvenience, but as n detriment to the 
saath and every measure of this kind is a device to relieve this dif- 

culty. z 

In the Navy a young officer will continue to be an ensign of the 
higher grade until he is from thirty to thirty-five years of age, anda 
lieutenant until he is a middle-aged man in life, and the same is true 
of all of the grades that are above them, those of lieutenant com- 
mander, captain, and commodore. A man will be middle-aged before 
he reaches those grades, and something has got to be done by legisla- 
tion, even more embracing than this, to relieve that condition. I do 
not oppose the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

-The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill passes from the Senate I should be 
glad to have the Senator from Connecticut explain how many people 
this will place upon the retired list. 

Mr, HAWLEY. Iam sorry the Senator was not here when I made 
my statement, because I have gone over it more in detail than I will 
take the time todo now. The bill will put on the unlimited retired 
list from the limited list ninety who are over sixty-four years of age 
and would be entitled to go there under the generallaw. Inthe mean 
time sixty disabled men, who can perform no duty whatever, are on 
the active list to the detriment of their juniors, who ate doing the work, 

Mr. ALLISON. So that the net result is increasing the retired list 
thirty or forty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; increasing the total of officers retired, but 
notinereasing the number of disabled officers. 

Mr. HALE. But reducing the number on the limited list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read tho 
third time, and à 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thoprinting of the report was accidentally omitted. 
Task to have it printed and go in the record as a part of the history 
of tho bill. À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire it printed as. 
report or printed in the RECORD? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report ought to be printed, as it wasintended 
to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As a report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be printed as a report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis what I send it to the desk for. The print- 
ing was omitted, when I reported the bill, by pure accident, Lask that 
the report may now be printed and go into the record of the bill, not 
into the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, but into the history of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 12th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2783) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of 
California; 

An act (S. 1590) to provide for the construction of a public building 
in the city of Stockton, Cal. ; 

An act (8. 4493) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Danville, in the State of Illinois; 

An act (S. 2816) for the erection of a public building at Newburgh, 


Nae 

An act (S. 1230) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Pawtucket, R. I.; and 

An act (S. 4476) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check 
drawn by A. W. Beard, collector of customs at the port of Boston, 
Mass., in favor of De Blois & Co. 
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MESSAGE’ FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurredin the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5380) to provide for the construction of 
a public building at Davenport, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution providing that the number of copies of the eulogies delivered 
in both Houses of Congress upon Samuel J. Randall, latea, Represent- 
ative from the State of Pennsylvania, authorized by House joint reso- 
lution approved September 19, 1890, and upon William D. Kelley, also 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, authorized under 
House joint resolution approved June 5, 1890, to be specially bound 
by the Public Printer and delivered to their respective widows, be in- 
creased from 50 to 100 each. 


COIN AND CURRENCY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the cur- 
rency, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. STEWART to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, on the 5th of January, I think it 
was, when this bill first came to the Senate, or rather when the proposi- 
tion was made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to provide 
for the free coinage of silver in the United States, I entered my earnest 
and sincere protest against it. I did not at that time undertake to 
fully discuss the question, because it was suddenly and very unex- 
peéctedly presented to me. 

With the previous history of the bill which had been reported, I 
hoped and expected, for a time at least, the hearty and generous sup- 
port of that measure from the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
and those associated with him. Therefore the offer of this radical 
proposition, which changes the whole character of the bill, not only 
excited my feelings somewhat, but I think under the circumstances 
justified all that I said in regard to it. 

What I said the other day I say now, for I have the same view, after 
the most careful study of theprobable effects of the measure, as I had 
then, but now I wish to discuss it-as fully as I can in the presence of 
Senators who are interested as deeply as I am in the questions involved, 
not inany party aspect, but simply as a business propositionas it affects 
cp property, therights, and the interests of every citizen of the United 

tates, 

Mr. President, let us look at the amendment as it now stands, I 
will ask the Secretary to read it. 

ae VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 4, line 18, in the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, after the word ‘‘appropriated,’’ it is 
proposed to add the following: 

That any owner of silver bullion not too base for the operations of the mint 

ay deposit the same in amounts of the value of not less than $100 at any mint 
of the United States, to be coined into standard dollars or formed into bars for 
his benefit and without charge; and that at the said owner's option he may re- 
ceive therefor an equivalent of such standard dollars in jury notes to be 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in the same form and description and 
havin e same legal qualities as the notes provided for by the act approved 
July 14,1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase of silyer bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes.” And all such Treas- 
ury notes issued under the provisionsof this act shall bea legal tender for their 
nominal amount in payment of all debts, public and private, and shall be re- 


ceiyable for customs, taxes, and all public dues,and when so received may be 
reissued in the same manner and to the same extent as other Treasury notes, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President, it will be perceived that this prop- 
osition is that the United States will pay $1.29 for every ounce of sil- 
ver bullion which may be offered to it from any part of the world. 
By this proposition the United States is not at liberty to pay for this 
bullion in silver coin, in silver dollars, of which we have now $300,- 
000,000 in the Treasury, but the option is entirely with the holder of 
the bullion to demand either coin or bars or Treasury notes. There is 
no option left to the Government of the United States as to the mode 
of the payment for this bullion. The price is fixed, and, as a matter 
of course, the holder of the bullion will take the most valuable mode 
of payment, and that probably will be United States Treasury notes, 

These Treasury notes are promises to pay money. They are made 
a legal tender for all debts, public and private, for the public debt as 
ath for private debts. They are made the highest standard of value, 
and in some respects thoy are better than United States notes, because 
they have behind them this volume of bullion, while United States 
notes are only supported by certain reserves. They are better than 
silver certificates, because silver certificates are specifically payable in 
silver coin. So that not only is the United States bound to purchase 
all the bullion that is offered at the price of $1.29, but it has no op- 
tion as to the mode of payment, for the option is in the hands and in 
the power of the owner of the bullion. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator if the same 
law does not now apply to gold. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will show you in a moment that it does not in 
regard to some things. In regard to the general proposition, it applies, 
but this amendment is much broader, because it gives to silver, as I 
shall show, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to pursue my 
argument now, as this is a business matter, in a regular way, and if at 
any time I do not meet the point I intend to show, that this gives the 
preference to silver over gold, the Senator may correct me, but I hope 
he will allow me to proceed in my own time and order. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not only that, but whether it was so intended or 
not—and that I can not say—this amendment is offered in such a way 
that it is not open to amendment, It is an amendment in the second 
degree. It is offered as an amendment toan amendment to the fourth 
section of the bill, which relates to an entirely different matter, that 
is, to the issue of $200,000,000 of bonds for refunding purposes. So 
that, as it now stands, the amendment is not open to the striking out 
of a word or a syllable or to any change whatever. It was presented 
to the Senate in that shape the other day and there is no chance for the 
Senate to modify it. 

The provision is without limit as to time, It is to exist as long as 
grass grows or water runs, Itis unlimited as to amount. The whole 
field of silver, $3,800,000,000 in sight in the world, is to be drawn 
upon. What amount will be presented is a matter for discussion. 
There is no power on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
President of the United States to suspend the operation of this provi- 
sion in time of danger and difficulty, such as we have had in the con- 
dition of the Treasury within a month or two, but the payment is im- 
perative, without qualifications or conditions, alk optional with the 
owner of the bullion. The market price is fixed at $1.29 an ounce. 
To-day, according to the quotations I see in the papers, the value of 
this silver bullion in the markets of the world is something less than 
$1.05 an ounce and in our market it is quoted at $1.05. 

Mr. TELLER. It is $1.07 in New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator says itis $1.07in New York. Iwill 
take $1.07 as well as any other amount. It was $1.05 according to the 
last quotation I saw. 

Here is an offer, therefore, that at $1.05 we must pay for this silver 
24 cents an ounce more than its market price, and the market price in 
New York now is ashade higher than the market price in London, 
Mexico, China, and India, 

There is another feature of this amendment, that the bullion is re- 
quired to be formed into coin or bars at the option of the owner without 
charge. With those words ‘‘ without ch ,”? in the connection in 
which they appear here, there could beno deduction made forany charge 
made in the mint to fit this bullion for coinage or to pay the expenses 
of coinage, none whatever. 

It is true that, under the law as it now stands, gold is coined with- 
out charge. The old coinage charge of one-fifth of 1 per cent. which 
had been maintained for years and years was repealed, I think, upon 
the motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] on the very 
bill which hesaysdemonetized silver. It wasbecausethat mint charge 
was repealed that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and I 
voted against the bill, and yet it was that very bill which the Sena- 
tor thinks accomplished the great evil of the demonetization of silver. 
From that time on no charge has been made for the coinage of gold; 
but the charge for parting and refining, for preparing or stiffening, as 
they call it, or making the metal harder, and for adding the proper 
alloy and making the apportionment, ‘etc., is still a charge upon gold. 
The depositor of gold bullion is liable to a deduction for all these vari- 
ous charges. 

I have here a letter from the Director of the Mint showing the na- 

ture of the charges. But the silver bullion is subject to no charge 
whatever of any kind, either for coinage or for these various purposes, 
In a letter which was received by me this morning giving the particu- 
lars of the charges on gold the Director of the Mint says: 
_ The coinage charge on gold used to be one-fifth of 1 per cent. It was abol- 
ished by the resumption act of January 14, 1875, since when there has been no 
charge for coininggold. The charges forrefining gold bullionat the mints vary 
from 1 cent to4 cents an ounce, according to the quantities of the precious and 
base metals contained in the deposits. ‘There is also a melting chargo and an 
alloy charge. 

All these charges are still made against the producers of gold, but 
under this provision there is to be no charge; the bullion is to be de- 
posited and either coined into bars or coined into coin without charge. 

Mr. STEWART. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the amendment provides that it shall not be too base for the operation 
of the mint, It has got to be refined bullion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That makes no difference. It is not too base for 
the operation of the mint if it contains one-half alloy. Pure silver 
deposited in the Treasury is sometimes more dificult to prepare for 
coinage than that containing a great deal of alloy, because the alloy 
has to be added to it. It has to be melted and the alloy added to it. 
So whether presented as fine silver, as silver containing only 50, 60, or 
70 per cent., whatever may be the regulations of the mint—I do not 
know them—in whatevér form it is presented it has to be remelted and 
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worked over in order to be prepared for the coinage of silver, which re- 
quires silver of a certain kind, nine-tenths fine, with certain alloys 
which are prescribed by the law, 

I asked the Director of the Mint as to the charges on gold and sil- 
yer and he replied: 


There is nocharge for coining gold atthe mints. It was estimated when we 
began coining the trade dollar that the cost of coining asilver dollar was about 


cen 

_ The cost of refining varies from 1 cent to 6 cents, according to the proportion 
ofthe precious and base metals contained.’ On crude silver deposits it might 
be placed atl cent an ounce as the minimum, 

So, taking at the minimum the cost of refining and taking also 
the cost of coining, which to the Treasury is from 1 to 1}, he says, on 
the trade dollar, 1 cent on a dollar, there are 2 cents to be paid by the 
United States to improve and put into shape the bullion that is thus 
deposited for which we pay $1.29, which is the standard between silver 
and gold coin, and we pay the 2 cents additional on every ounce. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but this is 
a matter about which we want to get at the exact fact. I find in the 
bill reported by him, the bill under consideration, that the fifth section 
has a similar provision, that “whenever the market price of silver 
bullion shall have been continuously for a period of one year” — 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I intend to read 
that section in full, and I ask the Senator to wait. Ido not wish to 
repeat these things over again. Iasstire the Senator I intend to read 
that very section in full in the progress of my remarks. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatsection contains the same provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I submit the letter of the Director of the Mint in 
fall. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. 0., January 12,1891. 

DEAR SENATOR: As requested in your memorandum of this.morning I send 
you inclosed herewith: 

1, Statement of exports and imports of gold in the United States from July 1, 
1800, to January 1, 1801, 

2, Exports and imports of silyer in the United States from July 1, 1890, to De- 
cember 1, 1890, The information for the month of December has not been ro- 
ceived at the Bureau of Statistics from the collectors of customs, and it is not 
possible to furnish the data for that month, but it may safely be averaged as 
aboutthe same as for the month of November. 

3. Statement of the stock of gold and silver in the world. 

4, There is no charge for coininggoldatthe mints. Itwasestimated when we 
Kogai coining the trade dolar that the cost of coining a silver dollar was about 

cent, 

‘The cost of refining varics from 1 cent to 6 cents, according to the proportion 
of the precious and base metals contained. On crude silver depositsit might be 
placed at 1 cent an ounce as the minimum. 

5. The reference on page 229 of my report for the fiscal year 1890 in regard to 
the legal-tender quality of French coins does not relate to the five-frane piece, 
which is unlimited tender, but to the fractional; that is, the two-franc and 
smaller pieces, which have a fineness of .835 and are subsidiary coins, like the 
coins representing fractional parts of our silyer dolar. 

Linclose a brief statement, taken from the report of this bureau on the pro- 
duction of the precious metals, 1886, relative tothe course of silverand the action 
of European Governments in closing their mints to its coinage. 

It may be said that since 1878 the mints of Europe, without exception, have 
been and still are closed to the coinage of full legal-tender silver pieces, and 
that change moncy is the only silver money that has been coined in Europe for 
the last twelve years. 

Trusting this information may prove of value to you, I am, with great re- 


spect, 
E.O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 
Hon, Jons SHERMAN, 


United States Senate. n 


Mr. President, when I ealled the attention of the Senate the other 
day to this matter I expressed my view of the gravity of the situation. 
I said that I believed this measure would tend to change the standard 
of value ofall the property in the United States; thatin time, Icould not 
say when, it would demonetize gold. Thereupon the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], whom I am sorry not to see in his seat, made a 
remark which struck me with great force and I have no donbtit is hon- 
est and sincere. He said: 

If I believed the free coinage of silver would put gold at a premium in this 
country, separate the twometals, derange the business of the country, and cause 
contracts to go to a different basis immediately, Lwould not only hesitate about 
it, but I would certainly refuse to go any further in that direction, 

I say now in all sincerity thatif I believed the free coinage of silver 
would enable us to maintain the value of silver bullion up to the stand- 
ard of gold I should vote for free coinage to-day, and so would every 
member of the Senate, so farasI know. The best evidence of that is 
that in the very bill that is reported and here before us we havea pro- 
vision which the Senator was about to read and which I shall now have 
read, to show what we intended to do and what we promised to do and 
have always understood and desired to do, and no man wants to do it 
more than I. Iask the Secretary to read the fifth section of the bill. I 
have it not before me. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 5. Whenever the market price of silver bullion shall have been continu- 
ously for a period of one year $1 ormore for 371.25 grains of pure silver, all pur- 
chasing of silver bullion by the Secretary of the Treas shall cease, and 
thereupon and ther rany owner of silver bullion not too for the opera- 
tions of the mint may deposit the same in amounts of the value of not less than 
$100 at any mint of the United States, to be formed into standard dollars or bars 
for his benefit and without charge; and at the said owner’s option he may re- 


zeiye instead the equivalent thereof in the Treasury notes of the said act ap- 
proved July 14, 1890, 


Mr, SHERMAN. Whether this section a3 drawn is susceptible to 


the objection of the Senator from Nevada Ido not know. If it is, it 
ought tobe amended. This section was taken, I think, in substance 
from the section that was prepared at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to it on the ground that under existing 
law the event contemplated in the bill, to wit, the continuous price 
of silver at $1 for 371} grains for a year, is impossible. Consequently, 
Lobject to it as a nullity. Ido not object to the language. Thelan- 
guage is very proper and is the same in substance that I have incor- 
porated; but itis to take effect when the event happens. I want to 
have the event happen in my lifetime. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a fatal admission, it seems to me, to this 
whole proposition, that the Senator does not expect by the ordina: 
course of the advance of silver bullion to reach the standard of gold. 
If it is admitted in the Senate Chamber that this can not be done ex- 
cept by paying a bounty of 25 per cent. to the producers of domestic 
silver, I do not believe that there is a particle of use if the bill passes 
the Senate. It is because Senators have not confidence that, with all 
the power of the United States in purchasing bullion, silver will not, 
for causes that are apparent to every intelligent man, advance to the 
old standard ratio; that men like myself and others who are not inter- 
ested in silver, but areonly interested fora stable standard of value in 
the country, fear this proposition. We are perfectly willing, by any 
act whatever of the Government of the United States, by any aid that 
we may render, to advance silver to gold where it will stay; but if it 
is admitted that the parity of the two articles can not exist except by 
the Government of the United States standing as the purchaser of all 
the silyer in the world, or even of our own domestic supply of silver, 
at a price 25 per cent. above the market value, then it is a thing that 
ought not to be aimed at, and the conclusion to which I shall come in 
a few moments is as absolute as any problem in Euclid. 

Mr. TELLER. {should like to ask the Senatorif he will state who 
has made that statement. Certainly nosilver man has ever made such 
a statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Senator from Nevada just now 
said that he wanted to see it come about in his lifetime, and he is likely 
to live as long as any of us. 

Mr. STEWART. My statement is this: that until you place silver 
whiere it was, recognize it as money, and createa market for it as you 
do for gold, it will be a commodity, a depreciated commodity; and 
gold would bein the same position if you treated it in the same way, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps this casual remark made by the Senator 
and my reply to it is not very important in this debate; but at the 
same time as a matter of course if I am interrupted I must reply as 
best I can, and I think myself if the Senator will reflect a moment 
that he admits away his whole case in the remark he made. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment, I do not suppose it can have escaped his atten- 
tion that the advocates of free silver and free coinage all over the world 
have asserted over and over again asa fundamental principle that there 
was only one way to put gold and silver on an equality, and that was 
by a law which recognized the two metals as equivalent, upon some 
ratio to be fixed, and not by treating silverasacommodity, but treat- 
ing it as a money metal with all the functions that gold has. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Now Ishall make a remark which I should not 
have made. The law now does fix the ratio for coinage at 16 to 1, and 
thatis all the law can do. The law can not fix the value of silver bul- 
lion nor anything else. Congress is potent in many things; this Gov- 
ernment of ours is strong; but it is not strong enough to fix the value 
of a bushel of wheat or of any article we produce in the country. It 
can not fix the value of silver bullion in the markets of the world. It 
is not powerful enough to do that, nor is any Government powerful 
enough to do it. ; 

When we propose to pay $1.29 an ounce for silyer and it is worth 
$1.05 we undoubtedly give it an advance.and it may possibly at some- 
time or other reacha parity. How long woulditremainthere? Only 
as long as we will pay this price. The market value is the judgment 
of the world, not the judgment of any nation. The market value is 
the judgment of those who deal, who produce, who sell, and who use 
any commodity. It is their wants and their interests that regulate 
market value, and not the laws of men. 

But, passing that now, let me proceed. During the absence of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is now present, I read a re- 
mark made by him that I need not repeat, but he and I desire the 
same thing. We both desire a bimetallic standard of silver and gold, 
and if any act of mine would accomplish that it should be rendered as 
cheerfully and as heartily as any act of my life. But here is the fact. 
There is a difference between the market value of silver and gold and 
the ratio fixed by law for the coinage of silver. The market value of 
gold and the market value of silverareseparatefrom eachother. Gold 
being considered as the standard, silver rises or falls, and that has 
continued now for fifteen years in our country, and we have tried va- 
rious modes to prevent it. The problem we have to solve is, how can 
we maintain two articles of unequal value the equal of each other? 
How can we maintain silver and gold, which vary in the markets of the 


world, at the ratio we propose by law? 
There are twotheories on this subject. Both of them are entertained 
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honestly by intelligent men. One of them is, first, alimit to the coin- 
age of the cheaper metal and its maintenance by redemption at par 
with the dearer metal. That is bimetallism as I understand it; that, 
although the price of bullion may vary in the market, yet we will 
maintain the coinage valne and the purchasing power of the cheaper 
metal at the higher standard by receiving it and redeeming it if nec- 
essary. That is what I call bimetallism. The other theory is the 
free coinage of the cheaper metal without limitation. That means 
monometallism. Nothing else can designate it. If any article is al- 
lowed to be coined which is cheaper than another, the cheaper article 
will take the whole volume of circulation and the dearer article will 
either be hoarded by those who value it higher or be exported to other 
countries where its use is demanded. Now, is there any doubt about 
that? 

Both these theories have been tried in the United States and in other 
countries, but I shall only cite the example in our own country. I 
beg to call the attention of my Democratic friends to this subject be- 
cause they have in former times, except in the beginning, fixed these 
standards of value. 

In 1792 gold-was undervalued by the legal relation of 15 of silver to 
lof gold. Thiswasthe standard of coinage until 1834. At the begin- 
ning of the Government everybody is familiar with the correspondence 
and the co-operation of Alexander Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson in 
fixing the ratio, which they fixed at 15 to 1, and perhaps made a slight 
mistake in doing so; and yet that slight deflection from the standard 
that was adopted only three or.four years afterwards by the French 
Government demonetized gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill state to the Senator that the French ratio was 
adopted in 1785 and then readopted. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was at the time of the readoption I speak of, 
in1795. Gold wasdemonetized. There was none of itin the country. 
The history of the country shows that. In 1834, during the adminis- 
tration of General Jackson, the ratio was changed for the purpose of 
bringing gold into the United States and circulating it as money. I 
will read what the Secretary of the Treasury in General Jackson's time 
said about this subject-matter. 

This subject early excited the attention of financiers. Mr. Gorham, 
in his report of May 4, 1830, as Secretary of the Treasury, forcibly 
says: 

Amidst all the embarrassments which have surrounded this subject since the 
adoption of metallic standards of property, it is remarkable that governments 
have so tenaciously persevered in the effort to maintain standards of difer- 
ent materials, whose relation it is so dificult to ascertain at any one time, and 
is so constantly changing; and more especially when a simple and certain 
remedy is within the reach of all. This remedy is to be found in the estab 
lishment of one standard measure of property only. The eyil of having two 
or more standards arises, as already observed, from the impossibility of so fix- 
ing their relative values by Inw that one or the other may not, at times, be- 
come of more value in the market than estimated b; Sas AITAC and, when 
a nay ty will be bought and sold according to its market value, regard- 

The proposition that there can be but one standard in fact is self-evident, 
‘The op! n of governments charged with this duty is therefore between hay- 
ing property mcasured sometimes by gold and sometimes by silver, and select- 
ing that metal which is best adapted to the purpose for the only standard, 
Why the latter course has not been universally adopted itis not easy to explain, 


unless it may be attributed to that prevalent delusion which seeks to secure 
the possession of gold and silver by restraining their exportation and avoiding 


the payment of debts rather than improving the public economy by giving 
every facility to it. 
I could read also from the leading lights of the Democratic party in 


those days, especially from Thomas H. Benton, who was determined, he 
said, ‘to have the mint drops shine through the silken purses of our 
people,” and he, more than perhaps almost any other, aided in bring- 
ing about the change of ratio to 16 to 1, by which gold again became 
monetized and silver coin, being undervalued at that ratio of 16 to 1, 
disappeared from circulation. 

I remember when a boy the silver coins we had after these ‘‘Benton 
mint drops” came into being were picayunes and York shillings and 
other kinds of shillings and Mexican coins, all of them defaced and 
worn. That was our silver coin, because by this change of ratio the 
silyer coins of the United States had been demonetized. I did not 
know nor did the people know what was the cause of our having silver 
coins from forcign countries, nor the reason why silver was not coined 
here, but only the abraded and degraded coins of other countries were 
circulated. 

Mark you this was a Democratic movement. This continued until 
1854, when, under the lead of Mr, R. M. T. Hunter, during the Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Franklin Pierce, silver was again ially mone- 
tized by being coined as asubsidiary coin containing about 14 of silver 
to 1 of gold. The result was that this subsidiary coin as a limited 
legal tender supplied the ordinary wants of our people for minor coin- 
age, and it was not undertaken to put silver anywhere else except as 
a minor coin with a limited legal-tender quality. 

Now, if silver was ever demonetized by law then was the time; and 
from that time on until this hour we have this subsidiary coin filling 
the channels of circulation for change. 

Mr. President, let me state another fact which I will ask Senators 
to ponder over. In every country in the world where there is free coin- 
age of silver gold is demonetized or quoted at a premium. I will come 
in a few moments to the case of France, which I have thoroughly looked 


k 


into, and I shall be able to give the exact law of the French Govern- 
ment under which they have acted; but the broad proposition I make 
now is that in every country in the world where there is free coinage of 
silver gold is demonetized or is quoted at a premium, ‘There is no 
country in Europe that now has free coinage of silver. Of France and. 
any of the Latin nations that are quoted often here as being on thesil- 
ver standard not one has free coinage of silver, and indeed they have 
entered into stipulations with cach other that the only silver coin that 
ever was a legal tender for all purposes in France, the 5-frane piece, 
should not be issued by either of the nations except by consent of all 
the others. 

Now, I ask, under these circumstances, what intelligent man would 
pay in gold any debt or obligation when he could take silver pul- 
lion, costing less in the markets of the world, to the mint and re- 
ceive money, Treasury notes, alegal tenderfor alldebts? Why would 
he not do it? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if the mints were all open whether 
there would be any bullion at less than the mint value of the bullion? 
If the mints were open for the reception and coinage of silver, would 
there be any bullion price? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The mints of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; they would buy it from abroad. They 
would buyit from all the $3,800,000,000 thatare in sight. I willcome 
to that presently. Why not? 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask a question right there. Can 
the Senator cite an instance where the mints were open that the bullion 
value was less than the coin? ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. When were the mints open for the coinage of 
silver? 

Mr. STEWART. In 1673. Citean instance anywhere in the world 
where the bullion value of silver was less than the coin value previous 
to the legislation of 1873. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican quote this instance, which fortifies my dr- 
gument with tenfold strength, that when silver was at a premium, as 
it was in 1873, it was demonetized; and so for years, in order to get 
the benefit of the use of silver and to prevent its exportation, we had 
to reduce it below the legal standards; and when the ratio was adopted 
in 1834 all the silver of our country fled from the country, because it 
was valued in other countries higher than 16 to 1. 

Mr. STEWART, Then it had greater value than the mint valuein 
this country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly; and thesame law that demonetized 
silver in 1834, because it was undervalued-—— 

Mr. STEWART, Butin thiscountry were not the bullion value and 
the coin yalue the same ? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. When? 

Mr. STEWART, Before silver was demonetized. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ihave already said that from 1792 to 1834 gold 
was demonetized because it was undervalued and after that silver was 
demonetized because it was undervalued. The same law applies to 
both metals, for sometimes one is higher than the other, and the only 
way by which they have ever been kept at the coinage ratio is by the 
Government buying the bullion in the open market, coining it, and re- 
ceiving the coin and holding it and maintaining it at a parity with the 
other. 

Mr, President, the Bland bill—and here is a fruitful general topic 
of controversy—the Bland bill as it passed the House of Representatives 
was a free-coinagebill. Nobodydoubtsthat, The Bland billisspoken 
of here as having been the law of the land. ` The Bland bill never was 
the law of the land. I will ask the Secretary to read the Bland bill 
as it came to the Senate, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted,ete., That there shall be coined, attheseveral mints of the United 
States, silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains Troy of standard silver, aspro- 
vided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and super- 
scriptions provided by said act; which coins, together with all silver dollara 
heretofore coined by the United States of like bby Fed and fineness, shall bea legal 
tender, at their nominal value, for all debtsand dues, publicand private, except 
where otherwise provided by contract; and any owner ofsilver bullion may 
deposit the same at an United States coinage mint or assay office, to be coined 
into such dollars, for his benefit, upon the same termsand conditions ns gold 
bullion js deposited for coinage under existing laws. 

Src. 2, All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If that bill had become a law the United States 
would have been a monometallic nation, with silver as the standard 
and gold ata premium. The bill, however, when it came to the Sen- 
ate was entirely changed in its character. The Senate adopted the 
other mode I havealready alluded to by limiting the amount of bullion 
to be purchased and coined for circulation. I have here what is called 
the Bland-Allison law. The entire character of the Bland bill was 
changed. The Jaw limits the purchase of bullion not to exceed four 
million and not less than two million dollars, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and changed the whole character and words 
ofthebill. Thereis not asingle feature of the Bland bill in the Bland- 
Allison law, whether of word or phrase, but it is entirely changed. 
The Senate passed a substitute based upon a different principle. 
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The Bland bill was monometallic, the Allison bill was bimetallism. 
Tt did by silver precisely what Mr. Hunter did in 1853 by limitations; 
it prevented the purchase of an undue quantity, so as not to displace 
the gold of the country. It required silver to be boughtat the market 
price in the markets of the world, to be coined for the benefit of the 
people of the United States and to be maintained at the of gold by 
the power of the United States in receiving the silver do making 
them a legal tender and protecting tlem from overissue. It was a 
good bimetallic measure. 

Now, not only did that act provide for bimetallism, but it contained 
an invitation toall the nations of the world to join in securing the fixity 
of value of the two metals, the last section providing as follows: 


That immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite the 
governments of the countries composing the Latin Union, so called, and ofauch 
other European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in 
a conferance to adopt a common ratio between gold and silver, for the purpose 
of establishing internationally the use of bimetallic money and securing fixity 
ofrelative value between those metals, 


That was the Bland-Allison bill. It passed the Senate and was ac- 
quiesced in by the House of Representatives. It was the very anti- 
pode of the Bland bill. ‘When Senators here quote the Bland bill as 
being the law of the land they make a grave mistake. It never was 
the law of the land. It would have accomplished the results that I 
deplore asthe probable resultof the pending amendment. The Bland- 
Allison bill did not threaten such results, but under the powers given 
by it to the Treasury Department it was in aline of bimetallic money, 
and the silver coin has been maintained at a par with gold all the time, 
whilesilyer bullion has gone down steadily in the markets, 

Mr. STEWART. Willthe Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator pronounces that a good bill. Did 
he not say it would be ruinous to the country if we should coin more 
than $50,000,000? * 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that in a moment, if the Senator 
will allow me, and he will find it like a good many other stories that 
are told. I do not want to use any discourteous language about it. 

Now, let us go a little further. The Senator only leaps a little too 
fast; that is all. 

Iam charged with opposing the Bland bill. SoTI did. T looked 
over an interview I had with the committee of the House of Represent- 
atives in regard to that, andI did say, being called before them when 
I was Secretary of the Treasury, that if that bill was passed in my 
judgment it would make an entire revolution in your money affairs; 
that the free coinage of silver meant the single standard of silver. 
All that I said then I agree to now. But I did not oppose the Bland- 
Allison act. On the contrary, when I was called before the committee 
of the Senate upon the subject I said that I believed the Bland-Alli- 
son act—not the Bland bill, but the act as it passed—vwould be in 
aid of resumption. So far as I know I did not uttera word against its 

assago. 

: It is true that President Hayes, with the independence that always 
marked him and with a desire to promote the interests of the country, 
having fears that even sucha law withits limitations might lead to the 
sameresults as the Bland bill, vetoed the act, and I have his veto message 
here before me. I willread s single passage of it. The President goes 
on and speaks of the standard of money during the time when theont- 
standing bonds were issued, and he believed that the right to pay du- 
ties in silver and certificates for silyer deposits might have the effect to 
impair the obligation of our bonds. Itwas before the bonds had been 
paid off, before the refunding process had scarcely commenced. He 
believed it would affect injuriously our public credit. He says: 


In view of these facts it will be justly regarded as s grave breach of the public 
faith to undertake to pay these bonds, principal or interest, insilver coin worth 
in the market less than the coin received for them. > 


This was the view of the President of the United States, and he sent 
his message here and it was overruled by Congress. Here is a signifi- 
cant paragraph in his message: 

Itis said that the silver dollar made a legal tender by this bill will under its 
operation be equivalent in value to the gold dollar, Man supporters of the 
bi believe this, and would not justify an attempt to pay debts, either public or 
private, in the coin ofinferior value to the money of the world, 

That stated the precise position I was known to occupy. I have 
heard all this stuff about what I have done in respect to the Allison 
act over and over again without ever rising in my place or saying a 
word, because I did not wish to say anything that might be constrned 
asa breach of confidence between myself and the man I honored as 
President of the United States, But nosuch instinct as that seems to 
have entered into the mind of any one who arraigned me for this veto 


message. 

Now, that I did go before the Committee on Finance to say what I 
have said in regard to the Allison law, that it might be and had been 
used in aid of resumption, is a matter of record. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if in the same state- 
ment he did not state before the House committee, of which Mr, Buck- 
ner was chairman, that we might perhaps go to the extent of $50,- 
000,000 without driving gold ont, and possibly $100,000,000, but not 
beyond that. Did not the Senator make that statement before the 
House committee? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Without the report before me I could not say. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator says he did notsay it, I shall go to 
the trouble of hunting it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [tell the Senator to hunt it up. Ido not know 
anything about that; I do not remember it. 

Now, the whole tone of this debate on the part of the Senator from 
Colorado has been irritable to the last degree, like a schoolmaster boss- 
ing his boys, as I think I shall explain more fully hereafter. We are 
not children here. Certainly I have passed the age of infancy. 

Now, let us look a little further into this matter. I did say that I 
believed thatif the continued purchase of silver bullion was continued, 
in the end it might threaten the value of our other silver coin, I be- 
lieve now, and I have said so over and over again, that the mistake of 
the Allison act was that it required tho coinage of the silver dollar. 
We have coined 376,000,000 silver dollars under that act at a cost of 
$5,000,000, and yet now this same coin in the form’of bars would not 
only be worth more as bullion than the silver dollars, but it could be 
more safely or cheaply hoarded, more easily taken care of, as bullion 
piled away in the vast depositories of the Government than as coin. 

Now, I will recur toanother matter. My friend from Arkansas [Mr, 
BERRY] arraigned me for discriminating againstsilver underverypecul- _ 
iar circumstances. He is not present in his seat, and I do not know 
whether in the criticism that he made here he intended to find fault 
with what I did. I supposed that all the silver men of the country 
thought I did right, and I do not understand him to say differently; 
but he quotes the action of the Treasury Department in September, 
1880, as being unfriendly to silver. I can say without fear of contra- 
diction that that law as it passed in 1878 was fully, fairly, and openly 
carried out in good faith. Not only that; I used the silver certificates 
for purposes that were not even contemplated by Congress, but which 
the law clearly authorized. When the amount of silver coin had 
reached in 1880 over $90,000,000 or $100,000,000, some silver certifi- 
cates had been issued, but they came back in the ordinary course of 
business in the Treasury Department, 

In the fall of 1880 there was a}most remarkable demand for bread- 
stuffsand corn and cotton and wheat from Europe on America, probably 
the largest exportation of our farm products that ever oceurred or that 
may occur for many years to come. European money, gold in every 
form, was brought into the country and there was no currency to carry 
on the operation, To pay out this moneyin gold coin or silver dollars 
would be inconvenient to those who were engaged in the purchase of 
these articles. Seeing here an opportunity to strengthen the gold re- 
serve in the Treasury and in clear obedience to law, which authorized 
the issue of silver certificates for the deposit of gold andsilver bullion, 
we did issue a ae amount of silver certificates, We did with those 
certificates buy gold at par, because, for the temporary purpose desired, 
of paying for the products of the country, tho silver certificates were 
more convenient in form than any other money. The merchantsonly 
wanted that which would buy the products of our country; they were 
in a hurry about it; and in that way within two or three months we 
bought $66,000,000 of gold bullion for $68,000,000 of silver certificates, 

Now, instead of being considered as a discrimination against silyer 
I think that was the highest evidence of the usefulness of the Allison 
act, and, so faras I know, the first complaint which has ever been made 
about that, if it was a complaint, was by the Senator from Arkansas, 

I can say that that Jaw was always obeyed, and, as I believe, al- 
though I do not seo that itanswers any very striking purpose cone boos 
a means and a basis for the issue of notes, at the same time it has been 
so managed that if there were any dangers to spring from it they have 


“been checked by the executive authorities, within the discretion of the 


law, and that, too, not only by Republican Administrations, but more 
severely and harshly even, if that word can be applied, by the Demo- 
cratic Administration of Mr. Cleveland, 

Now, sir, what has been the experience under the Bland-Allison 
act? We coined 376,246,888 silver dollars. We have maintained 
them at par with gold, not for their intrinsic value, but because tho 
Government of the United States could do so with its ample credit 
and with the great mass of bullion behind it. ‘Those silver dollars as 
bullion were not equal in value to the amount at which they were 
coined, but still there was the obligation of the United States, there 
was the injunction of the United States that these silver dollars and 
the silver certificates should be receivable for all public dues, should 
be treated as money in its broader sense. That was enough to main- 
tain this great mass of silver coin up to the standard of gold, although 
the bullion of which these coins were made was going down day by 
day in the markets of the world. 

There is nowin the Treasury $320,000,000. They couldnotbe forced 
into circulation with all the efforts that have been made by every per- 
son charged with this duty, The amount in circulation has varied 
from fifty to sixty-seven millions and has never gone beyond that sum, 
which it is to-day. The coins were too heavy, too bulky, our people ~ 
were too much accustomed to the issue of paper money to desire to 
handle these great disks coined for the dollar. They were therefore 
kept in the Treasury, and, as a basis of paper money, they have an- 
swered the purpose very well. I hayeno objection to them, and, when 
last session it was agreed to adopt this same policy by a bill to increase 
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the amount of purchases of silver bullion, although I think the amount 
was too large, yet as it was accompanied with the discontinuance ot 
the coinage of the dollar, I heartily and cheerfully supported it, as all 
Senators know. The principle was there, the maintenance of the par- 
ity of these two metals by the power of the Government in coining, 
whatever might be the market value of the bullion. 

Now, sir, if the Bland bill had been passed we should have been to- 
day on the silyer standard. The Allison bill passed and we are to- 
day on what I think is the gold standard, using silver to a greater ex- 
tent than any other country probably except France alone. And now 
I wish to correct the gravest mistakes made as to the use of silver by 
France and the Latin nations. 

The Latin nations formed their monetary union ata time when the 
condition of the two metals was precisely the reverse of what it is 
now. When the Latin Union was first formed in 1865 it was not to 
advance silver. At that time silver was at a premium of 3 per cent. 
in France and G per cent. in our country over gold, and they could not 
maintain the silver coins in circulation in those countries for the same 
reason that we could not maintain silver coin in 1853. The Latin 
Union was simply a copy of the principles involved in the law framed 
by Mr. R. M. T. Hunter; that is, it was an arrangement on the part 
of these countries that they would maintain the two metals whatever 
may be the standard of coin—for it was then 15} to 1 in France—they 
would maintain them at a parity with each other. At that time gold 
was threatened. It was believed by some of the scientists of Europe 
that gold would gradually decreasein value on account of the enor- 
mous production then coming from the Comstock lode and from Aus- 
tralin; and Mr, Chevalier, one of the ablest of them, proposed that 
there should be a union or combination between silver and gold to pre- 
vent the standards of value falling lower and lower by the fall in the 
market value of gold. 

It was under these circumstances that the Latin Union was formed 
to maintain the parity of their gold and silver circulationalike. They 
agreed about how much should be issued by each country. That was 
the origin of the Latin Union. By buying the bullion and suspending 
the coinage of the dearer metal they proposed tokeep and maintain the 
equality of the two upon their ratio of 15} of silver to 1 of gold. That 
treaty has been, I think, renewed two or three times. At any rate, 
the last renewal in 1885. was for only five years, and the Latin Union 
expired on the Ist day ot January, 1891. It is nowsimply kept in ex- 
istence at the will of the respective parties year by year. 

* Isaid awhile ago that these Lation nations do not differ in their 
financial policy from ourselyes in any very material degree, but in some 
details they do. They do not coin silver as we do. We are more lib- 
eral to silver by far than they are in France; and yet we have heard 
France eulogized and all the great prosperity of her wonderful people 
attributed to their possessing free silver and their treatment of silver. 

Sir, I have here before me now the laws of that country; I have here 
the treaties between the Latin nations that regulate their monetary 
relations; and I say now that in France they are not half so liberal 
about silver as we have been for years under the Allison act. Silver 
isnot a legal tenderin France between individuals except for 50 francs. 
Here is the treaty that has just expired, and I must confess that while 
I knew generally of the terms of the treaty I was amazed and sur- 
prised when I came to examine it to see the rigor of its provisions. 
The treaty that now exists is contained in the report of the Director 
of the Mint, page 187. 

Mr. TELLER. For what year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. For 1886. Article 5 reads: 

ART, 5. The silver pieces coined according to the conditions of article 4 shall 
he legal tender between private parties of the state that shall hayo issued them 
to the extent of 50 franca for a single payment. 

They are only legal tender for 50 francsin the country where they are 
issued, but they are not made a legal tender in any other country, 

The state which shall have put them in circulation shall receive them from 
its own citizens without limit as to quantity. 

ART. 6, The publiccoffers ofeach ofthe four states shall accept the silver coins 
manufactured by one or more of the contracting states conformably to article 
4 to the amount of 100 francs for each payment made to such coffers. 

So that as against the governments of these countries they received 
them to the extent of 100 francs, or $20, but, as between individuals 
in the States where the coinage was, they werea only legal tender to 
the extent of $10, and were not a legal tender in other countries where 
they had not been issued. 

Here is another thing. Something has been said about their having 
in France what we call the *‘ old dollar of the daddies.” They have the 
five-franc piece, which has been in existence for generations. Five francs 
was the standard. Now, the coinage of that has been suspended by 
the operation of this provision, and so far as I know none of those 
coins have been issued since this provision was made, Here is the pro- 
vision in regard to the five-frane piece: 

The coinage of filve-franc silver pieces is provisionally s ndod andshall not 
be resumed until unanimous agreement in that atina f shall have been reached 
by all the contracting states. 

Senators talk about our demonetizing thesilverdollar. Here thefive- 
francpiece, which was equal and counterpart to one dollar, has been abso- 
lutely suspended foryearsin and years out, and can not be re-established 


by France until after the expiration of this treaty, nor by any of these 
nations except by the consent ofall the others. Notonly that, but these 
silver coins are redeemable in gold coin by the country where issued 
when presented from another country ofthe Union; they are measured 
by gold coin; they are redeemable in gold coin. They are maintained 
at the gold standard by redemption precisely as we maintain oursilver 
coins, by receiving them equally with gold. After providing that tlie 
coinage shall be suspended, the treaty provides: 

However, should one of the states desire to resume the free coinage of five- 
franc silyer pieces it shall have power to do so, on condition of exchanging or 
refunding, during the full term of the present convention, in gold and at sight, 
to the other contracting countries on their demand, the five-franc silver pieces 
stamped with their effigies and circulating within their territory. 

Now, there is the provision. France, asilver nation, one which has 
entered into a treaty with five great powers surrounding her who speak 
largely her language, not only suspending the coinage of silver, limit- 
ing it to the minor pieces a$ we do, suspending the coinage of the five- 
franc piece, agreeing not to issne it as longas these treaties lasted, and 
then providing for its redemption in gold so that it is maintained at 
the gold standard. And yet France asilver country? How ridiculous 
to suppose it. ; 

T had the pleasure of spending one month in France in 1889 during 
the exposition. I was there ata time when money asa matter of course 
was free, money of all kinds in the hands of the people attending the 
exposition, and I never during my period there saw a five-franc piece. It 
was like the dollar of the fathers before it was revived again by the law 
of 1878. It no doubt existed, but its coinage was suspended. It was 
not only suspended temporarily, but it was suspended fora long period 
and could not be restored except by the joint action of five great powers. 
Yet France is a silver nation, and her prosperity and all the wealth and 
growth and strength of her citizens is attributed to the fact that it isa 
silver country! 

It is true that they have a large mass of silver and maintain it just 
as we doby receiving it and redeeming it. The Senator from Colorado 
said they have more silver than gold. I have the returns here. The 
Director of the Mint shows that they have now more gold than silver. 
That is neither here nor there. There is a very large mass, I think 
some $700,000,000, of silver in France. The exact figures I will give, 
as shown by the report of the Director of the Mint. So France is not 
in any sense a silver country, _ 

Sir, when you propose the free coinage of silver drawn from all the 
world, you propose as the standard of all values in the United States 
371 grains of fine silver. You can not flee from that. The market 
value of an ounce of silver is $1.05. Does any Senator here believe 
that the United States alone, unaided by the co-operation of foreign 
powers, can bring the market value of this vast commodity up to one 
hundred and twenty-nine and a fraction cents an ounceand keep it there 
without buying all the outlying silver that these nations from time to 
time wish to get rid of. Idonotthink so. If not, then they propose 
to vote for a proposition which reduces the standard of value on all the 
contracts and obligations made in the United States of America. Some 
may say they are indifferent to'those obligations to creditors who can 
bear the loss. s 

I do not attribute any such sentiment to a member of the Senate of 
the United States. Senators know, as I know, the obligations of con- 
tracts, and how heartily and cordially all parties at all timesin this 
country have adhered to the unbroken faith of the United States. Yet 
you now propose a law the logical result of which will be to establish 
anew ratio of value entirely disconnected with gold, by which 371 
grains of silver bullion in any form not too base, to use the language of 
the amendment, for the purposes of mintage, can be converted into a 
dollar underall circumstances, even in the midst of a panic, and cred- 
itors be compelled to take it and thus lose the difference between the 
present standard of value and the arbitrary price you put upon silver 
bullion, a price it has not reached for fifteen years, and during a large 
portion of those fifteen years it has only been a little over two-thirds 
the value of gold coin, having touched at one time 70 cents on the 
dollar. » 

Mr. President, we have had some experience under the present law. 
I do not see why our friends representing the silver States ought not 
to be satisfied with the operations of that law. Ido not see why the 

le of the United States ought not to bo satisfied with that law. 
tt was a compromise proposition made after grave reflection and by the 
concession of men of different opinions. 

What did that propose todo? We proposed by that Jaw to purchase 
54,000,000 ounces of fine silyer every year, month by month. Thatis 
more than the entire production of the United States, because the 
tables sent by the Director of the Mint showed us that tho highest 
amount estimated last year was 50,000,000 ounces, and I think it was 
said that some five or six million ounces were used in the arts. De- 
ducting that as an article ofmerchandiseit would leave about 44,000,000 
ounces of silver produced in our country over and above that used in 
the arts. 

But when wo asked that the purchase be confined to the production of 
the American mines it was said that a good deal of the silver from 
Mexico flows into our country for reduction, because it can be done 
better here, and there are greater establishments here, and it is an in- 
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dustry that we ought to foster and protect. It was shown that some 
ten or twelve million ounces of silver come in from Mexico, and wein- 
cluded that and took it allin. We provided for the purchase of 54,- 
000,000 ounces a year at the market price, and why should we pay for 
any article higher than the market price? Why should the people of 
Nevada, of Colorado, or any of those States ask the Government of the 
United States to pay a higher price than the market price for a com- 
modity the United States wish to purchase for the common use? Has 
that principle ever been ingrafted into our body politic? Has ever be- 
fore a proposition of that kind been made? I do not know of any. 

We are willing to protect and fosterallindustries. Ishall show that 
we do foster now mines and mining, one of the most profitable indus- 
tries of our country, when I come to speak of the production of silver. 
Now, should we pay mine-owners;more than the market price? If so, 
why? Why can not the farmer say, when his wheat goes clear below 
a living price, ‘‘ Give me now what I ought to have, the average price 
for years??? 

Mr. DANIEL. Willthe Senatorallow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do we pay above the market price for gold and al- 
low it to be freely coined if silver should be at a premium? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We do not pay above the market price for gold. 


Mr. DANIEL. Would we not if we allowed it to be freely coincd- 


into bullion when it was belowsilver? Is notthat thesamething you 
propose about silver now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We receive deposits of gold just as it is proposed 
to receive deposits of silyer, atits market value, and we can only take 
it at the value fixed in the markets of the world. 

Mr. DANIEL. How does this bill involye paying more than the 
market price for silver when it is below the par of gold bullion, any 
more than the free coinage of gold would require us to pay the market 
price for it when it was below the par of silver? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The market value of gold is fixed by the markets 
of the world, and it is stable because so’ many great nations buy gold 
precisely at the same rate we do, and that no doubt tends to fix the 
value. I will say with frankness.to the Senator from Virginia if we 
could have the same co-operation of all the other nations or of a sufi- 
cient number of them to fix a market value of silver no one would be 
more grateful for it than I. But we can not doit, We stand alone 
in this attempt at a free coinage of silver upon a gold standard. If 
the Serator can bring enough recruits from the commercial nations of 
Europe to say to us, * We will stand by you in buying silver bullion 
at $1.29 an ounce,” I should say “amen,” and, if I may be allowed to 
say it, we would go them a little better on that, because we would 
take more than our share and burden of silver to carry out this policy. 

We do by our law of the lastsession withdraw from the money mar- 
ket of the world the whole of the silver we produce in this country and 
some$11,000,000 of that producedin Mexico. Why, isnotthat enough? 
Why ask usto embark in the great sea of uncertainty and attempt to 
do what no nation in the world is rich enough to do? Theré, I think, 
is the mistake. 

Now, that Jaw worked well. The price of silver gradually ad- 
vanced. Itranup. Ihave here the official statement which shows 
the gradual advance of silver until at one time it reached a somewhat 
abnormal price, no doubt by the processes of speculators, Here isa 
statement showing that for six months we purchased 37,895,091 ounces 
of fine silver ata cost of $40,269,500, making an average of $1.06 for the 
whole. Atonetimeittouched, I believe, as high as $1.20. The average 
is $1.06. The average of the six months last past before that act was 
only $1.01, and for the twelve months before that time abont94 or 95. 
I have not the precise figure. 

So the operation of that law did advance the price of silver, and, in 
my judgment, it isall that our friends from the silver-producing States 
should ask us todo. I will say that it is all the silver men asked at 
the last session, It is all that the silver men asked in framing the 
bill. 

Mr. TELLER rose, 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI am mistaken about that Ishouldlike to have 
my statement corrected. 

Mr. TELLER, Ishonld like to correct the Senator so far as I am 
individually concerned. He has no right to make that statement so 
far as I am concerned, I never gave my adhesion to the principle of 
borrowing money to buy silver, I stated distinctly when the confer- 
ence report came in that it wasa makeshift, an expedient, and un- 
suited in every respect to accomplish what we had professed we wanted 
to do, and thatis to make silver the equal of gold as money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from Colorado is going to be the off 
ox on all these questions. He differs with his associates, for I know 
and there are gentlemen around me here who know that his associates 
only asked for four million anda half ounces of silver, and the honor- 
able Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], whom I am glad to recognize as 
one of the most eminent and brilliant men, probably one of the best 
informed scientists or metallists in this country, said that was all that 
was desired and it was all he asked in the conference, 

Mr. STEWART. E do not think that we agreed that that was all 
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we A palate but we concluded that it was all we could get, and we 
took it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Iam tempted to read what I find 
here, a speech of my friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] in Eureka, 
Nev., published in the Sentinel on the Ist of November, 1890. When 
he went home to his constituents he made them a speech, which was a 
very proper thing to do, andI have no doubt it was a very good speech. 
Here is the speech as reported in that paper, whether correctly or not I 
am too far away to know. But here it is, and I will read it, In 
speaking about the silver bill he says: 


The bill proposed by my colleague was not ns good as the present one (the 
Sherman compromise), The Prosident, although for silver, believed there were 
mountains of silver, We talked about it. TELLER, JONES, and I met Harrison 
every day and talked about silver. The Senate free-coinage billdid not con- 
template free coinage; it merely meant that notes should be redeemed by bul- 
lion. New York Democrats voted against itand defeated it. We got the West- 
ern States in and became strong, We were fond of the tariff bill, but we said 
all tariff legislation must stop until the silver bill was brought up, 

Mr. STEWART gave credit to his colleague for his industry and forco in man- 
oging the silver question. 

Mr. Stewart said: “ For change Ionly want subsidiary pii I only want 
silver in bars piled up inthe Treasury. Free coinage is impracticable. itis all 
poner nnd men are dishonest who wantit. We want the unlimited use of 
silver. à 

[Langhter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Idid not hear the last clause. Read it again, 

Mr. SHERMAN. This report says here: 

Mr. Stewant said: For change, I only want subsidiary coinage. I want sil- 
ver in bars piled up in the Treasury. Tree coinage isimpracticable, It 1s all 
nonsense, and men aro dishonest who want it, 


That is what created the laughter. [Laughter.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I go on with this speech. 

This [Sherman Comprenrae: bill gives us what we want. Why, silvor had 
the same purchasing power when low as when high; ithoughtas much wheat 
in India and the Argentine Republic when it was low as when it was high. Tho 
silver fight js won. We have won a great victory. = 

I have no doubt he was highly applauded in that. 


Tho Director of the Mint says we produce yearly $54,000,000 of silver, but Mr. 
STEWART does not believe we produce over $45,000,000, ‘The production of 
silver can’t be increased without great bonanzas,” They have given out and 
smaller mines must take their places. Bonanzas create great excitement. We 
will have better times in Nevada when we have more small mines.” 
$ AAAS is going to par, If we had free coinage the gold bugs would have de- 

ented us, 


Where those gold bugs live I should like to know. 

If you could have gotfour and a half millions would you not haye taken it? 
Isn'tit a step towards restoring silver? 

Here is the editorial comment upon that speech. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator comments on that, will he allow 
me to state what I did say? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I think it but fair that the Senator 
should state it. 

Mr. STEWART. That was a labored attempt to misrepresent what 
I did say, and I must admit that it was a great success with that view. 
I did state that the purchase of four and a half million ounces of silver 
was better for the miners than the two millions that the Treasury pur- 
chased under existing law. I further stated that simple free coinage 
without a bullion fund, which depended upon appropriations or a pro- 
vision for the issuance of legal-tender paper when the bullion was de- 
posited, would not answer the purpose, because the capacity of the 
mints would not admit of the coining of more than two million and a 
half of silver and the necessary gold that would be coined; and thatit 
would be in the power of the Mint authorities, of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to limit the amount of silver thatshould be absorbed by the 
capacity of the Mint. I said further the capacity of the Mint would 
be very small if they had that control, and if we had a mere free coin- 
age under such provisions it would open anew contest for the construc- 
tion of more mints; that free coinage without such a provision would 
be a delusion, and we would have thesame conflict on hand. 

I never said that I did not want free coinage. On the contrary, I 
said I wanted free lets. and I wanted a further provision of some 
kind so that the owner of bullion when it was deposited would get his 
money,and with the present capacity of the Mint Í knew he would not, 
and that I had always advocated free coinage. That report was a la- 
borious attempt to misrepresent what I did say. ‘The law now, I say, 
is a step in the right direction—— . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the Senator has stated what he wanted 
about his speech. 

Mr. STEWART. What I have said abont itis that it was-a labored 
attempt to misrepresent my position through and through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Thatis allright. I think it is but fair to the 
Senator that he should have an opportunity of giving his own state- 
ment, I have read it becanse—— 

Mr. STEWART, I will say further that that paper was run by a 
man who was a candidate for Congress, who was trying to make out 
that he was a better silver man than his opponent. 

Mr. TELLER. He wasa Democrat, 

Mr. STEWART. He was a Democrat running for Congress against 
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Mr. BARTINE, and he was trying to make it appear that he was the 
only silver man in the world. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould dislike to enter into that kind of a con- 
troversy myself. 

Now, whatever may be said about the law, I think, as the Senator 
from Nevada is reported to have said, that it was a very wise law. It 
was a good compromise. It would maintain the policy of the Goyern- 
ment, which was always to maintain the parity of the two metals. 
That it would have done, and it would have furnished a market for all 
the silver production of the country. Then, besides, it contained a dec- 
laration which I think is a bond of honor, and I do not see how any 
one who voted for that bill can regard it in any other light. There 
was œ declaration thatit was the established policy of the United States 
to maintain the parity of the two metals. Within a year since that 
law was passed a measureis proposed that will disturb this parity, and 
that, I believe in the judgment of all Senators, will tend to disturb it. 

There are some results flowing from the large purchase of silver 
which indicate slightly what would be the effect of the free coinage 
of silver. Forinstance, in late years, since the accumulation of silver 
dollars inthe Treasury, gold has steadily goneaway from our country. 
T have here a table of imports and exports, showing that from 1879, in 
the main, to 1888 we had a very large importation of gold, amounting 
in all to $260,000,000. Since 1888 the flow of gold from this country 
has been going on, not rapidly increasing, but every year the balance 
is against us. From 1883 to 1890 the exportation of gold was $100,- 
000,000, Within the last three years the exportation of gold was over 
560,000,000. 

Mr. President, let us go a little more closely into another examina- 
tion as to the probable effects of free coinage. I say the immediate 
effect will be to largely increase the exportation of gold. At present, 
no doubt, to some extent gold is hoarded. I haye a statement here 
that $36,000,000 of gold has been hoarded, according to the returns 
made from the banks and from other sources. Whether it is true I do 
not know; itis not official. It is sufficient to ssy that the process of 
hoarding is going on day by day, and if this measure passes every man 
of ordinary business judgment will agree with me that gold will go off 
more and more until an alarm will be created, and the process of hoard- 
ing will go on in our own country, and of exportation to foreign coun- 

ries, 

Who can doubt it? We havein this country, according to the state- 
ments submitted to us, over $700,000,000 of gold gathered here as the 
result of our resumption policy. All our transactions are based upon 
gold. That $700,000,000 is now being slightly diminished by the ex- 
portation caused by the purchase of silver bullion, because in most 
cases, as it was shown by writers in New York, the very Treasury notes 
that were issued for the silyer purchased under the law of last year 
were presented and converted into gold, which is now hoarded in our 
country. That is the statementmade. How far that has gone I donot 
know and no one can tell, but at the very moment this bill passes, 
yea, in fear of its passage, every day gold is being hoarded, and as soon 
as the fate of this bill is determined, if it shall bein favor of free coin- 
age, then the exportation of gold will necessarily and naturally in- 


crease, 

It is true I can notsay what will occur in the future, but is not that 
the judgment of every Senator who hears me? Gold practically being 
then no longer the sole standard of value, when the standard of value 
will be 371 grains of pure silver, worth less in the markets of Europe 
and in our own country than the gold in the dollar, the inevitable 
effect will be the exportation of gold, and the very silver that we buy 
at this enormous price will be paid for with gold, because the Treasury 
notes that are issued for this bullion can be converted into gold. 

Sometimes it is said, and it was said in the debate the other day, 
‘*No; the Secretary of the Treasury may pay in silver. If these Treas- 
ury notes are presented for redemption he may pay in silver dollars.” 
That would only accelerate the current. Let the Government of the 
United States once make the distinction between gold and silver and 
refuse to pay gold and pay silver, that again would be a dicredit 
to your silver and that again would result in the exportation and 
hoarding of gold. Is there any doubt about so simple a proposition 
as this? I think not, The result would be that while our currency 
would be expanded by the issue of Treasury notes it would also be 
contracted by the retirement ot gold from our country, for although 
this gold is held in great masses and largely in the cities, yet it is the 
base of all the great transactions now being had. This $700,000,000 
of gold during the recent panic was a fund which was at least a secur- 
ity of safety which could be drawn upon and upon which money could 
be borrowed at the very lowest possible rates. It was just as much 
TE RuD as if it was passing from hand to hand in the daily wants 
of life, 

Mr, President, another effect of the passage of this free-coinage bill 
would be to increase the importation of silver. Who can doubt that ? 
It has already caused the importation of silver and reversed the whole 
current of our commerce in silver. Up to the time of the passage of 
the law of last session we always exported more or less silver. Under 
the Allison act we purchased about one-half of the production of the 
silver mines, which went into the Treasury, and the other half, less 


what was consumed in the arts, was exported to foreign countries. For 
a period of years we have exported silver bullion. 

By the act of last session, however, we turned the tide and we had 
at once importations of silver bullion. Wenot only used all we pro- 
duced as the basis of Treasury notes, but we imported silver. I have 
here a statement from the mints, showing that from July to December 
we imported $13,402,023 of silver, and we exported $10,083,113, so 
that the balance of importationsis against us. If this bill were passed 
the importations of silver would come flowing in upon the country. 

Why, Mr. President, in the first place, you have the production of 
our’ country and the production of Mexico and all the South American 
States handed to us, and thatalone would amount in coinage value to 
about $130,000,000. I will give the precise fignres ina moment, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like the Senator to give me the statement 
again of the imports and exports of silver. Ihave a statement here 
myself, and the Senator has one which is very different from the way I 
haye it from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The statementI have was prepared at the Treas- 
ury Department. Ido not myself know anything about it. There 
is an excess of imports oyer exports of $3,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is referring to the city of New York 
alone, and, if he will allow me, I will say that the imports of silver 
from the Ist of July up to the 1st of January amounted to about 2577, - 
000 more than the exports from New York alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what table does the Senator read? 

Mr. TELLER. A table from the Treasury Department, of the im- 
ports and exports at all the ports. The Senator uses a table covering 
the port of New York alone. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish tho Senator would put the two together, 
so that I can have them in proper form. I only desire to make the 
statement as correct as possible. 

Mr. President, where is the stock of silver to come from? Senators 
bave told us over and over again that every country in the world uses 
its silver to its utmost extent, maintains it, holds on to it, and values 
it at a higher rate than we propose to pay for it—that is, at the ratio 
of 15} to 1; but Ifind by this table that there is in sight, as shown 
by the returns of the different nations of the world, $3,820,571, 346 
worth of silver. Senators must remember that all the circumstances 
favor the importation of silver. The Latin Union has terminated. 
Italy itself will be compelled to buy in its silver at gold prices and re- 
deem it in gold prices, and the people of Italy can not find a better 
market in the world for its silver than we would furnish them. 

Why, sir, they could sell to us all their silver at $1.29 an ounce 
when they. could only sellit in the markets of the world for the market 
value. The great dread of the termination of the Latin Union is the 
throwing upon the markets of an immense amount of silver held by 
that Union, the precise figures of which I cannot give, for I have them 
not now before me. If the Latin Union should attempt to settle up 
and close out, as a bankrupt would close out, and abandon their policy, 
as nanyof them are inclined to do, as Belgium has partially done, as 
Switzerland is now doing, and as Italy threatens to do, and retire from 
the Latin Union (for it has now expired, and each nation can retire if 
it will, on condition, however, that it rae in gold coin for the ont- 
standing silver circulation), where will Italy get that gold coin easier 
than in the United States and where will all these Latin nations get 
it? Tosay that France would notsell itssilver because it would have 
to come to us does great injustice to the French people, who are as eager 
to see and avail themselves of a chance of a good trade as any other 
people in the world. ; 

Russia is now threatening to become a gold country, and so with» 
other nations. 

At this time, when the market of silver is in the most disturbed state 
possible, when we alone, a giant, it is true, single-handed, are bulling 
silver against the world, and the Latin Union and the other nations are 
seeking amore stable standard in gold, we step into the market to buy 
silver at 20 per cent. above its market value. So strange a proposition 
strikes me, asa business man, as wonderful, Ican only seein that 
offer, if it should be adopted as a law of the United States, an enormous 
draught floating hitherward millions and hundreds of millions of sil- 
yer from the $3,800,000,000 in sightin the storchouses of the world de- 
tached by having a price offered for it that no one before dreamed of 
and no other nation joins in. 

Mr. President, what is the result? I do not care what estimate you 
may make of the amount that will come into our country, whether it 
be $100,000,000, or $200,000,000, or more; it is sufficient to say that 
you would have first to absorb all the production of the United States 
andall the production of Mexico, and then you would have this draught 
made from all this yast mass of silver coming here to be converted into 
Treasury notes redeemable in coin. If you should pay silver coin in 
their redemption you will soon reach the silver standard not of 16 to 1, 
but of the market value of 371 grains of silver, and if you should not 
pay in silver and insist on maintaining the gold standard according to 
the established law of the land, how long can you doit? How long 
would your $700,000,000 last? The great body of it is covered by ex- 
isting obligations, gold certificates and other forms of obligations, a 
large portion of which is not the property of the United States. 
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Senators, is it not a serious problem to make this offer in the face of 
this store of silver in all the countries of the world? In the produc- 
tion of Mexico and the United States alone—and I have a statement 
before me that will show it—the amount of Treasury notes that would 
be issued upon the coinage value of the domestic production, as esti- 
mated by the Director of the Mint, this year and next year would be 
$122,000,000 of paper money, without regard to the vast accumulated 
stores in other countries in a single year. Thatis the coinage value. 
Hitherto we have been counting silver by the ounce, but we shall have 
to count it by its coinage value, and $122,000,000 would be required 
by the operation of this proposed law to cover our own production and 
that of Mexico, which will come to us under the operations of this 
amendment, without regard to the foreign export. 

Suppose we should issue $122,C00,000 of Treasury notes without any 
additional reserves, would not that bring us to the silver standard? 
Undoubtedly, because it could not be maintained upon the gold stand- 
ard. But if we take any conservative estimate of the amount that 
would come to us from the storehouses of the world ($3,800,000,000), 
and add to that our own production and that of Mexico, how will it 
be possible for the people of the United States to safely issue a volume 
of money so great as would be required by the operations of this bill? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe coinage under a free coinage law has exhausted 
all the silver in this country in’ sightand that in Mexico, it wll, asthe 
Senator from Ohio says, and I think rightly says, put us on a silver 
basis. When we are upon a silver basisand baye driven out gold, will 
there be any longer any temptation to the holders of foreign silver to 
dump it into our mints for coinage into the 412}-grain silver dollar? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. If the Senator complacently looks 
upon the adoption of the single silver standard and if he contemplates 
that, I can see no difficulty in the way. If he is willing to vote for a 
single silver standard, then my argument fails with him, 

Mr. GRAY, The Senator misunderstood me. I did not say that I 
wasin favorof that. Iwasmercly asking forinformation. I wished to 
call hisattention to fact and have his views upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What I am trying to show is that the logical cf- 
fect, the necessary effect of the proposed measure of free coinage will 
bring us to the single silver standard. I do uot say that the people of 
the United States would be utterly ruined by thatstandard, Ithink peo- 
ple will marry and intermarry, live and die, and things will go on about 
asusual. They mightsell their wheat for nominally alittle more money 
measured by the silver standard, but they would get less in the way of 
purchasing power in return, The shrewd, sagacious business man can 
adapt himself to this changed condition. 

Mr. GRAY. My point was, that having come to a silver standard, 
would there be any Jonger any temptation to the holders of foreign sil- 
ver to come here and exchange their silver bullion or silver coin for dol- 
Jars of 4124 grains? 

Mr.SHERMAN. When I comprehend the question I think there 
would, and I would have to answer the question in the afiirmative, 
because I still think we should have to pay more for silver than any- 
body else, for we not only coin the silver, but we take the bullion and 
coin it without charge, which is not done with silver by any other 
country in the world that I know of. The coinage of gold is free im 
England, but notof silver, and so it isin our country. Theadditional 
charges, the additional advantages given by this bill, I think would 
draw silver, even if we were on asingle silver standard. That is, how- 
ever, & matter of opinion. 

I wish to fortify by figures what I say abont the effect of absorbing 
the production of silver of the United States and Mexico. I find that, 
according to the production of 1889, the coinage value of the silver of 
the United States was $64,646,000 and of Mexico $55,517,000. Thisis 
$120,000,000in 1889, In 1890itincreased nearly 10 per cent. So that 
it will require more than I stated, or $130,000,000, to purchase the bul- 
lion which would be produced in the United States and Mexico, with- 
out considering the bullion of the rest of the world. 

The bullion of the world bas a coinage value of $161,287,927. That 
was in 1887. Now I have no doubt it reaches very nearly $190,000,- 
000. That whole amount would naturally be drawn here, and, even if 
not coined, it would be naturally drawn here to a market, and, in my 
judgment, that would rapidly bring us to the silver standard without 
regard to the vast quantity that would come from foreign countries. 

Without stopping to consider the state of affairs which will occur 
after the silver standard isreached, I must say that I contemplate with 
pain and almost with shame the idea that a great country like ours, 
richer in resources than any other country in the world, prond of its 
credit, growing more rapidly than any other, with unbounded facilities, 
should be content to lower our standard of value and join with China 
and Japan and the South American States, which, though highly re- 
spected, have a mixed population and have a great many drawbacks. 
We should not leave the great company of nations which now relig- 
iously and heartily stands by the best standard of value; for, whatever 
may be said of silver, no one can queen that in the great transactions 
of life, in those vast operations which are now being conducted in all 
parts of the world, silver will not answer the purpose. It will be too 


bulky for use, while gold alone will be tho standard of value in inter- 
national transactions. The silver standard may not bring upon our 
country ruin and devastation, and things may go on as they have been; 
still it seems to me its adoption is a lowering of our standard of valne 
without benefit to any part of our people. 

No law of ours can chango the Jaw to which I have referred, which 
is stronger than the law of gravitation, When you substitute anin- 
ferior standard of money it drives outof circulation the superior stand- 
ard. You can have but one standard; you may maintain other things 
up to that standard, but you can not have more than one standard of 
money or of measure orof weight. If youdo, you measure by ashorter 
yard, and the price of your commodity will conform to that yard; the 
price of all articles will conform to it, and the purchasing power of the 
ora that you select will vary day by day according to the demands 
of trade. 

Mr, President, I wish to test by a practical application the effects of 
this proposed amendment. I hope my friend from Nevada [Mx STEW- 
wert will give attention to this. Hedenounced the other day, inlan- 
guage that I sympathized with, the speculators who have gathered in 
12,000,000 ounces of silyer over in New York and now hold that over 
the market and refuse to sell it to the Government at a reasonable 
price. He said, in alluding to thatin his speech, that he did not want 
to help the speculators. I eA cece with him in that feeling; but 
now let me show him what his bill will do for these speculators. 

These speculators, it-is said, hold now 12,000,000 ounces of silver, 
and they are waiting for a market, They are not satisfied to sell to 
the Government of the United States at the market value of silver, 
and they are holding for an advance. Now, if the bill as reported by 
the Committee on Finance should pass they would get the market price 
for their bullion. The Committee on Finance only inserted that first 
section in order to relieve the silver market, supposing the silver men 
of our country, the silver Senators and Representatives, would desire 
that to be done. We now learn that they do not care abont it, and I 
am as ready and as anxions to vote to strike out that section as they. 

But what will be the effect? If our bill had passed as we reported 
it we would have bought that 12,000,000 ounces at 105, which would 
have amounted to $12,600,000. Suppose you pass free coinage; these 
men have their stock in hand and they are there at the doors of the 
Treasury. They will be the first to take advantage of this law, and 
they will dump this silver bullion into the Treasury before the sun sets 
on the day on which the bill becomes a law. What will they then 
get? They will get, at $1.29 per ounce, $15,480,000, or $2,840,000 
profit above the rates at which we could buy. Will not that be the 
first effect of this measure? 

Mr, STEWART. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place,if the bill is passed in the shape 
of an act to relieve speculators, to buy the 12,000,000 ounces they have 
on hand, silver will go up probably nearly to par at once, thus taking 
it all out of the market. é 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the price you pay for it. 

Mr. STEWART, If bonght at the market price, the price would 
goup. Butlet me remark in that connection thatif a bill was passed to 
relieve this lot of speculators, as long as silyer isa commodity it would 
breed another lot of speculators, and another, and another; and that is 
what we object to, We object to silver being a commodity, the foot- 
ball of speculation. We know speculators would make money in this 
instance, but then if you received all the silver that was offered and 
coined it there would be no speculation. There was no speculation 
before silver was demonetized. It was the demonetization of silver, 
reducing it to a commodity, that made it an article of speculation and 
a RAIA Y of speculators for the last seventeen years. We want to 
stop that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thero will be no speculation after we have got 
down to the standard of silver bullion, but there will be speculation 
until that time. ‘There is no doubt about that, 

Tam notin favor now ofthe firstsection of the bil], because, since Ihave 
heard the bad account given by the Senator from Nevada about men 
who are trying to speculate upon it, I am in favor of striking out that 
section, and I think the Committee on Finance are unanimous upon 
that subject. Besides that, I sce the House of Representatives has 
taken some action upon the matter, and it would not be proper for us 
to interfere with that. 

Mr. President, what does all this mean? What is the condition of 
the conntry which requires any remarkable change? Is itnot prosper- 
ous to the last degree? I heard the Senator from Alabama [Mr, MOR- 
GAN] the other day declaiming in most eloquent terms about the coh- 
dition of the South, its growing prosperity, its boundless crop of cotton, 
and the magnificent hope before it in the future; and I sympathize 
heartily with what he said and believe every word of it was true; but 
here you arrest, by change of value, all this growing prosperity. You 
change the standard of value. Cotton may be marked up a cent or 
two a pound, perhaps, although that is doubtful, but the purchasing 
power of what you receive in return will be diminished more than that, 
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Prudent men and speculators and gamblers will look out for them- 
selves. They will take care of themselves. They are shrewd enough 
to guess what isin the future, while the plain farmer, who receives a 
little more for his wheat, will be deceived and misled by being paid 
in an inferior currency; the laborer, whose wages are the last to rise, 
in view of the new condition of affairs will suffer most, He will think 
if his pay is advanced a few cents a day that he has got the benefit of 
the silver Jaw, but he will soon find that the purchasing power of what 
he receives with which to obtain food and clothing has fallen to the 
silver standard, and instead of gaining he will have lost by the polit- 
ical condition of affairs in the country. In the language of Mr. Web- 
ster, applicable to all changes in the standard of value, he will have 
“frctitied the rich man’s field with the sweat of the poor man’s brow.’’ 

Mr. President, though my fears are groundless, as the Senator from 
Nevada thinks that I am a poor prophet, I can see nothing in the fu- 
ture of this measure except distrust, fear, hoarding of gold, the ban- 
ishment of one of the great elements of the currency, a change of values, 
n deception and afraud—not a fraud in the sense that fraud is designed, 
but a fraud actually upon the people who now believe in the free coin- 
age of silver, who believe it will better their condition. According to 
my understanding of it, it will really impair and injure all those who 
depend upon their labor, all the great mass of our people who depend 
upon the productions of the farm and of the workshop. 

I wish now to show another effect which will unquestionably arise 
from this measure. Senators probably have not thought aboutit. I 
have taken great pains with these figures. I have consulted the very 
best authorities, and I will give the authorities for the statements I 
wish to make in regard to the cost of the production of silver. 

We oe es now to pay $1.29 for an ounce of fine silver. What is 
the cost of that production? If it costs $1.29 in labor or in any other 
way, we ought not to buy it for less than it costs for less than it is 
worth. Iam notin favor of cheapening any commodity, but I desire 
to see every commodity have a market value equal to its fair cost, with 
a reasonable profit to the producer. 

I have a statement here, which I have carefully collated from au- 
thorities, which, in my judgment, shows conclusively that the entire 
cost of silver bullion of the United States is but a trifle over 50 cents 
an ounce, and that that xen silver in the form in which it is left by 
the processes forproducingitis now sought to be sold at $1.29, or a profit 
of over 150 per cent, 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know thatI understand the Senator's state- 
ment about that. Does he mean to say that that is what it costs the 
producer of silyer? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; upon the best statistics I can find. I 
will give the Senator the statistics and let him show wherein the cost 
is greater. 

What will be the effect of forcing the production of silver by this 
great advance in its price and its sure and certain market at our mints? 
This production is now at market rates one of our most lucrative and 
increasing industries. As Mr. Bagehot says: 

The value of gold and silver is determined by the cost of production, just like 
that of all other things; that in their case, as in all other cases, what is more 
cheaply produced than usual would be more plentifully produced than usual, 
and that the purchasing power in consequence will be no doubt less. 

That arises from the well-known principle that where any given in- 
dustry is open to the world anybody can go into it if it turns out to 
be reasonably profitable; and so, if it turns out to be greatly profita- 
ble, people will rush into it, and thus, by increasing the product, will 
diminish the price. 

It is important, therefore, toinquire whatis the actual cost of pro- 
ducing silver in the United States and in other silver-producing coun- 
tries. I shall quote two authorities. And first from the report of Dr. 
Kimball, the Director of the Mint, for 1887, page 115: 

Arizona, cost of production, 83.2 cents per ounce fine. 

California, cost of production, 51 cents per ounce fine. 

Colorado, cost of production, 61 cents per ounce fine. 

Montana, cost of production, 43.3 cents per ounce fine. 

Utah, cost of production, 52.5 cents per ounce fine, 

Mr. STEWART. Is the basis of the estimate thereanywhere given? 
Does the Senator take the cost of mines that are bonanzas or does he 
take the average cost of all the labor that produces silver? If he does, 
I will say that any man who says it does not cost $2 of labor and ex- 
pense to get $1 of cither metal, on the average, take it for the period 
of ten years, has not investigated the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can show authorities that are more re- 
liable than the Senator, thongh he lives in a silver-producing State. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘They are not-more reliable. I have seen more of 
the working of the mines than have people who do not live in a silver- 
prodncing country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is the Director of the Mint, an officer of the 
Government, who is bound to make this selection —— 

Mr. JONES, of Neyada. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, I ask the Senatorif he takes the thou- 


sands of mines wherein enormous fortunes haye been sank and which 
are not realizing anything? Are they added or does he fake the mines 
that are paying? What is the calculation based on? 

Mr.SHERMAN, I cannot answer that question because Iam taking 
the report of the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Does he take the Granite Mountain, or 
the Consolidated Virginia, or mines of that character, or does he take 
that vast army of men who have gone to poverty all over the country 
and sunk millions of money of which there is no record made at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take the estimate of the Director of the Mint 
ofthe United States, made on his official authority, and the basis of 
the estimate the Senator can find by the references I givehim. I shall 
give him the estimates of oneof the most distinguished metallists in the 
world, perhaps, Professor Austen, who made the examination in the 
United States, and also of other authorities. Ido not know anything 
about these facts myself, but I give them as official documents, not 
as matters on which I state my own opinion. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator, consider- 
ing the depression of business in the last ten or fifteen years, if, accord- 
ing to the statements made, 30, 40, and 50 per cent. could be earned 
in the business of silver mining, is if not an extraordinary thing that 
the majority of the people of this country do not enter into it? Is it 
not an extraordinary thing that in Massachusetts, and all through the 
Eastern States, where business has been done almost at a loss, whero 
your smelting furnaces are closing up because they can not make a dol- 
lar, when all they have to do is to cross the Missouri River and make 
50 per cent. profit, that they do not do it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will give the authorities here, and it will be for 
the Senator tosay whether the statements are reliable or not. 

The Director of the Mint, in the same report from which I have 
quoted, on pages 90 to 116, gives the cost of producing 17,655,387 
ounces of fine silver in 1887 as $9,242,256, or 52.4 cents per ounce fine, 
as the average cost of production of an ounce of fine silver in this 
country. 

Professor Austen, of the royal mint in London, carefully investi- 
gated the cost of production of fine silver in this country, and he tes- 
tified to that effect before the royal monetary commission, December 
9, 1886. Ihave sent for the document. I think it is the same docu- 
ment the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] quoted several times 
in debate. : 

The testimony of Professor Austen is in the first report of the royal 
commission, pages 62 to 67, and appendix in same volume, page 325, 
now before me. From his testimony it appears that the cost of pro- 
duction of silver is as follows: 


Arizona... ...008t of production... 83.2 cents per ounce fine. 
California. .cost of production... 51.0 cents per ounce fine. 
Colorado.. .cost of production... 60.2 cents per ounce fine. 


Montana. ...coat of production... 43.3 cents per ounce fine. 
HUBER T N IE S TT cost of production.. 47.7 cents per ounce fine. 
Average cost of production in the United States, 51.1 cents per ounce 
fine. The difference between Dr. Kimballand Professor Austen is that 
Dr. Kimball, as to Colorado, places the cost of production at 61 cents 
per ounce and Professor Austen at 60$ cents perounce. Dr, Kimball 
places cost in Utah at 52) cents per ounce and Professor Austen at 
7.7 cents per ounce. Although the difference in Utah silver is almost 
5 cents per ounce in favor of Professor Austen’s researches, yet the dif- 
ference in the ayers cost of production in the United States of an 
ounce of pure silver is only 1.3 cents per ounce between Dr, Kimball's 
and Professor Austen’s returns. 

The cost of production of silver in Mexico, according to report of Mr. 
Stewart Pixley, of the firm of Pixley & Abell in London, in the same 
document, page 325, averages for an ounce of pure silver Is, 6”. per 
ounce fine, or 37 cents. ` 

Acéording to Professor Austen’s returns (same report, volume 1, 
page 329) the cost of production of an ounce fine silver in Mexico 
averaged about 44% cents, or Is. 8d. per ounce of .925 fine, English 
standard. 

In South and Central America, Professor Austen gives the cost of 
production of an ounce fine silver at 1s, 5d., or 348 cents per ounce 
fine. (Same report, page 328.) 

In Germany, the product of Mansfeld copper mines, according to 
Professor Austen (see same report, page 328) in 1883, the amount of 
silver produced annually in the treatment of copper ores is given as 
7,200,000 ounces, Of this quantity, 6,500,000 ounces were obtained 
during the ordinary smelting of copper ores, at a cost of 94d. per ounce 
English standard of .925 fine, or 21$ cents per ounce fine silver. It 
also states in the same article that by the improved process of Claudet 
328,000 ounces were recovered in Great Britain from copper ores at 5d. 
per ounce standard (.925 fine) or at 10% cents per ounce fine silver. 

In Australia the cost of production of pure silver is given by Pro- 
fessor Austen (same report, volume 1, page 328), as follows: 


The zapore for the year 1896 of the Broken Hill Mine, Barrier Ranges, New 
South Wales, a 'mine of considerable importance, been published. It 
states that during the year 1886 the smelting of 10, 397 tons of ore yielded 1,881 
tons of lead and $71,665 ounces of fine silver, atacost, including mining charges, 
of £4 12s, id. per ton of ore, or at the rate of 1s. Ld. per ounce of silver produced 
(equal to 28} cents per ounce fine silver) if the lead be considered of no value, 
but the lead sold at £12 per ton ($58.32 per ton), 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1237 


I am told that later reports give the production of the Broken Hill 
Mine for 1889 at over 10,000,000 ounces of pure silver and the cost 
of production not quite 8d. per ounce, or about 16 cents per ounce fine. 

For the nine months of 1890 the production of the Broken Hill Mine 
was 17,000,000 ounces of pure silver, which, according to the bullion 
cost, at 16 cents, would be about $3,000,000, while, at the price we pay 
for it, it would be over $20,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Ohio willallow me, two years 
ago the total production of silver in Australasia was 266,000 ounces, 
and now it is 17,000,000 in this one mine. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that the report, as I recollect it, shows 
that Australasia produced last year about $5,000,000 of silver. If the 
Senator will examine the report he will find that, instead of being 
$17,000,000, it is about $5,000,000, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio has the statistics of the 
present year and the Senator from Colorado is referring to last year’s 
statistics. 

Mr. TELLER. For the Jast fiscal year it was about $5,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio is referring to the present 
fiscal year. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care whether it is $5,000,000 or $7,000, - 
000. Thestatement is as to the cost perounce, and it makes no differ- 
ence what the amount may be. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator proceeds further-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me go on; I am getting tired. 

Mr. STEWART. One moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does'the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Ohio declines toyield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am getting exhausted.” The Senator may at- 
tempt to correct the document, but we will have to take the docu- 
ment notwithstanding. 

Mr.STEWART. Iwantto know the basisof the abstract; that is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis given here from Professor Austen’s report, 
on page 325. Ifthe Senator wishes to dispute it, here it is in all its 
copious length and breadth. 

From Professor Austen’s report on page 325, it appears that the cost 
of production of pure silver in a case of successful mining is 1s. 8d. per 
ounce standard, .925 fine, or 44 cents per ounce, 1.000 fine. This is 
in Australia, He also gives asthe highest cost for about one-third or 
the total world’s production at 2s. per ounce standard, .925 fine, or 52 
cents per ounce of 1.000 fineness. 

Mr. Freemantle, deputy master of the British mint, in his annual 
report for 1888, on page 23, comments upon these estimates thus: - 

This result appeared to the Director of the United States mint to “ be far too 
low, and a considerable part of the Director's report on the Production of the 
aerane Metals in the United States’’ for 1887 is devoted to a critical examina- 

It will be seen that Dr, Kimball instituted an elaborate inquiry, in the course 
of which circulars requesting information as to the cost of the mining and ro- 
duction of silver ores were sent to all the mines in the United States known or 
believed to be producing gold andsilver. The general conclusion at which Dr, 
Kimball arrives, based on the replies from 155 mines and adopting Professor 
Austen’s method of calculating, is thatthe mean working cost of silver is 51.1 
cents per ounce, or 2s. 14d. When itis bornein mind that this is the result of a 

ial inquiry, conducted as Dr. Kimball points out, with **much diligence on 
© part of those in the best position to secure information on the subject, it is re- 
markable that it should differ so little from the estimate formed by Professor 


Austen with very limited materials at command and dealing as he did with the 
whole of the silver production of the world.” 


In Director Kimball’s report of 1887, page 112, on the cost.of pro- 

duction of silver, appears the following statement, showing that the 
Granite Mountain Mine, at Granite, Mont., produced in 1886— 
19,316 tons of silver ore; that the average amount of silver in each ton was 150 
ounces of pure silver, and that the total amount extracted was 2,897,754 ounces 
of, fine silver; that the cost of mining was $6.05 per ton, and that the reduction 
of cach ton cost $13, or a total of $19.06 per ton as the cost of production. 

This statement was officially furnished by the Granite Mountain 
Mining Company to the Director of the Mint in 1887, and is no doubt 
correct; and here it is worked out by the Director of the Mint: 


19,316 tons of silver, cost of mining, at $6.06 per ton... «« L17, 054. 96 
19,816 tons, cost of reduction, at $13 per ton 251, 108, 00 
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The product of these 19,316 tons of silyer ore amounted to 2,037,754 ounces of 
fine silver, at a cost of production of $868,162.96, equal to 12} cents per ounce, 

Thus in this single case, where the cost of production was over $368,- 
000, the price that would be paid for it under this bill would be over 
three and a half million dollars. 

Here is another matter in relation to this mine. It may be an ex- 
ceptional case. In the report of this company itself to the Director of 
the Mint for 1887, they give the sale of their silver bullion at 96 cents 
per ounce. That was the market price per ounce. Upon their own 
showing the percentage of labor to profit was, for labor, 13.28 per 
cent. ; pront 86.72 per cont. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill notinterrupt the Senator again if he will 
allow me a moment. I haveknown a mån in three days with his own 


labor to take out $100,000 in gold. Would the Senator say that that 
was any evidence of the cost of the production of gold? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should frankly say it was not. 

Mr. STEWART. So it is in the case of silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But here is the production of nearly 3,000,000 
ounces by one of the great establishments of the country. I do not 
quote this asa fair average, but I say, according to the testimony of 
Dr. Kimball and of Professor Austen, the average cost, ascertained from 
the millowners by personal application to every one in the United 
States and summing up the general aggregate, shows that the cost of the 
production of silver in this country is a little over 51 cents an ounce, 

Mr. TELLER, I hope the Senator will succeed in convincing the 
people of the United States that silver can be produced in Colorado at 
the figure he names, because we shall then have all the spare capital of 
the United States going into Colorado next year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that it is now going there and 
to other countries where they produce silver. There have been some 
statements made to me that these powerful corporations have such 
great profits as to be able to maintain in this city a kind of organiza- 
tion which I believe they call the National Executive Silver Committee, 
which has sent out all over the country, at its own expense, circulars 
inviting the farmers to sign petitions praying for the free coinage of 
silver. Ishould think they could afford to do it, because, with the 
free coinage of silver, they would get, instead of 96, for which they 
sold this great bonanza, 129. This lobby is now herein force, In order 
that I may be relieved for a moment, I willask that what was said about 
this lobby by Mr. Conger, the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in the other House, may beread by theSecretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter referred to will be read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tho statement having been made at the last ses- 
sion I think I have the right to have it read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

As I said before, the bullion-owners were not satisfied with this, and I wish 
that my colleagues upon this floor could understand, as I believe I do, and as 
lam sure they do not, the pressure that has beon brought to bear by the men 
who own or speculate in bullion in this country to have some sort of silver leg- 
islation, and that legislation immediate, free, and unlimited coinage. You can 
not point to a single locality where free-coinage resolutions have been adopted, 
nora single paper which has advocated the free coinage of silver, except you 
find in that locality the footprints of the silver-bullion-owner or his agents, or 


else the mark of the men who are employed iby them in pressing this legisla- 


tion. 
* * * à - . 


Why, Mr, President, during this winter there has been about this Capitol the 
most persistent, courageous, and audacious lobby upon this question that I 
have ever seen since my term of service here began. 

Mr. McComas. And worse in summer than in winter. 

Mr. Concer. Yes. It-has been as bad all the time as it could be; and not 
only have these paid lobbyists been plying their avocation here, but various 
other means have been resorted to by the men interested in raising the price of 
bullion to secure the legislation they demand. Pool after pool has been organ- 
ized here in this city to speculate in this metal. Money has been deposited in 
the banks in this country by the thousands and hundreds of thousands lying 
there ready to purchase bullion with as soon as this legislation shall pass. But 
they oppose our bill, Why? Simply because if our bill passes they have got 
to trust tothe market yalue of their product forthe profits; whileif free coinage 
passes Congreas, the Government of the United States fixes the valuo at 30 per 
cent, above what it is worth and they may bringin all the bullion they can buy. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I have been invited time and again to join silver pools, 
but, as long as Lholda seat upon this floor or stand here, my vote shall be cast 
and my voice raised for the people of this country, for the laboring men of this 
poora for the savings-bank-depositors of this Sonar for the crippled and 
scarred soldiers of this country, instead of for a few bullion-owners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, in addition to the compara- 
tively cheap cost of the production of silver, there are other canses 
that will add to the production of silver and reduce its price. One is 
thenew minesthat are being constantly opened. In the American hem- 
isphere, from the great river that rises in Alaska, the Yukon, to the 
Straits of Magellan, there are probably not 50 miles of the vast chains 
of mountains through these two hemispheres, over 10,000 miles in a 
direct line, but what are full of silver, in such vast store in some lo- 
calities as would be capable of suddenly changing the market. 

Mr. STEWART. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio where 
those mines are to be found. If I should deny it, and Ido, how can the 
Senator pore it? ' 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not like to decline, but at the same time, 
Mr. President, the Senators have had their say. I sat here forsix days 
hearing myself made the subject of all kinds of comments, and now I 
have my innings. I did not disturb them. 

Mr. TELLER. Where are those mines to be found? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not state where they can be found. My 
friend from Nevada knew where to find one, lam told. Whether that 
be true I can not say, and I do not like to speak of it unless upon au- 
thority. 

Not only are new mines being opened, but the existence of silver is 
universal in almost every country in the world. AsIsaid, in the whole 
of our almost boundless continent there are untold treasures of silver, 
besides there are now improved processes of smelting and refining sil- 
yer, one of which I alluded toa few moments ago. These processes, 
these new devices, have greatly lessened the cost of production, 
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Again, this is only in harmony with the tendency that has been 
going on for four hundred years, during which silyer has been rela- 
tively declining. When America was discovered eight ounces of silver 
were the equivalent of an ounce of gold; and from that time to this 
the disparity between the two has been growing greater and greater, 
until at one time it reached-as high as 22 to 1. So thisis only a kind 
of progressive arithmetic which increases not in a geometrical ratio, 
but very rapidly; and the increase of silver during that four hundred 
years has been more than twofold as compared with gold. So the 
whole tendency is the decline of silver, and we are going on and jump- 
ing on to this metal, so abundant, so profuse, which has been coming 
down more and more and making the standard of value for the great 
country we represent, 

Now, sir, the same tendency goes on in regard to all other metals. 
There is iron, which has gone down in price nearly threefold. Iron is 
now worth from $20 to $30 a ton, and it was not a great while ago when 
it was worth $100 per ton. ‘The increase in the production of iron ore 
has been the most marvelous probablyon record. Onlya little while 
ago we boasted that we had furnaces to make a million tons of iron in 
this country. Now we make over 10,000,000 tons. We bring from 
tho Lake Superior region, before the war almost a boundless solitude, 
more than 10,000,000 tons of iron ore. It is one of the most marvel- 
ous internal developments of commerce in the world. 

So with copper. Copper used to be worth 30 centsa pound. Now 
it is produced in our country; and in some of the Lake Superior mines, 
I think in the State of Michigan, they find pure copper in such large 
and bulky masses that it can not be mined, and they have to go dely- 
ing around it and avoiding it because there is no way by which they 
can handle the immense mass. Thereisno way of smelting it out be- 
cause of its immensity. Copper is found in many parts of our country 
now. Sowithzine. Iremember in 1867 when nickel was worth $1.60 
in gold a pound, and a gentleman had a very good monopoly of it at 
that rate. It was imported into this country, and was found in the 
United States only in a certain locality somewhere in Pennsylvania. 
Nickel in our first nickel coins was worth $1.67 per pound, and now 
itis said that it can be produced in Canada for 15 to 20 cents a pound. 

So with aluminum. The method of producing it was so expensive 
that it cost more than silver, almost approaching gold, and that was 
only a short time ago. At that time articles of vertu, of taste, were 
made of aluminum because of its beauty and lightness. Now alumi- 
num is to be one of the common household metals of the world. It 
is made in our own country here from the clay banks which abound in 
every State, 

The time is not far distant when all these metals will be cheapened, 
including tin, Notwithstanding the prophecy of our friends on the 
other side, I will say that in three years from this time all the tin used 
in this country will be of American manufacture. These mines are de- 
veloping. All these metals are now being used instead of wood. Wood 
gave way to the age of stone, and stone gave way to the age of metal; 
and I trust many of us will live to see the time when all the great 
structures of our country will be made of steel, ornamented with nickel, 
aluminum, brass, and copper. I have no doubt that will be the result 
of the progress of events. 

So the production of silver will be increased and silver will be cheap- 
ened. Therefore it is not a sufficiently staple or sufficiently valuable 
metal upon which to base the commerce and wealth of a great and pow- 
erful country like ours. 

No doubt gold and silver will always be the money metals of our 
country, and there is no difliculty in maintaining them ata parity with 
each other if we will do what has been done a dozen times in the his- 
tory of mankind: when the two metals separate from each other in 
market value and it is clearly perceived that the one metal is going 
down in relative value, let the ratio be changed. 

There is nothing sacred in ratio. Now it is 16 to 1 in the United 
States; 15} tol in France; 15 to 1 insome other countries. The mar- 
ket ratio is about 18 or 20 to1. An ounce of silver is about the stand- 
ardin value of a dollar in gold, Why not change the fatio? Or, if you 
are not preparon to change tho ratio, why not maintain the cheaper 
metal when coined up to the standard of gold? That means bimet- 
allism. Instead of pursuing the simple, plain remedy of changing the 
ratio or conferring with the nations of the world as to that—a thing 
that is easily brought about—why fly to that extreme remedy of basing 
all your wealth and the yalueof all your property upon silver coin, which 
is going down in relative value and has been for four hundred years? 

Now, Mr. President, I am not in any sense a lover of money made 
only of metal. I believe the best money that has ever heen devised 
by man is the money of the United States—United States notes, Treas- 
ury notes, issued under the law of last session and the laws in exist- 
ence before, gold certificates, silver certificates. That is the kind of 
money that will always circulate. Our people will not circulate either 
gold orsilver. You can not get them to do it, I tried that once very 
hard, and I think it cost the Government of the United States a very 
considerable sum of money to pay the amount of freight charges upon 
silver that was sent all over the United States, the minor coins worth 
less than a dollar; so that everywhere they might be found, in every 
post office, and so that it might be said that silver coins of every de- 
nomination could be had, 


It went there at great expense of money paid to express companies, 
and it came back again. We have twenty-odd millions of fractional 
silver coin that we propose by this bill to put outin a form upon which 
we can issue certificates of deposit or Treasury notes. At this limo of 
the mass of silver coin $320,000,000 is lying in the Treasury, This 
is the highest evidence that the people of our country do not want 
either silver or gold. You give them paper money based upon silver 
and gold, based upon solid value, and supported by the credit of the 
Government of the United States; you give them United States notes, 
with an ample reserve to meet any possible contingency, with the credit 
of the United States back behind it, as it is now behind United States 
notes, and then you will have the best moneyin the world, 

Nevertheless you must maintain your standard, because paper money 
is not money in the proper sense; itis the mere representative of money. 
There must be a gauge, a measure, a standard of value behind it. We 
have gold now as our standard. When, therefore, you deal with a 
silver standard you displace the gold standard and place all this paper 
money upon the basis of silver, which in the countries of Europe is a 
variable commodity, sold by the ton day by day. 

Why, sometimes it is said thatsilver is the standard in this country. 
Mr, President, we buy silver as we buy any other commodity. We 
receive deposits only ata fixed mint value. We buy 187 tons of silver 
bullion per month under the law of last session—this is over 6 tons 
a day—which we hold as a deposit and security for the issue of our 
Treasury notes. Thatis allright, To the extent that it benefits our 
own producers itis doubly right. To the extent that it gives us a good 
foundation upon which to issue paper money it is right. Why not be 
content with that ? 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, I should like 
to ask his opinion as to the quantity of money needed by our people 
for active use in their trade and commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, if my good friend from Alabama 
will excuse me, I do notwant to get off on the greenback question, the 
volume of money, or any of those questions. IfI did I should never 
get through, and I know the Senate is not desirous of hearing mo much 
longer. Lam dealing now with metal, and that is entirely another topic. 

Now, Mr. President, I know that what I say here to-day will be 
met with the ery of ‘‘Demagogue’’ everywhere over the United 
States; that the men who believe as I do, although the great body of 
the business men of our country do so, will be called goldites, specu- 
lators, millionaires; that a kind of public opinion is created that the 
gold standard is the standard for the rich, while the silver standard is 
the standard for the poor. Why, sir, if I believed so, representing, as 
I do in this Chamber, over 4,000,000 of as intelligent Americans as ex- 
ist, with varied industries, very many of them poor, in every condition 
of life, hundreds of thousands of laboring men, and a still greater num- 
ber of thousands of farmers, I would be derelict in my highest duty if 
I did not do anything to promote theirinterests. And yet I solemnly 
believe that their interests lie in maintaining the best standard of 
value, supported by gold and silver, and issued in ample quantity to 
meet the demand for circulation, 

I have adhered to the policy that we have established in this coun- 
try as the best. And, Mr. President, if I show any feeling in this mat- 
ter, I hope Senators will remember—not because I am interested; of 
all the men in the world I have no interest upon this subject; I am 
not engaged in manufacturing, not engaged in mining, not engaged in 
any kind of business; it would affect me probably less than anyone 
in this body—that I am standing here simply stating what I believe is 
for the best interests of our country and of all our people in maintain- 
ing the standard of value. 

As to this cry of “millionaire,” Senators must know that all the 
millionaires of our country are of modern creation. They trace their 
fortunes to this souree—and in nearly every case that I know the great 
fortunes grow out of—new inventions, new devices, now property cre- 
ated within a single generation of men, ` 

I remember when I was a law student a man who was worth $10,000 
was considered very rich. One man in my community was known to 
be worth over $100,000, and he wasasrichasCrosus, And yet in Ohio, 
in all countries, we have now men of great fortunes, and in nearly every 
case those fortunes have been founded upon new elements of industry. 

Let me name some of them. ‘There is the railroad, largely owned 
by capitalists, very little railroad stock now being held by the masses 
of the people, because it is manipulated by the capitalists in their own 
way, so that the stockholders are generally ‘‘ frozen out’’ and the bond- 
holders come in and take the road. There is $10,000,000,000 (ten thou- 
sand millions of money) invested in stocks and bonds of these railroads. 
This forms one basis of many of the great fortunes of this country. 
Whatwould you do with the railroads? Would you destroy them be- 
cause they begat millionaires? They are one of the chief agencies of 
life. Itakeit, no. 

Again, there are the telegraph, the telephone, reaping machines, and 
agricultural implements, All of these have been the foundations of 
great fortunes, and they are the resultof invention. Inthe olden times 
a farmer swung his scythe or his cradle, if he had one. Now, a boy, 
riding in a sulky, pors the ficld, a man witha team and machine 
cuts the grain and ties it into sheaves, and in a short time it goes to 
the thrashing machine and is ready for market. Would you burn up 
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these machines and the innumerable devices to lessen labor? And 
yet, sir, these are the elements out of which have grown the fortunes 
of millionaires. 

Take petroleum. I made a visit to the oil wells when they were first 
discovered, and saw there the flowing stream of greasy matter, as I 
thought. And yet, sir, from those oil wells, followed by natural gas, 
there have been vast fortunes made, greater and more rapidly than any 
that existed before. Millionaires! These men devised new sources of 
wealth. Will you close these arteries of wealth? Will yowenvy them 
their success? Will you envy them their prosperity? They will die, 
like the rest of us, in good time, and their fortunes will be distributed 
under our laws of descent and distribution. In the mean time these 
inventions have added to the general wealth, not only in the making 
of great fortunes, but haye added to the comfort and attraction of our 
homes, 

So, take the mining camps of our country. My friend from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] saysif I could only find thenumberof people who have 
failed to get mines and take their losses from the general profit, then I 
would have a differentstorytotell. But the same thing might be said 
of every otheremployment. Take all the farmers thathave turned out 
to be poor farmers and could not make aliving. Take all the doctors, 
take all the lawyers, and other people who could not make anything 
and who seemed to drag their way along unhappily in the world, You 
do not add together their misfortunes and deduct the sum total from 
the price of wheat and corn. No. Theso mining industries of the 
United States have added more millionaires than any other source, ex- 
cept probably railroads. ~ 

There are millionaires interested in iron ore. There are mines in 
the Lake Superior region, whose value is now estimated by the millions, 
that were not worth a groat a few yearsago; they were barren hillsides. 
Now they are worth millions upon millions and have been a source of 
large profit to their owners. So with the mines of gold, silver, lead, 
ete. The millionaires are in Colorado, Nevada, Montana, California, 

“and Oregon. And our people from Ohio have gone out there, and they 
have become millionaires, too. I haye now in my mind’s eye several 
men who haye made their fortunes and are said to be millionaires. 
But it should be remembered that it is sometimes true that aman not 
worth a quarter of a million is estimated as a millionaire. 

Anothersourceof wealth is the growthof cities. Why, sir, the value 
of property in the city of Washington or in any city you can name in 
America, in ten years, has doubled, and in some places trebled, and 
the mere, accidental possession of property has made men rich. There 
is the case of the property of Mr. Astor, in one of the great cities in 
this country, who died worth $6,000,000, and now that property has 
increased in value and is one of the great fortunes of our country. I 
think, therefore, that this cry of ‘‘millionaire’’ is rather beneath the 
dignity of the Senate, for we know that some of these millionaires are 
among the able and intelligent and benevolent men in the country, 
men who have honestly made their property, whatever it is, and whose 
wealth was as justly made as the comfortable competency of a plain 
citizen. If their wealth is the result of dishonesty we despise them. 
If they have made their fortunes honestly, why should we envy them? 
I do not do so, God knows. Letthem enjoy their wealthifit has been 
made honestly, honorably, and by fair means. Their passing advan- 
tage over the poor laborer of the hour will disappear in a few short 
days, under the common destiny that awaits us all. a 

As for speculators, every man is a speculator. I never saw one yet 
who did not speculate, and generally did so before he got to be ten 
years of age. He'commenced speculating when he began playing mar- 
bles. Speculators are the men who lead in all the great enterprises of 
life. Speculation is just as necessary as froth is to beer, just as neces- 

as motive power for an engine. Ifa man were not a speculator. 
eitheras a writer, thinker, or seeker of wealth, what would he be good 
for? He may speculate about the rise and fall of silver and gold, about 
the double standard, as we are doing now. Whatever he speculates 
about, if it gives activity to his mind or to his body, that is nota mat- 
ter to be sneered at. No, sir. Let the lazy idlers, who will neither 
work nor speculate nor acquire property by honest industry nor seek 
to put their foot upon a home or land of their own, look with envy if 
they please upon the successful man, but this is no good reason for any 
sneer in this body on industry, frugality, and success. 

Now, Mr. President, I noted, awhile ago, as I said, a disposition in 
this debate, much to my regret, to turn the question from the great 
issue involved, whether we should have free coinage of silver, into the 
question whether I, as one of your associates, had been consistent all 
through my life. My virtues and my follies and faults were made the 
point of debate, I fear, more than the termsof this bill. NowIdonot 
intend to waste any time about that. 

What I haye done in connection with the legislation of the country 
Iwill speak of in a few moments in connection with some remarks 
made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. Ihave no apology 
to make to any man. Inever made one in the Senate for anything 
that Idid. What Idid Inever flyfrom. What Isaid, whether right 
or wrong, I stand by; not that I insist on the correctness of what F 
have always said, because I acknowledge. the infirmity of man, his 
likelihood to err, and the uncertainty of many of his beliefs and asser- 


tions. But TI have no apology to make to mortal man except to my 
constituents, Tothem I haveadifferent relation. I make my annual 
report to them; and so, if it comes to pass that they make known to 
me that they have lost their confidence in me, now continued formore 
than thirty-five years, I would no Ionger be here among you. But 
why, if they find no fault with me, should I apologize to any man? 
When they do find fault with me I shall accept their judgment, and 
follow it with the resignation that every public man ought to feel 
when he retires from public life. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the personal debate that has been 
introduced here, I am quite conscious that the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]—for there is no reason for ill will between us—could 
not intentionally use toa fellow-member of the Senate the language 
he has used in this debate. The language of some of the Senators that 
has been used here, which I will not quote, I do not think is exactly up 
to the standard of Senatorial courtesy, But I will read what the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has said as printed in his speech. In speaking of 
myself he said: 

He has become in certain sections of the country, where the almighty dollar 
is all-powerful and where there is the grossest and densest ignorance upon finan- 
cial propositions and financial questions, save and except on the mere quesion 
of discount and exchange, a financial authority. 3 

Now, that is a description, I suppose, of all these millionaires that 
are talked about, of all these men engaged in large enterprises, the 
bankers and brokers of New York, men who have devoted their whole 
lives to the study of these questions, and whose fortune is every day 
dependent upon correct decisions upon financial questions. TheSena- 
tor from his lofty Pike’s Peak, I suppose, the loftiest mountain, I 
think, in Colorado, looks down serenely upon all these men engaged 
in the active business of life, the men who build the railroads, who 
carry on the great enterprises, and speaks of them as being in “‘the 
grossest and densest ignorance upon financial propositions. ’’ 

The Senator from Colorado, with his disinterested view of the silver 
question, looks down on them with contempt, and upon me, because, 
he says, I haye some influence with these ignorant and deluded people. 
Well, sir, if is aspecimen of the most sublime egotism I think I have 
ever seen in my life. [Laughter.] And there I shall leaye him. 

Another thing the Senator said: 

Because of the accidental position he has heretofore occupied and the reputa- 
tion which he made very largely from the fact that he has beon in charge of 
financial matters in this body for many years. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Ohio that 
if I used the term ‘‘accidental’’ I did not use it in the way I under- 
stood he tookit. What I meant by it was that the Senator had occu- 
pied a public position which brought him in connection with financial 
questions. Of courseI never intended to intimate that he did not come 
to that position in the most honorable and proper manner in the world, 
and I would not even say that when he came there it was not with the 
approval of the people of the United States, I had in mind nosugges- 
tion of that kind. I was not aware until quite lately, after it was too 
late te correct the RECORD, that I had used the term ‘‘accidental;”’ 
and I certainly did not mean to use it with any disrespect to the Sen- 
ator, but simply that because of his position as Secretary of the Treas- 
ury a certain class of people had given him credit for knowledge of 
certain subjects that I thought perhaps he would not have obtained if 
he had not oceupied that position. That is all. 

“Mr. SHERMAN, T have nothing to say in regard to that. Since 
T have alluded to it, however, I will say the only accidents which have 
befallen me, so far as I know, are that I was elected to the House of 
Representatives a great many years ago; that I have been five times 
elected to the Senate, and was once chosen, by consent of the Senate, 
to be Secretary of the Treasury. So I hold the Senate responsible for 
any great errors I have committed; for whatever errors may have been 
committed have been in the presence of the Senate. 

Now, there is another thing I shall quote here, merely to show how 
far the Senator was impelled by his feelings and the impulse of the 
moment, When I heard him use that word I was amazed and won- 
dered what accident had befallen me that I was the creature of an ac- 
cident. 

But that is past and gone, and I haye nothing further to say in re- 
gard toit. But here, referring to Mr. Harter, whose name had been 
mentioned in connection with the letter read by me against the frec 
coinage of silver, the Senator from Colorado said he knew— 
which side of the question he was on, for the Senator has had the wonderful 
facility of being on all sides of all financial questions that have ever been pre- 
sented, I believe. 

If so, my friend from Colorado must be in the same fix, because I 
have generally been on the opposite from him upon any question he 
was interested in. But, Mr. President, I do not think that would be 
just for either of us. He is an honest monometallist. He believes, 
however, that he can have a silver standard and yet have the metal of 
gold the standard. I do not think so. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I am not a monometallist. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, the Senator is a monometallist, because the 
inevitable logical result of the measure he advocates is to have a single 
standard of silver. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say in regard to this question that 
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from my earliest participationin publicaffairs I have always been in favor 
of silver and gold. Although very sound on the Whig side, yet on the 
aon of money I was very apt to be on the Democratic side. There- 

‘ore I was always a firm believer in silver and gold. 

When the war came on I was in favor of greenbacks, legal tenders, 
bonds, anything that would put down the rebellion; and I would have 
staked the last dollar and mortgaged the last piece of property of every 
citizen of the United States before I would have yielded that desire to 

reservethe Union. Thatisovernow. There isno such question now 

fore us. During the war I was for greenbacks, and advocated them 
on this floor, and supported the bonds and the laws for their issue and 
soon from that time. When the war was over I was in favor of making 
greenbacks as good as gold and silver. Iwas in favor of their redemp- 
tion. If there was any inconsistency in that it comes in there. 

T believe I was quoted by one of my friends on the other side of the 
Chamber [Mr. COCKRELL] as saying that we had the power in 1866 
or 1867 to pay the United States bonds outstanding in legal-tender 
notes of the issues then outstanding. I did sosay, not only in the let- 
ter he quoted, but in speeches and reports; and, so believing, I made the 
contest here on this floor, and was defeated by the vote of every Demo- 
crat on the other side and I must say by the great body of my Re- 
publican associates. But while holding that position I insisted that 
the first duty of the United States was to make the United States note 
equal to coin, when the mode of payment would not be material. 

Afterwards, when the act strengthening the public credit was passed, 
which embodied my idea, I considered the question settled. I tried 
to reduce the rate of interest on the public debt, and expended my en- 
ergies in that way to bring about the resumption of specie payments, 
If there is anything inconsistent in that, it has not been pointed out; 
I have not heard of it, and therefore I need not say anything more in 
regard to that. Ithink the trouble with me is that I have been too 
consistent in the support of good money. 

Now, let us look at the argument of the Senator from Colorado, He 
says, speaking of myself: 

The Senator says the passage of this bill, as proposed to be amended, will put 
us upon a silver basis. 

Well, will it not? I leave every Senator to answer that. 

In 1878, when the Senator was charged with the financial affairs of this great 
Government, he said that the passage of the Bland bill would put us upon a 
silver basis. ji 

So I did, and soit would. But the Bland bill never did pass, and 
therefore the disaster that was prophesied never occurred. Mr. BLAND 
was and is, no doubt, an able and honest Representative from hisState, 
firm in his convictions upon this subject. But the Senate overruled 
him and the bill never passed, although the bill was honored with his 
name, combined with that of one of our own associates [Mr. ALLISON]. 
It was the Allison bill that passed; that Senator is now here present, 
and he will know that [never laid a stonein the path of the passage of 
that bill, nor by the expression of any opinion in regard to the measure 
differing from that of my chief, whom I highly respected. 

He anid more; he said that the passage of the Bland bill would destroy the 
credit of the American Government. 

Soit would. But it did not pass, 

Now, another thing here the Senator said: 

Thep prity of this country in the last fourteen years has been phenome- 
nal, and it been because, in my judgment, the financial policy of this Gov- 
ernment has not been administered upon the theories of the Senator from Ohio. 

Well, now, Mr. President, as for four of these years I had the honor 
to hold the office of Secretary of the Treasury, I suppose I had some- 
thing to do with the administration of the finances there; at least I 
always supposed so. But for the ten years since that time I have been 
here in this Senate, and if there has been any financial bill that has 

this Senate and become a law that I have not participated in and 
debated I would like to know whatitis. And yetit is said that all 
the untold prosperity we have now in this country is because I had 
nothing to do with finances. 

Mr. TELLER. Where was the Senator at the time of the passage 
of the Allisom-Bland bill? i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was then Secretary of the Treasury. Here he 
says another thing: 

Then the Senator tells us that, this having taken plice, the whole world will 
ship their silver here and that 371 grains will be the unit of value in this coun- 
try. That is the unit of value now, and that has been the unit of valuc for 
many years. 

Here he falls into the common error of assuming that value means 
coinage. Itis the coinage value now; but the value is the market value, 
and the distinction is as wide as possible to every one accustomed to 
deal with the question and knowing the difference between market value 
and coinage value. That is what is meant here. As I said before, we 
buy silver by the ton; we do not buy it by the ounce. We buy four 
and one-half millions of ounces of silver per month, and we buy it in 

t masses. As I said before, we buy 187 tons a month, over 6 tons 
aday, at market prices, and coin itand hold it. In order to force that 
upon the country we would have to have a silver basis, 

Again, the Senator from Colorado [Mr, TELLER] says of me: 

The Senator says that we ore on a gold standard, 


He denies it, I thought that was the trouble. I thought that be- 
cause we were on a gold standard he wanted to bring us to a silver 
standard or that what he wants is to add a silver standard to the gold 
standard. If we are not on a gold standard, where arewe? Our gold 
passes everywhere in the world for what it calls for. Our notes of 
every kind and description are good in every market of Europe. The 
American traveler may take a United States Treasury note and travel 
anywhere, and it will be received for its value in gold coin. Ifweare 
not upon a gold basis, where ure we? He is trying to put the silver 
coin upon the silver basis in the same way that gold coin is upon a gold 
basis, admitting that we arcon a gold basis. Hesayswearenot, And 
yet we receive deposits of gold from any quarter or any source. I say, 
if we are not on a gold basis, hero are we? 

Mr, President, the Senator from Ohio— 

Quoting the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER ]— 
has spent many years endeavoring to put the United States upon a gold stand- 
mae a says that we are already there, He so stated at the last session, I 

Now I have got to repeat it, and that isall, 
ard; that is, of silver with gold. Everything is measured by a gold 
standard at home and abroad. They have tried to secure the silver 
standard. We are in favor of silver being used to its fullest extent if 
kept at par with gold. We buy silver at market values, and maintain 
it as money, and coin it. They want to adopt the silver standard and 
coin silver without regard to its value, putting a value of $1.29 upon 
it, and calling ita dollar, and it is a dollar whenever 371 grains of silver 
bullion are contained in it. 

Here is another delusion that the Senator has fallen into. He says: 


France has maintained at all times the parity between her gold and her sil- 
ver, and the statement made by the Senator from Ohio that France ison a gold 
basis and that silver is only paid out in France when demanded and requested 
is not truc asa fact. France docs what we have attempted to do and what the 
Senator from Ohio repeatedly declared last session that he wanted todo, France 
has the double standard, the bimetallic standard. 


I bave already shown you that France does not coin a franc of sil- 
ver, not a single one. Nor is it a legal tender except for 50 frances or 
$10. They maintaina gold standard religiously. They maintain their 
silver up to the gold standard. They redeem silver coin in gold, as I 
have shown you, by the very terms of the treaty, and the silver coins 
issued by those Latin nations are all redeemed in gold coin by the 
country that issued them, and that is more than we do with our silver 
coin, We make that rest upon our declaration that they are dollars. 
France does not treat them that way. She redeems them in coin, I 
havealready quoted the authority of the Director of the Mint upon this 
subject, that there is not a single country in Europe where coinage of 
silver is free or where the silver standard prevails, 

Again, Mr, TELLER said of me: 

The Senator told us last year that we did not need more money, 


Now, upon the very face of the speech that I made in the Senate last 
year on the silver bill, in the very first substantial proposition in that 
speech, I said: 

I believe a majority of the Senate desire, first, to provide an increase of money 
to meet the increasing wants of our rapidly growing country and population 
aoe to aunpiy the reduction in our circulation caused by the retiring of national- 

bank notes. 


And further along I said that we wanted more money and the bill 
provided forit. Yet Iam quoted in this way; and the Senator says: 


If the Senator did not tell us so late in the session, at least that was the state 
ment made by all the people who believe with him and act with him, 


So if I did not say so, somebody else said it, and he agrees with me! 
Now, Mr, President, if that is logic, well and good. Thisvery bill re- 
ported by me provides for an increase of the currency. ‘The first sec- 
tion provides for converting twelve millions of silver bullion into money, 
and also for conyerting ten millions of idle fractional currency into 
money that will circulate. Not only that, but it provides for more 
money to be issued by national banks, to the extent of $120,000,000, 
making provision that the national banks can resume their issue of 
paper money. vy sir, the bill that is now offered by the committee 
provides all the additional money that any man could possibly desire. 

I do not see my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] here. I wish very 
briefly to reply to one point that hemade. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] said: : 

All of us remember how the Senator from Ohio said some years ago in a pub- 
lic letter to Mr. Ruggles, who represented the United States in the International 
Monetary Conference at Paris, that this country must come to a goa basis ex- 
clusively. Weall know that the Senator returned to the United States and as 
chairman of the Committee on Finance of this body in the two sessions suc- 
ceeding introduced measures which recommended the gold basis alone. 

Now, the Setor from Missouri no doubt intended to state this mat} 
ter fairly, but he did not do so. I think if he could hear the explana- 
tion that I will make he would himself see that he did me injustice. 
Mr. President, this book Ihold in my hand contains the report of Mr. 
Ruggles, and his associates, as a member of the Monetary Conference, 
and contains, what I have not seen for some time, this letter that I 
wrote and which has been so often misquoted. It appears that on the 
17th day of May, 1867, during the French exposition, I was present in 
Paris as a visitor. Mr. Ruggles, being the United States member of 
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that conference and knowing that I wasa member of the Senate, wrote 
to me a letter which is here before me, in which he says: 

May Lask what, in your opinion, is the probability that the Congress of the 
United States of America would agree at an ven period to reduce the weight 
and value of our American dollar, to correspond with the present weight and 
value of the gold 5-franc piece in France, and how far such a change would 
commend itself to your judgment? 

At that time the problem before the monetary conference was tode- 
vise a coin which they intended to be called the international coin, into 
which all the coins of Europe and ourown country should beinterchange- 
ably blended. Thatis, the international was to contain enough gold so 
that it would be theexact equivalent of 25 franes, of $5, of £1 sterling,and 
of a certain number of thalers and florins; in other words, that a coin 
somewhat different from the coins of all countries should be coined by 
each country that would represent a certain number of the best-known 
coin of that country. Finally they agreed upon what was called the 
‘international coin,” to contain about 3} cents’ worth of gold less than 
our $5-dollar gold piece. It was to be the exact equivalent of 25 francs. 

Then the British Government, according to the plan proposed, had 
to change their pound sterling by reducing it perhaps two or three 
farthings, perhaps a penny; and the German and Austrian countries, 
and the Latin nations, then always being on the same basis, were to 
adapt their coinage, the thaler and florin and franc, so that it would 
be equal to a specific number of florins and thalers to one of this inter- 
national coin. Ido not recall the precise number of coins to be the 
equivalents of the international. In that way we would have had an 
international coinage, each country to coin its own pieces, but these 
coins, wherever coined, would be received in all the countries agreeing 
to this arrangement as the standard of value in international com- 
merce, ‘That was the scheme. 

I was asked whether our Congress would agree to it. I wrote very 
promptly that I thought it would, and went on at Mr. Ruggles’s rè- 
quest to give my opinion about that matter, as to the importance of it, 
and here is the letter. I will not weary the Senate to read it or to 
have it read. Buthereit is in the two languages, printed in the report, 
and I will ask the Reporter to print it entire, verbatim et literatim, so 
that Senators may see how grossly mistaken Senators and others have 
been in regard to this story. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

Panis, May 17, 1567. 

My DEAR Srn: You are, of course, aware that there is a special ‘‘interna- 
tional committee" now in session at Paris, organized by the Imperial Com- 
mission of France, to sit crt eta neh with the “ Universal Exposition,” and 
composed of delegates from most of the nations therein represented, Its ob- 
ject, among others, is to agree, if possible, ona common unit of money for the 
use of the civilized world. 

Itis riot improper to mention that the Speers of the committee appear to 
oy barinal AORE in favor ofadoptingas the unit the existing French five-franc 

ece o! le 
E May Task what, in your opinion, is the probability that the Comgress of the 
United States of America would agree at an carly period to reduce the weight 
and value of our American dollar to correspond with the present weight and 
value of the gold five-frare piece in France, and how far such a change would 
commend itself to your own judgment? 

I also ask the privilege of submitting your answer to the consideration of the 


comm R h h respect bediont 
res ,youro ont servan 
Š 7 "SAMUEL B. RUGGLES, 


[Answer from Hon. J. Sherman to Samuel B. Ruggles, esq.] 
IIÔTEL JARDIN DES TUILERIES, May 18; 1867. 


My DEAR Sm: Your note of yesterday, inquiring whether Congress would 
probably, in future coinage, make our gold dollar conform in value to the gold 
five-franc piece, has been received. 


There has been so little discussion in Congress upon the subject thatIcan not 


base my opinion upon anything said or done there, 

‘The subject has, however, excited the attention of seyeral important com- 
mercial bodiesin the United States, and the time is now so fayorable that I feel 
ate sure that Congress will adopt any practical measure that will secure to 

e commercial world a uniform standard of value and exchange. 

The only question will be, how can this be accomplished? 

The treaty of December 23, 1865, between France, Italy, Belgium, and Switz- 
erland, and the probable acquiescence in that treaty by Prussia, has laid the 
foundation for such a standard. If Great Britain will reduce the value of her 
sovereign 2 pence and the United States will reduce the value of her dollar 
something over 3 cents,we then havea coinage in the franc, dollar, and soy- 
ereign easily computed, and which will readily pass in all countries, the dol- 
Jar as 5 francs and the sovereign as 25 francs. 

This will putan end to the loss and intricacies of exchange and discount. 

Our gold dollar is certainly as good a nnit of value as the franc; and so the 
English think of their pound sterling. These coins are now exchangeable only 
at a considerable loss, and this exchangeis a profit only to brokers and bankers. 
Surely cach commercial nation should be willing to paa alittle to securea 

ld sn Sr equal value, weight, and diameter, from whatever mint it may lave 

en issued, 

As the gold fiye-franc piece is nowin use by over 60,000,000 of people ofseveral 
different nationalities and is of convenient form and size, it may well be 
adopted by other nations as the common standard ofvalue, leaving to each na- 
tion to regulate the divisions of this unit in silver coin or tokens, 

If this is done France will surely abandon the impossible effort of making two 
standards of value. Gold coins will answer all the Purpose of European com- 
merce, A common gold standard will regulate silver coinage, of which the 
United States will furnish the greater part, especially for the Chinese trade, 

Ihave eo Ae deal of how the object you propose may be most readily 
accomplished. It is clear that the United States can not become a party to the 
treaty referred to. They could not agreo upon the silver standard ; nor could 
we limit the amount of our coinage, as proposed by the treaty. The United 
States is so la: in extent, is so sparsely populated, and the price of labor is so 
much higher thanin Europe that we shai bt more currency per capita. We 
now produce the la: part ofthe gold and silver of the world, andcan notlimit 
our coinage except by the wants of our people and the demands of commerce, 


Congress alone can change the value of our coin, I see no object in negoti- 
ating with other powers on the subject. As coin isnot now in general circula- 
tion with us, we can aes fix by law the size, weight, and measure of fature 
issues. It ia not worth while to negotiate about that which we can do without 
negotiation, and we do not wish to limit ourselves by treaty restrictions. 

In England many persons of influence and different chambers of commerce 
are earnestly in favor of the proposed change in their coinage. The change is 
#0 slight with them that an enlightened self-interest will soon induce them to 
make it, especially if we make the greater change in our coinage. We have 
somo difficulty in adjusting existing contracts with the new dollar; but as con- 
tracts are now based upon the fluctuating value of paper money, even the re- 
duced dollar in coin will be of more pure ble value than our currency. 

We can easily adjust the reduction with the public creditors in the payment 
or conversion of their securities, while private creditors might be authorized 
to recover upon the old standard, All these are matters of detail to which I 
hope the commission will direct their attention. 

And now, my dear sir, allow me to say in conclusion that I heartily sympa- 
thize with you and others in your efforts to secure the adoption of the metrical 
system of weights and measures. 

The tendency ofthe age is to break down all needless restrictions upos social 
and commercial intercourse, Natiohsare now as much akin to cach other as 
provinces were of old, Prejudices disappear by contact. People of different 
nations learn to respect each other as they find that their differences are the ef- 
fect of social and local custom, not founded upon good reasons. I trustthatthe 
Industrial Commission will enable the world to compute the value of all pro- 
ductions by the same standard, to measure by the same yard or meter, and 
weigh by the same scales, 

Sucha result would be of greater value than the usual employments of dip- 
lomatists and statesmen. t 

Iam, very truly, yours, 


JOHN SHERMAN, 


Mr. SHERMAN. When we returned to Washington Mr. Ruggles 
made a report upon this subject, and his report is the one I have now 
read from,in which he gave the history of these coins and gave the 
names of seventeen nations concurring in and recommending this proj- 
ect. We were called upon to legislate upon the subject, The French 
Government promptly acquiesced init. Mr. Ruggles’s reportsaysthat 
several Governments had already assented toit. It came before our 
Congress, was referred to the Committee on Finance of the Senate, was 
reported. favorably by that committee to the Senate, and that report 
was published among the papers in our officialdocuments, There was 
no dissent from it except that Senator Morgan, of New York, thought 
it would interfere with the exchanges of New York, As a matter 
of course it would have interfered with the exchanges of New York 
and London, the great money centers of the world. 1t would havein- 
terfered somewhat with bullion-dealers who make profit in exchang- 
ing coins, but the whole of it was for the benefit of each country. 

No man can estimate the benefit it would have conferred upon our 
own people, It was only defeated by the refusal of Great Britain to 
assent to the change of her pound sterling by the reduction of its value 
about 3 farthings or 1 penny. Some of the wise statesmen of that great 
conservative country thought that Great Britain or the United States 
ought not, for the convenience of other commercial nations, to change 
their coin. But that pride of public opinion, so strong in that country, 
defeated the measure, although it had been assented to by her repre- 
sentatives in that monetary congress; and so the thing ended. Asa 
matter of course, from that time on, finding that Great Britain, the 
most important factor in this convention, had failed to agree to it, the 
proposition fell stillborn. 

But what Senator can not see that if we had. now an international 
coin, covering not only American “nations, but European nations, so 
that it could be exchanged rapidly at sight, without going into the 
hands of brokers, by the simple delivery of one country’s gold coin for 
the coin of another, the people of every land and of every clime would 
have had some token of international coin that would measure all other 
coins, and thatit would treble the circulation of the world, giving un- 
disputed credit to purchase anything made by man ? 

And yet, sir, that feeble effort and my connection with it have been 
here over and over again the subject of misrepresentation, and I have 
sat silently by and waived it aside until I now feel called upon to put 
the exact facts upon record as to what I did say and what I did write, 
Every word in‘that letter I stand by now. 

I regard it as one of the great misfortunes of our country that we 
were notable to effect this international ratio, and I believe if it had 
been accomplished we would have had noquestion abont the demone- 
tization of silver, none of these controversies which now upheave us 
and disturb us at every point and occupy the attention of Congress. 
That is the one solution of all these questions. 

Now nations are becoming as States were before. They unite by 
conventions upon almost every subject. We exchange criminals, we 
coin money, we regulate commerce, by convention; and the time isnot 
far distant when, among the great things to be accomplished by na- 
tions friendly to each other, there will be the annual meeting of con- 
ventions, like great Con , to settledisputes that otherwise wonld 
lead to war, confusion, contention, and disturbance. 

And, sir, this very conference, so much derided by gentlemen who 
do not understand it, was the entering wedge which, if it had been 
driven further, would have led to other conventions which would have 
settled weights and measures, so that a ton in every country would be 
known by its equivalent in every other country; so that a measure, no 
longer varying in every country, would be some. portion of the cir- 
cumference of the earth’s surface, a fixed unit, and would be recog- 
nized as the standard of measure everywhere; and that which John 
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Quincy Adams in one of his boldest flights of oratory wished for would 
have been realized, that we might by international convention arrange 
all our money, all our weights, and aJl our measures. His hopeful 
view of that condition was great. I can not repeat his language, but 
it expresses exactly my own sentiments in regard to the great im- 
portance of these international conventions. 

And now, when we are about to embark in another, when we are 
about to have such a convention with the South American and Central 
American States, I trust the tinie hag cothe when all men may see how 
important it is for nations to agree with each other by peaceable and 
quiet conference rather than to war with each other, to the destruction 
of their material and moral interests. 

Now, Mr. President, I had some memoranda, but I will not use them, 
in regard to remarks made by other Senators. I think what I have 
said already covers them. There weresome mistakes made by some of 
them in to their figures, but I will waive that, as I know that 
the Senate must be fatigued with this question. 

Now, Mr. President, aside from the argument that isso conclusive 
to my mind, that this coinage change should not at any time be made, 
itis especially inopportune atthismoment, We havejustgone through 
what we call a panic—hardly a panic; it was a stringency, 2 wave, 
a tidal wave, you may say, which came from the improvident specu- 
lation of peoplein the Argentine Confederation, involving one of the 
great bankers of the world, involving the support of the Bank of Eng- 
land and the great corporations of that rich and powerful country, 
aided again by the Bank of France, the Bank of Germany, and finally 
the wave crossed over here and affected our operations. It was nota 
panic in the true sense, but it was a stringency in the money market 
that for a time seemed armed with evil results, Butthat has practi- 
cally away, and I have here, which I will not read to the Sen- 
ate, astatement made asto the actual condition of things in New York, 
in which the writer says the panic is over, and the only fear of any dis- 
turbance now is in regard to the amendment that is now proposed in 
regard to free coinage. T will hand it to the Reporter and ask thatit 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 

TIE INCREASING SURPLUS—IT INDICATES A, RETURN OF CONFIDENCE AND GROW- 
ING PROSPERITY. 


Inno way is the revival of business and the return of confidence in the money 
market after the recent scare and stringency shown more clearly than in the 
rapid increase of the surplus, which has been mounting up daily ever since the 
late troubles on Wallstreet, until to-day itis considerably over cighteen millions, 
This is directly due, in a large measure, to the return of prosperity and good 
feeling in the market, as it shows that merchants are haying y money 
which they are willing to use in taking imports outof bond and paying on them 
the customs duties. 

The receipts, always larger than the expenditures, now cause the surplus to 
riso my A Eu eirean Rize the Secretary is having rather hard work to secure the 
offer of 4} per cent. bonds in a sufficient quantity to put money out as fast as ho 
would like, It is not at all improbable that he will soon make acall for fours, 
80 as to put some of the surplus into circulation without waiting for the necesa- 
sity for such action from a tight money market, The silver purchases, though 
heavy, are not enough to reduce the surplus in the degree that the Secretary 


DISTRUST CAUSES RUSINESS DEPRESSION—FREE SILVER COINAGE NOT A REMEDY. 


The reports of the Comptroller of the Currency and of the Secretary of the 
Treasury show that the volume of currency of all kinds in circulation namong 
the people is larger at the present time than it ever was before, 

The hundred million dollars lately yos out fromi the Treasury, of which over 
thirty millions been in gold, has n absorbed and no trace of itis visible. 

Moving the crops has not caused it, because, while prices of grain are higher 
than a year ago, the crops are much smaller, and, if the cotton crop is iarger, 
the price is less. Honce the volume of cab het f needed to move the crops is 
not materially different from the requirements of Jast year. 

The rule heretofore been almost invariable that money returned to the 
financial centers in November. -Why is this year of 1890 ra nega al The 


answer must be that distrust has caused hoarding, especially h ing of gold. 

The hoarding of gold since the silver act of July 14 went into operation is 
clearly shown by the following figures: 

Net gold in United States Treasury, Slat July, 1990... .scssssseeersssssesies $1841, 092, 000 

Specie in New York DAIKS,....1.,..cccssseseseeminceseresenseesnserseysereseesecceess 80, 367, 000 

264, 459, 000 

C. 

Net gold in the United States Treasury, 27th Deceniber, 1890........... 149,440, 000 

Speele in New ROPE ATI, res lassives Kn od bese pescontec vetoes 7 812; 000 

227, 252, 000 


Decrease in visible supply of gold, $37,207,000, against $31,061,000 Decomber 6, 
of which exports form buta small part. Why has gold been thus hoarded? 
Because it is feared by conservative people that this country will become a sil- 
ver country like India, pepe ale payments will eventually be suspended, the 
gold exchange re-established, and gold bear alarge premium, 

Therefore, the purpose of the silver men is defeated. They want inflation, 
butin fact produce severe contraction, What will it avail the silver menif the 
carrying out of their views results in demonetizing gold by putting it at a large 
premium over silver? . f 

The quantity of gold in the country now used as money is estimated to be over 


It is impossible that it can be replaced by silver. Only a slight premium on 
gold dollars will make this large sum disappear at once from circulation, be- 
cause it will be & most profitable investment to hoard it in order to get the real 
difference in value between the gold and the silver dollar. 

The continuing distrust continues to produce contraction. Distress has now 
extended to the mercantile and farming classes. 

The vital question is, what will cure the existing distrust? 

As it is clearly traceable to the operation of tho silver legislation, the first 
thing is to convince the public that no further silver-coinage act will be passed. 

hen it may be debated whether tho act of July 14, directing Treasury pur- 
of 4,500,000 ounces monthly should not be repealed because the notes is- 


sued under it are to a considerable extent papes aa for redemption in gold at 
the Treasury. Only removal of distrust will restore gold and currency to busi- 
ness channels. Political platforms should be disregarded. 

The laws of finance are inexorable: Platform-mukers are not likely to make 
food financiers, p 

That enough silver has been coined (at least until European nations join in 
the silver movement) is the opinion held by many conservative bimetallists. 


NEW York, December 81, 1890. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. Thavealsoacablegram here taken from one of the 
Boston papers, received from Germany, which expresses in a few words 
the fear that is entertained in that great, rich, and free Empire: 
(Cablegrani to Boston News Bureau.) 
WHAT GERMANY FEARS, 
DECEMBER 18, 1890. 

H. Kreisman, a prominent financier of Berlin, says: 

“The effect of the Baring failure on the German money market was slight, 
because of the great conseryatism of the German investors. What is mostly in- 
oli H to Germany at present is the free-coinage bill which we fear will pass, 
in which case a premiuin is likely tobe placed ongold. Thero are held in Ger- 
many American railroad securities worth $500,000,000, The German Govern- 
ment bonds only pay 8 to 4 per cent. interest, and to find large profits for their 
money Germans invested largely in Northern Pacific, Hlinois Central, Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincey, and other railroad securities, with the guaranty that 
the payment of their dividends would be madein gold, It would not ts un- 
likely for these guaranties to bebroken. Wehaveno use for bimetallism. Bi- 
metallism will never be adopted by any European nation. Gold will bethe 
only standard,” 

Mr. President, this fear docs prevail there. The aspect of this money 
coming back to us and these bonds for redemption, there is no doubt, 
would have a very serious effect upon the state of our finances; and 
any fear of this kind, when we have a system of money practically 
satisfactory, ought not to be excited so as to induce any sudden pres- 
entation of our securities. As a matter of course that fear is a nat- 
tral one. If we adopt the single silver standard we do not therefore 
adopt the theories of our friends fromthe West. We do not adopt the 
theory that, because we are willing to give 129 cents in gold for an 
ounce, therefore all the nations of the world will do it; but they think 
and they see that the effect of free coinage is to disturb values, to raise 
a question as to the validity of our bonds, as to whether the bonds will 
be paid insilver or gold. As they say, they measure all these trans- 
actions in gold, and that creates afear. That is the only fear that now 
exists to disturb the serenity of the people of the United States so far 
as financial affairs are concerned. 

What we need and what we have promised is a reasonable increase 
of money, and the best agents for that purpose are the national banks 
at this moment. Iam not for the prolongation of the national banks 
after the national debt is paid. I expect to see them slide gracefully 
into the condition of deposit banks, of local banks, after the bonds are 
paid, but until those bonds are paid there isno means by which we can 
issue paper money so satisfactorily to the people as through the issue of 
bank notes. 

This bill provides that $200,000,000 of bonds bearing 2 per cent. in- 
terest only may be sold, largely to be taken by national banks, and 
upon them will rest the security of the notes. The money derived 
from these bonds will be used in lowering the rate of interest. The 
Senator from Alabama says that these bonds bear a high premium. 
So they do. Itis the best evidence of the strength of our credit; but 
it must be remembered by the Senator from Alabama that if we al- 
lowed these bonds to run to maturity we pay 4 per cent, interest for 
sixteen years; that is, 64 per cent, interest, besides the principal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio please inform me in 
what coins these $200,000,000 of bonds are to be paid? Are they to 
be paid in gold? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Wedonotsay anything aboutit, but upon the bill 
as it now stands, assuming that we are maintaining the gold standard, 
Ipresume they would be payableingold. ButI donot raisethat point. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. LI raise it and I want to know how they are 
to be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the Senator wants to get our public securi- 
ties down to the silver standard. Ido not. I trust that the time 
will never come. y 

Mr. President, I will state what the saving is. Gentlemen have put 
the question to me, how do we make anything out of this transaction? 
Here is a bond bearing $100 principal and 4 per cent. interest. We 
have the money or we can raise the money at 2 per cent. Now, if we 
can sell the 2 per cent. bonds at par and must pay a premium even as 
high as 20 per cent., we make money by the transaction; we save a 
considerable interest. In other words, we discount an annuity for 
sixteen years, bearing 4 per cent. interest, and the difference will prob- 
ably be represented by somewhere from 10 to 15 or 20 per cent. So 
if we pay 10, 15, or 20 per cent. premium for these outstanding bonds, 
we save the payment of 4 per cent. for sixteen years. Some of it is 
due, as my friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] reminds me, next 
September. This will give the banks a chance to gradually wind up 
their operations, Isay, let them live out their time and become banks 
of discount and deposit. 

Mr, President, in regard to the ratio which has been so much dis- 
cussed, Iam in favor ofa changeofratio. I am notin favorof a change 
downward, although if it is adopted by other nations I am perfectly 
willing to sce it 154 to 1. Ithink the natural logical sequence is to 
raise the ratio and require a ratio ofabout 18 tol; but that isa matter 
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of international arrangement with other countries, and why should we 
not invite the co-operation of countries as wealthy as we, or nearly 
80; countries as prosperous, intelligent Christian communities, like the 
nations of Europe? Why should we not invite co-operation? Why, 
like a rash boy, should we rush into a danger and then call for others to 
helpusout? Letus, like brave, conservative men, who, seeing the dan- 
ger before us, measure the extent of it, who see the remedy as they 
believeit, invite others to join us in prescribing the remedy. Let us 
not alone fling ourselves into the arena and fight $3,800,000, 000 of silver 
in the world and $150,000,000 or $200,090,000 more produced every 
year, unless you want the silver standard, If you do, then all your 
argument is logical. 

I can understand the sympathy and desire of our friends all around 
us who differ with us in opinion. I can understand their feelings. 
They desire to promote the interests of their constituents, torepresent 
the sentiments of their people. I have not said a word in reproach of 
them, nor shall I. But, gentlemen, let me say to you who represent 
one of the great parties of this country, your constituents are old and 
well-settled States, with no mining propertiesin them, with many in- 
dustries diversified. You raise the cotton and the corn and the beef 
and all the great articles which are the basis of our foreign exchange. 
You represent communities that have other interests than the mining 
camp. You know that when you touch the Democratic heart there is 
back of this expedient of the hour the strong and determined sympa- 
thy for the old ideas of Andrew Jackson. ‘The common people of our 
country of both parties, as Mr. Lincoln called them, believe in hard 
money as the basis of all their affairs. They are willing to haye paper 
money, but they wantit maintained at par. 

Take the Eastern States represented by Democrats, and the Southern 
States. Are they willing to risk this sudden change? Is this a mere 
contrivance for the hour? But if you commit yourselves to this policy 
now, next year, when you have more responsibilities than now, you 
will feel the burden of that commitment. It is not necessary for me 
to remind you that during four years of a Democratic Administration 
you did not dare propose any of these measures. You kept as quietas 
possible. No Alliance then could have driven you into an arrangement 
tor the free coinage of silver. You havethe responsibilitiesnow. The 
great party to which I belong, which for a quarter of a century and 
more has had the general control of the Government of our country, is 
willing, when you can get strength enough from our side orfrom any 
quarter to have a majority of this body, to transfer to you whatever 
power and responsibility exist, and upon you rests that responsibility, 
not upon the minority of our friends, not upon the few on our side who 
joinin this moyement, but upon that great and solid party which claims 
to have existed since the foundation of our Government. If yousee 
your way clear to turn your backs upon the policy of Benton, and Jack- 
son, and Jefferson, and Tilden, and Cleveland, do so; make your own 
terms; but, sirs, in doing so you depart from thestandards of the fathers, 
you depart from the teachings of the great men who laid the founda- 
tion of your powerful organization. 

For one, whatever may be its fate, I shall stand by the legal stand- 
ards of value upon which the public and private contracts of the peo- 
ple of the United States have been based, and I shall fulfill them to 
the uttermost farthing, cost it gold or silver or whatever it may be. 
[Applause in the galleries. ] 


APPENDIX, 
Approximate amount of the gold and silver money of the world, 


Countries, Gold Silver, 
United States... $702, 018, 869 $182,071, 316 
United Kingdo 550, 000, 000 100, 000, 000 
France ......... 900, 000, 000 700, 600, 000 
Germany. 500, 000, 000 145, 000, 000 
Belgium.. 65, 000, 000 55, 000, 000 
Ttaly...... 140, 000, 000 60; 000, 000 
Switzerl 15, 000, 000 15, 000, 000 
Greece... 2,000, 000 4,000, 000 
iT oe 109, 000, 000 125, 000, 000 
Portugal .. 40, 000, 000 10, 000; 000 
Austria-Hungary. 40,000, 000 90, 090, 006 
Netherlands 25, 000, 000 65, 000, 000 
Scandinavian U. 82, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 
Russia... 190, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 
Turkey.. 50, 000, 000 45, 000, 000 
Australia.. 100, 000, 000 7, 000, 000 
ees 100, €00, 000 15, 000, 000 
@XICO ......66 5, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 
Central American States... ......00000:.sccccsseevsy syrvas EA panceven!seseeeesssosas 500, 000 
South America 45, 000, 000 25, 000, 000 
JAPAN veseessesee 90, 000, 000 d0, 000, 000 
NYT vevoeesesscjevt «saverted qattscbsteouus¥scnsenedstensdusessifctepeves eveseyvorsestivyedseusee 900, 000, 000 
China... 700, 000, 000 
LU Es EIR ER EM ce ots Seesaes A AET A AN needa eR eisaeaeee 103, 000, 000 
Canada. ......... ae , 000, 000 5, 000, 000 
Cuba, Hayti, ete. 20, 000, 000 2, 000, GON 
3,727,018, 869 | 8,820, 571,316 


E. O. LEEOH, Director. 
DIST BUREAU, January 12, 1891. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the Senate 
more than a moment. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio to his figures of imports and exports. The statement he has in- 
troduced from New York I think is intended to bea general statement 
from the Director of the Mint, making the imports for four or five 
months some $3,000,000 more than the exports. 

I have from the Bureau of Statisties (which I think ought to bejust 
as good authority and, if anything, better than the report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint) a detailed statement of the amount of silver im- 
ported into the United States and exported from the United States dur- 
ing the months of July, August, September, October, and November, 
which covers the same period of time as the Senator’s statement made 
from the mint, I find/that there is quite a discrepancy in the two 
statements, and I desire to putin the RECORD the statement I have 
without going into it in detail, except to say that during the timel have 
mentioned we have exported more silver than we have imported if this 
statement is correct. I shall submit it in a moment. 

Mr. President, one word more. I know the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] proposes to make a speech andI shall bebrief. If the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has attempted to do anything to-day it is to show that 
he is and has been always a friend of the Allison-Bland bill. When I 
used the term ‘‘ Bland bill” in my remarks the other day I used it with 
reference to the bill that became slaw, and I do not think that Imis- 
represented the position of the Senator from Ohio on that bill. I find 
that in the first report that he made as Secretary of the Treasury after 
the bill became a law he said: 

It would seem to be the best policy for the present to limit theaggregate issuc 
of our silver dollars, based on the ratio of 16 to 1, to such sums as can clearly be 
maintained atpar with gold, until the price of silverin the market shall assume 
a definite ratio with gold, when that ratio should be adopted and our coins 
made toconform to it; and the Secretary respectfully recommends that he be 
authorized to discontinue the coinage of the silver dollar when the amount out- 
standing shall exceed $50,000,000. 

The next year when he made his report he repeated that statement, 
and in calling attention to it he said: 

He again respectfully calls the attention of Con to the importance of 
further limiting the coinage of the silyer dollar, The market value of the bul- 
lion in this coin has been during the past year from 10 to 16 per cent. less than 
the market value of the bullion in the gold dollar, The total amount of silver 
dollars coined to November 1, 1879, under the act of February 28, 1878, was $45,- 
206,200, of which 313,002,842 was in circulation, and the remainder, $32,203,358, in 
the Treasury at that time. No effort has been spared to put this.coin in circu- 
lation, Owing toits limited coinage it has been kept at par; but its free coin- 
age would soon reduce its current value to its bullion yalue and thus establish 
asingle silver standard, The inevitable result would be to exclude gold coin 
from circulation. 

Then, as now, Mr. President, the Senator assumes the rôle of a 
prophet: 

It is impossible to ascertain what amount of silver coin, based upon the ratio 
of 16 of silver to 1 of gold, can be maintained at par with gold, butitis manifest 
that this can only be done by the Government holding in its vaults the great 
body of the silver coin. It would seem that nothing would be gained by an un- 
limited coinage unless it is desirable to measure all values by the silverstandard. 
The Secre can not too strongly urge the importance of adjusting the coin- 
age ratio of the two metals by treaties with commercial nations, and, until this 
can be done, of limiting the coinage of the silver dollar to such a sum as, inthe 
opinion of Congress, would enable the Department to readily maintain the 
standard dollars of gold and silyer at par with each other. 

It will be remembered that he puts $50,000,000 as the sum total in 
his previous report. The next year the Senator again prophesied as 
usual. After deriding and decrying and degrading as far as language 
could by the official head of the Treasury Department the silver dollar, 
after declaring practically to the world that it was a fraudulent dollar 
and saying to the people that if they took it they would be caught 
some day with a depreciated dollar in their pockets, he then proceeds: 

For these reasons the Secretary respectfully but earnestly recommends that 
the further compulsory coinage of the silver dollar be suspended, or, as an al- 
ternative, that the number of grains of silver in the dollar be in 
make it equal in market value to the gold dollar, and that its coin 
other coinage to the enced f of the Treasury or the Director of the Mint, to 
depend upon the demand for it by the public for convenient circulation. 

Thenhegoeson. Thereis nottimetoreadfurther. The Senator will 
hardly claim that in this there was any advocacy of the use of silver 
as money, nor any approval of the Bland bill, the Bland-Allison bill, 
if he wants it so called, which he to-day approves of, and which he I 
suppose agrees with me has been the source of great prosperity to this 
country. 

Isaid the other day that we had prospered because we had not pro- 
ceeded upon the financial theory of the Senator. I said that because 
Isup he was an opponent of the Bland-Allison bill. I myself 
believe that that has been one source of great prosperity to this country, 
and I do not believe there is a Senator within the sound of my voice 
who will not say that the present condition (which is not the best in 
the world, but pretty good after all) would have been very different if 
we had not had the nearly $400,000,000 of silver that is to-day doing 
money duty equal with the same amount of gold. 

The Senator from Ohio, when Secretary of the Treasury, further said: 


It may be better for Congress at the present time to confine its action to the 
suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar and to await negotiations with 
foreign powers for the adoption of an international ratio; but, compelled by 
official duty to report upon this subject, the Secretary feels bound to express 
his conviction that it is for the interest of the United States now, as the chief 
producer of silver, to recognize the great change that has ocourred in the rela- 
tive market yalue of silver and gold in the chief marts of the world, to adopta 
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ratio for col based upon market yaluc, and to conformall existing awe to 
ver eg while maintaining the gold eagle of our coinage atits present weight 
ani eness, 


He goes on to state uate again the same he had said before. It 
is at great length and Ishall not read it. Now, if the Senator has got 
to the support of the Bland-Allison bill it will be another proof of the 
statement I made, which he takes exception to, that he has been on 
allsides of financial questions, 

The Senator also says that France has $400,000,000 ofsilver. Ihold 
in my hand a statement from the Director of the Mint, and if the Sen- 
ator will turn to the report of the Director of the Mint for this year 
he will find that there are $700,000,000 according to the Treasury re- 
port. When our minister, Mr. McLane, made his report a few years 
ago, he gave facts to show that there was more than $800,000,000 of 
silver there, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I said $400,000,000 I clearly made a mistake. 
I gave the exact figures to the Reporter. 

Mr. TELLER. It is $700,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is it was about 3,800,000,000 
francs, 

Mr. TELLER. Ihaveit here. There is not any mistake aboutit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have furnished the exact figures. 

Mr. TELLER. Nobody has ever put it at less than $700,000, 000, 
and I was about to say it had been put as high as $980,000, 000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Director of the Mint in his last report gives 
it exactly. I have given thememorandum to the Reporter and it will 
be printed exactly as itis therestated. There ismore gold than silver. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, there is more gold than silver; I under- 
stand that. France has at least $100,000,000 more gold according to 
the statement than she has silver. It does not make any difference 
what the amount is, except the Senator says it is $400,000,000, and 
that is so grossly inaccurate that I did not want to let it go. 

Now I want to say a word about the production of silver in Aus- 
tralia. Always when this question comes up there is a great amount 
of silver coming from some other country that is generally so far away 
that nobody knows anything about it. In 1876 Mr, Atkinson, who is 
an authority upon this subject for those who believe with the Senator 
from Ohio, ap before the committee of which the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones] was chairman and stated that silver was so abun- 
dant in some countries that they were actually piling up cord wood 
against the side of the mountain and running it outin that way. That 
is about equal to the Senator’s statement that from the Yukon to the 
Straits of Magellan the whole country isfullofsilver. Mr. President, 
the Senator can not point out to me one silver mine in the whole ex- 
tent of country that he has named. There are gold mines, but not sil- 
ver mines. 5 

If I had the time I should dwell a little more upon that statement. 
The Senator says silver is coming from everywhere. Weproduced last 
year 50,000,000 ounces, according to the Treasury report. Mexico pro- 
duced 42,000,0000unces. ‘There is 92,000,000 ounces out of how much? 
Ont of 125,000,000 or 126,000,000 ounces at the utmost. Now, where 
does it come from? It comes in small driblets from all over the world, 
everywhere. Mexico and the United States are practically the only 
real silver-producing countries, except what may have been produced 
recently in Australia, which last year, up to the Ist of May, amounted 
to about 7,000,000 ounces. The statement that 17,000,000 ounces have 
been produced since can not be supported orsustained by any authority 
whatever. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or twoabout the most remarka- 
ble statement I think I haye ever heard in this body, and that is, that 
anybody can tell what the precious metals cost to produce; and then I 
want to take exception to the Senator’s statement that it is an admit- 
ted fact that the value of the metal depends upon the cost of its pro- 
duction. Thirty yearsago I have seen the miner gointo a little gulch, 
and for every day that he Jabored he took out $100 until $3,000,000 
came outof a gulch not longer than from here down to the foot of Penn- 
sylvania avenue. Does anybody say that the gold was worth any less 
because he took it out at that rate? When silver was as high as it is 
now nearly I know in one single mine where $118,000 were taken out 
in ten hours. Itcostcomparatively nothing; the cost was merely nom- 
inal, I do not suppose the whole cost to take it out was $50. 

Does the Senator say that is a fair criterion of what it costs to mine 
silver? In that vicinity an immense sum of money had been spent 
before a dollar was found in that mine. Men had put themselves ina 
condition if they had not found itto beabsolutely bankrupted. When 
aman stands here and tells me that silver is produced in Colorado at 
60 cents and in Utah at some other cost, he simply talks about that 
of which he knows nothing. ‘There has never been an estimate and 
there can none be made. Mining is a lottery, If anybody does not 
think so, lethim go outand try it. If any gentlemen here have inves- 
tigated that subject or have had any experience they know that itis a 
saying in the country where we come from that for every dollar that 
comes out of a mine three dollars go in, and I think that isthe experi- 
ence of the men who have observed these mining transactions for the 
third of a century. Then the Senator comes here and talks about it 
asif you could produce it as you can produce wheat, when it depends 
upon circumstances entirely beyond the control of any living man. 


No man can tell what there isin the depths of the earth below. He 
may go down at an expense of a quarter of a million or of half a mil- 
lion, as I haye known them to do, and never find a dollar; and then, 
on the other hand, he may drop into a great bonanza, and if it were 
not for the fact that occasionally some man drops into a bonanza there 
would be no mining in this country at all; for, in my judgment, after 
thirty years’ observation of the mining of both gold and silver, I am 
free to say that I believe there have been $3 put into mines where $1 
has ever come out, 

Mr. STEWART. If explorations did not go on it would all stop. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Nevadasays, ifexplorationsdid 
not go on and the ple did not take chances mining would stop in a 
few years; when a bonanza is worked out that would be the end of it. 

This, on the part of the Senator from Ohio, is an ap’ against the 
miners of this country. It is an appeal to the people who he thinks do 
not produce any silver, and saying to them, ‘‘Now, do you want to give 
these people this vast profit?” 

Mr. President, I have said so often, I do not need to say it again, ex- 
cept very briefly, that this question isnot a question of compensation to 
miners. The Senator boasts of his long financial career. _ He boasts of 
the great service that he has rendered to the country. Has he not 
found out yet that this question of the useof silver as money isa ques- 
tion bigger and broader and deeper and of more importance than the 
question whether a miner gets full pay or whether he does not? 

He ought to know by this time that the interests of the whole 
human race are centered upon this question, not only in this conntry 
alone, but all over the world, and it does not make any difference if 
we produce it for a cent an ounce, the question is whether the human 
race will be benefited by using it as money or whether they will not. 
The Senator can not dodge the question and escape it by talking about 
the undue profit that we are making in its prodnetion. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to continue to speak upon this sub- 
ject to the exclusion of some Senators who have a right to be heard, 
but if there is an opportunity before this debate closes I shall submit 
a few further remarks with reference to some of the statements made 
by the Senator from Ohio, Before I sit down I ask the consent of the 
Senate to allow me to add tomy remarksa letter written by Professor 
Emile de Laveleye, a brief statement that he makes, which appeared 
in one of the recent French papers a few days ago, which I have had 
translated, and I believe it is correctly translated. 

I have had but little time to look it over to see, but I believe that 
in the main it is correct, with one or two corrections that I haye made 
with my pencil. I will ask to have it appended to my remarks, so 
that Senators may see it. I call the attention of Senators to it as a 
yaluable contribution to this question by one of the most learned men 
on this subject to-day on the face of the earth, the Senator from Ohio 
not excepted. I also submit the table to which I referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. 

The letter and table referred to are as follows: 


THE MONETARY QUESTION IN AUSTRIA-HUNGARY, 


[Takon from the Moniteur des Intéréts Matériels of December 21, 1890,] 


Mr. Emile de Laveleye sends the translation of a letter published in a large 
number of Austro-Hungarian papers and addressed to Mr. Süss, a professor 
at the University of Vienna, a member of the Reichsrath, and author of the 
well-known book, The Future of Gold. Mr. E. de Lavyeleye adds: ‘In this 
letter I have placed myself at the point of view of Austria-Hungary. If I had 
listened only to my bimetallic convictions I should haye advised the adoption 
of the gold standard; for the more people there are who adopt it the more 
scarce will gold become and the stronger will be the pressure upon the market 
of London, where the real field of battle is now found, If instead of coinin 
more silver the Americans had sold it to London, taking from there each monti 
ifa million werlar only, tho English would haye understood the influence 
which tho action of the States exercises upon the value of the precious metals, 
which Mr. Giffen and his associates deny,” 


Liéae, December 2, 1890, 


DEAR AND hi at CoLLEAGUE: How Ís it possible that, in a country where 
that fine book, truly prophetic, Zukunft des Goldes (Future of Gold) hag 
appeared, they dream of adopting the gold standard? 

It is certain that some advantages would be obtained by that measure. The 
fluctuations of the premium on gold would Mere bc and the variable losses 
resulting from this premium for payments in gold to the foreigner would cease 
also, but on the condition that Austria-Hungary preserve the gold that she 
must borrow to establish her circulation upon the basis of that metal. 

Is it possible that youcan preserve it? Idonotthink so. You have already 
now many interests stipulated in gold to pay to foreigners; but then there 
would be the interest of all your debts held outside, which must be paid in yel- 
low metal, and it is well known that a large quantity of your securities are in 
the portfolios of Dutch, Belgian, and German capitalists, and itis thesame with 
many others of your funds, Every country indebted to foreigners preserves 
with feia f its apes especially if this specie is made of a metal rare and 
everywhere desired, 

See where Italy is, so shorta time after the abolition of the forced currency. 
They talk already of re-establishing it; in any case, gold has very often a high 

remium at Rome and at all the commercial places on the peninsula. And 

taly, notice well, can pay in silver, since she has the bimotallfe system, while 
with you all ou, hitto be pa in gold and yourbank notes would be exclusively 
redeemable inthat metal. 

T will not go so far as to say, as certain financial papers in England, that you 
will not find the twenty millions sterling (200,000,000 florins) which you need 
to re-establish a gold metallic circulation. By paying a sufficient premium to 
bankers you would obtain them, but it is clear that you would provoke a 
strained market for along while and would increase the rarity of gold in a 
permanent nile G 

The rarity of gold is an undeniable fact at present, since the Bank of England 
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was obliged to borrow three millions sterling from the Bank of France to face 
a crisis of a rather restrained BAS y. 

Last April the chancellor of the exchequer, the eminent economist and finan- 
cier, Mr. Goschen, declared in open Parliament that it was not ‘without a feel- 
ing of shame that he stated the insufficiency of gofd stock in England. 

Bimetallic France isthe qnly country which has enough gold, Neither Ger- 
many, nor Spain, nor Italy, nor See eae Holland, not even rich England, 
have a sufficient gold circulation, hat will it be when Austria and Prussia 
take their part of this supply so reduced? 

Already now the annual balance sheet of gold sottles itself in deficit. 


POA UCHONG 505 sscseass sciscaosescesecsabess coo vecon¥ssaueeadinenes soretesn veverstvyvovedeastbeeeees :So00) 000,000 
—=—— 


Consumption: 
Industry (v. Soetbeer, 90,000 KIOTAMS) .ssssrssp sesse cece seeeesevesevenees 12,000,000 
Ori “ - 5,000,000 
1, 000, 000 


TOGA e oesie opise aons yyoyerduevustousesess be ssgasovessbseseti Vest savose sikse rei 08,000, 000 


Two millions remaming unengaged for the monetary needs of the whole world, 
while the population, the exchanges,and commerce develop every year with 
progggos rapidity, is evidently very insuMcient. 

In the presence of this rarity of gold and of this universal struggle for gold, it 
is little probable that your empire, largely debtor to foreigners, can buy the 
millions ofgolel which it will so dearly have purchased, 
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And, moreover, see the unpleasant consequences, even if this gold isnot taken 
from you. You will be directly submitted to the variations of the rates of dis- 
countat London and at Berlin, and as you would be menaced always with the 
loss of your metal, you would have to raise the rates one or two units more than 
elsewhere. Moreover, your industries would cease to enjoy the protection 
which:the use of paper and silver assures it, and a nesy. will lose for its grains 
that premium for exportation which silver assures to it to-day, to it, ns to India. 
perce points areessential. Let your farmersand your manufacturers reflect 
upon them. ` 

But what must especially be considered is the future. You will reduce the 
amount of your debts by giving thema gold basis, and you believe that you 
will have lost nothing, But if, as every fact predicts, gold rises, because all 
nations want this single money only for the principal money, the burden which 
your taxpayers, your debtors on long time, your owners of mortgaged houses 
and lands, will have to support will become heavier unceasingly. 

You have the right to pay your debts in silver, and you would force your 
population to pay them in a metal rare and of increasing rarity; that is to say, 
you would sacrifice the Austro-Hungarian people to the profit of foreign bank- 
ers and stockholders. A 

Isnot such an act senseless and does it not constitute a true spoliation, a 
crime toward your entire nation? 

See the situation of Argentine. If she could free herself by silver, if she was 
not forced to pay a premium of 100 per cent. to procure the gold which foreign- 
ers demand, she would not be on the eve of acca ei 

LE pE LAVELEYE, 


Statement showing the imports and exports of silver into and from the United Slates, by countries, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for each month from 
July 1, 1890, to October 31, 1890, 


Country and period. 


Year ending June 30, 1890, 
England. $ 
France... 
Germany ....... AYA 
Other countries in Europe ..... ekeset 
British North American Possessions.... 
Moride so.i sosencvescce boao dace ertacasensny ctecvescusees 
Central American States and British Honduras... 
West Indies.. 
Colombia ..... tensbiesysseeve 
Other countries in South America 
British possessions in Australasia....., 
Other countries in Asia and Oceanica... 
All other 0öUntriCR. sssssosrosresousrećososss asisas voeseseo 


Total for the year ending June BO, 1890; .sccveservososesessevsavscoereveeseoe esesase sevecssangoe sures 


July, 1890. 


Engla ..0.ccryees cvesdvovesne vneion absverssenason center evvovesotoce es 


a CE LA ALEE RE E A A EPEE N de 
British North American Possessions.. 

AT E ARE E A O N EA E T EAN 
Central American States and British Honduras.. 
Wost Indies .....sesssoseosscessossasos noa 
E eE E E 
Other countries in South America.. 
British possessions in Australasia... 
Other countries in Asia and Oceanica. 
All other countries ...seses.sssresesssssss snore 


OPAL A A A A E E T NE SA L TER 


August, 1890. 
England... RENTET 
France... 
GErMANY sesssorseroessossese eeepee 
British North American Possessions. 
PGRIGO shire saci sto onk ANA mbes Poa AT 
Central American States and British Honduras.. 
West Indies... 
Colombis..... eoeneees 
Other countries in South America.. 
British possessions in Australasia... 
Other countries in Asia and Oceanica 
All Other COUNTIES ........ccccesscaseseesosocnseosvedeceneets 


reer noriat 


PL'QUL secs note varnes tdisopsvebavcarvoneving E Gosbedbsspucaccevevcorsvoretsact bara nesios wetenunced eves 


September, 1890. 


ANEEENEP OOOH sesssssssis sereset eee 


England.........s.cssvesers 
nce... 
GOAN ..ooso i. ssecseveceusseonsise ooscocesteoone 
British North American Possessions. ms, 
LORD 5 sh Ea T ORLE E 
Central American States and British Honduras........ 
West Indies... . > 
Colombia... see OIRRE 
Other countries in South America.. 
British possessions in Australasia... 
Other countries in Asia and Oceanica... NENET 
AE AAi EN AATA TE AR ANT, 


AN EOT, TLA I E A A TE E E A E O N AN 


October, 1890. ` j 


APRA enenenanen seen eenenneneeesnaeere hee enenee srest snared sense 


seeebeneeeereee: 


England .. 
France.. 


Germany as PANIE] ASR LTES 
“eet North American possessions..,. 
Central American States and British Honduras. 


British possessions in Australasia..........cecccsrerecesesseves setsenseeevevenss 


ssas sesta EE OH EASE RANEAEPOOEN pee nenneneenensenenen® 


seess sesersssrssaspesaseeststsesee 


Exports, 


Bullion. Coin. Total. Bullion, Coin, Total. 
$1, 378,339 $92,743 | $1,471,082 {$17,722,657 | $2,899,675 | $20,622,333 
Np bpieds assess 1,351 1,351 104, 1 89, 875 535 


32) 712 $2,712 
sei tn 

228, 032 228, 032 

80; 065 80, 065 

122! 827 122, 827 

21,172 22, 652 

369, 000 268 369, 868 

a cel sona eae 


Cee eeeen aren enened 


22, 386, 449 
l 


2, 243, 641 


AUP ENIAN ee mennnel eres 
see paneer een nenees |e 
= 


í 


1, 285, 660 


2, 802, 847 


an 


1,299,275 
3,100 


se eeeeen arenes 


sessrese 


10, 029 |.. 
2, 398, 441 


Prreerrrrretiierriir oer) 
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Slatement showing the imports and exports of silver into and from the United States, by countries, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, ete. —Continued. 


Country and period. 


October, 1890—Continuced. 

Other countries in Asia and Oceanica 
All other Countries.......ccssseee severe eres 
Total sasctcccennvycteresctevees sissi 


Total for four months ending Octobor3l, 1890, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, December 13, 189. 


Slatement showing by countries the imports and exports of silver coin and bullion 
Sor the month of November, 1800. 


Coin. 
Countries, Bullion ——| Total, 
United | roxet 
States, en. 
IMPORTS. 

Central American Sta 
Guatemala.. $500 $500 
Honduras... 5,770 5,770 
Nicaragua 600 600 
SAL VADOL i accccvasctivcsiscccccsbesSbvedscescss luvs sdeteduseasofopsanasendecsss 45,700 45, 700 
Colombia ...... , 268 , 899 
SFB Yosh Sic ccc oecaststcsetotdstvdepbecncecensvcsve]esbseseea severe] fos skev vsi 263 1,263 

West Indies 

Cu 923 923 
Sritish 11,024 11, 906 
All other...... 24,480 24,780 
British Honduras , 336. 32, 336 
Mexico ... 960,576 | 1,402,008 
Brazil 190 190 
VENESUGIRG SONS PA ASE AS OAE I PSIE ISTIE E A E TAS 156 
Azores... 1,150 1,150 
French Possessions in Oceanica ees 11,909 11, 909 
A EE A NA A ENAA TINETA] 19,311 {1,135,689 | 1,595,090 


England 
British Colombis.. 
Hayti 


srsessereseesessostesosesooses 


Contral American States: 


uatemala . 371 
Honduras .. 6,727 
England....... 211,362 
Hong Kong .. ion! a 
APAN ssssnn ec eens. 
San Domingo. 850 
TR- E ostai A RRR 719, 527 719,527 


Total excess of exports, $577,136. 
Thero was also imported during November, 1590, silver ore valued at $511,672, 


all of which came from Mexico. = 
S. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau, 
‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, January 10, 1891. 


Imports and exports of gold and silver from July 1 to December 31, 1890. 


Silver, 
Month. 


$11, 860, 063 


2; 
21125, 853 2, 565,092 2,021,125 
281,627 | 3,330, 278 2,603,339 
235 3, 400, 066 571, 077 
567,152 ; 702 2, 085, 226 

RAPE OLA hirra SNN ceeds TASA 
15,545,944 | 13,402,023 | 10,083,113 


* Now York only; other ports not heard from yet. 
E. O. LEECH, Director. 
Mit, Januarg 12, 1891. 
[Mr. ALLISON addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I believe that the proposition of 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], if enacted into a law, would 
be disastrous to the great interests of this country, I feel that it is in- 
. cumbent upon me asa member of the Finance Committee to express 
very briefly, but with the utmost candor, some of the reasons which 
lead me to this conclusion. 


Imports. Exports. 


Bullion. Coin, ` Total. Bullion; Coin, | Total. 


„| $1,081, 387 | $1,561, 445 | $2,642,782 | $182,750 


S. G, BROCK, Chief of Bureau, 


Tam quite willing to agree at the outset that the present unfortunate 
condition of silver is due, as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEUME] 
has said, to adverse legislation. It was the governmental action of 2 
number of countries, commencing with Germany and ending with the 
United States, that deposed silver from its position as a money metal 
of universal acceptance at afixed value. I believe that the concurrent 
action of the states—all the states which took a partin bringing about 
this deposition—could restore it to the place it occupied prior to 1870, 
and I am earnestly in favor of such co-operative legislation as will se- 
cure this result. 

But I believe further that any attempt on the part of asingle nation, 
whether it be the United States or any other, to accomplish this result 
will be futile. Thestatement made by the Senator from Iowa of our 
experience in 1792 and in 1834 proves this so far as the United States is 
concerned. If thelegislation of the United States instead of the legis- 
lation of the commercial nations could have permanently fixed the ratio, 
it would have been fixed in 1792 at 15 to 1 and in 1834 at 16 to 1. 
Neither of theseresults followed our legislation; the United States acting 
alone was powerless to establish the monetary value of the metals, and 
gold in the one case and silver in the other went from our country to 
other countries where it had a higher coinage value. 

The fact that France and the other members of the Latin Monetary 
Union were obliged to suspend the coinage of silver in 1876, when 
they had a greater interest in maintaining its value than the United 
States has to-day or ever can haye, in my opinion, should have great 
weightin our consideration of this question. France alone at that time 
had nearly $700,000,000 of standard legal-tender silver, to say nothing 
about the amount held by the other states of the Latin Union. The 
states of that Union had a uta ten millions greater than the * 
United States has to-day, and theirrelative importance in the commer- 
cial world then was much greater than ours at the present moment. 

The problem which is presented to the United States, and which 
we are asked single-handed and alone to attempt to solve, is a very 
different one from that which was presented to France in 1876. The 
annual silver product of the world in 1873 and the years immediately 
preceding was less than one-halfofwhatitisto-day. Nearly $1,800,000, - 
000 has been added since 1873 to the world’s accumulated stock of sil- 
ver. For the last year and in fact since 1876 the United States alone 
of all the countries in the world has been coining full legal-tender silver 
which has been maintained at a parity with gold. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] alluded to the fact that 
England coined a large amount of silver last year, as did a number of 
other gold-standard countries. But this coinage was entirely of sub- 
sidiary silver, and, I repeat, not one dollar was coined in the world into 
full legal-tender coins that were intended to be maintained at a parity 
with gold outside of ourown country. The United States alone among 
commercial nations has shown a disposition to aid silver in an effective 
manner, 

It is true that India, Mexico, and Japan coined some legal-tender sil- 
ver, but those countries are ona silver basis and they make no pretense 
to maintain the parity of their silver coinage with gold. It is under 
such circumstances that we are called upon to meet this untimely de- 
mand ferprecipitate action. No one of authority in financial matters 
(outside of this Chamber) believes that the United States can, with the 
free coinage of silver, maintain an equality of value between its silver 
and gold coins. While'the great weight of authority is unquestionably 
found fayoring the proposition that silver can only be completely re- 
stored by unlimited international coinage at a fixed ratio, there isa wide 
belief that the stability of the value of silver as a money metal can be 
measurably maintained by theenlarged but limited use of silver as legal- 
tender money. 

It-was a belief of this kind whith led to the legislation of 1878 and 
which brought about that of 1890. I ask my friends from Nevada and 
Colorado, what would have been the effect if the legislation of 1878 
and 1890 had not been adopted? What would have been the price of 
silver to-day if it had not been for the act of 1878. 

Mr. TELLER. Probably not 50 cents an ounce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iagree. Silver would hayo been treated everywhere 
to-day as merchandise, ‘The wise, conservative policy of the United 
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States which has been so helpful .to silver is to be abandoned, and we 
are asked with intemperate zeal to adopt the measure suggested by the 
Senator from Nevada, which, in my opinion, involves greater peril to 
silver than any legislation ever proposed in Congress, not excepting even 
the act of 1873. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not want to interrupt the Sena- 
tor, but I should like to ask him whether he, for himself or on behalf 
of his constituents, claims any merit for himself or for them on account 
of the adoption of the act of 1878. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is quite aside from the question I am now 
discussing. As to the act of 1878°I will say I was not then in public 
life. Many of my constituents, in common with those of other Sena- 
tors here, believed that the action of 1878 was not wise. Some so be- 
lieved unquestionably. 

Mr. PLUMB. What do they think about it now? Whatis the 
present opinion asto the propriety and wisdom of that act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave already stated in the hearing of the Sena- 
tor that I am strongly in favor of the restoration of silver. I think 
the action of 1878, as I have also already stated, helped to sustain the 
price of silver and kept it from going entirely ont of existence as a 
money metal. In that respect the action of 1878 was wise, as I be- 
lieve our action in 1890 was wise; but if the representatives of the 
silver States and their allies—I do not find any fault with the repre- 
sentatives of silver States, because, as the Senator from Ohio has very 
well said, they are representing the wishes and interests of their con- 
stituents—force upon the United States a free-coinage policy, and the 
experiment is not successful, as I believe and as ninety-nine one-hun- 
dredths of the business men of this country believe it will not be suc- 
cessful, in maintaining a parity between silver and gold, then the cause 
of silyer is lost forever. Outside of the United States, silver has to-day 
no active and influential friend among the great commercial nations. 

In 1873 and 1878 the attitude of France in favor of silver was un- 
questioned; but at the monetary congress held in Paris in 1889 most 
of the representatives of France were either in favor of the gold stand- 
ard or in favor of maintaining thestatus quo. It is an open secret that 
many of the business men, bankers, and professors of political economy 
in France are in favor of the gold standard and of disposing of their 
five-franc pieces in exchange for gold. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it does not interrupt the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. Š 

Mr. BUTLER. If it does notinterrupt tke Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, I should be very glad to inquire of himif it is not a fact thatthe 
identical prophecies were. made about the act of 1878 that are being 
made about the pending measure, that it would drive gold ont of the 
country and demonetize gold and put this country upon a silver basis, 


etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That isa question, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that is asked of every Senator who makes a speech upon this side of 
the subject in the course of every discussion, and I presume it has been 
answered ten thousand times. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have it answered ten thousand 
times more if it can be answered satisfactorily. I have not heard it 
answered satisfactorily yet, and I should be very glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island answer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
prophecies which have been made at various times in regard to finan- 
cial problems have heen very often wide of the mark. As I havenever 
entered the realm of prophecy myself I have no prophecies to defend, 
and feel no responsibility for any prophecies which were made by 
others in 1878 or in 1890. I know that the prophecies made both by 
friends and opponents of the legislation of 1878 haye not been fulfilled. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That isa fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘The Senator from Ohio reminds me that prophdcies 
were made here last year that, if we should pass the silver bill which 
we afterwards adopted, silver would go to and remain at par. In 
1876 it was said confidently by the friends of silver that we had 
reached a maximum limit of production of silver in the world, and 
that with the decline in the product from the Comstock Lode the pro- 
duction of silver must decrease until it reached $20,000,000 per an- 
num—the average prior to 1860—but that prophecy proved as false as 
the others to which the Senator has alluded, and I must ask him to 
excuse me from being interrupted further. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; I beg the Senator’s pardon. I shall not 
interrupt him further. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield further to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will hear the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELL- 


R]. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Rhode Island makes a confession 
which I consider of very great importance, that a large number of the 
people of France are in favor of the Government selling the silver. Will 
the Senator from Rhode Island tell me how much silver the Government 
of France owns? 


E 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator certainly misunderstood me. I have 
said nothing about the Government of France in that connection. I 
said there were many people in France who were in favor of it, 

Mr. TELLER. The difference between France and Germany is quite 
Appas The people of France own their money, not the Government, 
and it is a question whether the people want to lose the difference be- 
tween the present—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill come to that question later, but I have made 
no statement as to what the Government of France would do. 

Mr. TELLER, I understood the Senator to say that the Government 
wanted to do it. l 

Mr. ALDRICH. The silver question is either an international 
question, as broad as civilization and to be treated by us as such, or 
itis as narrow as the selfish intersts of the silver-producers of the 
United States. It is treated in the pending proposition as one solely 
for the benefit of the silver-producers, as by its terms the United States _ 
is required to buy at a price 30 per cent. above its present market value 
the total silver bullion of the world. The proposition of the Senator 
from Nevada is not a proposition for the free coinage of silver as it ex- 
isted from 1792 to 1873, but itis as unlike it as daylight is unlike dark- 
ness. Under the coinage act of 1853 the owner of silver might take his 
bullion to the mints of the United States and after paying one-half 
per cent. seigniorage would receive therefor silver dollars, which he 
must dispose of as he could, 

Now, suppose that we should restore the stalus quo which existed 
prior to 1873, Would the Senator from Nevada or the Senator from 
Colorado be satisfied with that? What would happen? ‘The owners 
of silver bullion could then take their bullion to the mint, pay the 
mint charge, and at the ond of a few weeks or a few months receive sil- 
ver dollars which they would be obliged to impose upon an unwilling 
public. The pending amendment is a proposition to purchase by the 
United States, payable in the notes of the United States, all the silver 
bullion which may be offered to the Treasury at a fixed price,the Gov- 
ernment to pay all charges for mintage and refining. 

Now, what is there about silver itself, what is there about the busi- 
ness of silver-mining that makes it so sacred that the people engaged 
in its production should be entitled to receive this advantage at the 
hands of the Government over persons engaged in other vocations? 
If this were a bill for the free coinage of silver, its deleterious results 
would be limited, but there is no limit to the evils which might flow 
from the adoption of this proposal. 

It has been constantly repeated in this debate that one principal ob- 
ject of the legislation sought isto restore the status which existed prior 
to 1873, for the purpose of undoing a great wrong or crime which was 
committed by the passage of the coinage act of 1873. 

It is a sufficient answer to this tosay that the people, if any, whosuf- 
fered in 1873 are not the same people who will be benefited by the pro- 
visions of the pending amendment. 

The claim has been made upon this floor for the first time to-day by 
the Senator from Nevada that the mine-owners and producers of silver 
are entitled to compensation on accountof the fact that silver has been 
selling for less than 129 cents an ounce since 1873, Ido not care to 
discuss that question at any great length now, but I will suggest to the 
Senator that if he believes that this new claim of his constituents or 
other producers of silver is a good one he should present a bill for their 
relief and have it sent to the Committee on Claims or refer the matter 
to the Court of Claims and ascertain if he can establish their claim in 
a court of law or equity. 

The principal argument, however, in favor of the amendment used 
by Senators on both sides of the Chamber is that by its provisions sve 
should secure more and cheaper money. To show the necessity for 
more currency the example of France has been called to our attention. 
It is said that France has a circulation of at least $44 per capita and 
that we have but $21 per capita; therefore that we ought to increase 
the amount per capita of our currency to an amount equal to that of 
France. There is no analogy between the currency requirements of 
the people of France and those of the United States. ‘The same dif- 
ference in the per capita currency of France and the United States has 
existed for a century, and it never has been discovered, except by some 
imaginative greenback orator, that we were suffering from this cause. 

France has $12 of legal-tender silver money, five-franc pieces, per 
capita in actual circulation and we have less than $1. Does the Sen- 
ator suppose that by our legislation we can force the people of the 
United States to hold $12 per capita in standard silver dollars in actual 
use? Ithinknot. Forty-four percent. ofthe transactions of the French 
people are carried on by the employment of actual currency, gold, sil- 
ver, or paper. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator let me suggest that there must be 
a difference between himself and the Superintendent of the Census in 
regard to the population of the United States? He saysthere is only a 
dollar per head of legal-tendersilverin this country. According to the 
Census we have nearly 65,000,000 people, and we have $370,000,000 
of legal-tender notes. So there must be something over a dollar a 
head of silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kansas evidently did not under- 
stand my statement, which I repeat, that there is less than $1 per capita 
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of standard silver dollars in actual circulation in the United States, 
and that there is $12 per capita of full legal-tender silver money in cir- 
culation in France; and I was saying that while 44 per cent. of the 
transactions of the French people are carried on by the actual use of 
currency the proportion in which money is used in the United States 
is less than 8 per cent. The habits of the French people in hoarding 
money are well known, as they have existed from time immemorial. 

If the people of France require $44, $48, or $57 per capita of money, 
as the case may be, this fact furnishes no reason why the people of the 
United States should have an equal amount. Forty-eight dollars per 
capita in the United States means the doubling of our presentissue; it 
means $3,000, 000,000 in currency instead of $1,500,000,000; and, if the 
argument made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr, Jones] whosits near 
me is correct, it means reducing all debts and the purchasing power 
of money one-half. It means radically changing all existing relations, 
It violates the obligation of every existing contract. 

The Senator from Colorado said, and said truthfully, that the last 
fourteen i have been years of unexampled prosperity in this coun- 
try, and he says that with a knowledge of the fact that the business 
of the last fourteen years has been carried on with less currency, much 
less in amount and less per capita, than we have to-day, for I say, and 
I challenge contradiction, that there never has been a time in the his- 
tory of this country when there was as much money in circulation per 
capita as there is at this moment, 

If during the years succeeding 1878 down to the present time we had 
ample currency to carry on the business and to secure prosperity, we 
have enough now-for these purposes. Oftentimes a demand for loan- 
able capital is mistaken for a demand for currency, and much confusion 
arises from treating capital and money as synonymous. In the late 
financial disturbance there was more trouble growing out of a lack of 
credit and confidence than from a lack of money. ‘Thereis no banker 
and no business man in the United States, I believe, who will say 
trnthfully to Congress that he believes we need under normal condi- 
tions any more currency. 

We have suffered from a want of confidence and nota want of money, 
and the want of confidence has arisen largely from a fear of unwise 
Congressional legislation. 

The fact that the Bank of France loaned the Bank of England a num- 
ber of millions of francs in gold during the late financial trouble has 
been used in this debate as evidence that the financialsystem of France 
is preferable to that of England. Suppose that within the next two 
or three weeks matters should be reversed and that trouble should 
occur in Paris, and she should become the borrower of gold, would that 
be an indication of the relative financial soundness or strength of the 
two nations? 

If itshould be conceded that more money is needed, then this proposi- 
tion is most unwise, as the increase would take place not in accordance 
with theincrease in population, business wants, or the demands of trade, 
but the enlargement wonld depend in quantity and time of increase 
upon the production of the silver mines or the amounts of silver bul- 
lion or coin which might be brought here from foreign countries, It is 
difficult to see how this plan can receive the support of those who be- 
lieve that the volume of money alone fixes its value. We might re- 
ceive $5,000,000 in one year, anda thousand millionsin the next. We 
might have an inerease when it was not needed, and never when the 
demand was greatest. It is the most illogical and unsatisfactory plan 
of securing wise additions to the currency that could be suggested. 

Senators who oppose this so-called free-coinage measure believe that 
its enactment would seriously disturb business and destroy confidence; 
that it would establish a premium on gold, promote the habit of mak- 
ing gold contracts, and ultimately drive gold from the country, and 
place all of our currency and business transactions on a silver basis. 
The friends of the amendment, in answer to this grave charge, say that 
silyer would not come to the United States from other countries, and 
we are challenged to say definitely where it would come from and in 
what quantities, 

To this challenge I reply, first, we would absorb the current annual 
silver production of the world, which amounts now to about $175,- 
000,000; second, the nations of Western Europe hold about $1,000,- 
000,000 in legal tender silver coin which they would be glad to ex- 
change, whenever opportunity is presented, for gold. And, if the 
Senator from Nevada’s amendment should be adopted, this would be 
possible. I repeat what I said in a speech last year on this subject, 
that the value of its silver coins to a government can not be any 
greater than the value of the bullion, plus the cost of mintage. 

Is any one insane enough to believe that the Bank of France would 
not be glad to exchange its silver holdings for gold? It has reduced 
its stock of silver within the past ten years $150,000,000, and within 
the same period has increased its gold reserve more than $100,000,000. 
One would suppose from listening to this discussion that France held 
her stock of silver out of some special regard for the metal. She holds 
it because she is obliged to. There is no avenue open for her to dis- 
pose of it, and there will be none unless the United States should fur- 
nish it. 

Third. We should be deluged with silverand our currency destroyed 
if but a small fraction of the enormous silver stock of the world should 


come here fora market, Dr. Soetheer estimates the silver production 
of the world from 1492, the time of the discovery of America, to 1880, 
at about $9,500,000,000. To this must be added the amount which 
wasin existence prior to that time. If we concede that one-quarter 
of the amount has been lost or destroyed we still have $7,300,000,- 
000 in value of silver in existence. The total value of silver coins in 
use is estimated from $3,700,000,000 to $4,000,000,000, That leaves 
$3,600,000, 000 of silver now held, according to the opinion of the best 
authority, in the form of hoards or ornaments, Mr. Barbour, late 
financial secretary for India, estimates that the gold and silver hoards 
of the people of India increased in the fifty years, from 1835 to 1885, 
$1,500,000,000, asum equal to the entire money circulation of the United 
States, and this vast sum does not include the enormous hoards held 
by native princes and others prior to 1835 or the accumulations since 
1885. 

The fact thatsilver did not go up and stay up under the stimulus of 
the legislation of last year shows conclusively a much wider area must 
be covered, that there must be some other power than that of the people 
or the Government of the United States to restore the metal to its an- 
cient privileges. This can only be done by concurrent action of the 
commercial nations. We have $1,500,000,000 of currency in this coun- 
try ata parwith gold. The credit of the United States is equal to that 
of any nation in the world. What our people desire above everything 
else is that they should belet alone and allowed to have peace and rest 
from financial legislation and monetary agitation. 

Admit, if you please, that there is a possibility that with the free 
coinage of silver we might maintain a parity between the metals. 
Every man who hears me must admit, on tlie other hand, that there 
is a possibility we might not. The judgment of the whole business 
community is that we could not. The judgment of the men who 
have given this subject thought throughout the world is that it would 
not be possible. Why then at this time enter upon this sea of uncer- 
tainty? What is to be gained? Whois to profit by this foolhardy ex- 
periment? I can conceive of but one class, those who haye silver 
bullion to sell, and who would for a time be able to sell it at $1.29 
per ounce instead of haying to take the chances of selling it at the 
market price. Ido not see how any man in his senses can ask the 
people ofthe United States to take this risk for such a purpose. 

I have been surprised at the attitude of the Senators upon the other 
side of the aisle upon this question. 

It is evident thatthe Democratic party of the past, of Benton and 
Jackson, of Manning and Cleveland, is no more, and that we have a 
new Democracy, with new aims, new principles, and new leadership. 

I desire to read as pertinent to this discussion a portion of a letter 
which was written by the late President of the United States upon this 
subject in 1885. I refer to a letter signed by Grover Cleveland and 
addressed to Hon. A. J. Warner and others, dated Albany, February 
24, 1885. Mr: Cleveland says: 

Thope that you concur with me, and with the great majority of our follow- 
citizens, in deeming it most desirable at the present juncture to maintain and 
continue in use the mass of our gold coin, as well as the mass of silver already 
coined. This is possible by a present suspension of the purchase and coinage 
ofsilver, I am not aware that by any other method it is possible. It is of 
momentous importance to prevent the two metals from parting company; to 
prevent the increasing disp’ acement of gold by the increasing coinage of silver: 
to prevent the disuse of gold in the customhouses of the United States in the 
daly business of the people; to preyent the ultimate expulsion of gold by silver. 
Such a financial crisis as these events would certainly precipitate, were it now 
to follow upon so long a period of commercial depression, would involve the 
people of every city and every State in the Union in a prolonged and disastrous 
trouble, The revival of business enterprise and prosperity, so ardently desired 
and, apparently,so near, would be hopelessly postponed. Gold would be with- 
drawn to its hoarding places, an unprecedented contraction in the actual vol- 
ume of our currency would speedily take place, Saddest of all, in every work- 
shop, mill, factory, store, and on every ra Iroad and farm, the wages of Idbor, 
already depressed, would suffer still further depression by a scaling down of 
the purchasing power of every so-called dollar paid into the hand of toil, From 
these impending calamities it is surely a most patriotic and grateful duty of the 
representatives of the people to deliver them, 


Mr. PLUMB. Excuse me; but I hope the Senator will, in order 
that we may have the fall benefit of it, print the whole letter. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘The Senator can put it in the RECORD if he pleases. 

Mr. PLUMB. His declaration in favor of Mr. Cleveland is so pro- 
nounced, it seems really he ought to give the Ex-President the benefit 
of the indorsement in full, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifany Senator wishes to use the rest of the letter 
he can put itin. I do not indorse the proposition for a suspension of 
the use of silver, but I do that portion of the letter in which the Ex- 
President describes so well the ill effects sure to arise from the two 
metals parting company. I call attention to the fact that five years 
ago a man who was then supposed to be more prominent in the Demo- 
cratic party than any other, and who I believe occupies that position 

et, had pronounced views upon the silver question. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator, then, is calling the Democratic side of 
the Chamber to repentance, and not this side. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I was addressing my remarks at this moment en- 
tirely to the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very glad indeed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time the Senator was for the moment oc- 
cupying a seat on that side, but temporarily of course, 
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Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will read the prophecy Mr. Cleve- 
land made in respect to silver and give us his views as to its fulfillment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Virginia desires to read this 
ox any other state paper of the late President, I should be very glad to 
listen to him. For my present purpose I think I have read all that 
is necessary. I was striving to show that at the time named a man 
who was supposed to represent the Democratic party believed that the 
only wayin which a parity could be maintained between the two metals 
was by stopping the coinage of silver. Thesame gentleman, in a pub- 
lic speech on the 7th of January, 1891, the present year, in Philadel- 
phia, set forth at great length in a semioflicial way the principles of 
true Democracy. It was a very interesting occasion, The elucidation 
of the principles of the party which he represents was looked for natu- 
rally with a great deal of interest by the people of the country, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that he is the principal candidate of that 
party or is said to be the principal candidate of that party for re- 
election in the next Presidential election. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He so understands it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He so understands it, theSenator from Connecticut 
says, and I have no doubt that understanding is shared by a large 
majority of Senators who are now listening tome. In that explication 
or exposition of principles not one word was said for or against the 
free coinage of silver. I have read the speech, and it was an able one, 
with great care to find out what were the principles of the true De- 
mocracy at this time on this subject of overshadowing importance, but 
the speech was silent, and we are obliged to look elsewhere for an 
authoritative statement. Where can we look but to the official rep- 
resentatives of the party in this Chamber? 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Excuse mea moment. I wasabout to state that 
common rumor says (and common rumor is very often at fault, [know) 
that upon the amendment of the Senator from Nevada we are to have 
asolid Democratic vote inits favor, and I wish simply to call the atten- 
tion of Senators on the other side to the great change in sentiment 
upon this question which for some reason has recently taken place in 
their party. Stranger than this, however, is the fact that by one of the 
surprising mutations of modern polities the new leadership of the Dem- 
ocratic party is given to one who sits on this side of the Chamber, 

I have been often struck with the remarkable resemblance of the 
distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to Michael An- 
gelo’s great statue of Moses which ornaments the memorial monument 
of Pope Julius IL in Rome. 

Both were formed in thesame heroic mold. 
and vigor are visible in every lineament. 

Notwithstanding this strange likeness, betokening qualities which 
command my admiration, I must confess my surprise when my friend 
assumed the rôle of lawgiver and prophet to the new and only true 
Democracy and became the sole courageous exemplar of its principles. 

If party exigencies demanded that Mr. Cleveland should be set aside, 
no better selection of a successor could be made. 

T have watched the debate and I shall watch with interest the vote 
upon this question tosee ifthe predictions which have been so confidently 
made shall be realized. The country will be curious to know whether 
the ghost dance, with its plaintive cries for more money, which has been 
going on upon that side of the Chamber around this conspicuous and 
central figure, shall materialize into permanent and acknowledged 
jeadership. [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I can only hope that, 
if such be the case, my followers will have some of the good things that 
Moses gave his followers; and that those of the cold-hearted Pharaoh 
should not have all the punishment which was inflicted upon the Egyp- 
tians on that occasion, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt that both the Senator from Ne- 
vada and his followers on the other side believe that they are beingled 
through the financial wilderness to look upon the promised land. But 
I bid those Senators to remember that they will be held to answer to 
the American people for their action here. 

Mr. STEWART. Pharaoh met it, too. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam prompted by Senators who sit around me, and 
who are better acquainted with Biblical history than I am, tosuggest 
that Moses never reached the promised land. [Langhter.] 

Mr. STEWART. He sent his followers there, though, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt of the good intentions of the 
Senator from Nevada and the gentlemen upon the other side in that 
regard. It is all very well upon a question of expediency that the 
well-disciplined Senators upon the other side, under the able lieuten- 
ancy of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] who is now giving 
me his attention, should wheel by platoons into line to support the 
Senator from Nevada in any of his notions in order to bring discomfi- 
ture tothis side of the Chamber; but this is nota question of expedi- 
ency; it is a serious question, affecting the vital interests of the people 
of the United States, and I say to Senators across the aisle that they can 
not plead in answer to the indictment which is sure to be framed against 
them by the American people for this action that they were misled by 
the persuasive eloquence of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. DANIEL, Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
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In both rugged strength 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from Rhode Island yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. . 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that all but three Democrats in the 
Senate voted for free coinage before the last election, and that they have 
heard from the people since, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt there is adifference of opinion be- 
tween the Senator from Virginia and otherSenators and his and their late 
chief as to popular opinion upon this question. If the Senator should 
have a conference with Mr. Cleveland he would also find a wide di- 
versity of opinion in regard to the statement he has just made that the 
people at the late election indorsed the proposal for the free coinage of 
silver. 

But that is not the question Iam now discussing. I am considering 
the attitude of your party in this contest and what is to be its posi- 
tion in the future. I will say (and I am speaking, I helieve, not only 
for myself, but for a large majority of the Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber) that if we are to be again confronted in 1892 by this heresy 
of inflation in any of its forms, whether it comes through free silver 
or without silver, we are ready for the issue. I know of no better ' 
question upon which to appeal to the intelligent judgment of the 
American people, and I have no doubt in regard to the verdict. 

The result will be the same whether you are obliged to take a new 
candidate in order to place him in line with the new leadership you 
have adopted, or if you should succeed, as I do not believe you will, in 
winning Mr. Cleveland over to your views. I notice that the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vestr] who is now listening to me states that Mr. 
Cleveland has modified his views on thissubject. I understand, how- 
ever, that he says in a newspaper interview that he has modified them 
only to the extent that he now concedes that a person who favors the 
free coinage of silver may possibly bea Democratandsane. [Laughter. ] 
I understand that is the full extent of the modification which this dis- 
tinguished gentleman has made in his opinions upon the silver ques- 
tion. 

I am aware that I am not the mentor of the Democratic party nor 
responsible for its acts, but on account of its historic past I beg of you 
if you have any convictions, if there is any principle of the party which 
leads yon to act in any direction on this subject, do, for God’s sake, 
take your position in a manly and open way, and do not be content 
with crawling supinely in the path marked out for you by the Senator 
from Nevada. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, to-morrow will be six months ex- 
actly from the date when this Senate and the Congress came to adecis- 
ion upon the currency of the country in reference to the metallic 
basis. In my judgment nothing whatever hasintervened in the affairs 
of this country or in the affairs of commercial countries with which 
we have relations that should renew this agitation or should have 
brought us to a new determination at least on the subject as it was 
then settled. 

No man who understands at all the gravity of these questions of the 
money metal, no one who appreciated fully six months ago or now ap- 
preciates the seriousness of the disparity between the two metals, can 
think for one moment that any action of one nation as tried and proved 
only by six months can have taught us to at once leap over the great 
gap between the metals when we have decided that prudence, wisdom, 
the support of opinion in the country and opinions abroad obliged us 
all to say that we could listen only to prophecy from the patrons of the 
silver mines. 

Mr. President, in Europe there are two opinions towards this coun- 
try in regard to our separate silver coinage. The doctrinaires or bi- 
metallists, impatient of the slowness of the progress of their views 
abroad, were ready to advise this country to stop its silver coinage in 
order to force attention to the very condition of things abroad then to 
be produced and thus force the foreign nations now enlisted, if you 
please, on the side of the gold standard to see what they would suffer 
from an absolute obliteration of silver as one of the money metals of 
the world. On the other hand, the gold nations and the votaries of 
that standard abroad have for fourteen years wished fornothing better 
than that the United States should undertake to carry the burden of 
restoration of parity between the money metals by itself undertaking 
the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator give way a moment? 

Mr. EVARTS. Not to interrupt my remarks ? 

Mr. STEWART. No, nottointerrupt the Senator’sspeech. Iwish 
to make a suggestion. I find that there are five or six Senators very 
anxious to make speeches, The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
anticipated speaking early in the day to-day, but the time was occu= 
pied so that he did not have an opportunity. I suggest that we give 
one more day to this bill by unanimous consent, and have the same 
arrangement apply to Thursday that now applies to Wednesday, and 
that we occupy the day to-morrow in hearing those who are desirous 
of speaking. There are quite enough to fill the day who have signified 
their desire to speak. 

Mr. HALE (to Mr. STEWART). Ask unanimous consent, 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consenf that the time be er 
tended one day under the same conditions, 
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Mr, HOAR, I object, Mr, President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Senator from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, I was saying that the gold nations 
aud the votaries of the gold standard in Europe desired nothing more 
in theirinterest of the goldstandard than that the United States should 
undertake alone the carriage of silver coinage at a par with gold in their 
own system. If this was to prove useful they would have found a dis- 
peers to us; they would have found injury to their cause; but 

theircalculations they entertained no doubt whatever that we should 
have made the experiment which would have placed us on tho silver 
side, and helped them on their gold side in being thus balanced with- 
out cost to them, and that, with whatever better system and wiser 
method might havo conducted us and them to the parity of the two 
metals, we should have lost in our condition any power whatever over 
their affairs. 

Mr. President, I shall not repeat either the arguments or conclusions 
on this great subject of the money metals of the world. I then gaye 
to the Senate in that discussion all that I could furnish either from my 
reflections or from my examination of the opinions of others. I then 
put the action upon the wisdom of our gradual step, turning aside for 
no goal except the one goal of the parity of the metals in the world’s 
exchange. And when that wise resolution was reached, as it seemed 
to me, and in which the general concurrence of the people of this coun- 
try had found their support, now without one single reason whatever 
the yotaries of silver coinage and the patronage of the mints raise the 
new question that we are at once to change our decision and accom- 
plish what we then refused to do. 

Mr. President, there is nothing whatever that should change our 
satisfaction with the resolution that we came to in July last. If we 
have been disappointed in there being less activity on the part of the 
Executive in promoting by diplomatic means an opportunity of a reso- 
lution of this great difficulty abroad, we have found nothing in the ex- 
perience of this country that could show us that we erred when we 
took our stand then or that we should now be any wiser than we would 
have been if we had undertaken free coinage. 

Mr. President, the people of this country, the people of commercial 
countries in Europe, can not hide from themselves the severity of this 
relation, putting these two metals so wide apart, as was accomplished 
by the sequel of what happened in 1873. Al invective against the 
errors of Germany and the errors in our legislation does not bring us any 
nearer t6thesolution of the mischief that was wrought on all the methods 
and the gradual approaches by which this great consummation can be 
reached, ied eins is no er. Experience is the only teacher 
by which weshould be guided. And now, without disturbance of either 
foreign exchanges or domestic derangement, we, under the wise result 
that we reached six months ago, are asked to take this action merely 
from impatience, because the cure could only be in some degree as long 
as the evil had progressed. ` Z 

Mr. President, as I insisted then, so I must insist now, the great 
enemy of the offort for the parity of the metals in the affairs of the 
world is this rash patronage of the silver mines that makes a promi- 
nent and easy but an obvious suggestion of activity in that direction. 
I know and I appreciate the fact that those who favor the two metals 
as I do are not governed by a desire to patronize the mines; but, never- 
theless, those who avow both an interest, as we all feel, in the patron- 
age of the products of the mines as of the fieldsin our country, with a 
concurrent interest and duty on their part to restore an equality be- 
tween the metals in the world at large, should not suffer their counsels 
and their hopes and their plans to be so biased and overclouded by the 
lesser interests that they will not take counsel from the larger sphere 
of the experience of the nation, which is the only one that we can 
learn a lesson from. 

Mr. President, it is enough for me to say that for my guidance the 
intent or casual influencesin this or that derangement of the affairs in 
our great cities or in our European relations are no counsel for us at 
all. Just as long as Congress sits, just so Jong in this country if Con- 

does not become wise enough to turn its face against them, there 
will be efforts to make this Government a bank, not only of issue and 
deposit, but of discount, and I know no more paltry legislation than 
that by which the two Houses of Congress are to be appealed to at 
eyery juncture of our affairs, however local, however temporary, or 
however serious, that we are to be resolved into a board of bank di- 
rectors or the nagers of clearing house. No, just as soon as Con- 
gress adjourned with the two metals on the basis on which we placed 
them six months ago and with such liberalization as is proposed in the 
enlargement of the paper issues of the country, either by banks or in 
the Treasury or in the tender notes, the country will go on and on. 

What have we seen that hasalready come to our advantage in regard 
to the valuc of silver? It has risen as it now stands to 105, something 
over 80 cents in the dollar, when we started from it at something like 
70 cents, and if there was a miscalculation, or if the combinations of 
oes suddenly forced up the price, and the country or the peo- 
ple were disappointed at the suddenness of relief being followed by a 
recoil, that does not teach us to abandon the wisdom by which we are 
to move step by step, maintaining our own control of the situation and 


not plunge by an irrevocable step in a disaster from which we can not 
retreat. 

No, Mr. President, this is our position now, as it was six months 
ago, and we are waiting and must expect to wait a slow procession tow- 
ards the goal at which we aim, and that is a restoration of the parity 
of silver and gold in the money of the world. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, ordinarily I should keep silent 
and letmy vote, when the time arrives to vote, declare my sentiments 
upon the question before us, But there are occasions when it becomes 
the duty of a man in public place to speak, to tell why it is that he is 
impelled to follow a certain line of action, and in my opinion this is one 
of such occasions. 

Only a week ago I took my scat in this great representative body, 
great not only because of the fact that it contains some of the foremost 
leaders and thinkers of the age, but great because all here are the rep- 
resentatives of a sovereign people. 

My first act in this body was to vote to take up this bill, That vote 
was cast in opposition to the views of a majority of the gentlemen hero 
with whom I am politically affiliated. I have no apologies to offer for 
that action. As one of the representatives of the youngest of the sis- 
terhood of States, I am responsible to it alone and to my conscience for 
that action. I voted to consider this measure, and I shall vote to pasa 
it because I believe it to be the best, the surest, the most effectual rem- 
edy for some of the evils under which the country now labors. 

It would be sheerest folly to ey that there is an existing condition 
which demands a remedy. Itwould be worse than folly to deny that 
the agricultural interests of the country are in a depressed and suffer- 
ing condition. When we consider, Mr. President, that 44.1 per cent. 
of all the persons, male and female, engaged in gainful occupations, 
and 48 per cent. of all the males of all ages who do any kind of work, 
are engaged in agricultural pursuits, we can have some idea of the 
magnitude of the interests at stake. 

Nearly one-half of the people of this vast country who produce any- 
thing are engaged in agriculture, and 11 per cent. of the remainder 
are engaged in transporting the products of one section to the people 
of the others. Whenever the interests of these 60 per cent. of our peo- 
ple are endangered the whole country. suffers. 

Such isthe condition. ‘The farmersare making no money. * Nomat- 
ter what they produce, whether it is wheat or potatoes, cotton or 
sugar, whether the snows of the North are required to make their grain 
germinate or the hot sun of the Sonth to ripen their cotton bolls, 
they are all suffering. The cost of production and living is greater 
than the price of the product. 

Here isa fault. It is our duty, if practicable, to discover the cause, 
and most undoubtedly our duty to provide the remedy, if within our 
power. 

It is almost universally admitted that the scarcity of money is the 
canse of the depression. In fact, there can be no other cause. Our 
farms are producing abundantly. Our mines of iron, coal, copper, sil- 
ver, and gold are yielding up their stores of metal. Our manufac- 
tories are turning out finished products of all kinds, and yet the peo- 
ple are not Da ac We have the richest, the greatest producing 
country in the world, and yet the people are poor. 

In the ten years just passed our farmers have produced by their labor 
from the teeming soil articles for food and clothing valued at the enor- 
mous sum of $25,000,000,000. The miners have dug from the earth 
minerals, iron, gold, silver, lead, copper, coal, etc., valued at $5,000,- 
000,000, and the artisans engaged in skilled toil have turned out of the 
factories and workshops articles valued at $50,000, 000,000. 

These figures are sò enormous as to almost stagger belief and pass be- 
yond comprehension, but they are true. They come from the official 
records of the country. Look ata few of the principal items of the 
farm production of the country in these ten years: 


Osis 4,500, 000, 000 

Oats..... Os cece 4,200, 000, 000 
Potatoes AO extn 2, 000, 000, 000 
Cotton bales... 65, 000, 000 
BY .vaes at 400, 000, 000 
Wool... pounds... 2,500,000, 000 
Butter,....s.ccssroccoseresreorsatonsesssnsessstseorseeversvsvoseneenserevesreee edO, «neer 8,000, 000, 000 
And yet the men who do this are poor and suffering. What is the 


cause of this anomaly? Whyisit thatthe vast majority of the people 
who produce this eighty thousand million dollars’ worth of food, the 
clothing, and the implements the world needs are to-day poor? Why 
is it that this army of over eighteen million workers after ten years of 
productive labor are no better, ifso well off, as when the battle began 
ten years ago? The earth has been generous and responded to the call 
of the farmer who asked it to give him corn, wheat, cotton, hay, and 
the various other articles he raises. It has not refused its treasures to 
the miner who delved in its depths for coal, oriron, or gold, or silver. 
What, then, has been the cause that the returns for labor are so small 
and that discontent is abroad in the land when there ought to be peace, 
contentment, and plenty? 

This is the problem we are called on to answer. 

Mr. President, I believe that this condition is caused by a scarcity 
of money, which enables the few to control what there is to the detri- 
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ment of the many. This being so, what is the remedy? We believe 
that it is the making of more money. Gold and silver have always 


been money. But they are only money when some government puts- 


its stamp upon themand says this piece of gold and that piece of silver 
shall have a certain value, Gold or silver as it comes from the mines 
or the assay office is simply a commodity like wheat or. cotton or beef. 
It is not money. When the Government takes any specified amount 
of it and says this is $10, that is $1, it becomes money, and neither of 
these metals ever has been or ever will be money until some govern- 
ment does this act. The shekels with which Abraham paid for his 
burying ground had the value of each stamped on it. The ‘‘penny”’ 
with which the Pharisees attempted to entrap the Divine Master had 
the stamp of imperial Cæsar on if. 

During these past ten years the production of gold and silver in the 
world has been as follows: 


Gold. Silver. 
United States........ 044V0 9000 Fayed faveuee cde TA EEREN $325, 000, 000 $525, 000, 000 
Balance of the world a 689, 000, 000 }, 000, 000 
TOAL Bo Sarees 1, 005, 000, 000 1, 185, 000, 000 


This shows that of the total the United States produced 32.4 of the 
gold, that is less than one-third, and 44.3 of the silver, that is nearly 
one-half, In thesesame years Great Britain, the great creditor nation 
of the world, the nation which insists upon the gold standard, pro- 
duced $300,000,000 of gold and less than $4,000,000 of silver. Yet at 
the bebest of English money-lenders whom we owe and English mer- 
chants and manufacturers who fear our rivalry in trade and manufac- 
tures, we trample silver under our feet and make merchandise of it 
instead of coining it into money. 

I find by the reports of the Treasury that in the last ten years we 
have coined of the $525,000,000 of our silver product $260,000,000, 
leaving $265,000,000 of it to be traded as men trade in horses and cat- 
tle; yet under the law as it existed, allowing the coining of $4,000,- 
000 per month and aonni the coinage of $2,000,000 a month, we 
could have coined nearly all of the silver product. Would not the ad- 
dition of this $240,000,000 to the currency of the country have made 
it easier for the farmer who toils in the field, the miner who delves in 
the earth, and the artisan who labors in the shop, to obtain more of it? 

We were told in 1878, when silver was practically remonetized, that 
this action if taken would drive all the gold out of the country and 
we would have nothing left but ‘‘the base white metal.” Now that 
we are striving to fully restore silver as one of the standards of value, 
we are told the same old story. Yet in the last ten years our exports 
of silver have exceeded the imports by largely over $100,000,000, 
whilst imports of our gold have been largely in excess of our exports. 
The Treasury reports show that on January 1, 1879, we hadin gold 
in the country, ‘‘in the Treasury $135,000,000, in circulation $143,- 
000,000,” making a total of $278,000,000. The report of January 1, 
1891, shows ‘‘in the Treasury $293,020,214; in circulation $411,080,- 
597,” a total of $704,100,811, and an increase of 426,100,811. 

The gold product of the country from the Ist of January, 1879, to 
date has been not quite $400,000,000, and fully 10 per cent. of this has 
been used in the arts and for mechanical purposes; so, to say the least 
and admit that none have been hoarded, every dollar of the gold prod- 
uct has been added to the currency of the country. But the Director 
of the Mint in hisreport for 1888 says that at least $275,000,000in gold 
has been put away—hoarded—by the people, in addition to the amount 
that is known to be in circulation. The prophets of 1878 were false 
prophets, so that we need pay no attention to their prediction of to- 


The first movement for the relief of the people should be the resto- 
tation of silver asmoney, Silver isthe money of the people. It is the 
money of trade, It permeates every section, every town, every ham- 
let, every household. Gold isthe money of the bankers and specula- 
tors and money lenders, And it is these classes, and these alone, who 
oppose the remonetization of silver. 

Mr. President, let any member of this body walk to the other 
end of the Capitol, dana the stairway on the west side of the House 
and look at the great painting by Lutze, ‘* Westward the course ofem- 
pire takes it way.’ There is pictured an emigrant train on its way to 
the West. There he can see represented the sturdy pioneers who won 
an empire from the wildernessand desolation. They felled the forests 
east of the Mississippi River and then crossed over plains and moun- 
tains to the golden stores of the Pacific. Everywhere they left the 
impress of American civilization, States sprung up in their pathway 
as rapidly as Aladdin’s palace, mighty structures, where human lib- 
erty was assured as certainly as it was when the sturdy pilgrims, bat- 
tling with stern nature on the one hand and with savage Indians on 
the other, planted the colonies of New England. 

The gentlemen on this side of the Chamber who are opposing this 
Measure musi not treat us of the West as strangers from a strange 
land. ‘We are of your own kith and kindred.” Weare thesonsand 
brothers of your constituents, who have battled with mountain and 


desert and savage, as your fathers who were our fathers did to build 
up new States where your inheritance is as great as ours. You have 
progressed to a condition of afiluence; we are striving for it. Evyery- 
thing that you havo asked for we have supported. You wanted pro- 
tection that manufactories might be built up and you conld be enabled 
to compete with other nations in the markets of the world, but while 
you asked for this you were willing that the tillers of the soil should 
be protected as well, and we blessed you for it. 

We have sustained you even as Aaron and Hur upheld the hands of 
Moses when he prayed for his people. Now we tell you that the people 
of the West are asking for relief from the troubles that embarrass them. 
We are asking for bread; do not give usastone. The West has been 
loyal to you and to yourideas, It isloyal to younow—not only loyal, 
but we are proud of you as well; proud of the statesmanship you bave 
shown in the past; proud of the grand and heroic deeds you have ac- 
complished. It is not the silver kings who are here asking for free 
coinage of silver. It is the people who need more money with which to 
transact their business; more money, because more money will make 
prices better; more money, because more money will rescue them from 
the hands of the usurer and the land shark. 

Mr. President, I suppose, sir, I ought to apologize for having taken 
so much time in this discussion, when so many abler men and older 
Senators than myself desire tobeheard. And I do, sir, because I know 
it isa violation of one of the customs of this body; but Shakespeare said 
t‘ Nice customs must courtesy to great kings.” Every American citi- 
zen is a sovereign in hisown right, and I am hereasthe representativeof 
a numberof American sovereigns—these “‘ great kings’’—andsoI havo 
brushed ‘‘nice customs’? aside, that the voice of the people of Idaho, 
the youngest and fairest of the sisterhood of States, could be heard in 
behalf of free coinage, as it will always beheard in favor of everything 
that tends to the benefit of the people and the growth and glory ofour 
country, 

Mr. STEWART. If there are no other Senators who desire to speak 
to-night, I will moye an adjournment. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I believe I will say a few words. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that in view of the fact that several Sen- 
ators wish to speak to-morrow it is no more than reasonable to give 
one more day to the consideration of this subject. I do not want to 
delay it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let us have an evening session. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is to speak. 

Mr. STEWART. I will renew my request that by unanimous con- 
sent the time be extended one day under the same conditions as at 
present, 4 

Mr. HOAR. I must object, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall make no objection to a modification of the ar- 
rangement so that the Senators who desire to speak may havea longer 
time than the ten minutes to-morrow, but it must be with the under- 
standing that the vote is to be taken to-morrow. 

Mr, HALE. I suggest, in the interest of dispatch and also for the 
convenience of Senators, that-—— 

Mr. HOAR. There can be an hour fixed to vote, say at 8 o'clock 
to-morrow evening. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not agree to that. 
journment to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE, Let me make my proposition. It is that the unfin- 
ished business be taken up to-morrow morning directly after the read- 
ing of the Journal, which will be a few minutes after 10, and that the 
general debate close at 2 o’clock in the afternoon. I name 2 o'clock 
because I know some Senators are desirous of speaking. The Senator 
from Nevada ee JONES] bas the floor. The Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] desires to speak, and I know we all desire to hear 
him. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I will give way to the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. HALE, I named 2 o’clock in order to compass time enough for 
both Senators. Then after that I suggest that the ten-minute debate 
proceed, and we can stay to-morrow night, if necessary, and have an 
evening session, or we can remain without a recess until 8 o'clock and 
finish the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator thatit would 
be hardly right to limit the two Senators who are supposed to want to 
speak to-morrow. We have agreed to vote to-morrow morning, and 
we can stay here and vote to-morrow night if the Senator from - 
chusetis thinks we ought to do so, Suppose we do not vote until 9 or 
10 o’clock in the evening, it does not make any great difference, 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think my proposition of four hours 
an unnecessary limit? > 

Mr. TELLER, No; I donot suppose either Senator will take more 
than two hours, and perhaps not that long; but a Senator always 
speaks with some reluctance when he is limited. As long as we are 
to close the debate to-morrow and close the whole thing, they should 
have all the time they want. 

Mr. DAWES. They can have whatever time they want, only wo 
shall close the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. We shall close it to-morrow anyway. 


We are tovote before ad- 
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Mr. HALE. With that understanding, of course it is satisfactory 
to everybody, because that will dispose of the bill, but it will curtail the 
time given to the ten-minute debate, 

Mr. TELLER. ‘There will not be so many ten-minute speakers. 

Mr. INGALLS, Is it the understanding that the general debate is 
to close before the voting under the limited time for the amendments 
begins, or under the arrangement would it be possible forany Senator 
desiring to speak to do soat any time before the adjournment? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, at any time before the adjournment, 
I understand. 

Mr. HALE. The understanding of the previous agreement un- 
doubtedly was that the general debate should be completed when the 
ten-minute debate began, and that after that there would be no debate 
except under the ten-minute rule; but I take it—— 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘There was no limitation as to the hour when the 
general debate was to close? 

Mr. HALE. Under the old arrangement it closes to-day. 

Mr.-INGALLS. But I mean to-morrow? 

Mr. HALE. My proposition is that it shall close at 2 o'clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART], who is acting for the present as the person in charge of this meas- 
ure, inquired whether any gentleman desired to proceed to-night, and 
the Senate had an understanding that the general debate should close 
to-day. ‘Two Senators have given notice of their desire to speak at 
length, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. > 

Mr. GORMAN. And the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. GIBSON] 


also. 

Mr. HOAR. No notice has been given by any other Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] is on 
the list of those who desire to speak, 

Mr. HOAR. Are there any other Senators who have given notice of 
their desire to speak at length ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair can state. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has upon his list the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIB- 
son], the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART. I will give way. Ten minutes will do me. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it seems to be no more than fair with reference 
to the understanding of the Senate that if we adjourn now it should 
be understood that those Senators who have given notice shonld be at 
liberty to speak at length, and that when they get through the ten 
minutes’ debate should begin. 

Mr. TELLER. That is right, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The subject to be finished to-morrow ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; tlte subject to be finished to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. With that understanding I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that understanding be stated from the Chair. 

Mr.STEWART. Yes; the understanding ought to be stated by the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIB- 
SON], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] are to speak, and that after they have made 
their speeches then the agreement confines speeches to ten minutes 
and a vote is to be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, ten minutes on each amendment? 

Mr. HALE. In addition to that, I ask that it may be agreed that 
the unfinished business shall be laid before the Senate to-morrow morn- 
ing directly after the Journal is read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That isthe understanding. Before the 
Chair puts the motion to adjourn he will lay before the Senate a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish tosay one word in regard to 
the suggestion. I recognize that it is due to the Senators who are 
named on the list read by the Chair that they should have an oppor- 
tunity to debate this question to-morrow xt such length as they may 
see proper, but it is due to one or two other Senators on this side of 
the Chamber, whose names do not appear there and who desire to make 
speeches to-morrow, and who desired to speak to-day, that they should 
have the opportunity. The debate has gone on with all interest to- 
ay and the speeches practically have been on one side. 

do not want to delay the Senate for a moment, and I shall agree to 
any arrangement that will permit those Senators to make their speeches, 
but after the speeches of to-day of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], going into the details of the bill and 
holding up, as the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and did particularly, the attitude of Senators on different sides of this 
aisle, I suggest in fairness that the debate might be open to everybody. 
Of course the Senators whose names are down will have the floor first 
for to-morrow; and I think there can be no objection, if we want to 


continue a night session under the ten-minute rule to dispose of the 
details, to permitting that to be done, or if it is the desire to fix an hour 
on Thursday for the final vote there will be no objection to that, I ` 
think. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is to be finished to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. We could remain to-morrow night under the ten- 
minute rule and let general debate go on to-morrow, and dispose of 
the bill before we adjourn to-morrow night. That will give all anop- 
portunity who may desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator from Maryland should ask 
that. I do not think he himself will when he remembers that of 
course nobody could doubt and it would be a surprise if in a debate 
on an important political question of this kind such allusions to the 
positions of parties or of individual Senators should not have been 
made. Every Senator, present or absent, understood that the general 
debate was to terminate to-day; and it is to be presumed, therefore, 
that no Senator desired to respond to any of those suggestions or other- 
wise unless he expected to doit to-day. Now it turns out that the 
Senators who desire further to speak are three or four in number, and 
that it will be more convenient for the rest of the Senate to hear them 
in the morning than to-day, and I do not think that in consequence of 
that a general reopening of the matter should be asked. 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Itakeit for granted the object is to dispose of the bill 
to-morrow, and I suggest if we permit the general debate to go on with 
the opportunity given to one or two on this side to indulge in it we 
shall dispose of the bill before we adjourn to-morrow night. 

Mr. HOAR. If we can have an agreement to dispose of the bill at 
a particular hour to-morrow night, 5 in the afternoon, or 10 in the 
afternoon, or 12, with an agreement to dispose of the biil before we 
adjourn, which does not amount to a great deal—— 

Mr. HALE. It is understood that the bill shall be finished to-mor- 


TOW. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose there is no quorum here at 5 o’clock?. 

Mr. HALE. The understanding carries with it the agreement to be 
here. 

Mr. GORMAN. Without fixing easy the hour, which we can 
not do under the ten-minute rule, I think my suggestion would ac- 
complish everything desired, and it would be a very great relief to 
everybody, I think, who desires to talk. 

Mr. INGALLS. The arrangement which was previously entered 
into was seriously disturbed by the course that events took to-day. I 
entered my name upon the list desiring to speak and was informed by 
those who were to precede me that the time would probably serve by 
2 in the afternoon. The Senator-from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] did 
not expect, in the conversation I had with him, to address the Senate 
later t 12 o'clock, as we met at 10, 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who desired to follow him, 
anticipated that his observations would not extend beyond an hourand 
thirty minutes. I had made my arrangementsaccordingly; buttheSen- 
ator from Ohio addressed the Senate much longer than he anticipated, 
closing his remarks about half-past 3, not that they were protracted be- 
yond the importance of the event or the interest of the Senate, but 
they exceeded his expectations; and the Senator from Towa closed about 
half-past 4 or between that and 5o0’clock. So it was not convenient 
for me, considering the length of the observations I had to submit, 
considering also the convenience of the members of the Senate, to con- 
tinue with my observations this evening. 

I do not ask, so far as I am concerned, any modification of the ar- 
rangement hitherto entered into at my own suggestion. It appears to 
me that in view of the fact that unexpected and unanticipated events 
occurred to modify the programme, if it is to be changed at all it ought 
to be changed so as to suit the convenience of all who will be affected 
by it. Ishonld be unwilling to avail myself of any concession or of 
any consideration on the part of the Senate that was not extended to 
others also. I had the opportunity of addressing the Senate after the 
period of adjournment had approached, but concluded for prudential 
reasons not to do so. 

It seems to me that, if the time is to be extended at all for the bene- 
fit of those who did not avail themselves of the courtesy of the Senata 
heretofore granted, the extension ought to he made to include all thosa 
who might desire to address the Senate longer than ten minutes. It 
appears to me that if it is understood (and Iam gnite sure if it were 
to be so understood that that understanding would be observed) that 
the vote should be taken to-morrow on the bill finally before adjourn- 
ment, whether that hour might be at 10 in the evening, or at midnight, 
or at 5in the morning, a quorum of the Senate would remain for the 
purpose of carrying out that agreement. 

I therefore think, Mr. President, that the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland is appropriate, and I should be unwilling to avail my- 
self of any special kindness or privilege offered by the Senate to meindi- 
yidually unless it would be extended to all who might desire to avail 
themselves of it; not meaning by that, however, to say that in case the 
Senate should be obdurate and refuse this rational appeal of mine I 
should decline to avail myself of its courtesy to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Whatis the pleasure of the Senate? 
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Mr. HALE. Imoye that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. ` Is it understood that the arrangementas stated by 
the Chair is to take effect to-morrow ? à 

Mr: HALE. That was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the understanding — z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. Before put- 
ting the motion to adjourn the Chair lays before the Senate—— 

Mr.GORMAN, No, I beg pardon; I do not think we have entered 
into that arrangement. I made this suggestion—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis whatI wanted toknow. Perhapsit would 
be important before we adjourn that we should know. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew my suggestion now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair so announced the understand- 
ing, and asked what was the pleasure of the body, if any modification 
was to be made. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Maryland was on the floor at 
the time desiring to be recognized, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas on the floor and made the other suggestion, 
and now renew it in view of what has been said by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], that general debate on the bill be open to- 
morrow, with the understanding that we shall dispose of the bill be- 
fore adjournment to-morrow night. 

Mr. DAWES. Itseems to me, the great object being to get a final 
vote to-morrow night, whether the speeches to-morrow be longer or 
shorter is a matter of minor importance. 

Mr. INGALLS. Except to those who deliver them. [Laughter.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will understand then that 
there is no agreement—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Except the old one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Except that debate shall be concluded 
and a yote shall be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Unless there isno new agreement entered into we shall 
be under the ten-minute rule to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I may be allowed a moment, I suggest to the 
Senator from Maryland that if he is not satisfied with the hour named 
some other hour befixed, My experience and observation here is that 
in matters of amendment the ten minutes debate is of value. Amend- 
ments are offered and Senators desire to express briefly their views re- 
specting those amendments. Ifthe debate isto go on to-morrow with- 
out limit as to time, I think we are not likely to reach the ten-minute 
debate, so called, until thero will be a feeling somewhere that we had 
better put the debate off anotherday. SofarasIamconcerned, Ihave 
no wish about it except that I think some hour ought to be named 
when the ten minutes debate shall begin on amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave noobjection. [To Mr. ALLISON.] Make 
the suggestion, 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest 4 o’clock, then, or sooner, if Senators do 
not desire to speak at length. That will allow six hours for general 
debate to-morrow, 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chair put the proposition that general debate 
shall close at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Iowa please state 
his proposition? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will offer the suggestion as a contribution to an 
agreement, that at 4 o’clock—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I willstate tothe Senator from Iowa that the only 
reason why I do not like to see an agreement of that sort entered into 
is that we know perfectly well the Senatorfrom Kansas [Mr.INGALLS], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Gipson], and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock ]—it 
was so announced—and the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE] would 
like to have'an opportunity to k to-morrow. I doubt very much, 
in view of the importance of the question, whether we can fix abso- 
lutely now a time when general debate shall close, but it would nat- 
urally run along to 6 or 7 o’clock, or somewhere alang there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we can adjust it to-morrow, with the dis- 
tinct understanding that we shall yote before adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The suggestion not being agreeable, of courge I 
withdraw it. 

I wish to say one word as respects my own attitude to-day. I had 
expected, as the Senator from Kansas stated, to conclude my few ob- 
servations before 2 o’clock; but on account of the prolongation of the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio I was not able to do so. Had the 
Senator from Kansas been in his seat at the moment, I should have 
cheerfully yielded to him so that he might not have been disturbed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read a short let- 
ter—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Before the Chair puts the motion to adjourn, I 
should like to ascertain whether the Senator from Maine objects to the 
suggestion I made that general debate go on to-morrow with the un- 
derstanding that we close the bill before adjournment to-morrow. I 
submit that as a suggestion. 

Mr. HALE. I made what I thought was a very liberal proposition 


in order to allow Senators who desire to speak to continue the general 
debate until 2 o’clock. Iwas perfectly willing that that should be 
made 4 o’clock, and if that is not long enough for Senators who desire 
to speak I think they should consider that whatis given now isa change 
of an agreement that all of us submitted to and agreed to faithfully 
carry out, and I became convinced after hearing the talk which has 
been made back and forth that we should get no agreement, and that 
we have got to go on under the old arrangement, the ten-minutes de- 
bate to begin in the morning. I agree with the Senator from Iowa 
that that is a valuable debate, and we ought to haye it on this bill. I 
make the motion to adjourn now because every proposition to agree to 
any time has been refused. I am willing to make it 3 o’clock or 4 
o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. AsI understand it, there is just a shadow of 
difference between what was announced from the chair as the unani- 
mous agreement and what was proposed by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. ‘The only difference in the world between the 
proposition that was agreed to and what was suggested by the Senator 
from Maryland when he interposed was as to the speeches to-morrow 
being limited to.the Senators named. 

Mr. HALE. That might makea very great difference. That might 
make a week, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggests 
tome. I have been trying to get an agreement which would give 
Senators who actually desire to speak and who have prepared them- 
selves to speak an opportunity for full deliverance. That is what I 
have been trying to get, and my proposition was made in good faith. 
Iam willing to name 4 o’clock as the hour at which general debate 
shall terminate, 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘The Chair announced that it was the unanimous 
agreement—and then had gone to other husiness—that to-morrow, at 
10 o’clock, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones], the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ginson] should speak without limit. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator from Missouri omitted the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I named the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], who has the floor. The Senators I have mentioned were to 
have the liberty of speaking without limit as to time, and then we were 
to close the debate. under the ten-minutes rule gnd vote to-morrow, 
The ouly point raised was as to the restriction. TheSenator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN] thought that the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], 
who has been prepared to speak, and other Senators ought to be al- 
lowed tocomein. There is the difference. 

Mr. HALE. That may be a very great difference. 

‘Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know what other Senators desire to 
speak. Ihaye heard ofnone. The Senator from Texas has been pre- 
pared to speak, but he has not been feeling well. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, it does not seem to me 
unreasonable, and I do not think it will seem so to him or any Senator 
on the other side of the Chamber, that when we are asked to modify 
an arrangement which limited general debate to to-day, so that no Sen- 
ator could have spoken at length after to-day—and the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE], who went away from the Chamber, could not have 
expected to join in the general debate, because he knew that it was 
to close to-day under a unanimous agreement by which we were all 
bound—it does not seem to me unreasonable, if we are to modify that 
agreement, that it should only be modified in favor of such Senators as 
now announce their desire to speak at greater length than ten minutes. 

If the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is advised that the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] desires also to speak at length, let 
his name be included in thelist. I shall not object to that, but I cer- 
tainly shall object to a modification of the agreement which opens the 
general debate at full length, because, I ought further to say, expe- 
rienced Senators here know very well that an agreement of the Senate 
to close debate on a particular day, withont any hour being fixed, is 
not a very practicable and substantial thing, at any rate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that we agree to three hours’ debate on 
each side. I wish to make that proposition before the Senator from 
Maryland proceeds with what he has risen to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that is fair, 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I thought in justice to everybody, 
in theabsence of many Senators, that the suggestion I made was proper, 
but I am so anxious that this matter shall be terminated that I will 
withdraw my objection and let the Senators who have announced to 
the Chair their desire to speak have the liberty to speak to-morrow, 
and that after they shall have concluded the ten-minute debate shall 
begin. I think the arraugement proposed is unfair to this side, but I 
will withdraw any objection to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say, for one, that if the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoxE] comes in to morrow and desires to be included I shall make 
no objection. 

-Mr. PASCO. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna] I 
know also desires to be heard before the general debate closes. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Tle has gone away and the time has expired. 

Mr. HALE. So has the Senator from Texas. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the agree- 
ment, as previously stated by him, will hold good to-morrow. Isthat 
the pleasure of the Senate? The Chair hears no objection. _ 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before putting the motion the Chair will 
ask permission to lay before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, 

Mr, HALE. Very well. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 13, 1891. 
Sim: Linclose for the information of the Senate a copy of the proceedings of 
& convention recently held in E aA fiz) Alaska, whichconvened October 
8, 1890, to consider certain legislativen: of that Territory. The suggestions 
made are of a very important character and I recommend them to the careful 
consideration of the Senate. 
JOHN W, NOBLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at G o’clock and12 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 14, 1891. 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 13, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W., 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AKRON, OHIO, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4403) for the 
erection of a public building at Akron, Ohio, with an amendment of 
the Senate thereto and a request for a conference on the disagreeing 

-votes of the two Houses on the bill and amendment, 
On motion, the request for a conference was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAVENPORT, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5380) to 
provide for the construction of a public building at Davenport, Iowa, 
with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

e 2, line 7, strike out all after the word *‘ commissioner" down to and in- 
cluding the word “ approaches” on line7, page 3. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the amend- 
ment of the Senate be concurred in. It is purely formal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6975) to 
provide an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Ari- 
zona, with an amendment of the Senate thereto and a request fora 
conference, < 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I see no reason why the House 
should not concur in the amendment of the Senate to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill which was reported originally by the 
Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iunderstood that it had come from the Com- 
mittee on Territories. That committee has always had jurisdiction of 
such bills in previous Congresses, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no personal knowledge in regard 
to the matter. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I think that this bill came from the Ju- 
diciary Committee. It is proper, however, that there should be non- 
concurrence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
nonconcurred in and the conference requested agreed to. 

The motion was adopted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PUEBLO, COLO. 

The bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, 
Colo., was laid before the House with amendments of the Senate and 
a request for a conference. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I move that the House nonconcur 
in the amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKFORD, ILL. 


The bill (H. R, 4559) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Rockford, Ill., was laid before the House with amendments of the 
Senate and a request for a conference. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I move to nonconcur in the amendments of the 
Senate and agree to the conference asked. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LORENZO S. COFFIN. 


The bill (H. R, 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chap- 
lain Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteers, was laid before the 
House with amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
nonconcurred in, and a conference with the Senate requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY B. HASCALL, 

The bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary B. Hascall was laid be- 
fore the House, with the message that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House and requested a conference. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House insist uponits amendments 
and ngree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVES RANDALL AND KELLEY. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to offer 
a concurrent resolution relative to the printing of eulogies on two de- 
ceased members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the num- 
ber of copies of the culogies delivered in both Houses of Congress upon Samuel 
J. Randall, late n Representative from the State of Pennsylvania (authorized by 
House joint resolution approved December 19, 1890); and upon William D, Kel- 
ley, also Inte a Representative from the State of Fennsylyania (authorized 
under Heuse joint resolution approved June 5,1890), to be specially bound by 
the Public Printer and delivered to their respective widows, is hereby in 
from 50 to 100 each, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution; which was adopted. ; 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on tho table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT GENERAL IN THE ARMY, 


Mr. McKINLEY, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union he discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 1111) to revive the grade of lieutenant 
general in the Army of the United States, and that the bill be now con- 
sidered, with the amendment proposed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the grade of lioutenant general be hereby re-estab- 
lished in the Army of the United States; and the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized tonappoint, with the advice and consent ofthe Senate, a licu- 
tenant general of the Army of the United States, > 

Src, 2. That the pay and allowances of tho licutenant general be tha samo 
ns heretofore allowed for that grade, 


The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was read, as 
follows: 


After the word “States,” in lina7, insert the following: "to bo selected from 
among those officers in the military service of the United States most distin- 
guished for courage, skill, and ability, which grade shall continue during the 
continuance in oflice of the officer appointed under and by virtue of this act, 
after which such grado sliall cease,” 


The SPEAKER. Is thera objection ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. LI object. 

Subsequently, 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama, said: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OwENs] withdraws bis objection. 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late to withdraw it, after the House has 
resolyed to go into Committee of the Whole. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committce had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 507) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine; 

A bill (S. 3417) to provido for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of Massachu- 
setts; . 
A bill (H. R. 5474) to make payment to E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, 
D. D. Griffith, and C. ©. Goodspeed, on erroneous land-entry pay- 
ments; 

A bill (H. R, 9490) authorizing tho Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., n license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal fronds at Aw 
gusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the public; 

A bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison and examination of its accounts and govern- 
ment; 
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A bill (H. R, 12365) to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to issue bonds to provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company through said city; and 

A bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Mrs. E. J. Baldy, widow 
of W. H. Baldy, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House resolvo itselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEY in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished business 
before the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (IL. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 39, 1892, and for other purposes. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose last 
evening there was ponding an appeal from tho decision of the Chair on 
a point of order made by myself to an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. . I think that perhaps, notwith- 
standing the fact that the point of order was, in my judgment, well 
taken, it will be better to submit the question to the committee, and 
Iam willing to withdraw the point of order and allow a vote to be 
DE on the amendment, Iask consent now to withdraw the point 
of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, TheClerk will again report, the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 25, on page 4: 


* Provided, That no moneys herein appropriated shall be paid to any army 
officers detailed forduty as instructors in any State college or State institution.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call the attention of the committee fora few moments to the amend- 
ment which is now offered by the gentleman from Missouri, which is 
very far-reaching in its character and which reverses or destroys the 
policy of the Government heretofore for nearly twenty-eight years as 
to this matter of details of military officers for instructors in schools 
and colleges. I think the amendment ought not to be adopted. 

The Army of the United States is so small that it is absolutely im- 
possible for us to depend upon it in time of war. We must depend 
upon the uniformed militia and upon the educated young men who 
have had their training in the various colleges where military tactics 
are taught throughout the United States. 

Under the provisions of the present law there are fifty officers of the 
Army detailed to fifty institutions of learning throughout the country, 
free of all nse to the particular institutions or to the State in which 
they are established, but whose expense is paid out of the money of the 
people for the purpose of training the youths in these colleges in the 
elementary knowledge and principles of military affairs, especially in 
the capacity to at once take hold of raw recruits and control them to 
such an extent as to render them efficient for service as soldiers. 

This is but a slight expense to the people at large and the results 
are of great value. The effect of the amendment now proposed is to 
absolutely destroy the military education which at this very slight 
cost is being given to so many thousands of young men all over the 
country. There are probably to-day not less than from eight thousand 
to ten thousand youths under the supervision and instruction of these 
fifty officers, and the number is gradually increasing, these men being 
scattered all through the country filling places as lawyers, doctors, 
merchants, preachers, farmers, and in every other walk of life, with 
sufficient knowledge of military tactics, in cases of emergency, to make 
admirable captains, majors, or even colonels of volunteers without going 
through that period of ignorance and inexperience which we found to 
be so disastrous on both sides during the late war. 

Besides that, Mr. Chairman, it popularizes the Army. It is almost 
the sole connection between the Army and the people at large. The 
fifty young men who have received their military education at the 
training schools of the Government go out into the colleges or institu- 
tions of learning scattered amongst the States, associate with the youth 
of the country, and they come back into the Army with an entirely 
different state of feeling, with different ideas and associations than 
when they went into the colleges. No bright, active young officer 
trained at West Point with army associations and army opinions can 
go out into these schools and colleges, remain there two or three years, 
associate with the young men from all parts of the country, and not 
receive thereby a liberalizing education which he does not get at West 
Point. So that we are at one and the same time educating our people 
at large for active military purposes, and at the same time we are train- 
ing in a higher degree the officers of our Army who are thus brought 
in contact with the people. We are liberalizing our army officers, 


making of them a better type of officers and citizens, and at an expense 
almost nominal, 

But, Mr. Chairman, it does another thing. Thedefect of the Ameri- 
can Army is dry rot, The young men say that they have no chance 
for promotion. They are rushed out to the posts on the frontier. A 
lieutenant will be forty-three or forty-four years of age before he gets 
to be captain. He knows that there is no chance for him except 
through seniority. Here opens to him an opportunity to entet upon 
literary or semiliterary pursuits. It gives bright young men in these 
institutions an opportunity to do something, an opportunity to study. 
The contact into which he is brought with young men from all parts 
of the country increases his desire to do something; and out of this 
class of young men come the officers who are writing the military his- 
tory of the day, the treatises on military affairs, who furnish the arti- 
cles to the magazines. It creates a sort of esprit de corps'in the Army. 
It tends to create a better spirit in the Army. It tends to make the 
standing of the officers higher and better, I do not hesitate to say that, 
as between destroying this training for these young officers and de- 
stroying West Point, itis doubtful which would be the more disastrous 
to the American Army, 

I earnestly hope the amendment will not be adopted, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky states 
that one reason why he favors this system of detail of military officers 
to State institutions is to popularize the Army. That idea may per- 
tain and it may be proper in governments where the military force is 
necessary to support the government, in monarchical institutions, but 
under our republican form of government. I think the other idea onght 
to preyail, and that is, to popularize civil liberty and civil institutions. 
We have to-day a spirit in this country that I might say borders on a 
species of worship of the military—military titles, military institu- 
tions, and military men—by which we have the ‘‘Sons of the Revolu- 
tion,’’ the ‘‘Sons of the Veterans of the War of 1812,’’ and the ‘Sons 
of the Veterans?’ of the late war, as well as the veterans themselves, 
as though there was some distinction that ought to be made between 
the citizens of this Republic who belonged to the military and those 
who pertain to civil life only. 

I donot think, Mr. Chairman, that we ought further to inculcate that 
worship of military glory, military position, or the popularizing of 
the military arm of the Government of the United States. There is 
no necessity for it in our republican form of government, and, as I 
stated in the beginning of the debate on this bill, [donot know under 
what provision of the Constitution or theory of our Government we 
have any right to authorize a detail of Federal officers to perform such 
duties in State institutions, State duties only. We have no right to 
tax the people of one State to send officers to teach in the colleges of 
another State. The Federal Treasury is supposed to have drawn the 
money of the people from every part of the Union, from every State 
in the Union, for the benefit of all the States and citizens alike, and 
yet if this policy is to be pursned a few States may be favored with 
these army officers as teachers and professors in their colleges, at the 
expense of all of the other States not so favored. It is a species of fa- 
yoritism. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him? Any Statein the Union caw obtain one of these 
officers, and I do not suppose there is a State in the Union which has 
not one or more, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I am not advised of that, but Idoubt 
very much whether all the States have these officers detailed to them. 
Some may have more than one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Michi- 
gau will know better than I do. The matter was discussed when the 
number was increased, and my recollection was that every State has 
at least one and many of the States have two. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Ihave here a complete list of all the institutions 
in the country to which these officers are detailed, which I will read if 
the gentleman desires me to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam informed that Missouri 
has three of these officers. 

Mr. BLAND. It does not matter how many Missouri has or how 
many any other State has; but standing here, actuated as I believe by 
a proper regard for the Constitution of my country, I protest against 
this continued, unceasing attempt on the part of Congress to legislate 
where it has no authority to legislate. 

Mr. VAUX. That is the right doctrine. à 

Mr. BLAND. So I protest against this attempt to detail officers for 
duty in the States, to perform duties that do not belong to the Federal 
Government and to interfere with the States. At nearly every session 
of Congress we have bills authorizing the increase of these detailed 
officers, Ifwehavearighttosend oneoflicerto aState for such purposes, 
we have a right to send the whole Army there, and I say it is a grow- 
ing evil and an indication on both sides of this House of a spirit that 
tends to interfere with the rights of the States, to trangress and tran- 
scend the duties of Congress, and to waste the public revenue in a 
manner that never was intended by the Constitution and by the fathers, 
I protest against it, 
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Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. OuTMWAITE, and Mr. FLOWER rose, 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desireto saya few wordsin reply to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and after that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FLOWER] undoubtedly will have an opportunity to 
address the committee. I desire to say in regard to this amendment 
that it practically proposes to repeal all legislation in regard to the de- 
tail of officers and instructors at military institutions, becanse it takes 
away the pay of these officers, and of course none would be detailed 
under such circumstances. This legislation has been in existence since 
July 28, 1866. The original act was ed in connection with the 
founding of the agricultural colleges since 1862, In the Revised Stat- 
utes, which is the earliest act which I have before me, it is provided 
in section 1225 that— 

The Président may, upon the application of any established college or uni- 
versity in the United States having a capacity to educate at the same time not 
less than one hundred and fifty male students, detail an officer of the Army to 


act as president, superintendent, or professor thereof; but the number of ofi- 
cers 80 detailed shall not exceed twenty at any time, 


The number was afterward increased to thirty, then to forty, then 
to fifty, and, by the act which passed last week, to seventy-five. 

In the Fiftieth Congress, by the act of September 26, 1888, it was pro- 
vided that this section should be amended as follows: 


That the President may, upon application of any established military insti- 
tute, seminary or academy, college or university, within the United States, 
haying a capacity to educate at the same time not less than one hundred and 
fifty male students, detail an officer of the Army or Navy— 


This is the first time, I believe, that the Navy appears— 


to act as aono aini or professor thereof. But the number of officers so 
detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army and ten from the Navy. 


Being a maximum of sixty. There is no material change in the 
original statute except that it provides that ten officers from the Navy 
may be detailed. Now, from this report it appears that there are de- 
tailed at the present time the full number of fifty officers from the 
active list and four officers from the retired list. I hold in my hand 
the Jast annual report of the general commanding the Army, and fol- 
lowing page 110 will be found a table giving a list of all the institu- 
tions to which all these officers are detailed, being fifty from the active 
list and four, as I said, from the retired list. These officers are all 
lieutenants. ‘There is a surplus of lientenants in the Army, because 
we are obliged to keep up the regular organization of the companies, 
while in the infantry there are but thirty-eight members to a company, 
four sergeants besides the first sergeant, four corporals, two musicians, 
two artificers, and a wagoner, making up the company, Theinstitu- 
tions to which officers are detailed are the following: 


1, Alabama Agricultural and Mechanical College, Auburn, Ala, 
2. Arkansas Industrial University, Lite) Aah Ark, 

8. University of California, Berkeley, Cal. 

4. State cultural College of Colorado, Fort Collins, Colo. 

5, Shefiield Scientific School (Yale), New Haven, Conn. f 

6. Delaware College, Newark, K 
7. North Georgia Agricultural College, Dahlonega, Ga, 
B. Knox College, Galesburgh, IIL. 

9. University of Ilinois, Champaign, Ill. 

10, De Pauw University, Greencastle, Ind. 

11. Purdue University La Fayette, Ind. 

12. Iowa State University, Iowa City, Iowa. 

13. Cornell College, Mount Vernon, lowa. 

14. Kansas State Agricultural College, Manhattan, Kans, 

15. Agricultural and Mechanical College of Kentucky, Lexington, Ky. 
16, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, La. 


17. Maine State College, Orono, Me. 
18, Maryland Agricultural College, Prince George’s County, Maryland. 
19. St. John’s College, Annapolis, Ma. 
Massachusetts Agricultural College, Amhorst, Muss. 
Michigan Military Academy, Orchard Lake, Mich, 
Michigan Agricultural College, Lansing, Mich. 
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn. 
21. of piia and Mechanical Col Sat of Mississippi, Starkville, Miss, 
M uri State University, Colum’ Mo. 
University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebr, 
27. State University of Nevada, Reno, Ney. 
23. Rutgers College, New Brunswick, N.J. 
29. St. John's College, Fordham, N, ¥. 
30, Cathedral School of St. Paul, Garden Cily, Long Island, N. Y, 
81. Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y. 
Bingham School, Orange County, North Carolina. 
University of North Dakota, Grand Forks, N, Dak. 
S. Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio. 
35, University of Wooster, Wooster, Obio. ` 
36. Ohio Normal University, Ada, Ohio. 
37. Pennsylvania Military Academy, Chester, Pa. P 
83. Allegheny College, Meadville, Pa. 
89. Pennsylvania State College, Centre County, Pennsylvania, 
40. South Carolina pens? cademy, Charleston, S, ©. 
41, Agricultural College of South Dakota, Brookings, S. Dak. 
42. University of Tennessee, Knoxville, Tenn. 
43. University of the South, Sewanee, Tenn. 
44, Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, College Station, Tex. 
45, University of Vermont, Burlington, Vt. 
46. Norwich University, Northfield, Vt. 
47. Virginia Agricultural and Mechanical College, Blacksburgh, Va- 
48. West Virginia University, Morgantown, W.Va 
49. University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis. 
50. Florida Agricultural College, Lake City, Fla. (The military detail at this 
sollege bas been discontinued.) 
Shattuck School, Faribault, Minn, 
econ? Academy of Peekskill, Peekskill, N.Y. 
Jowa Wesleyan University, Mount Pleasant, Iowa, 
Bishop Scott Academy, Portland, Oregon. 


Ithink that every State, without exception, has from one to three. 
I observe that Missouri has two. The Agricultural and Mechanical 
College of Mississippi has one. There can be no doubt of the great 
good these officers are doing as instructors, and there can be no doubt 
in my mind that it is equally beneficial to the organization of the State 
militia and to the regular Army. It is an inspiration to these young 
officers to get out of the barracks, out from the military posts into the 
States, among the bright, intelligent young men of the country, to come 
in contact with them; and it is an inspiration to the young men of 
these institutions to have these officers come among them. I hope that 
thisamendment will be voted down unanimously. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York rose some time 
ago to address the committee, and the Chair now recognizes him. 

Mr. FLOWER. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that while the records of 
history are full of reference to those who fought for their country, yet 
the man who invented the plow has not a single page. Suppose we 
have an army of 26,000 men. We keep it at that low point for the 
reason that we are jealous of our liberties, I hayenever heard before 
that it was criminal to advocate an army of 26,000 men or to educate 
the people to fight. 

I believe this army of 26,000 is necessary for the preservation of this 
Republic. I believe it is proper and right that it should be used as a 
school to educate the young men of our land in the art of war; and if 
we do that well, and popularize it, the better it will be for this Re- 
public, Isee no danger to the Republicin sending a lieutenant wher- 
ever it is desired into a State to educate young men in military tactics. 
Wonld you have the country as it was in 1861, with only a few men 
North and Sonth that knew anything about war? I think it better 
to teach all our youths how to fight in this way, and it does not seem 
to me that you endanger the Republic by doing so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Probably you avoid a fight by teaching the people 
how to fight. 

Mr. FLOWER. It teaches them how to fight; and it isa very proper 
part of this bill. Therefore I am opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. VAUX and Mr. KERR, of Iowa, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. ; 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, the question of the amendment as to 
the payment of these detailed army officers is not a matter of very 
great importance, but it is of very great importance when you come 
to consider the principle on which his detail is sought to be made. 

If I understand it, they are taking seventy-five officers of the Army 
for whom they have no work to do (men that are getting paid as ofti- 
cers of the Army and rendering no service perhaps) and sending them 
to the Statesto do what? To gointo theschools of theStates and teach 
the young men that the Federal Army, the army of forceand bayonets, 
is the controlling power of this Republic. 

I deny that they can teach such heterodox doctrine ina Republicsuch 
as ours. Our isa Republic of peace, not a Republic of war. Ifyou 
want it to be an empire, you are taking the shortest course to bring 
this empire upon you. All governments of war have used the army 
as the controlling power and used it as a force against reason. But 
whenever you have an effort made to overturn the principle of self- 
government and break down the American doctrine that the people 
are the source of all power and good government, it is then you find 
just such an enunciation as this, that the Federal Army shall con- 
trol the power, shall control education—of what, and how, and whom? 
That the young men of the country in these matters shall look up to 
Federal authorities, to Federal force, to the Federal Army, to Federal 
arms, to Federal control as one of the means by which these young 
men are to gain reputation and character. Gentlemen say there is no 
harm in this. No; there is no harm at all until the harm is made 
manifest and apparent, and then there is no remedy. 

We see now that an effort is being made to control what are called 
the State guard. Some States have home guards and some have na- 
tional guards; and now an effort is being made to send officers of tha 
Army to control those people; and to control them for what? What is 
this proposition? To educate them in theartof war. And whiatis the 
art of war? The art of war is the art of force, It is toteach men to 
control and to regulate. What! Do we want to teach any of the States 
any such lessons as that? The art of war! Why should they not teach 
anything else? Why not send them to teach all the subjects that are 
taughtin the schools? Whynothave them teach mathematies? Why 
not have them teach the languages? Why not have them teach any- 
thing else? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. VAUX. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Are you in favor of a militia? 

Mr. VAUX. Iam in favor of the States regulating their own af- 
fairs, in their own way, for their own people, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Are you not in favor of a well-instructed mi- 
litia? 

Mr. VAUX. Iwill state what kind of a militia I am in favor of. 
Iam not in favor of putting the State militia under the Federal Goy- 
ernment and allowing the Federal Government to teach that militia. 
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Mr.CUTCHEON. Not one of these officers will be sent to a State 
institution unless the State asks for it, 

Mr. VAUX. Very well; so much the worse; because you are but 
tempting the States to ask for these officers in order that they may 
teach the militia, to overrule their own self-government not by an army 
of the militia, the army of the people, but by Federal military teach- 
ings and Federal force. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has rightly said 
that governments rest on force, and the best government and strongest 
government of the world is a republican government, because it finally 
can marshal all the forces of the people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I rose to sty something in regard to the re- 
marks that were made yesterday by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Stone], and I desire to read an extract from what he said in order to 
emphasize the necessity for a well-controlled army and for general edu- 
cation in the military art. I quote from his speech on this bill yester- 
day, from what he said abont the election bill: 


And remembering, as I do, that I spring from the loins of men who bore their 
tts nobly and well in the perilous days of the Reyolution, I would be untrue 
O their memory and to myself, I would be untrue to my adidas to m 
to the Constitution of tho fathers, and to human liberty, if I di 
such a law, despise its authors, and defy its power. 

I had supposed that the day for such expressions in this body had 
passed and that we would henceforth have no need of the Army at home 
except to overcome hostile Indians, and thatno man in this body or in 
this country would, atleastin this generation, defy the law of the land, 
I call the gentleman’s attention to the oath which he, as a member of 
this body, in common with the rest of us, has taken. Under thatoath 
weare bound to see that no person shall be denied the equal protection 
of the law as provided in the first clause of the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution, and the gentleman from Missouri, in common with 
the rest of us, has sworn to enforce that article by the appropriate leg- 
islation of Congress, as provided in the last clause of that amendment. 
The fifteenth amendment to the Constitution also provides in the first 
article that the right of citizens to vote shall not be denied orabridged 
by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude, and the gentleman, in common with the 
rest of us, has taken an oath to enforce that provision according to sec- 
tion 2of Article XV, which says that ‘Congress shall have power to 
enforce this article by appropriate legislation.” The gentleman in his 
remarks yesterday quoted from the address of the Hartford Convention 
in 1812. 

I quote what the gentleman read from the address of the Hartford 
Convention: 

That acts of Congress in violation of the Constitution are absolutely void, is 
an undeniable position. It doesnot, however, consist with respect and forbear- 
ance due from a Confederate State toward the General Govenment to fly to open 
resistance upon every infraction of the Constitution, The mode and the energy 
of the opposition should always conform to the nature of the violation, the in- 
tention of the authors, the extent of the injury inflicted, the determination man- 
ifested to persist in it, and the danger of delay. But in cases of deliberate, dan- 
gerous, and papane infractions of the Constitution, affecting the sovereignt 
of a State and liberties of the people, it is not only the right, but the duty of suc! 
a State to interpose its authority for their protection in the manner best calcun- 
lated to secure thatend. When emergencies occur which are either beyond the 
reach of the judicial tribunals or too pressing to admit of the delay incident to 
their forms, States which haye no common umpire must be their own judges 
and execute their own decisions. It will thus be proper for the several States 
to await the ultimate disposal of the obnoxious measures recommended by the 
Secretary of War or pending before Congress, and soto use their power ac- 
cording tothe character these measures shall finally assume as effectually to 
protect their own sovereignty and the rights and liberties of their citizens, 


If the gentleman had been as careful a student of history as I sup- 
posed him to be, he would have observed that the language of this ad- 
dress of the Hartford convention in the objectionable part which he 
quoted was taken almost literally from the resolutions adopted under 
ite direction of Mr. Jefferson in Kentucky and Virginia fourteen years 

ore. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And in Ohio afterwards. 

* Mr. KERR, of Iowa, And the gentleman would have known that 
those identical resolutions were indorsed before the war by the Demo- 
cratic party of the entire country, but they never, after the famous de- 
bate between Hayne and Webster, were approved by the people of the 
North. Itshould be observed, too, that the men who formed the Hart- 
ford convention said that they appealed to Congressin advance not to 
pass the measures to which they objected, and stated that they would 
not counsel any action at that time, but with rare deliberation coun- 
seled delay. The gentloman proceeded to denounce the Hartford con- 
vention and the spirit by which it was animated, as follows: 


Soon after this the wart came, and while our fathers were grappling in adeath 
struggle with Great Britain a convention of pro-English sedition-breeders and 
plotters of treason assembled at Hartford on the 15th day of December, 1814. 
George Cabot, the grandfather, as I am informed, of the reputed author of this 
force bill, was the president of that convention,’ The delegates composing it 
oanesionay. represented the dominant sentiment in the Commonwealths 
whose credentials they bore, but happily there were thousands of stalwart and 
incorruptible patriots among their constituencies who stood ready to imperil 
everything for the honor and safety of the Republic. The deliberations of the 
convention, therefore, were conducted with guarded secrecy, under lock and 
key. But itis known that those deliberations were characterized by a spirit of 
sedition and bigotry, of enmity to the Constitution and revolt against the au- 
thority of the United States. 

What think ‘he of that? Aconyention of Americans, assembled by the au- 
thority of their States, and in an hour of extreme peril to the nation, then 


trust, 
not spit upon 


straining every nerve and muscle to the utmostin a mighty struggle with a 
formidable foreign foe, whose ships were hovering in our waters and whose 
battalions were marshaled on our soil, plotting, ay, sir, plotting, wilh drawn 
blinds and candles lit at midday,against the authority of thé vernment! 
Almost on the very day when Jackson's intrepid squadrons were hurling back 
the red line of invasion which had swept up against the walls of New Orleans 
this convention issued a publicaddressto the people of New England, in which, 
exalting commerce above every consideration of patriotism and national unity, 
itassailed the Constitution of the United States and the Administration at Wash- 
ington, denounced the war as wicked and unnecessary, and condemned the Gov- 
ernment as feeble, ineffectual, and despotic in its conduct, 


I will not attempt in the few minutes at my command to vindicate 
or eyen apologize for the men who were in sympathy with the Hart- 
ford conyention further than what I have already said, but saying noth- 
ing about the action of those who were in arms to-destroy the Govern- 
mentin thelate war. The gentleman unwittingly describes with great 
accuracy the party who sympathized with them in that movement, 
and which, at Chicago, in 1864, when Abraham Lincoln and Grant 
were marshaling the forces of the Union for the preservation of the 
Government of the Constitution, resolyed— 

That this convention does expressly declare, as the sense of the Ameorican 
people, that after four years of failure to restore the Union by the experiment 
of war, during which, under pretense of military necessity or war power higher 
than the Constitution, the Constitution itself has been disre; ed in every 
part, and public liberty and private right alike trodden down and the material 
prosperity of the country essentially impaired, justice, humanity, liberty, and 


the public welfare demand that immediate efforts be made fora cessation of 
hostilities, ete, 


What shall be said of the men on the other side of the Chamber in 
view of the requirements of the gentleman from Missouri, I remarked 
the other day that the Democratic party, up to the time it elected 
James Buchanan, an old Federalist, who is reported to have once said, 
“If he had a drop of Democratic blood in his viens he would let it 
out,’’ never failed to ring the changes denouncing mon who were sus- 
pected of sympathy with the Hartford convention, But I did not ex- 
pect to have a gentleman on that side verify so soon the rule that I 
cited, and require that a man should not only be faithful in his own 
life, but that he should be responsible for his lineage. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Idesire unanimous consent to proceed for two 
minutes. [Cries of ‘Go on!?’] 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa that he be allowed to proceed two minutes longer? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say, Mr. Chairman, I did not suppose that 
the time would come so soon, in view of the history of the Democratic 
organization, when one of its members would hold that a man should 
be required not only to presentin his own life a record of faithful sery- 
ice and loyalty to the country, but also to guaranty that his ancestors 
back to the third generation had always been faithful and loyal to the 
country, and claim that if his grandfather was not sound he was not to 
he trusted as a leader in legislation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Does that apply to Benedict Arnold’s ancestry or 
to those who followed him? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam not speaking now of Benedict Arnold. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Well, the Hartford convention was not much bet- 
ter. 2 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, 
the Hartford convention neyer counseled actual war, yet a Democratic 
statesman, who boasts that he has been raised in the period since the 
war, brings into this House the history of a man three generations ago 
as a reason why certain legislation advocated by his descendant should 
not this House and should be spat upon and defied if peor 

The gentleman from Missouri informs us that he is one of the young 
men of the Central States who have grown to manhood since the war. 
In view of the declaration of the gentleman which I quoted at the be- 
ginning of my remarks, I say, God help the rising generation of the 
district he represents. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a motion to 
limit debate, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ihave the floor. 
once before and gave way. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTitwatrTr] 
hasbeen recognized, unless he yields to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I do not yield. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The chairman of the committee will yield me 
five minutes, I think, to say a few words on the pending amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] 
has the floor unless he yields to the chairmanof the committee in 
charge of the bill for the purpose of making a motion to limit debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I prefer to say a few words on the amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, the first proposition in support of this amendment 
is that the practice provided for by law of detailing officers of the 
Army to State educational institutionsas instructorsin military science 
is an interference with the rights of the States. Gentlemen who lay 
down. that proposition surely do not intend that it shall be taken 
seriously, when the Constitution itself among its grants of power to 


I was recognized 
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Congress provides that the Congress shall have the power to provide 
fur calling forth the militia to execute the Jaws of the United States, 
andalso for organizing and arming and disciplining tho militia, and 
for governing such part of them as may be employed by the United 
States. This sending of officers out to the States for educational pur- 
poses is a very small step in the direction of carrying out these pro- 
visions of the Constitution. It is, indeed, a help towards organiz- 
ing and disciplining the militia by strengthening the qualifications of 
young citizens to officerand train the same. This method of dissemi- 
nating military knowledge and cultivating the military spirit among 
the people will aid in reducing tle necessity for a standing army. 
These professor oflicers are often consulted by officers of the State 
militia and are sometimes invited to inspect State troops, These 
oe all must have a good influence upon the perfecting of their 
ciency. ; 

As to the supposed interference with State jurisdiction, the United 
States Government has no authority by law to send a single one of 
these officers into any State, without application having first been 
made from that State; and where the institution is a State institution 
the application must be made by State officers. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly, I will yield fora question. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman contend that the States can 
See authority upon Congress to detail officers at the request of the 

tates ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly not; and itisnot necessary to make 
any such contention as that. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman has stated that we have no authority 
to makea detail of this kind until a State asks for it. If that isso, 
we have no authority at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I say the Department has noauthority, by the 
law under which this is being done, except upon application from the 
States. The dreadful intrusion can be made only upon request from 
the State thus fiercely invaded. h 

Mr. Chairman, what has been said here by way of objection based 
on the question of economy is equally untenable. These officers are al- 
ready inthe Army. ‘They can not be dismissed or discharged; itis well 
that they should be employed, notidle. They must continue to receive 
pay, whether they are serving the United States or acting in State in- 
stitutions. They can be recalled for active service when needed. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman‘allow me a question ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not now; I have not time in five minutes. 

Some time ago there was a proposition before Congress to purchase 
certain plates showing the uniforms of the oflicers of the Federal Army, 
and I believe of the privates also, from the beginning of our Govern- 
ment up toa recent date. One great objection made on this floor to 
the purchase of those plates was that one of them contained a picture 
of officers of the Federal Army playing cards. Now, gentlemen who 
object to military officers of the United States Government going out 
to State institutions to do this useful service, this service so beneficial 
to themselyes and to the youth of the States, would you have them 
come back and go into barracks somewhere and play cards during the 
time they might otherwise be spending in Stateinstitutions? So much 
for the question of economy as involved in this proposition, The ob- 
jection on that ground, I say, is just as untenable as the other propo- 
sition, that the sending of United States officers to State institutions to 
teach youths military tactics is interfering with the rights of the States, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 1 move that debate on this proposition be limited 
to ten minutes, to be divided equally between the two sides. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to amend by making the 
time twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan desire that 
this motion to close debate shall apply to the pending paragraph and 
all amendments? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves that de- 
bate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited 
to ten minutes. 

ae WHEELER, ofAlabama. Imoyeto amend by makingit twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Letuscompromise and agree on fifteen minutes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I think we shall get through 
quicker if the gentleman from Michigan willassent to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well, let it be twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan modifies his mo- 
tion and moves that debate on the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be limited to twenty minutes. : 

The motion was to, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER} desire to control ten minutes of the time? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. TI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Are we not proceeding under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I do not understand this yielding. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan desire to oc- 
cupy any more time? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire to control the time. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Joserpm D. TAYLOR] wishes to be recognized. 

Mr. BLAND, Tho gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman 
from Alabama are both opposed to thisamendment; and I object to the 
time on both sides being controlled by them. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman isright. The Chair will recog- 
nize some gentleman in favor of the amendment, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am very much inter- 
esteil in the provision of this bill which increases the number of mili- 
tary officers who may be detailed to educational institutions of the 
country. Iam a member of the board of trustees of a college which 
has had a detail of this kind for many years. During the Jast year it 
was intimated to us that in consequence of the great number of appli- 
cations from colleges desiring the benefit of these details the Govern- 
ment would be compelled to alternate in making the details, I re- 
member that last winter the president of one of the largest colleges in 
the State of Pennsylvania came here and spent a number of days for 


‘the purpose of using his influence in favor of an increase of the kind 


now proposed. 

But gentlemen object that this measure involves an increase of tax- 
ation, Ineed not spend any time upon that objection. The gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. OurHWAITE] who has just spoken has shown 
the futility of the objection. Every member of this House knows 
very well that this proposition will not impose a single dollar of ex- 
pense upon the Government, These officers are under pay at any rate; 
their salaries will be drawn; and the Government will not suffer by 
reason of the benefit which the States may enjoy under a measure of 
this kind. 

A provision of this kind will not only benefit the colleges to which 
officers may be assigned, but will bea benefit to the army officers them- 
selves. Inquiries are now being made as to the character, habits, and 
deportment of these military officers; for these colleges say: “We 
do not want a man of bad character or bad habits; we do not want 
any man whose influence would tend to the demoralization of the stu- 
dents.’’ For this reason colleges are searching for officers of the Army 
of the highest character; and as army officers are glad to be thus de- 
tailed, glad to be connected with these colleges, glad to be associated 
with the professors of the first institutions of the country, this system 
of details is an incentive to these officers to maintain themselves as 
gentlemen of high character, such as will command the respect of the 
colleges of the country. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow a question for information ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Does the law providing for these details limit them to 
colleges or State institutions exclusively or is it not broad enough 
in its scope to allow the details to bo made to private schools in tho 
States? That is my remembrance. 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR, Tho Seerctary of War can determine. 
Applications are made and are filed with him. Applications areon file 
now. I knowof colleges in Ohio which have been trying for years and 
years to haye such details, and hayenot been able to succeed. ‘Therefore 
it is a question of discretion, a question of judgment, where will the 
men do the most good and what colleges are best entitled to have the 
applications granted ? 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe gentlemen will allow me, the question I want 
answered is, does not the law provide for the detail on application with- 
ont regard to the character of the institution, except as tocertain speci- 
fied conditions? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You had better make the inquiry of the 
chairman of the committee, whois more familiar with the subject than 
Iam. I care nothing about that; I am only anxious that the number 
shall be increased in order that additional colleges may be accommo- 
dated. But if this amendment prevails, if the expense should be 
charged to the colleges, these institutions, in many cases, will not be 
able to make the application for them, for they haye as many professors 
under pay now as they can provide for. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB, Mr, Chairman, I have prepared myself toanswer the 
question I propounded a moment ago to the gentleman from Ohio, wlio 
has just occupied the floor, The law provides— 

That the President may upon application of any established military institu- 
tion, seminary or academy, college or university, within the United States 
having 4 capacity to educate at the samo time not less than one hundred and 
fifty male students— 
in his discretion make the detail applied for, etc, 

Now, then, this law is not such an one as has been presented to us 
in the arguments, or some of them, to which I haye listened this morn- 
ing. The gentleman from Ohio made the broad assertion that these 
officers could not go into a single State unless authorized by a call for 
the service made by the State itself. There is no such provision in the 
law. Any private institution in the United States,in any of the States, 
can have the benefit of this detail if the President of the United States 
sees proper to allow it. 

Under this enactment we stand face to face with this proposition: 
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Whether the Government of the United States is authorized to inter- 
ferein the education of the country in the private schools of the land. 
The system is on all fours with the attempt we find being made to 
grant subsidies for the building up of certain particularinterests. The 
claim was made the other day, and pressed with earnestness, eloquence, 
and emphasis, that we should subsidize American shipping interests 
because we thereby greatly tend to the education of American seamen 
for service in time of war. Along the same line we are called upon 
now to subsidize educational institutions in order that we may prepare 
the young men of the country to perform the partof educated soldiers 
in time of war. 

It is the samo thing, the same argument, the same principle which 
underlies both. Every time an army officer is detailed to take charge 
of a private educational institution, by that act you grant a subsidy to 
that particular institution. “But it doesnot cost anything, ’’ the gen- 
tleman from Ohio says. ‘‘ These army officers are already under pay ” 
is the argument advanced in support of this legislation; and yet it is 
apparent that you give private educational institutions receiving the 
benefit of this legislation a manifest advantage over others to the ex- 
tent that you supply educated, competent teachers without charge. 
It is the granting of a subsidy to that extent, nothing more and noth- 
ing less. Now, Mr. Chairman, is this subsidizing business to be the 
policy of the Government? Is it tocxtend itself, to ramify itself, until 
it affects every industry in the whole land? Nothing more and noth- 
ing less than that proposition confronts us to-day. 

It seems, Mr. Chairman, that this’General Government of ours is to 
be the foster parent of all the enterprisesof theland. The old-time doc- 
trine that the mass of power in this country belonged to the States, the 
old-fashioned idea that this is a Government of limited and enumerated 
powers, and that the citizen must look to the laws of his State for pro- 
tection in all the great interests that belong to him as an individual, 
seems to have passed away. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. : 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to express 
myself as fully concurring with the gentleman from Missouri in what 
he said as to the importance of bringing the Army into closer and more 
intimate relations with the people; and lalso agree with himinall he has 
said regarding the importance of maintaining our Government in its 
original purity, in adhering to simple methods and exacting the 
strictest economy in every branch of the public service. I agree with 
him that we should oppose all laws which in the slightest degree in- 
fringe the letter or the spirit of the Constitution. 

I agree with him that a system should be corrected, the tendency of 
which is to give a preference to the sons of officers in filling vacancies in 
“the lower grades. I believe with the gentleman from Missouri that we 
should draw from the great body of the people and from all parts of 
our country for this purpose, and actuated by such views I have adyo- 
cated, since T haye been a member of this House, all laws which tend 
to bring the Army and the people into more intimate relations. Prior 
to thirty years ago the Army was a thing apart. The sons of officers 
knew of nothing but army life, and naturally they sought the Army as 
their vocation. 

The people at large knew nothing of the Army, and therefore did not 
seek that vocation, and the consequence was that the sons of officers 
were selected to a very great extent to fill the appointments in both 
the naval and military service. Now,we are changing this system, 
and the tendency is to bring the Army and the people more closely to- 
gether, so that the people may know more of the Army and the Army 
more of the people. 

The gentleman is quite mistaken as to the question of expense, 
These officers draw as little,and in many cases less, pay than when on 
other duty, and the Government makes a clear saving of their fuel, 
quarters, traveling expenses, and all other emoluments. 

The importance of extending instruction in the rudimentary princi- 
ples of military science beyond our single Military Academy at West 
Point must impress all thoughtful men, as all will admit that science 
isin future to bea very controlling element in the managementof armies, 
and armies which have officers of the highest scientific skill will, of 
necessity, be the victorious armies of the future. Brute force, which 
a thousand or even five hundred years ago controlled so largely in bat- 
ties, has become less and less potent, and science is each day moreand 
more dominant and more and more important as an element in the con- 
tro] of armies and in winning victories, 

Therefore it is of the utmost importance that the people of our Jand 
should have more opportunities for education upon military matters. 
The history of the world shows that there are comparatively few men 
who are willing to give that earnest study to those scientific branches 
which will enable them to become educated, scientific military men. 
In the great nations of Europe every incentive possible is given to en- 
courage studies of that character. [ would not advocate the adoption 
of methods like those prevailing in European countries; but we should 
give some opportunity to the youth of our land to acquire military 
education, so that those whose taste and ambition prompt them to pur- 


sue such studies can prepare themselves for usefulness in that grand 
and noble profession, 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I had no idea, when I sub- 
mitted a few remarks in opposition to the amendment of my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that I was going to be held, in conse- 
quence of those few remarks, to be the advocate of a standing army, of 
militaryism as against a peaceful republic, or that I would be held to 
be the advocate of a general system of subsidies for State schools and 
ships and everything else in the world. It does strike me very curi- 
ously that the advocacy of a measure which requires a very small part 
of the regular Army to beat the service of State educational institn- 
tions upon their application, or the use of military men, trained at the 
expense of those States through taxation, for the purpose of rendering 
that Army harmless as against the education of the masses in military 
affairs, should be regarded as the advocacy of militaryism, 

Mr. Chairman, the simple proposition here is, shall we byan amend- 
ment to anappropriation billreverse the policy of this country, ndopted 
in 1862, by the donation of many millions of acres of our land for the 
establishment of agricultural and mechanical colleges, with military 
tactics as an educational feature, enlarged by the act of 1866, enlarged 
by the act of the last Democratic Congress, my friends not opposing 
it,in 1888? Although both my distinguished friends were members of 
that Congress, they intimated no opposition to it, and that policy was 
enlarged by the act passed last week, without the slightest opposition 
on the part of these distinguished gentlemen. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is entirely mistaken 
in both propositions. 

Mr. COBB. I want to say, if the gentleman will allow me, that I 
voted steadily against these accessions all the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. TI have no doubt the gentle- 
man thinks so, but the RECORD fails to show any such votes, as far as 
I can find. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is aware that the RECORD does not show 
all the votes that take place in this House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, having 
adopted that policy, having carried it out for twenty-five years, the 
opposition to it is revealed by an amendmenton an appropriation bill; 
and the objections which I urged, and which I desire torecapitulate, are, 
first, that it popularizes the Army. Now, I donotmean ‘that it makes 
the Army popular, but that it popularizes it, It puts the Army ina 
condition in the public mind that makes it responsive to the popular 
thought; that makes it an instrumentality of the popular will, The 
gentleman certainly will not say that that is nota good thing to do in 
a republic; that the Army in all its members and all its officers (these 
seventy-five that are to be detailed each year) should feel the popular 
impulse and be imbued with the popular spirit, and be in harmony with 
the common educational temper of the young men of the country. 

Mr. COBB. What does the gentleman say about thearmy officers—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time ofthe gentleman hasexpired; andthe 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe I have one minute left. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the Chairman has 
cut me out of two minutes; but, if he has not, I will give it to my 
friend from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. My friend from Kentucky said he was not in the 
Tfouse the other day when the proposition came up to increase the 
number of officers to be detailed. Now, I kave debated it because I 
am opposed to and have always opposed this character of legislation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I meant by ‘“‘popularizing the Army” 
was not to popularize the officers of the Army, to divert the popular 
mind, the students in our colleges, in our State institutions, from a nec- 
essary civil education and a love of civil institutions to that of amil- 
itary education. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired, The 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 85, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that no 
quorum is present. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
quorum, as disclosed by the vote. It takes only a hundred to make a 
quorum in Committee of the Whole, 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The vote lacked three of being a quorum, and the 
Chair will count. [After counting.] One hundred and thirty-one 
members are present, a quorum, and theamendmentof the gentleman 
from Missouri is rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman. I desire to offer an amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to linc 25 the following: 

‘That no part ofthe appropriation mentioned shall be paid to any officer de- 
tailed as an instructor in any State college or educational institution, unless 
the governor of the State where such detail is made first asks for such assign- 
ment of instructor.” 
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Mr. COBB. I move to amend that—— 
Pras BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raisea point of order upon 
t. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatit changes existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point 
of order that the amendment proposed changes existing law. The 
point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Por mileage to officers on duty without troops when authorized by law, with 
the same limitations provided in thisact for payment of mileage to other officers 
ofthe Army, $600, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the paragraph 
the Clerk hasjust read by inserting, after the word ‘‘officers,’’ the words 
/*when traveling.” They were inadvertently omitted, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i On page 6, line 9, after the word “‘oflicers,” insert the words “when travel- 
ng.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment. Without 
objection, it will be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For bay of officers on the retired list, and for officers who may be placed 
thereon during the current year, £1,012,122.63. 


ir. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 20 the following: 

* Provided, No officer shall receive pay as an officeron the retired list while re- 
ceiving a salary as a Government oficial.” 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I will be obliged to make the 
point of order upon the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am not certain whether that 
does change existing law or not, for the Jaw provides that no person 
shall receive two salaries. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That was the pointin my mind; and the 
amendment is strictly in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You may by legislation of this kind on an appro- 
priation bill change existing law by making an additional allowance 
where the law does not permit two salaries to be drawn. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think I understand the question. I have in 
my mind one case, that of General Rosecrans, who holds an office in 
the Department. I raised that question once myself, and I 
was advised that he received compensation. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made that it changed 
existing law, and as that statement was not objected to the Chair ac- 
EaR t as true. 

. SPRINGER. As soon as I could catch the attention of the 
Chair, I called attention to the fact that I was not advised that it did 
change existing Jaw. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will permit us to proceed 

“with the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand, Mr. Chairman, there are 
quite a large number of officers on the retired list drawing salaries as 
Government officials. If there is any doubt about the matter I will 
not urge the amendment. - I had no particular perSonin my mind. If 
the Chair holds that it is subject to the point of order I acquiesce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has held so, on the statement of the 
gentleman from Michigan that it changed existing law; and no one 
having controverted that statement the Chair assumed it to be the fact. 
Tf it does not change existing law the amendment would not be sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr, HOLMAN. If the amendment does not change existing law, 
why, it is not subject to the point of order; and it certainly does not 
change existing law, but simply affirms it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it isnot subject tothe point of order. The 
Chair assumed, in the absence of any assertion to the contrary, that the 
claim that it changed existing law was true. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If this amendment does not change existing law 
it is not needed. If it does, it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asa matter of fact it is well known to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] that there is atleastone instance 
wherea gentleman is drawing a salary as a military officer and draw- 
ing another salary in another capacity, and I suppose this amendment 
wate in view of that case for the purpose of reasserting the law as 
it now : 

Mr, SPRINGER. It seems to me that, whatever may be the law, it 
ought to be this, that the officer should receive the highest pay that 
eitherservice allowshim. Thatis, if he would get moreasa retired officer 
he should be entitled to continue to receive that pay, and if he would 

t more as a civil officer he should be allowed to elect to take that; 

ut to give him both seems to me utterly unreasonable, 

Mr. LIAMS, of Ohio. If the amendment is not subject to the 
point of order, I think it is eminently proper thatit should be adopted. 

‘J understand that quite a number of retired officers are now drawing 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


Government salaries, Those men I want to reach by this amendment, 
because I do not believe they are entitled todraw two salaries from the 
United States Treasury, I hope we shall have a vote, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This amendment will notdo any harm at any rate, 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It will not do any harm and it may do 
a great deal of good, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall insist, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] shall point out the statute which this 
amendment would change. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am not able, Mr. Chairman, to point to the 
statute at this moment. Iknow what the practice has been and I pre- 
sume it has been legal. The practice has been that officers while on 
the retired list have been permitted to engage in business either for the 
Government or for private corporations. For instance, General New- 
ton, who is on the retired list, is receiving, I am told, a salary of- 
$10,000 a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. From the Government? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; not from the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That is a different case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There may be a few such cases as gentlemen 
speak of. My attention was called.a few moments ago to the case of 
General Meigs, who while upon the retired list has received compen- 
sation as engineer of the construction of the Pension Office and other 
public buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. What has the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CurcitEoN] to say on the point Whether the amendment changes ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not able to cite the Chair tothestatute. I 
based my statement on the practice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, in the absence of a reference to any law 
which the amendment would change, the Chair will entertain the 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

At the end ofline 20 insert the following: 
“Provided, No officer shall receive pay as an officer on theretired list while 
receiving a salary as a Government official.” 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. You ought to say “as a Government official in 
private life outside of the Army.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. No; the amendment covers all that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not say that they shall not receive any other 
salary from the Government? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Section 1259 of the Revised Statutes provides 
that— 


Retired officers of tho Army may be assi 
upon asclection by the commissioners of t 
retary of War; and a retired officer shall not be assignable to any other duty: 
[Provided, That they receive from the Government only the pay and emolu- 
ments allowed by law to retired officers], 


The latter proviso is in brackets, which I suppose indicates that it is 
a provision adopted later, 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. If it is in brackets, that means that it is 
not in the Jaw at all, but has been inserted by the compiler. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay and traveling expenses ofcontractaurgeons, for pay of hospital ma- 
trons, and fourteen veterinary surgeons, as now provided by law, in all, $90,- 
000, 


ed to duty at the Soldiers’ Home 
t institution, approved by the Sec- 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting, after 
the word “of,” in line 6, the words ‘‘not exceeding fifty;’’ so as to 
make the line read: ‘‘ for pay and traveling expenses of not exceeding 
fifty contract surgeons.” I offer that amendment because the appro- 
priation has heretofore been made in those terms, and if we leave out 
these words there may be a greater number of these contract surgeons 
employed. 

My recollection is that when this subject was under censideration 
before it was thought wise to hold down the contract surgeons and 
the hospital matrons to the number provided forin appropriation bills 
heretofore passed. I call the attention of the chairman [Mr. CurcH- 
EON] to the fact that this amendment would make the provision agree 
with the like provision in the current law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amount of money that is appropriated here 
is the same that is appropriated in the current law, and, I believe, the 
same as the amount in each of the last three appropriation bills. The 
reason for omitting the limitation was a suggestion from the War De- 
partment that in case of an emergency they might require a greater 
number of these surgeons. I see no special utility in the amendment, 
because there is only a certain amount appropriated, and no more can 
be used. 

Mr. CANNON, I recollect that when the limitation was plaecd 
upon the number some years ago, it was upon the statement then 
made that the tendency was to rely upon these contract surgeons to 
too great an extent, and that as a consequence unadyisable leaves of 
absence were sometimes given to surgeons regularly in the service. 

After full discussion this limitation was placed on the bill some 
years ago, andit has been continued from that time to this. Itseems to 
me best and safest to continue the provision. If an emergency should 
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arise it can be provided for by legislation, as Congress is almost con- 
stantly in session. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CANNON,. Tdesire to call attention to another omission which 
has probably occurred in the same way. Afterthe word ‘‘of”’ inline 
7, there should be inserted ‘‘not exceeding one hundred and sixty,” 
and in the same line, before the word ‘‘fourteen,’’ there should be in- 
serted ‘‘not exceeding; soas toread: “for pay of not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty hospital matrons and not exceeding fourteen vet- 
erinary surgeons.’’ I move that amendment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe that corresponds with the current law, 
though it has been omitted in the estimates, Ihave no objection to 
that amendment. : 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of not exceeding thirty-eight paymasters’ clerks, at $1,400 each, not 
exceeding thirty paymasters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of expert ac- 
countant of Inspector General’s Department and paymasters’ clerks; in all, 
$81,52L.71: Provided, That the maximum sum to be owed clerks of the Pay 
Elie pment the expert accountant for the Inspector General’s Department, 
and contract surgeons when traveling on duty shall be 4 cents per mile, and, 
in addition thereto, when transportation can not be furnished by the Quarter- 


master’s Department, the cost of the same actually paid by them, exclusive of 
parlor-car fare and transfers. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. ~ I moveto amend by striking out, in line 19, the 
word ‘‘can,”’ and inserting ‘‘is,’’ and by striking outin the same line 
the word ‘‘be;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ when transportation is not furnished 
by the Quartermaster’s Department,’’ ete. Thisaniendment conforms, 
I understand, to the existing practice; and the bookkeepers of the De- 
partment state that it would simplify the matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. MILLS. Why is it that an officer receives 4 cents a mile and 
in addition the cost of transportation? It would seem that the mile- 
age should cover his expenses. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This allowance for mileage is intended to cover 
subsistence and other expenses attendant upon the officer’s travel. 
Under the practice which has prevailed for a great many years the 
actual transportation is furnished, and there is also an allowance of 4 
cents per mile as what is called a subsistence fund. 

Mr. MILLS. What are consider<d as actual traveling expenses be- 
sides the railroad tickets? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is an allowance in addition to the railroad 
tickets—an allowance for meals, hotel accommodations, ete. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Michigan says that this has been 
thelaw fora good many years. That is true, but is it not rather too 
liberal a provision to allow the actual expenses of transportation and 
also 4 cents per mile? The object, of course, is to pay the actual ex- 
penses of the officer while traveling in the service of the Government, 
but this allowance goes away beyond that. Take the case, forinstance, 
of a trip from this city to Cincinnati. The transportation would 
amount:to $18, the mileage would be $20. Now, we know the trip is 
made for $18, all told. 

Where longer distances are traveled the excessive nature of this 
allowance is still morestriking. I have thought fora numberof years 
that the amount allowed by law in these cases was unnecessarily large. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. After examining this mattersomewhat carefully 
last session, the committee came to the conclusion that this provision 
was an equitable one. It is true that in cases of long, continuous 
journeys—as for instancea trip across the continent or from the Lakes 
to the Gulf—the mileage will probably more than meet the necessary 
subsistence expenses of the officer. Butan officer ordered upon inspec- 
tion duty from post to post or an officer of the Signal Corps ordered 
out to examine the different stations of the Signal Service would find 
the subsistence fund falling short, rather than in excess, of the actual 
expenses, The Paymaster General of the Army, the Inspector Gen- 
eral, and various other officers expressed in conversation the opinion 
that on the average the present provision no more than meets the ab- 
solutely necessary expenses of officers’ trayel. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of my friend to the 
very striking discrimination in this respect between persons in civil 
employment whose traveling expenses are paid by the Government 
and army officers. Take for instance the cases of Indian inspectors or 
special agents in the Indian service. These are but a small portion of 
the vast number of officers in different branches of the Government 
who are obliged to travel on official duty. These officers receive as a 
role their regular salaries in addition to actual cost of travel and $3 a 
day, if I remember correctly. This allowance of $3 a day isintended 
of course to cover hotel bills, porterage of baggage, ete. Now, in the 
case of travel for cither a short or a Jong distance, we find this discrim- 
ination in favor of the army officer is simply enormous. He receives 
at least twice or three times as much as a civil officer of the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My friend isdoubtlessaware that under the gen- 
eral Jaw the mileage of officers traveling upon duty is 8 cents a mile; 
without limitation of this kind in the army appropriation bill every 
such officer would be entitled to receive 8 cents for every mile traveled. 
Therefore we put this limitation in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butnothing more, Eight centsa mile covered every- 


thing. This provision, I assume, is a little better than the 8 cents a 
mile; but still itseems unnecessarily large, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ‘The tickets, let me say to the gentleman from 
Indiana, will not, of course, in all cases cost the amount specified in 
the bill; in many cases, perhaps, not to exceed 2 cents a mile for long 
distances. But the provision, after a full consideration of the subject, 
is regarded to be as equitable as could be devised. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isee no reason why one class of public officers, in 
the matter of travel, should be treated with such consideration as com- 
pared with civilians performing the same class of duties. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The committee gave it very full consideration 
and arrived at the conclusion that it would not more than cover the 
exact expense. 

I ask the Clerk to continue the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask the chairman of the committee, before 
proceeding, to consent to return to page 4 of the bill, line 20, under 
the head of ‘‘ Medical Department.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For what purpose does the gentleman desire to 
return? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to offer an amendmentin the following 
terms: 


Provided, That no officer of this department who has been absent from duty 
for one year or more, engaged in the practice of his profession, shall receive 
any salary or pay from the Government. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Would that apply to retired officers? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; they are not subject to duty. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Will the gentleman state the real object of the 
amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. To meet a case of whichI have personal knowl- 
edge: An officer of this corps has been absent from duty, as I am in- 
formed, for several years, in one of the cities of this Union, practicing 
his profession and receiving therefrom a large income, while at the 
same time he is also drawing a salary as a medical officer of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is he on leave of absence? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, he is on leave—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has he been examined for retirement and found 
disqualified for service? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He has been-examined for retirement and I 
understand is ready for retirement, but has not yet been placed on 
that list. I wish to bring about the retirement of this officer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, there are a large number of offi- 
cers awaiting retirement. There have been a very considerable num- 
ber examined by the retiring boards and found disqualified for active 
service who would be immediately retired if there were any places for 
them on the retired list. ‘They are not fit for active service in the field 
or garrison, but they can not be retired because there is no place for 
them. ‘The case cited by the gentleman from Ohio is doubtless just 
such a case, and I hope he will not press the amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I see no reason why an officer should be al- 
lowed to draw pay from the Government and at the same time be en- 

d in the practice of his profession. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I think 
I shall be obliged to make the point of order. > 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have amended the proposition so as to meet 
one point which might be suggested against it. I make it read: 

Provided, That no officer of this department, other than a retired officer, who 
has been absent from duty for one year or more, engaged in the practice of his 
profession, shall reccive any pay from the Government. 

Now, if the gentleman makes the point of order against the amend- 
ment I would like to have the reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point the gentleman 
from Michigan makes is that thatportion of the bill has been disposed 
of? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itisbecause that portion of the billis passed over, 
and I objecttoreturning. But lamglad that the gentleman from Ohio 
has drawn attention to this state of affairs, because it is well to have it 
considered. Thereare cases, though, where an officer may be able to do 
a certain amount of practice in his profession whois unable to do duty 
in the field or garrison and is recommended for retirement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It strikes meas a most incongruous state of 
affeirs that an officer is able to perform the duties of his profession in 
private life yetis unable to do the same duty for the Government, in 
which case he is allowed to draw his salary from the Government and 
derive a large income also from thepractice of his profession in private 
life. 

But I will not press the amendment if the gentleman objects, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection and classification of mili- 
tary information, $1,600; and the officers detailed to obtain the same shall be 
entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of quarters while 
on this duty, as provided when on other duty. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill why the words “from abroad ” are omitted in line 5 of the bill? 
It has been the custom to appropriate under this head for the classifi- 
cation of military information from abroad. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. I will state that it is for this reason: That the 
officer in charge is not occupied entirely—that is, that the work is not 
sufficient to aeopy his entire time with the collation of military in- 
formation from abroad. The Secretary of War would be able to take 
advantage of this by employing him on the collation of other mili- 

information in the same general direction, ‘This is to give him a 
little more latitude. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly content, unless the gentleman thinks 
it might lay the foundation for a large amount of work to be paid for 
out of appropriations which might otherwise be done by the present 
army boards. Now, this clerk worked heretofore in classifying mili- 
tary information from abroad. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That was the limitation under tho current law. 

Mr, CANNON. So far as military information from abroad is con- 
cerned, it might be that there is not sufficient work to keep him occu- 
pied; but if these words are eliminated may it not possibly result in 
an application hereafter for a large force of clerks to do this additional 


work? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Thecommittee thought that there could certainly 
be no objection to this officer, he having more time than was necessary 
for the collation of the information from abroad, being employed in 
other work of the same general character. 

We have made the change in the interest of economy, as we thought, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $175,000. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Before the Clerk reads the proviso to this para- 
graph I move, in line 20, to strike out the words ‘‘not to exceed.” 
This is the only place where the words occur, I believe, under this 
head. By striking these out we have still an appropriation of $175,000. 

This provision makes the appropriation anyway; but the suggestion 
is from the Pay Department; and I see no objection to it. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask in that connection if the words “not to 
exceed’? do not amount toa limitation. If youstrike them out would 
not the trouble be hereafter that this amount might be exceeded ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; we appropriate the $175,000 either way. 

Mr. CANNON. But in the one case you fix the amount to be ap- 
propriated, and in the other you*lay the foundation for a claim which 
might be made if the appropriation was exceeded. These words con- 
stitute a prohibition against an expenditure of a larger amount. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman,in reply to the gentleman I would 
say that, asit appeared to the committee and appeared to me, we ap- 
propriate $175,000 in either case. I do not think that it would be a 
limitation upon the Department in the matter of the amount of travel 

y, but simply upon the amount hereby appropriated. It seems to 

out of harmony with the rest of the bill, and it neither increases 
nor diminishes the amount. If the whole $175,000 is not used, the 
balance will be covered into the Treasury, and if, there is an excess of 
that, I do not think that the words ‘‘not to exceed’ would prevent a 
deficiency. Š 

Mr. CANNON. If they would not, then there is no use in their 
being inserted. I supposed that was the very object of the words *‘not 
to exceed,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We appropriate ‘‘not to exceed’? that sum, but 
we do not limit the Department to that sum; we could not very well 
do that, for we can not foresee the contingencies of the service, 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. CANNON, In that same connection, for the purpose of asking 
the gentleman a question, Iwill move to strike out the word ‘“‘seventy- 
five,” in line 21, and insert the word “‘fifty;’’ so thatit willread ‘not 
to exceed $150,000."' 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What does the gentleman desire to ask in that 
connection ? 

Mr. CANNON. This is an increase of $25,000 for mileage over the 
amount provided for the current year, which is $150,000. I offer the 
amendment for the reason that I have a recollection that in former 
years there was at least a liberal expenditure, sometimes claimed to 
be extravagant, for mileage paid to officers when traveling on duty, 
and that the amount some years ago was decreased with a view to 
curtailing the expenditure for mileage. This is anincrease of $25,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is an increase of $25,000 over the amount 
appropriated for the current year, but the estimate submitted was 
$200,000. I do not remember whether there was a deficiency in that 
item or not, but my impression is that there was a deficiency in the 
item for mileage. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, I should think not, unless the present activ- 
ity of the Army may tend to make a deficiency; but that would be for 
this year and would have nothing to do with next year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That would be for the current year. 

Mr. CANNON. It would not apply tonextyear, I will say to the 
gentleman that I doubt very much the propriety of increasing this ap- 
opan for mileage. 

. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will refer to Exhibit A, ap- 
pended to the report, he will seo that it is stated that the estimate of 
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$200,000 is based upon the expenditure of the last year. Thatis the 
statement submitted by the Paymaster General. r 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not think 
that for this class of appropriations in connection with the Army, 
where liberal expenditure, to say the least of it, may be had—if he 
does not think it isa wise policy to hold the appropriations without 
increase, and if possible make a check in that expenditure, and in the 
event of a necessary increase that can not be controlled, as I presume 
there is one this year, owing to the activity of the Army, Congress can 
supply the amount by a deficiency appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I presume that the increase was made, 
if the gentleman will permit me to suggest, on account of the supposed 
increase that would be necessary on that account, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; that does not apply to this year. That will 
come in later on the deficiency bill, in the event that there has been 
an increase over the $150,000 appropriated; but this applies to next 
year, and it is my understanding that heretofore the expenditures of 
this mileage appropriation has begotten yery serious criticism. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think that there was a deficiency in the cur- 
rent year. I looked that up in the last deficiency bill, and my recol- 
lection is that there was a deficiency last year, and that this estimate 
is based upon the experience of the mit sabre but we cut it down, 
making a division half way between the $200,000 asked for and the 
$150,000 of the present year. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mileage to officers when traveling on duty withont troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $175,000: Provided, That in disbursing this amount 
the maximum sum to be allowed and paid to an officer shall be 4centa per mile, 
distance to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and in addi- 
tion thereto the cost of the transportation actually paid by the oficer over said 
route or routes, exclusive of parlor-car fare and transfers: And provided further, 
That when any officer so traveling shall travel in whole or in part on any 
railroad on which the troops and supplies of the United States are entitled to 
be transported free of charge, or over any of the bond-aided. Pacifle railroads, 
he shall be allowed for himself only 4 cents per mile as n subsistence fund for 
every mile necessarily traveled over any sugh railroads. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
I move to strike ont, beginning in line 7, on page 9, the words ‘‘4 cents 
per mile as a subsistence fund for every mile necessarily traveled over 
any such railroad.” T will state later what I desire to substitute in 
the place of those words; but I make that motion now. T desire to 
call the attention of the committee to the fact that this is a very un- 
just and inequitable mode of allowing compensation to a military of- 
ficer for his subsistence, namely, that he is entitled to4 cents for every 
mile he travels as his subsistence fund. 

Now, if he is traveling 40 miles an hour on an express train he will 
be entitled to $1.60 an hour for subsistence. That would be a very 
liberal, if not extravagant, subsistence, it seems to me, for any officer 
in the public service; and that means every hour of the twenty-four 
hours while he is trayeling on duty. This, therefore, ought not to be 
predicated upon the distance that the officer travels, but upon a per 
diem when he is actually absent from home, the same as a per diem is 
given in all the departments. In the Pension Office $3 a day is given 
in lieu of subsistence for the time the examiners are actually away 
from their homes, and it does not depend upon whether they are trav- 
eling 40 or 50 miles an hour on railroad trains, If this rule were to be 
adopted a man might get $15 a day as subsistence. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And between Washington and Cincinnati it would 
amount to $22. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And, as suggested by my friend from Indiana, as 
between this city and Cincinnati he would be entitled to $22 for sub- 
sistence, when he would only be required to take one meal on board 
the train. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the mileage of a member of Congress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am not talking about our mileage. Wo get 
nothing for subsistence. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, But our mileage and subsistence are both cov- 


ered. 

ks HOLMAN, But it is not given to the officer to keep this Capi- 
tol here, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisisa matter entirely different from that. The 
gentleman from Michigan will not contend that we should pay a mili- 
tary officer $22 forsubsistence while traveling from Washington to Cin- 
einnati, as we would be required to do under this provision. 

Mr. CUICHEON, Was the gentleman present when the clause was 
discussed providing for 4 cents per mile for officers? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I was not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, This matter has already been debated. 

Mr, HOLMAN. But the debate was very brief. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This only covers the transportation over the bond- 
aided Pacific railroads. We have already passed the general clause for 
mileage, This is on the bond-aided roads and gives officers traveling 
west of the Mississippi the same mileage as has always been given 
while traveling over roads east of the Mississippi. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that this relates to the bond-aided roads; 
but under this provision, I think the gentleman will not insist upon 
indirect legislation for compensation of officers of the Army of the 
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United States. This isan extravagant allowance. Iam willing to 
give them $4 a day, so that they can stop at the best hotels in the 
country. I do not desire to be parsimonious with these officers; but I 
certainly say that they are not entitled to $22 for subsistence when 
traveling between Washington and Cincinnati. Such an allowance is 
an extravagance that ought to be remedied; and I hopethe gentleman 
will admit the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If that stated the whole question, I would ad- 
mit it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
sistence is concerned. 

Now, they get their pay for their services as officers of the Govern- 
ment. That isgoing onallthetime. They get free transportation, and 
then simply for what they are required to consume when they are ab- 
sent from home this provision is made. Now, it isan extravagant 
provision and an extravagant compensation. If it has been allowed 
heretofore, we ought not toallow it now. Therefore, I move to strike 
eut these words and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$4 per day during the time 
absent from his home.” ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire toask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs or the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I desire to make the point of order against the 
proposed amendment that it changes existing law and is not in order 
upon this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law is only an appropriation bill, and not a 
general law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; there is a statute 
in regard to the mileage of officers, giving them 8 cents per mile. That 
covers subsistence and transportation; but, in the interest of economy, 
in these appropriation bills for years past we have been in the habit 
of granting them the actual cost of transportation and then 4 cents 
per mile for subsistence. That is now, I think, the universal custom, 
and it is in the interest of economy. The existing law upon this sub- 
ject is the current appropriation bill, which is the same identically 
with this, 

Mr. HOLMAN. As a matter of fact, the 8 cents per mile covers 
both transportation and subsistence while traveling, and I think that 
is a little better than this arrangement. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Oh, it is better than this arrangement for the 
ofiicers. This arrangement is in the interest of the Government and 
in the interest ot economy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As a matter of fact, when you take the whole of 
the travel and see the results if will be about the same. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope I may be pardoned for alluding to a per- 
sonal matter. The compensation, the paymaster of the Army assured 
me when he was ordered to change station from St. Paul to Washing- 
ton, was that, after taking all the pay and allowances for traveling 
in changing station, including the allowance of a certain number of 
hundred weights of baggage, which is made according to the rank, he 
was still out, according to my recollection, about 3100 in the cost of 
changing station. Other officers have assured me of the same thing: 
that no officer can change station where he has to remove his family 
and his household goods without loss, and that upon the whole the 
present arrangement is just about an equitable arrangement for the 
officer, and that they can barely do it without loss. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. desire toask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan this question: Isee in the section just before that we provide 

‘or 4 cents per mile where they do not travel over the bond-aided Pa- 
cific railroads. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand that over the bond-aided 
Pacific railroads they have free rtation. Is notthat so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notover the Union Pacific. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If they donot furnish free transporta- 
tion for the army officers, why is this difference made? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The provision of 4 cents a mile in both cases is 
the subsistence fund, for hotel expenses, transfers, etc. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision to which the gentleman from Ohio 
refers has reference to that class of roads whose grants contain a pro- 
vision that the road shall be a pe highway for the transportation 
of the property and troops of the United States free of charge. The 

nts to a certain number of roads contain that provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Curcitzon] to the fact that this clause itself 
isa change of existing law. The law as he states if is 8 cents a mile 
for transportation and subsistence, so that the clause itself changes 
existing law, and if it does that then itis in order to moye an amend- 
ment to that change of existing law. [Laughter]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The argument of the gentleman is ingenious, 
but the existing law upon this subject is the current appropriation bill 
passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr, SPRINGER. No; that is not the existing law. We can change 
that. That is only the appropriation from year to year. That bill ap- 
plies to a different period of time from this and we have a right to 
changeit, Therefore the point of order is not well taken. 


It does state the whole question, so far as sub- 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I think the point of order is well taken in either 
case, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis notwell taken in either case, as I under- 
standit. The proviso here is that in disbursing this amount the maxi- 
mum sum to be allowed and paid to any officer shall be so and so. 
Therefore, it is acondition upon the appropriation. The appropriation 
is made in that way, and we have a right to limitan appropriation 
withont the limitation being subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My point is this, Mr. Chairman: If the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] refers to the general statute in re- 
gard to the pay of officers traveling upon duty, 8 cents a mile for travel 
and subsistence, then this amendment changes that law. If he refers 
to the current appropriation bill passed in the last scssion, whose pro- 
vision upon this point is ideritical with the provision here, then his 
amendment changes that existing law. In any and in either case, 
therefore, his amendment would change the existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, if the gentleman makes that point, I can 
make the point on thé-whole paragraph that it changes existing law; 
and if the paragraph itself is subject to the point of order, then cer- 
tainly an amendment to that paragraph is not subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ILhope my friend will not insist upon the amend- 
ment. I know he is a reformer and economist, but-—— ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to submit to my friend from Michigan 
whether he thinks it is just and proper to put into an appropriation 
bill of this kind a provision that will allow an officer of the Government 
$22 for subsistence and travel between Washington and Cincinnati. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I said awhile ago that if that were the entire 
ease I would agree with the gentleman, but I am advised by the offi- 
cers best qualified to speak on this subject that when taken as an en- 
tirety there is nothing saved or made by the officer under this provision; 
that while sometimes in making a long and rapid journey he willhave 
something left over, yet, averaging the matter all through the year, it 
will just about pay his expenses, so that it is deemed a just and equi- 
table allowance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask my friend whether he thinks $4 a day 
for subsistence during the time the officer is absent from his post an 
equitable provision under all circumstances, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; I should say that would be equitable. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, that is what I desire to move in lieu of the 
proposition in the bill. Instead of this sis Mel provision, I pro- 
pose as an amendment a provision whieh will be always fair and just 
and always the same, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the gentleman’s proposition would be no 
more equitable than the presentprovision, One officer will be on duty 
on the frontier, where hotel accommodations are exceedingly difficult 
to obtain and very dear, and another is traveling in the East, where 
they are abundant and comparatively cheap. Now, the gentleman’s 
provision would operate very diff¥-ently in those two cases. Wehave 
to try to get at the equitable average somewhere, and they have en- 
deayored to do so in the War Department by aid of their experience, 
and their suggestion is embodied in this bill. Ihayeno doubtthat the 
gentleman from Illinois intends to be fair and just, but I do not think 
his amendment would be any improvement on this provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave no doubt the gentleman from Michigan 
intends to be fair and just, but I insist that the way to be just and 
equitable in this matteris to treat these officers thesame as the officers 
of the Treasury Department or the Interior Department are treated, 
There are a great many persons in the Government service who are 
traveling all tho time, and the allowance for subsistence has been 
fixed by law in the Departments generally, inevery Department except 
the Military Department, and itought to prevail there. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of 
order and take a yote on the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr, SPRINGER was read, as follows: 

Line 7, strike out the words “only 4cents a mile for subsistence fund for every 
mile f ly traveled over any such railroad,” and insert, in lieu thereof, “St 
a day for each day he is absent from his post of duty.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 
will throw confusion into the bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 36. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CUTCHEON and Mr. SPRINGER were 
appointed. 

‘The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, 
noes 58. 

So the amendment was rojected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of horses for the cavalry and muny and for the Indian 
scouts, and for such infantry as may be mounted, and the expenses incident 
thereto, $150,000: Provided, That the number of horses purchased under this 


approptiation, added to the number on hand,shall not at any time exceed the 
number of enlisted men and Indian scouts in the mounted service; and that 
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no part of this appropriation shall be paid out for horses not purchased by con- 
tract, after competition duly invited by the Quarternmiaster’s Department, and 
an inspection by such department, all under the direction and authority of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. ENLOE rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
as the Chair understands, desires to offer an amendment, which will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out, in line 12,0n page 14, the word “ filty”’ and inserting, 
i Mon thereof, "thirty-two; so asto make the amount of the appropriation 


Mr. CANNON. In offering this amendment I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] why, ir®this provision for the 
purchase of horses, there has been an increase of $18,000 over the ap- 
propriation for the current year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This increase is based upon the letter of the 

Quartermaster General, which will be found on page 9 of the report, 
“Exhibit C:” 
The amount ($132,000) appropriated for the present fiscal year for the purchase 
of horses for cavalry and artillery is insufficient, and requisitions for animals 
must of necessity be cut down and the efficiency of the service correspondingly 
impaired. The full amount asked for, $150,000, is required, 

The Quartermaster General came before the committee and made a 
somewhat fuller oral statement, advising us that the amount asked for, 
$150, 000, isabsolutely requisite for the efficiency ofthe service. There- 
fore we granted the increase. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to say to the gentleman in charge of 
this bill that as recently as 1885 the appropriation for this item was 
$200,000; but the late Quartermaster General], General Holabird—one of 
the most eflicient officers in the service, so far as my acquaintance has 
gone—from time to time recommended a reduction in the appropria- 
tion; and it was upon his recommendation, as I understand, that the 
amount of $132,000 was appropriated. 

Now, I doubt the wisdom of this proposed increase. Everybody un- 
derstands that the railway mileage is constantly increasing, and the 
necessity for the use of horses in transportation grows less and less year 
by year. I do not understand that there is any deficiency this year; 
and, unless the gentleman from Michigan has something further to offer 
in support of this increase, it seems to me the appropriation had better 
be the same as for the current year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say thatthe appropriation for the last two 
years has been $132,000; and for the previous year it was $130,000. 
‘We made this increase of $18,000 upon the urgent solicitation of the 
Quartermaster General; and I leave the Committee of the Whole to 
decide whether he is more competent than we to determine what the 
actual needs of the service may be. 

Mr. CANNON. While Ido not know about this matter personally, 
Ido know what the late Quartermaster General advised Congress as 
to this item and many other items to decrease appropriations; and it 
seems to me that the service grew more effective as the appropriations 
grew less. With tho constant increase of railway mileage I doubt the 
propriety of going upon an ascending grade with reference to this item 
of expenditure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would:call attention again to the lan- 
guage of the Quartermaster General as already read by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. This officer, who I presume has 
more knowledge as to the requirements of the service ut the present 
time than the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], says: 

The amount (#132,000) Sprrontiais for the present fiscal year for the purchase 
of horses for cavalry and artillery is insufficient,and requisitions for animals 
eaa ear be cut down and the efficiency of the service correspondingly 

The gentleman from Illinois bases his argument for cutting down 
this appropriation to $132,000 upon the increase of railroad transporta- 
tion. I would remind him that we must of necessity have cavalry 
horses and artillery horses—— 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. And when these horses are to be trans- 
ferred for long distances it may be that they have to be transported by 
rail, So the argument of the gentleman does not apply- 

J like the zeal of the gentleman as a ‘‘ watch dog of the Treasury;’’ 
but it strikes me that the Quartermaster General, who has this matter 
in charge and who has full knowledge of the exigencies arising in con- 
nection with an Indian war, knows what heis about, The gentleman 
from Illinois speaks of a predecessor of the present Quartermaster 
General as able, efficient, and economical. I do not deny it; but the 
policy of that officer had application toa time of profound peace, when 
we did not have the “‘ghost dance” that we now read so much about 
in the West. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I concede that I do not know so 
much about army matters as does my friend from Ohio. But I do 
know that for five years past an annual appropriation of $132,000 has 


been quite sufficient for this particular branch of the service; and dur- 
ing that time you had a body of troops at Fort Reno the like of which 
had not been there for many years. 

The gentleman says that the increase of railway mileage does not 
affect the question because these horses are for cavalry and artillery 
service. That is true; yet you do not require so many of these horses 
as you did before the days of railways. In the absence of any infor- 
mation from the committee that the appropriation heretofore made has 
not been sufficient and in view of the efficiency of the seryice for five 
years past, I doubt the propriety of increasing this appropriation upon 
a mere estimate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has asked recog- 
nition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. KINSEY. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois to the fact that perhaps one reason for the increased estimate 
is due to the fact of the burning of some fifty to seventy horses at Jef- 
ferson Barracks some time ago, during the last fall. These will have 
to be replaced, and it will take nearly the sum of the increased esti- 
mate to supply them. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know about that? 

Mr. KINSEY. Oh, yes; the matter was represented before the com- 
mnittee. 

Mr, CANNON. When were they burned? 

Mr. KINSEY. I think in November last. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, these estimates were made up 
before that time, and so they were made up also before the Indian war, 
of which my friend speaks, was commenced; and if there is anything 
needed in the future, an additional appropriation on account of the 
destruction of these horses, burned up since the estimates were made, 
it will come by way of a deficiency for the current year. So, too, if 
anything were needed for the Indian war, that would come in the de- 
ficiencies for the current year, and the fact that since the estimates 
were made the Indian war broke out or these horses were burned up 
does not affect the aggregate of this bill. Those matters must be taken 
care of in a deficiency bill, if there is to be a deficiency. They do not 
afford a sufficient reason for an appropriation that is not to take effect 
until July J next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word of the amend- 
ment. I understand my colleague to propose to reduce the appropri- 
ation from $150,000 to $132,000. 

Mr. CANNON, That is my amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to favor that amendment. A portion of 
this appropriation is for the purchase of horses for Indian scouts and 
for infantry when mounted. Now, it is well known to gentlemen that 
the business of Indian scouts will not be required after the end of this 
fiscal year, for, after having killed all the Indians that are disposed to 
go on the war path, they will therefore be able to do this service on 
foot. I believe these Indian scouts are the same officers who partici- 
pated in the massacre of Sitting Bull and other good Indians recently 
in South Dakota. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. They became ‘good Indians” after 
they were killed, I suppose. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. 
Indian scouts in Arizona, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume if there are any good Indians in Ari- 
zona necessary to be killed they would send some scouts up there, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The information I would like to have from 
the chairman of the committee is whether this provides for any of the 
Apache Indian scouts in Arizona, for we have found that the Indian- 
scouts in that region of country, instead of being of any service, do an 
incalenlable amount of harm. I ask the chairman, therefore, whether 
any of these are Apache Indian scouts in Arizona for whom provision 
is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That question I can not answer; but I suppose 
the chairman of the committee can state whether any of them are. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, yes; Lieutenant Casey, the brother of the 
present Chief of Engineers, who was killed out upon a raid the other 
day, was in command of the Apache scouts, and regarded them ag 
among the most efficient of the entire corps in the service. 

But I hope, Mr. Chairman, we can have a vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Beforethat I would like to be heard for a 
moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move in the form 
of an amendment, if in order, that the words ‘‘Indian scouts ™ in line 
10, on page 14, be stricken out, 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendment is already pending. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona, I say, if I am inorder, I offer the amend- 
ment. é 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
has not been acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has just stated that fact, 


Let me ask if this provides for any of the 
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Mr. SMITH, of Arizoni. Then I will withhold my amendment 
until the other one is dis of. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Let us have a vote. 

- The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 51, 
noes 55. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we ought to have tellers on this, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will not consume the time 
in that way. There has been more than a quorum. 

. Mr, SPRINGER, The vote is so nearly even that I think weought 
to have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. CUTCHEON were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 51, 
noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an 
amendment. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ Indian scouts,” in line 
10, on page 14 of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
passed that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph is still under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. We have found from considerable expe- 
rience with Indian scouts that the Indian as a scout is just about the 
same individual as the Indian as a soldier, as the Indian as a marauder, 
as the Indian as anassassin. We have heard a great deal of talk about 
the ‘fidelity ” of certain Indians. We have heard a great deal of 
ranting all through this country; and the appeals to the sympathy of 
the people on the floor of this House have become sickening in the sight 
of dead friends who surround us in that country, we who have the 
burdens of this thing to bear. 

But a short time ago, and just before my return to this city Jate in 
the month of December last, two worthy young men, friends of mine, 
loyal to this Government, 50 miles from any reservation, were foully 
murdered in a place known as Guadalupe Cañon, in my own county. 
This was the work of Indians. Indian scouts had been on the trail or 
in the vicinity of this hostile camp of five or six renegades for weeks 
and weeks, as I am informed by my neighbors who live there. 

These Apache scouts had been shown the very trail itself. There 
was one tremendously large footprint that had been seen at the scenes 
ofother murders lately perpetrated by these renegades, Yet when 
shown this trail these Apaches scouts had the audacity to report that 
they themselves had madeit, You can not make the Indian scout 
follow his brother Indian to the death. Yet he is used, carried over 
country as he is carried, and he comes back to the reservation know- 
ing every watering place, knowing where every house stands, where 
~-every farm is, and as soon as he gets out of the service he becomes one 
of the very best of Indian leaders. He is educated in his warfare by 
pretending to play the part of a United States army scout. 

By every horse you give him you have mounted some one to ride to 
the death some innocent person in my country. I protest against it 
here and I ask this House in all sincerity that these words ‘‘ Indian 
scouts” be stricken from this clause of the bill. They are of ho value 
to the Army. One good trailer, an American, who knows the moun- 
tains and knows the trail, is worth one hundred of them. 

One good white soldier is worth fifty of theminany capacity in which 
you can place him. But these scouts have to be mounted. Gangs of 
them ride over the country, to become familiar as I say with the by- 
paths that they do not already know, every town, every house, every 
home;and they, in company with some of the educated gentlemen who 
left our Eastern colleges, are even now on the warpath. The Indian 
question is beautifully understood. Iwould likebefore taking my seat, 
as my voice will not permit me, owing to an extremely sore throat, to 
say anything further, to ask the courtesy of the House that I may in 
this connection extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I hope that permission may be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Ifthe amendmentofthe gentleman from Arizona 

should prevail it would simply prevent the providing of additional 
horses for Indian scouts. It would not disband the scouts at all, but 
would prevent the furnishing of additional horses for the Indian 
scouts, 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I find by the RECORD of this morning 
that while I was absent from the House yesterday afternoon on busi- 
ness connected with the Naval Committee, of which I am a membér, 
I was honored by 2 personal attack from the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. STONE]. ‘The carefully prepared sentences of that effort show 
much Jabor, and it was evidently the intention of the gentleman to be 
severe. He has, however, mistaken abuse for severity; and into a 
competition of coarse personal abuse I have no intention of entering. 
In that field I willingly yield to him the supremacy, 

I have never indulged in personalities in debate. I have always 
found it possible to discuss public measures without personal allusions 
to the gentlemen who have differed from myself in opinion. From that 
habit I do not intend to deviate now or at any time. 
ready to concede to gentlemen who differ from me the same sincerity 


XXII——80 


I make the point of order that we have 


I am always. 


of motive and honesty of purpose that I claim for myself. But at the 
same time I have a large charity, Mr. Chairman, for those gentlemen 
whose mental limitations are such that they can reach notoriety only 
by indulging in personalities, [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
The head and front of my offending, it appears, is that I am in part 
responsible for the Federal election bill. ‘That bill was reported from 
my committee. With my colleague from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] and 
other gentlemen I helped to frame it, With their aid I helped to put 
it through the House. 

Whatever the defects or imperfections of that measure may be, I be- 
lieve most thoroughly in the principle which it involves. It is the 
principle of honest elections and the protection of the ballot box, not 
in the South, not in the North, but throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. With that principle Iam always ready and always proud 
to be identified. I believe that the Republican party can make no 
greater mistake after its past and its pledges than to fail now either 
here or elsewhere in loyalty to the doctrine of protection to the ballot 
box. [Applause on the Republican side], Iam quite ready tolet my 
record stand on that question, and it does not disturb me in the least 
that gentlemen on the other side should assail me on account of if, 
It only shows that the shaft was well aimed and that it has gone home. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman seems to be annoyed thatI hada 
great grandfather, George Cabot. [Laughteron the Republican side. ] 
He was a respectable, honorable, and not altogether undistinguished 
man, and Iam very proud of his memory, although he held some views 
in politics with which I donot personally agree. No attack upon New 
England, however, would ever be complete without an allusion to the 
Hartford Convention, of which he was president. It has been the un- 
failing resource of Democratic statesmen when at a loss to say some- 
thing disagreeable about New England for the last seventy-five years, 
and I suppose it will continue to serve their turn for many more years 
to come, especially as the members of that convention are unable to 
resent anything that may be said of them. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.) The attitude of New England Federalists from 1807 to 
1815 is one with which I have little sympathy and have had less and 
lessas I have gone on in life; but gentlemen on the other side seem to for- 
get that the position taken by the Hartford Convention was but arepe- 
tition of the position taken by Jefferson and Madison in the Virginia 
and Kentucky resolutions, 

It was, whether you call it ‘‘ nullification” or “‘interposition,’? the 
doctrine that State rights are capable of overrnling the power and 
the laws of the National Government. To that principle Iam opposed, 
whetherit emanated in times past from Virginia or Kentucky or from 
New England. But it ill becomes representatives of the South, even 
when they are most at a loss for an argument, to rail at New England 
about a doctrine which first found root in their soil and which there 
und there alone flourished and grew until it blossomed into the red 
flower of rebellion. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri also saw fit in the course 
of his remarks to assaila Senator from my State, who could by no pos- 
sibility reply to him on this floor. For a speech less violent in lan- 
guage, relating to another Senator, this House saw fit to take very 
decisive action of censure, 1 leave it to the House to say whether the 
time has not come now to repeat that action, The Senator from my 
State to whomallusion was made——[here the hammer fell]. I trust 
the House will allow me to continue for five minutes, [Cries of ‘Go 
on? on both sides of the House, J 

Mr. SPINOLA. Give him all the time he wants. Do not limit it. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The Senator from my State to whom allusion was 
made would not wish me, nor would he deem it necessary, that I should 
enter into any defense of him from such an attack as that made here 
yesterday. Longafter the gentleman who madeit has passed from this 
House into that forgetfulness which awaits himand perhaps most of us, 
the name of the Senator to whom he referred will remainin the history 
of the United States as that of a ripe scholar, of a patriotic, far-seeing 
statesman, identified with great policies and useful measures, who 
would have been an honor to any Stateor any country. Still less, Mr. 
Chairman, should I deem it necessary on this occasion to defend either 
New England or Massachusetts. The history of Massachusetts is be- 
fore the world and is known ofall men. As Webster said: 

ae needs no culogium; there she stands; behold her and judge for your- 
selves, 

There, too, is her great record ofservice to the cause of human rights and 
humanliberty. There are the names of her statesmen and of her soldiers 
shining ever with a luster no slanders can dim, There are her endur- 
ing services to the advancement of the highest civilization. ‘They are 
all written in the pages of the history of the United States. They can 
neyer be erased. They stand there forever for the considerate judgment 
of mankind; and her people, proud of her past and confident of her fu- 
ture, have no fear of the verdict. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman saw fit, in what was intended, I sup- 
pose, to be one of his most wounding passages, to refer to me as the 
‘‘Oscar Wilde of American statesmanship.” [Laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] It was a perfectly safe attack, for it is quite impossible 
for me to retort in kind, as Iam not aware that the gentleman is tho 
proprietor of any kind of statesmanship whatever. [Laughter on tho 
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Republican side.] I suppose the allusion was really meant to convey 
the idea that the statesmanship of Massachusetts and of New England 
is “effeminate.” 

That is avery easy accusation to make, Itis a view which naturally 
is taken of a high civilization by alowerone. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] It is the view which would naturally be taken of the 
civilization of the public school by the civilization of the shotgun. 
[Applause onthe Republican side.] Put let me say, Mr. Chairman, 
that when the two civilizations came in armed contact there was 
nothing ‘‘ effeminate ™ then in the civilization of the public schooland 
of personal liberty. The civilization of the shotgun and of the slave 
went down before if in bloody ruin, never to be restored. [Lond ap- 
plause on the Republican side, ] : 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, is there any amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The pending amendment is the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Arizona, The gentleman from New York 
moves to strike out the last word. 

seg Saale I did not move to strike out the last word. Iwant 
to ac 

The CHAIRMAN, Is the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 


from Arizona? 
I did not move to strike out, but moved to add to 


Mr. SPINOLA. 
the section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is an amendment pending at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is anamendment pending, and unless the 
gentleman from New York desires to amend that amendment the 
amendment he now offers would not be in order. The committee will 
be in order. The gentleman from Arizona has offered an amendment 
which is now pending, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri desires the floor. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I simply desire, Mr. Chairman, in re- 
sponse to the gentleman from M: usetts, to disclaim, as I think I 
have the right to, any intention of making an attack upon the State of 
Massachusetts. I did notdoso. All I meant to do, and all I did do, 
was to express my opinion concerning that stilted, sniveling Pharisee- 
ism practiced by a certain class of people who live in that State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now in a minority. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Ifthe gentleman who has just addressed 
the House is satisfied to leave this matter where it is, I sce no reason 
to object. 

If he is so soon done for, 
What was he e’er begun for? 
Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arizona. 
. Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire that the amendmentshall 
be stated again from the Clerk’s desk, so that we may understand the 
matter before the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In linc 10 strike out tho words “tho Indian scouts, and for;™so that it will 
read as follows: 

“Forthe porate of horses for the cayalry and artillery, and for such infan- 
try as may be mounted." = 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, Division. 

The committeodivided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 44. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before I send up the amendment I desire to ex- 
pa my profound regret that we have witnessed such a waste of time 

y the frivolous motions which have been made in the form of amend- 
ments to this bill. 

The bill appears to be a correct one so far as I am capable of judg- 
ing, and I now desire to offer a very proper and suitable amendment, 
for which I shall expect every man upon the floor of this House to yote. 
I send the amendment to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 20, page 14, insert ‘$100,000 to erect a monument to the 
memory of 11,500 patriots who perished in the dungeons of the British prison 
ships during the American Revolution.” 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of or- 
der on that amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Let the gentleman reserve his point or order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. _I reserve it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let him reserve anything except the $100,000, 
[Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, onthe 25th day of May, eighty odd years 
ago, one of the greatest demonstrations which had eyer been made by 
the American people took place in the city of New York. It was the 
procession formed by the survivors of the American Revolution to honor 
the memory and lay away torest forever the remains of 11,500 martyrs 
who had perished in defense of American liberty. 

On that morning, at the break of day, salutes were fired, in the form 
of morning guns, from the parks, the Battery, Fort Columbus, the 
flotilla, and the Wallabout. The procession moved at about10 in the 


morning, with immense coffins containing tlie remains of the men who 
had perished in order that we might be here at this time. And, sir, 
upon casting my eye over the history of the sufferings of these men, I 
am reminded that they were taken prisoners upon the field of battle 
and upon’ the ocean and were confined in these pestilential hulks, their 
captors well knowing that when they were assigned there it wag their 
earthly tomb and that nothing would save them oxcept perhaps an 
agreement on their part to go into the British army and serve the King 
of England. À 

Now, sir, if there is a patriot upon the floor of this House, if there 
is a man here who claims to be the descendant of Revolutionary sires, 
and I heard a gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] say yesterday 
that he was one, I appeal to them and to all of you, in the name of 
civil and religions liberty, to adopt this amendment, that this monu- 
ment may be erected, in order that our children and our children’s 
children for untold ages may learn what these martyrs suffered that 
ae glorious Government of ours might be established and perpetu- 
ated. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

Mr. SPINOLA. TI will take five minutes more, with the consent of 
the House, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I trust the gentleman will be permitted ‘to pro- 
ceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. On board of these vessels were the dungeons in 
which these patriots died. There was no morsel of wholesome food 
and not one drop of pure water. In these black abodes of wretched- 
ness anil woe the grief-worn prisoner lay, without a bed to rest his 
weary limbs, without a pillow to support his aching head. His food 
was carrion and his drink foulas the bilge water. There was no balm 
for his wounds, no cordial to relieve his fainting spirits, no friends to 
comfort his heart, no soft hand of affection to close his dying eyes. 

That was the condition of these men. Now I findfrom the bill under 
consideration that the menof our Army are to be provided with ‘'stoves 
and heating apparatus for heating officers barracks and quarters,” with 
‘ranges, stoves, and appliances for cooking and Se food, and with 
fuel and lights for the enlisted men and guards.’’ ese martyrs of 
the Revolution, these warriors who had seryed under Washington had 
no such comforts, no such advantages as this bill provides for the 
soldiers of our Army, and all we ask for them now, in thename of civil 
and religious liberty, is that their memory may be perpetuated by a 
monument erected by the Government of their country. 

This grand procession to which I haye referred was formed with the 
Tammany Association or Columbian Order, and the thirteen cofins filled 
with the bones of these American patriots, and thisis the order in which 
the society marched. First, canfo the Cap of Liberty, worn by the 
winskinski of the society. Then came the first coffin surrounded b; 
the representatives of the Army of the Revolution. Then came ERS 
of the other cofins in its turn with representatives of the States of New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Car- 
oling, and Georgia tribes. Each of those original States had its ‘‘tribe ” 
represented. in that grand procession, and each had a coflin in charge, 
and each one of thoseStates was represented by thirteen of the men who 
had served in the Continental army. 

Americans, has it come to this, that you will sit still in your seats, 
representing as you do sixty millions of freemen, and leave neglected the 
remains of these martyrs who perished that your country might live, 
and refuse to appropriate the paltry sum of $100,000 from an overflow- 
ing Treasury to erect this monument to perpetuate their memory? Re- 
member that Benjamin Romaine, who was for many years the grand 
sachem of Tammany Hall, who had been a soldier of the Revolution 
and had fought with these men who had perished in the prison ships, 
erected the monument which contained their remains. He lived to 
old age; he did not die until about 1843 or 1844; and when asked by 
the city of Brooklyn to transfer the remains to that city he said, ‘‘No; 
I fought and bled with these men; they were my comrades; I bequeath 
them to the Government of my country.” And to-day those remains 
are the property of this Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then [ will take five minutes more, with the per- 
mission of the House. 

I know that members are interested in this matter, the circumstances 
of which many of them never heard before. I want to convince every 
man on this floor of the justice of my proposition. For this reason, I 
ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. Curcixon], to give way to 
me for five minutes more. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Ishould be very much pleased to hear the rest of 
the gentleman’s address, but I am very anxious to dispose of this bill if 
possible to-day. I hope he will print the remainder of his remarks. 

Mr. SPENOLA. No, I do not want leave to print anything; I am 
against printing in that way. I will reserve the rest of my remarks for 
some future occasion. I notify you all now that Iam going to keep 
bringing this matter to your attention as long as I occupy a seat on this 
floor or until you do justice to the memory of these departed patriots, 


(Applause. ] 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I believe a point of order 
was reserved, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCK- 
WELL] reserved a point of order upontheamendment. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. - 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. In order that this House may fully understand the po- 
sition of my honorable colleague [Mr. SPINOLA] on the question he 
has just discussed, I wish to say that the State of New York, through 
the action of both houses of its Legislature and with the approval of 
its governor, has petitioned Congress to make this appropriation of 
$100,000 for the monument to these martyrs. Similar petitions have 
come from the local boards of New York and Brooklyn. Among these 
petitions is one embracing over 20,000 names, mostof them those of tax- 
payers; and the majority of these names were obtained by a society of 
old citizens of Brooklyn, every one probably over seventy years of age. 
They procured these signatures by going from door to door, not by 
leaving blanks at ferries or similar places. 

I wish to inform the House that every Representative of the State of 
New York, regardless of politics, has joined in the request for this ap- 

ropriation; and certainly there could be no more righteous act of 
islation or one more in accord with the wish of the people. I with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Army transportation: For transportation ofthe Army, including baggage of 
the troops, when moving either by land or water; of supplies to the militia 
furnished by the War Department; of the necessary. agents and employés; of 
clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and other quartermaster’s stores from 
army depots eee of purchase or delivery to the several postsand army de- 
pots and from those depots to the ore in the field; of horse equipments and 
of subsistence stores from the places of purchase and fromthe places of delivery 
under contract to such places as the circumstances of the service may uiro 
them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and smallarms from the foun- 
dries and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and army de- 
pots; for transportation of signal oflicers or parties and thelrequipments,instru- 
ments, stores and supplies when ordered by proper authority for military pur- 
poses only; freights, wharfage, tolls, and ferriages; the purchase and hire of 
draught and pack animals, and harness, and the purchase and repair of wagons, 
carts, and drays, and ore and other seagoing vessels and boats required for 
the transportation of supplies and for garrison purposes; for drayageand cart- 
sge at the soveral posts; hire of teamsters and other employés; extra-duty pay 
of enlisted men driving teams, repairing means of transportation, em- 
as trainmasters, and in opening roads and building wharves; transpor- 
tation of the funds of the Army, the expenses specced akg ty te aides the 
various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; for procuring 
water and Introducing the same into buildings; and for the dis lof sew: 
and drainage, and forclearing roads, and for removing obstructions from roads, 
harbors, and rivers, to the extent which may be required for the actual opan 
tion of troops in the field; for the transportation of discharged military prison- 
ers to their places of enlistment; for the payment of army transportation law- 
fully due such land-grant railroads as Lave not received aid in Government 
bonds (to be adjusted in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in 
cases decided under such land-grant acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per 
cent, of the full amount of the service be pea Provided, That such compen- 
sation shall be computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower oaa rates for 
like transportation performed for the publicat large, and shall be accepted as 
in full for all demands for such service ; in all, $2,850,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 15, page 16, add the following: 

“Provided, That in the event that any transportation service authorized by 
this act shall be performed by a rail company which, in any manner, has 
combined or entored into any understanding with any other railroad company 
to maintain, fix, or regulate its fares or rates, or to divide passenger or freight 
traflic or other business, or has in any degree relegated to any person, persons, 
or association, other than its own oflicers or nts, the power of maintaining 
as against competition, fixing, or regulating its fares or rates, or has, by any 
method or in any way, ontered into any understanding, agreement, or combina- 
tion which tends to restrain competition between common carriers, or to in- 
crease or maintain as against competition the charges made to the United States 
or to the public, then, and in tena the sum claimed by said company from 
the United States shall not be paid until after it shall have been judicially de- 
termined, upon proceedings instituted and prosecuted against the alleged of- 
fender by the Attorney-General of the United States, whether or not such un- 
derstanding, agreement, or combination by said railroad company with other 
competing companies, or such restraint of competition between common cgr- 
riers is lawful and equitable. And in the event that such action of such com- 
pany be aay declared ulira vires, nonequitable, or unlawful, then only such 
sum shal) be paid for service rendered by any such rail company to the 
United States as said company might haye reasonably charged had nosuch un- 
derstanding, agreement, or combination been entered into: Provided, however, 
That ae such judicial determination the President shall have power, in 
cases which he may deem emergent, to direct the payment of reasonable sums 
for services rendered to the United States by an aforesaid railroad company. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, I wish to makea point of order on this propo- 
sition, but I will withhold it for a moment in order that the nto 
man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] may be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
reserves & point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, about one-eighth of 
the $25,000,000 appropriated by this bill is given for transportation of 
troops and army supplies, the exact sum being $2,850,000. By far the 
greater part of nearly $3,000,000 will be expended by Government in 
the payment of freight and passenger rates upon lines doing business 
west of Chicago and St. Louis. When the grants were made for the 

t Pacific lines, probably the most important consideration which 
nfinenced Congress was that, by their construction, the country would 
be assured competition between them, and by consequence of such com- 


ployed 


petition lower rates would be secured to the Government and the peo- 
ple. Competition between carriers is the only safeguard to the public 
against their greed and extortion, just as in all other business. 

If there be competition between the railway lines, then the Govern- 
ment obtains lower rates for the transportation of troops and supplies 
as an inevitable result. If that competition be eliminated, then the 
Government must inevitably pay more than it otherwise would. 

It is simply a matter of current news that there is now in process of 
formation a syndicate, or pool, or effective combination of all the rail- 
way lines west of Chicago and St. Louis, beginning with the Northern 
Pacific and reaching to the Texas Pacific, in fact including the water 
transportation by Panama, a conibination to such an extent that nota 
single railway company in that combination can fix its own rates; and 
I would like to state some. of the details of this new and villainous 
trust, the most gigantic and hurtful that has yet been formed in this 
decade of trusts, 

Take the Union Pacifc as an example. Its traffic manager and its 
passenger agent meet with similar officers of the Atchison and Topeka 
road, of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, Rock Jsland, and others, 
Under this pool the officers of the Union Pacific can not make the rates 
of traffic on their own road. These rates are made by a majority of all 
of the similar officers of the other lines in the combination by what is 
known as ‘‘tho ratecommittee’’ of their division or district. In case 
of disagreement between the members of the rate committee, that dis- 
agreement is submitted to one of five ‘‘commissioners,’’ because the 
whole territory of the United States west of Ohio is divided by this 
trustinto five divisions, over each of which presides a ‘‘comniissioner,”’ 
and that board of commissioners has as its chairman a sixth commis- 
sioner. 

In case these rate agents can not agree upon terms, then the com- 
missioner of that district determines what the rates shall be. But an 
appeal from the decision may be made to what is known as ‘‘the ad- 
visory board.’’ ‘This board consists of the president and one director 
of each of the railway lines, about fifteen in all, embraced in what is 
known as the Western Trafic Association, which does or shortly will 
include every road between Canada and the Gulf, and between Ohio 
and the Pacific Ocean, That advisory board finally determines what 
the rates shall be. 

The effect of such a combination of carriers on the rates that the 
Governmentmustpay, and, whatis of farmoreimportance, itseffect upon 
the rates which the people will be compelled to pay on all farm prod- 
ucts, material, merchandise, and freight of every sort, isa matter of 
vital interest, because this effect is simply to place within the hands of 
a score of men the power to determine absolutely what shall be charged 
for transporting any person, or anything, east or west over one-half of 
a continent whereupon reside about seventeen millions of American 
citizens working industriously to preserve their homes, maintain their 
families, and enjoy. that reasonable profit to which all labor is entitled. 

To the farmers of my State cheap transportation is life, a home, a 
family, education, a competency, and universal content, Extortionate 
transportation, solely determined by Shylock bandits, is discontent, 
debt, foreclosed mortgages sweeping away home and land, the family 
broken into fragments, perhaps the poorhouse, and industrial if not 
physical death. 

‘The extortionate charges of the first roads we sought to reduce by 
building a competing one, and Idonbtif there are ten counties in Kan- 
sas which have not voted bonds for this purpose, Butthis competition 
has been steadily weakened by agreements as to rates between rival 
lines until for years the whole profit of a crop has been taken by the 
railroad under the guise of afreight rate. When acrop was small the 
rate was lowered; when it was large the rate was raised; and, no mat- 
ter what might be the price in New York or Liverpool, he prire paid 
our farmers has been simply the remainder after deducting the freight. 

These carriers absolutely control the situation; they can and do 
throttle the whole community, and the only motive they have is that 
of seizing the last cent within reach, When corn was selling at Kan- 
sas City last year at 20 cents a bushel the Union Pacific charged 10 
cents for hauling it from Manhattan, 120 miles, giving the farmer 10 
cents. The same corn was hauled to Chicago, about 650 miles, for 18 
cents. That was sheer robbery, and the men who did it were simply 
highwaymen. Farmers can not live on 10-cent corn, 

‘There has heretofore been some competition between rival lines and 
our people have had a resultant benefit in lower freights and higher 
prices for products, But under this syndicate of all the roads between 
Canada and Mexico there can be none whatever. Jay Gould and his 
fourteen other presidents willabsolutely fix allrates; thatis, eight men 
will decide the poverty or prosperity of the Western farmer. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, J ask unanimous consent to have five 
minutes’ additional time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When the point of order comes upI 
want to be heard also on that. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, tho effect of this combination is simply to en- 
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able this trust to charge precisely what it pleases, not only to the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States, but to every farmer, every manufacturer, 
every merchant, every passenger, every man, woman, or child who 
uses any one of these lines of transportation. s 

Now, that such a combination is unlawful there can be no doubt. 
When a corporation takes certain franchises it takes them with all of 
the obligations to perform the service for which it was created. The 
officers of the Union Pacific road can not lawfully relegate to the offi- 
cers of the Santa Fé or Rock Island the power to fix the rates on its 
own lines nor the power to interfere with the business ofits line. Such 
action renders its charter liable to forfeiture, and it ought to be for- 
feited: This pool is unlawful, furthermore, in that it is the most anda- 
cious conspiracy against the people and the common weal of merciless 
and grasping men which has yet appeared in our history, and it is un- 
lawful in the fact that it is direetly in the teeth of the interstate-com- 
risia act. The fifth section of the act prohibits pooling. It is as fol- 

ows: 

Sec. 5. It shall not be lawfulfor any common carrier subject tothe provisions 
of this act to enter into any contract, agreement,or combination with any 
other common carrier or carriers forthe poster of freights of different and com- 


peting railroads, or to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds of 
the earnings of such railroads or any portion thereof. 


It will be noticed that ‘‘pooling,’’ generic and specific, is expressly 
ani et, and by the next clause a particular form of pooling is pro- 
ibited, that of dividing earnings. But this latter in no way qualifies 
Pooling of freights in any form, whether territorial, by 


the former. 
regulating shipments, or otherwise, is unlawful. 

Now, this is a pool of territory. What the agreement provides is 
that the several roads in a certain division shall have all of the busi- 
ness in that territory, and then that the business of this division shall 
be apportioned, distributed, assigned by the Western Traffic Associa- 
tion to each one of the roads in the division upon an agreed scale or 
one fixed by the advisory board, if need be. So that the Union Pa- 
cific shall have such a per cent,, the Atchison such a per cent., and so 
on. Between Kansas City and St. Louis are four rival lines, between 
it and Chicago are seven competing lines, A shipper may wish his 
cattle sent over, say, the Alton, but this trust may say ‘‘ No; it is 
our business to settle that under our agreement, and the Alton is get- 
ting more than its share.” Was there ever a greater violation of right 
and liberty ? 

Yet the association takes all of this business, and it directs the de- 
livery of such portion to one line and to another line as will maintain 
the pool ‘‘ratio.”? That, Mr. Chairman, is pooling of the worst and 
most comprehensive sort. It isa pooling of the whole business of a 
great territory; it is a pooling going behind anything attempted be- 
fore, and by so pooling this association acts squarely in defiance of the 
interstate-commerce Jaw. What is more, by controlling all this busi- 
ness it may and will force the trunk lines east of Chicago and St. Lotis 
into the formation of one gigantic trust, controlling absolutely all rail- 
way traffic and rates in the United States. Sup the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, say, refused to enter, and that all this Western business were 
given to its rivals, how long conld it stand such a fight? Not six 
months, And this is the beginning of a sad end. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in respect to the point of order, which I-sup- 
pose, for it was not stated by the Chair, to be as to the germaneness of 
the amendment. ` 

There are numberless amendments in this bill providing the mauner 
in which the money appropriated shall be expended, and I would like 
the attention of the Chair on this point. That is all this amendment 
seeks todo. It provides with respect to this $2,850,000 that if any 
portion of it be earned by a railroad company which has entered into 
a combination which eliminates competition, and which by conse- 
quence increases its charges, then the payment for its service out of 
this total sum of money shall be expended, and the company shall not 
be paid until the courts have determined whether such a combination 
is lawful. If their determination be that it is lawful, then, of course, 
the company is paid the full amount claimed. 

-But if they determined that the combination is unlawful, then the 
company will only be paid such proportion of its claim as it would have 
been paid had the Government received the benefit of that competition 
which would have existed had there not been such an unlawful com- 
bination. And I submit that the amendment is perfectly germane to 
this clause of the bill. It protects the United States against imposi- 
tion by railroads, the great carriers of our commerce; and it does more 
than that, it proposes a judicial determination of their violation of law 
and protects the Government against rapacious charges only rendered 
possible by their own unlawful act. 

And to say that this amendment is not germane, to say that in pro- 
viding this method of protecting the Government against extortion, 

nst undue—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas will pardon the 
Chair. The point of order is not that the amendmentis not germane, 
but that it is new legislation and changes existing law. Will the 
gentleman from Kansas, {Mr. ANDERSON] please address himself to 
that point ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kynsas. I did not hear the statement made 


by the gentleman from Ohio as to what his point of order was, nor did 
the Chair announce it tothe committee. That it may change existing 
law in one sense is true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Then it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not catch the gentleman’s inter- 
jection. But the question is whether the rules of the House or the 
common sense of the House will permit the Government to be robbed 
simply through a technicality. Thatisthe pithofit. Thereisnonew 
legislation as to the final payment of the sum. ‘There issimply a pro- 
yision in the amendment as to the manner in which shall be ascertained 
precisely the sum that should be paid to a given railroad company for 
army transportation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And in a certain contingency they are not to re- 
oe any pay, if this combination is found to be illegal, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Notat all. If the combination be 
found to be illegal, then the company shall receive precisely the 
amount of money that it would have charged the Government or that 
the Government would have conceded to be reasonable in the event 
ie it had not entered into any such unlawful combination. That is 
all. 
is a proper amount to be paid for the transportation of stores or sup- 
plies. That is the whole of it, and I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment is entirely competent under the existing rule. I think, 
too, there ate instances where this has been held in similar cases, 
and held within the rule; that provision has been made for deter- 
mining some one point, some specific condition upon which a payment 
shall be made. Thatis all that this does. It simply provides that 
where a company has performed certain service and earned money, then 
if by virtue of an unlawful act it is charging more than it ought to 
charge, and this is judicially ascertained, the Government will not 
pay the claim; but, if it is not or even if it is performing that unlaw- 
ful act, that then the Government will make the payment which it 
ought to make as a reasonable charge where competition exists, 

The agreement as finally adopted by the conspirators and published 
in the daily papers is as follows. It has not been modified in any im- 
portant feature which affects the people. Its colossal audacity is only 
equaled by its resistless rapacity. 

BYLAWS OF TIIE COMBINE. 
ARTICLE 1. 
Thename of the association shall be the Western Traffic Association, and the 
office of the chairman of its commissioners shall be in the city of Chicago. 
ARTICLE 2. 


paces as hereinafter specifically provided, the business to be covered shall 
be all the State and interstate traffic, both freight and passenger, which is com- 
petitive between any two or more of the members of this association, having 
origin or destination in Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and the peninsula of 
Michigan, or any State or Territory west of the Mississippi River, except busi- 
ness passing between points north of the Ohio River and points south thereof, 
bota of which are east of the Missouri. The business to or from the Republic of 
Mexico via Rio Grande crossings shall be included, provided that business to 
and from transpacific ports is excluded; the association having control of the 
routing of the same east of the Missouri River. 
RULES GOVERNING THE ADVISORY BOARD, 
ARTICLE 3. 

The advisory board shall meet quarterly on the second Tuesday of January, 
April, July, and October each year, The January and July meetings shall be 
held inthe city of New York and the April and October meetings in the city of 
Chicago. Special meetings of the board shall be called by the president when- 
ever in his judgment necessary, or upon the request in writing of any three 
members of said board, giving at least ten days’ notice of the time and plese of 
such meeting. The records of the meetings of the advisory board shall be kept 
by its secretary, and the proceedings shall be promulgated by him for the in- 
formation of members, 

ARTICLE 4, - 


The following officers shall be elected by ballot at the January meeting in 
each year by four-fifths of the members: President, financial committee, four 
or more commissioners, ono of whom shall be named as chairman, 


ARTICLE 5, 


The president shall be a member of and shall preside at all meetings of the 
advisory board. 
ARTICLE 6, a 
The finance committee shall consist of five members of the board. It shall 
elect from its number a chairman, who shall preside at meetings, and. in case 
of the absence of the president of the advisory board, shall act as president pro 
tempore. Itshall control all disbursements, and authorize the employment of 
necessary clerks and other assistants required by the commissioners. 
ARTICLE 7. 


Secrion 1. The commissioners shall adopt such measures as will tend to se- 
cure uniform, stable, and reasonable rates, prevent unjust discrimination, and 
enable each line to carry its fair share of the competitive trafic, 


PROVIDES FOR POOLS, 


Src. 2. On the application in writing to the commissioners by any interested 
company for its share of the competitive trafic, either freight or passenger, or 
both, of any one ormore specified points or of any designated territory, the 
coiuinissioners shall make an equitable division thereof between the interested 
lines upon such is and in such lawful manner as they deem advisable, sub- 
ject torevision by the commissioners after full investigation. 

Sec. 3. The commissioners shall have power and it is hereby made their 
duty to establish a bureau for the collection and preservation of such in- 
forination and statistics as may be necessary to enable them to execute the 
powers conferred and to perform the duties temcees upon them, To that end 
they shall be furnished witk copies of all waybills nud reports of trafe when 
called for, and shall haye authority themselves or by designated subordinates 
to examine and check all books, accounts, and vouchers in relation to traflic 
subject to this agreement, 


It is simply providing how the Government shall ascertain what - 
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Src. 4. All violations of the agreement or failure to comply with the orders 
of the advisory board or of the commissioners by any member of the associa- 
tion or any officer or representative of such member, shall be reported to the 
advisory board for such action as it may deem expedient, 


POWERS OF TILE COMMISSIONERS, 

Src.5, Thecommissioners shall have power to establish and poe from 
time to time, rules and regulations for the orderly conduct of the proceedings 
before them and change, add to, and repeal the samo. 

Src, 6, APPIO tothe commissioners for relief shall bo promptly investi- 
gated and determined, reasonable opportunity to be heard being given to all 
parties interested, In cases of extreme urgency the matter may be determined 
without a previous hearing, all members interested being first notified of the 
proposed action. . 

. 8E0.7. In order to meet competition of lines outside of the association the 
commissioners shall, on the application of any member, make such immediate 
temporary change in the rates, divisions, rules, or regulations affecting any ono 
or more of the interested lines as the commissioners may deem necessary and 
expedient, first notify. all interested parties, and they shall at once convene 
the State committee of the interested lines for further consideration of any 
action in the matter. 

Src. 8. The cceynmissioners shall apportion the expenses of the association 
among the members, render monthly statements thereof and make drafts there- 

for. i 

Sec. 9. The action of the commissioners shall be by unanimous vote, except 

as hereinafter provided in article 8, in all matters pertaining to the apportion- 
ment of traffic or the establishment of or a change in rates, divisions, rules, or 
regulations. In other respects a majority vote may contro). 

Src. 10. The commissioners shall haye authority to construe these by-laws 
and all resolutions which may be adopted; their decision shall be binding until 
reversed by the advisory board, 


- / 
FREIGHT AND PASSENGER RATE COMMITTEES, 
ARTICLE 8, 


The traffic sont bad general freight‘agent, general passenger agent, or other 
duly authorized oficer of the respective companies, members of this association, 
shall constitute, respectively, the freight-rate and passenger-rate committees 
for the territories or districts within which their respective lines are interested, 
but all action of the rate committee shall be reviewed and approved in writing 
by the general manager or highest traffic officers of the interested members 
before becoming operative. The establishment of or changes in rates or divis- 
ions, or the rules and regulations governing the same by the unanimous yote 
of said rate committee, when approved by a majority of the commissioners, 
shall be effective when so ordered by said rate committees. If differences arise 
the question at issue shall be referred to the commissioners for determination : 
Provided, however, The members of the advisory board for any interested com- 
pany may, after giving the commissioners an opportunity. to be heard, have 
power to give ninety days’ notice of such change in the rates, divisions, rules, 
or regulations as they believe the interests represented by them require, and 
tho date it shall become effective. 


DIVISION OF TERRITORY. 
ARTICLE 9, 


SECTION 1, The territory served by the lines parties hereto shall be divided 
into four or more sections or divisions, observing as nearly as practicable the 
natural divisions of the territory as represented by existing associations, and 
each division may be put under the immediate supervision and direction of one 
of the commissioners chosen. s 

Sero, 2, It is understood that eee ng traffic, the competition for which is 
limited to two or more members hereof, the interested members may, by agree- 
ment, govern and control it without tho intervention of any of the agencies of 
this association : ided, however, That upon application of any member 
hereof the commissioners may decide who are the interested parties, subject to 
the right of appeal to the advisory board ; Provided further, Thatallagreements 
and rates between such companies shall be filed with the board of commission- 
ers before becoming effective. 


ARTICLE 10, 


BgorTIox 1. The division of through rateson the trafic subject hereto, except- 
ing transcontinental-association traffic, whether between lines members of the 
association or between lines in the association: Provided, however, That when 
one company has a proprietary interest in or controls or leases another;the 
divisions between such companies shall be what they elect, and shall not be 
the property of the nssociation: Provided, further, That as regards traffic con- 
tracts at this date actually existing between lines not having common propri- 
etary or other interests as above, the same shall be reported, so that the divis- 
jons with competing lines may, if thought advisable by such competing line, 
be made on equally favorable terms. 

Src, 2. Certified copies of all contracts now in existence which may in an 
manner affect or contral rates or divisions upon any traffic included hercin shail 
be filed with the commissioners forthwith. 


RIGHT OF AGGRIEVED MEMBERS TO APPEAL, 


ARTICLE 11, 


Srcrion 1. Any member aggrieved by any action or determination or non- 
action of the commissioners may appeal therefrom to the advisory board, which 
shall at its first meeting thereafter, either regular or special, make final dispo- 
sition of the same; but such appeals shall not stay the execution of the action 
or determination appealed from. Should the advisory board reverse or modify 
the action or determination of the commissioners, such restitution shall be pre- 
scribed in the order of modification or reversal as the advisory board may deem 
proper. 

Sec. 2. Any member affected by any act or determination of the commission- 
ers made without an opportunity to be heard may apply for a hearing with a 
like right of appeal. 

Sec. 3. The commissioners, in their discretion, max allow a stay of execution 
ofthe order pending an SEpon to the advisory board. 

Sec. 4. Ifan appeal should not be determined by the advisory board within 
sixty days from ita completion, in cases where the action or determination ap- 

led from involves a change of rate, division, rule, or regulation, or the ap- 
portionment of traffic, the order or decision so appealed from shall then be 
suspended and the conditions previously existing, so far as changed thereby, 
restored until the determination of such appeal, 

SEC, 5. Swe ga taken more than sixty days after notice of the order of de- 
cision appealed from may be dismissed by the advisory board upon its own 
motion or on motion ofany interested member of tlie association. 

Src. 6. An appeal shallbe complete when a notice, subscribed to by either the 
president, vice president, the general manager, or traffic manager of the np- 
pealing party and describing with reasonable certainty the action, determina- 
tion, or order appealed from, shall be filed with the commissioners. 

Sec. 7. Upon the filing of the notice of the appeal to the Commissioners the 
latter shall furnish to cach member of the association a copy thereof, to the 
end Sipe ex member may have an opportunity to be heard upon the trial of 
such appeal. 


ARTICLE 12, 


The rates and divisions of same affecting traffic covered by this agreement, 
duly established and in effect on the 3lst day of January, 1891, under Seay 
associations, and the rules an gulations governing same, as provided by sai 
associations, exceptas modified by these bylaws, shall continue in force until 
changed as herein provided, 

ARTICLE 13. 


Nothing herein contained shall be construed as depriving any railroad com- 
pany party hereto of any of ita charter rights or as relieving it of any of its 
charter obligations; and it is expressly understood that these bylaws govern 
such traffic only as may be lawfully embraced therein, and the commissioners, 
finance committee, and all officers and agents charged with any authority or 
duty under them are hereby required to so construe the same. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas, not because I am op- 
posed to the principle involved in the amendment. I neither affirm 
nor deny the propriety of that amendment. What position I might 
take upon it under other and proper circumstances is not important for 
the purposes of what I have to say. I made the point of order because 
in my judgment, under the rules and practice of the House, whatever 
may have been originally the wisdom or nonwisdom of the rule, it is 
unwise to select this particular matter and undertake to pass important 
and conclusive legislation upon an appropriation bill. 

It is a matter, in my judgment, of the gravest concern, and one that 
ought to be looked into carefully and considered by an intelligent com- 
mittee of the Honse, having matters of that character under considera- 
tion. I think it is too important and too radical, too far reaching to 
justify the House in setting aside its rules, in waiving the rules of the 
House, and permitting so important a matter to be ingrafted upon an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Iask fora ruling upon the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment 
would change existing law, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the 

RECORD? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit an amendment to this paragraph 
which I will send up ina moment. I will be very glad to have the 
ear of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CUTCHEON ] having charge 
of the bill. The amount appropriated by this bill for t rtation 
is $2,850,000, and a Jarge portion of that sum is paid for railroad trans- 
portation of troops and supplies. If the gentleman from Michigan has 
not looked into the subject, he will find that he may belaboring under 
a misapprehension as to the effect of the language of the bill in regard 
to railroad transportation by land-grant corporations. The language 
is as follows: 

For the payment of army transportation lawfully due such lowd-grant rail- 
roads as have not received aid in Government bonds (to be adjusted in accord- 
ance with the decisions of the Supreme Courtin cases decided under such land- 
grant acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per cent. of the full amount of the 
service be paid. 

Now, the amendment which I desire to offer, and which I hope my 
friend will allow me to explain a moment in advance, covers the larger 
amount of railroad transportation or a very large amount of railroad 
transportation, and is not affected by this provision. This provision as 
it stands in the bill and as it is interpreted by the War Department is 
this—— 

Mr. LANSING. Mr, Chairman, I rise to ask what the pending 
amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
announces that he will conclude his remarks bya motion to amend the 
bill. : 

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes; I will send it to the Clerk’s desk in a mo- 
ment. The bill applies to that class of roads which embraces the Hli- 
nois Central and quite a large number of others, for the language is 
that said roads shall be a public highway for the use of the United 
States for the transportation of troops and pupplice. etc, The words 
Iam now quoting are found in nearly all of the grants to railroads of 
that class, 

There is another class of grant where the language is this: 

Troops and supplies of the United States shall be transported by said com- 
pany free of charge. 

‘That is the second class. The third class is the class to which I wish 
to call the attention of my friend. 

It contains the following language—for instance, in the Northern 
Pacific Railroad act, which I take as an example: 


That said Northern Pacific Railroad, orany t thereof, shall be a post route 
and a military road subject to the use of the United States, for tal, military, 
naval, and all other Government service, andalso paulece tostich regulations as 
Wet Se may impose restricting the charges for such Government transpor- 
tation, 


Now, my friend will see, as the law now stands and as this bill 
stands, that to this class of roads which I have mentioned, such as the 
Southern Pacific, the Northern Pacific, and the Atlantic and Pacific, 
embracing a very large class of roads, we are paying now the full rates 
that are paid by other parties. 
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Now, the amendment I wish to offer I send to the Clerk’s desk. I 
wish to state it is in a form subject to the point of order, ifitisinsisted 
upon; but I trust it will not be insisted upon, because I am ready to 
submit a proposition which is in order and which would accomplish 
the same object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read. © 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That railroad companies which received grants of land from the 
United States to aid in the construction of their respective roads on condition 
that such railroads should be post routes and mili roads, subject to the use 
of the United States for postal, military, naval, and other Government serv- 
ices, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may impose, restricting 
the charges for such Government transportation, shall receive only 40 per cent. 
of the compensation for such Government transportation as shall be charged 
ee and paid by private parties to such corporations for like or similar transporta- 

on. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman where he pro- 
poses to bring in his amendment and whether he proposes to strike out 
a part of the provision in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want it to come in just before the last proviso. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman state what he believes will 
be the effect of the amendment? It reduces the per cent. from 50 to 
40, does it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,'sir; from 100 per cent. I thought I might be 
mistaken about this matter, and accordingly I telegraphed to the Quar- 
termaster General an inquiry. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point of 
order upon the amendment, subject to the explanation that may be 
made by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had supposed that this class of railroads were 
placed upon the same conditions with the first class I mentioned a 
moment ago, and therefore I telegraphed to the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral half an hour since and received an answer. I inquired whether 
the Northern Pacific Railroad and that class of roads were paid full 
compensation for transportation or a less sum, and that answer is this: 

The Northern Pacific Railway from Ashland, Wis.— 
which is the eastern terminus— 
to Tacoma, Wash.— 


which is the western terminus— 
is erty full rates for any transportation, except where lower special rates are 
obtained, which is often the case. 

That is according to the section of the statute which authorizes such 
8 rates. But it will be seen that except where special rates are 
obtained, which of course any private party can obtain as well as the 
Government, the Government asn that class of roads some 50 
and some 100 per cent., including the Northern Pacific, the Atlantic 
and Pacific, and the Southern Pacific, the Fort Riley road, a branch 
of the Southern Pacific. Some of them get full compensation without 
any charge whatever, it seems to me. 

My friend very well knows that the grant, which is substantially the 
same to the others as to the Northern Pacific, would compel at least 
four of such roads to be charged with part of the amount. Undersuch 
circumstances the question ought simply to be what is a fair amount, 
if anything ought to be paid. Ido not think anything ought to be 
paia, but named 40 per cent., as that approximates what has been paid 

retofore for that class of railroads where any compensation is required 
to be made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is much more fa- 
miliar than I with the conditions on which these land grants were 
made. Hiscommittee labors in times past have brought him into con- 
nection with that subject. The provision in this bill is the same as in 
the previous acts for several years past. In the act for the current year 
it provides— , 

d 3 

Spade alate novrecalval ait it Gaveesmnantniodt (0 DO RARAN TE MAOORI. 
ance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such land- 
tacts). Butin no case shall more than 50 per cent.of tho full amount of 

¢ service be paid: Provided, That suchcom on shall be computed upon 
the basis of the tariff on lower 1 rates for like EEr pare formed 
mnie public at large, and shall accepted as in full for all demands for such 

The gentleman will see that this simply continues in force the exist- 
ing statute. K 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was going to submit to my friend from Indiana 
whether or not this important matter ought to be brought in here in 
the shape of an amendment to an appropriation bill, or whether it 
ought not to be referred to the Committee on Railroads or some other 
appropriate committee, and be reported in a bill rather than as an 
amendment or rider on a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will be satisfied that this 50 per 
cent, applied to-all this elass of roads..—___- 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I knew that the 50 per cent. applied as to the 
bond-aided roads. 

Mr, HOLMAN. No; itdoes not apply to them atall. It does not 
apply to the bond-aided roads. - The grant to the Illinois Central, the 
Hannibal and St. Jo, and the Alabama system of early roads contained 


a provision to which the decision of the Supreme Court applies. Iwant 
to make a suggestion to the gentleman, It is now ten minutes after 
4 o’clock, and I ask him if he willallow this matter to go over, andin 
the mean time I will get from the Quartermaster General in the morn- 
ing a full statement of this matter, and he will see at a glance the ob- 
ject of this proposition. 

Mr, CU N. Then, if the gentleman will agree, I will ask 
unanimous consent that this part of the bill be passed over for the 
present, with leave for the gentleman from Indiana to recur to it at a 
Subsequent stage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses 
for the safe keeping of military stotes, for offices, and for the hire of buildings 
and of unds for summer cantonments and for temporary buildings at fron- 
tier stations, for the construction of temporary buildings and stables, and for 
repairing public buildings at established posts, $725,000 - Provided, That no ex- 
penditures exceeding $500 shall be made upon any building ormilitary post, or 
grounds about the same, without the approval of the Secretary of War for the 
samc, upon detailed estimates by the Quartermaster’s Department; and the 
erection, construction, and repair of all buildings and other public structures 
in the Quartermaster’s Department shall, as far as may be practicable, be made 
by contract, after due le, advertisement: Provided further, That not less than 
$50.000 of said sums shall be used to begin the repair and reconstruction of 
Jefferson Barracks, Missouri: And provided further, That no more than $1,300,- 
000 of the sums Aprronniatee by this act shall be paid out for the services of 
civilian employ¢s in the Quartermaster's Department, including those hereto- 
fore paid outof the funds appropriated for regular supplies, incidental expen- 
ses, barracks and quarters, army transportation, clothing, and camp and gar- 
rison equipage; and that no employé paid therefrom shall receive as sa 
more than $150 per month, unless the same shall be specially fixed by law; and 
no part of any of the moneys so appropriated shall be pald for commutation of 
fuc! and for quarters to officers or enlisted men. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the pointof order against 
the proviso in that paragraph, which is in the following words: ; 

That not less than $30,000 of said sum shall bo used to begin the repair and 
reconstruction of Jeferson Barracks, Missouri. 

My point is, first, that this is a substantial provision for the con- 
struction of a permanent building, and the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is only to provide for the support and main- 
tenance of existing buildings and army posts, asshownin the language 
of the paragraph preceding this proviso. ‘That is substantially the 
language of former appropriation bills, providing for the general main- 
tenance and repair of permanent quarters, but the proviso is a depar- 
ture from that, and looks to the construction of permanent buildings. 
The appropriations for such purposes have always been carried in the 
sundry civil bill under the head ‘‘ Military posts.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman is in error about that. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Iadmit that the general care is carried in this 
bill, and I do not make any point against this appropriation for the 
general care and maintenance, but my point is against the proviso 
puih a the commencement of the reconstruction of these 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. No; the repair and reconstruction. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, in this sense that means the same as con- 
struction. It goes beyond repair and provides for the rebuilding of 
aà permanent barracks and quarters. I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
section of the Revised Statutes which applies to this subject, and I 
beg the attention of the Chair to the provision of the statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order, the Chair understands, is 
made particularly against the words ‘‘and reconstruction.” 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Yes; against the proviso appropriating money 
for the reconstruction of these buildings. The point is mainly appli- 
cable to the word ‘‘reconstruction.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Sec. 1136. Permanent barracks or quarters,and buildings or structures of a 

rmanent nature, shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have 
been previously submitted to Congress and approved by a special appropriation 
for the same, except when constructed by the troops; and no such structure, 
the cost of which shall exceed $20,000, shall be erected unless by special author- 
ity of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, CLEM- 
ENTS] desire to be heard further on the point of order? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Not unless the gentleman in charge of the bill 
has something to say in reply. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, theamountappropriated for bar- 
tacks and quarters in the current appropriation bill was the same as 
the amount in this bill, $725,000, and it was for the identical purposes 
specified in the paragraph under consideration. ‘‘For barracks and 
quarters for troops,” that is one object of the appropriation; “for 
storehouses for the safe keeping of military stores, for offices, and for 
the hire of buildings,” and so on, and “for the repairing of public 
buildings at established posts, $725,000.” 

The first item of appropriation here is ‘‘for barracks and quar- 
ters for troops.’’ Near the city of St. Louis there exists an old mili- 
tary post known as Jefferson Barracks. ‘The buildings are more than 
a half century old, and it is proposed now to place at the disposal of the 
Secretary of War the sum of $725,000, to be used for the various pur- 
poses specified, among which specified purposes is the repair and re- 
construction of Jefferson Barracks; that is, the barracks at the post of 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 


Subject to the point of order. 
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Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that thatis no departure at all from exist- 
inglaw. It is simply what has been carried in the military bill inthe 
past, and the only thing in this proviso is an indication to the Secre- 
tary of War of the sense of Congress that in the expenditure of the 
$725,000 here appropriated not less than $50,000 should be expended 
on these particular barracks and quarters at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. I 
will state farther that the Committee on Military Affairs, in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Secretary of War and of the General 
of the Army, reported a bill for this specific purpose, and it was with 
their full approval, as I understand, that this proviso was embodied 
here, to indicate to the Secretary of War that in the expenditure of the 
gross amount of $725,000 he should expend $50,000 of it upon the bar- 
racks at this post. 

I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to yield to this gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Kinsey], who is more immediately interested in this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated, there is already 
established at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., a military post which has been 
in existence for something like sixty-five years, The precise point 
of order made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] has 
already been decided by this House adversely to him. In the army 
appropriation bill which was under consideration in the House at the 
second session of the Fiftieth Congress, on the 12th of January, 1889, 
there was reported this clause: 

For the erection of a fireproof building on such site of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y., as may be designated by the Secretary of War, to nc- 
commodate all the departments of instruction of the Military Academy, to be 
constructed according to the plans recommended by the academic board and 
approved by the Secretary of War, $190,000: Provided, That plans and specifica- 
tions for said building shall be prepared under the direction of the academic 
bonrd and approved by the Secretary of War, which plans and specifications 
shall be such that when said building shall be fully completed the rost thereof 
shall not exceed the sum herein appropriated. 

Now, upon that clause the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
raised the pointof order thatit provided for the erection of a public build- 
ing which was not authorized by law. The rule now invoked by the 
gentleman from Georgia wasin force at that time. ‘The then chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, Mr. Cox, of New York, after hearing 
the discussion on the point of order, made the ruling which I shall 
read. After quoting in full the rule then in force and now in force, 
he said: 

Without regard to the precedent cited by the gentleman from Illinois, the 
Chair decides that within the aioe of the provision just read the building 

roposed to be erected—"‘fire-proof building on site of public unds at West 

oint?’—is within the purview of the rule. The construction of a building is an 
incident to the maintenance of the Academy itself, the object being already in 
progress—the main object contemplated not only by the bill, but by the very in- 
stitution of the Academy itself. 

Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair either in Commit- 
tee of the Whole orotherwise, the present occupant of the chair is informed that 
theS er of House on a former appropriation held that an appro- 
priation for the construction of a new yessel was in continuation of the general 
object of maintaining a navy; and that decision of the Speaker “runs on all 
fours” with the detision which the Chair now makes when he overrules the 
point of order. 

So it seems, Mr. Chairman, when this same bill was under consid- 
eration at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress a clause identical 
in effect with the one now before the House was under consideration; 
and a point of order made against it upon the same ground as the pres- 
ent point was overruled. It appears to me, sir, that the clause now 

ding comes clearly within the purview of the ruling of Mr. Cox, of 
ew York, as chairman of the Committee of the Whole; and hence 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia ought to be 
overruled. Ido not care tosay anything now in regard to the merits 
of this appropriation, because that matter can more. properly be dis- 
cussed hereafter. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to addonly afew words 
in reply to what has been said hy gentlemen on the other side. The 
ease to which the genfleman from Missouri[ Mr. Krnsry] has referred 
arose, as understood fromhis reading, upon the Military Academy bill. 

Mr. KINSEY. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it was the army 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. At any rate, whatever may have been the bill 
under consideration, the language read by the gentleman indicates that 
the chairman ruled the clause in order upon the idea that, as part of 
the maintenance of the Military Academy, the Committee of the Whole 
had authority to provide for an addition to the quarters or buildings 
already there. A 

I wish to éall the attention of the Chair to another decision, one 
which bears, I think, directly on this case. But before doing so, I will 
state that in the sundry civil appropriation bill there has been carried 
for many years—I do not know how many—an item under the head 
of military posts, which last year read thus: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
ee as in the judgment of the Sceretary of War may be necessary, £590,000, 


These items for the construction of buildings at military posts or 
barracks have invariably been sent to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and haye gone into the sundry civil appropriation. The army 
appropriation bill carries the. necessary appropriations for the repair, 
supply, and maintenance of these permanent buildings, 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. That is just what this proviso is for. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But the difficulty is that while this is attached 
to a clause providing for repairs, etc., it isa substantial.and direct 
appropriation to begin the reconstruction of a building, The sum of 
$50,000 is carved out of this repair and supply fund for that papas 
The Committee of the Whole is not informed what is to be the ulti- 
mate cost of the completion of this reconstruction. This is not for re- 
pairs or supply; and therefore it comes within the provisions of the 
statute which I read a few moments ago requiring detailed estimates 
and a special appropriation, justas is the case in regard to public build- 
ings for courts, post offices, etc. 

In every such case there must be a special authorization by law and 
an appropriation. If this clause is in order upon this bill, I submit 
to the Chair that it would be equally in order for any gentleman to 
put upon the sundry civil bill, carrying a general provision for repairs 
of public. buildings, a provision for the erection of a public building, 
for a courthouse or apost office. 

There is carried in the bill for the current year $250,000 for the re- 
pair of public buildings throughout the country, not buildings at mil- 
itary posts, but courthouses, post offices, ete., and under the construc- 
tion here contended for it would be competent to addatthe end of that 
paragraph a provision that $25,000 of this sum shall be allowed to 
begin the reconstruction of a public building at Jefferson, Mo., orany 
other point. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the practice of thé House here- 
tofore has been consistent and wise, calculated to preserve the proper 
lines in the distribution of these appropriation bills. In legislation of 
this character the only proper course is to observe thernlesstrictly. I 
do not mean to intimate a desire on the partof any member to yio- 
late any rule, but lamsimply replying to the argument that this clause 
is within the rule. 

I wish now tocall attention to the ruling of my colleague[Mr. BLOUNT] 
as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole at the second session of the 
Fiftieth Congress, The army appropriation bill was then under con- 
sideration, and his decision refers to the relative jurisdiction of the’ 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations. 
He uses this language: i 

Certainly any strict. construction of language, any very literal construction 
without reference to the parliamentary history of the House in connection with 
this subject, involves contradiction. It is, therefore, important that we should 
look to that yn hae this connection. The Chair has before ita statute passed 
by the Forty-ciglith Congress relating to fortifications, and in it are included 
appropriations for the very subject-matter of this paragraph. So, again, in the 
Forty-ninth miele ePm after the change of the rules, the same subject-matter 
was reported in the fortifications billand became a law. 

An examination of the statutes and of the practice of the House for a long 
series of years shows that prior to the adoption of the present rules the rules 
simply assigned the work of 1 iy rc to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, That committee subdivided their work into various general appropria- 
tion bills, not by virtue of any rule of the House, but for their own convenience, 
They were designated as the legislative, executive, und judicial bill, thesund: 
éivil bill, the fortifications bill, the District of Columbia bill, the pension bill, 
the deficiency bill, the military bill, the naval bill, and the bill in relation to 
post offices and post roads, ete. 

The subject-matter of these several bills was designated by the Committee on 
Appropriations itself, and the Chair thinks that the only way of ascertaining 
the nature of these bills is by an examination of the substance of them. Under 
these designations they have been crystallized in the practice of the House until 
they have a significance as pregnant asthe strongest lonenawe could give them. 
In the light of this practice the subjects contained in the paragraph haye almost 
from the beginning been assigned to the fortifications biii. 


Now, I have read that, Mr: Chairman, for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the committee to the fact that at the time the various ap- 
propriation bills were distributed, by the change of rules here referred 
to, to the different committees of the House, it was the practice up to 
that time for certain matters to go on certain bills, and that in the 
distribution of such matters the House recognized the distinction 
where the matter involved an appropriation. Since that time, by these 
repeated rulings of the Chair, the practice which existed up to that 
time of the distribution of the subject-matter of appropriations has 
been continuously followed. Appropriations for the construction of 
peonnin barracks and other permanent buildings at military posts 

ave always gone to the Committee on Appropriations without ex- 
ception, as far as I know, and have been placed in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. g 

Now, that the word “‘repairs’’should be nsed and “reconstruction *’ 
instead of ‘construction ’’ does not change the subject-matter or purpose 
of the appropriation. The language of this paragraph down to this 
proviso is entirely in accordance with the Jaw, but up to this time I 
have not been informed that there has been any compliance with the 
section of the Revised Statutes, that there has been any detailed esti- 
mate of this building. Thereis no special law authorizing it, nothing 
whatever authorizing itas far as I am aware or as far as has been shown 
here. Á 

It is simply legislation ín the shape of a proviso attached to a pro- 
vision for general repairs, which are recognized by law, and authorizes 
the construction of a permanent building to begin this year at a cost 
of $50,000 without any information to the committee thatit is to be 
finished within two, three, four, or five years, or that it shall not cost 
possibly all of $200,000 or $300,000. There is no estimate whatever 
as to what the ultimate cost maybe. MHencethe chairman ofthe com- 
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mittee will see the necessity for compliance with the statute requiring 
the detailed estimates and a specific law authorizing the appropriation, 
and also that it should be carried under a general provision of a bill 
where the subject matter belongs and where only it can be appropri- 
ately provided for. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that a reading of this 
section will indicate to the committee that the construction placed upon 
it and the proviso by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is 
not correct. 

In the first place, in respect to these barracks and quarters, provis- 
ion is set forth in full, and the antithesis is very clear here, first, for 
the construction of temporary buildings and stables at established posts, 
the repair, etċ., of public buildings, and $725,000 is appropriated for 
that purpose. Then the committee indicate certain directions with 
respect to a certain part of that sum, namely, in the second proviso, 
that no less than $50,000 of said sums shall be used to begin the re- 
pairs and reconstruction of Jefferson Barracks, Missouri. 

Now, that is an established post. It has a public building already 
upon it. The word ‘‘repair’’ might possibly be used to furnish the 
means, and the same end might be accomplished as by the use of the 
word ‘‘reconstruction.’’? The word ‘‘reconstruction’’ in that connec- 
tion has a broader significance and perhaps may not be synonymous 
with the word ‘‘repair.’? But the intent of the provision is that of 
this sum of $725,000 for the repair and reconstruction provided, if it 
be necessary to take out a wall or to build one stronger or something 
of that character, it is authorized in the sense of reconstruction; and 
the necessity for this is manifest from the statement already made by 
my colleague that the buildings have been there for over sixty years, 
and for the purpose of such repair or reconstruction the sum of $50,000 
is authorized to be used. 

Now, inasmuch as the committee is charged with the jurisdiction of 
this subject, and has charge of theappropriations for the barracks, their 
construction and repair, I do not believe this provision is obnoxious to 
the point of order. I understand my colleague [Mr. Dockery] while 
presiding over the Committee of the Whole under similar circumstances 
so ruled. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia raises 
the point of order that no estimate has been authorized for this work. 
An estimate has been transmitted to the Committee on Military Affairs 
from the late Quartermaster General of the Army, General Holabird. 
He says: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 


QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1890. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith H. R,52!, a bill for reconstruction of 
the regimental military post at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., with letter from chair- 
man of the House Committee on Military Affairs, which have becn referred to 
the Quartermaster General for opinion and estimate. 

Iam of the opinion that a complete reconstruction of this post is necessary, 
and that asa commencement of the work the following-named buildings are 
most urgently needed, namely: 


Three barracks, capacity, 225 men each, Sypris ntad cost £140, 000 
Four double sets officers’ quarters, approximated cost... 45,000 
Stables, approximated cost ........ ENO AE ANE SAS 15, 000 


TOUR sass coserscrveescereo cosees 6 eseesesere 


The letter from the 


says: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 28, 1890, 

I return herewith H.R.521, referred to this Department on the Ith instant, 
and invite your attention to the inclosed estimate from the Quartermaster- 
General, showing that $200,000 will be necessary for the complete reconstruction 
of the post, and to the report of the Major General Commanding the Army, in 
whose views I concur. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The views of the Commanding General referred 
to are in the following words: 


Secretary of War, trausmitting this estimate, 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
7 Washington, D. C., January 23, 1890, 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the bill H.R.521, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, firstsession, “to enable the Secretary of Warto begin the reconstruction 
of the regimental military t of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.,” and I recommend 
that it be approved by the War Department after amendment by omitting the 
word * mental’ in the heading and in line 7. 

The Jefferson Barracks reservation embraces 1,702.04 acres, The location is 
important and will continue to be for an indefinite time. This, whether the 
post be n for its present depot recruiting pu or be changed to 
a station for troops of theline. In eitherevent, it is not only desirable but nec- 
essary that suitable barracks, quarters, and storehouses be provided as contem- 
platen ny the iu 

ery respectfully, 
i, , J. M. SCOFIELD, 
Major General, Commanding, 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order, this appropriation of 
$725,000 is, among other things, for barracks and quarters. This is 
identical, except as to this proviso, with the provisions of the last bill, 
thatis, of the current law. Can there be any doubt whatever that 
the Secretary of War might without this proviso appropriate, that is, 
set apart, $50,000 of this fand of $725,000 for barracks and quarters 
at Jefferson Barracks, Mo.? It seems to me there can not be any 
doubt about it. This is simply a legislative indication that we desire 
that amount appropriated there. Jefferson Barracks is one of the 
largest of the great recruiting depots of the United States, and I think 


Iam correct insaying thelargest. There are three, one at Jefferson 
Barracks, one at Governor’s Island, and one at Columbus, Ohio. It 
is a very important post. These buildings were constructed sixty-five 
yearsago. This 1,700 acres of groundon which the post is built were 
donated by the inhabitants of the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. FRANK. It is located on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itis directly on the banks of the Mississippi River, 
and amostimportant post. The land itself, as Iam informed, is worth 
overa million dollars. This was given to the people of the United 
States by a donation on the part of the people of Missouri. These 
buildings have become dilapidated. Members of this committee will 
not forget the scandal that arose at Jefferson Barracks a few years 
since in regard to desertions and other matters there, and an inspec- 
tion was made of these barracks, followed by a report showing that 
they were actually unfit for use; and it was tlie purpose of the com- 
mittee that out of this appropriation of $725,000 the Secretary of War 
should be authorized to commence the repair and reconstruction of 
these old, dilapidated buildings. It seems to me it is clearly within 
the jurisdiction of the committee. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. One other point. This isa col- 
lection of buildings and it ought not to be necessary to have anew pro- 
vision of law each time the repair of a building is begun, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the Chair will overrule the point of order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The document from which the gentleman read 
recommends an appropriation of $300,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 
and not for repairs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Some of the buildings need to be reconstructed, 
that is, the barracks need it. Other buildings do not need it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the decision made by Chairman Cox 
in the case of the buildings at the Military Academy and in view of 
the fact that Jefferson Barracks is an established military post with 
buildings already existing, which may be repaired or reconstructed, 
the Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other estimates, 
and embracing all branches of the military service, to be expended under the 
immediate orders of the Secretary of War, $15,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By direction of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I offer the following amendment, to come in after line 6 on page 19. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 6, page 19, insert the following: 

“In lieu of the land authorized to be purchased by act approved March 2, 
1899, that the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to acquire for 
the United States, through donation, purchase, or condemnation, such addi- 
tional land orother Jand for the military post at Madison Barracks, New York, 
as he may deem necessary, the cost of the same not to exceed $10,000." 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the amend- 
ment I will say that in the appropriation bill of two years ago we ap- 
propriated $7,000 for the purpose of acquiring 101 acres of land for a 
shooting range near Madison Barracks. The title to the Jand was 
found to be so defective that it became unavailable. It is now de- 
sired to acquire other and adjoining land for the same purposes, and 
this is very strongly and earnestly recommended by the Secretary of 
War. ‘The prior appropriation of $7,000 will be covered back into the 
Treasury and the sum of $10,000 is asked for, because there will neces- 
sarily be condemnation proceedings, which may Cost a little more than 
the amount of $7,000 appropriated two years ago. In this connection 
Isubmit the following letter of the Secretary of War: ‘ 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., December 12,1890. 


Sır: In the act making appropriations forsupport ot the Army for fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, approved March 2, 1889, provision is made as follows: 

“For the purchase of about 101 acres of land adjoining or near the post at 
Madison Barracks, New York, for rifle range and drill and camping purposes, 
$7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

I made a personal examination of this Jot and found that most of it was not 
suitable for the purposes for which it is desired. 

. In making further investigation I found other land adjoining or near the mil- 
itary tat Madison Barracks well adapted for rifle range and other purposes 
for which it is wanted, 

I therefore earnestly recommend that the inclosed clause be incorporated in 
the army appropriation bill for the next fiscal year. 


Vv ncerely, 
aS z REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War, 


For the complete reconstruction of the barracks, 


Hon. B. M. CUTCHEON, 
Chairman Military Committee, House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ENGINEER DIPARTMENT. 

Engincer depotat Willets Point, New York: Incidentalexpenses ofthe danos; 
including fuel, lights,chemicals, stationery, hardware, extra-duty pay to soldiers 
necessarily employed as artificers on work in addition to and not strictly Inline - 
of their military duties, such as carpenters, blacksmiths, draughtamen, printers, 
bookbinders, lithographers, photographers, engine-drivers, teamsters, wheel- 
wrights, masons, machinists, painters, overseers, laborers, repairs of, and for 
materials to repair, public buildings, machinery, clerk hire, and unforeseen ex- 
penses, $5,000. 

Mr, CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment for the purpose of 
asking the gentleman in charge of this bill a question. My amend- 
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ment is: Before the word ‘‘as,”’ in line 7, insert ‘‘ for periods of not 
Jess than ten days.” That has been the current provision heretofore 
and is dropped out of this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was dropped out of the bill because it had 
been dropped out of the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, then, has no objection to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think there is no objection to the amendment, 
It was in the last bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rd "employed," 2 oe 
Tasei po E Pett ,’ in line Gof page 20, insert the words ‘for periods 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Chairman, I find that that is the current 
Jaw, and there is no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be con- 
sidered as adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase and repairs of instruments to be issued to officers of the Corps 
of Engineers and to acting engineer officers for use on public works and sur- 
yeys, two thousand —— hundred dollars, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk calls the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that in line 20 there is evidently a word dropped out of the print. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is a failure in the type right there, it 
ay It should be ‘‘five hundred,”’ so as to read: “twenty-five hun- 

ed,’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that amendment will be con- 
sidered as adopted. The Chair hears no objection, and it isso ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Library of the Engineer School of Application: Purchase and binding of pro- 
fessional works of recent date treating of military and civil engineering, and 
kindred scientific subjects, $500. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan a 
question in regard to this appropriation. A 

Mr. CUTOHEON. One moment. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In regard to the imperfect print at the close of 
line 20, I find by reference to the tabulated statement that the amount 
is $2,000. I was therefore inaccurate in my statement. The word 
“hundred” should be striken out, so as to make it read: ‘'$2,000."’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the word ‘‘ hundred”? will be 
stricken out, so that the paragraph will end with the words ‘' twothou- 
sand dollars.” The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amend- 
ment to line 25. After the word “date” insert the words “at the 
Public Printing Office;’’ so às to read: *‘for the purchase and binding 
of professional works of recent dateat the Public Printing Office.’ We 
have a printing and binding office here for the purpose of attending to 
that kind of work for the Government, and I donot see why any such 
work should not be done at our Government Printing Office, instead 
of letting out toa private enterprise “the binding of professional works 
of recent date,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I have only this to say as to that. 
The Engineer School of Application is located at Willets Point, New 
York. ‘The amount asked for iş very small, $500. These works, as I 
understand, are Jargely scientific journals, magazines, and such like 
matter; and I presume the work can be done as cheaply in New York 
and much more conyeniently than to send them to the Printing Office 
in Washington. When you have paid the transportation you would not 
save anything; and, besides that, the Printing Office here seems to have 
more than it can do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not see the necessity for keeping up a print- 
ing office at the public expense and then letting out our printing and 
binding to private enterprises all over the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would suggest to the gentleman that 
it is a matter of economy, even in the matter of expressage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it isa matter of economy, then you had better 
do away with the Public Printing Office as a matter of economy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If the gentleman would do away with 
the Government Printing Office because $500 was appropriated for the 
binding of books by private parties, I would say that that is in keeping 
with the kind of statemanship that the gentleman from Illinois favors. 

Mr.SPRINGER, ‘The gentleman objects to this because it isa small 
matter. , A 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihopethegentleman will notinsist on hisamend- 
ment. We were getting along so nicely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman would accept amendments we 
would get along better. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
hours’ debate upon that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is obstructing legislation by pre- 
yenting necessary amendments; but if he will withdraw objection to 
such amendments and Jet amendments such as are necessary be made 
he will get along much faster. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am willing to have a vote. 


Isuppose we ought to have two 


The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and it 
was rejected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam surprised. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fireproof building to replace engineer depot storehouse destroyed by fire 
May 10,1890, for storing intrenching tools, bridge equipage, ponton material, 
and general stores, $16,000, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask for information 
whether this paragraph is not subject to a point of order. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Engineer School of Application, located at 
Willets Point, has for many years had charge of the instruction of 
young engineers in pontoning, in the use of torpedoes, and in drilling 
them. It is one of the established institutions of the Army. Last 
May one of their large storehouses burned up. They desirenowa fire- 
proof storehouse, and it is simply similar to the provision for a new 
academic building at West Point, discussed awhile ago; and it is sim- 
ply to restore the School of Application to its former position. 

Mr, SPRINGER. In view of that statement, Mr. Chairman, would 
it not be proper to bring a bill in from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds? ‘This is for a new building. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not care to discuss that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That an appropriation for erecting a building de- 
stroyed by fire is new legislation and not an expenditure autho 
by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point has just been overruled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When was that overruled? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair oyerrules the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is another reason why it should be made 
and why the attention of the country should be called toit, because, if 
you can appropriate in an ordinary appropriation bill for rebuilding or 
to erect a new building, thenallappropriations are in order in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Your point of order has been overruled 
and why should you discuss it? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(Laughter. ] 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Ordnance service: For current expenses of the ordnance service uired to 
defray the current expenses at the arsenals; of receiving stores and issuing 
arms and other ordnance supplies; of police and office duties; of rents, tools, 
fuel, and lights; of stationery and office furniture; of tools and instruments 
for use; incidental expenses of the ordnance service, and those attending prac- 
tical trinJs and tests of ordnance, smallarms, and other ordnance supplies, in- 
cluding payment for mechanical labor in the office of Chief of Ordnance, $80,000, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to offer a formal amend- 
ment or to delay the bill, but I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question for information in regard to what I think is a very 
important sabject. I desire to ask what progress the Department has 
been making towards furnishing our Army with a small-caliber rifle, 
adapted to the requirements of modern warfare. Our troops are now 
armed with a .45-caliber rifle which is as antiquated as a Revolution- 
ary musket. The other nations have already armed or are in process 
of arming their troops with a new-model, high-power, small-caliber 
rifle, and I think it is proper to inquire, when this great appropriation 
bill is about to pass, what progress is being made herein that direction, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCK- 
WELL] represents the United States arsenal, and I will yield to him to 
answer the question. 

Mr. ADAMS, ‘This is nota question of the arsenal. It is a ques- 
tion of the adoption of a plan by which we shall come up with other 
nations in the armament of our troops. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. Chairman, as I understand, there isa board 
of officers now in session to examine and test magazine arms as pre- 
sented, with the view of recommending a magazine rifle forthe Army. 
It costs a considerable amount of money to build one of these new arms 
at first, though afterwards of course it costs much less. For this rea- 
son it is quite desirable, in this age of rapid improvement, to select the 
right arm before you make a change. 

The caliber of the present Springfield rifle in use in the Army is, 45. 
Tt has practically been decided that the new rifle shall be .30 caliber 
and that asmokeless powder shall be used. In 1883 seven hundred of 
the best three magazine guns were sent into the field and tried in com- 
petition, and in competition with the Springfield rifle as a single 
loader. The trials lasted through two years and proved the superi- 
ority of the Springfield as a single loader.. Weshall soon make maga- 
zine guns. 

Mr. ADAMS. It stillremainsa fact, though, thatit isan antiquated 
gun and that its range is only about half the range of the rifles with 
which other armies are equipped. It still remains a fact that Euro- 
pean nations, who have to pay a great deal of money to arm their 
forces, have supplied them with a rifle of donble the range and power 
of the Springfield gun. I simply wanted to ask the chairman of the 
committee in. charge of the bill and tke gentleman representing the 
district in which the Springfield Armory is situated, whether there 
is, and, if not, whether there should‘ not be, an ample appropriation in 
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this bill in order to hurry this experiment to an end and get our sol- 
diers properly equipped with the latest and best arm. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, The board of which I have spoken is already ap- 
pointed, and will meet in the summer and make its report as soon as 
possible thereafter, so that next year will be the proper time for that 
appropriation. Of course, though, if the House wants to put in an ap- 
ta for $200,000 for experiments in this direction, I shall not 
object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON} will now make a motion that the commit- 
tec rise, as it is after 5 o’clock and it is obvious that we can not finish 
the bill to-day. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think we canfinish the reading of the bill ina 
few moments more, If the gentleman will let us go on for ten min- 
utes, I will then make the motion to rise subject to my agreement 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in regard to the 
amendment relating to transportation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the agreement? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The ment was that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hots1an] might be considered as pend- 
ing until the reading of the bill was completed. That is the amend- 
ment relating to the land-grant railroads. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatis to go over until to-morrow, then? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, when we have completed the reading of 
the bill I propose to have some understanding with the gentleman 
from Indiana, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thinkit would be well to have that understand- 
ing now, because we might not agree at the end of this Dill as readily 
as we could now. F 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ithink the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] and myself will not have any difficulty in arriving at a fair and 
amicable understanding. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Perhapsnot; but there are one or two other meon- 
bers of the House who might desire to be consulted; [Langhter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at the national armories, $100,000: 
Provided, That'not more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ord- 
nance Department inall its branches shall be applied to the payment of civilian 
clerks in said department: Provided, That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes 
shall notapply to the purchase of supplies not exceeding in value the sum of 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. CUTCHEON ] the reason forinsertingin this 
bill this provision forthe payment of civilian clerks in the Ordnance De- 

tment. Does not the provision more propon belong to the legis- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, or to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill? Why is it that in this army bill $60,000 is appro- 
ia for civilian clerks? For, of course, when we provide that not 
more than $60,000 shall be expended in this way, we know that the ex- 
penditure will be fully up to that amount. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not know that I can give a well-considered 
answer to the gentleman’s inquiry. I can only say that the estimate 
is submitted in this form; and the appropriation has been carried in this 

¿way in successive army bills for a number of years—I think ever since 
this bill has been reported by the Military Committee. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My idea is that there ought 
to be no more confusion than is absolutely necessary in regard to the 
jurisdiction of the various committees over the several appropriation 
bills. Ifthe Committee on Appropriations has not jurisdiction of the 
civilian clerks necessarily employed in the War Department and at 
various mili posts, then, of course, the subject might fall within 
the jurisdiction of the Military Committee. But, as a matter of fact, 
our committee—the Committee on Appropriations—does provide the 
appropriations for these objects. There has been a t deal of testi- 
mony before our committee as to the number of clerks that ought 
to be employed. I donot profess to know whether this particular item 
is included in any other appropriation bill; but, as I speak in the pres- 
ence ofthe of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CAN- 
Non], ens he can throw some light upon the question. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill carries provision for the force 
in the War Department proper, and there is a provision that no clerk 
shall be employed in the War Department proper except those appro- 
priated for specifically in that bill. Here is a limitation upon the 
general appropriation, a provision that not exceeding $60,000 shall be 
expended for clerical services, meaning clerical servicesin the Armyin 
connection with ordnance posts, ete., outside of the War Department 


roper. 
i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, The provision here is— 

That not more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ordnance De- 
peer tents stipe shall be applied to the payment of civilian clerks 

Mr. CANNON. That refers to the Army. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This provision evidently re- 
fers to clerks in the Ordnance Department, and it is made as broad as 
it can be by the use of the additional words ‘‘in all its branches.” It 
seems to me the effect of this provision is simply to give the Chief of 


the Ordnance Department authority to employ as many or as few 
civilian clerks as he may think proper, the sole limitation being that 


the aggregate expense shall not exceed $60,000. 

Now I do not know but it may be a very good thing to put into the 
hands of the chiefs of these various bureaus a lump sum and let them 
determine the force necessary to be employed; but that is not the 
policy which Congress has followed fora great many years. Ourpolicy 
has been year by year to specialize more and more in this respect; to 
determine what shall be the number of employés and their salaries; 
to control the matter in this way by Congressional enactment, instead 
of turning lump sums over to leading officers to be spent at their dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will state tothe gentleman that this is alimita- 
tion of the same nature as he will find in various parts of this bill. For 
instance, there is a limitation as to the amount appropriated for the 
employment of civilian employés in the Quartermaster’s Department. 
So with other departments. These limitations do not refer to the cler- 
ical force in the War Department building in this city, but to the cler- 
ical assistance employed by ordnance officers at the various arsenals 
and ordnance posts throughout the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I admit that there are sim- 
ilar provisions in regard to other corps; and therefore, if my criticism be 
correctas to this particular provision, it would apply also to various 
other departments, But the question at issue is whether it is a wise 
thing for the Committee on Military Affairs to have jurisdiction of ci- 


-vilian clerks; and, if so, whether the committee should report a lump 


sum to be nsed at the discretion of the heads of these departments in- 
stead of having Congress control the number of clerks that shall be em- 
ployed and the compensation which shall be paid to each. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to the provision of the Revised Statutes creating the War 
Department; that is, the Department with the Secretary of War at its 
head, the War Department in this city. Then the statutes go on and 
provide for the Army. The gentleman knows that the legislative ap- 
propriation bill provides for the force of the War Department; the army 
bill takes careof the Army and the military establishment, The gen- 
tleman will notice that this limitation applies to civilian clerks that 
may be employed in the Army, not in the War Department. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. In 1883 or 1884, I believe—in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress—this whole question was thoroughly examined, and an exhaust- 
ive report made upon it in connection with the army bill; and then, 
for the first time, a limitation was placed upon the civilian clerks to 
be employed in connection with the Army. Up to that time the ap- 
propriation might be used without limit for the employment of civilian 
clerks; but on that occasion, upon the fullest inquiry, the House and 
Senate, under the lead of the Committee on Appropriations, concurred 
in decreasing the number of these civilian employés, as I recollect, 
about one-fourth; and there has been nosubstantial increase since that 
time. Following that precedent this limitation has been adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, just in that connec- 
tion. I was not aware of the history the gentleman has cited, and I 
am very glad for the information he has given in his statement. 

But, Mr. Chairman, is it not wise to go a step further, and, instead 
of providing a limited sum or any sum, even though limited to $60,000 
and placed under the control of the Chief of Ordnance, or under the 
control of the Chief of Subsistence,‘or the Quartermaster General, 
should not Congress make the appropriation in these matters exactly - 
as it does in the Department of War? The Secretary of War is sup- 
posed to be an officer of higher rank than the chiefs of the various 
bureaus, which are merely branches or bureaus of the Department over 
which he presides, and yct we legislate with special direction as to the 
number of clerks in the War Department and their pay. 

Why depart from that principle and turn over to the chiefs of the 
bureans a sum, even though limited in amount, to be di of ac- 
cording to their discretion and place in their hands in that regard a 
discretion which you are unwilling to place, or do not place, in the 
hands of the chief officerof the Department? Ido not mean, of course, 
to say that they are not honest, honorable, capable, and skillful men, 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will admit that 
the suggestion, in my opinion, is a wise one. I will be very glad to 
see the time come when our estimates, like the English estimates, 
would cover every employé of the Government, with his salary, and 
when there is to be an increase of pay the individual should be spec- 
ified. i e: 

Great progress has been made in that direction in the last quarter of 
a century, and I think the principle is a wise one and ought to be pur- 
sued. But there is room yet for further progress, a5 the gentleman 
from Kentucky has well said. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the light of the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. 

- Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What is before the committee? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I moye to strike out the last word. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, We havojust had a long and learned 
discussion without any motion pending. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affuirs why a proviso requiring the Secretary of 
War to report every year to Congress the names and salaries of the em- 
ployés of his Department would not be wise and prudent legislation. 
And this suggestion I submitin the light of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, which was indorsed so cordially by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not know why it would not be wise, But 
we have the Official Register printed every two years showing the name 
of every employé and the salary he receives. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reason I offered the suggestion is that asimi- 
lar proviso pertains to the Navy Department. A certain lumpsum, if 
I may be allowed to use the expression, is appropriated for the use of 
the Navy Department. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If the gentleman had introduced a bill and it 
had been referred to the committee, I am inclined to think it would 
have been favorably considered; but I donot think it would be well to 
undertake to doit by way of an amendment. ' 

Mr. DOCKERY. It did not require the introduction of a bill. 
amendment at this point would answer the same purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest to my friend, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, that he allow this matter to go over until the morning and let 
the subject be looked into with morecare. My impression is that there 
is such a provision of Jaw now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There ison the naval bill. 

Mr. CANNON. And I think with regard to the army bill also. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to look into the matter still further. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With permission to return to this part of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let us finish this head to-night. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand we can recur to this in the morn- 
ing? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Oh, let us read the whole bill to-night. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to rise now. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will permit me to finish this 
head I will make the motion myself. 

Mr. ROGERS. We are proceeding here nem. con. anyhow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. We have but one page more of the biil 
and can get through it in a few minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. The peat whan to this paragraph, Mr.Chairman, 
I believe, was notread. I wish to make the point of order against that 

roviso. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Missouri moved to strike out 
thelast word. If that was in order, I think the motion to rise is cer- 
tainly in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
army appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, returned 
to the House the bill (S. 4620) to establish the record and pension of- 
fice of the War Department, and for other purposes, previously re- 
turned to the Senate at its request, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove 
the charge of desertion from the records of the War Department as to 
Dudley Johnson, late ordnance sergeant, United States Army, asked a 
conference with the House on said bill and amendment, and had ap- 

inted as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. 
RES and Mr. ALANDERSON, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 

uested: 
= A bill (S. 2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 
from the limited list to the unlimited; 

A bill (S. 3940) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Fresno, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at 
Ogden, Utah; 

A bill (S. 4604) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North, at Drayton, N. Dak.; 

A bill (8. 4683) to provide a suitable site for a post office in the city 
of Providence, R. I.; and 

A bill (S. 4711) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joliet, in the State of Illinois. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, AKRON, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from:Ohio [Mr. SysER] desires 
to ask unanimous consent that the action of the House may be vacated 
by which the House this morning agreed toa conference upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Akron, Ohio, and he asks that concurrence may be had 
in the amendments ofthe Senate. The gentleman was not present when 


An 


the conference was agreed to this morning. Ifthere is no objection, the 
action taken by the House this morning will be vacated, and the Chair 
will put the question on concurrence, ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to inquire as to 
what is the effect of the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. SMYSER. The Senatereduced the amountofthe appropriation 
by $25,000, The House appropriated $100,000 and the Senate reduced 
the appropriation to $75,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that the only difference? 

Mr. SMYSER. That is the only difference. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

RODMAN M. PRICE. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcn- 
EON] would withhold his motion long enough to allow me to have a 
bill properly referred. I ask the discharge of the Naval Committee 
from the consideration of the bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. 
Price, and that the same may lie upon the Speaker’s table, the com- 
mittee haying reported a bill substantially the same as the Senate bill, 
which, on coming to the House, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and was sent by them to the Naval Committee. Iask that 
the committee be discharged, and that the bill lie upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cutcn- 
EON] yield? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Yes, for a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the object of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO, ft isa bill for the relief of Rodman M. Price. It 
carries no appropriation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why not have it go upon the Calendar? 

* Mr. McADOO. Itis improperly with the Naval Committee, and I 
simply desire to get that committee discharged from the consideration 
of it, and that it may go back upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I[tseems to have passed beyond the Speaker’s 
table once. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was on the Speaker’s table and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, and I ask that it may go back upon the Speak- 
er’s table, from which it came. 

7 ap HOPKINS. I shall object to that until I know more about the 

il), 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

PROPOSED PURCHASE OF CERTAIN BALLOT BOXES, 

The SPEAKER, on behalf of Mr. Mason, presented to the House 
the report of the select committee to investigate the proposed purchase 
of certain ballot boxes; which report, together with the accompany- 
ing evidence taken, was ordered to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. CurcirroN was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
ALLOWED CLATMS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the T , transmitting a list of 
claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment under appropriations the balances of which have been ex- 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. r 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. PICKLER: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be requested to provide a day, as 
early in the month of February as practicable, for the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, for the hearing of Senate bill No, 3216, entitled “An act to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with tlie Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux 
Indians, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. EVANS: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, respectfully uested 
to furnish this House with thelist of retired army officers now in the civil sery- 
ice of the Government, showing retired rank of cach officer, date of retiremen’ 
and date of employment in civil service, and when practicable the nature o 
such civil service and pay ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 20th day of January, 1891, be set apart for the 
consideration of business reported or called up by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; that this order is to become operative immediately after the reading 
of the Journal and the consumption of sixty minutes for the morning hour, 
and that it be made subject to the right to consider revenue and general ap- 
pautan bills, and shall not be held to provide for the consideration of the 
AS paro amt the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians in Oklahoma 

erritory ; i 


to the Committee on Rules. 
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MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorial and resolution 
of the Territorial convention of Alaska was introduced and referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. CARTER: Memorial and resolution of the Territorial con- 
vention of Alaska, asking that provision be made for a Territorial goy- 
ernment for the Territory—to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12333) relating to the treaty of 
reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands, accompanied by a report (No. 
3422)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Honse: 

A bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary S. Wheeler. (Re- 
port No. 3423.) 

A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders. (Re- 


port No. 3424.) 

A a (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk. (Report No. 
3425. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook, 
No. ene 

A bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood, (Report 
No. 3427.) 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 


(Report 


A bill (H. R. 12244) granting a pension to Annie B, Pettigrew. (Re- 
port No. 3428.) 
A bill (S. 4506) granting a pension to Frederick Slawson. (Report 


No. 5429.) 

A bill (S. 3976) granting a pension to George A. Perkins, (Report 
No. 3430.) 

A bill (S. 4507) granting a pension to Johanna Teubner. 
No. 3431.) 

Mr, McKINLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3479) to provide for the issuing and 
recording of commissions in the Department of the Treasury, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3432)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 2550) authorizing the Quincy Ponton Bridge 
Company to’construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at the city of Quincy, in the State of Ilinois, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3433)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported favorably 
a joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 180) providing for the binding 
and distribution to libraries of certain volumes of the Congressional 
Globe, accompanied by a report (No. 3434)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12811) granting an increase of pension to General Isaac 
F. Quinby. (Report No. 3435.) 

A bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram. 
(Report No. 3436.) 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6259) granting 
a pension to Henry A. Hoar, accompanied by a report (No. 3437)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. rs 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
House (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3438)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. It. 12946) granting a pension to 
Lydia P. Holmes, accompanied by a report (No. 3439)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr, LAWS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported fayor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles 
D. Hanscom, accompanied by a report (No. 3440)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from.the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the message of the President of the United States transmit- 
ting a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, with an agreement by the 
Cherokee commission with the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians for the 
cession of certain lands (Executive Document No. 1), reported a bill 
(H. R. 13102) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cheyenne 
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and Arapahoe tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make ap- 
propriations for carrying the same into effect; which was read twice, 
and, accompanied by a report (No, 3441), referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12931) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire by purchase or otherwise 
a right of way, etc., for transportation of lighthouse supplies, etc., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3442)—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the following 
bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the stateof the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 12933) for establishment of light station at or near 


.Wreck Point, seacoast of North Carolina. (Report No. 3443.) 


A bill (H. R. 12932) for establishment of light station at Cape Fear, 
North Carolina. (Report No. 3444.) 

A bill (H. R. 12930) for the establishment of range lights between 
Doller Point and Hog Island Wharf, on James River, Virginia, (Re- 
port No, 3445.) 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11426) for the relief of James 
R. Wyrick, accompanied by a report (No. 3447)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12984) granting 
a pension to George W. Bryant, accompanied by a report (No. 3448)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5390) to amend the laws 
relating to land titles in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No. 3449)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary 
A. McKee, accompanied by a report (No. 3450)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3709) to provide for the final 
settlement of the transportation account with the Richmond and Dan- 
ville Railroad Company, accompanied by a report (No. 3451)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12341) to provide for 
the erection of an extension to the customhouse, courthouse, etc., 
building at Toledo, Ohio, accompanied by a report (No. 3452)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SCULL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Mary McIntosh, accompanied by a report (No. 3453)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. . 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXJI, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 260)for the relief of Charles Stoughton— 
Committee on Commerce discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6147) for the relief of Mariam Goodloe, widow, and 
Laura Blinn, Richard V. Goodloe, and Joseph A. Goodloe, children, 
and James H. Goodloe and Mrs. Fannie Hough, grandchildren of James 
Goodloe, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H.R. 13099) authorizing commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to make regulations concerning steam rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 13100) for a public building at Santa 
Rosa, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr, GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 13101) to promote the 
education of the blind—to the Committee on Education. _ 

By Mr. PAYSON; A bill (H. R. 13103) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890—to the Committee on the Public Lands. . 

By Mr. CASWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13104) to amend the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States ’’— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 13105) to abolish the right of 
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rol demurrer in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): A bill (H.R. 13106) to reg- 
ulate mode of assessing real estate in District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 13107) providing a temporary gov- 
ernment for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 


——_ 


PRIVATE BILIS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R.13108) granting pension to Carrie 
F. Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13109) granting pension to Susan Ogden—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 13110) granting a pension to 
Susanna Bayless—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. 
Carlton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13112) granting a pension to Lydia A. Jewell—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13113) to correct the military record of Henry 
Staff—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 13114) for the relief of Jerry Green— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13115) for the relief of Peter Molyneaux—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13116) granting 
apension to Adeline A. Coolidge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 13117) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Best—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 13118) pensioning James 
W. Vernon, invalid son of Elijah Vernon, late private of Company A, 
Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 13119) granting a pension to 
Laura M. Gillmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13120) granting a pension to 
Susan Goucher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13121) granting additional 
pension to Mary R. Haskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13122) to pension Aaron Kitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 13123) granting a pension to Maj. 
George W. Pritchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 13124) granting a pension to Pat- 
rick E. O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13125) granting a pension to Sally B. Pierce—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13126) to remove the charge of 
aan against William W. Smith—to the Commiitee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. I. 13127) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy S. Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 13128) granting a pension to Jane 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13129) granting a 
pension to James K, Rainey—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition for pension of Sidney McCreedy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. BOATNER: Petition of Jerry Green, praying that the charge 
of desertion against him may be removed—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Ey Mr. JASON B. BROWN: Resolutions and petition of Lovett 
Lodge, No. 3247, of Moulton, Appanoose County, lowa, praying pas- 
sage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. r 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of H.T. McCallister and 11 others, citi- 
zens of Calhoun County, Iowa, for passage of the antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions adopted by Farmers’ Alliances of the 
State of Nebraska, asking passage of the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agricnlture, 

Also, petitions from Farmers’ Alliances in the State of Nebraska, 
asking passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
t : 


ure. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petitions of Board of Trade of Amesbury, 
Mass., and others, in support of House bill to classify fourth-class mail 
matter under the third class—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of certain residents of the Twelfth 
Congressional district of Ohio, to prevent the use of the mails for im- 
moral p to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of R. F. Frisbie and 41 others, citizens of 
Adair County, Missouri, for passage of the antioption bill, H. R. 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. s 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petitionandevidenceon claim of James 
W. Vernon for a special act of Congress to grant him aninvalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and application of certain citizens of Marion County, 
Iowa, for same pu to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from Professor J. L. Pick- 
ard, Iowa City, Iowa, asking for increase in the salary of the Commis- 
sioner of Education—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

Also, paper from Professor Henry Sabine, superintendent of public 
instruction of Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of 15citizensof Alden, Iowa, asking thespeedy passage 
of House bill 5353, defining options, futures, etc.—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Ellis Township, Hardin County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 7 citizens of Rough Woods, Hardin County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions by Buckeye Alliance No. 1371, of Alden, Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 48 citizens of Butler County, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper from 45 citizens of Hopkinton, Delaware County, Towa, 
asking for the enactment of a law giving to the several States author- 
ity to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, ete.—to the- 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Prayerfrom the American negroes of the United 
States, by the Afro-American Colonization Society of the District of 
Columbia, in support of the bill to provide for the purchase of Lower 
California; also calling attention to the patrotism of the n Ameri- 
cans and the inhuman treatment they have been subjected to in many 
instances—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of M. E. Botkinand 26 others, citizens 
of Logau County, Ohio, favoring passage of the antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 37 citizens of Clay County, Nebraska, 
urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 22 citizens of Banner County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Farmers’ Alliance, Sutton, Clay County, Ne- 
braska, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Chase County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE: Petition for claims of Green Brazleton, de-- 
ceased, by J. G. Brazleton and ©. W. Duncan administrators, of Win- 
chester, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STRUBLE; Petition of M. B. Clark and 45 others, citizens 
of Woodbury County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. C. Winoset and 21 others, citizens of Clay County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions by the Richland Alliance, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Peiro Farmers’ Alliance, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Memorial, circulated by the World’s 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and indorsed by the St. John’s 
River Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Charch, composed of 27 
ministers (signed in behalf of the conference by the presiding bishop, 
John P. Newman), praying that immediate and decisive steps be taken 
to aid in suppression of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the Congo Free 
State and Basin of the Niger, and to prohibit the exportation of intoxi- 
cants from this country into any porr of Africa—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

Also, memorial (circulated by the same union) signed by Mrs. Bishop 
Clark, president, and other officers of the Cincinnati branch of the 
Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society ofthe Methodist Episcopal Church, 
representing 12,000 members, Rey. Dr. W. G. Moorehead and 26 other 
clergymen, and 51 other citizens of the United States, sprees of Ohio, 
for the same purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, memorial (circulated by the same union) signed by Rey. Al- 
bert Worthington and 7 other clergymen, Professor 5. I. Murray and 
60 other teachers, Dr. Herbert C. Easterday and 19 other physicians 
and 145 other citizens, all of Washington, D. C., for same purpose— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, memorial (circulated by the same union) signed by Rev. Wil- 
liam P. Roy, of Worcester, and 26 other clergymen; Professor Benja. 
min W. Putnam, of Boston, and 115 other teachers; Mrs. A, A. Walker, 
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of Pawtucket, and 73 other officers and members of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, and 207 other citizens of Massachusetts and 
other States, for same purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the Dudley Alliance, Noble County, Ohio, signed 
by R. B. Warren, premeny D. G. Kirkbride, secretary, in favor of the 
passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of the same Alliance, signed by O. J. Wood and 27 
others, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TA R, of Tennessee: Petition of George T. Larkin, late 
deputy United States marshal of Tennessee, praying for an act of 
Congress to reimburse him for ex in his suit in the Federal court 
at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Stanwood Springs, Colo., in favor of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by the 
Wachusett Council, No. 21, Order of United American Mechanics, 
praying for the passage of such Jaws as will restrict pauper immigra- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of W, L. Churchill and 10 others, cit- 
izens of Alpena, Mich., asking for increase of pay to keepers and surf- 
men in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 91, of Mondovi, Lincoln County, Washington, W. E. Allison, pres- 
peered . H, Judy, secretary, relative to options—to the Committee on 

miture. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of same county and State, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Ridge Alliance, No. 139, Sherman, Lincoln 
County, Washington, F. A. Hopkins, president, James Galloway, sec- 
retary, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 20 citizens of Mondovi, Lincoln County, Washing- 
ton, relative tosame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


CITANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The following petitions having been referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and that committee having been disc! from their fur- 
ae consideration, the same are hereby referred to the Committee on 

ms: 5 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Memorial of N. H. Myerhoff 
and 102 others, citizens of New York, for the relief of Charles Stough- 
ton, the projector of the Harlem River Canal improvement, for services 
rendered therefor at the request of many commercial, civic, and other 
business men of the United States. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of E. H. Mead, president of the Penn- 
sylvania Coal Company, and 101 others, citizens of New York, for the 
relief of Charles Stoughton, the projector of the Harlem River Canal 
improvement, for services rendered therefor at the request of many of 
the commercial, civic, and’ other business men of the United States. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Memorial of James Stephens & Son, coal 
dealers, and 55 others, citizens of New York, for the relief of Charles 
Stoughton, the projector of the Harlem River Canal improvement, 
New York, for services rendered therefor at the request of many com- 
mercial, civic, and other business men of the United States. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Memorialof Church, Gates & Co. and 105 others, 
citizens of New York, praying for compensation for the projector of the 
Harlem River Canal project as herein stated. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of Behring and Sons and 101 others, 
citizens of New York, for the relief of Charles Stoughton, the projector 
of the Harlem River Canal improvements, for services rendered there- 
for at the request of many commercial, civic, and other business men 
of the United States, 
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The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

COIN AND CURRENCY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business co over from yesterday, 

The Senate, as in Committce of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the cnr- 
rency, and forother purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. STEWART to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] 
is entitled to the floor. He is not present. The name of the Senator 
ae Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is next on the list in the hands of the 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, two portentous perils threaten the 
safety if they do not endanger the existence of the Republic. 

The first of these is ignorant, debased, degraded, spurious, and sophis- 
ticated suffrage; suffrage contaminated by the feculent sewage of de- 
caying nations; suffrage intimidated and dy ea in the South; suf- 
frage impure and corrupt, apathetic and indifferent, in the great cities 
of the North, so that it is doubtfal whether there has been for half a 
century a Presidential election in this country that expressed the delib- 
erateand intelligent judgmentof the whole body of the American people, 

In a newspaper interview a few months ago, in which I commented 
upon these conditions and alluded to the efforts of the bacilli doctors 
of politics, the bacteriologists of our system, who endeavor to cure tho 
illis under which we suffer by their hypodermic injections of the lymph 
of independent nonpartisanship and the Brown-Séquard elixir of civil- 
service reform, I said that ‘*the purification of politics’? by such meth- 
ods as this was an “‘iridescentdream.’’ Remembering the cipher dis- 
patches of 1877 and the attempted purchase of the electoral votes of 
many Southern States in that campala the forgery of the Morey let- 
ter in 1881, by which Garfield lost the votes of three States in the 
North, and the characterization and portraiture of Blaine and Cleve- 
land and Harrison by their political adversaries, I added that ‘tthe 
Golden Rule and the Decalogue had no place in American political 
campaigns. `? 

It seems superfluous to explain, Mr. President, that in those utter- 
ances I was not inculcating a doctrine, but describinga condition. My 
statement was a statement of facts as [ understood them, and not the 
announcement of an article of faith. But many reverend and eminent 
divines, many disinterested editors, many ingennous orators, perverted 
those utterances into the personal advocacy of impurity in politics. 

I do not complain, Mr. President. It was,as the world goes, legiti- 
mate political warfare; but it was an illustration of the truth that 
there ought to be purification in our politics, and that the Golden 
Rule and the Decalogue ought to have a place in political campaigns, 
“Do unto others as ye would that others should do unto you”’ is the 
supreme injunction, obligatory upon all. ‘‘If thine enemy smite thee 
upon one cheek turn to him the other ’’ is a sublime and lofty precept. 
But I take this occasion to observe that until itis more generally re- 
garded than it has been or appears likely to be in the immediate 
future, if my political enemy smites me upon one cheek, instead of 
turning to him the other I shall smite him under the butt end of his 
left car if I can. [Laughter.] If this be political immorality, I am _ 
to be included among the unregenerated. 

The election bill that was under consideration a few days ago was 
intended to deal with one partof the great evil towhich I have alluded, 
but it was an imperfect, n partial, and an incomplete remedy. Vio- 
lence is bad; but fraud is no better; and it is more dangerous because 
itis more insidious. Burke said in one of those immortal orations that 
emptied the House of Commons, but which will be read with admira- 
tion so long as the English tongue shall endure, that when the lawsof 
Great Britain were not strong enough to protect the humblest Hindoo 
upon the shores of the Ganges the nobleman was not safe in his castle 
upon the banks of the Thames. Sir, that lofty sentence is pregnant 
with admonition for us. There can be no repose, there can be no 
stable and permanent peace in this country and under this Government 
until it is just as safe for the black Republican to vote in Mississippi 
as it is for the white Democrat to vote in Kansas. 

The other evil, Mr. President, the second to which I adverted as 
threatening the safety if it does not endanger the existence of the Re- 
public, is the tyranny of combined, concentrated, centralized, and in- 
corporated capital. And the people are considering this great problem 
now. The conscience of the nation isshocked at the injustice of mod- 
ern society. The moral sentiment of mankind has been aroused at 
the unequal distribution of wealth, at the unequal diffusion of the 
burdens, the benefits, and the privileges of society. 

At the beginning of our second century the American people have 
become profoundly conscious that the ballot is not the panacea for all 
the evils that afflict humanity; that it has not abolished poverty nor 
prevented injustice. They have discovered that political equality docs 
not result in social fraternity; that under a democracy the concentra- 
tion of greater political power in fewer hands, the accumulation and 
aggregation of greater amounts of wealth in individuals, is more possi- 
ble than under a monarchy, and that there is a tyranny which is more 
fatal than the tyranny of kings. 

George Washington, the first President of the Republic, at the close 
of his life in 1799 had the largest private fortune in the United States 
of America. Much of this came by inheritance, but the Father of his 
Country, in addition to his other virtues, shining and illustrious, was 
a very prudent, sagacious, thrifty, and forehanded man. He knew a 
good thing when hesaw it a great way off. He hada keen cyc for the 
main chance. As a surveyorin his youth he obtained knowledge that 
enabled him to make exceedingly valuable locations upon the public 
domain. The establishment of the national Capital in the immediate 
vicinity of his patrimonial possessions did not diminish their value. 
He was a just debtor, but he was an exact if not an exacting creditor. 
And so it came to pass that when he died he was, to use the expressive 
phraseology of the day, the richest man in the country, 
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At this time, ninety years afterwards, itis not without interest to 


know thatthe entire aggregate and:sum of his earthly possessions, his- 


estate, real, personal, and mixed, Mount Vernon and his lands along 
the Kanawha and the Ohio, slaves, securities, all of his belongings, 
reached the sum total of between $800,000 and $900,000. This was 
less than’a century ago, and it is within bounds to say that at this 
time there are many scores of men, of estates, and of corporations in 
this country whoso annual income exceeded, and there has been one 
man whose monthly revenue since that period exceeded, the entire ac- 
cumulations of the wealthiest citizen of the United States at the end 
of the last century. 

At that period the social condition of the United States was one of 
practical equality. The statistics of the census of 1800 are incomplete 
and partial, but the population of the Union was about 5,300,000, and 
the estimated wealth of the country was between $3,000,000,000 and 
$4,000,000,000. There was not amillionaire and there was not atramp 
nor & pauper, so far as we know, in the country, except those who had 
been made so by infirmity or disease or inevitable calamity. A mul- 
titude of small farmers contentedly tilled the soil. Upon the coast a 
race of fishermen and sailors, owning the craft that they sailed, wrested 
their subsistence from the stormy sea.. Labor was therule and luxury 
the exception. The great mass of the people lived upon the products 
of the farms that they cultivated. They spun and wove and manufac- 
tured their clothing from flax and from wool. Commerce and handi- 
crafts afforded honorable competence. The prayer of Agur was appar- 
ently realized. There was neither poverty nor riches. Wealth was 
uniformly diffused, and none were condemned to hopeless penury and 
dependence. ‘Less than 4 per cent. of the entire population lived in 
towns, and there were but four cities whose population exceeded 10,000 
persons. Westward to the Pacific lay the fertile solitudes of an unex- 
plored continent, its resources undeveloped and unsuspected. The 
dreams of Utopia seemed about to be fulfilled, the wide, the universal 
diffusion of civil, political, and personal rights among the great body 
of the people, accompanied by efficient and vigorous guaranties for the 
safety of life, the protection of property, and the preservation of liberty. 

Since that time, Mr. President, the growth in wealth and numbers 
in this country has had no precedent in the building of nations. The 
genius of the people, stimulated to prodigious activity by freedom, by 
individualism, by universal education, has subjugated the desert and 
abolished the frontier. The laboring capacity of every inhabitant of 
this planet has been duplicated by machinery. In Massachusetts alone 
we are told that its engines are equivalent to the labor of one hundred 
million men. We now perform one-third of the world’s mining, one- 
quarter of its manufacturing, one-fifth of its farming, and we possess 
one-sixth part of its entire accumulated wealth, 

The Anglo-Saxon, Mr. President, is not by nature or instinct anan- 
archist, a socialist, anihilist, ora communist. He doesnot desire the 
3d Woe tar of debts, public or private, and he does not favor the fore- 
ible redistribution of property. He came to this continent, as he has 
gone everywhere else on the face of the earth, with a purpose. The 
40,000 English colonists whe came to this country between 1620 and 
1650 formed the most significant, the most formidable migration that 
has ever occurred upon this globe since time began. They brought 
with them social and political ideas, novel in their application, of in- 
conceivable energy and power. ‘The home, the family, the State, in- 
dividualism, the right of personal effort, freedom of conscience, an in- 
domitable love of liberty and justice, a genius for self-government, an 
unrivaled capacity for conquest, but preferring charters to the sword, 
and they have been inexorable and relentless in the accomplishment 
of theirdesigns, They were fatigued with caste and privilege and pre- 
rogative. They were tired of monarchs, and so, upon the bleak and 
inhospitable shores of New England, they decreed the sovereignty of 
the people, and there they builded ‘‘a church without a bishop and a 
state without a king.” 

The result of that experiment, Mr. President, has been ostensibly 
successful. Under the operation of those great forces, after two hun- 
dred and seventy years, this country exhibits a peaceful triumph over 
many subdued nationalties, through a government automatic in its 
functions and sustained by no power but the invisible majesty of law. 
With swift and constant communication by lines of steam‘ rta- 
tion by land and lake and sea, with telegraphs extending their nervous 
reticulations from State to State, the remotest members of this gigan- 
tic Republic areanimated by a vitality as vigorous as that which throbs 
at its mighty heart, and itis through the quickened intelligence that 
has been communicated by those ideas that these conditions, which have 
been fatal to other nations, have become the pillars of our strength and 
the bulwarks of our safety. 

Mr, President, if time and space signified now what they did when 
independence was declared, the United States could not exist under 
one government. It would not be possible to secure unity of purpose 
or identity of interest between communities separated by such barriers 
and obstacles as Maine and California. But time and distance are rel- 
ative terms, and, under the operations of these forces, this continent 
has dwindled to a span. Itis not as far from Boston to San Francisco 
to-day as it was from Boston to Baltimore in 1791; and as the world 
has shee life has expanded. For all the purposes for which exist- 


ence is yaluable in this world—for comfort, for convenience, for op- 
portunity, for intelligence, for power of locomotion, and superiority to 
the accidents and the fatalities of nature—the fewest in years among 
us, Mr. President, has lived longer and has lived more worthily than 
Methuselah in all his stagnant centuries. 

When the Atlantic cable was completed, it wag not merely that a 
wire, finer by comparison than the gossamer of morning, had sunk to 
its path along the peaks and the plateaus of the deep, but the earth in- 
stantancously grew smaller by the breadth of the Atlantic. A new 
volume in the history of the world was opened. The to-morrow of 
Europe flashed upon the yesterday of America. Time, up to the period 
when this experiment commenced on this continent, yielded its treas- 
ures grudgingly and with reluctance. The centuries crept from im- 
provement to improvement with tardy, sluggish steps, as if nature 
were unwilling toacknowledge the mastery of man. ‘The great inven- 
tions of glass, of gunpowder, of printing, and the mariner’s compass 
consumed a thousand years, but, as the great experiment upon this 
continent has proceeded, the ancient Jaw of progress has been disre- 
garded, and the mind is bewildered by the stupendous results of its mar- 
velous achievements, 

The application of steam to locomotion on Jand and sea, the cotton 
gin, electric illumination and telegraphy, the cylinder printing press, 
the sewing machine, the photographic art, tubular and suspension 
bridges, the telephone, the spectroscope, and the myriad forms of new 
applications of science to health and domestic comfort, to the arts of 
peace and war, have alone rendered democracy possible. The steam 
engine emancipated millions from the slavery of daily toil and left them 
at liberty to pursue a higher range of effort; labor has become more 
remunerative, and the flood of wealth has raised the poor to comfort 
and the middle classes tonfiluence. With prosperity have attended leis- 


-ure, books, travel; the masses have been provided with schools, and 


the range of mental inquiry has become wider and more daring. The 
sewing machine does the work of a hundred hands and gives rest and 
hope to weary lives. Farming, as my distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. EVARTS] once said, has become a *‘sedentary oceupation.’’ 
The reaper no longer swings his sickle in midsummer fields throngh 
the yellowing grain, followed by those who gather the wheat and the 
tares, but he rides in a vehicle, protected from the meridian sun, ac- 
complishing in comfort in a single hour the former labors of a day. 

By these and the other emancipating devices of society the laborer 
and the artisan acquire the meansof study and recreation. They pro- 
vide their children with better opportunities than they possessed, 
Emerging from the obscure degradation to which they have been con- 
signed by monarchies they haveassumed the leadershipin politics and so- 
ciety. ‘The governed have become thegovernors; the subjects have be- 
comethe kings. They have formed States; they haveinyented political 
systems; they have made laws, they have established literatures; and it 
is nottrue, Mr. President, inonesense, that during this extraordinary pe- 
riod therich have grown richer and the poor have grown poorer. ‘There 
has never been a time since the angel stood with the flamingsword before 
the gates of Eden when the dollar of invested capital paid as low a re- 
turn ininterest as it does to-day; nor has there been an hour when the 
dollar that is earned by the laboring man would buy so much of every- 
thing that is essential for the welfare of himself and his family asit will 
to-day. 

Mr. President, monopolies and corporations, however strong they 
may be, can not ently enslave such a people. They have given 
too many convincing proofs of their capacity for self-government, They 
have made too many incredible sacrifices for this great system; which 
has been builded and established here, to allow it to be overthrown. 
They will submit to no dictation. 

We have become, Mr. President, the wealthiest nation upon the face 
of this earth, and the greater part of these enormous accumulations 
has been piled up during the past fifty years. From 1860 to 1830, 
notwithstanding the losses incurred by the most destructive war of 
modern times, the emancipation of four billions of slave property, the 

of feeding the best fed, of clothing the best clothed, and of 
sheltering the best sheltered people in the world, notwithstanding all 
the losses by fire and flood during that period of twenty years, the 
wealth of the country increased at therate of $250,000 for every hour. 
Every time that the clock ticked above the portal of this Chamber the 
aggregated, accumulated, permanent wealth of this country increased 
more than $70. 

Sir, it rivals, it exceeds the fictions of the Arabian Nights. Thereis 
nothing in the story of the lamp of Aladdin that surpasses it. It is 
without parallel or precedent; and the national ledger now shows a 
balance to our credit, after all that has been wasted and squandered 
and ded and lostand thrown away, of between sixty and seventy 
thousand million dollars. Ibelievemyselfthat, upona fair cash market 
valuation, the aggregate wealth of this country to-day is not less than 
one hundred thousand millions of dollars. ‘This is enough, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to make every man and every woman and every child beneath 
the flag comfortable, to keep the wolf away from the door. It isenongh 
to give to every family a competence, and yet we are told that there 
are thousands of people who never have enough to eat in any one day 
in the year. We are told by the statisticians of the Department of La- 
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bor of the United States that, notwithstanding this stupendous nagro- 
gation, there are a million American citizens, able-bodied and willing 
to work, who tramp the streets-of our citiesand the country highways 
and byways in search of labor with which to buy their daily bread, in 
vain. 

Mr, President, is it any wonder that this condition of things can 
exist without exciting profound apprehension? I heard, orsaw rather, 
for I did not hear it—I saw in the morning papers that, in his speech 
yesterday, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] devoted a consid- 
erable part of his remarks to the defense of millionaires; that he de- 
clared that they were the froth upon the beer of our political system. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said speculators. 

Mr. INGALLS. Speculators. They are very nearly the: same, for 
the millionaires of this country, Mr. President, are not the producers 
and the laborers, They are arrayed like Solomon in all his glory, but 
‘*they toil not, neither do they spin’’—yes, they do spin. This class, 
Mr. President, I am glad to say, is not confined to this country alone. 
These gigantic accumulations have not been the resultof industry and 
economy. There would be no protest against them if they were. 
There is an anecdote floating around the papers, speaking about beer, 
that some gentleman said to the keeper of a saloon that he would give 
- him a recipe for selling more beer, and, when he inquired what it was, 
hesaid, ‘‘Sell less froth.” [Laughter.] If the millionaires and specu- 
lators of this country are the froth upon the beer of our system, the 
time has come when we should sell more beer by selling less froth. 
(Laughter. ] 

The people are beginning to inquire whether, under ‘‘a government 
of the people, and by the people, and for the people,” under a system 
in which the bounty of nature is supplemented by the labor of all, any 
citizen can show a moral, yes, or a legal title to $200,000,000. Some 
have the temerity to ask whether or not any man can show a clear title 
to $100,000,000, There have been men rash enough todoubt whether, 
under a system so constituted and established, by speculation or other- 
wise, any citizen can show a fair title to $10,000,000 when the distri- 
bution of wealth per capita would be less than $1,000. If I were 
put upon my voir dire I should hesitate before admitting that, in the 
sense of giving just compensation and equivalent, any man in this 
country or any other country ever absolutely earned a million dollars, 
I do not believe he ever did. 

What is the condition to-day, Mr. President, by the statistics? I 
said at the beginning of this century there was a condition of practical 
social equality; wealth was uniformly diffused among the great mass 
of the people. I repeat that the people are not anarchists; they are not 
socialists; they are not communists, but they have snddenly waked to 
the conception of the fact that the bulk of the property of the country 
is passing into the hands of what the Senatorfrom Ohio by a euphemism 
calls the ‘‘speculators*’ of the world, not of America alone. They in- 
fest the financial and social system of every country upon the face of 
the earth. They are the men of no politics, neither Democrat nor Re- 
publican. They are the men of all nationalities and of no nationality, 
with no politics but plunder and with no principle but the spoliation 
of the human race, 

A table has been compiled for the purpose of showing how wealth 
in this country is distributed, and it is full of the most startling ad- 
monition, It has appeared in the magazines, it has been commented 
upon in this Chamber, it has been the theme of editorial discussion. 
It appears from this compilation that there are in the United States 
two hundred persons who have an aggregate of more than $20,000,000 
each, and there has been one man, the Midas of the century, at whose 
touch everything seemed to turn to gold, who had acquired within less 
than the lifetime of a single individual, out of the aggregate of the 
national wealth that was earned by the labor of all applied to the com- 
mon bounty of nature, an aggregate that exceeded the assessed valua- 
tion of four of the smallest States in this Union. 

Mr. HOAR. And more than the whole country had when the Con- 
stitution was formed. $ 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, and, asthe Senator from Massachusetts well 
observes—and I thank him for the suggestion—much more, many times 
more than the entire wealth of the country when it was established 
and founded. Four hundred persons possess $10,000,000 each, 1,000 

ns $5,000,000 each, 2,000 persons $2,500,000 each, 6,000 persons 
31,000,000 each, and 15,000 persons $500,000 each, making a total of 
31,100 people who possess $36,250,000, 000. 

Mr. President, it is the most apalling statement that ever fell upon 
mortal ears. It is, so fur as the results of democracy as a social and 
political experiment are concerned, the most terrible commentary that 
ever was recorded in the book of time; and Nero fiddles while Rome 
burns. It is thrown off with a laugh and a sneer as the ‘froth upon 
the beer” of our political and social system. As I said, the assessed 
valuation recorded in the great national ledger standing to our credit 
is about $65,000,000, 000, 

Our population is sixty-two and one-half million, and by some 
means, by some device, by some machination, by some incantation, 
honest or otherwise, by some process that can not be defined, less than 
a two-thousandth part af our population have obtained possession, and 
have kept out of the penitentiary in spite of the means they have 


adopted to acquire it, of more than one-half of the entire accumulated 
wealth of the country. That is not the worst, Mr. President. Ithas 
been largely acquired by men who have contributed little to the ma- 
terial welfare of the'country and by processes that I do not care in ap- 
propriate terms to describe, by the wrecking of the fortunes of inno- 
cent men, women, and children, by jugglery, by bookkeeping, by finan- 
ciering, by what the Senator from Ohio calls ‘‘ speculation,’’ and this 
process is going on with frightful and constantly accelerating rapidity. 

The entire industry of this country is passing under the control of « 
organized and confederated capital. More than fifty of the necessaries 
of life to-day, without which the cabin of the farmer and the miner 
can not be lighted or his children fed or clothed, have passed absolutely 
under the control of syndicates and trusts and corporations composed 
of speculators, and, by means of these combinations and confedera- 
tions, competition is destroyed; small dealings are rendered impossible; 
competence can no longer be acquired, for it is superfluous and unnec- 
essary to say that if, under a system where the accumulations distrib- 
uted per capita would be less than a thousand dollars, 31,000 obtained 
possession of more than half of the accummulated wealth of the coun- 
try, it is impossible that others should have a competence or an inde- 
pendence, 

So it happens, Mr, President, that our society is becoming rapidly 
stratified, almost hopelessly stratified, into a condition of superfluously 
rich and helplessly poor. We are aceustomed to speak of this as the 
land of the free and the home of the brave. It will soon be the home 
of the rich and the land of the slave. 

We point to Great Britain and we denounce aristocracy and privi- 
leged and titled classes and landed estates. We thought when we had 
abolished primogeniture and entail that we had forever forbidden and 
prevented these enormous and dangerous accumulations; but, sir, we 
had forgotten that capital could combine; we were unaware of the yet 
Pe cepes capacity of corporations, and so, as I say, it happens upon 
the threshold and in the vestibule of our second century, with all this 
magnificent record behind us, with this. tremendous achievement in 
the way of wealth, population, invention, opportunity for happiness, 
we are in a condition compared with which the accumulated fortunes 
of Great Britain are puerile and insignificant. x 

It is no wonder, Mr. President, that the laboring, industrial, and ag- 
ricultural classes of this country, who have been made intelligent un- 
der the impulse of universal education, have at last awakened to this 
tremendous condition and are inquiring whether or not this experi- 
ment has beensuccessful, And, sir, the speculators must beware, They 
have forgotten that the conditions, political and social, here are not a 
reproduction of the conditions under which these circumstances exist 
in other lands, Here is no dynasty; here is no privilege or caste or 
prerogative; here arenostanding armies; here are no hereditary bonds- 
men, but every atom in our political system is quick, instinct, and en- 
dowed with life and power. His ballot at the box is the equivalentof 
the ballot of the richestspeculator. Thomas Jefferson, the great apos- 
tle of modern Democracy, taught the lesson to his followers, and they 
have profited well by his instruction, that undera popular, democratic, 
representative government wealth, culture, intelligence, were ultimately 
no match for numbers, 

The numbers in this country, Mr. President, have learned at last the 
power of combination, and the speculators should not forget that, while 
the people of this country are generous and just, they are jealous also, 
and that when discontent changes to resentment and resentment passes 
into exasperation, one volume of s nation’s history is closed and an- 
other will be opened. 

The speculators, Mr. President! ‘The cotton product of this coun- 
try, I believe, is about 6,000,000 bales. 

Mr. BUTLER. Seven million bales. 

Mr. INGALLS. Seven million bales, I am told. The transactions 
of the New York Cotton Exchange are 40,000,000 bales, representing 
transactions speculative, profitable, remunerative, by which some of 
these great accumulations have been piled up, an inconceivable burden 
upon the energies and industries of the country. 

The production of coal oil, I believe, in this country has averaged 
something like 20,000,000 barrelsa year, The transactions of the New 
York Petroleum Exchange year by year average 2,000,000,000 barrels, 
fictitious, simulated, the instruments of the gambler and the specu- 
lator, by means of which, through an impost upon the toil and labor 
and industry of every laborer engaged in the production of petroleum, 
additional difficulties are imposed. 

Tt is reported that the coal alone that is mined in Pennsylvania, in- 
dispensable to the comfort of millions of men, amounts in its annual 
product to about $40,000,000, of which one-third is profit oyver and 
above the cost of production and a fair return for the capital invested. 

That is ‘‘speculation,’’? Mr, President, and every dollar over and 
above the cost of production, with a fair return upon the capital in- 
vested, every dollar of that fifteen or sixteen millions is filched, robbed, 
violently plundered out of the earnings of the laborers and operatives 
and farmers who are compelled to buy it; and yet it goes by the euphe- 
mistice name of ‘speculation’? and is declared to be legitimate; it is 
eulogized and defended as one of those practices that are entitled to re- 
spect and approbation. 
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Nor is this all, Mr. President. The hostility between the employers 
and the employed in this country is becoming vindictive and perma- 
nently malevolent. Laborand capital arein two hostile camps to-day. 
Lockouts and strikes and labor difficulties have become practically the 
normal condition of our system, and it is estimated that during the 
year that has just closed, in consequence of these disorders, in conse- 
quence of this hostility and this warfare, the actual loss, in labor, in 
wages, in the destruction of perishable commodities by the interrup- 
tion of railway traffic, has not been less than $300,000, 000, 

Mr. President, this is a serious problem. Itmay well engage theat- 
tention of the representatives of the Statesand of the American people, 
Ihave no sympathy with that school of political economists which 
teaches that there is an irreconcilable conflict between labor and capi- 
tal and which demands indiscriminate, hostile, and repressive legisla- 
tionagainstmen because they are rich and corporations because they are 
strong. Labor and capital should not be antagonists, but allies rather. 
They should not be opponents and enemies, but colleagues and aux- 
iliaries whose co-operating rivalry is essential to national prosperity. 
But I can not forbear to afirm that a political system under which such 
despotic power can be wrested from the people and vested in a few is a 
democracy only in name. 

A financial system under which more than one-half of the enormous 
wealth of the country, derived from the bounty of nature and the labor 
ofall, is owned by a little more than thirty thousand people, while one 
million American citizens able and willing to toil are homeless tramps, 
starving for bread, requires readjustment. 

A socialsystem which offers to tender, virtuous, and dependent women 
the alternative between prostitution and suicide as an escape from beg- 
gary is organized crime, for which some day unrelenting justice will 
demand atonement and expiation. 

Mr, President, the man who loves his country and the man who 
studies her history will search in vain for any natural cause for this 
appalling condition. The earth has not forgotten to yield her increase. 
There has been no general failure of harvests. We have had benignant 
skies and the early and the latter rain. Neither famine nor pestilence 
has decimated our population nor wasted its energies. Immigration 
is flowing in from every land and we are in the lusty prime of national 
youth and strength, with unexampled resources and every stimulus to 
their development; but, sir, the great body of the American people are 
engaged to-day in studying these problems that I have suggested in 
thismorning hour. They are disheartened with misfortunes. They 
are weary with unrequited toil. They are tired of the exactions of 
the speculators. They desire peace and rest. They are turning their 
attention to the great industrial questions which underlie their mate- 
rial prosperity. They are indifferent to party. They care nothing for 
Republicanism nor for Democracy as such, Theyare ready to say, “A 
plague on both your houses,’’ and they are ready also, Mr. President, 
to hail and to welcome any organization, any measure,any leader that 
promises them relief from the profitless strife of politicians and this 
turbulent and distracting agitation which has already culminated in 
violence and may end in blood. 

Such, sir, is the verdict which I read in the elections from which we 
have just emerged, a verdict that was unexpected by the leaders of 
both parties and which surprised alike the victors and the vanquished. 
It was a Senna EONS, unpremeditated protest of the people against ex- 
isting conditions. It was a revolt of the national conscience against 
injustice, a movement that is full of pathos and also full of danger, 
because such movements sometimes make victims of those who are 
guiltless, It was nota Republican defeat. It was not a Democratic 
victory. It was a great upheaval and uprising, independent of and 
superior to both. It was a crisjs that may becomea catastrophe, filled 
with terrible admonition, but not without encouragement to those who 
understand and are ready to co-operate with it. It was a ceful 
Tovo uon; an attempt to resume rights that seemed to have been in- 
ringed. 

It ismany years, Mr. President, since I predicted this inevitable re- 
sult. Ina speech delivered in this Chamber on the 15th of February, 
1878, from the seat that is now adorned by my honorable friend from 
Texas who sits before me [Mr. REAGAN], I said: 


i WG can not disguise the truth that we are on the verge of an impending revo- 
ution. 
THE OLD ISSUES ARE DEAD. 
The people are arraying themselyes upon one side or the other of a porten- 
tous contest. On one side is capital, formidably intrenched in privilege, arro- 
nt from continued oo , conservative, tenacious of old theories, demand- 
ng new concessions, enriched by domestic levy and foreign commerce, and 
struggling to adjust all values to its own standard. On the other is labor, ask- 
ing for employment, striving to develop domestic industries, battling with the 
forces of nature, and subduing the wilderness; labor, sta’ and sullen in 
cities, resolutely determined to overthrow a system under which the rich are 
TO richer and the poor are growing poorer; a system which gives toa 
‘anderbilt the on of wealth beyond the dreams of avarice and con- 
eed the poor to a poverty which has no refuge from starvation but the prison 
or the grave. 
Our demands for relief, for justice, haye been met 
WITH INDIFFERENCE OR DISDAIN. 
The laborers of the country asking foremployment are treated like impudent 
mendicants begging for bread. 


Mr. President, it may be cause, it may be coincidence, it may be 
effect, it may be post hoc or it may be propter hoc, but it is historically 
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true that this great blight that has fallen upon our industries, this 
paralysis that has overtaken our financial system, coincided in point of 
time with the diminution of the circulating medium of the country. 
The public debt was declared tobe payable in coin, and then the money 
power of silver was destroyed. The value of property diminished in 
proportion, wages fell, and the value of everything was depreciated ex- 
cept debts and gold. The mortgage, the bond, the coupon, and the 
tax have retained immortal youth and vigor, They have not depreci- 
ated. The debt remains, but the capacity to pay has been destroyed. 
The accumulation of years disappears under the hammer of the sheriff 
and the debtor is homeless, while the creditor obtains the security for 
his debt for a fraction of what it was actually worth when the debt 
was contracted. ; 

There is, Mr. President, a deep-seated conviction among the people, 
which I fully share, that the demonetization of silver in 1873 was one 
element of a great conspiracy to deliver the fiscal system of this coun- 
try over to those by whom it has, in my opinion, finally been captured. 
I see no proof of the assertion that the demonetization act of 1873 was 
fraudulently or corruptly procured, but from thestatements that have 
been made it is impossible to ayoid the conviction that it was part of a 
deliberate plan and conspiracy formed by those who haye been called 
speculators to still further increase the value of the standard by which 
their accumulations were to be measured. Theattentionof the people 
was not called to the subject. It is one of the anomalies and phenom- 
ena of legislation. 

That bill was pending in its various stages for four years in both 
Houses of Congress. It passed both bodies by decided majorities, It 
was read and reread and reprinted thirteen times, as appears by the 
records. It was commented upon in newspapers; it was the subjectof 
discussion in financial bodies all over the country; and yet we have the 
concurrent testimony of every Senator and every member of the House 
of Representatives who was present during the time that the legislation 
was pending and proceeding that he knew nothing whateverabout the 
demonetization of silver and the destruction of the coinage of the silver 
dollar. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], who knows so 
many things, felt called upon to make a speech of an hour’s duration 
to show that he knew nothing whatever about it. I have heard other 
members declaim and with one consent make excuse that they knew 
nothing about it. 

As I say, it is one of the phenomena and anomalies of legislation, and 
Ihave no other explanation to make than this: I believe that both 
Houses of Congress and the President of the United States must have 
been hypnotized. So great was the power of capital, so profound was 
the impulse, so persistent was the determination, that the promoters 
of this scheme succeeded by the operation of mind power and will force 
in capturing and bewildering the intelligence of men of all parties, of 
members of both Houses of Congress, and the members of the Cabinet, 
and the President of the United States. x 

And yet, Mr. President, it can not be doubted that the statements 
that these gentlemen make are true. There is no doubt of the sin- 
cerity or the candor of those who have testified upon this matter; and it 
is incredible (I am glad it occurred before I was a member of this body) 
that a change in our financial system that deprived one of the money 
metals ofits debt-paying power, that changed the whole financial sys- 
tem of the countryand to a certain extent the entire fiscal methods of 
the world, could have been engineered through the Senate and the 
House of Representatives and the Cabinet of the President and secured 
Executive approval without a single human being knowing anything 
whatever about it. In an age of miracles, Mr. President, wonders 
never cease. 

It is true that this marvel was accomplished when the subject was 
not one of public discussion, It was done at a time when, although 
the public mind was intensely interested in financial subjects and meth- 
ods of relief from existing conditions were assiduously sought, the sug- 
gestion had never proceeded from any quarter that this could be accom- 
plished by the demonetization of silver or ceasing to coin the silver 
dollar. It was improvidently done, but it would not be more surpris- 
ing, it would not be more of a strain upon the human judgment, if fif- 
teen years from now we were to be informed that no one was aware 
that in the bill that is now pending the proposition was not made for 
the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. President, there is not a State west of the Alleghany Mountains 
and south of the Potomac and Ohio Rivers that is not in favor of the | 
free coinage of silver. There is not a Stato in which, if that proposi- 
tion were to be submitted to a popular vote, it would not be adopted 
by an overwhelming majority. I donot mean by thatinclusion to say 
that in those States east of the Alleghanies and north of the Ohio and 
Potomac Rivers there is any hostility or indisposition to receive the 
benefits that would result from the remonetization of silver, On the 
contrary, in the great Commonwealths that lie to the northeast upon 
the Atlantic seaboard, New York, Pennsylvania, and the manufactur- 
ing and commercial States, I am inclined to believe from the tone of 
the press, from the declarations of many assemblies, that if the propo- 
whee were to be submitted there it would also receive a majority of 
the votes. 

If the proposition were to be submitted to the votes of the people of 
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this country at large whether the silver dollar should be recoined and 
silver remonetized, notwithstanding the prophecies, the predictions, 
the animatlversions of those who are opposed to it, I have not the 
slightest doubt that a great majority of the people, irrespective of party, 
would be in favor of it, and would so record themselves. They have 
declared in favor of it for the past fifteen years, and they have been 
juggled with, they have been thwarted, they have been paltered with 
and dealt with ina doublesense. ‘The word of promise thatwas made 
to their ear in the platforms of political parties has been broken to their 
hope. There was a majority in this body at the last session of Con- 
gressin favorofthefreecoinageofsilver. Thecompromise that was made 
was not what the people expected nor what they had a right to de- 
mand. They felt that they had been trifled with, and thatis one cause 
of the exasperation expressed in the verdict of November 4. 

I feel impelled to make one further observation. Warnings and ad- 
monitions have been plenty in this debate. We have been admonished 
of the danger that would follow; we have been notified of what would 
occur if the free coinage of silver were supported by a majority of this 
body or if it were to be adopted as a part of our financial system. I 
am not a prophet, nor the son of a prophet, but I say to those who are 
now arraying themselves against the deliberately expressed judgment 
of the American people, a judgment that they know has been declared 
and recorded—I say to the members of this body, I say, so far as I may 
do so with propriety, to the members of the co-ordinate branch of Con- 
gress, and Isay, if without impropriety I may doso, to the Executive 
of the nation, that thére will come a time when the people will be 
trifled with no longer on this subject. 

Once, twice, thrice by Executive intervention, Democratic and Re- 
publican, by parliamentary proceedings that I need not characterize, 
by various methods of legislative jugglery, the deliberate purpose of 
the American people, irrespective of party, has been thwarted, it has 
been defied, it has been contumeliously trodden under foot; and I re- 
peat to those who have been the instruments and the implements, no 
matter what the impulse or the motive or the intention may have been, 
at some time the people will elect a House of Representatives, they 
will elect a Senate of the United States, they will elect a President of 
the United States, who will carry out their pledges and execute the 
popular will, 

Mr. President, by the readjustment of the political forces of the na- 
tion under the Eleventh Census the seat of political power has at last 
been transferred from the circumference of this country to its center. 
It has been transferred from the seaboard to that great intramontane 
region between the Alleghanies and the Sierras, extending from the 
British ions to the Gulf of Mexico, a region whose growth is 
one of the wonders and marvels of modern civilization. It seems asif 
the column of migration had paused in its westward march to build 
upon those tranquil plains and in those fertile valleys a fabric of civ- 
ilization that shonld be the wonder and the admiration of the world, 
rich in every element of present prosperity, but richer in every proph- 
ecy of future greatness and renown. - 

When I went West, Mr. President, as a carpetbagger in 1858, St. 
Louis was an outpost of civilization, Jefferson City was the farthest 
point reached bya railroad, and in all that great wilderness, extending 
from the sparse settlements along the Missouri to the summits of the 
Sierra Nevada and from. the Yellowstone to the caiions of the Rio 
Grande, a vast solitude from which I have myself since that time voted 
to admit seven States into the American Union, there was neither har- 
yest nor husbandry, neither habitation nor home save the hut of the 
hunter and the wigwam of the savage. Mr. President, we have now 
within those limits, extending southward from the British possessions 
and embracing the States of the Mississippi Valley, the Gulf, and the 
Southeastern Atlantic, a vast productive region, the granary of the 
world, a majority of the members of this body, of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and of the electoral college. 

Wetalk with admiration of Egypt. For thirty centuries the ruins 
of its cities, its art, its religions, have been the marvel of mankind. 
The pyramids have survived the memory of their builders, and the 
Sphinx still questions withsolemn gaze the emys of the desert. 

The great fabric of Egyptian civilization, with its wealth and power, 
the riches of its art, its creeds and faiths and philosophies, was reared 
from the labors of a few million slaves under the lash of despots, upon 
a narrow margin 450 miles long and 10 miles wide, comprising in all 
aches the delta of the Nile no more than 10,000 square miles of fertile 
land. 
= Who, sir, can foretell the future of that region to which I have ad- 
verted, with its 20,000 miles of navigable water courses, with its hun- 
dreds of thousands of square miles of soil, excelling in fecundity all 
that of the Nile, when the labor of centuries of freemen under the im- 
pulse of our institutions shall have brought forth their perfect results? 

Mr. President, it isto that region, with that population and with 
such a future, that the political power of this country has at last been 
transferred, and they are now unanimously demanding the free coin- 
age of silver. It is for that reason that I shall cordially support the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada. In doing so I not 
only follow the dictates of my own judgment, but I carry out the 
wishes of a great majority of my constituents irrespective of party or of 


political affiliation, Ihave been for the free coinage of silver from the 
outset, and I am free to say that, after having observed the operations 
of the act of 1878, Iam more than ever convinced of the wisdom of 
that legislation and the futility of the accusations by which it was 
assailed. 

The 1 pa of the country that I represent have lost their reverence 
for gold. They haveno longerany superstition about coin. Notwith- 
standing all the declarations of the monometallists, notwithstanding all 
the assaults that have been made by those who are in favor of still 
further increasing the value of the standard by which their possessions 
are measured, they know that money is neither wealth nor capital nor 
value, and that it is merely the creation of thelaw, by which all these 
are estimated and measured. 

We speak, sir, about the volume of moncy and about its relation to 
the wealth and capital of the country. Let me ask you, sir, for a mo- 
ment what would occurif the circulating medium were tobe destroyed ? 
Suppose that the gold and silver were to be withdrawn suddenly from 
circulation and melted up into bars and ingots and buried in the earth 
from which they were taken. Suppose that all the paper money, silver 
certificates, gold certificates, national-bank notes, Treasury notes, were 
stacked in one mass at the end of the Treasury building and the torch 
applied to them and they were to be destroyed by fire and their ashes 
spread, like theashes of Wicklyffe, upon the Potomac to be spread abroad 
wide as its waters be, 

What would be the effect? Would not this country be worth ex- 
actly as much as itis to-day? Would there not be just as many acres 
of land, as many houses, as many farms, as many days of labor, as 
much improved and unimproved merchandise, and as much property 
as there is to-day? The result would be that commerce would lan- 
guish, the sails of the ships would be furled in the harbors, the great 
trains would cease to run to and fro on their errands, trade would be 
reduced to barter, and the people finding their energies languishing, 
civilization itself would droop, and we should be reduced to the con- 
dition of nomadic wanderers upon the primeval plains. 

Suppose, on the other hand, that, instead of being destroyed, all the 
money in this country were to be putin the possession of asingle man— 
gold, and paper, and silver—and he were to be moored in mid-Atlantic 
upon a raft with his great hoard, or to be stationed in the middle of 
Sahara’s desert without food to nourish, or shelter to cover, or the 
means of transportation to get away. Who would be the richest man, 
the possessor of the gigantic treasure or the humblest settler upon the 
plains of the West, with a dugont to shelter him and with cornmeal 
and water enough for his daily bread? 

Doubtless, Mr. President, you search the Scriptures daily and are 
therefore familiar with the story of those depraved politicians of Ju- 
dea who sought to entangle the Master in his talk by asking him ifit 
were lawful to pay tribute to Cæsaror not. He, perceiving the purpose 
that they had in view, said untothem, ‘Show methe tribute money;’’ 
and they brought Hima penny. He said ‘‘ Whose is this image and 
superseription?”’ and they replied ‘Cæsars, and He said ‘Render 
unto Cæsar the things that are Cæssr’s, and unto God the things that 
are God’s.’’ 

I hold, Mr. President, between my thumb and finger a silver dena- 
rius, or ‘‘penny”’ of that anciont time, bearing the image and super- 
scriptionof Cwsar. Ithas been money for more than twenty centuries, 
Imperial Cæsar is “dead and turned to clay.’ He has yielded toa 
mightier conqueror, and his eagles, his ensigns, and his trophies aro 
indistinguishable dust. His triumphs and his victories are a school- 
boy’stale. Rome herselfis buta memory. Her marble porticoes and 
temples and palaces are in ruins. The sluggish monk and the lazy 
lazzaroni haunt the senate house and the Galiseum; and the derisive 
owl wakes the echoes of the voiceless foram. But this little contem- 
porary disk of silver is money still, bécause it bears the image and 
superscription of Cæsar. And, sir, it will continue to be money for 
twenty centuries more, should it resist so long the corroding canker 
and the gnawing tooth of time, But if one of these pages here should 
take this coin to the railway track, as boys sometimes do, and allow 
the train to pass over it, in one single instant its function would have 
disappeared, and it would be money no longer, because the image and 
superscription of Cæsar would have disappeared. 

“Mr. President, money is the creation of law, and the American peo- 
ple have learned that lesson, and they are indifferent to the assaults, 
they are indifferent to the arguments, they are indifferent to the as- 
persions which are cast upon them for demanding that the Jaw of the 
United States shall place the image and superseription of Cæsar upon 
silver enough and gold enongh and paper enough to enable them to 
transact without embarrassment, without hindrance, without delay, 
and without impoverishment their daily businessaffairs, and thatshall 
give them a measure of values that will not make'their earnings and 
their belongings the sport and the prey of speculators. _ 

Mr. President, this contest can have butoneissue. ‘The experiment 
that has begun will not fail. Itis useless to deny that many irregu- 
larities have been tolerated hero; that many crimes have been committed 
in the sacred name of liberty; that our public affairs have had scandal- 
ous episodes to which every patriotic heart reverts with distress; that 
there have been envy and jealousy in high places; that there have been 
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treacherous und lying platforms; that there haye been shallow com- 
promises and degrading concessions to popular errors; but amidall these 
disturbances, amid all these contests, amid all these inexplicable aber- 
rations, the march of the nation has been steadily onward. 

At the beginning of our second century we have entered upon anew 
social and political movement whose results can not be predicted, but 
which are certain to be infinitely momentous, That the ps ie will 
be upward I have no donbt. Through the long and desolate track of 
history, through the seemingly aimless struggles, the random gropings 
of humanity, the turbulent chaos of wrong, injustice, crime, doubt, 
want, and wretchedness, the dungeon and the block, the inquisition 
and the stake, the trepidations of the oppressed, the bloody exulta- 
tions and triumph of tyrants, 


The uplifted ax, the agonizing wheel, 
Luke's iron crown and Damien’s bed of steel, 


the tendency has beon towards the light. Out of every conflict some 
man or sect or nation has emerged with privileges, greater opportu- 
nities, purer religion, broader liberty, and greater capacity for happi- 
ness; and out of this conflict in which we are now engaged I am con- 
fident finally will come liberty, justice, equality; the continental unity 
of the American Republic, the social fraternity and the industrial in- 
dependence of the American people. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair takes this occasion to remind 
the oceupants of the galleries that they are present by the courtesy of 
the Senate, and any manifestations of approbation or disapprobation 
are violations of order. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that order is 
maintained in the galleries. 


[Mr. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I offer anamendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], not for the purpose 
of taking the floor for ten minutes, but in order that it may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline1, after the first word ‘‘ that,’ strike out 
all of the amendment and insert: 
gold and silver bullion brought to the mint for coinage shall be received and 
coined, by the proper officers, into standard gold or silver coin for the benefit of 
the depositor: Provided, That it shall be lawful to refuse, at the mint, any de- 
posit of less value than $100 and any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for the 
operations of the mint: And provided also, That when gold and silver are coni- 
bined; if either of these me! be in such small proportion that it can not be 
wie ohn a adyantagcously, no allowance shall be made to the depositor for the 

ue of such metal; but, in all cases, whether the gold'and silver deposited be 
coined or cast into bars or ingots, there shall be a charge to the depositor, in 
addition to the charge now made for refining or parting the metals, of one-halfof 
l per cent.; the money arising from this ch 
charged to the treasurer of the mint, and from time to time, on warrant of the 
Director of the Mint, shall be transferred into the Treasury of the United States: 
Provided, however, That nothing contained in this section shall be considered 
as applying to the half dollar, the quarter dollar, the dime, and half dime, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair is informed that the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] and the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] do not desire to address the Senate unless it may be under 
the ten-minute rule, 

Mr. GORMAN, I desire to ask for information whether the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island is now in order. Tunderstand 
there is an amendment pending before the Senate, which is an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘That is true. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment is not in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the amend- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the amendment tobe in order. Ido 
not know myself why it is not in order, 

Mr. STEWART. It is an amendment in the third degree, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have the ruling of the Presid- 
ing gaes of the Senate on that subject. Ido not know why it is not 
in order. 

Mr. GORMAN, I ask the Chair to state the condition of the ques- 
tion now that we may understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Chair state the pending question. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Chair will pardon me I will state what I 
understand to be the situation. The Committee on Finance reported 
the bill back with a recommendation to strike out the fourth section 
of the bill and insert something else as a fourth section. The rules of 
the Senate require, where a motion is made to strike out and insert, 
that both the part to be stricken out and the part to be inserted shall 
be treated as an original question, and, therefore, amendable as an orig- 
inal question. The Senator from Nevada moved to amend the part 
proposed to be inserted by the committee, and I move to amend his 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read from Rule XVIII, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rutz XVII. 


If the question in debate contains several propositions, any Senatormay have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided ; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one preposition 
shali not preventa motion to strike out and insert a different proposition; nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 


of one-half per cent. shall be |, 


tion to strike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But, pending a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be in- 
serted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment asa question; and 
motions to amend the part to be stricken outshall haye precedence, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now read from the 
Journal of the Senate the action of the Senate on a previous occasion 
of a similar character. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the Journal of the Senate of 
September 20, 1890, page 537: 

On motion by Mr. DOLPH to amend the part proposed to be inserted by the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, by inserting as an additional 
section the following: 

“Src. 16. That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montans, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial circuit, and there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States *—— ~ 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read, I suppose, the substance of 
the amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; itis not necessary to read the sec- 
tion proposed to be inserted. 

Mr. STEWART. Before that is read, it will be observed that this 
is a second motion to strike out and insert; it is nota motion to amend 
either proposition. That certainly can not be in order when there is 
a motion to amend. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have moved to strike out all after the first word 
“that” and to insert what has been read. 

Mr. STEWART. Then the otheris anamendment. The amend- 
ment of the committee strikes out all after the word ‘‘that’’ and in- 
serts. 

Mr. ALDRICH, No; it strikes out the whole section. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the whole section. It retains the word 
“that,” and strikes ont all after that and inserts, What I offered was 
an addition to it, notan amendment to it. Now it is proposed to strike 
out my entire amendment and to insert the language proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. That is certainly not within the rule, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chief Clerk will continue reading 
the precedent bearing upon the question in point. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On motion by Mr, Incanis to amend theamendment proposed by Mr, DOLPH, 
by apelin! outall after the first word “That” and in lieu thereofinserting cer- 

ain words, 

Mr. DOLPH raised a question of order, viz, that the amendment proposed b: 
Mr. INGALLS was an amendment in the third degree and could not be Tosetwed. 

The Vice President overruled the point of order on the 
Rule XVII, the part proposed to be inserted by the amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was to be regarded for the purpose of amendment as a 
question; and therefore, the amendment of Mr. Donen being in the first degree, 
the amendment of Mr. INGALLS was in the second degree only, 

From the decision of the Chair Mr. DoLrm appealed to the Senate; and 

On the question, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 


und that, under 


Senate? 

On motion by Mr. DOLPH, 

The yeas were 18 and the nays wero 23, 

* á * * * * * 

‘The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, . 

The Vice President directed the roll to be called, when forty-eight Senators 
answered to their names. 

A quorum being present, and 

The question being again taken on the motion of Mr, ITALE, 

It was determined in the affirmative, § Nive 


K * . * * * = 


it was 
Ordered, That the appeal lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Isubmit that although the motion to strike out 
and insert may be amended, yet a motion to strike out a second time 
and insert does not come within the rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisexactly the same question that was submitted 
to the Senate and ruled upon in the case that has been read, and that 
question arose in precisely the same way. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to have the Chair state for my in- 
formation the exact status of the question now before the Senate. 
What does the Chair understand are the amendments now pending 
before the Senate and the order in which they stand ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theffirst isthe amendment by the com- 
“mittee to strike out section 4 and insert anew section. Then the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] offersan amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee proposing to add to the part to be inserted. 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] now offers an amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada, 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I understand the Chair to hold that the amend- 
ment of the committee tostrike ont section 4 and insart is to be treated 
as one question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so holds, 

Mr. GORMAN, Iask the Chair whether, under the rules of the Sen- 
ate, it is not in order for me to move an amendment xow to perfect the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Itis. ` 

Mr. Soe A aes I offer an oe te 2 Seene 4, a the 
purpose of perfecting the part that is pro to en out, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is clearly in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (at 1 o’clock and 52 minutes p.m.). The 
Chair understands that the debate will now be continued under the 
ten-minute rule, 
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Mr, GORMAN. Sol understand. Mr. President, I recognize that 
under the ten-minute rule, which we agreed to unanimously in the 
Senate, it is impossible to discuss this question properly, and we shall 
have to confine ourselves tothe amendments. The course of the debate 
has been such that I think it is recognized by everybody on both sides 
of the Chamber—at least on this side—that after the occurrencesof last 
night and this morning it is impossible to reply to much that has been 
said on the othersideot the Chamber. There was one deliberate state- 
ment, however, made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
another by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] which I 
think ought to be noticed. 

The Senator from Ohio in his speech yesterday attempted to place 
the responsibility for this legislation om this side of the Chamber, when 
the fact is, Mr. President, that the course of that Senator and his col- 
Jeagues in the committee, who have had entire control of determining 
what proposition should be presented here for consideration, did so 
without conferring with us on this side of the Chamber, notwithstand- 
ing the public offer was made, and the private suggestion où numerous 
occasions, that in the present emergency we wont he glad to co-operate 
with him and his party in aiding to frame and pass some conservative 
measure which would not shock or disturb the financial interests of 
the country; that offer has been rejected; and the bill that is now be- 
fore the Senate, coming from the Committee on Finanee—and if the 
published reports be true, and I have no doubt they are—was the re- 
sult of the effort of the other side of the Chamber as a party, and the 
consideration of the bill in the Committee on Finance was practically 
the deliberation of one side politically. 

Therefore, he haying excluded us from his councils and prevented us 
from participating in the determination of the provisions of the bill, 
he can not come before the Senate and the country now and hold us 
responsible for its enormities or its failure to meet the great question 
with which we are dealing. _ 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has attempted to 
make the impression that the Democratic party for the first time sup- 
ported free coinage and was following the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART]. Iam persuaded the Senator did this for the purpose of 
making the impression, that is not borne out by the fact, that there is 
some arrangement between us and the Senator from Nevada. Mr. 
President, long before the question now pending every Senator on this 
side of the Chamber who voted, except three, at the last session of 
Congress, yoted for the free coinage of silver without any reference to 
other matters that are pending. 

That was in 1890, before the election, and the Democrats in this 
branch and elsewhere took their stand and voted for the proposition 
they believed to be right, and we believe that it was one of thereasons 
why we had the overwhelming victory in November last. 

But, Mr, President, it appears according to the speeches of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that they 
brought in here a bill containing the mixture of views, not agreed to 
by anybody apparently on the other side, certainly the members of the 
Committee on Finance differing as to the various sections of the bill 
that is brought here, Mr, President, asI believe, for the purpose of ob- 
structing and preventingany fair legislation that would meet the wants 
of the country. I have no doubt that behind it all was the intention, 
the belief, the knowledge that such a bill so constructed, without an 
attempt to harmonize the views upon the different sides of the Cham- 
ber, would result inno legislation whatever, Ithink the country will 
understand it and the people will not place the responsibility upon the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the interruption come out of my time? 

Mr. STEWART. Then I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave not much left of my ten minutes, I pre- 


sume. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Seuator from Maryland has con- 
sumed four or five minutes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, the question of free coinage, 
as has been well said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to- 
day, has been decided by the people of this country. There was, how- 
ever, a suggestion made, I believe, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] which has great force in it. Capital is timid, and there 
is throughout his section of the country a fear that if we have this un- 
limited coinage, embracing the metal coming from any part of the 
world, it may fora moment, for the time being, jeopardize our sys- 
tem and destroy it, creating embarrassment and panic. 

Now, the Senator from Nevada [Mr, STEWART]—and I ask his at- 
tention for a moment—has presented to the Senate a proposition, in- 
troduced on the 12th, which I understand to be a modification of his 
original proposition, and which provides for free coinage of all the 
American metal, all that is produced by our own mines, within our 
own borders, and provides a charge for coinage upon all other silver 
bullion orsilver that may be offered inthemints, Thatproposition, it 
seems to me, answers fully and completely the only serious statement 
that I have heard made on the other side against absolutely free coinage, 


and I ask the Senator from Nevada now, in theinterest which he soably 
represents, in the present emergency and for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the possibility of disturbance of our financial affairs, to accept that 
amendment as I offer it now. The amendment is to come in after the 
word “that” in the fourth section. Upon that let us havea vote and 
determine this question on this amendment, which I ask may be read. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill accept it if the Senator offers it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to perfect the original text of the bill. 

The Cuter CLERK. Section 4, page 3, after the word ‘‘ that,” strike 
out the remainder of the section and insert—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to make an inquiry before the amend- 
mentis read. Is this the amendment of the Senator from Maryland 
or the amendment of the Senator from Neyada, or is it ajoint produe- 
tion ? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is an amendment to perfect the original text. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Idid not understand whether the Senator from 
Maryland offered it as his own amendment or whether he was indors- 
ing it as an amendment ofthe Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer it as an amendment to the original text of 
the bill for the purpose of perfecting it. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to con- 
fine his motion to strike out to that portion which provides for the issu~ 
ance of bonds, and to leave the appropriation as it is, and amend that 
afterwards. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have not reached that point yet. 
to strike out down to line 32. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada to hold a 
joint caucus, so that we can have a caucus bill brought in. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment I offer be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Theamendmentofthe Senator from Mary- 
land will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, section 4, strike ont all after the 
word ‘‘ That’? and insert: 


From and after the passage of this act the unit of yalue in the United States 
shall be the dollar, and the same may be coined of 25.8 ins of standard gold, 
or 412} grains of standard silver, and the said coins shall be receivable for cus- 
toms and be a legal tender for all public and private dues, And any owner of 
gold or silver bullion not too base for the operations of the mint may deposit 
the same at any mint of the United States, in amounts ofeach of not Jess value 
than $100, to be coined into standard dollars for his benefit without charge, or 
receive therefor, respectively, standard gold coin or standard silyer coin; and, 
at the owner’s option, he may receive instead therefor, at the coinage valuation 
thereof, Treasury notes, to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, of the 
character, description, and function described in an act entitled “An act direct- 
ing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 14, 1899: Provided, That all such Treast 
notes issued under the provisions of this act shall be a legal tender for their 
nominal amount in payment of all dues, public and private, and shall be re- 
ceivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so received shall be 
reissued: Provided further, That all silver bullion not the product of the mines, 
mills, or smelters of the United States, and all silyer coin and silver bullion the 
product of silver coin other than the silver coin of the United States, shall, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be subject toa mint cha to 
be fixed from time totime by him, but which charge shall not exceed the difer- 
ence between the market yalne of said silver bullion in London, England, at 
the time of its deposit and the coinage value thereof, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury may make such rules and regulations as may be necessary to de- 
termine whether the silver bullion so offered is or is not the product of the 
mines and smelters of the United States. 


Mr. STEWART. I take it that the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricr] is offered for the purpose of embarrass- 
ing the bill. Ido not suppose he would vote for such a proposition at 
all. I do not believe he would vote forit, but against it. I now call 
upon him to state whether he and his colleagues will vote to support 
the proposition he has offered. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
vote for and support the amendment which he has proposed ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will apswerin my own time. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator says he will answer in his own time, 
Then he is not prepared to answer at this time, 

I should like to state the difference between that amendment and 
free coinage. In the first place, it proposes to charge seigniorage upon 
both gold and silver, which is not charged by other countries in the 
world where they have coinage. Great Britain charges nothing; she 
has free coinage in gold. Whatever metal is there honored with the 
stamp of the Government upon it, as a rnle, hasnomintcharge. ‘There 
is no seigniorage charge upon gold. For that I made a contest years 
ago, and everybody is now satisfied. We do not want to put a charge 
upon gold or silver. 

There is another difficulty about the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. It does not provide for the issuance of 
‘Treasury notes in excess of its capacity and isinsuflicient. It will con- 
fine both gold and silver to the mint capacity. It is well recognized, 
I suppose, that the mints do not coin any large quantity of it. It lies 
there in bars and certificates are issued on them. That is to be stopped; 
and the practice also is to bestopped of receiving gold and issuing eer- 
tificates and receiving silver and issuing certificates. The mint will be 
entirely inadequate to perform that work. Itwill not go out. Prob- 
ably the mint capacity of the United States would not permit the coin-* 
age of more than two millions and a half, and then we should have a 
contest with the Treasury officials about more mint capacity. That is 
another difficulty about this matter, and I hope, therefore, it will not 
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be adopted, because the Senator himself is not for it, and itis simply 
a make-weight to embarrass the operations of the Senate. 

Following in order, I think that the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] meets every contingency. It provides for 
free coinage of both gold and silver and provides that at the option of 
the owner of bullion he can take Treasury notes and get this moneyat 
once. That applies to the entire American product, It does not pro- 
hibit the coinage of foreign silver, but puts a mint charge upon that 
to meet the arguments that have been suggested as to a flow of silver 
or bullion into this country from other conntries. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask, is not the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island a more unrestricted 
coinage proposition than the proposition of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr, STEWART. Ifwe hada mint capacity to carry it out, if we 
had further legislation, then it would take in the silver of all the 
world. Butit does not provide for any means of paying for the bul- 
lion asit comes in. Consequently it would be a very limited transac- 
tion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nevadaif this 
amendment and proviso be adopted whatamonnt of silverand currency 
would, in his opinion, be added to the present volume. How much 
silver money, whether in dollars or in bullion represented by a silver 
certificate, will be added to our present volume annually ? 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer as accurately as I can. 

In the firstplace,the silver money will be increased by the difference 
between the present market value and the coinage value, which will 
‘add considerable, At the market value of silver money that is being 
issued under the present law, it would be a little over $54,000,000 
a year, if at the rate of $1 per ounce. If it was $1.29 per ounce, it 
would be about $70,000,000 per year. That would be the addition. 
Then, as to getting a greater quantity of silver, how much more silver 
we will getis uncertain. We hayenotthe figures for the current year. 
Last year we produced $54,000, 000 from our own mines, and we brought 
in in the shape of ores about $6,000,000 more, making in all about 
$60,000,000. 

The importation of ore was checked somewhat by the duty on lead. 
So the amount imported from that source will not be so great this year 
probably. We haye not the returns, however. It will probably be 
less than $60,000,000 with the ores that have been imported. If there 
was a difference between the foreign and domestic prices, it might 
stimulate the production of the ores a little. You would probably get 
60,000,000 ounces, which would give us in the neighborhood of $80,- 
000,000 in money, sa akan if it continues. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What would be the excess of difference under the 
amendment over existing law? 

Mr. STEWART. The excess of difference would consist principally 
in the enhanced value of silver, You would get $1.29 instead of $1, 
but the excess would probably be, over the present law, $20,000,000a 


year. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then I understand the effect of the amendment, with 
the proviso, if adopted, would be to add only $20,000,000 of silver to 
our present volume? = - 

Mr. STEWART. In addition to what the present law would pro- 


duce, 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to ask the Senatorfrom Nevada, after all the 
speeches that have been made on the silver question, whether he does 
not consider that that is a very small and insignificant addition to our 
silver currency. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it is a small addition, and Ishould be glad 
if we could have more silver and have afurtheraddition. ButIthink 
we shall get about as much that way as the other. I do not share in 
the apprehension that there will be any considerable amount of coined 
silver sent to this country. That is impossible. I do not think there 
is any danger of it. But I consent to the proposition in order to meet 
the fears of those who apprehend that other countries will demonetize 
silver and send their coinage here. 

As to the current product of silver, if we take all of our own silver, 
when conditions become normal it will become impossible for us to get 
more. It takes about half the product, and Asia must continue to be 
supplied. ‘There is a temporary falling off there on account of the fears 
of popi, for when silver ran up to $1.29 it stopped exportations from 
India and produced a very stringent condition of the money market; 
but then they issued paper to bridge over that difficulty temporarily, 
When we have an established rule—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not offer the amendment 
which has been read from the Clerk’s desk with any intention of voting 
for it myself or with the expectation that it would be adopted by the 
Senate, but merely to test the sincerity of Senators who are talking 
about the restoration of the status of 1853, This amendment is an 
identical transcript of the law as it existed in this country from 1853 
to 1873. In other words, it is the coinage law of 1834, adopted by a 
Democratic Congress, signed by Andrew Jackson, inspired by Thomas 
Benton, as amended in 1853, The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] 
said this morning he is in favor of undoing the wrong of 1873. There 
is no way in which that can be done that I know of so well as torestore 


the legislation which was in existence prior tothattime. I know that 
is not what the Senator from Nevada or any of his friends desire; it is 
the unlimited purchase of bullion, and not the free coinage of eilver. 

Mr.STEWART. I wontto correct the Senator, if he will allow me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not justnow. But it is what the great mass of 
the people of this country who are in favor of free coinage have asked 
this Congress to adopt. I hold in my hand one of the great number 
of petitions which have been sent to the Committee on Finance, hav- 
ing been presented upon the floor by Senators from different States, 
and I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
character of this petition and what it is that these people desire. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator for information be kind enough 
to state the effect of the amendment? I could not catch the whole 
purport of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect is to restore the legislation which ex- 
isted in this country substantially from 1834 to 1873, and identically 
as it existed from 1853 to 1873. This petition asks Congress ‘‘ for the 
restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal, with 
the same rights of coinage and legal tender as are now accorded to gold 
and as existed from the foundation of the Government down to 1873, 
when the unfortunate act of demonetization was passed.” 

Mr. STEWART. Let me inform the Senator that, amending that, 
there was a provision for a bullion fand to be on hand to take the 
money as itcamein, which worked very inconveniently, and they wanted 
a more conyenient bullion fund, so as not to delay persons who had sil- 
ver or gold bullion and desired to get money on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall notundertake to discuss what propositions 
were before Congress atany time from1834to 1873 or what was the ef- 
fect of the legislation which was enacted at that time, but I desire to 
call the attention of the country as plainly as I can to the fact that 
Senators here are desiring and are determined to have something en- 
tirely different from the free coinage of silver which existed from 1834 
to 1873, and that the proposition which they are now asking popular 
support upon isa delusion and a snare. 

Iam now talking about the proposition before it was modified by 
the joint action of Senators upon the other side and the Senator from 
Nevada. I called attention yesterday to the fact that Senators upon 
the other side are implicitly following the lead of that distinguished 
Senator. He, two or three days ago, offered an amendment for the in- 
formation of the Senate, as he said, desiring that if any Senator should 
see fit to offer it he might have an opportunity to do so. This morn- 
ing the reasons for that information become apparent. The Senator 
from Maryland, acting in behalf, I suppose, of that side of the Cham- 
ber, comes in here and offers the identical Pek es which the Sen- 
ator from Nevada two or three days ago offered for the information of 
theSenate. Theremarks which I made yesterday have borne a prompt 
fruition this morning, and we find the Democratic party switched off 
absolutely from the proposition for the free coinage of silver and sup- 
porting a nondescript which I shall try to find terms to characterize 
the next time I am able to obtain the floor, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island looks to the coinage of silver and gold. It is 
intended to supplant a provision which is most important in order to 
secure convenient circulation, If the amendment which the Senator 
offers, and which he tells the Senate he would not vote for; should be 
adopted, it would then furnish one of the staple arguments that have 
been used by those who do not fayor the coinage of silver by saying 
that it is a heavy metal and you can not transport it and can not use 
it as money. 

The amendment presented by the Senator from Maryland and orig- 
inally drawn by the Senator from Nevada, while it provides for the 
coinage of silver and gold, provides that on the deposit of bullion 
silver notes may be issued, which are convenient for handling and for 
transportation, so as to give us a currency suited for actual circulation 
and to save the abrasion of metals, the loss by handling which would 
occur in either of the metals. Experience has.shown us that gold cer- 
tificates and silver certificates, notes issued upon gold and silver, arc 
more convenient and more desirable than the original metal; and, while 
this is true, it saves the abrasion, which is very considerable on such 
large amounts of coin. 

Now, the Senator assumes that his amendment would avoid the pur- 
chase of a large amount of silver by the Government, What would be 
the difference in the effect between the coinage of silver under the 
amendment last presented by the Senator from Maryland and the pre- 
vious amendment? Each of them would be for the free coinage of sil- 
ver. If the coin valne was rendered greater than the present market 
value in the one case it would surely be rendered greater than the mar- 
ket value in the other case. So Ido not see that the Senator avoids 
what scems to be the great bugbear with him of the coining of silver 
and using it as currency, but his amendment would embarrass the cir- 
culation of the silver coin if there was no other reason why it should 
not be adopted. 

In reference to the amendment offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land, the clause which authorizes a mint charge on silver imported from 
other countries is one which if left to myself I should not adopt. There 
is no danger of getting too much silver here. A good deal has been 
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said about silver coming to this country. It will only comehere when 
and when we remember that the 


it comes to purchase something else, 
silver coin dollar of this country is worth a little more than 3 per cent, 


more than the equivalent coin in any other country where the relative 


value of silver and gold is as 15} to 1, we can see that men would not 
give over 3 per cent. of their coin and sustain the transportation to this 


country and back for the purpose of disposing of their silver. Mendo 


not do such things as that. 
But without the provision I should haye no fear at allof more silver 
coming here than the needs of the country call for, and Ishould have 


no fear of any monetary embarrassment growing out of the amount of 


silver, If, however, others have apprehensions it can not have much 
influence upon the amountof coinage, for the importation of silyer from 
other countries is very small compared with the exportation of silver 
from this country to other countries. 

Mr. President, in speaking about the transfer of coin, we have heard 
for the last two or three days about the transfer of money from one 
country to another, as if it would be picked up and carried from one 
country to another as a nfere business transaction. Sir, if we consider 
the laws of commerce we understand that money goes from one country 
to another only when it goes to purchase something, Countries donot 
change the volume of their currency except as their industries, their 
enterprises, their business, warrant the change of the volume of cur- 
rency. If we have more productions to sell than we have to buy wo 
shall receive more money than we give. If we have to buy more than 
we sell we shall have to give more money than we receive. That isa 
law of trade which is universal, I think, in its application, and that is 
the way in which money is transferred. I do not see what the alarm 
is about the transfer of the gold from this country to another country 
or the transfer ofsilver from other countries to this country. The met- 
als will obey the laws of trade. 

Mr. President, two great objects are in view here. One is that we 
shall restore silver coinage as it was heretofore; that we shall make it 
money and no longer make it a commodity to be valued by the metal 
gold. In restoring the coinage of silver we propose to facilitate its 
issue by authorizing notes to be issued based upon the silver and re- 
deemable by the coininthe Treasury. That willaugment the amount 
of our circulation to some extent, and what is more, when we make 
silver money a unit of value, make it along with gold to measure the 
value of production, its use in commerce will become much more im- 
portant to the country. Its aid in steadying trade and prices will be 
much greater than to leave it a commodity, to be valued by gold and 
to be increased or decreased in value by speculation as other commodi- 
ties are. 

Whenever we make it money there is no longer room for speculating 
upon it. It then becomes a measure for exchanges, a measure for val- 
ues of all kinds. It was suggested in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Lousiana [Mr. Eustis] that the amount would bea large 
increase. If it made no actual nominal increase in money there would 
be an increase in its use by its being made money instead of a com- 
modity to be speculated in. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to reply to a remark made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
upon yesterday was compelled tostate that ‘‘we were not children,” 
referring to that side of the Chamber, and he said that as for himself 
he had passed the age of infancy. Now, I desireto make the same very 
self-evident observation as to Senators upon this side of the Chamber. 
We are not children; we have passed the age of infancy; and we know 
exactly the object of the Senator from Rhode Island, and we know ex- 
actly the object of the Senator from Ohio in the gratuitous advice which 
he gaye yesterday to Democratic Senators. All these tauntsaboutJead- 
ership are simply ‘‘leather and prunello,’’ the old trick of a debater 
who is destitute of argument and resorts to personal allusions. 

The Democratic party has no leaders; it has representatives; and 
when any man ceases to represent the principles of the Democratic 
party then his so-called leadership ceases to exist. I am for the free 
coinage of silver and I am following nobody. I am speaking for my- 
self, arrogating no leadership, but endeavoring to represent my own 
people and my own opinion. In 1881 I offered a resolution here when 
I had been scarcely eighteen months in the Senate for the free coinage 
of silver. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] moved to refer it to 
the Committee on Finance, which he knew was the tomb of the Capu- 
lets for any silver proposition at that time. Twenty-one Democrats 
voted against that proposition and twenty-two Senators, three of them 
being Democrats, voted for it. The resolution was defeated by one 
vote, and I repeat that out of the twenty-two votes against that reso- 
lution nineteen were Republicans and three were Democrats. 

Now, I wish to notice astatement which was made in this debate, I 
think by the Senatorfrom Ohio. I looked in the RECORD this morn- 
ing, but his remarks were kept back for revision, and I looked then for 
the speech of the Senator from Rhode Island, and found the same state- 
ment in the RECORD; but to show how little regard is paid to the 
record in this Chamber in debate, both of them, I think, stated that 
never during Cleveland’s Administration was any attempt made by the 
Democratic party to secure free coinage. 

I have sent to the document room and haye a bill here offered’ by 


my colleague in the House, Mr, BLAND, in 1886, for the free coinage 
of silver, and when it came into the House of Representatives under 
an adverse report made by the Waysand Means Committee of the House 
it'was beaten by the Republicans, 

Mr. HOAR. What year was that? 

Mr. VEST. February 15, 1886. ; 
; Mr. ALDRICH. Was not that a Democratic House of Representa- 

ives? 

Mr. VEST. Itwas a Democratic House, but the yote shows that the 
Republicans beat it in that body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, it was a Democratic House. ~ 

Mr. VEST. Yes, in 1886 it was a Democratic House. I state here 
now, and I will send for the vote ifthe Senator from Rhode Island dis- 
putes it, that an overwhelming majority of Republican Representa- 
tives voted against free coinage at that time. It is a notorious fact that 
free-coinage billshave come from two Democratic Houses of Represent- 
atives to the Senate and have been defeated here by the Republican 
party. In the face of this record the Senator from Rhode Island says 
we have had a new revelation, and anew leader, and are following now 
the Senator from Nevada, r 

Mr. President, when the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Rhode Island become so solicitous abont the welfare (I mean honestly 
solicitous) of the Democratic party, we shall have snow in August and 
white crows all over this country. We know their object here. The 
Senator from Rhode Island tells us that he is opposed to silver. Of 
cae he is opposed to silver. I heard the Senator on the McKinley 

ill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I beg the Senator’s pardon; I have never said 
I was opposed to silver. 

Mr. VEST, Does the Senator deny that he is opposed to free coin- 


age? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; Iam opposed to free coinage, That isa 
different proposition. ; 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to suggest to the Senator that actions 
speak louder frequently than words. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. We shall have that decided in a few minutes on 
this proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Ishall not waste a minute of my ten minutes on the 
proposition that the Senator from Rhode Island is the bitter and de- 
termined opponent of silver. He believes in gold. He believes, as 
he did on the McKinley hill, that we ought not to have cheap goods, 
“for cheap goods make cheap men and cheap men make a cheap coun- 
try.” That was theshibboleth of the Senatorfrom Rhode Island then, 
and as to his advice when he stood here yesterday, like Fitz James be- 
fore Roderick Dhu, and defied the Democratic party to combat, we 
heard that before last November, and let me commend to the Senator, 
when he exhibits his Biblical knowledge here, another text, and I sup- 
pose it is about the only consolation that he can derive from the sacred 
volume: ‘* Whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth,’’ and, therefore, the 
Republican party must be very dear to Deity abont this time. 

Mr. President, take the record of the two jes: is there anything 
in it to justify the statement that.we are following the Senator from 
Nevada? I said here, and I repeat it, and want no misunderstanding 
about it: I am not acting in this Chamber to make a market for silver. 
I do not care whether it gocs up or goes down if it is a commercial 
commodity. I am not here to furnish a market for the produce of the 
silver mines of the West. Iam for more moncy, money of the Con- 
stitution. Iam for putting silver upon an equality with gold in order 
that any man who digs silver from the earth can go to the mints and 
have it coined free of charge, as to-day the gold-miner does. 

I can not vote for the proposition, at this time at least, of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. That proposition represents his individual opin- 
ion; it does not represent mine. I am not willing to compromise this 
question, unless I am absolutely compelled to do it at the point of the 
parliamentary bayonet, at anything less than an absolutely free coinage 
of silver. I believe that to be the logical and only solution of this ques- 
tion, and I believe that any limitation in this bill upon the proposition 
for free coinage of silver is illogical, As the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] said this morning—and I agree with that portion of his ad- 
dress entircly—if there is any proposition upon which the people of 
this country have spoken unmistakably it is in regard to the free coin- 
age of silver. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task the Chair to state what is the pending proposi- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending proposition is the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to know how that comesto be in order 
in view of the number of amendments that had been offered preced- 
ing it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is an amendment to the text. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I thought the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What has become of the amendment which I of- 
fered? 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land is to the text and takes precedence of that amendment, 
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Mr, CULLOM. Why so? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ishould like to haye the question stated then in 
the exact form in which it stands, 

Mr, DANIEL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Tsland if his amendment is printed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it is printed in the statute books of the 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendmentis to strike ont 
a part of the text of the original bill and insert what will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, the discussion of this question devel- 
ops the same differences that existed last July and that existed in the 
debate of 1878. On one side aro those who represent the credit and 
the creditors of the United States, speaking from the vantage ground 
of what they have heretofore gained to maintain their position, entirely 
willing to vote large additions to the circulating medium if they are 
only pub upon the gold standard in such a way as not to depreciate 
credit, but also to continue that augmentation which has been the re- 
sult of the financial policy of the United States for the last seventeen 

ears. 

z We had invoked yesterday, as we had heretofore, the laborers of the 
United States and the agriculturists of the United States, and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] capped the climax by invoking the 
pensioners of the United States. In whose behalf are these forces of 
the American Republic invoked? In theirown favor? Byno means. 
No one who can be said to speak with any authority whatever for the 
pensioner or for the laborer or for the agriculturist of the United 
States has said one word against the free coinage of silver. We are 
asked to believe that those persons who have heretofore condemned the 
pension list as a list of fraud, who have decried all allowances for pen- 
sions made by Congress, and who have characterized the ex-Union sol- 
dier as a pauper and as a fraud, now enlist him and the sympathies that 
naturally cluster around him and his great service in favor of the gold 
standard. 

Are the gentlemen who are so much interested in the value of bonds, 
and who maintain their argument against free coinage and in favor of 
the gold standard by citations from the holders of bonds in Germany, 
interested in the welfare of the laborer? If he isto depend upon them 
heaven save him, and if the pensioners of the United States are to de- 
pend for a continuation of their pensions and the value of them upon 
those who want the gold standard, then heaven help them also. It is 
hiding behind a meritorious class of people in order to conceal the es- 
sential weakness of the position of those who make this contention. 

Whatisthatcontention? It isthat having surreptitiously and fraud- 
ulently obtained the demonetization of silver in 1873, and having 
thereby augmented the value of all the credits then and since existing 
in the United States, they now say, ‘‘ Please do not disturb us in the 
possession of the property we have thus fraudulently acquired. Hav- 
ing stolen the horse, do you not see that you invoke the aid of a crow- 
bar to break open the stable door to get him back? Do you not see 
that you have to enlist a magistrate to issue a writ of replevin and to 
arraign the offender and all that sort of thing? And, my dear sirs, be 
kind enough now to remember that all these things disturb the com- 
munity and are liable to disturb values and all that sort of thing; 
that they threaten property at least.” 

That is the contention and the sole contention made here, that, hav- 
ing obtained by these processes an advantage over the debtor, an ad- 
vantage over the Jaborer, an advantage over the merchant and the 
manufacturer, and the great mass of the people of the United States, 
whereby their profits have been augmented, we are asked now not to 
interfere with what? Not with what they have got; nobody proposes 
to take that away; but we’are asked not to interfere with the further 
augmentation. ‘The Senator from Ohio said yesterday that the law of 
1873 was an outrage, and yet when in i878 we sought to repeal that and 
restore the old condition of things he was found, as others haye been 
found since then, to insist on the status quo produced by that legislation, 
which has resulted in great damage and disadvantage to the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, all propositions made from that class of people are 
insincere. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island { Mr. ALDRICH] has made 
a proposition which he admits he would not himself vote for.. I would 
be perfectly willing to take that if he would only modernize it to the 
extent of saying that when the gold or silver is presented for coinage 
the person who presents it may have the option of taking legal-tender 
notes if he sees fit to do so. Iam not frightened at the amendment 
he proposes, and all the less because he will not vote for it himself, and 
that inclines me to vote for it. 

But, Mr. President, every addition that has been made to the circu- 
lating medium, everything that has been done in i oem since this 
subject was agitated has been in defiance of the class o. ple whom 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont ah tha Senator 
from Rhode Island represent. Theactof 1878 was wrenched from them 
by force. Ifit had not been for thatact, if they had had their way, the 
currency of the United States would have been $370, 000,000 less to-day 
than it now is. It was not they who proposed the legislation of last 
year which resulted in the act of July 14, 1890. It was taken from 


them by the power of the majority and they only acceded to what the 
majority decreed. 

Mr. President, is it not fair to notice that the majority of the Finance 
Committee, the eminent Senator from Vermont, the Senator from Ohio, 
the Senator from Rhode Island, the Senator from Iowa, have never in 
the last fourteen years originated and reported from that committee one 
single measure of any kindor description for anything to take the place 
of the retiring national-bank circulation? That committee has never 
done anything it was nót compelled to do. It has been beaten on this 
floor every time the question has come up, but only to retire to the 
fortress which it has under the rules of the Senate with a determination 
never to give the people of the United States anything in the shape of 
something new to take the place of the circulation that was retiring. 

Whatever we have had has been in defiance of that committee. Tt has 
sat there sullenly, determinedly, atevery stage of the game, and every 
year of the time while the national-bank circulation was retiring at 
the rate of fifteen, twenty, and thirty, and even sometimes as high as 
forty million dollars a year, it has never reported a measure, nor con- 
sented to the report of a measure of its own motion for eo ais de- 
signed to take the place of this receding circulation. In other words, 
that committee as organized and as it has disported itself upon the 
floor of the Senate has been for contraction. It has so voted by its 
members individually and it has so voted and acted as a committee. 
As Isaid, whatever we have had has been in defiance of them, and 
whatever we shall get hereafter will be equally in defiance of them. 

Admitting, now, as the Senator from Iowa does, that the act of 1873 
was an outrage, does he propose to ee it? Bynomeans, He pro- 
poses that the people who have got the advantage shall keepit. He 
proposes that the funded debts of the United States shall increase in 
value. He does not propose anything to dispossess these people from 
the position in which they have been placed. The plea which has been 
made by him and by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the Senator from Vermont is the plea for money and 
for credit. 

I agree, Mr, President, that we ought not to disturb the value of 

roperty now existing. I agree that we ought not to depreciate it by 
egislation; but to say that use a combination of people improp- 
erly obtained legislation in their interest aiid subverted to their uses 
the Congress of the United States and all its legislative functions we 
shall now do nothing which disturbs them in the possession of what 
they have got or the profits which they now pones is simply to agree 
that we shall continue the perpetuation of that fraud; and that is the 
condition with which we are confronted to-day. 

No one proposes that we shall do anything which will disturb in- 
vestments already made or in any way hurt the people who have had 
credits. On the contrary, they have had enormous profits. They 
have bonds now which they have made payable in gold coin, and their 
contention is that we ought to consent to a condition of things which 
year by year will add to the value of that gold coin in such a way that 
when ten, fifteen, twenty, thirty, or forty years from now they come 
to get their pay they may have not only the interest stipulated them, 
but money that is infinitely more valuable than the money which they 
paid for their bonds, 

Mr. President, against that Iwantsimply to enter my protest. It will 
not be my fault if this thing is resolved in such a way as to carry this 
finally into that great forum, the people of the United States at a na- 
tionalelection. Lam willing to accept any reasonable proposition which 
may be made which marks an advance, but it is plain to be seen that 
while anything will be conceded in regard to the volume of the money 
it is only to be conceded upon the theory that the national banks will 
issue it. A very wise proposition that is on the part of gentlemen like 
the Senator from Rhode Island, who represent the locality in which the 
money is located, where the national banks can get the largest capital, 
and which will continue the advantage which that section of country 
now has over the West. Mr. President, I do not want the power of 
inflation and contraction placed in the hands of the national banks. I 
do not want to give the national banks the power to add $200,000,000 
to the money or not as they please. 

In regard to the question which has been spoken of here somewhat 
glibly about profits to come to somebody, the Senator from Rhode Island 
is complacent about the profits made by reason of the resumption act 
in behalf of the holders of gold. 

On the question of a combination between Republicans on this side 
and Democrats on the other, I say what I believe to be true (and I be- 
lieve I could prove it if I had a subpeena), that the men on this side of 
the Chamber who were interested in the passage of a tariff bill did con- 
tract in fact with the members on that side to give preference to that 
bill. Iwas not a party to that. I did not take much stock in the 
tariff bill, but I could not shut my eyes to what was going on. 

Much as that side of the Chamber appeared to dislike the tariff bill, 
whatever they may have actually felt about it at the bottom, they said 
it was an angel of light compared with the election bill, and they 
yielded to the leadership of—I do not know whether the Senator from 
Rhode Island in the absence of a beard would like to have himself 
called a Moses, as he characterized the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] yesterday, and he is not very patriarchal looking, but he 
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is very smart. He said that the duty on cotton goods and woolen 
goods and on carpets and linoleums and glass and things of that kind 
Was a great deal more important last October than the priceless priy- 
ilege of casting a vote and having that vote counted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

i Mr. PLUMB. I ask consent to continue fora moment or two longer. 
“Go on.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will proceed 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. So, Mr, President, it depends on whose ox is gored 
about this question of political combinations. I know it was charged 
Tast summer in leading Republican papers that certain persons on this 
side, of whom I happen to be one (I suppose that is because of classifi- 
cation), had made some sort of a combination with the gentlemen on 
the other side, which was not true; while those persons who set in mo- 
tion information of that kind were the very men who made the combi- 
etii and who have now got what they combined for, to wit, higher 

uties. 

Now, Iam a little bit amused at the virtue of those people who are 
against this measure because it may give a profit to silver-mine-owners. 
My view is that if the silver-mine-owner gets a profit he does not charge 
that to the people of the country. What he gets hurts nobody, how- 
ever much it may help him. Whether a duty of 30 per cent. more on 
granite and 30 per cent. more on worsteds is a profit to the manufac- 
turer in Rhode Island or elsewhere, I do not care to say; but what I 
do say is that the subject of profit to individuals as the result of legis- 
lation has had such exemplification in this body and elsewhere that it 
does not lie in the mouth of anybody, Democrat or Republican, to talk 
abont a proposition to put silver on a basis with gold as one involving 
profit to individuals, 

Now, Mr. President, the merit of this silver proposition to me is just 
this, and it is the whole of it. Ido not expect to swap, so far as I am 
concerned, the question of the free coinage of silver when it comes to the 
question of the volumeof the circulating medium of the people of the 
United States, but Ido say, if, taking into account the more or less gen- 
eral judgment of the people of the United States, we are to have money 
based upon the metals, I want it based aon both, because I want as 
broad a base as possible for business, and I do not want a condition of 
things in which the poorest and the humblest of the people of the 
United States and in which the great mass of the people of the United 
States shall be dependent for the fruits of their labor upon the strug- 
gles of a handful of men with whom they have no interest in regard 
to the volume and in regard to the price of gold. The mass of the peo- 
ple of the United States have no interest in struggles of that kind. 
They want the opportunity to labor and to get a decent and a fair re- 
sult of their labor with as much security as possible, and they want to 
be emancipated as much as possible from the struggles in Wall street 
and the struggles in London and the struggles in other places where 
paint ag is carried cn in money and other products, and which, if 
they go wrong, as things are, mean the loss of their wages and of their 
chances for support. 

There has been no more conservative thing proposed in this whole 
financial field in the last fifteen years than the proposition that, instead 
of having, as has heretofore been suggested, an unlimited issue of 
Treasury notes, we shall haye metal money, and that whatever we may 
have in the way of an excess shall actually be based upon the metal. 
The Senator from Iowa tells us how gold left the country at one time 
nnd silver at another time, and soon. He overlooks the fact that since 
that time artificial expedients have been adopted whereby nations hold 
their gold and their silver fortheir own uses independent of what might 
be called the ordinary course of trade, He seems toargue that we are 
at the mercy of anybody who happens to have a little balance against 
us that they may demand in gold, and that we have got to adopt a 
system not such as we want, not such as concerns our own people only, 
but must concern other people whom we have got to take into account, 
and he pleads that we shall not do anything until we get Belgium and 
France and Italy to agree in advance. 

Mr. President, that confesses the whole case away. In matters of 
this kind somebody has got to lead. If the United States is going to 
follow, then let us say by law, if necessary, that we shall never do any- 
thing unless Italy and France and Belgium shall in advance concede 
that they will do the same thing. Thatis the position we ought to 
take. Our ratio is different from theirs. We can coin silver at the 
value of 16 to 1 as against them, because they have a ratio of 15} to 1, 
We can do that ourselves, as I believe, and, whether we can or not as 
an ultimate thing, for us to confess that we have got to alter all 
our financial affairs upon their basis is a confession of impotency and 
weakness which will always be to our disadvantage. 

No, Mr. President, we have got hold, we are in a condition to pro- 
tect ourselves and to say, as we ought to do, on our responsibility as 
legislators, that the volume of money in the United States, and the 
base upon which we do our business, shall be so ordered as in our be- 
lief to best enhance the interest of our own people, and not take into 
account the people and the interest of other countries. 

But, Mr. President, no one fails to pierce the disguise. AN this is 
done for delay. The Senator from Ohio and other men situated as he 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 14, 


was, acting on what they believed to be the bestinterests ofthe country, 
brought about a gold standard. They want to maintain it, and the 
Senator sees in the men with fixed capital men who are to be preferred 
against the men who have got all they have in the shape of debts, and 
so on; so he argues that unless we do what those people want us todo 
we shall never have any money. He thentakesinto account the holder 
of an American railroad bond in Germany and reads a letter which he 
wrote as authority upon this question, and says in substance if we do_ 
not do what this man over there wants we shall never get any more 
money. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio knows better than that. Itis 
a desperate expedient which he resorts to. Itis his determination by 
all hazards, by exciting fears which he does not believe in and by get- 
ting up ascare of a panic, to preventug from legislating for the Ameri- 
can people in accordance with their deliberate opinion as expressed 
time and time again. 

Mr. President, there never ought to be anissue between the creditors 
and debtors of this country. There never will be if we do not teach 
the debtors that they are in a majority and consequently have the 
power; and the only way that we shall ever teach them that is by 
exalting the value of credita above the value of humanity, above the 
value of bone and brawn and muscle, above the value of business and 
the ability to make support. 

Mr. STEWART. And above the value of liberty. 

Mr. PLUMB. And, as the Senator from Nevada prompts me, above 
the value of liberty. It is an issue thatoughtnotto be invited. The 
American people believe in paying their debts. They are the best 
debt-payers in the world. Thisis the only country where Germans 
and English can invest capital with freedom and with the certainty of 
a fair return, because they know that thesense of commercial honor of 
the American people is higher thanitis auywhereelse. But, Mr, Pres- 
ident, if we are to tieour whole fortunes to the demands of these peo- 
ple, to give to the minority control over the majority, and to say as to 
the volume of money and to its character that nothing shall be done 
unless it is first submitted to the judgment and the opinion of a hand- 
ful of men who own the credits, the fixed capital of the country, we 
might as well adjourn. ; 

Just put up abell button in theSenate Chamber and say to the holder 
of a Government bond or a railroad bond, ‘‘ When you want anything 
doue, ring the bell; the representatives of States and of peoples, of 
great enterprises and of all the things that constitute the hope of the 
American Republic are to be held in abeyance and spoken of with 
bated breath until the men who are fortunate enough to have some of 
the fixed capital of this country in ion are heard from.” 

Mr. President, thespeeches of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] tender an issue which I hesitate to accept, because 
I should sincerely hope that on reflection they would withdraw it; but 
if they insist that it shall be accepted, if they make it, it can only be 
accepted, and the result of the issue, whatever it may be here, when it 
comes to be fought out in another forum, can not be doubted. I hope 
it may never come, and that instead of that we may have confer- 
ence and comparison of judgment and due regard for the interests of all 
the people, a recognition of the wickedness by which we departed from 
the bimetallic standard in 1873. It is too serious asubject to be joked 
about in the way the Senator from Rhode Island does. He is keen at 
words, he is a rapier in speech; but, Mr. President, itis not that which 
settles issues among the American people. ‘This issue is to be settled 
by the cool, calm, deliberate judgment of the people who look at things 
from their own standpoint of interest. The Senator from Rhode Island 
haying got through here, by his wisdom and by his combination with 
the Democrats, a bill which helps his people to ter profits, must 
not think that the function of legislation in behalf of the people has 
been completed. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Ne- 
yada [Mr. STEWART] to say that he was in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. I regret that 
a compromise seems to have been made with the silver men on the 
other side of the Chamber. I come from a State where there is a 
good deal of conservatism with reference to the financial question. 
There are a great many banks in Louisiana, and the people who raise 
crops are dependent upon the prosperity and the soundness of those 
banks. Ihave been, and am now, in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, in the first place, because it will increase the volume 
of our currency, and, in the next place, the basis of the currency itself 
will be perfectly sound. - 

At the last session of Congress we made a compromise, that is, it 
was made upon this question, and the result has been that it has pro- 
duced universal dissatisfaction and distrust, and now we are attempt- 
ing to correct any financial mistake that we have made, and to offer to 
the American people something in response to what they demand. 

I myself have not been deterred by the ments which have been 
made against the bill for the free coinage of silver. Ido not believe 
that any gold will be hoarded. Iknow, I may say, that no gold will 
be exported, and I also know, notwithstanding the argument made 
by the Senator from Ohio, that free and unlimited coinage will not . 
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possibly disturb our exchanges with any foreign country. If weopen 
our mints to free and unlimited coinage, my own estimate is that it 
will take at least several years to coin silver dollars toan amount which 
will equal the number of gold dollars which we have in this country. 
‘The proposition which has been stated by the Senator from Ohio is 
most startling—that where a country has an 7 Ne number of gold dol- 
lars with silver dollars, and vice versa, any onein the United States un- 
der these conditions can have any interest whatever in hoarding his 
‘old. 
2 The objection which I have to this amendment is that itis still a dis- 
crimination against the free coinage of silver. It is still a blow atsil- 
ver. The Senator from Nevada | Mr, STEWART], in answer to my 
question, stated that if this amendment were adopted it would only 
add $20,000,000 of silver currency to the country annually, and Iasked 
him if he did not consider that a very insignificant amount, and he 
stated frankly that he did. LIasked him asa silver Senator, a silver- 
tongued orator, a silver-haired Senator, how does it happen that he 
accepts the amendment? Is it because the Senator fears an Executive 
veto? 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer if the Senator desires. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ishould like to have it answered. 

Mr. STEWART. I, of course, do not like it as well as the original 
proposition, but I will accept it, provided it meets the general accepta- 
tion of the silver men. If not, I hope it will be withdrawn. The 
limitation in the amendment I do not like. I think it is unnecessary 
and I am opposed to it, but I will submit to it as the next best thing, 
if that is the judgment of those who favor silver; otherwise I hope it 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. EUSTIS. My own judgment is that we can safely add to our 
silver currency not $20,000,000 a year, but $100,000,000 a year, and 
that will take years to accomplish. Where are we going to get silver 
from? Under this amendment you propose only to coin American sil- 
ver. That is what it means. You propose to impose a high duty, a 
high tariff upon foreign silver. You propose to prohibit the importa- 
tion of foreign silver, and I say, either upon the silver basis or upon 
the tariff question, I, as a Democratic Senator, can not support such a 
measure as this, 

T am in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver because I 
believe we ought to add hundreds of millions of dollars to our silver 
currency. It is butanactof justice tothe American people. As toits 
creating any financial panic or disturbance, I believe that that is all a 
piece of i ination avd a false prophecy. This country, with its six 

undred millions of gold dollars can very well afford to haye seven or 
eight hundred millions of silver without affecting the value of gold or 
preventing its being in circulation, and after all the efforts which we 
have made at the last session and at this session are we to tell the Ameri- 
can people that this is the culmination of our labors, that we dare not 
or that we have not the courage for some mysterious reason to give 
free and unlimited coinage, to which we have pledged ourselves and 
which we know is right and just and proper legislation? I say it will 
indeed be a surprise to the country when it is discovered that all our 
efforts have resulted in what? In a measure which will excite the 
laughter and scorn of our opponents and the indignation and disgust 
of our friends. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestionis on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall not vote for this amendment. 
If the propositions upon which free coinage is to be adopted are true, 
then it is untrue that there should be any limitation imposed uponit. 
These two propositions are entirely inconsistent, and the proposition 
contained in the amendment now offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], which was originally introduced by the Senator 
from Nevada, is ns much a denial of the principle of free coinage as was 
the bill which provided for the purchase of silver. We are legislating 
upon principle, upon a theory that the two metals are the necessary 
basis of currency throughout the world. If that is not true, this bill 
is entirely wrong so far as it proposes to substitute a coin basis for the 
system reported by the Committee on Finance. 

There can be no reconciliation of these two propositions, Ifa limi- 
tation is to be placed upon the coinage of silver, then free coinage is 
impossible and wrong. There is no compromise of these propositions, 
and if we on this side who believe that the great appreciation of one of 
the metals because of legislation has been a hardship and an oppres- 
sion to the great mass of the poor people of this country, bringing pov- 
erty into every home and accumulating vast and princely fortunes in 
the hands of a few, then it is impossible for us to depart from the 
proposition of the absolutely free coinage of silver as the basis of the 
currency of this country. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no desire to embarrass the 
Senator in charge of the bill, and knowing that, under the rules of the 
Senate, I can present this amendment later on, I shall for the moment 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can that be done after the yeas and nays haye 
been ordered? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The. Chair is opinion that it can not be 
done, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Asa matter of course I suppose no Senator will 
object to my withdrawing the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishonld like to makea few remarks on the amend- 
ment before it is withdrawn. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should have proceeded upon the theory that this 
amendment was satisfactory to the representatives of silver on both 
sides of the Chamber. If Iam to understand now that that is not the 
attitude of the friends of silver upon either side of the Chamber, I do 
not know that I have any remarks to make, and I think perhaps it 
would be useless forme to do so,” If the amendment is voted down or 
withdrawn by general consent, I see no reason for taking up the time 
of the Senate in pointing out its defects. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Rhode Island withdraw 
his objection? £ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Chair to understand, then, that ~ 
there is no objection made to the withdrawal by the Senator from 
Maryland of the amendment he proposed? [‘‘ No objection.’’] The 
Chair so understands, and the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. The proposition having been withdrawn, I suppose 
I may speak on the other amendment just as well. 

The proposition now withdrawn has been the favorite stock in trade of 
the Senators from that section of the country who do not believe in 
free coinage. We have been told repeatedly by Senators and in the 
public press from that section of the country that if we would confine 
our efforts to secure free coinage to American silver they would be en- 
tirely content. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senator would be a little 
more specific. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not speak of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
I do not know what his views are upon the subject. 

We have been told repeatedly in the last few days in some of the 
papers of the country, and we have been substantially told in the de- 
bate here, that we really will accomplish everything when we have 
bought all the American silver, which we can do under theactof Jaly 
14, 1890. Ido not believe if the amendment had been pressed there 
isasingle Senator whois opposed to the free coinage of silver who would 
have voted for it. It shows, in my judgment, the hollow pretense 
which hasbeen made from time to time outside of this Chamber—to 
apply such language here I believe would not be strictly parliamen- 
tary—the hollow pretense made outside of this Chamber, at least, by 
people who are in favor, as theysay, of silver and of its use as money, 
to take every occasion possible to disgrace and degrade it and prevent 
it from having its full money functions, 2 : 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has repeated a great many 
times in thisdebate that he is in favor of the useofsilverasmoney. He 
has asserted, if not in this debate, in a former debate, that he was as 
much in favor of itas any of the Senators from the silver States, and 
yet he has never lifted his hand at any time in favor of the remonetiza- 
tion of silver. Every official utterance of his while he was Secretary 
of the Treasury was against silver, and every official utterance he has 
made on this floor has been against silver, except the bare statement 
that he was in favor of it. Evers: proposition he has submitted here 
has been against silver, and he has opposed very ably every proposi- 
tion made to remonetize silver. 

It can not be said in this country that we have actually remonetized 
silver because we coin it, for we coin it not fully, but we coin it in a 
way that keeps it down and keeps down its price and denies it equality 
with gold. I know the whole world has been doing that since 1874 
and 1876, and, notwithstanding that, silver has continued to be used 
as money by some considerable portion of the world in some way, if 
not as it was used before. : 

Yesterday the Senator from Ohio took great pains to show that France 
was not a silver country. He has no right to say that any one on our 
side of the question had ever said that France was a silver country. 
France is a bimetallic country. Itis not a silver country. Germany 
was a silver country before she demonetized silver. France has not 
been a silver country at any time in its history that I know of. 

The relation between gold and silver was fixed in France hundreds of 
years ago, as it was in Great Britain—six hundred years ago and more. 
It has been fixed from time to time in these different countries, not in 
France by the orders of 1803, as the Senator said, but years before that. 
In 1779 France fixed the ratio between gold and silver by governmen- 
tal decree, and fixed that ratio at 1 to14}. Thesame yeur Spain fixed 
the ratio at 1to16. In those days the ratio was different in almost 
every country, and yet there was no considerable difficulty in maine 
taining that ratio at that time. Later there was a general attempt to 
get the ratio the same everywhere. 

The Senator went into some examination as to why we had the ratio 
of 15 to 1 in 1793, when we first dealt with this subject. That was 
practically, and had been for sometime, the ratio of Europe, In 1785, 
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when France changed the ratio from 14} to 1 to 15} to 1, the market 
ratio in the markets of France being 1 to 15.22, they by legislation im- 
mediately established that ratio different from the market ratio. 

Mr. President, we changed our ratio; we changed it twice, as the 
Senator says, but that does not argue anything against silver. It does 
not indicate that silver was not just as stable as gold. After the great 
excitement occasioned by the production of gold, nearly all the world 
abandoned gold and went to silver. Ihave here a statement which I 
have taken the pains to verify, 

Holland demonetized gold in 1850. Portugal prohibited gold from 
haying current value, except the English sovereigns. Belgium demon- 
etized gold in circulation. Russia prohibited the export of silver, and 
France even went to the extent of appointing a commission to see 
what she should do with it, whether she would abolish gold, and at 

‘that time Germany adopted the silver standard and abandoned gold. 

The Senator tells us that gold is the stable money. The Bank of 
The Netherlands advised the government to abandon gold, because they 
stated that silver was the stable mondy, and not gold.. Locke, in his 


Essay on Money, declared that the history of finance showed that sil-- 


yer was the stable money, and not gold, and silver remained the stable 
“money all over the world until the attack made upon itin 1873. It 
had not changed. It was then, as hasbeen repeatedly stated here, higher 
than gold, and there was less fluctuation in silver than there was in 
gold. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] calls my attention to the 
following: 
Yet, so recently as 1855, such eminent national economists as Michel Chevalier 


and Cobden recommended the adoption of exactly the opposite course in the 
policy of coinage, namely, demonctization of gold. a 


It was the intention of the moneyed people at that time to demone- 
tize gold, and they then said that gold was not the stable money metal 
of the country, but silver was. When they fonnd later that silver was 
being produced to an extent that gold was not, they made up their 
minds thatthey had better demonetize silver, and then they asserted 
that silver was not the stable money, but not until after they had made 
their attack upon it by legislation, until they had denied it access to 
the mints of the world, could they take it out of the character of a sta- 
ble money metal. 

The Senator from.Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Island with great 
unction say: ‘France does not coin any silver.” Last year there was 
coined in the world $135,000,000; Of that only $8,000,000 was recoin- 
age, there being $127,000,000 of new coinage, and every single ounce 
of silver that was produced was cither put into new money or went into 
the arts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr, INGALLS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the parliamentary 
state of the amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator from 
Nevada (Mr. STEWART]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is one offered to 
that amendment, an amendment in the second degree, offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. INGALLS. That has been withdrawn, I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island pending now? i 

Mr. INGABLS. What is the pending question, Mr. President ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. INGALLS. May that be again reported? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the first word ‘‘That,”’ in the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], it is proposed 
to insert the following: 

Gold and silver bullion brought to the mint for coinage shall be received and 
coined, by the proper oflicers, into standard gold or silyer coin for the benefit 
of the depositor: ‘Provided, That it shall be fawfal to refuse, at the mint, any 
deposit of less value than $100 and any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for 
the operations of the mint: And provided also, That when gold and silyer aro 
combined if either of these metals be in such small proportion that it can not 
be separated advantageously, no allowance shall be made to the depositor for 
the value of such metal, but in all eases whether the gold and silver deposited 
be coined or cast into bars or ingots, there shall be a charge to the depositor, 
in addition to the charge now ane for refining or parting the metals, of one- 
half of 1 per cent,; the money arising from this charge of one-half per cont. 
shall be charged to the treasurer of the mint, and from time to time on warrant 
of the Director of the Mint shall be transferred into the Treasury of the United 


States: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this section shall be con- 
paete as applying to the halfdollar, the quarter-dollar, the dime, and half- 
e. 


Mr. STEWART, Is that amendment open to further amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not. The amendment is in the sec- 
ond degree. : 

M 5 INGALLS. To what amendment is this proposed as an amend- 
ment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It-is an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that amendment had been withdrawn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment withdrawn was that 
offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 
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Mr. STEWART. This is in the same condition as the amendment 
which has been already ruled on. The motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island is to strike out and insert; and, that being the case, it 
is still an original proposition which can be amended. Taupe, if 
that be the case, that I can perfect my proposition before it is voted 
upon, and I offer to perfect it by what p send to the desk under the 
rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isuggest that that course can not be followed. If 
it could you might continue indefinitely to ofter amendments and we 
might haye forty or fifty amendments pending atthe same time. This 
is an amendment to an amendment, and is therefore an amendmentin 
the second degree and can not be amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isifin the nature of an amendment to strike ont 
and insert? 

Mr. STEWART. That was the condition we were in when the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island was offered. It was an 
amendment to an amendment, and I objected to it. The Chair ruled 
that the motion to strike out and insert was not an amendment in the 
second degree and should be treated asan original proposition. In- 
stead of amending my amendment the Senator makes a motion to strike 
out and insert, precisely as I did with the committee amendment. If 
the ruling of the Chair was right in the first place—and I do not think 
it was—certainly I am now in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Forthepurposeofsaving any embarrassment which 
may. happen to the Senator from Nevada or anybody else in connection 
with this matter, I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STEWART. I modify my amendment by inserting the word 
“provided ’’? in place of the word “and,” in line 13, on page 2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the modification, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The Citer CLERK.: In line 13 of the amendment, on page 2, it is 
proposed to strike out “and ” and insert ‘* provided;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, All such Treasury notes issued under the provisions of this act shall 
be a legal tender, ete. s 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate for a single moment to the existing law passed at the last session 
of Congress, by which we were to take 54,000,000 ounces of silver in 
the course of the year and to issue therefor Treasury notes to the 
amount of their coin value. The present proposition is for the United 
States to takeall of the silver we shall be offered, not only of the United 
States, but from elsewhere. If it was to be confined to the United 
States production it would not be more, as claimed by the Senators 
from Nevada and Colorado, than the amount of the American produc- 
tion. 

For this we are to issue Treasury notes. So that in either case we 
are to take all the silver that is produced in our own country and issue 
‘Treasury notes for it. The chief difference between the two proposi- 
tions is that in the former case, under the law of last session, we are to 
buy the silver at the market value; and under the proposition for free 
coinage we are to pay its mint value; that is to say, the owners of the 
silver bullion will receive the difference between its commercial value 
and its mint value, I do not myself see how this is to better the con- 
dition of the currency or to better the condition of the general public. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask now which one of theamend- 
ments offered by theSenator from Nevada [Mr, STEWART] is pending. 

Mr, STEWART. ‘The amendment of January 8, only modified 
by inserting the word ‘' provided ” in the place of the word “and” 
in line 13, on page 2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is the amendment which was ordered 
to be reprinted January 8, 1891. sr 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to make an explanation, as soma one has 
asked what was the meaning of the proviso inserted. It is inserted 
to prevent the inviting of gold contracts, I have looked at the legal 
tenders, the greenbacks, as they are called, and I find printed upon 
each that they are a legal tender with a long list of exceptions, and 
upon the notes issued under the recent law I find they have printed 
upon them that they are a legal tender with exceptions, ‘* except 
where otherwise provided by contract.’’ I want a legal tender pure 
and simple. Consequently I have to repeat those words and put them 
in the form of a proviso. After having described the legal functions, 
the proviso will make tho notes issued under this proposed law, ifany 

should be issued, a legal tender simply. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this amendment should be adopted, would it 
take away from the people the common-law right which they now have 
of making contracts payable in gold? 

Mr. STEWART. It would take away no right they now have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isit the intention of the Senator to take that right 


away? 
Mr. STEWART. I should be glad to take it away, but Ido not 
think we can take away the common-law right. Ido not wish, how- 
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ever, on every piece of paper we put out, to make a su ion to par- 
ties to combine in order to depreciate the currency. I do not want 
to put out any limping currency. If it is a legal tender I want it a 
simple legal tender. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The act of July 14, 1890, provides that notes issued 
in accordance with that act shall be legal tender unless otherwise speci- 
fied in the contract. Will this proviso change the law in any regard? 

Mr. STEWART. It changes no law. It simply provides that the 
paper issued in pursuance of this act shall be a legal tender and leaves 
the common-law rights the same as they exist in regard to gold asa 
legal tender, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Silver coin isa legal tender only in cases where not 
otherwise specified in the contract, 

Mr.STEWART. I know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is apparently the purpose of the Senator from 
Nevada to make these notes better than silver coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ne- 
vada if it is his purpose by this amendment to make payable in the 
notes pto provided for a debt which was contracted for in gold or 
silver 
Mr. STEWART. I propose to leave those who have made contracts 
to enforce them according to law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but there was a distinction last year, and 
I notice that the Bland bill, which came from the other House in 
1878, provided that the coins and certificates, etc., should be a legal 
tender, except where otherwise expressly provided by the contract. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam aware of that, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not discussing whether that is wise or other- 
wise. I want to know from the Senator whether it is his object to 
make these notes pay debts which may be contracted for hereafter or 
which have hitherto been contracted, in a specific amount of either 
gold or silver. 

Mr. STEWART. Shall I answer? 

‘Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. I asked the question for an answer. 

Mr. STEWART. -It is true that in our legislation, more or less, 
phrases have recently crept in for the p of discrediting the cur- 
rency. Iam aware that nearly every financial bill is so arranged that 
the dealers in money can obtain some advantage. The gold coin and 
the silver coin of the country, prior to these new devices to depreciate 
the currency, were legal tender for their nominal amount for all debts, 
public and private. Gold is a legal tender for all debts, public and 
private. 

Ido not propose to interfere with contracts. I understand that some 
of the courts of the country have held, and perhaps all of them would 
hold, that private contracts of any kind may be made. I think the 
Supreme Court has so held. I do object, however, to an invitation, 
an advertisement, that this money or any other money that is put out 
is not a full legal tender. Much harm has been done in this country 
by putting out money that was not legal tender in the payment of 
debts. If people make contracts voluntarily, I do not propose to in- 
terfere with them. I would leave them tothe common law. But I 
propose to go back to original principles and make what money we put 
outa complete legal tender, and not have on.the face of the bills we 
are circulating advertisements to the people to make usurious or un- 
just contracts. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator allow me a moment ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. A 

Mr. REAGAN. In reference to the question propounded by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] I wish to say that my understand- 
ing of the language of this amendment is that it intends to make these 
notes a legal tender for all debts, public and private. That is my pur- 
pose as far as I am concerned. I want this Government to say what 
shall be legal tender, and not leave it to private individuals to say, by 
contract or otherwise, what shall be legal tender. I wantthe Govern- 
ment to stipulate what shall be legal tender and make it legal tender; 
so that the money of this country, which the Government has declared 
to be'a legal tender, shall not be speculated in and shall not be dis- 
criminated against by private contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been told (and I think the Senator from 
Ohio stated it the other day) that a large number of contracts have 
been made and bonds, etc., have been issued by railroad companies, 
payable in gold coin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the great body of the contracts made lat- 
terly, especially by large corporations, where the amounts extend some- 
times into the hundrds of millions, are now made payable in gold 


coin. 

Mr.CULLOM. TheSenator refers tocontracts between individuals? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Between individuals. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I desire to ask the Senator from Texas is 
whether or not it is his intent and purpose in voting for this amend- 
ment to make contracts payable in the notes which are here proposed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know whether we can do that or not; but 
it is my purpose, if it can be done, to do that very thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. REAGAN, And, if that can be done by that amendment, that 
is the purpose of it so far as I am concerned. 


Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to call his at- 
tention to the phraseology of this amendment? It merely provides 
that the silver coin and the silver certificates issued, based upon silver 
coin or silver bullion, shall be legal tender for all debts, public and pri- 
vate. That will not accomplish his purpose, if that be his purpose, 
to prevent and restrict the liberty of contract in all its fullness and 
amplitude as it has hitherto existed in the United States. That will 
not be sufficient hereafter, notwithstanding that provision, which is 
merely a provision stating that certain coins and certain representa- 
tives of them shall-be legal tender, to restrain the Senator from Texas 
from contracting with me that I shall pay him at a certain time a given 
quantity of gold or of silver, as the case may be. 

Mr, REAGAN, Ido not understand, as the Senator from Delaware 
does, that it is not competent for Congress to determine what shall be 
a lawful tender. I do not understand that private citizens can repeal 
the law or change or modify the law bya special contractif the money 
is a legal tender and is so declared by law, 

Mr. HARRIS, If the Senator will allow me, I desire to ask him this 
question: While anything that is made a legal tender may be used in 
the payment of any debt where the promise tò pay is in dollars, I ask 
him if aspecial contract to pay in gold dollars orsilver dollars or United 
States notes does not stand upon precisely the same footing that a con- 
tract to pay in cotton or in wheat or in corn would stand? Does the 
simple fact that Congress has declared a given thing to be a legal ten- 
der in the paymentof all debts not apply strictly to debts made paya- 
ble in dolars and not in any other ific thing? ` 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined the subject to 
see just how far we can go. I know that there has been a habit under 
existing law of contracting for payment in particular kinds of money. 
I do not know that the words embraced in this proposed statute will 
do what I would do, but I desire to see them do all that they will do 
in that respect. I do not-desire to leave the matter in such a shape as 
to allow the men who have plundered the country through its legisla- 
tion for the last quarter of a century to continue to do it under this 
law any further by fixing a standard for payment other than the standard 
fixed by law. 

As to existing contracts, that may be a question for the courts to de- 
termine. Iam not proposing to undertake co nomine to embrace exist- 
ing contracts, but my wish is to see this provision pass in the form it - 
is so as to make these notes legal tender. 

I suggest to the Senator from Nevada, while I am up and on this sub- 
ject, that there is a defect in the proviso put at the end of the amend- 
ment which makes Treasury notes a legal tender, but not the coin. It 
should say ‘'the Treasury notes or the coin provided for in this act.” 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the attention of the Senate 
ought to be called to the fact that the Constitution does not in terms 
confer upon Congress power to establish legal tender as such or to make 
legal tender as such. On the contrary, it leaves that power impliedly 
and almost expressly to the States by saying thatthe States shall make 
nothing but gold and silver a legal tender, implying, therefore, thata 
State may make a legal tender as it chooses of gold or silver. I sup- 
pose it would be entirely competent for any State in this Union to make 
silver a legal tender or gold a legal tender. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will alow me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the statement and then I will allow the 
Senator. 

Congress is authorized to coin money and regulate the value thereof; 
and, therefore, when any obligation is to be di in money as 
such, then the right of Congress to determine the value isundisputed. 
If an obligation is to be discharged in money and we choose to make 
the dollar 200 grains of silver or any other amount, that we can do, 
but we can not take away the power of the citizen to agree to pay a 
certain number of bushels of wheat in the discharge of an obligation 
ora certain numberof gold dollars, and we can not take away the power 
of the State to declare that gold dollars of a certain value or silver dol- 
lars shall be legal tender, That is the constitutional distinction. 

Mr, STEWART. The Supreme Court has decided otherwise. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas has already 
spoken ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I believe I was taken from the floor by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. ALLISON. TI have not spoken on the pending question. Iwill 
take the floor on this amendment and yield to the Senator from Texas 
to explain in detail, if he will, just what he proposes by this amend- 
ment. 

I understand his answer to my former question to be that his pur- 
pose is to make all debts payable in these notes, whether they have 
been contracted hitherto or not and whether payable in gold or silver, 
in pounds or dollars, and he also proposes to prohibit contracts in fu- 
ture being made specific in any particular coin that can not be met by 
the tender of these notes, ‘ 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, all I propose to do— 

Mr. HOAR. I must object to the Senator from Iowa yielding. I 
understand that is not in accordance with the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON, Then I can not do it. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Texas will be allowed to 
conclude his remarks. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I propose to do isto make the notes issued 
under this act and the coin to be coined under ita legal tender and 
leaye the balance to the courts and the country. I did argue that if I 
had the power I would prevent private contracts from making any 
special thing a legal tender, but when a debt was payable in dollars 
it could be paid in the legal tender provided bylaw. That isan indi- 
vidual opinion of mine which does notaffect the question here. I favor 
this plan because I want these dollars, these notes, to be a legal tender. 

In reference to what was said by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] about the Government not being able to prescribe what 
should be a legal tender I merely wish to say that the Government 
did prescribe as to the public debt, that is, the bonds of the United 
States should be paid in lawful money. Lawful money then was gold 
coin, silver coin, and the legal-tender notes. The Government did pre- 
scribe afterwards that these bonds should be paid in coin alone. The 
Government did prescribe that the interest on the debt should be pay- 
ablein coin. Now, whether the Senator calls that making a legal ten- 
oe not, it is fixing the kind of currency in which debts should he 


paid. ~ 

Mr. STEWART. At the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] that the word ‘‘coin’’ is notin the proviso, I wish to say 
that it was intended to cover that point, but inasmuch as there is a 
provision in the act that the silver dollar should be a legal tender 
where not otherwise provided by law, in order to make it conform, I 
still further modify the amendment by inserting after the word 
**notes,’? in line 13, the words ‘and coin; ’’ so as to read: 

pani All such Treasury notes and coin issued under the provisions ofthis 
act, cte, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The Cutvr CLERK. It is proposed to modify the amendment in 
line 13, so as to read: 


Provided, All such Treasury notes and coin issued under the provisions of thia 
act shall be a legal tender, etc. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President-—— 

The VICEPRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit an amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr, President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr, DANIEL. I wanted to k to that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will withhold my amendment for a moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. The amendment was declared carried while I was 
on my feet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification was proposed by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], andaccepted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], toinsert the words ‘‘and coin’’ in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada. ` 

Mr. DANIEL. Iyield to the Benator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment, after the words 
“public and private” to insert the words which have always been 
used in these laws, ‘‘except where otherwise expressly stipulated in 
the contract.’? I wish to say a word about the amendment when it is 
reported. 

Mr. STEWART. Is that amendment in order now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is in order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, after the word ‘‘ private,’’ it is 
proposed to insert: j 

Except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract, 

So as to read: 

Provided, All such Treasury notes and coin issued under the provisions of this 
act shall bea legal tender for their nominal amountin payment of all debts, pub- 
lic and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract, 
and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 


ceived may be reissued in the same manner and to the same extent as other 
jury notes. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say, inregard to theamendment, that this is 
the language of the law of last session, the language of the Bland-Allison 
act, and, I believe, the language of every legal-tender act contained in 
the statutes of the United States so far as I know, although I have not 
looked except at thé two of which I speak. 

In view of the statements made here in the Senate it is a very grave 
question to Senators who will vote for this proposition, as I shall not, 
whether or not they intend to depart from the established usages and 
customs of the country in regard to legal tender; whether they will 
deprive the ple of the United States, in other words, of the com- 
mon-law right to make and unmake their contracts; whether they 
shall be deprived of the privilege of stipulating for the payment in 
wheat, corn, gold, or silver, copper, or anything else. hat is the 

uestion. I hope, therefore, the Senators who are going to vote for 
is proposition will consider it in that light. 

There is one other view I take of it. The reason why these words 
have always been inserted, as I understand—though I do not profess 
to have examined all the precedents or decisions of the Supreme Court— 
is this: While the Constitution of the United States makes it very clear 
that no State can violatea contract or permit the violation of a con- 


tract or pass anylaw which authorizes the violation of a contract, yet 
the power of the United States is not so limited by the Constitution of 
the United States. There have been several decisions made by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in regard to it that I am not now 
quite familiar with, but I am strongly inclined to the opinion that, 
according to those decisions, Congress might, in certain cases at least, 
make provisions which would violate the obligation of contracts. Cer- 
tainly we do not wish to do it in this case. I think, therefore, the 
words I have indicated bly i to be specifically used; otherwise these 
Treasury notes would be of an entirely different character from any of 
those now outstanding. . 

Mr. STEWART. It isnot in the power of Congress to prevent the 
people from making ordinary contracts. If they want to make con- 
tracts for a given weight of gold or a giyen weight of silver or of any 
commodity, that they can do, and the Supreme Court has so held. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Why not insert it, then? z 

Mr. STEWART. It isnot necessary to put all the common law into 
this bill. This isa bill for the free coinage of silver and not one to 
re-enact thecommon law. That is the distinction. To put in a por- 
tion of the common law that does not belong in it, would lead toa prec- 
edent that might be very troublesome. ‘There is no such reservation 
as to gold, and therefore if this is putin it willtend to dishonor silver. 

There is no limitation on the legal-tender quality of gold, and there 
never was on the legal-tender quality of silver until silver was demon- 
etized. Wearetrying to restoreit toitsoriginal place. If people want 
to make contracts for silver or gold or wheat let them do so, but let our 
money be money and not print on it anything which will dishonor it 
and at the same time invite usurers to make extortionate contracts, as 
they undoubtedly will. Itseems to me it isa very bad suggestion to 
make to these money-dealers, Let them rely on the common law and 
let us not legislate in favor of usury. It has been the policy of every 
civilized government from the foundation of the world to legislate 
against overréaching contracts. The money-lender can always put 
everything in the contract that the law will allow. here is no donbt 
he will get conditions upon it, but to have the hard condition of the 
money-lenders printed on the face of the money that is circulated in the 
country, to teach them to make contracts of this kind and to invite 
them to do it, seems to me to be unworthy the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the amendmentof the Senator from 
Ohio is a part of the old plan of discrediting and dishonoring the silver 
coinage of the United States. In 1873 and in the Revised Statntes fol- 
lowing theact of 1873 the silver coin of the United States ceased to be 
a legal tender, except in sums of $6 under section 3586, which I will 
read: 

Src. 3536. The silver coins of the United States shall bealegal tenderat their 
nominal value for any amount not exceeding $ in any one payment. 

In that act of 1873 the qualification which the Senator from Ohio 
now seeks to put upon the feature of the bill which is under discus- 
sion did not exist. There has never been any qualification upon the 
legal character of gold, as the Senator from Nevada has rightly stated. 
Gold in any amount of coinage of the United States from a dollar up 
to a twenty-dollar piece, a fifty-dollar piece, whatever the coinage may 
have been, has always been a free and perfect legal tender for debts. 
Notwithstanding that, the parties have always had what is called here 
to-day a common-law right; that is to say, a rightto put gold coin or 
silver coin in their contracts, as if it wassimply a specific commodity, 
as wheat, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

What is the reason that the Senator from Ohio now desires to make a 
discrimination between the legal-tender quality of silver and the legal- 
tender quality of gold? That Senator has been professing during all 
of this debate, and for years past, a desire on his part to restore the 
parity and equilibrium between these two metals, and yet, when we 
get an amendment before the Senate upon which we are prepared to 
vote, the Senator is not satisfied unless he can still throw a shadow 
over the silver coin after it has been furnished by this act, and to say 
to all persons: ‘‘Make a margin between silver and goldif you can 
possibly work it out; make a margin; then make your contract upon 
nothing but gold, and you shall have the benefit of your margin in the 
judgment of the court.’’ 

Mr. President, that measure is intended and can be intended only 
to compel a margin between gold and silver. But I will not make any 
reflection upon the patriotism of sucha movement as that in the Senate 
of the United States to distinguish between two metals that we call 
dollars, one containing so many grains of gold and the other so many 
grains of silver. At the same time, is it a worthy thing, is it a proper 
thing for the Senate of the United States, while professing to desire 
to restore the equilibrium between gold and silver, to cast a shadow 
upon the silver side of the question and invite speculators, bullion- 
dealers, and all that class of people continually to make a margin, to 
force a margin between gold and silver. 

The proper view of this question, Mr. President, would be to dis- 
miss such a contingency out of the question if it is possible to do it; 
not to put a standing invitation to speculators here that they shall 
create a margin between gold and silver. : 

Afterall, what doesitamountto? Just whatI have said and nothing 
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more, for if I give my note to the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. 

FRYE], who sits in front of me, for $1,000 in silver coin, and when the 
day of payment comes I tender him a thousand silver dollars of the 
standard silver of the United States that is a satisfaction of the debt, 
because itis the specific commodity which has been stipulated for. 
It also satisfies the debt upon another ground, which is that the stat- 
ute makes ita resolvent of the debt. The statute says, as well as the 
contract, that you shall accept a thousand silver dollars in payment of 
that $1,000 note. : 

Suppose, however. I make the nots payable in $1,000 of gold coin of 
the United States, and there is a margin between gold coin and silver 
coin at the date of payment, and instead of tendering to him the gold 
coin, which was the specified object of the contract, I tender hima 
thousand silver dollars and he refuses to receive it and sues me upon 
the note, what does the courtdo? Whatcanthecourtdo? Thecourt, 
when it renders a judgment against me upon that note renders a judg- 
ment for a thousand dollars. If that judgment said ‘‘a thousand sil- 
yer dollars”? or ‘‘a thousand gold dollars,” there would be a reversal 
of the judgment. It isnot such a judgment as the lawauthorizes any 
judge to render. No judge sitting in judgment upon a contract of this 
kind can render a judgment for anything else than a thousand dollars; 
and then, afterwards, when the defendant in that judgment comes to 

ay his debt he tenders to the officer of the law a thousand silver dol- 
aes and he takesit. Thatis the law of the caseas plain asa pikestaff. 

Then there is no field of operation for the Senator’s amendment at 
all inthe Jaw unless he can encourage people to make a discrimination 
in the market value of silver dollars and gold dollars. The law handles 
the question in spite of him and everybody else. The judge givesa 
judgment for a thousand dollars, or, if there is a margin between the 
specific gold stipulated for in the contractand the silver thousand dol- 
lars, then the judge would say ‘‘a thousand dollars,” but it would be 
increased by the difference in the margin. The creditor would make 
that out of the difference in his contract, bnt the judgment would be 
for dollars and only for dollars, and for nothing but dollars, Conse- 
quently the purpose of the Senator from Ohio can not be anything 
but merely, while pretending to restore the equilibrium between gold 
and silver coin, to put in an opportunity and an invitation, given by 
the laws of the United States, to speculators to come in and profit by 
this provision. 

It was never in the statutes until 1878, never. When they came to 
fix the legal-tender quality of coin up to $5 there was nothing said 
about a contract to alter that in any respect or its being permissible 
for a party to alter that by contract in any respect. So when, before 
that time and during that time and continuously since that time, gold 
coin has been always a free legal tender for debt, there has never been 
associated with it or connected with it or any attempt to associate or 
connect with gold coin any such qualification as that now attempted 
to be put upon silver. 

Is not the object of the amendment a plain one? Mr. President, I 
must say that it looks to me to be disingenuous that gentlemen should 
pretend in the face of the United States that they are actually trying 
to restore the parity between the two coins and will restore it through 
the medium of this coin certificate, which is required to be issued here 
in this amendment proposed to the bill, when they come in and put 
upon silver this additional burden. If people want to make a margin 
by contract it is proposed that they shall not only have the privilege of 
doing so, but they are respectfully invited to make all they can upon 
this $50,000,000 a year which is dug out of the American mines. 

That isthe whole proposition, Senatorscan notstand on that. That 
artifice can not be hid from the mind of any man of ordinary common 
sense. The people will comprehend it and they will visit this artifice 
back upon its authors. 

In 1878, when the silver men proceeded as far as it was possible to 
go then in the restoration of silyer coin to its proper value in the 
United States in commerce and otherwise, in all transactions and in 
the dealings of the Government with it, when they had gone to the 
front just as far as they could go, they were for the first time met with 
this same proposition that the Senator from Ohio now claims is in the 
statutes. Why, surely it is in the statutes, Mr. President, but how 
did it get there? It got there against the vote of every man who is a 
friend to'silver. In 1878 we wanted free, pure, clean, clear legal ten- 
der for silver on a parity with gold. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave seen this rule violated so much to-day that 
I shall seta respectful example by obeying the gavel and taking my seat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senatorfrom Nevada an amend- 
ment to come in after the word ‘“‘charge,’’ in line 5. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think my amendment is pending. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that amendment be disposed of first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to make asuggestionon this amendment, 
After the words ‘‘ without charge,” in line 5, I suggest that there be 
inserted ‘“which dollars shall be full legal tenders equally with gold 
coin.’ 


That amendment would come in on line 5, so that it would read: 

To be coined into standard dollars or formed into bars for his benefit and with- 
out charge, which dollars shall be full legal tenders equally with gold coin. 

Mr. STEWART, That would have the same effect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Where the Senator places it, it puts the silver 
certificate and es coin on the same basis with gold. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think that the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio is at all necessary to accomplish the object which 
he states he has in offering it, and I further think it would be unwise 
phraseology to use in this bill if it should become a law, because there 
is an implication in it that there is a restriction upon the freedom of 
contracts that subsist entirely independent of it. The Supreme Court 
of the United States have already passed upon this whole question 
and as it seems to me have fully sustained the contract im regard to 
the kinds of money, where there is more than one kind of money known 
to the law as legal tender, in which’a debt shall be solved. Where a 
contract is to be paid in currency or by its terms is to be solved in gold 
coin or silver coin, it can be enforced in the courts of the United States 
quite independently of any prescription of either kind of currency as 
legal tender. 

I have before me an extract from one or two cases, one the case of 
Dewing vs. Scars,11 Wallace,370. Judge Strongin delivering the opin- 
ion of the court said the contract in that case was for pure gold in 
coined money. 

Judgment should have been entered for coined dollars and parts of dollars, 
instead of Treasury notes equivalent in market value to tho value in coined 
money of the stipulated weight of pure gold. 

And in the subsequent case, Frebilock vs. Wilson, 12 Wallace, 687, 
Mr, Justice Field, in delivering the opinion of the court, stated: 

The note of the plaintiff is made payable, as already stated, in specie. The 
use of these terms ‘‘inspecie does notassimilate the note to an instrumentin 
which the amount stated is payable in chattels; as, for example, toa contract 
to pay a specified sum in lumber, orin fruit, orgrain, Such contracts are gon- 
erally made because itis more conyenient for the maker to furnish the articles 
designated than to pay the money. He has his option‘of doing either at the 
maturity of the contract; but if he is then unable to furnish the articles or neg- 
lects to do so, the number of dollars specified is the measure of recovery. 

But here the terms ‘‘inspecie’’ are merely descriptive of the kind of dollars in 
which the note is payable, there being different kindsin circulation recognized 
by law. They mean that the designated number of dollars in the note shall be 
pate in so many gold orsilver dollars of the coinage of the United States. Th 

nave acquired this meaning by eneral usage among traders, merchants, an: 


bankers, and are the opposite’of theterms “‘in currency,” which are used when 
it is desired to make a note payable in paper money. 


So, Mr. President, I should regret to see the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Ohio ingrafted upon this bill if it should become a 
law, for the reason I have stated. ‘It is not worth while to raise a doubt 
where none exists and encumber the law with a provision which looks 
as if there were some restriction possible from that liberty of contract 
which obtains everywhere in regard to matters of this kind. 

But as to the amendment to which this is offered by the Senator 
from Ohio as an amendment I shall say while Iam on my feet that I 
object because I do not believe that the business of the country, the 
interests of its industry, and the welfare of its people will be adyanced 
or promoted by its adoption. I believe, notwithstanding all that has 
been said by way of ridicule of those who are opposed to this measure, 
when they say they are in favor of both silverand gold as money, I do 
believe in both silver and gold as money, and I think that under the 
peculiar circumstances that have attended the mining productions and 
the value of silyer bullion in the last fifteen years we have been pecul- 
iarly fortunate in being able to obtain a large circulation of silver on 
a parity with gold. I think something like $370,000,000 are now out- 
standin 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three hundred and sixty-nine million dollars 
was the amount last July. 

Mr. GRAY. Well, about $370,000,000 either in the actual coin or 
in its paper representatives. So we are not badly off for silver money, 
the amount of which is being largely increased under our coinage laws 
every month. That money circulates and performs all the functions 
of money, is on a parity with gold, will purchase all that a gold dol- 
lar will, and increases the circulation by just the amount of its issue. 

But what I fear, and what I think the country hasreason to fear in 
the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Nevada, is that 
we shall be relegated for the time being to silver money alone, eliminat- 
ing our gold coinage entirely from circulation, and therefore bringing 
about a condition of things which will be one of severe contraction, 
and not the increase in the yolume of the money of the country which 
it seems to desire. 

Mr. President, the condition of things that I have described has been 
brought about and maintained because in the anomalous relation that 
silver maintains toward gold the silver dollar has been keptata parity 
with gold, because there has been a limited coinage of silver money. 
It has been kept in the category, if you please, of token coinage. Ido 
not use the phrase as one of inferiority, but as performing the useful 
function of a current coin of the United States capable of solving debt 
and of performing the function of exchange and al! the other offices for 
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which a metallic currency is useful. Our friends who are favoring 
this amendment, the so-called silver Senators, make a mistake when 
they point to the parity ofsilver coin with gold and use that as anargu- 
ment for its unlimited coinage, in forgetting what are the conditions 
which have heretofore surrounded the minting of silver dollars and 
which have been necessary to maintain its parity with the gold coin. 

It is because we have by our legislation restricted the coinage of 
silver, because we have made the silver dollar perform the function of 
the half-dollar and the quarter-dollar, that we are to-day enjoying a 
bimetallic circulation—enjoying it, I think, to s greater extent than 
any other country in the world. How long that will continue, how 
long the incessant coining of silver bullion can go omand not absorb 
all the uses for which metallic money is made, and relegate gold to a 
coin that is out of circulation, Ido not know. It may go on for sev- 
eral years yet, perliapsfor many years. Thepropheciesin that direction 
that have been made heretofore seem to have been all at fault. Iad- 
mit that the prophecies of those who thought that the continued coin- 
age of the Bland dollar would remit us to a silver basis and a silver 
standard and banish gold coin from the country have not been fulfilled. 
Neither have the prophecies of those who were so profuse in promises 
nt the time of the passage of that act, and afterwards, that the coining 
ofso many millions a month would bring the silver bullion up toa 

with gold. In the face of all that the value of silver, as measured 

y gold, steadily decreased. 

Mr. President, in view of the condition of our country and in order 
that labor may receive payment in the very best money, in order that 
capital may not discharge its debts to the laboring people of this coun- 
try in a depreciated coin, Ido not believe that we should adopt the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada. Whether the time will come 
hereafter when we may deal with this question with a fuller knowl- 
edge and more wisely I know not, but at all events I do not believe 
that the present is that time. I believe that the financial troubles of 
the country, which have been so much spoken of, will cure themselves 
by those natural methods and under those natural laws which have 
heretofore obtained, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH in the chair), The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my proposed amendment creates delay, I do 
not propose to press it. The whole matter is, { consider, in the hands 
of my opponents politically, and therefore I am perfectly willing to 
withdraw the amendment and let thein take the measure in any shape 
they choose to place it, as I can not vote for it in any form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
his amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, there does not seem to be a great deal 
involved in this part of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Nevada. Every contract creates a debt, and by the Constitution debts 
in all the States can only be discharged by 2 tender of gold and silver 
coin at the ratio and relation to each other prescribed by Congress. If 
a man makes a contract for bullion it must be discharged in gold and 
silver coin by the judgment of the court, although the valne of the 
bullion may he greater or less as paid in one or the other kind of coin. 
This is evidently the necessary import of these powers, 

A contract createsa debt. A debt must be discharged in all the 
States by a tenderof gold and silver coin ata ratio with each other pre- 
scribed by Congress. That begins andends thesubject. But the Su- 
preme Court of the United States have intervened other considerations, 
and have settled so far as their decision can settle the law upon this 
subject differently, and extending the provisions of the Constitution to 
embrace a class of cases which its words clearly do not warrant, In 
the case of Bronson rs. Rodes (7 Wallace, 250) the court say: 

A contract to pay a certain number of dollars in gold or silver coin is, there- 
fore, in legal i IA lnc else than an agreement to deliver a certain weight 
of standard gold, to be ascertained by a count of coins, each of which is certified 
to contain a definite proportion of that weight. It is not distinguishable, ss we 
think, in principle from a contract to deliver an equal weight of bullion of equal 
fineness. Tt is distinguishable in circumstance only by the fact that tho em- 
ciency of the amount to be tendered in payment must be ascertained in the case 
of bullion by assay and the scales, while in the case of coin it may be ascer- 
tained by a count. 

Nor have those provisions of law which makes these coins a legal tender in 
all payments been repealed or modified. 

It follows that there were two descriptions of money in use at the time the 
tender under consideration was mado, both authorized by law and both made 
legal tender in payments, The statute denomination of both descriptions was 
dollars, but they were essentially unlike in nature. The coined dollar was, as 
we have said, a piace of gold or silverof a prescribed degree of purity, weighin 
s prescribed nuniber of grains. The note dollar wasa pro. to pa: Sonda 
dollar; but it was notn promise to pay on demand nor at any fix 
was it, in fact, convertible into a coined dollar. It was impossiblein the nature 
ofthings that these two dollars should be the actual equivatents of each other, 
nor was there Aasin Bp the currency acts purporting to make them such. 
edt ad they were at that time from boing actual equivalents has been already 

, then, no ress provision to the contrary of Congress 
inte a just, if ef a NCSL. inference, from Ue ha teat Eotn desh tions of 


time, nor 


money were issued by the same Government that contracts to pay in either 
were equally sanctioned by law. It is indeed difficult to see how any question 
can be made on this point. Doubt concerning it can only spring from con- 

varying and uncer- 


fusion of idcas which always attends the introduction of 
taiv measures of value into circulation as money. 

The statutes relating to money and Icgal tender must be construed 
together. Let it be supposed then that the statutes providing for the coinage of 


gold and silver dollars are found among thestatutes ofthe same Congress which 
e the laws for the fabrication and 1ssueof note dollars and that the coinage 
and note dollars are legal tender in all payments, asthey actually are. Coined 
dollars are now worth more than note dollars; but it is not impossible that 
note dollars actually convertible into coin atthe chiefcommercial centers,recely- 
able everywhere for all public dues, and made, moreover, a legal tender every- 
where for all debts, may become atsome points worth more than coined dollars. 
What reason can be assigned now for saying that a contract to pay coined dollars | 
must be satisfled by the tender ofan equal number of note dollars which will not 
be e segue Valid then, for saying that a contract to pay note dollars must be 
satisfied by the tender of an equal number of coined dollars? 


Now, the court in that case decided in express terms that a contract 
to pay in gold and silver can not be discharged by a tender of a legal- 
tendernote of tho United States, so that, whatever may be the true intent 
and meaning of the Constitution as we have heretofore understood it, 
although it is true that in estimating the damages the judgment might 
besatistied by the payment of either one or the other, the value of the 
coin dollar over the note dollar or the note dollar over the coin dollar 
as contained in the contract would find its expression in the judgment 
of the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to the amendment 
reported by the committee, 

Mr. STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I desire to say a single word 
before the vote is taken upon this amendment, Asa member of the 
Finance Committee I did not vote for a favorable report of the bill as 
presented by the Senator from Ohio, Iwas very much opposed to 
several of its provisions. I am also opposed to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada and for reasons which I shall state very briefly. 
I had intended, somewhat at length, to present my views to the Sen- 
ate upon this important question, but owing to physical infirmity I 
was unable to do so at the proper time, and the Senate now having de- 
cided to limit debate to ten minutes I shall confine myself to this 
limit. 

If the knowledge which experience gives is of any use or guide in 
the affairs of men, and the error which was made in our coinage re- 
lation in 1792 banished gold from this country for forty-five years, 
and the error of 1837 brought gold back into use and banished silver 
until 1853, how much more certainly will a difference of 22 per cent., 


‘which has existed in this country between the relative value of gold 


and silver for the past two years, drive all of the gold coin out of the 
country. 

Sir, during the period of time of which I have spoken the mints of 
Europe were open to the coinage of both gold and silver, and still 
there was a variation of not more than 3 per cent. The mints to-day 
are closed against silver coinage, and the Government of the United 
States proposes when there exists a variation of 22 per cent. to open 
its mints to the free coinageof silver and permit the silver of the world 
to bo belched in upon our mints to be exchanged at the ratio of 16 tol. 

Now, what will be the result? Why, sir, I believe the result will 
be to demonetize six or seven hundred million dollars of gold that we 
have in this country to-day doing service as money, with which our 
silver coin, under our very careful and prudent management of the 
finances of this country, has been able to circulate harmoniously and 
concurrently. If there ever was a period of time, from 1792 down to 
the present moment, when it was inauspicious and dangerous to try the 
experiment, it is at this very moment, 

The contract of the states of the Latin Union oxpired on the 1st day 
of January. They are waiting, and holding on as it were by the eye- 
lids, ready to make any movement which may seem to be for their 
advantage. They may send their silver here and exchange it for gold 
and go upon a gold basis, leaving us the only great nation of the world 
practically of any importance or of any consequence which is having 
the silver basis for currency and the silver standard. 

Mr. President, if there was any necessity for this legislation Ishould 
look upon it perhaps in a different light, but the country was never 
more prosperous. We never had more currency than we have to-day. 
We have more currency than we can use, and if you double the fif- 
teen hundred million dollars of currency to-day which is doing service 
in this country as money and make it three thousand million dollars 
it would not help a single impecunious man in this country to get one 
single dollar of money. You can go to-day to New York and all the 
great money centers and can borrow money in untold sums at 3 per 
cent. interest if you can give a tempting equivalent for it, but you can 
not borrow it on Jong time, and why? Simply for the very reason that 
the country believes that it is the disposition of Congress to put the 
country upon a silver c, to change the standard of money from a 
gold standard to a silver standard, and therefore there is a want of 
confidence. _ 

The banksare hoarding money, the savings the trustcompanies 
are hoarding it to provide against the future, and nobody can blame 
them for doingit. Butifyou were to stop this edl tion here 
and now and let the country alone, it has currency enough, and we can 
wait until such time as the Governments of Europe are ready to join 
with us in establishing an international basis for the silver coin. Then 
you would disturb no businessindustry in this country; you would take 
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no money out of the pockets of the people; you would do no injustice 
and you would not relegate our Government and our country into the 
same position with regard to other commercial and financial nations 
that India, China, and Japan occupy to-day. 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘Will the Senator allow me to ask. him a question? 
As I remember, he has voted against every silver proposition that has 
been submitted in this body. He voted against the law of 1878, and 
he voted against the law of last year. f 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, I think I was against it because I was 
opposed to giving the legal-tender quality to the notes, but I was not 
opposed to the use of silver in our currency. I was not opposed to the 
$4,500,000 per month. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now, I will ask the Senator whether he considers 
that the addition of $370,000,000 of silver currency has been detri- 
mental to the interests of the people. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not at all. The addition of $370,000,000 of 
silver currency has been of benefit to the people of the United States, 
and I am perfectly willing, if there is not a sufficiency of currency in 
this country, to extend the limit of $4,500,000 per month of silver pur- 

chases to $6,000,000 or even more, I want the people of this country 
to have all the currency they need in their business. But see the dif- 
ference between the act of last July and the amendment that is pro- 
posed here. You then purchased four and one-half millions of siiver, 
and you put it in the mint not to be coined. 

Upon that you issue certificates which represent a dollar’s worth of 
silver for every dollar of currency issued. Youcoinnodollars. There 
is no danger of destroying the parity between the gold dollar and the 
silver dollar as long as you do not coin the silver dollar and so long as 
the Treasury notes do not come back to the Treasury for redemption, 
I understand that no considerable number of the Treasury notes that 
were issued under the act of last July have come back to the Treasury 
for redemption. I claim that under that law you can have $500,000,- 
000 or $700,000,000 of silver piled up in the Treasury and issue your 
Treasury notes upon them and still maintain the parity between gold 
and silver. But no sooner will you have passed a bill throwing open 
the mints to the free coinage of silver in this country than that very 
moment gold will seek a hiding place and you must find something to 
take the place of that currency displaced. What will it be? 

As a matter of course if our silver friends on that side of the Cham- 
ber and upon this side are correct in their view you can not obtain the 
silver from tho other side of the water. They say they have no more 
silver than they need. But you must find something to take the place 
of the displaced gold or what will be the result? You will start the 
printing arg and instead of a silver currency or gold currency or a 
currency based upon both you will go back again to the unlimited 
issue of an irredeemable paper money, or if ever redeemed at allit will 
be redeemed in silver coin hecause you will haye nothing else to re- 
deem it with. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can the Senator conceive of any better recommenda- 
tion for a currency than that when it goes out among the peopleit stays 
outand is not presented for redemption? In other words, the office that 
that currency performs is among the people in effecting the discharge 
of debts and the exchange of property, always out and never returned 
to any contral source where it may be accumulated or hoarded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Icanimagine none better. Why not, then, con- 
tinue the present policy instead of the more dangerous policy you now 
advocate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is the duty of the Chair to remind the 
Senator from New Jersey that his time has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I donot propose to occupy the time 
at this late stage, but Iam not quite willing to have a vote taken with- 
outa word more than my vote ‘‘ nay’? will be. 

I beg to deprecate the fecling that has long beenexhibited here and to 
say that I am not here to speak Beals’ silver. Weare now by the ex- 
isting law offering to buy four and ahalf million ounces a month, or 54,- 
006,000 ounces a year, to give Treasury notes for it, legal-tender notes, 
I suppose, and proceed to coin that at ourleisure, Now, that law is 
not enough; they are not satisfied with that because we propose to buy 
that silver in the open market, at marketrates. No matter howmuch 
that may accelerate the price we will buy it at market rates and coin 
it and issue it at a superior value, taking for the government of the 
whole people the profit. A ; 

But that does not answer our friends of the silver persuasion. They 
demand that a 20 per cent. polt shall be given to the mine-owner. No 
compromise is admitted. e are to give him a dollar for 412.5 grains 
of silver when we could buy 480 grains for $1.07. The difference is not 
between an increase of the coinage through silver. The difference be- 
tween us is that we are not ing to give to a certain class of pro- 
ducers for the product of their soil 22 per cent. more than the market 
allows them. ‘That is the real difference between us. 

They tell us that foreign silver under this proposed law will not be 
sent in and deposited here. Ido notseewhynot, They will get here 
approximately 22 per cent. more for their silver than they get in the 
London market, which is the center, the indicator of all markets, 


Mr. TELLER. I do not wish—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I decline absolutely to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. All right, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Absolutely, and I am rather cross about it too. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is very cross. ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have been just trampled upon by some of the 
best men in the world here, They have had no patience. They have 
denounced my constituents and have denounced everything an inch 
high and a year old; and all I beg now is ten minutes, and I am going 
to try to talk civilly. 

We are already buying more silver than the United States produces, 
Iam making no allowance for what is consumed in the arts; I do not 
know exactly how much that will be; and I am willing to buy more. 

Now, they will say that I am false and untruthful, for they have 
said things like it over and over again, when I declare that I have an 
intense desire to rehabilitate silver and, if possible, to bring the two 
metals to a parity and make as much use of silver as ble; for gold 
alone will not answer the purposes of the world. I should like to ap- 
proximate the condition of France if I could and keep it as steadily as 
they can do, because they can work their silver; it is interconvertible; it 
is made as good as gold by their will, and they can hold it so, I think. 

I say I will do more; I will buy more than fourand one-half million 
ounces, I join one of the two Democrats on the silver question whom 
I haye heard speak—old-fashioned Democrats—in saying I am willing 
to go further; but there is no yielding. It is very little use for me to 
say that this pending measure is against the judgment of wise men, be- 
cause every man who controls large sumsof money or handles it, if he 
speaks against the measure, is not to say personally insulted, but de- 
nounced as having selfish, and corrupt, and wicked, and cruel interests 
against the true interests of the people. I do not know any such peo- 
ple, yet I live in a town that is full of savings banks, and national 
banks, and private banks, and fire-insurance companies, and life-insur- 
ance companies, controlled by an honorable body of men, and their 
money is scattered all over the West. 

Gentlemen seem to think that because one of our insurance compa- 
nies, for example, has $30,000,000 capital on hand it is worth that 
much and is living in royal, rotten luxury upon that money. It is 
every dollar held in trust in lumps of ten thousand or five thousand 
or fifteen hundred or two thousand for poor men all over the country. 
Their lives are insured and they put their money there, and these men 
are merely trustees for poor men. So with our savings banks, I know 
we are called gold bugs, goldites, and gold barons. In Pratt street, in 
my town, they are handling $10,000,000, and there is not a salary aboye 
$4,000 in the concern and never a dividend These savings banks 
are practically managed as a benevolence. There is nobody in our 
town who will fight more for the sanctity of contracts and for the sound- 
ness of the national currency than these men. 

There are scores of millions in my town administered, not for the 
benefit of the men who sit there and run it, but for the benefit of the 
little shareholders around and for the savings-banks depositors and 
holders all over the country. These are the men who fight for the 
sanctity of Federal legislation and Federal currency. These are the 
men whom I defend, and assaults upon whom, made here without 
limit and without distinction, I resent. I rely upon the judgment of 
such men, upon the judgment of men controlling sayings banks and 
life-insurance companies, and eyen loan companies collecting savings 
of comparatively poor men for loaning outin the West, and it is loaned 
to the extent of twelve or fourteen hundred millions of deposits in the 
savings banks of the country. 

I respect the judgment of privateand of public bankers. They arein- 
dispensable co-operators with our great manufacturers, with our large 
merchants, as well as the smaller tradesmen, and all others to whom 
they loan money. All the people around there tell me that it is dan- 
gerous to embark upon the unlimited coinage of a depreciated metal, 
dangerous as a disturbance in the valnes of existing property, a prop- 
erty held solemnly in trust by the hundreds and thousands of millions 
of dollars. They tell me not to vote for such a bill; they tell me to op- 
pose it; that there is national danger init. They tell me what I knew 
egy Mea you can not control international Jaws in this matter any 
more you can control international winds and waves and tides; 
that they will settle values beyond all your decisions. Your law is 
supreme within our limits, but when you cross ourlines with an Amer- 
ican dollar or an American Treasury note, you take what the world 
chooses to give you, and you haye no power over them. Your legal- 
tender law dies three miles from the shore. F 

I regard this measure as fraught with a possibility of unlimited evil, 
but what 65,000,000 people can stand who carried that war and re- 
duced that debt, I do not know. The danger may not come as soon 
as we expect. There may not be enongh silver in the world to ruin 
us; Ido not know. It may not come here fast enough toruinus; but 
all I know is that the wisdom of this conntry upon financial matters 
is against it. 

r. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut seems 
to be somewhat sensitive of criticism of his constituents. He pro- 
ceeds, though, before he expresses himself so earnestly, to denounce 
everybody who has been in favor of silver coin and the use of silver as 
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money on equal terms with gold as only moved by an impulse to aid 
their own local interests. He says all we want in this matter is sim- 
ply to make the difference between the market price and the mint 
value, which he says is 22 cents. 

Now, the Senator has heard as honorable men as any Senator who 
ever came from Connecticut say again and again, and by their votes 
show, that they were not influenced by the single question of increas- 
ing the price of silver. It docs seem to me that the Senator is over- 
sensitive when somebody attacks the moneyed men of Connecticut and 
quite free in his denunciations when he comes to criticise his fellows 
on this floor and elsewhere. 

Mr. President, I rose to ask the Senator a simple question which 
would have indicated, Ithink, how littlehe knew upon the subject. I 
shall not ask the question. He told us what he knew about it, and 
added practically that he did not himself know anything about it ex- 
cept what the moneyed men of his State had told him. 

Mr. President, that is what Icomplain of and that is what I com- 
plained of in the Senator from Ohio. He spoke a day or two ago of the 
dense ignorance in the financial circles of this country upon questions 
of the philosophy of money, upon the history of finance. The Senator 
from Ohio told me, and now the Senator from Connecticut tells me the 
same thing, that these men who know how to loan money and collect 
discounts and who know how to get the interest on their loans are 
the financiers. 

Mr. President, the best banker who ever lived may never have read 
a single page on the philosophy of money. He may know nothing 
about the history of money. He may know nothing of ratios, he may 
know nothing of the amount of silver thatis anywhere in the world, 
any more than the Senator from Connecticut admits he knows, and he 
admits he knows nothing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never admitted it in the world. 

Mr. TELLER. Practically he admits it when he says he does not 
know whether silver is going to come here. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Does the Senator know? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator asks me if I know. Mr. President, I 
can tell him that the money that is doing money duty, the $3,800,- 
000,000 put by some and put by others at more, is every dollar of it 
worth a dollar to-day inall the markets of the world. Yet the Senator 
talks about its coming here at 22 percent. discount. There is not any 
silver in the world that amounts to anything thatis not doing duty as 
money at a value 3 per cent. higher than our money is now, and the 
Senator ought to know ib. In addition to that, out of this $3,800,- 
000,000 as put by some, there are five hundred millions doing money 
duty at a ratio of 1 to 13 and 14, and that is not coming here. 

Mr. President, I have not assailed the citizens of Connecticut; I 
have not assailed the citizens of New York. I understand that men 
whose business itis tocollect interest and receive discount or exchange 
know their interest, and it is their interest to havejustasdear money 
astheycanget. Iam notassailing them; they are working for their 
interest. I think the interests of all the people of the United States 
are involved in this measure, and not the interest of the silyer-miners 
of Colorado, I repeat that should have the same desire in this mat- 
ter if I represented any other State, having given the same attention 
to this subject that I have now. 

If the Senator gets angry because somebody reflects upon his con- 
stituents he ought to wonder whether we will not get angry when 
somebody reflects upon us directly. We have been told here in this 
debate that every statement we made was false. The Senator from 
Ohio said yesterday, ‘‘ Why, the Senator from Colorado wants to go on 
a silver basis.” He knew I had stood here for ten years asserting that 
I was opposed to the silver basis as I was opposed toa gold basis. He 
knew that every vote I had ever given here had been in favor of hon- 
est contracts, and yet he makes that statement as to myself and every 
other man who agrees with us. He does not say that will be the re- 
sult of your policy; he says the Senators want to goupon_a silver basis. 
We have submitted to that, and the Senator from Connecticut will have 
to submit while I stay here to a proper characterization of both his 
conduct and that of his constituents. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to strikeout the last sentence of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nevada, beginning “and all such 
Treasury notes issued, ete.” 

Now, I thought that while I spoke with vehemence and natural feel- 
ing upon this subject I had not said an uncivil word about the silver 
men. We areapt tobe very much mistaken in these matters. Isought 
to set a good example. I may say I songht to follow in the course 
pointed out by the Senator from Colorado during this debate, which 
reminds me of a little extract we used to speak in school, Rienzi’s 
address to the Romans: 


I had a brother once—a gracious boy, 

Full of all gentleness, of calmest hope 

Of sweet and quiet joy—there was the look 
Of heaven upon his face, which limners give 
To the beloved disciple. 


How I loved 
That gracious boy! Younger by fifteen years, 
Brother at once and son! He left my side, 
A summer bloom on his fair cheek; a smile 
Parting his innocent lips, 


Now, the sweetness and light which the Senator from Colorado has 
diffused and shed over this debate and the debate upon the currency 
question and everything wherein his dear friends and neighbors haye 
had occasion to differ with him has been an example to the apostles to 
come. I did not-denounce them; and Iam not worrying yet about my 
constituents who represent greatinterests; but itisa gross slander upon 
them to declare that they are animated by personal motives in their 
opposition to rash movements in the matter of finance, for they are 
honorable men, holding, as I said, the trusts of hundreds of millions of 
dollars for the average citizen and the ie citizen, for it has been 
said that the servant girls of Hartford hold tho mortgages on the town. 
Several great savings banks have in the neighborhood of $20,000,000 
on deposit for that town and that country round about. 

Those men manage the funds with more care than the private specu- 
lator, the great owner of the railroad stocks, the Jay Goulds and oth- 
ers, who have a right to speculate with $10,000,000 and the right to 
lose it if they please, and nobody lies awake nights because it is scat- 
tered and Jost. But those men would be justly everreproached by the 
consciences and forever reproached by their neighbors if they did not 
keep men on the watch tower looking out for frauds and changes and 
evasions in currencies and trusts. . 

Neither did I say I knew nothing about this question, forin a place 
where Iam bound to say infinite ignorance has been displayed by some 
it behooves no manjust to say to himself that he knowsnothing. But 
I did say that I paid very high regard to men my equals inyears; Iam 
sorry to say not many of them much older, but much more my equals 
in long lives of experience and of confessed and admired sagacity in 
all financial matters. I pay great deference to them, while I consult 

nite a respectable financial library of my own, and I am bound to 
say in that library this scheme gets very little confidence indeed. There 
are few bimetallists in Europe who would advise this course. Does any- 
body know one? Ihave heard some who talked very much in the other 
direction. The bimetallists of the five united nations advised them to 
stop coining silver awhile ago, and yet their silver is convertible into 
gold. : 

Now, it is all very well to say that we knew enough to form a re- 
publican form of government and they do not. I would not care 
whether Europe was with us or against us if this wasa matter ofright 
or wrong, a question of forming a republican government or anything 
of that sort; but we are all one in matters of business and currency. 
Whatever we may say about international lines we are all one in a 
good many respects. Therefore, the judgmentof five-sixths of the civ- 
ilized world against a scheme like this is worth thinking of, and the 
judgment of the mass of men who control great properties, and 
the great properties arc held by the poorer people, is worth thinking 
of. Thejudgment of your Chicago Board of Trade, I think, against itis 
worth speaking of; the judgment of the mining convention in Wyo- 
ming protesting against silver coinage is worth speaking of. 

I do not admit that the majority of the people of this country are in 
favor of this scheme, for it has never been made the subjectof one, two, 
or three thorough national discussions, The jury have never heard the 
arguments on anything but exceptional occurrences here and there, and 
essays. Itis an interesting subject, to be sure, but it has not been 
brought out at the hustings, as it will be. If our Democratic friends 
are compelled now to have silver coinage, if they are driven to it, with 
or without Cleveland—he has got to beif he stays their candidate, and 
if he is he is gone—we shall have several of these things coming up two 
or three years hence, 

I told the Senator I did not know whether the silver would or would 
not come here. I said that by way of optimism and hopefulness. I 
hope it will not. I hope if these things become Jaws we shall not be 
hurt as much as wefear; butwemay. There aresome laws of finance, 
as there are laws of morals and ethics, that can not be violated. You 
may think you make money upon them by violating them, but you do 
not in the long run; they average themselves. 

Now, I say I hope my country is not going to suffer; but I believe 
it will suffer eventually under legislation like this. 

Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will withdraw my amendment unless the Senator 
desires to speak upon it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not spoken on the amendment that ispending, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has already 
spoken on the pending amtndment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I beg the Chair’s pardon. When I spoke tliree or 
four amendments were before the Senate, which have since been with- 


rawn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Perhaps the Chair may bein error. That 
was his impression. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking as to a fact which I think is plain. 
But.of course I do not want to have a dispute with the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas is in order. 
The Chair was misinformed. 7 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut brings 
up another class who are interested against the free coinage of silver. 
The Senator from Jowa [Mr. ALLISON ] paraded the pensioners, while 
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he knows that the people who are in possession of the fixed capital of 
this country hate the pensioners as the devil hates holy water. That 
was an endeavor to get the capitalists behind the skirts of the pensioner. 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] spoke of the laborer. 
He isan employerof the laborer. I think the laborersof Rhode Island 
will not look to him with any very supreme confidence for an exposi- 
tion of their interests. And now the Senator from Connecticut brings 
up the Connecticut widow. He has got the capitalists of the country 
behind her ample skirts. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe I did not mention her, but no matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, he mentioned the servant girl. She may be 
a widow or may not; probably she may wish she was; and he re- 
minded me of a passage in a familiar poem, or it ought to be familiar 
to all New England ears, the Panorama of Whittier, in which, in de- 
scribing a class of people who were in yogue at the time the poem was 
written, he says: 

Such are the men who leave the pecans cart, 
While faring South, to learn the driver’s ari 

Or, in white neckeloth, soothe with pious aim 
The graceful sorrows of some Janguid dame, 
Who, from the wreck of her bereavement, saves 
The double charm of widowhood and slaves! 

So, Mr. President, we have the invccation here against the free coin- 
age of silver against the New England widow, who, in addition to the 
charm of widowhood, has the bond, and is the last resort of the men 
who, despising all these classes, only use them for their own selfish 
interests. 

Now, there has been something said about the dollar; and I am re- 
peating what I said some time ago to the effect that a dollar has been 
tA by law dishonest, oppressive, and having been created we are 
now besought to maintain it, and to measure not only wheat and corn 
and ‘oats and cattle, but silver by it, when the fact is that the silver 
which the Senator speaks of has depreciated, and the 412.5 grains of 
silver which hesays is worth less than a dollar will as merchandise, 
atits merchandise value, exchange for more wheatand oats and cattle 
and hogs and clothing and land and all the other things that people use 
in all quarters of the world than it ever would before. 

Now, which dollar is dishonest? the dollar which has maintained a 
parity with all other productions or the dollar which by the arts of 
legislation has been elevated above all other things and has thus be- 
come valuable beyond all other things and has become the thing in 
which the creditors of the world have sought and have secured to have 
measured the things that are coming to them? There, Mr. President, 
is an end of this controversy., I see no more reason why a dollar 
should be so constituted by law as to buy more than it would without 
the aid of the law before, and for the law to do that thing is to do this 
dishonest thing by the men who produce other things than dollars. 

Mr. President, the Senator speaks about public opinion in Europe. 
There is no such thing as public opinion in Europe on the money ques- 
tion. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris] says ‘‘ Or any other 
question. There is not a monarch in Europe who dares wake up 
to-morrow unless he is assured of the ability to carry on a war. He 
does not dare to contemplate the possibility of even a day in which he 
is not able to carry on a war for the maintenance of his prerogative, and, 
unless it may bein the case of Russia, there is not a government in 
Europe that can maintain war for one single hour without the consent 
of the men who have got money to lend. There is, therefore, no pub- 
lic opinion on the money question in Europe, but everything is subor- 
dinated to that one thing of the ability to borrow money from the 
people who have it to lend, and who are no more modest in that coun- 
try than in this in fixing terms to their own advantage. 

Therefore, Mr. President, five-sixths of amope is not worth an hour 
of Cathay; it is of no consequence whatever.. It is forus to determine 
whether we shall have a monetary system based upon honest dealing, 
based upon enlightened public opinion, or whether we shall follow in 
slavish obedience the behests, the doctrines, the practices of a country 
in which the only opinion is that whichis made by the men who have 
money tolend. ‘There is no precedent there except as occasionally it 
breaks through the crust of things, and the struggling agriculturist 
or laborer getting his head above the condition of things for a mo- 
ment to take breath says, ‘* I want something else than Thar now.” 
So far as that element can express itself it has expressed itself; and 
we know that the toiling millions of Great Britain and of Germany 
and the other countries, so far as they haye been able to express them- 
selves, havesaid that the condition of things existing there was oppress- 
ive, and all they wanted was to get away from it. 

Mr. President, Europe can not be appealed to. Why? From a 
million and a half to two million of people are every year coming here 
from there. Why? Because they can better their condition, and that 
condition is bad in a large measure because of the monetary system of 
Europe, which is in favor of the people who own fixed capital and 
po in favor of the masses of the people. It will not do to appeal to 

urope. 

What is America for? What in Heaven’s name was the design of the 
Providence that gaye us a continent washed by two great oceans with 
a greater variety of production than any other country in the world, 
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with greater opportunity for development? Was it that we were to 
takeit and become a tenant of Europe? If there was no providential 
wisdom in thus effecting our emancipation from the Old World con- 
ditions we had better divide it, asthe South wanted us to dividein 1861. 
We had better have struggling principalities, pnmpernickel govern- 
ments, than have one great government if we are to do nothing with 
this great opportunity and this great energy of ours, and these great 
aptitudes of our people and these great natural advantages. 

Mr. President, my colleague spoke eloquently this morning about 
the increase of the wealth of the country. I regretted that he could 
not have been prompted in advance to say that a large portion of that 
increase grew out of the transfer of land from the Government to the 
private individual. In the last twenty years more than 300,000,000 
acres of land have been transferred by the General Government to pri- 
vate holdings. The mere transfer meant the increase of value. Be- 
fore it was transferred it cut no figure upon the assessment rolls or in 
the assessor’s returns of wealth. When transferred at anominal value 
or for nothing it became worth $2, $3, $4, $5, and $10 an acre, 

It is probably safe to say that those 300,000,000 acres of land, largely 
by reason of the mere fact of transfer, and uncultivated, in the natural 
state, are worth to-day $10 an acre at least, and there is an increase of 
yalue of $3,000,000,000 which can not be repeated; when we come to 
the point where we shall quit making values by adding to the assessed 
valne of our lands we shall find a different condition of things. We 
shall then have to create the wealth we have got. The contrast which 
my colleague made is all the more strong in that he showed that a large 
portion of the wealth of this country, including that which has been the 
result of this fortuitous circumstance, has been transferred to a handful 
of people. It is against the continuation of this condition of things, it 
is in order that labor may be unharnessed, and that the feet of the 
great masses of the people may be taken ont of the tangle and the im- 
pediment of an outgrown financial system and a condition of things 
based upon the wishes‘and interests of fixed capital, that those who con- 
tend for the free coinage of silver are so earnest about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is too late in this debate, Mr. President, to go 
into any doctrine about this question or into any history of any ex- 
tended character, but there are some prominent facts that have been 
cited on all sides here which I think should be noted. 

It isa known fact that our annual production from the mines is 
about $50,000,000 of silver and about $32,000,000, on the average, of 
gold. Weare buying now under the actof 1890 4,500,000 ounces of 
silver per month. If you add to that the coin value, it will bring up 
the coin value of the silver we are purchasing to $56,160,000 a year as 
Icount it. Now, that is about $6,000,000 more than we produce. 
Counting out what is taken up in the arts, which will be about $18,- 
000,000, or perhaps $20,000,000, per year, possibly not somuch as that, 
it would be at least, I suppose, $18,000,000 a year more than we pro- 
duce. 

After we had passed the law there was quite a spurt in the silver 
market. The market fluctuated until it got within a few points of 
par, perhaps above ten, and then it rested; and from that time until 
this it has been fluctuating, just as the price of cotton, the price of 
wheat, or the price of any other commodity has been fluctuating, in 
consequence of the demands of the financial world for money in other 
modes of investment or to pay debts. ; ; 

Now, the reason of this fluctuating is simply this: that we have left 
silver in this country entirely upon a bullion basis. If the Govern- 
ment of the United States, instead of making of silver a mere com- 
modity, had coined it and paid its coin out on a parity, whether the 
bullion price might go up or not, at a fixed standard with gold, we 
have the right to assume that the silver coins and gold coins would 
have been of equal value, at least in any part of the United States. 

But how isit? We have left the price of silver exactly where the 
laws of trade have placed the price of cotton, the price of wheat, and 
the price of other provisions in this country, to be regulated by the 
markets across the water. Instead of giving toitafixed and particular 
money value, giving to it the assistance of the Government of the United 
States in pronouncing that 412} grains of it shall be a dollar, simply 
that any man shall have coin who will bring $100 worth to the mint, 
we have left it where we have been obliged to leave provisions of every 
kind, to be priced by foreign markets. Consequently, when we want 
to have the price of silver at the mint of the United States we get cable- 
grams from Liverpool or London to find out what they are paying for 
it there. We place this great annual production of $50,000,000 at the 
will and pleasure of a foreign market, just precisely as we are obliged 
to do with regard to cotton, corn, wheat, and what not, of which we 
have a surplus to send abroad in our commercial intercourse. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not worthy of this Government to take that 
course with the products of these mines. Weare producing now more 
than one-half of the silver that is produced in the world. We have the 
constitutional right, the constitutional duty of coining and putting it 
on a parity with gold, of pricing it in our own mines and in the pockets 
of our own people. Why should we abandon that commodity to be 
priced ina foreign country? It can never maintain a parity with gold 
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under those circumstances because the foreign governments, particn- 
larly those of Russia, Germany, and Great Britain, are interested in 
keeping down the bullion value of silver. 

Who can deny that the Government of Great Britain is constantly 
interested in keeping down the bullion value of silyer in order to pre- 
vent injurious competition with her outlying colonies? France, not 
haying such large colonial possessions and not being in the same situa- 
tion, finds it to hae advantage to keep up the price of silver, Great 
Britain putting it down. Why should we take this $50,000,000 a 
year and expose itto be priced in London, whenit is our constitutional 
duty to coin it? That is what the Constitution means, thatthe people 
of the United States shall have free coinage of silver and gold. Itcan 
not mean anything else. 

So it occurs to me, Mr. President, that we are standing in our own 
light in simply refusing to step out and put our fect upon the rock so 
as to utilize the provisions of ourown mines. As I said the otherday, 
in ten years’ time, if we did so, our mines would produce $450,000, 000 
for redemption purposes. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] seems to be ap- 
pecans that it will be made into what is called fiat money, print- 

g-prèss money. Why, Mr. President, there is but one condition of 
affairs in which that can ever take place in this country, and that is 
when the metallic basis of our paper issues and promises is not broad 
enough to justify the country in building its commercial transactions 
upon that basis. Iam sure we need more money in circulation than 

e basis of the banking system, that is, the gold dollar, when it can 
become even probable, to say nothing about its being necessary, to re- 
sort to theprinting press to produce money, as the Argentine Republic 
has done to meet what was deemed public demands. 

But instead of having a coin basis in the United States, whether of 
gold or of silver, I would have no doubt at all about floating our paper 
currency, at least among our Own people, and giving them the benefit 
of it, so that it would prevent banks from closing their doors every 
time they get into rather a close place in consequence of having lent 
their money to the Wall street speculators. Thatis about their situa- 
tion, so far as that is concerned. So that answers the argument of the 
Senator from New Jersey in regard to our being compelled or being in- 
duced here to resort to the printing press for the purpose of inflation. 
If we will only utilize the products of our own mines, $50,000,000 of 
silver and $32,000,000 of gold, as a basis of redemption we shall have 
nothing to fear unless it may be that the balance of trade may turn 
against us. 

That can not by any means occur, Mr. President, in the next cen- 
tury, or perhaps within two or three centuries. So I need not stop 
to argue that question. Ishall assume that theusual balance of trade 
has been in our favor and that that is founded upon immutable con- 
ditions, So that it is hardly worth while to fear that it will turn 
against usin the next fifty orone hundred years. So we may dismiss 
that consideration. 

Now, as I understand the Senator from New Jersey, if silver is not 
remonetized, according to the Gresham law gold will be driven out of 
this country. I have heard that assertion often, and I have cogitated 
and reflected upon it to find out what that does really mean, to find out 
about this traveling process. How is anybody going to drive gold out 
of the country? Gold is not going to leave this country unless itis to 
pay some foreign debt or to purchase some foreign commodity. You 
can not drive it as you drive a flock of sheep out of a pasture and put 
up the fence behind them. ‘That is nonsense, if Senators will pardon 
me for using a word that is the only one I can think of thatis entirely 
descriptive of the thought. 

There is no driving processaboutit. If gold leaves this country now 
or hereafterit will be because a better use of it can be made abroadin 
pay ment of debts or the purchase of commodities than can be made here. 
It may be retired in favor of a cheaper money than that of our own 
country, it may be hoarded, it may be concealed, it may be kept from 
the bullion basis by possibility. But, Mr. President, how much gold 
is here now in actual circulation? How many Senators on this floor 
have in their possession to-day a five-dollar gold piece? How many of 
these people in the galleries havea five-dollar gold -piece? How many 
people in the United States have got in their pockets or in their pos- 
mesi v five-dollar gold piece? They have not got it and it does not 

reula 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I should just like to read a few 
lines froma work entitled ‘‘Gold Standard,” by Baron William von Kar- 
dorff-Wabnitz, of Germany, so that we may ‘‘see how others see us.” 
He gives an account of the of the coinage act. After quoting 
from the speech of Judge Kelley, explaining how it passed without any 
members of the House knowing it, he says: 


We have here a pretty piece of American parliamentary history. Quiotly, 
without a word being said about it in the debates or the press, an unimportant 
bill relating to the management of the mints is made use of to pat the gold 
standard in the piace of the prevailing silver standard, and this entire change 
is overlooked by the House of Representatives; and the bill on its return from 
the Senate is adopted en bloc without any opposition, and, what is more, ap- 
proved by the President of the United States without his haying an intimation 
of its proper contents, r 
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Mr. HOAR. What is the Senator reading? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam reading from the Gold Standard, by Baron 
William von Kardorff-Wabnitz, and he has just quoted from Judge 
Kelley’s speech of 1879 and from General Grant’s letter written after 
the passage of the coinage act of 1873, in which he shows that ho 
did not know that the silver dollar had been demonetized. The au- 
thor goes on to say: 3 

In thencar relationship of the English and American people, in the intimate 
connection in which the American civilization stands with the English, in the 
close and extensive commercial relations between the two nations, it was in 
the nature of things that the American financial administration should stand 


in a great degree under the influence of the observed financial practico of Eng- 
land and under the power of the doctrines prevailing there. 


How true this is, Mr. President! He makes the comparison: 


In England since 1516 the watchword has been reduction of the note circula- 
tion; and the Americans, true to thcir duty, made the contraction of the cur- 
rency the next war a 

In England at that timea definite date had been provided for the resumption 
of specie payments; in 1875 the lawmakers of the American Union fixed thero- 
sumption of specie payments for the Ist of January, 1879. 

In England, at that time in an analogous situation, the gold standard had 
been introduced ; the Americans would probably have thought they wero com- 
mitting an economicsin of omission if they had neglected to follow the exam- 
ple of England in this respectalso. 

It is in this lightthat American events appear to me; and this mode of view- 
ing them enables me tocomprehend many things otherwise unintelligible con- 
cerning them. & A P a 

After endlessly repeated cxperiments, which had only resulted in substitut- 
ing for about one hundred million dollars of the green interest-bearing 
paper notes (Treasury bonds), for whose redemption;no ee obligation oxists— 
an exchange, by the way, the advantages of which are of a very doubtful na- 
ture—they gave up the further contraction of the currency in view of the mur- 
murs of the people becoming ever more audible ; allthe time circulating to the 
gross amount of $40,000,000, as a legal tender for the payment of customs duties, 
and to set aside the gold standard, through the much-assailed Bland silver bill, 
confidence and cash returned to the country,so that the “ragbaby " (the green- 
back) reached par value with coin. 

Now, mark tho summing up: 

After a checkered series of financial experiments whose pernicious effects, as 
their opponents declared, did more injury to the national pr ty than the 
we ot repens ne itself,not one single act of the original programme could really 

carried out. 


As I said yesterday, every principle upon which we started out has 
been abandoned, except this one single thing, tho single gold standard. 
We have partially destroyed that, and I hope this bill will wipe out 
the last vestige of that. 

Now, Mr. President, a little further: 

To-lay it is very clearly perceived in America that if they had had the wis- 
dom and courage to allow the four hundred and thirty millions of greenbacks 
to circulate for tlie time being undisturbed, they would have come earlier into 
a position for securing the return of a coin circnlation. But for the unwhole- 
some shocks which the forcible contraction of the currency gave to the entire 
economic life of the country they would have been able long before to com- 
mence a gradual withdrawal of the paper circulation, so far as this exceeded a 
proper amount. 

A bitter and severe experience has taught the nation that the interest of the 
capital Ry a by the national banks, which were loudest in assaults upon 
the greenbacks, is not always identical with the general interests of the people 
and that heavy sacrifices would have been spa: thecountry if ithad followed 
the counsels of the venerable Carey in the question of the forced contraction of 
the currency, in the question of the resumption of specie payments, and in that 
ofthe gold standard more promptly than it has done. 


And yet they are the gentlemen who are leading in this matter. 


Then he says: 


Who profited by this revolutiou in prices, the immediato result of the rapidly 
in purchasing power and the unparalleled scarcity of gold? Only the 
owners of bonds, mortgages, rents,and annuities, And who lost? All other 
thanthese. Industry and agriculture alike declined, ning under the mer- 
cliessly enforced free-trade experiments; all estates depreciated in the ratio of 
the increase in the value and purchasing power of gold; production was para- 
lyzed; wages were reduced; misery and involuntary idleness spread over the 


country, | K4 ~ ‘ 3 

Abraham Lincoln described the Government of the United States as ono “of 
the people, by the people, and for the people.}’ But his successors have 
verted it to one “of tho money-lenders, by the money-lenders, and for the 
moncey-lenders.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendm 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to the amendment of 
mittee, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call tho roll, and Mr. ALDRICH answered 
to his name. 

Mr. DANIEL. Has not the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
offered an amendment to the amendment, as to the legal tender ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I simply ask if that is not the amendment before 
theSenate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Inquiry is in order. 

Mr, DANIEL. Iam not debating. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask the Chair to state the question. 
tight to know what we are voting upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A change has been made in line 13; the 
word ‘‘and’?’ has been taken out and the word ‘‘ provided’ inserted; 
and the words ‘‘and coin’? inserted after the word “‘notes,’’ in that 


« * 


tof the 
e com- 


We have a 


line. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be reported as it stands, 
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Mr. REAGAN, Ithink the Senator had a right to modify his amend- 
ment without putting it to a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 5, section 4, line 18, after the word 
“ appropriated,” add the following: 


That any owner of silver bullion not too base for the operations of the mint 
may deposit the same in amounts of the valuo of not less than $100 at any mint 
of the United States, to be coined into standard dollars or formed into bars for 
his benefit and without charge; and that at the said owner's option he may re- 
céive therefor an equivalent of such standard dollars in Treasury notes to be 
issued oyt Secretary of the Treasury in the same form and description and 
having the same legal qualities as the notes provided for by the act approved 
July 14, 1890, entitled “* An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes:”' Provided, Allsuch 
Treasury notes and coin issued under the provisions of this act shall be a legal 
tender for their nominal amount in payment of all debts, publicand private, 
and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when go re- 
ceived may bo reissued in the same manner and to the same extent as other 
Treasury notes. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Why, Mr. President, is that the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was certainly told by the Chair this morning 
that the amendment of the Senator from Neyada that was pending 
was introduced on December 30, 1890, reprinted January 8, 1891, and 
which he has amended in line 13. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the one just read. The roll-call 
will proceed, 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), Iam usually paired with 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]; I have transferred that 
pair to the junior Senatorfrom New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER], and 
am now at liberty to vote. I will state thatif the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Brown] were present he would vote in favor of the amend- 
ment and I suppose the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] would vote against it. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. CARLISLE’S name was called). The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] desires me to state that he is 
necessarily absent from the Senate in consequence of illness; that he 
is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]; and 
that if he were present he would vote “‘ yea’? upon this amendment. 

Mr. DANTEL (when his name was called). have a general pair 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]; but I have been 
informed that on this question he did not desire that pair to prevent 
his correspondent from votimy. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BATE. In this connection I desire to state that the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is paired by arrangement with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BropGerr], who, if he were present, 
would vote ‘‘nay”’ on the pending proposition. I have a letter from 
him. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotqurrr], who is detained at his 
home on account of sickness, If he were present, I should vote 

na ahs 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is absent fron: the Chamber on account of illness, 
He has a general pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAI]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. By arrangement I 
have transferred that pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW], whois paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. CALL]. 
That arrangement willenable both the Senator from Florida and myself 
to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). Mycol- 
league [Mr, KENNA] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL]. My colleague would vote ‘* yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. Moopy’s name was called). The Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] on this question is paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. HEARST]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. I have, however, 
transferred that pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 
-I vyote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). Usually, my 
colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL]. Their votes being alike on this question, however, my col- 
leagne’s pair has been transferred to the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Bropaerr]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). During my recent 
absence, I was paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Moopy]. As I understand an arrangement has been made by which 
that pair is transferred to the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST], 
I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETTIGREW], but by arrangement with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE] that pair has been transferred. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishonld like to ask if it is by authority that the 
two Senators from South Dakota are paired with Senators who would 
vote in favor of this amendment. I ask because I am without definite 
information, but I have been informed that both the Senators fromSouth 
Dakota are in favor of the amendment providing for free coinage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair can givo no information on 
the subject. 

Mr. HALE, By arrangement with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] the pair which I have with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RAysom], who, L understand, will vote for the free-coinage amend- 
ment, has been transferred to one of the Senators from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] who would vote for the amendment, He stands 
paired, therefore, with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] 
would vote for the amendment if he were present. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. There are circumstances why I think any mem- 
ber of this body should very much hesitate to pair, at least withone of 
the Senators from South Dakota, on this important question, without 
knowing very definitely that he desired to vote against it. One of the 
Senators from South Dakota voted for it when he was here last. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was guided in what I said in regard to the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. Moopy 
to the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] by a conversation I ha 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], from whom I 
gathered that the Senator from South Dakota could not be relied upon 
to vote for the amendment, but would vote againstit. Ihave no re- 
sponsibility, however, on the subject. . The pair is off my hands, and 
I vote as T-have indicated. 

Mr. HALE, I only wish to say that the pair was transferred for the _ 
convenience of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and myself, who 
are here. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] hasa 
general pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who votes for 
the amendment; so that his attitude would be the same in any event, 
whether paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransos] 
or the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I was not questioning the action of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] in any respect whatever. I was only seek- 
ing to protect the interests of the two Senators from South Dakota, 
and Isuggested that we should be careful about pairing them on this 
question without knowing exactly how they would desire to vote, 

Mr, CULLOM. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY], who 
is charged with the arrangement of pairson the Republican side of the 
Senate, I suppose can explain this matter satisfactorily. 

Mr. CASEY. Both Senators from South Dakota, when going away, 
left their pairs with meas they have been reported. Four or five days 
ago I telegraphed both of them, advising them of the penditig motion 
and asking for instructions with regard to their votes on the question of 
free coinage, if they desired their pairs to be modified. I have had no 
reply to my telegrams, from which I infer that they do not desire to 
modify theirpreviously arranged pairs. Further than that my respon- 
sibility does not extend, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I desire to state, in reference to 
the pairs on thisside, that they have been made in accordance with the 
suggestion of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], who has 
just taken his seat. I assumed that he had the authority, as I under- 
stood from him that he assumed authority to arrange the matter for 
the Senators who are paired, whose transfers haye been announced; 
and, having assumed that authority, of course we on this side acqui- 
esced in the view taken by the Senator in charge of the pairs on the 
other side. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the arguments are concluded in 
respect to the pairs, I should like to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Allen, Eustis, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Barbour, Faulkner, Morgan, Stewart, 
apes nes, = ock, Phen 

rry rman, ASCO, u 

Blackburn, Hampton, Payne, Vite 
Butler, Harris, Plumb Vest, 
Call, Ingalls, Power, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, Wolcott. 
Coke, McConnell, Sanders, 
Daniel, Manderson, Shoup, 

NAYS—30! 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Spooner, 
Allison, Evar! McMillan, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Frye, McPherson, Warren, 

y, Gray, Morrill, Washburn, 
Cuilont, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawley, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Dixon, Higgins, Sawyer, 

Dolph, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—I6. 
Blair, Chandler, George, Pettigrew, 
Blodgett, Colquitt, Hearst, Pierco, 
Brown, Dawes, Kenna, Ransom, 
Carlisle, Farwell, Moody, Squire. 


mittee on Finance was agreed to. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is now on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended, 

Mr. STEWART, I move to strike out the committee’s amendment, 
beginning with the word “that,” on page 4, line 1, section 4, down to 
and including the word ‘‘whatever.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. What the Senator proposes to strike out is a distinct 
amendment itself. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator refer to the word ‘‘ whatever’? in 
line 15, on page 5? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; he moves to strike out the whole of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move an amendment to comein atthe close of sec- 
tion 3, as a new section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the Committee on Finance as 
amended is not adopted yet. That is section 4. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Imoye an amendment, as I said, to come in as a 
separate section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Maryland has been 
recognized. 

Mr. STEWART. If the committeeamendmentis to be acted upon I 
desire to moye to amend the committee amendment by striking it all 
out down to and including the last word. 

Mr. CULLOM. Irise toa Hi of order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. My pointof order is that the Chair has recognized 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], so that the Senator from 
Neyada is out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Will the Chair state the exact question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that amendment be reported before debate 

on, and then it will show what we are debating. 

Mr. STEWART, Allow me, Mr. President, to rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Am Iin orderin moviug to strike out all that por- 
tion of the committee amendment down to and including the word 
‘whatever’? in line 15? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that amendment be reported, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment will 
be reported. 

The Critter CLERK. On page 4, in section 4, strike out, after the 
word ‘‘that,’? down to and including the word ‘‘ whatever,’’ on page 
5, the words to be stricken out being the following: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in a sum or sums 
not exceeding in the aggregate $200,000,000, coupon or registered bonds of the 
United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of denominations of $50 or 
some multiple of that sum, redeemable in lawful money at the pleasure of the 
United States, on and after July 1, 1900, and bearing interest payable semian- 
BoR? in such money atthe rate of 2per cent, perannum. And heisauthorized 
to sell or dispose of any of the bonds issued under this act at not less than 
their par value for any lawful money of the United States, or for gold or silver 
certificates, and to apply the p thereof to the redemption of or to the 
purchase of any of the bonds of the United States, and for no other purpose 
whatever. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to make an 
inquiry? . Why not move to strike out the whole section? The other 
four lines of the section seem to be consequential upon those which he 
moves to strike out, and would be surplusage if they remained in the 
bill. Why not make a motion to strike out the whole of the fourth sec- 
tion, instead of leaving in the last four lines? 

Mr. STEWART. I want the appropriation in. Let us take a vote 
on striking it out. 

Mr. PLUMB. It cannot be stricken out because it is notin. The 
only thing we can take a vote on is the amendment as offered. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I will adhere to my amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Nevada offered an amendment 
for free coinage which came in after the word ‘‘appropriated”’ in line 
18, page 5. As it stands now it is a part of the amendment proposed 
bythe Committee on Finance. Now theonly way you can reach it is by 
the motion submitted by the Senator from Nevada, to still further 
amend the amendment by striking out everything after section 4, page 
4, down to and including the word ‘‘appropriated’’ in line 18, page 
5. Ifthat is stricken out, then the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada, which was just voted on, will stand by itself, a pure, naked 
proposition. I therefore renew the motion to strike out everything 
from the word “that? down to and including the word ‘‘appro- 
priated’’ on page 5. 

Mr. STEWART. LI accept that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Nevada. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion ? . 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Chair as to the correct- 
ness of the statement of the Senator from Maryland. Was the amend- 
ment just adopted by the Senate offered asan amendment to the fourth 
section ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. HOAR. Or was it offered as an amendment to comein after the 
fourth section ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It comes in after line 18, on page 5. 

-Mr. PASCO. I would ask if a part of the committee’s amendment 
is not to strike out section 4, beginning on page 3. Will a member of 
the committee state whether that is not the amendment of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee’s amendment is printed in italic, 

Mr. PASCO. Is it not simply to strike out and insert? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the first amendment of the com- 
mittee, in line 3. ,. 

Mr. PASCO. By turning to page 3 of the bill it will be seen that 
there are marks of erasure beginning at section 4, in the first line, and 
to strike out that I understand isa part of the committee’s proposition. 
Then, if the motion of the Senator from Nevada prevails, all that will 
be restored. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee is an amendment to strike out the fourth sec- 
tion as it appeared in the original bill and insert what appears in 
italics. The Senate has, by a vote a few minutes since, added to the 
italicized part, or to that part of the amendment that was to be in- 
serted, and that amendment has become a part of the pending amend- 
ment of the committee to be inserted. Now, the Senator from Mis- 
souri proposes to strike out down to and including the word ‘‘appro- 
priated,’”’ I believe, in line 18, which is really all of the part that the 
committee originally proposed to insert. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Tennessee will pardon me, I do not 
understand that it is so recorded or entered at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PASCO. Neither do I. 

Mr. HOAR. That was a separate amendment. 

Mr, HARRIS. I may be incorrectin that, but I understood that the 
Senator from Nevada moved to amend that part of the committee’s 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair understands that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nevada now extends to line 15, 
page 5, to the word ‘‘whatever.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. He has modified that. 

Mr. GORMAN. At my suggestion he modified it; he accepted my 
modification. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair understood that the Senator 
objected to the modification. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I accepted it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that any motion was ever made 
to amend the committee’s amendment, and it has not been amended, 
it has not been acted upon. This motion, as appears in print at the 
Clerk’s desk, was to insert a separate amendment ata particular point 
in the bill, to wit, at the end of section 4, That was not an amend- 
ment of the committee’s amendment, but was a separate amendment, 
moved by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] and voted on. 
Therefore, the committee’s amendment is a separate and independent 
proposition. If the Senator wants to get rid of it, the simple way is 
to vote ‘‘nay’’ upon it as a proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. The difference between the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and myself is a difference of understanding as to a fact. My 
understanding is that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] moved 
to amend that part of the committee’s amendment that was to be in- 
serted. The Senator from Massachusetts understands the Senator from 
Nevada as having offered the language that was offered by him as a 
separate and distinct and independent amendment. 

Mr, HOAR. Let it be reported at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us determine the question of fact, and then we 
shall know exactly what we were yoling on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, section 4, line 18, after the word 
‘*appropriated,’’ add the following—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have before me the printed amend- 
ment, which it has been stated many times upon this floor here is the 
amendment that we have been voting upon, and it reads in this way: 
‘Proposed by Mr. STEWART to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance,” 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Then I was mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART. ThenIrenewmy motion. Task thatthe question 
be put on my amendment to strike out, $ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada to strike out certain words from the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, as I understand the matter now, this 
is a proposition to strike out the fourth section of the bill as reported 
from the Committee on Finance. Itseems to me that this section ought 
to be stricken out of the bill for the simple reason that it contemplates 
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a donation by the people of the United States of currency to those who 
have already the right to issue 90 per cent, of currency upon their 
bonds. I style it a donation because it is a gift to the bondholders of 
the United States, based on no consideration whatever, emanating from 
them. At a time when the national banks were being built upin order 
to meet a governmental exigency and for the purpose of sustaining the 
credit of the Government and supplying the people with a uniform 
currency, it was provided that those who subscribed to the national 
debt should have the right, under regulations of the national-banking 
system, to be furnished with 90 per cent. of currency, according to the 
face value of their bonds. This proffer on the part of the United States 
to grant this currency to the bondholders was partly the consideration 
that entered into the inducement to cause the citizens to invest in the 
bonds, 

Now, Mr. President, by reason of this special privilege, of credit to 
the bondholders of the United States, their property has gradually 
enhanced in value, and has gone to so greata premium that $54,000,000 
of the people’s money has been paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States in premiums alone upon the investments, many of which were 
made below par and all of which have gone to that extent above par. 

While it was appropriate to tender this inducement to the investors 
in order to induce the investment, it is eminently inappropriate for the 
Government to donate so great a privilege when it has already built 
up the value of its bonds so high that, as we are told in the reports of 
the Treasury, the enormous rate which they bring is breaking down 
the system upon which they are, in a measure, based 

There is another element of impropriety in increasing the privilege 
accorded to outstanding bonds held by national banks at the present 
instant. In another section of this bill it is provided that the loan of 
$200,000,000 shall be negotiated at 2 per cent, and that the funds de- 
rived from that negotiation shall be applied to the exclusive purpose 
of buying in these patel aii: bonds of the United States; and I ask 
the attention of Senators to this most singular fact, that on one page 
of this bill we are according privileges to bonds which will enhance 
their value in the market, and on the next page are instructing our 
agents to take money which we are to borrow and go out and buy bonds. 
If that is not an inconsistent relation for the Government to occupy 
towards the people, for whom it is the trustee, I confess that I shall 
have to learn from a new law book, which was not written at the time 
when I had the honor first to dip into the jurisprudence of my country, 
for new definitions of what constitutes a breach of faith. 

Mr. President, if any personal trustee, acting as a fiduciary for an 
estate or for an absent principal, were to undertake with one hand to 
go up.and boom the value of property in the market, and, on behalf of 
that absent principal, were to instruct his agent at the same time to go 
out and buy it, there is not an honest chancellor in Christendom who 
would not dismiss him from his fiduciary character and have him ar- 
raigned before his bar for a dishonest transaction in the absence of the 
principal whom herepresented. And yet, Mr. President, it is gravely 
proposed to the Senate and the Congress of the United States that your 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be instructed to put his hands into the 
people’s purse and issue 10 percent, of currency based upon their credit, 
make a gracious gift, without a consideration of any kind, of that cur- 
rency to a class of persons who are already bloated with what they have 
already gotten from the Government, and then tell him to go out into 
the market and buy at a premium a thing which you have just given 
away. Who can defend thatas a transaction of honesty? Whatman 
is it, taught in the simplest elements of morality and fair dealing, 
whose conscience does not instantly revolt at such a proposition? 
Who does not see that it is wrongful and a breach of trust the very 
moment the sunlight falls across it? 

If the reports of our financial ministers be correct, there can be no 
excuse at the present time for bolstering up the value of bonds in the 
hands of national banks. They are already at 120 premium, or some- 
thing of that kind. In the report of the T of the Treasury, 
from which I read, Congress is advised that one of the difficulties now 
in the continuation of the national-banking system is not the low price, 
but the high price of bonds. Iread from the language of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in his report for the current year, on page38—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think perhaps, in behalf of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, I ought to say a few words in regard to the nature of the trans- 
action which is provided for in the sections proposed to be stricken 
out. 

The United States has now outstanding in the neighborhood of $560,- 
000,000 4 per cent. bonds payahblein 1907. Notwithstanding the prop- 
ositions of various kinds which have been made on this floor to-day, 
no man has suggested up to this time that the United States shall re- 
pudiate its obligations to pay the interest at 4 per cent. and to pay the 
principal of these bonds at maturity in 1907. 

This is a proposition to refund $200,000,000 of these bonds into a 2 
per cent. bond payable at the option of the Government after 1900 and 

to use the proceeds of the sales of those bonds to pay the principal of 
the 4 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 


Mr, DANIEL. Icansee no propositionsin this bill to refund them, 
but there is a proposition to borrow money and buy them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a proposition tosell $200,000,000 of bonds 
at not less than par, bearing 2 per cent. interest, payable after 1900 at 
the option of the United States and to use the proceeds of the sale—— 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I say, to borrow money and buy the 
bonds. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘There is no question of borrowing money at all. 
It is a sale of bonds for money. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iftbatisnot borrowing money, I would like to know 
what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That money isto be used to buy 4 percent. bonds, 
That is merely an exchange. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to 
go on for a moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not and can not be anything else than an ex- 
change of 4 per cent. bonds for 2 per cent. bonds upon the terms 
named in this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Who is going to exchange them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. But wifl the holder of the 4 per cent. bonds exchange 
them for 2 per cent. bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is another question. I am now discussing 
what the proposition is. Whether it will be effective or not, whether 
any holder of 4 per cent. bonds will sell his bonds and whether any- 
body will buy 2 percent. bonds is another and a distinct geet 
Iam only explaining now the proposition as presented in this amend- 
ment. 

Let us see what the effect would be upon the Government of the 
United States. Ihave a letter from the Government actuary in answer 
to a question which I asked of him two or three days ago, which I will 
read: 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT ACTUARY, 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1891. 

DEAR Sın: In answer to your letter of the 8th instant, requesting "a state- 
mentof the yearly profit that would accrue tothe United States ifwe could bi 
the outstanding 4 per cents. at each of the following rates, namely, 121, 122, 123, 
124, and 125, provided we could sell an equal amount of 2 per cents. running 
the same length of time at par,” I send the inclosed table. 

The total outstanding of the United Sfates 4 per cent. bonds was, January 1, 
1891, $559,742,709. The present worth of all interest savedto the Government 
would be, January 1, 1891, $156,999,319.26. 

The first column of the table shows the cost or premium that the Govern- 
ment would pay forthe bondsrefunded. Thesecond column showsthe present 
worth, January 1,1891, of the net saving to the Government by the operation. 
The third column shows the amount payable quarterly, which would be rep- 
resented by these net savings; in other words, theamount saved tothe Govern- 
ment quarterly by the proposed funding operation. 

In these calculations the par value of the total amount of 2 per cent. bonds 
issued is assumed to be Ge Ea to the par value of the ot ed cent, bonds now 


outstanding, namely, $559,742,700 ; also, money is considered as being worth 2 per 
cent, and compounded quarterly. 


Respectfully yours, 
JOS. S. McCOY, Acting Government Actuary, 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


Here is the table to which he refers: 


Cost of Present worth 


refunding. [yy of saving, 


Price paid for bonds. 
nnary 1,1801, 


$117,545, 967 | $39, 453, 352. 26 
123, 148,394 | 33, 855, 925. 26 
128,740, 821 | 28,258, 498.26 
134, 338,248 | 22, 661,071.26 
139, 985,075 | 17,063, 644.26 


The obligations of the Government would not be changedatall. It 
is simply a question of dollars and cents, the saving this amount of 
money. 

I am quite well aware that an argument of that kind does not ap- 
peal to gentlemen here on a question where Government bonds are 
concerned, but I say that it is a strange outrage that the representa- 
tives of the people of the United States are not willing to save $39,- 
000,000 on account of a prejudice against the bondholder or a preju- 
dice against the possible use these bonds may have. ‘There is nota 
business man in existence who, if he could make that change, would 
not do it in five minutes, and there is not one excuse—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senater object to answering a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When I get through I shall not object. 

There is not a single excuse for the rejection of this proposition by 
the Senate of the United States except one of prejudice. 

Mr. STEWART. Iknow of no guaranty that these bonds will be 
bought at 121. If we should sell $200,000,000 of bonds—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That was not my statement. x 

Mr. STEWART. If we should sell $200,000,000 of these bonds and 
go into the market for the 4 per cent. bonds, they would necessarily 
be very much enhanced in value and the saving the Senator speaks of 
would dwindle down. 
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BS PRUVO Will the Senator state why they would be en- 
> ci 

Mr. STEWART. Because there would be demand for them, The 
‘price of bonds as well as other things depends upon demand and sup- 


ply. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Why wonld there be a demand for them when 
national banks would use 2 percent, bonds to base currency upon? 
On the contrary, your 2 per cent. bonds would prevent a corner and 
make a larger volume on which the national banks could procure 
bonds and make deposits. The effect ofit would be to reduce the price, 

Mr, STEWART. When the Senator from New York says that if 
the Government of the United States goes into the market and buys 
$200, 000,000 of those outstanding bonds it will not put up the market 
he denies the ordinary rules of trade. Of course it would put up the 
market if you have to buy $200,000,000 of these bonds if there was a 
steady market for them. ‘There would bea large bonus to the bond- 
holders to fix the price as they pleased if we were bound to sell the 2 
per cent. bonds and buy 4 per cent, bonds, They could be used for no 
other purpose. They would be used to buy the 4 per cent. bonds at 
whatever price the bondholders might ask for them, 

Another thing: The object of these bonds is to form a basis of na- 
tional-bank circulation, so as to increase the paper circulation of the 
country. If that is to be increased, let it be increased by legal-tender 
notes issued by the Government that will cost the Government noth- 
ing. When you come to the question of refunding the national debt, 
let it be separate from the requirement of a bond as the basis of na- 
tional-bank circulation. If the debt is to be paid by the issuance of 
paper, issue legal-tender paper and pay it, and stop the interest alto- 
gether. Butif this is simply a device to give the national banks an- 
other subsidy, I am opposed to it. I see nothing else init. Why 
should we give them a subsidy to issue a paper on credit? Does any- 
body contend that the national-bank notes, resting alone for their 
value upon the credit of the Government, are any better than legal- 
tender notes resting upon the same basis? 

Senators do not fear expansion if it comes by way of paper issued by 
the national banks, but when you speak of expanding the currency by 
one dollar by the use of silver they tell us it will drive gold out of the 
country and work incalculable injury. If silver certificates or silver 
money will drive gold out of the country, why is it? Because it ex- 
pands the currency. If it will do that, how much more will paper 
drive gold out of the country? That has been done frequently, and al- 
ways will happen. Gold will go out of circulation when you issue a 
volume of paper sufficient todo the businessof the country, The Sen- 
ate has already voted for free silver, and if you ay this provision in 
the bill, and produce evil results by theissuance of paper by the banks, 
you will charge the whole trouble to silver. 

Let free coinage stand alone. Do not inflate your currency by a 
subsidized issue any longer if you do not want inflation, and if that is 
what you are fighting against. Inflation is what the arguments have 
all been made against. Now a proposition is made to inflate the cur- 
rency by $200,000,000, if we will give the banks a subsidy. The simple 
proposition here is to allow a person haying $100,000 to invest it in 
these 2 per cent. bonds, deposit the bonds in the Treasury, draw his 
$100,000, and get interest from’ the Government without the invest- 
ment of a dollar of his own money. That is the proposition, because 
ek own proposition is that he shall haye Sikealanion dollar for dollar. 

he end of it nobody knows, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I suppose that the very decisive 
vote of the Senate has fixed the fate of the whole bill, and I think, 
therefore, we are wearying ourselves uselessly in staying here discuss- 
ing the various propositions contained in the bill. 

I certainly will not vote under free coinage, if that system is to pre- 
vail, for the sale of 2 per cent. bonds. Indeed, I doubt very much 
whether the sale could be effected, with my view of it. Besides, I 
feel that if Congress shall adopt a policy of free coinage I do not want 
to embarrass it with any other scheme which seems to be inconsistent 
with it, because you will certainly get enough money and have paper 
money in abundance, according to my theory, and I do not want to 
add to the volume of currency by the issuing of national bank-note 
paper hereafter, 

My own advice would be that no banks should be organized, be- 
cause the purchase of silver will no doubt furnish an ample and suf- 
ficient increase of paper money. I believe, therefore, I shall vote— 
and I think the Senator had better make the motion at once—to strike 
out all these sections because they are framed on a different theory, 
This bill is framed on the theory embraced in the bill of last year. 
For instance, the first section ought to be stricken out as a matter of 
course, because the holders of the bullion which has been hoarded for 
the Jast few months will go at once to the Treasury after the passage 
of a free-coinage bill and get $1.29 for each ounce, That ought to be 
stricken out. So should the second and the third sections be stricken 
out, and soon. As for the amendment which has been reported from 
the committee, that fell as a matter of course on the adoption of the 

amendment. 

Ishall vote, therefore, for theamendment of the Senator from Nevada, 
but I would rather make it a wholesale job at once and strike ont all 


the bill except that part in relation to free coinage. There is nothing 

in the bill that I see but what is framed upon a different idea from the 

simple idea of the bill originally. 3 

a 2 MoPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr, SHERMAN. Certainly, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Would it not be well to retain that section of 
the bill which requires an international conference, because that re- 
lates to a change of the ratio? 

Mr, SHERMAN. Doesnot the Senator from New Jersey know that, 
as a matter of course, if we start outon the free coinage of silver, the 
idea of a conference would be simply absurd? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I think it isaltogether wiser to hoid out every 
inducement possible for other nations to join us and for us to express 
our willingness at any time to adopt any reasonable ratio which other 
nations will agree to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think, if we try the experiment, we had bet- 
ter try it alone, but Ido not think itis worth while for us to enter poy 
the experiment and afterwards call upon other nations to come in an 
help us out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly every other section seems to me en- 
tirely inconsistent with the other amendment which has been adopted. 
For instance, here are trade dollars. One section makeg provision for 
recoining trade dollars. Ipresume the Senator from Nevada and those 
who agree with him will insist that the trade dollar be coined into sil- 
ver coin and also all the fractional currency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can be done under existing law. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It seems to me the entire bill ought to bo 
stricken ont. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the entire bill ought to be stricken out. 
That, I think, is the general sentiment of the Committee on Finance, 
that framed the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that sections 8 
and 9 are matters of detail, which are useful. They are recommenda- 
tions respecting details which I think are wise. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think probably sections 8 and 9 are convenient 
to the Treasury Department, but they are not very important. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The law now requires trade dollars to be coined, 
so I do not think there will be any difficulty about striking ont sec- 
tion 7. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that sections 8 and 9 be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The sections will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That paragraph 8 of chapter 327 of the Supplement to the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which requires that refining and parting of bullion 
shall be carried on at the mints of the United States and at the assay office at 
New York, be amended by inserting, after the word “ law,’’ in the fourth line, 
the following words: ‘‘and from the proceeds of the sale of by-products result- 
ing from the operations of the refinery; so that the paragraph shall read: 

“And it s be lawful to apply the moneys arising from charges collected 
from depositors for these operations pursuant to law, and from the proceeds of 
the sale of by-products resulting from the operations of tho refinery, so far as 
may be necessary, to the defraying in full of the expenses thereof, including 
labor, materials, and wastage.” 

Sec, 9. That an act to authorize the receipt of the United States gold coin in 
exchange for gold bars, approved May 26, 1 be amended to as follows: 

“That the superintendents of the coinage mints and of the United States assay 
office at New York may, with the >n roval of the Director of the Mint, but not 
otherwise, receive United States coin from any holder thereof, in sums of 
not less than $5,000, and pay and deliver in exchange therefor gold bars in value 
equaling such coin so received: Provided, That the Director of the Mint, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may impose for such exchange a 
charge which in his judgment shal] equal the cost of manufacturing the bars," 


Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have action on my amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have a vyote on that and then we will get 
rid of that question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has spoken 
once on this amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out the words ‘two hundred mil- 
lion ” and insert “two hundred and one million,’’ in section 4. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia is at liberty 
to proceed upon his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr, President, I asked the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr, ALDRICH] a question, hoping to get from him a frank and 
candid answer that he bas been pleased not to giye. On the contrary, 
kehas not only evaded the question which I put to him, but has shown, 
as I conceive, a pu to evade it, to run off and talk about preju- 
dices against national banks. Isaid nota word against national banks, 
neither did I say anything against thisloan. WhatI did say was that 
I did not perceive how it was honest for this Government, acting as a 
trustee for the people, to give something to a bond in one moment, and 
in the next instruct ifs agent to go out and buy that bond at its ap- 
preciated value. This maybe due on my part to prejudice, but I have 
had a prejudice of such long standing against duplicity that it is not 
one that I can hope at this time to overcome. oe 

I have a prejudice against seeing anybody, whether it isa chartered 
bank or an individual, put his arm into the people’s Treasury and take 
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out money for his personal advantage, and when you come to analyze 
this proposition it is nothing more and it is nothing less. I read from 
the recent report of the Secretary of the Treasury, page 38; 

‘The Comptroller— 


Says the Secretary— 
again calls attention to the fact that the issue of GIAN ERES A notes has become 
unremunerative, on accountot the high premium commanded by the bonds of 
the United States, and renews his recommendations of last year, in which I 
concour, that the obligatory deposit of bonds be reduced, that circulation be 
issued equal in amount to the par value of the bonds pledged, and that the 
semiannual duty thereon be fixed at one-fourth of 1 per cent. per annum. 

Mr. President, here is from the Secretary of the Treasury a statement 
that the inefliciency of these bonds to subserve the purposes of national 
banks has arisen from the high premium which they command, and 
while I shall never be a party to attempting to run down Government 
credit in any direction, neither shall I bea party when the Government 
has established its credit in so high a degree to donate that credit to 
those to whom we do not owe it, and to add to the value of a thing 
which I am using the pamon money to buy. 

The Senator from Rhode Island can not shift the issue which I make 
with him if he chooses to evade the question because he can not answer 
it. It may be expedient for him to do so, but I repeat, so that he and 
the Senate and everyone who cares to heed my words can understand 
it, that on one page of this bill there is a proposition to give the cur- 
rency of this people to national bondholders without consideration at 
the very time when you areseeking to draw in the very bonds to which 
that credit is given, and it will be the inevitable effect of taking 
money out of the people’s pockets and giving it to those to whom we 
do not owe it. 

The Senator can not make any insinuation at me that I am actuated 
by prejudice against national banks. Idecline to submit for him to 
pass judgment upon my character, or my opinions or prejudices or 
feelings, when I have not indicated them either by argument or by ac- 
tion. He may have such a prejudice in favor of bondholders that he 
is ready to turn the Treasury in a sluice into their pockets, and if he 
possesses such a prejudice he has a most plain and conspicuous way of 
manifesting its possession in supporting that part of the text of this bill. 

Mr. President, whatever may be the fate of this bill, whether silver 
be in it or silver be out of it, it is not a righteous or just transaction 
for the Congress of the United States to take this money of the people 
and make a clean, clear gift of it to those to whom we are not only 
paying what we contracted to pay, but to those whose values have 
been added up.20 per cent. above par. There is no justice in it; no 
policy in it; no propriety in it; and I trust that the Senate will strike 
out that section of the bill. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator from 
Virginia to withdraw his amendment, 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes; sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr, PASCO. The n panding amendment is the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Virginia, is it not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was withdrawn. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada, on page 4, 
to strike out section 4 as reported by the committee, 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

oa ‘da and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR]. i a 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Under the arrangement of 
pairs indicated when the previous vote was taken, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. KENNA] is absent necessarily from the Senate, and is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. CASEY. I desire again to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Prercr] with the Senator from Kentucky Purr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. BATE. I-wish to announce the pair of the Senator from New 
3 ersey [Mr. BLODGETT] with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

QUIRE]. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe that 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], with whom I am paired, is 
not in his seat. I withdraw my vote. 

m. i . Tinquirehow theSenator from New York [ Mr. EVARTS] 
vot 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the aflirmative. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to state to him that my colleague [Mr, MOR- 
GAN] would yote the same way, and the Senator from New York is at 
liberty to vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. If there is no quorum I am at liberty to yote. I 
vote “nay.” 
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Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). Before the 
result of the vote is announced, I beg leave to state that I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]; but from 
information given me by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry] 
I take if that on this amendment in the interest of silver I am privi- 
leged to vote as I have-done. If there is any exception to that it can 
be stated, 

Mr. BATE. That pair has been transferred, I announced it. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). As I under- 
stand there is a quorum voting, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Allen, Daniel, McConnell, Stanford, 
Allison, Davis, McMillan, ratha 
Barbour, Eustis, McPherson, S dge, 
Bate, Faulkner, Manderson, Teller, 
Berg: ibson, * Mitchell, ‘Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Call, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 

y, Harris, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cockrell Ingalls, Pugh, Washburn 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wolcott, 

NAYS—19. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Carey, Hale, Piatt, Shoup, 
Dixon, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Higgins, Quay, 

ABSENT—21 
Blair, Dawes, Kenna, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Moody, Squire, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, Warren. 
Carlisle, George, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Hearst, Pierce, 
Colquitt, Ransom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. STEWART. I now ask to add the following to the fourth sec- 
tion—— 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me to offer a resolution by 
way of giving notice? 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. BUTLER. TI offer a resolution, Mr. President, and give notice 
that I shall call it up at the proper time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That when the bill now under considerstion shall have been dis- 
posed of the Senate will proceed to the consideration of House bill 11120, pro- 
viding for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law, 


Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can not object to my offering it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
be printed and go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
object to the reception of the resolution at this time, 

Mr. HALE. It is not before the Senate at all. 

Mr. HOAR. It can only be offered in the morning hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can offer aresolution at any time. I ask thatthe 
resolution be printed and go over. I give notice then—— 

Mr. HOAR. It can not be before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I have had it read for information, and Igive 
notice that I shall call it up when the pending bill is disposed of. I 
have a right to do that, I suppose. 

Mr. HOAR. In the morning hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have already done it, whether I have the right or 


not. 
, The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12573) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection ofa 
public building at Akron, Ohio. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. : 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by - 
him to the bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Ten- 
nessee, and for other purposes; which was ordered to be printed and 
lie on the table. 

- COIN AND CURRENCY. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the currency, 
and for other purposes. 
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Mr. STEWART. Inow ask for the reading of the amendment I 
have proposed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where does the amendment come in? 

Mr. STEWART. At the end of my previous amendment to the 
fourth section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to add to the fourth section the 
following: 


And the sum necessary to carry the provisions of this section into effect is 
BEA appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


p 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada to the amendment of the committee 
as amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Now let the anrendment as amended be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Canit notbe read nowasitstands? Ishould like 
to hear what we are now to vote on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will he 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, it is proposed to strike out all down 
to and including the word ‘“‘notes,’’ in line 32, on page 4, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That any owner of silver bullion not too base for the operations of the mint 
may deposit the same in amounts of the value of not less than £100 atany mint 
of the United States, to be coined into standard dollars or formed into bars for 
his benefit and without charge; and that at the said owner's option he may 
receive therefor an equivalent of such standard dollars in Treasury notes to be 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in the same form and descriptiop and 
having the same legal qualities as the notes provided for by the act approved 
July 14,1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes ;;"’ Provided, All such 
Swope notes and coin issued under the provisions of this act shall bea legal 
tender for their nominal amount in payment of all debts, public and private, 
and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 
pare may Oe rotae inthe same manner and to the same extent as other 

"And t Serra necessary to carry the provisions of this section into effect is 
Bereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move to strike out the first section and the 
fifth section. 

Mr. PLUMB. Do not let us have two thingsatonce. The Senator 
is a little impetuous. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not impetuous at all, I move tostrike out 
the first and fifth sections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out section 1—— 

Mr. PLUMB, I think I have offered an amendment to take the 
place of section 1. I want to strikeout the first section, but I thought 
I would offer a substitute for it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the amend- 
ment oftered by the Senator from Kansas was to come in after section 3. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offered a substitute for the first section some days 


ago. 
7 eee een PRESIDENT. That is another amendment, and it will 

e stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont section 1 and to in- 
sert the following: 

‘That the compulsory requirement of deposits of United States bonds with the 
Treasurer of the United States by national banks is hereby limited in amount 
to $1,000 of bonds for each and every national bank: Provided, That this act 
shall not apply to the deposits of bonds which may be required by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to secure deposits of public moneys in the national banks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is an amendment of great importance, and 
really if it be insisted upon to-night it will require considerable dis- 
cussion. I suppose we are under the ten-minute rule now, but I wish 
Senators to understand why this provision was in this bill at its first 
appearance. Yet upon a careful examination and with the certainty 
of the result that will come it was limited in its operation to the banks 
having a capital of only $50,000. Under the operation of this proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas all the great banks will sur- 
render their bonds and reduce them to $1,000, and willsurrender their 
circulation as well under the present law, Under the present Jaw as 
it stands every bank has to take a certain portion of its capital in 
United States bonds, the lowest $12,500. A bank of $50,000 capital 
ranges from that up, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. From $25,000 to $50,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is $50,000 for a large bank. I think, therefore, 
the effect of that measure taken by itself, unless it is connected with 
some provision giving the banks some facilities to increase their circu- 
TY might work a contraction of the currency to the extent of the 

nds. 


After considerable examination I thought it was not safe to do it, 
and especially since the provision about $200,000,000 of bonds is 
stricken out, That it was expected the banks would take, though 
many of them would sell their 4 per cent. bonds and take the 2 per 
cent, bonds and continue to maintain the volume of currency they 
have now outstanding. But that being stricken out, and there being 
no means by which a bank could yet cirenlation except by 4 per cent. 
bonds at a premium of 120, there would be no object for any national 
bank to start with a view to circulation; and this provision of the 
Senator from Kansas would induce all the hanks who have bonds now 
and desire to sell them to sell them without respect to the amount of 
circulation. 

Many of them have no circulation and have $50,000 of bonds in 
hand. All that would tend to reduce the circulation of the national 
banksrapidly, and might make money just at this time a little strin- 
gent. Ido not know to what extent and I cannot say to what extent 
these banks will retire their bonds. I think the amount ofbonds held 
by the Government for the national banks is about one hundred and 
sixty or one hundred and seventy million dollars; I can not state the 
amount exactly, for I did not think the question would come up. 

Mr. PLUMB, It is about $170,000,000, and of that there are about 
$40,000,000 of 4} per cent. bonds. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ifthissection, whichisentirely new, were adopted 
so far as the banks of over $50,000 capital are concerned, I am afraid it 
might tend to embarrass the public by a sudden contraction of the cur- 
rency. I donot want to press this idea, but as a member of the Fi- 
nance Committee I do not want this section to be adopted without its 
probable effect upon the money market and upon the condition of the 
national banks being known. ‘That being settled, I have no desire to 
further interfere. 

Mr. PLUMB. The purpose of my amendment was to begin a sub- 
stitute for the present condition of things in regard to national-bank 
notes; but, inasmuch as the Senate has already adopted the proposition 
for free coinage, I will withdraw my amendment to the first section, 
and move to strike out the first section of the bill, giving notice that 
when the second section comes up I shall move what I have heretofore 
offered to the third section as a substitute for that, and that will bring 
up the question between the proposition I haye made and that of the 
Committee on Finance. I now move to strike out the first section of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas to strike out the first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I move what I haye sent to the Secretary’s desk to 
take the place of section 2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand the motion is to strike ont the first 
section. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That was carried. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It struck out the enacting clause too? 

Mr, PLUMB. Oh, no. 

Mr: EUSTIS. Is not the enacting clause a part of the first section ? 

Mr.PLUMB. Oh, no. I want tosay thatif thisamendmentof mine 
to the second section is adopted I shall propose subsequently toamend 
the bill by the adoption of a section to the effect that as additional bank 
circulation shall hereafter be retired it shall be replaced by the issue 
of United States notes, and that will bring up the question asto whether 
the United States shall keep these banks hereafter as a method of pro- 
viding currency for the people of the United States. , I do not think 
there can be any question on this point. Everybody agrees that the 
national banks are going out, They can not maintain their currency 
for any length of time in any event. 

Even the Senator from New York the other day said that he agreed 
that the national banks were to quit the issue of circulation, and un- 
less we are prepared now toenter upon a new scheme of national-bank 
currency and inaugurate a new system of expanding this kind of 
currency, we ought to agree now that these national banks shall be 
put upon the basis of banks of discount and deposit and that alone. I 
propose simply the logic of the present situation, The Senator from 
Nevada says they would not put up new bonds. We know the banks 
do not want the circulation under the present condition. We can not 
tellthat they will take them under any conditions whatever. 

We know that the present system can not be flexible and adequate 
to the needs of the people of the United States, and therefore we might 
as well make up our minds now as later that the national-bank circu- 
lation shall be retired and put something in the place of it, and put 
these banks, as they ought to be put, upon the basis of discount and 
deposit. 

When I say that I say it with a thorough appreciation of the fact 
that it is to the best interests of the people of the United States that 
these banks shall be upon that basis, and that, as we extend this sys- 
tem from time to time, we shall baye a system of safety, of conven- 
ience, and one which will respond more naturally and inevitably to 
the interests of the United States connected with this vast system of 
banking, which can be done under the laws of the States, 

In view of the fact that we are considering the question of tlie re- 
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tirement of the national-bank circulation and the addition to the cur- 
rency by means of the free coinage of silver, it seems to me we ought 
to preserve this system as one of discount and deposit and not leave it 
under the present conditions, whereby it is liable to disappear from 
time to time as the banks dispose of their bonds, now at a high pre- 
mium, for the purpose of getting a large profit, and they may from time 
to time choose to surrender their charters in order to get this profit. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUME]. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the third section will come out. 
the Senator in charge of the hill 
Mr. PLUMB. I move as a substitute for section 3 what I send to 
the desk. 
Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Kansas move to strike out the 
third section. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the third section and insert as 
the second section what I send to the desk. 
Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to hear from the Senator from Kansas 
why the third section should be stricken out. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 3 and in- 
sert the following as section 2—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the section that is to be stricken out, so 
that we can understand the question. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The third section will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 3, as follows: 
Sec. 5. That upon any deposits already or hereafter made of any United States 
bonds bearing interest, in the manner required by law, any national-banking 
asscciation making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole amount 
the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall the total 
amountof such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount at such 
time actually paid in of its capital stock. 
And to insert as section 2 
Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, that ought to be amended by insert- 
ing a different title of the act. I move to insert the words ‘‘An act 
entitled an ‘‘Act to provide ways and means for the support of the Gov- 
aie approved March 3, 1863,’ ” which took the place of the green- 
ack act, 
Tho VICE PRESIDENT. The section will be read as proposed to 
be modified. 
The CHIEF CLERK. 


Task 


It is proposed to insert as section 2: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to Nhe nllsums of national-bank notes hereafter permanently retired and can- 
ecled by the issue, in lieu thereof, of like sums of United States notes of the de- 
cp es and character of the United States notes now outstanding and author- 
ized by act approved March 3, 1863, entitled *‘Anact to provide ways and means 
for the support of the Government” and acts amendatory thereof; and the sald 
notes outstanding, and all thereof hereby and hereafter authorized and issued, 
puen be receivable for customs and a legal tender for all public and private 

ues. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendmentof the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I want to understand something about 
this amendment before I am called upon to vote on it. The proposi- 
tion seems to me pure and simple to add $180,000,000 or thereabouts 
to the irredeemable greenback currency of the United States. Itisa 
proposition of such measure and seriousness that I do not think it ought 
to qas without a word of explanation on the part of the propounder, 
and perhaps something should be said by those who protest against it. 
Why not leave section 3, which the Senator proposes to displace by 
this amendment, and leave the paper currency to be furnished by the 
banks on the basis of the bonds deposited, as heretofore, even if they 
are here and there retiring the amounts of circulation when they find 
it is profitable to do so, rather than embark now in this unpremedi- 
tated and hasty way ona great issue of paper currency that we thought 
we had safely emerged from? 

It seems to me that is not a proposition which ought to be put upon 
this bill. It is a question of too great interest to the people of the 
United States, to the industrial and commercial interests of the United 
States, to be tacked on as an amendment here without debate and 
without consideration. If we are to have a reformation of the bank- 
ing system of the United States, ifthere must be a new basis found 
for the circulating medium, which I think is wholesome and wise, let 
us do it in a well-considereg, bill. The time seems to becoming when 
we must overhaul the whole scheme of national banks and see whether 
they can be continued as banks of issue as well as banks of discount 
and deposit. 

So far as they are concerned, while there are many features of the 
national-banking scheme that are objectionable, still upon the whole 
they have been a wholesome institution to the financesin thiscountry. 
They have furnished a sound circulating paper currency based upon 
the solid and honest security of sound banking, a system of banking 
that the experience of the world has justified, and which I should be 
very sorry to see displaced by another so crude and so dangerous as this 
little section proposed by the Senator from Kansas. If we are tohave 


irredeemable fiat money issued without let and without limit, let us 
know it. Ihave believed all along that back of this scheme for un- 
limited coinage there was the ghost of fiat money ready to materialize 
at any moment. This is almost too soon, according to my expectation, 
for materialization to take place. 

I hope the Senator from Kansas will now favor us with an explana- 
tion of this amendment submitted to the bill that has been considered, 
that the people of the United States may understand just what the 
proposition is, and not here at this late hour of the day, at the com- 
mencement of the night, embark upon this yeasty wave of an irre- 
deemable paper currency. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, if I understand the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], it is to substitute for the retiring 
national-bank notes legal-tender Treasury notes, Am I correct? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. COKE. If that is the amendment I very highly approve of it. 
I have nothing to say with reference to the record of national banks as 
having invented and maintained a proper currency for the people. 
Whatever the opinions may be in respect to national banks I, at least, 
do not desire to see them continued longer than is required by the ex- 
igencies which brought them intoexistence. Theircurrency constitutes 
a part of the circulating medium of this country, and it is being now 
rapidly contracted by the retirement of these bank notes. I can not 
conceive a happier solution of the trouble arising from the retirement 
of these notes than their substitution with legal-tender Treasury notes, 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] says these notes are irre- 
deemable, as I understand him. Ido not understand them to be, W, 
I understand the legal-tender Treasury notes to be such notes as any 
man can obtain gold or silver upon, by demand at the Treasury. 

Those notes, Mr. President, in my judgment should constitute the 
paper currency ofthis country. I believe that the national-bank notes 
should be retired, if necessary compulsorily retired, and their places 
supplied by the legal-tender Treasury notes. 

I voted against the recharter of the national banks in 1882 and I have 
always been satisfied with that vote. The national banks as banks of 
discount and deposit I see no particular dangerin, but national banks 
as hanks of issue I have always opposed, and, as I understand it, the 
fathers of the Democratic party have always opposed them. 

The issuance of paper money for the convenience of the people is an 
act of sovereignty which, in my judgment, the Government should not 
delegate to any power, to any body, to any corporation. Itshould be 
performed and executed by the Governmentitself. It should not be 
in the power of a corporation or system of corporations to contract the 
currency at any time. 

Onr system of national banks is a complete system. These banks, 
through their leading officers, have their annual meetings. They have 
their grip and password. They generally act asa unit. These banks, 
as we have seen heretofore, can bring distress upon the country at any 
moment they please, so long as they control its circulating medium. 

I have favored the free coinage of silver. I have opposed the re- 
tirement of the $346,000,000 of Treasury notes, and I favored thesub- 
stitution of the retired national-bank notes with legal-tender Treas- 
ury notes, all for the purpose of taking our paper circulation out of the 
hands and from under the control of the national banks. 

I observe, Mr. President, that there are a great many Senators who 
oppose the free coinage of silver, who are afraid of silver inflation, who 
oppose anything that looks to any addition to our currency unless it be 
national-bank notes. I hear no complaint made in certain quarters of 
any proposed inflation of the national-bank currency. I do hear ob- 
jections made to an increase of our currency by any other means or 
from any other source. . 

Tt has seemed to me, Mr. President, that this silver contest is very 
much a contest between metallic and bank currency. Of course there 
must be some metal upon which paper is predicated, and. gold has been 
accepted as that metal by the monometallists. Wherever you find a 
man op to the free coinage of silver you find one in favor of is- 
suing more national-bank paper. If those who are in favor of issuing 
national-bank paper would explain themselves fully, I haye no ques- 
tion that they oppose silver because it does away largely with the neces- 
sity for more national-bank notes. 

The amendmentof the Senator from Kansas is in the right direction. 
It is in the direction that I should like to see traveled by our entire 
paper currency. I should like to see the national-bank notes retired 
and Treasury notes substituted for them, and whenever that is done, in 
my judgment, it will secure finally the full remonetization and free 
coinage of silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote may be taken on the amend- 
ment by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the amendment reported. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 3 of the bill 
and insert the following as section 2: 


Src. 2, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
replace all sums of nstional-bank notes hereafter permanently retired and can- 
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celed by the issue, in lieu thereof, of like sums of United States notes of the 

description and character of the United States notes now outstanding and au- 

thorized by act of March 3, 1863, entitled "An act to provide ways and means 

for the support of the Government,” andactsamendatory thereof; andthe said 

notes outstanding, and all thereof hereby and hereafter authorized and issued, 

aa be receivable for customs and a legal tender for all public and private 
ues, 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the only question here is as to whether 
we shall diminish or keep up the present volume of paper money out- 
standing. There is no use talking about the free coinage of silver or 
any other project in regard to the currency of the United States unless 
we provide for keeping up the present volume of paper money, because 
if we do not we may diminish the volume of money greater than we 
produce in the way of metalmoney. According to my belief, what we 
want to do is to increase the volume of money and not diminish it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] says this is irredeemable 
paper money. Ifit is irredeemable paper money then $346, 000,000 of 
money now outstanding is irredeemable, 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, it is not irredeemable 
upon its face or by law. What I meant to say was that when you in- 
crease the use of Treasury notes you make them practically irredeem- 
able. If youput outa quantity that the Treasury can not conveniently 
turn into goldit is just the same as if it was irredeemable for fifteen 


years. 
Mr. PLUMB. We provided by the resumption act of 1874 that the 
Secretary of the Treasury might provide coin for this money. We 
provided by the act of 1883 for the continuation in the Treasury of the 
United States of at least $100,000,000 in coin for its resumption, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury has the power at his option of issuing as 
many bonds as may be necessary for the purpose of redeeming this cur- 


rency. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Tsitnot true that the national banks to-day 
under the law are required to keep a certain amount of bonds upon 
which of course they would be certain to take out circulation? 
That can not be reduced very materially below the present amount by 
retiring the circulation except by abandoning the banks and letting 
them go into liquidation. Therefore it can not affect materially the 
situation. It can not give very much more or very much less. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The national banks may retire from time to time an 
active amount of circulation which is equivalent to, say, $170,000, 000, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think they have but one hundred and forty- 
odd millions now all told, and as the basis of national-bank notes, as 
a matter of course, banks of a certain capital are required to keep a 
certain percentage. 

Mr. PLUMB. About $120,000,000 of that currency is based upon 
bonds the banks now hold. They may retire that at any time they 
please, subject to the limitations of the act of 1883 that the entire 
ey of the bank circulation in any one month shall not exceed 

Mr. McPHERSON. They would hardly surrender the circulation 
based on the bonds which they are required to keep. j 

Mr. PLUMB. That, of course, Ido not know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink the Senator from New Jersey was proba- 
bly not in his seat when the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Pruarp] to the second section was adopted, which re- 
duces the amount of bonds to be held by the banks to $1,000. 

Peak MCPHERSON. ‘That refers to that have a capital of 
„000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It refers to all banks. So it will only require 

about $3,000,000 in bonds to be held by all the banks in the United 


States. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the purpose of the Senator from Kansas 
is to reduce the amount of the bonds necessary to be held by the na- 
tional bank to $1,000, whatever may be the capital of the bank, 
whether $5,000,000 or $5,000. z 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Under the law passed last summer the money 
that is received from the national banks to retire circulation goes into 
the general fund in the Treasury and may be paid out upon all sorts 
of extravagant improvements and the general and current expenses of 
the Government, but it still remains asa debt because the Government 
assumes to payit, I donot think I can consent tosuch an amendment 


as that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, we are at the mercy of the banks of 
the United States the way the thing stands now. They may retire any 
amount of their circulation subject to the provision I spoke of a mo- 
ment ago, of $3,000,000a month, That will amount to $36,000,000 
per annum. We can not control that, and I take it that no bank in 
the United States, except a handfal in the eddies of business, the 
commercial banks in the proper sense of the term, cares to keep upits 
circulation in the present condition of affai 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not ive that the amendment the Senator has 
offered provides any way by which this issue of Treasury notes is to be 
got into circulation. How does the Senator propose that the Treasury 
notes issued in lieu of the retired national-bank notes shall be put in 
circulation? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I can ease the mind of the Senator on that 


point. lI understand the purport of it and the basis of it. There are 
about $40,000,000 of 44 per cent. bonds in the outstanding notes of the 
banks of the United States to-day as the basis of circulation. These 
bonds are to be calledin and paid unless the United States default be- 
tween now and next September. Under this proposition the banks can 
deliver these bonds at once, minus the $1,000, to the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The interest has already been paid up on all of 
them to the full amount, 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from Missouri says, the interest has 
been paid up to date. The Treasury of the United States, in order to 
do that which the Senator thinks can not be done, has anticipated the 
payment of interest to get out the money. Instead of paying it to 
contractors and for public buildings and various purposesof that kind, 
he has anticipated the payment to the creditors of the United States, 
and has paid the interest on these bonds until next September. These 
bonds will become due next September, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may redeem them at any time, as he can do now if he has the 
funds, and if this section passes he will redeem them as fast as they 
arepresented. Forinstance, supposing a bankin thecity of Wilmington 
having now $50,000 in bonds shall choose to avail itself of the ope- 
rations of the section already adopted, and should retain only $1,000 
of bonds as the basis of its charter, it will send $49,000 of these bonds 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, with what result? 

Mr. GRAY. They are 4} per cent. bonds? 

Mr. PLUMB. If they are 4} per cent. bonds what will be the re- 
sult? The result will be that the Secretary of the Treasury will take 
those bonds, and as fast as the currency which is based upon the bonds 
is retired and canceled he will issue in lieu thereof and in payment 
therefor the United States notes which are described in this section. 

Mr. MORGAN. In payment of the bonds? 

Mr. PLUMB. It amounts to the same thing—in the payment of 
currency. In other words, whenever these banks choose to retire their 
currency they present an equivalent amount of United States notes to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and thereupon he delivers to them their 
bonds. There is, therefore, outstanding an obligation under the law 
of last July against the Treasury in an amount equivalent to the 
national-bank notes outstanding; butas the Seeretary of the Treasury 
has the power to substitute for these United States notes Treasury notes 
so he can issue these Treasury notes and take up the bonds as they are 
presented or called for by the banks. The result will be that as the 
banks retire the Treasury takes up the bonds, and thereupon we shall 
have in place of national-bank notes from time to time $180, 000,000 of 
‘Treasury notes issued. 

Mr. GRAY. That method would apply to the $40,000,000 of 4} per 
cent. bonds? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. So far as they are concerned that will be carried out. 
Then what becomes of the others? 

Mr, PLUMB. As faras that is concerned, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EDMUNDS in the chair). Itis the 
duty of the Chair to state that according to the understanding the ten 
minutes allowed to the Senator from Kansas have expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amount of national-bank notes 
in circulation is being steadily reduced and retired from circulation as 
the national debt is being paid off, Besides that, the high premium on 
the bonds discourages-banking establishments from issuing them as a 
basis for the issuance of currency. The result of the two causes com- 
bined is a reduction of the volume of circulating money, and the special 
need of the country is for an increased volume of circulating money. 

We may expect a continued reduction of the amount of national-bank 
notes as the bonds of the Government are paid off. By what means 
are we to meet the deficiency in the volume of currency? We haye 
agreed by the action of the Senate this evening, so far as the action of 
the Senate goes, to provide for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
but the amount of silver, if all put in circulation, would be unequal to 
the needs of the country. 

It seems to me that the proposition made by the Senator from Kan- 
sas is wise and timely, that as the notes of the national banks are re- 
tired their place shall be filled by an equally valuable currency. No 
one complains of the quality of the national-bank notes. They fur- 
nish a fine currency, not a legal-tender note it is true, but they are so 
valuable, and are at par with coin, that even an officer collecting a 
note under a judgment would hardly inqgjre whether the notes he re- 
ceives in payment are national-bank notes or legal-tender notes. 

But we want more money. The needs of the country demand more 
money. Now, if we issue notes such as those now outstanding to the 
amount of the national-bank notes retired they will be just as valua- 
ble, just as useful in commerce, and they will answer all the purposes 
with less expense to the Government, with less ex to the people, 
than the expense of issuing the national-bank notes; and, besides 
they will to that extent prevent the national banks from controlling 
the volume of currency, 

Senators will remember that in 1878, at the time when Congress had 
before it a bill to prevent the retirement of legal-tender notes and 
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when it had before it a bill to provide for the free coinage of silver, the 
national banks employed all their powers to defeat those two meas- 
ures by an open contest with Congress, The newspapers in their in- 
terest denounced Senators and Representatives by every epithet of 
contempt and disrespect which they could manufacture, because they 
were seeking to promote the interest of the country by securing the 
free coinage of silver and by arresting the retirement of the legal-ten- 
der notes. 

There had been some $400,000,000 of the legal-tender notes out- 
standing under the law of 1870, I believe it was, providing for aretire- 
ment and cancellation, and they had been retired down to $346,000,- 
000 by the act of 1878. The Congress arrested the retirement of those 
notes and made provision that when paid into the Treasury they should 
be reissued and kept in circulation. It may be thatit is that to which 
the Senator from Delaware refers when he speaks of their being irre- 
deemable, but they on their face are redeemable in coin when presented 
at the Treasury if any one desires it. 

Then the Senator in his explanation subsequently seemed to object 
to a money that was to be continually outstanding. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that is one of the very virtues 
that should commend these notes to the favor of the country; that is, 
that they are so valuable, that they answer so fully all the purposes of 
money, that there is no call for their redemption by the Government; 
that they go in circulation, remain in circulation to perform all the 
functions of money, and this, instead of being an objection, it seems to 
me is a great merit in those notes. 

Mr. President, when in 1878 the national banks undertook to con- 
trol Congress and for that purpose retired about $19,000,000 in three 
weeks, with a view to intimidate Congress and produce a financial de- 
pression, which they intended to charge upon Congress for intermed- 
dling with the currency, they performed an act that showed that the 
power, to issue currency ought to be taken out of their hands. They 
had no right to use the powers that the Government conferred upon 
them for beneficent purposes in order to control the will of Congress, 
to contro] the will of the people, and to control the interests of the 
American people and subordinate them to their own selfish interests, 
When they did this I assumed then, and from then till now I have in- 
sisted, that the power to issue currency ought to be taken from them. 

I have no objection to them as banks of discount and deposit. For 
those pupo they may be wise and useful. I have no objection to 
that; but a set of corporations brought into existence to aid the Gov- 
ernment and the people that by its annual meetings discloses the pur- 
pose and then by its action in the instance to which I referred in 1878 
showed that it was willing to sacrifice the best interests of this coun- 
try and endanger it with a financial crash in order to defeat a measure 
before Congress for the good of the public, ought to haye that power 
taken from it, It would have produced financial disaster if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury at the time had not thrown large sums of money 
upon the New York marketto purchase bonds. We ought not to have 
such an enemy to the public to deal with. 

So my view is that if these notes are retired their plarsebould be sup- 
plied by the sortof notes provided for in the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, so that the transition from national-bank notes to the 
notes of the Government would be steady, certain, easy, and never de- 
ceive the public, with no jar, no violence, in the transition from the 
issue of national-bank notes by the banks to the issue of notes by the 
Government, As I said awhile ago, the notes issued directly by the 
Government save to the people the expense which now attends the 
issuance of the national-bank notes. The government would be bene- 
fited, the people would be benefited, and I trust the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas will be adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I seo no danger in this amend- 
ment. It does not increase the paper currency of the United States; 
it only takes the place of the national-bank notes as they are retired. 
They rest upon the credit of the Government just the same as the 
greenbacksdo. They have no higher standing, ifso high. Thesenotes 
are not provided for as the Treasury notes are. The Treasury notes 
are provided for to be redeemed in coin, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as has been justly remarked by the Senator from Kansas, has the 
power to sell bonds if it is necessary to obtain coin to redeem them. 
They are amply secured. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to another 
security that they have behind them. By the free coinage of silver we 
shall have an additionalamount of coin in the Treasury. The coin all 
goes in—it is going in now—and paper is being issued forit. We have 
a large amount of silyer accumulating every day. Under the amend- 
ment we haveadopted it goes into the Treasury generally, and it will be 
redeemable, ‘They can take coin or they can take these notes. As a 
matter of fact, coin will constantly accumulate in the Treasury, and 
there will be an abundance there to redeem what paper will be out. 

Now, it is the theory of bankers and of governments that you shall 
have out three to one, but before these are retired you will accumulate 
so that you will be far past that mark. If in the next year you get 
sixty or seventy million dollars of additional coin in the Treasury 
under the provisions of this bill you would haveont two forone, you will 
only get out $36,000,000 of this. Itis onlyasmallamount, I donot 


know but that you could remove a million and get it out faster than 
that; and the coin is being supplied asa basis for this legal-tender 
money, and the United States will have out but a trifling amount com- 
pared with the coin it will have in the Treasury under the operation 
of free coinage and issuing Treasury notes. With the power to sell 
bonds, if necessary, to be redeemed, then with $100,000,000 behind them, 
or fifty million, or sixty million, perhaps seventy or eighty million ac- 
cumulating every year of coin in the Daet, this small amount is 
amoy secured, and then by doing it we do not contract the currency. 

It has been predicted that this free-coinage amendment will con- 
tract the currency and it would scare people. This amendment would 
prevent the contraction of the currency, and we shall have new money 
all the time, or gold and silyer can be procured, and with an ample 
basis we shall have more than any other government. Nobody ever 
thought of having more than any banker, more than any institution 
that ever issued paper money based upon coin ever thought of having. 

Mr, GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Nevada a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I -wish to ask the Senator how he proposes to get these 
greenbacks in circulation except a portion of them, as the Senator from 
Kansas explained can be done by taking up 43 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. STEWART. It is the simplest process in the world. The 
money that is paid in now to retire the bonds goes into the general 
fund and it is paid out. That money will not be there when the 
national-bank notes come for redemption. It provides that you ma 
issue money and exchange it for the national-bank notes. We sh 
make money out of silver. We shall stop my friend’s scheme of spec- 
ulating in silver, and we shall not buy silver withit, but we shall use 
this issue to exchangeffor the national-banking currency when it comes 
in for redemption. 

I believe there are about $70,000,000 out now. That has been re- 
tired so far as the banks can retire it. They have surrendered their 
bonds, and they have paid lawful money into the Treasury and with- 
drawn their bonds. That money is in the general Treasury, and when 
the national-bank notes come for redemption they have got to be re- 
deemed with money in the Treasury out of the general fund. ‘This 
provides a special fund for their redemption. It seems to me that isa 
yery simple process. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Nevada to 
claim that this is necessary to provide a redemption fund for national- 
bank currency ? . 

Mr. STEWART. No, youcan provide for it by taxation if you will. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is not that already provided for? 

Mr. STEWART. It is provided for by taking it out of the general- 


fund. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; I ask the Senator the question if the national 
banking currency in its redemption as it is presented is not already 
provided for? 

Mr. STEWART. Provided for? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not mean by taxation. 

Mr. STEWART. How is it provided for? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iasked you the question, if it is necessary. 

Mr. STEWART. How isit provided for? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I asked you the question, if it is necessary. 

Mr.STEWART. Certainly itis provided for. The Governmenthas 
agreed to redeem them, when they are presented, with the money in the 
Treasury, and until the act of last year you required the money to be 
retained which was deposited there, and you had alarge amount of it 
locked up. ‘The national-bank notes did not come up, and there was 
a vast fund accumulated, and at the last session Co 
to cover itinto the Treasury and red 
they came in outof the current fund. So I understood it has the effect 
oflaw. If I am mistaken I should like to be corrected. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the United States Government, as the 
law nowis, stands pledged for the redemption of every pe issue that 
is ont in this country. Whether it is to be redeemed in gold and ail- 
ver or gold or silver is not exactly known, but there is no doubt at all 
that the Government of the United States to-day stands pled for - 
the ultimate redemption of every dollar of money that is in 
tion of a paper kind, silver certificates, gold certificates, coin certifi- 
cates, Treasury notes, otherwise called greenbacks, and national-bank 
notes. In the act of 1890, passed at the last session, we took a fund 
that had been laid up in the Treasury of the United States amounting 
to about $60,000,000, a trust fund which the banks had deposited there 
for the purpose of redeeming the issues of banks that were broken or 
in liqnidation—we took that fund out ofthe Treasury as a trust fund, 
covered it into the Treasury again as a general oa aa fund, 
and we have used that all up, and I understand we are about $18,000,- 
000 short now. 

The United States Government being the ultimate redeemer of every 
dollar of paper issues that are out, the question is not altered by the 
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change of the form of the cao as is proposed by the amendment of 

the Senator from Kansas. The form of the pledge we have got to re- 
deem now, we will say, is national-bank notes. We have no power to 
call in at our will any one of these paper issues. We can not order 
them to besurrendered by the holders of them, and say they shall a 
either gold orsilverinredemption of them. They were started out for 
circulation as money that will perform all the offices of money in their 
circulation, and the Treasury of the United States will never be able 
to touch them until they are yoluntarily surrendered into the Treas- 
ury for redemption or until they are put in by way of taxation in 
some form or other. 

Now, the question is this: As we can not compel the national banks 
to-surrender their currency as long as they choose to go on with their 
present system of bank operations and keep their bonds in pledge in 
the Treasury of the United States for the redemption of the circula- 
tion, the question is, whether we shall give them the option of doing 
that thing at their pleasure and making a restraint or restriction in 
the amount of currency that is in the country without supplying its 
want with some other form of security. 

Now, we see by the falling into maturity of the bonds that we have 
had now, about $36,000,000, if I have the figures right, will be out in 
the course of a year—$40,000,000 we will say will be due in the course 
of a year, when these bonds will come in, since they must come then 
for redemption unless parties choose to hold them without drawing 
any interest upon them, which is not likely to be done. Then the 
process will be this: The national banks that have their circulation based 
upon these bonds will have to bring it in and surrender it into the 
Treasury in order to get the bonds into their own hands or under their 
control, Then the United States Treasurer will pay those bonds, and 
that will be the end of the transaction, and there will be a shrinkage 
of $40,000,000 of currency, to say the least of it, within a little over a 
year, I believe. 

The United States Government, as we are at present advised of the 
nature of the contract indorsed upon these bonds, is expected to pay 
in gold, and is held bound to pay in gold these bonds whenever they 
are called or presented for redemption. The national banks come in 
and surrender their currency issued upon the face of them and say 
‘*Give me my bond.” The bondissurrendered. ‘Now, give me my 
gold upon it? The gold is paid out of the Treasury, and then we 
have got to resort to taxation to get that gold back, or something of 
the kind, and we shall have to tax the people continually and more 
heavily whose basis of currency is continnnlly shrinking. That will 
not do, That will ruin any country in the world. . 

Now, then, what is proposed to be done? You change merely the 
nature of the security, and instead of making an out and out redemp- 
tion in coin of thig circulation we will redeem thenational-bank notes 
that are outstanding precisely as the law requires them to be redeemed 
now by the issue of the Treasury notes. In order to do that we have 
got to take off the restriction of course that they shall not issue ex- 
ceeding the amount that is outstanding, I believe, $346,000,000. That 
restriction will have to be removed and that is removed by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

So, as fast as the national banks choose to retire their circulation, it 
being a matter of entire option with them and not on our parta com- 

spulsory mandate that we can exercise toward them, they will bring 
their circulation into the Treasury of the United States and the Goy- 
ernment will issue immediately in lieu thereof Treasury notes instead 
of its being a final and ultimate redemption, which will shrink the 
yolume of the currency in the country. It is a mere change in the 
form of the security without adding one single dollar to the volume of 
circulating currency. 

Now, there are a great many people in the United States who desire 
very much to increase the volume of the greenbacks. A Senator asks 
the question whether there is a fund for their redemption. There is 
$100,000,000 inthe Treasury not carried there by any law, carried there 
by an order of the Secretary of the Treasury, which, however, we have 
recognized from time to time as being a proper redemption fund of 
$346,000,000. In that one little icular, thatsingle phase and view 
of the financial condition of the United States, the Government of the 
United States is simply a banker operating upon dee as of $100,000,- 
000 and using $346,000,000. That is as clean a operation as was 
ever performed in the world, It is the issue of $346 for $1, that is all. 

Mr. President, where can be the harm in this? Where can be the 
danger? Whocansay thatitisinflation? Have we notas gooda right 
to change the form of the security in this case as we have in many others 
that we havealready adopted? Did we not change the form of security 
for the redemption of the national-bank issues when we the law 
in 1890 to which I have just referred, when the Treasury of the United 
States by our action was made responsible for the redemption of sixty- 
odd millions of national-banking currency, and the funds in our Treas- 
ES were converted to our own use? We changed the formofsecurity 
there. 

We have got that debt to pay and we have got'to pay it through tax- 
ation. Whether we pay it in gold, or whether we pay it in silver, or 
whether we pay it in coin certificates, or what not, it makes no differ- 
ence. The money that we happen to haye in the Treasury at the 
proper time to meet the obligations that we are under, and have placed 


ourselves under voluntarily by this act of ours, comes through taxa- 
tion, and of course it is just as broad as it is long. 

The Senator from Kansas will inform meif Iam wrongaboutit, but, 
as I remember, the Senate, by a call of the yeasand nays of this body, 
passed on a former occasion the identical amendment that the Senator 
from Kansas has now offered, 

Mr. PLUMB. It did. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The subject was then fully considered and de- 
bated; I recall the matter; and it was then considered by the Senate 
of the United States that we could not cause this shrinkage in the vol- 
ume of the national-banking currency nor permit it without substitut- 
ing for it something else. 

I am not speaking to-night for the national banks or against the na- 
tional banks. In my judgment they are one of the indispensable fis- 
cal agencies of the United States Government. 

I shall deplore very much indeed the day when any man can take 
his bill of exchange tothe counter of asubtreasury of the United States 
and ask that it be discounted acrossthat counter by the officers of the 
Government. There must be the intervention ofsome fiscal agent which 
has personal and individual responsibility associated withit sothat the 
men who hand out the issues upon securities of whatever character may 
be responsible personally fór the success of their loan. The Govern- 
ment of the United States can not become the lender of money toits 
own people without subverting the whole financialscheme of the Gov- 
ernment. But this does not touch that questiou. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to state 
that the ten minutes of the Senator have expired. =! 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, the relations of the people to the 
Treasury of the Government are substantially these: that the only re- 
sources of our Government are to be derived from taxation or by the 
realization of a sale of property belonging to the Government, It is 
now proposed to put at the disposition of this Government, by the will 
of Congress, the power of making money out of paper, and that con- 
nects itself in no way with revenue or the sales of the property. In 
other words, we are introducing at this hour in the night a method 
by which this Government is, by the will of Congress, from time to 
time, to make, by paper money, obligations of the Government that 
are to rest, if they ever are to be redeemed, ultimately upon taxation. 

Mr. President, except in the case of loans which anticipate revenue 
it hasnever been thought wise to place in the power of the Govern- 
ment the creation of money. It may be necessary in exigencies, and 
in the civil war there was an exigency that required thatall the wealth 
of this country should be marshaled for the war by the conscription of 
its wealth, as of its military force colleéted by volunteers or conscrip- 
tion of men, and the issue of all that was that by force of law these 
issues should pass for legal tenders in the exigency, always carrying 
the result that at the end of the war the clearing house was to be 
brought to a settlement and the paper was to be redeemed. 

Ata certain stage of that proceeding this Government held that this 
limitation of what was issued for the exigencies of the war might now 
be kept alive for ease or convenience or safety in the currency of the 
country; but the fact that no authority had ever been given to this 
Government to create this legal paper money except under these great 
exigencies, and that what was kept alive was supported upon that ne- 
cessity, which could not prevail in the Government needs or in the ac- 
tion of Congress except upon so great a stress as that this issue might 
come inand go out, but always as a living force of the needs of the 
nation in their war. 

And now, coolly, it is Pie that besides the revenues that are 
raised by Congress from the people and by the conversion of any prop- 
erty, of public lands, or what not, there shall be accorded to this Gov- 
ernment the power of making money, and restrained only by what can 
be called a convenience in the proceedings of financial arrangement. 

Weare told that there is a limit here imposed. Itisa limit of $180,- 
000,000. What does that limit rest upon? Does it rest upon a neces- 
sity of war? No, but upon the convenience of the issue; and when 
this convenience has thus been heedlessly met this instance will be a 
new precedent for the creation of money under_any convenience, and 
thus we are at once launched upon a scheme of fiat money when the 
abundant resources of this nation entitle us to keep our issues upon 
the wealth of the country raised by taxation and the conversion of 
property. 

Senators should understand that if it were difficult to draw a line 
for the issue and reissue of the legal-tender notes that sprang from the 
war, you are letting loose now here, and for aught I can see forever, 
the proposition that whenever it is convenient in finance there is to be 
a creation of legal-tender paper. 

T hope, therefore, that whoever votes here will know what he is 
yoting about and know what he is voting, and if there are other 
methods by which an ease in the circulation of the country can be pro- 
moted, they should find some other method than that which opens and 
unlooses this contrivance. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator takes his seat will he allow me 
toask him a question? I desire to ask the Senator what substitute 
he would put into currency in circulation in the place of the national- 
bank notes if those banks should voluntarily surrender all their circu- 
lation? What would the Senator do now? 
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Mr. EVARTS. What would I do? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; what would the Senator do? 

Mr. EVARTS. I would not restrict them; I would not restrain 
them, I would find some other method, 

Mr, MORGAN, What other method wonld the Senator find forsup- 
plying that currency? 

Mr. EVARTS. I am not dealing with that now, I am only say- 
ing that under no circumstances in time of peace, with no stress upon 
the country, would I vote for authorizing legal-tender paper by the 
Government of the United States, 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, I suppose the Senator would come down to 
the proposition of having gold and nothing else for the circulation in 
the United States, 

Mr. EVARTS. Idid not say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. For if there is any paper issued by the United 
States Government, no matter what the pledge of redemption is, that 
can not be a et tender according to the Senator’s theory. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am not afraid of its being good paper. That is 
what I fear, that it will always be found convenient to make paper 
and thus separate the Government in the will of Congress from the 
basis of its issue upon the wealth and the taxation of the country. So 
when there is a creation of paper obligation by this Government the 
people may always know and see that that is to be met by taxation, 
and it ought not to be anticipated by a creation of. paper money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, we are to discuss the volume of the ciren- 
lating paper currency in this country and then increase it see oryou 
get hold of money by taxation. The people will be in a bad way if 
they have got to give up their circulating medium. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty ‘of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Alabama that the understanding is that a Senator 
is to speak but once. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand the amendment now pending is 
that of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and is practically sec- 
tion 2 of his amendment. Am I correct in that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to strike out section 3 and insert what has been 
read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that section authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury ‘‘to replace all sums of national-bank notes hereafter perma- 
nently retired and canceled by the issue. in lieu thereof of like sums 
of United States notes of the description and character of the United 
States notes now outstanding and authorized by the act of February 
25, 1862, entitled,’ etc. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, that is a misdeserip- 
tion of the act. It should have been the act of March 3, 1863. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difference abont that. 

Mr. President, what is this proposition? What is the condition of 
the national banks? On November 30 the national banks had a capital 
of $659,782,865 and United States bonds deposited to secure circula- 
tion amounting to $140,190,900, and circulation amounting to $124,- 
958,736 outstanding. They had a circulation outstanding and to re- 
deem, for which they had placed in the Treasury Department legal- 
tender notes amounting to $54,796,907, but that isnot embraced in the 
terms of this amendment. The banks have already paid the United 
States that amount. The United States by the act of July 14, 1890, 
covered that $54,796,907 into the Treasury as un asset, by that amount 
increasing the surplus apparently, and has assumed the payment of 
$54,000,000 of outstanding national-bank notes. So that on the 30th 
of November we only had $124,958,736 of national-bank notes in lieu 
of which this amendment would cause greenbacks to be issued. 

Now, during the last five years there has been an enormous shrink- 
age in the circulation of the national banks, During the five years 
ended October 31, 1890, the aggregate of their circulation based upon 
the deposits of United States bonds has been reduced from $276,304,- 
189 to $124,958,736, showing a net decrease during the five years of 
$151,345,453. The net average decrease of the past five years has been 
$30,269,090. This issimply a proposition to issue United States legal- 
tender notes and substitute them for this $124,000,000. 

Mr. President, I favor the proposition, The national-bank paper has 
been a good circulation, but banks and the authorities of banks back 
of those have not added one-millionth part of a cent to their circulating 
character and value. Their value has depended entirely upon the as- 
sumption of their payment by the National Government, and they can 
not possibly be any better than the greenbacks. If there is any profit 
in the issuing of this circulation, let the people of the country, the 
masses instead of the classes, have the benefit of it. We ought to have 
in this country $500,000,000 of paper circulation based upon the in- 
debtedness of the Government, issuing as an obligation of the Govern- 
ment and bearing no interest. 

We ought to have more, but we can keep that amount, and they 
will always be ata par with gold. Remonetize silver, give it free un- 
limited coinage, and issue $500,000,000 of greenbacks with what we 
have already issued, and they will still remain the equivalents of gold; 
there is no question about it; and then we shall have in this country 
the amount of circulating medium which the interests of the country 
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and the business of the country demand. Therefore I am heartily in 
favor of this proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘There will be no chance for shrinkage then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not give us $500,000,000; but add $124,- 
000,000 to the $346,000,000 and it gives us just $470,000,000 exactly, 
and that is $30,000,000 less than we ought to haye; but still that is 
better than to let the notes be retired and the circulating medium of 
the country contracted by that amount, and to that extent the value 
of the property of the masses of the people reduced and depreciated. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, the proposition, as I understand it, 
is that the United States shall issue a dollar of greenback money for 
every national-bank note that shall be hereafter retired, dollar for 
dollar. The Senator from New York characterizes this as embarking 
on the uncertain sea of paper money, but this proposition does not in- 
creasethe paper money of the country to the extentof one dollar, That 
will stand as fixed and stable as it is to-day, and the only possible in- 
crease of currency that can occur in this country after this bill shall 
have become a Jaw will be through its natural fountains of wealth, 
the mines of gold and silver. 

So, Mr. President, while it is a very fine figure of rhetoric to speak 
about lannching out on a sea of paper money, and may alarm the al- 
ready somewhat intimidated and alarmed marketsof the United States 
to have them advised from the Senate floor that the Senate proposes 
to embark upon this dark and ominous ocean, let us remember that the 
ocean after this bill has passed will not be an inch broader, ‘an inch 
deeper, nor have another drop of water in it than is in it now, and the 
embarkation upon this ocean will simply consist of not drying it up. 

Now, theSenator from New York thinks thatitis not within the power 
of this Government in time of peace to declare that its paper money, 
which is gnarantied by all the property and character in the United 
States, shall be made a legal tender in the discharge of debts. That 
might have been a very good argument to suggest to the Supreme Court 
when they had before them the legal-tender cases, which are reported 
in one hundred and tenth volume of United States Reports, a case in 
which the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who 
just now preceded the present occupant of the chair, made the same ar- 
gument, that the legal-tender power of this Government was a war 
power, and that it required the necessity and strain of a great exigency 
to give the representatives of the Government the capacity to set itin 
motion. 

Suffice it tosay that here is the text of the unanimous opinion of that 
court, with the single dissent of Judge Field, in which that court de- 
clares that it is a peace-time power as well as a war-time power, and 
that the legal-tender notes of 1878 ‘which were issued thirteen years 
after the last sound of cannon had been heard in war were a valid legal- 
tender money of the United States; 

Mr. President, in the nature of things if there can’ be legal-tender 
money ofthe United States it can not depend upon the incident of war 
whether that power to impart legal tender to paper can be exercised or 
not. It isa power of Congress, and if that power exists in Congress it 
iè a political power of which no higher agency in the Government can 
judge as to the discretion of its exercise. 

This identical question, then, is an old question which has been be- 
fore mooted and has been finally settled in a series of cases covering 
every phase of suggestion that the Senator from New York can make. 

Mr. President, I have been amazed to hear as one of the last argu- 
ments against the passage of this relief financial measure that the 
country is now in a more prosperous condition than it has ever been be- 
fore, and Senators tell us that there is no necessity for enlarging the 
financial facilities of the people, as if we had neither eyes nor ears to 
see and hear what is going on around us. 

In the year 1889, if I may trust the commercial reports of this coun- 
try, there were more failures than in the preceding year, and the aggre- 
gate of failures exceeded that of the preceding year by $40,000,000. 
Furthermore, but day before yesterday the leadin; commercial journals 
of New York had a statement of the shrinkage in values of the listed 
stocks of Wall street since the financial depression commenced in Lon- 
don and was imported to the United States, and in that singleitem of 
property which is comprehended in the listed stocks upon the marts of 
exchange in New York the shrinkage had been nearly $250,000,000; 
and I might well say to the Senators who argue that the country is so 
prosperous that if that be prosperity make the most of it. 

Mr. President, there are some figures, which I have not had the op- 
portunity to test the complete correctness of which will show ina nut- 
shell where the joint of this discussion as to more money or less money 
lies. I take these few figures, which I shall beg leave to cite before 
this debate closes, from a statement in the New York Economist, a 
compilation made by Mr. Dunning, a contributor thereto, This gen- 
tleman goes through the calculation and sums up to this effect, that if 
in the year 1886 one man had locked up $1,000 in cash and another 
an equal amount of wheat, to-day the $1,000 in cash would buy 1,666 
bushels of wheat, while the $1,000 invested in wheat in 1886 would 
realize only $300. 

Again, Mr, President, thenational debtin 1866 was $2,783,000,000. On 
the principal of this debt of $2,783,000,000 we have paid up to the pres- 
ent time $1,590,000,000, and for interest $2,540,000,000, and $58,000, - 


1310 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 14, 


000 in premiums on bonds purchased, amounting to $4,198,000,000; 
and yet the debt that we have now twice paid with all this premium 
upon it is $1,183,000,000, and we are to contract the currency which is 
to pay it. 

He proceeds further to show that the debtif paid in 1866 would haye 
reqttired 87,000,000 barrels of pork and to-day it will require 147,000, - 
000 barrels of pork. Of wheat, 1,000,000,000 bushels would have paid it 
in 1866 anditnow requires, 972,000,000 bushels. Of cotton,7,000,000,- 
000 pounds would have paid it; to-dayitrequires 13,000,000, 000 pounds. 

So, Mr. President, the people of this country have got their eye on 
the fact that it is the continued policy of those who here contend 
against silver and against any alleviation of the financial markets to 
drive down the price of labor and the price of produce, and to continue 
to stimulate the price of their fixed investments, and the people under- 
stand the situation just as well as they do. They want their corn and 
their wheat and their produce to come to their assistance, and this 
measure will bring it there. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move'tostrike out the last two lines of the amend- 
ment, lines 12 and 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYEin the chair). The Senator 
from Kansas moves to strike out the last two lines of the amendment. 
The Chief Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Anthorized and issued, shall be received for customsand as a legal tender for 
all public and private dues. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, if there is any logic to this legisla- 
tion if is what has a relation to the volume of the circulating medium. 
If we are to so legislate, either with or without the free coinage of 
silver, as to reduce the amount of money in circulation, then I am op- 
posed to the legislation, no matter what else may come of it. Three 

ago, on a measure then pending, on a motion which I made, after 

and fair discussion the Senate by a majority adopted a proposition 
similar to theone now pending. It was done upon the theory, entirely 
legitimate, that the receding volume ofnational-bank circulation ought 
to be met or overtaken by an advancing volume of legal-tender notes. 

The ent of the Senator from New York amounts to this: First, 
that the United States can not issne or maintain legal-tender currency 
that would require from time to time the retirement of the legal- 
tender notes now outstanding; second, that there can be no paper money 
issued which does not have back of it a dollar at par of silver or of gold. 
That amounts to circumscribing the activities, the energies, the apt- 
itudes, the opportunities of our people to the volume of metal money 
which we may be able to have. 

I realize the conservatism which the Senator from New York ex- 
presses when he donbts the propriety of entering upon this sea, as he 
calls it, of legal-tender money; but I venture to remind him that we 
have already entered shor it; that we have got $346,000,000 now out- 
standing; and that the United States Government has authorized banks 
to issue a volume of money which has been ata maximum of $347,000, - 
000 and is now a volume of $180,000,000, This has been usefully em- 
ployed; it has been made use of by the people of the United States in 
the transaction of their business, and if it is to be withdrawn some- 
thing else has got to take the place of it. 

Now, the Senator opposes to that proposition that we shall put 
something in the place of it, the idea about the impropriety and the 
unconstitutionality of the Government issuing legal-tender money. 
But the United States Supreme Court has settled that question about 
legal tender, and there never has been a time from the beginning of 
the Government down to the present moment when any person or any 

y doubted the authority of the Government to issue money. Mr. 

houn said that the Government might with great propriety issuea 
certain amount of paper money as relating to the revenue; and that 
there should be more money, more circulating medium, than the vol- 
ume of metals would give has been conceded from the beginning, and 
is truer now than it ever was. 

If the proposition of the Senator from New York is to prevail we 
must crib and coffin and confine all our energies to avoid this counter 
proposition which he asserts; we must quit doing business, we must 
contract what we have been heretofore doing, we must quit building 
Tailroads, extending operations, and everything of that kind, and must 
do nothing which is not based upon the actual volume of gold and 
silver outstan 

More than that, the Senator is not willing himself for the free coin- 
age of silver, but we shall have as much gold as we get and then we 
shall have just as much silver as the creditor class of this country are 
willing to give us, and we Siri oe thatfrom time to time as the case 
may be, and we must manage all our business with reference to that. 

Mr. President, 65,000,000 can not stand that sortof regimen. They 
must have more money than that provided. If the Senator from New 
York or anybody else objects to this proposition let him propose some- 
thing else. If he says that the retiring volume of a national-bank 
circulation is not to be met and overtaken bya volume of a legal-tender 
currency issued by the United States Government, then let him say 
what else is to take the place of it. If not, then we are in this condi- 
tion, that with increasing necessity for money, with increasing business, 
increasing population, we must accommodate ourselves to a diminish- 
ing volume of circulating medium. 


Tf this bill hasas its final resultto provide a contractionof circulation, 
then I anv not for it, no matter how much it may provide, norhow am- 
ply it may provide, for the free coinage of silver. That with me is sub- 
sidiary. It relates, first, to the volume of money we may get, and 
mainly to the basis on which we shall base circulation for the transac- 
tion of all our business; but if it is to come to this, that the Con- 
gress of the United States is to take no notice of the retiring bank 
notes, is to make no provision foranything to take their place, but is to 
enter upon an experiment of the free coinage of silver, with all the 
doubts as to what may come about the increase in the volume of tha 
circulating medium, then, Mr. President, I am not for the bill. 

But standing as I do upon the proposition that there is not money 
enough to-day and that under no circumstances should its volume be 
diminished, but that we should first and foremost provide against a 
diminution, and that then cautiously, sensibly, and conservatively we 
should provide for such addition as may come on account of the in- 
crease of the silver of the world which may be presented at our mints 
under free coinage, I am willing to go forward and take the chances. 
But if we are to legislate to-day for a possible contraction then we had 
better stop exactly where we begin. If the country is to come to disas- 
ter, if we are to goon under the present congested conditions, in which 
a handful of men control the business of the country, I prefer that it 
shall be with my dissent rather than with my assent. 

So, Mr. President, I come back to this proposition, which is plainly 
and simply that whatever contraction occurs by reason of the retire- 
ment of national-bank notes now ineyitable—can not be helped, has 
been confessed everywhere as essential to come—in the place of it there 
shall be put United States notes possessing the functions of those issued 
under the act of 1863, the legality of which has been aflirmed by the 
Supreme Court, the usefulness of which has been attested by all the 
people of the UnitedStates, and which can not in any way commit Con- 
gress to any issue of paper money irrespective of the means of redemp- 
tion or any loose or idle way which may in any way invite or foretoken 
inflation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EDMUNDS in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment last proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I speak to the last amendment, the 
same amendment that the Senator from Kansas has just spoken upon. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from 
Kansas seem to imagine, for certainly I said nothing to base such a 
notion upon, that I thought that the issue of this legal-tender paper 
was not constitutional; that it was not within the power of Congress. 

Ah, Mr. President, there is the trouble. It is constitutional, and it 
is within the power of Congress, and it is to issue this paper upon any 
such motives as to Congress from time to time under such exigencies 
as may seem to it adequate for the increase of this form of the debt of 
thecountry. No, Mr. President, there is no evasion of the matter. 
The Senator from Kansas now and the Senators on the other side of 
the alley who support it put it upon no ground whatever but that 
they want more money, and this—— 

Mr. PLUMB. No; the same amount of money. 

Mr. STEWART. We do not want less. 

Mr. EVARTS, Well, what is it the Senators say? 

Mr. STEWART. We do not want any less. 

Mr. MORGAN. They do not wantany shrinkage in the money. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then I will goon with my observations. They want 
more money, and this is the easiest way toget it from Co Isu 
pose the interruption means that they only ask for enough to fll the 
vacuum. But what other vacuums may there be? No, there is no 
disguising it, that the reason, the motive, the argument, and the ex- 
pediency rest upon nothing but that more money is needed for the peo- 
ple and this is the way to get it. I will ask the Senator from Kansas 
if, after this $124,000,000, when tliat vacuum is filled, he thinks that 
that is the only expansion of the currency of this country that he 
wants, 
errei I think Congress could issue as much more as it saw 

t to do. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not ask what they can do. I admit that they 
can doit. My point is that they can do it, and thus they can reissue 
itout without holding the Federal relations to the people of this coun- 
try to the money and the measure of money and the creation of money 
by this Government, The opinion of the Supreme Court was right. 
The Democratic party has condemned it, but it was right; and there 
the power is lodged in us. Therefore it comes up on every condition 
and exigency, that there is the power under the Constitution, and there- 
fore the appeal isso ready, meet the difficulty by issuing paper money. 

But the Senator has not answered my question. Is $124,000,000 the 
only expansion of paper money that he would have for this Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as that is concerned I suppose that is one of 
those questions that will answer itself from time to time. 

. Mr. EVARTS. Exactly, and thereis the terrible difficulty. When- 
ever it is easier to print our Government money for the exigency then 
is the time to print it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from New 
York resolves itself into this, that he prefers to give the power to ex- 
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pand and contract the currency of the United States to the national 
ud ner than to the representatives of the people in Congress as- 
sembled, 

Mr, EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I have not 
said a word about the national banks. 

Mr. VEST. But I say that is the result because that is the present 
system, and to that we object specifically. Under the law as it now 
stands, and which I assume the Senator from New York does not pro- 
pose to change or amend, the national banks of the United States can 
contract or expand the circulation of the people as they see proper. 

Now, sir, for myself, in a representative government I infinitely pre- 
fer to give that power to the representatives of the people, who are pre- 
sumed, whether it is actually the fact or not, to know the necessities 
of their constituents and what is best for the welfare of the country. 
Under the present system any national bank ean bring back its circu- 
lating medium, take out its bonds, and contract the currency of the 
people of the United States to that extent. For every $100 in bonds 
deposited in the Treasury they receive $90 in notes really issued by 
the Government without any expense to the banks except payment for 
the plates upon which the notes are printed. 

I had occasion the other day to allude in some remarks I made upon 
this silver.question to the extraordinary spectacle presented to us dur- 
ing the Hayes Administration, when the national bankersfrom all parts 
of the country thronged the corridors and lobbies of the Capitol and 
threatened Senators and Representatives with their displeasure if we 
dared to pass an act that forced the national banks, who are fiscal 
agents of the Government, to help us fund the public debt. We did 
pass that bill, and we all remember who were then in the Senate how 
they clamored around the White Housé until they secured a veto: how 
in order to intimidate the Administration they threw the money market 
in New York into a panic, struck down the value of securities, and 
then said to the people of the United States, “‘ Weare largef than Con- 
gress and have brought about what we pleased.’’ 

Mr. President, I was astounded to hear my friend from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] state here upon this floor that we proposed by this 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to issue fiat money. A grosser 
misuse of the term was never heard in this Chamber. What is fiat 
money? Itis what the signification of the word carries upon its face, 
that a piece of paper payable to nobody, in nothing, at no place, at no 
time, shall be the currency of the country; that the Government of the 
United States shall put upon a piece of paper ‘‘ United States of Amer- 
ica, ten dollars,” and that becomes by the fiat of the Government it- 
self a circulating medjum of the United States. Is that a greenback ? 
Is that the sort of money that we propose to put in the place of the 
retiring notes of the national banks? A greenback is payable by the 
Government in money, whatever that money may be, gold or silver. 
It is receivable for public dues; it is payable at a certain time and in 
a certain place, and it is as different from fiat money as it is possible 
to conceive a difference between one thing and another. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri will 

rmit me—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad for the Senator to inform the 
Senate if he can (if he can not I should be very glad for some other 
Senator to inform the Senate) what amount of money is in circulation 

Mn VEST. In round numbers there is in circulation in the United 
States $1,500,000,000; $1,440,000,000 is, I think, the accurate state- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And that includes the amount in the banks. 

Mr. VEST. That includes the amount not in circulation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas coming to that, if the Senator will permit 
me to interrupt further. One billion and four hundred and odd mil- 
lion, he says, is the circulating medium of this country. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, of all sorts. 

Mr, BUTLER. Of all sorts. Now, can the Senator inform the 
Senate how much of thisis in actual circulation? how much is heldin 
reserve by the national banks,in the Treasury, and in the State banks 
and in various vaults? Ifthe Senator can do that he will confer a 
very great benefit npon me certainly, and I think upon the country. 

Mr. VEST. I stated the other day, I think, in some remarks I 
made upon silver, which will be found in the RECORD, the exact 
amount, taking out what are called the reserve funds notin circulation. 
It amounts to about $20 per capita among the 63,000,000 inthe United 
States. France has $47. 

Mr. SPOONER, Fifty-odd dollars. 

Mr. VEST. Fifty-seven dollars, possibly. England has a larger 
amount than this country, and so has Germany. ‘There is in the 
United States, inround numbers, without giving the numbers exactly, 
$650,000,000 in gold, $450,000,000 in silver, and $400,000,000 in paper 
money, making within the near vicinity of $1,500,000,000. We can- 
celed last year, according to the report of the Treasury Department, 
$22,500,000 of national-bank notes. 

If the predictions of the Senator from Ohio made repeatedly upon 


this floor as to the effect of free coinage be partially realized, what will 
be the condition of this country unless we adopt some such provision 
as this? If it be true that the free coinage of silver will take out of 
this country even partially a Jarge amount or even half of the $650,- 
000,000 of gold, what is to take its place when we add to that the can- 
cellation of the national-bank notes from year to year? Instead of 
having our proportion of currency, of the world’s money, which isneces- 
sary to carry on the business of this country, $1,500,000,000, we shall 
take out of it $650,000,000 of gold, ifthe Senator from Ohio be abso- 
lutely correct, or one-half of that amount even if he approximates to 
it; and in addition to that year by year we are diminishing the amount 
of paper money by the cancellation of the national-bank notes. 

Mr. President, it is not a question of power; it is a question of ex- 
pediency. The United States Supreme Court and the Senator from 
New York and every intelligent lawyer—— 

Mr. EVARTS, Istated expressly it was a question of expediency; 
and that is the trouble abont it. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it is a question of expediency, and that question, 
I say, is to be determined by the representatives of the people and 
not by the national banks; and that is the issue here and now upon 
which we are expected to vote. 

If we continue the present system, if we continue the cancellation of 
the national-bank notes and continue at the same time in the national 
banks the power to contract the currency, no man can predict it with 
certainty; but it may be that the entire volume of the national-bank 
currency will go out of circulation and be retired, because our bonds 
are now steadily increasing in value, and, as we all know, the Jarger 
banks in the country are retiring their circulation and taking out the 
bonds on account of the premium that is being added to them from 
day to day. 

There has never: been in the United States a currency so popular 
among the people asthegreenbacks. There has never been any species 
of money which has so well met the necessities of business in all por- 
tions of the country. Silver has been too cumbersome. Gold has been 
used simply for exchanges and as the basis of credit. As my friend 
from Alabama said to-day, it is not now and has not been for years 
serving the purposes of currency among the people, Butgreenbacks (for 
which, let me say to the Senator from New York, every acre of land, 
every pound of produce, every sinew and muscle in the United States 
is pledged) command the absolute confidence of the people, and from 
their very nature can be passed from hand to hand more easily, and 
therefore can more fully meet the necessities of business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have beena good deal confused by 
the various statements made upon the floor of the Senate in regard to 
the question which I put to the Senator from Missouri awhile ago, as to 
the amount of circulation now used by the American people. When 
I use the term circulation I mean that which is in actual circulation, 
not money which has had thestamp of the Governmentuponitand may 
be a legal tender or may be money in any sense, but how much is in 
actual circulation in this country? 

I heard my friend, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], state here 
at the last session of Congress that, in his judgment, making allow- 
ance for all the reserves held by the banks and by the Treasury, etc., 
there were not over $600,000,000 in circulation. Perhaps I may be 
under the mark. If that be true, not only is there not $24 nor$22 nor 
$21 per capita in circulation, but there are not $18 per capita in circu- 
lation in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not $10 according to the Senator’s computation. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island says not $10. 

Mr. ALDRICH. According to the Senator’s own computation, if 
there are 62,000,000 of people, there is not $10 per capita. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says not $10. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I say if the Senator’s statement is correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam simply quoting from the statement mado by 
the Senator from Kansas. The Senator from Rhode Island says not 
$10, and the Senator, I believe, would be content with that condition 
of things in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, I have not said 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. What did the Senator mean by the interruption, 
then? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to help the Senator out by making 
the computation. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Ah! Mr. President, when I want the Senstor’s as- 
sistance I will call upon him. I should be very much obliged to him 
if ho would not come to my rescue untill ask his assistance. [Laugh- 
ter. 

I say, if the Senator from Kansasis right, there isnot only not $21 or 
$20 or $18 per capita, but, as the Senator from Rhode Island says, there is 
not $10. I confess very frankly that I have not regarded the question 
of the amount of currency per capitain this country as a very potential 
influence, but the financial officers of this Government have put them- 
selves to a great deal of trouble to prove the fact that a large po of 
the financial transactions of this country is done by what are known 
as checks and drafts. 

In the report of the Director of the Mint, which T hold in my hand, 
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he establishes the fact that &8 per cent. of the financial and commercial 
transactions of this country are performed by checks.’ That is mis- 
leading. It misled me. When we remember that only those people 
can pay their bills by checks upon banks who have a bank account and 
that thousands and millions of people in this country who have no bank 
account must transact their financial business by the actual delivery ot 
the money itself, I say the statement that 88 per cent. or 90 per cent. 
or 95 per cent. of the business of this country is done by checks is mis- 
leading, and there is required for the transaction of business a very 
large volume of money to pass from hand to hand in the affairs of the 
people of this country. You can not pay your railroad fare by check, 
you can not pay your street-car fare by check. You can not pay the 
freight upon railroads by check in the majority of instances, 

Therefore I say it is important that the volume of currency shall be 
large enough to meet the business requirements of the people of the 
country; and, as my friend from Missouri has suggested, I should pre- 
fer, for one, to leave that question to the representatives of the people 
of the country rather than to any organization of financiers anywhere. 

I find in the report of the Director of the Mint for 1889, which is the 
last one I have been able to get, a table which I shall read, which ex- 
hibits the estimated stock of metallic and representative money in the 
United States, and the location of the same, January 1, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From what page does the Senator read ? 

Mr. BUTLER, From page 48: 


Location of the moncys of the United States, January 1, 1890. 


Sak? is Longa re In ae 
n Treas- | banks nks an 
Moneys. ury. cember 11, | general cir- 
889). culation, 
METALLIC. 
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Silver DUiOnN.ssssvosises sees 11, 028,305 fissscisscescsnteoee 1 asthe OVA, 
Of course that must be deducted from the currency, n 
Gold CON... .ccccsesseesscenees | 246,401, 951 | $71,910, 467 | $303, 696, 645 622, 009, 063 
| 288,535, 500 6, 459, 483 54, 943, 018 349, 938, 001 
21,927, 927 4, 089, 243 50, 807, 058 76, 824, 228 
ORAL etnia 635,757,717 | 82,459,193 | 409, 446,721 | 1, 127, 663, 631 
PAPER. | Í 


The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER ].suggests to me that gold 
coin and silver coin in the Treasury are represented by gold and silver 
certificates. That I admit, but there must be deducted from the stock 
of metallic and representative money the gold coin, silver dollars, gold 
bullion, and silver bullion. 2 

Mr. SPOONER. Not from the currency of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, from the currency of the country, because the 
gold and silver coin is in the Treasury. It is not in circulation. The 
gold bullion is not in circulation; the silver bullion is not in circula- 


tion. Then whenwecome to ‘‘paper’’ we findin thesame tablefrom 
which I have just read: 

-tender notes susr.. 15,673,925 | 84,490,894 | 246,516,197 346, 631, 016 
OTE CONIA TOUOR Asp I PRES TE S copies 56, 442 56,442 
Certificates of depos 70, 000 9, 000, O00 Foissan scenes "i 9,570, 000 
Gold certificates...... 31,316,100 | 77,408,260 | 45,577,629 154, 301, 989 
Silver certificates... 2,252,966 | 11,422,004 | 271,527,069 , 202, 039 
National-bank notes .. ...., 4,500,355 | 22,780,071 | 169,949,979 197, 230, 405 

ORS E RET: 733, 627, 316 993, O41, 891 


That is a paper currency aggregating $993,041,691 against $1,127,- 
663,631 of metallic money. Thatisall the money there isin the country. 
How much must be taken from those two amounts to indicate and show 
how much actual money is in circulation among the people? The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwES] tells me that he can not tell with 
any accuracy how much thatis. Ihad hoped that I might get some assist- 
ance from my distinguished friend, who is always accurate and whose 
assistance I invoke to tell me just how much there is; but, if the Sen- 
nator from Massachusetts is modest about it and can not reply, I call 
upon my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who seems to be 
thoroughly informed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. I willhelp the Senator all I can. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be delighted. 

Mr. DAWES. As soon as I get time I will go around and inquire, 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr, BUTLER, ‘That is surprisingly accurate, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task that the vote on the pending question may 
be taken by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the yeas and nays were heretofore ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the question? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr, ALDRICH, „The first amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The last amendment has been withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, thelastamendment has not been withdrawn. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BuTLER] was making a spe- 
cifie inquiry in rd to the amount of money. I have in my hand 
the report of the Director of the Mint for the year 1890. On page 77, 
he says: 

The number of silver dollars in circulation, that is, outside of the Treasury 
vaults, was on June 30, 1890, $56,273,749, inst $54, 457,299 at the commencement 
of the fiscal ieee while the number of Svet dollars owned by the péople, that 
is, silver dollars and silver certificates in actual circulation, aggregated $353,- 
$34,987, against $311,612,864 on July 1,1839. The number of silver dollars ownéd 
by the Treasury on July 1, 1890, was $15,591,479, against $21,889,786 on July 1, 1889. 

The total amount of metallic and payer money in the United States July 1, 
1890, exclusive of the holdings of the United States Treasury and of the silver 
bullion ast Aine otstbies the J) Sica erate ey see! elated Ydor Al ede bec 
a T ca: re! 
$1090, 415,001 ab the commencement of tho fiscal year, an increase of mosey In 
circulation of $48,859,211. 

The Director of the Mint estimates that there was in the United 
States of metallic and paper money, exclusive of the amount in the 
United States Treasury and the silyer bullion in the vaults of the 
Mercantile Safe Deposit Companies, $1,429,307,302. There was in the 
national banks and in the State banks, savings institutions, etc., on 
the 18th day of last July, which was very near the date this estimate 
was given, $478,316,694. This was the amount that was necessary to 
be kept in these banking institutions to meet the business day by day 
and week by week and month by month, and consequently thatamount 
could not circulate, andin round numbers $478, 000, 000 is to be deducted 
from the $1,429,000,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much does that leave now ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not made the calculation. I made a cal- 
culation upon a different basis from that of the Director of the Mint, 
It leaves less than a billion dollars, 

Mr. BUTLER. How much per capita? ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. Deducting that amount, in the neighborhood of 
$15 per capita, counting the population at 63,000,000. Imadeacalcu- 
lation of my own from the reports of the Comptroller of the Currency 
and the Director of the Mint combined, and I made a total of money 
in the United States of $2,212,913,911. Now I deduct from that the 
metallic money in the Treasury, $647,056,354, and the paper money 
in the Treasury, $57,353,426, making a total in the Treasury of $704,- 
409,790, and that left $1,508,504,121 outside of the Treasury; and that 
consisted, according to my figures, of $533,179,823 of metallic currency 
and $975,324,298 of paper money, and it included silver bullion of 
$9,500,000, leaving a total outside of the United States Treasury of 
$1,499,004,121. That would give a per capita of $23.80. Take from 
that the amount of $478,316,694 in the banks, and that would leave 
$1,020,687,727, or $16.20 per capita. That is the largest amount that 
can possibly be nsed in the business of the country from day to day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will permitme, I shall 
be very glad to ask him a question in that connection. If this con- 
traction of national-bank currency continues until the entire amount 
goes out of existence, which I believe is $124,000,000, will not that 
amount be reduced by $124,000,000? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inevitably. Of course, that will be a reduction 
of $124,000, 000. 

Mr. HALE, Mr, President, to this complexion has the Senate come. 
It is not the silver question that is at this moment being debated. It 
is not the silver question that is presented by the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. It is not the question of the gold 
standard or the silverstandard or the bimetallicsystem. Itis the ques- 
tion whether or not now the Government shall embark in the scheme 
of issuing money, its own paper upon an assumed emergency; and I 
desire briefly to call the attention of the Senate to the distinction which 
has arisen in this debate and the departure which has been made from 
the subject-matter that is properly here. 

Though representing an Eastern community Ihave never been in a 
condition of great affright at the introduction of the silver question as 
associated with the currency of the country. I never believed, when 
it was predicted three years ago from New York, that the issue of the 
silver certificate would drive gold from the country and bring about a 
panic and bankruptcy and business destruction. I believed in the bill 
that passed in the last session of this Congress, and I am not to-day, 
though not prepared to vote for every feature of the free-coinage amend- 
ment which has been introduced and adopted as part of this bill, one 
of those who despair as to the business of the country should the meas- 
ure pass. 

But, Mr. President, that the Government should now start upon that 
road which has ever had but one ending, and should begin in time of 
, under an assumed emergency, to issue its own paper, with noth- 

ng behind it to meet that assumed emergency, is another and graver 
and deeper and more terrible question, and that is the question before 
the United States Senate. There never has been but one road that has 
been followed in that direction. I go further in saying what I would 
be willing to accept and would not despair. Iam notso much alarmed 
at the question of the country being able to absorb the currency that 
is provided for in the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, but that 


is but the beginning. 
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I tell Senators, not assuming any spirit of prophecy, but simply 
looking to the road that all other peoples have traveled, that if Con- 
at this session authorizes the issue of this currency, this fair goy- 
ernmental currency, to the amountof $200,000, 000, in the next Congress 
there will come to this Senate from the other branch of the Government, 
if it is not originated here, aproposition that the entire remnant of the 
national debt shall be paid by Government issues of the kind which 
are covered by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. Senators 
before voting for this amendment should be prepared to take into con- 
sideration what will occurin the future. 

Without going into this question, withoutit being possible to go into 
it, I simply wish to call the attention of the Senate to the distinction, 
as I have said, which has arisen in this debate, and the Senator from 
Kansas will find, if hisamendment passes, that before he and I are one 
year older he will learn that he has started that devil’s dance of infla- 
tion which ever had but one ending. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is reported to the Senate of the 
United States, through the advice of its Committee on Finance, that 
the complexion of the country on the’subject of money and finance is 
very bad, very unhealthy indeed, so much so that the honorable Sen- 
ator frém Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] thought it was necessary to borrow 
$200,000,000 upon bonds payable in gold fifty years after date, in or- 
der to splice out the credit of the country and in order to supply more 
national-bank currency. The object of that demand fora loan of $200,- 
000,000 was simply and only that the national banks of the United 
States might be thereby induced to take the bonds and issue $200,- 
000,000 of national-bank paper. 

Now, the national-bank paper, according to the terms of our laws, 
is redeemable in greenhacks, so that when that paper became due we 
should either have to issue $200,000,000 of greenbacks and redeem that 
national-bank issue,as demanded by the Senator from Ohio as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance, or else to do somethingelse to get the 
gold to redeem it. . 

In the length of time that is required for the redemption of that 
money we should not be able to get the gold together if we confined 
ourselves to a gold standard. Itis impossible. Let me ask whether 
there is any more danger in an issue of $100,000,000 or $150,000,000 
or $200,000,000 of Treasury notes, greenbacks, redeemable in coin at 
the Treasury of the Government, than there is in an issue of $200,000,- 
000 of national-bank notes based upon our own obligations? Afterall, 
Mr. President,there is nothing at the bottom of the national-bank note 
except the credit of the United States, Ina time of emergency anda 
time of war we were compelled to issne bonds in order to raise money 
to carry it on. 

This is not a time of war, it is a time of peace, and we want to bor- 
row $200,060,000 more of money for what? What do we want it for, 
except merely to sustain the circulation of national banks? There- 
upon we authorized the national banks to issue 90 cents upon the dol- 
lar upon those bonds when they are deposited in the Treasury as 
collateral. What is the basis of that? That is the promise of the 
United States to pay a bond as good as gold or as good as silver, as 
good as any redemption fund that was ever in the world, the taxing 
power being behind it, in order to enable the Government to raise 
money whenever needed to redeem or pay those bonds. So that the 
bond the Senator from Ohio proposes in his bill here to issue is simply 
based upon the taxing power of the United States, upon its credit. 

There is no fund provided for the redemption of this bond, no gold or 
silver fund in any way provided for it, and the matter, as Isaid before, 
is just as broad as it is long. There is not onesingle piece of paper to- 
day, bond, certificate, Treasury note, national-bank note, or anything 
else that is not based upon the credit of the United States, 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] suggests there are $100,- 
000,000 behind the greenbacks. Well, how did it get there? It did 
not get there by an act of Congress and it was never necessary to have 
it there. It has been a fund there merely for the purpose of reducing 
the amount of gold in circulation in the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Alabama says there is no difference 
in the ultimate analysis between the Treasury note proposed to be is- 
sued by this amendment, the greenback, and the national-bank cur- 
rency which is secured by the bonds of the United States. I should 
like to suggest to him that the bonds of the Uniied States are issued 
for money actually received into the Treasury from the lender, money 
borrowed, which puts a responsibility on the Government, on one 
hand, which receives it, and creates an obligation in favor of the one 
who lends it. 

There is in that transaction the self-limiting, self-guarding, and pro- 
tecting feature that there is an actual money transaction between the 
borrower and lender, and upon the bond to secure that debt the national- 
bank currency is secured, while, upon the other hand, the greenback 
or Treasury note proposed to be issued by this amendment rests upon 
no money transaction at all, but merely upon the fiat or will of the 
Goyernment to issue from time to time as many of these pieces of paper 
as it sees fit or as the majority of Congress may think the emergency 
requires. That seems to me the essential and all-important difference 
between the two. 

Mr. MORGAN, Itis very seldom indeed that the honorable Sen- 
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ator from Delaware, who is a fine lawyer, is mistaken in a proposition 
of this kind. The Senator from Ohio has a proposition to borrow 
$200,000,000 of money—gold, we will say. To what p does he 
expect to apply that? He says he intends to pay off the bonds that 
are now existing, the debt we now owe. Now, if the Senator from 
Ohio has to borrow that money and put it in the Treasury like the 
$100,000,000 that is there, not by law, but by order of the President 
or somebody else, as a backing for the credit of the Government of the 
United States to redeem the national-bank notes, then there might be 
the distinction the Senator from Delaware speaks of. 

The Senator from Delaware seems to have forgotten that the pur- 
pose ofthe Senator from Kansas in preventing the restriction of green- 
backs is to put merely into another form an obligation that now ex- 
ists on the part of the Government of the United States, an obligation 
upon which, when we issued it, we got money, put it into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and spent itin conducting the war or in pay- 
ing pensions or something of that sort. ; 

That is a past transaction based upon a good consideration which we 
have received, which we have used, which has disappeared; and the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio is a transaction in future based 
upon the idea that we will borrow $200,000,000 of money and apply it to 
the existing debt of the Government of the United States. That is the 


+ difference between tweedle-dum and tweedle-dee. It is precisely the 


same thing. There is no distinction, if my honorable friend will allow 
me to say so, between the proposition he putsand the oneI put. The 
Government of the United States, when it borrows $200,000,000 upon 
these bonds, takes that money out of the Treasury, purposely out of the 
Treasury, and applies it to the purposes for which it was borrowed; 
that is, the payment of existing bonds with 25 percent. premium upon 
them. That is the fact. 

What, then, becomes of your money if the credit of the United States 
upon which money is issued is fiat credit? Then you have got fiat 
money, and, if that be so, every bond you have got, every national- 
bank note, and everything else you have got out, except the gold cer- 
tificates, silver certificates, or coin certificates, is either fiat money or 
fiat obligation. If we can convert the outstanding bonds of the United 
States into greenbacks without hurting anybody, we merely change 
the form of obligation without changing its substance. We stand ex- 
actly where we stand now, not increasing the circulation one dollar, 
and milters the country from the necessity of raising money by taxes _ 
to pay in gold coin the outstanding bonds. That is the situation. 

I submit to the honorable Senator that there is no trouble or danger 
about this. It isa mere change of the form of security, the securities 
to be issued in the form of greenbacks resting precisely as the bonds 
rest now upon the credit of the United States, and that rests upon the 
taxing power and the honor of the people. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged to the Senator for being so frank and for 
declaring that no harm would come if there were substituted for the 
bonds of the Government which are out now the currency of Govern- 
ment money, thereby saving taxation. Now, has the Senator in his 
mind, in this great scheme he advocates, theissuing of this money, any 
limitation except what has been indicated by those who favor this 
amendment, what is called the emergency of the times? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no limitation now except the taxing power 
and the honor of the Government of the United States. Ishould make 
a limitation. I have always said I would make a limitation by mak- 
ing broader and largerand more extensive the basis of coin redemption, 
the power of coin redemption. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘TheSenator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HALE. As to the issue of Government money, that is no lim- 
itation, as I understand the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have just stated the limitations. 

Mr. REAGAN. One moment only. While the suggestion of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] that the national-bank notes have 
bonds behind them for which the Government has received the money 
is theoretically true, the statement as made by the Senator is practi- 
cally misleading in this: While it is true that these bonds were sold 
for money, that money has long since been expended and does not exist 
in the Treasury now for the redemption of these bonds, and their re- 
demption rests upon the taxing power of the Government and the ca- 
pacity of the people to pay taxes. So that there is no more security in 
that respect behind the national-bank paper than there would be be- 
hind the notes proposed to be issued under thenamendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. h 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President— 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move toamend the Senator’s amendment by strik- 
ing out the last two lines, for the purpose of making an observation. 

Mr. HALE. Is there an amendment pending? 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator from Kansas has withdrawn his mnend- 
ment. I have offered an amendment for the purpose of replying to the 
observations of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

I have not now or at any other time manifested, either by my voice 
or by my vote, a disposition to have this Government embark upon 
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what is known as the issue of fiat money. I think, ifI have erred at 
all, it has been upon the side of conservatism in that respect, and I do 
not intend, for one, that the Senator from Maine shall put me in that 
category if I can prevent it, 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas does not contemplate 
anything of the kind indicated by the Senator from Maine, if I under- 
standit. It does not propose to embark upon the untried and unknown 
sea of fiat money. On the contrary, if I understand it correctly, it is 
confined to snpplying whatever deficiency takes place by reason of the 
retiring of the national-bank notes. Is not that all, Mr. President? 
That is all there is of it; and yet upon that proposition, which seems 
to me to be entirely fair and conservative and lawful and wifhin the 
bounds of reason, the Senator from Maine admonishes us, admonishes 
the Senate and admonishes the country, that we are about to embark 
upon the business of issuing fiat money and that there is no limit to 
ae That is about the proposition, as I understand the Senator from 

ne. : > 

Now, sir, I donot propose to embark in any such thing, but I do 
propose, if I can, by my vote to provide for the people of this country 
what they have a right to and what they demand, and that is a reason- 
able—I will not say a sufficient, but reasonable—amount of circulation 
for the transaction of their business. When that proposition is made 
we are told that the country is to be flooded with an irredeemable, ir- 
responsible currency in the face of the fact that the Supreme Court of 
the United States has decided, and the country has acquiesced in that 
decision, that the greenback issues of the Government are a legal ten- 
der for all debts and a legitimate currency for the transaction of all 
the business of the people. 

What is behind the greenbacks? TheSenator from Maine says noth- 
ing is behind them. Fiat money! Mr. President, every acre of real 
estate in this country stands mortgaged for the paymentof every issue 
by the Government of the United States which is not sustained by a 
dollar in coin in the Treasury as a basis for its security, and yet the 
Senator from Maine attempts to put those of us who are willing to 
supply the deficiency created by the retirement of national-bank notes 
by the issue of the money which is recognized in this country and in 
the world as legitimate, in the category of being flat-money men, who 
are willing to embark in time of as he says, on a sea of specula- 
tion and uncertainty which knows no limit and to which there is no end. 

_ Ido not propose for one to occupy that position, and in advocating 
and voting for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas I feel that I 
am re responding to the demand of the people of this country, 
which is legitimate, reasonable, allowable, and unavoidable, as the 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] says, in supplying that amount 
of currency which is necessary for the transaction of their business, 

While I am on my feet I beg leave to say that the Congress of the 
United States finds itself in this position, embarking, asit proposes to 
do, on a line of financial relief for the great body of the people of this 
country, for therelief of the millions of men who donot have bank ac- 
counts against which to draw checks, we are met bya proposition from 
certain money centers of thiscountry, which I need not mention, bya 
sort of ‘‘ stand and deliver” attitude: ‘‘Adopt free coinage, give the 
people the currency they want if you dare, and we will precipitate a 
panic upon this country which will reverberate and echoand re-echo 
to its remotest confines.” That is about the position in which we find 
ourselves. > 

For one, Mr. President, entertaining, as I believe I do, as profound 
a regard for the credit of this Government as any man init, and stand- 
ing, as I would to the last moment, to pay every cent of its indebted- 
ness, I, forone, do not propose to be intimidated in the line of my duty 
either by the suggestion of the Senator from Maine that thereby I put 
myself in line with irresponsible fiat-money men,'nor by the dictation 
of men who, in the twinkling of an eye, can so contract this currency 
as to make almost every man on this hemisphere feel it. Ido not 
propose to be deterred by eitherin voting for this amendment. I feel 
that Iam doing a very conservative and avery proper and a very reas- 
onable thing. y 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President— 

Mr. HALE. Is any question pending ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an amendment pending, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is an amendment moved by the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr, COCKRELL. This bill has got now into—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from South Carolina to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he bas not withdrawn it. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I have not; but I will withdraw it after the 
Senator gets through. 

Mr, KRELL. This bill has gotten into a very important con- 
dition now. Practically free coinage has been adopted asa substitute 
for a portion of the bill, and now the motion of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB] is pending. Itisa very important motion. It is now 
nearly 10 o'clock at night, and I do not see that there is any reasonable 
prospect for an intelligent, careful disposition of this bill to-night. We 
should be perfectly willing, I think, to remain here if it would lead to 
an intelligent and fair disposition of the bill. 


I would therefore suggest that we have the bill as it isnow amended, 
and the proposed amendment of the Senator from Kansas printed, that 
we adjourn, meet at whatever hour may be fixed upon to-morrow, and 
then, at a given time to-morrow, take a vote and discuss under the 
five-minute rule, or the ten-minute rule, until a certain hour, say 
4 o’clock, and then after that have no discussion and dispose of the 
bill in that way. I suggest some such arrangementas that. Itseems 
to me it would bein the interest of the bill and in the interest of leg- 
islation proper. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator, of course, has not forgotten that when 
last night a changein the agreement was made to enable certain Sena- 
tors to speak in the general debate it was assumed upon all sides that 
we would finish this bill to-day. ‘The Senator himself joined in that 
debate, and it was said generally in many quarters, on that side of 
the Chamber as well as on this, that of course we would finish the bill 
to-day. Senators undoubtedly came here with that expectation, and 
have sat here with that expectation, and I have rarely seen during this 
session so large a number of Senators present at any time as there are 
at the present moment, It seems to me, under these conditions, 
connected with what was commonly agreed toand stipulated, that we 
are in duty bound to finish this bill to-night and to give way to other 
pressing business. 2 

The number of days that can elapse between now and the 4th of 
March, in which all the accumulation of the business of this Congress 
must be done, is few, and every hour that this debate is prolonged only 
adds to the likelihood of other important measures being pressed aside. 
Therefore I hope the Senator will not, under these conditions, urge his 
suggestion, but that we may go on and pass upon the bill and conclude 
it as we agreed to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, we all understand what 
the agreement was yesterday evening—unanimous consent—and that 
agreement embraced two speeches from the Democratic side of this 
Chamber, and neither one of them has been made, You had the en- 
tire time. I make this proposition in the interest of the transaction 
of business, I do not think, in the condition which you have gotten 
this bill now, with the points which have been raised, that you will 
be able to dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. HALE.” The Senator will remember that there has been no gen- 
eral debate to-day except on the part of the advocates of free coinage. 
Those opposed to that have been content either to say nothing further 
or to take part in the ten-minute debate, but all the time that was ex- 
tended last night wasfor the benefit of Senators upon the side that the 
Senator from Missouri has taken his stand upon, and they consumed 
the time. So that there has been nothing done upon this side of the 
Chamber opposed to free coinage in the general debate to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the day before was taken up by those who 
were opposed to free coinage, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and others. 

Mr, HALE. But the extension certainly was given for the benefit 
of the friends of free coinage. 
` Mr. COCKRELL. I will not insistupon the suggestion I have made. 
Tam simply stating that, in my judgment, it will facilitate the dispo- 
sition of business; and the Senator from Maine will realize that the 
suggestion I have made is an appropriate one and a pertinent one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that we 
agree to take the vote to-night without further debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will carry out the agreement we made yes- 
terday and no other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wemightvote without fartherdebate at 11 0’clock 


to-night. 

ME MORGAN. Iwas not here yesterday when that agreement was 
made, Of course I would have acquiesced in it, and I will do every- 
thing I can to carry it into effect, regardingit as a binding obligation. 
But the vote taken to-day on the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
yada [Mr. STEWART] has changed the whole aspect of this bill. That 
vote and the vote, as I understand one has been taken, striking out 
the part of the bill that was reported from the committee for borrow- 
ing two hundred millions of money changed the whole aspect of the 
bill. If the bill as it stands now becomes a law it involves two very 
important new considerations, just,as new as if the bill had been two 
hours ago reported. 

Those considerations are, first, whether or not the coinage of silver 
will be sufficient tosupply the deficiency of our shrinking national-bank 
currency in consequence of the falling due and payment of our bonds; 
the other consideration is whether or not the national banks ought to be 
provided with some new basis of credit, or whether the Government 
of the United States ought to come in and use its own Treasury notes 
for the purpose of relieving the cramp upon the people of the United 
States made in consequence of the falling due of the bonds and other 
withdrawals of currency which we had no power to control. x 

In that aspect of the case the bill is entirely new, and certainly 
Senators will admit that there was never before this body a more im- 
portant bill and there never was a bill thataddressed itself tothe Amer- 
ican people at a more critical moment, for what we do here this night, 
whether it is done by-11 o’clock to-night or 5 o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing, is going to havea very marked impression upon the United States. 
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upon its destiny, upon all the people that we are representing here; 
and there is nothing in the history of legislation past, present, or pro- 
spective which ought more deeply to concern Senators in this body than 
to provide the best wiy that we can to relieve the people of the United 
States of the involvement which has grown out of our own legislation. 
There is not a trouble to-day of a financial character before the peo- 
le of the United States which is not the child of our legislation. It 
Ts a vast mass of intricate provisions of law of one kind and another, 
and another, and another, which, combined together, as long as we 
can holditand makeit all work, isa goodsystem, but whena wheel gives 
way we have got to supply another, Jt is arbitrary and artificial in 
the highest possible degree. There is not onenatural financial element 
thatruns through the wholesystem, itis all artificial, andwhenweputa 
new power, a new force, a new category into our legislation, it becomes 
us to look around with a great deal of. care to see what effectitis going 
to have. 

So I do not think that a Senator who has sat here since 10 o'clock 
this morning is ina frame of mind to give the very best possible con- 
sideration to this great‘and all-pervading question. I hope some little 
delay may be given tous, no matter what political party may suffer by it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, it is an unfortunate thing and will be 
an unfortunate thing in the United States Senate not to abide by agree- 
ments, Over two hours of the debate this evening have been in direct 
violation of the agreement entered into. The ment was that this 
debate should proceed under the ten-minute rule and that no Senator 
should address the Senate more than once on any pending amendment, 
That is distinct and clear. There is no chance to misunderstand it, 
and yet to-night, for the first time since I have been in the Senate, that 
rule has been violated, and Senators have been offering pro forma amend- 
ments for the purpose of debating a second time a pending amendment. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr, HAwLEY] did it, undoubtedly 
because he was a member of the other House formerly and that was 
the custom in the House, and he did it without thought. Since that 
Senator did it, one or two others have, and the result been that we 
have been running this debate for over two hours in clear violation of the 
spirit of theagreement made. I donot believe the Senate should enter 
upon that, and I say these words now simply that the next time an 
agreement is made this will not be used as a precedent. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The condition of things is just this: The Senate has 
changed the whole theory of the proposition pending before it as it was 
reported from the Finance Committce, and certain other things log- 
ically follow, one of which I think is the amendment which I have of- 
fered. I have two other amendments, which I shall be glad to offer 
when the proper time comes, which, I think, ought to be discussed. I 
do not say anything now as to their merits; but whatever we do here 
now is to be, so far as the Senate is concerned, the expression of this 
body upon the financial situation, present and prospective, It may be 
that we ought to sacrifice, as a mere matter of time, other things which 
ordinarily might be of a little more consequence. 

I agree whatever the Senate has set down as its Order of Business 
ought to be maintained, and I say now, if the Senate says we shall stay 
here and sit this thing out and take the chance of indifferent debate, 
when we areall sleepy and tired, I will stay as long as other Senators; 
but it does seem to me, inthe presentattitude of things, we can very well 
afford, as a matter thatis relevant to the public interests, to postpone 
this bill for twenty-four hourslonger, and to takesome time to-morrow, 
after we have come here refreshed and have had some time to consider 
these things irrespective of debate, and take this matter up again and 
dispose of it so as to be consistent with the dignity and apparent 
usefulness of this body. 

Mr. TELLER. The silver question is practically disposed of. We 
haye been now for two hours and a half upon a matter dealing with 
an entirely different question, a question which I regret very much to 
see attached to a silver bill. It isa question which, it seems to me 
when we enter upon it, we should enter upon witha great deal of care 
and with a great deal of examination. 

I have no doubt that the day will come when weshall be compelled 
to provide some system of currency to take the place of the departing 
greenbacks, and some system of national currency tokeep up with the 
growth of the country and the growth of its population and busi- 
ness; but, as I said the other day, my judgment is irrevocably fixed 
that it must be upon a metallic basis. In that idea I have been edu- 
eatedand trained. Onc ofthe things which have been thoroughly fixed 
in my mind is that whenever we do provide for the issue of paper 
money we must put back of it some redemption or else we shall ulti- 
mately come to an absolutely inconvertible paper basis. 

I regretted the other day to see the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SAHER- 
MAN], who has been considered the very safest of financiers in certain 
circles, if not all over the country, come in with section 3 of the 
amendment which he proposed to the bill. 


Src. 3. That whenever the circulating notes of national banks, including such 
notes in circulation, but represented by lawful money d ited by the banks 
in the Treasury for the redemption of such notes, shall be load than $180,000,000, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to issue United States 
notes similar in terms and description to the United States notes now outstanding 
toan amount equal to the retirement of national-bank notes below the said sum 
of $180,000,000, And such notes shall haye the same qualities and be a legal 
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tender and be received, redeemed, and reissued in the same manner and to the 
same extent as other United States notes. 


There was nothing back of that. There was no provision in that for 
redemption, and if the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUME] is objectionable, then the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio, a member of the Finance Committee, is also objectionable. 

I believe I have voted for the issue of greenbacks since I have heen 
here, and I am very confident that, accompanying that, was a provision 
for their redemption. Iam morally certain that I never voted for an 
issue of greenbacks where the bill providing for the issue did not 
cifically provide for the preservation of the public credit by providing 
for their redemption in international money. 

I said the other day that we had reached a period in our history 
where we have to take the metallic basis or we have to take paper. I 
insist that we ought totake the metallic basis as the only safe basis 
for the issue of paper money. There has never been, as I said then, 
an issue of paper money which has not been abused which did not 
provide with the issue the basis for itsredemption, and I for one, while 
I wish to increase the amount of money in this country, will not vote 
for any proposition which does not carry with it that feature, When 
it provides for the issue it must provide at the same time for the Te- 
demption, A reasonable amount must be put in the lockers of the Gov- 
ernment so that the citizen who holds the Government's paper can al- 
ways go and demand international money if he wants it. 

You may say what you please about the faith of the Government, 
but the faith of the Government does not make money in the sense 
that the people understand it, They want to know that they can go 
to the Treasury Department with their paper money and get what the 
world recognizes as money for it; and any system which is not based 
upon that, whether it comes from the Senator from Ohio or whether it 
comes from anybody else, ought to be antagonized in this conservative 


ody. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado has the 
most peculiar manner of debating an important proposition of any 
man I ever met. He knows very well the proposition I made for the 
retirement of national-bank notes was made in a conference which I 
can not discuss. It was made as a means of avoiding what I regard as 
a great national danger: the attempt to establish alone the free coin- 
age of silver. TheSenator from Colorado agreed to that proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I never did agree to 
that proposition. I understood that the proposition was made by the 
Senator from Ohio before any conference was held. I never did agree 
to it here or anywhere else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isay here, in the presence of witnesses, that al- 
thongh the Senator from Colorado was not present when the matter was 
first proposed, when we were secking to avoid the danger which now 
threatens the people of the United States, the proposition was made 
that temporarily United States notes should he issued to take the place 
of the retiring national-bank circulation. In the presence of gentle- 
men who know, I say that the Senator from Colorado agreed to that 
proposition. That is enough on thatsubject. Icannotsayany more, 
and every Senator here understands why I can not. 

Now, let me go a little further. There are two propositionsand two 
modes Which have been proposed for supplying an additional amount 
of currency, and they are totally opposite to each other, The one was 
by the free coinage of silver, which provided for the issue of Treas 
notes to an unlimited amount, not bounded by the productions of this 
country or any other, but bounded by the productions of the world, 
with $3,800,000,000 of silver in sight in the treasuries of existing nn- 
tions. 

To avoid cither contingency, to avoid the proposition which has re- 
ceived the support of a majority of the Senate, we did go on this side ot 
the Senate in the endeavor to find an increased basis for paper money, but 
we did provide that when bank notes were retired their place should be 
supplied by UnitedStates notes. That, however, was accompanied with 
other provisions; which, in the judgment ofthe gentlemen who agreed to 
them, would have dispensed with the possibility of the necessity of sup- 
plying the deficiency caused by the retirement of national-bank notes, 
a proposition which would have supplied the banks a basis forincreased 
circulation, and that, in my judgment, would have enabled the banks 
not only to maintain their present currency, but probably to have some- 
what enlarged it. 3 

That was a proposition that we should issue 2 per cent. bonds to a 
limited amonnt, and with the proceeds of those bonds fund an equal 
amount of the public debt. That could be done with great advantage 
to the people of the United States by the saving, as I showed the other 
day, of a considerable sum of money in the process of refunding, and 
if those bonds could be made the basis of circulation it would prevent 
the happening of the contingency which has been apprehended, if it 
should happen by the issue of the United States notes. That is the 
real fact about it. 

I belicve that that proposition, freed from the free coinage of silver, 
would be a wise one, and I say now that I should be willing to vote 
for that proposition and the proposition of the Senator from Kansas in 
order to supply the void in the currency and, without hesitation, to 
pledge the faith of the United States to issue notes, and I would back 
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those notes with a reasonable reserve. I think the power to redeem 
those notes is already almost a sufficient reserve. 

That proposition was made with the view of evading that very thing, 
and now the question is presented at this hour, approaching midnight, 
of giving a double mode of issuing paper money in this country, one for 
silver buHion without limit at 20 per cent. premium above its cost in 
the markets of the world, the other to issue greenbacks to supply the 
place of the national-bank notes which are retired. 

These two propositions are put together and we are expected to vote 
for them, and I am chided because I agreed reluctantly to what I did 
not want to do, but the contingency was provided against. Now, we 
are expected to take both medicines, both plans, entirely inconsistent 
with each other, and I say, for one, I willnot do it; and I say to gen- 
tlemen on the other side, who have the responsibility in this matter, 
that they must choose between these things. 

I shall vote for no proposition whatever on this bill to increase the 
issue of paper money, believing that the single feature which has been 
agreed to by the majority of the Senate will furnish enough money and 
more than enough to supply all the demands not only of business, but 
of all the speculators and gamblers in this country. With that view, 
I will vote for no proposition which will add to this danger of paper 
money. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I move to strike out the last line of 
the amendment, so that I may be in order, following the precedent 
which has been set, though I donot like to follow it. Isuppose, how- 
ever, under the circumstances I am justified in doing it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment ofthe 
Senator from Colorado to the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Ohio, who is always sure of his 
facts, will look at the bill I hold in my hand, he will find that he 
offered that amendment on the 6th day of December, which was cer- 
tainly two weeks before there was any effort made to come to the ar- 
rangement he speaks of. s 

The Senator will also remember; if he will endeavor to recall it, and 
if he can not there are several Senators who were connected with that 
conference who will remember, that I insisted that we should buy 
silver to replace the departing national-bank notes, because the whole 
conference was upon the supposition that we might not be able to 
secure the free coinage of silver, and I never did agree to this proposi- 
tion in any shape. There were also two other members of that confer- 
ence who did not agree to it and who will bear me out in saying that 
I did not agree to it. 

There was a proposition to buy silver and to issue silver certificates, 
and then it was said perhaps there would not be silver enough to fill 
the place of the retiring bank notes. It was then proposed to make 
up that difference by the issue of greenbacks, and then the proposi- 
tion, as I remember it, was that there should be back of it not less 
than 20 per cent. of silver and 20 per cent. of gold. There are at least 
two Senators who were in the conference who agreed with me that 
they would not support this proposition. 

The Senator says his amendment emanated from aconference. If he 
will look at the date he will see that it was made long before the con- 
ference was held and he was not instigated by any conference to offer 
the amendment. It originated with himself and nobody else, I pre- 
sume. 

That is all I wish to say, except that the Senator from Ohio or any 
other Senator may call upon the members of thatconference as to the 
truthfulness of what I state. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘‘Everything comes to him who waits,” and those 
of us who come from the mineral-producing States of the Union, after 
having been put in a false position for many years, find ourselves now 
assuming the right situation. After having succeeded in carrying 
through this Senate a free-coinage amendment, helped slightly, it is 
true, by the Senators upon the other side of the aisle, an honest-money 
amendment, we find ourselves at this hour of the night confronted with 
a fiat-money proposition, which, when the glare of debate is let in upon 
it, is understood by everybody except the Senator from Ohio, who seeks 
to issue millions of dollars of paper money backed by nothing but the 
credit of the Government, when the rest of us try to have our money 
backed Le frig gold and honest silver inthe Treasury of the United 
States. But, whether the hour be late or early, I trust we may stay 
here to-night until we have disposed of that heresy and all other 
heresies which Senators seek to tack on to the free-coinage amend- 

- ment for the purpose of disgracing and discrediting it. [Applause in 
the galleries. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Order must be preserved. 

Mr. PLUMB. After that somewhat extraordinary declaration I de- 
sire to say a word. 

If the Senator wants me to withdraw the vote I cast for free coinage 
I should be glad to oblige him by doing it; but when he says that this 
amendment is proposed for the purpose of discrediting free coinage, cither 
he himself lacks that lucid condition of mind of which he spoke the 
other day or he is a great deal more malicious than I supposed he was. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. PLUMB. He saidit, and it is in the RECORD, aud I do not want 
him to take it out; but I want to say to him, now and here, and to all 


other persons, that if free coinage is to be the beginning and the end- 
ing of this bill I am against it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. PLUMB. You may. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Ihad in my mind distinctly and solely the sug- 
gestions which had been made during the course of this debate by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well. T haye got some crows to pick with the 
Senator from Ohio myself. [Laughter.] I suppose the Senator from 
Ohio is so accustomed to that sort of thing that he does not care whether 
it is one more or less. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. At the same time I will say that I am in this fight, 
not for the free coinage of silver alone, but for an equitableamountof 
currency for the people of the United States, and if it is to be free 
coinage and nothing else, then Iamnotforthe billas it is now amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. Why? 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply because free coinage as now proposed would 
result in the contraction of the currency, and that I am against, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. How can it? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator from Colorado says, how can it? Ian- 
swer because it will not giveus enough to make up the volume of the 
retiring national-bank circulation. If the Senator from Colorado and 
all other gentlemen who are intefested in this particular phase of the 
thing are willing to ignore this other and larger question of the vol- 
ume of currency, let them take the result to themselves; but I shall 
have no part or lot with them at all. If they choose to stand by the 
statement which the Senator from Colorado has just made, then I say 
I part company with them now and forever. I will have none of it. 

If I cannot move to a bill of this kind a proposition which I regard 
as essential to the maintenance of the proper volume of the currency 
without coming under the criticism uttered by the Senator from Col- 
orado, without provocation, entirely malicious, so far as that phase of 
it was concerned, then I say I shall vote for what I regard as essential 
and abandon any idea of co-operation whatever. 

I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Several SENATORS, Oh, no. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The question is on the motionof the Sen- 
ator from Kansas that the Senate do now adjourn. , 

Mr. SPOONER. This is getting interesting, Mr. President, and I 
hope the Senate will not adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the’ motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BOAR. I thought we had an understanding to take the vote 
to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ‘‘noes’’ have it, and the Senate refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE and others. ‘‘Question!’’ ‘‘ Question !”” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the pro forma 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has there been any vote on the motion to adjourn? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion has been voted upon and 
lost. The question now ison the pro forma amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BUTLER. I expect the atmosphere has been somewhat puri- 
fied by the thunderstorm we have had, and I withdraw the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas having 
been withdrawn, the question recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed tostrike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec, 3. That upon any deposits already or hereafter made ofany United States 
bonds bearing interest, in the manner required by law, any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceedingin the whole amount 
the par valueof the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall the total 
amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount at such 
time actually paid in of its capital stock. 


And insert as section 2— < 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to replace all sums of national-bank notes hereafter permanently retired and 
canceled by the issue in lieu thereof of like sums of United States notes of the 
description and character of the United States notes now outstanding and au- 
thorized by act of March 3, 1863, entitled “An act to provide ways and means 
for the support of the Goverment,” and acts amendatory thereof; and the said 
notes outstanding, and all thereof hereby and hereafter authori: and issued, 
shall be receivable for customsand a legal tender for all publicand private dues, 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH responded 
to his name. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire—— 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. Too late. 
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Mr. QUAY. I merely desire to call for a division of the question 
before the yeas and nays are taken. [‘‘Toolate!’’ ‘Too late!’’] 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The roll call having commenced, debate 
is notin order. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. CARLISLE’S name was called), Ide- 
sire to state that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is de- 
tained from the Senate by illness. He is paired withthe Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’S name was called). Ian- 
nounce again the pair of my colleague [Mr. GEORGE] with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 26, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Bate, Danie}, Morgan, Turpie, 
Herit Eustis, Pasco, Vance, 
Blac burn, Faulkner, Plumb, Vest, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Jones of Neyada, Stanford, 
Coke, Kenna, Stewart, 

NAYS—40, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, McPherson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 
Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hale Paddock, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Piatt, Warren, 
Davis, Higgins, Power, Washburn, 
Dixon, H x Quay, + Wilson of Towa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott, 

ABSENT—22, 

Barbour, Colquitt, Hearst, Pierce, 
Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Moody, Sgae; 
Brown, George, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, ayne, 
Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART. I nowmoyeto strike out section 5, as it is super- 
fluous. s 

Mr. VEST. Let the section be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The section proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. Whenever tlhe market price of silver bullion shall have been contin- 
uously fora period of one year $1 or more for 371.25 ins of pure silver, all 
purchasing of silver bullion by the Secretary of the ury shall cease, and 
thereupon and athe Saarland ctf owner of silyer bullion not too base for the opera- 
tions ofthe mint may deposit the same in amounts of the value of not less than 
$100atany mint of the United States to be formed into standard dollars or bars for 
his benefit and without charge; and at the said owner’s option he may receive 
oo O ocrniane thereof in the Treasury notes of the said act approved 

uly 14, 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to theamend- 
ment to strike out the section which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Nevada intends to re- 
tain the third section. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thathas been disposed of already. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from Nevada does not mean 
to strike out the third section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The fifth section has just been stricken 


out. 

Mr. STEWART. After the amendments which have been madeI do 
not see any necessity for the first section. ` s 

Mr. HALE. That has been stricken out, 

Mr. HARRIS. The first and second sections have been stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the third section has not been stricken out. 
I do not know whether the Senator intends to make that a part of his 
scheme or not. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to strike out the first, second, and third 
sections, if that is in order at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have not the first and second sections been 
stricken out? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first and second sections have been 
stricken ont. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The first and second sections have been stricken 
out, but I did not understand that the third section had been stricken 


out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nevada to strike out the third section, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read section 3, as follows: 

Src. 3. That uponany A parte already or hereafter made ofany United States 
bonds bearing interest, in the manner uired by law,any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
ofthe Currency circulating notes of different denominations,in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided bylaw, not exceeding in the whole amount 
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the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall the total 
amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount at such 
time actually paid in of its capital stock. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Task for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. What is the form of the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To strike out section 3. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the rol], and Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. 
ALLEN answered to their names. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is a misapprehension in the Senate as to 
the question. I understand the pending motion is to strike out sec- 
tion 3; which provides for the issue of circulating notes on the bonds 
deposited by national banks. The motion to strike out, as a matter 
of course, would take that out of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I submit, Mr. President, that debate is out of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Several Senators have answered to their names on 
the call of the roll, and I object to debate. À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. ` 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce again the pair between the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] ànd the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. SQUIRE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Barbour, Daniel, Kenna, Stewart, 
ae eps) ey ons 
rry, ‘aulkner, organ, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasco, Vance. 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Vest, 
Call, 2 Hampton, Pugh, Voorbees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Walthall. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
NAYS—35, 
Aldrich, Dolph, McConnell, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, MoMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Svarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale Platt, Warren, 
Casey, Hawley Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hiscock, Sanders, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—22, 
Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Moody, Squire, 
Carlisle, Gray. Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Harr Payne, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART. I now ask for the reading of the first and second 
sections as they stand amended. I want to see how they stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The sections will be read as they now 
stand. F 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 1. That the compulsory requirement of deposits of the United States 
bonds with the Treasurer of the United States by national banks is hereby lim- 
ited in amount to $1,000 of bonds for each and every national bank: Provided, 
That this act shall not apply to the deposits of bonds which may be required by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to secure deposits of public money in the na- 
tional banks, 

Src, 2, That upon any deposits already or hereafter made of any United States 
bonds bearing interest in the manner required by law—— 


Mr. STEWART. That is sufficient. Now I move to strike ont the 
tenth section of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont section 10, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 10, That itis the continued policy of the United States Government to 
use both gold and silver as full legal-tender money under the ratio now exist- 
ing in the United States, or that may be hereafter established by the United 
States acting in accord with other nations; and the United States is willing 
to join with other commercial nations in a conference toadopt a common ratio 
between gold and silver with a view of establishing, internationally, the use of 
both metals as full legal-tender money, and securing fixity of relative value 
between them, And when, in the judgment of the President, a sufficient num- 
ber of such nations shall have entered into such international arrangement ho 
may declare the ratio so fixed to be the existing ratio in the United States, and 
all Saee thereafter shall be at such ratio until changed by law. The Presi- 
dent shall, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint commis- 
sioners, not exceeding three, whoshall attend any such conference on behalf of 
the United States, and they shall report their doings to the President, who shall 
transmit the same to Congress, id commissioners shall receive the sum of 
$5,000 each and their reasonable expenses, to be approved by the Secretary of 
State; and the amount necessary to pay such compensation and expenses is 
eed bee a a pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, 


Mr. STEWART. I will withdraw that amendment at the suggestion 
of some Senators around me, unless there is somebody who desires to 
renew it. I think probably it will do no harm, I do not think it 
will do any good. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendments proposed in 
section 10 will be first disposed of. They will be stated. 
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The Curzr CLERK. In section 10, line 2, the committee report to 
strike out the word ; ‘‘Goyernment;’’ so as to read: ? 
Thatit isthe continued policy of the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask what action has been had 
on section 6 as reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No action has been taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What action has been had on section 7? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. None whatever. A verbal committee 
amendment should be inserted in section 7, line 4, which will be stated. 

The Cmirr CLERK. Section 7, line 4, after the word ‘‘to,’’ the com- 
mitice report to insert the word;*‘the;”’ so as to read: 

Toan amount equal to the market value of the ballion, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has been done in section 8? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 9? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 10? 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Thecommittee amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PLATT. Has the committee amendment in line 20, section 10, 
been agreed to? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In line 20, page 8, section 10, there is 
another committee amendment which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, page 8, line 20, after the word 
‘ dollars,” insert the word “‘each;’’ so as to read: 

Said commissioners shall receive the sum of $5,000 each and their reasonable 
expenses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out all the words of the tenth 
section after the word ‘‘them,’’ down to line 24 of the section. It 
seems to me that without the clause which I thus move to strike out 
there is quite sufficient in the section to indicate the policy of the Gov- 
ernment. The policy of the Government is indced sufficiently indi- 
cated by the character of the bill, and the willingness of the Govern- 
ment for an international convention for the determination of the ratio 
is also indicated. Of course the language is in a tentative phrase and 
merely discloses a disposition rather than commits the Government to 
any detail. 

Beyond that, for Congress to declare that when in the judgment of 
the President a sufficient number of such nations shall have entered 
into such international agreement he may declare the ratio so fixed to 
be the existing ratio of the United States, and all coinage hereafter shall 
be undersuch ratio until changed by law, it seems to me that language 
is obnoxious to the criticism that it puts in the hands of the President 
the power to regulate the value of money, or to do an act that is very 
near to the regulation of the value of money, and that is a matter 
which solely rests with the Congress of the United States todetermine. 
If there is such international agreement it seems to me that tho repre- 
sentatives of the people are the persons who should pass upon that 
agreement before enacting its provisions into a law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will be reported. 

The Ciner CLERK. In section 10, page 8, line 10, after the word 

` “them,” strike outall down to and including the word “appropriated,” 
in line 24, the words to be stricken out being as follows: 

And when, in the judgmont of the President, a sufficient number of such na- 
tions shal! have ente into such international arrangement he may declare 
the ratio so fixed to be the existing ratio in the United States, and all coinage 
thereafter shall be at such ratio until changed by law. The President shall, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint commissioners, not ex- 
ceeding three, who shall attend any such conference on behalf of the United 
States, and thoy shall as ety their doings to the President, who shall transmit 
the same to Congress. id commissioners shall receive the sum of $5,000 each 
and their reasonable expenses, to be approved by the Secretary of State; and 
the amount necessary to pay such compensation and expenses is hereby appro- 
printed out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose an amendment to that amendment 
would be in order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would. 

Mr. COCKRELL. , Imove to amend the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia by striking ont from the word ‘‘them,”’ in line 
10, down to the word *‘law,’ in line 15; striking ont the following 
words: 

And when,in the judgment of the President, a sufficient number of such 
nations shall have entered into such international arran, ent he may declare 
the ratio so fixed to be the existing ratio in the United States, and all coinage 
thereafter shall be nt such ratio until changed by law. 

Mr. DANIEL. If there is no objection, I accept that modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, page 8, line 10, after the word 
“them,” strike out all down toand including the word “‘law,”’ in line 
15, as follows—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How would the section read with those words 
stricken out? 
The Cuter CLERK. So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 10. That itis the continued policy of the United States to use both gold 
and silver as full legal-tender money under the ratio now existing in the 
United States, or that may be hereafter established by the United States, acting 
in accord with other nations; and the United States is willing to join with 
other commercial nations in a conference to adopt a common ratio between 
gold and silver, with a view of establishing, internationally, the use of both 
metals as full legal-tender money, and sccuring fixity of relative value between 


hem. 

The President shall, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointcommissioners, not exceeding three, whoshall attend any such conferonce 
on behalf of the United States, and they shall report their doings to the Presi- 
dent,who shall transmit the same to Congress. Said commissioners shall receive 
the sum of $5,000 ench and their reasonable expenses,to be approved by the 
Secretary of State; and the amount necessary to pay such compensation and 
expenses is neron appropriated out of any moncy in the Treasury not otber- 
wise appropriated. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], which has been 
accepted by theSenator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. In line 4, section 7, page 6, I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘market’’ and insert the word *‘coin.’? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 6, line 4, section 7, strike out the word 
“market” and insert the word ‘‘coin,’’ before ‘‘ value;’’ so as to 
read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue 


Treasury notes of the act approved July 14, 1890, to on amount equal to the coin 
yalue of the bullion made from the trade dollars now in the Treasury, etc, 


Mr. ALLISON. Before that question is put, I think the section is 
wholly unnecessary, as the law now directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. to coin these dollars. Section 7 was put in with a view of sub- 
stituting the bullion value of Treasury notesin lieu ofthecoin. There 
is already on the statute a provision that theSecretary of the Treasury 
shall coin this bullion. 

Mr. STEWART. Then there is no necessity for the section at all. 
I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not certain that the amendment adopted 
embraces these debts in the Treasury. I think the Senator from Iowa 
is mistaken. Ido not think, under the amendment that has been 
agreed to, the Secretary of the Treasury will be compellable to have 
the trade-dollar bullion there coined. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There is a law upon the statute books, passed in 
1887 (I have it notat hand), which requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to immediately coin either into standard silver dollars or fractional 
silver all the bullion derived from these trade dollars, and section 7 
was inserted that, in lieu of coining these dollars, bullion notes or 

notes might be issued instead. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Now, will the Senator permit me? I think he 
is just mistaken in this: that the law to which he refers directed the 
coinage of the trade dollar after the date of it, or after a certain time 
in some way, and this amount of trade dollars is in there, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury claims that there is no authority requiring him 
to coin them. I understand distinctly that the present Secretary of 
the Treasury says there is no requirement of law to compel him to 
coin that bullion, 

Mr. STEWART. If there has been authority of law for the coinage 
of the trade dollar since 1877, authorizing him to coin it, and he has 
not coined it and put it into circulation, I will withdraw my motion 
tostrike ontand move to insert the word ‘‘coin’’ in place of ‘‘market,”’ 
and let the section stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. It can do no harm. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say, if the Senator will allow me, that I 
think the injunction is clear and plain in the law. I do not care any- 
thing about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the proposition of amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. Imovetostrike ont ‘‘market’’ and insert ‘‘coin”’ 
in line 4, section 7. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of theSenator from Ne- 
yada will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 7, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘market’’ and insert ‘‘coin;’’? so as to make the section 
read: 

Sxc. 7. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
issue Treasury notes of the act approved July 14, 1890, to an amount equal to 
the coin value of the bullion made from the o dollars nowin the Treasury, 
and of the bullion to be formed from other trade dollars, and also upon the bul- 
lion value of $10,000, 000 of the abraded and otherwise uncurrent subsidiary sil- 
ver coin now in the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I want the phrase ‘‘coin value * inserted in the 
next section. 

Mr, COCKRELL. At the end of line 6, strike out ‘‘bullion’’ and 
insert ‘‘coin.’’ 

Mr, SANDERS. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
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from Missouri to the present law upon thesubject ee on the 19th 
of February, 1887, and found on page 635 of the Statutes: 

Sec, 2. That the trade dollarsreceived by, paid to, or deposited with tho Treas- 
urer or any assistant treasurer or national depositary of the United States shall 
not be paid outor in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the United 
States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard 
dollars or subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the Secre of the Treasury: 
Provided, That the trade dollars recoined under this act shall not be counted as 
part of the silver bullion required to be purchased and coined into standard 
dollars as required by the act of February 28, 1878. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am perfectly aware of that law, and yet in 
the face of it the Secretaries of the Treasury have peremptorily and 
continuously refused to have that trade-dollar bullion coined, and 
they are refusing it to-day. I know I mentioned the question my- 
self to the present Secretary, that he had authority to coin it into 
standard dollars, but it will never be coined into standard dollars un- 
til there is additional Tegislation. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire how many times we shall 
have to pass a statute requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to do 
his duty before he does it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall have to do it in such a way that there 
is no way of misconstrning it. The Secretary, according to my recol- 
lection, refused, and I thought the Senator from Iowa understood ex- 
actly the point the Secretary made as to why he did not do it, It is 
a very plausible one, and I will notsay that the Secretary has notsuf- 
ficient reason for not coining it. He has not coined it and he thinks 
he is justifiable in his course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senate that the Secretary thinks 
that he has an option or a discretion to either coin it into subsidiary 
silver or into standard dollars, and that he exercises that discretion by 
from time to time coining subsidiary silver when he needs it. That is 
his interpretation of the law. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to strike out ‘‘bullion,’’ the last word in 
the sixth line on page 6, and insert the word ‘‘coin.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 7, line 6, strike out ‘‘bullion’”’ and 
insert ‘‘coin;’’ so as to read: . 

And of the bullion to be formed from other trade dollars, and also upon the 
coin value of $10,000,000 of the abraded and otherwise uncurrent sabsidlary sìl- 
yer coin now in the Treasury, j 


The VICEPRESIDENT. Theamendment willbe agreed to, if there 
be no objection. © 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I think the Chair ought to put the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thischange of the word ‘“‘market value” to ‘coin 
yalue’’ isa change that has a good deal of meaning to people who are 
trading in silver, and, therefore, I wish to vote againstit. That is 
all I have to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis onthe amendment of the 
Benator from Nevada. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. On page 3, at the end of line 10, section 3, I move to 
add the words which I will have read at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And all laws imposing taxes on any banks other than national banks are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. VANCE. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays 
and I do not wish to discuss it at this hour of the night. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I ask that the amendment be stated 


again. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

he Chief Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam opposed to that in toto, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will vote it down, and with that view I move to lay the amend- 

ant on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If any Senator wants to speak I will withdraw 
my motion, as a matter of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will state his 
point of order. x ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senate of the United States will take the 
risk of putting a tax measure Ben this bill I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator from Missouri has moved to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will raise the point of order that this amendment 
is not germane and is not in order. A measure of this sort can not 
originate in this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not constitutional. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the point well taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know what rule of the Senate 


this transgresses? 


Mr. MORGAN. The Constitution; not any rule of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How is the Constitution to be enforced here? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonot know. The Senator fron: Rhode Island 
Iam sure does not know anything about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is the reason why I made the suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from Rhode Island has not the slightest 
concern in the world whether the Constitution is in force or not, I am 
satisfied of that. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire leave to submit to the Chair that the question 
whether a proposed rule of action be constitutional can not be decided 
by the Chair as a question of order. It is a question to be determined 
by the Senate in voting upon a measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatistrue. The Chair cannotruleonany such 
questions. 

bee VICE PRESIDENT. It was the opinion of the Chair that he 
stated. : 

Mr. ALDRICH, Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri, that the amendment proposed by the Senu- 
ator from North Carolina lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, 1 should like to inquire what is the constitutional 
objection ? l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas and nays have 
been demanded. A 

Mr. HAWLEY. Irise toa point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER, What I should like to ascertain is—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the decision of the Chair upon the point of 
order made by the Senator from Maryland? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair is not authorized to pass upon 
a constitutional question. 

Mr. BUTLER. But, Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The question is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion made by the Senator from 
Missouri isnot debatable. The question is on the motion [putting the 
question]. Theayes appear to haveit; the ayes haveit, and theamend- 
ment is laid on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I should be very glad—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I notice in the tenth section of the bill, line 22, an 
indefinite amount has been appropriated to pay the salary and ex- 
penses of the commission provided for in thatsection. Imove tostrike 
out all after the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 22, and insert what I send to 
the desk, so as to havea definite amount appropriated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, e 8, line 22, after the word 
‘*State,’’ strike out all down to and jnohudtox the word ‘‘appropri- 
ated,” as follows: 


And the amount necessary to pay such compensation and expenses is horeby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


And the sum of $59,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a 
propriated out of any money now in the Treasury not otherwise Aeneae an g 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right; there is no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendmentof the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isuppose Iam entitled to make a remark about 
thatamendment. All I desired to say, and what I should have said a 
moment ago if I had been allowed, isthat Ishonld be very glad to have 
the opportunity to vote for the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina, the effect of which would be to repeal the 10 per cent. tax 
on issues of State banks, It isnotexactly germane to this amendment, 
but still I suppose I may make that remark in connection with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggestaverbal correction. Ithink the appropri- 
ating clause of that amendment is “‘ out of any money now in the Treas- 
ury.’’ Isuggest that “now” be omitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Any money not otherwise appropriated,” covers 
it, without saying ‘‘now.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. The words are ‘‘now in the Treasury;” they con- 
fine it to the funds that are there to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the modification 
will be considered as agreed to. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments the 
bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. VEST. Now let it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read in fullin the Senate, as proposed 
to be amended. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be readat length, asamended 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the compulsory requirement of deposits of 
United States bonds with the Treasurer of the United States by national banks 
is Hey limited in amount to $1,000 of bonds for each and every national bank: 
Provided, That this act shall not apply to the deposits of bonds which may be re- 

uired by the Secretary of the Treasury to'secure deposits of public moneys in 
the national banks, 

Sec. 2. Thatupon any depositsalready or hereafter made ofany United States 
bonds bearing interest, in the manner required by law, any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law not exceeding in the whole amount 
the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, Thatat no time shall the total 
amount of such notes issued to such association exceed the amount at such time 
actually paid in of its capital stock. 

Sec. 3, That any owner of silver bullion not too base for the operations of the 
mint may deposit the same in amounts of the value of not less than $100at any 
mint of the Ghited States, to be coined into standard dollars or formed into 

for his benefit and without charge; and that at the said oyner’soption he 
may receive therefor an equivalent of such standard dollars in Treasury notes 
to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in the same form and description 
and having the same legal qualities as the notes provided for by the act ap- 
roved July 14, 1890, entitled "An act directing the purchase of silver bul- 
ion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon,and for other purposes:’’ Pro- 
vided, All such Treasury notes and coin issued under the provisions of this act 
shnil be a legal tender for their nominal amount in payment of all debts, pub- 
lic. and private, and shall be reccivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, 
and when so received may be reissued in the snme manner and to the same cx- 
tent as other Treasury notes; and a sum necessary to carry the provisions of 
this section into effect is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, y 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cause the subsidiary silver coins of the United States now in or which may 
hereafter be received into the Treasury and subtreasuries of the United States, 
which are tbraded, worn, mutilated, defaced, or otherwise unfit forcirculation, 
or are of denominations for which there is no current demand, to be recoined at 
the mints of the United States into such denominations of silver coins now nu- 
thorized by law as may be required to moet the demand therefor. That the 
loss incident to the recoinage of such uncurrent silyer coins into new coins 
shall be paid from the gain arising from the coinage of silver bullion into coin 
ar A alk yalue excceding the cost thereof, denominated "the silver profit 

und. 

Sro. 5. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to is- 
sue Treasury notes of the actapproyed July 14, 1890, to an amount equal to the 
coin value of the bullion made from the trade dollars now in the Treasury, and 
of the bullion to be formed from other trade dollars, and also upon the coin 
yalue of $10,000,000 of the abraded and otherwise uncurrent subsidiary silver 
coin now in the Treasury. 

Sec. 6. That paragraph 8of chapter 327 of the Supplement to the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, which requires that refining and parting of bullion 
shall be carried on at the mints of the United States and at the assay office at 
New York, be amended by inserting afler the word “Iaw, in the fourth line, 
the following words: “and from the proceeds of the sale of by-products result- 
ing from the SpraGonA of the refinery; ™ so that the paragraph shall read: 
` “And it shall be lawful to apply the moneys arising from charges collected 

from depositors for these operations pursuant to law, and from the proceeds of 
the sale of by-products resulting from the operations of the ARDATA so far ans 
may be necessary, to the defraying in full of the expenses thereof, including 
Jabor, materials, nnd wastage,” 

Src, 7. That an act to authorize the receipt of United States gold coin in ex- 
Eao: for gold bars, approved May 26, 1882, be amended to read as follows: 

“That the superintendents of the coinage mintsand of the United States assay 
office at New York may, with the approval of the Director of the Mint, but not 
otherwise, receive United States gold coin from any holder thereof, in sums of 
not less than $5,009, and pay and deliver in exchangg therefor gold bars in 
value equaling such coin soreceived: Provided, That the Director of the Mint, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may impose for such ex- 
reset a charge which in his judgment shall equal the cost of manufacturing 
the bars. 

Src. 8. That itis the continued policy of the United States to use both gold 
and silyer as full Joga tender money under the ratio now existing inthe United 
States, or that may be hereafter established by the United States acting in ac- 
cord with other nations; and the United States is willing to join with other 
commercial nations in a conference to adopt a common ratio between gold and 
silver, witha view of establishing, internationally, the use of both metals as 
full legal-tender money, and securing fixity of relative value between them. 

The President shall, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointcommissioners, not exceeding three, who shall attend any such conference 
on behalf of the United States, and they shall report their doings to the Presi- 
dent, who shall transmit the same to Congrejs. suid commissioners shall re- 
ceive the sum of $5,000 each and their reasonable expenses, to be approved by 
the Secretary of State; and the sum of $50,000, or so much thereofas may be nec- 
essary, is em appropriated out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise 
approp b 
niko. 9. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison concurring in the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Section 2 reads: ` 

That upon any deposits already or hereafter made of any United States bonds 
bearing interest, in the manner required by law. 

I am fearful that will be construed as a legal intimation to national 
banks that itis the intention of Congress to perpetuate their power to 
issue the paper circulation of this country, and I am unalterably op- 
posed to vesting that power in any monopoly. I must, therefore, re- 
serve thatamendment for a separate vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all one amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. COCKRELL). Move to strike it out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is part of the bill now. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I then move to strike it out, and upon that I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment as proposed be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. _ The question will be first taken on con- 
curring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 

The amendment was concurred in, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri to strike out section 2, which will be re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That uponany depositsalready or hereafter made of any United States 
bonds benring interest, in fie manner required by law, any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole amount 
the par value of the bonds Jepositsd : Provided, That at no time shall the total 
amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount at such 
time actually paid in of its capital stock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this amendment the yeas and nays 
were demanded. 

Hoot yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. e 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), “I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRTLL]. 

‘The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from New 
a ersey fo BLopGETT] with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

SQUIRE]. 

Mr. CASEY. Iagainannouncethepairof my colleague [Mr, PIERCE] 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to state again that the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown], by a transfer of my pair, is paired with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I have not 
announced it on all the votes, but the pair has continued and will con- 
tinue during the consideration of this bill, 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Barbour, Daniel, Kenn Teller, 
Bate, Eustis, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry. Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, K 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 

NAYS—36. 
Aldrich, Dolph, < McConnell, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, McMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Stewart, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Warren, 
Cullom, Higgins, Quay, Washburn 
Davis, Hiscock Sanders, Wilson of Towa, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—23, i 

Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Ransom, 
Brown, _ George, Moody, Squire, 
Carlisle, Gray, Morrill, Walthall, 
Chandler, Harris, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading and read the third time? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say merely that this: bill 
will prove asnare. It is a result of a combination between those who 
favor national-bank circulation and those who have interests of their 
own of a more or less personal character in favor of the tree coinage of 
silver. n 

I am in favor of the free coinage of silver, but I favor also such an 
adjustment in regard to financial relations as will giye the country a 
largervolumeof currency. Inthe present attitude of things the amend- 
ments which I might have offered I shall not now propose, because of 
the combination of which I have spoken. The bill as it stands is 
against the interests of the people of the United States and a bill 
which I can not myself bie onde 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply want to say for myself that I 
shall vote for this bill with very great reluctance on account c£ some 
provisions it contains. It has a provision increasing the circulation of 
the national-bank notes 10 per cent., to which I am unalterably op- 
posed in principle. It has a provision in it, after we have enacted free 
coinage, for an international conference to fix the ratio between the 
metals, I entirely agree with the Senator from Obio that that is an 
absurdity. 

We take our stand in the bill for free coinage; we determine it for 
ourselves, and then we ask other commercial nations to come in and 
look at what we have done. There is no dignity in it, there is no pro- 
priety in it, and I am sorry to say that I regard the bill as a piece of 
patchwork which, if not absolutely inconsistent in its provisions, is 
crudely drawn and will subject us to criticism all over the country. 
If I vote for it at all it is simply because I want to ie pope in eve’ 
possible way my devotion to free coinage, and I take it therefore wit 
this explanation. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say, Mr. President, that I thoroughly 
sympathize in the remarks which have just been made by the Senator 
from Missouri. Iam for the free coinage of silver, because I believeit 
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will widen the hard-money basis of our paper currency and furnish in | which I very earnestly desire, and they will dominate and control me 


itself a liberal portion of the necessary circulating medium for this 
country, Ivery much regret that there has been associated with the 
measure a provision by which the currency of the country is given with- 
out consideration to the bloated banks, who by the very reason of the 
excessive premium upon their bonds, as stated by the Secretary of the 
Tréasury, have failed to perform their functions to the people, 

While I therefore much regret to vote for any measure which con- 
tains such a provision, I am obliged by the association of the evil with 
the good to vote for or against the two thus tied together, and as free 
silver has been fought by the moneyed classes of this country for sev- 
enteen years against the continued protest of the people and the con- 
tinued interest of the great mass of our industrial people, and as it does 
not seem to be possible here to gain even that simple element of justice 
without throwing a sop to Cerberus, I join with those who are content 
to throw thesop, that free coinage may, as I hope, pass throughsafely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have been in this body now about 
fourteen years, and I commenced my humble career here by the adyo- 
cacy of the free coinage of silver. It issomething about which my mind 
has never hesitated or halted a moment. I have always believed that 
it was the duty of the Congress of the United States and of the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States to have a financial policy ofits own, based 
upon its own resources of credit and its own production of the pre- 
cious metals, - 

The propositions that have been brought forward herein that direc- 
tion have been resisted in every manner and form in the national Leg- 
islature and outside of it that it was possible to bring to bear in op- 
position toit. I have realized during my own experience that this 
battle is not a short one and not an easy one to win, and I am disposed 
to make every advance that I can in that direction and never to halt 
or hesitate or turn back. 

More than that, I regard the national banks of the United States as 
hitherto having performed very important financial functions in the 
Government. They have made a great deal of money, it is truo; that 
they have been at a good deal of risk is also true; but I think if you 
will take the combination of the different characters of money that we 
have in the United States, backed as they all are by the credit of this 
Government, the financial system in the country is perhaps better than 
it was eyer before the national-bank system was adopted. 

But it makesno difference what the objections tothat system may be, 
however earnestly they may be pressed, if we were to get rid of that 
system, if we were to crush it ont and adopt some new system, de- 
liberation and carefulness in every step we take ought to characterize 
our movements. So I would not be in favor of an abolition of the 
national banks or the destruction of their currency until by experi- 
ence we have learned some safer way than appears now to be obvious 
at least in getting to these results. 

So I do not oppose—in fact, I have always voted in favor of increas- 
ing the circulation of the national banks to a par or equivalency with 
the bonds that are pledged for the redemption of their issues. The 
Government of the United States is, after all, the only backer thatthe 
national banks have got, and we have created the debt upon these 
bonds which we are obliged to pay, and which of course every honor- 
able man intends to pay. ‘There is no reason, unless we wish to de- 
preciate our own bonds in the estimation of the world, why the na- 
tional banks who own them should not issue dollar for dollar upon the 
face of them, for those bonds are as good as gold or silver, and they 
make the national banks perfectly good. 

I do not feel that in voting for this bill I am establishing the na- 
tional banks as a standfast upon thecountry at all. Still, I know, and 
every Senator here must know, that the United States Government 
has got to employ some fiscal agency tostand between the Government 
and the people and to hand out into the handsof the people the 
money it issues over and above the amount that is necessary to carry 
on the expenses of the Government. When a better system is pre- 
sented than the national-banking system I shall be willing to discard 
that. 

Until a better system is presented by some one who has a scheme that 
he can mature and present to the consideration of this country I shall 
be content to follow in the track which has as yet, to say the least of 
it, not proved disastrous to the credit or the honor of the Government, 
and I think has not injured the people. 

I therefore shall vote for this bill with pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I am 
heartily in fayor of that portion of the bill which restores to silver its 
monetary functions and places it upon an equality with gold. I do 
not object to the clause which authorizes national banks to issue ad- 
ditional circulation because of the fact that that circulation is not per- 
fectly good, but I object to it because it may lead the banks to believe 
that their existence as banks of issue will be continued by Congress, I 
think they should understand distinctly now that Congress will not 
permit them to continue to control the volume of the circulation of 
the United States and dominate it. 

I desire to say this simply because I believe there are some things 
in the bill which will justify me in voting for it, and, while all its pro- 
visions are not what I should desire, yet there are some things in it 


in my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading and read the third time ? 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK, Strike ont all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That from and after the date of the passage of this act the unit of value in the 
United States shall be the dollar, and the same may be coined of 412} grains of 
standard silyer or of 25.8 grains of standard gold, and the said coins shall bea 
logal tender forall debts, public and private. That hereafter any owner of sil- 
ver or gold bullion may deposit the same at any mint of the United States, to 
be formed into standard dollars or bars for his benefit without charge, but itshall 
be lawful to refuse Any deposit of less value than $100 or any bullion so base as 
to be unsuitable for the operations of the mint, 

Src. 2. That the provision of section $ of An act to authorize the coinage of 
the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal tender character,’’ which be- 
came a Jaw February 28, 1878, is hereby made applicable to the coinage in this 
act provided for, 

Sxc, 3, That the certificates provided for in the second section of this actshall 
be of denominations ofnot Jess than $1 or more than $100,and such certificate 
shall be redeemable in coin of standard value. A suficient sum to ca out 
the provisions of this actis hereby epospeuated out ofany moneyin the Treas- 
nry not otherwise appropriated. The provision in section 1 of the act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollarand to restore its legal-tender character,” which requires the Secretary of 
the Treasury to p e at the market price thereof not less than $2,000,000 
worth of silver bullion per month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month of 
such bullion is hereby repealed. 3 

SEC. 4. That the certificates provided for in this act, and all silver and gold 
certificates already issued, shall be receivable for all taxes and dues to the 
United States of every description, and shall be a legal tender for the payment 
of all debts, public and Pb roe 

Src. 5. The owners of bullion deposited for coinage shall have the option to 
receive coin or its equivalent in the certificates provided for in this act, and 
such bullion shall be subsequently coined. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. It is possible that in the hurry of preparing the substi- 
tute I have a provision there in regard to repealing what is known as 
the Bland act, which is unnecessary. That already been repealed 
by a law we cnacted at the last session. 

Isimply want to say, Mr. President, in regard to this substitue that 
it provides for free coinage pure and simple. It is the act which was 
passed by the Senate and sent to the House of Representatives at the 
last session, and it was introduced and championed in the Senate prin- 
cipally by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The present bill, as I had occasion to say briefly a few moments ago, 
which we have been considering to-night, has in it provisions which 
are not germane to the question of free coinage. It provisions in 
it in regard to the national-banking system that should have no place 
in an enactment in regard to coinage. Unless the Senate has changed 
its opinion upon this subject, or unless it is proposed to enact a law 
which, as I had occasion to say before, will subject us to just criticism 
as legislators by reason of the utterly disconnected enactments which 
it contains, I can see no reason why this substitute should not receive 
the same vote which it did before. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
single question, There is a repealing clause in the act of 1878 pro- 
viding that so much of that law as required the coinage of not less 
than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 month should be repealed. 
Ought there not to be introduced in this substitute, if it is pressed for 

ge seriously, a provision repealing the requirements of the act of 
July fag 1890, providing for the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces per 
mont i 

Mr. VEST. Perhaps the Senator is right about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire-to ask the Senator a question, whether 
the certificates to be issued under this substitute are to be legal tender? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, that is provided in the substitute. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I suggest as an amendment that, instead of the 
Jaw of February 28, 1878, there be inserted the law of July 14, 1890. 
I believe that is what was suggested, I think that will cover it. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Will the Senator from Missouri submit 
his proposed amendment in writing? 

Mr. PASCO. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Missouri another 
amendment, and that is, instead of an indefinite amount of appropria- 
fion, to insert the amount of $50,000, like the amendment which was 
offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the other bill, 
to carry out the provisions relating to the commission. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The portion of the substitute is in the exact language 
of the bill which passed the Senate. I donot think we can state spe- 
cifically the amount. Iknow the'principle to which the Senator from 
Florida alludes, and I agree with him that indefinite appropriations as 
a general rule are not proper. The Senator from Maryland suggests 
that in cases of this sort the appropriations are generally indefinite. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to suggest that I should prefer this simple 
proposition to the complicated bill, but I want a moment to look at 
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this matter. With regard to certificates, I think it would be better to 
continue the issue of Treasury notes and keep the same name and 
change the language of it. I should like this simple provision better 
than I would the complicated bill that we have. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us take it as it is. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwant alittle while to examine its provisions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to of- 
fer the second section of the bill which has just been under considera- 
tion, which is the bank section so called, as an amendment to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Missouri. Ido not know whetherit would 
be in order now or after the substitute has been adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in order now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willit be in orderafter the substitute is adopted ? 

Mr. HALE. It is in order now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I offer at the present time the second sec- 
tion as amended to the substitute offered by the Senator from Missonri. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the proposed amendment the following 
as n new section: 

Sec. 2. That uponany deposits already or hereafter made of any United States 
bonds bearing interest, inthe manner AR Hp by law, any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regis- 
tered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole 
amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall 
the total amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the 
amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the Senator from Maryland—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that I 
have no disposition to discuss it, - 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Irise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The point of order that I submit against the 

ent offered by the Senator from Rhode Island is that it is not 
e tg any portion of the text of the substitute submitted by the 
r fyom Missouri. It relates to a different subject altogether. 
e is nothing in the proposed substitute except the coinage of the 


tal, 
Mr. CULLOM. It isa financial measure; all of it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
ode Island is nothing more or less than a banking bill, . 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Kentucky, if he will pardon me, 
is thinking of the rules of the other House in which he and I served 
for so long. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Rhode Island knows just 
as well anyone else—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is nothing in the Senate rules against it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is an attempt to ingraft upon one pro- 

measure a measure of a different character altogether, and re- 
lating altogether to a different matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will call the attention of the 
Chair to a rule which my amendment violates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the universal practice of the Senate. 

The VICE PRES{DENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment to the amendment is in order. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we have now arrived at a point when 
the friends, the true friends, of free coinage, willbe known. Those who 
propose to defeat free coinage by indirect methods will also be known. 
The proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island comes from an enemy 
to free coinage, and its object is simply to defeat/free coinage. If the 
Senator from Ithode Island desires the legislation which he has pro- 
posed in this amendment he very well knows that the proper way in 
which to bring it before the Senate would be bya separate enactment. 

Whatever may be the rules of the Senate—and I am not disposed to 
question the correctness of the ruling of the Chair—every Senator here 

ent knows that this amendment is intended to defeat free coinage; 
That is the simple proposition, and I only arose to emphasize that 
statement, and to ask the friends of free coinage upon this floor to vote 
the amendment to the amendment down. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to join in that request, because it 
is manifest if the bill is loaded with this proposition we are liable to 
lose the whole measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri. : 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether it is not the same 
ee An that the Senate has already voted upon andadopted 

ce. 


Mr. STEWART. Itis. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate in the same Congress adopted a free-coin- 
age provision. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, it has been adopted. 

Mr. HALE. It has been adopted already. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will say that this 
amendment has been songht to be put on by the enemies of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatis it. 

Mr. TELLER, Two-thirds at least of those who voted for it were 
against the bill. Some ofour fricndsthought it made the bill accepta- 
ble to some people on this side who were not very ardent for the bill, 
and one or two ofour Senators would like to have it on, butitmakesit 
objectionable to many other gentlemen who are really silver men. I 
think itis tho interest of the silver peaple here who believe in having 
free coinage that we shall strip the bill of everything but free coinage 
and vote for it, and stand or fall with that. Why should we put any 
banking bill on here? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I fully agree with the Senator from 
Alabama when he says this Government should not discredit its own 
bonds. I believe whilo they are issued to national banks and they are 
mace tho foundation of the circulation of the currency, we should per- 
mit the issuance of the circulation of the national banks on the par of 
the bonds, I believe in encouraging the credit andstability of our ob- 
ligations, and I have so voted whenever the question has come up in 
the Sonate to-night as an amendment to the bill. 

But I am far more a friend of free coinage than of any other finan- 
cial measure, and if there are Senators upon the floor on either side 
who seriously believe that the question of free coinage is to be affected 
unfavorably by persisting in imposing this amendment at this time to 
the ae so far as I am concerned I shall cordially give way and vote 
against it. 

SMr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, fault has been found with the fact 
that I have suggested to put the pending amendment on a free-coinage 
Measure. If any one has any occasion to find any fault, it strikes me 
it is the members of the Finance Committee, who have had a free- 
coinage amendment forced on to the bill which they reported from 
their committee. What I have offered is part of the original proposi- 
tion. What there is, is put there by a vote of the Senate. It isa tan- 
gible proposition, put there, I sup by gentlemen because they be- 
lieve in it, and I presume that the same gentlemen will vote to retain 
it there, notwithstanding the threats which have been made by gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

moe and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Ishould vote ‘‘nay’’ if he 
were present, 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Squimk’s name was called), As I an- 
nounced before, my colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] is paired usually with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but their views being alike upon 
this question my colleague is paired with the Senator from New, Jer- 
sey [Mr. BLopGETT]. If present, I could not say how my colleague 
would yote upon this particular question. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 34; as follows: 


‘ YEAS—33, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Shoup, 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Warren, 
Fy Gray, Platt, Washburn, 
y: Halo, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley Quay, 
Davis, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman, 
NAYS—3s. 
Barbour, Eustis, MeConnell, Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turple, 
Beny Gibson, Morgan, Vanco, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Ham poe Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Ingalls, Cagan, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Arkansas, anders, Wolcott, 
Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Stanford, 
Daniel, Kenta, Stewart, 
ABSENT—2L 
Blair, Dawes, Moody, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill, Sapa 
Brown, George, Payne, ilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Hearst, Pierce, 
Colquitt, MoPherson, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr, SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr, COCKRELL. Which amendment are we to vote on? 

Mr. STEWART. The proposed substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Theclerks did notso understand it. Myamend- 
ment to the amendment was accepted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be again reported. 

i The CHIEF CLERK. In the proposed amendment strike out the fol- 
owing: 

Tho provision in section 1 of the act of February 25, 1878, entitled “An act to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-ten- 
der character," which requires the Secretary ofthe Treasury to pare: atthe 
market price thereof not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month 
nor more than $1,000,900 worth per month of such bullion is hereby repealed; 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

Strike out so much of the act of July 14,1890, entitled “An act directing the 
purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other Dy aie as requires the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion 
per month, 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my friend from Missouri instead of 

‘t strike out ” to use the langnage, ‘‘repeal so much of the act.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is correct; *‘repeal,’? instead of ‘strike 
out.” Letit read “repeal.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. To save time in taking two votes I will with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays on the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri and take the vote on the passage of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call for the yeas and nays is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. KENNA. Has the amendment to the amendment beemadopted? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, itis under discussion now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A slight modification is being made in 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CookRELL] 
to the amendment of his colleague. 

Mr. HOAR. While that modification is being made I shoùld like 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. DAwes] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr, COLQUITT]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cnizr CLERK, In section 3 of the proposed amendment it is 
proposed to strike out the following: 

The provision in section 1 of the act of February 28,1878, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its logal- 
tender character,” which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
atthe market price thereof not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per 
ae nor more than $1,000,000 worth per month of such bullion is hereby re- 
pealod; 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

So much of the act of July 14,1890, entitled "An act directing the purchase of 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, 
as requires tho aronans of 4,600,0000unces of silver bullion per month, and 
the same is hereby, repealed, 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the amendment 
proposed by his colleague [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. I ed that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
accepts the amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading and read the third time? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is, Shall the bill pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The cna and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN. LI suggest now, that there may be no difficulty here- 
after, that the bill be read as it now stands, and let it go in the REC- 


ORD. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 4675) to provide against the contraction of the currency, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the date of the passage of this 
act the unit of value in the United States shall be the dollar, and the same may 
be coined of 412} one of standard silver or of 25.8 grains of standard gold, and 
the said coin shall bea legal tender for all debts, public and private. t hore- 
after any owner ofsilver or gold bullion may deposit the sameat any mintof the 
United States, to be formed into standard dollars or bars for his benefitand with- 
out ch: ; but it shall be lawful to refuse any deposit of less value than $100 or 
any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for the operations of the mint. 

Src. 2. That the provision of section 3 of "An act to authorize the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character," which 
became alaw February 28, 1878, is hereby made applicable to the coinage in this 
act provided for, 

Src. 3, That the certificates provided for in the second section of this act 
shall be of denominations of not less than one or more than one hundred dollars 
and such certificate shall be redeemable in coin of standard value. A sufficient 
sum to carry out the provisions of this act is hereby ponrocsieed out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. So much ofthe act of July 
14, 1890, entitled ‘*An act directing the p! of silver bullion and the issue 


of Treasury notes thereon, and for other cat goa as requires the purchase of 
ae ounces of silver bullion per month, be, and the samo is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

Sec. 4. That the certificates provided for inthis act and all silverand gold cer- 
tificates already issued shall be receivable for all taxes and dues to the United 
States of every description and shall be a legal tender for the payment of all 
debts, Bonne and private, 

Sec. 5. The owners of bullion deposited for coinage shall haye the option to 
receive coin orits equivalent in the certificates provided for in this act and such 
bullion shall be subsequently coined. 


mothe xa PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on the passage 
of the bill. 

The Seite A pranepon to call the roll. i 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr, GEORGE'S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Brarr.] If my colleague were present, he would vote 

yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was vet On this question I am 
paren with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], 

f he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay” and I presume he would 
vote yen.” 

Mr, HARRIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were present, I should 
vote “yoa” and the Senator from Vermont wonld vote “nay,” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). My athe 

Mr. Squire] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 

LoDGETT]. I understand thatif the Senator from New Jersey wero 
present he would vote “nay” and my colleagne if present and per- 
mitted to vote would vote ‘ ha 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. deter st is paired with the junior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would voto “ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). There was a 
statement just announced to me in regard to my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], which I was informed by the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] was transferred to the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. I will withdraw my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—39, 
Allen, Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
Barbour, Faulkner, Mitchell, 
te, Gibson, Mor, $ Teller, 
peny Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Blac burn, Hampton, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, Ingalls, Power, Vest, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, Kehna, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Daniel, McConnell, Shoup, 
NAYS—27, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hoar, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Evarts, McMillan, Warren, 
Casey, Frye, Piatt, Washburn 
Cullom, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Dixon, Higgins, Sherman, 
ABSENT—22. % 

Colquitt, Hearst, Pierce, 
Blodgett, Dawes, McPherson, Plumb, 
Cally Goatees: Mort Squi 

s a s o! uire. 
Carlisle, Gray, Payne, 
Chandler, Harri Pettigrew, 
So the bill was 


On motion of Mr, COCKRELL, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to provide a unit of value, ad for the coinage of gold and 
silver, and for other purposes.” 


UNITED STATES ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election laws 
of the United States, and to provide for the more efficient enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Tho VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senatorfrom South Carolina moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR, I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays wero ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), I voto “nay,” my 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown] having been 
oa to the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHAND- 
LER], 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). The arrangement which 
existed in the early part of the evening has been renewed, so that 
the pair which I have with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 
Ransom] is transferred to the Senator from Sonth Dakota [Mr, 
PETTIGREW ], leaving the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and my- 
self at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 
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Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the ABSENT—22, 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Mr, HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | Blodgett, iM FEE ae Tomai 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPurrson]. If he were | Cariisle Hare Moril TERE eri 
present, I should voto “nay.” Chandler, Hearst, Payne, 
Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I wish to announce | Colquitt, Higgins, Pettigrew, 


that my colleague [Mr. Ransom] is paired with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Petrigrew]. I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from Now 
Jersey [Mr. BropGretr] with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 


Squire]. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 33; as follows: 

* YEAS—32, 
Barbour, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Turpic, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, $ Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, ’ Gray, Reagan, Walthall 
Cockrell, Hampton, Stanford, Wilson-of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, Wolcott. 
: NAYS—33, 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Warren, 
A Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Callom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Davis, Hoar, Sanders, 
Dixon, McConnell, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—23, 
Dawes, Tngalls, Pierce, 

Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Plumb, 
Brown, George, moony. Ransom, 
Carlisle, Harris, Morrill, padre, 
Chandler, Hearst, Payne, Washburn. 
Colquitt, Higgins, Pettigrew, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 11045. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

- Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). My 

colleague [Mr. GEORGE ] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 

shire Mr. BLAIR]. If my colleague were present, he would vate 
‘nay. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MORRILYS name was called]. I wish to 
say for my colleague [Mr. MORRILL], who was obliged to go home, 
that he would vote “yea,” if present, and is paired with the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Squimr’s name was called). My colleague 
fers Squire] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey itr, 

LODGETT]. If my ooiesgus were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to announce again-that I have transferred my 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], so that those Senators 
stand paired. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. Dawes] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotquitr]. If my colleague were present, 
he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Warren, 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Hoar, Sanders, 7 
Dixon, McConnell, Sawyer, 
3 NAYS—33. 
Barbour, Eustis, Morgan, Vest, 
Bate, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Gorman, F ‘ashburn, 
Butler, Gray, Stanford, Wilson of Md. 
Call Hampton, Ste Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
Daniel, Kenna, Vance, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho vote of the Senate being equally 
divided, the Chair votes ‘‘yea,” and the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is agreed to, and the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the ole. = 

Mr. HOAR. Idesireto give notice of somo amendments to tho bill, 
which are six in number. Iask that they may be printed for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let them be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move— 

=e MORGAN. I want to hear those amendments. Let them be 
read. 

Mr. HOAR. They are very brief. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

section 5, line 28, page 82, strike out “three” and insert “four” in its 


place. 

Section 5, line 29, page 82, strike out “three” and insert “four” in its place. 

Section 19, line 3, page 109, strike ont all of line 3 after the word "language," all 
of line 4, all of line 5, and the first three words, ‘in this act,” of line 

Section 21, line 16, page 113, after the word '‘States,’’ insert the following: 

“Unless sooner removed from tho, office of commissionor or the office of chief 
supervisor." 

Section 23, lino 3, page 115, strike out “returns of house canyass."' 

Section 25, line 4, page 118, strike out all of line 4, all of line 5, and the first two 
words, “ be made,” of line 6. 

Section 25, line 10, page 118, after the word “place,” insert " until a now chief 
supervisor shall be appointed.” 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have an amendment to reais 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the motion after stating it, if the Sen- 
ute please. I shall move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o'clock. I 
withdraw the motion, to allow the Senator from Missouri to present 
an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to submit an amendment to this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and fifteen minutes 
a. m., Thursday, January 15) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, 
January 15, 1891, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 14, 1891. 


The Honse met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker—— 
WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY, 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following Sen- 
ate bill, and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr, GROUT] requests that 
the same may be printed, and that it may remain upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S.3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that this bill be 
printed and remain upon the Speaker’s table? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the Honse resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the army appropriation bill. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
army appropriation bill, Mr. DINGLEY in the chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, at the hour of the rising of the 
committee last evening we had reached the point on page 22 of the 
bill— 

For manufacture, repair, and issue of arins at the national armories, $400,000. 

I believe that no amendment lad been offered, but the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] had made a suggestion with reference 
to an amendment. z 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer anamendment, to 
come in after line 22, page 22, 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last night the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] had given notice of a point of order 
against the last proviso of the pending paragraph, 


Se 


Set a 


amem 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. The paragraph has not yet been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That section 8709 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the pur- 
chase of supplies not exceeding in value the sun: of $200. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I suppose, if the point of order 
is insisted on by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], it will 
be necessary to concede that it is well taken. It does change existing 
law. At the present time the Department is required to advertise for 
proposals, but in the purchase of these small articles under $200 in 
value it is believed to be much more economical, as well as very much 
more convenient, that they should be purchased in the open market, 
and the Department has requested the insertion of this proviso. It is 
embodied in the Book of Estimates on page 101, and we believe it will 
be in theinterest of economy and expedition, as well as of convenience. 
I hope the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw his point of order, 
and let the proviso go into the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say only a word. This 
provision has been’ recommended repeatedly by the Department hereto- 
fore and has always gone out when it came to this House. It has been 
insisted upon at various times, and it seems to me a little strange that 
it should come here again and again against the expressed desire of Con- 
gress; and I want to submit the reasons why I think it is not advisable. 
This section applies not only to the purchase of materials for the Army, 
but it also applies to all the Departments; and this provision would 
authorize the purchasing agents or officials of the Government in all de- 
partments of the public service to make these purchases under $200 at 
private purchase, instead of after advertisement. 

Now, it can be very easily seen by gentlemen that an official de- 
siring to favor a contractor, or any person, would be enabled to divide 
up the purchases during the fiscal year, whatever the amount may be, 
up to $10,000 or $20,000, into purchases of $200 only, and purchase 
the entire supply under this provision, if it shonld prevail. I donot 
say to the gentleman that it would be the rule of officers to do that. 
I am willing to concede that a great majority of them would do what 
is faithful and right, and not abuse the power given them. But gen- 
tlemen will remember that in the light of our experience there have 
been occasions when there was collusion between Government officials 
and contractors, and that sometimes, if the law can be abused, it is 
abused, and a great public scandal comes of it. Therefore, Ithink this 
is unwise, and I think the Department should take notice that Con- 
gress has determined to prevent such abuse. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of 
order? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, before the decision is made on the 
point of order I desire to say—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of | 8 


order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Before the section is ruled out—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY., Onemoment, Mr. Chairman. I would like to make 
a suggestion which may meet the approval of the gentleman from 
Georgia. , 

Now, his objection to this provision is that advantage may be taken 
of it to divide up the large sums into sums of $200. Any danger of 
that kind can be obviated by adding to the provision embodied in the 
bill at present these words: 

Without said purchases are made by special order of the Secretary of War. 

I think there ought to be no objection to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The provision only to apply when directed by 
the Secretary of War? Would the gentleman be willing to put it in 
that form? ¢ 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I think the law is already suffi- 
ciently ampleinthat regard. It authorizes the Secretary, where there 
is urgent necessity, to purchase without advertisement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman insists upon his point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after the word "department," in line 12, the following words: 

“The Secretary of War shall report to Congress at the beginning of its next 
regular session the names of all civilian employés, and the amount paid to each 
during the fiscal year 1891, who are paid from appropriations for subsistence, 
Quartermaster’s Department, Medical Department, Engineer Department, and 
Ordnance Department of the Army.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fortwosets of officers’ quarters at Springfield Arsenal, Massachusetts, $20,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the lines 1 and 
2 on page 23, just read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr, ROCKWELL] I hope the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will withhold his amendment until that gentleman can come in, 
with the understanding that we may recur to the point when he does 
come ip, ; 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that will be done. 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For eet current orders and purchasing maps for the Inspector General's 
Department, $1,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to offer an amendment striking out lines 3 and 4, 
just read, and inserting the amendment which I send tothedesk. It 
simply changes the wording without changing the amount. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

On page 24, strike out lines 3 and 4 and insert the following: 

“For contingent expenses of Inspector General's Department: Contingent 
fund of Inspector General's Department at the ect ber heed of the several mil- 
itary divisions and departments for the purpose of binding orders and the pur- 
chase of maps, books of reference, professional literature, desk furniture, sta- 
tionery, and police utensils, $1,000, ™ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: ; 

“SECTION 2. That no part of the military forces of the United States shall be 
employed or used about any polling place, or in the neighborhood thereof, on 
any election day except to prevent or suppress riot or fiwartection; and then 
only when such military forces have been first applied for by the Legislature of 
the State where used, or by the chief executive of such State in cases where the 
Legislature thereof can not be convened,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, against that amendment I make 
the point of order that it is new legislation and changes existing law. 

Mr. BLAND. It is simply a limitation, as I understand, upon the 
appropriation, and henceit can hardly be called new legislation, as there 
is no money to be paid for that purpose; and I do not think it is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to dis- 
cuss the point of order? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iam willing for the Chair to rule upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, there was an understanding be- 
tween the chairman of the committee and the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] that after completing the reading of the bill weshould 
recur to the paragraph as to army rtation on page 16. The 
gentleman had offered an amendment which it was agreed should be 
pending, and it is now pending, in regard totransportation over land- . 


grant roads. 

The CHAIRMAN. By agreement of the committee, at the close of 
the bill, leave was given to recur to the paragraph in regard to army 
transportation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Against the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana I had reserved the point of order until he should 
haye made an explanation of hisamendment. At what point does the 
entleman desire his amendment to come in? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think it ought to come in immediately before the 
proviso. 2 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment is in the RECOED on page 1270, 
I ask that the Clerk report it as it appears there. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 16, line 10, after the word “paid” insert the following: 

** Provided, That railroad companies which received grants of land from the 
United States to aid in the construction of their respective roads on condition 
that such railroads should be post routes and military roads, subject to the use 
of the United States for postal military, naval, and all other Government serv- 
ices, and also subject tosuch regulations as Congress may im , restricting 
the charges for such Government transportation, shall receive only 40 per cent, 
of the compensation for such Government transportation a shall be chai 


narra paid by private parties to such corporations for like or similar transpor- 
on.’ 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, there can be no question, and I 
think the gentleman will concede it, that the amendment changes 
existing law. I understood him to intimate on yesterday that if the 
point of order was sustained against this amendment he would proffer 
it in a different form, so that it would not be obnoxious to the point 
oforder. I understood that he would offer it simply as a limitation 
upon the application of the funds appropriated by thisbill. Asstated 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], there are two classes 
of land-grant railroads. The first class covers the grants made to roads 
like the Illinois Central and most of the roads in the State of Michi- 
gan and in the North generally. Those roads are simply declared to be 
post routes and free of toll. Under the decision of the Supreme Court 
they receive 50 per cent. of the ordinary rates for transportation done 
for the United States. There is another class of charters, if I may call 
them such, in which it is declared that the roads shall not only be 
postal routes and public highways, and be free of any toll or charge 
to the United States, but there are further provisions. I take as an in- 
stance the Oregon and California road, where I find this: 


And said railroad shall be and remain a public highway for the use of the 
Government of the United States free of all toll or other charges upon the trans- 
portation of the property or troops of the United States; and the same shall be 
transported over said road at the cost, charge, and expense of the corporations 
or companies owning or operating the same, when so required by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 


These roads are entitled tono compensation whatever, Then comes 
the third class, those roads which would be affected by the amendment 
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of the gentleman from Indiana, in which there isno such restriction and 
upon which heretofore the Government has paid full rates, I have 
here a complete list of these roads. First is the Atlantic and Pacific; 
next the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, from Plattsmouth, Nebr., 
to Kearney Junction, Nebr.; next the Missouri Pacific, from White- 
castle, La., to Shreveport, La.; next the Northern Pacific, from Ash- 
land, Wis., to Tacoma, Wash.; next the Oregon and California, from 
Portland, Oregon, to Yamkill River; next the Southern Pacific, from 
San José, Cal., to Tres Pinos, and the Southern Pacific, from Huron 
to Colorado River; next the St. Joseph and Western, from Elwood, 
Kans., and West St. Joseph to Hastings, Nebr., and next the St. Louis 
and San Francisco, from Seneca, Mo., to Red Fork, Ind. T. I believe 


_ that is all. 


Upon these roads, under existing law, the Government, as I have 
said, pays full compensation for the transportation of Government 
troops and supplies. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
proposes to reduce that 100 cents on the dollar now paid to 40 cents on 
the dollar. Now this isa very important matter. I would not raise 
the point of order upon the amendment if the matter were not of so 
great importance, but it seems to me that this isa question which 
ought to receive full, careful, and deliberate consideration in some 
committee of this House having proper jurisdiction of the subject. 

It is apparent that, in the hasty discussion which is all that we can 
give here to this amendment affecting the Northern Pacific system, the 
entire Central Pacific system, and a large part of the Union Pacific sys- 
tem, it is impossible to give the subject that careful deliberation which 
it deserves, and for this reason I must insist upon the point of order 
against the amendment as it is now made, 

Bay HOLMAN. I think the amendment is subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ paid,” in line 10, page 16, insert the following: 

“Prov That f expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad 
company which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of 
its railroad on condition that such railroad should bea route and military 
road subject to the use of tho United States for » military, naval, and 
all other Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Con- 

may im restricting the charges forsuch Government tra rtation, 
aving claims against the United States for transportation of any kind over 
such railroad, shall only be paid on the basis of 40 per cent. of the compensa- 
tion for such Government transportation as shall be charged to and paid by pri- 
vate parties to said company for like and similar transportation.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will modify the amendment by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘paid,’’ the words ‘‘out of the moneys appropriated by the 
foregoing provision;’’ so as to make that part of the amendment read: 
“shall only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing 
provision, on the basis of 40 per cent. ,’’ etc. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I renew the same point of order against the 
amendment in this form. The existing lawin regard to this matter of 
transportation is the last appropriation act in addition to the general 
statutory provision, and the existing law permits and requires full 
compensation to these railroads. 

I do not know that there would be anything inequitable in placing 
these roads upon the same basis as the other land-grant roads, which, 
under the decision of the Supreme Court, receive 50 per cent. of the 


tates, 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI can see that very well. Iconcede what the gen- 
tleman suggests, I think all ought to receive only 40 per cent. But 
the gentleman will understand me now as suggesting a modification 
here to make this 50 per cent., so as to place all on the same basis. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I see no reason whatever for placing these roads 
on a lower compensation than what the Supreme Court decided was an 
appropriate compensation in the other cases, 

Mr. HOLMAN, Well, let the compensation stand as I have modi- 
fied it, at 50 per cent, for all of these roads. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Still, Mr. Chairman, the point of order applies. 
Ido not wish to take up the time of the House to discuss it any fur- 
ai I think the ground on which it rests is well understood by the 


Mr. HOLMAN, ButI was modifying the proposition to meet what 
I understood to be the gentleman’s views. I think very likely the 
House will see when they come to consider the subject, either now or 
hereafter, as the subject is called to their attention in this manner, that 
there will be early legislation, if not now. 

_Mr, CUTCHEON. Iam perfectly willing to support such a propo- 
sition in the proper form. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iam quite certain that the House would put these 
roads simply on the same footing with the others, although the one 
grant at any rate affected by this provision is the most valuable ever 
made by Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. if the gentleman will allow the Chair to inter- 
rupt, does the Chair understand the gentleman from Michigan to 
withdraw the point of order? 
ee CUTCHEON. No, Mr. Chairman; I insist upon the point of 

er. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the Chair will indulge me while I say 
a word in regard to the merits of this matter, addressed to my friend 
from Michigan, in charge of this bill. He will see himself, on study- 
ing the history of our legislation on this subject, that this very im- 
portant class of roads has simply been cverlooked altogether in our 
legislation, so far as these appropriations are concerned. We have al- 
ways been considering classes where the conditions were different, and 
have legislated accordingly. In this provision which Ihave submitted 
I quote the language of three acts, showing that, in consideration of 
the grants, Congress had reserved to itself the right to impose legisla- 
tive restrictions regarding the compensation to be paid to them. 

Now, we have imposed that condition on all the other land-grant 
roads; that is to say, we require them to transport in some instances 
free of charge—using the words embodied in the statute making the 
original grant—the mails, munitions of war, and troops of the United 
States, which provision affects a very important class of roads, though 
not the most numerous class. Then comes the class of roads where 
the 50 per cent. provision applies; and again comes the third class of 
roads, which received still more valuable grants and which are receiv- 
ing the entire compensation; and yet Congress has expressly reserved 
the right to fix the compensation as a condition of the grant. 

The objection, I think, if my friend will hear me for a moment, to 
this going on is that this bill itself contains an appropriation ofmoney 
to pay to the Southern Pacific road, a road which received an imperial 
land grant, compensation for transportation. ‘The bill carries money 
to be so applied; and I wish to ask my friend whether he is willing, 
with the facts now before him, to appropriate money by this bill di- 
rectly, which shall be applied in full payment for transportation to the 
Southern Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and the Northern Pacific, 
going no further? Is he willing to do that? He can make a differ- 
ence of $100,000 on the face of the bill by the adoption of this provision. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is an increase of $250,000 for transportation, 
nearly all of it for railroad transportation. Now, I submit there can 
be no mistake mado about the adoption of this provision. If it is 
found upon farther examination, before the final disposition of the bill, 
that a mistake has been made, after consultation with the Quartermas- 
ter General, it is easy to drop it out in the Senate. They scrutinize all 
such matters as closely as we do, especially where they affect córpora- 
tions, and I hope my friend will not allow this Jarge sum to pass to the 
railroad corporations, which will go to them if we make an appropria- 
tion discriminating against all of the other roads and in favor of this 
particular class, alréady most highly favored because they have re- 
ceived the most valuable of the grants. 

My friend, of course, does not require time to consider this proposi- 
tion, for this is the language of the act of Congress: 

That said Northern Pacific Railroad or any part thereof— 


The language being the same in all of the grants— 


shall be a post route and a military road, subject to the use of the United States 
for postal, military, naval, and all other Government service ; and also subject 
to such regulations as Congress may impose restricting the charges for such 
Government transportation. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Which act is that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam reading from the act granting lands to the 
Atlantic and Pacific road, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The same alsoapplies tothe Northern Pacific. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, exactly, and to the Northern Pacific. 

Now, the act contemplates, on its face, thafthe Government in mak- 
ing these imperial grants reserved to itself the absolute right to make 
the very restrictions suggested in the amendment which I have pre- 
sented. It contemplates that some restriction may be imposed upon 
the roads, and, since we have already adopted provisions allowing only 
50 per cent, to certain of the roads, it is not inequitable and unjust that 
this same provision should apply toall of the roads, because these roads 
not only have received grantą of lands sufficient to bufld the roads, but 
to leave them with vast possessions beyond that expenditure. Asmy 
friend knows and has been shown, the grants to the Northern Pacific 
road were of valne sufficient to build four such lines of railroad from 
Lake Superior to Puget Sound. ; 

- I hope, therefore, he will not insist on the point oforder, But if he 
does, Mr Chairman, permit me to say that it has been uniformly held 
where an amendment on its face in an appropriation bill is simply re- 
strictive upon the appropriation—restrictive upon the expenditure 
of the money provided in the bill—that it is in order. Thatis to say, 
there are here $2,850,000 appropriated by the provisions of the bill un- 
der consideration for Government transportation. This provision sim- 
ply declares, in expending that sum of money, that not more than 50 
per cent. shall be paid out of the appropriation to a particular classof 
railroad corporations. I think there is no doubt about its being 
clearly in order as a restriction upon the expenditure of the money. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I beg indulgence for only a mo- 
ment more. I haye no doubt whatever of the legislative competency 
of Congress to enact such a restriction under these charters. Take, for 
instance, the charter of the Northern Pacific, which contains the fol- 
lowing words: 

And be it further enacted, That said: Northern Pacific Railroad, or any part 
thereof, shall be a post route and a military road, subject to the use of the 
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United States for postal, military, nayal, and all other Government service; and 
also subject to such regulations as Co: may impose restricting the charges 
forsuch Governmenttransportation. (Act of July 2, 1864, section 11,) 

They accepted that grant under that provision. Therefore I say that 
I have no doubt of the competency of Congress to enact such legisla- 
tion. My objection is to enacting it in this hasty way. Many rail- 
roads will be aflected by it. Some of them, as the gentleman says, 
have received imperial grants. 

Probably it will be no hardship upon them to have such legislation 
enacted; but there are others, short lines, numerous lines that it might 
be a very serious injury to, and a very serious wrong to, if this legisla- 
tion is enacted. If this came here after consideration by a proper com- 
mittee with a favarable report, in which the whole thing had been con- 
sidered carefully, I would not insist on the point of order; but, Mr. 
Chairman, supposing 

Mr, HOLMAN, Will my friend distinctly state his point of order. 
He certainly concedes that this issimply a limitation, saying that only 
so much of this money shall be paid. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. © Certainly, I was-coming to that. This amend- 
ment is simply a limitation upon the payment of this particular fund. 
Under existing law, the railroads are entitled to compensation; but 
I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that if we should put this limitation 
upon the expenditure of this fund the only result would be a defi- 
ciency; that these roads could come in and, notwithstanding this limi- 
tation in the nseof this fund, could claim the balance ofthe compensation 
to which they are entitled by law. We would, therefore, not reach 
the object at which we are aiming. Ifthere were a bill here to reduce 
the compensation of the Northern Pacific to 50 per cent. for Government 
transportation, I would vote for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend made a point of order against just 
that kind of a proposition, and the Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; and for the same reason, that it has not 
been formally and duly considered by a committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this isa point with which we are all familiar, 
just as familiar as weever will be. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. If there were nothing but the Northern Pacific 
involved, I would not make the point; but there may be other roads, 
short and feeble lines, which may be seriously affected, and to which 
wrong may be done. My objection is that we are not fully informed 
about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want my friend to have the credit of this mani- 
festly fair and just legislation, which will save a hundred thousand 
dollars a year to the public Treasury and which my friend himself 
concedes is proper. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I regret that my friend’s zeal comes in at so late 
aday. During the past six years that I have been here, when the 
gentleman’s friends have been in full control no such amendment has 
been proposed, that I am aware of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwas not aware until very recently that that 50 
en cent, limitation did not apply to these roads. I supposed that it 
did. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, That isa sufficient explanation as far as the gen- 
tleman himself is concerned. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me this amendment is 
certainly in order. The only change in the amendment is to restrict 
or limit the appropriation. There is no change in existing law about 
it. We have a right to nichole for this or to withhold appropria- 
tion or to make an appropriation with certain conditions. When Con- 
gress is called upon tomake an appropriation for any purpose, certainly 
we haye a right to say in what way that money shall be used, and we 
have a right to say to what extent it shall be used. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, In view of all the circnmstances I am willing to 
withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Missouri allow me for a mo- 
ment? I understand my friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] will 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to submit this to a 
yote of the committee, and I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr, ENLOE rose. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CUTCHEON] 
withdraws his point of order, and the question is on the amendment. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to consume a few min- 
utes in debate on this measure, 

Mr. HOLMAN, You had better let a vote be taken on this amend- 
ment first. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; if it is understood that I can have an op- 
portunity to submit a few remarks at a later stage. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. - We had better complete this. Let the amend- 
ment be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the amendment, if there 
be no objection, 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to modify the amendment by inserting the 
words ‘‘on the basis of not exceeding 50 per cent.,”’ because it may be 
that special rates might be obtained from these lines. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment as modi- 
fied, so that the committee may understand it. 

The amendment as modified is as follows: i 

Provided, Thatin expending the money appropriated by this acta railroad 
company which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of 
its railroad on condition that such railroad should be a post route and mili 
road subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, navalyand 
other Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress 
may inipose hepe the charges for such Government transportation, for 
cla Spe pe the United States for transportation of any kind over such rail- 
road shall only be paid out of the money appropriated by the foregoing provis- 
ion on the basis of not exceeding 50 per cent, of the compensation for such 
Government transportation as shall be charged to and paid by private parties 
to said company for like and similar transportation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas.. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact thatthe railroads affected 
by the provision of the bill and directly by this amendment are the Pa- 
cific roads which were built by the United States Government, and 
which to-day,in defiance of all decency, of all law, of all humanity, 
ae in combination to raise and maintain rates precisely where they 
please. š 

The main provision of this bill proposes to pay them for transporta- 
tion service rendered Government on the bills presented by them after 
the rates shall have been raised by a pool and combination of all the 
otherwise competing railway companies from Canada tothe Gulf of 
Mexico and from the Ohio to the Pacific, This amendmentsimply pro- 
poses that they shall only receive, I believe, 50 percent. of that amount; 
and even then they will gouge the Government by receiving morethan 
a fair rate. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Not over 50 percent, 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, Not over 50 per cent. of it. 

The committee now has an opportunity, of which it was yesterday 
deprived by a ruling out of the amendment that I offered; it now has 
an opportunity of saying to these Niagara-hackmen companies, who 
have combined to place the rates just where they see fit, in defiance of 
statute law, in defiance of the interstate-commerce act, in defiance of 
the obligations of their charters, for they are rendering them liable to 
forfeiture by their unlawful combination—the committee now has an 
opportunity to say that the United States Government will not permi 
itself to be imposed upon by them by their unlawful acts and illimit- 
able rapacity. = 

I trust devoutly that this amendment will beadopted. Suchaction 
will at least in some measure protect Government, and my great regret 
is that we can not equally protect the public, which is of far greater 
importance. It is high time that those railway presidential conspira- 
tors, all of whom could be carried by one omnibus and who seem to 
think that their millions of dollars lift them above all law and free 
them from all penitentiaries, should be taught that the people of the 
United States are the final makers of law through their representatives. 
Tweed landed in a penitentiary for a less crime than is their conspiracy 
against the people and prosperity of the West, and as well of the East, 
And I earnestly hope that the House will adopt this amendment, if for 
no other reason, as such an expression of its opinion as to that pool as 
it is now able to make. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just one word further. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], to strike out lines 1 and 2on 
page 33, is now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will permit me to offer an 
amendmentat line 11, page 16, by inserting after the word “shall” the 
words ‘‘in all such cases;’’ so that it will provide that such compen- 
sation shall ‘tin all such cases be computed;’’ that is, the cases be- 
fore enumerated. 

Mr. COTCHEON. LI have no objection to that verbal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “shall,” in line 11, page 16, insert the following: “In all such 

;" so that it will read: 

"That such compensation shall in all cases be computed,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment will be 
considered as adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 23, lines 1 and 2, 
the gentleman from Illinois desires to offer an amendment, 

Mr. CANNON. “Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a word upon the 
amendment to strike ont those lines, if I can have the attention of the 
committee. The committee will understand that under the rules of 
the House since the appropriation bills were sent to various committees 
there has been more or less conflict of jurisdiction. I never thought 
the rule awise one. Iam satisfied now, and more strongly than here- 
tofore, that it was unwise, and I call attention to this particular item 
to show how first one committee—— 

Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois, We would like to hear him on this question, be- 
cause it is a matter of some importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please suspend conversation, 
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Mr. CANNON. I call attention to this particular item to show how 
first one committee and tnen another committee, by juggling in esti- 
mates, get jurisdiction of various matters; how the Departments of 
their own motion or in response to vigilant Representatives will follow 
the precedents of years in submitting their estimates, and under the 
rules of this House they will go, for instance, to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, be considered, and on the merits rejected on the recom- 
mendation of that committee, and in another session of Congress they 
will be submitted under another head and go, as in this instance, to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, which reports the items here with 
a favorable recommendation. ‘This isa most unsatisfactory condition. 
No committee can be responsible. Nocommittee can properly perform 
its functions because of the division of jurisdiction and the want of full 
responsibility upon any one committee in the House. 

Now, to the matter in hand. In the last, session of Congress the 
following appropriation was submitted under the head of *‘ Public 
works” in the Book of Estimates: 

d PUBLIC WORKS—ARSENALS. 
Under the head of “Springfield Arsenal” — 
Two sets of officers’ quarters, $20,000, 
Nors.—These are to replace the old quarters built in 1836, and which are now 
unserviceable and not worthy of repair. 

Now, public works were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; and this kind of appropriations until this year have always been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Wemade an investiga- 
tion touching this item. and I have here an extract from the report of 
that investigation. Gen. S. V. Benét, Chief of Ordnance, was ex- 
amined with reference to this estimate during the last session by the 
Committee on Appropriations. Here is the question and answer: 

The CHAIRMAN. You submit $20,000 for two sets of officers’ quarters? 

General BENÉT. There are two sets of oflicers’ quarters at the Springfield 
Armory, where they have four or five officers. I know there are two sets of offi- 
cers’ quarters there which are good; but the other quarters are very old, and 
they were built some time in 1836, 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations, in making up the bill for the 
present year, found that for many years we have been building public 
buildings at Springfield Arsenal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, can we have quiet enough so that 
we can hearthe gentleman speaking? 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Will the committee please be in order? Will 
gentlemen please suspend conversation? , 

Mr. CANNON. We found on investigation that there was to be an 
extension of the shops at the Springfield Arsenal costing between two 
and three hundred thousand dollars, which was authorized at the last 
session of Congress. The Committee on Appropriations recommended, 
and there was appropriated, $100,000 or over for this extension. There 
is submitted for the present session an estimate for the completion of 
these shops, $111,000; forrepairs, $15,000; besides large appropriations 
($400,000 substantially) for one item, for the manufacture of small 
arms, which will be expended at the arsenal. . 

Now, when looking over the whole field at all the arsenals in th 
country, including that of Watervliet, in New York, and the estimates 
that were submitted to that committee for all the public buildings 
and public works, after the fullest examination and comparison of the 
merits of all the estimates, the Committee on Appropriations was unan- 
imous in saying that this item for $20,000 should not be appropriated, 
there being already two perfect, first-class sets of officers’ quarters at 
the Springfield Arsenal. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. One set. 

Mr. CANNON. No; two sets; and this being an appropriation for 
two more sets, No doubt the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RocKWEL!] would haye been glad to have two sets appropriated for, 
but it was patent to the committee that the SaRrOpektont should not 
be made at that time, considering the requirements of the public serv- 
ice all over the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL was recognized, and yielded to Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, when the appropriations for this session of 
Congress are submitted, along comes an estimate of $111,000 to finish 
the shops at the Springfield Arsenal. That goes, in the regular way, 
under “Public works,’ to the Committee on Appropriations, But 
then the Department, apparently on its own motion, sends in another 
estimate for these officers’ quarters under the head of “Military es- 
tablishment.’’ Isay the Department sends this in apparently on its 
own motion; I have no doubt, however—and I do not object to it, be- 
cause a Representative ought to be industrions to represent his con- 
stitnents—I have no doubt that it was done upon the suggestion of 
my very worthy friend, Mr. ROCKWELL. [Laughter.] 

There comes, I say, from the Department, under the head of ‘*Mili- 
tary establishment,” this estimate for these two sets of officers’ quar- 
ters. It is dropped under the head of ‘ Public works’? and put under 
the head of ‘‘ Military establishment,” where it never had been and 
where like items never had been submitted from the foundation of the 
Government up to the present time, so far as I know, and I think I am 
correct about that, It is submitted here under the head of the “ Mili- 
tary establishment,” and it therefore goes to the Military Committee, 


CONGRESSIONAL REGORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


of which my honored friend [Mr. ROCKWELL] is a member, and when 
the Military Committee reports its bill it reports, among other things, 
a favorable recommendation of this $20,000 for these two sets of offi- 
cers’ quarters. 

I would be glad to know why my friend did not take everything in 
connection with the Springfield Arsenal. I would haye been very glad 
if he had, because if he takes only those things that ought not to be 
appropriated for in view of the whole public service and leaves those 
things that onght to be appropriated for to be dealt with by the Ap- 
propriations Committee, and that committee reports the one set of 
items and the Committee on Military Affairs reports the other set, why, 
it Corny to me that the Springfield Arsenal will be pretty well taken 
care of. ` e 

Mr. CHEADLE. Can the gentleman tell us what is the rank of the 
officers who are to occupy these quarters? 

Mr, CANNON, I do not know. Now, Mr. Chairman, the appro- 
priations for the Springfield Arsenal havo been very liberal. It is a 
great arsenal, and it seems to mé that my friend who represents that 
district has been wonderfully successful in promoting appropriations 
forit. In the last seven years we have appropriated $400,000 a year 
for the manufacture of small arms, which appropriation was substan- 
tially started under his lead. That makes $2,800,000. ` For repairs, 
etc., we have appropriated $15,000 a year, making $105,000. Forone 
building at the arsenal we have appropriated $50,000, for another $75,- 
000, and for another $211,000. We appropriate the last $111,000 this 
year on the sundry civil bill to completethat building. I might state 
divers other things that the gentleman has got if I had time. 

If I recollect right he got $150,000 for a post-office building up there. 
He is a wonderfully vigilant and able man, but I submit, in the inter- 
est of sound and correct appropriations, that when this whole question 
is examined under the head of ‘Public works” hy the Committee on 
Appropriations, and when, upon a survey of the whole public service 
allover the country, that committee recommends, and Congress adopts 
the recommendation, not to appropriate this $20,000 for this extra set 
of officers’ quarters, the gentleman’s plan to shift the estimate from 
“Public works” to “Military Establishment,” to change the commit- 
tee and to get a favorable recommendation in that way, ought not to 
avail. If it does avail and this appropriation stands, then a very worthy 
work at the Springfield Arsenal is taken care of and $20,000 besides is 
appropriated which the interest of the public service does not demand. 
Therefore, I moye to strike out this item. 

Mr. ENLOE rose. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I certainly have been quite 
pleased with the remarkable showing of my Congressional record 
which my friend from Illinois has givenus. Hesays that I have been 
diligent in the business of my constituents. For that I thank him. 
Unfortunately or fortunately, T represent a district where the United 
States has some interests and where every man in this broad land has 
an interest, and if I have taken care of the interests of my Govern- 
ment in the district which I represent, then I have done something 
more than act simply as a Representative for the district, because I 
have acted for the whole country and for its best interests, 

Representing such a district as that, I would not confine my efforts 
to merely local interests, I would consider it a broad and patriotic 
duty to represent, so far as it is devolved upon me, the whole inter- 
ests of the whole country. I baye tried to do that. It is true, as 
has been stated, that these appropriations for small arms haye been 
large. They have been recommended year after year by your com- 
mittees. Four hundred thousand dollars has been appropriated annu- 
ally ever since I have been in Congress, with the full sanction of those 
committees, and this is the first Congress in which I have had the 
honor to serve upon the committee that has made the recommendation. 

This year we have simply followed in that item the precedents set 
in the past. My distinguished predecessor, Ex-Governor Robinson, of 
Massachusetts, in the last of his seven years’ service here, had the 
amount raised to $400,000, because that was thought to be a just and 
proper appropriation for the purpose, and ever since it has been thodgas 
to be the proper and economical expenditure and so the appropriation 
has been made year after year. € 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman explain why it is necessary 
to have $20,000 to build two sets of officers’ quarters when such quar- 
ters can be built, and have been built at other military posts, for $5,000 
apiece ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Iwill explain that matter when I reachit. Now 
a word as to the other appropriations for Springfield Arsenal, alluded 
to by the gentleman from Illinois. The annualappropriation of $15,000 
for the care of grounds and the repair of buildings no one would inti- 
mate was an excessive appropriation. The gentleman has said here 
that these appropriations for the public buildings at that place cover 
immense sums of money. I had the honor to introduce the bills in 
connection with this matter; and every one of these bills passed since 
I have been in Congress has been passed by unanimous consent, every 
one of them. y : 

I know that the Committee on Appropriations, trying to take toitself 
power which some of us think does not belong to it, has come in time 
and again and insisted that these public-building bills should he 
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amended by striking out the appropriation clause, so that the Commit- 


«tee on Appropriations might have control of them. I have never fought 


that position; but all these public-building bills, even this last one for 
which the Committee on Appropriations failed to appropriate the 
proper amount last year, though they agreed to do so this year, as I 
understand—all ‘these public-building bills have been passed by the 
unanimous consent of this House, 

Is there anything wrong about that? Is there anything unjust to 
other districts or their Representatatives or to the United States in 
that? These bills have not been passed by going to the Military Com- 
mittee, as has been suggested, and asking them to load down their ap- 
propriation bills; but the broad and manly position has been taken 
that these measures should be brought in here subject to any oneman’s 
objection; and no man has ever objected. 

Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. CU EON obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. ROCKWELL. 
` Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, if there is a record here-of uni- 
form consistency and uniform attention to this business, I am proud 
ofit. These matters, as I have said, have been for the interest of the 
whole country. Not only that, but these buildings at the Springfield 
Armory have been constructed under a general plan adopted by the 
War Department itself—adopted when the first building, costing $50,- 
000, was erected—carried on when the next building, costing $75,000, 
was constructed at the other end of a large unoccupied square which 
had been reserved for years, instead of being sold, for the very purpose 
of these public improvements. 

Then, as to the $211,000 building which has beenspoken of and which 
is to be erected, the foundation is already laid and a part of the walls 
are built, the purpose being to connect the $50,000 building and the 
$75,000 building. When this building is completed, the power placed 
in the center will give the best completed plant in the world for the 
manufacture of small arms. What more do you want? This work has 
been done under a more economical and better system and under as 
judicions management as the improvementat Rock Island in the State 
which the gentleman from Illinois has the privilege of representing in 
part on this floor. 

At Rock Island we hayo spent from five to ten million dollars in 
completing stone buildings which have grown up under this pernicious 
custom of the Committee on Appropriations of making each year alittle 
appropriation of $10,000, which would not be noticed, to begin the 
foundation of a new building, and then carrying on the work the next 
year with fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. 

The gentleman talks to me about ‘“‘methods.’’ I have no fault to 
find with what has been done at Rock Island; but when he draws a 
comparison as to the methods which have been adopted I say that the 
plain, substantial, businesslike brick structures at Springfield are worth 
more to the Government than are the expensive stone, river-bound 
buildings at Rock Island. Isay that if you want an examination of 
my record or of the record in connection with these two armories or 
arsenals, let the examination and cémparison be made. 

Right here I say that the very legislative performances as to Rock 
Island are a vindication of my course, They will not bear the test of 
examination as will those at Springfield. At Springfield every dol- 
Jar has been carefully, judiciously, and splendidly expended. And the 
whole of this new manufacturing plant is to cost but $361,000. Can 
you build anything like it at Rock Island with the expenditure of a 
million of dollars? You have not doneit, and never will be able to do 
it so long as you adopt the system of saying that the Departmedt has a 
plan and you can putin these continuing appropriations in your appro- 
priation bill from year to year, as you have done. 

I say it ishigh time that these matters were taken out of the hands of 
the Committee on or atl acento and placed where they belong, in 
the Committee on Military Affairs. There is no question raised here 
that this item in this bill is proper and right. There is no question 
raised here on a point of order. The question is, What method shall 
we adopt in order to determine our action upon this particular item? 
Thatisallthereisofit. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress we had this powerful, terrible, great, 
and grand Committee on Appropriations absorbing everything; and we 
rose as one man and said that this power of a single man or a single 
committee should be curtailed; and my colleagues who were in the 
Forty-ninth Congress will bear me out when I say that we took, I be- 
lieve, six of the general appropriation bills away from that committee 
and referred them to other committees. The appropriations for the 
Army had been, up to that time, in charge of that committee; they 
were taken away from it and placed in the hands of the Military Com- 
mittee; and ever since we have had a struggle with the Committee on 
Appropriations on every item of the army appropriation bill to determine 
whether or not we had jurisdiction. 

The rules of the House of Representatives say that those matters 
which pertain to the military establishment and to the public defense 
should go to the Committee on Military Affairs, This arsenal and 
armory at Springfield come within that category. Thisis the old story 
of the conflict of committees. The diligent, the ornate, and the learned 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations watches carefully each 
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item; and when he finds anything which he thinks shonld be appro- 
priated for by his committee he is sure to grasp it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. LANHAM. IfI can be recognized I desire to yield to my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. ROCKWELL]. 

The CHAIRMAN, Ifthereis no objection, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will continue his remarks. 3 ` 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, so much in reference to this eter- 
nal conflict that is going on upon the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Perhaps it is right and proper. Perhaps some gentlemen 
may side with the Committee on Appropriations and others may side 
with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Will thegentleman allow mea question right there? 

Mr. ROCKWELL, Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON. While the gentleman was getting this estimate re- 
ferred under the ‘‘ Military establishment’’ to his committee, why did 
he not at the same time, as he says this matter is for the public de- 
fense, get this estimate referred ? 


Completing the erection of a fireproof building for machine shop, finishing 
shop, cte., at the National Armory at Springfield, Mass., $111,639.54. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, ‘That isa fair question and it will be auswered 
fairly. 

When I came to this Congress I presented a bill for the construction 
of the building the gentleman speaks of. At the last session it went 
through by unanimous consent and was approved by the President, 
and $100,000 of the sum required has already been appropriated. The 
reason your committee [addressing Mr. CANNON] did not appropriate 
the balance was because the Chiefiof Ordnance had told you he could 
not usé the amount last year; and you are going to appropriate it this 
year. 

In answer to the gentleman’s question I will say that in the Forty- 
ninth Congress I went to the then chairman of that committee, a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, who unfortunately has joined 
the great majority, Mr. Randall, and I said, ‘* Can we not at Spring- 
field come within the same beneficent appropriations as Rock Island, 
and can not this plan proposed by the War Department be accepted and 
these appropriations made by yourcommittee?’’ Lintroduced the first 
of these bills to which the gentleman has referred, appropriating $50,000, 
and when the Chief of Ordnance came to be examined he was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; so that the refer- 
ence had to be changed, 

I happened to bea member of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and the Appropriations Committee of that Congress ac- 
tually turned the matter over tome. At that timea bill was reported, 
and it was held by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had charge of 
the matter. So the bill to which the gentleman refers was submitted 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. One of the bills 
which healluded to you will find went through with the appropriation 
clause upon it, and the amount was reported immediately. 

In this Congress the Committee on Appropriations practically said, 
t No-bill from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds shall 

ass unless the appropriations clause is taken off.’’ I could not prevent 
t. Iwas terribly sorry when the matter went into the hands of the 
Appropriations Committee, I would have been glad to have the money 
all appropriated then, not only for my own sake, but because the offi- 
cers at the Springfield Arsenal had said it was ne and econom- 
ical to make all their contracts at once, instead of having them run on 

iecemeal from year to year. AndI believe they wereright. Iwould 
kaa been glad to have that appropriation clause putin at that time; 
but this House decided otherwise—perhaps justly, perhaps rightly; 
therefore I had no control over it; and it went to the committee. 

Now the gentleman says that through my instrumentality this ref- 
erence was changed. I submit that ifa bill on this subject had been 
introduced into this House the Speaker would have ruled it should 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs, because it is a matter in ref- 
erence to the public defense and the military establishment of the coun- 
try. ‘There is no question about the jurisdiction; there is no question 
abont the power of the Committee on Military Affairs to report an item 
in the appropriation bill over which they have jurisdiction; and now, 
because some other item has gone to the Committee on Appropriations 
and been considered by it, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
rises in his place and asks me why I did not have that item put in this 
bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL, 1 would like to have a little more time to an- 
swer the questions which have been put tome. Iask unanimouscon- 
sent for that purpose. 

Mr. LANHAM, [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts be allowed to proceed five minutes longer, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The distinguisied gentleman from Ohio asks 
me as to the amount to be appropriated for this purpose. The original 
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recommendation was $30,000; but, as I understand, when the Chief of 
Ordnance went before the committee he said he would consent to 
$20,000; and this year the appropriation isput in at $20,000. 

At this session there is no reference of this matter to the Committee 
on Appropriations under the head of ‘Public works.”’ It is referred 
where it properly belongs, to the Committee on Military Affairs.. And 
Isubmit that the sum of $20,000 is right; and I will state why. The 
estimates as prepared by the commandant at Springfield were $30,000, 
Those were detailed estimates filed in the War Department. Thechair- 
man of the committee, as I understood, stated to the officer that he 
thought that was too much; that work of this kind had been done in 
some places for $6,000, which sum he thought might be enough. 

Mr. CANNON. The recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance was 
$20,000. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I may be mistaken as to this point. It was 
stated to me from the Department that the amount should be$30,000, 
and the estimates were filed for that amount. Possibly the Chief of 
Ordnance changed his mind, 

Now, these buildings are to be built of brick. The location is on a 
high hill above the Connecticut River, one of the most beautiful sit- 
uations in onc of the most lovely valleys of this country. Thearmory 

unds are on a large tract of land above the beautiful city of Spring- 
Beld; and they are far away from the fire department of that city. 
And so you find that it would be necessary that they should have a 
little fire department of their own in case of an emergency. It would 
not do therefore to build wooden structures in thatlocality. You could 
not build the proper character of quarters for less than the sum pro- 
vided here, $20,000. 

Ido not think that there has ever been a Eei raised before as to 
the amount of expenditure necessary to build them. People familiar 
with building matters in Springfield know that it costs something to 
build there, and that it ought to cost something, because it is worth 
living in Springfield. It is a good place to live in. 

Why, they found fault with me here when I said that it would cost 
$75,000 to purchase sufficient ground in Springfield for a site for the 
post office; and I want you to understand here, my friends, that the 

ple residing there raised themselves the difference between the 
18,000 and the $75,000, and paid it over for a proper site. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, What is the population? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Forty thousand. But it is worth something to 
live in such a city. 

Now, we want good, substantial buildings, which will not imperil 
thestructures already erected. We havea line of old buildings already 
that we may use for storehouses, It must be remembered that noth- 
ing has been done at the Springfield Armory since the close of the war 
until these improvements were commenced. A lot of old sheds were 
built at the time we thought it would take sixty days to crush the re- 
bellion, Even at that time they were only temporary in their char- 
acter, but now they can be used as storehouses. But since 1865 we 
Bere expended a dollar for buildings there until this plan was 

opted. 

Wooden structures suitable for officers’ quarters ordinarily cost from 
six to seven thousand dollars in such a city. If you erect wooden 

uarters against the brick buildings already established there, you 
simply imperil them by danger from fire, and unless you make larger 
expenditures for Springfield or establish a better fire department on 
Armory Hill to meet an emergency that might arise, zen not safely 
undertake to put up wooden quarters. We have asked to have suit- 
able buildings erected there which are not only necessary, but to have 
pee erected of such material as to save the entirestructure from danger 

y fire, 

I know that the amount ry ah ea is not too much, because I 
know what it costs to erect the buildings. Ihave not had very much 
experience, it is true, in building, for I am a lawyer by profession, but 
I have a seen a great deal of building done and have drawn contracts 
for that p e and I haye built a honse myself since I have come to 
Congress. fra a ; . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Did you pay for it? [Langhter.] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes; and I can build another if necessary, for I 
will try to be as diligent in my own business as the gentleman from 
Illinois intimates I am in the public business; and I propose that these 
buildings shall be erected in a proper form or notatall. Now, ifyou 
do not want to give me this item, strike it out of the bill. Iam not 
suffering for it. Iam not asking it for myself, but I am asking it for 
the good of the Government in the district I represent. I know what 
is needed there and I know that the amount is proper. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Can you state the rank of the officers who are to 
occupy these quarters? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 


expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope we may now limit debate on this pend- 
ing amendment, I ask unanimous consent that farther debate belim- 
ited to ten minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to that, 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman to extend the time a 


little further. I have not occupied any time in the discussion of this 
bill, but £ want to take about fifteen or twenty minutes myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
to make it thirty minutes, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think thirty minutes will be suf- 
Seay to meet the views of the gentlemen on this side who want to be 

eard. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The consideration of this bill has been already 
very protracted, Thisisthe fourth day, and with five other appropri- 
ation bills awaiting consideration I think gentlemen will have endless 
opportunity to talk, especially on the legislative and sundry civil bills. 
Ido wish that wemightclose debate on the bill, but Ì will modify my 
requestand ask that debate be closed in twenty minutes, of which time 
I am willing to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Say thirty minutes, 

Mr. ENLOE. I was recognized on a former amendment and gavo 
way with the understanding that I might have an opportunity to speak 
on thisamendment. The gentleman from Massachusetts has just oc- 
cupied twenty minutes or more, and I think it not unreasonable that 
I should have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In view of the desire expressed and in order to 
facilitate the conclusion of the bill, I move that all debate on the bill 
be closed in thirty minutes, and I am willing that the gentleman from 
Tennessee shall have fifteen minutes of that time. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have not occupied very much of the 
time of this House during the present session in discussing the various 
questions that have come before it; but I have listened with much in- 
terest to the debate on the army appropriation bill. The discussion 
was, I think, very properly opened by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LANHAM] making a very strong and able plea for peace and harmony. 
I believe that it would always be a good idea in poig for war to 
begin with a plea for peace. T therefore heartily approved of what 
the gentleman from Texas said. There has been a very wide range 
taken in the discussion, and I think it ought to be properly closed, for 
which reason I wish to come in and help to settle some of the little 
differences which haye sprung up between some of the gentlemen dur- 
ing the debate. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri, after the gentleman from Iowa 
had manifested some disposition to inject a little partisan bitterness 
into the debate and had disposed of the bile that was on his liver, 
delivered himself of quite a bitter speech before the House, attacking 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

I also listened with great interest to the obituary remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE], I thinkitisa 
very fortunate circumstance, I will say by the way, that continues 
the session over after a man has met the enemy and has become theirs, 
so that he may be permitted to return here and pronounce his own 
obituary. Iwas very much gratified to see that he did it so grace- 
fully, and I hope that when we see his successor, to whom heallndes, 
we will find him an equally able and courteous gentleman, and I have . 
no doubt that, being a Democrat, he will be a gentleman. 

I want to say furthermore, Mr. Chairman, that I think the gentleman 
from Missouri did great injustice to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE]. I believe that he charged him with being the an- 
thor of what is known as the force bill. Yesterday I listened to hear 
whether or not the gentleman from Massachusetts would deny the soft 
impeachment. He was too modest to deny it; thatis, he did not ex- 
actly deny it. I would have been gratified, and many of his friends 
would have been pleased, if he had denied that he was the father of 
this bantling. He says he was responsible in part for its Leonean fa 

Well, I have the bill here which was prepared by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and I believe it was the nest egg upon which the Re- 
publican caucus sat when it hatched that measure. T believe that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] also took part in contributing 
something to the nest egg that the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
deposited in the nest. It was strange, with the start they had when 
the caucus went to sit upon it, that they should have hatched ont the 
measure which they did, unless there was some other egg laid in that 
nest, I find that a Senator from Massachusetts introduced a bill in 
the Senate somewhat similar in character to the bill which was adopted 
by the Republican caucus and passed by the House, a Senator from 
Massachusetts who was alluded to by the gentleman from Missouri in 
his remarks. 

I want to call attention to some differences between tlie so-called 
Lodge or force bill and the one which was prepared by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] and introduced into the Republican 
caucus. I hold in my hand a printed copy, in pamphlet form, of the 
real and only Lodge bill, and I find that it occupies exactly four and a 
half pages, with eight short sections, while the bill which passed the 
House of Representatives, and to which he lent his name, occupies 
thirty-five pages of similar size, with fifty-seven long sections. So 
from this little saat of five pages grew up this immense bill of 
thirty-five pages, suppose the reported relationship of tho gentle- 
man to the force bill is des to the fact that, being of very robust intel- 
lect and anxious to lend his paternity to some measure coming from 
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this body which should perpetuate his name, and finding that the bant- 
ling which had been hatched in the Republican caucus was not his 
own, he determined to lend his illustrious name to this outrageous and 
revolutionary measure, so that he may go down to history as the man 
who fathered the force bill of the Fifty-first Congress. This is, I think, 
the extent of his intellectual offending. 

Mr. Chairman, I find that the Lodge bill contains a provision which 
Ido not find in the force bill. It says these registrars who are to be 
appointed— 
shall be residents and voters in said Congressional district. They shall be dis- 
erect persons of good reputation and able to read and write. 

-It seems that when the caucus framed the force bill they made some 
changes as to the qualifications of registrars, and they were not so par- 
ticular as to the character and intelligence of the men who were to dis- 
charge those duties. So that I say to charge the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] with having conceived or intended to in- 
troduce such a bill as the one which passed the House is to do him 
very grave injustice. 

The force bill as it came from the caucus and as it passed the House 
contained a provision for stationing troops at the polls if it shall be- 
come necessary; but there is no such provision‘in the bill which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] introduced. 

I find that the bill of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
contains no provision for appointing an army of deputy marshals to 
appear at the polls and bulldoze and intimidate voters, The force bill 
does, I find that the bill prepared by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE] does not appropriate continuously every dollar in 
the Treasury for the purpose of subverting the Government, while the 
force bill does. So I say he is entitled toa great deal of credit for not 
putting these provisions in his bill even if he did afterward listen to 
wicked counsels. 

I find furthermore, Mr. Chairman, that there is no provision in his 
bill for changing our jury system so as to provide packed juries to try 
the men who may violate the rights of the people in the enforcement 
of this law, while the force bill does. So I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts should have the credit and the benefit of a denial here 
that he had any such purpose in view when he framed his measure. I 
find furthermore, Mr. Chairman, that there is no provision in the bill 
prepared by the gentleman from Massachusetts Ptr, LODGE] for the 
creation of a set of returning boards to steal the representation of States 
and the Presidency, while there is such provision in the force bill. 

I say, therefore, that it seems to me exceedingly unfair for the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], knowing the character of the bill 
which passed this House and referring to it in the terms that he did, to 
charge the gentleman from Massachusetts with having prepared and 
introduced such a bill in this House. I presume, however, that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] did not know of the existence 
of the real Lodge bill. It went out to the country, it was passed upon 
by the people at the polls, it went into the newspaper press every- 
where, it was in the mouth of fame that the force bill was the intel- 
lectual offspring of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODSE]; 
but I have shown to you that there was no blood kin or relationship 
between him and the force bill. 

Itwas no “‘effeminate statesmanship” which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts attempted to perpetrate upon the House when he became 
the adopted father of the force bill. His bill is an infinitely better 
billthan the one which was adopted in caucus and passed by this House. 
He deserves some credit for his first impulses in not going to the ex- 
tent that the caucus went which framed that bill, though I can not 
defend his action in lending his name to the force bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to put this bill into the RECORD as part 
ofmy remarks, and if there is no objection I will do so, My reason 
for desiring to do so is that we are engaged and have been, ever since 
this bill has been underconsideration, in making and correcting history; 
and my desire is that we shall have a correct history of the states- 
manlike production of the gentleman from Massachusetts e LODGE]. 

I think it is to the credit of that old Commonwealth, which has-been 
so highly eulogized by gentlemen from Massachusetts upon this ftoor 
repeatedly, that it was not one of her sons who conceived this idea, 
though he does admit that he sympathized with it and aided the gen- 
tlemen who brought the measure before the House. 

I really haye thought that there is some jealously in the State of 
Massachusetts about the paternity of this legislative bastard. I had 
believed that there were two gentlemen in Massachusetts who wanted 
the doubtful honor of having conceived this measure; and yet I be- 
lieve that, so far as the fact is concerned, neither one of them is en- 
titled to make such pretensions. 

I know that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] comes in; 
and I believe when the matter was under discussion with reference to 
the history of this bill I stated that I thought the Speaker of this House 
was the first man who promulgated the idea. Hewas made the spokes- 
man to present to the country the purposes which are contained in this 
bill. Irefer to the occasion when he spoke at the banquet in Pitts- 
burgh, in which speech he said: ° 

The time has come when the Republican party should doits own registration, 
its own voting, and its own certification, 


Immediately following upon that this bill made its appearance in 
the House. It has been said that the gentleman who was oftenest in 
the councils when the bill was being framed, and the man who was 
really entitled to the credit of the measure, lives in the State of New 
York, I have no doubtthe gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
would not want to rob New York of any of her interest in it as an ins 
tellectual production. He is perfectly willing to acknowledge that 
John IL. Davenport is responsible for the intellectual and physical shape 
of this legislative monstrosity. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, having done what I could to settle the little 
differences between the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], I hope I will receive 
the blessing of the peacemaker. I have shown that the Lodge bill is 
not the force bill, and that the force bill is not the Lodge bill 7 

Read this. bill and compare it with the force bill: 


A bill to regulate the election of Representatives in Congress. 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the elections for Representatives and Delegates in Cons 
gress in 1890 and in cach alternate year thereafter, or at any special election, 
shall be held under the provisions and in accordance with the terms of this act 
and it shall be the duty of the district court of the United States for the judicial 
district within which any Congressional district or any territory, or the mary ee 
part thereof, is included, to appoint such officers of election and registration 
and to make such fi er provision for theoonduct of the said Congressional or 
Lith (aati election in accordance with the terms of this act as is hereafter pro- 
v 


SEC. 2, In any voting precinct in any Congressional or Delogate's district 
where registration of any kind is now or hereafter may bo required by the laws 
of auy State there shall be two registrars of voters as hereinafter provided. 
These registrars shall be residents and voters in said Congressional district; 
they shall be discreet persons of good epua non and able to read and write; 
one of them in each voting precinct shall be a member of the ty which at 
the next preceding Presidential election polled the highest SEA ai votes for 
its Presidential Seen one a member of the party which at the samo elec- 
tion polled the next highest number of votes for its Presidential el 
shall be appointed by the district court not leas than six weeks prior to tho 
election to be held under the terms of this act from lists filed with the clerk of 
the said district court by the larly nominated candidates of the parties 
which received, respectively, at the next preceding election the highest and 
seoond Brae number of votes for their Presidential electors. 

The said court may reject any or all the names on the iists thus filed if the 
persons so nominated by the candidates do not possess'the qualifications de- 
manded by this act, and shall (hen athe other nominations to bé made, and 
shall select registrars from them, and in case of dispute as to who is the regu- 
larly nominated candidate of oither of the two parties heretofore described 
it shall be the duty of the court to spoons of its own motion one-half the regis- 
trars from the party in which the disputed candidacy has arisen without refer- 
ence to the lists of any such disputed candidate, and it shall be the duty of the 
district court in caso no lists are filed by elther or both candidates to appoint of 
its own motion auy qualified registrars in equal numbers from the two parties 
hereinbefore described, and in case of the death, disability, or failure to act of 
any registrar it shall be the duty of the district court on notice thereof to fill the 
marano atoncoin Sorani with the provisions ofthis section, Itshallbethe 
duty of the registrars appointed under this section in each voting precinct to 
assemble immediately, take an oath before an officer duly qualified to admin- 
ister oaths that they will well and traly perform the duties of their office, and 
then prepare a preliminary list of the voters of their election precinct. 

In preparing this preliminary list they shall be at liberty to make use of the 
lists prepared under the registration laws of the State, and in case of refusal of 
any State oficer to deliver such lists or copies thereof they shall by writ of 
mandamus ina United States court compel production of said ] and they 
shall placo upon the preliminary lists made up by thom the names of all voters 
known to them in their voting precinct who are eligible to vote under the laws 
and constitutions of the State and of the United States for the more numerons 
branch of the Legislature of the State in which theelection isheld. Itshall be 
the duty of the registrars to prepare this preliminary list with all conyenient 
speed, to post it in not less than five conspicuous places throughout the pre- 
cinct, and to furnish copies of it to any ten qualified voters who may demand 
it, They shall also give notice on the lists so posted that they will meet at cer- 
tain specified times and places to register voters, and they shall also advertise 
the time and place of such meetings for the purpose of registration in two 
newspapers circulating in their voting precinct. 

Within three days after the posting of the prel lists and the advertise- 
ment of their meetings the pa teens shall begin to hold said mectings, which 
shall be public. They shall sit for not less than six hours on each day for not 
less than six days to ister all duly qualified voters who may come before 
them and who are not already registered, and they shall, on request of any ten 
voters, sit so longas may be n to strike the names from the prelim- 
inary list on cause DUNE ADO WE therefor, and they shall have all the powers to 
verify the registration lists now exercised by United States supervisors under 
acts, and it shall be the duty of the marshal of the district court to furnish dep- 
uty marshals to nid the registrars, if necessary, in the verification of their lista. 
Not less than ten days before clection the shall publish in the same 
manner as for the preliminary list a second or amended list, butno namesshall 
be added to such amended list after tho time fixed by tho laws of the State for 
the close of registration, and no names shall be stricken off, except on proof of 
death or removal from the Congressional district or disqualification for crime. 

In case of dispute as to the et ofa voter the vote of one registrar shall 
be sufficient to place the name on the list, but no name shall bestricken ofthe 
list except with the assent of both rogistrars; and any registrar or 
who shail Ry their yote or otherwise Piste upon the list, after due proof of in- 
eligibility, the name of any person not cligible to vote,or who strike off 
the name ofany legal voter after due proof of his eligibility, shall paganuneg; on 
conviction, by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $500, and by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary not less than three months nor more than one year: It 
Shall be the duty of the Do teen on election day to be present at the polling 

Jace of their election precinct. aie. shall furnish one of their amended 
fist to the ny rong te for use at the ballot box, and they s also bring another 
list, upon which they shall check offthe name of each voter who seeks to vo! 
and no one shall bo permitted to vote unless his Rear ee on the 
list nor until his name has been called and chocked off the list by the registrars. 
Any registrar or registrars failing to admit any voter whose name ison thelist 
or who shall declare to any voter that his name is not on tho list, when it is 
actually on the list, or who shall permit more than one person toivote on one 
name, shall be punished, on conviction, bya fine of not less than $100 nor more 
than $500, and by imprisonment in the penitentiaryof not less than three months 
nor more than one year. 

INSPECTORS, 

Sec. 3, That four inspectors, two of whom—one of each political y—shall 

act as clerks and keep the poll book, registered list, or other record of the vot- 
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ing, shall be appointed in cach voting precinct of every Congressional and Del- 
egate’s district in the same manner and with the same qualifications as pre- 
scribed above for registrars by the judge of said district court not Jess than ten 
days prior to the election: Provided, however, That in o ene there 
are registrars re) tao in accordance with provisions of the preceding section 
such registrars shall be appointed and shall act as inspectors and clerks as pro- 
vided in this section and in the manner prescribed in the preceding section. 
he inspectorsin each voting precinct shall designate and appoint, and jf they 
fail to do so at least five days before the election then the judge of the district 
court shall designate and appoint, a polling place therein at a point most con- 
venient to the voters of the precinct, and it shall be the duty of said inspectors 
to hold the election for Representative in Congress at such polling place onthe 
day epee by law, and they shall conduct said election in the manner and 
method for rece’ Mar 2 the vote prescribed by the laws of the State in which the 
election is held for the election of State officers, and said inspectors shall be sub- 
ject to'all the penalties imposed by the laws of the State upon election officers 
for violations of such election laws in the conduet of elections. Immediately 
on the closing of the polls it shall be the duty of the inspectors, in the présence 
of each other, to open the ballot box and take out the ballots, and the ballots 
shall then be counted by two of the inspectors, one of each Hse be in 
the presence of the other inspectors, and when the resultis ascertained it shall 
be penton’ announced by the election officers, and twocertificates of the result 
shall be made on suitable blanks to be furnished by the clerk of said district 
court, and said certificates shall be signed by all the election officers, But 
should any election officer fail or refuse to sign the said certificate the facts 
ees on which said failure or refusal was based shall be stated and certi- 

e 

One of said certificates shali be forwarded at once to the clerk of said district 
court, ther with the ballots cast in the election, to be filed and preserved by 
him,and within forty-eight hours and not less than twenty-four hours after 
transmitting as above provided the first certificate of the result of the election 
it shall be the duty of the election officers to transmit one certificate numbered 
“second certificate ™ to the clerk of said district court to be by him preserved 
with the other records of the election, and it shall be the duty of said clerk to 
exhibit for inspection said certificate of the result of the election,in any voting 

recinct to any qualified voter or voters of the Congressional district whoshall 

n writing ask for such inspection. 

It shall be the duty of the district court onpa the total votes of all the 

podna for each candidate in the Congressional district where an election has 

n held and to certify the election of the candidate having the highest number 
of votes on the face of the returns; and in case there shall be no certificate of 
the result from any precinct, then such precinct shall not be counted, and the 
candidate having the highest number of votes in the remaining precincts shall 
be certified as elected, and it shall be the duty of said judge and clerk to make 
certificate of the precinct or precincts whence no certificate has been received, 
and to transmit this certificate, together with the certificate of election, to the 
clerk of the House, in Washington, and to send copies of said certificates tothe 
Representative elect, and the name of the person thus certified shall be placed 
on the roll of members elect of the House of Representatives for which the elec- 
tion was held. 

Src, 4, That it shall be the duty of the inspectors, on the demand of any two 
of them, to divide their precinct into two or more precincts not less than ten 
days prior to the election, and to notify the district court of such division, and 
it shall then be the duty of said district court toappoint inspectors for such new 
precinct in the manner prescribed by the terms of this act: Provided, That no 
new precinct thus set off and created shall contain less than 200 qualified voters, 

SEC. 5, Any person who shall interfere or attempt to interfere with any voter 
seeking to vote or whoshall endeavorto induce any voter before voting toshow 
how he marks or has marked his ballot or what his ballot contains or how he 
votes, shall be punished by a fine of notless than $59 nor more than $500, and the 
election officers shallreport ay Heche doing to the deputy marshalincharge 
of the polls, whose duty it shall be to see that the offender is duly brought be- 
fore the proper court of the United States, and any person who shall, prior to an 
election, wil) rt anes or destroy any registration list or any list of candidates 
posted in accordance with the provisions of this act or the laws of any State, or 
who, during an election, shall willfully deface, tear down, remove, or destroy 
any card of instruction or specimen ballot printed or posted for the instruction 
of voters. or who shall, du ng an election, willfully remove or destroy any of 
the supplies or conveniences furnished to enable a voter to repare his ballot, 
or shall wilifally hinder the voting of others, shall be punished, on conviction, 
by a fine of not less nor more than $500,and by imprisonment not less 
than thirty days nor more than three months, 

Any person who shall falsely make or willfully deface or destroy any certifi- 
cate of nomination, or nomination paper, or letter of withdrawal, or file any 
certificate of nomination, or nomination paper, or letter of withdrawal, know- 
ing the same or any part thereof to be falsely made, or suppress any certificate 
of nomination, or nomination paper, or any part thereof, which has been any 
filed, or forge or falsely make the official indorsement on any ballot, or will- 
fully destroy or deface any ballot, or willfully delay the delivery of any ballo! 
shail be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment in the ja 
of not more than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. Any pub- 
lic officer upon whom a duty is imposed by this act who shall willfully neglect 
to perform such duty, or who rere tna it in such a way as to der the 
objects of this act, shall be punish by a fine of not less n $500 nor more 
than $1,000 or by imprisonment in jail for not more than one year, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment. 

Sec, 6. That it shall be the duty of the marshal of the court within whose ju- 
risdiction an election under the terms of this act to furnish the inspectors of 
election in each precinct with a ballot box of the kind and form in common use 
or prescribed by the laws of the State in which the election is held, said ballot 
boxes to be returned to the marshal to be by him preserved and kept for use at 
subsequent elections; and in any State where ballots are furnished at public 

and the voting secret, it shall be the duty of said marshal to furnish to 
the i rs stich ballots and other documents and such conyentences for vot- 
ing as the laws of the State prescribe for the furnishing of ballotsand for voting 
for State officers, 

It shall also be the duty of the marshal of the court within whose jurisdiction 
an election is held under the terms of this act to furnish a deputy or deputies 
for each voting predate to act under the orders of the election officers, and to 
preserve order in and about the polling place, and to protect voters in the ex- 
ercise of their right to yote; and it shall also be the duty of the said marshal, 
on the request of the election officers or on the petition of twenty-five duly 
P bison voters of any voting precinct, and on a sworn statement from such of- 

cers or Voters that they have reason to apprehend that the voting will be in- 
terfered with ordelayed orstopped by disorder or violence at the polling place, to 
furnish additional deputiesin such numbersashe in his discretion may deen nec- 
essary to preserve order atand about the polls, and to secure to all duly qualified 
voters the ceable exercise of their rightto vote, But any marshal ordeput 
marshal who shall attempt to influence, impede, or interfere in any way wi 
any voter in the peaceable exercise of lils right to vote in accordance with the 
provisions of law, or who shall take any part in the election other than isin- 
volved in the preservation of order at the polis andin the performance of the 
ordinary duties of a police officer, shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
$100 nor more than $500, and by imprisonment in the penitentiary for not less 
than three months nor more than one year, 


Sec.7. That registrars of voters shall receive $2 per day each for each day on 
which they sit asa board and x voters, and inspectors shall receive each $3 
for their services on election day, and they shall be paid on the certificate of the 
clerk of the district tt to the Séc ry ofthe Treasury, and the expensesof 
advertising, of arra: gine the polling places, of erie nS 
printing the official ots, ifany, shall be paid to the cler he district court 
on his certificate, hiner by thejudge, and accompanied by proper vouchers 
by the Secretary of the 1 jury, and shall be paid out to said cléction officers 
by the said clerk, and for these phrposes the sum of —, or so much thereof as 
may beneccessary, is hereby ap 2 met 

Sec, 8 Nothing in this act shal be construed to repeal or in any way affect 
an act entitled “An act —.”’ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire one minute. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] wants 
one minute. I yield it to him. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman from Tennessee has been dis- 
cussing who instigated the force bill, as he calls it. I just want to 
read for him from our last national platform in 1888 to show that the 
Republican party instigated the bill for the protection of citizens in 
their right to vote: 

We reaffirm our unswerving devotion to the national Constitution and tothe 
indissoluble union of the States; to the autonomy reserved to the States under 
the Constitution; to the personal rights and liberties of citizens in all the States 
and Territories of the Union, and especially to the supremeand sovereign right 
of every lawful citizen, rich or poor, native or foreign born, white or black, to 
cast one free ballot in the public elections and to have that ballot duly counted. 
We hold a free and honest, popular, and a just and equal representation of all 
the people to be the foundation of our republican government, and demand 
effective legislation to secure the integrity and purity of our elections, which 
are the foundation of all public authority. 

I think that will settle thatquestion. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa if he 
is the author of the bill himself. ` 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, not atall. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, before concluding the considera- 
tion of this bill—and we are now upon the last amendment—I desire to 
correct a statement that I made yesterday inadvertently in regard to 
a certain officer of the Army. At the time when the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SmrrH] was upon the floor speaking in to Indian 
scouts, I spoke of the late Lieutenant Casey as being in command of a 
body of Apache scouts. I should have said Cheyenne scouts. There 
are Apache scouts, Cheyenne scouts, and Crow scouts. 

Now, I desire to put in the RECORD in the few moments remaining 
a dispatch received a few days since from General Miles in regard to 
Cheyenne scouts. I ask that it be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


nae boxes, and of 
ot 


Prye RIDGE AGENCY, 8, DAK. 
January 9, 1891 (via Rustiville, Nebr.). 
ADJUTANT GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C.: 


The commission appointed to consider the condition of the Cheyenne Indians 
at this place and in Montana unanimously recommend the removal of those to 
the Fort Keogh reserve. There are already 250at Fort Keogh and the men en- 
listed as scouts. These scouts camo southwest under Lieutenant Casey, and 
were joined by nearly all the able-bodied Cheyenne men from this agency. To- 
gether they have done most valuable and hazardous service in fighting and 
harassing the hostile Sioux, They haye killed and wounded their warriors 
and captured their horses. The feeling between them is very strong, and the 
Cheyennes have proved their loyalty nnd repeated their record again at the 
Sioux and Nez Pereésin 1876 and 1877. These are now in danger from the 
Sioux, and if there is no objection I will, when this affaircloses, atonce transfer 
them to Fort Keogh as an actof justice and good policy and in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Cheyenne commission. 

MILES, Major General, Commanding. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I ask this to be inserted in the 
RECORD because of the fact that the Senate Committee on Military 
Affairs has already reported a bill to increase the number of Indian 
scouts to two thousand, and similar legislation is pending before the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the House. I also, in this connec- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, ask unanimous consent of the committee to print 
in the Recorp au article on Indians as irregular cavalry, of recent pub- 
lication in Harper’s Weekly, relative to these Indian scouts, that mem- 
bers may seesomething of whattheyare. Itiswrittenby Mr. Frederic 
Remington, who has spent much time among them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD a certain article from a recent publica- 
tion named by him. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] e Chair 
hears none. 

The article is as follows: 

INDIANS AS IRREGULAR CAVALRY. 


The lowest type of Italian or Hungarian immigrant has little or no compre- 
hension of American Government or civilization. Most of them could not tell 
the difference between the Constitution and a coal-scuttle. The Indians are 
more enlightened, for they have at least one distinct impression regarding the 
Government. They know thatitnever keepsits word. Any old chief will tell 
you that white men are all liars, and,if you press him regarding it, he will 
prove it, and the only exception he will make is the white soldier. This class 
of men has formed a decided respect for the Indians, on the principle of that 
strange liking you have for a man after you have fought with him. Evety 
young West Pointer learns very early in his career never tompa anythingbut 
the exact truth to an Indian. This code of morals was acquired from a savage 


race. 

Think of it! Buffalo hump seems to feed moral character better than páté 
de foie gras. I have heard Indian commissioners talk to a ring of chiefs about 
their Jand titles, and the Indians could no more understand the white man’s 
legal talk than the white man can smell a campfire a mile away as an Indian 
can. Their title to their lands is clear in their minds, because some represent- 
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ative of the Government has told them it was, and that ought to be reason 
enough, they think. 

After we regard Indians as children in their relation to us, we must under- 
stand another thing, and that is that they are only second to the Norsemen of 
old as savage warriors. They possess all the virtues and some of the weak- 
nesses of that condition. Abouta year ago a Portuguese newspaper intimated 
that the English nation were simply Norse pirates, notwithstanding they were 
supposed to have progressed somewhat in a thousand years. Twenty-five 
years has not made a plodding, praying man out of the befeathered brave of 
the great plains, and twenty-five years more will not either, 

Above wealth, wives, children, and civil renown, there isone thing an Indian 
holds next to his God,and around their mind is emblazoned the o of him 
who can fight and die. A soldier—that is the man whose image fills an Indian’s 
eye. The bow and the lance were the emblems of all that was noble in the old 
days,and alittle man ina blue uniform is the only thing good about the white 
people which an Indian ever saw. He By AA courage, justice and truth; 
and while the civil agents sent from Washington to dole out bad and insumi- 
cient rations to a conquered race may receive the homage they can never com- 
mand the respect of the wild tribes. 

After two centuries of civil administration with its agents, its caches A its 
ineMlciency, and at times its horriblecorruption, where are the Indians? Such 
as survived the flood of white immigration sen AES paver. and ignorance. 
They have never obtained even an ordinary state of industrial progress. The 
Indians now living on reservations in the State of New York have had two 
hundred years of civil agents and have had their morals looked after by the 
Christian church, and yet T could never gee that they had any mission in life 
beyond waiting for death. $ 

The Cherokees and isolated individual instances which might be quoted to 
the contrary are half white in their blood, which will account for their progress. 
It must also be borne firmly in mind that all these Eastern Indians were corn- 
plantersfromremotetimes. Thewild, buffalo-eating Indians are steadily retro- 
grading. With the healthy occupations of the hunter gone, they draw their 
rations listlessly, which having eaten, they starve, and in idleness their mindz, 
morals, and bodies degenerate from lack of use. Itsecems that no amount of 
explaining will ever suppress that inevitable "ame of "Why do they not 
farm?” But, to treat the thing seriously, I will explain that a part of the In- 
dian Territory is a fine farming country, and is inhabited by the remnants of 
the Eastern tribes who do farm to some extent. 

The Cheyennes, Comanches, Kiowas, and Arapahoes live west of the rain 
belt, and it is exceptional when acorn crop can raised once in four years. 
That seems to be reason enough to deter white men from farming there, and it 
ought to at least account for the Indians’ lack of success. Those parts of Kan- 
sasand Texas lying north and south of these reservations are not regarded as 
farming countries. On certain parts of the Sioux reserve crops might be raised, 
but on the ter area of it no results can be attained without ir tion. The 
northern Cheyennes could not farm for the same reason, though the Crowsare 
more fortunately situated, as the broad bottoms of the Little Big Horn can be 
irrigated at a trifling expense. 

A curious fact might be mentioned in confirmation of all this, which is that 
there arefewer white people on the high plains of the Northwest now than there 
wereten'years „and there will probably be fewerin ten years more than there 
are now unless the country is reclaimed by, irrigation, which could only be done 
bya Son of water storage made possible after a vast outlay of labor and ca 
ital, nowing these facts, itis serious ignorance when one hears this talk 
about farming on the old buffalo range. Any stockman will tell you that itis 
a question, and most of them will decide in the negative, when you ask if the 
high plains of the Northwest are a cattle country, to say nothing of agriculture, 
All these seus of Indianagents to their departmentabout the industrial, and 
especially the agricultural, progress of their wards are gilded, to say the least; 
and in a great many instances you can rub off the gilt and disclose simple com- 
monplace lies, with no foundation whatever in fact. 

But the Indian agents are ey. men who are occupying a nyse appoint- 
ment for a brief term, and they do many things which are not high-minded. It 
docs not seem necessary for me to go on to prove that the Indian Department 
isnot a joy forever. Very few people think it is and most of those who do 
haye a finger inthe pie. They have never been distinguished foranything ex- 
cept Indian wars, and for almost every affair of the kind they are entirely re- 
sponsible. The Northwest is dotted over with soldiers sleoping out in the 
snows of this winter because of the mismanagement of the Indian Bureau. 
With an instance of this Deaton pated before their cyes nearly half of the time, 
people in the East ought to understand, and every man who in the West comes 
near enough to get the stench can not but know, its rottenness. It’s unchris- 
tian, it’s inhuman, it’s vile. Itis the constantly recurring old story, a gross 
case of mismanagement, And then the aay is called in to be responsible—to 

rotect the lives of the settlers, and in these days to shoot down a people who 

vo the entire sympathy of every soldier in the ranks. 

Of course, I know as well as any one else what will be done in this matter, 
The dishonor will continue, and I only hope for pardon when I oppose the laws 
of nature, The Saxon race is not in a habit of dividing the spoils with a con- 
quered one, Itnever has aud the millennium is yet a long way off. Many 
generations from now terity will apologize for their rude ancestry, much as 
we do for the enterprising fur traders, whose hands weighed a pound in a bea- 
ver-skin transaction. The only excuse I have for not being absurd in this mat- 
ter, when I argue that the wild Indian tribes can be allowed to live, is that their 
lands are so worthless that we do not want them, and that, secondly, they can 
be made useful to us, two reasonsselfish enough for us to entertain. To touch 
ancient history for a sentimental reason, we all know that the hatred of the 
Six Nations for the Canadas made the ce Aree occupation of this continent pos- 
sible, which would have been questionable in its contest with the French ré- 
gime, backed by its church and state. To come to our own generations, we 
recognize that Indians have co-operated with our troops in every contest for 
the acquisition of the great West. 

Delawares guided our columns to Mexico in 1847, Friendly Cheyennes led 
Mackenzie into his fight on the Big Horn Mountains against their own tribe. 
General Crook was guided to every hidden stronghold of the Apaches by Apa- 
ches who were not ffected. I do not, of course, mean to say that these acts 
were inspired by true loyalty to the old flag, but I do think it demonstrates that 
experienced United States Army officers can handle these people under an 
and all conditions. Ono thingis certain: the wildtribes ares ily retro; - 
ing under Interior Department management, Ido not for a moment want to 
bo understood as censuring the present Administration in particular. Itwasas 
true of the last Administration as it is of this one, and it will be as true of the 
next as it wasofthe last. It isthe system which is responsible. We are year 
afler year oppressing a conquered people, until itis now sam the magni- 
tude of acrime. Any Administration which will change this order of things 
will have one claim on immortality. 

There is at present a disposition to recognize that things are not as they 
should be, and this last Sioux Indian affair demonstrated that the Indian 
Bureau is inefficient and has near cost usa bloody war. Its continued manage- 
ment of Indian affairs is liable at any time to send wild Indians on the war- 

th. Every man in the United States knows that this is so If he takes pains to 

nvestigate, and yet the thing goes on. In the case of the Apaches, they were 
self-supporting for years after their early conquest by General Crook, and were 
then turned over to the Indian Department. The result was a series of bloody 
outbreaks, which came near depopulating Arizona, New Mexico, and Sonora, 


The northern Cheyennes, after they surrendered to General Miles, irrigated 
and raised crops at the mouth of Tongue River for two years, and almost im- 
mediately sank into poverty and sloth when given the Indian Department ra- 
tion, for which they did not have to work in order to procure. 

These are cases in hand. Efforts haye been made and thousands of dollars 
expended at the Cheyenne Agency, on the Lame Deer Creek, to make the In- 
dians farm. I did not see an acre of plowed ground while there, Se pee 
there may be some hidden away; forall Iknow. The short ration which is is- 
sued to them keeps them indire hunger, and if starving savages kill ranchmen's 
cattle I do not blame them, I would do the same undersimilar circumstances, 
Recently I see that some gentleman in Congress proposed tomake Indians pay 
the penalty of their violent icky apatost starvation by seizing their own 
parari Whena man thinks about the property of the northern Cheyenne, 

1¢ laughs atthe iden. The average Cheyenne buck could very readily get his 
entire earthly possessions on four or fiye ponies. People are prone to think 
that since the buffalo are gone the Indian cannot wage ware. Error of errors! 
They were at a great disadvantage in those days, because they had to stop fight- 
ing and go out hunting, while now they can find a herd of domestic cattle ina 
day's ride in any direction cither east or west of the Rocky Mountains, dnd a 
haystack often enough to recuperate their ponies for the winter warpath. 
They have arms and ammunition, and I maryel only attheirmoderation. Ohief 
Joseph demonstrated what a few desperate Indians can do when driven to it. 

Now we will suppose that the American people desire to do justice to the * 
wild Indians: we will suppose that they want to avert these interminable In- 
dian outbreaks; and we will assume that they have the best interests of the 
American Army at heart; and then'we will turn them all over to the War De- 
partment. Since the Indian ring found the Apaches unprofitable and the 
passed to the War Department, you do not hear of outbreaks among them. It 
was only through the statements ofa general inthe United States Army that the 
United States Senate learned that the Sioux were being starved. he army 

ople would like to take the Indians, as they do not doubt their own ability to 
iandle them; and the thing furthest from their minds wonld be to precipitate 
hostilities with the red men, since the War Department does not regard Indian 
Fate eile as war. 

The War Department could then organize them intoasemi-industrial milita: 
force, much afterthe fashion of the Cossacks, whose company chief is responsi- 
ble for their operations in peace and their deedsin war. He is both the head 
of the village and the war chief. Four or five irregular cavalry regiments could 
be organized, at the discretion of the War Office officials, and then the separate 
troop formations could be 100 men each.” We might say, for instance, that is A 
Troop of the First Irregular Cavalry, they are Crows; and that is K Troop of 
the same reginient, they are Cheyennes. Each company should have its own 
permanent village, situated near its agricultural or stock-raising operations, 
and let the captain of the company be the head of the village. He has judicial 
andadministrative powers, and is responsible to his superiorin a military way. 

These officers should come from the regular Army, and thoy may apply for 
the appointments after their Nel gobo and natural capacity are considered, 
Under this arrangement pride of company is Inculcated, and emulation is nat- 
ural between the troops and their commander, Each officer would then be 
given an opportunity to apply his theories, and by experience much might be 
developed. There can be issued the regular clothing and pay of a soldier, and 
a ration for themselyes and families such as is sufficient. This ration in time 
might be decreased if they attained to agricultural success. Each man should 
be required to have at least two good serviceable ponies, and each company 
should have a complete pack train. This would cost a little more than under 
the Interior Department, but when we figure on the attendant Indian wars it 
would be as nothing. In time the regiments of the regular Army could be 
withdrawn from the small posts and concentrated by brigades, with great good 
to themselves from every point of view. 

All this has been suggested in times past, and found fault with by a certain 
class of politicians “who are not in with the deal,” and by a many esti- 
mable people belonging to Indian societies, who are ina habit of congregating 
with the purpose of harrowing up each others’ feelings over the wrongs of the 
red men. Iam happy to say that the above suggestion is no longer an experi- 
ment, but has been tried thoroughly, with results which are so astonishingly 
successful that they should be seen tobe appreciated. Thereisacorps of Apache 
scouts at San Carlos, and they are doing very well, but need experien men 
to deal with them, I would not recommend that they be brought under this 
régime at present, They live in a very difficult country, and are yet wild, havy- 
ing had very little contact with white people and having been lately at war 
with the United States troops. Their present management is the best one for 
a considerable period in the future, 

There is a small but efficient corps of Comanche and Kiowa scouts at Fort 
Sill, whose main business is to keep individual Texans in a realizing state of 
mind when they covet their neighbor's horse or his ox. They are good mate- 
rial for soldiers; and so are their neighbors, the southern Cheyennes and the 
Arapahoes, although these latter are undergoing the operation of being starved 
into farming, and rN the whole Chee with ill-concealed disgust, There 
is a very fine corps of Cheyennes at Fort Reno, and they were the first pore 
uniformed and organized troop of Indians I had ever seen; and I talked wit 
some Carlisle school boys who had lately been discharged from the corps in 
order to make room for others of the tribe, and they were full of regrets, as they 
had liked akea Sein now had noming todo butdraw rations at the agency. 
gxey were very bright young fellows, fairly educated, and each had a trade, I 
believe. 

There was no possible way for them to earnaliying. They were notallowed 
off the reservation, and so they must sit calmly down and do nothing. Idle- 
ness is fully as bad for an Indian asa white man, and is always the godfather 
of folly and crime. At Reno I saw young scouts who would make a West 
Point drill-master’s mouth water. They were ‘set up” until they bad com- 
pletely lost the habitual slouch of an Indian and strode about as straight and 
proud as a eta N ea Indeed, it was this little corps which first impressed 
me with the possibilities of the whole scheme, Their pride in being soldiers 
was the noticeable feature. s 

A young scout passed through the garrison, and no man about the post held 
hishead up higher or put his foot down firmer than that young chap, who would, 
in his blanket, have sneaked along under the gutters of the buildings likea 
coyote under a cut bank, They were well dressed, well fed, full of pride in 
their business, and full of respect for their superiors, The same man, if he were 

loughing a field, would ili conceal his mortification at doing a thing which he 

d been taught for generations was low-spirited, degrading, and whiclr he had 
always found profitless, 

The Indian tribes are yet warriors; they have not lost their instincts or re- 
spect forthe trade of war; butan Indian willdo the most arduous and laborious 
work if he has a cavalry uniform on, when he would not lift his little finger to 
the task if dressed in his bright blanket and bead work, both of which are em- 
blematic of a thousand years of glorious deeds ofarms, He sees the white sol- 
diers work, and makes as great a distinction between the laboring soldier and 
his agricultural brother as you would between a farm hand anda gentleman 
cultivating orchids in his conservatory. I had become aware thatthe Govern- 
ment was trying toexperimentatFortKeogh, Whenatthat place I was driven 
out to the litle village of Licut. E. W. Casey's Cheyenne scouts. 

I saw a long line of well-constructed log buildings, corrals, and stables, also a 
large garden fenced and cultivated. I entered the houses and saw comfortand 
cleanliness, I saw smiling faces and laughing children. I saw perfectly kept 
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them up the Yellowstone, an 
with which they mauled logs, and with the help of their ponies they tugged 


logs, and built cabins as good as ans ranchman’s in the conntry. Lieutenant 


against Cheyennes) were the only white men along. Beyond doing ali this 
work, they are well drilled, and all in six months. Wekeep army recruits four 
months at a depot before we forward them. I should not be surprised if Lieu- 
tenant Casey had his Indians herding sheep in course of time, and that is the 
particular thing that an Indian will not do. 

What did Tseeat the Lame Decr agency? A lot ofshrouded creatures lying 
about or darting over the hills as purposcless and mysterious as creatures out 
of Dante’s Inferno, Later on in my travels a lot of dark-skinned soldiers were 
drawn up to escort a major general. They were the Crow Scout Corps of Fort 
Custer, under command of Lient. S. C. Robertson, of the First Cavalry, another 
zealous young man with a flery papas to have the best scout corps on the 
crustofthe earth. His methods are different from Casey’s. He wastesno time 
on industrial affairs, but goes in for the purely military standard. Weis a West 
Pointerand s graduate of the French School of Cavalry, talks the sign lan- 
guage, and is rapidly mastering the Crow tongue. 

Lieutenant Casey isa West Pointer, an old soldier who has fought with In- 
dian scouts under him, and hasseen muchoftheirpeople. Hereareyoungmen 
astypes. They are educated; theyare brave; they are soldiers for life. They 
can have no success in life beyond what their military accomplishments bring 
them. They know that the Jeast indiscretion on their part would cost them 
their commissions. This isthe sort of man who should take the place of the 
ha'penny politician who has been nurtured in the belief that to plunder the 
Indians is a natural reward for good service in his political district. 

As we rode along with those active warriors they would put their ponies at 
top speed down very steep hills; they were far ahead and on the flanks. Itwas 
the most perfect piece of escort duty that lever saw. They wore leather leg- 
gingsinstead ofcavairy Spee Casey's men,and they had no saddle pockets 
norropelariats. Instead of latter, they carried their own hair pope, lighter 
and stronger than the Sreat piece of hemp of the cavalry. An Indian is the 
best possible light irregular cavalryman, and his methods can not be improved 
by introducing ours, and he ean learn little indeed from a white trooper. 

Major General Miles haying had a vast experience with Indians, I agree with 
him when he says we should not be overbasty in arming a people who mry at 
ony. time be our opponents. We must not forget, though, that it is impossible 
to keep the Sioux disarmed and still allow them their liberty. We must also 
remember that Indian police and scouts, in the service both of the Army and 
the agents, have never proved untrustworthy or attended the ghost dances of 
the lastyear. If a large Indian military establishment were maintained, ore 
tribe could be made to fight another as readily as it hasbeen done in times past. 
But under a just administration of their affairs there would beno more chances 
s ae Indians breaking out than there would be of the people of Deadwood or 

ena. 

Industry and proper care will do completely away with all the turbulence 
which at times characterizes the present administration of affairs. As scouts 
they are used constantly on detached service. They are perfect marvels as 
couriers, and can trail stray horses, scout the country, arrest deserters, and 
gulde troops about. When the Government starts its great horse-breeding 

, which it must do shortly or have its cayalry mounted on brewery horses, 
they would beof great use'ns herders. They could raise crops in summer and, 
in short, be made to work systematically, as Lieutenant has demon- 
strated. The small scout corps as at present organized have their time fully 
taken up with duties of a purely military character, but under the Cossack or- 

ization they would be a semi-industrial military class who in time would 
me self-supporting. 

‘There are many views as to their proper organization and equipment amon: 
practical and rienced army o but all this is a small matter whi 
could be changed from time to time in the light of experience. General Miles 
would have them armed only with the revolver, and accontered as lightly as 
Regen in order that they might ride with great rapidity and endure long. 

would be proper as mere scouts, but as irregular cavalry cot should baye 
the carbine. It would bea putto equip and handle Indian so) 
manner calculated to eradicate their primitive traits, 

A little thing, for instance, is this: By long moving in the solid ranks a cay- 
alry horse can not be forced out ofthem. In the battle of the Little Big Horn 
General Custer’s horses stampeded over the field in solid troop formations. 
This is not a grave defect in dragoon cavalry operations, but would be fatal to 

t cavalry. Tho Indian and his pony must be the unit, not the company, 
Indians should be allowed to scatter out on the march, and not be kept in the 
column. Itisa curious fact that on the plains you can tell two cowboys from 
two Indians ata great distance. The cowboys will ride and the In- 
dians will trail after each other. As to the uniform of these bodies, I suggest 
one in my drawings which is light, inexpensive, and which preserves as much 
of the local color of the Indian as possible, 

Thelieve in building the little log village. Some commanders will not agree 
with this, sayin it softens the men; let them live in the tepee and retain 
the hardihood of the hunter state. We must remember that the organization 
I speak of is semi-industrial as well and in process of time would lose much of 
its military character. If the Crows, Cheyannes, and Sioux become Salone 
industrious, and contented, the First Cavalry will not be at Fort Custer, butin 
New York, Leavenworth, or Chicago. In the case of alight scouting corps I 
admit you must nurse the savage. 

There is one thing that can not be urged too strongly; a wagon should form 
no part of a light cavalry outfit, A scoutcorps which is tied upto some wagons 
is about as useless asa sprint runner witha cork leg. Pack trains of large 
broncho horses to each troop should be issued, and there should be enough of 
them so that they might be londed lightly, and thus bo able to over the 
country as tenes as the cxigencies of the case might require. In the winter 
oil-tanned cowskin moccasins should be issued, A system of tactics should be 
gotten up for the Indian soldiers, vast simplicity being the consideration, and 
preserving all the signs and moyements peculiar to their old warrlor days. 

As to the efficiency of these people on ight cavalry duties there can be no 
question, Lieut. Carter Johnson told me that he thought he could take a com- 
mand of Apaches and ride from Arizona to Washington without losing all of 


diers in any 


his command, and judging from some of that officer’s erploits, I am inelined 
tothinkhe could. Asto their faithfulness, an officer recently sent a Crow scout 
with a message, and inadvertently said, ‘Go quick!™ The Crow, thinking the 
thing was vital, rod a hundred miles and k his horse (his own property) 
to deliver the message. 

A Crow scout also rode for three days after a stray horse, covering an enor- 
mous distance, which I have forgotten, Lieutenant Casey's scouts will fell 
trees and build houses. In shor! war Menta officers can do rit nite A with 
these men, and the Indians like i he dearest dream of any Indian is that 
some day he may be a Government scout, And when he thinks of bcingapure 
and simple farmeritchills his soul, and he welcomes the ghost dance, and would 
welcome anything else which would take him from the lazy starvation of the 


n s 

Cat these people who claim to be friends of the Indian cease their chatter 
and help this or some other practical scheme of regeneration. Let some states- 
man have the courage to curb this restless thirst for spoil in land which char- 
acterizes our frontier population, and teach them to value thesolemn obligations 
of this Government as they would a copper cent at least. Let our Army have 
the fruits of its work and let us preserve the native American race, which is 
following the buffalo into painted pictures and yas books. 

REDERIC REMINGTON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in concluding the consideration 
of this bill I desire to yield a few moments to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. OoTHWAITE]; but before doing that I wish to say a few words, 

The committee in the consideration and the conductof this bill have 
dealt in nothing, I think, outside of the legitimate scope of the bill. 
Of course, in the debate on any great bill like this more or less irrele- 
vant matter willcreepin; butwe havetried tohewtotheline. Wehare 
prepared a bill for the support of the military establishment for the 
fiscal year 1892, and in the committee room I will say there has been 
the utmost harmony. There has been no minority re made from 
the Committee on Military Affairs; certainly not in this Congress, nor 
in the last, so far as I remember. 

I desire to say, further, that my association with that committee has 
been of the pleasantest, and, notwithstanding some things which haye 
been said here in regard to our little regular Army, I want to say that, 
considering its size, I do not believe there isa better army upon the 
face of the carth. Ido not believe that anywhere there are moro in- 
telligent, better educated, more patriotic, more progressive oflicers in 
any army than are the American army officers, That they are brave 
goes without saying. They are not ‘‘carpet knights.’? I amsure tho 
officers of this Army are men who desire active, actual service in the 
field; they do not desire torust out, and the great trouble with our Army 
to-day is, and in times past has been, that they have not had the active 
service they would desire. It was with this in view that we brought 
in a bill to increase the number of details of officers as instructors in 
military institutions. ‘They desire active service. ' 

There is no class of men in this country who will give to the country 
their services, their zealous devotion, their life if need be, more cheer- 
fully than the officers of the American Army. The rank and file are 
of the same stuff of which the American soldier has always been made, 
ready to fight and die for his flagand country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OvuTHWAITE] may have five minutes, if that amount of time is remain- 
ing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, upon the motion to strike out 
those lines of the bill, “for two sets of officers’ quarters at Springfield 
Arsenal, Massachusetts, $20,000,” I desire to submit a few remarks. 

There has been no necessity shown for the construction of these quar- 
ters, and I am informed that in an examination by the Committee on 
Appropriations the Chief of Ordnance, General Ben¢t, while testif; 
that it might be well to build these officers’ quarters, stated that there 
were two already there. The sum proposed to be appropriated is just 
twice as much as isn for the purpose. Ihave before me a bill 
entitled “* A bill for the erection of tional quarters anda hospital at 
Columbus Barracks in the State of Ohio,’’ which I introduced in the 
first session of this Con; 

I have also a favorable report on that biH from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and that report contains a letter from the War De- 
partment, signed by General Kelton, Adjutant General. For the sake 
of comparison first, and for another purpose afterwards, I will read a 
portion of that letter: 

An additional barrack, the cost-of which is estimated at $25,000, is therefore ro- 
goired; sua Rewo additional sets of oficers’ quarters, costing $5,000 each, nre also 
mu D 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL], in support of 
this proposition to appropriate $20,000, talks about its being ne 
because these officers’ quarters are to be of brick. We have constructed 
at Columbus, Ohio, within the Jast four years, officers’ quarters, con- 
sidered large, commodious, and elegant, sufficient for any of the officers 
that are detailed to that post, and of brick, at a cost of $5,000. The 
same conld be done at Springfield. But I will read further from this 
letter: 

The building now used for storing quartermaster’s and subsisténce die 
is reported as “ utterly inadequate,” and it has been repeatedly represented that 
its enlargement, involving an estimated expense of $9,000, isan absolute neces- 
sy The carpenter’s, blacksmith's, and wheelwright’s shops are located In what 
is described as a mere “ wooden shanty," dilapidated and beyond repair. To 
replace it by a suitable structure would cost 5,000. I earnestly recommend, 
therefore, t Con be asked to appropriate the amount specified in the 
bill under notice, said amount tobe roy rashes as follows: $25,000 for new bar- 

; $3,000 for new hospital; $10,000 for new officers’ quarters; $5,000 for new 
store-room; $5,000 for new carpenter, wheelwright, and blacksmith shop, 
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Besides fulfilling an important function in connection with our peace estab- 
Mshment, Columbus Barracks, by reason of its situation and the superior camp- 
ing facilities it affords (sufficient for an army corps), would be invaluable to the 

~ Government in time of war for the rendezvousing, organizing, and training of 
volunteers. 5 

The second object I had in yiew in reading the latter part of this 
letter and in calling the attention of the House to this favorable report 
is to contrast the treatment that I, a Representative, upon this side of 
this House, haye received in regard to recognition to call up this measure 
with the treatment which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ROCKWELL] has received during this Congress. I was refused recog- 
nition by the Speaker to call up this little appropriation for these neces- 
sary buildings, while the gentleman upon the other side received recog- 
nition for a bill appropriating $110,000, although there was another 
like appropriation of $100,000 in the appropriation bill, and now he 
comes again at this time and asks for $20,000 more. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, Not this session. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not thissession, but this Congress, 

I twice requested the Speaker’s recognition to call up this bill ap- 
propriating a much smaller sum, certified by the War Department to 
be necessary, and placed the report of the committee in his hands that 
he might see for himself its necessity and propriety. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I would like to say a word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, but first T wish to ask him a question. I wish to 
ask the gentleman whether he ever called nry attention pezsonally to 
“his bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, <I think T did. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. No; I think not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think I did, and I think you were one of the 
gentlemen upon the committee who reported the bill favorably. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Oh, the bill was reported favorably; there isno 
doubt about that; but I do not think you ever called my attention 
to it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not questioning the gentleman’s action 
in any way whatever. Iam simply putting before the House the fact 
that,dealing with a bill for an equally necessary appropriation and car- 
Tying a far less amount, the Speaker of this House, for some reason 
best known to himself, refused me recognition and recognized the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] to call up a bill making 
the much Jarger appropriation which I have mentioned. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, Ihave nothing to do with the recognitions in 
this House, IfI had I would getmoreofthem. [Laughter,] ButI 
have this tosay in reply tothe gentleman. His bill was referred to the 
committee, I understand, at a time when I was ill (for I was seriously 
ill during the last session of Congress), and was reported by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] from the committee. That ex- 
penditure was not estimated for in the estimates, while this item was, 
and that is the difference between them. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. ‘Thatis the difference between tweedledum and 
tweedledee so far as recognitions are concerned. I do not criticise the 
pen Iena for succeeding as he has succeeded. Tam glad tosee that he 

succeeded so well. J only call attention to the fact that this un- 
fair and unjust discrimination has been made against a measure com- 
ing from this side of the House, and it is not the only case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. QOUTHWAITE] to the fact that his bill 
was reported promptly and fayorably from the committee, and of course 
we have nacontrol over recognitionsafter that, 
` Mr. OUTHWAITE, Ofcourse not, The Speaker does. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. These quarters are estimated for in the regular 
Book of Estimates, The Committee on Military Affairs simply incor- 
porated them with the other estimates in this appropriation bill. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I am not criticising either the committee or 
the gentleman, I want that distinctly understood.. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, it was re- 


jected. 
eee CUTCHEON. I believe this completes the consideration of the 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend by striking ont ‘‘ twenty ’”’ and 
inserting ‘‘ten;’’ sons to make the amount $10,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I think $20,000 is not too much. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman to modify his motion, so that, 
when the committee rises, this bill may be reported with a favorable 
recommendation. My object is that the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill may be called up without the necessity of haying the 
Committee of the Whole rise. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think we had better dispose of the army bill 
first. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Burrows having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 


purposes, had directed him to report the same back with sundry 
amendments and with the recommendation that it be passed as amended. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Unless some gentleman desires a separate vote 
on some particular amendment, I ask that the vote be taken on the 
amendments in gross, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are not many amend- 
ments, and I su t that the amendments be read, so that a separate 
vote may be asked for in any case if desired. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read and agreed to, n 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILE. 


Mr, DINGLEY having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Mr, MCCOMAS moved that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resol ved itself into Committee of the Wholeon 
the state of the Union (Mr. Burrows in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. TI ask that the first reading of the bill be dispensod 
with. 

Mr, SPRINGER, LI ebject. 
` The bill was read. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ishould like to make some arrangement—and I 
desire the attention of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS ]— 
by which the debate on this bill may be limited. We have already 
yey about forty minutes very profitably in the pro forma reading of 
the bill. I suggest that the debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to make some remarks on the bill my- 
self, and there are other gentlemen on our side who also wish to speak, 
Therefore I feel constrained to insist on a good deal more time for 
general debate than thirty minutes. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. If the gentleman in charge of the bill is not going 
to make any general statement I wish to make an inquiry—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ishall be very glad to answer the gentleman in 
one moment, as soon as we agree on the time for general debate, Let 
usadoptsome arrangement of that kind. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia 
thinks thirty minutes will not be long enough, how much time does he 


suggest? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. On our side it is desired to have three hours, if 
possible. 5 

Mr. McCOMAS. Three hours on one side on this bill? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, sir, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I doubt whether the general debate on this bill 
has consumed three hours on both sides at any time within ten years. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is no criterion for what may be necessary 
to-day, as new occasions and circumstances are constantly arising. 

Mr. BELDEN. I think that ten hours would not enable us to un- 
derstand the incongruities and inconsistencies of this bill. It is the 
most extraordinary bill I ever read. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. I call-the attention of my friend from Maryland 
[Mr. McConrAs] to the fact that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BELDEN] says that ten hours would not do justice to the iniquities of 
this bill. 

A MEMBER. He said ‘inconsistencies.’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. He says it is the most extraordinary bill ever 
presented here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, I am not quite sure that my friend has ten 
hours’ knowledge of the bill itself or of its contents. But that is a 
matter we can consider when the question is under discussion, and 
ms gentleman can have an opportunity to state his objections here- 
after, 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I have tried to 
find the least possible time that is insisted on by the members on this 
side of the House, and I feel compelled to ask for three hours, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Altogether? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. No; on this side. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That would mean six hours’ debate, then? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, if you see fit to use thatamount of time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gennem from Maryland, 
does this bill come by a unanimous report from the committee? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ob, yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to suggest— 

Mr. SAYERS. One moment. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
to ask the gentleman from Maryland if this bill was unanimously re- 
ported from the committee, and the response was that it had been so 
reported, 
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Mr. MCCOMAS. Well, who dissented? 

Mr.SAYERS. There are very many items in the bill that we dis- 
sent from. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Oh, there may be items here and there that gen- 
tlemen dissent from; but I have stated, in response to the question, that 
there was no minority report. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Thatis correct. So far as the bill is concerned, 
it is unanimously reported, but of course there are certain matters, a3 
the gentleman from Maryland understands, that we do not assent to, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ofcourse; I understand that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In the last session of Congress this bill was rushed 
through before the holidays on the idea that it was already perfected, 
but yet we found that the Senate entertained a different opinion, and 
the differeifte of opinion between the two Houses gave rise to more 
trouble in passing the bill than almost any other bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the Senate adopted the House bill more fully 
than ever before. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think that any bill during the session occa- 
sioned as much difference of opinion or prolongation of time as that bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Because the Senate added large expenditures, but 
accepted the bill as a basis. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as to the general debate, I would like to appeal 
now to my friend from Georgia to see if we can not arrange a shorter 
time. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. As bearing on this question, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Maryland—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ina moment. I desire now to see if we can not 
arrange some time for debate. Ido notsee what there isabout the bill 
that will require so much debate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Whatis there in the bill the gentleman wants 
to conceal ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Toanswer the gentleman from Mary- 
land as to what there isobjectionable in the bill we would have tomake 
our speeches. ; j 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
I do not propose, for myself, to take any part in the discussion of any 
other question upon this bill than what is contained in the bill itself. 

It would be tedious to enumerate the points to which I wish to call 
attention. But I do not propose to go beyond the matters relating to 
the District of Columbia. Of course, I can not undertake to point out 
what other gentlemen may want to discuss. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iappeal to my colleague to know if one hour would 
not cover the desire of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That would not doat all. I have tried to get 
the least time possible, 

Mr, CANNON. Does not my friend think that the Hartford con- 
yention has had enough of discussion? 

Mr, CLEMENTS, Iam not going to discuss the Hartford conven- 
tion myself. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iask the gentleman to be reasonable. I want to 
dispatch this matter. Let us take the remainder of to-day’s session, 
to be equally divided, to discuss the bill. I make that proposition. 
Take the remainder of the day, and then general debate to close. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That would not be sufficient time. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not ask for a month? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That would not be more than enough 
to call the attention of the House and the tonntry to many things they 
ought to know. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maryland that the general debate close with to-day’s session? 

Several members objected. f 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to have an answer to my question 
as to what is in the bill that the gentleman from Maryland does not 
want to have debated. ` 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Chairman, for a few moments I wish to dis- 
cuss this bill—— : A 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suggest that the bill proposes to appropriate 
about $5,000,000, and certainly one hour on each million on this side 
would be as small as could be asked. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This bill in the Forty-ninth and Tif- 
ieth Congresses was put through in twenty minutes, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Because it was prepared by the 
Democrats and because it met the full approval of the House and 
the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And there is no use in trying to dis- 
guise the fact that gentlemen do not want to discuss the provisions of 
the bill. It is simply a move to bring about delay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like very much toaccommodate gentlemen 
on the other side who want to go to New York, but we can not afford 
to dispense hospitalities when you are engaged in voting away so many 
millions of dollars. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isuggest that the gentleman from Maryland 
move that the committee rise to limit debate in the House. It is as 
well to know now as any other time just who is undertaking to run 
this matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I take the floor for the purpose of general debate 


for a few moments, Mr. Chairman, as there seems to be opposition to 
the tion I have made. 

Mr, MoOMILLIN. . Before the gentleman proceeds I wish to call his 
attention, in connection with his request and as bearing upon it, toa 
provision of the bill embodied in page 30, beginning with the proviso 
in line 19. 1t wili be remembered by the committee that some years 
ago Congress began to force the placing of electric wires in this city 
under ground instead of allowing them to go overhead. In that we 
received the congratulations of tlie people notonly of the District, but 
of the country, who camehere. After that has gone on for some years 
I find a provision here which looks to me very much like legislation. 
It provides: 

Provided further, That pending the action by Congress upon the report of the 
board appointed to consider the location, arrangenient, and operation of elec- 
tric wires in the District of Columbia, pursuant to the act approved August 6, 
1890, thé commissioners of the said District shall not permit the construction of 
any conduit or subway for electrical purposes in any street or avenue of the 
city of Washington or Georgetown; and any and all unused permits for con- 
structing the said conduits are hereby revoked. 

Iam informed that it is designed to extend telephone lines and lines 
for other electric purposes, but this blocks it altogether. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The suggestion that the gentleman makes points 
to an important subject, and it will be fully ATERN when we reach 
that part of the bill. I will then be glad to give information as far as 
I can. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That I want to hear as bearing upon the question 
of time, and I want also to call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that we are proposing in this hurried way to dispose of a matter 
of great importance to the people of this Republic. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. When the items are reached we will discuss all of 
these matters. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman knows that under the five-minute 
rule there is great difficulty in properly presenting views upon any 
question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It will be fully discussed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was about to ask who had the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until the com- 
mittee is in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland | Mr. 
McComas] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coxas] yield? 

Mr. MCCOMAS, For a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas], in view of the declaration of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELDEN], a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that this bill is faulty from the beginning to the end and that he de- 
sires to debate it, whether the gentleman from Maryland under those 
circumstances desires to force the House to a consideration of this bill 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
DEN] makes any request it will be carefully considered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will say that the gentleman from NewYork [Mr. 
BELDEN] has made the statement that I have repeated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ihave not heard the statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] is 
present and has made the statement to me, and if I am not correct he 
can correct me. 

Mr. MCCOMAS: The gentleman is of age and can make the state- 
ment for himself if he wishes to. Until he does so I am content to 
take the course I have indicated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It may content you, but it will not content the 
country. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question first? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not now. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of limiting debate. 

‘The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. McComas and Mr. Henperson,of 
Towa) there were—ayes 71, noes 85. 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr, McCOMAS demanded tellers. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. What is the use of wasting time in 
taking the vote by tellers? Why not allow the time for debate? 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McComas and Mr. McMILrIN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 103, 
noes 95, 

-So the committee determined to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
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the Chair, Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the Dis- 
ttict of Columbia appropriation bill (H. R. 12729) and had come to 
no resolution thereon. x 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MCCOMAS, Ican not yield until this question is determined. 
I move to limit all general debate upon this pending bill to two hours. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by making it six 


hours. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend by making it one 
hour ‘and a half. 

Mr. MCMILLIN (speaking at the same time), 
making it six hours. 

Mr. McCOMAS (speaking at the same time), And upon that, Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I move to make it six hours, 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Maryland, in charge of the 
bill, moves that the House resolve itself into the Committes of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
House bill 12729, and pending that he moves that all general debate 
be limited to two hours, and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDER- 
SON] moves to amend by striking out two hours and inserting one hour 
anda half, and the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr, MoCoMAs | demanda 
the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is but right that this 
side of the Honse should have an opportunity to present its proposi- 
tions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. Imme- 
diately upon the gentleman’s announcement that he moved to limit 
debate to two hours I moved to amend by limiting it to six hours. 

The SPEAKER, Butthe gentleman from Tennessee knows thatthe 
gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. McComas] is entitled to demand 
the previous question upon his motion, and he did so as soon as the 
ponema from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] had made his motion toamend 

y limiting it to an hour and a half, 

Mr. MOMILLIN: Yes, Mr. Speaker; but before the Chair recognized 
the gentleman from Iowa I had made my motion. Being priorin time 
if was prior in right. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman’s motion had not been put, and 
the gentleman from Iowa was recognized, 

Mr. MCMILLIN, But, Mr. Speaker, I can and did move the amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee understands the 
rules of the House perfectly well—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand, Mr. Speaker, and have not varied 
from the rules a particle. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maryland moved that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, pending that, moved that all general debate be 
limited to two hours. Thereupon the gentleman from Iowa moved to 
limit it to an hour and a half, and then the gentleman from Maryland 
demanded the previousquestion. The matteris perfectly simple, if the 
House will give its attention, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is so simple that I think there can be no mis- 
take abont it. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] Before the gentleman 
from Iowa moved his amendment I moved mine. 

The SPEAKER. Lut the gentleman was not recognized for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Neither was the gentleman from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa wasrecognized forthat 


I move to amend by 


purpose. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, furthermore, Mr, Speaker, will the Chair 
assume the responsibility of recognizing the gentleman from Iowa, on 
the same side of the House to moye an amendment for a less limit and 
refuse to recognize a member on this side for an amendment increasing 
the time for debate? 

The SPEAKER, Certainly, if the gentleman in charge of the bill 
yields to him for that purpose. > 

Mr. DOCKERY. He had no right to yield to him. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. But when the gentleman makes that motion he 
yields the floor himself, and he can not yield it for another to moyean 
amendment, except there was connivance between them. I made my 
motion before that of the gentleman from Iowa was made. The de- 
mands for the previous question therefore could not include his and 
exclude mine. 

The SPEAKER. There is no occasion for confusion. It isa mat- 
ter of everyday practice that the gentleman in charge of a bill is en- 
titled to try the sense öf the House by asking for the previous question 
at any time, and he has the right to yield to a certain member and to 
refuse to yield to others, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, the point which I make, and 


which the Chair does not seem to take fully, is that before the gentle- 
man from Iowa had moved his amendment I offered an amendment. 
My amendment was offered even before the gentleman from Maryland 
demanded the previous question or intimated that he intended to doso. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee will consider a 
moment he will recognize at once the fact that when a bill is pending 
by the custom of the House it is in charge of the member of the com- 
mittee who presents it to the House—— 

Mr, MCMILLIN. I admit that, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER? And that he is entitled to take the sense of the 
House upon the subject—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Tagree to that. 

The SPEAKER. And he hasdesired totake it in this way. If the 
House is not satisfied with that it can vote down the D poh question, 
and thereupon an amendment would be in order and the Chair would 
recognize the other side in opposition to offer and to control. That is 
parliamentary law and the custom of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will admit that and putit strongereyven in one 
respect than the Speaker putsit. The gentleman from Maryland might 
have moved the previous question before I moved my amendment, i 
as he did not, the Chair can not supplement by doing what he fail 
to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is mistaken. The 
gentleman from Maryland had not moved that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which would entitle him to make the other mo- 
tion, until the time that the Chair putit. His first motion was that 
the time be limited. Afterwards he said: ‘‘I make the motion that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole,” Afterwards he made the 
motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union; thereupon he yielded to the gentle- 
man from Iowa, who moved his amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatisan incorrect statement. The gentle- 
man from Maryland did not yield to the gentleman from Iowa at any 
time. 

Mr, DOCKERY. He did not yield because he could not yield, and 
if he had yielded he yona have lost the floor. 

The SPEAKER. It has always been the custom of the House — 

Mr. BLAND. I moveto lay the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. And it is conducive toa proper disposition by the 
House of the business of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ROGERS. How did he yield? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsaw him do it. 
ocratic side. } 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question ison ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, before the mo- 
tion was stated the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] moved to 
lay the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be laid on the table, being in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Houseis not in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and the bill can be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. It can not. 

Mr. BLAND. Imoye that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 
Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes? seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 93, [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

‘The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and theSpeaker 
announced that 57 gentlemen had arisen in support of the demand— 
a sufficient number—and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. Imove to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays are ordered. 

Mr. CANNON, ‘That motion is not in order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Imake the point of order thattheroll- 
call had commenced. > 

Mr. McCOMAS. One name had been called. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is not in order. 

Mr, McCOMAS. And I make the point of order that the motion 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, 
motion to reconsider will say ay—— 

Several memberson the Democratic side called for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCCOMAS 
moved to lay the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND 
on the table, and the question is upon that. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman moved to lay my motion on the table, 
and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the motion of tha 
gentleman from Maryland. 


[Laughteron the Dem- 


Those in favor of the 
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‘Sea BUTTERWORTH. It was to lay the motion to reconsider on 
e table. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. Let us understand this, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I made a motion to table the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. And on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I also made the point of order that the mo- 
tion was not in order, as it was a dilatory motion. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the motion to re- 
consider, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas], to lay the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion to reconsider; and there were— 
ayes 78— y 

Mr, MILLS (before the conclusion of the count). The question is 
on taking the motion by yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I understood the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] to move to reconsider the yote by which the yeas and nays were 
ordered, and thereupon the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
Na to lay that motion on the table, and that is the pending ques- 
tion, 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair thinks that motion is not in order, and 
that the question is to be taken on the motion for the reconsideration 
of the vote ordering the yeas and na, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the Chair think that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland is nof in order? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it is not. 

Mr. ROGERS. From that decision I appeal. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER (having concluded the count). On this question 
the yeas are 78 and the nays are 76. The motion to reconsider is car- 
ried, and the question is now upon the motion for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken ; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk called the first name on the roll. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and others. -What is the question, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the previous question 
shall be ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Nobody understands the question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The roll-call has begun. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire tomake 2 parliamentary in- 
airy before thatquestionissubmitted. ‘Thegentleman from Arkansas 
Mr. RoGERs] appealed from the decision of the Chair, and the Chair 

made no ruling upon that, and I wish to inquire whether the gentle- 
man from Arkansas has a right to a vote on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal could not beentertained in the middle 
of a division. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr.BLOUNT. It wasnotin the middle ofadivision, It wastaken 
instantly upon the announcement of the ruling. 

Mr. BLAND, The House voted to reconsider the ordering of the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays have been ordered upon order- 
ing the previous question. . 

7 They have not been ordered, 
The SPEAKER. The House must be in order, and the Clerk must 


proceed. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is not the question upon which the House 
ordered the yeas and nays, and the Chair will not insist upon its being 
putin that way. It was upon the question of reconsideration and 
not upon the question of ordering the previous question, and I appeal 
to the intelligent Clerk to instruct the Speaker that that is the fact. 

Mr. BLAND. The House never ordered the yeas and nays on 
ordering the previous question at all. 

The Clerk continued and completed the roll-call; and there were— 
yeas 117, nays 100, not voting 114; as follows: i 


Morey, Randall, Stephenson, Tillman, 
Morrill, Ray, Stewart, Vt. Townsend, Colo. 
‘orrow, Reed, Towa Stockbridge, an Schaick, 
forse, Rife, Stone, Pa, Walker, 
Nute, Rockwell, Sweet, Wallace, Mass, 
O'Donnell, Rowell, Sweney, ‘Wallace, N.Y. 
O'Neill, Pa, Russell, Taylor, É. B. Wheeler, Mich, 
Osborne, Sawyer, Taylor, Ill. Will Ohio 
Payne, Scull, Taylor, J.D. Wilson, Wash. 
Perkins, Simonds, Taylor, Tenn. 
Pos Smyser, Thomas, 
Raines, Spooner, Thompson, 
NAYS—100. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind Lane, Rogers, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lanham, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lester, Ga. Sherman, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Barwig, Culberson, Tex. Mansur, Spinola, 
Belden, Cummings, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Blanchard, Dickerson, Martin’ Tex. Stewart, Tox. 
Bland, Dunphy, MecClammy, Stivers, 
Blount, Edmunds, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Enloe, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, MoeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Flower, McRae, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, cey, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Mutebler, Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Geissenhaincr, O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
bell, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Hare, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Als, 
Caruth, Hatch Parrott, Whitelaw, . 
Catchings, Hemphill, Paynter, Wike, 
Clancy, Herbert, Penington, ~ Wiley, 
Clarke, Als. Holman, Pindar, Williams, Til. 
Cluniec, Hooker, Quackenbush, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Kerr, lows Quinn, Wilson, W.Va, 
Connell, Kilgore, Reilly, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—Il. 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Mason, Rowland, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, McAdoo, Rusk, 
Bankhead, Ellis, McCarthy, Sanford, 
Barnes, Ewart, MoCord, Scranton, 
Biggs, Fithian, MeCormick, Seney, 
Boutelle, Flick, McKenna, Skinner. 
Bowden, Funston, Milliken, Smith, Tit. 
Breckinridge, Ark, z Mills, Smith, W. Va. 
Brosius, Gibson, Momtt, Snider, 
Brower, Gifford, Morgan, StahInecker, 
Brown, J.B. Grimes, Mudd, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Niedringhaus, Struble, 
Brunner, Hall, Norton, Stump, 
Bullock, Hansbrough, Oates, Townsend, Pa, 
Bunn, Haugen, "Ferrall, Turner, Kans, 
Carlton, Hayes, W.I. O'Neal, Ind. ‘Turner, N, Y. 
Chipman, Haynes, Owen, Ini Vandever, 
Cogswell, Heard, Payson, Waddill, 
Coleman, Henderson, N.O. Peel, Wade, 
Comstock, Hou Whiting, 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Peters, Whitthorne, 
Covert, Knapp. Phelan, Wickham, 
ig. Lawler, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Dalzell, Laws, Pierce, Willco: 
= Price, Wilson, Ky, 
Darlington, Lehlbach, Pugsley, y right, 
Davidson, Lewis, Reyburn, Yardley. 
De Lano, Magner, Ri L 
Dibble, Maish, Robertson, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (when his name was called). Mr. 
Speaker, before the roll-call was commenced I asked the Chair to tell 
the House what we were voting upon and he declined to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. PRICE. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. NORTON. 


Mr, McCorp with Mr, Senry. 


` Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CLUNTE. 


Mr. KNAPP with Mr. PERRY. 


Mr. Comstock with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 
Mr. PuGsiey with Mr. WHrrrnorne. 
Mr. De LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WILKINSON. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MORGAN. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENITAINER. 


YEAS—117. 

Adams, Burrows, Dunnell, Tiopk: 
Allen, Mich. Burton, Evans, Ke vad 
Anderson, Kans. Butterworth, Farquhar, Kennedy, 
Arnold, Caldwell, Featherston, Ketcham, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Candler, Mass, Finley, Kinsey, 

ker, Cannon, 1 ji cey, 

ks, er, Frank, La Follette, 
Bartine, Caswell, Gear, dilaw, 
Ber ein, Ghesthem, Gree hal, L 

reenhalge, ansin; 

Belknap, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, Lind, i 
Bergen, Clark, Wyo. Harmer, Lodge, 
Bingham, Clemonts, Hays, E. R- MoCo: 
uas Cooper, Ohio Henderson, Ill. McDuffie, 
Boothman, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, Iows McKinley, 
Brewer, Cutcheon, Hermann, Miles, 
Browne, Va. Dingley, Hill, Miller, 
Buchanan, N. J. Dorsey, Hitt, ~ Moore, N.H. 


Mr. PETERS with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. Coleman with Mr. TURNER, of New York, 
Mr. McCoraick with Mr. FITHTAN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BARNES, 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, MILIS, 

Mr, CoGsweEtr with Mr, MCADOO. 

Mr. FLICK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
Mr, STRUBLE with Mr. HAYNES. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr, Grout, until the 15th 
instant, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to change my vote from ‘'no’’ to “ay.” 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for a recapitulation of 
the vote. I heard read among the pairs the names of some gentlemen 
who I thonght had voted. j 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwould thank the Chair to inform me how Iam 
recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The recapitulation will show that. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky has demanded a recapitulation. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not think my name was read in the list of 
those voting. Ihaye an impression that I voted, yet I may not have 
done so. 

The SPEAKER. The Olerk informs the Chair that the gentleman 
did not vote. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire tomove to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Before the result of the vote is announced I 
would like to say I think it would be entirely agreeable to our side of 
the Honse if consent were given for five hours’ general debate on this 
bill, the time to be equally divided between the two sides. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is the proposition I desired to move when 
seeking toofferanamendment. It would be entirelysatisfactory to us. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. It is very desirable that we should come to some 
agreement on this question; and in order to do so we will consent to 
five hours of general debate, with the understanding that if either side 
should not occupy its two hours and a half the debate shall be cut 
short to that extent, 

Mr. ROGERS. Will not the gentleman also consent to a correction 
of the paliamentary status of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCCOMAS] 
asks unanimous consent that the general debate on this bill be limited 
to five hours or so much thereof as may be occupied by the respective 
sides. 

Mr. BLAND, Why not say five hours unconditionally? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Each side will control its own two hours and a 


half. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My proposition is that five hours, to be equally 
divided between the two sides, be allowed for general debate, and that 
whatever time may not be consumed by either side shall be deducted 
from the time allowed for general debate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maryland? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Inowmove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘What becomes of these proceedings in which we 
have just been engaged? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it might be well to announce 
the result of the vote. The yeas are 116, the nays 101; and but for 
the intervening agreement the previous question would be ordered. 
The gentleman from Maryland now moves—— ~ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tn order that the proceedings may appear in 
proper shape, it might be well that the motion to reconsider be regarded 
as agreed to and the previous question voted down, and then the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] desired to 
offer be regarded as adopted. 

The SPEAKER., It has all been arranged by unanimous consent. 
The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Maryland that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. MCCOMAS was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
ae BURROWS in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 

H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal yearending June 
30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS, This bill appropriates, including the water depart- 
ment and charities, the sum of $5,385,726.17, and is less than the eṣ- 
timated revenues of the District for the coming year. But it may be 
doubted whether the committee have not appropriated quite as closely 
as they should to the current revenues when we take into account that 
the new Rock Creek Park and the Zodlogical Park have both by the 
legislation of Congress been put upon the list of expenditures in behalf 
of the District. 

Now, this bill is less than the appropriation of last year by reason of 
these appropriations having been heretofore made. But the bill cov- 
ering the general expenditures for the District for the coming fiscal 
year is accompanied bya report which I hold in my hand, and that re- 
port, with the letters, tables, and appendices added to it, is so full and 
complete and isso thoroughly explanatory of the provisions of the bill 
that it induces me to withhold any lengthy remarks on this occasion. 
I shall therefore content myself with a very brief statement. 

_ There is no new legislation in the bill. There are several limita- 
tions placed upon the expenditures, It happens, for instance, with 
respect to the appropriations for charities, that the last appropriation 
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bill provided for an inspector of charities, and he has not yet been a 
pointed and confirmed by the Senate. The committee therefore ala 
ganizing, revising, or co-ordinating the chari- 


not feel warranted in reor 

ties of the District of Columbia, as they are provided by the present 

hg de bill, until that officer was in charge and ready to perform 

the functions of his office. Therefore we believed that we ought to 

idee toe in accordance with existing law until that functionary is 
ed and ready to perform the duties of the office. 

With respect to the condition of the common fund for the support of 
the city, the committee uo we could facilitate the ation by 
authorizing the employment of a distributing clerk to go around to the 
one thousand or more laborers who may be employed in various parts 
of the District and take their wages to them twice a month, instead of 
once as now, and by paying them directly, as these men are employed 
a PEN of the time on one class of work and fora portion on another. 

ir. BELDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELDEN. Willthe gentleman please explain how the payments 
are made to which he has just referred and what check is kept upon 
this official? He takes his money and goes out upon the streets and 
pays one thousand or more men employed. How much salary does he 
get, how much allowance for horse hire, and how is his account settled 
with the District? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Alof these things will be explained in due season 
when we reach the bill in detail. It is sufficient explanation now to 
ray that the man who goesaround to pay the laborers or employés takes 
their receipt, and that he is himself required to givea large bond; and 
if my colleague on the committee had read the report of the committee 
he would have found a letter from the officer of the Depart- 
ment to whom we applied, to make sure that all the guards that could 
be thrown around the distribution of the fund had been put there, say- 
ing that the proviso which we inserted is ample, safe, and prudent in 
the distribution of this money. 

Now, in respect to gas and electric lighting, the attention of the 
House isasked particularly tothatsubject. When thematteris reached 
in the bill the committee will be glad to have a full discussion of it, 
as itis the most important item. We think it is worthy of a careful 
and full discussion in the House—in both branches of Congress—in 
the interest of the people as against the companies and in favor of the 
streets and highways, which I hope eventually, on my part, and as 
the committee on its part has endeavored for years to bring about, that 
the streets will be eventually used, not for the benefit of corporations, 
but as the property of the city, wherein electric-light wires, telephone 
wires, and subrailways may be ran in conduits, and leased at a large 
revenue to the city to those who perform the functions of communica- 
tion, be at communication or electric lighting, and that the large 
sums which go now to enrich private corporations may be turned into 
the public Treasury for the benefit of the whole people. 

On the last appropriation bill the Committee on Appropriations and 
the House voted for the creation of a commission to inquire into the 
facts and ascertain how best this could be done with safety to life and 
property, and whether it could be utilized as a source of revenue for 
the government of the District of Columbia. And the commission 
appointed by the President met some three or four days ago and com- 
menced their inguiry. 

Mr. McoMIL. . Let me ask the gentleman when this was author- 
ized, ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. On the appropriation bill for the current year. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How isit that they have only now commenced 


their investigation? 

Mr. McCO The bill probably passed in the latter part of Sep- 
tember—lI forget the exact date—and the men who wereappointed were 
an engineer officer in the Army, a professor of the Johns Hopkins Uni- 


versity, an expert in electricity, and a civil engineer from one of the 
Western cities, Mr. Rosewater, and from the time of their appointment, 

robably in November or December, I don’t know how long since the 
bill went into effect, until now this delay has occurred, the cause of 
which I donot know. It has not, however, been very long since they 
were ready to begin operations. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, what I want to bring to the attention of 
the gentleman from Maryland, and hear his reasons for, is why this 
provision is incorporated in the bill which virtually stops the extension 
of telephone and electric-light extension in this city? That is the ef- 
fect of this provision, as I understand it, absolutely. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. This provision is harsh and stringent, I will state 
to the gentleman, and the Committee on Appropriations are not ae 
committed to it. But inasmuch as Congress has twice before signifi 
its purpose to have all overhead wires put under ground, and has pro- 
vided a commission to ascertain whether the conduits under ground, 
when the streets were torn up and the city plowed by corporations for 
their profit, should not be constructed under the lowest bid by the city, 
or whether ornot one corporation should be allowed to tearup the streets 
right and left for this purpose without making some return for the 
privilege to the city. ; : 

We were anxious, as I apprehend, when I state it, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will be anxious, to prevent these 
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companies from seizing the whole city by running the private conduits 
of these corporations all oyer the town, by which course this predica- 
ment might happen, that the commission may report that itis entirely 
feasible that these wires be placed in Governnient conduits and then the 
conduits leased by the city, making a revenue for the support of the 
city, and yet before that, by the action of the commissioners, permits 
be given to plow and undermine the whole city with these conduits, 
and that these valuable franchises be given away gratuitonsly, to the 
great profit of these corporations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, if the gentleman— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, in doing that, I apprehend as the result of 
further examination that some modification of this provision may be 
advisabje. It is certainly a provision in the public interest to stop the 
tearing up of the streets. Some modification may be advisable. For 
my own part, I have tried to find out from the commission appointed, 
and the committee are now inquiring with respect to electrical con- 
dnits and subways, as to what is the best provision. It seems pretty 
certain that whatever provision be made here the House and Senate 
are bound to consider it over again; and when it gets into conference, 
if not now, some provision will be ingrafted, I doubt not, upon this 
bis and by that time, with further light, we perhaps can well and 
wisely discuss it better than we can just now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that under existing law you can impose terms upon these com- 
panies for their franchises without stopping the extension of the plants. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Well, the fact is that under existing law, as con- 
strued by the commissioners and their legal advisers, the companies 
have gone on and occupied the streets, miles and miles of them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Tf understand that the streets are occupied, but 
the right of taxation has not been given away. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That never has been given. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And hence it can be exercised without applying 
the drastic remedies you propose in this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The existing law, in the apprehension of this 
Committee on Appropriations, certainly, and I think in the apprehen- 
sion of every lawyer who examines the provision, does not contem- 
plate, and really forbids, that pending the investigation of this elec- 
trical commission, the streets should all be torn up inadvance, and the 
ground occupied, as to a considerable extent has been done already, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, the gentleman has been in charge of the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill for two sessions. This is the 
second session. He has been on the Committee on Appropriations for 
a good while. He lays much stress upon the propriety of taxing these 
franchises. 

I wish to know if it is not a fact that he, as chairman of that sub- 
committee, has not, in the past, made any effort to tax the still more 
yaluable franchise exercised by the street railroads that already ob- 
struct the streets and do more to impair their usefulness for carriage 
driving and for common transportation than these electrical compa- 
nies do. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. On the contrary, Iam very glad toinform the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that I have endeavored in season and out of sea- 
son to tax ‘and to lay burden upon the street-railroad companies and 
to make them give a revenue. I have done this by speeches on the 
floor, by motions, by amendments to appropriation bills, and, at this 
session, by an amendment, which I am glad to say passed this House, 
to compel them to give eight tickets for a quarter. And further, in 
the very last bill 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But that is not what Iam speaking of. The ac- 
tion which the gentleman proposes is to incorporate general legislation 
upon this appropriation bill to prevent the extension of electric-light 
and other franchises, telegraph, telephone, and so forth. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the amendment issusceptible of that con- 
struction; but he does not propose to change the law so as to tax them. 
I will go as far as he will in any measure to deriye a proper reyenue 
from them, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ifthe gentleman will read and consider the prop- 
osition, which in large part I had the honor to frame and which is 
now existing law, he will find that this commission is authorized to 
act in the most thorough and searching manner —— 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Butthe commissioners’ reportis not law. Ihave 
just read that. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Itstatesin a most definite manner how these con- 
duits can be owned and operated by the city, and how these companies 
can be made to pay & proper revenue for the support of the city, which 
I believe has been wronged for years in this matter. I belicve that 
no city or town of 10,000 or 50,000 people hasany right to barter away 
any right in any streeet, the air above, or the earth beneath, but that 

‘these privileges should be farmed out under public regulation to make 


a revenue for thesupportof the city. I donot believethe result should” 


be as it is here, where the stocks of these street railways have twice, 
thrice, and four times their par yalue in the public market. There- 
fore, for years I haye endeavored, with respect to the street railways, 
the telephone and the electric lines, and all these companies, to have 
legislation enacted whereby they shall be made to a reasonable 
tax, so that the city shall derive from them a just and proper revenue; 


- 


and in the brief time that I remain here I will be glad to continue it, 
and that, I believe, is the general purpose of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is certainly my information, as stated by 
the gentleman from Maryland. But what the people of the suburbs 
of the city have to complain of is that, whereas you go in the begin- 
ing and require the telephone company’s lines to be put underground, 
which is right, you next come and say to them that they shall be pit 
nowhere, which is wrong. I think the people of thiscity havea right 
to the inventions of the age and to their use. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask my colleague to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, for some three or four 
years it has been the effort of Congress in both bodies to have the over- 
head wires put underground. There has been avery general unanim- 
ity of sentiment in that purpose. In the last session of this Congress 
a proposition was incorporated in the District of Columbia appropri- 
ation bill for the appointment of a commission of three persons, who 
should recommend to Congress a system for putting all these overhead 
wires under ground. 

Before that became a law, the telephone company here made an ap- 
plication fora permit to extend its lines underground. It was putting 
all its wires under ground, in harmony with the policy of Congress, 
That application was made, I think, as early as April last, and the 
permit was granted some time in August—hefore the law was passed 
providing for a commission to fix upon a system. 

This provision would scem to be harsh as to the telephone company, 
which had this permit granted before the commission was appointed 
to fix upon a system, as it prevents them from reaching and serving 
citizens who desire the use of the telephone system. In respect to the 
electric-light companies, after that act was passed, after the commis- 
sion was provided for in the statute, they applied for permits, and per- 
mits seem to have been granted. During the recess they seemed to have 
rushed their work through and to haye taken possession of a great 
deal of the city where overhead wires were not. 

When this came to the notice of the subcommittee on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill they got up this’ proviso for the purpose 
of revoking these permits, feeling that the electric-light company had 
not treated Congress with the fairness that they should have done, and 
feeling that they appeared to be seeking to take control of the streets 
when Congress had just provided for a commission to adopt a system 
for putting the wires underground. When this amendment was 
adopted I was not aware that it also struck the telephone company and 
the permits that had been previously granted. 

That being a business which every citizen is interested in and needs 
the help of, I have felt myself, since the adoption of the amendment, 
seeing that it struck at the telephone company and took away from 
them the permits that had been granted—I felt the same as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee evidently does from his remarks, that pone we 
have gone too far in that, and that an amendment should be incorpo- 
rated, excepting the permits granted before the legislation referred to. 

I make this statement, so that the committee may exactly understand 
the situation; and it was the stimulant of this rushing in after the com- 
mission had been appointed that induced us to adopt the amendment 
which is incorporated in this bill. 

I now yield back my time to the gentleman from Maryland, chair- 
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I will say further, in addition to 
what my colleague has said, there is another modification which per- 
haps ought to be made, One is that the telephone company, ashehas 
stated, should be allowed under existing permits, perhaps, and under 
the control of the commissioners, to make a farther extension for pres- 
ent use; and the other is that this amendment or proviso should not 
prevent the laying of cables of streetrailways that propose to use them 
in place of horses. But certainly it is in the interest of the public that 
these streets should not all be given away, when Cougress has already 
by law provided that a commission shall decide whether the Govern- 
ment can not use them and make revenue from those streets, and shall 
report at the December session of the next Congress. 

It certainly would be very unwise and recreant in this committee or 
in Congress to allow the whole city to be overrun and taken upby the 
subwaysof all these companies, when afterawhile the Government may 
want to put down its own subways and lease them or allow them to 
be put down by companies. ~ 

That is all I desire to say about this bill at this time. : 

Mr. HOOKER. Before the gentleman yields the floor, I wish h 
would answer one question which I, but a temporary citizen of Wash- 
ington, feel interested in. I want to know whether this bill proyides 
for any exchange of tickets at all of the crossings of the street rail- 
roads in Washington. I observe, for instance, as to one line—the road 
known as the Belt Line—that there is no transfer given from the cars 
running on Pennsylvania avenue to that line. T desire to know why 
it is, and Task the gentleman from Maryland why they do not compel 
the railroads, in justice to the’people, to issue tickets so that one can pass 
from one car line to another. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will state to the gentleman that the change he 
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seeks, as he will see on reflection, properly belongs to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. We have no authority to legislate upon 
an-appropriation bill, and of course could not put that upon this bill. 

I am in sympathy with the gentleman, and such provision should 
be made by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I have no 
doubt they will bring in such a bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Before the gentleman passes from 
the bill I would like to ask him a question in reference to one matter. 
T notice on page 17 there is an appropriation made for lighting the 
streets. Now, is it not a fact that for a city of its size this is the worst 
lighted of any city in America? I see thata provision is made in this 
pill that the lights shall be burned at least three thousand hours dur- 

the year. I believe that is an advance of four hundred hours over 
previous legislation; but have the committee considered the feasibility 
of not being compelled any longer to depend for light at night upon an 
occasional infantile moon vainly trying to force its feeble rays through 
a densestratum of cloud, and provide in addition to that the light which 
a city of its size wants? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iagree to what my friend says, including the po- 
etry. [Laughter.] The hours have been extended. Three thousand 
hours is not long enough, but we thought it was the best that could 
be done in the existing condition of things, when other lights may su- 
persede gas, and when — 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But you provide at the same 
time for a contract extending for three years—— 

Mr. BELDEN. Knowing at the same time that there is only one 
gas company that can bid and that they bid under a combination. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Incceptthesuggestion. Iknow 
nothing about the facts, but I have no doubt the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELDEN] does. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When the time comes we will show—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Permit me to finish my ques- 
tion, please, which was interrupted by the interpolation on the part of 
the gentleman from New York, an interpolation not resented but wel- 
comed by me, but an interpolation all the same. You provide for a 
contract for three years. Now, is there any provision in that contract 
for the lengthening from year to year of the number of hours ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The contract is a most advantageous one, and 
cheaper than—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ido not care to discuss that ques- 
tion now. We would differ about that at once. My question is—— 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say what I desire to 
say on the question of the subways at this time and in this connec- 
tion. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam almost through. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will answer my friend at this time—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. My question is this: Does that 
contract provide for a lengthening of the hours in each of these three 

ears? 

4 Mr. McCOMAS. It will entirely remove the anxiety of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] and the misconception of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] to say that under this bill 
the District of Columbiais not bound to use a single gas lamp, notone. 
The contract only provides that when they do use them they shall, fora 
period of three years, pay for them at this rate. Now, the estimate of 
the commissioners is that there will be used in this city for years to 
come a number of gas lamps amounting tomany thousands; but there 
is no guaranty as to how many shall be used. For instance—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I am not speaking about the 
number of lamps; I am speaking about the number of hours. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Itis estimated that 5,375 gas lamps will be used 
in 1893 and that 5,375 will be used in 1895—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have read that. I know all 


that. 

My. McCOMAS, And if they use 300, for example, they pay the 
reduced price and get the 400 hours per annum in addition. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But, as the gentleman knows, 
I am not talking about the price; I am talking about the length of time 
of the illumination. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, as to that, theillumination in this city was 
1,700; it was raised to 2,000, and then to 2,600; and by this bill wé 
have raised it, for about the same price, to 3,000 hours. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And you tie if up at that for 
three years. n 
- Mr. McCOMAS. Notatall. You can havea light for 4,000 hours 
if you will pay for it. 

Mr. BELDEN. Butyonu let the contract for three years at 3,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No. You can have it for 4,000 hours if you choose 
to pay forit. This bill simply provides that this price shall be paid 
for 3,000 hours. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I must not consume too much of the time at 
this stage; so I will reserve the remainder of my time. We will dis- 
cuss this gas and electric light question and this railway question when 
we come to the parts of the bill providing for them, and we shall then 
be prepared to give the House as full information upon all those ques- 
tions as we possibly can. 


Mr. SPINOLA. How much per lamp do you propose to pay ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will answer that later on. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wanted toask the gentleman from Maryland a 
question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will answer it later. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, how much time have 
we consumed, including the five minutes yielded to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FLOWER] ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Then, Mr, Chairman, I reserve the remainder of m; 
time except the five minutes given to the gentleman from New Yor! 
[Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, from my experience in connection 
with the subject of electric-light, telephone, and telegraphic wires and 
power wires for electric currénts, I believe that the provision in this 
bill for a commission to see thatthese various wires are properly placed 
under ground is wise. I believe that this franchise of placing wires un- 
der ground is one which ought not to be given away at this time to any 
company or any number of companies. If the franchise be given with- 
out limitation a company of this kind can dig up your streets at pleas- 
ure, and when they once get their subways down that is the end of 
your control over the matter. 

Let me illustrate. The patents-of the Bell Telephone Company ex- 
pire, most of them, within a year or two, If that company gets its 
subways underground it can continue to charge us $6 or $12 a month, 
as the case may be, for the use of a telephone; and no other company 
could compete with them because they would have the control of these 
subways. The case is the same with the telegraph. The Bell Tele- 
phone Company or the Western Union Telegraph Company or any ex- 
isting electric-light company, if granted the right to these subways, 
could control the business forever and charge what they please, with- 
out regard to the rival companies which might desire to compete with 
them, 

Other companies desiring to carry on these branches of business will 
be formed in the future; therefore it isnot right that the present compa- 
nies have power to create a monopoly by using all the space in our 
streets. e city should get, if necessary, a partof the rental, as some 
compensation for the taxation which it hasto pay for making good streets. 
As the Government of the United States isin a certain sense in partner- 
ship with the District governmentin this city, it might be well that these 
two authorities should lay these subways and receive the rental for 
them, so that any company hereafter desiring a similar franchise would 
not be excluded from carrying on its business. 

This was not done in New York, because there was a company or- 
ganized under a charter of the State Legislature. But when the con- 
tract was drawn with that company, I as president of the board before 
which the subject came made this point: That a certain amount of the 
profits of the business should go in the first place to the men who put 
their money into the enterprise; that, if any profit beyond that from 
the use of the wires or the rental of the subways should accrue, one- 
third should go to the city, one-third to the company, and one-third 
be returned to the citizens or companies whose patronage sustained the 
business. 

Here we can make a better arrangement for the city and for the 
Government. We can allow to the men who put their money in these 
subways or a subway company a certain amount of the profits and the 
city togetthe balance; but this commission provided forin the billshould 
see to it that any company desiring hereafter the use of the subways 
should not be debarred by a monopoly previously created. In this 
way these companies will not control your streets, but you will control 
them yourselves. 

It is only a question of time when the electric current will be used 
for supplying power to printing presses, street railroads, etc,, and for 
furnishing almost all the light power required in this country. Sub- 
ways will be needed for these purposes; and this commission should 
pronide for that matter, so that the electric currents may be safely con- 
trolled. 

Mr. Chairman, this question of laying electrical subways was one 
which bothered the electricians and the inventors of the country; but 
when our board laid down the plain proposition that electric currents 
would work under gromad in cables properly insulated, no matter 
whether in clay, in glass, in wood, in iron, in asphalt, or in brick, so 
that the pick of the workman and the inflowof water would not inter- 
fere with them; that cables thus properly insulated would carry cur- 
rents at least 15 miles under ground unobstructed—when we stated 
this proposition, although there were four hundred and twenty patents 
on processes for laying wires under'ground, no person interested in any 
of these processes objected to the proposition or disputed the practica- 
bility of the proceeding; and the truth of this proposition has been 
demonstrated, not only in this country, but in Great Britain and in 
Germany. 

From Berlin to Metz and Strassburg, cables covered with steel 
jackets are laid right on the ground, and no harm arises. The ques- 
tion is simply one of insulation. 

This is a question which the proposed commission should look into, 
The more experts there are on the commission the longer it will take 
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to finish the investigation; the more business men there are on the 
commission the quicker and the better the work will be done. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. The report of this commission is to be made by 
the first day of the next session. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope the report will be made as soon as possible, 
because I am in favor of dealing with this question speedily by proper 
legislation. I believe that when the subject iso nce properly treated 
the people will be accommodated. In Chicago they have subways laid 
in asphalt, an air-tight box being used. The whole telephone system 
in Chicago is under ground; and you can get the time of day from any 
station in the city with accuracy, and have no trouble by the crossing 
of wires nor from induction. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The difficulty is that the asphalt will rot. It is 
stated that cement is better. 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, either of those or a great variety of other 
materials will do the work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] 
desires to make some remarks on this bill, and he can not be here to- 
morrow. I therefore yield him fifteen minutes or so much time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the first 
page of this bill; and I would like to know whether any lawyer or 
man who has ever had anything to do with the business management 
of a city can tell what it means, No one can understand what these 
clerks are for or what they are todo. As you go through the bill you 
find provisions in three or four places for contingent expenses. You 
find provisions for horseshoes, for the register of wills, and for oil 
lamps all mixedtogether. [Laughter.] Nomancan understand such 
a bill. You may ask questions of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McCoxas] from now till doomsday, and if your experienceis like mine 
you will not know any more after he is through than you did before. 
He will answer you with more words than any man I ever saw, but 
he will not explain the items of this bill. 

No one will be able to learn anything about bills for the District of 
Columbia. The bill is prepared by a subvommittee and is submitted 
to a general committee. ‘Theother members of the committee are told 
"We are in a hurry to get through with it to-night; we understand all 
about it; it is all right.” 

I confess I have never read this bill through, because it would be 
useless to do so without explanations that I have not been able to ob- 
tain. 


There is no member who can get any satisfactory information in re- 

to many of the District of Columbia appropriations. Ifyou go to 

e Botanical Gardens nearest the Capitol any time, even in the mid- 
dle of the day, the chances are that the superintendent in charge of 
the money to be disbursed for that purpose is not in a condition to 
transact business. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana.. We will investigate that next session. 

si SPINOLA. What kindofaplant would youcallhim? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BELDEN. I have asked to have the matter investigated in the 
committee; I have asked to have it looked into; I have taken all the 
steps that I could take to correct what I believed to bea wrong, but was 
told that if I would tell the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
what items I wanted to investigate the committee would look intothe 
matter. Now, that I did not propose to do. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Who is responsible for the appointment 
of this man? 

Mr. BELDEN. I do not know. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Let me say to the gentleman that there is nota 
dollar in the bill for the Botanical Garden. : 

Mr. BELDEN. And I repeat, Mr. Chairman, if noy one asks for 
any information of the gentleman in charge of this bill, they will all 
have the same experience that Mr. MCMILLIN had. Youcan not tell 
where the clerks are to be employed, or for what purpose, or how they 
are to be paid, or anything about it. 

Now, it is not necessary to make an appropriation for a city, that 
ought to be a model city, in such a way that no man can understand 
it, On the third page of the bill you will find the most extraordinary 
relief bill I ever heard of. This language is embodied there: 


Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and 
directed to re-examine the accounts of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lnumbia accruing since July, 1878, and prior to March 6, 1883, and credit thesame 
with all such disbursements and expenditures made in „ heretofore 
suspended or disallowed in settlementof the same, wherein it shall satisfactorily 
a that the money was paid to smoploy ee of the District prior to their dis- 

rge, and for goods sold and delivered, work and labor done, materials fur- 
nished, or services rendered to the District in accordance with contracts and 
ments made in good faith on behalf of the District, and also to adjust and 
settle equitably said accounts, allowing all payments made in settlement of 
ae ree the District, and for expenses incurred in good faith on account 
of the ict. 


Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BELDEN. Certainly. 

Mr, ROGERS. Yon will agree that that language is broad enough 
to enable these parties to disburse all the money that is in the Treasury? 


Mr. BELDEN. Certainly; aman can do anything he pleases under 
that provision. It is the most extraordinary relief bill I ever heard of, 
I never saw anything like it, and yet I have had some experience in 
relief bills. 

I have never scen such an andaciousstep asthis. [Laughter.] You 
will not allow a plain, practical bill, defining clearly theamount due, to 
go through this House, and there are three or four thousand of them 
pending. You can not get relief for any of the claimants before Con- 
gtess; but yet you have one which this committee have inserted in this 
bill, a relief measure that, to say the least, is extraordinary. Now, I 
am not a lawyer and do not pretend to be one, but I do ask any mem- 
ber present if he thinks such a measure should be inserted in an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Lot me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BELDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BREWER. Has the gentleman any information as to what 
these claims were ? 
Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. BREWER. 
Mr, BELDEN. 
Mr. BREWER. 
Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. BREWER, 

framed this bill ? 

Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. BREWER. 
prepared the bill? 

Mr. BELDEN. No; Iwasnota member. Andsince the gentleman 
is on the committee and knows the facts, I will say that there never 
was a chance to get an explanation from the committee erstand- 
ingly of any of these items. He knows very well that no man except 
those on the subcommittee knows much about the matter. 

Mr, BREWER. Was there not a hearing of all parties in explana- 
tion of what these were? 

Mr. BELDEN. That I do not know. It was done by a subcom- 
mittee, and the subcommittee makes its report and comes in and says 
to the general committee, “* This is all right.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BREWER. I Sad ah from what the gentleman was saying 
that he was a member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. BELDEN. No, I was not. x 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But he isa member of the full com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BELDEN. Yes, I am. If I was to be a member under some 
circumstances, when the District bill comes up I would do as I have 
before said, get one of these wooden Indians in front of cigar stores and 
seth him up tostandin my place. He woulddojustaswell. [Laugh- 


Mr. McCOMAS. He would probably attend better. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. So faras the work of the committee 
is concerned he would bea great improvement. I never knew the gen- 
tleman to do a stroke of work on the committee. We spent two days 
studying the bill in the full committee and the gentleman was not 
there an hour. 

Mr, BELDEN. When there was an aqueduct in progress of con- 
struction here, which proved to be one of the most stupendous frauds 
in the United States, and the Appropriations Committee had charge of 
and knew all about it, when the time comes in the last days of theses- 
sion the gentleman from Maryland takes up a bill and provides for the 
water in another way, and you never heara word aboutthe fraud. He 
is very familiar with the District of Columbia and its affairs, but he 
forgets about the frauds that have been committed. 

Mr.McCOMAS. Does not the gentleman know that the proposition 
he speaks of was an act of Congress, and that the Committee on Appro- 

riations only makes the appropriation in pursuance of the existing 
Taw ? Does he not know that this was from the joint committee which 
made a substitute proposition to supply the water, and the Committee 
on Appropriations carried it out? 

Mr. BELDEN. i know very well that all the information we could 
get in regard to the matter amounted to nothing. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman—— 

+ TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairsuggests that the gentleman from New 
York has not yielded to an interruption. 

Mr. ROGERS. I believe the gentleman from New York will yield 
to me for a question. 

Mr. BELDEN. Yes, sir; I yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam very much obliged to the Chair; I understood 
the gentleman had yielded some time ago, 

Tke CHAIRMAN, -The Chair did not. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman’s attention to 
page 17 of the bill, where $115,000 is to be ded under the head 
of ‘‘Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning,” and have him give us an ex- 


planation of it, s 2 
Mr. Chairman, as I have understood in the commit- 


I have not. 

Was there a hearing? ‘ 

I do not know. 

Has the gentleman investigated any cf them ? 

I bave not. : 
Were you a member of the subcommittee that 


I was not, 
You were not a member of the subcommittee that 


Mr. BELDEN. l 
tee, the only explanation was that they had a letting, and had it fora 
series of years, and the contractors combined to put up the price morg 
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than it had ever heen before, and then the contract was let for a num- 
ber of years, and then they divided it up among themselves, 

Mr. ROGERS. Does that meet with your approval è 

Mr. BELDEN. I can notsay thatit does, Now, that is the reason 
that I wanted a discussion of this bill; the reason why I did not think 
. that debate ought to be cut off. z 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will ask if the gentleman has introduced any 
hill to correct that evil. 

Mr. BELDEN. I will tell you what I asked for was a resolution in 
the committee to allow these matters to be investigated; and after a 
grave consideration I was told that it would be done if I would pre- 
sent what I wanted to prove to the gentleman from Maryland { Mr. 
McComas], and if he thought it was right to have it investigated it 
would be done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Perhaps the gentleman would like to be in- 
forraed—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from New York will allow 
the gentleman from Maryland to explain. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. BELDEN. Yes; I will yield if he can tell anything abont this 
bill. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS, ‘The trouble about the gentleman from New York, 
and the reason for his wanting enlightenment is that he does not at- 
tend the committee, he is not with the committee, he does not hear the 
explanations, he does not watch the proceedings of Congress, and if he 
had he would have known that upon my own motion a proposition 
was put in here at the last Congress, in this House, on this bill, to limit 
the price of street-sweeping, and that it passed through this House, to 
hold down the expenditure in that regard, and to bring the contractor 
to terms who I thought was getting too much money for sprinkling 
and-sweeping; it passed this House on my motion, cutting down that 
item. The amendment was stricken out in the Senate afterward, and 
I confess upon the proper ground that as the contract had been let le- 
gally, it must be carried out. 

Mr. BELDEN. New, if the gentleman will allow me, I did not 
yield to the gentleman for a speech. ~I will ask questions about the 
matters that I want to know about. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that contract was let in violation of law we 
could have annulled the contract. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York declines to yield. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow me to ask 
him a question—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BELDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask him with regard to another provision 
of the bill, which strikes meas questionable. On page 12, the first 
proviso relates to new sidewalks on streets now undergoing permanent 
improvement. It provides that the cost shall be levied upon the owner 
of the abutting property. Iam informed that heretofore the cost has 
been paid ont of the contingent fund. Therefore, if a certain portion 
of the city has been improved and a certain other portion of the city 
has not been improved, it strikes me that the owners of property 
not yet improved, having in the course of years been paying out of 
their pockets for the building of sidewalksin the part of the city which 
has been improved; if that is true, that the northwestern portion of 
this city, where the wealthy people live, has been improved, and the 
other portion of the city has not been improved, then it seems to me 
that this is an additional and an unjust burden on the ownersof prop- 
erty in the less prosperous portions of the city. 1 will ask the gentle- 
man whether, as a member of the committee, he has had his attention 
called to that. 

Mr. BELDEN. That can be better answered by the framer of the 
bill, who has charge of it, and I will suggest to you that you will prob- 
ably get him to explain in a great many words and you will not know 
any more about it when you are done. That has been my case. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield to me again—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from New York has anything 
but words—— 

Mr. BELDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BELDEN. Iremember informing the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] some months ago that the street-cleaning con- 
tract was let by the square foot. and that the street-cleaners swept 
whenever they hada mind to, that they swept sometimes when there was 
no dirt, and that there was no possible way of detecting or knowing 
how much was done, except by some one man that kept the account 
in his pocket. A man would keepa little memorandum in his pocket, 
and put it in after two or three days, saying that this man swept so 
many thousand feet or so many streets. Iasked him if that was busi- 
AGEN and now I ask him if he has remedied it in the appropria- 
tion bill. 


The gentleman from Maryland will 


Mr. McCOMAS. I will inform the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, that 
Iam not by law a commissioner of the District of Columbia, but—— 

Mr, BELDEN. Ah! 

Mr. McCOMAS, Let me answer your question, now you have put 
it and need information on this subject. I haye endeavored in every 
way to put down the price of street-cleaning here, because I was not 
satisfied that it was well done and cheaply done. 

Mr. BELDEN. Mind you, he does not answer the question I asked 
him, Iknew he would go off on something else. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I went tothe commissioners and asked them, 
as the gentleman himself, if he had known the law, would have gone 
to them with his complaints about the street-cleaning. 

Mr. BELDEN. You see, gentlemen, how he answers me. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the committee see how active this gentleman 
is. Now, it has been observed that when we want a model reformer, 
sweet and clean and pure, with experience large and ample—— 

Mr. BELDEN.- I yielded to the gentleman, you know, for an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. McCOMAS (continuing). We ought to go to some place elso 
than to the gentleman from New York, withall his experience in these 
matters—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentlemen from New York [Mr. 
BELDEN ] has expired. A 

Mr. BELDEN. Now, you have heard my question, gentlemen. I 
asked how he guarded against an unwise expenditure of money, and to 
know how the street-cleaning was done. You have heard his answer. 
It is something about reformers. Ido not know what it is exactly. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I ask a quarter of a minute in which to further 
tell my colleague on the committee [Mr. BELDEN] something more 
about this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You have all the time you want. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I want only a quarter of a minute now. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I yield the floor, Mr. Chairman, for the gentle- 
man to take it out of his own time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] 
who talked here to-day about this bill has never examined the bill, 
he has never attended the meetingsof the committee, and he has been 
more than once urged by the committee in this connection—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question 
oforder. Is it in order to tell what has taken place in committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. |The Chair thinks itis not. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Well, I withdraw that. I say this, however, that 
the subcommittee examined this bill with great assiduity and care, 
calling man after man in every department, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, and the bill etands here on these matters as the joint product of 
the subcommittee and the full committee. Now, if it has not been 
enlightened by the attention and consideration and wisdom of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN], that is not the fault of the com- 
mittee. ’ 

But, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman desires to arrange by lawa 
system of contracts and street regulations, if he will go to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, whose room is just beyond that aisle, 
he can there put in his bill and haveit considered. The gentleman has 
been in Congress for four years. How many bills has heintroducedto 
restrict these corporations and these bids and stop this had sweeping? 
Yet we find him now, late in the day, late in this Congress, after we 
have borne the burden and heat of the battle, trying to keep these cor- 
porations within bounds in respect to lights and in respect to streets 
and in respect to all these matters, coming in hereand criticising a bill 
which he has not read and whose very provisions he does not under- 
stand when he does read them, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to know if it is in order to 
move to recommit this bill to the committee in order that they may 
agree aboutit. [Laughter] - > 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELDEN]. 

Mr. BELDEN. You will observe when I started I told you if you 
asked the gentleman a question about this bill you would get a great 
many words and not know anything in the end. [Laughter.] You 
certainly see that, 

Now, there has been much stress laid upon my not attending the 
meetings of the committee; but I appear to'have found out enough to 
be able to ask a great many things that the gentleman has failed to 
answer, In the next place, if [have not attended the meetings of the 
committee as much as the gentleman has, it is because of a fact which 
I will state. 

Early in the last session I made a statement to the committee, after 
Thad looked over all these things, that it appeared to me that this Dis- 
trict was badly governed, that it was at ‘‘loose ends,” and that there 
were a great many things thatought to be corrected. Iasked that they 
should appoint a committee to make an investigation of the matter so 
that we could make these appropriations understandingly. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] chairman of the 
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subcommittee, opposed this, flew all to pieces, and said that he would 
not go on thatcommittee. Oh,no! no! But nobody hadasked him to 
goonit. [Laughter.] He refused to goonsuchacommittee, After two 
or three days of weighty consideration, he waited upon me and in- 
formed’ me that my resolution was submitted to the subcommittee, and 
that if I would appear before the committee and tell them what I 
wanted to examine, they would take theresolution into consideration. 
Now, that is literally true. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And did the gentleman ever appear? 

Mr. BELDEN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I replied that I could not 
know the remedy to apply until there had been an investigation; that 
there was no other way by which toinform myself, and thereisno other 
means you can take but that. The gentleman himself does not know 
anything about it. Markit, and remember what I havesaid. I think 
I have already shown enough to prove that there are defects in this 
bill. It is all ‘mixed up” [laughter], and the best lawyerof you can 
not read it and tell what it means or what all the appropriations are 
for, how they are to be expended, or what the different clerks are to 
do, how accounted for or adjusted; and here in their bill is an act of 
relieffor somebody, and yet the gentleman is finding fault with me for 
calling attention toit. [Laughter.] $ 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman is not well in- 
formed he has himself to blame for it, for he has had two years of op- 
portunity to know what is in these bills. At the proper time, I,with 
other gentlemen on both sides of this House, members of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, will be glad to tell the gentleman and the 
House what we do know about this bill; that it isa good and proper 
bill, agreed to by both Republicans and Democrats, that it is in the 
public interest and for the public relief. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me just 
one remark? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We will all be glad if the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BELDEN] will give the committee the benefit of 
his large knowledge by offering amendments to perfect this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This will soon be over, and in the next Congress we 
will make proper provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to yield toa 
motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Not just now. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Frrcu]. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maryland, the 
chairman of the committee, has said that the member from New York 
[Mr. BELDEN] had not read this bill: He has read to the House here 

. one portion of this bill which is to my mind the most extraordinary 
provision that I ever saw in a bill, and the criticism which the gentle- 
man from New York has made here lias simply been answered by a 
criticism of him, and not of his argument. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That is true. 3 

Mr, FITCH. So far as he is concerned} we in New York know that 
he was one of the most successful mayors of a large city that we have 
eyer had in this country, and that his business enterprise and his man- 
agement of the affairs of that municipality place him above the criti- 
cism of any chairman of a committee who can put into an appropria- 
tion bill a relief bill of this kind, which nobody can tell what it is 
meant for or whom it isintended to relieve. Iwantto read itagain to 
this House. Itis not necessary to appeal even to this committee to see 
what is its meaning. 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
re-examine the accounts of the commissioners of the District of Columbia ac- 
cruing since July, 1878, and priorto March 6.1883, and credit the same with all 
such disbursements and expenditures made in jrood faith heretofore suspended 
or disallowed in settlement of the same. 

This is an item that can cover disallowed expenditures, and here un- 
der cover of this appropriation bill they are putin a position where 
they could be reallowed. That is done for somebody, it is done for 
some reason, and itis very evident that the gentleman in charge of 
this bill, when he ¢riticises the member from New York, ought not to 
talk about the region where he comes from, but what he says about 
aa own bill, which we find to-day has init this disgraceful pro- 

on. 

Mr. MCCOMAS rose. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] 
has the floor. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the gentleman in charge of the bill desires to 
be heard further now, I do not object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Frrca] ought 
to know that the provision which he has just criticised is a provision 
in an appropriation bill which was passed for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and passed by a Democratic House. 

Mr. FITCH. Ido not care anything about that. That does not 
make any difference. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Wait till I get through. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Frtcn] was 
a Republican then, so he has a right to criticise the action of that Dem- 
ocratic House. [Laughter.] 


Mr. McCOMAS, I know he was a Republican then; but I am talk- 
ing to the gentleman now when he is a Democrat, for this, I believe, 
is his Democratic year. ' 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, and I am proud of it, 

Mr. McCOMAS. In that appropriation bill the provision is the same 
as it is in this bill, To illustrate this point, take for instance the use 
of the word ‘‘ex-commissioner.’’ It was found that the board of com- 
missioners having two new members and one old one fora term of four 
years, when one of the old members held over, the Comptroller ruled 
that, although certain accounts were just and right, yet because one 
of the old members of the board held over in a new board, it was not 
a board of ex-commissioners, and therefore these accounts could not be 
audited. The subcommittee and the full committee went over, item 
by item, the few remaining unaudited accounts—— 

Mr. FITCH. How much did they amount to? 

Mr. McCOMAS. About $18,000. 

Mr. FITCH. To whom are they payable? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They amount in all to about $19,000, being sums 
of money paid out by the commissioners who held office from the founda- 
tion of the District government, in 1878, down to 1883, 

Mr. FITCH, ‘They were subsequently disallowed, were they not? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They were disallowed for the reason—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They were disallowed at the time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. They were disallowed because, although the money 
had been properly expended for the Government, they were technically 
not covered; for during those four years Mr. Lydecker, who was in the 
old board, had been holding over as commissioner. 

Mr. BELDEN. That is the same man who had charge of the work 
on the aqueduct. 

Mr. FITCH. Were those expenditures on account of work npon the 
aqueduct? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Nota dollar. WhatI am saying is this: Mr. Ly- 
decker was a member of the board of commissioners, and the Comp- 
troller held that this referred to accounts of ex-commissioners, I 
want to say that gentlemen on this committee, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, went over these items amounting to $19,000; and I will have 
here to-morrow from the Treasury Department the accounts which are 
here included. Because the money has been spent for the District of 
Columbia, because it was a just and proper expenditure, because the 
House and the Senate put it in the bill before, we have repeated the 
provision as it stands in the law passed four years ago, in order that 
these accounts may be closed, the accounts from 1878 down to 1883, 
and no longer. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Are there any aqueduct accounts in those? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. None whatever—not one cent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman how much has been 
audited under the first act to which he referred and how much is esti- 
mated as unaudited. 

Mr. McCOMAS. There is noestimate atall; but we have theitems, 
and they amount to the sum of $19,000. For instance, these items re- 
late in part to the pay of policemen who were not on duty on account 
of sickness. Because of a technical reason it was held that the amount 
paid to these policemen could not be allowed, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Could not all these accounts have been andited 
under the former statute? . 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir; the Comptroller was before us. We sent 
for the proper officers of the Treasury Department; and they said that 
while these allowances were no doubt proper and just, further language 
would be required in the law to cover the members of the other board, 
and the money must be shown to have been spent in faith under 
contract in pursuance of existing Jaw and for the benefit of the District. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There has been no auditing, then, under the first law? 

Mr. McCOMAS, Oh, ‘yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman to say there had not. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. All the accounts have been audited except these, 
amounting to $19,000, 

Mr. CLEMENTS resumed the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McCosras] has occupied fifty minutes and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia twenty. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion wes agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R, 
12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the goy- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I moye to adjourn, but will yield fora momentto 

the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, THOMPSON]. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk, 

The SPEAKER.. Does the gentleman from Maryland withdraw his 
motion to adjourn? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not withdraw the motion con- 
ditionally. Does he withdraw the motion? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do, for a moment. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill which the gentleman from Ohio asks con- 
sent to consider will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a public 

s building at Portsmouth, Ohio. 


Beit enacted,etc,, That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Portsmouth, 
Ohio, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $85,000, and that sum is hereby 
fixed ns the limit ofcost for the erection of said building, dow eles site. 

Src. 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
ws tithe hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of sai 

uilding. 

Sec. 3. Thatthe additional sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury nototherwise appropriated, to be used 
nnd expended for the purposes provided in this act. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds were read, as follows: 

Inline 6, section 1, strike out “eighty-five” and insert ‘' seventy-five.” 

In line 1, section 3, strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ fifteen,” 

The Pp AERE Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what is the amount of the 
proposed increase?, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the whole amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Seventy-five thousand dollars, being an increase 
of315,000 over the amount heretofore fixed. 

Mr, SPINOLA. ‘That is just $25,000 more than I hayeasked for the 
monument. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Lhope the gentlemanfrom New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
will not object to this bill, because I want to get these little matters 
out of the way, so that we can take up the Hot Springs bill. I hope 
nobody will object. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON] goes 
out of Congress yery soon, as I do. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded to 
consider the same. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Buildingsand 
Grounds were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en ed, it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STAUNTON, VA. 


Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2082) for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Staunton, Va.- This bill has already passed the Senate and has 


„been reported favorably by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds of this House. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a site, and cause to be 
‘erected thereon asubstantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaul 
for the use and accommodation of the post office and internal-revenue office, an 
for other Goyernment uses, at the city of Staunton, Va. The site and building 
thereon, when opea upon the plansand specifications to be previously made 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in costthesum 
of $75,000; nor Bhall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of 
the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum 
herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have 
been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor 
plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
volving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $75,000 for site and building; 
and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended untila valid title to the said site 


- shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Virginia shall cede to 


the United States exclusye psieticion over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal laws ofsaid State and the service of civil process therein, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the right to object, I would like to hear 
the report of the House committee read. 

The report (by Mr, DARLINGTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2082) entitled “A bill for the erection of a public building at Staunton, 
Va., which the Senate of the United States December 2, 1890, respect- 
fully report the same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The city of Staunton is the center of the great industrial development in the 
upper Shenandoah Valley of Virginia, where large business enterprises con- 
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verge and radiate in different directions for 100 miles. It is the largest’ and 
most important bn, fo the Valley of Virginia. 5 

Your committee beg leave to adoptas a of their report the reportand ex- 
hibits filed therewith of the Senate committee, and ask that the House bill No. 
923, which is entirely similar to the Senate bill, be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The report as read does not furnish the informa- 
tion I desire. Will the gentleman state the population of Staunton? 

Mr. TUCKER. ‘The'population of the city of Staunton is between 
nine and ten thousand, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this building for a post office simply ? 

Mr. TUCKER. Fora post office, internal-revenue offices, and dis- 
trict attorney’s office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no United States court there? 

Mr. TUCKER. No court is held there. 

aie DINGLEY. What are the gross receipts of the post office an- 
nually? 

Mr. TUCKER. Nearly $24,000; and I have astatement in my desk 
showing that during the past year the gross receipts of that office have 
increased over $3,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Docs the gentleman remember the net amount 
after deducting the expenses of the oflice ? 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be noobjection. This isa very 
flourishing city and one indicative of the progress of the ‘‘ New South.”’ 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the bill; 
and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned and also moved that the motion. to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill 923, sim- 
ilar in substance to the Senate bill just passed, will be laid on the 
table. 

There was no objection, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BERGEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill I send to the desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

k a tl vat R. 7663) to increase the appropriation for a public building at Cam- 
n, N. J. 5 > 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. HOLMAN, and others demanded the regu- 

lar order. 

Mr. BERGEN. Why not give one on this side? Two recognitions 
have been had on the other. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, only one. It is just even now. 

Mr. BERGEN. This is a mere extension. We have $30,000 worth 
of property there and we can notimprove it. Itis only proposed to 
extend the limit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will see it involves another recognition 
on this side. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the Houze adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
LEGISLATIVE NEEDS OF ALASKA. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of the 
proceedings of a convention recently held in the Territory of Alaska 
to consider certain legislative needs of the Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON; 

Resolved, That on Thursday, January 22, 1891, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, the House will proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
13050, introduced by Mr. RICHARDSON, entitled “A bill to equalize taxation and 
impose an income tax ;"’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. ENLOE: 


Whereas the President of the United States did, on the 5th day of January, 
1891, transmit tothe two Houses of Congress copies of a correspondence then 
recergly exchanged between the Government of Her Britannic Majesty and 
that of the United States, and growing out of the capture by the United States 
of certain Bri vessels in the Behring Sea; and 

Whereas it appears from such correspondence that the Government of Her 
Britannic ety towed did, on or about the 2d day of August last, offer to refer to 
impartial arbitration the question of legality of said captures and tho issues that 
depend upon such question; and 
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Whereas it further appears from such co dence that the Government 
of the United States did, on or about the 17th day of December last, communi- 
cale tothe Government of Her Britannic SENS certain questions prouceed for 
the consideration and determination of such arbitrator as might mutually 
chosen by the two Governments pursuant to the hereinbefore-mentioned offer 
of Her Britannic Majesty’s Government; and 

Yhereas it pede by the public records and ee yen the Supreme 
Court of the United States that, on or about the 12th day of Jan , 1891, Her 
Britannic Majesty's attorney-general of Canada did submit to and file with said 
court a tion for a writ of Peon to annul the judicial proceedings 
taken and had in one of the inferior courts of the: United States growing out of 
one of the capturesaforesaid; and 

Whereas it i pee from said suggestion so submitted and filed that the 

‘ounds of said suggestion are identical with the questions or issues pro} 

: y Ge two ee for examination and determination by impartial arbi- 
ration; an 

Whereas it appears from the said suggestion so submitted and filed asafore- 
said that the said suggestion was presented with the knowledge of the Impe- 
rial Government of Great Britain; and 


Whereas it appears that the offer to refer the questions growing out of the 
captures aforesaid to im lal arbitration has not been withdrawn by the Gov- 
ernment of Her Britannio Majesty, but that said ofter is now and still pending 


between the said Government and that of the United States and is still the sub- 
ject of eee negotiations and proceedings by and between the said Gov- 
ernments: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the con- 
duct and action of the Imperial Government of Great Britain in authorizing 
and approving the submission and filing of the aforementioned suggestion to 
and in the court aforesaid are without tae ie prejudicial to the comity of 
nations and to the amicable conduct of International relations, and in deroga- 
tion of the dignity of the Government of the United States, 

Resolved further, That the President be tested to communicate a copy of 
this resolution to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, if in his judgment 
such communication be not inimical to the public interest; 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. BARNES: 


Whereas since the Secretary of War under date of February 17, 1890, trans- 
mitted to the House of Representatives a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
of «late of February 15, 1890, together with the report of Lieut. O. M. r, 
Corps of Engineers, upon the survey of the Savannah River above Augusta, as 
found in Executive Document, H. R. No. 213, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 
there has been a further report of the survey of said river prepared, together 
with maps of survey of the said river between the cities of Augusta and Savan- 


nah: Therefore 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War bo requested totransmit tothe House of 8 


Representatives the completed report of saidsurvey, including said maps of sur- 
vey of said river between Augusta and Savannah; 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7327) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of P.S.Schuyler, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3454)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse: 
ie A bill (H. R. 12704) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry. (Report 
No. 3455, 

X ae H. R. 10990) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps. (Report 
No. 3456. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 13080) to t a pension to Nancy Jane 
Knetsar, of Moline, Ill., accompanied by a report (No. 3457)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. ` 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably the 
following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams. (Report 
No. 3458. ) 

A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston. (Report 
No. 3459. 4 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported with amendmentthe bill of the House (H. R. 12405) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to mt leases or licenses for the nse of water 

wer on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3460)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fayor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline 
E. Gray, accompanied by a report (No. 3461)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: x ` 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Amelia T. Seywert—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. a 
Under clause 3 of*Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13130) for the cs- 


tablishment of a lighthouse at Hillsborough Inlet, Florida—to the 
Committee on Commerce, : 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R.13131) toauthorize 
the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy River at certain points where the same forms the 
boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 13182) to secure the relinquish- 
ment of all claim or interest of the Cherokee Indians to lands in the 
Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude, known 
aan Outlet, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr, LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13133) to amend an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service, 
and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879,” ap- 
proved June 4; 1878—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13134) to divide the 
State of Kentucky into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 13145) for the 
establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 13135) granting a pension to Mary s 


Catherine Reardon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H, R. 13136) for the relief of 
Susan Baker—to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 13137) for the relief of Charles W. 
Hampton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, 
widow of Maj. James S. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ions. 
By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13139) granting a pen- 
sion to John Ashworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13140) granting a 
pension to Hetty A. Hasson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 13141) for the relief of Jane W. Locke—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13142) for the relief of estate of A. J. Pea- 
cock—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13143) for the relief of Rev. E. J. Stockton, a 
soldier of the Florida war—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13144) to correct the military record 
of James L. Townsend—to the Committee on Military Aftairs. 
By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R, 13146) 
© pay Peter O'Hair arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
‘ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were latd on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BERGEN; Petition of citizens of Camden, N. J., relative to 


the Chinese exclusion act—to the Select Committee on Immigration _ 


and Naturalization. 


By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Mary Catherine Reardon, an army 


nurse during the civil war, asking that she be granted a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12987, granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Resolutions of Pleasant Grove Alliance, 
No. 264, of Grant, Hardin County, Ohio, in fayor of ge of House 
bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of George Orr and 72 others, citizens of Morrow County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee-on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Chester Farmers’ Alliance, of Chesterville, Mor- 
row County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. x 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of S. H. Ramberg and 17others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, asking passage of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. ‘ 

By Mr. ELLIS: Resolutions of Owen Union, No. 908, of Daviess 
County, Kentucky, demanding the forfeiture of the charter of the Union 
Pacific Railroad for violations of the statutes prohibiting trusts and for 
violations of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Muscatine Coun- 
ty, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of members of Strawberry Hill Alliance, Muscatine 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Straw -Hill Alliance, Muscatine County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the mittee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Galetown Alliance, Sandusky 
County, Ohio, signed by R. E. Betts, president, and Fred. Hutchinson, 
secretary, in favor of passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. E. Betts and 22 other citizens of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa: Resolution py the Civil Service Re- 
form Association of Boston, Mass., urging the passage of the measure 
offered by Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE foran improved method of ap- 
pointment of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of 102 citizens of Fairbank, Buchanan County, Iowa, 
urging passige of House bill 5353, defining options, futures, etc.—to 
the Committees on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Clutterville Alliance, No. 797, Butler County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions by Fairbank Alliance, No. 1826, Buchanan County, 
Towa, urging passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Blackhawk Town- 
ship, Grundy County, Iowa, in favor of passage of a law to prohibit 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE (byrequest): Petition of Granville J. Kelly, of Kelly’s 
Ford, Culpeper County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Paper toaccompany House bill 12521, to increase 
the pension of George D. Sargent—to the Committees on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, requesting the passage of Senate bill 4173, providing for a na- 
tional social-vice commission—to the Committee on Educafion. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Lucian Guy, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Petition of 36 citizens of Shelby and Craw- 
ford Counties, Iowa, asking passage of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 35 others, citizens of same county and same State, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

* Also, petition of Summit Alliance and 62 citizens of Washington 
Township, Pottawattamie County, Iowa, forsame measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Hazel Dell Farmers’ Alliance and 15 citizens of 
asin county and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois: Petition of citizens of Oklahoma County, 
Oklahoma, for relief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of ©. E. Wright and 28 others, citizens 
of Nora Springs, Iowa, in favor of passage of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Edward Evensen and 12 others, citizens of Worth 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition nnmerously signed by citizens of Fayette County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of heirs of Marcus W. 
Massengall, of Madison County, Alabama, for reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. à 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition on claim of Mary Wood- 


ruff, widow of Fielding—to the Committees on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, Jànuary 15, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. : 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commmnication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 8th instant, certain information in regard to books, rec- 
ords, and papers relating to the late so-called Confederate States in the 
possession of his Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. < 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Tho VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed: 

WasureGron, D. C., January 14, 1591. 
DEAK Sim: In compliance with section 2 of the act incorporating the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, approved 
June 19, 1883, I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the names of all 
the <holders and the amount of stock held by each, together with a detailed 
statement of the receipts and expenditures from whatever source and on what- 


ever account, for the year ending December 31, 1800, duly verified by affidavit of 
the president and secretary of said company. 2 

Yours, very respectfully, 

G. W. TRUESDELL, 
President Eckingion and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 
Hon. LEVI P. MORTON, 

President of the Senate, Washington, D. C. d 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVES RANDALL AND KELLEY, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: y 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the num- 
bers of copies of.the eulogies deliyered in both Houses of Congress upon Sam- 
uel J. Randall, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, author- 
ized by House joint resolution approved Sef eet ees 19, 1890, and upon William 
D. Kelley, also late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, author- 
ized under House joint ep rot ak oe June 5, 1890, to be specially bound 
by the Public Printer and deliye to their respective widows, is hereby in- 
creased from 50 to 100 each. d 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial signed by A. W. Litch- 
ard, president, on behalf of the Allegany County Farmers’ Club of 
New York, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, : 

Mr. EVARTS. I present a very earnest and unanimous petition of 
the Republican Club of the city of New York, praying for the passage 
of the Federal elections bill now before the Senate. I move that the 
petition lie on the table. y 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ialso present a series of resolutions in the nature of 
a memorial from the Manbattan Club of the city of New York, adverse 
to the passage of the election bill. Imove that the memorial lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Mrs. Cornelia Redfield Chand- 
ler, widow of the late Rear Admiral Ralph Chandler, United States 
Navy, preying to be allowed an increase of pension from $50 to $100 
per month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions of citizens and 
Farmers’ Alliances of Nebraska, praying for the speedy pdssage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Liberty Alliance, No. 1164; of Clay County, Nebraska; 

Petition of G. P. Watson and 19 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of H. S. Sanders and 10 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Pleasant Dale Alliance, No. 1291, of Sutton, Clay 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Crawford Alliance, No, 529, of Antelope County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of Aber Milroy and 22 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of Henry Fleming and 46 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Fairview Alliance, No. 1324, of Sutton Township, 
Clay County, Nebraska; 

Petition of W, H, Terwilliger and 30 other citizens of Butler County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 590, of Antelope County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of E, A. Shain and 40 other citizens of Antelope County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Science Ridge Alliance, No, 1120, of Adams County, 
Nebraska; - 

Petition of J. M. Hammer and 19 other citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska; ~ t 

Petitions of L, C. Whitcomb and 33 other citizens of Spring Ranch, 
Clay County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Subordinate Alliance, No. 848, of Clay 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of D. K. Calkins and 36 other citizens of Peterson, Boone 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of W. C. Stoakes and 12 other citizens of Cedar County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Waddle Alliance, No. 748, of Chase County, Nebraska; 
J penton of Larpen Taylor and 27 other citizens of Chase County, Ne- 

raska; 

z Reels bios of Harmony Alliance, No. 845, of Buffalo County, Ne- 
raska; 

i peuuon ofS. T. Trott and 21 other citizens of Buffalo County, Ne- 
raska; 

Petition of 12 citizens of Boone County, Nebraska; 

Resolution of the State Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska; 
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Petition of J. H. Sheldon and 22 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of S. M. Stafford and 11 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of G. S. Post and 23 other citizens of Buffalo County, Ne- 


TASKA; 

Petition of George S. Post and 25 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of William Porter and 24 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska; % a 

Petition of F. P. Harmon and 16 other citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of D..Parrott and 27 other citizens of-Boone County, Ne- 
braska; and 

Petition of 20 citizens of Adams County, Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the International Copyright Associa- 
tion of Boston, Mass., and a petition of 29 citizens of the United States, 
praying for the passage of the copyright bill, now pending in the Sen- 
ate, as it was by the House of Representatives; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of 12 citizens of Boone County, Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353, defining futures and op- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Healso presented resolutions of the Republican Club of the city of 
New York, favoring the immediate passage of the Federal election bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the wholesale and retail grocery 

trade and general merchants of Columbus, Ohio, and a memorial of 
the Board of Trade of Chicago, Il., remonstrating against the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
* He also presented the memorial of Henry W. Harter, of Canton, 
Ohio, and a memorial of the board of directors of the Board of Trade 
of Chicago, TIl., remonstrating against any further legislation in re- 
gard to silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
eroy passage of the Conger Jard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

, Petition of citizens of Eagle, Cass County, Nebraska; 

Petition of citizens of Antelope County, Nebraska; 

Petition of citizens of Custer County, Nebraska; 

Petition of citizens of Custer County, Nebraska; 

Petition of citizens of Ansley, Custer County, Nebraska; 

Petition of citizens of Clay County, Nebraska; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1458, of Clay County, Nebraska; 

Petition of Gladstone Alliance, No. 592, of Ansley, Custer County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Muddy Flats Alliance, No. 504, Nebraska; 

Petition of Elgin Township Alliance, No. 461, of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; and 

Petition of Eagle Alliance, No. 877, of Nebraska. * 

Petition of J. W. McRynolds and 95 other citizens of Clay County, 
> Nebraska; 

Petition of Murry H. Woods and 96 other citizens of Fairfield 
Township, Clay County, Nebraska; 

Petition of Daniel Essingerson and 33 other citizens of Nebraska; 

Petition of George Nelson and 13 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Fairfield Alliance, No. 575, of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Crawford Valley Alliance, No. 459,of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of S. O. Cheney and 33 other citizens of Green Dale, Buf- 
falo County, Nebraska; 
` Resolutions of Star Alliance, No. 793, of Logan, Clay County, Ne- 

raska; 

Resolutions of Alliance, No. 518, of Custer County, Nebraska; 

iesi of L. S. Deitz and 23 other citizens of Buffalo County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of D. J. Marsh and 17 other citizens of Burt County, Ne- 


braska; 
Resolutions of Harmony Alliance, No. 2049, of Burt County, Ne- 


braska 

Petition of Larpen Taylor and 28 other citizens of Chase County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Waddle Alliance, No. 748, of Chase County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Victoria Farmers’ Alliance, No. 644, of New Helena, 
Nebr.; 

Petition of W. T. Hays and 39 other citizens of Custer County, Ne- 


raska; 
à eam of W. C. Stoakes and 12 other citizens of Cedar County, Ne- 
raska; 


Petition of J. W. Genung and 6 other citizens of Peterson, Nebr.; 


an 
Resolution of Oakland Alliance, No. 1412, of Burt County, Ne- 
braska. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy- 


of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 
Petition of Paul Kanne and 7 other citizens of Le Sueur County, 
Minnesota; 
Resolutions of Scotch Alliance, No: 1186, of Le Sueur County, Minne- 
sota; 
Petition of A. Omland and 35 other citizens of Lessor, Polk County, 
Minnesota; and 
Resolutions of the Lessor Farmers’ Alliance, Polk County, Minne- 


sota. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following deed praying 
for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1371, of Alden, Iowa; “ 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of Washington Farmers’ Alliance, of Clay County, Iowa; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Strawberry Hill, Iowa; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Sac County, Iowa; 

Petition of 43 citizens of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of 33 citizens of Floyd County, Iowa; 

Petition of 20 citizens of Hardin County, Iowa; 

Petition of 28 citizens of Clay County, Iowa; 

Petition of 20 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Petition of 107 citizens of Benton County, Iowa; and 

Petition. of 6 citizens of Sac County, Iowa. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of P. T. Bovee and 60 other 
residents of Pine Grove, Portage County, Wisconsin, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
that an appropriation be made for the purpose of building a revenue 
steamer to take the place of the Andrew Johnson; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: — 

Resolutions of Camp Grove Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion,. of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Paradise Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1481, of Keawood, 
Iowa; 

Resolutions of Logan Center Alliance, No. 1167, of Ida County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Alliance, No. 763, of Crawford County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Atkins Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1596, of Benton County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Lakeville Alliance, No. 1748, of Dickinson County, 
Towa; - 

Resolutions from Brown Center Alliance, No. 711, of Iowa; 

Resolutions of Orange Alliance, No. 1616, of Guthrie County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Harmony Alliance, No. 764, of Clay County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of William McDaniel and A. W. Kincade, of Ray, Appa- 
noose County, Iowa; 

Resolutionsof Alliance, No. 1548, of Maple Grove, Black Hawk Town- 
ship, Black Hawk County, Iowa; ; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance Fountain, No. 1858, of Hamilton 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of F. A. Wood and 53 other citizens of Hardin County, 
Towa;~ 

Petition of C. Clark and 57 other citizens of Knoxville, Marion 
County, Iowa; À : 

Petition of Highland Grove Alliance, No, 1796, signed by A. W. 
Sanders, president, T. W. Basch, secretary, and 13 other citizens of 
Towa; 

Petition of M. J. McAndrews and 39 other citizens of Harrison 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of F. M. Ford and 18 other citizens of Greene County, Iowa; 

Petition of James J. Rooney and 62 other citizens of Dubuqne 
County, Towa; a 

Petition of James Seater and 14 other citizens of Worth County, 
Towa; 

Petition of G. Bierhaus and 41 other citizens of Polk County, Iowa; 

Petition of E. P. Lamb and 18 other citizens of Lime Creek Town- 
ship, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa; = = s 

Pétition of J. W. Linton and 17 other citizens of Carroll County, 
Iowa; 

Resolutions of Chester Alliance, No. 607,-of Hardin County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Burr Oak Alliance, No. 1380, of Knoxville Township, 
Marion County, Iowa; s 

Resolutions of Elm Ridge Alliance, No. 1318, of Knoxville, Marion 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Pidgeon Valley Alliance, No. 1471, of Shelby County, 
Iowa; 

Resolutions of Evergreen Alliance, No. 1201, of Center Township, 
Pottawattamie County, Iowa; 
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Resolutions of Vernon Alliance, No, 1711, of Dubuque County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Ribbon Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1422, of Guthrie 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Washington Alliance, No. 1308, of Marion County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Marion County Alliance, No. 1603, of Knoxville, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Farley Farmers’ Alliance, No..1564, of Dubuque 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of Jackson Stafford and 40 other citizens of Palo Alto 
County, Iowa; ap 

Petition of G. W. Swessinger and 36 other citizens of Palo Alto 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of A. H. Cunningham and 40 other citizens of Louisa County, 
Iowa; 
Petition of Thomas McIntire and 14 other citizens of Muscatine 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of W. B. Stephens and 9 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Town; J 

Petition of George W. Kesler and 41 other citizens of Hardin County, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of John Palmer and 39 other citizensof Black Hawk County, 

Iowa; 

Petition of Joseph Baker and 39 other citizens of Polk County, Iowa; 

Petition of William McDanel and 12 other citizens of Ray, Appanoose 
County, Iowa; ` 

Petition of G. W. Munn and 23 other citizens of Greene County, 
Towa; 

Petition of E. J. Rawstern and 17 other citizens of Viola Township, 
Audubon County, Iowa; 

Petition of A. M. Reynolds and 28 other citizens of Linn County, 
Towa; 

Petition of M. F. Stierwalt and 7 other citizens of Dickinson County, 
Towa; 

Petition of J. W. Oliver and 11 other citizens of Todd County, 
To ; 


wa; 
Petition of James Heldridge and 12 other citizens of Dickinson 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of James Feeley and 13 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of William Stewart and 14 other citizens of Benton County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Henry Miller, jr., and 34 other citizens of Carroll County, 
Towa; 

Petition of David Winz and 18 other citizens of Crawford County, 
Towa; : 

Petition of Dick Eveland and 12 other citizens of Mahaska County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of T. H. Willhoite and 12 other citizens of Oskaloosa, Ma- 
haska County, Iowa; 

Petition of A. K. Tawers and 10 other citizens of Buena Vista County, 
Towa; 

Petition of William S. Epperly and 41 other citizens of Wapello 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of M. F. Chisman and 13 other citizens of Wapello County, 
I 


owa; 

Petition of William Beardsley and 18 other citizens of Ida County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of L. M. Guinn and 31 other citizens of Belle Plain, Ben- 
ton County, Iowa; 

Petition of Robert H. Todd and 39 other citizens of Ida County, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of 8. G. Smith and 8 other citizens of Winnebago County, 

Towa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1329, of Winnebago County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of George H. Kesler and 17 other citizens of Sherman 
Township, Hardin County, Iowa; 

Petition of J. Carson and 28 other citizens of Crawford County, Iowa; 

Petition of H. W. Mark and 17 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of George McCormick and 11 other citizens of Russell, Lucas 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of S. A. Grubtz and 19 other citizens of Carroll County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Charles Leighton and 60 other citizens of Buena Vista 
County, Iowa; : 

Petition cf Isaac Crawford and a number of other citizens of Mitch- 
ell County, Iowa; 

Petition of George G. Wagner and 19 other citizens of Worth County, 
Io 


wa; 
Petition of L. W. Reed and 22 other citizens of Fayette County, 
Iowa; 
Petition of B. B. Williams and a number of other citizens of Grundy 
County Iowa; 
F Petition of S. B. Overmire and 31 other citizens of Taylor County, 
owa; 


, Petition of George S. Simpson and 31 other citizens of Iowa County, 

own; 

; Petition of J. A, McVay and 40 other citizens of Benton County, 
owa; i 

‘ Petition of W. Pearson and 26 other citizens of Brown Township, 
owa; 

Petition of E. M. Lang and 11 other citizens of Worth County, Iowa; 
s Petition of L. E. Potter and 28 others, citizens of Kossuth County, 

owa; 

Petition of Sunnyside Alliance, No. 1399, Iowa; 

Petition of Kossuth County Farmers’ Alliance, Iowa; 

Petition of Alliance No. 1580, of Worth County, Iowa; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1862, Oak Grove, Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of J. M. Cottrell, of Des Moines, 
Towa, and 22 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. B. Porter and a large numberof 
other citizens of Delhi, Iowa, and the petition of A. F. Crawford and a 


large number of other citizens of Maynard, Iowa, praying that Congress * 


speedily enact alaw giving to the several States authority to contro} the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in 
imitation of butter; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial signed by the governor and offi- 
cers of the State of Arkansas, a memorial of the Board of Trade of Little 
Rock, Ark., aud a memorial of the Arkansas Colored Industrial Asso- 
ciation, remonstratingagainst the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the following petitions of citizens of In- 
diana, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: j 

Petition of Arthur M., Gillespie and 27 other citizens of Whitley 
County, Indiana; 

Resolutions of Alliance No. 21, of Whitley County, Indiana; 

Resolutions of Yellow Lake Alliance, of Kosciusko County, Indiana; 
ioe of West St. Joseph Farmers’ Alliance, No. 20, of Indi- 

iana; 

Petition of William A. Haupnyre and 50 other citizens of Whitley 
County, Indiana; 

Petition of C, H. Rose and 19 other members of Alliance No. 20, of 
St. Joseph County, Indiana; 

Petition of Hiram Porter and 8 other citizens of Allen County, Indi- 


ana; 

Petition of A. W, Jeffries and 12 other citizens of Whitley County, 
Indiana; : 

: AER NOR of JacobS, Schraderand 29 other citizens of Whitley County, 
ndiana; 

Petition of J, M. Wade and 9 other citizens of La Grange County, 
Indiana; s 

Petition of 3 citizens of Crawford County, Indiana; 

Petition of 38 citizens of Crawford County, Indiana; and 

Petition of 22 citizens of Allen County, Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented 49 petitions of citizensof the States of 
Indiana, Ohio, Iowa, New York, Illinois, Kentucky, and Colorado, and 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of tho pending interna- 
tional copyright bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCCONNELL presented a petition of members of Bell Alliance, 
No. 97, of Latah County, Idaho, and a petition of citizens of Moscow 
County, Idaho, praying for the passage ofthe Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr, SHERMAN presented the petition of residents of Athens, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of a Jaw to prevent the Police Gazette and 
other publications from being transported in the mails; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered tolie on thetable: 

Petition of G. C. Luper and 13 other citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington; : 

Resolutions of Colton Farmers’ Alliance, No. 49, of Whitman County, 
Washington: 

Petition of Charley Drayer and 75 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions of Reardon Farmers’ Alliance, No. 117, of Washington; 

Resolutions of Alliance No. 91, of Lincoln County, Washington; 

Petition of W. H. Toglesongand 17 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

Petition of D. J. Jones and 18 other citizens of Washington; 

Petition of J. H. Portch and 22 other citizens of Sherman, Lincoln 
County, Washington; 

Resolutions of Ridge Alliance, No.139, of Sherman, Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

See of Walla Walla Farmers’ Alliance, of Walla Walla, 
ash. ; : 

Petition of R. K. Kegley and 11 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; and 

Petition of W. W. Hayward and 13 other citizens of Spokane County, 
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Mr. SPOONER presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic‘on 
the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 15, of Barron County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of citizens of Barron County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of James S. Lake and 27 other citizens of St. Croix County, 
Wisconsin; 

Petition of St. Croix County (Wisconsin) Pomona Grange; 

Petition of A. M. Austin and 34 other citizens of Elba, Dodge County, 
Wisconsin; " 

Petitions of citizens of Fulton, Wisconsin; 

Petition of John Haigh and 39 other citizens of Buffalo County, Wis- 
consin; and 

Petition of John Buri and 19 other citizens of Buffalo County, Wis- 


consin, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Fall River (Mass. ) 
Butchers and Grocers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage 
of the Conger lard bill and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 

` food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions of citizens and Farm- 
ers’ Alliances of Indiana, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Resolutions of Bondy Alliance No, 112, of Jasper County, Indiana; 
A Resolutions of Oak Grove Alliance, of Fort Wayne, Allen County, 

ndiana; 

Resolutions of Saturn Alliance No. 45, of Whitley County, Indiana; 

Resolutions of farmers of Green Township of Green Centre, Ind.; 


Resolutions of Union Grove Farmers’ Alliance, of Columbia City, 
Ind. ; ' 
Petition of Wilber Bondy and 16 other citizens of Jasper County, 


Towa; 

Petition of T. A. Childs and 39 other citizens of Vernon, Jennings 
County, Indiana; 

Petition of Arthur M. Gillespie and 29 other citizens of Whitley 
County, Indiana; 

Petition of J. F. Keppler and 7 other citizens of Tunker, Whitley 
County, Indiana; 
hated of William Blyly and 20 other citizens of Elkhart County, 

ana; 

Petition of Elmer E. Williamsand 34 other citizensof Noble County, 
Indiana; , 

Petition of W. H. Favinger and 39 other citizens of Green Centre, 
Noble County, Indiana; and 

Petition of Jacob S. Schrade and 23 other citizens of Whitley County, 
Indiana, 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of 35 owners and masters of ves- 
sels of Boston, Mass., spray against the passage of Senate bill 
4684, requiring sailing vessels to adopt the same regulations applied 
to steam vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

‘Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials of citizens of 
Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger compound- 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of J. M. Gleason and 16 other citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri; 

Memorial of C, F. Wilson a farmer of Howard County, Missouri, and 
16 visitors at the St. Louis (Mo.) fair; and 

Memorial of Benton Wiggins, of St. Louis, Mo., and 17 visitors at 
the St. Louis (Mo.) fair. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hold in miy handa petition of citizens of the United 
States, addressed to the Oregon delegation in Congress, setting forth 
the persecution of the Jews in Russia and praying that the Govern- 
ment of the United States protest against their treatment. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a telegram in the nature of a memorial of 
James A. Hoyt, Frank Hammond, H. C. Markley, W. L. Mauldin, 
E. F. 8. Rowley, mayor, and Alex. McBee, sr., of the city of Green- 

S. C., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill. 
I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg leave to state that I have among my papers a 
resolution passed by the Board of Trade of the city of Greenville, S. 
C., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill. Imake 
the announcement that I should have presented it this morning had it 
not been misplaced among my papas: 

Mr. PAYNE presented the following petitions of citizens and Farm- 
ers’ Alliances of Ohio, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

A aie as of D. S. Grose and 22 other citizens of Putnam County, 
io; 

Petition of M. E. Botkin and 25 other citizens of Logan County, 


hio; 

Resolutions of Spitzer Alliance, No. 516, of Van Buren Township, 
Putnam County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Pleasant Grove Alliance, No, 264, of Grant, Hardin 
County, Ohio; : 


Resolutions of Kingston Alliance, No. 375, of Ohio; 

Resolutions of St. Paris County Farmers’ Alliance,.No. 384, of St. 
Paris County, Ohio; 

Petition of W. F. Wadron and 22 other citizens of Kingston Alli- 
ance, of Delaware County, Ohio; and i 

Resolutions of Suballiance, No. 431, of Clinton County, Ohio. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of John A. Lynch, a citizen of 
the United States, praying for the passage of Senate bill 4606, for his 
relief; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Dr: T. H. B. Brown and 52 other 
citizens of Bridgewater, Rockingham County, Virginia; the petition of 
N. T. Brown and other citizens of Virginia; and the petition of Jesse 
Whitehead and other citizens of Virginia, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lara bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Portsmouth (Va.) Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the Congerlard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition numerously signed by citizens, 
property-owners and business men of the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 3023, authorizing the laying of the 
tracks and the location of the depot of the Baltimoreand Ohio Railroad 
Company as defined in that bill. As the bill has been reported, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

* The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 17 citizens of Johnson County, 
Kansas, and a petition of 21 citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, 
praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. f 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions praying for thespeedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Hazel Lodge, of Jerseyville, Il. ; 

Resolutions of Oak Grove Alliance, No. 60, of Dallas County, Hli- 
nois; = 

Petition of John A. Thompson and 11 other citizens of Hancock 
County, Ilinois; = 

Resolutions of Home Alliance, No. 12, of the State of Ilinois; 
Pitas of B. O. Sherman and 36 othercitizens of Winnebago County, 

inois; 
ioe of Wanbourie Farmers’ Alliance, No. 21,of Kane County, 

inois; 

Resolutions of Malone Farmers’ Alliance, No. 23, of Tazewell County, 


is; 
Petition of J. C. Drake and 9 other citizens of Tazewell County, 
Tllinois; and z 
Petition of J. M. Baker and 9 other citizens of Pulaski County, Il- 
linoi 


inois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the various farm organizations 
of the twenty-first senatorial district of Illinois, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Robert Holmes and 16 others, 
citizens of Danville, Tl., and two memorials of citizens of Ilinois, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2551) for therelief of Martha E. Flesschert, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Rey. George C. Clarke, of Russell, Kans., praying to be allowed the 
difference in pay between that of sergeant and lieutenant from Novem- 
ber 18, 1863, to April 15, 1865, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3883) for the relief of William. H. Young, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was-postponed indefinitely. 

Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submit- 
ted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9291) granting an increase of pension to John Moran;. 

A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; : 

A bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension to Simon J, Fought; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; and 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown. 

Mr, FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re 


Pa eet 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1351 


ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 146) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his discretion, to suspend for a period’ of one year from 
March 29, 1891, the enforcement of the provisions of an act approved 
March 2, 1889, entitled "An act to amend sections 4483 and 4489 of 
the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers, ™ rê- 
ported it withont amendment. : 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committeo.on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Healso, from the same committec, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10427) grantinga pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell, reported it 
without amendinent, and submitted # report thereon. 

He also, trom the sgme committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 9823) for therelief of Martha F. Stebbins, reported it withontamend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The dill (H. R. 1257) to remove tho charge of de- 
sertion against Richard Weller, and creer a honorabledischarge, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs by mistake. It re- 
lates to a seaman and belongs to the Naval Committee. I ask that 
the Committee ou Military Affairs be excused from the further consid- 
FEE of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11391) forthe construction and com- 
pletion of suitable school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wis- 
consin and other States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report thereon. è 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4543) to define the juris- 
diction of the police court of the District of Columbia, to report it 
with an amendment. 

I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar, and I wish to say in 
connection with it that it is important it should have early considera- 
tion in the interest of the prompt and eficient administration of the 
criminal laws of the District and also for the relief of the supreme 
court of the District. I shall, therefore, at an early day ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill and an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


H. C. STANTON AND E. S. JOSLYN. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted 
the following report; which was agreed to: : 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3616) for 
the relief of H. O. Stanton, of Roseburgh, Oregon, administrator of the estate 
of James Sinclair, and his widow, Mary Sinclair, and for the relief of Erastus 
8. Joslyn, of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, have carefully consid- 
ered the sanio, and in accordance with the resolution of the Senate of February 
7, 1834, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled, “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government," approved March 3, 188i. 


INVESTIGATION INTO CONDITION OF INDIANS, 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committeo on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. MANDERSON De- 
cember. 19, 1890, reported it favorably without amendment; and it was 
we q tothe Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof 
appointed by its chairman, is hereby instructed to inquire into the condition of 
the Indian tribes in the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana,and 
elsewhere, the causes leading to the ocoupation of Indian reservations by United 
States troops, whether the treaties with said Indians have been fulfilled; to in- 
vestigate fully the facts concerning the arms and munitions of war in the 
session of said Indians, and what steps, legislative and executive, are needed to 

them and prevent supply of-such armament hereafter; also to inquire 
whether the care and control of Indians living in the tribal relation should he 
transferred to any other department of the Government,and to report to the 
Senate by bill or otherwise. Said committee shall have power to send for 
sons and papers, examine witnesses under oath, omni a stenographer and in- 
al peal and sit during the session or the recess of the Senate at such times 
and places as the committee may determine, and the actual and necessary cx- 
penses of said inyestigation.to be paid out of the contingent expenses of the Sen- 
ate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the committee. 


3 BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4857) to incorporate the trustees 


of the American Medical Association; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4858) for the relief of Philip S. Post; 
which was read twice by its title. 

ATE CULLOM. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on - 
aims, 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections instead of 
the Committee on Claims. z 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwasunder the impression that it had been referred 
to the Committee on Claims before. It is immaterial to me to which 
committee it is referred. 

Mr. HOAR: What is the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is to pay the expenses of General Post in a con- 
tested-election case. The Senate once voted the item into an appropri- 
ation bill. I think it properly belongs to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that reference. 

Mr. HOAR. _ It was a contested-clection case in the other House? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. He isa member of the other House now, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. ; 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4859) to establish a de- 
partment of commerce; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4860) granting a pension to Ade- 
line A, Coolidge; which was read twico by;its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4861) for building a new United 
States revenue steamer to take the place of the revenue steamer An- 
drew Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4862) for the relief of James L, 
Townsend; which ‘was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. By request, and without committing myself either 
way to its provisions, I introduce a bill. 3 
. The bill Xs. 4863) appointing commissioners to revise the statute 
relating to patents, trades, and other marks was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4864) to establish a branch 
mint of the United States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which 
svas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4865) granting a pension to 
Laura M. Gillmore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 4866) providing for a settle- 
ment between the United States and certain railway corporations which 
have heretofore received bonds from the Government to aid in the con- 
struction of their roads, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I give notice that I shall at a future day, not 
far distant, call up the bill for the purpose of submitting some re- 
marks upon it. Meanwhile, I ask that the bill lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. MCCONNELL also introduced a bill (S. 4867) to establish a mint 
of the United States at Boisé City, in the State of Idaho; which was read 
tivice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4868) to reimburse the Western 
Miami Indians, generally known as the Miamies of Kansas, formoney 
and lands improperly taken from them and otherwise appropriated by 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and witli theac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4869) granting a pension to Cornelius 
S. Mace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4870) to remove the charge 
of desertion against William W. Smith; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4871) granting an increase of 
pension to Anne M. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4872) for the incorporation of 
title insurance companies; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbiz, 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4873) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Konkle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4874) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at Brant Rock; in the town of Marshfield, Mass.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 148) construing 
the acts providing for the sale of the Otoe and Missouria reservation 
lands in Kansas and Nebraska, approved August 15, 1876, and March 
3, 1881; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
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0. M. LARAWAY. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I introduce a joint resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 147) authorizing the Postmaster-General 
to credit O. M. Laraway, late postmaster at Minneapolis, Minn., with 
certain Josses sustained by him by the theft of postage stamps instead 
of postal funds was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is that a report: from a committee? 

Mr, WASHBURN. I should like to have the joint resolution read 
at length for information. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a report from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwillstate totheSenater that an act was passed 
during the last session relieving this person from payment for postage 
stamps stolen several years ago, but there was an error in the wording 
of the act, and the Assistant Postmaster-General has written a letter 
recommending the passage of this joint resolution in order to correct it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the joint resolution be read for information. 

i Mr. WASHBURN. It is 4 mere item of bookkeeping, as a matter of 
act. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. ‘The jointresolution will be read at length 
if there be no objection. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at Jength, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to credit the account of O. M. 
Laraway, late postmaster at Minneapolis, Minn., with the sum of $11,115.38 for 
postage stampsstolen from the safe in said post office on the 18th of July, 1836, with- 
out the fault of said postmaster, instead of * postal funds,’’ erroneously stated 
in an appropriation relating thercto in “An act makingappropriation to supply 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,1890, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes,” approved September 30, 1890, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? i 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. i 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the fortification appropriation bill; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of War to purchase the patents and designs of Bev- 
erly Kennon for counterpoise batteries, $100,000. 


Mr. PASCO, I desire to offer at this time a series of amendments 
intended to be propose to sections ?, 3, 4, 6, 14, and 21 of House bill 
11045. Iask that the amendments be printed and lie on the table. 

Ts von PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printedand lie 
on the table. 


BEHRING SEA CAPTURES, 


Mr. MORGAN submited the following concurrent resolutions; which 
were read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas the President of the United States, on the Sth day of January, 1891, 
communicated to the two Houses of Congress copies of correspondence then 
recently exchanged between the Governments of Her Britannic Majesty and the 
United States,’growing out of the capture by the United States of certain British 
vessels in the marik Sea; 

And it sopeaning rom such correspondence that the Government of Her 
Biitannic Majesty did, on or about the 2d day of August last, offer to refer to 
impartial arbitration the question of said captures and the issues that depend 
upon the same; and 

Whereas it farther appears from such correspondence that the Government of 
the United States, on or about the 17th day of December last, communicated to 
the Government of Her Britannic Majesty certain questions proposed for con- 
sideration and determined to be a upon between said Governments and 
submitted to such aribitrator as might be mutually chosen by the two Govern- 
ments, in response to the offer of Her Britannic Majesty’s Government; and 

Whereas it appears by the public records and proceedings of the Supreme 
Court of the United States that on the 12th day of January, 1891, Her Britannio 
Majesty's attorney general of Canada did submit to and file with said court an 
information or suggestion for a writ of prohibition to annul the judicial pro- 
ceedings taken and had in one of the inferior courts of the United States grow- 
S Ee of one of the captures aforesaid; and 

Whereas it appeurs from said suggestion so submitted and filed that the 
grounds of said suggestion are involved in the questions or issues proposed b 
nie AA Governments for examination and determination by impartial ah 
tration; an 

Whereas itappears from the said information or suggestion so submitted and 
filed that the same was presented to the Supreme Court with the knowledge 
and approval of the Imperial Government of Great Britain; and 

Whereas it appears that tho offer to refer the questions growing out of the 
captures aforesaid to ee arbitration was not withdrawn by the Govern- 
iment of Her Britannic Majesty, but that the same is now and still Haas 2 be- 

- tween the said Government and that of the United States, and is still the subject 
of diplomatic negotiations and proceedings by and between the said Goyern- 


ments: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Kepresentalives concurring), That the ac- 
tion of the Imperial Government of Great Britain in authorizing and approving 
the presentation of the aforementioned information or suggestion to the Supreme 
Court is without precedent and is prejudicial to the comity of nations and to 
the usual and amicable conduct of international relations, and is not in con- 
sonance with the dignity of the Government and the people of the United 
States and the respect that is due to the President of the United States, 

Resolved further, That the President be CS He to communicate a copy of 
this resolution to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, if in his judgment 
such communication be not inconsistent with the public interest, 


YELLOWSTONE PARK SETTLEMENTS, 


Mr. SANDERS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inyestigate and report whether on the Ist day of March, A. D. 1872, there were 
within the limits of the Yellowstone National Park settlers thereon, qualified 
under the laws of the United States to enter lands, who prior to said date had 
made settlement and improvements on lands therein with the view to enter 
the same, and, if such settlers and improvements did exist, the name or names 
of such settlers, with the yalue of their several improvements and the character 
thereof at the date aforesaid, and the circumstances attending their said scttie- 
ments, including an estimate of the amount, if anything, to which they or any 
of them are severally and equitably entitled on account of the loss of such im- 
Vedi be iim and settlement by reason of the establishment of such Yellowstone 

ational Park at the date aforesaid. 


REPRINTING OF FOOD-ADULTERATION BILL AND REPORT, 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following order; which was agreed to: 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 3991, "A bill for preventing adulteration and mist 
branding food and drugs, and for other purposes,” and the majority and mi- 
nority reports accompanying the same, Senate report No. 1366, parts land 2, and 
House bill No. 11568, “An act defining lard, also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating: the manufacture and sale,importation, and exportation of compound 
lard,” be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


REPORTS ON INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following order; which was agreed to: 


Ordered, That Senate reports 1016, accompanying S. 3833, and 1886, accompany- 
ing H. R. 8150, both relating to claims arising from Indian depredations, be re- 
printed together for the use of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the following 
bills of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a tats building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Da- 
kota; an 

A bill (S. 1384) to provide for the purchase of a sito and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of Minne- 
sota. 
‘The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2082) for the erection of a public building at the city of Staunton, Va, 

The message further announced that the House had the bill 
(H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a public 
building at Portsmouth, Ohio; in which it requested the concurrenca 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following eurolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 


Towa; 
A bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger; 
A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert; 

A bill is. 3271) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out, 
in part, the provisions of ‘‘An act to dividea portion of the reservation 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, 
and to secure the relingnishment of the Indian title to the remainder, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1889, and making appro- 
priations for the same, and for other purposes; 

-A bill ee 4070) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. Le Van; 
A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell; 
A bill (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a public building at Akron, 

Ohio; and 
A bill (H. R. 5380) to provide for the construction of a public build- 

ing at Davenport, Iowa. 

PLATS OF DISTRICT SUBDIVISIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed and the Calendar, under Rule VIII,isnow in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider at this time Order of 
Business 2272, being House bill 11814. If passed at all,itis important 
as a question of time that the bill should be passed promptly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Calendar,under Rule VIII, beingin 
order, the Senator from Tennessee asks for the consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11814) to provide the assessor of 
the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions outside the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be nec. 
essary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 


} 
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Treasury not otherwise EN Saia one-half to be charged against the reye- 
nues ofthe District of Columbia, to enable the commissioners thereof to pro- 
Sos the office of the assessor of taxes with plats or maps of all subdivisions of 
Jand in sald District outside the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

BSEC. 2, That said plats or maps shall show the subdivided tracts of land by 
courses and distances; they shall show the areasof the lots and squares therein, 
and the dimensions of the streets and avenues, and such other data as may be 
necessary to enable the assessor to locate and assess such land and the improve- 
meéntsthereon. Such platsshall be conveniently arranged, indexed, and bound 
in volumes of convenient size; and the commissioners are aait authorized 
tosell copies of said plats at the cost of the paper, presswork,and binding, and 
10 per cent, additional, the proceeds of sales thereof to be turned into the Treas- 
ury, as other District revenues are, and applied towards reimbursing this ap- 
propriation. 

. Mr. ALLISON. LIinquire of the Senator from Tennessee how it is 
proposed that these maps shall be procured. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report is very brief. It consists of a commu- 
nication from the commissioners of the District and one from the as- 
sessor. Let the report be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAR- 
EIS January 9, 1891: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill 
(E. R, 11814) * to provide the assessor of the District of Columbia with plats of 
subdivisions outside the cities of Washington and Georgetown,” has considered 
the same and reports the bill back without amendment with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

The report of the House committee develops the facts, andthe committee 
adopts the House report as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 


r (H: R.11814) to provide tho assessor of the District of Columbia with plats of 


subdivisions outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, submit the 
following report: 4 

ets bill was introduced by request from the commissioners of the District 
© umbia, 

“Their letter, which was sent witha draught ofthe bill, is attached and makes 
a part of this report, and is such a statement of the case that the committee sub- 
mitit without addition as their report on the bill. 

"The committee recommend that the bill do pass.” 


OFFICE or THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA 
Washington, August 14, i890, 

Sm: The commissioners submit herewith the recommendation of the asses“ 
sor as a fair and intelligent statement of the needs of his office in reference to 
= Sopro Ree plat of subdivisions outside of the cities of Washington and 

eorgetown. 

The probable condition of the finances of the District of Columbia during the 
current fiscal year induces them to suggest that an appropriation of $5,000, in- 
stead of $8,000, be now made. 

a commissioners submit s draught of a bill, which they recommend be en- 
acted. ‘ 
Respectfully, - 

J. W. DOUGLASS, President. 
Hon. Wm. W. GROUT, 


Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, 


Avavsr13, 1890. 

GENTLEMEN: I beg to call your attention to a matter which,in my opinion, 
should, if possible, be A eh ed forduring the present session of Whe, Bere 

That portion of the District outside of the cities of Washington and George- 
town, known as the sonny. of Riles et and formerly in large tracts of agri- 
cultural lands, has dually been subdivided into building iots until now there 
is scarcely one-halfleft as agricultural land. This office is greatly in need of 
consolidated ihe showing these tracts of land by courses and distances, and 
all thesubdivisions by their front, depth, and areas, arran in yolumes of sufi- 
cient number to embrace the lands and subdivisions indicated. These platsare 
absolutely necessary for the proper transaction of the business of this office in 
making correct transfers of property and to enable the assessor to properly lo- 
cate and assess the land and improvements. 

It is estimated that the cost would not exceed $8,000, and the time occupied 
for Sopin the plats would be about eighteen months, Under existing law 
the next general assessment will be made in the spring of 1592, and if the pro- 
posed appropriation should be delayed until the next session of Congress, it 
would be impossible to have the necessary work done in time to have the plats 
ready for use in thatassessment. I am informed that a large number of these 
plats can be sold to real-estate agents and others, and the receipts from this 
ponton would perhaps be suficient to reimburse the District for the original 
outlay. 

Very respectfully, À 

MATTHEW TRIMBLE, 
Assessor District of Columbia, 


The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


-proceeded to consider the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. _I discover in the report that the letter of the as- 
sessor, which is dated August 13, 1890, says: 

Itis estimated that the cost would not exceed $8,000, and the time oceupied 
for completing the plats would be abouteighteen months. Under existing law 
the next general assessment will be made in the spring of 1892, and, if the pro- 
posed appropriation shouJd be delayed until the next session of Con „it 
would be impossible to have the necessary work done in time to have the plats 
ready for use in that assessment. 

It seems from this statement that it would be impossible to have the 
plats made now in time to use them at the next assessment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri is accurateasto the state- 
ment in the letter, but the commissioners of the District and the as- 
sessor within the last few days have assured me that, if this bill is 
promptly passed, in their opinion the maps can be prepared in time 
for that assessment. It is for that reason, and for that teason alone, 
that I have asked the Senate to consider the bill at this time. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WAGES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYES, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2142, which is a House bill es for the 
compensation of the employ¢s of the Government Printing Office. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, A bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of cer- 
tain employés in the Government Printing Office. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I inquire how it is that that bili is not on the 
Calendar of unobjected cases, 

TheVICEPRESIDENT. Thebillis on the Calendar of unobjected 
cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the bill passed over without objection? 
i VICE PRESIDENT. The bill was passed over without preju- 

ice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I desired to know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think that we ought to take up bills 
about which there is any controversy during the morning hour. We 
ought to devote this hour to the consideration of bills under Rule VITI, 
otherwise the various bills on the Calendar will not have a chance for 
consideration. The bill which the Senator from Maryland desires to 
call up is a bill which will probably excite considerable debate, and 
while I shall not participate in that debate I think it is but fair to 
the various bills on the Calendar that they should be taken up in their 
order. When the bill referred to by the Senator from Maryland is 
reached, it probably can be considered in less time than if it is taken 
up now out of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. This billisa measure of importance to a great num- 
ber of persons who are employed in the Government Printing Office. 
It passed the other House at the last session, came to this body, was 
reported, and a single objection, as a matter of course, has carried it 
Re up to this time, The bill was reported on the ist of October, 

890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The last day of the last session. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand it was reported on the last day of the 
last session, and it has been on the Calendar since. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire of the Senatorif the Senate 
committee reported in fayor of the House bill. , 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senate committee did not. It reported the 
House bill with an amendment making a very radical change in the 
bill. The amendment of the Committee on Printing is practically to 
pay the printers who are engaged all night upon the RECORD 20 per 
cent. more than the compensation allowed for day work, which, in fact, 
is what is allowed now, for they bring the matter here at every session 
and we are compelled to place the amount upon the deficiency appro- 
priation bill, This bill proposes to fix the amount so that the general 
appropriation will cover it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will take up the bill and pass it 
as it came from the other House without any amendment, 

Mr. GORMAN, I know at this time of the session it will be im- 
possible, probably, to reach such a bill unless we can getit up by vote 
of the Senate; and therefore, to avoid the objection of the Senator from 
Ohio; I move that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the 
bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motionof the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length, 

Mr. GORMAN. Let what is proposed to be stricken out be read, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the original bill be read first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will first read the bill as it 
passed the House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beitenacted, etc., That the rate of wages paid to printers, bookbinders, and 
ote tos Aae rate aa vaa pata: price to ths $0 das of Maton, Ante thet fer ail 
exclusive night work (between the hours of 5 o'clock p. m. and 8 o'clock a, m.) 
performed by the above-named employés an advance of 10 cents per hour over 
the above-named rate shall be paid; that for all piece-work on CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp 60 cents per thousand ems shall be paid. 

Sat ‘That all acts and parts of acts conflicting herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 


Mr. INGALLS. _Is that bill on the Calendar, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Secretary be good enough to announce 
the Calendar number? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is Calendar No. 2142, The bill was 
passed over without prejudice, The amendment of the Committee on 
Printing will now be stated, 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Printing report to strike out 
section 1 of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the pay.of all the employés of the Government Printing Offices engaged 
et) on night work (between tho hours of 56 o'clock p.m.and 8 o'clock 
a. m.) shall be 20 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘That is the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, being in the form of a substitute for the bill. 

` The VICE PRESIDENT. It isa substitute for the first section of 
the bill only. 

Mr. GORMAN. Theamendment is only to the first section, butitis 
practically a substitute for tho bill. = 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Thequestionis on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, this billas it came from the other 
House made a very radical change in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. It provides in fact for the payment of print- 
ers, bookbinders, and pressmen employed in the office a compensation 
of 50 cents.an hour, which was the rate prior to the 3d day of March, 
1877, for work during the day, and for all work during the hours be- 
tween 5 o’clock p. m. and 8 o'clock a. m. the provision was for 10 
cents an hour additional. In that form it will increase the expendi- 
tures of the Government Printing Office, according to the estimate of 
the Public Printer, $240,884.80. 

The Committee on Printing of this body in examining the matter, 
taking the statement of the Public Printer, concluded that that was 
too great an increase, and therefore the amendment was reported, 
which is simply an increase of the pay of the employés of the office 
who are employed between the hours of 5 p. m. and 8 in the morning, 
making no change whatever in the practical operation of the office as 
it stands now. 

What the printers desire, and whatall the labor organizations are 
aiming at,is practically to be paid for eight hours asa day’s work. 
The House bill will accomplish that at an increased costof about $240,- 
000 a year. Prior to 1877 the printers were paid practically at that 
rate upon the report of the Committee on Printing at that time. In 
1877 the compensation was reduced, standing as it does now. 

These gentlemen represent, and they present some statistics and facts 
to show the justice of their claim, that it is unjust to have them con- 
tinued at the present rate of compensation. ‘While the actualamount 
paid for the composition of a thousand ems is a little higher than the 
amount paid in the printing offices of Baltimore and Washington and 
Philadelphia, they claim that the character of the work is somewhat 
different. They are compelled to remain at the office many hours 
without anything to do, because they have to wait for matter for the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and other publications. In addition to that 
they claim that the expense of living in Washington is from 10 to 15 
per cent. higher than it is in Baltimore, Philadelphia, and other large 
cities. I have given the subject some attention, and I am convinced 
that that claim is correct. The costin Washington for house rent, 
fuel, and all the items which enter into the necessary expenditures of 
a household is greater than it isin Baltimore. Thatis borne out, I 
think, by the report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

Now, the question arises whether we shall in this great Government 
establishment inaugurate a system which I think has been triedin one or 
two of the greatnewspaper offices of the country of paying the mena fair 
compensation per hour without any reference to the number of thou- 
sand ems of type they may set. Two hundred and forty thousand 
dollars, if seems to. me, is an insignificant amount if the rule which 
they state is the proper one to be adopted. 

It is true, on the other hand, that the present Public Printer, Mr. 
Palmer, in replying to a communication from the Committee on Print- 

, Stated, in answer to the question whether he was ‘‘in favor of the 
bill’’—that is, the bill as it came from the other House—"' for tho best 
interests of the Government,’’ that— 

This bill pro’ 2 pprt" 
sotting in tho second and third divisions of this aiee and fa the Specifestion 
and CONGRESSIONAL RECORD divisions has always been, and is now, paid for at 
ERS ofan pa been ana i now ald Oe by ihe Rout Vectserteon is 
nature of the work, computation bythe piece would beimpracticable. The pro- 

ge in the mode of payment from piece work to hour work exclu- 
sively would not, in my judgment, be in the interest of the Government, nor 


would it be in the interest of the compositors, because of the Inequality of in- 
dividual earnings. 


That is the whole objection to the bill as it came from the other 
Honse. On the other hand, I think, as I have said, that the Govern- 
ment Printing Office employés have strong claims for this increased and 
fixed compensation. I therefore trust that the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be voted down and that we shall pass the bill as it came 
from the Honse of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not desire to take the time to discuss the bill, 
but I find a report from the committee on the part of the other House 
on this bill, which I am inclined to ask to have read at the desk, as it 
seems to make a statement of facts in favor of the passage of the bill 
as it came to the Senate from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. RUS- 


SELL, from the Committee on Printing of the House of Representatives; 
March 11, 1890: + 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R.8503) to in- 
crease the compensation of the employés of the Government Printing OMice to 
that paid prior to March 3, 1877, have had the samo under consideration and 
beg leave to roport as follows: 

This bill oses to restore the wages of the printers, pressmen, and book- 
binders ia the Goyernmont Printing Ofics to the rate paid prior to Mareh 4, 1577, 
and to make a discriminating rate between day and night work done by these 
employés. A provision of an act of Congress to provide for a deficiency in tho 
appropriation for public printing and binding, approved February 16, 1877, re- 
duced the wages of compositors to 50 cents per thousand ems and the wages of 
printers and bookbinders to 40 cents per hour, The reduction was made ata 
time of general business depression and comformable to general reductions 
ittolt were made between 1875 and 1880 by private employers throughout tho 
country. 

The following table shows the increase (or restoration) made in wages of 
printers (time and piece work) between 1889 and 1859 in the cities named: 


Cities. PRP peed Per week. 
Cents, 

New York 15 $4200 
Chicago 6 2,00 
St. Louis. 3 1,00 
Brooklyn... 15 4.00 
Cincinnati.. 7 2.00 
~ 3.00 


While the private establishments of the country have generally increased (or ~ 


restored) wages of printers during the last ten years, the wages of the printers in 
the Government ollice have remained as reduced by the aforementioned act, 

Seyeral times propositions to restore the wages of the Government printers 
have been before Congress,and each time favorable committee action has been 
taken. -Even inthe Congress (Forty-fifth) succeeding the reduction a divided 
committee report was made, favorable tothe restoration. Inthe Forty-seyenth 
Congress the restoration was unanimously and strongly recommended by com- 
mittee action; and at both the first and second sessions of the Forty-ninth Con- 

ress the restoration was recommended by the Committee on Labor. The Pub- 

c Printers since 1879 have avowedly approved of the restoration or signified 
a friendly disposition to the samt whenever they did not feel it proper to ofl- 
cially commit themselves on the subject. 

The reasons presented to this Committee on Printing in favor of the restora- 
tion in hearings before the committee, in memorials -presented to Congress, 
and in letters to the individual members of the committee, have becn various, 
and in general such as seem tenable and fair and just. Perhaps the most im- 
portant is the unequal comparison between the compensation to the clerical 
employés of the Government in the Departments and that to the skilled arti- 
sansin the printing office, the wages and the hours of laborand the conditions 
of employment all considered. m 

The exacting and peculiar character of work at the Government offico, with 
the accuracy and high order of execution demanded, seems to warrant a high 
rate of wages; ond the character and requirements of the Government oftlee 
seem to warrant a higher rate of wages even than could be expected in the or- 
dinary newspaper or job office under private control. The varying volume of 
work at the Government office necessarily makes some loss of time to the’em- 
ployés and some irregularity in Mh wa Roomba The requirements of living in 
Washington are more than the equal of those in other large cities. 

That portion of the bill which relates to a discrimination between the rates 
of wages for day and night work is in conformity to a custom universally pre- 
vailing in all publishing and printing establishments in the country, the justice 
of wh: is apparent and the effort to secure which for the Government office 
has several times been made. 

Your committee, paving. carefully considered the bill, unanimously approve 
its object and reconimend the substitute herewith offered. 


A bill to revise the wages of coe enor in the Government Printing 
co. 


Beit enacted, ete That the rate of wages paid to printers, bookbinders, and 

ressmen employed in the Government Printing Office shall be 50 cents per 
boar; the same rate as was paid Ko to the 8d day of March; 1877; that for all 
exclusive night work (between hours of 5 o'clock p. m, and 8 o'clock a, m.) 
performed by the above-named employés an advance of 10 cents per hour over 
the above-named rate shall be paid; that for all piccework on the Conenres- 
SIONAL RECORD 60 cents per thousand ems shall be paid. 

Sec. 2, That all acts and!parts of acts conflicting herewithare hereby repealed. 


. Mr. MANDERSON. Before the final vote shall be taken upon this 
pill I shall ask to have read or to have inserted in the RECORD the 
report made from the Senate Committee on Printing. That gives 
quite at length and with very full detail the facts concerning this sub- 
ject-matter. 

I confess to a little surprise at the attitude taken with reference to 
the bill by my coll e on the Committee on Printing, the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. I certainly understood—ajthough in 
that I may have been mistaken—that the proposed change or amend- 
ment made by the Senate Committee on Printing met with his full 
approbation. Apparently now he desires that the House bill, and not 
the bill that is presented in the form of an amendment by the Senate 
committee, shall be adopted. : 

‘The House bill proposes to restore the wages paid to printers, book- 
binders, and pressmen to the rate of 50 cents per honr. Ido not see 
exactly how any question or doctrine of eight hours as constituting a 
day’s labor can enter into the consideration of this bill. Whether the 
work be for eight argh for ten or twelve, or less than eight hours, 
the compensation shall be at the rate, according to the House bill, of 
50centsperhour. The present compensation for work of thischaracter 
in the Public Printing Office is 40 cents per hour, and the compositors 
in that office are paid, as is usual for that class of labor, by the thou- 
sand ems. i 

I do not think that that excellent, reputable, and industrious class 
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of artisans or laborers who find employment in the Public Printing Of- 
fice haveany cause for complaint as toeither the justice or the generosity 
accorded to them by the Congress of the United States. In 1878, after 
yery full deliberation and as the result of very careful investigation, 
the two Houses of Con readjusted the pay of pressmen, bookbind- 
ers, compositors, etc., in the Public Printing Office, That was done 
after a comparison which was instituted between the Public Printing 
Office and every other printing office, private or public, of importance 
throughout the United States. 

The report from the Committee on Printing will show the reasons, 
and the very abundantand most excellent reasons, which actuated such 
men as Senator Anthony, who was then the chairman of the Senate 
committee, and Mr. VANCE, ofthe House of Representatives, and others, 
toadvocate thischange. It was found that the Public Printing Office 
was paying to its employés an amount far in excess of the sum paid by 
the private printing offices of the country and that it was desirable in 
the public interest and in the exercise of a fair and decent economy 
that this change should be made. 

Now, Mr. President, what are the conditions since the time of that 
change in 1878? Let me first premise by saying that I do not believe 
my colleague on the committee, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], and I do not believe that I could be outstripped in con- 
sideration for the welfare of these people by any effort on the part of 
the Senator from Maryland. I believe that we hold their interests and 
their rights as dearas hedoes. If this claim of this very great increase 
in compensation, an increase which, under the House bill, ranges from 25 
to 50 per cent. over the present wages, is founded in equity and good 
conscience, it certainly should obtain. 

The committee found itself confronted with the following facts, and 
I do not think they will be denicd by any one who has observed this 
matter. This great establishment, with its nearly three thousand em- 
ployés, which runs day and night in the interest of the public service, 
is, I think it will be admitted, as well managed and conducted as it 
is possible for it to be. It furnishes to Congress and to the public con- 
tinual trinmphs of the printer’s art. It does its business with a celer- 
ity and a dispatch that is simply wonderful. We have an instance of 
it here. The Sénate of the United States, having adjourned last night 
at midnight, before breakfast this morning we received the full and 
accurate record of its proceedings. * 

It is the result, first, of this excellent degree of management, and, 
next, of the skill of these operatives. They are worthy of a compen- 
sation that, I think, should exceed the compensation paid in the aver- 
age printing office in the United States. They had such increased com- 
pensation from 1878 down to within two or three years ago, and have 
it in greater degree now. A demand was then made upon Congress 
that there should be granted tothe employés of the Government Print- 
ing Office fifteen days’ leave of absence each year with pay. 

Exploration with reference to that matter has satisfied the commit- 
teo that in no other printing office in the United States is such leave 

-with pay granted; it may be granted in individual cases of employés, 
but it is not a boon or privilege which is granted to all employés as a 
matter of right or as a matter of course. Notwithstanding that the bill 
granting fifteen days’ leave of absence with pay (as I think J shall be 
corroborated in saying by the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations) increased by about $100,000 annually the cost of the Public 
Printing Office, Congress that bill. 

The employés came to us at the next session of Congress, by their 
selected committee, and urged upon us the consideration that, as the 
Departments of the Government here in Washington allowed to clerks 
and employés thirty days’ leave with pay, if was no more than fair 
that this boon should be accorded to the operatives in the Government 
Printing Office. Congress took that action, granted the request, and 
since two years ago, to all employés, it does not make any difference 
how humble may be the capacity in which the man or the woman 
serves, there is granted to each one of them in each year thirty days’ 
leave of absence with full pa, .. This privilege, thus accorded, en- 
tailed between $200,000 and 23507000, think, of additional burden 
upon the public printing expenditure of the Government. 

Now, gentlemen are very glib and quite apt to criticise the vast ex- 
penditure of the Government for public printing purposes. It has in- 
creased, it has kept pace, ifit has not traveled faster than the growth 
of the country, but one reason for the increased expenditure which is 
empena of is this sort of generosity. I do not object to it, for I 
think the leave with pay was founded in justice and based upon rea- 
son, and should in fairness have been accorded to the employćs of the 
Government Printing Office. 

We thought that, with this hoon granted, there might be, at least 
for a time, a cessation of hostilities and that we would not have fur- 
ther onerous and pressing demands made upon Congress. But there 
came from the other House this bill, which proposes this increase, first, 
because the employés of the Government Printing Office are more poorly 
paid than they are in similar offices in other localities, although the 
epee does not seem to warrant that conclusion, as any one will notice 
who has heard it read, and, second, because the cost of living for oper- 

atives of this class is greater in the city of Washington than anywhere 
else in the United States, 


Mr. President, I take issue with both of these propositions. The 
showing made in the prepared statements filed with the Committee on 
Printing was unfnirand there were misstatements of fact, as I know per- 
sonally. I was astonished to see, when I came to look at the papers 
which were filed in support of this bill, that the price of living, for 
instance, as given in the city of Washington, was much higher than 
in thecity of Omaha. I could turn to the paneta which were filed and 
see the exact amount, but will not take the time, By the showing 
made it was stated that it costsncarly twice as much to support afam- 
ily living as operatives of this character live in the city of Washington 
as it does in the city of Omaha. . 

From my personal experience I know better than that. The odds 
are the other way. Take every item of expenditure that goes intoliv- 
ing, the cost of fuel, the cost of food, with the exception perhaps of 
the item of meats, the cost of rent, the cost of clothing, all range, as 
I know from experience, from 25 to 75 per cent. higher in the city of 
Omaha than in the city of Washington, and yet it was upon this sort 
of statement that the proposition was made that it costs more to live 
in Washington than it does in the city of Omaha and other places, 

This comparison is also made with other cities in the United States, 
Certainly it can not be true that it costs more to live in this walk of 
life in the city of Washington than it does to live in the city of New 
York. I think perhaps itis true as to the cities of Philadelphia and 
Baltimore. Both those great cities, particularly Philadelphia, thatcity 
of hemes, are places where rents are cheap, where artisans and opera- 
tives of this character can get houses with most excellent modern im- 
provements at a very low rate. But I do not believe, taking all that 
enters into life and its support, thatit costs more to live in thiscity than 
itdoes in any of the other great cities of the United States. Indeed I 
know to the contrary. So much for the cost of living. 

Now, the fact is, and it can‘not be gainsaid, that, not takinginto con- 
sideration at all the nearly 10 per cent. that goes to the benefit of these 
employés by reason of their thirty days’ leave of absence with pay, 
these people are getting infinitely more pay in the Goyernment Print- 
ing Office than they are, on the average, in any other of the great print- 
ing offices in the United States. - 

Mr. HAWLEY. I remind my colleague on the committee, in order 
that he may not be questioned as to his accuracy, that the Public 
Printer says that the value of the thirty days’ leave is 9 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is, I think, a fraction over 9 per cent., be- 
tween 9 and 10 per cent. z 

Mr.. President, if it be true that there is gross injustice being inflicted 
upon these operatives in the Government mages omes particularly 
upon the en and upon thecompositors, why is it thatmembers of 
Congress from all over the United States are constantly harassed by 
applications for employment? Even from the comparatively distant 
State that I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor, my 
mails are burdened with nests that I procure employment in the 
Government Printing Office for those who are engaged in private print- 
ing offices in that State. The demand is not equal to the supply by a 
very large proportion, and I think that is the experience probably of 
most of the Senators on either side of the Chamber. 

Now, let us investigate for a moment and make a comparative state- - 
ment. I turn to the report of the Committee on Printing, and, read- 
ing from page 2, I find this proposition.. In 1878— -~ 

The scale of was fixcd at 50 cents per thousand oms and 40 cents 
hour for time Sake, be uF RoE 

That remains to-day. The compensation is 50 cents per thousand 
ems for compositors and 40 cents per hour for time work, making for 
those who work by the hour a compensation of $3.20 for each day of 
eight hours. 

Now let us compare. this compensation with what is paid in other 
cities; and this statement is made up, Mr. President, not only from 
the exploration made by the Committee on Printing, but it is taken 
from the report of the authorized organ of the printers’ unions in the 
United States, the name of the publication I have for the moment for- 
gotten: 

In San Francisco, 50 cents per thousand ems; $18 per week. 

That is the same price per thousand ems for composition and a less 
price per week where work is by the hour. 

In Baltimore, 45 cents per thousand ems (day work),45 cents per thousand 
ems (night work), and $16.20 per week. £ 

So there is a very fair proportion of increase in Washington over Bal- 
timore, unquestionably enough to make whatever difference there may 
be in the cost of iiving between Washington and Baltimore. 

In Philadelphia 45 cents per 1,000 ems (day work) and the samefor night work 
and $16 per week. 

It is much lower then in Philadelphia than in the Government Print- 
ing omen And, mee 7 HA pete ma Sra is without 
taking into account the fact o. of advan that ac- 
crues from the thirty days’ leave with pay. ior 

In New Orleans, 45 cents per 1,000 ems for night work, and 40 cents for day 


work; $18 > 
Omaha, 40 cents per 1,000 ems for night work and 37 cents per 1,000 ems for 
day work; $18 per week— 


A place where I know it costs at least 20 per cent. more to live than 
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in the city of Washington, and I would not be surprised to know that 
it was nearer 40 per cent. than 20, 

And yet here is this very great decrease in the compensation of 
printersascompared with the compensation of the printers in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

In the Washington Government Printing Office, as I have stated, 
mas is paid 50 cents per 1,000 ems, 40 cents an hour, or $19.20 per 
week, 

So we see that, from the highest place where the pay by the week 
was $18, we have an increase of $1.20 per week and of 10 cénts per 
1,000 ems, 

The average price paid in the five cities named above, per week, is 
$17.24 as against $19.20 in Washington. l 

The average price paid in the five cities named per 1,000 ems is 43 
cents for composition, (as against 50 in the Government Printing Office). 
The average hour labor, then, is lower per week than is paid in the 
Government Printing Office by $1.96 and lower per 1,000 ems by 7 
cents, 

Now, it does certainly seem to me that, according to this showing, 
there is no cause for just complaint on the part of these employés; and 
if you add to this very great difference in their favor that other differ- 
ence that I speak of, that they so earnestly desired and that Congress 
s0 willingly gave them—this thirty days’ leave of absence with pay— 
it makes a most material difference in their favor, and I donot wonder 
that from all over the country there comes this demand upon members 
of Congress to obtain positions in the Government Printing Office for 
their constituents. 

Mr. President, the committee in its exploration upon this subject- 
matter addressed, as suggested by the Senator from Maryland | Mr. 
GORMAN], a communication to the Public Printer. He was asked to 
give, first, the actual and exact difference between the rates now paid 
and those provided for in House bill 8046 as to each class of operatives. 
And, mark it, Mr. President, there is evident unfairness in this House 
bill and a discrimination among these operatives that is most unjust. 

Since- it passed the House I have been approached, and I think my 
coll es on the committee have been approached, by others whoare 
not bookbinders, who are not pressmen or printers, but women who 
stitch at the machines, women who gather the folios or pages in order 
that they be put into book form by the binder, numbering oes 
from one thousand to fifteen hundred women in the Public Printing 
against this House bill because they say it 
em. Soit does. Ifweare to be thus generous 
ratives, why not to all? 


Office who make i! 
discriminates against t 
and kind to some of these o 

Why should there be this ction between theprinter, bookbinder, 
and pressman, and the ex woman at the standing tables, gathering 
with skill that is wonderful to behold the different parts of a book in 
order to prepare them for the binder, or who run these dangerous ma- 
chines, where they sit in constant danger of being maimed or injured, 
and in an atmosphere that is stifling and most unhealthful? Ifweare 
to deal so kindly with the prann the bookbinders, and the pressmen 
let us go further and take in all these people and give them a little of 
the good, the generous good, the donation from the Treasury that we 
propose to bestow. 

Now, the Public Printer answers this question thus: 

What is the actual and exact difference between the rates now paid and those 
provided for in the bill (H. R, 8046) as to cach class of operatives? 

Answer. The difference between the rates spa to printers, bookbinders, and 
pressmen employed on day work would be 25 per cent. ; for thesame employés 
on night work—that is, between 5 o'clock in the afternoon and 8 o'clock in the 
morn the difference would be 50 per cent. For compositors employed by 
the piece on the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the difference will be 20 per cent. 

What will be the difference, in the total expenditure, between the present 
rates and the rates under the bill? 

Answer. It is difficult to answer this question with any d of accuracy,for 
the reason that the earnings of the three classes of employés named in the bill 
are not kept separate and distinct from the earnings of all Pinpiayés of the 
race There are at present 962 compositors, pressmen, and bookbinders em- 
ployed. 

Mark, the boon that is proposed to be givenis to 962 only outofnearly 
3,000 employés. The pay of the 962 figured at the present rate (40 
cents per hour) would amount to $963,539.20 per year, exclusive of ex- 
tra work; therefore, if the pay of these classes should be increased 25 
per oat) as proposed in the bill, such increase would amount to $240,- 


Sothat we are to give—I use the word advisedly, for it is a clear dona- 
tion, this generous bestowal of public money—we are to give not only 
the quarter of a million that was given by reason of the leave ofabsence 
with pay, but we are to bestow another quarter of a million in obedi- 
ence to this demand. 

And right in that connection let me give the reason that was given 
in 1878 by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Anthony ] why the 
rate of that year should not continue, He says: 


Ido not see why all other printers in the country should be taxed in order 
that the printers in Washington shall haye higher wages for less hours of labor 
than are asked and paid in other cities. 


That proposition is just as pertinent to the condition of things to-day 
as when the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island made it, Why 
should the printers all over the country be taxed that those who work 
in the Government Printing Office may have the very great increase of 


compensation that is proposed by this bill, a quarter million more, asa 
donation, as a generous gift, in addition to the present expenditure 6f 
the office? 

The Public Printer is asked: 

What percentage of advantage accrues to operatives under the thirty days’ 
leave law? 

A. Nine per cent. 

What is the increased cost to the Government by reason of such leave law? 

A. During the fiscal year ending June 80, 1830, there was disbursed for leaves 
of abserice the sum of $119,674.46. 

That must be a misprint, because in the year 1880 the law did not 
exist. I think it must mean 1890: 

= it pra i private printing officesto grant leaves of absence with pay? 
. not. 

What is your opinion as to the benefit to the Government, the necessity for 
or the advisability of this proposed change ? x 

Now, in the answer to this question my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. GORMAN] will find the opinion of the Public Printer with refer- 
ence to this bill rather than in the answer to the query that he read. 
He says: 

The bill is commendable in one respect, namely: That it discriminates in the 
rates of compensation for night work over day work. 

Now, Mr. President, the Congress of the United States has wisely 
made this discrimination. Every year in the proper appropriation bill 
there has been allowed to those who do night work in the Public Print- 
ing Office an amount equal to about the percentage of difference that 
is proposed in the Senate amendment, 


Deficiency act for fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, contained an appropriation 
of $10,000 to pay 25 per cent. additional to night forces in the Government Print- 
ing Office; for the 1 yearls8s3 $10,000, 15 per cent, additional; for the fiscal 
year 1880 £10,000, 15 per cent. additional; for fiscal year 1890 $30,000, 20 per cent. 

onal, 

And that is what the Senate amendment proposes todo. It proposes 
to putin the form of a general law what is now ingrafted in these ap- 
propriation bills, granting.at a cost of $30,000 an additional 20 per 
cent. to those who work between the hours of 5 o’clock p. m. and 8 
o’clock the next morning. Now, mark it, the Public Printer says: 


The billis commendable in one respect, namely, that it discriminates in the 
rates of compensation for night work over day work. Therates at present in 
force by authority of Congress make no distinction in this respect in the wages 
paid compositors, pressmen, and bookbinders, but, in recognition of the equi- 
ties in favor of employés engaged exclusively in night work, extra compensa- 
tion given them during the last five years by appropriations in defi- 
ciency bills. In all printing establishments conducted by private citizens night 
workers receive more compensation than day workers, 


That does not seem to be the fact in all cases, as has been shown. 

If this distinction should be established in the scale of wages authorized by 
law for the Government Printing Office, the change would be, in my judg- 
ment, beneficial. 5 

Then follows the answer which was read by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that I have given very abundant 
reason why this change granted by the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is not desirable in the interest of the public service and that 
itis-not fair that it should be asked. I know itis unpleasant for gen- 
tlemen to vote against the demands of those who labor in these lines 
of employment. It seems like an ungracious thing, especially when 
you are handling money from the well-filled coffers of the country, to 
deny any demand that labor may make. 

But ungracious as itis, unpleasantas it is, Itakeit that itis the high 
duty of a Senator representing great public interests that he should 
not succumb to clamor or give way before abuse, and that he should 
not bow down, in a case so plain as this, toa demand that is not only 
sant founded in equity and good conscience, but that is not founded in 
right. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate amendment to the bill may 
pass and that in that form it may go into conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say simply a word. Ido 
not understand that the printers who are asking for the passage of the 
bill are making any objection to the provision reported by the Senate 
committee to allow the employés who are engaged in night work the 
20 per cent. additional to the allowance made to those who work dur- 
ing the day. Ido not understand that there is any dispute upon that 

uestion. But it seems to me that the committee is taking a course 
that is a little severe. 

As I understand it, these-printers used to get what they are asking 
for now, that it was allowed by the Government of the United States, 
and that they have felt ever since so great a reduction was made that 
it was unfair to them that it should have been so made, 

I submit to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANnERSON] whether 
there is not some difference that ought to be recognized on the ques- 
tion of wages as between a man working for the Government, who is 
here temporarily, I may say, as compared with a man engaged ina 
private establishment; whether the men working for the Government 
under such circumstances ought not to be paid very much ar or 
considerably more, at least, than is paid to those who are engaged in 
private establishments, sometimes for a lifetime. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the Senator want an answer now? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, I do not. 

Mr. MANDERSON, All right. 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1357 


Mr. CULLOM. Of course they are asking for these places just as we 
ask for the places that we occupy, and it is not in our mouths to say 
that they have not a right to ask for them; it is not in our mouths to 
criticise the fact that they do ask for them. But many who ask for 
them find that they are not such great bonanzas as they had antici- 
pated before they got them. 

Then there isanother view of it. As I understand the report of the 


¿House committee, some of the newspaper establishments in this coun- 


try—I think the newspaper establishment“in New York called the 
World—pays per hour exactly what is asked for in this bill. I may 
be mistaken in regard to that, but it has been so represented to me. 

Mr. MANDERSON, The-Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am notsure but that the report stated it; but, 
whatever may be the fact, they have claimed to me that the New 
York World is paying exactly what they ask. Whether that is true 
or not, I do not know. 

While it is trne that the Government of the United States allows 
these employ¢s the right to thirty days’ leave of absence with pay, that 
leave is allowed to all the clerks who are employed in the Government 
service here, and in view of the relation they sustain it isa matter 
that I do not think ought“to be taken into consideration in the de- 
termination of the amount of salary thatshall be given to them.. They 
are expected to go home and vote at elections, as they do and are gen- 
erally asked to do by Representatives and Senators of the different par- 
ties of the country, They belong to the different parties, and they go 
home, as they ought to do, and express their preference at the polls on 
election days; and the thirty days’ leave that is given to them is given 
to them in part forthe purpose of enabling them to exercise their rights 
as citizens of the country on such occasions. So I do not think that 
a reduction should be made in what should be allowed them per hour 
because they get that leave every year, as other clerks do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the leave that they get to go home and 
vote come out of the thirty days? 

Mr. CULLOM., I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then that is extra. 

Mr. CULLOM. But at the same time neither does it come out of 
the leave of any other clerk employed here at Washington, and I have 
heard no suggestion made to reduce the salaries of other employés of 
the United States because this leave is granted them. It is very fre- 
quently charged that all the clerks of the Government are getting 
larger pay than do the people engaged in employments outside. 

Mr. GORMAN, If the Senator will permit me, in answer to the 
question of the Senator from Missouri as to whether the time used in 
going home to vote comes out of the thirty days, I will state that it 
unquestionably does. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was not aware that it does. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is a strict enforcement of the Jaw in that re- 
spect, and thirty days only are allowed these employés. 

Mr. CULLOM. DoI understand the Senator to say that their pay 
stops while they are absent? $ 

Mr. GORMAN. No; butwhatI say is that under the law they have 
thirty days’ absence with pay; but they do not have any addition to 
that time given them to go home and vote. The only leave they get 
with pay is thirty days, and I am satisfied that the law has been strictly 
enforced by the present Public Printer, as wellas by former Public 
Printers. r 
- Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that a great majority of the male adults employed in the Public 
Printing Office seem to have their homes in the District of Columbia 
or in the States of Maryland or Virginia; so that the extent of the ab- 
sence and the cost of going home to vote would not figure very materi- 
ally in the matter of this compensation. 

Mr. GORMAN. The chairman of the committee probably did not 
hear me. My statement was that I had information, and I believe it 
to be true of the present Public Printer as well as his predecessors, that 
no time is granted with pay to enable the employé¢s to go home to vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not understand that that is the case. 

Mr. GORMAN. The employés are permitted to have thirty days’ 
leave during the year with pay. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ° All lam trying to impress upon the Senator 
from Illinois is that the exercise of the glorious privilege of suffrage 
that they areso anxious to perform is not attended with any very 
great sacrifice of either time or money, because most of them live about 

ere. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido notsuppose they all live about here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not all, but a great majority of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor any considerable portion. They ought not to, 
certainly, under the rule for the distribution of patronage among the 
different States, 

Mr. MANDERSON, _I think they ought not to." 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not apply to the Government Print- 
ing Office. There isnorule concerning the Government Printing Office 
which requires any distribution of patronageamong the different States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whether there is any law or regulations requiring 
it or not, a fair distribution of employés among the different States 
ought to be enforced, in my judgment. A 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about that, but it is not done. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to say to the Senator from Illinois in 
this connection that a great many employés of the Government Print- 
ing Office receive a small compensation, only $700 or $800 a year, and 
the cost of living in the city of Washington is so much greater than it 
is in the suburbs and ont in Maryland that a large number of these 
people, who come from his State and from other States of the Union, 
find it convenient and profitable to make their residences in the State 
of Maryland and across the Potomac in Virginia. É 

Mr. CULLOM. That is, temporary residence. 

_ Mr. GORMAN. In that way they become residents, however, and 
“Voters, as a rule, although they are actually brought here from other 
States, and that is because of the fact, ás they complain in this very 
memorial, that the cost of living here is so much greater and they are 
driven out to the suburbs. 3 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I have nothing specially further to say ex- 
cept that it does seem to me, in view of the law under which these 
people were paid years ago, as the reduction made finally was greater 
than ought to have been made, that there is meritin the bill that the other 
House has passed and which these people are asking us to pass to-day. 
If the bill as passed by the other House contains provisions that are 
not right, so far as Iam concerned I should be willing to see them 
modified. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If in 1878 it appeared, as a result of the in- 
vestigation made by the Committee on Printing, that the rate of wages 
paid by the Government Printing Office is 50 per cent. higher than is 
paid in New York, Baltimore, and Philadelphia, does the Senator not 
think that it is fair to decrease the compensation to that amount? 

Mr. CULLOM. Well, ifthe wages paid everywhere else are that 
much lower than the amount here provided, it might be a question 
whether the wages were not too high here; but I do not understand 
that to be the fact. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the fact. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a dispute about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is not a particle. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘There is another suggestion which I desire tomake 
to the chairman of the committee, and that is that many of these em- 
ployés have complained that they did not have a fair hearing before the 
committee on the part of the Senate. I know nothing about whether 
that is true or not, butif they have not been heard it would seem as 
though it was a matter of fairness that they should be heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is House bill 11045. . 

Mr, EVARTS rose. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iask the Senator from New York to yield to 
me for a moment to allow me to ask that the report of the Senate com- 
mittee upon the bill which has just been under consideration may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihope not. I hope it will be read to a full Sen- 
ate when the bill comes up again for consideration, instead of being 
put in the RECORD, where it will not be observed. It is a document 
which ought to be read and heard by the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. All right. 


PRINTING OF COINAGE BILL. = 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


~ Ordered, That 1,000 copies of the bill (S.4675) to provide a unit of value, and 


for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other purposes be printed for the 
use of the Senate, 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of the presi- 
dent of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company, 
in compliance with the fifth section of the act of Congress approved 
September 26, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
REPRINTING OF NOTES OF FISHERIES HEARING. 


On motion of Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, it was 
~ Ordered, Thatthe notes of a hearing before the Senate Committee on Fisher- 
ies of parties interested in the bill (S.227, Forty-ninth Congress, first session) 
for the protection of fisheries on the Atlantic coast be reprinted as a miscel- 
laneous document for the use of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 6460) toincrease the appropriation for the erection 
of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 13th instant’approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 4112) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions; and 
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An act (S. 4692) for the relief of Abraham Lisner. 
The message further announced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 
f An act {s. 902) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
owa; ani 
An act (S; 4547) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town of Gallup, 
Bernalillo County, Territory of New Mexico. 


UNITED STATES ELECTIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election 
laws of the United States, and to provide for the more efficient enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, although from the time the subject 
of the preparation of a bill to secure the integrity of elections of mem- 
bers of Congress was first brought before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections I have taken a great interest in it and have followed it 
with that interest to the present time, I have never thought it necessary 
or at all useful that I should undertake a priucipal part in the conduct 
of the bill or even in the debate on the floor. These matters were well 
confided to the eminent Senators who, in espousal of this bill, haye so 
thoroughly as well asso eloquently presented the views of the committee 
of which they are members. The chairman, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAr], and his colleague on that committee, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER], have given to the details as well 
as to the principles of the bill and the constitutional views which lie 
at the foundation of this proposed legislation an entirely adequate pres- 
entation to the Senate in this debate. 

Mr. President, I stall not feel it at all necessary to repeat.the argu- 
ments that have been presented on this side of the Chamber, but only 
to show, if I may be at all successful in the effort, how important this 
matter is to the people of this country, to the two Houses of Congress, 
to the political party that is in charge of the conduct of the Govern- 
ment, and not less important to the portions of the country where the 
operationsof this bill are expected to be most energeticand where they 
are, inmy judgment, mostnecessary. i 

I have no complaint to make, Mr. President, of the length to which 
the discussion in the consideration of this bill in the Senate has been 
protracted, A parliament, a congress, is the place primarily of de- 
bate. Itis here that are assembled in authentic representation the 
opinions of all portions of the country and all views among the people. 

ere it is that, face to face, with such decorum, with such eloquence, 
and with such logic as may be ymu to bear we are to hear, to search, 
to answer, and to resolve in legislation this great question. 

lly is it important for us to try to arrive at a better under- 

standing, upon trustworthy evidence, of what the feelings, the opin- 
ions, and the purposes of the Democratic party have been as bearing 
on the general subject of the integrity and purity of elections. It is 
‘alike important to ascertain this in such a manner that it shall be sat- 
isfactorily accepted in the sections of the country where it is supposed 
the integrity and the purity of elections are most threatened; and, 
having done this, to spread the results of such consideration before the 
people of the rest of the country, so that in their opinions, in their 
pepe in their actions, they shall behold their duty as citizens, and, 
ng a share in the legislation of Congress, know how to conduct 
themselves, ; 

It has Been a misfortune heretofore when, upon instances of inter- 
ruption of the freedom of elections in the South, there has been in- 
vestigation, first, that the result was discredited as being only sporadic 
and incidental, and that it might happen in any part of the country, 
either by irregularities of public excitement on an election or other 
infractions of obediencetolaw. Then, too, whatever there might have 
been of practical instruction from the inspection of these instances, 
still it was urged that they were but a part of the ordinary methods 
and ammunition of political agitation at the polls, and sometimes it 
was urged with very rude speech, but always with tbis pertinent ex- 
pectation, that noimpression ought to be made upon either section of 
the country, but that those methods did but form a part of the ordinary 
struggles between political parties, making the best and the most of 
whatever would serve their ends. 

Mr. President, this long debate has brought out from the Senators on 
the other side of the alley the most frank, the most thorough, and the 
most precise statements of what the situation in this respect is in the 
States where, by the disparity in condition between the two portions 
of the Led pase the black and the white, the whites had taken pos- 
session of and were keeping possession of the tion of the suffrage. 

Thus, now, whether this bill shall become a law or not, whether the 
result of this debate shall presently bring us to a rightful and useful 
settlement of the trouble by a law, all the time that has been spent in 
this debate has been useful to the country. 

No more important debate with reference to pending interests has 
ever occurred than the debate that has occupied the attention of the 
Senate since the Ist of December. While, therefore, we have been in 
doubt heretofore as to the state of mind, the condition of plan and or- 


ganization, and the reasons and foundations which were complained 
of, they are now known, and from us and from the country no secrets 
arehid. Whatever Imay need to say as the basis of such observations 
as Ishall make, I need no other reference for fact and serious and pur- 
poe expression than is found in the debates on the other side of this 
ey. 
But, Mr. President, before I enter into the very matter itself, I may 


be permitted to make some general observations about the suffrage, as ~ 


known and as exercised in this country, Idraw no distinction at this* 
point in my observations between ono portion of the country and an- 
other, but if there is anything in which the people take pride itis that 
this great nation, with all the passions and interests that are bred in 
its great bosom, is governed by law, all-prevalent law, and that in 
the heart of its people the homage to law is the creed, is the wisdom, 
is the safety of a great and wide democracy. 

We always recognize what has been expressed in a noble phrase, so 
familiar to all of us: ‘“‘ There can be no less acknowledged of law than 
* * * * * that all things inheaven and earth do her homage, the 
very least as feeling her care and the greatest as not exempted from 
her power.’’ If we are sincere, if all the basis of our pride and our 
fame is not hypocritical, I shall not feel that any portion of this body 
or any portion of this country are disposed to withdraw from this grand 
relation of obedience to all-prevalent law, which I have thus brought to 
your attention. 

Mr. President, great as is the station of the Chief Magistrate of this 
great nation or the governors of our States, however we may applaud 
the dignity of the station of the President of the United States or of 
a governor of a State, it is all because he isthe seryant and the creature 
of law. ‘Weare always ready to recognize the proposition that the 
greatest, elevated on our suffrages to these positions of authority, these 
the greatest products of our process of determining who shall rule in 
place and under law, are not exempted from the power of Jaw—notin 
the abstract, not in declamation, but in the fact that the summoner 
from the courts may take the President or the governor into the 
court of justice for any infraction of the common Jaws of the land. 
This is what is meant by ‘‘the greatest not being exempted from her 
power.’’ Shall it be said that this nation, thus made up in its mass, 
shall be less attentive to the other proposition that the very least as 
feeling her care shall pay their homage as citizens to the law of the land? 

Has it come to this, that we are to have only one branch of this all- 
prevalent relation to law in respect to the greatest as not exempted 
from her power, while the least are to ever be disregarded when we are 
considering law or the need of law, that when we are making laws to 
maintain the all-prevalence of law we are to pay but little thought to 
the very least that are to feel the care of law? 

But I have a word more to say, Mr. President. Itisa very frequent 
habit to say, and in the course of this debate I have heard from cach 
side of the Chamber the observation, that the seat occupied by the 
Chief Magistrate of this nation is the highest seat of rule in the world; 
not highest in the personal rule, but as holding that magistracy of the 
law, under the law, and for the law. 

But if it is true, and I affirm it to be true,in common with the 
general judgment of our people, that this is the greatest seat of human 
rule in-the estimate of whatshould accompany our comparison of civ- 
ilization in all its demonstrations, what doesitallrestupon? If these 
are not empty words, what makes this the greatest seat of rule in the 
world, in the opinions at least of the American people? Other nations 
might not take the same view we do; but we have made up our minds 
on this subject, and the point for usis to find ontfrom whatsources this 
abounding exultation in our feeling is fed and on what foundation this 
towering exaltation of the place rests. 

There are great rulers in the world and they are rulers over great 
nations. ‘The Czar.has great. possessions under his dominion on two 
continents, which he bestrides like a Colossus. The patriarchs and the 
priests all recognize him, and all devout followers recognize him also, 
as the head of the church. The splendor, the personal authority, and 
the greatness of the nation in population, all make him a great ruler, 
and the great mass of that people listen to what comes from his lips 
almost, ifnot quite, as the voice of a god. 

Then there is a prat nation, civilized and educated as much as ours, 
the German Emp 
army that Europe can not resist. He has for his subjects the educated, 
the enlightened, law-abiding population of that great nation. He, too, 
isa great ruler. All the surrounding nations depend upon his mili- 
tary armament—depend upon his authority and his voice for the reg- 
ulation of their own resistance or their own co-operation 

Then there is our mother country, with her vast possessions sur- 
rounding the whole globe with the presence of her power, with the 
Queen and Empress and her authority over a free people, with her 250,- 
000,000 of subjects in India and her great and energetic population in 
the Isles at home and in the distant colonies, Arts, worship, power, 
skill, intellect, religion—these pervade the vast communities over whom 
the Queen of England presides. She, too, is a great rulcr, and in the 
eye of all who have observed her personal conduct of affairs we find 
that even we yield a homage to her virtues as a woman which we deny 
to her power as a queen, 


, Where the young soldier rides at the head of an - 


i 
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Outside of our system of civilization we behold the Chinese Empire, 
with its 400,000,000 subjects, kept in order, kept in peace, kept in in- 
dustry, kept in wisdom, on moral maxims and pious relations of ances- 
try. This, too, isa great nation. It has outlived many of the experi- 
ments that younger nations have tried orare trying. It is in vain, by 
prejudice of race or of religion or of any custom, to deny that the Chi- 
nese nation is a great and ae nation, and that its ruler, affected 
by conscience and guided by probity, is asimportant in his relation to 
the circumstances of that great population as are the European sover- 
eigns to whom I have referred. 

Why is it, then, that this ruler of ours that we speak of as occupy- 
ing a seat by law and through law has this pre-eminence? On what 
does it rest? We may speak of our wealth; but other nations are rich, 
We may speak of our power; but othernations are powerful. We may 
speak of our population and of our magnificent territory, powerful in 
arms an4 in its fertile breadth; but othernations have fertile soil, other 
nations bave tho arts of civilization, and they have industries and am- 
bitions and growth and independence and expectations beyond even 
their present condition. What is it, then? In this nation, all its 
forms of authority, wherever exercised, either in the great place of 
President or in all lesser places, rest upon consentof the people. This 
consent is not merely what is fixed in the Constitution as once for all 
in building up a structure of Government or by a remote and perpet- 


ual plebiscite, but upon the everyday and constant exercise of the con- |’ 


sent of the people. What is the legal and what is the essential form 
of this consent.of the people? It is in nothing else but in the suffrage, 
the suilrage, the expression of consent. 

When, therefore, we are drawn.away from great subjects, economical 
or commercial, to look at the very fabricand daily working of thisgreat 
arrangement of our power, we need make no excuse. Farms and mer- 
chandise are, of course, of great importance toa nation full of farms 
and full.of commerce; but the situation of the suffrage is the one upon 
which the very fabric of onr Government rests. It is worth while to 
whderstand how it is that ‘‘the very least” who share in our suffrage 
interest and concern the “‘ greatest’ in the country, because itis a 
Government by consent, and their consent is giyen through the suf- 
frage. 3 

Mr. President, this matter of designating theruler of a great nation 
by the suffrage at recurring periods is a great conception. It depends 
for its preservation, first, on the opinions of the country being kept 
alive upon this subject, and also on there being an energy of law that 
shall throw its protection over the least that may exercise the suffrage. 
This matter of conferring power under this great conception is a won- 
derful transaction. Itis not a judicial proceeding; it is not a deter- 
wining of a right that one or another person in the country has. It 
is an act of power and will, by which, when no one has the right, the 


right is to be derived from the will of the poopie that confers it. 


When a matter of great valuo and of great desire is to be attributed 
and no one has a right to it, thereare but three ways known to human 
affairs by which that power can confer itsanthority. One is by force, 
one is by lot, and oneisby consent. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
in a passage in his eloquent remarks, spoke of it as a paradox that all 
the rules of propriety and of duty and of courtesy and of justice in the 
tights of others should be exercised by a whole community, and all 
the members of it, upon all subjects, except those of political author- 
ity, and that in respect of this all its honorable and proper sentiments 
seemed to give way to the enlistments in the baser methods to reach 
power. 

Mr. President, although he is quite right in thinking of it as a sur- 
prising thing, yet it rests exactly upon this, that it is an exercise of 
power and of will at each time that the people are called upon to ex- 
ercise it, and therefore, in our human nature, it is easy to slip out of 
the control of law and of respect of the rights of others and of curbing 
claims of our own, which may obtain in all the ordinary affairs of life, 
into the old contest of battle for the right to the crown, or of struggles 
of revolution, or at least of insurrection against obnoxious measures or 
obnoxious candidates. It is for this reason, Mr. President, that unless 
we can keep the suffrage within the regulation of legal obligation and 
maintain it by authority and obedience to it on the part of the people 
of the whole country as a working force in our affairs, wider and wider 
eee ee from these methods will extend themselyes among the 
people. 

Now, this is to be observed, as a wise politician of Italy has said: 
that in the body politic as in the natural body there would be a stage 
where if the evil that was working were only appreciated it might be 
easily corrected, but then it was apt not easily to be discerned or prac- 
tically felt. When, however, thestage of its morbid humors had mani- 
fested itself in decomposing the natural or the lite ze body, then 
it was perhaps too late to apply a corrective, at least without preat 
danger and powerful remedies. 

I do not, therefore, think that, under a correct inspection of this 
business of a nation, founding its authority upon consent and upon 
consent being a practical operation from day to day, we should be ac- 
cused of too great solicitude when in a proper time and by proper and 
easy methods and remedy we expect to guard against the excesses of 
this great machinery of consent. 


Mr. President, the woe given to “‘the very least” in this coun- 
try to protect himself by his share in this authority is the right to vote 
and have the vote honestly ascertained and counted. It is by this 
weapon that ‘‘the very least,” feeling the care of law and finding 
something closer than that of general good principles or general good 
institutions, stand on an equal footing with all the rest in the man- 
hood suffrage which is the basis of our Government. If all around 
him, all who sympathize with him are overborne in the results of elec- 
tions, it is because those who are the least, as well as the greatest, have 
felt the care of law, and he is met bya right, the equal right of a supe- 
rior majority. `” 

A distinction may be attempted between force and fraud; but there 
is no difference between force and fraud as bearing upon the matter 
that I am referring to. Fraud takes from a man with whom it deals 
his property, his house, his money, or his suffrage, by force, through 
fraud, because it is not given with his consent. It is nota breach of 
the peace; it does not carry the dangers that belong to the inflamed 
condition of violence. The maxim of the civil law fraus wquiparatur 
vi is perfectly sound because of this, that though it proceeds as with 
consent it. is in fact proceeding without consent, and just as much 
without consent when obtained by fraud as when it is obtained by 
es and not by consent; and thus it is that fraud is equivalent to 
orce. 

Mr. President, if there be anything in the value of this aspect of our 
structure of society and of the suffrage, why should there be found in 
this country any difference of opinion as to the wisdom and the duty 
of seeing that this all-prevalent law to which we owe fren is to be 
secured as an everyday protection for all the people in it? What rea- 
son is there why Democrats or Republicans, why rich or poor, why ig- 
norant or instructed people should not bind themselves to the fact that 
whenever they are misled by passion or interest froni this homage to 
law in the matter of the suffrage, they are not striking down the indi- 
viduals that are oppressed, they are not striking down the party or the 
candidates that are brought into review, but they are striking against 
tne loyalty of the American people, which is a loyalty to law and which 
intends that law shall compel that loyalty when itis withheld by force 
or by fraud. 

One thing is sure, that nothing is gained by talking about this party 
or that party. Let us concede that in this country, as by necessity 
under free and representative government, government must be carried 
on by party and its power must be sought by the methods of party. 
The only point is that all these are to be within the law and not to es- 
cape into the region of force and fraud. Nothing can producea wider 
disorganizing fermentation, pervading the immense range of the com- 
munity, than that which is felt when this loyalty to law, our only ruler, 
our only power, is thus invaded by light or frivolous or derisive treat- 
ment of actual fraud and actual force. 

How long are people to be patientin obedience to law in the sufrage, 
when their vote, instead ot being measured as it should be with the 
multitude of votes to be collected in the nation, isthrown to the winds 
by the predominance gained by force or fraud? What resource have 
they in the long and final run of the resistance to that except, when 
this method of consent is like a garment eaten through and through 
by moths, to say, “‘ Well, then we must try the methods notof fraud 
but of force until loyalty is re-established to law; until consent is the 
master of the determination of authority ?” 

Mr. President, the election bill came under mature, certainly very 
quiet, consideration in the Committee on Privileges and Elections. A 
bill was prepared; a bill was introduced; the methods by which de- 
tails are to be questioned or corrected passed through the same ordeal 
as all other laws do, and could have received, as every bill should re- 
ceive, as it seems to me, the proper attention even of those who are 
opposed to a law, in order thatit may be apparent thatit goes nofarther 
than is useful or necessary as pro’ , or to be resisted only as it should 
be resisted by those to whom the legislation is repugnant, Butnosuch 
course was taken, When this bill was introduced here and laid upon 
the table as a method of law regulating the elections of members of 
the House of Representatives, how was it met by the Democratic rep- 
resentation of opinion and purposes? 

As ive of Democratic opinion and purposes I present the very 
brief but, I believe, the entire statement of the eminent Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGH], a Senator who, from the breadth of his under- 
standing and the solidity of his judgment, carries the greatest weight 
in gathering and expressing the opinions of the political party and of 
the community which he spore! He carries not less weight with 
us on this side, and when, ugh him as the spokesman for a party, 
we are advised what the issue in Congress and with the people is, we 
are quite justified in knowing what the arena and what the discussions 
are that are to attend the treatment of the subject. 

When the measure now under consideration was reported from tho 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, on the 24th of last April, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puc] rose in his place and said: 

Mr. President, in reference to the bill just reported by the chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, as a member of that committee I desire 
to an, Shee: = favorable report on that bill was opposed by every Dem 


ocratic 
mem e committee. The minority regard the bill as revolutionary in its 
character. It substantially wipes out the regulation of Congressional elections 
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by the States, which has been the rule for a century, without any demand from 
the people for the change and without any public necessity for the change. It 
appoints Republican supervisors, State boards of canvass to oversee State efti- 
cers, thereby insulting and degrading the State officers and the State govern- 
ments. It prostitutes and degrades the judiciary. * * * Jt prostitutes the 
judiciary of the United States to political and partisan uses, and it is subversive 
of the fundamental pranpies of local self-government, If the bill becomes a 
Jaw its execution will insure the shedding of blood and the destruction of the 

and good order of this country. Its passage will be resisted by ies T- 
Hamentars method and every method allowed by the Constitution of the United 
tates, 


This quiet regulation by law of the election of members of the House 
of Representatives was thus treated by the Democratic party, and the 
subject was thrown headlong into the arena of political agitation and 
there it has been kept, so far as the Democratic party could keep it, 
from that time to this. What I ask attention to now is that this pro- 
punciamento is of war and of the methods of war. It passed over all 
details; it passed over the minor subjects that have since been brought 
into debate. Tho measure was denounced as revolutionary, as uncon- 
stitutional, and in a certain sense was to be taken as a measure not to 
be submitted to and would not be submitted to if it should become a 
law. 
That, Mr. President, raises a great issue in this country. The Con- 
stitution, including the fifteenth amendment and including any con- 
stitutional law that shall be passed, is the law of the land, not only in 
the sense thatitissleeping inthe Constitution and only tobe awakened 
perhaps by the thunders that shall be called out to enforce it, but in 
the conscience and the oath of every public man on this floor, of every 
public man in every State, in the State arrangement of government, in 
the President of the United States; and, so far as it becomes a question 
for the judiciary to enforce it either by criminal prosecutions or en- 
forcing its process, itis in their oaths that this measure if it becomes a 
law is to be enforced. 

Whence comes this unexpected declaration of war against the Con- 
stitution and against the fifteenth amendment and against the prev- 
alence of law through courts and accredited officers of law? Whose 
blood is to be shed and by whom is this blood to be shed? One au- 
thority is excepted and giyen to man from the general rule proclaimed 
by divine authority: ‘‘ Vengeance is mine, I will repay.” In this 
matter of the life of man taken by man there is solemnly accorded 
to man the right to punish and redress: ‘‘ Whosoever sheddeth man’s 
blood by man shall his blood be shed.” 

In a quiet discussion of the methods and the meaning of the clauses 
of a bill or of the force and efficacy of the pertinent clauses of the 
Constitution we are confronted with this opposition, no matter by 
what methods allowable in parliamentiary procedure, however far 
they may be carried, and by the resistance of the population even so 
far as the shedding of blood because of repugnance to it. Does this 
frighten the people of the United States? Does this frighten the Sen- 
ators upon either side of this alley? Does ,this frighten the Repub- 
lican party? Does this disturb the currents of Hans and the flow of 

rosperity ? 

No, Mr: President; whatever the Constitution is, whatever the laws 
are held fo be in pursuance of that authority, sooner or later they will 
be maintained. We can have no middle ground between loyalty and 
obedience and resistance to law. One or the other must go to the wall; 
and if this Constitution is to be driven to the wall against the loyalty 
of the great masses of our people and the great on ob of thrift, 
of industry, of prosperity, we shall find it out. But no man ever 
thinks of that as possible. 

What, then, are the methods and the preparations for this conflict? 
Mr. President, I have no occasion to use any opprobrious epithets con- 
cerning it; but in our politics and inthe conflicts that pervade differ- 
ent portions of the community of this vast nation we are familiar with 
the proposition made to the rest of the country, made to the lawmak- 
ers, made to the judges in the execution of law, ‘‘Let us alone,” and 
that this mischief or danger, or whatever it may be, is better turned 
mete and better treated by those who do not now obey the law being 

et alone. 

Mr. President, the Constitution has drawn the line between what 
was to be let alone in regard tolocal, domestic, and State institutions. 
Obedience to the Constitution requires that matters pertaining exclu- 
sively to the area of the State as distinguished from the area of the 
United States should be left alone by the latter, unless its authority 
is thereby encroached upon or its functions hindered or impaired. That 
is to be let alone, unless under certain circumstances outside aid is re- 
maa But when the question comes up about what belongs to the 

nited States, aboutits authority, and its duty plainly defined and felt 
by menin authority and by representatives of other communities and by 
the masses of the people in their hearts and mindsas belonging to the 
United States, then we want to be let alone; and as this por and 
duty of ours pervade every inch of the territory of every State, con- 
trol the duty and obligation to the Federal Constitution, of every man 
there in authority, and of every subject of our laws in those territories, 
our cry is, ‘‘ Let us alone in our right, in our exercise of the suffrage, 
In our seeing that our suffrage is maintained and observed we want 
to be let alone.” 

We do not want bloodshed and frauds to interfere with the rights ot 


this mighty nation, We want our Constitution and our laws and our 
rights, in which we stand on the same footing in some sense of the 
hustings, as it were, of this great nation, to be let alone; so that a 
voice can be heard, according to law and in obedience to the Constitu- 
tion, in every corner of this nation in which we liveand move and have 
our being, and we mean that we shall be let alone in this national and 
common area, and not oppressed and trampled upon by the local or 
State encroachments or by individual encroachments or party encroach- 
ments upon what belongs to the United States, 

Away, then, with this notion that local communitiesareto be let 
alone when we are regulating our elections under the Constitution, 
ae the methods be this or that in expediency or this or that in 

nciple. 

3 We demand that whatever is established as law in this area shall 
be respected and that it shall be ‘‘let alone,’’ to have its free course. 
If this be not so, dangers, not of local and personal passion, but of re- 
pugnance to such treatment and resistance against it in great masses of 
the people, will necessarily be aroused. 

Mr. President, observing, as I have during my presence in the Senate, 
this attitude, and, as I thought, rightly understanding the processes at 
work in the treatment of the negro vote, I was greatly interested to 
find at the commencement of the last session of Congress this claim 
and desire on the part of certain political representation here to ‘‘be 
let alone” in regard to the relations of the blacks and the whites in 
the populated regions where their numbers are somewhat equal was 
not now being adhered to, and no longer was it thought that they who 
made this claim and expressed this desire could repel thesympathy and 
the aid of thegreat body of thispeople. Imean the great body including 
their own. No longer did they want to be letalone. Three several meas- 
ures were introduced at the commencement of the last session of Con- 
gress which showed that they did not want to be let alone and that they 
did want the aid of this Government and of this great supporting and 
fraternal nation—one by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUT- 
LER], one by the Senator from Alabama who sits nearest me [Mr. 
MORGAN], and one by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson]. All 
introduced measures by which the methodsof expatriation of the blacks 
should be aided by the Federal Government; that is, by the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York is mistaken as to my 
having introduced such a bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator has not? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; but I have had some measure sent to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to inquire as to whether it is best to 
sell rum to those people, and that is as far as I have gone. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator what he means by expatria- 
tion? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam going ontostate that. 

Mr, BUTLER. Ishould be glad to know. I scarcely think the 
term ‘‘ expatriation ” applies to any measure I have eyer introduced, 

Mr. EVARTS. It was a method of expatriation not by open expul- 
sion, not by prompt deportation, not by direct force, but it was to be 
accomplished by the aid of this Government with its vast resources 
and with the attending support and regard of the people of this coun- 
try. These aids and these methods were to be held out to those com- 
munities, including blacks and whites, that this Government might 
well synipathize with the situation of things there, and the only solv- 
ent that the wisdom and statesmanship of the South have yet pro- 
duced here is in these forms of reducing the pressure and volume of the 
black population. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from New York will indulge me for 
a moment, I should like to call his attention to the fact that the only 
bill which has ever been introduced into the Senute that looked to 
what might be called expatriation, that is, the distribution of the ne- 

ro population through the United States, was introduced by Mr Win- 
To who is now Secretary of the Treasury. He advocated a policy of 
that kind when in the Senate and I approved of it; I wanted them 
scattered. I want the Senator from New York to have thousands and 
hundreds of thousands if he would like to have them. 

Mr. HOAR. That was expatriation from one place in this country 
to another. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave not denounced the proposition. I have al- 
luded to it for no other purpose but to show that the introducers of 
these measures on this floor, expressing the sentiment, as I suppose, of 
their people, were ready to say, ‘‘ We do not want to be let alone; we 
want to be aided and sustained.’ Ihavenot complained of it. Ihave 
mentioned it only as an expression entirely inconsistent with the cry, 
t Let us alone,” set up in the connection of this debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator yield to me to correct an error he 
has fallen into in respect of myself? I have introduced no such bill 
as he has described. I offered a resolution of inquiry, which was ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Foreign Relations, to ascertain whether 
we could not under the Constitution set apart some portion of ourown 
country and aid the negroes of the South who might desire to emi- 
grate togo there, and further to give them the benefit of public schools 
in that territory. Sl 

Mr. EVARTS. Then it was only expatriation from the State? 
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Mr. GIBSON, It was not expatriation from the country. 

Mr, EVARTS, I um not wrong, although there may be a difference 
of opinion as to details, in saying that in three different forms (unless 
we must consider what the Senatorfrom Alabama has mentioned, that 
he had nothing whatever to do with the matter, in which-of course I 
am in error, if that is his statement) it was regarded as a good opening 
and a great opening and a wise opening of these communities to shift 
this burden of their own communities to be shared by the whole na- 
tion. 

You are in the habit of speaking in a phrase common in your States 
to the effect that ‘this isa white man’s Government.” Let us look 
at that. Yes, it isa white man’s Government. Of the 63,000,000 of 
our population, 56,000,000 are white and 7,000,000 are black, and the 
white men in this country are to rulein matters between them and the 
blacks within the purview of the Constitution of the United States 
and its laws. This is the white population that is to rule and this is to 
be the character and manner of its rule; but if Senators mean that the 
white populationare to rule in this country ontside of the equality be- 
tween whites and blacks under the Constitation and under the suffrage, 
it is a misapplication of the phrase. x 

The white men govern this country by the vast proportion of their 
sufirage, their wealth, their intelligence, their strength, and within 
the purview of what belongs to the Federal Constitution and the Fed- 
eral laws. It is the white men who are ruling themselves and the 
blacks also under one equality before the Jaw, one equality in the 
suffrage. But, Mr. President, I can not understand why thereshould 
be so great unwillingness, on the part ofthe whites of theStates wherein 
the population is so adjusted between whites and blacksas to raise ques- 
tions of the vastest interest, to hold on with both hands to the whites 
in all the rest of this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him, ashe 
has defined what a white man’s Government means? I should be 
very glad to say, if the Senator will permit, that when I used the 
phrase that this is a white man’s Government I used it just exactly as 
he has defined it: that it is a white man’s Government under the laws 
and Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam very glad to have the support of the Senator’s 
opinions and expressions, and I have no doubt of his sincerity; and it 
is quite as valuable from him and even greater than from me. 

Now, the next observation that I have to make of the fermentation 
in the South is based on a closer circumspection of what I regard as 
the only portion of this country that is really under very serious or at 
least any permanent stress—I mean that section of the country which 
muy be called the Gulf States, but I include South Carolina as adjacent 
to that system, and quite prominent, and perhaps the most prominent 
init. The six States, South Carolina, Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, and Louisiana, are in my judgment entitled to be considered 
by the dispassionate observation of their countrymen as nonsuffrage 
States, 

We are in the habit not of looking at laws, but at executed laws, 
asthe measure of the authority of communities, Unexecuted laws 
carry no terror to evildoers and no praise to those who do well. Ex- 
ecuted laws are the measures of the power and the exercise of the duty 
of the lawmaker. Therefore, without finding on the statute book this 
or that impediment in the free exercise of suffrage and the honesty of 
the ballot box and the count, I am justified in saying that those six 
States stand to usin reference to their duties and their relations and 
our duties and our relations to this situation and the law in the pre- 
dicament that they are nonsuffrage States. 

Suifrage is not there predominant. Suffrage is not there measured 
by law or the Constitution, either of the United States orof the States. 
They are silent. The laws of the State are as silent before some power 
or other that paralyzes that execution of their laws as if they did not 
exist, and our Constitution and our laws are paralyzed by the non- 
execution of our ownlaws. Whatever system of government you have 
in this region that I have circumscribed, it is not a government by 
suffrage. z 3 

What prevails there? A plan which originated, I think, in the 
State of Mississippi, and was known, I believe, as the ‘‘ Mississippi 
plan,’’ undertook to wrestle with the Constitution of the UnitedStates 
and the Jaws. It conld not change the laws of the United States by 
encroachment upon the suffrage as declared here without being obnox- 
ious to the Constitution, and therefore void. What then was to be 
done? The hegemony seems to haye been given to Mississippi, and 
under that hegemony the Mississippi plan spread itself with greater or 
less severity, but with entire efficacy, as I understand it, through these 
other States. It was that this matterof thesuffrage should be governed 
by something else than law, and that freedom of the suffrage should be 
thwarted and controlled by some methods that were not according to 
law either of the States or of the United States. 

There was to be a consensus on the principle of communis error facit 
jus, before which the laws of the State and of the Union were to retire, 
and calculated, let us hope, with as much clemency as might be and 
with as little exercise of final force or ostentatious fraud as was neces- 
sary; the object aimed at was to be reached against the laws of the 
States and the laws of the United States. Yet all proceedings of law 
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were to yield to all these proceedings of force and fraud. Thus power 
was to be gained through this use of the means of force and by the 
progress of fraud, by its being recognized and felt that these were no 
longer to be exercised when no longer needed to secure or retain power. 
Now, that is, in my judgment, a correct construction of the difficulties 
into which these communities have been brought. 

. It is said that the supreme safety of the State required it; that the 
preservation of civilization required it; that the maintenance of the 
necessary predominance of the education and of the property and of 
the responsibility of one portion of this community made it absolutely 
necessary that manhood suffrage should not prevail. I shall not dis- 
cuss those questions. They do not alter thesituation; they do not al- 
ter the guaranties of the Constitution of the United States; they do 
not alter the constitutions of your own States; they do not alter the 
laws of your own States. Thus the manhood suffrage of the Constitu- 
tion and the laws was to be displaced by means similar to the institu- 
tions so prevalent in Europe hundreds of years ago, when anthority 
was either lax or oppressive, like the institution of the Holy Vehme 

which was invented that by its secret conclaves and by its dreaded 
summonersitmight vanquish law and spread terror through all the pop- 
ulation. No apparitor of justice ever carried such horror as this sum- 
moner of the Holy Vehme. No authority of the open exercise of reg- 
ular Jaw was ever more fully prevalent than this scheme and admin- 
istration of the Holy Vehme without and against law. In these non- 
suffrage States their Holy Vehme exercises its authority and it has its 
full play. I have never known that it was denied in a general sense 
and it is confessed openly by the reasons that were given for its necessity. 
Thus these nonsuffrage States were placed in the position of secession, 
not from the Union, but secession from the Constitution; not of nullifica~ 
tion of our laws by ordinance, but liy absolute prostration of their 
execution. 

Such a condition can never last long. No casuistry, no logic, no pas- 
sion, can ever defend that relation wherever the power of the United 
States extends, nor can that community long submit to such a regula- 
tion of affairs without and against the laws, the laws of their own 
States and the laws of the United States. 

The phrase may seem harsh, yet in every political view, in every so- 
cial estimate, this was a condition of ‘‘ concerted lawbreaking’’ on 
the part of the community, Lawbreakers of their own laws, law- 
breakers of the United States laws, and breakers and violators of the 
Constitution. No community can Jong occupy that position. It may 
be attempted to be justified in some extremity, it may be prompted 
by fixed and limited conditions and the expectation that the operation 
may be kept within that limitation; butitcannot. It will spread and 
spread, and force andfraud, made familiar by the teachings of the 
leaders of a community, will find better instruction in the unformed 
mind and fierce passions of the common people. Thus by necessary 
operation in human affairs there comes to be a disregard, a contempt 
for peaceand justice. From its exercise on this or that field it etana 
to others, and then great statesmen and benevolent leaders of society, 
and men who may feel solicitude and distress, find no power in them to 
resist this widespread, this terrible instruction. : 

But why do I need to reply upon this general reasoning? I have 
expected a demonstration that that condition could not last long nor be 
suffered nor tolerated by. any community. I do notspeak ofthe white 
men of the South as any different from the white men of the North. 
I never have drawn such distinctions. Ido not draw them now. I 
am willing to say that if ave really wish to appreciate how these di- 
vided races stand in this uncertain condition we might look at it as 
in our communities, as it has often been suggested on that side of the 
Chamber it should be viewed. : 

Why do I need to rely upon these general reflections on human na- 
ture? I said I was drawing no distinction; I make no personal impu- 
tations upon any portion of the region that I have described of the white 
people, nor do I draw any distinction between what might or would 
be doneif this distress were to come upon the communities of the North. 
Let us take the State of Mississippi, where, as I understand it (and 
the Senator from that State sitting near me will correct me if I am 
wrong), there are about three-fifths of the population black and two- 
fifths only white. STEA 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam notsure that the disproportion is quite so 
great as that. : 

Mr. EVARTS. That is near enough for my purpose, as I suppose. 
Now, let us transfer that relation between the races to the State of 
New York, where there are 6,000,000 of population. That would give 
3,600,000 to the blacks and 2,400,000 to the whites. Let us look at 
the State of Vermont, which hassome 350,000inhabitants. The same 
proportion would give 210,000 blacks and 140,000 whites. Now, things 
great or small, that are seen by the eye, make more impression, as the 
moralist says, than those that are heard by the ear. I do not know 
whether one might think that human nature in whites and blacks 
would not be pretty much the same in the different portions of this 
country. There are some qualities in the Southern population that 
might ameliorate the feelings between the two races. Thereare other 
circumstances at the North that might tend to exasperate them. , 

But that is not the question. The question is how, in the presence 
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of the fact and in the presence of their being a portion of the United 
States and of the Constitution and laws of thé United States and the 
laws of these States, these communities would deal with them, I can 
aot perce how in any such change ofthe relationstho Northern people, 
with habits and rearing different from the habits and rearing of the 
Southern people, might deal with this burning question. If you are 
to assume that the white people as well as the blacks in this transfer 
of the scene are to have the same training, the same views, you have 

ered no purpose in drawing a comparison. Before I close I shall 
endeavor to say, not as-a seer or soothsayer, not what would be done, 
but how something might be done. 

But I was saying that I did not need to corroborate my suggestions, 
that the condition of lawbreaking could not be permanent in any civ- 
ilized community, and I now ask attention to a very important state- 
ment in the Mississippi convention that has lately framed. a new con- 
stitution. The ferment in that State was exactly how togetonb of the 
condition of lawbreaking and of a prevalence and spreading of force 
and fraud, and to get out of the difficulty, which I have suggested, of 
seceding from the Constitution and prostrating the laws‘of the United 
States. So the whole State of Mississippi, by its public men, by its 
suffrage, byits representatives, and by the deliberations and the conclu- 
sions of that body, showed that I was right in what existed and in the 
necessity of escaping from the predicament. 

But I do not need here merely to construe the popular movement, 
or the action in that convention, -or the text of that constitution. 
There was a member of that convention who then and there spoke, and 
spoke with authority, as to what the condition of things was and 
what a terrible condition was extending itself further, I refer to 
Judge Chrisman. The Senators from that State will correct meif I 
overestimate his importance. He is, I understand, a gentleman ‘of 
ability, of character, of independence, and of identification with the 
people, the white people of isa haying served in the Confed- 
erate army. He is a judge of one of its courts of superior jurisdic- 
tion, a judge for a period of ten years, and now filling a second term; 
a man living, I believe, in that region of Mississippi where this pre- 
dominance of black population is as pressing perhaps as almost any- 
where. Hespoke to that convention in more graphic terms and in 
more impressive tones than I can use, and to hearers who knew whether 
he was expressing the truth of the situation of things there. 

I beg the attention of Senators on both sides of the Chamber to this 
important statement. 

Judge Chrisman said: 


What was theshadow that hung over us, that darkened our future and alarmed 
our people? Sir, it is no secret that there has not been a full vote and a fair 
countin Mississippi since 1875, that we have been preserving the ascendency 
of the white people by revolutionary methods, In plain words, we haye been 
stuffing ballot boxes,committing perjury,and here and there in the State carrying 
the élections by fraud and violence until the whole machinery for elections was 
about to rot down. The publicconscience revolted. That which had a begin- 
ning in despair at the situation,and which seemed to justify any means for 
public preservation, was ming a chronic ulcer upon the body politic and 
threatened to disintegrate the morals of the people. 

Thoughtful men everywhere foresaw that there wasdisastersomewhere along 
the line of such s policy as certainty as there isa righteous judgment for na- 
tionsas well as men, And I say, Mr. President, no man can be in favor of per- 
petuating the election methods which have prevailed in Mississippi since 1875, 
who is not a moral idiot, and no statesman believes that a government can be 
gle Drrete by violence and fraud. The dullest intellect must see that itleads 

S apea conyulsions of some sort Ln, Dae, to life, liberty, and property. 

en of observation and men who read ks know that a republican govern- 
ment rests mainly on the virtue and intelligence of the people; and the ballot, 
a pure and untrammeled ballot, is its main ce. Shorn of this instru- 
mentality it will surely n to die. It requires no Solomon tosee that tha 
ballot-box-stuffer can not always be relied on to elect the best men to office. 


Mr. President, if my analysis of the condition of things in the non- 
suffrage States may have seemed harsh or severe or if any phrases I 
may have used carry more pressurethan they should, I ap to those 
who know the condition of things in Mississippi, and, knowing that, 
know what prevails in the surrounding States. Ido not say they are 
all alike; but I say that within the statement of Judge Chrisman there 
is a prevalent subversion of law, and if it continues you can not con- 
fine the rayages of that disease till it will, unchecked, work out com- 
plete ruin. When the will of the people of the United States, when 
the minds of Senators and Representatives, when the great Republican 
party, when struggling minds in the Democratic party, are feeling the 
stress of this, who shall be blamed, who shall be questioned, who shall 
receive any reproach, when, by the lar and sober method of law 
and the authority of the United States, so far as our elections are con- 
cerned for our a eae in our Government, we try to relieve 
the present situation and avert future disaster? We wonder that it 
should be called revolutionary to correct such disturbances and redress 
such wrongs asare described by Judge Chrisman and are felt throngh- 
out Mississippi, 

Now, let us see how this State, to which hegemony of the South 
is awarded, has dealt in its changes of its constitution and law. It is 
not for me to say, nor do I know that I could bear it out, that the legal 
propositions and provisions of the constitution of Mississippi are not 
constitutional under the Constitution of the United States; but what 
do we see? The progress of tyranny, the subtraction of a great mass 
of share in the suffrage from the whole people of Mississippi. By the 
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provisions of the Mississippi constitution, which, as it is suggested, 
will be imitated in other States within the same influences, elections 
toboth houses of the Legislature in that. State are to take place only 
once in four years. All the minor distributions of authority that, by 
the habit of the American people, all over it, South and North, belong 
to the local suffrage are withers and reposed in the executive au- 
thoitry of the Government, and thus disuse of suffrage, the first insidi- 
ous encroachment upon its power, is deliberately accepted as the policy 
and the wisdom of Mississippi. How would it answer for the Demo- 
cratic community of Indiana to adopt such a policy? How would 
elections in that and other States be regarded on such a proposition ? 
In what region of this country could a footing be found for the demand 
that the suffrage should be withdrawn from the people, and only 
aren with such Jack or vital force as not to keep the system 
ive? 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the Re- 
publican party in this country have not withdrawn the suffrage from 
both negroes and white people in the District of Columbia in order to 
poe order and the value of their property, of which they own 

arge sums in this District? ; 

Mr. EVARTS. When I am discussing any such subject I will con- 
sider it. I am discussing the Mississippi constitution now. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a parallel case. 

Mr, EVARTS. When I discuss a parallel constitution I will talk 
about it in the same way. I have notseen any parallel to this. This 
seems to me destructive of the suffrage. I have rever heard of, I have 
never heard even meditated any such bold ravages as that.proposed in 
this change of the habits of our people in the exercise of the suffrage. 
Whatimpelsit? Who make these laws so abhorrent to our institutions 
and our interests in regard to the suffrage? Do the white people of 
Mississippi make these laws? Or do the black people by their pres- 
ence there compel the white people to abandon all the anties of 
the suffrage accorded to the whites? People must understand that 
the governing power in every community, as in the natural body, is 
controlled and measured by the weakest part. Whatever the robust 
and strong might do but for the feeble element in the body politic or the 
natural body, it must refrain and shape itself to this weakening ele- 
ment. It is the weakest part that lays down the law for the rest, 
However stout the limbs, however clear the eye, however bold the con- 
ception of mind and the courage of heart, if there be a weakness that 
prostrates the energies, all these count for nothing and the physician 
and the sick room regulate the life. That is your condition, The 
blacks rule you; not you the blacks. You are practicing now on white 
men what white men in no other portion of the country would endure 
for one moment. 

But, Mr. President, I have not done with the Mississippi constitu- 
tion. There are, I understand, seventy-five counties in the State, hav- 
ing, I believe, one hundred and thirty-two representativesin the pop- 
ulr branch ofits legislature. For this distribution there is in this 


‘constitution this contrivance—— 


Mr. WALTHALL. Before the Senator passes from the point he has 
been discussing as to the suffrage clause of the constitution of Mississippi, 
Tshould like to ask him if he finds anything in that clause inconsistent 
with the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave already said that I am discussing its effects 
on your own institutions; that it attacks the suffrage of the whites. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then I will ask the Senator, conceding that 
the State had the power to adopt that provision in its constitution, the 
Senator having already referred to the fact that there was a very large 
preponderance of negroes in the State, would he deny or begrudge to 
the people of that State the right to protect themselves against negro 
rule in that lawful manner. " 

Mr, EVARTS. I have nót said anything against it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. No; but I ask the Senator the question. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam only stating that it attacks the suffrage of the 
whites. That is the proposition Iam now engaged upon. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I knew what the Serator was engaged upon; 
but I should like to ask him if he would deny the right of Mississippi 
to adopt such a constitution, if the State had the power under the 
constitution of the United States, to protect its people in that mode 
against negro rule. 

Mr. EVARTS. In the State? 

Mr. WALTHALL. In the State, 

Mr. EVARTS. That is an area that I have no occasion to trespass 
upon, Iam talking about the constitution. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then theSenator declines to give me his opinion? 

Mr. EVARTS.- Iam not declining. Iam only stating my argu- 
ment. , 

Mr. WALTHALL. I observed that the Senator did not answer. I 
was trying to attract the Senator’s attention to that matter. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not propose, until I dispose of the area I am 
now engaged in, to go to and refer to that. 

The State is, for the purpose of representation in its lower house, 
separated into three divisions, having forty-four representatives, ag I 
understand it, to each of these circumscribed portions of that State, 
and then, in the constitution of that honse—and this I understand to be 


To 
a Ree &: 


1891, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1363 


the effect of the operation—from two of these circumscriptions of not 
less than forty-four members each, making eighty-eight members, the 
population in the two circumscriptions together is but 150,000 more 
than-half the population of the State. ‘The other circumscription hay- 
ing only forty-four representatives contains a population of but 150,- 
000 less than half of the population ofthe whole State. ‘Thus bya firm 
division in thatconstitution theinequality of suffrage is forever estab- 
lished. Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. WALTHALL, I will ask the Senator if he denies that the 
State of Mississippi has the power to make that sort of apportionment, 
eyen though it may be arbitrary, 

Mr. EVARTS. That is not what I asked the Senator. Iasked ifI 
was right in the fact, 

Mr. WALTHALL, Iam not prepared to state accurately whether 
the Senator's figures are correct or not. 

Mr. EVARTS. Are they substantially correct? 

Mr. WALTHALL. My idea is that there has been something of an 
arbitrary apportionment provinsi for by that constitution. Now I 
wish to ask the Senator, if he will allow me—— 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iask whether he denies.that the State of Mis- 
sissippi has the right to make that sort of apportionment if she sees 
proper so to do. 

Mr. EVARTS. Within its own legislation? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS., I willanswer. Is that all the Senator’s question? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Imay have to ask another question if the Sen- 
ator will allow me. I wish first to have the Senator’s answer to the 
other question. ` $ 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, we have the fact-—— 

Mr. WALTHALL. -I asked the Senator with reference to the ques- 
tion of power, not as to the wisdom of its exercise. That, perhaps, 
concerns the people of the State of Mississippi a little more than it does 
the people of the State of New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand it perfectly, and I am going to answer. 
If the Senator will examine the figures he will find that I am quite ac- 
curate, and havo not taken them upon anything but an examination 
of the census returns, 

‘The Senator asks me whether a State has the right under our Con- 
stitution tomake that distribution of power of which I havo spoken, 
in its nature, if not inits figures. Well, Mr. President, I donot know 
that it impinges any provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
or of our Jaws, and I have not looked at it or spokenof it fora moment 
in reference to that. The way in which this apportionment is based 
is not according to its numbers; it is not according to the suffrage in 
the least; it is purely arbitrary; but I am unable to say that it im- 
pinges the Constitution of the United States in any other wise thanas 
it, with other considerations, may sometimes be brought into review 

“on a broaderscale of examination and of peremptory decision, whether it 
is contrary to the nature of the republican institutions that we recog- 
nize as prevailing in the population of this whole country. 

Mr. WALTHALL, May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. > 

Mr. WALTHALL. Have you no arbitrary apportionment in the 
State of New York? . 

Mr. EVARTS. Well, what of it? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iask the question. 

Mr. EVARTS, Ido not think we have any. 

Mr. WALTHALL. No arbitrary apportionment? 

Mr. EVARTS. No arbitrary apportionment. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is the Senator familiar with the apportionment 
of the State of Connecticut? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam familiar with it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is not the apportionment in that State much 
more arbitrary than is the apportionment in Mississippi? 

Mr. EVARTS. What it is we all know. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I understand. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is a question of construction. Ido not wish to 
discuss anything at this time about Connecticut. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is not the apportionment there much more ar- 
bitrary than the apportionment in Mississippi? : 

Mr. EVARTS. It is not arbitrary as between different sections of 
the State. It is uniform throughout the State, whatever itis. It is 
founded on the town representation in one branch of the Legislature 
and numerical repre inthe other. | 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iunderstand the effect to bejust the opposite, as 
admitted, I think, by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
in a colloquy with my colleague [Mr. GEORGE] a few days ago. 

Mr. EVARTS. There is numerical representation in the senate of 
Conneticut, and in the house it is town representation. The same 
provision, I imagine, prevails in Vermont. It is a part of the old sys- 
tem of town representation. But there is no discrimination between 
different sections of the State nor arbitrary arrangements between 
portions of the population as distributed in different parts of the State. 
Whether or not you like the town representation 1s a debate into 


which I can not at all enter, nor is it profitable. It has been found to 
work well where it exists. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ido not think I got the sense of the answer to 
the question I asked the Senator as to the power of Mississippi. I 
asked as to the power of Mississippi to make the apportionment which 
has been referred to, 

Mr. EVARTS. I answered expressly and at some length that I 
knew of no point in which itimpinged the Federal Constitution—that 
is what I am speaking about—unless it comes in aggregation with 
other measures introduced into the vital question of whether, in a given 
state of things, it shall be held that republican institutions have been 
broken down. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Will the Senator permit one more question ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Assuming that the State had the power to make 
that arbitrary apportionment, would the Senator by the passage of a 
Federal law, if a Federal law could have that effect, prevent the people 
of Mississippi from protecting themselves against negro rule by that 
or any other lawful mode? 

Mr. EVARTS. When youpntin ‘lawfal mode” thatis another mat- 
ter. Weare talking about this mode; that may be another matter. 

Mr. WALTHALL. By this mode? 

Mr. EVARTS. By this mode. Ido not see that it could, and I 
have not said one word on the subject of these changes of your con- 
stitution and this fermentation in your community about the Federal 
Constitution or the regulation of the Federal suffrage. I speak about 
the destruction of your own institutions. 

Mr. WALTHALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly, 

Mr. WALTHALL. Does the Senator think that through the bill 
under consideration, which he is now discussing, or by any other act 
that can be passed by the Congress of the United States, he can rem-° 
edy the condition of things in Mississippi of which he is complaining? 

Mr. EVARTS. Only by good example. : 

Mr. WALTHALL. I understand the Senator, then, to say that the 
bill now before Congress and no other bill that Congress can pass can 
have that effect? 

Mr. EVARTS. I have not said ‘‘no other bill.”’ 

. Mr. WALTHALL. Can this bill work that effect? 

Mr. EVARTS. I have just answered. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That it can not? 

Mr. EVARTS. Isaid by good example, and that is what you dread. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask the Senator with reference to the effect 
of the proposed law which he is now discussing. So far as the pro- 
priety or the wisdom of the constitation of Mississippi is concerned, I 
think that is 2 question which does not concern the people of New 
York any more than irregularities and inequalities in political matters 
in the State of New York concern the people of Mississippi. - If we 
have the power to do it, we certainly have the right to exercise it; and 
the Senator does not dispute that we have the power to do it. 

. Mr. EVARTS. Idonotknow. You havetheright todoall things 
that can be done lawfully. 
« Mr. WALTHALL. As against the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave expressly excluded that. The whole area I 
am talkingabout is the influence on your own institutions, which I judge 
of in the same way that Judge Chrisman judges. . 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then theSenator’s argument is intended, Isup- 

to be a lecture. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator is at liberty to use every phrase of com- 
pliment or disparagement that he may think beseems him. 

Ihave a table in my hand exhibiting the population of certain States 
under the Eleventh Census, having no object of showing any distribu- 
tion of voting as between the different classes of the population of any 
of the States, but the aggregate vote. 

The question of suffrage is a very grave question all over this coun- 

It isa prodigious transaction to choose a President, with four 
hundred millions of receipts and disbursements a year, with the im- 
mense interests in society, in commerce, in sentiment, in feeling, with 
the suffrage of 12,000,000 of voters, It is a cae pedis transaction, 
and the more vast is the structure, the more need that its foundations 
shall be searched to the bottom because of the vastness of it; butin our 
single city of New York the suffrage amounts to nearly 300,000 votes. 
a great elections in our State the suffrage has risen as high as 1,300,- 

0 votes. 

We have made up ourmind in New York, without distinction of party, 
that sober and peaceful and-regnlar elections are in the interest of the 
State and of the people. No man in our great State wants the insti- 
tution to be jostled or derided or weakened, and whenever and wherever, 
either by popular invective or by casual and temporary interests, a com- 
plaint is made of this or that, nobody ventures beyond the line of de- 
manding peace and opportunity of voting, freedom in its exercise, and 
sincerity in the count. You may haveother views, you may find them 
here or there or wherever else, but in our State it is a real and a sober 
question when the suffrage in a city amounts to 300,000 votes, and in 
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the State to 1,300,000. We mean to keep our laws and we mean to 
keep our officers, and we mean to respect the officers of the United States, 
and we mean to welcome everything that can steady, everything that 
can search, everything that can upliftand dignify suffrage. So, in our 
borders we are not troubled with any of these questions. 

I have prepared a table to show these relations in the State of New 
York, in the group of six New England States, and in the group of 
whatI have ventured to describe as the nonsuffrage States. I am re- 
ferring to the last Congressional election in 1890 as certified by the sec- 
retaries of state of the States incorporated in the table and the census 
of 1890 for the materials. The table referred to is as follow: 


Table exhibiting the population of certain States under the Eleventh Census, 
the entire vote cast in them in the Congressional election of 1890, the pro- 
portion of population to vote cast, and, the average number of votes cast 
Sor Representatives in these States. 5 


States. - Eleventh 
Census, 
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Maine .., 0000004. 
New 

Vermont 
Massachuse 
Rhode Island. 
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Connecticut... 963 
Totals....... 4,700, 745 27, 059 
wa a = 
South Carolina.. 1,151, 149 73,522 15.6 10, 503 
GOTTA ...reerereree 837, 353 10), 851 18.0 10. 185 
Florida... 391,422 44,415 8.8 22,207 
Alabama 1, 513; 017 118, 231 12.7 14,77: 
Mississip: 1, 289, 600 59, 971 21.5 8,553 
Louisiana 1,118, 587 | 7A, 255 14.8 | | 12,875 
TOtALS S eoossososcesin ibose 7,301,128 472,245 15.4 | 40 | 11,806 


It will be observed that there are in the State of New York a mere 
trifle less than 6,000,000 people, a great autonomy, a State which isas 
much as any other entitled to lead in seeing that suffrage is protected 
at home andisagood example abroad. The population being 5,997,853, 
our vote, although under the embarrassment of a novel and peculiar 
method of exercising the suffrage—I am speaking of no other consid- 
eration—amounted to but few votes short of 1,000,000. I have stated 
that in great elections the vote is as high as 1,300,000. It will be seen, 
therefore, that on this large scale of estimate and of distribution this 
yote is one-sixth; that is, in the proportion of 1 to 6 in population. 
I believe I am right in saying that in every corner of this State, run- 
ning through the great cities, at the points which we all recognize as 
great cities of the country, and throughout every village and every 
aoe there has not been complaint that any man was driven of 
affected in regard to his vote orin the count. 

Is not that an agreeable situation? It is agreeable to the citizens 
of that State. Is it not agreeable to the people of the United States ? 
Is it not agreeable to them that no violent and wicked perversion of 
the suffrage, in all these great opportunities for it, in these masses 
of population, endangers the predominance in the vote of the whole 
country, when their votes need to be assembled with ours, in being 
borne down by violence or fraud? Do you not delight in that? 
How long should we have peace in the farthest corner of this land if 
New York could by force or fraud determine the election by a local 
vote in the great cities, and thus of the State, and thus of the electoral 
colleges, so that by brute force and violence the suffrage of the United 
States would be strangled and put to an open shame by being throt- 
tled in these local frauds and this bloody strife? 

Limplore Senators on either side of the Chamber not to speak or feel 
lightly about the interests or the integrity of the suffrage and the pro- 
tection of the voters. 

We haye 34 Representatives from the State of New York in the other 
House. There are 29,253 votes on an average for every Congressman. 

Go to the New England States, and they have a population collect- 
ively of about four millions and three quarters, and they have, I believe, 
an average of six and six-tenths voters to population. They have 26 
Representatives, and the average number of votes cast for each Repre- 
sentative in New England at the late election, which I imagine all over 
the country was perhaps on a somewhat reduced scale of voting, was 
27,059 for each Representative. 

In the nonsuffrage States, as I have described them—and I shall 

k of them not for reiteration, but merely for description—there 
are, I think, about seven millions and a quarter of population, and 
they have collectively forty representatives in our Con The aver- 
age number of votes for them is between eleven and twelve thousand. 
Ishonld say that I have taken the Congressional vote equally in all 


the States to which I have referred at the last election, and the ratio, 
Ithink, is 15.4 between the population and the vote; that is, the pro- 
portion of population to vote cast is 15.4 to 1. 

Mr. President, we can not look at these two portions of the country 
and fail to see that the suffrage is a vital and prevalent force in those 
communities of which I haye ma you the illustrations of New Eng- 
land and New York, and that in the other States, the Gulf States and 
South Carolina, it is a dead suffrage, and it has no meaning atall. It 
carries no responsibility on the part of those chosen except to such in- 
fluences as have stifled and reduced the vote. Divisions among the 
people never come into play; the competitions between public men 
have no touch with those who are to support them, and, above all, that 
essential and I should say almost supreme influence of thesuflrage does 
not exist—the keeping the peaceand educating the ged Seam etd 
last vote, with all others eliminated, is appealed to by either party and 
by every public man, and those thus set aside pass entirely out of the 
scheme of suffrage thus reduced. 

Is it strange, then, that a wide observation and even a reasonable 
inspection of the principles of civilized society and of instructed and 
developed mankind, such as occupies this country of ours, should feel 
that if government rests upon suffrage the foundations should be sure 
and strong? , They should rest on the consent of the people from day 
to day and from time to time in the aggregation of their votes. That 
ought to be felt by candidates individually and by parties collectively, 
and no part of the country can long remain watchful and zealous in 
protecting the suffrage while another portion of the country presents 
nothing but a desiccated suffrage, without life or circulation in it. 

When, therefore, upon this survey we come to these conclusions, is 
it strange that at last the stage may be reached in which itis said that 
remissness and inattention on the part of the rest of the country should 
be no longer maintained ? 7 

I have heard it said that the time is not propitious, that time helps, 
that time heals. Yes, time heals; for no community will long main- 
tain agitation and conflict. But the question is whether, when the 
body politic is thus healed from active mischiefs, there is not burrow- 
ing under it worse and greater influences, 


People say that this is not the time. The time, Mr. President, for . 


every Senator, is the time when he has authority in the matter. The 
time for every party is when it has authority. It is not open to a 
Senator nor to a party to deal unjustly or to break and injure more 
than it attempts to cure; but whatever may be in the nature of things 
an evil that, under the Constitution, the duty of a great party, or an 
individual Senator, requires to be dealt with, then it is in the end of 
peace, of equality, of justice. Then we may say, as Richelieu said:; 
Nts e For Justice, 4 
All place a temple, and all season summer! 

I will admit if we pass over the guestion of the constitutionality of 
this proposed law, which has been sufliciently discussed and about 
which people may rightfully exercise freedom of opinion, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who has done me the honor to ask 
me some questions, was right in saying in his speech to the Senate that 
it was a question of expediency. Ishould prefer to use a less common 
designation and call it a question of dnty. It is a question not of ex- 

iency to-day or to-morrow. It is not a question of commercial or 
industrial interest. It is a question that touches, if it has any value, 
the utmost and most permanent interests of peace and justice and se- 
curity in this country. 

I should prefer to use the word ‘‘duty,’’ for whenever a clause of the 
Constitution that has declared that manhood suffrage shall be the rule, 
and that, in respect to the acceptance ofsuffrage, if that isdeparted from, 
there shall be a diminution of the representation of the State so long as 
that lasts, then it is the duty of this Government, and it is the duty, as I 
Should say, alike of both parties, but, at any rate, it is the duty of the 
Republican party—if its views of the public situation and the public 
needs and the public methods which are open to it, under the Constitu- 
tion and at our service, warrant it—to preserve the integrity of the suf- 
frage and where it is impaired to restore it, and if there is open to us 
the means of exercising this beneficial rule, then the question is settled 
that now it is our duty and now it is expedient. 

But it is said, “What about prosperity and peace and trade?” I 
mean peace outside of this question of suffrage. Well, Mr. President, 
Northern communities are not likely to be oblivious to the question of 
peace and trade, but they do not live to trade. They trade to live 
and to promote whatever makes up manly conduct and duty, Trade 
and economy are only. that their lives may be Supported and made 
strong in the community, so that whatever justice and duty may re- 
quire may be performed by them, 

Mr. President, I have already transcended the limit that I had fixed 
as the possible occupation of time that I might ask from the indulgence 
of the Senate. I think, however, I should saya word about what might 
be done in other communities and, if in other communities, might be 
done in these. 7 

In the first place, I think it should be accepted that the Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States are to be respected and that 
they are to be actively and obediently respected by every portion of 
the population in these asin all other portions of the country; that 
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that should be the teaching of public men; that that should be the 
teachings at the hustings; that that should be the instruction in the 
courts; and that the juries of indictment and of trial should bring 
their aid to obedience to law, and that thus all the machinery of gov- 
ernment should bear upon that question of enforcing your own State 
laws as touching this matter of the suffrage. I will not limit it to 
Federal representation; I mean to all. 

You exercise the suffrage within your State. You should adopt ad- 
ministrative measures that may curb this or that excess and danger in 
the wide distribution of the suffrage in the subjects to which it was 
applied, and it should be fairly and properly considered, but you should 
give a wide space for the Constitution of the United States, to see that 
the suffrage for Representatives in Congress is, under your laws, re- 
spected and applied; and it you should find that the infection of this 
concurrent example was too invigorating for your own local institutions, 
if you should be so advised as to your local suffrages, then you should 
separate your local institutions in their suffrage from the day and the 
manner in which the suffrage for Congressmen is determined. 

In whatever you find that belongs to your own institutions as dis- 
tinguishable from your share in the great and common interests of this 
Government and of these institutions, you should be discreet and wise; 
and if mistakes are made and-any injuries intervene, then their cor- 
rection is one which the rest of the country have no occasion to observe 
or to criticise, but rather to give spontaneously every supportand every 
encouragement to the proper solution of that problem. 

I may be supposed to trench upon political divisions, I mean di- 
visions between parties, when I suggest that, if you do not want 
a division between blacks and whites in your communities upon Fed- 
eral questions, you should take care not to make your politics turn 
on that question alone; and in the aggregation and the principles ot 
party you should not hold out to these imperfect and undisciplined 
natures the wide breach you are making all the time between that 
portion of the country and that sentiment of the country which once 
sought to destroy the Union and that which preservedit. This breach 
divides the Union no longer on the memories of the past and no longer 
upon the discrepancies of feeling relating to anything but the actual 
politics that belong to the present time. 

You should avoid those political issues and methods likely in the 
presence of all these feebler intellects and feebler moralities, if you 
please, to deepen and emphasize the lines that you draw in politics 
here between those who accomplished the preservation of tle Union 
and the expurgation of slavery, and those against whom the Union was 
preserved and slavery eradicated—these are the resorts of wise commu- 
nities if they do not wish to divide by color or by memories or by re- 
pugnancies that should die out. 

Talk upon the tariff, talk upon temperance, talk upon develop- 
ments, talk npon prosperity, talk upon these great subjects that en- 
gross, and rightfutty so, much of the interest of the people of this 
whole country. Divide on these questions, for you need not fear that 
when there are no longer the deep furrows of discrimination aggregat- 
ing the Democratic party on the old lines of the sections your kindred 
of thé colored race will be any less under your influences, both in per- 
suasion and in instruction, than under the infinences of the distant 
white men in other parts of the country. 

Mr. President, perhaps I have not helped the situation at all; but 
these are my views. The whole line of my political life has drawn no 
distinctions between those who live in one part of the country and those 
who live in another, nor in my duty to the Constitution of the United 
States, whether or not the instances and the occasions were repugnant 
to the feelings or the passions or the interests of the communities in 
which I lived, Always acknowledging the obligations of patty ties 
and party duties as the only mode in which free institutions are car- 
ried on in a representative government, I have nevertheless always 
thonght that in the area of citizenship and opinion a party was not re- 
sponsible for this or that instance of encroachmenton rights or on duties 
until it was bound by some general judgment of the people of the 
country. 

Mr. President, a word for myself. I have had the honor to-be men- 
tioned, and I believe generally with compliment, for the position that 
I took in 1875, while a private citizen in the city of New York, upon 
an instance inviting earnest attention in disapproval of the act of a dis- 
tinguished officer in the military service entering a house of legislation 
in Louisiana and taking certain members there seated ont of it. By 
carelessness or worse, it is supposed, because I raised my voice against 
that military encroachmenton the independence of legislation, that it is 
inconsistent for me to support measures of law to prevail in this or that 
part of the country in curbing excesses or in invigorating virtue in the 
suffrage. 

I never fear any allusion to any ozcasions on which I may have ex- 
pressed myself, however they may have passed out of my mind, for I 
have always been guided, I think, by some discretion, at least by some 
sense of responsibility, in every attitude I have taken affecting the 
serious interests, political or other, of the community in which [live 
or of the whole country. I am ready now, as I was then, to say that I 
believe my voice was properly and usefully raised at that mass meet- 
ing in Cooper Hall against any such encroachment by military force 


upon the constitution of a legislative body, and that in any circum- 
stances that I can imagine, except of flagrant war, such action by mili- 
tary officers is wholly indefensible. ‘ 

But, Mr. President, that had nothing to do with the question of the 
‘tforce bill,” as it was called then, in the House of Representatives or 
in the Senate, which it ultimately reached. There is no connection 
between the matters. Whether the invigoration of the pro law 
was too severe, whether it was inexpedient, whether it would do mis- 
chief and not good, were topics that were not before me. I had noth- 
ing to do with them, but with an overt act of military force. Con- 
cerning that I could judge as by itself, and Iso condemned it. 

But, Mr. President, although my speech upon that occasion is pre- 
served only in the form of a report of a stenographer for the press who 
did me the favor to take down my words, and though I have never 
read a word of the speech until within the last three weeks, when it 
was alluded to, and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] referred 
me to the issue of the Tribune where it could be found, I ask your 
attention to one passage of that speech which I-think is much more 
pertinent to the situation before this Senate than that of the incursion 
of soldiery into a-legislative body. 

The speech was delivered at the mass meeting held in Cooper Insti- 
tute, January 11, 1875, and reported in the New York Tribune on the 
a morning, and the portion of it to which I ask attention reads as 
‘ollows: 


Now, gentlemen, I haye detained you too long. [Criesof*'Goon!"] There 
are other troubles at the South in respect of which and their suppression the 
Federal Government is marked by extraordinary power. By alate act of 1871, 
whenever any combination or conspiracy exists against the State laws and the 
United States laws, to the effect of id ont I one of the rights, privileges, or 
immunities of the United States, and the constituted authorities are either un- 
able to protect, or, for any reason, failin or refuse the protection, then it is law- 
fulfor the President of the United States to use the military, the Army and 
Navy, to Lotti d these violated rights. 

If, when the election of Louisiana was held, there were organized bands, 
combinations, and conspiracies, which intimidated the yas voters, which 
intimidated the black voters in the State of Louisiana, then was the time for 
the President of the United States to interfere and suppress those violent com- 
binations and conspiracies that beg be upon the rights of suffrage, though in 
the meanest voter. I hope it won't be long before the city of New York, with- 
out distinction of party, will respond with the same voice and energy as to- 
night against any combinations or Sgr hians that are framed with the pur- 
pose of intimidating the voters of such State in the exercise of their suffrage. 


Mr. President, you will see there the distinction between the sup- 
port of Jaw and the methods of law, asagainst methods notof law; and 
that I did not omit to present to that great meeting, held without dis- 
tinction of party, the view that the time to attend to corrections in 
elections was when elections occurred, -I ventured to express the hope 
that, when this violence took place in elections, meetings like that, 
without distinction of party, might be held to express their condem- 
nation of such infractions of the principles and justice of elections, 

I am sorry to say that, with all the applause that has been given to 
this public meeting, without distinction of party, in support of the se- 
curity of Legislatures against troops, I have not seen an instance of a 
public meeting at which public orators, having faith and credit with 
their communities, denounced these violent and bloody raids on the 
ballot box or these ineffable infamies of fraud upon the ignorant and 
the feeble colored men in those communities where they occurred. I 
should like to hear of somebody that Icould applaud for having spoken 
in Mississippi or in South Carolina to meetings, without distinction of 
party, at the time and at the moment that the flagrant outrages were 
being performed, tocurb andredressand punish them. Ah, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is a severe and sad, but nevertheless an inexorable maxim: 
Judex damnatur cum nocens absolvitur. 

Do then the communities where these outrages go unpunished and 
unpunishable complain that we accuse them of being the judges that 
absolve these guilty men? Nay, they applaud them, they vote for them, 
they place them in authority by no warrant except theirservices in these 
transactions. I speak of the lower stratum of patronage and office- 
seeking in those neighborhoods. Now, this is the truth. Why do not 
the proud people of the South denounce, at least, the infamies of frand? 
Why donot the lovers of the Constitution and the lovers of the country 
and the lovers of their brethren at the North make examples of these 
violent actors in thesesavage outrages? Every ratification is equivalent 
to a mandate; the fact that they remain quiet anddonotdenounce these 
infamies is equal to a mandate to commit them. Do not these violent 
men regard this acceptance and quiet as a ratification equal to a man- 
date? and are they who pursue the mandate to expect to see justice 
visited upon those who bring in the fruits, or rather to reap the bene- 
fits of this execution of these behests? 

How long would the black population fear these individual and per- 
sonal intimidations if the community was not behind them? How 
much would they fear them if these bold violators were subject to the 
general law and hanged or imprisoned for their part in that infamous 
work? Then the colored people would see thatit was an individual 
or personal outrage, and these actors would no longer put themselves 
in this service, if they were to receive the fate that belongs to them. 
When, therefore, we are told that we åreaccusing communities, while 
we are open to the same accusation at home, we answer that whenever 
it is shown that in reference to the suffrage there is an organized force 
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or organized fraud and that a community does not rebel against that 
and punish the perpetrators, make better laws, give better judges, bet- 
ter administration of laws, then we shall be open to the accusation. 
But New York State is nót open to that accusation. 

Mr. President, what is the measure before us? ‘Now that we have 
got through a somewhat distastefulsurvey of the situation of the coun- 
try and a cursory inspection of the su and of the motives and 
methods that should attend upon its exercise, and should be ready to 
agree that whatever is wiso and whatever is useful in redress of the 
mischiefs should be accomplished by law, what is to be said of the 
measure now before the Senate and the country? It relates entirely 
to the election of Representatives in Congress, It is our body. It is 
the body of the people of the United States, Itis not any longera 
situation in which the Representatives are delegates from the States. 
That belonged to the Continental Congress and tho old Confederacy. 
Yet it comes to this, as claimed by the opponents of the measure under 
a somewhat rash, as I think, proposition of law, that these Representa- 
tives are State officers and State delegates, and that we have accepted 
notonly the administration of the voting suffrage, but we have accepted 
the States as the masters and the authors and the superintending power 
over these Representatives. 

Did you ever hear, even in the most extreme theory of instruction, 
that any State ever undertook to instruct a Representative in Congress 
how he should vote? Ihave never understood that such a thing hus 
been undertaken. What would be the use of one candidate carrying 
the Republican election in one district, and five, six, seven, eight, nine, 
or ten other districts in the State all going the other way if the State 
were to direct the action of the Representative of the single district ? 
Would the Republican be instructed to vote on the Democratic side 
of the House? Is that the relation? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, he is aware of the fact 
that Senators are instructed by the State Legislatures because the Leg- 
islature is the constituent of the Senator. A Representative may be 
requested, but he can not be instructed, because the Representative is 
the representative of a local constituency, and not of the State. 

Mr. EVARTS. That is exactly what I have said: I have not men- 
tioned the Senators, because I do not need to talk of them. I do not 
believe any way very much in the principle of instructing Senators after 
they get here. Ishall nottalk aboutthem. The Senator agrees with 
me perfectly that the Representative is not therepresentative of a State, 
but of the constituency that elects him. š 

Mr. REAGAN. I was led to make the remark because the Senator 
was speaking of the Legislature of a State not instructing a Repre- 
sentative, I inferred that he was forgetting that a Legislature no 
authority to instruct a Representative, butit was the local constituency 
which he represented that had that right. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iwasurging that they had notanyright. That was 
a PERS that they had no such right, and that nobody had been 

enough or ignorant enough to suppose they had the right. We 
do not need to treat the subject in any narrow view such as I have been 
considering. When this Government was founded it was intended to 
be aunion, and as we now think, perhaps all of us, a nation. 

In regard to the fundamental and operative powers of the Govern- 
ment, especially when all the will and power is reposed in the two 
Houses of Congress, as the Constitution does deposit that power, the 
question was, how shall we fill by election these bodies? As we all 
know, the arrangement of the Senate was exceptional and does not 
stand uponnumbersor upon local constituencies. The greatest States, 
my own State of New York, for instance, is overpowered by the six 
New England States, although the population is but something like 

uarters of our population, to say nothing of the small States, 
That is all settled. 

Then they came to the question, how shall it be—when the conces- 
sion had been made between the great States and the small States for 
this body, all haying equal representation by statehood and not by 
manhood suffrage or popnlation—how shall it be as to the other branch ? 
The House was to be a popular body filled by the votes of the people 
of the United States. The distribution was to be numerical, wholly 
numerical. We do not need to be captions about there being an ar- 
rangement at the outset that each State should have one Representa- 
tive. The basis was numerical, and the circumscriptions of constitu- 
ency were of citizens of the United States living in tho State, and 
nothing else. 5 

Then we look to the question of suffrage. What shall we say about 
that? They looked at the actual suffrage as prevailing in the different 
States with such disparities as might have manifested themselves, 
always col of view the noncivic population of the slave States. 
They were to be represented and counted for representation, but not 
to vote. That we understand. That settles that. There were prop- 
erty qualifications here or there; there was this or that arrangement 
in different States. The people very wisely said in that great constit- 
nent assembly that framed the Constitution, ‘‘ What is suffrage for 
the popular branch:of the States is suffrage enough for the popular 
branch of Congress,” and it was so provided. But that has nothing to 
do with the State prescribing suffrage; the United States adopted their 
suffrage and was satisfied with that regulation. 


Then the question came up, how about elections of Representatives ? 
How shall they be conducted? It wassaid that the States may ca 
them on with the rest of their clective affairs. They were not ric 
States, any of them. They had not vast populations, They had not 
any discordant elements, because the noncivic situation of the blacks 
removed that from the arena. There was nothing in the matter for 
the nonce making it inadvisable, and so the States were allowed to 
regulate the conduct of the elections. We, the United States, by this 
simply prescribed what was our suffrage, to wit, the same that the States 
had prescribed for theirs. 

Whatever authority is given to the State in regard to the conduct 
of elections is given in the words of section 4, Article I, of the Consti- 
tution, ‘‘The times, oi and manner of holding elections for Sena- 
tors and Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make or al- 
ter such regulations, except as to the places of chusing Senators.”’ 
“Theo State may fix the times, places, and manner of holding elections 
for Representatives,” That is all we have given to the States. What 
the words “times, places, and manner” mean as regulations in the 
first clause of the provision, they mean also'in the next member of the 
same sentence, as ‘‘snchregulations,”?’ But wesay now, leavingout the 
word ‘‘alter’’ for the moment, that the Congress of the UniteilStates 
may fix the times, places, and manner ofholding such elections. What- 
ever then was conferred in the first member of the sentence was taken 
to the United States under the words ‘such regulations ’’ in the sec- 
ond member of the sentence. 

How, then, can the words *‘times, places, and manner,” when exer- 
cised by a State, mean one thing, and when the United States exercises 
it under the definitive phrase “‘such regulations,’’ that is, ‘times, 
places, and manner of holding elections,’’ be held to mean something 
else? Is then, this positive, unrestricted right of making regulations 
as to the times, places, and manner of holding olections for Represent- 
atives taken from the Congress of the United States because we have 
alsosaid the United States may be satisfied with what it pleases in the 
system of the State clections, so long as it is satisfactory ? Without 
question, as I suppose, we have exercised the power of alteration by 
providing that there shall be elections in districts, and that they shall 
be by ballot, Is not that what we havo provided? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well. Now wecometo this point. Wedonot 
alter your methods of elections atall. We simply watch to see how 
your agents execute our laws, your laws made ours by our accepting 
them as our Jaws for'the time being. Wo do not alter your regula- 
tions; but having seen this decay of the suffrage, having only half 
the people vote, having these violences and these Peldduopenly avowed, 
unpunished and unreproved, when any community of our voters, our 
United States voters, livingin anyneighborhood, think that they would 
like to have some observation and some record of what occurs at these 
elections, we do say, “‘ Very well, you shall have them.” 

Then we carry through this efficacious law. It is not meant to be 
nugatory nor endingin generalities. Ittouches everyman who isopen 
to the objection of not having a right to vote, rejecting his vote, and 
keeping a recordofit. That,it is claimed, we hayenorighttodo. So 
we carry it through the familiar processes by which a regulation of an 
election is to proceed, and step by step be brought up to certification. 
Yet, Mr. President we are told that these methods of watching elections 
are revolutionary and are contrary to the first principles of freedom 
and the national instincts of liberty. 

As displaying that the views I haye expressed are those heretofore 
entertained and acted upon without question, even by those who, it 
might have been Ad ae would reach a different conclusion, I here 
present in parallelcolumns the pertinent sections of the Constitution of 
the United States and the constitution of the so-called Confederate 
States: 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION OF TIIE CONFEDERATE 
OF AMERICA. STATES OF AMERICA, 
Anticis I. ARTICLE I. 

Src.2. The House of Representatives Sec.2, Tho house of representatives 
shall be com dof members chosen shall be com of members chosen 
every second year by the peopleofthe covery second year by the pcople of the 
several States, and theclectorsin each several States, and the electors in each 
State shall have the qualifications State shall be citizens of the Confederate 
requisite forelectorsofthemostnumer- Slates and hayo the qualifications 
ous branch of the State Legislature. 


No person shall be a Representative No ale shall be a represontative 
who shail not have attained, etc. who shall not have attained, ete. 

Sec. 4. The times, places, and man- Sec 4. The times, places, and man- 
ner of holding elections for Senators ner of holding slectlons for senators 
and Representatives shall be pro- and representatives shall be pro- 
scribed in cachState by the Legislature seribed in each State by the legislature 


thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regu- 
lations,except as to the places of choos- 
ing Senators, ete. 


thereof, subject to the provisions of this 
constitution; but the congross may at 
any time by law make or alter such 
regulations except as to the tines and 
places of choosing senators, etc, 


There you will sce that whatever changes bave been made haye heen 
to make it plain that in these elections accorded to the States in their 
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ement every elector is an elector of the Confederate States and 
not r anA and that whatever is accorded, in the primary conduct 
of the election for representative, to the States is subject to those para- 
mount obligations to the Confederate States. They speak for them- 
selves, 

Mr. President, let me call the attention of the Senate to one of the 
regulations in, I believe, now a good Democratic State, and thatis New 
York, so far as its ostensible presentation in the Legislatureand in the 
executive is concerned, to show what we think of finding out whether 
a false name is on the registry. For the first time in reference to elec- 
tions in the State at large wo, a year ago, adopted aregistry, to go all 
over the State, at every polling place. Now, see what we thought in 


“New York of what was consistent with public liberty to allow an ex- 


ploration of the registry. Itis provided in that law that— 


Every person dwelling in any building ina city shall truly answer all ques- 
tions asked by any elector of the city intermediate tho first meeting of the 
board of registry therein for any clection and the close of such election, relat- 
ing to the residénce and qualifications as a voter of all persons dwelling in such 
building, and of all persons who Appas upon the list or register of voters made 
by such board as residing at such building, and any person who shall willfully 
violate any provision of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 


We did not think it was inconsistent with the suffrage and liberty 
to allow by authority of law every elector to inquire into any residence 
from which a name was put on the registry, and madeita misdemeanor 
to be punished by law when any person thus accosted and thus in- 
quired of refused to answer. Yet the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] has thought otherwise, 4s manifested by him in an incident 
where a marshal ora deputy supervisor, or whatever he might have 
been inauthority, and with his badge of authority, asked questions of 
this character and in this pursuit at the house from which a regis- 
tration was made in the name of one Heinrich, and when upon the 
refusal of Heinrich to answer the inquiry on the first application of 
the lawful agent the interrogation was repeated in the name of the 
law, the answer of Heinrich was, ‘I will knock your brains out if 
you do not leave my house,’’ the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
thought this response and spirit of Heinrich worthy of great com- 
mendation, if we may judge from his expression, ‘Good for Heinrich!’’ 

Mr. President, this is nota matter of jest. Ifyou are going to purge 
the registry, purge it by some means that are appropriate and timely. 
We have at any rate authorized by law every elector to ask at every 
house from which a name appears whether the man lives there and is 
a voter. 

Mr. CULLOM. When was the law passed ? 

Mr. EVARTS. It was passed at the last session of the Legislature, 
last year. ‘That was the first time the registry was extended over the 
whole State. 

Mr. FRYE. Was that act signed by Governor Hill? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iimagine that it wassigned by Governor Hill. At 
any rate, it is law. Ihave no doubt it was signed by him. 

That is our law. If we are crushed by it we do not know it. If 
anybody should say to an elector who went to a house in any city or 
village or hamlet and asked who lives there and who were they, and 
should be answered, ‘‘I will knock your brains outifyou don’t leave,” 
this elector in our free State of New York would see that bold defender 
of free suffrage put behind the grates and bars of a prison. We mean 
thtse things. When ourpeoplesee the law is behind them they obey it. 

But, Mr. President, a good deal has been said of the house-to-house 
canvass, which was io the bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives and which the Committee on Privileges and Elections struck out. 
We had, however, a corresponding provision in the State of New York, 
but applicable only to the city of New York. When we had occasion 
to frame a bill here that was to cover the rural populations, North and 
South, we felt that it was quite unnecessary and was quite capable of 
some perversion, or at least of imputation against the officers engaged, 
and we struck it ont. 

Now, in order that we may see what, according to the principles of 
liberty and of the right of inquiry, is regarded as suitable in our great 
cities in New York State by the Legislature of that State in the elec- 
tion laws applicable only to those great cities, I will read section 
1879 of the act passed in 1852 regulating elections in the city and 
county of New York, as follows: 

Src. 1879. Any inspector of election, poll clerk, or other officer of elections, or 
any challenger appointed in compliance with the provisions of this chapter, or 
any n desi, ted as provided in this chapter to be present at the canvass of 
any ballot, shall at any timo between tho nesday fiyo weeks p; ing the 
day of any general or local election held in the city or county of New York 
and ten days after the first official promulgation by the board of county can- 
Vassers of tho canvass, declaration, and certificate of the result of any such elec- 
tion, bave full power and authority to make a thorough and effective canvass 
of the election district in and for which he has been or was designated to serve 
and act, upon any day of registration, revision of registration, or election, and 
to make full inquiry wean fas any and every male resident of any dwelling. 
building, or other place of abode in any such election district, his „term of 
residence, and qualification as a voter, but the power ‘and authority by this 
section conferred upon any inspector of clection, poll clerk, or other officer of 
election, orany enger or person designated to watch the canvass of ballots, 


shall wholly cease upon his resignation or removal from the office or position 
to which he was appointed or for which he was designated. 


That is what we think of obtaining a good registry and a peaceful 


élection and an honest count in our great cities, and we got it and we 
mean to keep it, and we keep it by efficacious means, by eficient 


agents,and by law behindit, How long would the integrity and peace 
of our suffrage in the t city of New York be maintained if the ef- 


ficacious means and eflicient agents and the power of law behind them 
were not provided? So you must accuse these vast Democratic com- 
munities of Brooklyn and New York—for they are so by immense pre- 
ponderance put together and separately as well—as submissive to prin- 
ciples at variance with the rights of men and the privileges of electors. 

No, Mr. President, althongh Iwill not dwell a moment upon the 
personal invectives against our supervisor, Mr. Davenport, the reason 
of these inyectives has been because ho was efficient ahd because he 
repressed in mass and in detail Democratic frauds, as he now represses 
in mass and in detail all frauds by any party in reference to our elec- 
tions. When, therefore, the motive and the measure of the invectives 
against a public servant are weighed and probed we can sce how much 
we value these vituperations. They do not touch this bill. They have 
nothing to do with it. If Mr. Davenport knew more about fraud and 
violence than other men, it was wise for us to find from him the meth- 
ods of efficacious restraint and correction. 

The trouble is not about the methods of this bill as repressive of the 
suffrage, but that they do control fraud and violence. The only: cri- 
terion by which the details of every portion of ourprocess in this bill in 
watching and reporting and certifying are to be judged, the only way 
by which to test them and the bill as a whole, is whether or not the de- 
tails are improper and whether they are shown to be substantially cor- 
respondent with the methods adopted in the States thatare interested 
in good suffrage, and even in the States of the South in general. 

Your objections, therefore, are really that the supervisor is a Federal 
appointee, and that flows from your objection to the United States in- 
specting and valuing your elections and your returns. The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who addressed us first on this bill at this 
session, had a very accurate view of what under our arrangement the 
elections in any State or in the United States meant, that it is the proc- 
ess not merely of depositing the vote, but of carrying it up through 
all the steps of canvass and final certification. 

That is the sound doctrine. That is the doctrine we applied to 
the Montana case. We were not much assisted in that doctrine by 
Senators on the other side at that time, That was the doctrine in the 
Electoral Commission of the great judges and great Senators.and great 
Representatives in Congress who sat there. That wasthe doctrine which 
I there maintained, and successfully. It is the doctrine of the Consti- 
tution and the election laws of the United States now, that the last 
act of the election, including the certification, if itis anact in the elec- 
tion, is to control. 7 

Away, then, with the suggestions that a Clerk ofa House of Repre- 
sentatives can be guided by certification coming from State authority; 
and when that certification is questioned and inconsistency appears the 


Clerk cannot be guided and controlled by the certification of the United 
States supervisor of the elections. Somebody must guide him, and 
Congress and the House of Representatives determine ly the right. 


Then we haye a great deal of wise criticism upon the courts and 
about the appointing poner. If they concede that the United States 
should regulate and observe and report and certify, what is the objec- 
tion to the method of appointment? Would they rather have them 
appointed by executive power, by the President, or would they pre- 
fer that apparatus should be provided that would be under the inspec- 
tion and control of the court? If it is unconstitutional, that is one 
thing. 

Tam now talking about tiie methods and then about the provision 
that final canvass may be promptly and cheaply carried into the judi- 
ciary and there determined. Every lawyer on both sides knows the 
practice in all the States shows that you can go to a court for a man- 
damus; and I suppose that if the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions had chosen to say that any aggrieved party might apply to the 
circuit court and ask for a mandamus and then an answer should be 
made, and then upon the facts thus disclosed the court should deter- 
mine, there would have been no trouble aboutits being judicial, Can 
it be said in sensible circles of jurisprudence that we can not late 
summary and expeditious methods of certiorari instead of mandamus 
and pleadings and issues, etc.? Thatis the end of all that criti- 
cism. 

Now, Mr. President, there is not one provision in this bill that if 
found in a State bill regulating a State election would not be found ta 
be wise and just and useful; and it all comes back to the question of 
the United States undertaking to steady the steps of oflicers sworn to 
support this Constitution in the conduct of the election according to 
their suffrage. 

Now, for the argument of a hundred years. Mr. President, Jet us 
drawa line in this hundred years. Youwould suppose thatif we were 
to be tried and measured by our dealing with the suffrage through the 
hundred years we should find the condition of the suffrage and the 
condition of our population remaining the same, increased in numbers, 
increased in wealth, but of uniform opinions and uniform interests 
about the suffrage. 
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Let us cut off thirty years from the hundred, and go back to 1860. 
Then there was an experience of seventy years, and then the black 
population, being noncivic in every sense, did not form a marplot ora 
difficulty, adangeror a duty, about elections. But by the transactions 
which consolidated the Union on its firmest foundation, the Constitu- 
tion was changed; the situation of suftrage took them into the United 
States wholly and made them citizens of the United States, all pur- 
poses of duty and obligations to the Federal sovereignty, and citizens 
of the State only as citizens of the United States living ina State, and 
then the suffrage was given to the emancipated slaves. 

People would now like to recall the action of this Government in 
this matter and to ignore these methods in elections which encourage 
that result. They would like to take back the suftrage in the fifteenth 
amendment and leave it to the regulation of the fourteenth amendment, 
so that the States could reduce their representation and suppress the 
suffrage of the blacks. Very well. Have these political philosophers, 
these wise observers of human affairs, thought what would happen 
when three-fifths of the civic population of any one of our States would 
be civic Lad (itn in every respect except suffrage? Do they think 
what would happen toa community embosomed in this great Republic 
of ours without manhood suffrage and the equality of race ? 

Are they willing to trust white men to make laws for blacks when 
the blacks do not participate in the suffrage? Are they sure that the 
laws of equality in the courts and equality in all the conditions of social 
independence and of the rights of trade and industry are safe ina body 
that makes Jaws for those who have no voiceinit? Is there any experi- 
ence of human nature that teaches that? Is France our wisdom for the 
laws made by the prelates and the nobles for the mass of the population? 
Did they know how such a community finds its final vent when it is 
thus repressed? Do you think that in a State side by side with our 
sister States it is safe tohave a great mass of population civie in eyery- 
thing else watched over by the Constitution in all their civic rights 
except suffrage? 

No, Mr. President, perilous and deep as are the problems before us, 
let no one imagine that that hasty course or this desire of a reversal is 
to bring about a state of things more palatable to the Southern States. 
The best that they can do, the best that they can measure, is what has 
been done. Of course there is always an argument against what has 
been done, that there might have been advantages which are found not 
to follow the course that was taken. But, sir, human affairs and their 
managers are to be conducted in the best way to make the best of any 
situation, but never imagine that the Constitution of the United States, 
or the supremacy of that Constitution, or the power of Congress, or the 
principles and interests of humanity and of justice are to be set back in 
the hearts and the minds of the great mass of the white people of this 
country. 

Take, then, to yourselves this final proposition. Equality of rightby 
itself will not make peace nor uphold and confirm the Republic. But 
equality of right, community of interest, and reciprocity of duty are 
the triple arch that will uphold the structure of civil society and the 
freedom of every one in it. Work on theselines, work with mistakes, 
work with misfortunes, work with disappointments, work with justice 
and patience, but flee, flee as for life, from Doubting Castle kept by 
the Giant Despair. Then at last, as I began, all the People in this 
country will pay their homage to law, ‘‘ the very least as feeling her 
care and the greatest as not exempted from her power.” 

Mr. PASCO obtained the floor, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Florida desire to proceed 
with his remarks this evening? S 

Mr. PASCO. I to proceed to-day, but the hour is late and 
I should prefer to go on to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be understood. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] desires to move toadjourn, or I shall yield the floorif the 
pending measure is to be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to present a privileged report; but I yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice that after the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr, SPOONER] has brought to the attention of the Senate what 
he desires I shall move to adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow, and 
that to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to remain in session until this 
bill is finished. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task the Senator to submit that motion now, as I 
shall desire a brief executive session, 

Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourn. to-day it be to 
meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2427) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at St. 
Albans, in the State of Vermont. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a 
public building at Pueblo, Colo., agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, and Mr. ABBOTT 
managers at the conference on the part of the House, 


The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the . 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.11098) for the relief of 
Lorenzo F. Coffin, late captain Thirty-second Regimentof Iowa Volun- 
teers, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. WILLE- 
IAMS, of Ohio, and Mr. SPINOLA managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Rockford, Il., agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr, MILLIKEN, Mr. Post, and Mr. DIB- 
BLE managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary B. Has- 
call, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Laws, Mr. 
BELKNAP, and Mr. LANE managers at the conference on the part of 


the House. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREGON. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of 
a public building at Portland, Oregon, having met, after full and freeconference 
otk agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

‘ollows: 

That the words “ United States courts" and “ post office,” in line 6, shall be 
stricken out. 

That the House recede from its amendment in line 10, and in lieu of the part 
pepa to be stricken out, strike out allafter the word “dollars,” inline 10, 
to tlie end of the bill, and insert: 

* Proposals for the sale of land suitable forsaid site shall be invited by public 
advertisensent in one or more of the ia of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said pro: 

~“ Pro ls made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shallthen cause thesaid proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, tobe examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original pro; and all maps, plats, and statements whiich shall haye come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

“Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap- 
point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
oficer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the 
said proposed sites, and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- 
nate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto asthey shalldeem necessary; 
and said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to 
the Secretary of the Treasury written report of (heir conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted tothem, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent ofthe Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

“'The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: 5 , That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses.< 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until s valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Oregon shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unex’ to danger from fire by an open space of at 


least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys,” 
oe nas $ a JOHN ©. SPOONER, 


Ps 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
8. L; MILLIKEN, 


. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The report was concurred in, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move thatthe Senate proceed tothe consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After seven minutes spent in executive 
session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Friday, January 16, 1891, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 15th day of January, 1891. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Henry H. Swan, of Michigan, to be United States district judge for 
the eastern district of Michigan, vice Henry B. Brown, resigned. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Robert E. Hannay, of Texas, to be attorney: of the United States for 


the eastern district of Texas, vice Joseph H. Wilson, removed. (Now 
holding the office by appointment under section 793, Revised Statntes, ) 


1891. 
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JUDGE OF PROBATE. 

Alexander C. Bishop, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Weber County, in the Territory of Utah, vice R, W. Cross, whose term 
will expire January 19, 1891. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Albert Miller, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Kane 
and State of Illinois; the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
haying, by law, become vested in the President on and after January 1, 
1891. : 

Robert F. Shipley, to be postmaster at Mendota, in the county of La 
Salle and Stateof Illinois, in the place of George A. Kellenberger, whose 
commission expires February 14, 1891. 

Milton D. Worrell, to be postmaster at Gibson City, in the county 
of Ford and State of Illinois, in the place of Michael F. Cunningham, 
whose commission expired January 13, 1891. - 

Lucius G. Martin, to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of Foun- 
tain and State of Indiana, in the place of George W. McDonald, whose 
commission expires February 28, 1891. 

Amos H. Farwell, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Iowa, in the place of Lewis W. Goen, re- 
moved. : 

Watson Molyneux, to be postmaster at Hawarden, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa; the appointment of a postmaster for said of- 
fice having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1891. ; ; 

Aaron Porter, to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Lucius P, Bowers, whose commis- 
sion expires February 14, 1891. 

Simeon Merrill, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Maine, in the place of William J. Bradbury, whose 
commission expires January 29, 1891. 

Samuel N. McNair, to be postmaster at Emmitsburgh, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1891. £ 

James C. Tawes, to be postmaster at Crisfield, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Maryland; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1891 

John 8. Fay, to be postmaster at Marlborough, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John 8. Fay, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

James O. Hodges, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county of Bris- 
tol nnd State of Massachusetts, in the place of Howard Perkins, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Miss Agnes J. Smith, to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Miss Agnes J. 
Smith, whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Henry P. Waite, to be postmaster at North Easton, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William J. Twohig, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Arthur B. Wyman, to be postmaster at Woburn, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Lawrence Reade, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Volney A. Chapin, to be postmaster at St. Johns, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Michigan, in the place of Joseph M. Frisbie, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891, 

Josiah C. Gray, to be postmaster at Kalkaska, in the county of Kal- 
kaska and State of Michigan, in the place of Cornelius Cronin, removed. 

Gerrit J. Van Duren, to be postmaster at Holland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan, in the place of J. G. Van Putten, whose 
commission se tka February 28, 1891. 

Thomas P, Dixon, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota, in the place of Hiram W. Hill, whose 
commission expires February 28, 1891. 

Andrew Eaton, to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of Fari- 
bault and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmasterfor the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1891. 

Frank W, Mattoon, to be postmaster at Blue Springs, in the county 
of Gage and State of Nebraska; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1891. 

William H, Smith, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Red vent and State of Nebraska, in the place of Elias Peterman, re- 
signed, 

Corodon H. Pierce, to be postmasterat Salem, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of New York, in the place of Michael Tierney, whose 
commission expires February 3, 1891. 

William Wiles, to be postmaster at Fultonville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1891. 


John B, Collins, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, in the county of 


Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of Daniel B, Smith, 
whose commission expires February 14, 1891. 

Royce 8. Pierce, to be tmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie ie State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lucy M. Horton, re- 
Signed. 

James L, White, to be postmaster at Wellsborough, in the county 
of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Louis Doumaux, 
whose commission expired July 26, 1890. 

W. Howard Anderson, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Hingeley, 
whose commission expired January 5, 1891. 

Johnson Brown, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county of 
Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of John Cook, whose commis- 
sion expires February 28, 1891. 

William H. Gibson, to be postmaster at Tiffin, in the county of Sen- 
eca and State of Ohio, in the place of Guilford B. Keppel, whose com- 
mission expires February 3, 1891. 

William A. Hunt, to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of James B. Ryan, whose 
commission expires February 3, 1891. 

Mary 8. Mong, to be postmaster at Minerva, in the county of Stark 
and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
sae by Jaw, become vested in the President on and after January 

, 1891, 

Noble F. Dunshee, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of Ad- 
dison and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office haying, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1891. 

Frank M. Pierce, to be postmaster at Brandon, in the county of 
Rutland and State of Vermont, in the place of Dudley C. Brown, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Frank H. Putney, to be postmaster at Waukesha, in the county of 
Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Patrick H. Carney, 
whose commission expired January 13, 1891. _ 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 15, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Frank H. Putney, to be postmaster at Waukesha, Wis. 

Martin E. Fritz, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county of 
Holmes and State of Mississippi. 

William A. Churchill, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Erastus V. Cobleigh, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Coos and State of New Hampshire. 

Luther C. Gage, to be postmaster at Penacook, in the county of Mer-. 
rimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Benjamin Steele, to be postmaster at Irwin, in the county of West- 
moreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry Howard, to be postmaster at North Clarendon, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. . 

William M. McKnight, to be postmaster at Chambersburgh, in tho 
county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, January 15, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. 8 er, I move to amend the Journal. 

Yesterday, immediately after the motion made by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] tolimit debate on the District of Co- 
Iumbia appropriation bill to two hours, I moved to amend by makin 
it six hours, which motion is shown by the RECORD, but the Journa 
makes no mention of the fact. I move to amend the Journal so it 
will show my amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. But the motion not having been entertained by the 
share y could not have been journalized or properly forma part of the 

ournal. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ButI move to amend the Journal so as to show 
that fact. ‘The Journal is in the keeping of the House, and it isa 
question for the House to determine as to what amendment shall be 
made to the Journal before its approval. 

I moye to amend, therefore, by inserting the motion the RECORD 
shows I made on yesterday, 

The SPEAKER, What does the gentleman propose to insert? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Just before the recitation of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] I want to amend 
by inserting the statement that I moved to amend by making the time 
six hours instead of two hours for debate. 
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The SPEAKER. Butit is not technically a motion until it is en- 
tertained by the Chair. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. But it is a question for the House, I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, to determine what amendments shall be made to the Journal. 

Now, in corroboration of the facts stated by meon yesterday—and I 
did not think then that my memory on yesterday was at fault in regard 
to the matter—the RECOED shows the motion that I submitted justas 
I have already stated. It shows the correctness of the statement that 
I made on yesterday, that I had submitted this motion. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What page does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On pages 1336 and 1337 of the RECORD the fol- 
lowing proceedings appear: 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the Chair, 
Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill (H. R. 12729) and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McComas, Now, Mr, Speaker-—— 
rene WIEELER, of Alabama. Will'the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

Mr. McComas. I can not yield until this question is determined. I move to 
limit all general debate upon this pending bill to two hours, 

Mr, M Lin, Mr. Spenker,I move to amend by maki it six hours. 

Mr. HESDERSON, of Iowa. [move to amend by making it-one hour and a 


The SPEAKER. If the tleman from Tennessee will look at the 
first two sections of Rule , he will find what constitutes a motion 
in order to be recorded in the Journal under ordinary circumstances. 
Of course, the House keepsits own Journal, as the gentleman has said, 
but in order to have it correctly recordedin the Journal,if he will read 
the first and second sections of Rule XVI, he will see that the enter- 
taining of the motion by the Chair and its submission to the House is 
the parliamentary making of the motion. Until that is doneit is not 
a motion prey miade to be entered in the Journal, and I am quite 
sure the gentleman on reflection would not desire to put into the Jour- 
nal a motion which was not properly a part of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, what is the remedy of the 
member, if the Speaker declinesto entertain the motion which is prop- 
erly submitted before a motion of another member, which is of no higher 
privilege, is made? 

The SPEAKER. The remedy is, of course, to vote down the previ- 
ous question,and the Chair would then recognize the gentleman on the 
other side. 

The Chair would like the attention of the gentleman for a moment, 
because the Chair thinks the gentleman would understand the matter 
the same way the Chair does, unless the Chair is very much mistaken. 

The Chair believes it to be the custom of the House for the member 
in charge of the bill in the first instanco to have the privilege of tak- 
ing the sense of the House upon propositions submitted in connection 
with the measure under his control, and when the member in charge 
of the bill accepts one amendment in preference to another that then 
the sense of the House should be taken upon that proposition. That 
was precisely what the Chair was endeavoring to do the confusion 
of the House on yesterday. The gentleman from Tennessee will rec- 
ollect that there was great confusion prevailingatthetime. The Chair 
was looking at the gentleman from land, use he was in charge 
of the biil, and the gentleman from Maryland made a motion and 
yielded to the gentleman from Iowa, as the Chair understood, to sub- 
mit an amendment, and those were the two motions which the Chair 
put prior to the previous question. 

The gentleman is also aware of the fact that the question of recog- 
nition is always a matter for the Chair to determine; and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will perceive at once that for the orderly conduct 
of the business of the House there must be some such plan adopted, and 
it always has been adopted in the House. 

The Chair thinks it would be very unfortunate for the orderly trans- 
action of businessif any other system wereadopted; because that would 
make it, as far as the precedenceof motions is concerned and the ques- 
tion of recognition also, a matter to be determined by the RECORD, 
4 recognitions depend upon whom the Reporters happened to 
hear first, or whose voice first attracted theìr attention. 

Butif the plain system heretofore adopted is adhered to—the sys- 
tem, as the Chair is advised, which has long prevailed in the House— 
to let the member in charge of the bill have, as far as practicable, its 
control, and to submit to the House motions for such action as he de- 
sires to have taken, then, if the House desires opposite action, by vot- 


ing down the previous question the Chair is at once enabled to recog- p 


nize the other side, and that side will then have every legitimate 
opportunity in the premises. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, [thnk that the error of the Speaker 
in the matter, with all deference, is with to what occurred on 
the part of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. Iadmitted 
yesterday that if the gentleman from Maryland, when he made his mo- 
tion, had actually demanded the previous question before I moved to 
amend, then it would have been in his power to cut me off and prevent 
myamendment. It wouldalso have been in his power to yield, or with- 
draw his demand for the previous question, and Jet in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]; but nothing of that 
kind occurred, and there is where the error is. . 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it did occur. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. 8 er, the RECORD shows what oc- 
curred. The RECORD does not show that the gentleman from Mary- 
land at any time yielded to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SoN]. The RECORD further shows that even before the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] made his motion I made mine, and that is 
what I want the Journal to show. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very sorry to have these mat- 
ters of parliamentary proceeding birt by the order in which the 
Reporters hear or the way in which voices catch their ears. 

But the Chair is obliged to act upon these matters as he hears them. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has been in the chair 
often enough to understand the point which the Chair desires to im- 
press upon his mind, and that is, that in the general confusion of mat- 
ters here the Chair has to depend upon his own ear about it, having 
in mind the custom of the House, and has to act in accordance with 
his own judgment upon what he hears. It would be im ble for 
business to go on in any other way, and the Chair thinks that any ac- 
tion of this sort would only be an embarrassment to any future oceu- 
pant of the chair, necessarily. 

The Chair, in the course which he took yesterday with regard to 
this matter, was endeavoring to proceed according to the customs of 
the House as best he could amid the confusion, and haying proceeded 
in that way it seems as if the matter ought to rest there. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, Mr. Spaten I should have let it rest there, for 
I know the difficulty that always attends the proceedings of the House 
when there is the confusion there was yesterday afternoon, and I think 
the Chair will give me credit for exhibiting at no times factions spirit 
in these matters; but we haye certain rights here, and the only way to 
maintain them is to assert them and then insist upon them. 

Now, I have conceded that it was the right of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] and was in his power, to do the very thing 
that the Speaker insists was done yesterday; but the gentleman from 
Marylanddidnotdoit. TheRecorpshowsthathedidnot. Ithought 
at the time he had never yielded to the gentleman from Iowa. Gen- 
tlemen around me said he never did, and the only claim made by the 
Chair was that he had seen him yield. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely, and the Chair saw the thing; that ex- 
actly describes it, The House was in very great confusion, 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] first made a mis- 
taken motion, which was to limit debate, prior to making any motion 
to go into the Committee of the Whole. He then corrected that, and 
made a motion that the House go into the Committee of the Whole, 
and pending that to limit the time, and then, as he stood in his place, 
the Chair saw him i pee and pone to the gentleman standing 
beside him, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who im- 
mediately moved the amendment, and thereupon the gentleman from 
Maryland immediately demanded the previous question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr, Speaker, that is not a parliamentary 
yielding in the way in which it has to be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because the pantomime of the gentleman should 
not control the Chair or control his action or recognition. 

The SPEAKER. A pantomime; but thegentleman wasspeaking—— 

Mr. MoMILLIN. ut he never said he yielded to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understood him to do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Besidesall that, Mr. Speaker, I insiston the origi- 
nal proposition, that before ever that occurred I had offered my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had originally made his motion 
to amend at a time when the original motion was not in order, 

Mr. McMILLIN, The RECORD bears me ont in my statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has to act on that as the Chair under- 
stood it at the time, that is, has to act upon his understanding of tho 
situation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland first made a mis- 
taken motion and then the gentleman from Tennessee moved to amend 
it, Then afterward the gentleman from Maryland made the correct 
motion, followed up by the other motion. Thatis the way the Chair 
understood it at the time and the way the Chair stated the matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Ido not want to yield the floor. 

Mr-McCOMAS. Ionly want to say that I had made the motion 
that the time be limited, and having madeit, when I was going to state 
my motion in the correct form, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole, and pending that to move to limit the time to 
two honrs, the gentleman from Iowa asked me to let him move the 
amendment of one houranda half, and I pnt my motion for two hours, 
and thereupon turned to him and he submitted the amendment for 
one hour and a half, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You turned to him, and he did it. 

Mr, MCCOMAS. Precisely. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the gentleman neyer opened his mouth to 
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speak and never yielded; besides all that, at that time the gentleman 
from Maryland had not demanded the previous question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ButI want to say that I had not stated it to the 
Speaker or announced that I had yielded. The gentleman had asked 
me to allow him to move an amendment, and after I moved my amend- 
ment to yield to him to move an amendment, and at that time I did 
not turn to the Chair to say that I yielded; but I did, I think, yield to 
give him an opportunity to move his amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I will test the sense of the House on the amend- 
ment that I offer, Mr. Speaker, to let the Journal show the amend- 
ment I offer, if the Clerk will read that portion of it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee will state his 
motion the Chair will submit it to the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the Clerk to read that portion of the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair wishes to make ono further statement, 
and that is that no motion becomes a motion before the House untilit 
has been submitted by the Chair. 

Mr. McMILLEIN. I will ask the Chair to do for me to-day what he 
did not do yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is trying to doso, and if the gentleman 
will send up his motion the Chair will put it; but no motion is a mo- 
tion at all until it is submitted to the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend the Journal, in order that it 
may be strictly, literally, and technically correct, by inserting by 
amendment the following: ‘‘Mr, MOoMILLIN moved to amend by mak- 
ing it six hours,” immediately after the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland to fix the time at two hours. Thatisin the language of the 
RECORD; and I ask that it precede the motion made by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the following words: ‘Mr. McComas moved that 
general debate on said bill bo limited to two hours;" 

“ Pending which, 

“Mr. McM moved to amend by striking out ‘two’ and inserting ‘six.’" 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move the amendment and yield to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, who wishes a few moments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat anticipated in some 
observations I want to make this morning on the very interesting dis- 
closure which is now made by the gentleman from Maryland. This 
parliamentary pantomime is, I suppose, a new evolution in general 
parliamentary law. Iwas alittle curious to know just precisely what 
the confines of this pantomime are, and was almost upon the verge of 
rising to make the inquiry of my friend whether it was confined to 
facial pantomime, which is ordinarily indulged in only by the presid- 
ing officers of great deliberative bodies and comedians low and high, 
or whether it was also extended to manual pantomime, or whether it 
was pedal or guttural, or whether it was occasionally by the hand, as 
in this instance suggests itself; because by the rules of the House, 
under general parliamentary practice of this body, in order that equal- 
ity among members can be obtained by all, everybody should know 
just exactly what the confines of parliamentary law are. 

Now, I am deeply grateful at the information learned that this 
movement wasa movement of the hand. But I want to announce 
now to the Speaker, as well as to the presiding officers in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, that when I get the 
floor never indulge in any pantomime by way of yielding, but when- 
ever I get ready to yield I state that fact tothe Speaker; and I hope 
that he will not by any such pretense as this ever take the floor from 
me until I have yielded it openly and orally, because I am not ac- 
quainted with pem parliamentary pantomime., Therefore, in order 
to preventany future parliamentary embarrassments which might arise, 
when I hold the floor I will put the Chair in full possession of the fact 
that I do not yield the floor in that way. I now yield the floor back 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], Mr. Speaker. I 
do not care to discuss the matter further. . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word. The gentle- 
man understands that recognition is for the Speaker. All of us un- 
derstand that members desiring recognition arise in their places and 
attract the attention of the Speaker and state their motion, and that 
the Speaker in many instances and all Speakers have declared that 
“the gentleman is not recognized for that purpose.’’ It has always 
been held, and always necessarily will have to be held, that the mat- 
ter of recognition is exclusively with the Speaker when recognition is 
in order, and that it can only he had when it has been accorded by 
the Speaker. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwonld like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether he thinks 
it is proper and parliamentary courtesy in the Speaker to recognize a 
gentleman who is standing on his feet, not addressing the Chair, or 
who is sitting in lis seat without addressing the Chair, and stating 
that that member made such and such a motion while some other 
gentleman is upon the floor claiming and insisting upon making 2 mo- 
tion which is a proper motion to be made? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘That is not at all involved in this question; and no 


Speaker whoever presided over the deliberations of this House has been 
or ever will be able to satisfy at one and the same time some score of 
members who want recognition. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say a few words, 
I do not question the necessity of the Speaker making discriminations 
of this kind, nor the practice heretofore, where recognition is given to 
a certain gentleman for a certain purpose; but what I would like to 
ask my friend from Illinois is whether or not he thinks it is fair play 
when there is a contention abont the time of debate between the two 
sides of the House, and the gentleman in charge of the bill undoubt- 
edly having the right of recognition to make a motion to limit debate, 
as the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] did yesterday, that 
another gentleman on the same side of the House, and for the same 
purpose, should be recognized to moye to limit the time even to a 
shorter time than that proposed by the gentleman; and whether it 
is right in this manner to cut the other side of the House entirely ont 
of any opportunity of having a longer time submitted to the House. 

Mr. CANNON, In reply I say that the gentleman who reports the 
bill has charge of it and the practice is to first recognize him until he 
can make his motion and moye the previous question, and the practice 
is invariable that the gentleman in charge of the bill can yield for some 
one to offeran amendment and then move the previous question. And 
that practice is a wise one, because it enables the party in charge of 
the bill to test the sense of the House upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion, and there is no hardship involved, because if the majority do not 
desire to order the previous question at that stage of the proceedings 
it may vote it down, and then the other motion is in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CEGEM- 
ENTS] indulge me while I ask the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. CAN- 
NON] aquestion? The gentleman has said that it is customary for the 
member in charge of the bill to yield for an amendment to his motion 
to limit debate; but does the gentleman not know that the very mak- 
ing of the motion to limit debate, unless he proceeds and demands the 
pence question upon it, takes the member making the motion off the 
floor? 

Mr. CANNON. How is that? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isay the making of the motion to limit debate 
is a yielding of the floor by the member in charge of the bill unless he 
follows it up. He may follow it up, without question, with a motion 
to demand the previous question, so as to cut off other amendments; 
but, unless he does that, the making of the motion is a yielding of the 
floor. And even the demanding of the previous question is a wholly 
independent motion from that limiting debate. 

ae CANNON. Oh, well, in this case the gentleman did not yield 
the floor, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will be glad to have the attention of 
the House and of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, CLEMENTS] for a 
moment. It is essential, in order that a member make a motion which 
is entitled to go into the Journal or to be put to the House, that he 
shall first be recognized by the Speaker. A memberrising in his place 
and saying that he makes a motion, without having been 
by the Speaker, does not really thereby make the motion. He only 
indicates his desire to make the motion. I think gentlemen, if they 
reflect a moment, will perceive that that is at the foundation of this 
whole discussion, and that it is not a question of what a gentleman 
says when he rises, but a question of his right to recognition and his 
recognition in fact. 

The Chair would also suggest, in reply to the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTS], that his criticism with re- 
gard to the recognition of some one to offer an amendment is nota 
criticism addressed to the Chair, but is a criticism addressed to the 
gentleman in charge of the bill. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

n charge of the bill to first take the sense of the House with regard 
to the proposition in just such shape as he desires. Then the House 
has a perfect right—and it is implied in putting the question, so that 
I need not say that—to vote down the previous question, and there- 
upon the matter passes to the other side. Whether it be wise to allow 
a particular amendment, is a question for the gentleman in charge of 
a bill, and not for the Chair. 

And in regard to one other point which has been suggested, namely, 
that this yielding by the gentleman from Maryland was done by a 
gesture, or by ‘‘pantomime’’ as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, 
Rocers] describes it, accompanying the description with some facetious 
comments—that method of attracting the attention of the Chair and of 
doing business is so very common in the House that I am surprised 
that any one should make any question in regard to it. 

It is perfectly understood by the House. At the time the Chair 
supposed that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] had made 
the motion as well by voice as by gesture, and thé Chair acted in ac- 
cordance with parliamentary usage in treating the matter in that way. 
Now, it seems to me that this discussion will do good in the House, 
because if will bring us back to the originalidea as to the way in which 
a motion is to be made. 

If gentlemen will consult the rules they will perceive that the mem- 
ber is first required to address the Chair, and that then, upon receiy- 
ing recognition, he makes his motion. In practice amember when he 
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rises to address the Chair sometimes states what his motion is in order 
thereby to obtain recognition, but until recognized he has no right to 
make the motion. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr, Speaker, I understood the Chair, in stating what 
had actually occurred in reference to this matter yesterday, to say that 
he supposed from the fact that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr, 
McComas] made a certain gesture with his hand that he also accom- 
panied it with some vocal utterance. 

TheSPEAKER. Yes; the Chair saw the gesture of the gentleman 
from Maryland, and saw that he was also speaking. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did the Chairhear the gentleman from Maryland use 
any words or did he use any words? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought at the time that he did. The 
Chair has frankly said to the House that he thought so. 

Mr. ENLOE. But now the gentleman from Maryland himself ad- 
mits that he did not use any language accompanying that gesture 
which should have led the (hair to rule as it did rule, and therefore 
the Chair acted on a false assumption and was misled by the gesture 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. No. ‘The Chair thinks the whole transaction is 
perfectly clear to the House, 

Mr. ENLOE, But it seems from the statement of the gentleman 
from Maryland this morning that he did not use any language yield- 
_ ing the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Even if he did not, his action, accompanied by the 
motion of the’gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], would give any 
presiding officer the idea that that was what was intended, and the 
pa officer must act upon what he sees and understands. Now, 

any trouble has arisen in this matter, it has arisen from the confu- 
sion on the floor, and not from any fault on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. ENLOE. TI have no doubt in the world that the Chair supposed 
he was acting upon a correct assumption; but, if the assumption of the 
Chair was erroneous, then is it not the right of the House to correct 
the Journal in accordance with the fact? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is rather too late. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make an inquiry in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the status of the case as stated by the 
Chair to be that when the two sides of the House were in controversy 
about the amount of time to be spent in general debate upon this par- 
ticular bill, the gentleman incharge of the bill having made a motion 
to limit debate, he could by a right recognized on the part of the Chair, 
accord to some other gentleman on the majority side of the House an 
opportunity to offer an amendment and could then demand the pre- 
vious question; so that the only chance of the minority to get in any 
motion on that question would be to vote down the majority and get 
control of the matter. 
the minority of the House. : 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair did not understand the gentleman was 
making an inquiry of the Chair, and so was not paying complete at- 
tention. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the Chair to put this matter of recog- 
nition, which we are discussing, in this form: that the gentleman in 
charge of the bill had the right to make a motion to limit debate in 
Committee of the Whole and the further right to yield to a gentleman 
on his own side of the House to make another motion, and then to take 
the floor and demand the previous question, and by virtue of this proc- 
ess to exclude the minority from the right to submit any proposition 
at all; that the only way in which the minority could have an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon their proposition was to vote down the majority 
of the House and thereby get control of the question. I wish to know 
whether that is not the logical status of the matter as stated by the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not state anything to that effect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not understand the Chair to have argued the 
question; but I think the position of the Chair is correctly stated, in 
view of the facts to which I will-now call attention, namely: The gen- 
tleman from Maryland having the floor yielded to a gentleman of “his 
own way of thinking, possibly by an understanding between themselves, 
and, when that gentleman had submitted a motion, demanded the pre- 
vious question, thus excluding this side of the House from any right 
to vote at all upon any proposition we might desire to submit. 

I call attention to this question, Mr. Speaker, not with a view of 
getting into a wrangle, but because I think it a matter of great impor- 
tance, for I am not forgetful of the fact that by just such methods as 
this, when we had the silver question up, this side of the House never 
got a chance to make any motion. I call attention to the matterin the 
interest, as I think, of the minority on this floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to Jay the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to lay on the 
table the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to be heard. £ 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the debate has gone far enough. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question), The ayes seem to haveit, 


I wish to know whether that is tke status of | B: 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Division. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 89. 
Mr. McoMILLIN, I call for tellers, 
Mr. CANNON. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 


The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 


yeas 129, nays 107, not voting 95; as follows: 


Adams. 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa, 
Atkinson, W, Va, 


Brosius, 
Browne, Va, 
Buchanan, N.J. 


Cannon, 
Carter, 
ee 
neadle, 
Clark, Wis, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 


Blount, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va, 


Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala, 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Anderson, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Boatner, 
Brower, 
Browne, T.M. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, + 
Cheatham, 
Coleman. 


Crain, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to, 


YEAS—12. 
Sooper Ohio Laws, 
Craig, Lind, 
Culbertson, Pa, McComas, 
Cutcheon, McDufiie, 
Darlington, McKenna, 
Dingley, McKinley, 
Dolliver, Liles, 
Dorsey, Moftitt, 
“Me te RAN, N.H. 
Farquhar, ore 
Finley, Morrill, 
Flick, Morse, 
Frank, Mudd 
Funston, Niedringhaus, 
Gear, Nute, 
Gest, O'Donnell, 
Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa. 
Grosverior, Osborne, 
Grout, Owen, Ind. 
Hall, Payne, 
Haugen, Perkins, 
Henderson, II. ‘ost, 
Hermann, Quackenbush, 
Till, Raines, 
Hopkins, y. 
Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Kennedy, pnan; 
Kerr, Iowa Rife, 
Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Kinsey, Rowell, 
Lacey, Russell, 
Laidiaw, oN 
Langston, Scull, 
NAYS—107. 
Crisp, Lee, 
Cummings, Lester, Ga. 
Dickerson, Lester, Va. 
Dockery, Maish, 
Dunphy, Mansur, 
Edmunds, Martin, Ind, 
Ellis, Martin, Tex, 
Enloe, McClellan, 
Fitch, MeCreary, 
Flower, MoMillin, 
Forman, McRae, 
Forney, Mills, 
Fowler, Montgomery, 
Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. 
Goodnight, Mutchier, 
Hare, Norton, 
Hatch, Oates, 
Hayes, W. I. O' Neall, Ind. 
Haynes O'Neil, Mass. 
Hemphi, Outhwaite, 
Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio 
Herbert, Parrett, 
Holman, Paynter, 
Hooker, Peel, 
Kilgore, Penington, 
Lane, Perry, 
Lanham, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—95. 
Davidson, Lehilbach, 
De Lano, Lewis, 
Dibble, ge, 
Dunnell, Magner, 
Foathoret Meadco 
‘eatherston, cAdoo, 
Fithian, McCarthy, 
FI n McClammy, 
Geary, McCord, 
Gibson, McCormick, 
Gilford, Miller, 
Grimes, Milliken, 
Hansbrough, Morgan, 
Harmer, Morrow, 
Hays, E.R: O'Ferrall, 
Heard, Payson, 
Henderson, Iowa Peters, 
Hitt, Phelan, 
Houk Pickler, 
Een Pa. eate 
DAPP, u ey, 
Ta Follette, Guinn: 
Lansing, Handall, 
Lawler, Richardson, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. FITHIAN. 


Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 


Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DARGAN. 


Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 


Mr. Peters with Mr. BULLOCK. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MORGAN, 
Mr. De LANo with Mr. ROWLAND. f 
Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr, WIITTHORNE. 


JANUARY 15, 


Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, NI. 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 


Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 


cox, 
Williams, 111, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Yoder. 


Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Senoy, 
Snider, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockdale, -~ 
Stone, Pa, 
Stump, 
Townsend, Pa, 


Willfams, Ohio 
Yardley. 
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Mr. Comstock with Mr. STAHENECKER. 
-Mr. McCorp with Mr. SENEY. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. ` 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr, GIFFORD with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr: HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. LAWLER; 

On this vote: 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. WHITELAW. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Grates, 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. BARNEs. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, be granted leave of absence for to-day, on 
account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Hous, 
on political questions. As this may be considered a political question, 
I have withdrawn my vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague, Mr. JAson B. Brown, is detained 
from the House on account of sickness, _ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER, Withont objection, the Journal as read will be 
considered as approved. 

There was no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report will be read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Maine submits a conference 
report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (5, 1354) to provide for the purchase of 
asite and the erection of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State 
of South Dakota, having met, after a full and free conference haye agreed to 
recommersi and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
word “two,” in line (13, and insert “one,” and strike out all after the word 
“dollars,” in line 13, and insert the following: 

“ Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pour 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

"Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


person by an agent of the Treasury Sed ges who shall make written re- 


“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
JESSY, shall deom further investigation necessary, he par appoint . 
an Officer o 


provided in regard to the ya 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


è 

"The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 

the Treasury, but the same shali not exceed $6 per aay and actual traveling ex- 

mses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission Sope ntan 

tom the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ex- 
penses. 

‘*Nomoney shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be wanted in the United States, nor until the State of 
South Dakota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
forall purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
ne the balling stall be ne Sai dto di from fire b: fat 

"The building 5 unexposed to danger from fire by an open space o! 
lcast 40 fect on each side, including strects and alleys.” 

5. L, MILLIKEN, 
P. 8, POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


The effect of the report is to make the bill conform throughout to the House 
amendments, not changing the limit of cost from that fi. by the House. 


The report was addpted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREGON, 
Mr. MILLIKEN. [I also submit the following conference report: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate No.77, to provide for the 


construction of a publicbuilding at Portland, O n, having met,'after fnlland 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the words ** United States courtand post office" in line 6shall be stricken 
out; that the House recede from its amendment in line 10, and in lieu of the 
part proposed to be stricken out, strike out all after the word " dollars,” inline 
10, to the end of the bill, and insert—— 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
formal part of the report be notread. I will say that it isthe same as 
the other exactly in phraseology. 

Mr. BLAND... We had better have it read. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My only object was tosave the time of the House. 
It is exactly the same. 

The SPEAKER. The reading is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


^ Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited Dyppuio 
advertisementin one or more of the mewepenere of said city of largest circula- 

tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 

for the opening of said proposals. Ss 

* Pro: made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and ofhis recommenda- 
tion thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the orig- 
inal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come into* 
his comeenes relating to the said proposed sites. 

“If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying ee the Secretary 
of the dahi shall deem further investigation necessary, he may i ees a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an oflicer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

sites,and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 

and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall decm necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such vere atta wah to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the ry Department; and the Secretary of the 

: aig shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ee 

‘t No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned untila validtitle to the 
site for said building shall*be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Oregon shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

‘The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including strects and alleys.”’ i 

8: ee MILLIKEN, 


Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN C, SPOONER, 


G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


‘The effect of the report is to make the bill conform throughout to the House ' 
amendment, not changing the limit of cost from that fixed by the House. 


The report was adopted. j 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MANKATO, MINN, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I also submit a report on Senate bill 1384. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1884) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of 
Minnesota, having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: e 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
“one hundred and fifty thousand,” in lines 10 and 11, and insert “ninety thoi- 
wig noe ns ata out all after the word dollars,” in line 11, to the end of the 

and insert- 

$f Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited fl toon ned 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of roula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

“Proposals madein nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury,who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
tosaid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which’shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

Sif npon consideration of eA ya and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint 
a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom be an officer 
of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said 
pro sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings inrelation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in ihe premises 
accompanied by all statements,maps, plats, or documentstaken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual sereling Sa 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling Neyer 

*No money shall be used for pie piros mentioned until a valid title tothe 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same,during the time the United States sball be or remain the owner thereof, , 
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for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the ice ofcivil process therein. 
“The building shall bo unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
Teast 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.’ 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 
P, S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the Rouso. 


ese ©. SPOONER, 
Managers on the partof the Senate, 
The statement submitted by the House conferees was read, as fol- 


lows: 


The effect of the report is to make tho bill conform throughout to the House 
amendment, except that it fixes the limit of cost at $90,000. à 


Mr. BLAND. I would like some explanation about this bill. DoI 
understand the amount appropriated by the House was $90,000? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, TheSenate a bill for $150,000. The House 
committee, as I recollect, cut it down to $50,000, and itpassed through 
the House in that form. The Senate insisted on the former sum and 
the matter was compromised by making it $90,000, as shown by the 
report. I will state this fact in connection with the matter, that there 
are two courts there. 

Mr. BLAND, I did not understand the amount of the original 

«House bill. Was it $90,000? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, the House cut the bill down as reported by 
the committee to $50,000, It wasafterwards compromised by the com- 
mittee of conference at ninety thousand, the Senate having originally 
passed it for $150,000. And I will state again, asthe gentleman does 
not seem to have heard me—not through any fanlt, let me say, of his 
own, I am sure, for I have quite a cold—that the Federal courts are 
held there, circuit and district court. 

Mr. BLAND. Can the gentleman inform the House how much has 
been authorized during this session for such buildings? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I can not give the exact figures, but I will state, 
according to the best of my recollection, that it is a little less than in 
the last Congress, which was about $10,000,000, more or less. I had 
the figures the other day, but not now at hand. 

Mr, BLAND. But we are not quite through with the business, 
How many others do you expect to pass? 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Well, so far as thatisconcerned, I will state that 
I have never had any confidence in myself to predict anything that I 
hive been expecting to pass through the House, I have paver batt any 
faith as to anything that would go through here until I got it through 
and saw the endofit, Ihave no expectation abontit. Idonot know 

. that we shall pass another dollar. I do not know what we shall do. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to ask—— 

Mr. BLAND. I did not know bnt the gentleman could give us some 
idea as to the bills already pending in conference and the bills between 
the two Houses. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, When I spoke of the amount that has passed 
I included all the bills pending in conference. I included all the 
bills that have passed through this House, whether they have been ve- 
toed by the President or signed by the President or are now pending. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will repeat again to the gentleman that they 
amount to a little less than what were passed through the last Con- 
gress, and to a little more or a little less than $10,000,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Dockery]. 


Mr. DOCKERY. TI desire to suggest to the gentleman from Maine | p 


{Mr. MILLIKEN], inasmuch as he has chosen to institute a comparison 
of the public buildings authorized in this Congress with those of the 
last Congress, that he should also state that of the authorizations of 
the last Congress we actually appropriated 80 per cent. of the entire 
amount, whereas of the authorizations of this Congress only 34 per 
cent. have been appropriated. It is thus manifest that weare creating 
liabilities for which no money is being appropriated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me state in that connection, Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN (continuing). That in the last Congress thera 
were about $41,000,000 called for by the bills which were introduced 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
during this Congress there were about $63,000,000 called for by the 
bills which were introduced and referred to that committee; and out 
of the $63,000,000 called for the House has about the same 
amount that the last Congress passed of the $41,000,000 that were 
called for then; so that the percentage of the amount called for is not 
so much in this Congress by a good deal as it was in the last. _ 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the percentage of the amount appropriated, 
compared with the amount authorized, is two-thirds less. ‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think you are right about that. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker—— A 

Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. SPINOLA]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, if understand thestatement correctly 

, which has been made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], 
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it is that bills covering some $63,000,000 have been introduced in this 
present Con, for the erection of public buildings in various parts of 
the United States, and that this House has up to this time, in conjunc- 
tion with the Senate, appropriated and made provision for the expendi- 
ture of about $10,000,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That will be correct, let me say to my friend, if 
all the bills shall be passed that are now in conference. 


Mr. SPINOLA. If all the bills which are now in Congress shall ha 


finally passed there will be $63,000,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In conference, I said, not in Congress, 

Mr. SPINOLA. I did not understand the gentleman. In all prob- 
ability, Mr. Speaker, every bill which is in conference, calling for an 
appropriation for the erection of a public building, will be favorably 
reported to this House and will undoubtedly be Now just 
there is where I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that I have stood here day after day, speaking in thename of the people 
of the United States, for an insignificant appropriation of $100,000 for 
the eee of a monument to the memory of 11,500 patriots, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me say I hope the gentleman will get an ap- 
propriation for that purpose. I have voted for it once, as I will vote 
for it again. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Godbless you. [Laughter.] Now, sir, I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that $10,000,000 of the peo- 
ple’s money is to be taken from the Treasury of the United States, 
while this House up to this time has refused to appropriate the insig- 
nificant sum of $100,000 for one of the most holy purposes that have 
ever come before this House for consideration. That is all I have to 
say on the question, only to remind the members that the time is com- 
ing when they will have to vote either for or against that bill, and I 
am simply paving the way so that every gentleman here will under- 
stand it when the time comes. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Let me say to the gentleman from New York that 
Iam for the monument. D 

Mr. SPINOLA. Thatis good, sir. We are gaining ground rapidly. 
[Langhter. ] ; 

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Speaker, as stated by the gentleman—there is 
so much confusion that I can not make myself heard—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. The question that my colleague propounded to the 

ntleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] has brought out the fact, as 
Sanana it, that in the last Congress we appropriated 80 per cent. 
of the amounts authorized to be expended for public buildings, and by 
the present Congress only 30 percent. has been appropriated. ‘That I 
suppose is preparing the way for a large deficiency for the next Denio- 
cratic House to meet. : 

But appropriations enough have been made, even approximating the 
amounts covered by the bills, to make the sum of $10,000,000. But, 
as in the ease of the deficiencies in pensions, deficiencies in the naval 
contract, and various other appropriations, it is intended not to make 
necessary appropriationsin this Congress, in order toenormously swell 
the appropriations that the Democratic House will bé asked to pass. It 
might be well enough to admonish the gentlemen and those interested in 
these public-building bills that possibly the next House may not be 
quite so liberal as gentlemen expect in appropriating money for that 


urpose. 
Icall upon the gentlemen of the Committee on Appropriations to 
provide for these buildings now. That is better economy and more 
honest in politics and legislation. Besides, it is hardly fair to under- 
take to unload your vastsquanderings of the public money on a Dem- 
ocratic House. You are opening the door here for all sorts of legisla- 
tion, indefinite appropriations, passing laws authorizing and requiring 
appropriations of money that you will not make yourselves, so as to 
saddle it upon a Democratic House. 

I protest against it, Mr. Speaker. The people of this country are 
demanding economy in the expenditures of the Government; but the 
„present Congress has opened wide the doors of the Treasury, has! broad- 
ened the fleld of appropriations until, if the next House and the next 
Congress meet the demands and requirements of your laws, it will 
swell the appropriations to probably $100,000,000 more than the ap pro- 
priations of this Congress. I say it is necessary to go slow in passing 
these bills, unless you intend to appropriate the money to carry them 
out; for I think the next Congress will cut down, retrench, and reform, 
and not appropriate a single dollar to carry out your laws, except they 
be jnstified by the public service. 

Mr. Speaker, this public-building bill is an example of the way in 
which these bills getin here. The amount is raised by the Senate. 
It places the sum at $150,000. In order to get the bill through the 
House it was cut down to $50,000. Great economy is professed; and 
yet the House is deceived in that way, and the amount originally ap- 
propriated by the House by this conference report nearly doubled. I 
say it is not fair to the House; and the House should insist that this 
public building should only cost $50,000. It is not fair to the House 
or the country to swell it to nearly $100,000 or nearly double; and 
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hence I hope this conference report will not be adopted, but that the 
conferees will be sent back with definite instructions to insist upon 
$50,000, and not undertake to bring in a bill here to swell to nearly 
double the amount that the House originally voted, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I entirely agree 
with the gentleman from Missouri on one proposition which he makes, 
which is, that it would be better if Congress would appropriate the en- 
tire amount of monéy necessary to build the public buildings and let 
them be builtat once. Butthat has not beenthe custom of the House. 
The appropriations have been made from time to time as it was thought 
by Congress they were needed. ; 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Inonemoment. And if the gentleman fears, as 
he seems to do, that this Congress is going in that respect to unload 
itself on the next Congress he has only to look back to Sec that the las? 
Congress unloaded itself on this in the same way; and he can go back 
from Congress to Congress in the past, and find that it has been the 
custom of one Congress to unload itself upon the other in this same 
manner, although I have not been in favor of it. 

Why, the gentleman can not fail to remember that this side of the 
House, in the Forty-eighth Congress and in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
stood up here and declaimed against the appropriations being made 
too small for the public service and then deficiency bills being brought 
in afterwards. I take the same position in that respect that the gen- 
tleman is taking to-day, and I agree with him that so far as my own 
personal judgment is concerned if I had it all my own way I would 
make the whole appropriation in every Congress; but Iam but one 
member of this House. The position of the House upon that sub- 
ject in this Congress and in past Congresses has been the other way. 

Now, one further remark. The gentleman talks about exorbitant 
appropriations for public buildings. Sixty-three million dollars have 
been asked for in this Congress, but less than one-sixth of that amount 
has been appropriated, if even the entire appropriations shall have 
been made to pay the amountof money which Congress has asked for 
these public buildings. There are two sides to this question of ex- 
travaganee in making appropriations for public buildings. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has to have some place to do its workin. 
The public service requires certain conveniences, and the Government 
has got to live in its own houses or in hired houses, one or the other; 
and the question arises, which is for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment? . I think I have had occasion to state before in this House that 
in this city of Washington alone the Government of the United States 
is paying $125,000 a year in rental, and that rental amounting all the 
way from § to 17 per cent. of the value of the buildings rented. 

Now, the question is, what is good economy? There are places 
where these public buildings are needed for the Government service, 
where the safety of the Government records and property demands that 
they should be erected, and where it is better economy for the Govern- 
ment to build its own house and occupy it than it is to occupy some- 
body else’s, some old shabby apartments that are notfitted to the uses 
for which the Government pays, or to pay such a rental as no man 
would pay if he had the money to build his own house to do his own 
businessin. I believe that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have acted upon that principle—that the Government shonld 
erect public buildings for its own use, just what a prudent man would 
do, just what a good business man would do ifhe were the Government, 
had its bills to pay and had its resources to pay them with, and had its 
Services to perform. - - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report, and move the 
previous question upon that. 

The question was taken on the motion forthe previous question, and 
the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask for a division. 

The Hovse divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 58. 

Mr. BLAND. Idemand tellers. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. TI eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 93, not yot- 
ing 109; as follows: 


YEAS—i29. 
Adams, Caldwell, Flick, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Kans. Candlcr, Mass. lood, Lansing, 
Arnold, Cannon, Frank, Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa. Carter, Funston, Lehibach, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Caswell car, Lind, 
Baker, Cheatham, Gest, Tones 
Banks, Clark, Wis. Greenhalge, Maish, 
Bartine, Clinic, rimes, Mason, 
yne, Grosvenor, McClammy, 

Beckwith, Connell, rout, McComas, 
Bolden, Cooper, Ohio Haugen, McDuffie, 
Belknap, Craig, Tays, B. R. McKenna, 
Bergen, Culbertson, Pa. Haynes, : McKinley, 

Cutcheon, |! Henderson, Ill, Miles, 
Boothman, Darlington, Hermann, Miller, 
Boutelio, Pinner, Kelley, Milliken. 
Brewer, Dolliver, Kennedy, Moffitt, 
Brosius, | - Evans, Kerr, Iowa Moore, N. IT, 
Buchanan, N.J. Farquhar, Ketcham, Morey, 
Burrows, Finley, Kinsey, forse, 

Fitch, Lacey, Niedringhaus, 
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Nute, Reyburn, Stewart, Vt. Townsend, Cola, 
O'Donnell, ife, Stivers, Vandever, 
O'Neill, Pa. Rockwell, Stockbridge, Van Schaick, 
Osborne, Rowell, Stone, Pa. Waddill, - 
Payne, Rusk, Struble, Walker, 
Perkins, Scull, Sweney, Wallace, Mass, 
Post, Sherman, Taylor, E.B. Wheeler, Mich, 
Raines. Smith, Ul. Taylor, Ill. Williams, Ohio 
Randall, Smith, W. Va, Taylor, J. D. Wright. 

y. Smyser, Taylor, Teñn. 
Reed, Iowa Spooner, Thomas, 

illy, Stephenson, Thompson, 

NAY¥S—93. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Richardson, 
Alderson, Covert, Lee, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, “Mansur, Rogers, 
Andrew, Cummings, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McClellan, Springer, 
Bland, Dunphy, McCreary, St ale, 
Blount, Edmunds, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Ellis, MeRae, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, Mills, Stump, 
Brickner, Flower, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forman, Mutcliler, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Norton, Tracey, 
Brunner, Fowler, Oates, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, O'Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Goodnight, O' Neall, Ind, ‘aux, 
Candler, Ga. Hure, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Caruth, Hateh, Parrett, Wike, 
Catchings, Heard, Paynter, Williams, I, 
Chipman, Herbert, Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Clancy, Holman, ‘erry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, erce, 
Clements, Kilgore, Pindar, 

bb, Lane, Quinn, 

NOT VOTING—109. 
Ailen, Mich. De Lano, Lewis, Simonds, 
Allen, Miss, Dibble, Magner, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, McAdoo, Snider, 
Barnes, Dannell, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Barwig, Ewatt, McCord, Stahinecker, 
Bingham, Featherston, MeCormick, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Fithian, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Geary, Shs weet, 
Brower, » Gibson, Morrill, Townsend, Pa. 
Browne, T. 3 Gifford, orrow, Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va, Hall, Mudd, Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass, Wade, 
Bullock, Harmer, uth > Wallace, N. Y. 
Buünü, Hayes, W. L Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
urton, pean. Payson, Whitelaw, 

Bynum, Henderson,Iowa Peel, Whiting, 
Carlton, Henderson,N.C. Peters, Whitthorno, 
Cheadle, Hill, Phelan, Wickham, 
Clark, Wya. Hitt, Pickler, Wiley, 
Coleman, Hopkins, rice, Wilkinson, 
Comstock, Houk, Pugsley, Willcox, 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa, Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. . 
Cowles, et Rowland, Wilson, Wash. 
Crain, La Foliette, Russell, Yardley, 
Culberson, Tex. Langston, Sanford, Yoder. 
Dalizell, Lawler, Sawyer, 
puan ri Lester, Ga, Scranton, 
Davidson, Lester, Va. Seney, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The following pairs were announce 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. CRAIN. ~ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. WADE with Mr. WHITELAW. 
Mr. BAYNE with Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 
Mr. BowDEN with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 


Mr. Hopkins with Mr. CuLBERSON, of 


Mr. Thomas M. BROWNE with Mr. BARNES. 
The following until further notice: 


Texas. 


d for the rest of this day: 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. BUNN. - 

Mr. Witson, of Washington, with Mr, SKINNER. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have a recapitu- 
lation of the names. i 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The question was then taken on the adoption of the report, and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 34, 

Mr. CANNON. It is evident that this is done for delay, and we 
may just as well have the yeas and na; 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us test the question by tellers, and let the 
demand for the yeas and nays come from the other side. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman [Mr. CANNON] demand the 
yeas and nays? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas141, nays 58, not vot- 
ing 132; as follows: 


YEAS—UL. 
Abbott, Anderson, Kans, Atkinson, W.Va. Bartine, 
Adams, Arnold, Baker, Barwig, 
Allen, Mich, Atkinson, Pa. Banks, Belden, 


Belknap, ood McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
n, Funston, Miles, ~ Stivers, 
B Gear, Miller, Stockbridge, 
Gest, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Greenhalge, Moffitt, Stone, Ky. 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Moore, N.H. Stone, Pa, 
Brosius, rout, Morrill, Struble, 
Buchanan, N.J. er, Morse, Sweet, 
Buckalew, Haugen, » Mudd, Sweney, 
Burrows, Hays, E, R. Nute, Tarsney, 
Burton, Haynes, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Butterworth, Heard, Osborne, _ Taylor, Ill 
Caldwell, Hill, Outhwaite, Taylor, J. D. 
non, Hitt, Owens, Ohio Taylor, Tenn, 
th, Kelley, ost, Thompson, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Quinn, Townsend, Colo, 
Cheatham, Kerr, Iowa Raines. y Tucker, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Randall, Turner, Ga. 
Olark, Wyo. nsey, Yı Turner, Kans. 
Clunie, La Follette, Reed, Iowa Vandever, 
Cogswell, Laidlaw, Reyburn, an ick, 
Connell, Langston, ife, Waddill, 
Cooper, Ohio Lanham, Robertson, Willace, Mass, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lansing, Rockwell, Washington, | 
Cummings, w3, Rogers, Wheeler, Mich, 
Darlington, Rowell, Wike, ; 
Dingley, Lehibach, Scull, Willcox, 
Dorsey, Lind, Sherma Williams, Ohio 
Edmunds, Lodge, Smith, 1. Wilson, W. Va. 
Evans, Mansur, Smith, W. Va. Wright. 
Finley, McComas, Smyser, 
itch, McDuffie, Spooner, 
Flick, McKenna, Stephenson, 
NAYS—5s. 
Alderson, Dunphy, Kilgore, Parrett 
Anderson, Miss, Ellis, Lacey, Penington, 
Andrew, Enloe, Lane, Pindar, 

nd, Flower, Martin, Ind. Richardson, 
Boatner, orman, Martin, Tex. oe gate 
Brickner, Forney, McClammy, Shively, 
Brookshire, Fowler, McClellan, Springer, 
Brunner, Geissenlainer, McCreary, Stump, 
Campbell, Goodnight, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Clarke, Ala, Hare McRae, Tracey, 
Clements, Hatch Mills, Vaux, 

per, Ini Hemphill, Montgomery, Williams, II. 
Cothran, Herbert, Moore, Tex. Wilson, Mo. 
Covert, Holman, Oates, 

Dickerson, Hooker, O’Ferrall, 
NOT VOTING—122. 
Allen, Miss. Crain, _ Lester, Ga. ang 
nkhead, 7 Lester, Va, Rowland, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, usk, 
Bayne, Catcheon, Magner, Rassell, 
Beckwith, Dalzell, ` AAN Sanford, 
Biggs, Mason, Sawyer, . 
Bingham, Davidson, McAdoo, Scranton, 
Blanchard, De Lano, McCarthy, ney, 
ount, Dibble, McCord, Simonds, 

r Dockery, McCormick, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dolliver, orey, Snider, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunnell, organ, Spinola, 

rower, Ewart, Morrow, Stahlnecker, 
Brown, J. B, uhar, Mutchler, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, T.M. Féatherston, Niedringhaus, Stewart, Tex. 

rowne, Va. Fithian, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Frank, O’Neall, Ind. Thomas, 
Bullock, eary, O'Neil, Mass. Townsend, Pa, 
Bunn, Gibson, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Gifford, Owen, ind. ade, 
Candler, Ga, Grimes, Payne, Walker, 

idler, ‘all, Paynter, Wallace, N. Y. 
Carlton, Hansbrougb, Payson, Wheeler, Ala, 
Carter, ayes, W. L Peel, itelaw, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill. Perkins, Whiting, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Perry, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C, Peters, Wickham, 
Clancy, ermann, Phelan, iley, 

b, Hopkins, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Houk, Pierce, Wilson, Er 
rt EAS Pusl Yardley 

wiles, napp, = ey, € 
g. Lawler, Quackenbush, Sroine 


So the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: ; 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. PEEL. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

The result.of the vote was announced as above stated. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ST. ALBANS, VT. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, I submit another conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa; ng votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2427) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public bullding thereon, at St, 
Albans, in the State of Vermont, having met, after full and free conference haye 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their res; ive Houses as follows : 

‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement totheamendments of the House 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the word “fifty™ in line 10 and insert “sixty,” 

Also strike outall after the word "dollars, in line 10; tothe end of the bill, and 


“Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pub- 
lic Advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said may d of la t cir- 
culation for atleast twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals, 

“4: mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


Is made in Bei 
said proposed 


TOposa 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the 
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sites,and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals‘and all maps, + dase and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites, 

“If upon consideration ofsaid report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the ea shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commissi on of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an oflicer of 
the Treas ury Departrhent, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant su ch hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commissio n shall, within thirty days after such examination, make-to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbeforo provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
Silt shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. " 

*'Thecompensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury,but the same shall not exceed 36 per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 
Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual aren expenses. 

* No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Vermont shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal lawsof said State 
and the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 


S. L. MILLIKEN, 
P, S. POST, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN 8. MORRILL, 

G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The following statement of the House conferees was read: ` 


The effect ofthe report is thatit changes the limit of appropriation from £40,000, 
to which it was reduced by the House amendment from $75,000, as provided in 
the Senate bill, and fixes the limit at $60,000, 

It further changes the bill sons to make it conform to other House amend- 


ments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of this report. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] has the floor, 

Mr. BLAND addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kerr]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine yields to his colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think it proper the House 
should understand something about the situation in regard to public- 
building bills in this Congress. Itis afact that twice as many bills have 
been presented to our committee at this session of Congress as in any 
former session. Thebills presented for our consideration at this session 
inyolve appropriations amounting to $63,000,000; Tast session the 
amount called for by the bills presented was $41,000,000, But the 
number of bills is almost twice as great at this session as at the last.” 

Up to the last Congress it had been the rale—almost the uniform 
rule—to provide simply for the erection of the building, leaving it to 
the Committee on Appropriations to make the necessary appropriations 
from time to time as the money was needed. But owing perhaps to 
the sickness of our late distinguished associate on this floor, Mr. Ran- 
dall, more bills were passed with appropriations in them during the 
last Congress than previously, That, however, does not make any dif- 
ference as tothe amount which the Treasury will be compelled to ex- 
pend. But in regard to the bills passed at the first session of the present 
Congress, I wish to read from a note made by the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 

Public buildings authorized in the foregoing acts, other than general appro- 
priation acts, are limited in cost, including limita of cost extended; except as to 
site for the Washington City post office, which is not definitely fixed, to $5,721,- 
639.54; the whole ammount appropriated for said buildings during the session, 
except for site for Washington City post office, which is indefinite, is €1,400,- 
000, which includes $380,000nppropriated in foregoing special acts. , 

At the last session of Congress we simply followed in the House the 
rule which had always prevailed until the last Congress; and in order 
to demonstrate that in authorizing these expenditures we have not been 
extravagant I desire to print as part of my remarks a report showing 
the location of all public buildings authorized by law from the begin- 
ning of the Government to the 1st of January of last year—— 

Mr. BLAND. IT hope the gentleman will read it. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. It is too long to read. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, no. Let me have it; I will read it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will submit the report and ask to have it 
printed, and then it ean be commented on by other gentlemen. 

Mr. ROGERS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the ap- 
propriations made during the present Congress for public buildings haye 
been some $4,000,000 less than those of the preceding Congress? 

Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. KERR, of Iowa, No. : 

Mr. ROGERS, I mean in the aggregate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe we have already provided for more 


-n 
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-in this Congress than in the last Congress. I do not know the exact 


figures. 
Mr. KOGERS. I am very sorry to hear that statement, because it 
diminishes my chance of getting favorable action upon the Hot Springs 


ill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] will al- 
low me to say to the gentleman from Arkansas that we have provided 
for a little less. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Iowa give me his atten- 
tion for a moment? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS, Yousay that this Congress has appropriated less for 
public buildings, do you? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS, How does this Congress compare with the preceding 
Congress as to the number of buildings and the amount inyolved ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. ‘Well, so far as that is concerned —— 

Mr. SAYERS, Let us have the whole truth. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman from Iowa will allow me, I will 
answer the question of the gentleman from Texas. I think we have 
appropriated less in the amount involved, while I believe there has 
been a larger number of buildings authorized, although I can not state 
the fact definitely. : 

Mr. SAYERS. What I want to know is how the preceding Congress 
compares with the present Congress, not only as to the number of 
buildings and the cost of the buildings provided, but also as to the ap- 
propriations made. You have appropriated only about 34 per cent. of 
the entire cost of the buildings provided for, while the last Congress 
appropriated about 80 per cent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. So faras the appropriations are concerned, I refer 
the gentleman to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of which he is a member. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Because the gentleman will remember that in 
compliance with the wishes of some members of that committee, and a 
good many gentlemen on the other side of the House, we consented to 
allow the appropriating clause in these bills to be stricken out. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will tell what you have done. You have involved 
the country in extraordinary liabilities, in contracts and other expend- 
itures, for which you hesitate to make the appropriation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not at all. Ireplied to that proposition once 
when made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and I do 
not feel called upon, because the gentleman from Texas repeats it now, 
to undertake another response. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, it is a good repetition. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not feel called upon to answer it again, ex- 
cept to say that Congress in that respect has followed the example—I 
do not say that it was wise to do so—but the example set by its emi- 
nent Democratic predecessors in the Jast Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

fr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me three minutes? 
t. MILLIKEN. I believe the gentleman from Iowa still has the 
floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, I wish to say a word in regard to this 
matter, of a general nature. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for five 
minutes longer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say that the House should under- 
stand the umount of pressure that has been brought to bear upon the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and upon the various 
members of the House in respect to these matters. Idonotthink that 
there has ever been such pressure as was brought to bear for public 
buildings during this Congress, and it grows out of the fact that bills 
calling for a very much larger amount than ever before have been in- 
troduced on both sides of the House. 

I will say further, Mr. Speaker, that against the protest of many 
members of the committee propositions were circulated, and a gentle- 
man on yesterday got a bill through the House on that side which was 
obtained by getting the signatures of individual members outside of 
the committee and afterwards getting the indorsement of the commit- 
tee itself. Now, I wish to give notice at this time that hereafter I will 
oppose all such propositions and will resist the of such meas- 
ures in the House. I make this announcement now in order that gen- 
tlemen may not accuse me hereafter of being partial in respect to these 
questions. 

But in order that the House may be informed of the Pppropr anons 
made heretofore and to have a comparison as between what has been done 
in mop in respect to pe buildings and what has been done dur- 
ing this Congress and the last, I ask consent again that this table 
showing a statement of public buildings appropriated for up to January 
1, 1890, be printed, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 
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There was no objection. 
The statement referred to by Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, is as follows: 


Statement of public buildings in the United States for which appropriations 
have been made to January 1, 1890, showing population of cities in 1870 
and 1880 and amounts appropriated, or to which the law compels appro- 
priations, for buildings in each city. 


Population. pene 
appropri- 
Location and buildings. ee fei 
1870. 1830. limit, 
Aberdeen, Miss.: Courthouse, post office, €t€.sfassssei| ^4, 000 £79, 060. 00 
Abingdon, Va.: Courthouse, post office, Cte...u|-sssesesse.|  *4,000 87, 000. 00 
Asheville, N. O.: Post office ...-25... ss eA EES 34,000 100, 000. 00 
Astoria, Oregon: Customhouse, etc..... 4,000 76, 047, 85 
Birmingham, Ala,: Courthouse and post “4,000 300, 000. 00 
Cane; Mes eee ees ete........ *4,000 2,550. 00 
Clarksbu . Va.: Courtho' 

opines) oie eters *4,000 | 80,000.00 
morta cbs idan Gen ARP iREY N Ay nese te ecsvecese] + *4,000 G1, 927,09 

uluth, Minn.: Courthouse, customhouse, an 

at OMB OG <i0cisiessnarrseccreoesssveveverssn daio asiaa reota *4, 000 150, 000. 00 
El Paso, Tex.: Customhouse, post ofie a 
COUTLHOUSE,.....s0ercees encets sersven snenenceees *4,000 150, 000, 00 
Fort Smith, Ark.: Courthouse *4,000 115, 000. 00 
United States jath ....s.c.0cccieseosesscns vsscocsonerepses] essccasecevence] oossoo PIA 50, 000, 00 
Greensboro’, N. C.: Courthouse, post office. ete. *4,000 66,500, 00 
Harrisonburgh, Va.: Courthouse, post office, 

ONG. 5 ccccs lecsoonvesvescocesecscnsevscesasercouasansbsspeasseleres: “4,000 112,500. 00 
Helena, Ark. : Courthouse and post office *4,000 75, 000, 00 
Jefferson, Tex.: Courthouse, post office. *4,000 50, 000. 00 
Kalamazoo, Mich.: Post office...... *4;000 75, 000, 00 
Kennebunk, Me.: Customhouse, *4,000 1,575.00 
Machias, Me.: Customhouse, etc... *4,000 25, 766. 91 
Mozrroe, La.: Courthouse and post office *4,000 75, 000. 00 
Montpelier, Vt.: Post office, courthouse, etc......!. *4,000 160, 000.00 
Opelousas, La.: Courthouse and post office......! *4,000 50, 000. 00 
Oxford, Mass.: Courthouse, post office, ete........). #4, 000 67, 142.86 
Port Townsend, Wash.: Customhouse, pos | 

ONCE O00 eo ciers ssis E EANA E hal *4,000 240, 090. 00 
St. Augustine, Courthouse and post office |. *4, 000 14,515.43 
Statesville, N.C.: Courthouse and post office...}. *4,000 75,00, 000 
Tallahassee, Fla,: Courthouse and post oftice.|.... *4,000 75, 000,00 
Texarkana, Ark. and Tex,; Courthouse and | 

PORE GMOO) E T E A *4,000 100, 009. 00 
Tyler, Tex.: Courthouse, post office, e *4, 000 50, 000. 00 
Waldoboro’, Me.: Customhouse, etc. *4,000 24,324.68 
Windsor, Vt.: Courthouse and post office........!. ee} *4, 000 76, 047, 32 
Wiscasset, Me.: Customhouse, ete .....c..0cceseeee A PEERS *4, 000 32,257. 25 
Eastport, Me.: Customhouse and post office.... 3,736 4,006 108, 000. 00 
Nebraska City, Nebr. : Courthouse, post office, 

QUO. -dacdusnaccos csvace T E, A E feeb series, 6,050 4,183 111,000.00 
Charleston, W, Va.: Post office, courthouse, ete.. 8,162 4,192 142, 853. 30 
Carson City, Nev.: Courthouse, post office, ete..'...-+90....+ 4,229 136, 000. 00 
Barnstable, Mass.: Customhouse, etc....,..... ska 4,793 4, 242 83, 723, 74 
Marquette, Mich.: Courthouse, post office, ete.. 4,000 4, 690 100, 000.00 
Wichita, Kans.: Post office, courthouse, etc, se|.sesssssssesess 4,911 200, 000,00 
Brownsville, Tex.: Courthouse, customhouse, 

OUO. ia acdsavesoycossevesesvecsee-y soeersons | 4,905 4,988 50,000. 00 
Huntsville, Ala.: Courthouse, post offi 4,907 4,977 100, 000, 00 
Ellsworth, Me.: Customhouse, ete... 5, 257 5,052 | , 23,397,382 
Jackson, Miss.: Courthouse and post 4,234 5, 204 115, 000, 00 
Plattsburgh, N. Y.: Customhouse, etc. Se 5,139 5, 245 71, 425,17 
Jefferson City,Mo.: Courthouse, post office,ete.. 4,420 5,271 153, 519.45 
Belfast, Me.: Customhouse, etc........ a e 5,278 5, 308 51,580.98 _ 
Fort Scott, Kans.: Courthouse and post ofice.. 4,174 5,372 110, 000. 00 
Jackson, Tenn.: Courthouse, post office, etc 4,119 5,377 68, 000. 00 
Bristol, R.I.: Customhouse and t office 5, 302 6, 028 27,890.01 
Greenville, S. C.: Courthouse and post offic 2,757 6,169 100, 000. 00 
Owensboro’, Ky.: Post office, ett.....isssssssessssss 8, 437 6, 231 59, 000, 00 
New Berne, N.C.: Post office, courthouse and 

CUSLOMIIOUBE..,..cce-cecsveereriersesentersereee nes ssop tonnes 5,849 6,443 | ~ 75,009.00 
Galena, Ill.: Customhouse, Cte se.sssiss:sssesnsssierens 7,019 6,451 77, 917, 66 
Springfield, Mo. : Courthouse and post office .. 5,555 6, 522 100, 009.00 
Parkersburgh, W. Va.: Courthouse and post 

GMOS Si cass EAT ANN E AEEA R A BAS 6,582 | 243, 000.00 
Santa Fé, N. Mex. Urthouse, CtC......ece000 4, 687 6, 633 64, 148.00 
Fort Worth, Tex.: Post ofice ........-scccecseeseee doce] eacessso! ARS 6, 663 75, 000, 00 
Pensacola, Fla.: Courthouse. post office, ete s.. 3, 347 6,845 207, 000, 00 
Middletown, Conn.: Customhouse, ete 6,923] 6,826) 20, 950.00 

5,396 6,958 136, 117. 18 
4,473 7,094 85,000. 00 
8, 008 7,295 10S, 873. 83 
3,463 7, 526 112, 390. 00 
Rockland, Me, : Customhouse, etê......sseresese sesse 7, 074 7,599 144, 828, 11 
Jacksonville, Fla.: Post office,customhouse,ete, 6,912 7, 650 150, 000, 00 
Bath, Me. ; Customhouse, etc........ esses eres oa 7,371 7,874 102, 683, 28 
Shreveport, La.: Post oftice, courthouse, et 4, 607 8,009 109, 500. 00 
Paducah, Ky.: Post office, courthouse, ete 6, 866 8, 086 131,218. 63 
Augusta, Me.: Post office, courthouse, et 7, 808 8, 665 197, 000.00 
Port Huron, Mich.: Customhouse, ete.. 5, 973 8, 883 5, 953, 34 
Ottumwa, Iowa: Post office............. 5,214 9,004 40, 000. 00 
Cairo, Ill.: Customhouse, etc.......... PERO ser 6,267 9,011 120.06 
Raleigh, N. O.: Courthonse and post ofice, 7,790 9,265 349, 617.40 
Sedalia, Mo.: Post OM1C0..... seesecceecesserrtees > 4,500 9,561 , 000. 
Portsmouth, N.H.: Castomhouse, etc.. E 9,211 9,690 164, 616.91 
Knoxville, Tenn.: Courthouse, post o , etc. 8, 682 9, 693 410, 534.74 
Key West, Fla.: Courthouse, post office, ete ..... 5,016 9, 890 111, 000, 
Columbia, S. C.: Courthouse and post office...... 9, 298 10, 036 412,189.17 
Winona, Minn.: Courthouse and post office... 7,192 10, 208 150, 000, 00 
Madison, Wis.: Courthouse and post office...,.... 9,176 10,324 8419, 933, 68 
Ogdensburgh, N. Y.: Customhouse, etc.... 10, 076 10,341 1, 616.12 
Dallas, Tex.: Courthouse, post Offf0¢, C10...) .ccecceenseeee 10,358 41, 000.00 
New London, Conn.: Customhouse, etc. 0, 576 10,537 1, 654,58 
Watertown, N. Y.: Post office............ 9, 336 10, 697 75, 000, 00 
Austin, Tex.: Courthouse and post office........ 4,428 11,013 186, 961.59 
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Statement of public buildings in the United States, etc.—Continued. Statement of public buildings in the Uniled States, etc.—Continued. 


Population. Amount Population, Amount 


Location of buildings. mperors! Location of buildings. appropel 
1830, limit. 1570. 1880, limit, 
Hannibal, Mo.: Post office, eto 1... sssrini 11,074 | $136,000.00 Seno Long: Courthouse, post office, ete...) 31,274 51,647 | $324,000.00 
_Los Angeles, Cal.: Courthouse, post office, ce 11,183 150, 000. 00 Finas TA : Post office, courthouse, Cte... 43, 051 61,792 376, 000. 00 
'Portsmonth, Ohio: Post office 11, 321 60, 000, 00 Kansas City, Mo: Customhouse,post office, ete.. 2, 260 55, 785 874, 128. 40 
Burlington, Vt.: Customhouss, ete....... , 305 58, 436. 51 N.Y.: Customhouse, post ones Cte sie) 46,465 56,747 $00, 000. 00 
Vicksburg, Miss.: Courthouse, post ofilce, and Wonton: Mass.: Post office, ete... 41, 105 58, 291 250, 000. 00 
Custom T PIA E AA E A aerate 1 11,814 | 100,000.00 | Lowell, Mass.: Post oMce, eto ss... 40,923 | 59,475 | 200,000, 00 
Keokuk, Iowa: Courthouse, post office, ete 12,117 155,000.00 | New Haven, Conn, : Customhouse, cte., p S40} 62,882} 209,770, 40 
Rutland, Vt.: Courthouse and post office... 12,149 72,224.43 | Richmond, Va.: Customhouse, ete s.s 51,038 | 63,600 | 489,891.90, 
Georgetown, | D, C.: Customhouse, ag Fah = 11,354 2,578 74,001.20 | Indianapolis, Ind. : Courthouse and post t office. 48,244 75, 056 361, 960. 78 
Macon, Ga, : Courthouse, post office, Cte... 10,810 12,749 129, 000. 00 Rochester, N, Y.: Courthouse, post aga ete...) 62,386 89, 366 587, 000, 00 
Chattanooga, Tenn.: Courthouse, post HFS Albany, N, Y.: Customhouse and postofilce.. 60,422 | 90,753 | 780,343. 63 
E ERARANTA E TA E AORE 6, om 12,892 | 275,000.00 | Proy idence, R L; Customhouse, et0..cse.. 68,004 | 104,857 | 249,723.32 
DARSO, Nebr.: Courthouse and POSE OFM CE..sifererserrecceses| 13,003 | 204,500, 89 Appraiser’s SLOreS.cessceesssscsvsesveseess | 10,504.00 
Little Rock, Ark.: Courthouse, post office, cto.. 13,138 | 251, 000.00 Milwankee, Wis.: Customhouse, etc... 211, 785, 06 
peal Toc Mass: Custombhouse, Clesse 533 23,188.50 Post office, courthouse, and customhouse + 200, 000. 00 
Alexandria, Va.: Customhonse and post oilice.. 13, 659 75,717.50 | Detroit, Mich.: Customhouse, ete aoe 295, 279. 42 
Concord, N.H.: Post office, courthouse, ete. 3,543 | 226, 5%. 00 Courthouse, post office; 6t0..sesssrsssorersrsrs on |5trrrssasianesi sonsee se , 500, 000. 00 
La Crosse, Wis.: Courthouse, post office, € 14, 506 150,000.00 | Jersey City, N. N.J: Courthouse a 116, 000. 00 
Topeka, Kans.: Courthouse and post office è 15,452 | 296,058.24 | Louisville, Ky.: Customhouso, ete 289, 827. 90 
Newport, R. I.: Customhouse, ete..... y 15,693 32, 365. 60 Sa 141, 001.75 
Oshkosh, Wis.: Courthouse, post o! 15,748 101,600.00 | Newark, N. 105, 059 850, 000. 00 
Sandusky, Ohio: Customhouse, eto.. , 833 74, 987.16 | Buffalo, eGastorhonse and ner office 117,714 455, 165.08 
Lynchburgh, Va.: Courthouse, ae oltice, eto.. 15,959 134, 500, 00 Pittsburgh, vas Customhouse, te~... 86,076 109, 666, 87 
Jackson, Mich. : Post OMce.ssccsussseresessoeresessees 16, 105 60, 000, 00 Courthouse and post ofllce........ devtessensssess| eorsveceeséeede| 1, 800) 000, 00 
NewAlbany,Ind.: Customhouse and} post mg 16,423 | 104,000.00 | Cleveland, Ohio: Customhouso, ete .. 92,829 | 160,146 | 501,350, 90 
Houston, Tox.: Post OfMCe, CC sresti. Gi 16,513 75,000, 00 | New Orleans, La. : Customhouseand postoftice.. 19,413 216,090 |S, 294, 854.50 
tari sakari Kans.: Courthouse, post fice, San Franciseo, Cal: Customhouse, ote... F ial 473 | 233,959 778, 581.40 
AEA E dsaboe NE Veodddet EO 16,546 | $171,514.03 Ola appraiser’ S SOTOS ws..cvss . 93, 566.75 
6,656 163,000. 00 New appraiser's stores.. $40, 000.00 
16,713 165, 000, 00 Subtreasury,........crereseses 437, 029. 40 
6, 856 237, 878.58. New site Yaeko ofice, courthouse, ete: EOT 800, 000, 00 
i 150,000.00 | Cincinnati, Ohio: Customhouse and postoflice.|_ “216, 230° 5, 800, 000. 00 
Wilmington, N, O.:  Customhouse, ete... 350 55,000.00 | Baltimore, Md.: Customhouse, etc.. 615, 656, 55 
Warehouse... 25,115.50 Appralser’a 8tOrc8....cssssseessssossecsecconscose 284, 499.76 
Post office, eto 200, 000. 00 Courthouse......... SESS SN ` 255; 158. 97 
Portland, Oregon: Customhouse, Cte....srseseee:ferseee ek 830, 332. 20 Post office, Courthouse, CtC,...cerereees S dub [avons 2,565, 335. 00 
Council Bluffs, Iowa: Post office, cte. 18, 063 250, 000,00 | St. Louis, Mo.: Customlouse and post ofice. 310, 864 6,055,700. 00 
Williamsport, Pa.: Courthouse, post office, ets. 18,934 225, 000. 00 Old customhouse sss. Saini AINE SAARA | EAEE EON OA OOD e OO 
Gloucester, Mass,: Customhouse, eto... 19,329 | 49, 858. 32 362,839 | 1,192, 721,27 
Springfield, Ill.: Courthouse, post offi 19, 7: 316,804.85 | Post office and subtreasury.... cess sececesserserss |ressseeeersnnes 5, 952, 218, 31 
Poughkeepsie, NY Post office, cto.. 20,207 110, 500, 00 6, 128, 507.00 
San Antonio, Tox.: Courthouse, post office, eto. 20,550 | 200,000.00 405, 000. 00 
Bay City, Mich. ‘courthouse, post office, and 1, 913, 574,12 
customhouse 20, 693 200, 000, 00 351, 799, 78 
Springfield, Ohio 20,730 | 148, 000.00 6,115, 144.39 
Oswego, N. Y. 21,116 131, 088, 15 Appraiser’s stores........... 629, 675. 04 
Sacramento, Cal. 21,420 150, c00. 00 | New is N. Y.: Customhouse , 1,131, 714.76 
Petersburgh, Va. 21, 656 111, 183, 38 Subi treasury... «| 1,199, 801.75 
Augusta, Ga_; Courthouse, post office, ete.. 21,891 | 150,000.00 Courthouse and Dost iico. 9,073, 153. 23 
Auburn, N, Y.: Post office, courthouse, cto, 21,924 | 192,000.00 Barge office .. 558, 707. 68 
Norfolk, Va.: Customhouse, ete. 21,966 217, 820,47 Appraiser’s stores 2, 650, 000, 00 
Galveston, Tex.: Courthouse and post office .. 248 113, 94.78 
-5 Customhouse, etc PARE A EAn: ayes “tear Sor cana 
nbuque, Iowa: Customhouse an st office.. . 
Naa Mea Tawa: Oourtho bes: post alice, ete. 408 | 833° 000.00 Mr. MILLIKEN. I now yield eos minutes to the gentleman from 
Lancaster, Pa.: Post OMO.. cess 25,769 | 100, 000,00 | Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 
Terre Haute, Ind,: Post office, ete... es 26, 042 187,000, 00 
Rey Bedford. AraM OAA eto. ee 26,815 | 148,821.35 MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
‘ort Wayne, In urthouse and post office, 880 231, 199. 12 
Quincy, Ñ.: Post ofico, custombouse, eto... o7'268 | 10,0000 | _ A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
Salem, Mass.: Customhouse, 0te sssr. 3 27,563 19, 271.77 | that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill of the House 
Bridgeport, Conn: Post of... 27,043 | 150,000.00 | (FT. R. 11814) to provide the assessor of the District of Columbia with 
Courthouse, post oflice, cto.. bg Sahel 295'000.00 | Plats and subdivisions outside the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
Mobile, Ala.: Customhouse, cto... 29,132) 408,561.93] Also that the Senate had passed a joint resolution and bill of the fol- 
Peoria, Il: Post corer parm aa nein lowing title; in which concurrence was requested, namely: 
Covington. Ky.: Courthouse and post offi 29,720 | * 305, 000.00 Joint resolution (8. R. 147) authorizing the Potiinnters General to 
enion, Nag? Courthouse and post eave, 29, 910 $08, 258.49 credit O. M. Laraway, late Pae at Minneapolis, Minn., with 
ma e ourthouse and post office 70, 694, $ 3 
OOND t MAOO MO ARLOT DIN 5 | 1, 2007000, 00 certain losses sustained by him by the theft of postage stamps in 
Savannah, Ga,: Customhouse, ete .. 170, 604,56 | Stead of postal notes; and 
Seen ty pom comes, ta. enana 200 000: 00 A bill (H. R. 4675) to provide a unit of value for the coinage or 
eeling, 
arribat Bars Poat oMfloe) sto 301762 | 410°000.00 gold and silver, and for other purposes. [Applauseon the Democratic 
Hoboken; Ke Ne Poet OMh a Anea A A 20,297 | 20,999] 60,000.00 | Side. ] : 
Grand Rapids Mich.: Contingusd; ‘and post Mr. BLAND. I hope we may have early action on that bill. 
office cafe et by Say ooo | Mr. DOCKERY. Ifthe House desires to take up the bill now, I 
È =f ”™ | am willing to yield the floor. 
23,596 | 82,630 | 246,000.00 Mr. BLAND. I would like to have unanimous consent to call it 
iii i Fa omen Cte... oe 26,703 $3,340 150, 000. 60 up. 
nn ustomhouse, co . 
POSE OMEO nessssccoeeses ibe Sa 40,226 | 33,572) 585,013.00| Mr. MILLIKEN. I had hoped that that would please the gentle- 
d, Me. : NA AET NAA «f 81,413 | 83,810 | 535,484,03 | man from Missouri so well that he would be in a good naturo on all 
Thi Seine spoe Sei A mare r S oa a yy 64 | of these other matters. 
ca, ouse post office... A -55 
Denver, Golo.: Courthouse, post office, et ote. 47 25,629 | 635,00000| . Lhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor and 
‘Atlanta, Ga.: Courtho d post office 21,789 | 37,409 | 392,755.09 | this discussion comes out of his time. 
Dayton, Ohio: Post office, ete.......0... | 80,473 33, 678 150, 000. 00 
St Paul, cp OT So Si A }, 030 ie ce SOL PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. ALBANS, VT, 
mden, N. ‘ost office, custom’ 20,045 6359 , G00. 00 
Hartford, Conn.: Customhouse, ete 5 42,015 | 817,000.00 | Mr. DOCKERY. TI hope it will not be taken ont of my time, Mr. 
Wilmington, Del. : Customhouse, e 40, 069.34 | Speaker, unless we can have the silver bill considered. If so, I will 
Courthouse, post office, etc 150, 000.00.) yield the floor entirel 7 
Reading, Pa.: Post office, ete 180, 000.00 | Y EE tno 1 y. 

Nashyi e, ee : ot ofice te atk ois, oL ets Nc public buildings in the first session of the ites bane 
ton, ‘ost o 75,000.00 | were authorized, at a 000, $ 
sinseapoils: Minu-: E oek ai 641,514.56 | the limit of cost. ite Deon eine papi bre ted of that asain’ 

Fall River, Mass.: Customhouse, ot 532, 604.78 o0 emocratic House appropria 
Charleston, S.C. S.O; ‘Customhouse €39,072.34 $5,922,000, or 80 per cent. of the entire eka hate At the first 
POSt ONCE... ssenrsere sees seeeneeesenes , 000.00 | session of this Congress forty-one buildings were authorized, at a total 
Courthouse, post office, MOa p a 400, 000, 00 
Toledo, Ohio: Custombonse, coiiriiouse, sin “| 429, 000, 00 | COSt of $7,116,639.54, for which only $2,375,000 were appropriated, or 
orson, N. J.: POSt Of4 CO ssoseeressseseyeenercessveece 80,000.00 | only 34 per cent. of the entire authorization. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to make a cor- 
rection? I take my statement from a report made by the clerk of the 
Committee on Appropriations, showing the amount which had been 
provided for public buildings, and fixing the aggregate at $5,771,000. 

Mr, DOCKERY, Then I willsay to the gentleman from Iowa that 
there is possibly some clerical error, because my authority is also the 
clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, the same authority. 

Now, I desire to acquit the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
of any responsibility whatever for this policy which authorizes the lia- 
bility upon the part of the Government and at the same time declines 
to provide any money to meet it, or at any rate a meager sum, leaving 
it for the Democratic Congress hereafter to provide. The gentleman 
is notin harmony with his party on that question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Missouri deny that 
this has always been the policy? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly it has not been the policy. 
not the policy under the Democratic administration. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The-gent!eman is in error in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, MILLIKEN, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS, ] 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker, in addition to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Missouri, I desire to call the attention of the House 
toa comparison between the appropriations actually made on public 
buildings authorized by the present Congress and by preceding Con- 

Por the buildings authorized in 1886, there was appropriated 
5,218,319.84; in 1887, $4,649, 105.54; in 1888, $5,785,644.23; for 1889, 
$9,305,304.71; for 1890, $4,304,970.93; and for 1891, that is, the appro- 
ations of the last session of the present Congress, the amonnt is only 
2,916,106. 52. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] what is the purpose of cutting down the amount. 

Mr, MILLIKEN, How can he know? : 

Mr. SAYERS. In order to diminish the total appropriation and 
throw the liabilities on the next Congress. There could have been no 
other purpose. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. We expected it would be a Republican 
Congress when we were doing that, 

Mr. SAYERS. But you were happily disappointed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not happily. x 

Mr. SAYERS. Happily for ns. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman will not do that. We ought 
to have this bill discussed. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. ` 

On a division (demanded by Mr.BLAND) there were—ayes60, noes 50. 

Mr. BLAND. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘Tie question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 68, not vot- 
ing 144; as follows: 


It was 


YEAS—119. 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Cummings, Lehlbach, Seull, 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, Lodge, Sherman, 
Andrew, Darlington, Mason, Simonds, 
Arnold, Dingley, McComas, Smith, TH. 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va, Eva Miles, Smyser, 

ker, Farquhar, Miller, Spooner, 
Banks. Finley, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Fitch Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 

Iden, Flood, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Belknap, nk, Morey, Stockbridge, 

ergen, Gear, Morse, Stone, Pa. 

Bliss, Gest, O'Donnell, Sweet, 
Boatner, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, Sweney, 
Boothman, Grout, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Harmer, Osborne, Taylor, Ul. 
Brewer, Haugen Outhwaite, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, , Hayes, Wit. Payne, Thompson, ‘ 
Buchanan} N.J. ‘Hemphill, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Hermann, Quackenbush, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Cam Hitt, Quinn, andover, 
Candler, 3 Kerr, Iowa Raines, Van Schaick, 
Caswe Ke A Ray, Waddill, 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Walker, 

ext! i. z Reilly, Whecler, Mich, 
Clark, Wis. La Follette, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wyo diaw, Rife, Wright, 
Clunie, Langston, Rockwell, Yardley. 
Connell, nsing, Rogers, 

NAYS—48. 

Alderson, Cot A rd, McClammy, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, Herbert, McClellan, 

mes, Cowics, Holman, McCreary, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Hooker, MoMillin, 

a Edmunds, Kilgore, McRae, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Lane, Mills, 
Breekinridge, Ky, Enloe, Lanham, Mutchler, 
chignss, Forney,’ Lester, Y OrFerrall 

pman: ‘orney, er, Va. 
Clarke,Ala. Fowler, Martin, Ind. O'Neal, ind, 
Cobb, rtin, Tex, Parrett, 
Cooper, Ind. Hatch, McAdoo, Paynter, 


Penington, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 
Richardson, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Bayne, 
peoe, 
Es, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Bowden, 
Brickner, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Clements, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Sayers, Tucker, 
Shively, Turner, Ga, 
Springer, ae 
Stone, Ky. Washington, 
Stump, Whiting, 
NOT VOTING—1l44. 
Craig, Kelley, 
Crain, Kennedy, 
isp, Kerr, Pa. 
Culberson, Tex. app, 
zell, wier, 
Dargan, Lester, Ga, 
Davidson, wis, 
De Lano, Lind, 
Dibble, Magner, 
Docker. aish, 
Dolliver, Mansur, 
Dunnell, McCarthy, 
Dunphy, McCord, 
Ewart, McCormick, 
Featherston, McDuffie, 
Fithian, McKinley, 
Flick, Montgomery, 
Flower, Moore, Tex. 
Funston, Morgan, 
Geary, Morrill, 
Geissenhainer, Morrow, 
Gibson, Mudd, 
Gifford, Nicdringhaus, 
Greenhalge, Norton, 
Grimes, Nute, 
Hall, Owen, Ind. 
Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio 
Hare, Payson, 
Hays, ©, R. Peel, 
Haynes, Perkins, 
Henderson, Il. Peters, 
Henderson, Iowa Phelan, 
Henderson,N.C. Pickler, 
Hin, Price, 
Hopkins, Pugsley, 
Houk, Randall, 


So the peran question was ordered. 


The fol 


For the rest of this day: 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. TARSNEY. 
Mr. MUDD with Mr. NORTON. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. CARLTON. 
Mr. BAKER with Mr, CLEMENTS, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the confer- 


ence report, 


owing additional pairs were announced: 


Wike, 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder, 


Robertson, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. BLAND) there wero—ayes 43, noes 


12. 


Mr. BLAND. ‘Tellers. 
Tellers were refused, 33 members voting therefor.. 


Mr. BLAND. The other side. 


The SPEAKER, 


Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 34, not vot- 
ing 148; as follows: 


Barwig, 
Belden, 


Boatner, 
Brookshire, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
paar 
man 
Claric, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala, 
per, Ind, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
mings, 
Darlington, 
Dayidson, 
Dickerson, 


YEAS—l49, 
Farquhar, McAdoo, 
eatherston, McClammy, 
Finley, McComas, 
itch, McCreary, 
Frank, McKenna, 
Funston, Miles, 
Gear, Miller, 
Gest, Milliken, 
Gibson, Moflitt, 
Grimes, Moore, N, H. 
Grosvenor, viele 
rout, Mo ii. 
Harmer, Morrow, 
Hatch, Morse, 
Haugen, Niedringhaus, 
Hayes, W.L Oates, 
el Orea 
Aynes, "Ferra 
Hea O'Neil, Mass, 
Hemphill, O'Neill, Pa, 
Hermann, Osborne 
Hill, Outhwaite, 
Hits, Owens, Ohio 
Holman, Parrett, 
Kennedy, Payne, 
Kerr, Iowa Post, 
Ketcham, Gane enbush, 
nsey, n, 
Lacey Baines, 
La Follette, Ray 
Langston, Reed, Iowa 
Lansing 5 Pou 
DAWS, urn, 
Lee, hie. 
Lester, Va poe 
» Va T8, 
Lind, Rowell, 
Lodge, , 


There is no other side on the demand for tellers, 


Simonds’ 

o 

Smin W, Va. 
Sm: 
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NAYS—3A 
Bland, Forney, McRae, Pindar, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Mills, Richardson, 
Cobb, Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Sayers, 
`s Herbert, Moore, Tex. Shively, 
Covert, Lane, O'Neall, Ind, Vaux, 
Cowles, Martin, Ind. Paynter, Williams, UL 
Ellis, Martin,Tex, Penington, Yoder. 
Enloe, McClellan, Perry, 
Forman, McMillin, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—1438, 
Alderson, Clanc; Hooker, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Clark, Wyo Hopkins, usk, 
Anderson, Miss. Clements, ouk, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Clunie, Kelley, Sanfo: 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cogswell Kerr, Sawyer, 
er, Coleman, Kilgore, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Comstock, Knapp, Seney, 
yne, Connell, Laidlaw, Skinner, 
Beckwith, Cooper, Ohio Lanham, Smith, OL 
Craig, Lawler, Snider, 
Bingham, n, Lester, Ga. Springer, 
Blanchard, Crisp, _ wis, Stahinecker, 
Boothman, Culberson, Tex. Magner, Stewart, Ga. 
Boutelle, Cutcheon, Maish, Stewart, Tex, 
Bowden, Daizell, Mansur, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dargan, ason, Stone, Mo, 
Brewer, De 9, McCarthy, Sweet, 
Brickner, Dibble, TeCord, Sweney, 
Brosius, Dolliver, McCormick, ‘Tarsney, 
Brower, Dannell McDuffie, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brown, J. B. Edmunds, McKinley, Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, T. M. Evans, Morgan, Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va. Ewart, Mudd, Turner, N. Y. 
Brunner, Fithian, Mutchler, Van Schaick, 
Buchanan, N.J, Flick, Norton, Wade, 
Buchanan, Va, Flood, Nute, Wallace, Mass, 
ens es pren Ind. tena N.Y. 
ock, eary, ‘ayson, celer, Ala, 
Bunn, Gifford, Peel, Wheeler, Mich, 
Butterworth, Goodnight, Perkins, Whitelaw, 
Bynum Greenhalge, Peters, Whiting, 
Caldwell, Hail, Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, Pickler, Wickham, 
Carlton, y ce, Wilkinson, 
Carter, Henderson, Ill. Pugsley, Willcox, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C, Robertson, Wilson, Wash. 


So the conference report was adopted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr, ALDERSON. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. CARUTH. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. CurcHEON with Mr. LANHAM, 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. Surru, of Iinois, with Mr. SPRINGER, until January 16, 3 p. m. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr, KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

z A bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 
owd; 

À bill (S. tke granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger; 

A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert; 

A bill (S. 3271) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out, 
in part, the provisions of ‘‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, 
and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appro- 
priations for the same, and for other p i 

A bill i 4070) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. Le Van; 

A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell; 

A bill (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a public building at Akron, 
Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 5380) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Davenport, Iowa. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the appointment 
of conferees on various bills, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On the bill (F. R. 11098) forthe relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain Thirty- 
second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers—Mr, OSBORNE, Mr. WILETAMS of Ohio, 
and Mr. SPINOLA, 

On the bill (S, 4595) granting a pension to Mary B. Hascall—Mr. Laws, Mr. 
BELKNAP, and Mr. LANE. 

On the bill (H.R.154) for the erection of sien building at Pueblo, Colo,— 
Mr. KERR of Iowa, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, and Mr. ABROTT, 

On the bill (H. R.4559) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Rockford, 0).—Mr, MILLIKEN, Mr. Post, and Mr. DIBBLE, 


SILVER-POOL INVESTIGATION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also desires to announce the appoint- 
ment of the special committee on the silver-pool investigation ordered 
by the House, which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. DixGrey of Maine, Mr. PAYNE of New York, Mr, ROWELL of Ilinois, Mr, 
Dockery of Missouri, and Mr. OATES of Alabama. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire permission to make a state- 
ment in connection with the appointment of this committee. 

Mr. Speaker, about three weeks since, while this question was pend- 
ing before the Committee on Rules, I urged upon the Speaker the im- 
portance of making the investigation by the aid of a special committee 
tather than a standing committee. I then supplemented the suggestion 
with the statement that I could not myself accept service upon the 
committee, inasmuch as it was alleged that a ‘‘ Democratic Represent- 
ative” from the State of Missouri on this floor was interested in the 
‘silver pool.” 

On yesterday I again announced this determination to the Speaker, as 
I am quite unwilling to be placed in a position where I might rest un- 
der the imputation of investigating an accusation involving either my 
own honor as a representative of the people or some unnamed Demo- 
cratic colleague from Missouri. I may also say, Mr. Speaker, that my 
judgment as tothe proper course to be pursued in this matter has been 
fortified by the opinions of friends with whom I have consulted. With 
great respect, therefore, to the Speaker, I respectfully ask to be ex- 
cused from service on this committee and the duties which would be 
thus imposed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks to be ex- 
cused—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would farther ask in this connection that the 
Speaker would state whetheror not my statement in respect to the sug- 
gestion of three weeks ago is accurate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entirely accurate, 
except that the Chair did not understand the statement to indicate that 
there was any question about himself, but thought it was only in re- 
gard to his colleagues; otherwise the Chair would entirely corroborate 
the statement of the gentleman. Andasto the otherstatemeut he may 
be correct. The Chair is not certain, his attention not being attracted 
to it and not @aving itin his mind. The Chair desires further to say 
that the Chair felt that under all the circumstances he ought not to exer- 
cise the power of excuse, but that he should put it before the House, 
where it properly is now. 

The gentleman from Missouri asks to be excused. 

The question was taken, and Mr. DoCKERY was excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint in the place of the gentle- 
man from Missouri the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. PEEL. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Inow resume my motion, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. LANSING. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged resolution which 
I desire to call up. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. For what purpose? 

Mr. LANSING. I havea privileged resolution that I desire to call 
up. it has been reported favorably, and it will take but a short time 
for its consideration. 

. Mr. MCCOMAS. It may take along time. 

Mr. LANSING. If it leads to any discussion I will ask to have it 
laid aside. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I think the House has already been delayed sufi- 
ciently in getting into Committee of the Whole, or I should be glad to 
yield. I can not now yield. 

The question was taken on the House going into Committee of the 
Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and will resume consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892, and for other pu 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I presume the time on that side 
of the House, unless there be objection to it, will be controlled by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], and the time on this side 
of the House by myself, if there be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will submit the matter, if there be 
no objection. If there be no objection, the two hours anda half of de- 
bate on either side of the House will be controlled by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] two hours and a half and the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] two hours and a half. Is there 
objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia is recognized. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time has there been occupied by debate? 

The CHAIRMAN, Fifty minutes in support of the measure and 
twenty minutes opposed to it, 


= 
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Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I-desire first to submit some re- 
marks in relation to the general provisions of this bill and afterwards 
to refer tosome of the moreimportant details. Under existing law one- 
half of the expense of the goyernment.of the District of Columbia is 
paid by the United States Government and the other half from therey- 
enues of the District. There is carried in this bill $5,083,227.97. One- 
half of that sum, to be paid by the Government of the United States, 
is $2,441,683.98. It is estimated that the revenues of the District of 
Columbia for the coming fiscal year, exclusive of the water department, 
will amount to $2,640,035,08. This, I must say, isa rather liberal es- 
timate. 

It takes in an estimate of $73,971.87, estimated to arise upon new 
buildings to be constructed within the year; also $4,000, one-half of 
the proceeds of the Columbia Road schoolhouse which is to be sold; 
also $22,500 of unexpended balances which it is estimated will come 
over from the present fiscal year; making the total sum which I have 
just mentioned. The bill now before the committee proposes to ap- 
propriate, of the District revenues, within $98,421.10 of this estimate. 
So it will be seen that the appropriations proposed in the face of these 
most liberal estimates of revenue for the next year leaye only the nar- 
row margin of $98,000, in round numbers. 

In addition to this, the act passed at the first session of this Congress 
providing for the purchase of the National Park ata cost of $1,200,000, 
requires one-half of that sum to be paid out of the revenues of the 
District in four annual installments, There canbe scarcely any doubt 
that one of those installments will become due before the end of the 
fiseal year for which we are now proposing to make appropriation, and 
that will amount to $150,000. This statement ought perhaps to be 
modified by saying that there is a provision in the bill providing for 
the purchase of that park, requiring condemnation of property and tak- 
ing into the estimate the enhanced value of the surrounding property, 
and somegentlemen think that the amount necesary to be paid will not 
reach $1,200,000; but I think it is entirely unsafe to make estimates 
or appropriations upon the assumption that there will be any consid- 
erable diminution of the cost of that park in consequence of that pro- 
vision of the bill. 

Not only that, but there is a provision in the law for the support of 
the Zodlogical Park, and we haye already before us estimates, which 
come in connection with the sundry civil bill, for $102,000 for the main- 
tenance and improvement of that park, and if Con sees proper to 
keep up the course that it has pursued heretofore in the establishment 
and maintenance of these parks, if it charges, as it did last year, one 
half of the expense to the District and the other half tothe Government, 
there will be a requirement there for about $51,000. So that this bill 
is not making provision for the District’s half of the expense of the 
establishment of the National Park or for the District’s half of the 
annual expense of maintaining the Zodlogical Park, the oneamounting 
to $150,000 and the other to $51,000, making a total of about $201,- 


000. 

Mr. SAYERS. As I understand the gentleman, he says there is no 
provision in this bill for paying the District’s half of the money re- 
quired to pay the first installment of the cost of the National Park. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. That is true. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘Then I would ask the gentleman if there is any pro- 
vision for that in any other bill that is pending before Congress ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There is no babel making an appropriation 
for that purpose. I may add that there is no estimate yet upon which 
such an appropriation can be based, for the reason that the processes 
of acquiring the title and the establishment of the park are now going 
on, and it is not yet known what the District’s share for the next fiscal 
year will be. But in view of the fact that there is about a year within 
which this work can be carried on, I say that it is reasonable to sup- 
pose that the amount will be ascertained and that the full amount will 
then be due; that is, one year’s payment, requiring $150,000 on the 
part of the District. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will that be a matter of appropriation during the 
present Congress or will it come up inthe form of an urgent deficiency 
in the next Congress ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It will undoubtedly become necessary to pro- 
vide for it in some deficiency bill, in my judgment. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the next Congress? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, sir. : 

Mr, SAYERS. Will the gentleman now please state the amount 
that will become necessary to be provided for in an urgent deficiency 
bill next Congress? 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I have just stated that if the title to the park is 
aequired, making no allowance for any deduction on account of the 
supposed enhancement of the value of surrounding property and as- 
suming that it will take $1,200,000 to pay for the park, one-quarter 
of the District’s half of the total amount will become due within the 
time that this bill covers. 

That is my estimate, and I think it is a reasonable one. Therefore, 
before the.end of the fiscal year for which we are now making appro- 
priations (although we have not yet obtained the facts upon which to 
make an accurate estimate) there will be required for this pu 
$150,000. We have already the estimate for the maintenance of the 


Zovdlogical Park, for which provision will probably be made in the sun- 
dry civil bill. That amounts to $102,000, and if the Districtis to pay 
one-half of it, as it did last year, that will require $51,000 more; mak- 
ing altogether about $200,000, in round numbers, thatis not now pro- 
vided for, but which it will be necessary to provide for on some bill 
before the end of the fiscal year for which we are now making provision. 

Mr. SAYERS. If it will not disturb the gentleman, I would like 
to propound another question. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I notice in the report of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia for the last fiscal year that the debt in this Dis- 
trict from June 30, 1889, was $20,142,050, and I notice also that of 
that amount $3,330,556 will mature on the 1st day of July of the 
present year. 

I would like to know from the gentleman whether there is any law, 
or any pending bill, or any provision in any bill enabling the com- 
missioners to refund this debt at the time it will mature. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There was a proposition made in the last Con- 

ress looking to the refunding of a portion of that debt, but no legis- 
ation has yet been adopted for that end. Exactly what will be re- 
quired to meet this question I do not know at this time; there is no 
provision in the bill at all relating to that matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I will submit the gentleman another qnestion, 
whether in his judgment the revenues of the District, after the expendi- 
tures provided for in the pending bill have been made, will be suflicient 
to meet this particular item of $3,330,550 or any portion of it? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwillsay to the gentleman that, in my judgment, 
there will noț be enough revenue to meet the appropriations made by 
this bill and the appropriations necessary to provide for the matters I 
have just named in relation to these parks. Therefore there will be 
nothing from the current revenues of the District for the purpose which 
the gentleman has indicated. I will allude to that matter, however, 
Tater on, and with the gentleman’s permission will proceed with my 
discussion of these matters in the bill. 

It will, therefore, be seen that there is every reasonable probability 
that within the year for which we are now making appropriation there 
will be required something over $100,000 of District revenue beyond 
the highest estimates that have been made of the revenues; because in 
this bill as it stands we appropriate within $98, 000of the highest esti- 
mate; and we have already in sight these other amounts, which will 
probably be necessary to be expended iv that year. 

In addition to these amounts there are each year judgments found 
in the courts against the District of Columbia, which can not be fore- 
seen and estimated for, and which necessarily come in as deficiencies 
each year, These miscellaneous matters can not be foreseen and must 
necessarily come in as they do every year in the-way of deficiencies 
and have to be provided for in some way. Therefore it is not wise to 
appropiate every dollar of revenue that it is supposed can be raised 
in each fiscal year. 

On this point I wish to eall attention to our experience within the 
last year. Appropriations were made at the last session of Congress for 
the improvement of streets and for various other purposes named in the 
District bill. The revenues having fallen short thus far, with a prob- 
ability that during the residue of the fiscal year they will continue to 
fall short of the amount appropriated, which was stated at the time 
on this floor upon estimatesand figures then presented, we are now con- 
fronted with the fact that many of the streets theimprovement of which 
was provided forin that bill will not be improved out of the appropria- 
tion made, because it falls short. 

For salaries, for charities, and for the various institutions of the Dis- 
trict, the money is necessarily first applied. The shortage is taken off 
the appropriation for the improvement of streets. So that a number 
of the streets the improvement of which was provided for in the bill of 
last year are not improved and can not be under the appropriations 
then made, 7 

Therefore those improvements come over and are put in the bill of 
this year and appear here with an apparent appropriation for certain 
improvements during the next fiscal year; but under the state of facts 
which I have described it is perfectly evident that a portion of these 
streets will again be left out; the mofiey will not be sufficient to cover 
them, because next year the case will be the same os during this year, 
andany deficiency of fands for carrying outthe purposes named in the 
bill will necessarily be drawn from the improvement of the streets. 

There are some items in this bill which I think might very well be 
taken out of it, leaving the margin of revenue a little larger than it is 
now, in order that some of the requirements to which I have referred 
may be met at the time it will be necessary to meet them and that 
there may be revenue for that purpose. 

I do not concur in the criticism which was made on this bill in a 
general way yesterday by some gentlemen: that it isill prepared, that 
its provisions can not be understood, that there is a mystery about the 
measure. I think that upon the whole the bill has received very care- 
ful, conscientious, and thorough consideration, and is generally a clean, 
square bill. Ido not criticise it except as to what I deem to be some 
unwise provisions which I think ought to come out in order to enable us 
to have the money to meet these necessary requirements in the future, 
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Thenumber of salaries provided for in this bill is 1,770; the number | Now, it has been urged before the committee, Mr, Chairman, that it 


provided forin the bill of last year was 1,685, making a proposed in- 
crease of S5salaries, These increases may be summed as follows: 


In the auditor's office, one clerk At ....0000006 . $1,500 
In the engincer’s office, one employ6, at... $ 900 
In the sewer division, twenty-one officials = 22502 
School-teachers, fifty, aggregating ......... 34,225 
Janitors, seven, aggregating’... s 3, 830 
In the health office one clerk at seses ossss rsss vuns 1,200 
In the Washington Asylum one additionalem 280 
In the Reform School, two omploy¢s Anprogat aT. O 1,356 
For the militia of the District of Columbia ono addi 900 


Mr. MUCREARY, May Lask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does this bill contain any appropriation to pay 
the commissioners who are engaged in compiling the code of law for 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My recollection is that this matter was fully 
provided for in the appropriations last year. 

Mr. McCREARY. When will we probably be able to receive the 
report of the commission ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was stated before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, if I remember correctly, that it can be completed within 
this fiscal year. 

Mr. MCCREARY. ‘There is no code of laws for the District that can 
be obtained at present, is there? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Thereisno compilation or codification of thelaws 
of the District now available. Tho laws of Maryland prevail to some 
extent in the District; and there isgreatconfusion as to the laws which 
actually prevail and which are applicable to the District, for which 
reason the compilation in question.is being prepared, and, as I under- 
stand, will be out within the year. 

The total number of salaries provided for in this bill, additional to 
the bill for the current year, is, as I have already said, eighty-five. 

The aggregate amount carried by these salaries, for the payment of 
these officers and employés, amounts to $66,493. Of this sum $34,225 
is for additional school-teachers and $22,502 for the new officers pro- 
vided for in the sewer division to take the place of men employed here- 
tofore on a temporary roll and paid out of the general appropriation for 
the maintenance of sewers, leaving outside of these two groups of new 
salaries, provided for in the bill, an aggregate of $9,776. The bill pro- 
vides, in addition, an increase in the salary of the superintendent of 
education from $2,700, as now fixed by law, to $3,300. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And it ought to be $3,500. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And the pay of the major, in charge of the Met- 
Topon Ea police, is increased from $2,700 to $3,300. 

Ir. MCMILLIN. These are changes of the existing law, are they 
not, and hence subject to the point of order? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think one of them is fixed by law at a consid- 
erably less sum than the present salary. The other, I think, is not 
fixed by the general law. 

There is also in this bill a provision, which I will ask the Clerk at 
this time toread. This is an entirely new peceton and is in the bill 
now for the first time. Itis that portion of the bill in relation to the 
purchase and supply of schoolbooks in the District within certain 
grades, the first six grades. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, inoluding furniture, books, stationery, printing, in- 
surance, and other necessary items, E. 000, 

For text-books and school supplies for use of the pupils of the first six grades 
and for the necessary expenses of the pu ution, and preservation 
of said text-books and supplices, £16,000, together with so much of the unex- 
pended balanco, not exceeding $35,000, of the appropriations made for the col- 
ored high school building by the District of Columbia appropriation acts for 
the fiscal years 1890 and 1891 is tg Patt he riated ana: made available for 
this purpose for the fiscal year 1892: Provided, That the distribution of the text- 
books and school supplies herein provided for shall be made, giving preference 
first to the children of the lower of the said six grades, 

And tho commissioners are hereby directed toinquire into and report to tlic 


next session of Congress upon the expediency of publishing the text-books re- 
quired in the publicschools at the public expense. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Theitem of $27,000 first read by the Clerk is not 
a new provision, the $27,000 for the purchase of books and supplies, a 
portion of this sum heretofore having been given to the poor children 
of the District who were unable to buy their own schoolbooks; but 
what I call attention to is the latter part of the provision, which is a 
reappropriation of $35,000 unexpended heretofore, and $16,000 addi- 
tional, making $51,600 in all for the supply of books to children within 
the first six grades. 

Mr. McMILEIN, Is that appropriation for the supply of books for 
the children of the District to be paid exclusively out of the revenues 
of the District, or one-half from its revenues and one-half from the 
Treasury of the npepe ofthe United States? 3 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Like all of the other items of the bill, it is to be 
pan one-half out of the Federal Treasury and one-half out of the 

ands belonging to the people of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I understand there is no existing law au- 
thorizing such an appropriation? 3 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘There is no law that I am aware of, except the 
general law establishing the public-school system. 


is a proper thing, out of the combined revenues of the people of the 
United States at e in the Federal Treasury and the revenues sup- 
lied by the District of Columbia exclusively, to provide free school- 
ks to all of the children of the District in the public schools. We 
already have a fund out of which, in the discretion of the commis- 
sioners,a poor child unable to buy books may now be supplied; but the 
objection has been urged before the committee, and with sufficient 
force to bring this provision into the present bill and before the House, 
that the poor child was designated amongst the other scholars by the 
fact that he studies out of a book which has labels on it, showing that 
it is public property, and the fact that a child has a book with such a 
label, showing it to be public property, is held to. be a kind ofa badge 
of dishonor; in other words, that it designates him as a pauperscholar 
or a poor child, and for that reason the Government, out of the revenues 
of the entire people of the United States, including the people of the 
District of Columbia, is under obligation to supply allof the children 
of the District, rich and poor alike, with free schoolbooks, 

I do not believe that is a wise policy to pursue. I think that this is 
one item of $51,000 that might well go out of the bill. I do not be- 
lieve that because a child is a poor child, and his parents are unable to 
pay, that he ought to be excluded from the school for want of books. 
I believe he ought to be supplied; but I do not believe in the doctrine 
that because he is poor it is therefore a badge of dishonor, and that we 
shall show by a law it is a dishonor for him to be recognized in tho 
school as a child of poor parents. 

There are in the District at the present time about thirty-seven thou- 
sand children enrolled in the public schools, the average attendance 
being about thirty thousand last year. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask if he has any 
idca how many children are prevented from going to school by not hay- 
ing books? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ihave no satisfactory information that any are 
kept from school on that ground, because, as I have already said, there 
is a provision now for supplying poor children who are unable to pro- 
vide their schoolbooks. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The thirty thousand children spoken of by the gen- 
tleman are children now in actual daily attendance, as I understand? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That was the average number last year, includ- 
ing the High School. 

Mr. ADAMS. One further question: Is there any table or state- 
ment prepared under the last census showing how many children there 
are in the District without reference to the number attending schools— 
that is, the children of school age? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I suppose that there is, or will be such a state- 
ment very soon, oras soon as it can be perfected, showing the exact fig- 
ures in relation to the children of school age. But I do not know 
whether it has been finished or not in the Census Office. I have the 
figures given by the school authorities of the Districtas to the number 
entered and the average daily attendance, in tho one case the num- 
ber being, as I havesaid, 37,000, and in the other about 30,000, includ- 
ing white and colored children of all of the schools. 

As I said before, I would not begrudge all that is necessary to pro- 
vide every child in the District unable to buy his books a suflicient 
sum for that purpose, although this would be doing better than is done 
in the majority ofthe States that we ropresent here, because free school- 
books are not generally supplied in the States, 

Mr. BERGEN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill. 

Mr. BERGEN. What proportion of the scholars now furnish them- 
selves with books? I understand there are about 37,000 scholars, and 
I yess to know what proportion of that number pay for their own 
boo 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There are about 37,000 scholars enrolled, but 
about 30,000 is the average attendance. I am not prepared to say 
what proportion of them supply themselves with books, but a great 
majority of them do. The commissioners state about $2,000 was ex- 
pended last year for free schoolbooks. 

Mr. BERGEN. ‘There is then an expense to the Government and 
to the District that is included in this $51,000, for the purpose of sup- 
plying a certain number of school children with books, Can the gentle- 
man tell me how much this appropriation will increase the amount 
that is now appropriated on account of the poor children? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. During the current year I think there is an 
amount of $25,000, out of which the commissioners in their discretion 
may expend a portion for schoolbooks for poor children, and, as I have 
stated before, about $2,000 was expended for this object Jast year. 

We have been told in a general way that many other children did 
not go to school and did not ask for the books, because they preferred 
to keep out of school rather than be known as pauper scholars. That 
ponca statement has been made; but, how many there are of that 

ind, we have no estimate, None has been submitted to us; but in 
further answer to the gentleman’s question I will state that this pro- 
 orsoar niches the amount of money for this purpose by $51,000, in 


a 
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Mr. BERGEN, I understand that to bethe appropriation that will 
cover the whole of this item—$31, 000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The $51,000 is in addition to the $27,009 contin- 
gent fund, out of which provision is now made for free books, as Ihave 
stated. 

Mr. BERGEN. It would be only an increase of about $24,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. No; thegentlemandidnot understand me. There 
is still contained in the bill the item that was first read by the Clerk of 
$27,000, and then the $51,000 in addition to that; but of course, if 
the $51,000 is specifically given as proposed, no part of the general 
appropriation of $27,000 for contingent expenses would be available 
for this object. 

Mr. BERGEN. . Ido not understand why both should be necessary. 
Now, I would like to ask the gentleman another question. Does le 
state that in his own State they do not furnish the scholars with books 
generally; that is, to all the scholars? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Does the gentleman mean free books? 

Mr. BERGEN. Free books to all the children in your State. We 
certainly do that in New Jersey, and I supposed it was the general 
practice everywhere, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Idid not say that, I said it was not the prac- 
tice in many States; but I will state that there is no provision of law 
in Georgia which provides the children of school age with free books, 
unless it be in certain localities by local taxation, and I venture tosay 
there are many of the States of the Union in which there is no such 
Taw. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is none in Iowa. 

A MEMBER. And none in Illinois. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. None inIowaand none in Illinois. Iam not ob- 
jecting. I would be glad to have such a provision made as would give 
the children unable to buy their books, in all the States, all the books 
necessary for their education, and Iam not making any fight here 
against any sufficient sum providing all the children of school age 
within this District with books in cases where they are unable to buy 
them; but this proposition goes very much farther than that, goes to 
the extent of supplying all children, rich and poor alike, who are of 
school age and who.attend the schools, through all the first six es. 
Now, it seems to me that this is an unwise departure from the policy 
we haye pursued heretofore. 

I think that the school system of this Districtis already a liberal one. 
We have something like eighty schoolhouses in the District; I donot 
now recall the exact number, but it is about eighty. Weare paying 
more than eight hundred schoolteachers. The school expenses of this 
District now amount to nearly $1,000,000 annually for all purposes. 
I believe children between six and eighteen years of age are provided 
for, at least the minimum age is six years. And thereis already apro- 
vision ont of which children unable to buy their books and who apply 
for them can be and are supplied with them free. 

Now, itis a mere sentiment that, by the giving ofa free book tem- 
porarily to achild who is unable to buy one, that is anignominious dis- 
tinction by which he is recognized as not being a child of wealthy 
parents, And we are recognizing that a badge of poverty is a badge of 
dishonor. I am not prepared to recognize any such doctrine. The 
majority of the people of the United States are poor. This is a rich 
country, with many rich people and millionairesin it. The aggregate 
wealth of the country is great and is increasing, but it is not very 
equally distributed under existing conditions, and a great majority of 


the people and of the children, therefore, are poor. 
Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him right 
there? Š 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I suppose he will agree with us that, if a badge of 
poverty is not a badge of dishonor, at least poverty is very incon- 
venient. € 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Undoubtedly itis inconvenient, butat the same 
time it is sometimes a great force behind a man or a child in school or 
elsewhere by which he is necessarily compelled to grapple with the 
issues of life; and it is from this class of people that the men and 
women of virtue, of courage, and of industry come, who have built up 
this country to a degree of prosperity that it now occupies before the 
world. [Applause]. 

Mr. McCREARY, If the gentleman from Georgia will allow me, 
in that connection I notice in the report it is stated that the commis- 
sioners have not estimated for any of the purposes embraced in the 
item under the head of ‘‘ for charities” inthe District appropriation bill 
for the current fiscal year, pending the appointment of a superintend- 
ent of charities, but have reserved therefor $120,400, 

I desire to ask the gentleman in that connection why it is that in 
this appropriation bill only $121,800 are appropriated for charities in 
the city of Washington, when last year we appropriated $163,342. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, If the gentleman will allow me I will pursue 
eae I was on a little while and then come to the question he has 


Mr. MoCREARY. I wish the gentleman could answer it now. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I will say in relation to that that the commis- 
sioners submitted no estimates this year, and the committee was com- 


pelled to resort to just such information as it could derive from other 
sources, and upon a general survey of the whole field and the revenues 
that change was made, : 

Mr. McCREARY, I would like to ask the gentleman why it was 
that the commissioners of this District submitted no estimates this year. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Their excuse was thatin the bill of last year we 
had made provision for the appointment of a superintendent of chari- 
ties, who was expected and by law required to furnish the informa- 
tion upon which a proper estimate could be made, Although the su- 
perintendent of charities has notas yet been appointed by the President, 
the commissioners of the District said that in view of that law, al- 
though not executed in the appointment, the commissioners simply 
made no estimate because they felt that was taken off their shoulders, 

Mr. MCCREARY. And,although no report has been submitted, the 
committee reduces the amount for charities by $40,000, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, I have not figured the exact amount; but 
I have no doubt the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iholdin my hand the report of your committee. 
From it I see that in 1891 the amount appropriated for charities was 
$163,342; the amount recommended for 1892 is $121,800, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have no doubt those figures are correct. We 
had no information upon that subject from any official source, and we 
have simply done the best we could in relation to that, ‘Phis question 
of charities, gentlemen will very well remember, is one that has been 
generally reviewed in both Houses, Gentlemen come in here and make 
statements and speak of the necessity for one institution or another, and 
the amounts are usually increased in both Houses; and yet it is very 
likely there is a necessity for an increase in several instances in relation 
tocharitiesnow. Thatisanotherreason why I think that some of these 
unnecessary items ought to go out of this bill, ; 

Now, in relation to this provision for free schoolbooks for the rich 
and poor of the District, I want to say, in addition to what I have al- 
ready suggested, that it seems to me that something ought to be left for 
a citizen in this country to do for himself. Iwill probably be called a 
fogy if I say anything in derogation of what is generally termed ‘‘ prog- 
ress,” especially on the subject of education. I can see no weight in 
the argument that because a child is poor he must therefore be kept out 
of school by his parents rather than accept a book from his Government 
unless all the rich and wealthy are also given books which they do not 
need. 

While you are making provision in this bill for each of the poor 
children who need books and who under existing law would get 
books as children svhose parents are unable to buy them, you are tax- 
ing the people of all the States of the Union who do not eyen have 
schools to go to, with the books they purchase out of their own money 
to attend school three or four months in some States. Youare taxing 
them to furnish not the poor of this District, but while furnishing ten 
poor children of this District you are providing for a hundred children 
of wealthy parents, who donot nced an appropriation and who do not 
ask it, simply because of a sentiment that it is a badge of dishonor 
for a child to haye a free book in a schoolhouse, when his parents are 
unable to buy books, and which points him out as a poor child. 

Now, what will this lead to? Why, one person came before our 
committee and said it was not so much a question of books as it wasa 
question of clothes, that the poor children could not dress as well as 
others, and therefore they did not want to appear in the schoolrdom. 
That may be true. Asa matter fact, if itis so, it is a qnestion of false 
pride that we ought not to create or indorse in our land. It is no dis- 
honor to be poor, but sometimes a blessing in dis; It is not al- 
ways the case that the child of fortune and of wealth is the happiest, 
most prosperons, and best citizen of thiscountry, Often wesee great pov- 
erty. None of us like it, but the most of us have to submit to it, and, 
perhaps, after all, it is better for us and for the country. Atany rate 
it seems to me that in these matters of dispensing the public money 
there ought to be something like equality as well as progress. There 
ought to be an observation of the general principles of justice and 
equality. It must be remembered, as I have before said, that one-half 
ef this money comes from the people all over this country, and not 
from this District alone. It comes from the balance ofthe people whose 
children have to labor in the fields, for the reason that they have not 
time to attend the school built at their door. 

Tt comes from the parents who are unable to buy books for their chil- 
dren at home, and whose State governments supply none for them; 
and if it simply were to buy books for’ those who are not able to buy 
them I would not offer a word againstit. Not only that; if it was to 
provide not only for the poor of this District, but for the whole of the 
people who are unable to buy books for their children at home, I would 
raise no question against it. 

Now, it seems to me that we ought to follow the lawsof equity, jus- 
tice, and common sense, and not go off upon a false sentiment and a 
false pride in making these appropriations of the people’s money. It 
is but another step in the line of that general system and policy of pa- 
ternalism which has characterized much of the legislation of this Gov- 
ernment for years. It is upon the idea that the Government is to do 
everything for the citizen. 

It is turning our backs upon the true doctrine that the Government 
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is to be supported by the people, that the Government is to be what 
the people make it, that the people are to carry on the Government— 
it is, I say, turning our backs upon that true doctrine and adopting 
the opposite doctrine upon which lines we have been running in many 

ts for years, the doctrine of building up a great pipes system 
to provide for all the wants of the people, whether it be to give them 
success and prosperity in their manufacturing or in their shipping in- 
terests or in some other way. The idea of that system is that the 
Government is to take charge of all the affairs of the people and sup- 
ply all their wants. 

Why, sir, the Government has no money that it does not take from 
the people, and, having taken the money from the people, my appeal is 
thatin the distribution of it that money should be dealt out with equality 
and justice to all, unless where exceptions are made in the interest of 
the poorand the unfortunate. There arein this bill provisions for the 
support of various institutions of charity, for the unfortunate, the blind, 
and the diseased. 

Those provisions are all right; they are humane and proper and they 
ought tostand. ButI think we ought to leave alittle for the citizen 
todo. We ought to leavé a little to encourage and train the boy and 
girl to build for themselves their own characters and their own fortunes. 
We ought, by our laws, to recognize the propriety of self-reliance, at 
least toa certain extent, The revenues of the District do not justify 
this new departure, which is only the beginning of what will hereafter 
amount to a very large expenditure. 

I will tell you why I thinkitwiildoso. Itis proposed now to make 
this appropriation upon the idea that poor children ought not to be 
placed in such a position as not to be recognized in school as such. 
The next step will be to contend that old books ought not to be given 
to a child; that a book that has been used this year will not be fit for 
use next year. People who are rich, or sufficiently so to buy books, 
will send their children to the book stores to supply themselves with 
new books, and therefore those children will be designated in school as 
the children of people who are able to buy new books. 

I am quite certain that the effect of this will be that old books, or 
books which have been used one year or one term, will not be used 
again in the schools. They will not beused by the children of those 
who are able to buy new ones. You geome a bill here the other day 
requiring the street-car companies of this city to destroy their old, 
mutilated tickets, to issue new ones each day, and to sell new tickets 
to each passenger, upon the idea that those little street-car tickets, an 
inch long and half an inch wide, after being used for two or three days, 
might become vehicles for the transmission of disease. 

Now, if those little pieces of pasteboard are liable after a few days’ 
use to become dangerous in that way, how much more plausibly may 
it be contended that bocks which have been in use for months or for a 
year, and which have been used alternately by children residing in dif- 
ferent portions of the city and in different stations of life, may become 
vehicles for the transmission of disease. 

The consequence will be that people who are able to buy new 
books will refuse to let their children use the old ones; and therefore, 
instead of having the few children who are poor and unprovided with 
books designated as poor on that account, you will putitin the power 
of those who are able to buy their own books to designate themselves 
as not being paupers, leaving it to be inferred that all othersare such; 
so that your remedy will entirely fail to reach the case. In fact there 
is nothing in the view upon which thelegislation is based but a senti- 
ment. There is no dishonor in poverty. z 

If a child comes into school with an old book, being unable to buya 
new one, and if his neighbor has a better one, there is no dishonor to 
him in that any more than there is dishonor in one nerson’s not being 
able to dress as well as another in school, in church, or in society; and 
it seems to me that it is going a long way to propose that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, a Government which recognizes the indiyid- 
nality of every citizen, a Government which rests upon the principle 
that the Governmentshould be supporled by the people, a Government 
whose very existence depends upon the individuality, self-reliance, and 
the manhood ofits- citizens, should undertake to relieve individuals of 
their just responsibilities in this way. 

Now, we have no money to venture upon enterprises of this sort 
which promise nothing but growing expenditures in the years to come 
without any profit. If the amount appropriated is inadequate to sup- 
ply with books children in the District who desire to go to school and 
who are kept out of school because they are unable to buy their books, 
make the amount ample to provide for that, And there need be no 
designation ofthese children by this stamping of the public property. 
That matter can be regulated if there is any serious objection of that 
kind, but I think there is nothing in it. 

We have presented to us a great many statistics; and»people come 
about our committee rooms full of sentiment. They tell us that it is 
better to provide schoolhouses and free schoolbooks and everything 
of that kind than tospend money in maintaining penitentiaries and 
prisons. That is a very beautiful statement; it sounds very well; 
and itis allright. But, so far as I have been able to observe, it does 
not necessarily follow that because a man or a woman is educated 
therefore he does not deserveto go tothe penitentiary. As agentleman 
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near me su , something may depend upon whether a child is edu- 
cated at the public expense; for, if hé has struggled individually to buy 
his books and find time to go to school and to take care of himself, he 
will most probably make a virtuous and industrious man. 

In this same line we had before the committee a proposition to es- 
tablish about ten kindergartens here in the city of Washington. Ido 
not desire to make any criticism upon the estimable ladies who repre- - 
sented this enterprise, nor do I criticise the system of kindergartens. 
They are all right. But the argument was that we should provide 
means by which the Government may become the father or the mother 
of the child at the age of three, taking him out of thestrects and mak- 
ing a good citizen of him; that it is better to support such a system 
as this rather than to maiutain prisons and penitentiaries. 

But the statistics, not only of this country, but other countries, fail 
to sustain the argument that in proportion to the schools and kinder- 

artens which are established the prisons and the penitentiaries are 

essnecessary. This proposition involves all along the idea of taking 
the child at the age of three years and putting him entirely under the 
influence of public-school teachers, of others than the parents, In this 
idea there is a total neglect of what isa very necessary branch of educa- 
tion. The child is taught from the start that he must look to the 
Government for everything; that is the first principle. 

The idea of self-reliance is entirely eradicated; he is taught to look 
to the Government for clothing, food, and everything. Not only that, 
but he is taken care of by the public instructor, by the Government 
through its agents, and to this extent home influences are removed 
from him, the great lessons of morality and religion, those principles 
which are necessary in the government of the life ofa man ora woman 
to keep him or her ont of the penitentiary or the prison, are almost en- 
tirely neglected. 

The thing that we call progress in the public schools includes espe- 
cially looking to the intellectual training of the child; and besides we 
have a lot of teachers going from schoolhouse to schoolhouse attend- 
ing to the development of the muscles, giving lessons about physical 
movements and various forms of muscular exercise. I make no ob- 
jection whatever to that; I think itis all very well; but Ido not be- 
lieve in-governmental control and education of the intellect and the 
muscles to the entire neglect of the home teaching of the heart, the 
instruction in morality, fidelity, honesty, industry, self-reliance, re- 
ligion. These are all wiped out by the paternal system of govern- 
ment. [Applause.] 

Some other education is necessary besides that of the intellect and 
the muscles; and home is the best school to get that education. 

And when you gather up children upon the streets at the age of 
three years and place them in public institutions, you are not dimin- 
ishing the necessity for prisons and penitentaries; and the statistics of 
our great cities that go furthest in this direction do not prove it. 

Go to the great cities of this country or the world, where they boast 
of the greatest progress in institutions for public instruction, where 
the child is debarred from all home training, where he is early taken 
into the public schools for mental and physical instruction. Those 
cities are the very places where the statistics run highest in show- 
ing immorality and crime. It is from the rural districts, where the 
humbler people of society reside, that the salt of this country for the 
preservation of its morality is found. 

I do not say there is not a high character of morality in the cities; 
I do not want to say that; but I do mean to say that this system which 
I am condemning is only one step among many that have been taken 
in the direction of neglecting and putting impediments in the way of 
that home instruction in morality which is necessary to make good 
and useful citizens; and I repeat that this system does not diminish 
the number of criminals, ; 

Mr. FITCH. Did the gentleman say there are no honest people in 
the cities? [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I did not say there is not a very high type of 
morality in the cities, for I see it illustrated all around me, even in 
Tammany Hall. 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But I musthasten on. I have taken more time 
than I intended upon these paragraphs in the bill. The current law 

rovides for this District eight supervising principals. Withsomething 

ike eight hundred teachers, there are cight supervising principals in 
addition to the white superintendent and the colored superintendent, 
making in all ten officials. And these supervising principals receive 
salaries of $2,000 each. In this bill it is proposed to increase the num- 
ber of supervising principals, making three more of these officers at 
salaries of $2,000 each, aggregating $6,000 of additional expense. 

I do not propose to criticise the other increases of salaries in this 
bill; I do not mean where the salary has been increased, but I mean 
increasing the number of salaried people. The larger item is for school 
teachers, which grows out of the growth of the city in population from 
year to year. E 

The other largest item of the bill is the $22,000, and is the taking 
of people who are employed on the temporary roll in the sewer diyis- 
ion and putting them on the permanent roll, and hence it makes no 
difference in the aggregate expenditures, 
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Mr. McCOMAS, They are employés now and have been there for 
many years. This simply puts them where they will be perhaps for 
years to come at the same salary. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Thatis true. According to the statement made 
to us. aboutit, I have no doubt of its correctness. It does not increase 
the number of employs; it simply puts on the permanent roll those 
who were permanently carried on temporary appropriations, deeming 
it better to show in the bill just how they are employed than to make 
a temporary provision for their payment from year to year, while in 
point of fact they are permanently employed. 

There is also a provision here for an increase of one clerk in the office 
of the health officer. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the appropriation of $51,000 
for free schoolbooks for the people of this District is desirable or proper. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What provision would the gentleman make 
then for those who are unable to purchase books? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. A provision is still in the bill out of which the 
poor children can be supplied hereafter just asin the past. But the 
$51,000 is in addition to that. 

I do not see the necessity of increasing the salary of the superintend- 
ent of instruction $600 or the superintendent of police; but they are 
not very large items and would notamount to very much, particularly 
if we happened to have a flush Treasury; but we must remember that 
we have reached a condition now, and are confronted with it, which is 
the result of a surplus existing a few years ago. So long as there was 
an overflowing Treasury it was impossible to keep the appropriation bill 
of the District from rising from year to year forall the purposes named 
init. But now the surplus is exhausted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Is it 
not true that the surplus existed years before because it was not paid 
out in discharge of the public debt? 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Thatis true. Every proposition made to Con- 
gress, and they were repeatedly made, to apply that surplus to an ex- 
tinguishment of a part of the bonded debt of the District was success- 
fully resisted whenever presented on points of order or otherwise, and 
the surplus was kept but not applied to a reduction of the debt of the 
District and was expended by the appropriations of the last three or 
four years, which have been very liberal. 

This bill now amounts to nearly twice as'much as it did six orseven 
years ago, and we are up to this high point of expenditures, reached 
during a period of existing surplus, and now confronted with a condi- 
tion which this year is going to provide a deficiency in the revenues 
wholly inadequate to meet the appropriations which we attempted to 
make, or which we did make on paper, in the last session of Congress, 
because the money is not there to meet them. 

Hence, we are putting into this bill a provision for the improvement 
of streets which was in the last bill; and in the present condition of 
things, if the appropriations continue, some of you who sit here in the 
next Congress will see the same streets in the bill of the next year, 
because there is no money to do the work. 

Mr. GREENHALGE, Can the gentleman state the amount of the 
additional expense which will be incurred by the purchase of free 
schoolbooks ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 
this bill is $51,000. 

Mr, McCOMAS. That goes to the first six grades, including about 
thirty thousand pupils, or all of the lower grades, ont of a total of 
thirty-seven thousand school-children enrolled. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This provides for the first six grades only, as I 
have said, but I do not think we have any satisfactory evidence that it 
will supply all of the six grades. It may be—I do not say that it will 
not—but my argument is that it is unnecessary so far as the great ma- 
jority of the children are concerned, thatit will be necessary to repeat 
it year after year, because the children will not want the old books, 
and because, if it is right to supply the first six grades, it will be also 
right to supply the higher grades on the same principle, and that this 
is merely a beginning of a large item of expenditure which will go on 
from year to year. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If my colleague will allow me,I wish to ask, if it 
be true that the common schools have grown top-heavy by giving a 
liberal high-school education to a few youths, is it therefore unwise 
to give a general training in thearts to the great masses of the smaller 
children, including the children of the working people who are scholars 
in these six grades? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘The effect of the argument of the gentleman is 
to seek to justify one unwise actby thecommission ofanother. I said 
I was in favor of equality in the distribution of the public revenues 
and that it ought to be paid out on principles of equality. Ihave 
contended that the burdens ought to be equal and the benefits and 

rivileges resulting therefrom ought to be as nearly equal as possible 
k the distribution of the money; and hence if the question was an 
original one about the establishmentof a high school here at public ex- 
pense, aschool to be maintained out of the revenues of the people of the 
United States throughout the country, North and South, who are 
burdened already and taxed and do not get the benefit and oppor- 
tunity of keeping their children six months at the free schools in their 


I have already stated the amount provided in 


own localities, I would not vote to establish out of the money arising 
from their taxes a high school at public expense in Washington. 

Mr. VAUX. That is right. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But-we have one already. I am not opposed to 
schools, colleges, and universities. I believein them. But, I repeat, 
I believe also in the Government leaving something for the citizen to 
do. I believein that principle of equal distribution of the proceeds of 
the people’s money, as I believe in an equal distribution of the burdens 
of Governmentin all of these matters, and you know it is impossible to 
provide a high school for all of the children of the District of Colum- 
bia, and much more so is it impossible to maintain a high school at 
public expense for the children of each and every State of the Union. 

When this Government has given a free education, as my friend fom 
Maryland hasjust now suggested, in the branches designated as the three 
R’s, it has placed within the reach of every child an education. It has 
given him the elements of it. It has given toeach one alike. It has 
treated all upon the same general basis of justice and equality, and it 
leaves the balance for him to do after giving this elementary educa- 
tion, in the development of his manhood in self-reliance. 

But we have the high school here already; the very fact that we 
have it, and that this discrimination is going on, means also that the 
poor children, who earn their bread and earn their clothes perhaps in 
the districts of Maryland as well as in Georgia, contribute, in the pur- 
chase of the necessaries of life, a portion of the very money that is ap- 
propriated here by us to educate children in the high school in Greek, 
Latin, French, and German. Andthereare numbers of children in the 
high schools of this District who are the children of the rich. That 
is, there} are not very many of the children of the poor, because they 
are unable perhaps to get there on account of this embarrassment and 
this restraint to which I have alluded heretofore. 

But the Government is taking from the constituents of my friend 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas], from the very children who are una- 
ble to get a free education in the three R’s, some of them because they 
have not the time to go to school—from their earnin s is taken the 
money thatcomeshere to build up the High School in thecity of Wash- 
ington for the children of those who choose to go there, and who are 
taught Greek and Latin and German and French, ete. It is all right 
to have high schools and colleges and universities, to study Greek and 
Latin and the higher mathematics. 

Iam not opposed to education, but I am in favor of equality and jus- 
tice; and the fact that we already have a high school by which this 
discrimination is made is no reason why other discriminations should 
be placed by the side of it, and planted this year, to bloom ont and 
develop into a great burden in the years to come, in the purchase of 
free schoolbooks for the growing population of this city and District, 
including the people of theclasses who are able to buy theirown books, 
and who would not use the free books second-hand if they had them, 
but would designate their children as children able to buy their own 
books, by furnishing them. 

But now this bill has also in it a provision for the establishment of 
another highschool on Capitol Hill; and upon the idea that we haye 
one in another quarter of the city I suppose that this one will have to 
stay in the bill. Having commenced on this line, we must follow it 
up, and, according to the géntleman’sargument, having established this 
as the policy now, we must upon thesame principle establish a system 
of free books. 

It is physically impossible for the Government to giveevery child in 
the District of Columbia and throughout the United States an educa- 
tion through the high schools; but, inasmuch as this is impossible, and 
inasmuch as it has never been found impossible for the struggling 
children of this generation to obtain an education after they have re- 
ceived a fundamental education, I see no necessity for enlarging this 
systeminthatway. Why, every practical man before me knows to-day 
very well that wherever there is a boy or a girl who is determined to 
have an education, the facilities throughout this country at this time 
are so great that it only requires a little effort on his part. 

The disposition on the part of colleges and universities and high 
schools and of the Government to provide the facilities for education 
and scholarships in one way and another is so great that there is no 
difficulty about it. If a boy or girl who has been supplied with an 
education in these elementary branches desires a further education it 
is always within reach, 

Now I wish to ask the Chair how much time I have consumed. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gentleman 
has consumed an hour and seventeen minutes this afternoon and twenty 
minutes yesterday. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Other questions I will discuss under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. If my colleague desires to conclude in the morning, 
I will now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not wish to take more of the time of the 
committee, because there are other gentlemen on this side who desire 
to speak, and what else I have to say I will say in the five-minute de- 
bate and printin the RECORD. I do not wish to take up the time; I 
wish to ask the Chair how much time remains to this side of the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty-three minutes, 
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Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, is there not some mistake about 
it? Only twenty minutes were consumed yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed an hour and sev- 
enteen minutes this afternoon and twenty minutes yesterday. 

Mr. VAUX. Perbaps the committee will agree to increase the time 
in the morning, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, the time scems to be ample at present, and the 
House perhaps would not desire to extend the time. 

Mr. VAUX. How much time*remains to this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty-three minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If my colleagne on the committee [Mr CLEM- 
ENTS] yields now, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I wish to reserve the balance of the time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, sir. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had, under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ABBOTT. I desire to present a privileged report and ask that 
it be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas desires to offer a re- 
port, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rsport on the bill (H. R. 818) authorizing the construction of an addition to the 
public building in Dallas, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman wish done? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want the report to lie over for the present, but an 
order made by the Honse that it be printed. ; 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. What motion did tho gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] make? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. MCCOMAS. I had madethe motion that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman, and 
that is why the Chair asked the question. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Letter from the president of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company, transmitting the annual report of said company for the 
fiscal paces ended December 31, 1890—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Letter from the president of the Georgetown and Tennallytown Rail- 
way Company, transmitting a report of the names of the stockholders 
of and the financial condition of that company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Letter from the president of the Georgetown Barge, Elevator, 
and Railway Company, transmitting a report of the names of the stock- 
holders of and the financial condition of that company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama was introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of Alabama, granting Jands in Alabama for useofpublic schools— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. . 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill and joint resolution of 
an following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


ows: 

A bill (S. 4675) to provide a unit of value and for the coinage of gold 
and silver, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 147) authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
credit O. M. Laraway, late postmasterat Minneapolis, Minn., with cer- 
tain losses sustained by him by the theft of postage stamps instead of 
postal funds—to the Committee on Claims. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MORRILL: 


Resolved, That Thursday, January 29, be set apart for the consideration of 
general bills reported by the Committeo on Invalid Pensions, this order to be 
in soree tsa a after the reading of the Journal and the expiration of the 
morning hour; ‘ 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. SAYERS: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and ho ishereby, requested to furnish 
the House of Ss besos with information as to theamountof deficiencies 
that will probably occur in the several branches of the military service during 
the present fiscal year, in consequence of the Indian troubles which are pre» 
vailing on our Northwestern frontier; 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. BOATNER: 


Whereas it appears that the receiver of the land office at Monroe, La., per- 
mitted many persons to locate on lands certified for the Vicksburg, Shreveport 
and Texas Railroad Company on October 7, 1859, under and according to the 
provisions ofthe act of Congress of June 3, 1856, and to enter the same under 
the act of Congress approved May 20, 1862, entitled “Anact tosecure homesteads 
to actual settlers on tle publicdomain ,’ reeciving from them the usual fees and 
compensation; and 

Whereas the Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railway Company, the suc- 
cessor and assignee of the rights ofthe Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Rail- 
road Company, has deposed said settlers and deprived them of their home- 
steads: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is hereby directed to inform the House what authority, 
ifany, the said receiver had for teeter, Le: fees and compensation aforesaid, 
and what instructions, if any, were issued to him from the Interior Department 
with reference to said lands certified to said railroad and covered by said grant; 


to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12968) appointing cóm- 
missioners to revise the statutes relating to patents, trade and other 
marks, accompanied by a report (No. 3462)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4632) to provide for a patrol steamer 
for the replacing of buoys in the St. Mary’s River, Michigan, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3463)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the joint reso- 
lution of the House (H. Res. 267) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to suspend law as to certain life-saving appliances, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3464)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. 
Reid, accompanied by a report (No. 3465)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12824) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew L. Grugett as 
a former member of Company E, Sixth Tonnessee Cavalry, in the war 
of the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge therefrom, 
seem pena by a report (No. 3466)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R, 12643) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Michael Mahan, accompanied bya report (No. 3468)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11560) to relieve Patrick J. Bench, 
alias Patrick McBench, from the charge of desertion, accompanied by 
a report (No, 3469)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Treasury Department, reported favorably the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12733) to determine and increase the pay of keepers of 
life-saving and lifeboat stations and of crews of surfmen employed at 
the life-saving and lifeboat stations, accompanied by a report (No. 
3470)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12298) to te immigration, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. R. 13175) in amendment of the various acts relative to immigration 
and the importation of aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
labor; which was read twice, and, accompanied BY a report (No. 3472), 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ATSE 


FT ea ere Se 


1891. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. £ 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
on the bill (H. R- 12535) to amend ‘‘An act to provide for the incorpo- 
ration of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other corporations within 
ore ation of Columbia,” approved October 1, 1890. (Report No. 

67. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13147) to amend the pat- 
ent law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13148) to prevent bookmaking and 
pool selling in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 13149) authorizing the Louisiana, 
Arkansas, and Missouri Railroad Company to construct and maintain 
bridges across certain rivers in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas, 
and to close ontlets—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 13150) to transfer officers on the 
retired list of the Army from the limited list to the unlimited list, and 
to reduce the limited list from 400 to 350—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13151) to regulate the 
business of title-insurance companies in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 13152) authorizing certain home- 
stead settlers in the State of Iowa tomake final proof, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary 
Brooks, army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - = . 

By Mr. BREWER (by request): A bill (H. R. 13155) to amend the 
military record of John M. Barlow, deceased—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 13156) to remove the charge of 
desertion now standing against Patrick McAnalley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13157) granting a pension to Lillie 
E. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13158) for the relief of 
Charles C. Baumann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 13160) to increase the pension of 
A. M. Gook, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY; A bill (H. R. 13161) to place on the pension roll 
the name of David M. Foltz, late private Company D, Thirty-seyenth 
Pennsylvania Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 13162) for the relief of D. H. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H.R. 13163) for the relief of 
Robert M. Gardner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 13164) for the relief of Johanna Eckle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13165) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private 
in Company L, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R.13166) to pension Sarah H. Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. A bill (H. R. 13167) to remove charge 
of desertion in the case of Oliver Armsey—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13168) for the relief of C. C. Taggart—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

. By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15169) granting a pen- 


- sion to James McDonald, of Greene County, Tennessee—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITELAW: A bill (H. R. 13170) granting a pension to 
L. H. Linville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, bill (H. R. 13171) to pension Thomas B. Tankersley, late pri- 
vate in Capt. John R. Cockrane’s twelve months’ independent company, 
Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 13172) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Jeremiah Peters—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. FITCH: <A bill (H. R. 13173) grantingan increase of pension 
to John D, Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13174) to grant a pension 
to Absalom M. Wolf, of Mier, Ind,—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Walnut, Bosque County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2808—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of other citizens of same county and State, for passage 
of same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Papers to accompany House bill 12678, for relief 
of Huldah O, Packard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of Arnold B. Chace, Elizabeth B. Chace, 
and others, citizens of Rhode Island, for prompt passage of Senate bill 
4178—to the Committee on Education. s 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of the South Pulaski Farmers’ Al- 
liance of Williams County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. G. Salsburg and 44 others, citizens of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of tpt Resolu- 
tions of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, in favor of 
passage of the Farquhar tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition praying for the correction of the military 
record of John M. Barlow—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 13111 to 
increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr, COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Samuel Craft and 23 others, 
citizens of Marion County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 5353, de- 
fining options and futures, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Marion Farmers’ Alliance, No. 126, of Marion 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 34 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, ask- 
ing passage of House bill 5353, detiningoptions and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of Iowa, for same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 62 citizens of Iowa, asking passage of same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of High Point Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1680, of De- 
catur Connty, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, ; 

By Mr. HARE: Petition and papers in claim of E. G. Bradley, for 
property—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Grand Mound, 
Clinton County, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 37 citizens of Fairfax, Osage County, 
Kansas, asking pestis of House bill 5353, defining options and futures 
and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and insisting that the 
farming interests of the country are suffering because the sweat-cre- 
ated products are, so far as prices are concerned, a mere shuttlecock in 
the monstrous gambling game between bulls and bears—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. i 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of the Columbia County Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, for passage of Senate bill 4173—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1313, Keokuk, 
Towa, in favor of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of Hickory Point Lodge, No. 4044, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Macoupin County, Illinois, for passage 
of House bill 5353, defining options and futures, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Jones County, Texas, re- 
lating to subtreasury bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance, Antioch, 
Clermont County, Ohio, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Clark’s Run (Ohio) Farmers’ Alliance, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, of Clifton, Ohio, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Petition of 34 residents of Greene County, Ohio, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of 37 business men of Beloit, Kans., 
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for the passage of House bill granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 9 ex-prisoners of war, residents of Mitchell County, 
Kansus, for the same measnre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of 285 citizens of Baltimore, Md., in 
favor of the Chinese exclusion act, said petition being, on December 26, 
1890, unanimously adopted by Car-Makers’ Assembly, No. 1384, 
Knights of Labor; membership, 800; J. W. Boston, master workman; 
Charles L. Smith, seeretary—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of certain other citizens of Baltimore, Md., for same 
` measure—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Philadelphia 
Conference of Baptist ministers (colored), indorsing the bill now pend- 
ing before Congress for subsidizing a steamship line from this country 
to the west coast of Africa—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, ` 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of E. J. Lezier and 29 others, 
citizens of Holmes County, Ohio, fayoring passage of House bill 5353, 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Affidavits and papers in support of pension claim 
of Andrew Smith, of Kansas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers in support of pension claim of Nettie C. 
Constant, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of Mrs. Lydia G. Wilcox, president, Jen- 
nie E. Shafer, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Schoharie County, New York, claiming to represent 207 members, 
praying passage of Senate bill 4173, to create a national social vice com- 
mission of inquiry—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of McCullough County, Texas, 
asking for free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures.. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of 53 citizens of Wayne County, Ohio, 
praying passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Clinton Township (Sac County, 
Towa) Alliance, urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles L. Wade and 24 others, citizens of same 
county and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of W. H. Mold and 4 others, citizens of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of J. White and 40 others, citizens of 
Clear Lake, Iowa, for passage of a law to control the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine and butterine and all compounds in imitation of 
butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. Cobb and 24 others, citizens of same place, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of F. L. Marr and 22 others, 
citizens of Griggs Corners, Ohio, against options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of same county, forsame pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Walter Notman and 18 others, citizens of Deerfield, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Deerfield, Ohio, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of Perkasie Council, Order United 
American Mechanics, for restriction of immigration of pauper labor— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of 37 members of Farmers’ Alliance, cit- 
izens of Mount Pleasant, Shelby County, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 16, 1891, 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury requesting that an additional ap- 
propriation of $20,000 be made for the improvement of the grounds 
and completion of the breakwater for the United States marine hos- 
pital building at Lake View, Chicago, INl.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury recommending an appropriation of $75,000 to carry 
into effect the act providing for the purchase of a site and the erection 
ofa public building thereon at Taunton, Mass.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the 


Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the concurrent resolution of 
Congress, the report of a board of officers appointed to examine the 
report and recommendations made by the delegates of the United 
States in the International Marine Conference so far as the same ap- 
plies to subjects under the jurisdiction of the Navy Department, and 
to prepare billsfor the enactment into law of said recommendations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from R. C. Drum, president of the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railroad Company of Washington, transmitting, in compliance with 
law, a list of the stockholders of that company, with a statement of 
its financial condition; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LORENZO F, COFFIN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo F. Coffin, and 
requesting a conference thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized toappoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Fall River 
(Mass.) Butchers and Grocers’ Association and a memorial of the Bos- 
ton (Mass.) Retail Grocers’ Association, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1313, of Keokuk County, Iowa; 

Petition of Charles L. Wade and 29 other citizens of Sac County, 
Iowa; > 

Petition of Edward Miller and 26 other citizens of Clinton County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of E. Mathews and 8 other citizens of Fayette County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Michael Snyder and 36 other citizens of Linn County, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of J. W. Moore and 11 other citizens of Calhoun County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of S. W. Benshoof and 14 other citizens of Alden, Iowa; 

Petition of N, H. Ellis and 14 other citizens of Pottawattamie 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of A. E. Carter and other citizens of Washington Town- 
ship, Pottawattamie County, Iowa; 

Petition of H. S. Griffin and 19 other citizens of Muscatine, Iowa; 

Petition of Summit Alliance, Iowa; . 

Petition of Richland Township, Iowa; and 

Petition of Hazel Dell Alliance, Weston, Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of K. W. Kingsley and a large 
number of other citizens of Strawberry Point, Iowa, praying that Con- 
gress speedily enact a law giving the several States authority to con- 
trol the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all com- 
pounds in imitation of butter; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of S. P. Thompson and 50 other 
citizens of Limestone, Me., and the petition of John Manwell and 19 
other citizens of Canton, Me., praying for the passage of the pure-lard 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the following petitions of citizens and 
Farmers’ Alliances of Michigan, praying for the speedy passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of John Roberts and 21 other citizens of Muskegon County, 
Michigan; 

Petition of George McMillan and 19 other citizens of Muskegon 
County, Michigan; 

Resolutions of Union Alliance, No. 542, of Wexford County, Mich- 
igan; 

e Resotiitions of Muskegon County Alliance, No. 35, of Fruitland, 
Michigan; 

Petition of S. N. Mills and A. D. Saxton, of Eaton County, Michi- 
gan, under seal of East Rapids Grange, No. 360; 

Petition of Henry Greer and 10 other citizens of Kalamazoo County, 
Michigan; 

Petition of S. A. Raymond and 26 other citizens of Rome, Lenawee 
County, Michigan; and 

Petition of J. B. Craig and 16 other citizens of Three Rivers, Mich, 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Annie Heacock and Jacob 
Reese and other citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill 4173, creating a national commission of inquiry 
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into social vice; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions of citizens 
of Iowa, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petitionof D.W. Scott and 41 other citizens of Guthrie County, Iowa; 

Petition of Sardine Smith and 10 other citizens of Orange Township, 
Guthrie County, Iowa; ‘ 

Petition of S. Baughman and 35 other citizens of Scott County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Scott County Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1770, of Iowa; 

Petition of M. J. Garrigan and 21 other citizens of Farley, Dubuque 
County, Towa; 

Petition of T. F. Luckinbill and 41 other citizens of Des Moines 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of A. Birkholz and 21 other gitizens of St. Charles, Floyd 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of L. Litscher and 14 other citizens of Scott County, Iowa; 

Petition of Charles Herrenton and 14 other citizens of Butler Town- 
ship, Butler County, Iowa; 

Petition of D. A. Winchell and 16 other citizens of Butler County, 
Io 


wa; 
Petition of S. A. Converse and 37 other citizens of Cresco, Howard 
County, Iowa; 
Petition of John Gager and 7 other citizens of Howard Couftty, Iowa; 
Petition of John F, LaGrange and 33 other citizens of Iowa County, 
Towa; 
Petition of S. M. Kepner and 28 other citizens of Fremont County, 


owa; 

Petition of S. H. Lamborn and 32 other citizens of Cass County, Towa; 

Petition of F, A. Ingraham and 13 other citizens of Iowa County, 
Towa; : 

Petition of L. L. Malm and 18 other citizens of Holly Springs, Wood- 
bury County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Highland Center Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1362, of Guth- 
rie County, Iowa; . 

Petition of I, P. Heney and 42 other citizens of Guthrie County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Pleasant Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1803, of Hardin 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Alliance, No. 691, of Pleasant Town- 
ship, Cass County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Victory Alliance, No. 1293, of Guthrie County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Honey Creek Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1667, of Iowa 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Glenn Alliance, No. 620, of Fremont County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Victory Alliance, No. 1497, of Butler County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Taxpayers and Lumhollow Alliance, No. 1299, of 
Woodbury County, Iowa; A 

Resolutions of French Creek Branch, No. 1467, of Iowa Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Iowa; ; 

Resolutions of Burt Alliance, No. 1719, of Burt, Kossuth County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Freedom Township Alliance, of Hamilton County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Groveland Alliance, No. 1527, of Clarke County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Charles S. Dempsey and 25 other citizens of Winnebago 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of John Bach and 17 other members of Lumhollow Alli- 
ance, No. 1299, of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of G. L. Kandelman and 57 other citizens of Carlisle, Warren 
Connty, Iowa; 

Petition of Fred Weber and 5 other citizens of Iowa; 

Petition of William Howes and 47 other citizens of Allamakee 
County, Iowa; 3 

Petition of Charles Smith and 30 other citizens of Allamakee County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of Freedom Alliance, No. 1057, signed by W. L. Jones, 

resident, D. C. Wood, secretary, and 18 other citizens of Hamilton 
Pointy, Towa; 

Spe of Hans Thampnere and 23 other citizens of Mount Velle, 
Towa; an 

Petition of N. W. Greer and 19 other citizens of Clarke County, 
Towa. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Boston (Mass, ) Civil Serv- 
ice Reform Association, praying Congress to pass the Lodge bill, and for 
an improved method of appointing fourth-class postmasters; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fall River (Mass. ) Butchers and 
Grocers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill and favoring the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CASEY presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered tolie on the table: 

Resolutions of Broadtown Farmers’ Alliance, of Broadtown, Steele 
County, North Dakota; 


Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 105, of Bisbee, Towner County, 
North Dakota; 

Resolutions of North Dakota Farmers’ Alliance, of Cable, Grand 
Forks County, North Dakota; 

Resolutions of Clifford Farmers’ Alliance, of Clifford, Traill County, 
North Dakota; 

Petition of Olaf Sandstrom and 34 other members of Ransom Alliance, 
of Sargent County, North Dakota; 

Petition of W. J. Buonett and 2 other citizens of Traill County, 
North Dakota; ° 

Petition of E. Mupson and 26 other citizens of Traill County, North 
Dakota. 

Petition of H. M. Hanson and 21 other citizens of Miner County, 
South Dakota; - 

Petition of Peter Metrie and 8 other citizens of Beadle County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of W. J. Gove and 9 other citizens of McCook County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of C. M. Smith and 12 other citizens of Grolon, Brown 
County, South Dakota; - 

Petition of J. A. Johnson and 14 other citizens of Andover, Day 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Halsey Tooker and 7 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; 

Kovnon of Frank Bray and 26 other citizens of Brown County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of Samuel Small and 17 other citizens of Clark County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of W. W. Havens and 31 other citizens of Hutchinson 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of W. P. Cann and 38 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; 7 

Petition of H. B. Burleigh and 8 other citizens of Burr Oak, Beadle 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of A. L. Siddons and 9 other citizens of Wilbur Township, 
Brûló County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Andover Alliance, No. 502, of Andover, Day County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Groton Farmers’ Alliance, No. 410, of Brown County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Westport, Brown 
County, South Dakota; : 

Resolutions of Richland Alliance of Clark County, South Dakota; 
5 rE of Ordway Alliance, No. 359, of Brown County, South 

akota; 

Resolutions of Miner County Alliance of South Dakota; and 

Resolutions qf Tripp Alliance, of Tripp County, South Dakota. 

Mr. ALLEN. I presenta petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Seattle, Wash., setting forth the defenseless condition of our 
seacoast and the humiliating position in which our nation is placed 
thereby, and urging that Congress inaugurateand prosecute with vigor 
a policy of constructing gun foundries, arsenals, fortifications, dock- 
yards, naval stations, and a system of coast and naval defenses, com- 
mensurate with the dignity of the nation and the magnitude of the 
interests to be protected. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the‘following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Alliance, of Garfield County, Wash- 
ington; 

resolutions of New Hope Farmers’ Alliance, of Columbia County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions of Klikitat Alliance, No. 142, of Goldendale, Klikitat 
County, Washington; 

Resolutions of Blue Mountain Farmers’ Alliance, of Pomeroy, Gar- 
field County, Washington; 

Petition of M. M. Batterton and 13 other citizens of Pleasant Val- 
ley Alliance, Washington; 

Petition of G. A. Cornwall and 27 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; 

Petition of W. H. Sutton and 13 other citizens of Columbia County, 
Washington; 

Petition of O. Stangeland and 18 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; 

Petition of J. F. Gordon and 34 other citizens of Covello, Columbia 
County, Washington; 

Petition of W. H. Miller and 39 other citizens of Klickitat County, 
Washington; and be 

Petition of Daniel Brunton and 19 other citizens of Pomeroy, Gar- 
i aa Wash arton E f 

Mr. HIGGINS presented the following petitions, praying for the speed: 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ondated to lie onthe tables 

Resolutions of Capital Grange, Dover, Del; and 

Petition of William A. Talley and 17 other members of West Bran- 
dywine Grange, Delaware. 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
oe y passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of the Butchers’ National Protective Association of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio; 

Petition of Norwich Farmers’ Alliance, No. 364, Norwich Township, 
Huron County, Ohio; 

Petition of citizens of Jefferson, Ohio; — 

Petition of members of Chester (Ohio) Farmers’ Alliance; 

Petition of citizens of Morrow County, Ohio; ~* 

= Beet: of members of Dudley Alliance, No. 576, of Noble County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of New Springfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 65, of Ohio; 

Sots of the Farmers’ Alliance of Leesville, Carroll County, Ohio; 
an 

Petition of citizens of Carroll County, Ohio. 

Mr. COKE? I present a memorial from a large number of citizens 
of Houston, Tex., and a large number of banks and commercial or- 

izations of the same city, remonstrating against the passage of the 
nger lard bill. - 

I also present a memorial from a number of gentlemen of Navarro 
County, Texas, remonstrating against the passage of the same bill. 

I move that the memorials lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. r 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a memorial of the Farmers’ Exchange of 
Memphis, Tenn., composed of practical farmers resident in Tennessee, 
Arkansas, and Mississippi, remonstrating against the passage of tho 
Conger lard bill, 

I also present a memorial of the Commercial Association of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the same hill, this as- 
sociation being composed almost entirely, if not wholly, of the com- 
mercial men of the city of Memphis. 

I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. REAGAN prenan tho following telegraphic memorials, remon- 
strating againstthe passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Memorial of Hon. Wells Thompson and other citizens of Columbus, 


‘ex. ; 
Memorial of D. McNaughtonand other citizens of Palestine, Tex.; 
Memorial of Southern Oil Company, of Houston, Tex.; 

i Memorial of John E. Lytle, and other citizens of San Antonio, 
ex.; 
Memorial of B. A. Sheppard and 28 other firms and citizensof Hous- 
ton, Tex. ; and 

Memorialof Charles H. Allyn, and othercitizens of Corsicana, Tex. 
Mr. GORMAN. I present a great number of memorials from citi- 

zens of the States of New Jersey, New York, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, Rhode Island, 
Iowa, Connecticut, Tennessee, Minnesota, Kansas, Maine, Nebraska, 
Arkansas, California, Delaware, Georgia, Maryland, Wisconsin, Massa- 
chusetts, and Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the force 
or elections bill now pending, which I ask he separately noted and lie 
on the table. 

The memorials were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
Memorial of Edward N. Buck, of San Diego, Cal., and other citizens 

of California; 

Memorial of George W. Weiaur and other citizens of Haverstraw, 


AEH 

Memorial of John T. Rutledge and other citizens of Maryland; 

Memorial of Charles Jeffries, colored, of Clearfield, Pa. ; 

Memorial of James D. Connelly, of Clearfield, Pa.; 

Memorial of O. E. Reynolds, of Margaretville, N. Y.; 

Memorial of Dennis Markey and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of G. L. Rapp, of Monmouth County, New Jersey; 

Memorial of P. C. Humphrey, of Goldsborough, N. C.; 

Memorial of J. E. McDonald, of Waynesville, Mo.; 

Memorial of James J. Gallagher, George Haseltine, and other citi- 
zens of New York City; 

Memorial of Adam Helfrich, William Helfrich, and George Helfrich, 
of Jersey City, N. J.; 
oo of F. W. Shultz and James Dowling, of the State of New 

ork; 

Memorial of James S. Cobb, Richmond, Va.; 

Memorial of Charles Bayer and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of George W. Maybe, of Sullivan County, New York; 

Memorial of John H. Martin, John M. Adams, S. J. Burge, and A. 
H. Woodward, of Clearfield, Pa. ; K 

Memorial of Lonis A. Meyerand G. Reutter, sr., of Jersey City, N. J.; 

Memorial of James O. Keeffe, of Tazewell County, Virginis; 

Memorial of Emile C. Dreyfries, of New York City; 

Memorial of L. R, Benedict and other citizens of Ellenville, N. Y.; 

Memorial of Patrick J. Fitzpatrick, of New York City; 
Teo of Charles W. Hanley Deshon and other citizens of New 

or 3 

Memorial of Frank F. Hummel and other citizens of tho State of 
New Jersey; 
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Memorial of August Kost, Maurice Garrean, Jacob Diehl, Daniel 
Schoor, F. H. Bryle, J. Walter, Charles Rose, Ferdinand Mang, Wil- 
linm Lulken, Henry Siewers, D. Faber, Louis Martin, Charles Kost, C. 
W. Miller, Edwin M. Van Nonan, and Emil K. Klhan, of the State of 
New Jersey; 

Memorial of John Quigley, of Allamakee County, Iowa; 

Memorial of ©. Kohberger, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 

Memorial of August Hosung and Otto Smith, of the Stato of New Jer- 
sey; 

Memorial of 8. F. Jacobs and other citizens of Reading, Pa. ; 

Memorial of William H. Gerges, James 8. Douglas, L. Davidson, ©. 
z aos William Schoomer, and A. J. Shanley, of the State of New 

ork; 

Memorial of Lyman D. Jones, of Bridgeport, Conn. ; 

Memorial of James Arnold, of Brentsville, Va. ; 

Memorial of A. Snauzy and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of J. S. Menken and other citizens of Memphis, Tenn. ; 

Memorial of Phil Blaum, Henry Baumann, ©. I. Rockoph, Satro Bin- 
chi, F. Skelton Carter, V. Dippman, Jacob Gutridge, Henry Kroger, 
Louis Recks, Edward Kleemanz, C. F. Doenitz, and Henry Polott, of 
the State of New York; 

Memorial of C, F. Kroos, of Hoboken, N. J.; 

Memorial of H. N. Philips, of Hopkinton, R. 1.; 

Memorial of O- A. Pegran, of New York City; 

Memorial of Martin Kane, of Morris, Minn.; 

Memorial of Henry Helfrich and Randolph Hull, of the State of 
New Jersey; 

Memorial of H. E. Newburg, of Magnolia, N. C.; 

Memorial of D. F. Hall and other citizens of Scott City, Kans, ; 

s Memorial of Asa L: Dapps and other citizens of the State of New 
ersey; 

Mesiorial of P. W. McIntyre and other citizens of Cornish, Me. ; 

Memorial of John Sullivan and other citizens of New York City; 

a Memorial of Garrett L. Westwelt and other citizens of New York 
ity; : 

Memorial of Thomas H. West and other citizens of Stockport, N. Y.; 

Memorial of J. J. Wood and other citizens ot Columbus, Ga. ; 

Memorial of E. G. Dean, of Deposit, N. Y.; 

Memorial of Morris H. Strauss and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of William Parison, of Jersey City; N. J.; 

Memorial of Thomas Massontol, of Cape Vincent, N. Y.; 

Memorial of John H. Leary, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 

Memorial of Hobart Oakley, of Greene County, Now York; 

Memorial of John Alexander, of Jersey City, N. J.; 

Memorial of Cannus F. Bogart, Michael O'Reilley, H. S. Adler, Jo- 

seph Witzel, Theodore Witzell, J. A. Buhl, and Emil Witzel, of the 

State of New York; 

Memorial of T. C. Lewis, of Dover, Del. ; 

Memorial of —— Wellbrock, of Jersey City, N. J.; 

Memorial of Louis Mitzel and other-citizens of Now York City; 

Memorial of William F. Withers and other citizens of Brooklyn, 
NOM; 
. Memorial of W. H. Lloyd and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of Louis Waldter and other citizens of Wymore, Nebr.; 

Memorial of E. E. Breed and other citizens of Shawano, Wis.; 

Memorial of —— Colcade and other citizens of Cornish, Me, ; 

Memorial of Lewis W. Neilson and other citizens of Baltimore, Mad. ; 

Memorial of William J. Cummings and other citizens of Baltimore, 
Md.; 

Memorial of C. E. MeColloch and other citizens of the State of North 
Carolina; 
Memorial of R. John Richards and other citizens of Greenfield, N. Y.; 
Memorial of John Jacob Schmid and other citizens of Ellenyille, 


we 

Memorial of L. E. Blum and other citizens of Salem, N.C,; 

Memorial of George Roe and other citizens of Vallejo, Cal. ; 

Memorial of John J. Smith, Fred Gettinger, and N. Westerman, jr., 
of the State of New Jersey; 

Memorial of Charles E. George, of Worcester, Mass. ; 

Memorial of Charles Hart, Gottlieb Reutter, Luke Boyle, William, 
J. Hare, and E. B. Blaisius, of the State of New York; 

Memorial of Henry Kaiser and Gottlieh Kaiser, of Brentsville, Va. ; 

Memorial of S. B. Patterson and Charles A. Kindig, of the State of 
New Jersey; 

Memorial of John Leary, sr., John L. Nathan, and George L. Lentz, 
of the State of New York; 

Memorial of —— Brede, James Miller, and Maurice Lyons, of the 
State of New Jersey; 

Memorial of Davis White, of Latrobe, Pa.; 

Memorial of Henry F. Coch and other citizens of the States of New 
York and New Jersey; 

Memorial of J. P, Miller and other citizens of the State of New Jer- 


sey; 
i Memorial of M. J. D. Withington and other citizens of Northumber- 
and, Pa.; 
Memorial of M. L. Frescoh and other citizens of New York City; 
Memorial of James O. Cooper, of Dover, N. J.; 


le eee 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1391 


Memorial of Henry S. Bennett, of Bath, N. Y.; 

Memorial of Frank Smith and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of George Caldwell and Henry Rhode, of Jersey City, N.J.; 

Memorial of A. Leuter, Philip Duffy, L. Rodding, H. Coullards, Ed- 
ward Tennis, William Flynn, E. C. Jordon, Val. Foerschnez, and Wil- 
liam Miller, of the cities of Brooklyn and New York; 

Memorial of William B. Risse, of San Francisco, Cal.; 
es reba k of Henry Meyer, Philip Eck, and George Kraft, of Jersey 

ity, N. Ju; 

Memorial of Henry Hitchcock, J. Smith, John W. Smith, W. H. 
Easley, J. B. ©. Thompson, C. H. Jordan W. E. Smith, J. J. Bell, 
J. M. Thompson, and A. 5. Cromwell, of Poinsett County, Arkansas; 

Memorial of Joseph Denmans and Philip Callahan, of the State of 
New Jersey; 

Memorial of B. W. Gathric, Henry Gugenheimer, and H. N. Height, 
of New York City; 

Memorial of Frauk W. Short, John F. Short, Terence Berry, R. 
Montague, Thomas C. McLaughlin, and W. B. Holmes, of Clearfield, 
Pa.; 

Memorial of Victor J. Robertson, of San Francisco, Cal. ; 

Memorial of W. F. Smith and other citizens of the States of New 
York and New Jersey; 

Memorial of Demetrius M. Chadsey and other citizens of Schenec- 
tady, N. Y.; 

Memorial of William L. Darmstadt and other citizens of Hewletts 
and Woodsburgh, Long Island; - 

Memorial of Frank Beagan and other citizens of Providence, R. I.; 

Memorial of John McSherry and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of Ransome M. Snyder and other citizens of New York 
City; 

Memorial of John J. Diegan and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of Charles Stevenson and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of John J. Nolloman and other citizens of New York City; 

Memorial of Michael Hirlen and other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
and 

Memorial of Osear J. Cohn and other citizens of New York City. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petitionof Paul Kennedy and 78 other citizens of Wright County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Camp Release Alliance, No, 561, of Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; s 

Resolutions of the Kandota Farmers’ Alliance, No. 910, of Kandota 
Township, Todd County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of the Elkton Alliance, No, 630, of Clay County, Minne- 


sota; 4 

Resolutions of Walter Alliance, No, 803, of Walter, Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of L. R. Mansell and 18 other citizens of Brown County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Albert Selke and 10 other citizens of Mound Prairie, 
Houston County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Heinrich Brookmann and 16 other citizens of town of 
Effington, Minn.; : 

Petitionof William Jensen and 11 other citizens of Otter Tail County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of A. H. Hendrickson and 11 other citizens of Todd County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of J. B. Johnson and 6 other citizens of Rock County, Min- 


nesota; 

Petition of I. M. Cady and 16 other citizens of Rock Cotinty, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of G. P. Ladenburgh and 14 other citizens of Lyon County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of A. F. Schultz and 15 other citizens of Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; ' 

Petition of H. M. Iverson and 10 other citizens of Skree Township, 
Clay County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Henry- Walter and G other citizens of Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Montgomery Bohemian Farmers’ Alliance, No. 682, 
of Le Sneur County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Henry H. Frankner and 17 other citizens of Linnelh, 
Becker County, Minnesota; 5 

Resolutions of Eureka Farmers’ Alliance, No. 831, of Becker County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Angus Farmers’ Alliance, No. 738, of Minnesota; 

Petition of Peter Sweet and 20 other citizens of La Grand Town- 
ship, Douglas County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Bellevue Alliance, No. 1145, signed by H. H. Pierce, 
president, H. A. Bouck, secretary, and 12 other citizens of Minnesota; 

Petition of John Schultz and 37 other citizens of McLeod County, 
Minnesota; and 

Petition of J, M. Palmerand 5 other citizens of Angus, Polk County, 
Minnesota. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of John Bridgeman, late 
private Battery L, Third United States Artillery, praying favorable 
consideration of his claim for bounty land claimed by him by virtue 
ms service in the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr, VEST presented the petition of members of Sunny Side Union, 
No. 1846, and citizens of DeKalb County, Missouri, praying for the 
passage of thé Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Hoisington Lodge, No. 4313, 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, and a petition of cit- 
izens of Winnebago County, Illinois, praying for the passage of the 
Conger Jard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 36 delegates to the Jefferson County 
Assembly of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, rep- 
resenting a constituency of 1,200 citizens, and a memorial of 34 dele- 
gates of the annual State meeting of the Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union of the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a declaration of principles adopted at a 
conference of delegates from the farmers’ organizations of Henry and 
Rock Island Counties, Illinois, held at Rock Island, TL, December 24, 
1890, demanding the prohibition of alien ownership of lands, the for- 
feiture of the charter of the Union Pacific Railway, the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver, and indorsing the Conger lard bill. Ido not 
know to what committee the memorial should be referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions and resolutions from 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. B. Miller and 12 other citizens of New Bedford, 
Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Curtin Wright and 12 other citizens of McKean, Erie 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of W. L. Mendenhall and 11 other citizens of Jefferson 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Sol Harpst and 28 other citizens of Otter Creek, Mercer 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of H. J. Osborn and 10 other citizens of Erie County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

Petition of J. H. Taylor and 18 other citizens of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Resolutions of New Bedford Alliance, No. 20, of New Bedford, Law- 
rence County, Pennsylvania; 

Resolutions of Stancliff Farmers’ Alliance Agricultural School of 
McKean County, Pennsylvania; = 

Resolutions of Pioneer Alliance Agricultural School, No. 15, of Dar- 
lington, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Summit Central Alliance, of Kearsarge, Erie County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Resolution of the National Butchers’ Protective Association, No. 5, 
of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

Resolution of the Excelsior Farmers’ Alliance, No. 49, of Warren 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Resolution of the Vernon Grange, No. 842, of Pennsylvania; 

Petition of citizens of Eldred, Warren County Pennsylyanin; 

‘Two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania; ; 

Petition of citizens of Calvin’s Corners, Pa. ; 

Petition of citizens of Main Search, Pa,; and 

Petition of citizens of Best, Pa. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (S. 3738) 1 g the action of the 
commissioners of tho District of Columbia in granting permits to extend 
any building or buildings beyond the building line, and declaring such 
building or buildings to be lawful structures, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee to Examine the Several Branches 
of the Civil Service, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3146) to insure 
preference in appointment, employment, and retention therein, in the 
public service of the United States to veterans of the late war, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committeeon CivilServiceand Retrenchment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4770) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the purchase of a sita for a building for a post office, 
courthouse, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., and to commence 
the construction thereof, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial a: tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Co ttee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctua- 
tion in the tariff act of 1890, reported it without amendment. 
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Mr. DAWES, I ask leave to report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations the bill (H, R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses, with sundry amendments. I desire to give notice that at as 
early a day as possible I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed onthe 
Calendar. : 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 4875) to pension James Carroll; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4876) to pension the children of Joseph 
Cromie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4877) ting certain property to the 
city of Newport, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4878) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Knockelmann; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS. I introduce a bill to secure by law the regulation 
of standard time in thiscountry. I present therewith a petition from 
the American Society of Civil Engineers promoting the bill. I ask 
that both bill and petition be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ary. : 

The bill (S. 4879) respecting the reckoning of time throughout the 
United States was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4880) authorizing the con- 
struction of a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian 
bridge over the Missouri River, near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 4881) providing for a com- 
mission to treat with the Nez Percé tribe of Indians in the State of 
Idaho for the purchase from and the release by said tribe of that por- 
tion of their reservation north of the Clearwater River, in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4882) providing a temporary 
government for Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories, ‘ 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4883) nting a pension to 
Emily K. Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4884) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at Brant Rock, in the town of Marshfield, Mass.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DIXON introduced a bill (S. 4885) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Westerly, in 
the State of Rhode Island, ete.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. KENNA. I introduce a bill to authorize the Norfolk and West- 
ern Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River, 
In doing so I desire to state that I have not examined the details of the 
bill. It will, of course, go to the Committee on Commerce, and there 
be treated in such manner as is commensurate with its importance. 

The bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad 
Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain 
porne where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 

Vest Virginia and Kentucky was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4887) for the relief of Calvin 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
pension appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL COMMITTEE HEARING. . 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ite a a Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the stenographer ee ed to report the hearings before the 

Gommittee on Naval Affairs on the bill (S. 2779) providing for the td teat yee 

ie oe a Engineer Corps of the Navy be paid out of the contingent fund of 
e Senate. 


WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 


the ee tie papers, referred to the Select Committee on Quadro- 
Centennial, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith the report of the World's Columbian Commission, with 
the accompanying papers. i 
BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXEcuTIvE MANSION, January 16, 1891. 
COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
the Calendar, under Rule VIIJ, is in order. - 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask leave to call up for consideration the bill (S. 
3473) making appropriations for the improvement of the Columbia 
River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall not object to taking up the bill indicated 
by the Senator from Oregon if he says it will lead to no debate, but 
after that I shall insist, unless the Senate order otherwise, that we 
shall proceed with the Calendar. > 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read for information, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the pargor of securing the carly completion of 
the work for the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, 
the Secretary of War, upon the application of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby 
authorized, Ín his discretion, to draw his warrant or requisition, from time to 
time, upon the Secretary of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to 
do such work, not to exceed in the aggregate $2,848,000, the amount estimated 
as necessary for the completion of the same, as shown in the reports of the Chief 
of Engineers for the year 1889: Provided, however, That the amounts drawn 
from the Treasury shall not exceed $700,000 in any one year, and that an item- 
ized statement of said expenditures shall accompany the annual report of the 
Chief of Engineers. The amount required for the completion of this work as 
herein poor is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of securing the early completion of the canal 
and locks at the cascades of the Columbia River, Oregon, the Secretary of War, 
upon the application of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to draw his warrant or requisition, from time to time, upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to do such work, not 
to exceed in tho aggregate $1,250,000, the amount estimated as necessary for the 
completion of the same, as shown in the reports of the Chief of Engincers for 
the year 1889: Provided, however, That the amounts drawn from the Treasury 
shall not exceed $500,000 in any one year, and thatan itemized statement ofsaid 
expenditures shall accompany the annual report of the Chiefof Engineers. Tho 
amount required for the completion of this work as herein proposed is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Ishould like to hear an explanation or 
have a report read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall submit an amendment, but will first make 
anexplanation, The amount asked to be appropriated for the month of 
the Columbia is to be decreased by $475, 000, which will make theamount 
$1,873,000. The amount in the second section will be decreased by 
$435,000, which willleave the amount asked for $815,000, ‘This bill 
should have been passed at the same time when two similar bills were 
passed, one for Galveston Harbor and one for the Sault Ste. Marielocks 
and canal. Both those bills went from the Senate in order that the 
sense of the other House might be taken upon them. At the direction 
of the committee this bill was not called up in the Senate at the last 
session and consequently it was not acted upon. 

Tt was reported on the 10th day of April last and was not acted on; 
but provision was made in the river and harbor appropriation act for 
the contract to the full amount of the Galveston works and the canal 
and locks of Sault Ste. Marie, the work for the Baltimore Harbor, and 
the work for the Philadelpbia Harbor. Provision was made for con- 
tracting for the completion of all these works; and I think now that, in 
order that this improvement may have a fair show with the rest at least, 
this bill ought to be permitted to go to the House of Representatives 
for consideration there. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Was anything putin the last river and harbor 
act for this improvement? 

Mr. DOLPH. It was appropriated for the same as the other works, 
Galveston Harbor, the Sault locks, the Baltimore Harbor, and the Phila- 
delphia Harbor. They wereappropriated forand the act also contained 
a provision authorizing contracts for their completion. , 

Mr. MITCHELL, But there is a credit given in the bill, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I have already stated I propose amendments re- 
ducing the amounts proposed to be appropriated in the bill by the 
amounts appropriated for the works since the bill was reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask further, have the bills appropriating 
large sums for Galveston and Sault Ste. Marie been passed by the House 
of Representatives ? 

Mr, DOLPH. Neither one of those bills hasbeen passed by the House 


of Representatives, and I can not say what fortune this bill will have - 


in that body, but I want at least to keep along with the procession, 
and I think it justice to allow this bill to go there. This bill was re- 
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ported by the committee about the same time as the Galveston bill. 
Certainly it is not necessary for me now to discuss the propriety of this 
kind of an appropriation. I undertake to say that if this bill should 
be passed, out of the total of $2,600,000 appropriated it would save 
$500,000. It would save half a million dollars to the Government if 
this bill could be passed by both Houses; and it would not make the ap- 
propriation for these works much larger annually than the appropria- 
tions would be if wehad an annual riverand harborappropriation. I 
send to the desk the amendment I propose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendnient moved by the Senator 
from Oregon will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9 of the first section strike out the word 
‘*two’? and insert the word ‘‘one;’’ in line 10 strike out the word 
‘three’? and insert the word ‘‘cight;’’ and in line 10 strike out ‘‘forty- 
eight” and insert ‘‘ seventy-three; so that the amountin lieu of $2,- 
348,000 would read $1,873,000.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, Ishall not detain the Senate with 
any remarks in support of this bill. I concur fully in all that my col- 
league has said. I have discussed heretofore at length the importance 
of these two greatimprovements. The Committee on Commerce re- 
ported this bill unanimously, I believe, and as itis very important 
that the business of the Sonate be not delayed, I shall nottake up the 
time of the Senate in any remarks if we can come to a vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I could not hear the remarks of the 
Senator from Oregon farthest from me [Mr. DOLPH], but I take it for 
granted his amendment in line 9 of section 1, making the appropria- 
tion $1,873,000 instead of $2,348,000, will be an amount sufficient to 
complete the work according to the estimates, and that the amend- 
ment is offered because of the appropriation made last year in the river 
and harbor act. 

Mr. DOLPH. Itsimply gives credit for the amount of the appro- 
priation made last year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is there any reduction or any addition in the sec- 
ond section ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ihave offered an amendment reducing the amount 
there so that it will be only $815,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the amendment will be adopted and that 
the Senate will pass the bill. The Committee on Commerce of this 
body, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is chairman, in 
considering the matter, of appropriations for these great works, have 
succeeded, and I think fortunately for the country, in adopting the 
plan of making asufficient appropriation to complete works of improve- 
ment, notably those at Galveston, at Sault Ste. Marie and at Balti- 
more Harbor, with the result of making the improvements in very 
much less time and at a saving in cost to the Government of at least 
30 or 33 per cent. 

The Senators from Oregon, who of course are very anxious about the 
improvement at the mouth of the Columbia River and the completion 
of the locks on that river, while advocating the general proposition to 
make appropriations to complete the works in all the other harbors of 
this country, submitted gracefully to the determination of the Senate at 
the last session to appropriate five orsix orseven millions, whatever the 
amount was, for Galveston Harbor, and the entire amount estimated 
for the improvements at Baltimore, at Sault Ste. Marie, and at other 
points, It being impossible at that time to have provision made for 
all the great works of improvement in the country, those Senators sub- 
mitted gracefully to the appropriations being made, which I have re- 
ferred to, and permitted the appropriation now proposed to go over. 

The value and importance of the -improvement to the commerce of 
the country can not be overestimated. It isa matter in which uot 
Oregon and Washington alone, but all the territory that has an outlet 
through the Columbia River is interested, and the entire country is 
interested in it. 

I take great pleasure in saying that the broad action of the Senators 
representing that section of our common country, in making provision 
for our harbors on the Atlantic coast, entitles them in this matter, in 
my judgment, to consideration, I therefore trust that this bill will 
not oniy pass in the form suggested by the Senators from Oregon, but 
that it will pass at once and by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL, One word further, Mr. President. Itissoseldom 
that the Oregon Senators receive compliments for their modesty and 
submission, and especially the Senator who sits at this desk, that I 
can not refrain from extending my thanks to the Senator from Mary- 
Jand [Mr. GORMAN ] for his very kind remarks and also for his aid in 
committee and in the Senate in the support of this very meritorious 


ill, 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, this bill comes from a committee of 
which I am a member, and I desire to say a word in favor of it. 

It is always wise in respect of public works in thiscountry to adopt 
a policy which conforms to that which has been adopted measurably 
by other governments. We have appropriated during this Congress 
an amount sufficient to complete the work at the Sault Ste. Marie, 
amounting to five or six millions. We haveappropriated an amount 
(six millions) sufficient to give a deep-water harborat Galveston on the 
Gulf of Mexico, the improvement of which concerns the agricultural 
communities that stretch as far as the north line of Nebraska, 
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Now, we pro to improve the Columbia River in the interests of 
our States on the Pacific Sea. This policy will not only be economical, 
but will promote every industry tributary to the different points. We 
haye now pending before the Committee on Commerce a bill to con- 
tinue the works on the Mississippi River, which I hope may receive 
the favorable consideration of the Senate. It is estimated by the en- 
gineers engaged in the improvement of the Mississippi River that, by 
the expenditure of about $9,000, 000—$3, 000,000 a year—we can rèn- 
der that great valley absolutely secure from inundation; also deepen 
the river, so as to give cheaper freights to the producing classes through- 
out the Mississippi Valley. 

The engineers estimate that by our failure to make continuing ap- 
propriations to carry forward uninterruptedly the works for the im- 
provement of the river, the impairment of the plant, which cost over 
a million of dollars itself, has already amounted to the enormous sum 
of a quarter of a million of dollars, and the loss on the works themselves 
amounts to about a quarter of a million more, But who can estimate 
the annual loss the farmers and producers of the great valley incur by 
the suspension of navigation on this, the greatest highway of commerce 
in ourcountry, for four or five months every year at the very time when 
those products are to be moved to the marketsof the world? And who 
can estimate the losses by theinundation of the great valley—from Cairo 
to Port Eads, more or less—embracing an area greater than the State 
of Indiana, which would afford home occupation to several millions of 
our countrymen and produce an annual contribution to the wealth of 
our country of several hundred—four or live hundred—million dollars 
annually? I trust that the bill I speak of may receive favorable con- 
sideration when brought here. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall not oppose the passage of this 
bill, Ido not object to the policy of completing important public 
works, but I do not wish it to be understood over the country thatthe 
Senators who have spoken in favor of this bill are right in claiming 
that the public works which they favor can properly exclude all the 
other parts of the country from the benefit of the expenditures for the 
completion of the improvement of their rivers and harbors. There are 
other works of as much importance to them as those provided for in 
vie a referred to are to the people of Oregon and the Mississippi 

alley. 

In oihar localities, and in the country and States surrounding them, 
are great public works which require to be completed. Some regard 
should be had to theinterests of every part of the country. 

There is the port of Pensacola, which is unquestionably by nature 
the finest harbor upon the Gulf of Mexico, and, by proximity to all the 
States of the interior on the east of the Mississippi River, the most con- 
venient and cheapest place for the exportation of their products and 
the importation of foreign products, which requires money for thë com- 
pletion of the improvements commenced there, 

It is not even a problematical question whether there ever can be 
any artificial work to compare with what nature has done there. There 
is no doubt of the fact that one-tenth of the sum of money which has 
been appropriated for the construction of a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston would make Pensacola the finest seaport in the world and the 
best outlet for the whole country, the transmississippi country as well 
as that on this side of it. 

Iam not willing to have the impression go forth that there has not 
been some degree of neglect of other places of as great national impor- 
tance as that provided for in this appropriation. There is the harbor 
of Tampa, on the Gulf, easily capable of being made a safe and great 
mart for the commerce of the Gulf, where a rapidly growing city and 
terminus of railroads already exists; and here also are the ports of Apa- 
lachicola, Corabelle, Charlotte Harbor, and the city of Key West, all 
easily reached by the construction of railways and susceptible of im- 
provement into deep harbors for the largest vessels at one-tenth of the 
cost of the works referred to. 

I wish to make my protest here and now against apartial and unfair 
expenditure of the public money which shall lead to the neglect of these 
natural and convenient harbors on the Gulf of Mexico. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon, 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 9, itis proposed, after the word 
‘‘ aggregate,” to strike out ‘'32,348,000’’ and insert ‘‘$1,873,000;” 
80 as to read: 

Not to exceed in the aggregate $1,873,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now let the next amendment I offer be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 7, it is proposed to strike oub 
“$1,250,000” and insert “$815,009; so as to read: 

Not to exceed in the aggregate $515,000. 


The amendment was agreed to.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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SARATOGA MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, being in 
order, the first bill on the Calendar will now be statéd, 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask permission of the Senate to have taken up Or- 
der of Business 2242, a bill which has been passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives and has been reported without amendment by the Military 
Committee of the Senate. It proposes. simply to loan certain cannon 
which were surrendered at the battle of Saratoga to be placed on the 
great monument which has been erected there. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to loan certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES G. HOOD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will be 


stated. 

The bill\(S. 2635) for the relief of Charles G. Hood was announced 
as first in order upon the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘service,’’ to insert ‘tas of Au- 

t 8, 1862,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to insert ‘‘as of 
ber 1, 1862;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, authorized 
and required to enter on the rolls of Company A, Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; the name of Charles G. Hood, as duly mustered into the United States 
service, as of August $, 1562, and to grant him an honorable discharge from the 
same, as of October 1, 1862. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. - 

TOSEA BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812 was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
peepee to increase the pension of Hosea Brown, formerly a member of 

ptain Edward Burgess’s company of New York militia, and who was 
in the military service in the war of 1812, to $40 per month, in lieu of 
the $8 per month he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. POWERS. 


The bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of Sarah J. Powers, widow of Norman Powers, 
fate of Company E, Twenty-ninth Wisconsin Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. GEDDES, 


The bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexico was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place the name of Charles W. Geddes, of Washington, 
D. C., on the pension roll, on account of services on board the United 
States steamer General Taylor during the war with Mexico, subject to 
the limitations and regulations of the pension laws of the United States 
in pensioning the survivors of the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

EMILY P. COLLINS, 


The bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily P, Collins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Emily P. Collins, an army nurse, of Hart- 
ford, Conn., and to grant her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered fo 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the bill was reported by the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] who is now absent. It is a very 
loug bill and I do not know whether the completion of the reading of 
it and any consideration could be given to it before 2 o’clock. Would 
it not be well, therefore, to let it go over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘This is « very important bill. Itrelates to a sub- 
ject which has been neglected by Congress for a long time. Congress 
has failed to perform a most important duty in this behalf, for the per- 
formance of which a method is here prescribed. This bill passed the 
House of Representatives, came to the Senate some time ago, was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Indian Depredations, and that committee 


substituted for it the bill on the same subject, which they reported in 
the last session to the Senate, and which is now on the Calendar. 

The last request made by the chairmanof the committee [Mr. Moony] 
before he went away was that, when this bill should be reached, the 
Senate should be asked to consider it. In the absence of that Senator 
I am the acting chairman of the committee, and I ask now for its con- 
sideration. I hope, therefore, the Senator from Missouri will not ob- 
ject, but will let the bill be read and let it go over then, if necessary, 
as unfinished business to the morning hour to-morrow. Let us have 
an opportunity, at least, to try to determine upon a method by which 
these claims shall be adjudicated. That is all there is in it. 

There are more than one hundred and fifty private bills before the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredations upon this subject, and prob- 
ably as many more petitions relating to other cases. The hearts of 
hundreds of people have been made sick by hope long deferred, and 
their lives blasted by the refusal of Congress to consider these claims. 
I appeal to the Senator to let the bill be considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am just as anxious for the con- 
sideration and disposition of this bill as is the Senator from Nebraska, 
I know all about these Indian depredation claims, the treatment they 
have received at the hands of Congress, and the efforts which have 
been made from time to time to have the individual claims allowed. 
With the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] I was instrumental in 
securing an appropriation on the Indian appropriation bill for the in- 
vestigation of these claims. 

We had hoped that that investigation would be satisfactory and that 
the claims would be so thoroughly investigated and reported to Con- 
gress that Congress conld then dispose of them. In that we were dis- 
appointed. There are from fifteen to twenty million dollars of indi- 
vidual claims not only on the part of citizens of the United States, but 
some of them on the part of the Indians against the United States, and 
they are all involved in this bill. 

The bill ought to be disposed of; but the Senator from Nebraska 
knows just as well as I do that an hour is simply thrown away, abso- 
lutely wasted, and wasted to the prejudice of the bill and wasted to 
the consideration of the bill hereafter. To consume one hour now is 
simply to injure and Lt a the possibility of the passage of the bill 
hereafter, and it can do no earthly good. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill has been put over, crowded ont, trampled 
upon, and frequently set aside in order that other measures of much 
less importance should receive consideration. I for one will consent to 
this no longer. 

The action which the Committee on Appropriations took in 1872 in 
reference to an investigation of these olas was wise and just; but it 
has resulted in very little or nothing, because, as the Senator inti- 
mated, there are so many of them that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations has felt indisposed to ‘‘tackle’’ them, so to speak. 

The number of claims mentioned by the Senator which have been 
reported upon fayorably by the Secretary of the Interior, after very 
careful jnvestigation by special agents and afterwards by the Indian 
Office, is nothing like so large as the Senator states. I think there are 
somewhere between four and five million dollars of these claims which 
have been reported upon by the Secretary of the Interior after very 
rigid and careful investigation. 

I should be very glad, for one, to accept the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior in favor of all those claims, but some of our associates 
here are not willing to do that. If there shall be some method of in- 
vestigation fixed by Congress and if those claims shall be confirmed 
through the action of the tribunals or the courts upon which this duty 
may be imposed, by this proposed legislation, then all will willingly 
and cheerfully help to make the necessary appropriations. But we 
have got to makea start in this matter, and itis time now; it was time 
ten years ago; it will be too late tenyearshence. Hundreds of people 
now living are interested in the passage of this bill and urging that it 
should be considered and passed. Hundreds of others haye gone to 
their graves, and the Government has thus escaped from the payment 
of their just claims against it. 

eee PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be con- 
sidered? 

Mr. PADDOCK. All I ask is that the bill may be read now and 
then if it can not be concluded before the expiration of the morning 
hour it may go over until the morning hour of to-morrow. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Iam satisfied that this bill can not be consid- 
ered and discussed under the five-minute rule. 
its being considered under that rale, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over withont prejudice. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam constrained by a sense of duty —— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
der. 

Iam constrained by a sense of duty to the people I represent here 
and to the people of other States of the Northwest, many of whom 
have been ruined by these Indian depredations, to move that the Sen- 
ate proceed now to the consideration of the bill. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 


I therefore object to 


I propose to make a motion which I think is in or- 
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the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate procced to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication of claims 
arising from Indian depredations. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is notin order. The question is 
on the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the bill be read in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert-—— 

fr, COCKRELL. Let the original billbe read. We want to know 

which one of the two we should adopt. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The original bill will first be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives December 15, 1890. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Select Committee on Indian Depredations 
report to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 


That in addition to the jurisdiction which now is or may hereafter be con- 

ed upon the Court of Claims, 

and au ve AO inquire into and finally adjudicate, in the manner provided 
in this a I claims of the following classes, namely: 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians belonging to any band, tribe, or nation in amity with the 
United States, without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner or 
agent in charge and not returned pe eke for, 

Second. er the protection of any treaty with the 


t 
ducting themselyes, shall have suffered a loss of property through unlawful 
destruction or by white men or by Indians of another tribe or nation 
then belonging to the United States and in amity therewith and not authorized 
to be papa the reservation or other place where such destruction or taking oc- 


curred. 

Third. All just offsets and counterclaims toany claim of either of the preced- 
ing classes which may be before such court for determination. 

EC. 2. That the district courts of the United States shall haye concurrent 
jurisdiction with the Court of Claims as to all matters named in the precedin 
section where the amount of the claim does not exceed $2,000, and the circuit 
courts of the United States shall have concurrent jurisdiction in all cases where 
the amount of such claim exceeds $2,000 and does not exceed $10,000, All cases 
brought and tried under the provisions of this act shall be tried by the court 
without a jury. 

Src. 3. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this 
act shall be allowed by the court unless substantiated to the satisfaction of the 
court by the testimony of some creditable witness having a personal knowl- 
edge of the facts, and who is not of the Indian race, 

SEC, 4, That all questions of limitations as to time and manner of presenting 
claims are hereby waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction 

the court because not heretofore presented to the Secretary of the Interior 
or other officer or department of the Government: Provided, That no claim ac- 
cruing prior to January 1, 1857, shall be considered by the courtunless the claim 
has been allowed or pending, prior to the passage of this act, before the Secre- 
tary of the Interior or the Congress of the United States; but no case shall be 
considered pending unless evidence has been presented therein: And provided 
further, That all claims existing at the time of the taking effect of this act shall 
be presented to the court by petition, as hereinafter provided, within three 
years after the peers hereof, or shall be thereafter forever barred: And pro- 
vided further, That no suit or proceeding shall be allowed under this act for any 
depredation which shall be committed after the passage thereof. 

EC. 5. That the jurisdiction of the respective courts of the United States pro- 
ceeding under this act, including the right of exception and appeal, shall bo 
governed by the law now in fo! so faras tho same is applicable and not in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act, and the course of procedure shall be 
in accordance with the established rules of said respective courts, and of such 
additions and modifications thereof as said courts may adopt, but all appeals 
a aoe shall be governed by the rules and regulations applicable to cases 

equity. 

SrO. 6. That all claims shall be presented to the court by petition setting 
forth in ordinary and concise language, without unnecessary repetition, the 
facts upon which such claims are „the persons, classes of persons, tribe 
or tribes, or band of Indians by whom the alleged illegal acts were committed 
as near as may be, the property lost or destroyed, and the value thereof, and 
any other facts connected with the transactions and material to the proper ad- 
judication of the case involved. The petition shall be verified by the affidavit 
of the claimant, his agent, administrator, or attorney, and be filed with 
the clerk of the respective court having J poner of the case, and, in cases 
where the circuit and district courts take jurisdiction, in the district where the 
claimant resides, or where the depredation was committed, at the option of 
the claimant. It shall set forth the full name and residence of the claimant, 
the damages sought to be recovered, praying the court fora judgment upon 
the facts and the law. 

Sec, 7. That the claimant shall cause a copy of his petition filed nnder the sec- 
ond section hereof to be served upon the d: ct attorney of the United States 
in the district wherein the petition is filed, and shall mail a copy of the same 
by registered letter to the Attorney-General of the United States, and shall also 
mail a copy of the same by istered letter to the nt of the Indian tribe or 
band by whom the acts are alleged in the petition to have been cammitted, and 
shall cause such further service of copies of his petition to be made upon 
such persons as the court shall direct. The claimant shall thereupon cause to 
bo filed with the clerk of the court wherein the proceedings are instituted an 
aflidayit of such service and the mailing of such letter orletters. Such service 
of the petition, when the case is brought in the Court of Claims, shall be made 
as may be provided by the rules or orders of said court. It shall be the duty of 
the district attorney upon whom service of petition ismade as aforesaid, and of 
the Attorney-General of the United States, to appear and defend the interests 
of the Government and of the Indians in the suit, and within sixty days after 
the service of the petition upon him, unless the time shall be extended by order 
of the court made in the case, to file a plea, answer, or demurrer on tho part of 
the Governmentand the Indians, and tofilea notice of any counterclaim, set-off, 
claim of d demand, or defense whatsoever of the Government or of the 
Indians in the premises: , That should the district attorney or the At- 
torney-General neglect or refuse to file the plea, answer, demurrer, or defense 
as required, the claimant may proceed with the case under such rules as the 


- 


said court shall have and possessjurisdiction. 


. 
court may Mop in the premises; but the claimant shall not have judgment for 
his claim, or for any part thereof, unJess he shall establish the same by proof 
satisfactory to the court: Provided, Thatuny Indian or Indians interested i 
proceedings may appear and defend, by an attorney employed by such Indian 
or Indians with the approyal of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if he or they 
shall choose so to do. 

In Oana the merits of claims presented to the courtany testimony, affi- 
dayits reports of special agents,or otherofficers,and such other pebeskas are now 
on file in the Departments or in the courts, relating to any such claims, shall be 
considered by the court as competent evidence and such weight given thereto 
asin its judgment is rightand proper: Provided, Thatall unpaid claims which 
have heretofore been examined, approved, and allowed by the Secretary of the 
Interior or under his direction in pursuance ofthe act of Con: 
shall have priority of consideration by such court and shall be held to ima 
JSacie correct, and judgments for amounts therein found due shall be rendered, 
unless either the claimant or the United States shall elect to reopen the case 
and try the same before the court, in which event the testimony in the case 

ven by the witness and the documentary cvidence therein may be read as 

epositions and proofs: Provided, That the party electing to reopen the case 
shall assume the burden of proof. 

Sec, 8. That the said court shall make rules and regulations for taking testi- 
mony in the causes herein provided for, by deposition or otherwise, and such 
testimony shall be taken in the county where the witness resides, when the 
same can be conveniently done, and no person shall be excluded as a witness 
because he is n party to or interested in said suit, and any claimant or party in 
interest may be examined as à witness on the part of the Government; 
the court shall determine in each case the value of the Broperty taken or de- 
stroyed atthe time and place of the loss ordestruction, and, poma thetribe 
or band of Indians or other persons by whom the wrong was co: ted, and 
shall render judgment in favor of the claimant or claimants against the United 
States, and against the band or tribe of Indians See Pe wrong, when 
such band or tribe can be identified; and if the cause bein favor ofany Indian 
or Indians, tribe or band of Indians, and tany white man or men, as pro- 
vided in the second subdivision of section one, such white man or men 
be made n pa defendant, when thoy can be identified, and judgment shall 
be rendered against them in behalf of said Indian or Indians: Provided, how- 
ever, That if said property taken or destroyed was unlawfully, and with the 
knowledge and consent of the owner or agent in charge thereof, upon a reser- 
vation set apart for the exclusive use of the tribe or band committing the in- 
jury,no jndgment therefor shall be rendered against the United States, 

Sec, 9. That the amount of any judgment so rendered againstany tribeor 
band of Indians shall be cha against the tribe or band by which, or by mem- 
bers of which, the court shall find that the depredation was committed, and 
shall be dedu and paid in the following manner: First, from annuities due 
said tribe from the United States; second, if no annuities are due or ayailable, 
then from any other funds due said tribe from the United States arising from 
the sale of their lands or otherwise; third, if no such funds are due or ayail- 
able, then from any appropriation forthe benefit of said tribe, other than appro- 
priations for their current and n support, subsistence, and edu n; 
and, fourth, if no such annuity, fund, or oan is due or ayailabl 
then the amountof the judgment shall be paid from the Treasury of the Unit. 
States: Provided, That any amount so paid from the Treasury of the United 
States shall remain a charge against such tribe, and shall be deducted from 
any annuity, fund, or appa riation hereinbefore designated which may hero- 
after become due from the United States to such tribe. 

Sre.10. That judgments inst white men and in favor of the Indian shall 
be collected through the ordinary process of the courts from the property of 
such white men, ifsuficientis rae by them; otherwise the amount of such 
judgment shall ni judg from the Treasury of the United States, 


nthe 


Sec. li. That all judgments of said courts shall be a final determination of the 
causes decided and of the rights and obligations of the partics thereto, and shall 
not thereafter be questioned unless a new trial or rehearing shall be granted by 
aS aane or the judgment reversed or modified upon appeal as hereafter pro- 

ed. 

Src.12. That reese tS after the beginning of cach session of Congress the 
Attorney-General of the United States shall transmit to the Congress of the 
United States a list of all final judgments rendered in pursuance of this actin 
favor of claimants and against the United States, and not paid as hereinbefore 
proriged; which shall thereupon be appropriated for in the proper appropria- 
tion i : 

Sec, 13. Thatall sales, transfers, or assignments of any such claims heretofore 
or hereafter made, except such as have occurred in the due administration of 
decendents' estates, are hereby declared void, and all warrants issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in payment of such judgments, shall be made paya- 
ble and delivered only to the claimant or his lawful heirs, executors, or admin- 
istrators or transferee under administrative proceedings, except so much 
thereof as shall be allowed the claimant's attorneys by the court for prosecut- 
ing said claim, which may be paid direct to such attorneys, and the allowanoes 
to theclaimant’s attorneys shall be regulated and fixed by the court atthe time- 
of teats judgment in each case and entered of record as part of the find- 

ercof, 

Sec. 14. That the claimant, or the United States, or the tribe or band of In- 
dians, or other party thereto interested in any proceeding brought under the 
provisions of this act shall haye the same rights of appeal nsare or may be re- 
served in the statutes of the United States in other cases, and upon the condi- 
tions and limitations therein contained. The mode of procedure in claiming 
and perfecting an appeal shall conform in all respects as near as may be to the 
statutes and rules of court governing appeals in other cases, 

Sec. 15. That all papers, reports, evidence, records, and A aap now on 
file or of record in any of the Departments or the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, or the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives, or certified 
ops of the same, relating to any claims authorized to be prosecuted under 
this act, shall be furnished to the proper court upon its order at the request of 
the Attorney-General. 

Sec. 16. That the investigation and examinations, under the provisions of the 
acts of Congress heretofore in force, of Indian depredation claims shall cease 
upon the taking effect of this act, and the unexpended balance of the appropri- 
nation therefor shall be covered into the Treasury. 


Mr.PADDOCK. Onpage11, section 3, line 4, before the word ‘‘ wit- 
noe I move to strike out the word ‘‘creditable ” and insert ‘‘cred- 
ible. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only the House bili has been read. There isan 
amendment pro by the committee which should be read. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The billand the amendment proposed by 
the committee have been read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The House bill was read by the Secretary first, 
and the Senate bill, which is an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute for the Honse bill, was read last. It is in the amendment that I 
propose simply the change of one word. I propese to strike ont the 
word ‘‘creditable ” and insert the word ‘‘credible.’’ 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is a merely verbal correction. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘Willthe Senator restate his amendment? 

Mr. PADDOCK. On page 11, section 3, line 4, I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘creditable’’ and insert the word ‘‘credible.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shouldlike toask the Senator from Nebraska what 
his estimate is of the total amount of the claim for which he proposes 
payment by this bill? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not remember exactly. ButI think the ag- 
gregate amount of the claims, good, bad, and indifferent, presented may 
be somewhere near $18,000,000, but not all, perhaps no more than six 
or seven millions, have been investigated hy the Department of the In- 
terior, and of these there have been found to be only about $5,000,000 
of meritorious claims according to my recollection. 

I have not examined the reports of the Secretary of the Interior 
lately, and I may be wrong as to these figures. It is likely that the bet- 
ter class of these claims will be first presented, and it is fair to assume 
that, under the investigation which has been already made, the whole 
amount will not exceed eight ornine million dollars. 

Mr. SPOONER. This bill, as I understand it, gives to every claim- 
ant who has presented his claim to the Department and upon which 
the Department has acted the election to reopen the case if he desires. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The cases adjudicated, and all the papers in the 
cases, may be referred to the courts on the election of the parties in in- 
terest. 

Mr, SPOONER. The Senator’s answer to my question is confined 
entirely to claims which have been presented. Is the Senator of opin- 
ion that all these claims have been presented for investigation and ad- 
judication ? t 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of course I can state only what I think about it. 
From such knowledge as 1 have generally on the subject, my impres- 
sion is that about all the claims that would likely come in under this 
measure, and perhaps all, have been investigated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. T inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill if 
there is not a provision in the House bill that jurisdiction shall only 
be conferred upon the courts so far as relates to the claims which have 
been presented before the date of the passage of the act? It wouldnot 
authorize the bringing in of new claims after the passage of the act? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not so understand the bill, 
= MITCHELL. There is, I think, a provision of that kind in the 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is a provision limiting the cases and plac- 
ing 1867 as the earliest which areto be considered. The cases arising 
since that time which shall have been presented to the Interior Depart- 
ment or presented to Congress for legislation may be presented to the 
court. But all cases must. have been filed. before the passage of this 
proposed act to secure n status in court. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is, the claims shall have been presented 
either to Congress or to some Department of the Government at the 
date when this bill becomes a law. z 

Mr. SPOONER. That isa matter of detail. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a fact, and it is a very important one. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is an absolute limitation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave given no attention to this bill. I would 
like to ask the Senator what the fundamental proposition is upon 
which this liability is sought to be imposed upon the Government, as 
he understands it. Does it rest on some promise of indemnification 
created by statute or does he base it on the broad proposition that 
the Government is under obligations to protect against violence to set- 
tlers, or is it both? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is both. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me I will 
state that there is a statutory liability of the United States as to a large 
portion of these claims, which has been repudiated by Congress for 
more than a quarter of a century. That liability is based upon legis- 
lation that commenced as early as 1796. The last statute which em- 
bodied the provisions of the statute of 1796 was the actof 1834. After 
providing that no person whose property had been taken or destroyed 
by Indians should follow the Indians and undertake to reclaim his 
pro or seek redress, but that such person should present his claim 
to the Government and that it should be investigated by the Govern- 
ment, the statute of 1834 provided as follows: : 

And if the nation or tribe to which such Indian may belong receive an annuity 
from the United States, such claim shall, atthe next payment ofthe annuity, be 
deducted therefrom and paid tothe party injured; and ifno annuity is payable 
to such nation or tribe, then the amount of the claim shall be paid from the 
Treasury of the United States, 

And that was done until 1859. In 1859 that act was modified, not 
so as to permit persons who had been injured by Indian depredations 
to seek redress in the courts or by following and attempting to reclaim 
their property taken and carried away; not repealing the provision 
that required them to present their claims to the Government to be 
examined and passed upon, but simply limiting or repealing in part 
the provision for the payment from the Treasury of theclaims. Iwill 
read this provision, 


Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Oregon please give me the date 
of the original act ? : 

Mr. DOLPH. I will. The first act was in 1796 (1 Stats., 469), 
That act, after prohibiting, as I have stated, citizens of the United 
States from undertaking to retake their property or to recover dam- 
ages against Indian tribes or individual Indians for the destruction of 
their property, provided as follows: 

And in the mean time,in respect to the property taken, stolen, or destroyed, 
the United States hari p se to the party injured an eventual indemnification: 
Provided always, That if such injured party, his representative, attorney, or 
agent, shall in any way violate any of the provisions of this act, by AEA e or 
attempting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, by crossing over the line 
on any of the Indian frad heshall forfeit all claims upon the United States for 
such indemnification: And provided also, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent the legal apprehension or arresting within the limits of any State ór 
district of any Indian having so offended: And provided estab That it shall 
be lawful for the President of the United States to deduct such sum or sumis ás 
shall be paid for the property taken, stolen, or edad Man by any such Indian 
out of the annual stipend which the United States are bound to pay to the tribe 
to which such Indian shall belong. 

This act was re-enacted March 3, 1799 (1 Stats., 747), and again by 
the actof March 30, 1802 (2 Stats., 143), and by the act of June30, 1834 
(4Stats., 731). It was also substantially re-enacted, and the provision 
in regard to indemnification by the United States to claimants out of 
the Treasury of the United States was retained. - 

I have already quoted from the act of 1834, in which it is provided 
that if there was no annuity out of which the damages caused by In- 
dian depredations could be paid, they shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and that was doneup to 1859. In 1859 this 
enactment was passed: : 

That so much of the act entitled * An act to regulate trado and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes and preserve peace on the frontier,” approved June 30, 
1834, as provides that the United States shall make indemnification out of the 
Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain cases by Indians 
ing on white men, as described in the said act, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed 
as to impair or destroy the obligation of the Indians to make indemnification 
out of the annuities as prescribed in said act. 

That act was approved February 28, 1859. It was found necessary 
in 1860 to provide for claims for depredations which had been com- 
mitted prior to February 28, 1859, and it was enacted— 

That the repeal by the cighth section of the act of Congress TEU the 
2Sth day of February, 1859, of so much of the act of Congressentitled ‘‘Anactto 
regulate trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, and to peace peace on the 
frontiers,’ approved June 30, 1534, as provides that the United States shall make 
indemnification out of tho Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain 
cases by Indians trespassing on white men, as described in said act, shall not be 
construed to destroy or impair any right to indemnity which existed atthe date 
of said repeal. 

And that is the law to-day. And as to more than one-half of the 
claims known as the Indian depredation claims the United States is 
not only bound by every principle of justice to pay them, but there 
isa statutory obligation and promise to pay them in force to this hour. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think it ought to be further suggested by 
the Senator from Oregon that by almost continual legislation these 
claimants haveheen invited to come before the Indian Bureau and make 
proofs of their claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is exactly what I was about to state in answer 
to the inquiry of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]; I was 
following the course of legislationon thissubject, Ihave divided these 
claims into two classes. I am now speaking of the claims for depreda- 
tions committed prior to February, 28, 1859, and a large number of 
Claims of citizens of the United States which have been presented here for 
the consideration of Congress are claims for depredations that were com- 
mitted prior to the date when the provision of the act of 1834, which pro- 
vided for the payment of such claims out of the Treasury, was repealed; 
and by the act of 1860 it is provided that nothing inthe act of February 
28, 1859, shall impair their tights. 

So these claimants stand here to-day upon the statutory obligation 
of the Government to make them compensation for these injuries, as 
they have stood here for over thirty years, begging at the doors of 
Congress for the recognition of their claims without avail, while Con- 
gress has appropriated millions annually to feed and clothe and sup- 
port indolent savages in idleness. 

In regard to claims for depredations which have been committed 
since that time, since February 28, 1859, what has been the condition 
of the law and what are the obligations of the Government? The 
law has remained in force all the while, which prevented a citizen 
of the United States from undertaking to seek redress from the 
Indians. Ifa thief enters your house and steals your goods, if a white 
man burus your building or destroys your property, you can have re- 
dress against him. You can bring suit against him for damages and 
recover; you can follow and reclaim your property. But all the while 
the boundary line of an Indian reservation or of the Indian country 
has been a ‘‘city of refuge ” for every marauding redskin who has de- 
stroyed the property of a white man; the moment a citizen of the 
United States attempts to pass over that line the strong arm of the law 
interferes to say to the citizen who has been deprived of his property, 
‘Thus far shalt thou go and no farther in your efforts to recover 
your property.” That has been the law since 1796. That is the law 
to-day. 

But, more than that, the Government has always said to people who 


‘have suffered from Indian depredations, ‘‘ Present your claims to the 
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Interior Department, present your petitions for payment, with the 
proofs of your claims, and they will be adjudicated by the Secretary 
of the Interior.” , 

I should state further that it was not until the year 1872 that Con- 
gress repealed the provision that these claims, after being passed upon 
by the Secretary of the Interior, should be paid out of the annuities 
of the Indians. The payment of them was continued from February 
28, 1859, until 1872, when Congress provided that no more money 
should be paid to such claimants ont of moneys stipulated to be paid 
by the General Government to the Indians without the action of Con- 
gress. This has proved a virtual repudiation by the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Quite a good many special acts were passed 
during that interval.» 

Mr. DOLPH, Yes, that is true, but there were a large number of 
claims, in addition to those which acerued prior to February 28, 1859, 
which have not been paid and which are just claims, under the law 
as it existed at the time the depredations were committed, against 
annuities payable to Indians, the payment of which has been pre- 
vented by the action of Congress, ‘The only remaining class of claims 
are those for depredations which have occurred since 1572, and for 
depredations which have occurred between February 28, 1859, and this 
date, where there were no annuities payable to the Indians commit- 
ting the depredations from the United States. These are the only 
claims as to which there is not an express statutory promise of the 
Government to pay them or to see them paid, and they rest upon this 
broad and just prmciple of liability. 

The United States has assumed to be the guardian of the Indian 
tribes, of their persons and their property, has made regulations for 
their protection, has appropriated money for their support and educa- 
tion, has prevented citizens from undertaking to secure payment for 
injuries received from wrongful acts committed by them, out of their 
property, holding such property, if I may use the expression in this 
connection in chancery, in the hands of the General Government to be 
applied as justice required; and has all the while held out induce- 
ments to its injured citizens to look to it for indemnification, saying 
to them, “If you will present your claims with the proofs they shall be 
passed upon.’’ And practically it might just as well have added, 

‘You shall be paid.” Is it not the duty of the guardian of the In- 
dians, having the custody and control of their property, acting through 
the legislative department of the Government, to either pay these just 
claims out of their property, or, if Congress has so legislated that they 
can not now be paid out of money duo to the Indians or from their 
property, to pay them out of the Treasury? : 

Mr. President, I agree to every word that was said this morning by 
the Senator having charge of this bill [Mr. PADDOCK]. There never 
was such anoutrage committed upon any class of citizens of the United 
States as has been perpetrated by Congress by delaying year after year 
consideration of these just and meritorious claims. ‘There are probably 
ten thousand citizens of the United States who have for thirty years 
been deprived of payment of as just claims as were ever presented to 
any department of the Government. They have, many of them, passed 
from the stage of action. Many of the claims are now represented by 
administrators, executors, aud heirs, The claimants are nearly all aged; 
many of them have been in want; they have suffered the pangs of hun- 
ger for the want of what the Government owes them, 

Whenever anything is suggested here in regard to the Indians, when 
they break out and begin to massacre citizens and burn down houses, 
there is great gush over them and outery in regard to their treatment 
by the Government and the whites, and we appropriate money for them 
without stint. But these poor people who settled on the frontiers of 
this country, who bave laid the foundations of great States of the Union, 
established civil government for themselves, and endured dangers and 
privations, who were left to contend with hostile savages, without the 
protection of the Government, as was the case in my State for years, 
the Government not having fully determined whether it was going to 
make an active effort to hold the territory or would let it go to Great 
Britain—I say these meritorious classes of citizens with these meri- 
torious claims are turned day after day from the doors of Congress 
without any consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I notice that an order has been made for the re- 
printing of the report upon the Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, the order was made yesterday, and I sup- 
pose the report has been already printed, although it has not yet been 
distributed. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has not been printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TI hope there will be a special order that it may 
be immediately printed for the use of the Senate. à 

Mr. PADDOCK. My belief is that it has already been printed, 

Mr, COCKRELL. It ought to have been sent here if it has been 
printed. i 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5, 1384) to provide for the purchase of 
s site and the erection of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of 


Minnesota, having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
‘sone hundred and fifty thousand,” in lines 10 and 11, and insert *‘ ninety thou- 
sand,” and strike out all after the word ‘‘dollars,"’ in line 11, to the end of the 
bill and insert: 

*t Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of Jargest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals, 

“ Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed tothe Secretary ofthe Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro 
sites,and such others as he may think proper to designate,to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and tne reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

“Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appointa 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
aeeeenrs, shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected, 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be ves in the United States, nor until the State of 
Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 

* The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys,” 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
G. G. VEST 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 


S. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. ALDANS, VT. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 2427) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at St. 
Albans, in the State of Vermont, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments ofthe House, 
and a, to the same with sn amendment as follows: 

Strike out the word ‘‘forty,’’ in line 10, and insert “sixty,” and strike out all 
after the word *‘dollars,”’ in line 10, to the end of the bill and insert: 

“Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publiu 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

“ Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be exatmined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of liis recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites. 

“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an ollicer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
cecdings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
pkey o shall thereupon finally determine the location of the bnilding to bè 
erected, 

"The compensation of said commissioners shall be Axed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the samo shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Vermont shall have ceded to the United States exclusive ‘jurisdiction over the 
same, during thetime the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
forall purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and aag 

OHN ©. SPOONE 
aay 8. MORRI 


- Managers on the ‘part of the Senate, 
8. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ishonldlike to know what change the report has 
made in the bill as it passed the Senate. 
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Mr. SPOONER. We ditat$75,000. Theother House reduced 
the amount to $40,000, I think. The report makes it $60,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tsee there is some considerable detail abont the 
method of selecting the site. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the form that is used in all the public-build- 
sa Pe at this session. 

. COCKRELL, Thatis, if the officer of the Treasury Department 

can not make a satisfactory selection a commission shill be appointed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Acommission is tobe appointed, one of whom isto 
bean oflicer of the Treasury Department, who receives no compensa- 
tion for services; only his actual expenses are paid. It is the form 
that was agreed upon early in the last session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, whatisthatform exactly? I donotknow 
that I understand it. I should like to have just a brief explanation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Tam about to send to the Clerk’s desk another 
conference report which will be read, containing the same form pre- 


y. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 


Mr, SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 1354) to provido for the purchase 
ofa site and the erection of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State 

South Dakota, haying mot, after a full and free conference haya agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out tho 
word “two,” in line 13, and insert ‘‘one,” and strike out all after the word 
“dollars,” in line 13, and insert the following: 

“ Proposals for the sale of lands suitable for said site shall be inyited by public 
advertisement in one or morc of the newspapers of said city oflargest circulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for the 
opening of said proposals. 

" Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port tosaid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall havo come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, hc may ap- 
point a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the 
said proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- 
nate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; 
and said commissionshall, within thirty days after such examination, make to 
the Sceretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the procecd- 
ings ofsaid agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location ofthe building to be erected. 

“ The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the sameshall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 

nses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
© Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

“No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
South Dakota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
thesame, during the time the United States shall be or remain the ownerthereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unex: to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 

ae C0. SPOONER, 


.G. y 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
5 8S. L. MILLIKEN, 
P: 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that in cases where the officer of 
the Treasury has made a selection and his report is not satisfactory, 
then the Secretary of the Treasury appoints two commissioners. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Three, one of whom shall be an officer of the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean he appoints two civilians outside of the 
Government service, and then he selects an officer from his own De- 
partment and they go and view and make their report. * 

Mr. SPOONER. They give hearings, 

Mr. COCKRELL. They give hearings. No provision is made as to 
whether they are all to be of one political party or not. ‘Thatisallleft 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. Then is ‘there any 
provision inregard to theStatefrom which they shall be chosen? They 
can all be taken from the city where the building is to be located, that 
is, the two outside of the Treasury official, or they can be taken from 
beyond the bounds of the State, anywhere. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be avery extraordinary thing, of course, 
for the Treasury Department to select commissioners not residents of 
the State. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that we have had 
a good deal of trouble growing out of complaints—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (H.R.11045) to amend and supplement the 
election laws of the United States, and to provide for the more efficient 
enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside fora moment. This is a privileged matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be laid aside, if there beno objec- 
tion, in order to pass on the conference Spade 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco], who is 
entitled to the floor, will permit the report to be disposed of? 

Mr. PASCO. I have no objection, if it is agreeable to the Senator in 
charge of the bill. g 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take but a moment. 

There has been great complaint and a good deal of scandal for years 
breaking out at times, growing out of the selection of sites by the 
Treasury agent or official. We had at tho last session a long hearing 
and a great complaint growing out of the selection at ae field, 
Mo.; we had trouble as to the selection at a point in New York and 
ata point in Massachusetts. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury seemed to 
feel himself confined to that method of ascertaining the proper loca- 
tion. The Senator’s colleague [Mr. Vest] and myself went carefully 
over the subject, and, after conference with the Department, includ- 
ing the Supervising Architect, we drew with as mucit care as we could 

and we bestowed considerable labor upon it) the formula which is set 
orth here and which has been pursued thus far. 

They send out, in the first place, the Treasury agent, and if the se- 
lection which“he makes is not satisfactory in the locality and does 
not seem to be satisfactory to the Department they select a commis- 
sion consisting of two citizens not connected with the Government, 
who I think always would be chosen perhaps one from the State 
and another from the locality. It might be best not to choose both 
from the locality. The commission give hearings; they give an op- 

rtunity to citizens to present their affidavits and make known 

ully the wishes of the different competitive locations, and they are 
required to make their report to the Department, with all plats and 
testimony taken, and with their recommendation, The Secretary is 
not confined to that; he might order another ifhe chose. Thus far I 
am told that the rule has operated very satisfactorily to the Depart- 
ment, and they believe it will secure better and more prompt action 
in the selection of sites than to have it left as it has been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to know exactly the method 
agreed upon in this conference report. I do not criticise it; I think it 
is probably the very best method that could be devised for the settle- 
ment of these very unploasant controversies among the citizens of a 
locality as to the particular site where the public building shall be 
erected. I wanted to understand fully and have stated the views of 
the committee, so that there would be no misunderstanding of it here- 
after. Has the Senator any calculation as to the amount that will be 
appropriated by this Congress for public buildings? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Up to this time? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I understand that in many cases of the bills 
passed for public buildings the amount is not really specified, except 
the limit. 

Mr. SPOONER. The limit is specified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A limitis fixed, but there is not any amount ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress may. be called upon hereafter to appro- 
priate less than the limit. y 

Mr. COCKRELL. And perchance more than the limit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely. 

Mr. GORMAN. When this matter was up some days ago, I asked 
the Senator who has charge of these bills for a report of that kind, and 
I do trust it will be furnished. 

Mr. SPOONER. One is being prepared now. 

Mr. GORMAN. So we are likely to have a report before the close 
of the session, showing the gross amount that is provided for? 

Mr. SPOONER. The gross amount authorized. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all I desire. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Tho question 
is on concurring in the report, 

Tho report was concurred in. 


UNITED STATES ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committce of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election 
laws of the United States, and to provide for the more efficient enforee- 
ment of such Jaws, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
PASCO] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] to give way to him in order that he may Jay some matter 
before the Senate, and I do so now. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, at some time during this debate, I de- 
sire to lay before the Senate an article in the Anglo-Saxon Church- 
man which seemsto me quite pertinentin this discussion, The Anglo- 
Saxon Churchman is an eight-page paper published at Little Rock, in 
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the State of Arkansas, and evidently, from the whole tone of the copy 
of it which I hold in my hand, is a paper of great bility. I 
am informed by what I regard good authority that the manager of 
it isa conscientious and intelligent gentleman of pip et srommte E 
T have no personal knowledge about that, butit isthe d ‘on made 
by the organ of the Protestant Episcopal Church, one of the most con- 
servative of sects, but, as we all know, a denomination of Christians 
which is largely increasing in this country, and is not only increasing 
in numbers, but in influence and in religious zeal. Idesire to call the 
attention of the Senators from Arkansas to this statement. I suppose 
that iff were to rise in my place here and make any oneof a half-dozen 
statements which are found in this article I should encounter a pretty 
heated and angry reply. I ask to haveit read, and then I shall saya 
word or two about it. 

pad tet OFFICER. ‘The Chief Clerk will read as re- 

tested, 
3 The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
SAFETY WITHOUT RASCALITY—— 

Mr. GORMAN, Give the date of the paper, and what is the title 
of it? 

The CHIEF CLERK. Anglo-Saxon Churchman, volume 7, No. 7; Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., January, 1891. The article is as follows: 


At the approaching session of the Legislature of the State of Arkansas the 

subject of the elective franchise ought to be considered. It is best to face the 

roblem with candor, In the long run nothing is gained by subterfuge and af- 
ectation. 

The white people of Arkansas have irrevocably made up their minds that the 
negroes of the State shall not rule; that is no longer ade d question. The 
only question open to discussion is the method that shall be finally adopted to 
nullify the African vote. There isa large number of white men in Arkansas 
who are opposed to fraud and violence as preventives of the evil of negro 
suffrage. Some of us do not believe in the Jesuitical ethics that “a good end 
justifies bad means.” 

‘There is one very strong reason for this position, amongst others, that none 
will gainsay, y, that fraud and violence as means of neutralizing the negro 
vyote are having an educative influence on the rising generation. 

To speak quite plainly, “stuffing ballot boxes and bulldozing niggers” are 
making scoundrels and of the sons of gentlemen. 

Thero are just two ways of meeting the difficulty honorably. One is foreach 
Southern State or all the Southern States jointly to demand of the United States 
the repeal of the fifteenth amendment, and, if the demand is re then to 
take up arms to revolutionize the Government by a great war. The other plan 
is to so amend our State constitution that such a class of both whitesand blacks 
will be deprived of the franchise as shall cut off the great majority of the black 
yote, Weare opposed to the first method; itis too costly and we believe un- 
necessary. Thesecond method, therefore, is before us for discussion. 

‘The State of Mississippi held aconvention and amended her constitution with 
this view; the amendment provides that no man shall vote unless he can read 
any article of the constitution or understand the same when read to him, and 
the payment of a tax of $2is required of alleléctors. The amendment isa farce, 
a transparent piece of humbug, It will defeat the negro vote, unless fraud is 
practiced by the officers appointed to pass upon the qualification of voters, 

No restriction based on education and intelligence would suffice short of a 
college diploma and ability to write an able and original essay on the science 
of government; and such restriction as that would be grossly unfair to hun- 
dreds of thousands of competent white yoters, An educational qualification 
alone is a dclusion and a snare. 

It is not alone, nor chiefly, the negro’s intelligence that is lacking to qualify 
him as a safe voter; itis far more a lack of manhood. The es ott will is too 
feeble. He lacks moral resolution and ability to resist manipulation by dema- 


sues, 

What test is adequate to measure the negro’s fitnesss to vote? We frankly 
avow that we believe no test whatever will insure usa perfectly safe class of 
negro voters that will not also exclude many white men worthy of a vote; for 
the reason that strength of character can not be accurately measured and deter- 
mined in individuals. We can ply 4 tipo Pen ANI, and haeo roxi- 
mation must inevitably work a h: ip tosome white men. In addition to 
ability to read and write and large poll tax—say $10 per annum—nothing will 
serve to gauge strength of character so well as the acquisition and retention of 


perty, 
P is confessedly an imperfect standard. But we are discussing tho choice of 
imperfect standards. Every intelligent, unprejudiced man in America knows 
erfoctly well that the only thoroughly safe standard is pure Caucasian blood; 
ut, as we have assumed the od intend of returning to that standard, the 
question is what makeshift shall we substitute for it? We are thoroughly per- 
sunded that nothing less, and nothing else, than an educational qualit on, a 
e poll tax, and the ownership of unencumbered real estate, tothe value sa 
pa 1,000, will insure us a safe Dade of voters, composed of both white and blac! 
zens, 

The negro who can read and write, is able and willing to pay §10 poll tax, and 
is able to accumulate and hold $1,000 worth of land isan exceptionally strong 
TeETO, and as a rule can be trusted toresistthe wiles of the demagogue and vote 
wisely. 

We believe that 90 per cent.of the white men of Arkansas agree with us on 
this subject, in theory; the trouble is to get the white men who would lose their 
vote by this test to consent to it; for those white men, with the ne , consti- 
tute a majority of the present electors of this State. But for the se wicked 
influence of the small politician we believe a majority of these white men could 
be induced to sacrifice their vote for the good of the State. Thesmall politician 
isa powe Poou when the majority of the natural leaders of the peuple 
eschew politics. 

Tho withdrawal of our best men of brains from participation in politics is the 
great weakness of our popolar government. If our best politicians in Arkan- 
sas were re-enforced and led by men like Mr. Garland, Judge Rose, and Judge 
Compton, and if this class of men would canvass the State of Arkansas in ad- 
vocacy of such an amendment as we haveindicated, we believe that the influ- 
ence of the communistic demagogues could be counteracted and the measure 
adopted. Our best men avoid political life because there is so much “corrup- 
tion in politics.” Isitany wonder? What should we think of Dr, Braysacher, 
Dr. Garnett, and Dr. Dibrell abandoning the practice of medicine because there 
are so many quacks in Arkansas? 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think, as I said just now, if any per- 
son from another part of the country had undertaken to state what the 
organ of the great Protestant Episcopal Church of America, published 
at the capital of the State of Arkansas, has declared as to the existing 


conditions there relating to this very subject, if the past and recent 
experience which some of us have had is any guide, he would haye 
been encountered with some not very respectful epithets in the press 
and in debate. But here is a gentleman, said tobe a man of high char- 
acter and standing, a religious representative man, who says in 
to that State that the white people of Arkansas have irrevocably made 
up their minds that the negroes of the State shall not rule ; that there 
is but one open question there, and that is what method is to be finally 
adopted to nullify the negro vote. ' 

The heading of the article is ‘‘Safety without rascality.” It warns 
the Legislature of Arkansas that in the long run nothing will be gained 
by subterfuge and affectation. It says that there is a large number 
of white men in Arkansas who are opposed to fraud and violence as 
preventives of the evil of negro suffrage. The clear implication from 
that sentence is that in the judgment of the writer, about which I 
know nothing, there is a large number who do not entertain that 
opinion. ‘Some of us,” the writer goes on to say, ‘do not believe in 
the jesuitical ethics that a good end justifies bad means.” Then what 
is the special reason which this religious organ gives, evidently sym- 
pathizing entirely with the object to be accomplished ? 

Fraud and violence asa means of neutralizing the negro voteare having— 

Not a mere conjecture of what will take place, but an assertion of 
actual existing facts— 


are haying an educating influence on the rising generation. To speak quite 
plainly, “stuffing ballot boxes and bulldozing niggers’— 


These two phrases being in quotation marks— 


are making scoundrels and rufiians of the sons of gentlemen. 


The editor then goes on to say that there are two ways in which this 
difficulty can be met honorably. One is for joint action on the part 
of all the States of the South to demand the repeal of the fifteenth 
amendment. ‘That being treated as out of the question, the other way 
is to cut off by an amendment of the State constitation the great ma- 
jority of the black vote by a method which must also cut off a large 
class of the white vote. The second method the writer goes on to con- 
sider. He takes up the Mississippi plan and says that the Mississippi 
amendment to the constitution—it is this eminent Southern religious 
writer now who is speaking, not myself or anybody on this side of 
the Chamber—is a transparent piece of humbug, and that it will not 
defeat the negro vote unless fraud is practiced by the officers appointed 
to pass upon the qualification of voters, 

‘The Senate has already heard the statements which have been quoted. 
I do not wish to go into the question again as to what the purpose of 
the Mississippi constitution was, whether it was to accomplish this re- 
sult. 


Then the author goes on to say that the only difficulty in accom- 
plishing this by a peacefal and righteous method is the unwilling- 
ness of the white men who would come under the same qualification 
as the black, if any qualification ba%ed upon fitness to suffrage were 
made, to consent to it, and the reason why they can not be persuaded 
to consent to it is the selfish, wicked influence of the small politicians, 
which this writer thinks isin the ascendant. I will read the exact 
language, so that there may be no misunderstanding: 


We believe that 99 per cent. of the white menof Arkansas agree with us on 
this subject, in theory; the trouble is to get the white men who would lose 
their vote by this test to consent to it; for those white men, with the negroes, 
constitute a majority of the present electors of this State, 

Says the article: 

But for the selfish, wicked influence of the small politician we believe a ma- 
jority of these white men could be induced to sacrifice their vote for the good 
ofthe State. The small politician is a power, especially when the majority of 
the natural leaders of the people eschew politics. 

Then he goes on to say that the best men avoid politics because there 
is so much corruption in politics. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to state 
that that is a declaration by the organ of the Episcopal Church in the _ 
State of Arkansas, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; I so understand it. 

Mr. VEST. Is not that article signed by a gentleman as his indi- 
vidual opinion simply ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it isan editorial, without any signature atall. 

Mr. VEST. An editorial communication ? 

Mr. HOAR. No; not an editorial communication, butan editorial. 
It is the language of the paper. I will send itto the Senator in a mo- 
ment. The paper is the Anglo-Saxon Churchman, volume 7, No. 7, 
Little Rock, Ark., January, 1891. Here are the usual advertisements, 
“ Christ Church Academy;’’ “The Noble Institute,” a church school 
forgirls; ‘“The American Church Missionary Society;’’ the ‘‘Christian 
Art Institute.” The other articles of the paper relate to the purity 
and integrity of the church. Hereis anarticleon ‘The Lincoln Judg- 
ment” and an article on ‘‘Epiphany.’’ Itis very religious. There 
is nothing in the paper other than this article which in point of ability 
and elevation and loftiness of tone is not entirely worthy of the great 
denomination which it represents and of the great men who represent 
that denomination everywhere. I will send the paper to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— . 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. PASCO, Ihave promised to yield to the Senator from Arkansas, 
and I do so cheerfully. 5 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, there can be no better il- 
lustration of the fallacy of undertaking to prove a position by selecting 
as conclusive the opinion of a single individual and undertaking to 
settle a greatquestion by it than this effort by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. When the Savior of mankind was upon earth the great 
majority of people by whom He was surrounded were constantly de- 
nouncing Him as a ‘‘pestilent fellow,” as ‘‘seditious,’? and as guilty 
of all manner of crime. This reiterated charge, made over and over 
again, doubtless convinced many a man that there was truth init, and 
Iam satisfied that honest and upright men believed that the Savior 
ought to be crucified. 

The article read to-day before the Senate is another instance of that 
sort of proceeding. Mr. Carnahan, the editor of this paper, has lived 
fora few years in Arkansas. I am not sure where he came from, but 
the Senator from Massachusetts denominates him an “eminent South- 
ern religious authority,” My understanding is that he came a few 
years ago from the vicinity of Cincinnati, Ohio, not particularly dis- 
tinguished for its southern locality, and when he took up his residence 
amongst our people, looking at the wrongs that they have been subjected 
to, seeing the iniquities of those who have controlled negroes, he has 
learned to believe that they have been almost without character, that 
they are easily managed and easily controlled, and he has been by 
these means precipitated into statements that, to say the least, are in- 
temperate and are not well considered. 

The Senator from Massachusetts can not find expressions like some 
of these coming from any cool-headed, temperate Southern man, and 
if the expressions had been made by the Senator on the floor I would 
have as promptly stated that they were untrue as I state here to-day 
that they are untrue coming from Mr. Carnahan. . 

I am satisfied that no more honest or upright or good-meaning man 
lives than the editor of this paper, but he has been imposed upon by 
the repeated charges made by men like the Senator from Massachusetts 
and other persons, who are constantly making charges that they them- 
selves do not understand and that they know but little about. 

It has not been very long since I have seen statements made in Mas- 
sachusetts papers reflecting severely upon the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The simple factthat you can find somewhere a newspaper man 
who is willing to make a charge involving the good name of a single 
individual or of the people of a whole State does not prove that the 
charge is true by a good deal, as I think I ought to be able to prove by 
the Senator from Massachusetts himself. I think I can prove by the 
Senator from Massachusetts that this statement by Mr. Carnahan is 
not true in some respects, though doubtless the gentleman himself be- 
lieved it. He has spent so much of his time in his study, so much of 
his time in reading, in considering mere theories, and solittle in actual 
contact with the people that he isnot an authority upon these ques- 
tions. 

When he says the withdrawal of oar best men from participation in 
pee is the great weakness of our popular Government, I am satis- 

ed that the Senator from Massachusetts does not believe that he cor- 

rectly states thefact. I thinkit isa great mistake, but one which many 
good men are constantly making, that the best men withdraw from 
politics and have no connection with it. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts does not believe that this is trne. The people ofthe greatState of 
Massachusetts did not believe that when they selected that Senatorand 
sent him here. They did notselect him as ete of that class of ‘‘small 
politicians’? who do not belong to that order of the best class of men. 

But Mr. Carnahan, in his intemperate, hasty expressions, has used 
some language thatisnottrue, Itis not attributable to any disposition 
or intention on his part to state anything but the plain, naked truth. 

- He is simply misled; he is deceived; he is mistaken; he has not been 
long enough upon the ground and sufliciently in contact with the peo- 
ple to understand the facts that surround the case; and his opinion is 
worth no more than that of the Senator from Massachusetts or any 
other man poorly informed on the subject. , 

_ The charge that bulldozing negroes is making scoundrels of the sons 
of gentlemen is not true. It may be possible that there is an instance 
here and there of a young man bein Ted astray by bad surroundings, 

We have heard the charge again and again made of great fraud in the 

State of Massachusetts, and through all the North, and I state here 

to-day, and state deliberately, that I believe the elections in the State 

of Arkansas are as free from fraud and intimidation, ay, that they are 
more so, than they are in the great Commonwealth represented by the 

Senator from Massachusetts, 

I live in a negro community; I live in a township and in a town 
surrounded by great masses of negroes, and I assert what I positively 
know, that there isno attempt to deny these people the right to exer- 
cise their rights as they choose. What we object to in that country 
is just what Mr. Carnahan insists upon in one part of his article, and 
that is the want of moral character amongst the negroes. They are 
taken possession of by a bad class of people, are used for selfish and 
personal purposes, for their own vile purposes, and to the hurt of the 


negroes and hurt of the white people amongst whom they live. They 
are used for the purpose ofaccomplishing the selfish ends of these schem- 
ing conspirators, We object to that sort of interference, and when any 
complaint comes from that country that there has been any unfairness 
in an election ninety-nine times out of a hundred, nine hundred and 
ninety-nine times out of a thousand it comes from some one of these 
conspirators who are undertaking to use the negroes for purposes of 
their own. 

Mr. President, for the purpose of showing something of how these 
matters work in my State, Iwill have read another letter which ex- 
presses the personal opinion and a statement of facts, by acitizenof my 
State, just as reputable and just as honest as I know Mr. Carnahan to 
be. He states the facts. I ask the Secretary to read the letter I send 
to the desk. I have it read for the purpose of showing some of the 
troubles that we have to deal with and the reason why there is more 
or less intemperate feeling amongst hotheaded men in the discussion of 
this question. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
MARIANNA, ARK., December 13, 1890. 


Dear Stn: Replying to your letter of the 3d instant, asking information in re- 
ty to conduct of United States marshal and his deputies in this (Lee) county, 
willsay: 

On October 17, 1890, one H. N. Faulkinberry, a deputy United States marshal 
under O. M. Spellman, marshal for the eastern district of Arkansas, accompa- 
nied by one William Allen, who claimed to be representing the Department of 
Justice, arrived at Marianna, the county seat of this county. 

RE gave out int that their purpose was to subpoena witnesses to at- 
tend the United States district court which was to convene at Helena on De- 
cember 1. Their su uent conduct, however, soon developed the fact that 
they were here for political a panes 

On the day of their arrival Allen stated privately to a very reputable citizen 
of this town, whom he thought was in sympathy with L. P. FEATHERSTON, can- 
didate for Congress, that ‘‘ Frarirerston is in a strait and in danger of defeat, 
that he needs help, and we (Faulkinberry and himself) are here for the pur- 
pose ofaidingin his election. We have the pea arranged to yote the negroes 
our way,and we intend to remain here for the purpose of seeing the plan car- 
ried out. We have been referred to you as one in whom we can confide and 
who will belp us.” 

They at once began to have negroes sent to their room at the hotel and to 
send runners to call night meetings among the negroes in the country, 

They circulated a petition among the negroes which was as follows, namely: 
"We, the undersigned, pledge ourselves to go to the polls on November 4 and 
use our best endeavors to haye our neighbors go with us and vote for Hon. 
L. P, FEATHERSTON for Congress, and we pledge ourselves that we will not be dis- 
sunded from exercising our right as free men to vote for the man of our choice 
by offers of extra price for picking cotton or working at gins on that day for 
the purpose of keeping us away from the polls." 

This document was decked out with red, white, and blue ribbons in a very 
gaudy manner so as to catch the cyes of the negroos, and had upon ita large 
red seal, which the negroes understood to be the great seal of the Government, 
They were led to believe (as I am informed) the Merge to be a Government 
document and a violation of the pledge it contained to bea penal offense, 

They siso circulated a petition asking the passage of FeATIMERSTON’S 2-per- 
eont.-loan bill, Thenegroes were informed, I understand, thatif FEATHERSTON 
was elected the Government would at once furnish them all the money they 
wanted on theircrops. The day of the millennium for the negro was then at 
hand, so these ignorant creatures thought, 

The citizens here felt outraged at such conduct on the part of officers of the 
law; a public meeting was called at the courthouse to take action in the mat- 
ter; it was largely attended by the most reputable and intelligent citizens of 
our community; resolutions were unanimously adopted denouncing the-con- 
duct of those officers, which resolutions were published in various daily papers. 
Linclose you herewith a copy of the resolutions, 

Allen, hearing of this great dissatisfaction among the best class of citizens, 
sought to palliate his offensive conduct by inyiting the white people to their 
meetings. Several gentlemen accepted his invitation and attended one meet- 
ing, at which nothing was done publicly hut to ask the negroes how they voted 
in the Congressional election of 1888. The meeting was quiet and orderly. 
Tfowever, Allen and Faulkinberry the next day went and held a meeting with 
the negroesat the same place withoutinviting any white man or advising them 
that such a meeting was to be held, evidencing the fact that their purpose had 
not been accomplished at the former meeting, and that they desired another 
with the negroes when no white man was present. 

They continued to hold secret meeting with the negroes without notifying 
the whites, and to use among the negroesthe pledge aboye referred to in a se- 
cret way. 

Allen and Faulkinberry left here and returned to Little Rock on October 
24, and, although our Rene had been invited to one of their mectings, they 
Rept that they could not discharge their duties because the presence of 
white men intimidated the negroes. 

Of this report our poops knew nothing until October 28, when Marshal 
Spellman came to Marianna, accompanied by seventeen deputies. They were 
heavily armed with pistols and seemed to delight in displaying their weapons 
upon all occasions, 

Our people, being desirous of seeing peace and good order prevail, at once 
sent a delegation of our best citizens, among them a gentleman reared in Illi- 
nois, who came South after the war, to Marshal Spellman, who asked of him the 
meaning of such hostile demonstrations. He claimed that he was here to sub- 
pcenna witnesses before the Federal court, and that his deputies had been inter- 
fered within thedischarjo of their duties in that work. He was assured by the 
committee that there was no disposition here to inteyfere with any officer; that 
the same witnesses he wanted had been twice before subpcenned tocourt on the 
same matter andeach time by one man and that any other one man could sub- 
poona them bay og They offered that if he (Spellman) would stay himself, leave 
any one man he desired, or deputize a man here, eeu (cae committee) would 
see that every subpona was duly served and returned; and one gentleman of 
the committee proposes to furnish his deputy a conveyance to use in making 
the tripin serving the process, 

The committee urged that such a demonstration as the marshal was making 
was calculated to disquiet the people and to disturb the labor of the country, 
and that there was no necessity for it. 

Spellman simply replied, “Iam acting under direct orders from Attorney- 
General Miller, and will have to carry out my instructions.” 

He was asked if some one white citizen would be allowed to attend their 
meetings. He answered no, as he thought that the mere presence of a white 
man was calculated to intimidate the negroes, 

I understand that one or two white Republicans of tho town sent for Spell- 
man and insisted that he should send his crowd away; that his demonstrations 
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were entirely unnecessary. So he and his armod were here to stay until 
after the election and to make their rounds over the county, They left Mari- 
anna on the day of their arrival, going into the eastern portion of the county, 
where they added to their equipage Winchester rifies, received by steamboat, 
Tunderstand. 

They bogan their work there, covering five or six townships, and utilized the 
time up to the election holding night meetings in negro churches and school- 
arto with windows darkened and sentries on the outside armed with Win- 
chesters. 

In several instances white men asked permission to go in, but were told, at 
the muzzle of a gun, that ‘‘no white man could enter.” Inone township a jus- 
tice of the peace was refused entrance with the same answer, ‘‘No white man 
need apply,” while at the same place another white man wasadmitted becatse 
anegro vouched for him asa Featherston man. I understand that many ne- 
groes objected to their course and stated to them that they were notaccustomed 
to seeing such armed squads parading the country; that this county was peace- 
able and quiet, and that their conduct reminded them of “war times.” 

The worst element of the negroes, by this action of the marshal and his depu- 
ties, was encouraged in their hatred toward and opposition to the whites, and 
gany who had heretofore voted the Democratic ticket were intimidated from 
voting. 

At'several of the voting precincts negroes who had before stated that they 
intended to vote the Democratic ticket declined to vote that ticket, and for 
reason of such change said that they were afraid the marshal would come back 
and get them in trouble, On theday of the election it was the prevailing senti- 


mentamong the negroes in townships where the marshal had been that the 
would return during the day to see that they (the negroes) voted the Re- 
publican ticket. 


It is generally understood that the coming ofthe marshal and his deputies was 
for the purpose ofarousing the negroes and yoting them for Featherston and to 
make the Goyernment foot the bills. They came ostensibly to summon wit- 
nesses, but they made it convenient to come two weeks beforethe election and 
stay three ie after, when they could easily have waited until after the election 
was over and then had four weeks before the sitting of the court in which to get 
the witnesses. They came armed with pistols, Winchester rifles, and their red- 
senled pledges and did their work effectually. They also distributed among 
the negroes Republican campaign literature, 

I willadd thata great many witnesses weresummoned; butbefore the sitting 
of the court, the judge, in vacation, without the defendants in the election cases 
or their attorneys being consulted, made an order continuing all-election mat- 
ters, for the reason, as stated, that there was no money in the hands of the mar- 
shaltopay witnesses. The witnesses for the Government were duly notified by 
order of the judge not toattend, but, notwithstanding this notification, aboutone 
hundred did attend; and the marshal, being fully aware of such notification, 
paid them for three days" attendance and mileage at a cost to the Government 
of: anoa SEN It appears that they did haye money with which to reward the 
“faithful.” 

The above, I belieye, is a fair statement of the matter, without going into fur- 
ther details. These matters are of public notoriety and have been repeatedly 
published in the public press and haye not been denied from any authoritative 
source. 

* Yours, truly, 
JAS. P. BROWN. 

Hon. James K. Jones, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Now, I submit to any candid man that 
when the facts are stated, stated by a reputable citizen, as the writer 
of this letter is, an honest, honorable man, worthy of belief and credit 
everywhere—when it is stated that posses, under the pretense of sum- 
moning witnesses, seyenteen in number, under a deputy marshal, 
heavily armed with pistols and Winchester rifles, are parading through 
communities that are entirely peaceful, collecting in houses these igno- 
rant negroes, lecturing them in night meetings from which white men 
are excluded at the muzzle of rifles, is it any wonder that men should 
be betrayed into expressing themselves with some sort of intemperance 
when the lives of themselves and their families, their children, they 
believe, are brought in danger by such methods? The wonder is that 
there are not more men who express themselves intemperately in dis- 
cussing such things. It is this very weakness of these colored people, 
this want of moral character, this want of force which Mr. Carnahan 
speaks of and discusses, that is the cause of most of this trouble. 

That he should make some points that are true as well as some that 
are untrue is not unnatural. I understand Mr. Carnahan is a man of 
hot blood, thoroughly honest, intending to speak the truth fearlessly, 
and, like other men of his temperament, likely tostate matters extremely. 
Isubmit to the Senator from Massachusetts that Mr. Carnahan was in 
error when he used this language: 

Our best men avoid political life because there isso much corruption in politics, 

I submit to the Senator whether this would exclude the honorable 
Senator himself from participation in polities. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I understood that 
statement to refer to Arkansas and not to the country; but Iwill con- 
cede, knowing what I do of the Senators from that State, that it isnot 
trne there. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Thisis another illustration of the fact 
that the Senator from Massachusetts sometimes takes too narrow a 
view of questions, This is the clause from which I read: 

The withdrawal of our best men of brains from participation in politics is 
the great weakness of our popular government, 

Mr. Carnahan is too broad a man to circumscribe ‘‘our popular 
government’’ to the single State of Arkansas. It embraces Massa- 
chusetts as well. It is all of this great country, from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific and from the Lakes to the Gulf, including the whole of it. 
This was a discussion of general principles, and shows that the student, 
as he is, spending the most of his time in his study, in the discussions 
of questions theoretical rather than practical, is not an authority when 
he even undertakes to state what he believes to be fact. 

He believes doubtless that the effort on the part of the people of 
Arkansas is to nullify the African vote. He states that thatis a fact. 


I believe that that is not true. I have been actively connected with 
politics for many years, and I have never seen nor known an instance 
of the kind; I have known of no effort to deprive these people of their 
full right of suffrage, 

But, Mr. President, to show that we ought to accept statements of 
this sort with some degree of allowance and with great care, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator to a statement made by a dis- 
tinguished citizen of his State, a reputable gentleman, a man 
the honored name of Hoar—Sherman Hoar—who in making a s 
accepting a nomination for Congress, as the Senator doubtless remem- 
bers, used this language, as he is reported in the newspapers, and I 
presume correctly: 

If our Massachusetts Republicans are really interested in purity in nomina- 
tions and elections, before they spend too much time in discussing plans for 
bettering elections in Mississippiand Alabama I trust they will make it impos- 
sible in the future to purc nominations and elections in Massachusetts, 
Twice did our Massachusetts house of representatives pass a bill for the publi- 
cation of expenses in nominating and election campaigns, twice did the Demos 


crats in the senate vote unanimously for that bill, and twice wasit defeated by 
Republican senators. 


So it would seem, Mr. President, that a single individual, a gentle- 
man connected with politics, a gentleman who has all his life been cons 
nected with politics and politicians, makes a statement closely affect- 
ing the good name of the great Commonwealth of Massachusetts. I 
hope that he is mistakenin Puppini thatnominationsare bought 
there, but if he can þe mistaken in this instance I submit that a min- 
ister who is devoting his time to the service of the great I Am and to 
teaching men the way to heaven, and who knows nothing about the 
practical details and workings of politics, is just as likely to be mis- 
taken as he. This effort to besmirch Arkansas fails. A good man has 
been led into an extreme statement and an incorrect one, but the mis- 
takes of this gentleman ean not affect the good name of our people, 
Although Federal supervisors attended our recent Congressional elec- 
tions, no suggestion of fraud has been heard from any quarter, They 
are not true, no matter whence they come. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Arkansas? ; 

Mr. PASCO. Ido, Mr. President. 

Mr. BERRY. Thank you. 

Mr. President, Idonotknow Mr. Carnahan personally. Ihavenever 
met him so far as my knowledge now goes. I know something of his 
character, as having come to the State not a great many years ago and 
being placed in charge of the Episcopal church at Little Rock. He 
gained considerable notoriety a year or two ago in the contest there 
between certain members of the church as to who should control that 
church, which had excited a great deal of interest- throughout the State, 
and especially among the members of that denomination. 

As to the merits of that controversy I know nothing, and as to the 
character of Mr. Carnahan I know nothing, but I simply state that if 
in the article which has been read from the desk and repeated by the 
Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Carnahan intends to have the idea go 
abroad that any general system of fraud, of bulldozing, or ballot-box- 
stuffing exists in the State of Arkansas, then he states an untruth. 

I know something about the politics of Arkansas. I have lived in 
the State forty-two years, and since 1866 I have been intimately and 
almost continuously connected with the politics of the State from that 
time to the present; and I assert here to-day that prior to the election of 
1888, in the Congressional elections and relating to them, there had 
never been so far as my knowledge extends a single charge of fraud in 
any county or inany voting precinct in the State of Arkansas, 

At all the Congressional elections there, in all the closely contested 
counties and negro counties, in the Congressional election and the Presi- 
dential election, we have invariably had supervisors appointed by a Re- 
publican judge, one of whom was a Republican, and, of the threejudges 
who held the precinct election, one of them almost in every instance 
was a Republican; and it was utterly impossible that any general sys- 
tem of fraud could have taken place without the connivance of those 
Republican officers. They have never been charged and they have 
never existed, and I assert here to-day that no Democrat has ever oc- 
cupied a seat upon the floor of the other House since the Democrats 
came into power in 1874 who wis not honestly and fairly and justly 
elected by an honest vote of all the citizens of all relations. 

I assert it to be the fact that prior to 1888 there was no charge tothe 
contrary. In 1888 it was alleged in the First district, in the county of 
Crittenden and perhaps in one or two other counties of that district, that 
there had been frauds and irregularities. There was a contest in the 
present Congress, and Judge Cate, who was honestly elected, was by 
the Republican majority of that House thrust out of his seat, and I as- 
sert here that the proof shows that it was a glaring outrage that they 
perpetrated, and so much so that a number of Republicans walked out 
of the House and refused to vote when the proposition was finally taken 
because the proof showed that Cate was elected beyond any question. 

Now, that was in 1888. In thatsame election in the Second district, 
which my honored colleague, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, represents, in one 
township, in one county, the ballot box at Plummerville, Howard 
Township, Conway County, was stolen. It was an outrage, Every- 
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body knew it was an outrage. Nobody defended it, and my colleague, 
Major BRECKINRIDGE, admitted that the votes there that his opponent 
was entitled to should be counted for him. He never sought to gain 
any advantage by it; and if every vote in that township, both for 
Clayton and BRECKINRIDGE, had been counted for Clayton, BRECK- 
INERIDGE was still honestly elected by from 200 to 300 majority. 

Now those are the facts in regard to the Congressional election. I 
am going to state the facts fairly and tell the truth and letit cut where 
it may to-day. Now, in regard to the State election, There are sev- 
enty-five counties in Arkansas. In some five or six of those counties, 
I do not think in exceeding six, it has been charged thatin the county 
election for clerk and sheriff and officers of that character frauds have 
been committed, That those outrages have been grossly exaggerated, 
Thave nota doubt. That ina few ofthese counties wrongs have been 

trated affecting only the county officers, [admit here to-day, and 
Bo notdeny. Isay that ina few of those, not exceeding five or six, 
upon rare occasions there have been wrongs fe pigeon utin the en- 
tire State, with that single exception, the elections have been as fair 
and as honest, and the negroes all voted as nearly their choiceas they do 
in any State of this Union. 

Those are the facts in regard to Arkansas, and yet the Senator from 
Massachusetts has upon former occasion sought by every means in his 
power to fasten the stigma upon that State that her people were thieves 
and ballot-box-stuffers and scoundrels, and that the sons of these gen- 
tlemen were learning to be scoundrels, I believe was the language used. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 

Mr. BERRY. Then theSenatorfrom Massachusetts, after having re- 
iterated these charges, after having raked and seraped the country to 
find every newspaper article from every crank who writes one, and seek- 
ing in highways and byways to find something which reflected upon the 
people of the South, after having done this for years, complains that 
we deny these charges, and severe language is used in reply. 

Mr, President, the lifetime of the Senator from Massachusetts has 
been spent in stirring up strife amongst his neighbors, the danger of 
which strife he never shared himself, and now he seeks upon occa- 
sion to fasten a stigma upon the people of the entire State of Arkansas. 
Not only that, butin order to pass this bill he brings in an article writ- 
ten by this man, of whom I know nothing and of whom I will only say 
that, like most men who are ministers of the Gospel, when they quit that 
high calling and seek to dabble in politics, the usual result isthat they 
may spoil the preacher and make a very poor politician, and they are 
men who have but little knowledge of the country. 

Lassert of Mr. Carnahan that his statements, if intended to be that 
fraud is generally practiced, are not true. I assert furthermore that 
the remedy he proposes is absurd and one that can never be adopted. 
I say of Mr. Carnahan orany other man or any number of distinguished 
poan; if he thinks he or they ever can induce the people of Ar- 

to place the property qualification upon her white citizens and 
put it in the constitution he or they reckon without their host. The 
people of Arkansas do not propose any such remedy or any such 


means. 

I have thought proper to say this much, and I want to say that so 
far as I am concerned, during my entire life, in private conversation, 
in public speeches made in the white counties as well as in the negro 
counties in Arkansas, in my inauguraladdress as governor, and in mes- 
gages to the Legislature, I have upon every occasion and at all times 
declared that I was in favor of honest and square elections. 

I despise fraud; I detest double-dealing and hypocrisy of every kind 
and character. Ihavesaid there andI willsayit here to-day, if the time 
should ever come inmy State, whichI trust never will, when the white 
people have no other means to protect their property; if it should ever 
come when they have no other safety for the homes, the wives and the 
daughters of that fair land of the South; that, if we are compelled to 
resort to desperate or doubtful means, I for one should far prefer to 
take a shotgun and say to the negro ‘‘You cannot vote’ rather than 
to. stuff the ballot box or make a fraudulent return.. 

I say that our people do not indorse any such thing as that. To 
show the feeling and how the governor of the State to-day feels upon 
this question of suffrage, and in answer to the charges that have been 
made, I ask the Chief Clerk to read an extract which I took from the 
governor's message, published in the St. Louis Republican, and which 
was delivered to the General Assembly of the State on last Tuesday, 
in regard to the elections in Arkansas. 

The Chief Clerk tead as follows: 


THE ELECTION LAW. 


As to elections the governor says: “I repeat what I said two years ago: 
‘The Ubasty of the people and the perpetuity of good government can on 
secured and perpetuated by free and fair elections, The right of every citizen 
to cast his ballot untrammeled and to have it honestly counted is one of the 
highest and most sacred rights net by an American citizen. To corrupt 
the ballot box would be to corruptand finally destroy the Government itself. I 

lamity that could befall the State fhan to have the 
ballot box lose its purity and its sa: 


can conceive of no greater ca 
redness. 

"As we would preserve our liberties and the liberties of generations to come, 
let us preserve free and fair elections.’ 

“The voter should be guarantied the right of going to the poils and voting as 
he may choose, free from all fear and intimidation. To accomplish this we 
should have a uniform ballot, and in castingthe ballot it should be secret, oras 
nearly so as possible, not to do violence to the right of the voter. Many of the 
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Lima haye enacted eloction laws more or less modcled after the Australian 
system, 


Mr, BERRY. Mr. President, Ihave no desire or wish to say any- 
thing that might appear unkind or severe in a personal way towards 
the Senator from Massachusetts or any other Senator, but it has seemed 
somewhat strange to me that those who are urging the passage of this 
bill with the most vehemence, the men who are making themselves 
active and dragging, as I believe, many honorable Senators on the other 
side behind them, should be men who are in a position, to say the least 
of it, not io talk so much about fair and honest dealings in elections. 

I haye no doubt that the great body of Republican Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber, those who are supporting as well as those 
who are opposing this bill, are just as honest and as good Republicans 
and as much in favor of fair elections as the Senator from Massachusetts, 
But he seems to tako it upon himself to correct all these wrongs, as he 
claims. Heseems to think that it devolves on him and one or two 
others, one of whom is absent to-day and of whom Ido uot care to speak 
in his absence. Upon every occasion where they have been called to 
the test and any question arose in regard to frauds that would benefit 
their party the Senator from Massachusetts never fails to find law or 
facts twisted in some kind of a direction to carry out the will and wishes 
of his own party, whatever those facts may be. 

Mr. President, not intending to reopen a question that was decided 
here some months ago, I assert to-day that, if any Southern Senator 
had come here claiming a seat in this body when his title depended 
upon such facts as those which gave the Senators from Montana the 
right to sit here and such proceedings as took place in that State, this 
Chamber would have rung with the denunciations of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as to such frauds and wrongs as he would claim were 
perpetrated in a Southern State. 

As I said before, I do not wish to answer seyercly, but I confess to 
you, Mr. President, when I think of all the consequences that will 
flow from the passage of such a bill to the people of the State from 
which I come it chafes me somewhat to hear Senators making allega- 
tions and seizing upon newspaper articles which are not true in antes 
toslandera whole people. When Lthink, Mr. President, how we have 
striven, how we have tricd to have fair and honest elections in Arkan- 
sas, how we have sought to have immigration from the northern part 
of this Republic of Democrats and Republicans, how we haye enr- 
nestly hoped to build up our State and give it the name and standing 
that we think the resources which it has entitle it to, and how we 
have prospered since 1874, and how we are prospering to-day, and then 
when I think that a Senator togratify hisown eo leen or his own 
ambition would seek to introduce confusion into that State and to put 
us back ten or twenty years it may be, I confess to you that I can not 
receive it with that patience always that a Senator should show. 

- When I think how those people have worked and toiled to recover 
from the effects of the war, when I think of them as 1 saw them last 
fall, when canvassing with Major BRECKINRIDGE, and staid at their 
houses and saw them go forth before daylight, the man and sometimes 
the mother, the little boy and thelittle girl, going into the cotton field 
before it was light enough to see, and staying there atter dark in order 
to benefit their condition, and then to think that for political purposes 
the Senator from Massachusetts would place those people back when 
he seeks to raise confusion, would destroy the prosperity for which they 
have toiled so hard—the Senator can not expect that such things as 
that can be done unless it be over the earnest protest of those who repre- 
sent them here. 

It would seem to me, Mr. President, that the Senator has pursued 
the Southern people as far as even his conscience would permit him to 
do. Wecame forth from the war. We did not complain of its result. 
We were defeated in a fair contest and wenever denied it orsought to ex- 
cuse itin any way. But from that day to this he, I say, has pursued 
us. Itisnot evidence of abrave man to pursue a fallen foe. It isnot 
evidence of a braye and generous man to be continually hounding 
those whom he hasdefeated, or rather whom his people have defeated 
in battle. 

Therefore, as I said before, believing that all the evils which fell 
upon that country from 1868 to 1874, that all the horrors which we 
suffered from reconstruction rule may come again upon those people 
from this bill, I do not feel very kindly towards those pressing it. I 
know that itis useless to appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
Dut I do appeal to honorable Senators and conservative men who love 
the prosperity of the whole country not to permit him to further drive 
them in hunting and hounding down a free, a brave, and an honorable 
but a defeated people. [Applause in the galleries. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Applause in the galleries or expres- 
sions of displeasure are not permitted by the rules of the Senate, and 
if indulged in will result in having the galleries closed. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, before I enter upon the speech which 
I have specially prepared for this occasion, I desire to make a few re- 
marks with reference to this newspaper article which has been brought 
before the Senate by the Senator from Massachusetts. 


As I understand, the gravamen of this charge is that the people of * 


Arkansas attempt to nullify the African vote. I had occasion some 
time ago inn specch which I delivered in the Senate, nearly a year 
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ago perhaps, to touch upon this question and to show that there wasa 
large silent vote allover the country. I took occasion to show the 
exact number of such voters in every State of the Union. I took the 
ground that the proper way in order to ascertain the amount of this 
suppression was to take the actual election returns and ascertain the 
number of votes that were not represented on the day of election. 

I submitted then some tables, and I will refer to them to compare 
the amount of suppression in theStates of Arkansas and Massachusetts. 

According to the census tables of 1880 and the vote at the Presiden- 
tial election, there were 76,748 voters, men over twenty-one years of 
age, who failed to vote in Arkansas; there were 220,935 in Massachu- 
setts. In Arkansas there were four districts, so that the amount of the 
silent vote in Arkansas was 19,187 to the Congressional district. In 
Massachusetts there were eleven, so that the number to the district was 
20,085. In asimilar table, which was prepared with reference to the 
election of 1888, the silent vote in Arkansas was 102,952, or 20,590 for 
each district. In Massachusetts it was 241,512, or 20,126 in each dis- 
trict, showing at that election about the same amount of suppression 
in Massachusetts and in Arkansas. 

Mr. President, this newspaper writer suggests two remedies for this 
matter, that is, to disqualify those who fail to pay their poll taxesand 
to disqualify those who can not read and write. On page 25 of this 
speech I referred to the course Massachusetts had taken with reference 
to the silent vote, and I think it would be instructive to read it on this 
occasion, as it shows that these remedies are the same that she has 
adopted. I said then, with reference to the difficulties that she has had 
with regard to the ignorant and dangerous classes of her population, as 
follows: 


Massachusetts has a system of higher education, the corner stone of which 
was laid more than two and a half centuries ago; her common-school system 
is older than her statehood, and its doors are open the year round to all her 


children, whether rich or poor, whether alien or native born; in those schools” 


they aro trained from their oT or ready to enter upon the active duties of 
life or a more liberal course of study; hercolleges, her normal and professional 
schools, her schools of art and tooho ogy her scientific institutions, her acad- 
emies of music, rank with the highest an \best-endowed inthe world, and open 
carcers for the most gifted and mostambitious in every avenue where the artist, 
the scientist, the scholar may win fame and reputation and success. 

Her churches are in every valley and upon every hilltop, From her ocean 
boundaries on the east to her mountain slopes in the west you can not lose 
sight of the spires. 

Tet, with all her great advantages, literary and religious, she finds it neces- 
sary to protect her institutions, her altars, her firesides against the ballot of a 
vast mass ofilliteracy. She has found no other remedy against them, 

She is the fourth State in the Union in wealth, as measured and estimated by 
her own assessments of her taxable property, yet sho finds it necessary to pro- 
tect her manufactories, her banking institutions, her insurance companies, her 
vast lines of interior travel against the ballot of those who are too poor or in- 
different to pay even a poll tax. Her experience has taught no better remedy 
for dealing with them. 

Iler silent voters number nearly a quarter ofa million. They have increased 
moro than 20,000 in eight years. They constitute more than four-tenths of her 
male po) tilation of votingage. An rience of one hundred years has not 
enabled her wise men, her legislators, her statesmen, to put a tongue into the 
the mouth of these men who are dumb upon the day of election. They num- 
ber more than 20,000in each one of her twelve districts. Her failure should 
teach her to be patient with her Southern sisters, whose advantages are less, 
whose institutions are younger, whose difficulties are more serious, and whose 
failure to give voice to their adult male population is not ter than hers. 

Let her have patience with us till we have grappled with our difficulties as 
long as she has with hers and we will try to exhibit larger results in dealing 
with like evils than she has yot produced. There are other of the New Eng- 
land and Middle States which have similar home problems still unwrought, 
and, excepting Rhode Island, there seems to be no disposition or effort to solve 
them. The muzzleand the gag have been so long in use that they have ceased 
to be repulsive, and they are worn patiently. In Rhode Island the silent voter 
is in the majority so far as numbers go, but he is voiceless and impotent. He 
comprises a third of the male adults in Maine and Vermont and sept hoe! large 
a proportion in New York. In three States that gave their electoral votes to 
the present Administration he numbers nearly 1,200,000, 


Then I dismissed the subject with this reference to the fact that it 


was the duty of each State to correct these evils. 

But these problems are not ours, These responsibilities donot rest upon our 
shoulders. We donotask to share them. Ourown burdensare heavy enough, 
but we will do our best to bear them and still preserve our civilization if we are 
left to ourselves, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Florida kindly yield to me that 
I may offer an amendment to the pending bill? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice of some proposed amendments, 
which are really all one amendment, in order that they may be printed 
at once. I move that they may be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The order to print will be made, in the 
absence of objection. i 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, from the Donning of the Government 
tothe close of the late war the States of the Union enjoyed and exercised 
absolute and full control of their Congressional as well as all their other 
elections, Therightand power of Congress tosupervise or manage orcon- 
duct them, which is claimed upon the latter-day interpretations of the 
Constitution, had up to that time been maintained by no political 
party. The Representatives came from the body of the people with 
qualifications fixed by their State governments. They represented the 
States. 

The only power then claimed by the separate Houses was to judge each 
of the qualification and election ofits own members. The two Houses 
together had up to that time exercised no authority over the subject 


except to establish the system of electing Representatives by districts 
which already existed in most of the States, and this was not done till 
1842. Thehistory of the country during that period shows no wrong 
or inconvenience resulting from this freedom from Congressional or 
national interference and control. Contests were com tively rare. 
The local courts had sole jurisdiction over all election offenses. Thelo- 
cal authorities had the entire responsibility of conducting all elections. 

But when the war closed and the plan of reconstruction inaugurated 
by President Johnson had been overthrown, the Congress in working 
out its own theory of reconstruction dealt with the States which had 
formed the Southern Confederacy as having no rights except such as 
were given by the conguering power. These States even after their 
admission to representation were regarded as under the watch care of 
Congress and not entitled to the same privileges and consideration as 
their more fortunate sisters. j 

This feeling was at the basis of most of the subsequent legislation 
upon the subject of elections, and it rests upon an interpretation given 
to Article I, section 4, of the Constitution, which is not in harmon 
with that given to it by the founders of the Government and whic 
had till then been accepted as trueand correct. Various penal statutes 
have since that time been passed defining and punishing crimes against 
the elective franchise and for the supervision of elections by Federal 
officers. The necessity for them was claimed upon the ground that 
the people of the South were not willing to accord to the former slave 
population the rights which had grown out of the war and reconstruc- 
tion and the new amendments to the Constitution. 

It may well be doubted whether the Senators and Representatives, 
by whose votes the legislation of 1870 and subsequent years was placed 
upon the statute books, would have consented to it if they had been 
legislating with a view to its enforcement against their own people and 
States. Ifso, they forgot that theirown Legislatures had ample power 
to protect the purity of their own elections, and that their own people 
in each district were most interested in maintaining the peace ie pr 
order of society and in suppressing fraud, and that a wholesome public 
sentiment at home was the most potent influence for enforcing laws 
already existing in their States against election offenses and crimes. 

No supervisors or deputy marshals were needed to support this in- 
fluence; an honest execution of the State laws only was needed. The 
demonstration of the power of the General Government at elections, 
provided by this legislation, must have been intended by those who 
devised it, not for home use, but to bs used in the reconstructed States. 
And it has there been used as an instrument of vengeance and oppres- 
sion, and generally in a partisan spirit to promote party plans and 
purposes, and not for the promotion of pure and honest elections. 

It is true that theselaws were made general in their application; but 
they were directed against the Southern States and the Democratic 
party, and their execution has largely been confined to that section. 
And in theState which I have the honor in part torepresent they have 
never been invoked, except for the purpose of siding the Republican 
party during an election and prosecuting Democrats when the hour of 
defeat and disappointmentarrived. During a period when the Repub- 
licans there maintained their ascendency over the State by fraud and 
crime and the counting-out process, from 1868 to1876, during thelarger 
partof which time these laws were in force, the courts, which werelargely 
under the control of Republican district attorneys and marshals, found 
no indictments against the wrongdoers whose wicked acts were noto- 
rious and shameless, and the composition of juries under the law re- 
quiring or allowing the iron-clad oath to be administered rendered it 
practically impossible to indict any Republican offender. 

It is now claimed that the Congress has the right not merely to alter 
the times, places, and manner of holding elections for Representatives in 
Congress prescribed in each State by its Legislature, or to make such 
regulations in a case where a State has not acted, but to go further and 
practicaily hold the election through its own officers, ascertain the re- 
sult, and give to the candidate a certificate which shall entitle him to 
hold the seat until some adverse action of the House itself, 

The circumstances under which this power is for the first time to be 
asserted are peculiar. The Republican party, holding the Presidency 
and the House of Representatives against a popular majority of more 
than half a million, is attempting to bring into this world this child of 
doubt and uncertainty during the closing weeks of this Congress, after 
its acts and policy have been condemned by a popular rebuke more se- 
vere and emphatic than was ever before given by the people to any 
political pean this country. And if the usual rules and procedure 
delay its birth there are some ready to hasten it by a Caesarean operation. 

They allowed the first session of the Congress to adjourn without 
any serious effort to push their measure to a conclusion and it was left 
practically abandoned. It is revived at a time where thero is no im- 
mediate need of such a Jaw, for no election is to be held for nearly two 
years, and the elections just held fully demonstrate the sufliciency of 
the laws already in force in the States, and there isno question, andno 
room for question, as to the honesty and the integrity of the results, 
which have been accepted everywhere by the people, the press, the 
political Sonne and the candidates as correct, and perhaps with 
fewer than the usual number of contests. The consideration is being 
pressed by a discarded and rejected majority to the exclusion of legis- 
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lation of great importance required by the business interests of the 
country, and can have no other purpose than to give the Republican 
party a partisan and unfair advantage in the next Presidential election, 

Ido not altogether agree with those who regard this as a measure 
directed solely against the South. The oft-told and threadbare cam- 
paign story of the systematic employment of force and fraud to neu- 
tralize the negro vote can deceive no intelligent person at this day and 
its introduction into the dreary monotony of the President’s message 
does not even arouse interest in the closing part of that production. 
Those charges serve as a mask to cover the operations of the bill against 
Northern States and communities as well as the States of the South. 
The Republicans have tried executive action, judicial politics, and even 
thereturning-board system, similar to that contained in the present bill, 
against the South for more than twenty years, and the general result 
has been failure. 

Fora time Representatives came to the Lower House against the wish 
of the people. Legislatures seated under military auspices chose Sen- 
ators to sit in this body, and false certification placed a Chief Magis- 
trate in the executive chair and gave a presiding officer to the Ameri- 
can Senate. So far as the South was concerned the unfriendly legis- 
lation and executive action of the past had lost their force, and the 
abandoned bill would probably not have been again taken up but for 
the recent uprisingin Northern and Western States. Something must 
be done to check the popular revolt against the Kepublican party and 
Republican measures and management in those sections, 

A new system of supervisors and deputy marshals with their money 
and their power thrown into close and doubtful districts about the 
time of the election may enable the Republican managers to recover 
some of the lost ground in 1892. It will be safer and surer to buy the 
doubtful voters with these tempting places at five and ten dollarsa day 
than to pursue the usual methods. 

There has been sharp criticism upon the fat-frying process, and it 
may not be as productive in the next campaign as it was in the last. 
Besides, it will be more agreeable to the favored and protected inter- 
ests to let the chief supervisor in each district draw the money needed 
for the floaters in the way devised in this bill from the Treasury rather 
than to furnish it from their own resources; and it will look and sound 
better; for the floaters, when decked with the insignia of supervisors 
and deputy marshals, will be honorable officials publicly drawing le- 
gitimate salaries, instead of bribe-takers covertly receiving the filthy 
price of their degraded manhood. Its effect will be to legalize crime 
and makeit appear respectable. And if this bill passes the people will 
see the money wrung from them by burdensome taxation used to de- 
sia and cancel and neutralize their honest votes. 

e Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] in presenting his views 
in favor of the bill has argued as if this werean issue between fairand 
fraudulent elections, and an attempt has been made to base the oppo- 
sition of Democratic Senators to the proposed legislation upon the ground 
that they oppose honesty and favor force and fraud and the suppression 
of votes. He claims that much has been accomplished in the large 
cities of the North, particularly in New York, by the operation of the 
laws passed in 1871 and 1872 for supervising elections and punishing 
offenses and crimes against the elective franchise. 

The history of the country for the last twenty-five years does not 
justify any Senator who belongs to the Republican party in claiming 
for it any superiority in honesty or fairness, as the facts herein presented 
will fully establish. Its record is anything but good in that respect. 
It has failed to present such a record as would entitle it to displace the 
present system, which contains some elementsof fairness, and give the 
entire direction of elections to its own representatives and appointees. 
It is the old proposition to put the flocks under the watch care of the 
wolves. The present system, which it is claimed has accomplished 
some good results, divides the supervisors equally between the two 
principal political parties, allowing them to be named each by their 
party friends. The proposed system gives the Republican officials all 
the power of making nominations and appointments and allows two- 
thirds of the supervisors and all the deputy marshals to be selected 
frem that party. 

No such power should be asked by any political organization as to 
be allowed practically to direct, control, and certify the elections and 
their results in forty-four States. It takes away the wholesome check 
which the wisdom and practice of the founders of our Government so 
wisely established. Sodangerousa power can not properly beintrusted 
to any political and partisan organization. It would be a menace to 
our liberties and the precursor of the downfall of the Republic, 

If the claim is just that good has been accomplished in this respect 
by the laws which haye been upon the statute book for nearly twenty 
years, why change them so as to take away or diminish the aspect of 
fairness in this supervision of elections, which it is claimed has se- 
cured the co-operation of leading Democrats as well as Republicans 
and with good results? The American people love fairness, and the 
partisan and exclusive features of the proposed legislation, upon the 
theory that one political party possesses all the virtue and honesty, are 
enough to justify our opposition tothe pending bill. The President, 
after giving a summary of the laws upon Federal elections, does not 
charge their want of effectiveness to the fact that they contain features 
whiclvare fair, but to another cause which will be hereafter mentioned. 


Be says such legislation should be absolutely nonpartisan and impar- 
tial. 

The theory of this bill is that a national system of supervisors under 
the control of the United States circuit courts of the country can carry 
on elections for Representatives in Congress more fairly and justly than 
the States themsélves. The Constitution gives this power to the States, 
and so faras it suits the purposes of the framers of the bill the machin- 
ery heretofore employed by the States is made use of, but the entire 
direction and control of such part of the machinery as is retained is in 
the hands of the supervisors. A chief supervisor is appointed for each 
judicial district; each chief can designate a deputy with the same su- 
pervising power that his chief has; and upon such designation the cir- 
cuit court may make theappointment. Some of these chief supervisors 
have jurisdiction over many Congressional districts. There are three 
over the thirty-four Congressional districts of New York, two over the 
twenty-eight of Ohio, and one over the eleven of Indiana. 

There are about seventy district courts in the United States, and 
while the judicial districts provided in this bill are not identical with 
the court districts, the judicial districts of the supervisors can not ex- 
ceed the court districts in number. The chief supervisor is the crea- 
tion of the circuit courts, who are given by this law, in making these 
appointments, a larger appointing power than the Constitution vests in 
the President. He does not require the confirmation of the Senate. 
The President is powerless to remove him. He can draw his salary, 
fees, and emoluments without an annual appropriation by the Con- 
gress. He can make his own estimate for the amount of money forthe 
pay of the supervisors in his employ, and it is subject to no revision, 
The Attorney-General of the United States is required without delay 
to forward the amount demanded by the’ estimate to the marshal of 
the district, and in his hands it is subject to be paid out upon thechief 
supervisor’s certificate. He can prove his own accounts for services 
and bills paid before a circuit or district judge, and the judge’s cer- 
tificate as to the accuracy of the accounts is sufficient if it sets forth 
that he has examined the chief supervisor and his work. The ac- 
counts, when accompanied by the judge’s certificate, require no further 
auditing and are to be treated as special. Tho Treasury Department 
has no control oyer them except to correct clerical errors in figures or 
footings. They must be paid without delay by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. 

The chief supervisor is appointed for life. Neither the President nor 
the Congress can remove him, except by abolishing the office. He has 
the power of nominating the supervisors, whon, under the law, the 
management of a Congressional election is turned over to him in whole 
or in part, and this nomination is virtually the same as their appoint- 
ment, which is made by the circuit court. The appointment is prac- 
tically perfunctory, so as to comply with the letter of the Constitution, 
while its spirit and real meaning are disregarded. Three of these super- 
visorsare to serve at each election precinct, but the chief supervisor has 
entire control of the whole number, except that in all not less than 
double the number which the district is entitled to must be appointed. 

In the Congressional district where my home is there are twenty- 
five counties and about three hundred election precincts, and under 
the law there would be not less than eighteen hundred supervisors 
appointed, nine hundred of whom would be put on duty at a time to 
serve during the period covered by an election and six hundred of them 
would be designated to serve during the registration which precedesit. 
The law provides that not more than two of these supervisors at each 
precinct shall belong to one political party, but as the supervisors are 
appointed upon their own application and the nomination of the chief 
supervisor this provision amounts to nothing. The court appoints 
from those named in the chief supervisor’s lists, and there is no power 
to revise his action. The presiding judge may. even throw aside the 
lists furnished by the supervisor; the power to do so is reserved, but in 
ordinary cases where the reserved power is not exercised they all owe 
their appointments to their chief, so that it is enough for him to pass 
upon their political faith. 

The provision as to making the selections from both parties may be 
treated as directory and there is no power of correction or appeal. 

A similar provision in the impartial jury Idw is wholly ineffective 
unless the judge sees fit to re it. The failure in that respect does 
not destroy a verdict, and the finding of a judge upon an applicant’s 
own statement that such applicant for the office of supervisor holds 
different political views from his two fellows will be final, binding, 
and conclusive. In addition to these supervisors the chief supervisor 
can call upon the marshal of the same court towhich he and thejudge 
belong for a detail of deputy marshals to aid and assist the supervisors 
in their work. He has the right to designate one-third of these depu- 
ties by name and the marshal has no discretion over their appoint- 
ment, These deputies are not divided between different political 
parties. They need poes but one qualification and that a bare edu- 
cational one. The chief supervisor has entire control over the number 
to be appointed; they may be as numerous as the pests sent to plague 
the Egyptians in the days of Pharaoh. 

During the period of registration and election, not to exceed twelve 
daysin all where the service is rendered in cities or towns having 20,000 
inhabitants or upwards, and not to exceed six daysin smaller places 
where there is a registration, and not to exceed three days in places 
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where there is no registration, the supervisors are entitled to n per 
diem of $5 a day, and on the day of the election those designated to 
serve in the cities and towns having 500,000 inhabitants or more re- 
ceived $10 a day. The law seems to contemplate that three days of 
this time ‘is to be expended in connection with the registration of 
voters. The deputy marshals are to be paid at the rate of $5 a day 


and for not exceeding eight days at one electién, 
no limit to the number that may be appointed. 

But the most dangerous feature of the proposed Jaw is the transfer 
of the power of ascertaining and certifying the final result of an election 
of Representatives from the State canvassers and the chief executive ofa 
State to the United States circuit and district courts and their ap- 
pointees. Itis hard to see how any lawyer can justify this under a 
constitutional power to alter the regulations prescribed by a State as 
to the manner of holding elections. The certifying power, the power 
to furnish credentials, is not derived from the clause referred to (Arti- 
cle I, section 4), but from section 2, paragraphs 1 and 4 of Article T, 
which read as follows: 


1. The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the prone of the several States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. 

* 


There is absolutely 


4, When vacancies happen in the representation from any State the execu- 
tive authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

It would be equally appropriate to authorize a United States court to 
give credentials and commissions and certificates to the President pro 
tempore of this body and the other officers inferior in rank and to de- 
pone who are the duly elected officers of the House of Representa- 

ves, 

If the power to control the organization of the House through the 
judicial department exists is it wise to exercise it? What is there in 
the history of the country to justify an assumption that the judiciary 
is free from partisan influences? The historyof the Electoral Commis- 
sion, the formation and appointment of which grew out of this idea, 
affords no favorable precedent, The judicial membersof that body 
were influenced by arguments and reasons similar to those which in- 
fluenced their party friends. If you wish to know how those voted 
whose political sympathies were with the Democratic party examine 
the votes of Commissioners Bayard and Thurman and Payne. If you 
wish to know how those yoted whose political sympathies were with 
the Republican party examine the votes of Commissioners Edmunds 
and Frelinghuysen and Hoar, 

Why, Mr. President, the very crimes which Republican Senators 
bave presented as affording the strongest arguments for the passage of 
this bill were committed by those who presided over the courts of the 
great State of New York, clad in the ermine of the jndiciary. Judges 
should be kept as far as possible from the turmoil and excitement and 
bitterness of politics. It was nowhere contemplated in the Constitu- 
tion that the Federal judiciary should ever fill the place of an appel- 
late board of canvassers of Congressional elections. ‘Such a posits 
should never be filled by those who hold their offices by a life tenure 
and who are not accountable to that righteous public sentiment which 
has ever been the most potent factor among the influences that have 
protected and preserved our free institutions. 

I submit some figures which will give an oppa onnaa of the ex- 
pense of holding an election in the Congressional district in which I 
reside. We have a registration law there, but no cities or towns in the 
district having as many as twenty thousand inhabitants. We will sup- 
pose that at each precinct only the same number of deputy marshals 
are employed as supervisors. There will be two supervisors appointed 
at each precinct for three days during the period of registration and 


three for three days during the period of election. There will be three 
deputy marshals employed for eight days. The cost of the employ- 
ment of these officials will be as follows: 
Two supervisors for three days, at $5 .-.------------_-_--_. 330 
Three supervisors for three days, at $5 .-----..--------_-._.. 45 
Three deputy marshals for eight days, at $5 ---------------- 120 
Cost: atone pieciitti---.ca-<o- ote. ane senses a Ea 195 
Cost at three hundred precincts-._-._-_... E ee 58, 500 


Inaddition to this is the cost of the canvassing board, whose salaries, 
personal expenses, including those of the clerk and deputy marshal, 
amounts to $77 per day, besides the cost of serving writs and the fees 
of the attending witnesses. ‘There is nolimit to the amount that may 
be expended for stationery, blanks, mileage, fees of the chief super- 
visor, etc., except the discretion of the chief himself, and he is entitled 
to receive fees in the double capacity of chief supervisor and commis- 
sioner. The chiefsupervisor has the authority to order these subalterns 
toany part of the district he sees fit on the day of the election. Andif 
he chooses to have among them any of the political party to which he 
is opposed he can give them orders to be away from their own voting 
places on the day of election and thus deprive them of their votes, and 
there is no relief. The door of the State prison stands open if they 
refuse to go at his bidding. 

This chief supervisor, when called upon the scene of action in the 
manner indicated in the bill, can open the door of the circuit court 


whenever he pleases, practically dictate his own appointees to judge 
and marshal, put himself at the head of a body of partisans and others, 
all under obligation to him and dependent upon him for the continu- 
ance of their employment and pay, with full authority to expend as 
much of the public money as he pleases. Hereafter he is to be charged 
with the supervision of the election of Representatives in Congress, 
and in addition to the enforcement of the national election laws he is 
clothed with a general authority unrestricted by statutory limits for 
the prevention of frauds and irregularities in naturalization, He can 
be invoked to override the regularly constituted authorities of New 
York or Texas or any other State of the American Union, One hun- 
dred, not citizens, residents, and qualified voters, but persons claiming 
to be such, in a Congressional district, no matter how i msible, 
can call this chief supervisor into the field, with all the inery of 
thelaw, without even alleging a grievance, and there is no appeal from 
the action of the one hundred petitioners. 

No man can safely rest upon the idea that this law is only meant for 
the Southern States. With such opponunt for powerand pecuniary 
gain the chief supervisor will find his way into the field wherever he 
can procure a petition signed by the hundred persons claiming to be 
citizens, residents, and voters, to open for him the door of opportunity. 
The theater of action will not be confined to any section. Wherever 
the party in power requires the aid of a dictator armed with money 
and supplied with force the dictator will appear. 

How convenient such an agency would have been in November when 
the removal of a few hundred men from one part of a State to another 
would haye reversed a majority or where the change of a few hundred 
or thougand votes would have prevented the election of some wicked 
Democrat to the Fifty-second Congress. With the possibilities of this 
bill in mind how fortunate for the country that its passage was de- 
ferred to the present session. It has enabled the people to enjoy one 
more election under constitutional authority, free from dictation and 
arbitrary control, apart from the unsavoryand unwholesome influences 
of this proposed legislation. 

The recent letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury (Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 11, Fifty-first Congress, first session) in reply to 
aresolution of the Senate introduced by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAn] to elicit the expense of the present system of supervising 
elections in one of the present districts gives us some idea of the amount 
of money these supervisors may receive in large cities under the pres- 
ent law, which is less expensive than the new legislation, and with 
such opportunity for profitable employment there is a tremendous temp- 
tation to get the law into operation. It is accompanied by astatement 
of the amounts paid to John I. Davenport and those serving under him, 
from 1871 to 1889. It gives, also, the amount of his claims which the 
Treasury Department was obliged to reject. I include it here for refer- 
ence and examination. 

I ask that it may be read at the desk, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Statement of the amounts paid to John T. Davenport, chief supervisor, and 
to the supervisors of elections from 1871 to 1889, inclusive. 


Supervisors of elections 


John I. Sav en Dory, chief 


supervisor of elections, 
paid ara distin of ew cel hein of New 
Year York. it 
Allowed. | Disallowed.| Allowed. | Disallowed. 
$18, 555. 35 $75. 00 
1, 409. 75 3, 402. 90 |... 
10, 970.15 |..ecssessasses ein 
1800191 | 2; 220.83 
587,69 8.75 
26, 398. 86 3,015. 15 
6, 831.14 83.75 
21, 439, 92 2, 236.50 
25, 430. 96 3, 430,96 
2, BOR GL | scrccesssese roveves = 
23, 229.73 5.00 
34, 231,50 15. 00 
1,125. 20 1, 000. 00 


Mr. PASCO. The amounts are not footed up, but are as follows: 
Total allowed to Mr. Davenport personally in fourteen 


years, covering nine elections -.......-.-.-_.--.-... $210, 349.13 
Amount persona oe cee a see 15, 024. 93 
Amount for each election -___-._...-.-..-.-----.-.---. 23, 372.12 
Further amounts claimed by him and disallowed -____ 19, 880. 46 


Total amounts allowed to supervisors in thirteen years, 


covering nine elections ...-....-.---.-.----.-.-.--- 317, 009. 00 
Amount per annum. — << ~ on. aan terest A a 24, 385. 30 
Amount PER LIOA a. ccna so ae nae oceeoe, wees 35, 223. 22 
Total amount paid to chief supervisor and supervisors in 

Mine SlectiOns ao. sano se oats ae earn 527, 358. 13 
Amount at each election.......-....--.---.-.-----... 58, 595 34 
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But this is not the entire expense. Theresolution made no inquiry 
as to the fees of the deputy marshals nor the office expenses attend- 
ing the supervision. 

The fees only of Mr. Davenport as supervisor are given, but, liberal 
as they are, they include but a partofhisincome. The law expressly 
allows him to collect fees and emoluments as United States commis- 
sioner as well as in his capacity as chief supervisor. 

The Senate has called upon the Secretary of the Treasury for this 
information, but it has been given only in part, as the statements in- 
cluded in the Secretary’s letter of December 20, 1890, show. They 
are here given from Executive Document No. 21. 

I ask that this statement may be read from the Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Statement showing date of réctipt in the Treasury Department of the accounts 
of John I. Davenport, chief supervisor of elections for the southern dis- 
trict of New York, for the years 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1888, and the 
dates the same were certified for payment by the First Comptroller. 


Year. Date re- |Date certified 


ecived. for payment 

won| Feb, 5,1885 | Feb, 12, 1885 

May 30,1889 | June 4, 1889 

July 2, 1889 

s Nov. 2, 1839 

BOS si aaa so anan Apr. 11,1889 [*May 17, 1889 


* This account was for extraordinary expenses, and approved by the Presi- 
dent under section 846, Revised Statutes, 


Statement of the amount received by John I. Davenport for serviccs rendered 
by him as United States commissioner for the southern district of New 
York for each fiscal year from 1872 to 1889. 


Year, rin ae rejected. Services in connection with issuing process for— 

B7B..00s0006] 82,769.85 | sssesssrsiss .-| False registration, obstructing deputy United 
States marshal, etc, 

Eri ITEA 223,15 $2.75 | Procuring fraudulent naturalization papers, fn- 

ducing men to repeat at Con; onal clec 


tions, eto, 
...| Perjury in naturalization proceedings. 
Illegal registration at Congressional clection 
and unlawfully obtaining naturalization pn- 
Viciation of sec, 5125, R. S. 
O, 
Do. 


Do. 
Falso registration; violation of sec. 5425, R. S. 


Mr. PASCO. From 1873 to 1885 the sums received by Mr. Daven- 
rt as commissioner amount to $27,018.90, but it appears that there 
ave been other sums paid to him upon the approval of the President 
for 1884, 1835, 1886, and 1888; but the amount of them has been for 
gome reason withheld, although clearly included in the inquiry. 

These expenditures were mado under the existing laws and cover 
but a part of one State; they havo thus far been under the control of 

the Treasury Department. The present bill pro a much more ex- 
"4 ive system than that which it displaces, and the Auditor will not 

ereafter have the power to reject Mr. Davenport’s charges if his bill 
becomes alaw. Is this whythe Auditor’s examination is to ccase and 
his correcting hand is to be stayed? 

The disclosures contained in this official statement are sufficient to 
account for the zeal which this beneficiary has exhibited in his efforts 
to lobby the present bill through Congress which will largely increase 
an income in some years already greater than that which Abraham 
Lincoln received as President. 

But whatever the real purposes of the Republican leaders who are 
bon a immediate passage of this bill may be, whetheritis really in- 
tended to increase their political power at the North or the South, to 
bring about results favorable to their party in Democratic or doubtful 
States or in all of the States of the Union, there is no doubt as to the 

leas upon which its passage is to be justified. They are clearly in- 
Trete in the President’s message and in speeches made by represent- 
ative men of the Republican party upon this floor and elsewhere, and 
I propose to state their reasons and to give them some examination. 

Jt is assumed that no elections in the Southern States are honestly 
conducted; that thenegro voteris not allowed to exercise his privilege as 
a citizen; that his vote is suppressed; that he is driven from the polls 
on the day of clection. It is that the suppression of this vote 
pos to the Democratic States of the South a proportionately larger 

nfluence and strength in their Congressional representation and in 

their electoral colleges than the Republican States of the North have. 
Isit a fact that the Democrats have this larger Congressional represen- 
tation and influence in elections? If not, the argument fails. 

I gave this question some consideration in a speech which I deliv- 


ered here on the 20th day of January last and which appears on pago 
G91 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and prepared some tables to which 
I desire to refer in the course of my remarks, and at the request of sev- 
eral Senators I will here again submit them: 
TABLE No. 1. 
Number of silent voters in 
Total vote States having majorities 
in Presiden-| as below. 
tial election, : 
1890. 


Democratic.| Republican, 


States. 


No. of Repre- 
sentatives, 


BagieSke 
BSBesssz 


~ nt at 
CAROVANA a e wD 


Maine ..... 
Maryland..... 
Massach 


b 
Bawek 


NBh am 


moore Ser 


Total silentvot- 
ers, 


The following are some of the results which appear from this state- 
ment. ‘Twenty States chose Republican electors in 1888; eighteen chose 
Democratic electors. The silent voters in those groups were as follows: 

No. of silent voters, 


In twonty Republican States.... 
Ineighteen DemocraticStates., 


Excess in Ropublican States.....00: cscsesssseeccssevetensepsosed cnsvenvesven rsss 403, 443 
Taking three groups of States: The New England, six in number, 
then with 28 Representatives; the extreme Western States, six innum- 
ber, then with 11 Representatives, and eleven Southern States, not in- 
cluding those on the extreme border, then with 73 Representatives, we 
have the following results: 


; Repre) sitont 
Groups. oe voters 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Connecticut... cccseoeress 
Average number to the Representative... ...cccscsssssesenree |ersserosereins 
=S 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Average number to the Representative 
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Repre- 
genta- 
tives, 


Silent 
voters. 


Ore pPon..ceseeee sssi 
California.. 


Average number to the Representative.... 


The second statement is based upon the census returns and estimates 
of population furnished by public officials of all the different States and 
publistied in the World Almanac of 1889 (page 169). It is assumed 
that the number of persons included in the voting population, males 
of twenty-one years and over, in each State, bears the same proportion 
to the entire population of the State as it did in 1880. The number of 
males of voting age is then calculated and the number of silent voters 
is estimated with the aid of the official returns of the Presidential elec- 
tion of 1888, For convenience sake, the number of Representatives in 
each State is also given, and in the last column the average number of 
silent voters in each Congressional district of every State. 


TABLE No. 2. 
+ so v 
5 abe, o Silent vote of 1838, 
A EE S 5 
Be 8° > 3p 
SS | RF 4 33 
States. Se | ga 3 os 
ua Sai Z giz 
3 EE 5 = f E 
IA ae £ EEE 
AIADAMA p .cccessonerees 8 208, 700 
Arkansas seres 5 258, 920 
California. 6 514, 260 
Colorado... 1 168, 590 
Connecticut 4 190, 750 
Delaware. 1 36,183 
Florida 2 103, 200 ma 
Georgia 365, 310 «| 22, 
Minois.. 970, 850 1l; 
Indiana 629, 880 T 
Jownr.. 461,350 5, 
Kansas.. 405, 080 0, 
Kentucky. 502,020 | 34,731 157,239 | ees secvenersaees 
Louisianas, 253, 990 
Maine....... 190, 550 
Maryland... ...0cs<eees 273,080} 210,921] 62,159 J... esse sosese! 
Massachusetts 585,960 
Michigan se. 627, 
Minnesota 


Mississippi .. 


Oregon...... . 
Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island... : 
South Carolina . 

Tennessee... Pas 


159, 188 
200) 354/814 |... 


Total number of 
silent voters.....}...... 


This statement brings us to the condition of inequality of representa- 


tion existing as nearly as ble at the time when the great political 
parties of the country had their last contest. 
One of the most unwelcome facte demonstrated by this last state- 
ment is that the silent voter is increasing in every section of the country. 
The following results appear from this statement: 


No.of silent voters. 


ove nesoncres sosseyee ptecteaneseestecseen sensors seeeee 2i O20, SÍS 


Th twenty Republican States 


In eighteen Democratic States.... A eA A ESA . 1,854,144 
Excess in Republican States s.is ssrisissessesssssescssoesseserendrnossssssseseess Ly 066, 199 
Excess in Republican States in 1830... am sesi PEROS masserer 403, 443 


Increase in oight Sears... .seveissicecees scorceses caress terversesvesbarecewsecesivessees 002, 756 


604°] in the House of 


Taking the same three groups of States as before, we ascertain their 
condition as compared with the result in 1880; 


Renre-| sient 


Groups. tives, | Voters, 


Increase in numbers.....cseseee 


Average number to the Representative ....es.ee-sesseseessssesses| sevens sesona 16,557 
Average number in cach district in 1880............ssrespesesse | scenes sorses 14, 548 
Trcroaso in each Cistrict...... sss: sccccssssverseoseees seso, poosesteoens 2,009 
————7 

SOUTIIERN STATES. 
61, 967 


av ewesenee tt ssssse essees eanewenennee rene 


Tota + 
Total in 1880........ccseesersovee sieci si 


Average number to the Representative. 
Average number in each district in 1880, 


Increase in cach Aistrict...... 1: severveoses sever sevsenees pesso 
WESTERN STATES. 


Anne neRNEEE wee enened treets 


osasto towawe sas oonses Seance 24 


E 
3158| 238883 


E zl 
21/89 


Average number to the Representative 
Average number in each districh in 1890. 


Increase in each district... 


ANUP ROE A SERA REE DEH Ot eeeEbenenene BEE EHEREE Fer ee reenen 


The following table exhibits the actual representation of the States 
Representatives as determined by the popular vote in 
1888 and also the representation as it would exist had the States been 
divided into districts in such a way as to give the minority in every 
case the benefit of its proportionate voting strength. In making this 


estimate, where fractional results occur the preference has always been 
given to the Jargest fraction. This would be the actual representation 
in each State in the absence of all gerrymandering if the distribution of 
the population rendered it possible to construct districts absolutely 
fair. The result shows that the gain of Democratic votes in Repub- 
lican States would exceed their loss in States in which the Democrats 
themselves arein the majority, and that had such a division of the votes 
been made upon an equal basis, giving the minority the same recog- 
nition as the majority, the Democrats would not have lost their ascend- 
ency in the House of Representatives. 


TABLE No. 3. 


Representation 


of States in Representation as based on 
Fifty-first Con- Presidential vote of 1833. 
States. gress, 


Demo- Repub-| Prohi- |- 
licans. | bition. 


Boab) wao 


awi 


ui seese rresesste sesesosseseteeesen 
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TABLE No. 3—Continued. 


Representation as based on 
Presidential yote of 1888, 


States. 


211. 
3]. 
7. 
5 
3j. 
b ON NSE 
Gj.. 
2 
1 
1 1 
4 3 |. 
6* 17 
N 5 CH Mir 
Ohio, 10 10* 
Ea Aea T PEDON OAA EEES NEET ME E Eisssnavcas 
Pennsylvania.. 
Rhode Island.. 


| 
RD ON d OD O ped et Ct et 
Tr : 


* This indicates the party to which the additional member would belong if 
the third-party vote is omitted and the next largest fraction taken instead. 

The parties would then stand as follows upon this basis: Democratic, 
163; Republican, 154; Prohibition, 5; Labor, 2. 

If the third-party vote is omitted and the fractions, upon which the 
representation in each case is assigned to the Prohibition and Labor 
parties, are passed in favor of the next largest fraction, these votes will 
go as indicated by the mark * inthe adjoining columns, and the re- 
sult will be: Democratic Representatives, 169; Republican Represent- 
atives, 156, 

This shows that in the division of districts the Republicans haye 
made net gains and not losses, and that in fact they have a larger rep- 
resentation than they are entitled to, notwithstanding their clamor 
against the South and Democratic methods. 

The resultshows that in Maine and Massachusetts in the far East, 
in Ohio and Pennsylyania in the Middle, and in Iowa and Kansas in 
the far West the mode of dividing up States to the best advantage so 
as to give the greatest strength to the party in power is equally well 
understood. The gerrymander is an American institution ; it had its 
birth when the country was young and has grown up with it, and it is 
hypocritical to attack Southern Congressional districts when like re- 
sults are reached all over the country by the same means. Self-de- 
fense demands that the Democrats protect their strength against the 
one-sided methods of their opponents, No party hasever feltany obliga- 
tion in Congressional elections to see that the minority had the benefit 
of its-full voting strength. 

One of the recognized advantages of being in power has been the op- 
portunity so toa e the Congréssional districts as to get as large a 
representation as possible for the party in the majority. Insome States, 
where the tide of victory shifts occasionally from side to side, it is no 
unusual thing for the districts to be changed whenever these mutations 
of power occur; the right to change them has been rded and treated 
as among the legitimate fruits of a successful pantbadgis 

I cite instances of marked inequalities in Republican States based 
upon the official figures of the last Presidential election, which will 
make it manifest that that party has not failed to improve its oppor- 
tunities and that they are in no sense sufferers or victims under this 


system. 

In California 117,729 Democratic voters elect 2 Representatives, while 
124,816 Republicans elect 4. Average number of voters to the Repre- 
sentative: Democratic, 58,864; Republican, 31,204; difference, 27,660, 

In Illinois 348,371 Democratic voters elect 7 Representatives, while 
370,475 Republicans elect13. Average number of voters to the Repre- 
sentative: Democratic, 49,767; Republican, 28,498; difference, 21,269. 

In Iowa 179,877 Democratic voters elect 1 Re ntative, while 
211,598 Republicans elect 10, Average number of votes to the Repre- 
sentative: Democratic,179,877; Republican, 21,159; difference,158,718, 

In Kansas182,904 Republicans have 7 Representatives, while 147,313 
voters not belonging to that party have no representative of their po- 
litical principles. : 

In Maine 73,734 Republican voters have 4 Representatives, while 
54,516 voters not of that party have no political representation. 

In Massachusetts 151,855 Democratic voters elect 2 Representatives, 
while 183,892 Republicans elect 10. Average number of votes to the 


E thai Democrat, 75,927; Republican, 18,389; difference, 33,- 
3 


In Michigan 213,469 Democratic voters elect 2 Representatives, while 
236,387 Republicans elect 9. Average number of votes to the Repre- 
sentative: Democrat, 106,734; Republican, 26,265; difference, 80,469, 

In Minnesota 142,492 Republican voters have 5 Representatives, 
while 120,793 voters not of that party have no political representation, 

In Nebraska 108,425 Republican voters have 3 Representatives, while 
94,228 voters not of that party have no political representation. 

In the great State of New York it takes to elect a Representative: 
Democrats, 42,389; Republicans, 34,105; difference, 8,284. 

In Ohio it is as follows: Democrats, 79,251; Republicans, 26,003; 
difference, 53,248, t 

In Pennsylvania it is as follows: Democrats, 63,805; Republicans, 
25,052; difference, 38,853. 

In the table marked No, 1, the States which in 1888 gave a majority 
of votes to the Republican Presidential electors are designated as Re- 
publican States and those giving a majority to tlie Democratic electors 
as Democratic States. ‘The results are taken from the national elec- 
tion of 1880, and it is demonstrated that in the twenty Republican 
States there were 1,888,243 male persons of lawful age who did not 
vote or whose votes were not counted, while in the Democratic States 
there were 1,484,800, showing the whole number to be 3,373,043, and 
an excess in the Republican States of 403, 443. 

In 1888 the silent vote in the same States was as follows: In the Re- 
publican States, 2,920,343; in the Democratic States, 1,854,144, in- 
creasing the whole number to 4,774,487, and the Republican excess to 
1,066,199, as appears in Table No. 2. At each election the votes of 
more than one-fourth of the male persons over the age of twenty-one 
years in the whole country do not appear in the final result. 

Table No. 3shows the actual number of Demccratic and Republican 
Representatives elected to the Fifty-first Congress according to the list 
made out by the Clerk of the House of Representatives and the num- 
ber that each State would have been entitled to in the absence of any 
gerrymandering, if the distribution of the population rendered it pos- 
sible to have districts absolutely fair. < 

Omitting for convenience the third-party votes, and it appears that 
such equal and fair distribution would have changed the Democratic 
figures from 161 to 169 and the Republican figures from 164 to 156. 
Thus, instead of a Republican majority of 3 at the opening of the pres- 
ent Congress there should have been a Democratic majority of 13. The 
Republican net gain of 16 shows that the equality of representation 
and the parity of electors have been disturbed by them, and not by the 
Democrats. f 

But, not satisfied with this increase of representation through the 
forms of law and the advantages given them by being in political con- 
trol of the larger States, the House, after its organization, proceeded to 
unseat 9 Democrats, who were declared duly elected by the constituted 
authorities of their several States, and to place in their seats 8 Repub- 
lieans and their allies, one seat being declared vacant. Thus the Dem- 
ocratic representation was further reduced to 152 and the Republican 
increased to 172, and their total net gain was raised to 33. But the 
re-election of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, has reduced this gain 
to 32 and increased the Democratic membership to 153. 

I have constructed another table giving the present representation 
in the House of Representatives, exclusive of the six new States not 
included in the apportionment of 1880, with the average number of 
actual voters of his own political party represented by each Represent- 
ative in each State according to the Presidential vote of 1888, and the 
actual number of such yoters not represented by any Representative 
from the State of their own political faith. 


No. of No. of voters | ay 
Repre- | Presidential vote | of his own AEL no 
senta- of 1 party repre- | PO tata 
tives.* sented by each. hen tn 
B & g A 
2 
Aal A a 
Alabama....... «| Z 1} 117,820 56,197 
Arkansas ... 4 1 85, 962 7 
California 2 4| 117,729 | 124,816 
ae 37, 567 774 
3 74, 920 74,584 
win 16,414] 12,978 
s| _ 39,561 26, 657 
ei 100,499 | 40, 496 
13 | 348,371 | 370,475 
3| 260, 263, 861 
10| 179,877 | 211,593 
yey 7| 102,745 | 182,904 
2) 183,800) 155,134 
1 85, 032 80, 663 
isie 4 50,481 73, 734 |... 
3 | 106,168 90, 986 
10 | 151,855 | 183,892 
Michigan ..... 9 | 213,469 | 236, 387 
Minnesota »....0ssersvelsreces 5 | 104,885 | 142,492 
* In Fifty-first Congress, 
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No. of voters 
of his own 


No. having no 
political rep- 
resentation, 


Repre- | Presidential vote 
senta- of 1883, 


Mississippi 
Missouri. z 


E 
ad 
= 


PEEP EERST $43 


Virginia .... “| 6 150, 438 
West Virginia a] 2 78,077 | 78,171 
Wisconsin ..... | 2 155,232 | 176,553 

Otel EARS 153 [i72 15,638,434 5,410,551 


* In Fifty-first Congress. 

Average of voters to member with present membership, 36,193 Democratic 
and 31,630 Republican. 

Average with original membership of 161-161, 34,400 Democratic and 33,174 
Republican. - 

This table shows how many voters of each political party it took in 
each State at the national election of 1888 to elect a Representative 
and how many voters there were without any representation of their own 
party in certain States where the representation was wholly from one 
political party. The results are worthy of careful consideration and 
study. 

According to the original organization of the House and the total 
Presidential vote of 1883, cach of the 161 Democratic Representatives 
from the thirty-eight States included in this consideration, represented 
34,400 voters and each of the 164 Republicans 33,174 voters of his 
own party, showing that in the entire country the equality of repre- 
sentation was not maintained, and that it required 1,226 more Demo- 
cratic votes to elect a Democratic Representative than it did Repub- 
lican votes to elect a Republican Representative. 

According to the representation, as changed by the House, each of 
the 153 Democratic Representatives represented 36,198 voters and each 
of the 172 Republicans 31,630 voters, increasing the inequality untila 
Democrat represented 4,568 more votes than a Republican. 

The six States,where the Democrats were, at that time, at the great- 
est disadvantage,areas follows. The figures after them give the number 
of Democrats in each to the Representative : 


OEN SAANTI RA EAO ds tikes 179,877 
Michigan.. 106, 734 
Ohio...... 79, 291 
Wiscons' 77, 616 
Massachus 75, 927 
Connecticut .... 7A, 920 


There were only two States in which the Republicans were at a 
greater disadvantage than that expressed by the lowest of these figures. 
They areas follows: 


And neither of them isamong those which are so often and so un- 
justly abused and attacked upon this floor, 

It will be scen, too, that the four States which send Representatives 
by the smallestaverage number of votes of the political party they be- 
long to, and the only ones whose vote is less than 12,000, are equally 
divided between the North and the South, They are as follows: 


Nevada.... . 7,229 
Georgia ... 10,050 
South Caro 10,970 
Rhode Island.. es , OS4 


It appears further that in ten States where there are 485,278 Demo- 
cratic yoters there is no Democratic Representative, while this is the 
case as to the Republicans in five States which have only 198,644 voters. 

During this debate the Senator from Iowa [Mr, WILSON] drew out 
a comparison between his own State and the States of Mississippi and 
South Carolina, with a view to showing a political advantage in favor 
of the twoSouthern Statesnamed. There are inequalities on both sides. 
The Democratic voters in Iowa, numbering 179,877, by some means 
obtained but one Representative, while the 211,598 Republicans ob- 
tained ten. If the same guiding hand had the power to control all the 
States and each district, according to the theory of the pending bill, 
the minority would be in a thoroughly hopeless condition, and the 
party holding the machinery of governmental affairs could only be over- 
thrown or remoyed from power by a revolution or by what has been 
known within the past few weeks as a political cyclone, 


XXII-——89 


In the different States there are different influences. In some, Re- 
publicans are in power; in‘others Democrats. Some have immense 
majorities and seldom change their political complexion. Others not 
infrequently shift from one side to the other in a political campaign. 
In some, political contention is sharp. In others the popular mind is 
comparatively indifferent as to politics, Under these different influ- 
ences there are various courses of action, many of them operating in 
opposite directions. Errors, mistakes, undue advantages, unfairness, 
sharp practice in one State, are to some extent set off against similar 
acts in another, and the total result minimizes evils which would other- . 
wise be dangerous. The general average approaches a balance that has 
never worked out any serious danger in the history of the Government. 

The present case illustrates this. The voters in these States at the 
ecien which the Senator referred to were divided politically as fol- 

ows: 


LOWA ws corcersiseecessdscctee see 
Mississippi.. 
South Carolinar....cceccsecceesseseeree soe seresenee 


The 331,173 Democrats are represented in the present House by 14 
Representatives, being an average of 23,655 votes to the Represent- 
ative. The 255,430 Repabticans are represented by 11 Representa- 
tives, being an average of 23,221 votes to the Representative. Surely 
the complaining Senator is without a case, for, so far as his own State 
is concerned, there is not enough inequality or unfairness in Missis- 
sippi and South Carolina combined, by an average of 434 to the Rep- 
resentative, to balance the inequality of representation which Iowa 
obtained and maintains in the present Congress. 

It is by such means as these that some approach toan “‘equality of 
representation ’’ and ‘‘the parity of electors,” which is spoken of in 
the President’s message, has been maintained during the first century 
of ourGoyernment. But it could not be maintained under any central- 
ized system, where the errors, instead of correcting one another to some 
extent, would all be upon the same side. If the effort to get themall 
on one side, soas tostrengthen and revive a defeated party, succeeds, 
then the result which is deplored in the message may well be appre- 
hended: ‘‘ everything that is valuable in our system of government is 
lost.” 

A similar table constructed with reference to the inequalities in our 
own body with the full membership to which it is now entitled shows 
that in the whole country a Democratic Senator represents 76,743 Demo- 
cratic votes and a Republican Senator 75,130 Republican votes, and that 
there are 2,782,630 Democratic voters not here represented and 1,746;- 
482 Republican voters not represented. - 

The whole number of Democratic votes cast in 1888 in States which 
have elected Democratic Senators to sit in this Congress is 2,846,890, 
which divided among the thirty-seven Senators makes the above aver- 
age of 76,743 votes to each Senator. ‘ 

The whole number of Republican votes cast in 1888 in States which 
have elected Republican Senators to sit in this Congress is 3,831,663, 
which divided among the fifty-one Senators makes the average of 7a, 130 
to each Senator. 

The following table, from which these deductions are drawn, gives 
the votes of the different States in the last Presidential election, group- 
ing together the votes of States as they elected Democratic and Repub- 
lican Senators, respectively; also the votes of States not here repre- 
sented, with the aggregate and the averages below: 


Electoral vote of 1888. 


Represented by— Vote not represented. 


Democrats. |Republicans.| Democratic, | Republican, 
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Electoral vote of 1888—Continued. 


Represented by— Vote not represented. 
States. - 


Democrats, Republicans.) Democratic, | Republican, 


Mississippi .....scccceseress 
Sime " 


144,344 


New Jersey.. 
New York n... 
North Carolina... 
North Dakota 
Ohia eriei 
Oregon. 
Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Tsland.. 
South Carolina,,, 
South Dakota 
Tonnessce.... 


Prrreritiie err 


sedeeeeseenaners, 


"184, 734 


wesveeeneeeaenereses| ooeeresnerseteeeneces 


w t Virgini: 
es n 
Wisconsin... 
Wyoming..... 


TOLL var sssses soscanosess 


1,746, 482 


75, Fersessesnssesscessselosossosoe 


The Presidential vote in the last four Presidential elections has been 
as follows, according to the American Almanac: 


PO OCKACLO i asisesirdi soss ssovosros bisos ves eoevtDalbdceeed web babes sfeatbaaalbedebebareaveisd reese A, 281, 885 
Greenback. $1,740 
Prohibition... 9, 522 


Scattoring.... 


Total anti-Republican. + 4,378,783 

Deduct Republican Vote ....0scsorrcassseeresrresvesssecasaceeverssensessesseossssvsceersenses 4, 083, 
Republican minority sss sssscoros sseessescsssesessnsnesnenenesses iaai 344,833 
———_-—— 


Democratic. scscaisevosrsorcssssecerrvrsseosssencovscsten ea etesves pbseasee se0sa8 bi sunses stesse teste 4, 442, 035 
Greenback ..... + 807,306 
Prohibition.. 10, 305 
American. 707 
Scattering ... ae 989 
Total anti-Republican + 4,761, 842 
Deduct Republican Vote. sssssessrersrsssassse a San tisis assedio vovevunenesereetoosuaredevo ace s. 4,449, 053 
Ropublican Minority ..dicsscssssaversccrcecvertvescsenevseséesssdsvechenssseveba essa 312, 289 
5S ——— 

188i. 
AIPRACOTREG, “Nog revaphicevth rusted oochaws \cgerdecsacdtned pau posete hbasetbchetesd A u 4, 911, 017 
Prohibition.. 151,809 
Greon! 133, 825 
Boattering OE A 11,802 
Total anti-Republican . 5,208, 013 
Deduct Republican vote: ........ccccccenee iW edbcucéesens save Wabeetesereeodenss vabenuccagauvege 4, 848,334 
BROWN Caw ie BAH OIE A r T E cod cot ER T AS 359, 679 
. _—————————— 

5 ü 1883, 
OMOCTALIC......c00¢seeceens seers AA PEO EETA OEE siih ias a E A e 5, 454 
Prohibition... J; So a0 
nion 147, 045 
Sea ttering nsus rro oooror oera pessos 10,312 
Total anti-Republican,,. « 5,916, OSL 
Deduct Republican... D, 110) 551 
Republican MIN ority...0+ ccssssscsoesssercoeessssegsroverse vecesetes nav gyoveversereces 505,530 


It will also be observed that in three out of these four elections the 
Democratic electors had pluralities on the popular vote as against the 
Republican electors, as follows: 


Yet their candidate was declared elected by a majority of the elec- 
toral votes but once out of these three elections, and that when the 
popular plurality was the smallest. The plurality of the Republican 
electors in 1880 was but 7,018 when Garfield became President. 

I have collected these figures and worked out these statistical re- 
sults to present the lessons they teach. Those who study them can 
not escape the conclusion that all the inequality of representation is 
against the Democratic party, and that “a parity of electors’? has no 
existence in the practical operation of our form of government. 

The Republican elector ina Presidential, Senatorial, and Congres- 
sional result ıs found to have an advantage over the Democratic elector 
atevery point. Hisinfluenceandpowerare greater. He reaps greater 
results, notwithstanding his inferior numbers. Majorities do not 
necessarily rule in this country. Pluralities do not necessarily rule. 


The Democratic party, though stronger in numbers than the Repub- 
lican for three-fourths of the time during the past sixteen years, has 
never during that period had the control of the legislation of the coun- 
try. The Republican minority has practically held the supremacy in 
governmental affairs during the Jarger part of that time. 

Whether this has been done by shrewder management, by taking 
better advantage-of opportunities, by the arrangement of the appor- 
tionments, by the influence of a Jarger officeholding class, or by other 
means, matters not, The advantage is theirs. It has come to them 
through the machinery of our constitution and laws, and whether by 
fair or unequal or unjust management the result isthesame. Weare 
not here to complain of it. Our complaint is that they are not satis- 
fied; that they desire to take from us the little remnant of local au- 
thority left tous. This legislation will make it possible to place Re- 
publican appointees around our polls so as to dominate the negro vote 
and attempt to check the tendency towards disintegration which has 
been so manifest of late years. > 

By an array of supervisors and armed deputy marshals at the polls 
it will be possible in many places to terrorize Democratic voters and 
keep the timid and easy-going away. And when all other hope of 
carrying an election bas gone the machinery of the canvassing boards 
revives and renews the counting-out process, and when all else fails 
there is left the false certification, which gained the Presidency in 1876 
and all the power which resulted from the four years’ lease of power 
thus obtained, against the will of the people, who olected a majority of 
the Presidential electors, 

The clamor against us upon the ground of an excess of representation 
is a false one; weare notthe sinners, we are the sufferers, Thereisno 
need of further legislation to keep the Democratic party from getting 
more than its share of representation. The present laws have already 
operated against the party and the manifest creak of the proposed 
legislation is to make the inequality still greater and to give its great 
opponent yet larger opportunities. 

But the pessimist who charges all the inequalities and disparities 
which attend our elections and representation in Congress to irregu- 
larities and frand has failed to give this question the full and fair con- 
sideration its importance demands. In the first place, under oursys- 
tem of government, representation has nothing to do with the number 
of votes cast. The makers of our Constitution and its revisers, with 
some modifications, made the whole number of the people the basis 
of representation. If they had thought that a full vote at every elec- 
tion was of prime importance they would perhaps have offered a pre- 
mium for it by making the number of actual voters, and not the num- 
ber of the people, the basis. There are some now who would make 
voting a compulsory duty, but no such idea found fayor among those 
who achieved our independence and established our form of govern- 
ment. The Constitution rests upon the idea of the largest possible 
amount of individual liberty and discourages all unnecessary restraint. 

Left to themselves the States and the voters regulate the actual yot- 
ing by the individual interest and convenience of those whose privilege 
it is to cast a ballot and the policy of the State as to extending or re- 
stricting the right of suffrage. 

Many of the Eastern States have for a long time looked with dis- 
favor upon the idea of giving the full privileges of sheet toalladult 
males. Tho political influende of the ignorant and of those who do 
not contribute to the support of Government is feared, particularly 
with respect to: municipal and localaffairs. These classes are regarded 
and treated as dangerons, and barriers are thrown between them and 
the elective franchise in the shape of educational and race qualifica- 
tions, qualifications ns to character, poll-tax prerequisites, and registra- 
tion laws. 

On the contrary, in many of the Western States the way to the polls 
is made easy and broad. Unnaturalized foreigners who have only 
given the legal notice of their intention to become citizens are allowed 
to vote, and immigration from other States is invited by extending the 
elective franchise to those who have been residents for only three, four, 
or six months before the day of election. This accounts, in part, for 
such a difference as exists between the number of silent voters in the 
districts of Iowa and Rhode Island. In the former they numbered, in 
1888, 5,210; in the latter, 21,917. ; 

Some of the Southern States, like Georgia, have followed tho exam- 
ple of the less liberal of the Eastern States; while others, like North 
Carolina; haye pursued the broader policy. Similar results have fol- 
lowed. In the former States there are 22,237 silent voters to the dis- 
trict; in the latter, 6,885. : 

But there is another influence far more potent. When popular in- 
terest is thoroughly aroused the vote islarge. Look at the results in 
close States. I will compare a few which are side by side as illustra- 
tions. Compare Vermont, which never fails to give a Republican ma- 
jority, with New Hampshire, where there is a political battle at every 
election. In the former the number of silent voters to the district in 
1888 was 16,180, in the latter, 6,853. Between Illinois and Indiana a 
like comparison shows 11,158 in the former and 7,148 in the latter, 
Between Kentuckyand West Virginia, 14,294 in the former and 5,205 
ın the latter. Between Alabama and Tennessee, 16,825 in the former 
and 6,032 in the latter, 


"ia 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1411 


The falling off of the vote when there are no Presidential electors to | 


be chosen is regular and constant, and it is unusual for any party to 
get out a large percentage of its voters in those years, except here and 
there where some local question or contest arouses special interest or 
excitement. In some years the diminution of the vote is unusually 
large, indicating party dissatisfaction and that state of restlessness and 
discontent which usually precedes a change. 

These are the most potent influences that keep voters away from the 
polls. I might pursue the inquiry further, but itis unnecessary. It 
is manifest that they are not sectional, They prevail in all parts of 
the country. They will not be remedied by the pending bill. The 
inequalities brought about by legislation and provisions in State con- 
stitutions are perhaps within reach of our action when an apportion- 
ment bill comes before us for consideration, but the penalties of the 
fourteenth article of the Constitution have never yet been inflicted 
upon any State and are not likely to be. : 

There are many that would lose a part of their representation if the 
article were rigidly enforced, and their united influence will be potent 
in the future as it has been in the past. And if this remedy is not ap- 
plied to the larger and more serious causes of disparity and States are 
to continue to keep large classes of their people from the polls, we 
might as well leave to the jurisdiction and control of the States the 
remedy for the smaHer and lesser causes of inequality, the mint and 
aniso and cummin. ‘The substitution of chief supervisors with auto- 
cratic powers and national returning boards with authority, express or 
implied, to throw out returns and include in the result votes not ac- 
tually cast, in place of local control and State action with certification 
under the great seal of the State will not remedy existing evils but 
merely shift the opportunity for wrongdoing. 

It may be proper to add a few more words as to improper practices 
at elections. Unfortunately they occur. As long as human nature 
remains as it is crime and wrongdoing and violations of the moral and 
statutory laws will exist and be committed. But offenses against the 
election laws are not sectional any more than murder or theft or cov- 
etousness. The Ten Commandments are needed North as well as South. 
Republicans require their restraining influence as well as Democrats, 
Prohibitionists as well as members of the Union-Labor party. There 
is no need of setting any partisan machinery to work to be used by the 
party in power against those who are opposed to them politically under 
the pretense of purifying elections. 

It is far better toleave these offenses where other offenses are left, to 
the ordinary tribunals of justice, to the State authorities, to that nat- 
ural sense of justice and fair-dealing which knows no sectional line, 
which no political party monopolizes. 

The most serious crime against the elective franchise is the improper 
use of money. It is the general belief that even Presidential elections 
have becn carried by the expenditure of enormous sums in illegiti- 
mate ways so as to influence and control thefinal result. But we may 
search in vain for any condemnation of such methodsin the President’s 
message and there is very little denunciation of them upon the other 
side of this Chamber, nye much is said of violence and fraud, which 
it is assumed are potent influences in controlling elections all over the 
South. 

It is said that in many Northern States there are voters who will not 
go to the polls unless their time is paid for; that doubtful votersare won 
over to a particular side by being employed on the day of election in 
some service about the polls, todistribute tickets, look up theabsentees, 
orsimilar work; that candidates secure their nomination by the promise 
of appointments, places, and employment, and their election by sim- 
ilar acts after the nominationis won. 

There has been practiced a system of paying oft workmen in what 
are called ‘‘ pay envelopes,” upon which are printed persuasive argu- 
ments to vote the Republican ticket. Notices, too, have been posted 
in factories and workshops to the effect that work will be suspended 
or wages be reduced if the Republican party is defeated. 

While the pending bill is full of fines and penalties against the force 
and fraud which are charged to be universal at the South, there are no 
penalties against practices such as I havedescribed and referred to. In 
order to give the managers of this billan opportunity to correctitin this 
particular I have prepared an amendment to the committee’s substitute 
which has been printed. It is founded on some sections of the election 
law recently passed in New York upon the recommendation of the 
present governor. I have also proposed the feature of requiring candi- 
dates and committees to file accounts of their election expenses, be- 
lieving that it will largely abate bribery and the improper use of 
money at and about conventions and elections, 

A zal ask that the proposed amendment be read at the Secretary’s 
csk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec, 40. ‘That it shall be unlawful for any person, directly or indirectly, by 
himself or through any other person ; 

First. To at, irs or contribute, or offer or promise to pay, lend, or con- 
tribute any money or other valuable consideration, to or for any voter, or to or 
for any other n, to induce such voterto vote or n from yoting stany 
clection for a Representative or Del in or to induce any voter to 


vote or refrain from voting at such election for any particular person or per- 
sons, or to induce such voter to come to tho polls or to remain away from the 


yan at such election, or on account of such voter having voted or refrained 
m voting, or haying voted or refrained from voting for any particular per- 
son, or haying come to the poll, orremained away from tho polls atsuch election, 

š To give, offer, or promise any. office, place, appointment, assign- 
ment to duty as supervisor of election, or other employment, whether in or 
about an election or otherwise, or to promise to procure, or to endeavor to pro- 
cure any office, place, appointment, assignment to duty as supervisor of elec- 
tion, or other employment, to or for any voter, or to or for any other person, 
in order to induce such voter to vote or refrain from voting at any election for 
Representative or Delegate in Con , or to induce any voter to vote or re- 
frain from yoting at such election for any partioular person or persons, 

Third. To make any gift, lonn, promise, offer, procurement, or agreement, as 
aforesaid, to, for,or with any person in order to induce such person to procure 
or endeayor to procure the election of any person as a Representative or Dele- 
gate in ebay ayo or the vote of any voter at any election fora Representative 
or Delegate in Congress. 

Fourth, To procure orengage, promise, or endeavor to procure,in consequence 
of any such gift, Joan, offer, promise, procurement, or ment, the election of 
any person or the vote of any voter at such election for a Represéntative or 
Delegate in Congress. 

Fifth. To advance or pay or cause to be paid any ern Gs other valuable 
thing to or for the use of any other person, with the intent that the same orany 

thereof shall be used in bribery at any election fora presentative or 

legate in Con; or to SSA ct pe or cause to be paid any money or 

other valuable ing to any person in diso or ee: homie of any money, 
wholly or in part, expended in bribery at any such election. 

Sixth. To receive, agree, or contract for, before or during an election for a 
Representative or Delegate in Congress,any money, gift, loan, or other yalu- 
able Sen poner whens aire appointment, assignment to duty as supervisor 
of election, or other employment for himself or any other person, for voting or 
agrecing to vote at such election,or for coming or agrecing to come to the 
polls, or for remaining away or agreeing to remain away from the polls, or for 
refraining or agreeing to refrain from voting, or for voting or agreeing to vote 
or refraining or agreeing to refrain from voting for any particular person or 
persons at any such election, 

Seventh. To receive any money or otber valuable thing during or after an 
election on account of himself or any other person having voted or refrained 
from yoting at such election for a Representative or Delegate in Congress, or on 
account of himself or any other person having voted or refrained from voting 
for any particular person or persons at such election, or on account of himself 
or any other person having come to the polls or peccalnad away from the polls 
at such election, or on account of haying induced any other 
frain from voting, or to vote or refrain 
persons at such election. 

Eighth. For met employer, in paying his employés the salary or w. 
them, to inclose their pay in “ 


person to vote orre- 
m voting for any particular person or 


due 
envelopes" upon which thero is written or 


printed any political mottoes, devices, orarguments containing threats, express 
or implied, intended or calculated to influence the political opinions = actions 
of such employés with reference to an election for a veor Delegate 


in Con in the district where such act is commit 

Ninth, For any el ete within ninety days of a general election for a 

Representative or Delegate in Congress, or for a special election fora Repre- 

mgress, in the district where the offense is commit- 
ut up or otherwise exhibit in his factory, workshop, or other estab- 
lishment or place where his employés may be working, any handbill or placard 
containing any threat, notice, or information that in case any particular tickct 
or candidate shall be clected work in his place or establishment will cease in 
whole or in part, or his establishment be closed up, or the wages of his work- 
men be reduced, or other threats, expressed or implied, intended or caloulated 
to influence the political opinions or actions of hisemployés, This and the pre- 
ceding division of this section shall apply to co’ ons as well as to indi- 
viduals, and any ee or corporations violating s pores of these di- 
visions of the on shall be deemed go oe a misdemeanor, and any cor- 
poration violating the same shall forfeit its charter, 

Tenth. y person who shall do, perform, or commitany of the acts declared 
unlawful by this section shall upon conviction be subject to a fine of not more 
than $500 or imprisonment for not more than one year, or both. 

Eleventh, Any n offending against any provision of this section of this 
act isa competent witness nst another mso offending, and may be 
compelled to attend and testify upon any trial, hearing, p: ng, or investi- 
patos in the same manner asany other person. But the testimony stall not 

used in any prosecttion or proceeding, criminal or civil, against the 
so testifying. A person so testifying si not thereafter be liable to indict- 
ment, prosecution, or punishment for the offense with reference to which his 
testimony was given, and may plead or proye the giving of testimony accord- 
ingly in bar on such an indictment or prosecution. 

Sec. 41. First. Every an, treasurer, or other officer or memberofaState, 
county, town, ward, precinct, district, or oust ees organization, and every 
otber person who shall receive from any candidate for Representative or Dele- 
gate in Congress, voted for at any publicelection held forsuch office, any money 
or other valuable thing paid or contributed by any such candidate, or by any 
other person for him to be used in aid of the election of such candidate, or to de- 
fray the expenses of any such election orany expense of the canvass ofsuch can- 
didate, either before or after such election shall have taken place, shall, within 
thirty days after such election, or within thirty nerf after receiving such money 
or other valuable thing, in case it is not received within thirty after the 
election, file an itemized statement in the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, which shall give the names of the various persons to whom 
such money or other valuable thing was paid or delivered, the amount paid to 
each, the specific nature of each item, and the purpose for whichit was expended 
or paid out, which statement shall be signed by the person making it and veri- 
fied by his affidavit to the effect that itis in all respects trne, and that it is a full 
and detailed statement of all moneys or other things of value received by him 
of any candidate voted for at such election or of any person in behalf of such 
candidate to be used in aid of the election of such candidate or to defray the 
expenses of any such election. 

Second, Every candidate for Representative or Delegate in Congress who is 
voted for atany public election for such office shall, within thirty days after such 
election, file in the office of the Clerk of the House of Re 


presentativesan itemized 
statement, showing in detail all the moneys contributed or expended by him, di- 


rectly or indirectly, by himself or throu, er} ogee rson or persons, or an 
committee or organization, in aid of his nominationor election tosu: 
office. Such s! ent shall give the names of the various persons, committees, 
or o the specific nature of each item, 


izations who received such moneys, 
and the purpose for which it was expended. or contributed. There shall be at- 
tached to such statement an aflidavit subscribed and sworn to by such candidate, 
setting forth in substance that the statement thus made isin all respects true, 
and that the same is a full and detailed statement of all moneys so contributed 
or expended by him, directly or indirectly, by himself or through any other 
personin aid of his election. aes 
Third. Any such chairman, treasurer, officer, member, person, or can te 
who yetieen OF DATOME to make end fila a statement, as prescribed in this sec- 
tion, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction, be subjectto 
a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment fornot more thanone year, or both, 


1412 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 16, 


Mr. PASCO, It is true that the best remedy for all these evils is 
by the enactment and enforcement of State laws, but if the policy of 
national laws against election offenses is to prevail these practices that 
I have spoken of should be included in the correction. Much has been 
accomplished by the States through the system of separating the voter 
from all outside influences when he casts his vote and making the ballot 
absolutely secret. If generally adopted, the briber, the intimidator, 
the ticket-changer will be powerless. 

It is probable that the astonishing result of the recent election in 
many of the Eastern States is due more to the operation of these laws 
than is generally supposed. 

It may not be out of place to insert here an extract from a speech 
recently delivered by Mr. Powderly, in Savannah, as to the way elec- 
tions are influenced in one manufacturing State of the North. Heisa 
representative man and his statements support some that I have already 
made upon this subject. 

In speaking of the necessity of the working people taking indepen- 
dent action in politics Mr. Powderly said that if all things published 
by Republican papers about Southern election methods were true he 
considered the people of this section a hard crowd. 


But there can be no worse intimidation ive! anywhere in the country 
than is practiced in Pennsylvania, the cradle of protection and the headquar- 
ters of the great party of so-called morality. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA METHOD, 


I have seen the mine bosses stand around the polls with cigar boxes on their 
arms, in which were tickets, and as an employé came along the cover was 
raised and a ticket handed to him. The r workman was nottold inso many 
words to vote the ticket, and if he falled to do so he would lose his job in about 
a week’s time, without being told why he was discharged. 


Mr. Powderly challenged any part of the country to show a worse 
system of refined cruelty than this. 

The country has recently had an objectlesson in the State of Florida, 
which illustrates the effect of giving political power to the officers of 
the United States courts. 

It will be recollected that, after the adjournment of the Fiftieth 
Congress and the called session of the Senate, held in March, 1888, a 
district judge ad interim was appointed for the northern district of 
Florida, to fill a vacancy caused by the death of Judge Settle during 
the recess of the Fiftieth Congress the year before. 

No reason appeared for an appointment so unusual, for the regular 
term of the court had been held and no press of business demanded a 
further session before the next regular term, syhich under the law would 
have been held about the time that Congress assembled. If we are at 
liberty to judge from what was subsequently done the purpose of those 
under whose advice and influence this appointment was at that time 
made, I can safely say it was to cause aterm to be held for partisan and 
political purposes. In saying this I go back of the appointing power 
to those who suggested the action and who doubtless presented some 
reasons which persuaded the Executive that a necessity existed for tak- 
ing this extraordinary step. 

Whether these persons were disappointed candidates or officers who 
desired to increase their fees or politicians who looked to some future 
advantage is of little importance. Their views were followed, the ap- 
pointment was made, the teria of the court washeld. The newly ap- 
pointed judge had been in the State but a short time comparatively 
and knew but little of the condition of society, and he seems to have 
followed the views of his district attorney, also newly appointed, but 
an er resident of Florida, who thoroughly understood the politics of 

e State. Z 

The nonpartisan jury law was overthrown by the removal of the 
Democratic jury commissioner, and in his place was appointed one 
who had tough and opposed the Democratic party in his county as 
an Independent. The divisions of the district based upon the law 
and fixed bya long-established rule of the court were broken down. 
Persons charged with offenses were haled from their homes near which 
courts had been formerly held at stated terms fixed bylawand carried 
to a remote part of the State before juries not of their own vicinage, 
but summoned wholly from one division of the district. 

The two commissioners obtained their lists of names in violation of 
the spirit of the law, in most, if not in all cases, from a common source. 
They were generally furnished by Republican county committees or 
their members, and in one memorable instanceat therequest of another 
officer of the court who wrote for a list of true and tried Republicans to 
serve as jurors to be made up in conference with a Repubiican State 
senator and to be forwarded tothe Republican court commissioner, and 
the list so furnished to the commissioner was accepted and used by him 
and his associate with the full knowledge of one of them, the clerk, 
of its origin and composition. Under this management a grand jury 
packed with twenty-two Republicans in a panel of twenty-three was 
offered and was organized and sustained after all the facts were brought 
to the attention of the court. 

However free from deserved censure the original appointment of 
these court officers may have been, the Executive must bear the re- 
sponsibility of adhering to the appointments after these facts became 
generally known to the country and after many of them had been 
specially called to his attention. And their subsequent confirmation 


by the Senate indicates how strong and powerful is the influence of 
partisanship even with respect to matters judicial in their character. 

This circuit court of the northern district of Florida will have 
within its jurisdiction if this bill becomes a law the larger part of the 
territory of two Congressional districts. Whether the lower officers of 
the court had in contemplation any future political advantage to them- 
selves in their partisan acts I know not, but I do know that they have 
in some way acquired an influence which has made them masters of 
the political situation in Florida so far as the Republican is con- 
cerned. The district attorney, at the recent election held since these 
proceedings, becamethe Republican candidate for Representative in 
Congress from his district, his assistant became the Republican candi- 
date to fill a vacancy upon the supreme bench of the State, a commis- 
sioner of the court became the Republican candidate to fill a vacancy 
in the office of State comptroller (the only other State office to be filled), 
and a suecessor to the marshal was offered the Republican nomination 
for Kepresentative in Congress in the other Congressional district, but it 
was a barren compliment and he rejected it, preferring the substance of 
his present position. 

In addition to these honors the clerk of the court held the responsi- 
ble position of treasurer of the Republican State committee and was 
the chief supervisor of the judicial district. 

These are the natural fruits of a policy which‘made a United States 
court potential asa political factor in a single district of a single State. 
The control of the court is weakly surrendered to its lower officers; 
the laws are violated; juries are packed; partisanship prevails; justice 
is mocked; and the people who differ politically with the court officers 
are vexed and persecuted. And when the next political campaign oc- 
curs the officers of the court hold the honors and prizes. 

If the system provided in the law now before the Senate were in op- 
eration, how easy it would be for a candidate thus foisted upon the 
party to obtain the necessary certification if the office songht was that 
of a Representative in Con 

I propose now to consider in the light of past experience whether 
the supervision and control and certification of elections in the South- 
ern States by Southern Republicans are likely to promote honesty and 
fair dealing and produce favorable results. 

I shall confine my illustrations to the State I have the honor in part 
to represent, for I am familiar with the history of the period when the 
Republican party was in power there. 

During that period the entire control of our elections was in the 
hands of Southern Republicans, with all the power and authority of 
the United States Government to support them, including armed bot 
who were conspicuous at the polls and around the canvassing b s 
on many occasions when elections were held. ‘The election officers 
were all Republican appointees, often and generally all Republicans. 
The majority of every board of inspectors and every member of every 
board of local and State canvassers were Republicans, as well as the 
governor who gave the certificate of the result. 

The present law is to be executed under the direction generally of 
Republican judges, Republican chief supervisors, supervisors the ma- 
jority of them to be Republicans, Republican deputy marshals, and a 
canvassing board, the majority of its members to be Republicans. All 
are to be Republican appointees, and the appointing power passes its 
judgment upon the political faith of all of them and selects whom it 
pleases to represent the minority. If we can properlyjudge the future 
by the past, a study of the chapter of the history of that period relat- 
ing to elections will enable us to determine whether it is wise and just 
to hand overthe election machinery of Florida to the men and the party 
from whom it was taken in 1876, after long years of fraud and abuse 
of power, by the aid of an honest court whose authority was invoked 
because in no other way could the actual determination of the result 
of the election then held be obtained. 

I know that in entering upon this subject I shall be charged with 
thrashing over the old straw, with rehearsing ancient history, with at- 
tenipting to justify wrongdoing by reviving the story of older wrongs. 
These stock phrases are often used in lieu of arguments, and, in fact, 
there is no other reply when we appeal to the lessons taught by expe- 
rience. I have no desire to raise the veil which time has let fall upon 
that dark and terrible period of the history of our country; but the 
great body of the people who have passed through this bitter experi- 
ence believe, as I do, that one result of this legislation will be to revive 
and renew the history of the Southern States from 1868 to the time of 
their deliverance. N 

The Congressional elections will be carried on in those States as all 
clections were carried on during that period, without regard to fairness, 
in a purely partisan spirit, with no reference to the will of the people, 
under asystem whose keystone is the returning board, the very name 
of which for years was obnoxious to the American people, a stench in 
their nostrils, a byword of contempt and reproach, and it is this fea- 
ture which the leading and influential friends of this measure are most 
anxious to revive and reproduce. rc 

I appeal then to the history of the past in my own State as instruc- 
tive with to the effect of the present bill and the results that 
il flow from its enactment in future elections should it become a 
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The first general election, under the reconstruction acts enacted by 
the Congress, for State officers and a Representative in Congress was 
held in 1868. It was conducted under an ordinance framed by the 
constitutional convention which had been held under the authority of 
Congress and the direction of the military authorities, The Republic- 
an president of the convention was at the head of the canvassing board 
which was to determine and announce the result. The polls were 
kept open for three days and the inspectors had charge of the ballot 
boxes at night. ‘These inspectors were all Republicans in the section 
where I lived, and were generally so according to my information, ex- 
cept in places where no Republicans covld be found. There were two 
factions of Republicans, each with its candidates, and the Democrats 
had a ticket in the field. The advantage was with the faction which, 
with the aid of the commanding general of the district, had controlled 
the convention and held the machinery of the election. Their candi- 
date for governor held an important and influential position in the 
postal service. 

A ballot box was contrived by one who was prominent in the party 
and who has since held influential positions under different Republican 
administrations, with a false bottom which could be removed at will by 
those who understood how to manipulate it, It was used extensively 
through the black belt, where the opposition to the convention wing of 
the party was numerically strong. Superior numbers were not neces- 
sary to decide the result, The aperture through which the votes were 
passed was ostentatiously sealed each evening at the close of the polls 
and the key was intrusted to one who did not have the custody of the 
box. Although the seals were unbroken in the morning, the keeper of 
the box by means of the false bottom and slide had ample opportunity 
during the quiet of the night in the seclusion of his home to mold the 
majority at will. 

The following slip is taken from a Republican paper at that time 
published in Tallahassee. Itindignantly denies the integrity of the 
result as there declared and throws some light upon the manner in 
which the election was conducted. 

It begins by a reference to the majority claimed for Reed, the suc- 
cessful Republican candidate for governor, at Tallahassee, and says: 

Such a statement would belie all the facts in the case when it is known to 
every intelligent man who was on the ground during the three days’ election, 
to the colored people who counted the voters as they entered the courthouse, 
to the registrars (one of whom, at least, often kept a tally ofthe votes, and who 
on the last day of election declared that Scott and Billings— 

Scott was the Democratic candidate for governor— 


weré casting the solid negro vote), to the challengers who kept a correct and 
rigid tally sheet of the yote from day to day—when itis known to all of these 
that only about 2,500 yotes were deposited in the ballot box, the count which 
represents 2,800 votes to have been castissimply ridiculous, When itis further 
known and can be proven that Reed— 


Reed and Billings were Republican candidates for governor, nomi- 
nated by their respective factions— 


did not receive near as many colored votes as Colonel Scott, the count which 
laces him almost ‘neck and shoulders" with Billings (who certainly cast 
Tour to his one) exhibits a result which everybody knows to be simply impos- 
sible. Pf 
And yet we have been prepared to expect all this. Two weeks ago the 
writer of this (who isthe editor of the Sentinel and whose name is J. B. Hyen 
rode from Tallahasses to Live Oak with one A. A.K., a prominent Radi 
orator, go called. Just before reaching Station No. 5, the said K., said, dis- 
tinctly, to the said Oliver, ‘Scott may poll five votes to Reed's one, through- 
out the State, and Reed will be elected!" K. was asked to repeat the statement, 
and he did so, in the presence of a witness, adding, ‘* We've got the whole thin 
in our hands—the ballot boxes, the registrars, the mail agents, and all,™ An 
then, by way of more forcibly illustrating the great facilities which his party 
ossessed, just as we reached Station 5, K. remarked, “ Billings and Walker 
ave got olf here to hold a Billings meeting, called to meet here y their friend 
Cone. Billings wrote to Cone to assemble the meeting. Billings’s letter went 
onthe train. We (K. ef id omne scalawags) went on the same train that carried 
the letter. We opened that letter and we wrote another one, saying, ‘Dear 
Cone: There is no chance for us: go for the Reed ticket. Tell your people.’ 
And,” continued the grinning K., ` wesigned Liberty Billings’s name toit, put 
itin ere Scrap tia and sent it to Cone, and Cone, a darned fool, thought it 
was all hunky. 

Tn addition to the boasts made by K., about the ballot boxes, ete., itis known 
that certain Radicals in this city, apt at figures (and who have been previously 
heard to say whatcould be done with the ballot boxes), reported to certain par- 
ties in Tallahassee, ten days ago, within twenty of the number of votes that 
would be cast here for each candidate. They had ciphered the number that 
they ought to have in this county to bring their ticket up to the estimated nec- 
essary figures; and now the figures tally, exactly, with their Radical arithmetic, 

To say that Harrison Reed has polled such a yote in Tallahassee, where a cor- 

oral's guard could not be assembled to hear him or his satellites on the stump, 
to add insult to injury, falsehood to bribery, and shame to corruption,—T7al- 
lahassee Sentinel, May 7, 1868. 


The canyassing board announced the election of their friends and 
partisans, and though the public believed it to be the product of pre- 
meditated fraud they could only yield to the power of the General 

. Government, through whose agencies this disgraceful result was reached. 

Reed and Gleason became governor and lieutenant governor, Flor- 
ida was indebted to her sister State in the far North, Wisconsin, for 
these contributions to her statesmanship, and the Senators from that 
State are probably familiar with their earlier record. 

It was in this way that Florida was born again into the Union, and 
the Legislature chosen under these auspices sent ce Spe represen- 
tation to this Chamber and took upon themselves the choice of Presi- 
dential electors to vote for the Republican candidates for President and 
Vice President, 


Tn order that it may be understood how the chief official who thus 
became the governor of the State conducted his administration, Iwill 
quote from a report of a committee of the Republican house of ns- 
sembly appointed to exainine charges against him with a view to his 
impeachment. The committee concluded their report as follows: 


In regard to Governor Reed having received money as a consideration for 
calling the special session of the Legislature which convened last June, we find 
that George W.Swepson wrote to Governor Reed inthe following words and 


figures, to wit: 
“ [Confidential] 
“RaLtIGH, N. C., May 31, 1869, 

“DearSin: I régret my inability to bein your city during the extra session of 
the Legislature. Had it been convened on the Ist of June, as at first contem- 
plated, I could hayecome. Asitis,I can not. General Littlefield has the bill, 
etc.,and will fully explain everything to you; we expect him to prevent any 
difficulty being made with you by Osborne's friends, I write hastily and to tho 
point. You remember when in New York our agreement was this: You were 
to call the Legislature together and to use your influence to haye our bills passed 
ns drawn by us, and if you were successful in this you were to be paid $12,500 
in cash, out of which amount was to be deducted the $7,500 you have heretofore 
received, leaving a balance of $5,000 to be paid at an early ay: 

“Shonid our bills as drawn pass, we want you to goto New York and sign and 
— to us the State bonds, and receive the bonds of our road in exchange for 

em, 

“Any arrangement General Littlefield may make in this matter will be car- 
ried out in good faith, 

“Very truly, $ 
(Signed) “GEORGE W. SWEPSON.* 
“Hon, Harrison REED, 
Tallahassee, Fla.” 

This letter was sealed with private seal of Swepson, and was delivered by 
General Milton S. Littlefield to Governor Reed in Tallahassee a day or two 
prior to the meeting of the Legislature in June. Governor Reed did not read 
this letter in General Littlefield's presence. No allusion to the letter was cver 
made by Governor Reed to General Littlefield, until in December he said to 
him it was Mr. Swepson’'s duty to correct the vile slander of the Conant nafti- 
davits and the newspaper articles upon it. 

We find that General Littlefield let Governor Reed have several sums of 
money during the session, butthey were charged against him, and what has not 
been paid is now held inaccountagainsthim. He further states that he knows 
from Governor Reed’s own acknowledgment that Mr, Swepson has let Goy- 
ernor Reed have $7,500, $2,500 or which is secured by mortgage and the balance 
is the $5,000 draft alluded to. This is all we have been able to discover on this 
point, except that there wasa Bonner original of the letter just recited, which 
was shown by General Littlefield to different parties at different times. 

Tn the matter of the printing of State bonds, we find there was material dif- 
ference between the cost and that of other bonds subsequently printed at the 
same house in New York. We tind no evidence of any fraud, 

Reluctantly it is that we have come to the conclusion we hold as to our duty, 
but,in view of the circumstances, our duty is plain, and we therefore recom- 
mend that Harrison Reed, governor of Florida, be impeached, and respectfully 
recommend the passage of the accompanying resolution. 

JAMES D. GREEN, Chairman, 
RGE P. RANEY 


It, H. FORWARD. 
Resolved by the Assembly, That Harrison Reed, governor of Florida, be im- 


epee of high crimes and misdemeanors, malfeasance, and incompetency in 
office. 


The book which I read from was published by Hon. John Wallace, 
who claims to be its author. It is called Carpet-Bag Rule in Flori- 
da. But I can vouch for the correctness of this extract, for I have 
seen this report as published in the proceedings of the State Legisla- 
ture, but do not have a copy of the proceedings here with me. 

Wallace is of African descent, a lawyer by profession, bright and 
intelligent, well known in our State, having served many years in the 
two houses of the State Legislature. In consequence of his residence 
at Tallahassee and his influential position in the Republican party, to 
which he still adheres, he had the best of opportunities to become ač- 
quainted with the history of that period, and I shall have occasion to 
quote from his book again during the course of these remarks. The 
ee design of the work is shown in the following extracts from the 
preface: 


The design of this work is to correct the settled and erroneous impression 
that has gone out to the world that the former slaves, when enfranchised, had 
no conception of good government, and therefore their chief ambition was cor- 
ruption and plunder; to prove that, although they had been for more than two 
hundred years deprived of that training calculated to fit a people for citizen- 
ship of a great Republic like ours, yet their constant contact with a more en- 
lightened race, though in the tion of slaves, would haye made them better 
citizens and more honest legislators if they-had not been contaminated by 
strange white men who represented themselves to them as their saviors; 
that the laws of the States passed with reference to the colored people in 1865 
were not enacted, as a whole, to be enforced, but to deter the colored people 
from revenging any real or fancied wrongs that cruel masters may have in- 
flicted while they were slaves; that these Jaws and the secret leagues riveted 
the former slaves to these strangers, who explained them to be tenfold worse 
than they were; that it was white men, and not colored men, who originated 
corruption and enriched themselves from the earnings of the people of the State 
from the year 1868 to 1877; that the loss of the State to the National Republican 
party was not due to any unfaithfulness of the colored people to that party, but 
to the corruption of these strange white leaders termed " i” t 
the colored people have done as well as any other people could have done under 
the same circumstances, if not better, 


There were otherserious charges against the governorin the impeach- 
ment proceedings which were ordered by the Assembly, and they were 
from time totimerenewed. Buthe wasnever tried. The Legislature 


- *Itafterwards transpired that Osborne visited Swopson at Raleigh and prepared 
this letter, and pledged Swepson that if he would sign it he should have all the 
legislation he wanted, saying, ‘I control two-thirds of the members, and unless 
you sign this you shall have nothing.” Swepson had his private secretary, Ro- 
senthal, to copy the letter in duplicate and handed one copy to Littlefield to take 
to Florida, where Conant was to take charge ofits execution. Atthesame time 
Osborne received several thousand dollars from Swepson to insure success, 
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postponed the trial to a future session, and the supreme court decided 
that this was in effect a dismissal of the proceedings and operated as 
an acquittal. 

The next general election was held in 1870. Gleason had been ousted 
from his office as lieutenant governor after a controversy which ter- 
minated in the United States Supreme Court, and the vacancy was to 
k filled and a Representative in the Forty-second Congress had to be 

osen. 2 

“When the election closed it was evident that Bloxham, the Demo- 
cratic candidate for lieutenant governor, had receiyed a majority of 
the votes cast and that Day was in the minority. It was also mani- 
fest that Niblack, the Democratic candidate for Representative had 
defeated Walls, and in fact his majority was greater than Bloxham’s, 
Tt was determined to count out the two Democrats, and the task was 
not dificult with the facilities in the hands of the party leaders, Be- 
sides a friendly State administration, they had the machinery of the 
United States courts at their command, which the lower officers, who 
were all Republican partisans, were able then as they now are to 
direct and manipulate as party necessity seemed to require. In ad- 
dition to this the mail service was managed by unscrupulous hands,. 
and its secrets were always open to those who were able to dictate the 
appointment of inspectors and route agents. x 
e returns of nine counties were held backor taken from the mails 
or for the time suppressed by the State officials, and their receipt at 
the proper oflices in the State capitol was not acknowledged till after 
the canyass was completed and the certificates of election had been is- 
sued totheminority candidates. Eight of thesecounties had Democratic 
majorities and their suppression destroyed the total Democratic ma- 
jority. When the State canvassing board, composed of the secretary 
of state, the comptroller, and attorney-general, met they announced 
their intention of going on with the canvass, although the limit of time 
allowed for all the county returns to come in had notarrived. Anin- 
junction was at once sued out of the circuit court of the State, in the 
name of Bloxham, the duly elected lieutenant governor, to restrain the 
members of the board from hastening the completion of the count of 
the po for lieutenant governor until the missing returns had time to 
come in. . 

The legislation here enacted in 1870 ostensibly to punish and prevent 
frauds at elections was then fresh upon the statute books, I do not 
charge the members of the Congress which enacted it with a wrong pur- 
pose; there were but few Democrats here then, and the majority did not 
have the same opportunities forobtaining light upon the subject that our 
colleagues upon the other sideof the Chamber now do. But the Florida 
carpet r does not seem to have been ignorant of the base uses to 
which this new-born legislation could beput. A complaint wasat once 
entered against Hon. P. W. White, State circuit judge, in the United 
States court at Jacksonville. He was arrested, taken from the seat of 
justice, carried 160 miles, and arraigned for obstructing election officers 
in the discharge of their duty. He was placed under bond and his 
trial was postponed. Meanwhile, in defiance of the restraining order of 
theState court as to the former, Day and Walls were counted inand en- 
tered upon their respective offices. 

‘The wronged and defrauded lieutenant governor and Representative 
at once entered upon a contest to secure the rights which the people 
had given and intrusted to them. Bloxham commenced proceedings 
in the supreme court of the State. He was baffled on all sides by his 
political opponents. Once when he was upon the threshold of victory 
the Legislature changed the law as to canvassing the result of an elec- 
tion and the court dismissed his case upon the ground that there was 
no power to enforce obedience to afinal judgment. A longer litigation 
was then commenced, which came to asuccessful conclusion only after 
all the active duties of the office had been discharged by the usurper, 
and the Democratic lieutenant governor gained only the barren title 
of the high office to which he had been elected. One of these cases 
which set forth all the facts is reported in 13 Florida Reports. 

Niblack carried his contest to the House of Representatives. The 
case was so clear, when all the county returns were at length produced, 
that he had no fear as to the result, even though his title was fo be 
passed upon by his political opponents. He could only suffer from 
er and the records of the House of, Representatives show that he 
obtained the seat to which he had been chosen by the people of Flor- 
ida for a term of two years during the latter part of the eleventh month 
of the second year of his term. 

Tt is proper to add that no attempt was ever made to bring Judge 
White’s case to a trial. He was required to appear from time to time 
before the United States court, was annoyed and vexed by tedious de- 
Jays and continuances till the matter became stale and the efforts of 
the conspirators had succeeded, and he was then discharged without 
ceremony or apology. The corrupt and wicked use of the law and the 
machinery of the national courts had wrought out the desired resulte. 

In 1872 another general election was held fornational and State officers. 
The previous election had demonstrated the fact that the Democrats 
were in the majority, and in order to render unnecessary a renewal of 
the scandal created by the disgraceful acts of the preceding canvass a 
new line of fraud was arranged. Under the State election laws the 
same list of voters was used at every precinct in a county. ‘The regis- 


tration in the black belt was far in excess of the actual voting popula- 
tion. The lists were clogged with names of dead men, persons who 
had removed from their counties, and convicted felons. It was noun- 
eommon thing in the early days of freedom for the brother in black to 
change his name or his ‘ entitlement,” as he called it. 

Thus duplicate names abounded and it was casy for the managing 
carpetbaggers who held the local offices to utilize these surplus and 
unrepresentative names by detailing their docile and obedient voters 
to use them after their own legal privilege had been exhausted. There 
was no real dangerin voting in their own real names at two or more 
precincts, for the administration of all the laws, State and national, 
was in the hands of the men who plauned and exceuted the schemes. 
In two counties only, the one in which I live and the adjoining 
one, where the State capitol is located, there was a gain in the Re- 
publican yote of more than 1,700, large enough to cover the major- 
ity which the State canvassing board announced in fayor of the Re- 
publican candidates, and in these counties there had been no immi- 
gration since the preceding election, and no increase in the population 
upon which this enlarged vote could be plausibly based, and there 
were other counties in which like remarkable results occurred. 

Some references to the first message of Governor Hart and some ex- 
tracts from it will illustrate the condition of the State as he found it 
after four years of Republican rule. These extracts are taken from 
the governors message as published in the Senate Journal of the | 
State of Florida, in 1873, and read as follows, pages 26-31: 

There are, and will continue to be until laws shall be made effectually to pro- 
vent them, so many diMculties and obstacles in the way of enforcing prompt 
and correct collections and transmissions of taxes and correct settlements with 
tho treasury, and so little money reaches the people's treasury, as that the in- 
terest on thelr publicdebt goes unpald; which fact alone isruinous to the char- 
acter and good name ofthe State. The principal is unprovided for, outstanding 
comptroller’s warrants for current expenses are fearfully increasing at double 
rates, and I have reason to believe that there is no money with which to pay 
even expressage on books, telegraph fees, or to purchase any of the supplies 
most necessary for daily labor and use about the Marla? and nothing whatever 
with which to pay the expenses of the present session of the Legislature. 

There are ample resources. The comptroller’s report states that the taxes of 
1871, notyet received atthe Loe amount to $180,256.25, From other sources 
Ithink it may here be safely stated that for several years previously to 1871 the 
amount still due for taxes will not fall short of $160,000, making $310,000 due for 
back taxes. Is it any wonder that the treasury is empty and comptroller's 
warrants generally nearly 50 per cent. below par? And that is not all, The 
taxes for the year 1872 are now being collected. I have no official information 
of the amount properly expected from that sourco, but if it should be half of 
the whole amount for 1871 it will bo $218,696.42, making $598,000 now duo and 
that should be brought into the treasury without delay. 

He says further: š 

Thepcopleare willing that {ax-collectors and theirsuretiesshall bo made to pay 
what bas Been collected from the people, but withheld from the Treasury; that 
assessors and collectors shall be continually compelled to do their whole duty 
promptly, and that whatever steps are necessary in order to perfect the finan- 
cial condition of the State shall now be taken. 

He again says: 

The probability is that our State is withouta parallel in the laxity of revenuc- 
collectors in making returns to the treasury. I doubt if thore is another State 
in which so great proportion of the revenues is withheld [rom the treasury after 
it has been paid to the proper officers by the taxpayers. 

He says further: 

It is too often said that officers are in the practice of exchanging moneys 
received for revenues for the depreciated warrants of the State, and making 
return on oath that such warrants were the identical paper received for reve- 
nues, thus setting at deflance the criminal code, cheating and thieving the public 
for the purpose of pocketing the difference, and adding perjury to fraud with- 
outfear ofpunishment. I hayenotheard ofanyattempt to punish either crimo, 
and this leads some of our people to believe that other officers whose duty it is 
to protect the public are imposed upon and made to suffer in their reputation 
for the crimes of others, 

Again he says: 

Tfour oficers and legislators are not beyond the reach of those who would 
temptthem from their duty to themselves, their families, and the State, then 
indeed have the temples of justice and law become the “dens of thieves.” 
Let us show that all our virtue has not departed from us. 

He says further in regard to the election laws during Republican rule: 

The experience of the past few months has demonstrated the nator of 
some changes in the laws relating to clections, It has come to be rded as 
a matter of grave concern, under the law as it now stands, whether the choice 
of oficers depends upon the voice of a manor of the people of the State or 
counties, or whether it depends upon the skill of a b of canyassers in 
Paedieine: or rejecting upon petty and technical grounds the evidence of the 
result. 

That, Mr. President, is the verdict of a Republican governor upon 
the Republican government of Florida at that period. 

I give, from a volume entitled Why the Solid South? an account 
of an election contest from Dade County, brought by Israel M. Stewart 
against E. T. Sturtevant for a seat in the State senate, as an illustra- 
tion of the contests which came before the State lature for seats 
in the senate and assembly in appealing from the fraudulent acts of 
the county and State officials. I wrote the chapter from which the 
account is extracted myself, and the facts were carefully taken from 
the published journals of the senate and other authentic sources. It 
is fonnd on pages 162-164 of the volume: 

One of the election contosts of this session justifies the severe language al- 
ready quoted from the governor's message— 

Which I just read. 


Dade County occupies the extreme southeastern part of the Florida penin- 
sula. In territorial extent it contains moro than 7,000 square miles, but accord- 
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ing to the previous census of 1870 the Baste was only 8. Yet it was en- 
titled toa member of the assembly, an th the adjourning county of Brevard, 
with a population of 1,216, formed a district. 

It was in counties like these, thinly populated and remote from communica- 
tion, that the Republican workers plied their scheme to control the islature. 
Only about nine of the thirty-nine were safely Republican after the bilities 
resulting from the war had mremoved. Enough of the others to make the 
desired majority were managed or manipulated by some sharp or crooked de- 
vice on the day of election, or treated by the counting-out process applied later. 

The Benest contest came from this same county of Dade. 

November 5, 1872, E. T. Sturtevant was judge of the county court. Gleason, 
who had occupied Benest's seat, was now clerk of the cirouit and county courts; 

zeother they composed a majority of the board of county canvassers, and, in 
the absence of the third member, the entire board. : 

Only one precinct was ha ieee in the county on the day of election. At that 
Sturtevant was one of the inspectors and Gleason was clerk. Both were caudi- 
dates at the election, the former for the senate, the latter for the assembly, 
against J, J. Brown, the Democratic candidate. When the election closed it was 
regularly announced, in the presence of the voters, that the majority of the votes 
had been cast against Sturtevant and Gleason, who had each received 14 votes, 
and this result was duly certified, and the two defeated candidates signed the 
required certificates, acting under oath as election officers. 

efore the meeting of the county board the defeated candidates prepared a 
petition to themselves as a county board, alleging that certain foreigners had 
voted without producing their naturalization papers. These were old citizens 
ofthe pannis who had frequently voted before, and no one at this clection had 
challenged their right to yote or asked for their pon 

The board acted on this petition and deduc o number of votes cast D7 
these citizens from the votes of their successful opponents without taking evi- 
dence as to how they voted, thus reversing the result, and as county canvassers 
certified this false result in their own behalf to the State capitol. 

Israel M. Stewart, the Democratic candidate for senator, who was thus robbed 
of his majority in Dade, received in his own county of Brevard 39 out of the 6) 
votes, but none were cast there for Sturtevant. In order to complete this out- 
rage the Brevard returns were held back by the Republican officers of election 
or detained by the United States mail agents till the State canyassors had met 
and announced the election of Sturtevant and Gleason, and they were accor!- 
ingly seated upon their minority vote of 14 from the single precinct in Dade. 

‘he majority of the committee on elections of the iy simply reported 
that “we are of the opinion that William IL Gleason is entitled to his seat.” 
They denied none of the conclusions of fact reached by the minority. Their 
report was adopted and Gleason retained the seat against Brown. 

here was no final determination of Stewart's contest against Sturtevant 
during the first session of the senate, The term was for four years, and it was 
renewed at the second session, two years later, but without effect. 

Wallace was chairman of the committee on elections which reported in favor 
of Gleason, and was in the senate at the next term, where he supported Sturte- 
vant whenever action was attempted in Stewart's favor. In his k he men- 
tions his vote in Sturtevant’s behalf as one of the only two acts committed dur- 
ing these days of reconstruction which he regrets. 


Governor Hart died in 1874, and Lieutenant Governor Stearns filled 
out the remainder of theterm. There wasa general election for Repre- 
sentatives in Congress and members of the State Legislature in Novem- 
berafter hecameintooflice. Asusualthe Republican candidatesin both 
Congressional districts were declared elected, received their certificates, 
and took their seats. There was no contest made in the First district, 
but in the Second district Finley, the Democratic candidate, contested 
the election of Walls, who had been unseated in 1873 by a Republican 
House tponchargesof fraud, irregular conductof election officers, irregu- 
Jar counting, leavingoff the registry list the names of qualified voters, and 
permitting minors, felons, and convicts to vote. The committee found 
that the charges were duly proved and that Finley had a valid major- 
ity of 343 votes. Eight of the committee joined in this report and 
but three dissented, and the Democratic contestant was seated by a 
large majority in the House. The history of this case is found in a 
report made in the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Con- 


gress. 

The last election that took place in Florida under like circum- 
stances was in 1876. I shall not go into its details; the results are 
well known to the country. The Republicans had, in addition to the 
opportunity and power to encourage and commit fraud, the authority 
now so much desired of certification. Through this the results of 
crime were crystallized into a fresh extension of national power. The 
American people are not desirous of seeing a repetition of this chapter 
in the history of our country. 

I propose to give some extracts with reference to this election from 
the work already quoted from, Wallace’s Carpetbag Rule in Florida. 
He isa Republican witness and shows how the groundwork of that 
election was prepared by the conspirators who were planning only to 
steal a State government, but whose work was accepted as means of 
reversing the result of a Presidential election. 

These extracts are taken from pages 335, 336, 337, 339. 


Many schemes were contrived at the executive office to put Stearns in as goy- 
ernor, and among the most notable were the following: 

First. That the ring county officers, whose duty it was to appoint the inspec- 
tors of clections, should appoint only those, as Republican inspectors, who 
would commitall the frand that possibly could be committed at the ballot box 
in favor of Stearns. 

Second. In large Democratic precincts where the ring inspectors would be 
watched so closely that they could not commit frauds gross irregularities were 
to be committed, so that the precinct conld be thrown out by the board ofcounty 
canyvaasers, 

Third. In Democratic counties having a full set of Republican officers or a 
majority of the board of canvassers, Democratic precincts were to be thrown 
—— account of these irregularities if the people would submit to it without 

olence. 

Fourth. Ifthe throwing out process raised too much excitement these irreg- 
ularities were to be sent up to the State returning board, while the action of 
the county board was to be sent immediately to E. M. Cheney, chairman of the 
fraudulent returning board of the party at Jacksonville, who would prepare the 
papers for the final count, 

Fifth. In the black-belt counties general repeating was to be resorted to by 
the freedmen, and, if detected, Stearns, the governor elect, would protect them. 


The plans were so systematically laid that those loading colored men who had- 
aaeoa nt ona lnkewarm on ots Seay now rie to oe joanne that ie 
wou e next governor in of all opposition, © repeat part 
the game, in Leon County, was paoa by Stearns in the hands of WU Saun- 
ders,concerning whom we shall give more light hereafter. Thess rules were 
Inid down by experts who had no difficulty in enforcing their strict enforcement. 
It will be noticed that the species of fraud contemplated in this election was of 
ee oie zamn order as those practiced in the election of 1870 mentioned inthe 
n pter— 


Which I have already referred to— 
when Bloxham ran for lieutenant governor, with the addition of repeating. 
He says further on: 


Two weeks before election the colored brothers in eyery precinct were notl- 
fied by Saunders, Bowes, and other leaders that, uniess they voted as many 
times as they could on the day of election, they would be ong Ske into sla 2 
This trick had a great deal of weight with somo of the colored men who,while 
hating Stearns, were afraid to trust tho Democrats, The author of this work 
and W. G. Stewart advised the colored people to each cast one vote for Stearns, 
and if such votes would not clect him lot him be defeated, 

Once of the most daring acts of oppression during this campaign was the con- 
duct of Stearnsin Manatee County, Capt. John F. tholf, Republican, clerk of 
court in this county, resigned the position on account of sickness. Ife sent 
his resignation immediately to the governor, and with it the name of a man 
whom he recommended as his successor. This was in time to have the clerk 
appointed before the time for the appointment of inspectors and the making 
other necessary arrangements for conducting the election. had passed. Stearns” 
received the resignation and the name of the man recommended; but now was 
the opportunity to silence a whole Democratic county, for to have no clerk 
made it impossible to have an election,and so he absolutely refused to make 
any appointment. 

On the day of election the white citizens of the county showed themselves 
equal to the occasion, They organized in cach precinct a board of inspectors 
and secured such papers as were necessary, polled the full Democratic vote and 
sent the returns to the State board of canvassers. In Leon County, on the day 
of election, the whites worked industriously among the colored men and se- 
cured at least 400 votes for the Democratic ticket, nine-tenths of whom were not 
eee cast their yotes against Stearns because they were disgusted with 

s me n 

The colored brothers, now following the instructions given them by Stearns 
through Saunders, began to vote sedy and often, Frosin the Georgis line tothe 
capital was a distance of 20 miles, with threeor four precincts between those 
p ts, They started early in the morning and voted at every precinct on that 

ine of march to the capital, and each time the same man would vote under 
anassumed name. Itcan be fairly estimated that atleast five hundrec votes 
were secured in Leon County alone by this method. 


It will be recollected that this is Republican t®stimony. 

Wow much of this repeating was done in other parts of the State we shall not 
attempt to say; but this was a general order to be observed throughout the 
State when it could be done without detection, The counties were not then di- 
vided into precincts as they nrenow, and therefore the voter could cast his bal- 
lot anywhere inthe county. At one of the Lake Jackson polls, where Stearns 
had worked up considerable influence through his Government land informa- 
tion, the handy superintendent, Joseph Bowes, had camped all night, carrying 
with him a cartload of rifles. He had notified the colored people to meet him 
outthere, which was done. He informed them that Governor Stearns had sent 
the rifles ont there for their protection. 

On the contrary, the guns were carried out for his protection in case the 
whites should detect him in his contenyplated frauds. Bowes had prepared in 
the office of the Tallahassee Sentinel, the official organ of the governor, several 
hundred tickets with the names of the Republican candidates printed in yery 
small type. The tickets were about aninch anda halflong by an inch wide, 
He opened the polls on the morning of election, before the hour designated, 
aud before the whites arrived, and deposited in the box as many of these tickets 
as he desired, en the whites arrived they felt confident that something was 
wrong, but what it was they could not exactly tell, butat the close of the polls, 
when the ballot box was opened, the secret was revealed, Several hundred of 
these “Tittle Jokers” bounced ontand were counted justas thongh they had been 
honestly voted. The whites protested against counting them, but Bowes and 
the balance of the board said that they were in the box and must be counted. 
A large majority was by this meanssent in for Stearns from this poll and Bowes 
was lionized by the governor and his managers for this heroic act. 


These plans were matured and executed, but though the Jaws for 
punishing crimes against the elective franchise were upon the statute 
books not an indictment was ever found against any of the wrongdoers, 
although the story of their crimes was published all over the country. 
Instead of punishment the guilty men were rewarded with office and 

lace and power. Lists of these official beneficiaries of crime have 
bane ublished in Congressional reports and in speeches delivered in 
both Houses of Congress, but I shall not by repeating them bring them 
once more from the obscurity into which the kindly hand of time bas 
conducted them and where it has left them. 

I have by no means exhausted the list. ‘The elections for members 
of the State Legislature afford numberless instances besides those I 
have given. ‘Thirty of the thirty-nine counties were Democratic upon 
n fair vote, and the Legislatures elected United States Senators and 
made all the appropriations from the treasury. Party necessity de- 
manded the control of the two houses, and it was always effected either 
by fraud at the polls or the manipulation of the ballots by the election 
officers or by the counting-out process, when it was the only resort: 
Sometimes men were called in from the lobby, who had made no con- 
test, and sworn in as members of the Legislature in place of those who 
had been duly elected and so declared. 

On one occasion when the senate wasclose, two Democratic senators, 
gentlemen of the very highest standing—one of them is now our secre- 
tary ofstate—were taken from Tallahassee to Jacksonville undera writ 
from the United States court; and the deputy marshal who executed 
the writ has since been for many years and now is the chief supervisor 
of the district, and will handle the machinery of this bill ifit becomes 
alaw. These gentlemen were detained a few days till the Republicans 
had organized the senate and decided certain contested-election cases 
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then pending, and were then discharged and told that it was not nec- 
essary for them to remain longer in attendance upon the court. 

It is for Senators to determine whether they will vote to restore to 
this class of people the power which they have so shamefully abused in 
the past. Many of the same persons who were influential in party 
management during the period I have referred to are still living in 
Florida, and they quickly came again to the front when the present 
Administration came into power and asked forand received their full 
share of the Federal offices and appointments in the State, At their 
State convention in 1888, they ‘‘ pointed with pride to the party of the 
past,’’ showing that there has been no repentance for their misdeeds and 
that a renewal of their former power means a renewal of the record 
made from 1858 to 1876. 

It is through these sources that the President gathers his ideas as to 
the condition of society in our section of the country, and it is to their 
interest to present it in an unfavorable light, and consistent with their 
past history and record to do so. 

The statements that are so freely made with reference to the sup- 
pression of the negro vote are based not upon facts, not upon authentic 
testimony, but upon the utterances of disappointed men and defeated 
candidates and upon sensationalarticles in partisan newspapers. Upon 
the same class of testimony it would be quite possible to show that in 
many States of the North the dollar and not the ballot decides election 
contests; that in others the workman, the factory operative, the laborer, 
is not allowed to do his own thinking upon election day. 

Many of these stories doubtless rest upon as weak a foundation as 
the many-tongued slanders against our States of the South, But back 
of all this isa foundation upon which Republican orators and news- 
paper writers and even those who prepare public and official commu- 
nications for the American people rest; it is the assumption that the 
African vote belongs to the Republican party. It practically denies 
freedom of thought to the people of that race; it consigns them to a 
perpetual mental bondage. There is but one link to bind this people 
to the Republican party, gratitude for the emancipation act. But the 
politician knows that gratitude for past favors is not a strong political 
tie. The African, like men of other races, considers present interest 
and future good. His growing in intelligence; he is doing his own 
thinking; he is making combinations and forming associations of his 
own, 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] recently presented n 
petition from a representative body of these people who came together a 
fewweeks ago at Ocala, in my own State, They represented the Col- 
ored Farmers’ Alliance and Co-operative Union, an organization which 
has its branches in many States of the Union. I do not think it has re- 
ceived the attention it deserves, and I will ask the Secretary to read it 
as part of my remarks, It is found on page 167 ot the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OCALA, FLA., December 5, 1890. 
Ilon. A. S. PADDOÙK, 


Chairman Senate Committee on Agriculture, Washington, D. O.: 


The National Colored Farmers’ Alliance, representing twelve States and two 
million of colored farmers, in supreme council assembled at Ocala, Fla., enter 
their protest against the passage of whatis commonly knownas the Congerlard 
bill, which pro to tax compound lard and depress the price of cotton seed 
and cotton-seed oil. No legislation ever introduced into Congress, with the ex- 
ception of laws fastening slavery upon us, has been so injurious to the colored 
raee as the so-called Conger bill. 

At the beginning of the regular session of the Fifty-first Con „ one year 
ago, cotton seed, the colored man’s crop, sold at from twelve to fourteen dollars 
per ton; now it brings only six to nine dollars per ton, the decrease in price 
commencing with the introduction of the Conger bill. Please state for us and 
in our behalf to your committee that with the new tariff law raising the prico 
on our blankets, clothes, boots, shoes, hats, farming utensils, and all othernec- 
essary articles used by the colored people, and with the Jonger bill depressing 
the price of the ouy articles they have to sell, their condition is not far re- 
moved from actual abject slavery. Our people believe, however, that when the 
situation is properly understood their appeal to the party of Garrison, Phillips, 
Lincoln, and Grant will not be in vain, 

J. S. JACKSON, 


President Colored Farmers’ National Alliance and Co-operative Union. 


Mr, PASCO, Whatdothe two millionfarmerscomplainof? They de- 
nouncefirst the Conger lard bill, a Republican measure which was passed 
by the present House of Representatives at its last session, the author 
of which was afterwards appointed by the President to the high and 
honorable position of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
to Brazil. They use this emphatic languagein ‘condemning this meas- 
ure; 

No legislation ever introduced into Congress, with the exception of laws 


fastening parey upon us, has been so injurious to the colored race as the so- 
called Conger bill. 


The anticipation and prospect of its passage depressed the price of 
some of their products to an extent which meant impoverishment and 
saffering. 

They complain of the recent Republican tariff legislation, raising, as 
their experience has taught them, the price of their blankets, clothes, 
boots, shoes, hats, farming utensils, and other necessary articles. This 
legislation they say reduces them toa condition “not far removed from 
netual abject slavery.”’ 

Is it not folly, Mr. President, for Republican Senators to try to per- 
suade the American people that the reduction of the Republican vote 
at the South is entirely owing to suppression and intimidation, when 


this large and respectable number of farmers and representative men, 
and the people of their race who are behind them, are persuaded that 
they ‘are wronged and injured by the legislation of this Congress and 
the policy of the Republican party? Why not admit that the senti- 
ment of gratitude, now a quarter of a century old, has been gradually 
giving way to the promptings of self-interest, and that this class of cit- 
izens, living under the same legislation and laws as their white neigh- 
bors, will endeavor, as they do, to improve their condition, ascertain 
the causes of depression, and vote accordingly. 


The Republican party has done two things for the black man since _ 


it made hima citizen. It established the Freedmen’s Bureau and the 
Freedman’s Savings Bank. The carpethbagger was their agent for 
organizing these institutions in the Southern States, and instead of 
contributing to the welfare and progress and advancement of the freed- 
men the agent only was benefited. The Freedmen’s Bureau enabled 
the carpetbagger to win the confidence of these people. It promised 
him protection, advice, help, and assistance. But it was used to 
alienate the races, array them against one another, and organize a polit- 
ical party upon the color line asanannex to the Republican party at the 
North. The agent gained influence, power, political advancement. 
The supplies and provisions intrusted to him to feed the hungry and 
aid the destitnte, according to Republican statements and charges, were 
sometimes sold and the money appropriated to his personal use, and 
sometimes used to buy votes and secure party nominations, 

In my own State when they quarreled over the spoils, the party 
patronage, and the division of the plunder, they occasionally, in the heat 
of their anger, told the truth upon one another in the most uncompli- 
mentary way, and we have a right to believe that whatever may have 
been the intention ofits founders this bureau became a political machine, 
a fountain from which personal emolument flowed, and was the source 
of lawless gain, plunder, and corruption. The freedmen received far 
moreinjury than benefit from it, and they lost nothing by the termina- 
tion of its operations. 

The Freedman’s Savings Bank was no doubt intended by Mr. Sum- 
ner and others who aided in obtaining its charter to teach these people 
habits of thrift and economy and the advantage of taking care of the 
fruits of their industry and saving so much as was not needed for their 
daily wants, with a view toits ultimateuse in building homes for their 
families, providing against the day of adversity, and educating their 
children, 

_The lesson of saving was well taught, for large deposits were made 
amounting in the nine years of its existence to mare than $50,000,000. 
But mismanagement, speculation, aud robbery were at work and failure 
and bankruptcy were nôt long delayed. The crash came and spread 
want and poverty and suffering all over the South and it was keenly 
felt in the homes of these trusting and confiding depositors, 

The Senators from some of the New England States are fond of 
spreading upon the pages of the RECORD statements as to the amounts 
deposited in their savings banks, and a contrast is drawn to the disad- 
vantage of the South between the prosperity and thrift and economic 
management of the laboring people of the different sections. I freely 
admit the greater accumulations of the people of the older States, and 
it is no part of my present purpose to attempt to give the reasons for 
the difference. The object of the present bill is nob to improve the 
laboring man in the South in this respect. : 

I only desire now to suggest that this rude lesson which was taught 
to a people on the threshold of their freedom hy those claiminz to be 
their special friends was not calculated to encourage them in efforts to 
better their condition by trusting their little earnings and sayings to 
public depositories. 

When the Republican party came back into power, with the present 
Congress, it held in its hand another promised benefaction in the en- 
joyment of which the black people of the South were to share. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] again reported his 
educational bill, the defeat of which on former occasions had been charged 
against the Democratic party. This educational proposition should 
have been brought forward immediately after the emancipation procla- 
mation, if its chief purpose was to prepare the negro for the proper 
ray of his duties as a citizen. But late as the boon was offered, 
after a long and protracted discussion, it failed ina Republican Senate 
and the Republican House never even honored it with a favorable re- 


rt, 
POM. HOAR, Mr. President, the Senator will allow me to remind 
him that as to that particular measure what he says is true, yet a bill 
appropriating a large sum for the aid of Southern education was brought 
forward in the House of Representatives in 1869 or 1870 and passed 
that House the following Con: 


Mr. PASCO. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts does not suggest that 


the act of the House he gefers to became a law. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not mean to express any great dissent from the 
Senator’s criticism at all. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘The Senator does not suggest that the previous legis- 
lation which he refers to resulted in a statutory enactment? It did 
not become a law. 

Mr. HOAR. More’s the pity. a 

Mr. PASCO, The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and 


ee ee 


1891. 
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many Southern Senators presented petitions from all parts of the South 
in its behalf, many of them from representative men of African de- 
scent, but the Republican House offered, instead of the asked-for bread 
of the educational bill, this force bill, the serpent to breed contention 
and scatter poison, and the Senate is asked to unite in completing this 
substitution. The people of the South do not want this gift and it 
will be infinitely worse for the freedmen than the two which have pre- 
ceded it. 

Mr. President, my home has been among these people for more than 
thirty years. I feel that I havea right to speak for them and about 
them. We have always been on kind and friendly terms with one 
another. The two races live side by side in peace and harmony in my 
State. 

We respect their rights. They are justly treated in the courts by 
judge and jury, and are often defended, when under accusation, by 
lawyers of our race without pay or hope of reward.. A higher power 
than man has placed them in our midst. The South is their birth- 
place; their fathers were there before them; their children were born 
there. There is no general disposition among them to go to other 
Jands. They have a right to stay where they are. The large body of 
them are quiet, orderly, law-abiding citizens, and, in their way, in- 
dustrious. The white people of the South understand them, are kindly 
disposed towards them, are forbearing with them in those respects in 
which they are different from our race. It is to their friends of our 
race that these people always go in the day of trouble and adversity. 

Nearly all the strife that has ever existed between the races at the 
South can be traced directly or indirectly to meddling and interference 
and bad advice. Most of the trouble now existing and threatening 
would disappear at once if it was understood that the people of this 
race must, like all others, stand upon their own feet, rely upon their 
own efforts. There is no better reason for special legislation in their 
behalf than there is for making legislative favorites of the people of 
any other race, They have enjoyed the privileges of citizenship for a 
quarter of a century; the generation now entering upon their matur- 
ity were born free. Amendmentafteramendment to the Constitution, 
legislative enactment after legislative enactment, has been passed in 
. their behalf, and the ery is ever for more legislation, new statutes. 

Let the two races at the South realize that. they must settle their 
own relations towards one another; the first step towards a solution of 
the so-called race question will then have been reached. Each will 
soon gravitate into his own place. The Anglo-Saxon will be true to 
his history. In every quarter of the world where he has been placed 
side by side with people of other races he hasruled; he does so in New 
England, in New York, in the great West. No political party in any 
of those parts of the country ever has or ever will place the reins of 
power in the hands of the Mongolian or African race. 

The Anglo-Saxon race will predominate North and South. But it 
will be his privilege and duty and solemn obligation to see that those 
of the African race are protected in their rights as citizens and prop- 
erty-holders, aided in their efforts towards progress and advancement, 
and educated and trained so as to be able to manage and direct their 
own affairs and instruct their own peoplein the schoolhouse and church 
in religion, morality, and useful knowledge. 

Great progress has already been made by them in all the elements 
of material prosperity since the white people have controlled the South- 
ern State governments, and that notwithstanding the friction and bad 
feeling caused by the partisan efforts to keep them active asa political 
force. 

When these efforts cease and they are left to act with reference to 
politics as other citizens are, each on his own account and not as a solid 
mass, greater progress awaits them and a larger prosperity will bless 
the entire South and extend through the whole country. 

Mr. President, Ihave shown that inequalities exist in the different 
States so far as national representation is concerned; that this ine- 
quality has not been and is not now detrimental to the Republican 
party; and that members of that party have no just causeof complaint 
against the Democraticparty of the Southern States. Ihayeshown, too, 
that there is nothing in the pending bill to remedy this inequality. 

I have also shown that the policy of the Government to leave the 
control of Congressional elections with the States, which has prevailed 
for a hundred years, is a wise one, ‘and if the Constitution authorizes 
a change such changeis inexpedient. I have also pointed out some of 
the objections to the pending bill which should be remedied if it is 
determined to legislate in this direction. The proposed legislation is 
harsh, unamerican, expensive, dangerous. It sets up a new class of 
officeholders with new and untried powers, who are to have partisan 
direction and control of the most precious and valuable of our free in- 
stitutions. 

If this new class of officers with life tenure, appointed by other offi- 
cers with the same tenure, is called into existence they will be so farre- 
moved from the body of the people that they will have no sympathy 
with the republican form of government which is the most precious 
heritage of our American citizenship. The possession of such large 
powers will cause them to look with contempt upon our form of gov- 
ernment. They will be our masters, and elections will be decided ac- 
cording to their will, and not according to the suffrages of the people. 


The free ballot and fair count, which every citizen prizes regardless of 
party, nowithstanding the Republican party falsely assumes to be its 
sole champion, will become a thing of the past. 

‘The correction of the evils and inequalities which actually exist 
can safely be left to the people of theseveral States, and in many States 
the people have already corrected them. The gerrymander in Ohio has 
been reversed. The privilege of representation in the House of Rep- 
resentatives has been transferred from the Republicans in New Hamp- 
shire, Montana, Nebraska, and other States to those who did not before 
possess it. The equality of representation has been more than re- 
stored in New York, Connecticut, Illinois, and Wisconsin. In a few 
months these changes which the people have already decreed will be 
in force, and even in this body the present minority will receive acces- 
sions which will give them a greater and more just share of power, 
though still far short of what is due to them as representing a large 
majority of the American people and the citizenship of the country, 

The Seuator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] in his recent speech 
called attention to the monumental frauds by which the Republicans 
have often maintained their ascendency in Philadelphia and the State 
of Pennsylvania. It was developed in his remarks that in the recent 
election there members of that party were organizing and making 
great and creditable efforts to correct these evils. The election of a 
Democratic governor was no doubt brought about, in part at least, by 
a conviction that he would do more to reform them than his opponent. 
This step towards reform has been taken, and if it is followed up by 
those who have inaugurated it, without regard to party, similar results 
will be reached as was brought about in New York when corruption 
became intolerable. The people of Pennsylvania can safely be trusted 
to go on with the work without further aid from the National Legis- 
lature. 

The President in his message does not complain of the Federal elec- 
tion laws now in existence; he asks for but one additional feature, the 
removal of the power of certification from the State authorities, pre- 
sumably for the purpose of conferring it upon such canvassing boards 
as the pending bill provides. The effect of such legislation would be 
to dishonor and discredit the seals of the States and the certificates and 
executive action of their governors, and to deny to them that full faith 
and credit to which they are entitled in every other State under the 
Constitution. x 

Is the Senate prepared to take such action and to frame and fashion 
machinery which can be set in motion in any Congressional district by 
a hundred irresponsible petitioners, to place the determination of a par- 
tisan returning board above the action of the State officers charged 
with this daty by State laws, which action is certified and established, 
as was each of our own certificates of election, by the signature of the 
governor and the broad seal of the State which we each are honored in 
representing? 

The Senator from IHinois [Mr. CULLOM] in a recent speech gave his . 
reluctant adhesion to the pending bill which casts this reflection upon 
his own State in common with the other States of the Union. But he 
did not always believe in surrendering the right of Illinois to hold her 
own elections in her own way, nor the right of ascertaining and an- 
nouncing the result of her elections. He once occupied the figh posi- 
tion of governor of that great State, and whén Louisiana and Florida 
were being robbed of their electoral votes by piratical returning boards 
he had ability and courage equal to the great office he held ant clearly 
and bravely defined the position of his State with reference to pre- 
scribing the manner of holding her elections. I quote the language 
used by the Senatorin January, 1877. Itis found in his inaugural 
message delivered before the Legislature of Illinois. He says: 

As citizens of the State of Illinois, we claim the right to hold our elections in 
our own way, giving all our people a fair and equal chance to cast their votes, 
Weclaim theright to prescribe the manner in which our polls shall be purged of 
fraudulent yotes and how and by whom the result of our elections shall be 
ascertained and announced. All these things we regulate the laws made 
by our State lature, and when the result is so ascertained and announced 
we expect it to be respected as well by our own citizens as by others. While 
we claim these rights for our own Stato we concede the same to every other 
State in the Union, and insist that when the people of any State haye held an 
election and the result has been ascertained and announced by the ns and 


in the manner provided by the laws of such State that result shall be respected 
everywhere as the will of the people of that State, 


Mr. VEST. When was that? 

Mr. PASCO. In 1877. i 

The Senator in that inaugural address used patriotic language with 
reference io bayonet rule and took a position directly opposite to that 
recently assumed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

He says: 

The spirit of our institutions and the temper of our people are hostile toa 
standing army, and I am opposed to any policy, State or national, looking to 
governing the people by the bayonet. 

Illinois has proved her appreciation of these words spoken in behalf 
of her honor and her rights by sending to this Senate for twelve years 
the governor who uttered them, and she has never faltered in her ad- 
herence to the Republican party till that party proposed this legisla- 
tion, which is thoroughly antagonistic and hostile to the doctrine so 
boldly announced by her chief executive. 

And, Mr, President, Ilinois is not alone in approving this good old- 
fashioned doctrine. The people all overthe country have clearly indi- 
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cated their will with reference to this class of legislation during the 
election recently held. ‘That will should be obeyed. The theory of 
our government is that they are to rule when speaking through the 
voice of the majority. They have said to the spirit of sectionalism, 
“Thou shalt no longer prevail; the States North and South shall be 
treated alike. The memories of the war are not longer to be em- 
ployed as apolitical force. Reason and argument and truth shall take 
their place and prejudice must be banished.” 

The closing hours of this Congress should not be employed by a ma- 
jority which has lost its support in an effort to defeat the popular will 
and turn back the era of good feeling and returning justice. 

The same spirit to suppress the will of the majority which is behind 
this bill is being manifested in some of the States in which the Re- 
publican party was recently defeated. Files of policemenand squads 
of militia are placed around the halls of legislation, and representa- 
tives of the sovereign people are required to exhibit their credentials 
to representatives of this physical force before they can occupy the 
seats to which they were elected. The present efforts may succeed 
for a time, but the great Democratic party can afford to wait patiently 
until the American people are alive to the dangerous and revolution- 
ary tendencies of their opponents and apply a remedy which, though 
it may come slowly, will come surely. 

During Mr. PAsco's remarks, 

Mr. WOLCOTT (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) said: Mr, Presi- 
dent—— S 

Mr. PASCO. Does the Senator from Colorado wish to interrupt me 
temporarily ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes.sir. Imove thatthe Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr: FRYE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

ere and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


e 
Mr. DAWES (when his name was.called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotqurrr], otherwise I should vote 


Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], whom I do not see in his seat. 
Iam at liberty to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
sae from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. Ifhe were present, Ishonld 
vote “yea. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name wascalled). My col- 
ies [Mr. poe is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 

. BLAIR]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Squire’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Bourre] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
If present, my colleague would vote “nay.” 

Mr. BATE. DoI understand that the arrangement with the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] is annulled ? 

Mr, ALLEN. I understand that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Doren] is generally paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT], but he has arranged to transfer the pair for to-day. 

Mr. BATE. I willstate that itis my understanding that the Senator 
from New Jersey [ Mr. BLopGerr] is paired with the Senator from New 
DEn pu [Mr. CHANDLER] for the remainder of the day. Is that 
corre 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. ALLEN] to say that the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. BLopGerr] is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Donrit]. 

Mr. ALLEN. My understanding is that, temporarily, my colleague 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. BLopa- 
ETT], the Senator from Virginia [Mr, DANTEL] and my colleague hav- 
ing the sae views on thesilver question. That question having been 
passed upon, the original pair between the Senator from Virginia and 
my colleague is restored. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leaye to state that the reason why I did not 
vote when my name was called is because I recognize my pair with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I observe that 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is not present. I ask if his 
name is recorded? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Inm paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gravy], and I will therefore withdraw my vote, unless it be necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 


PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea." 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 32; as follows: 

YRAS—27. 

Barbour, Eustis, McPherson, Vance, 
Bate, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Lait fi Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, * 
Blackburn, Hampton, Ransom, Walthall, 
Butler, Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Jonesof Arkansas, Stewart, Wolcott. 
Coke, Kenna, Turpic, 
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NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Spooner, 
Caroy, Higgins, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hiscock, Piatt, Warren, 
Davis, Hoar, Plumb, Washburn, 
Dixon, MeConunell, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—29. 
Blair, Daniel, Hearst, Power 
Blodgett, Dawes Ingalls, Quay, 
Brown, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 

mi}, Evarts Moody, Stanford, 
Carlisic, Farwell, Morgan, Teller, 
Chandler, Faulkner, Payne, 

Colquitt, George, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, ray, Pierce, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

After Mr. Pascd’s remarks, 

Mr. HAMPTON said: Mr, President, I regret exceedingly that I have 
to tax the patience of the Senate at this late hour. I should feel un- 
der very great obligation to some of our friends, especially the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan], if he would Jet us go home and let 
us rest to-nightand commence fresh to-morrow morning upon this very 
important subject. i 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator prepared to fix a time fora vote? We 
ean do that, , 

Mr. HAMPTON. Yes,sir; as soon as every Senator here who has 
anything to say upon this subject has expressed his views. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not quite “a time.” Mr. President, I have 
such very great eagerness to hear the distinguished Senator from South 
Carolina, who is always so eloquent and instructive and compact, that 
I very much hope he will not ask us to defer the pleasure of listening 
to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator could not possibly postpone it nntil to- 
morrow, I suppose ? . 

Mr. SPOONER. We are all ready for it now. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, unavoidable absence from the Sen- 
ate forsome time past has denied me the opportunity of hearing the great 
debate which has marked the discussion of the grave question now pend- 
ing; and, whilst I feel my inability toadd theslightest weight to theargu- 
ments so forcibly urged against this measure, I desire to place myself 
on record as opposing it. In doing this I shall not discuss the con- 
stitutional objections to which this bill is open, for they have been 

resented by abler opponents than myself and that branch of the sub- 
ject is exhausted. It therefore seems to me that unless the advocates 
of this measure propose again to ‘camp outside of the Constitution” 
they have no ground upon which to stand. 

But waiving discussion as to the constitutionality of the bill, even 
admitting for the sake of argument that itis not open to the fatal ob- 
jection of its being unconstitutional, are there not other and high 
grounds upon which patriotic men shonld oppose it? Ido not ques- 
tion the sincerity or the motives of those who advocate it, for each of 
us here is responsible for his actions only to the country and to his own 
conscience. I concur with the senior Senator from Massachusetts in 
the opinion that he expressed that we ns Senators represented not 
only onr respective States, but also every other State in this great Union 
of free States, and during my service in this body, whilst recognizing 
that the interests of my own State claimed of right my special at- 
tention, I have never given n vote which I believed would prove in- 
jurious to the welfare of our common country. It is to this feeling of 
proud patriotism which should animate all of us, to the spirit of broth- 
erhood which should bind us together to work for the general weal, 
that I now appeal for aid to avert the danger threatening us by the 
passage of this bill, and which would surely overtake us should it be- 
come nlaw. Goodand patriotic men of all parties have for years past 
devoted themselves to the noble duty of restoring harmony, of estab- 
lishing honorable and lasting peace between the late contending sec- ' 
tions of the country, of healing the wounds left by civil war, and of 
building up of the late discordant and hostile fragments of a broken 
Union, *‘an indissoluble union of indestructible States; States which 
we hope may hereafter” be 

Distinct as the billows, yet one as the sea, 

Is it wise, is it patriotic, is it statesmanlike to break this happy era 
of returning goodwill, of confidence, between those who once stood in 
hostile array, and to roll back with rude hand the tide of prosperity 
which, flowing as it now does in generous and increasing volume, 
promises to bless the whole land in the near future? Who can con- 
template without feelings of dread and horror the possibility of re- 
kindling the nearly extinct fires of sectional animosity ? 

What other possible effect conld the passage of this bill have than 
this? The junior Senator from Colorado, to whose remarks I listened 
a short time since with great interest and in the main with approval, 
urged, with wise foresight, one objection to this bill which should cause 
those who profess to be the special friends of the negro to hesitate 
long before placing it on the statute books as the law of the Jand, I 
quote his language, for it is pregnant with wisdom : 


The people of the United States want no more civil strife, and against tho 
united opposition of the white population in the Southern States, any attempt 
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to enforce it would mean. practically conflict between the State and national 
authorities. The old ill-fecling would be resumed, and while we, as n party, 
were fighting to aro the colored voter, the old days of terrorizing Soala 
come again and the weaker race would be the sufferer, 

Thisutteranceis marked by broad patriotism and bysound sense. Had 
it come from this side of the Chamber it might have been the sem- 
blance, though not the reality, of a threat; but coming as it did from 
one who represents truly and expresses eloquently the prevailing sen- 
timents of the younger generation of our citizens it is full of signifi- 
cance and worthy of thoughtfal consideration. Mr, President, as one 
who witnessed the horrors of civil strife, who comprehends the untold 
calamities it inflicted, who has felt and suffered his full share of them, 
IJ, too, pray that civil strife may never again stain with fratricidal 
blood the soil of this great Republic consecrated now, and I trust for- 
ever, to freedom ! 

God forbid that our descendants to the remotest generation should 
ever experience such evil times as we have known! Should this bill 
unfortunately become a law, the prediction of the Senator from Colo- 
rado will be surely verified, for a law as immutable as that which guides 
the planets in their orbits decrees that when people of different races 
are brought into contact or collision the weaker race is invariably the 
sufferer. We may deplore the existence of thisinexorablelaw; we may 
seek to mitigate or to remedy it; but so long as human passions, human 
instincts and interest govern the conduct of mankind we shall try in 
vain. Recognizing this fact, would it be wise, would it be kind to enact 
a law which, in the judgment of many of the best friends of our colored 
felow-citizens, would subject that weaker race to peril and perhaps to 
suffering ? 

I certainly am unwilling to lend my aid to a measure which, in my 
opinion, is fraught with evil to the whole country’and which might 
bring innumerable woes upon our colored citizens, who have, Iam sorry 
to confess, been too often made the victims of injustice at our hands. 
Many of this race have made marvelous strides on that high but rugged 
road which leads to prosperity, to civilization, and to happiness. I bid 
them God speed in their onward and upward march, and I shall always 
be glad to lend them a helping hand when this can properly be done, 
But it must be remembered that those who have conquered adverse 
fortune and are putting themselves on a higher plane are exceptions 
to the general rule. They are but the pioneers of their race, while a 
vast majority are still in dense ignorance, an ignorance so profound as 
io render them not only unfit to govern great and free States, but unfit 
to meet the responsibilities or to discharge the duties of citizenship. 
I do not say this by way of reproach, for no blame attaches to them on 
this account, nor do I think to us. 

` This unfortunate condition of things springs from circumstances be- 
yond the ken of human foresight and above the control or direction or 
human hands. We of the South are confronted by the most difficult, 
the most momentous, and the most dangerous problem ever presented 
to a people for solution, and Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
will acquit me of unkindness, I hope, when I beg them to remember 
that it was by the action of their party that we now stand in the face 
of danger and of ruin.’ I shall not criticise either the motives or the 
conduct of those who had control of national affairs just subsequent to 
the close of the war, for I recognize the difficulties then surrounding 
them and the anomalous condition of affairs existing at that time with 
which they had to deal. I wish to speak only of ignoring alto- 
gether the great and numerous mistakes made by both parties. Let 
the memory of these be buried with the dead past, or if ever revived 
let that be done only to put uson our guard against similar ones in the 
future. Our dutyis to deal with the living issues of the present and to 
legislate wisely for the future, - 

I alluded a few moments ago to the difficulties and dangers surround- 
ing us of the South, and I think that our friends of the North can 
scarcely understand or realizethem. I recall to mind a very interest- 
ing book, the title of which was Put Yourself in His Place, Let me 
ask Senators on the other side to put themselves in our places and they 
would then perhaps judge us with a little more of that “‘ charity which 
covers a multitude of sins,’’ that charity which we are told is the great- 
est of all virtues. 

Following out the idea suggested of an exchange of places, let me 
present a hypothetical case, which, wild, extravagant, and improbable 
as it may seem, has had, in all its essential features, its grotesque ab- 
surdity, its crnel mockery of all law and of all decency, its burlesque 
of every form of civilized government, and its subversion of everything 
which was good or high or honorable, its exact counterpart inmy own 
State. - Let us suppose, Mr. President, that by some stupendous po- 
litical revolution, as sudden as hitherto unknown in the history of 
the world, some State in the North, the great and proud Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, for instance, should be put under the abso- 
lute control of Chinese immigrants. 

Imagine them dwelling there in larger numbers than the white citi- 
zens of the State, armed with the ballot and clothed with all the 
rights of citizenship. Follow them as they seize hold of every depart- 
ment of the Government, installing themselves or the mercenary rene- 
gades of our own race who had enlisted in their ranks in every office; 
see the Legislature, composed almost entirely of these adventurers, 
without owning one dollar’s worth of property in the State, plunder- 
ing its treasury, swelling by millions its debts, practically confiscating 


by unlawful taxation the property of the rightful representatives and 
owners of the State, and inaugurating a carnival of corruption, of vice, 
and of crime, at which the world wonld stand aghast. 

Mr, President, this dark picture is painted only by fancy, but 
change the scene and the actors and we see portrayed in true but 
feeble colors the tragedy which was enacted in South Carolina a few 
vearsago. Such a tragedy can never occur in Massachusetts, and the 
imaginary sketch just given is used only as an illustration from which 
I might draw a conclusion as to what would be the action of the citi- 
zens of that State if the condition of things suggested should ever 
unhappily be brought about. Would the people of that State, proud 
of its past history, sensitive of its honor, and zealous for its welfare, 
submit tamely to the rule of people of another and inferior race? 
Could they bear the shame, the humiliation, the degradation to which 
they would be subjected in seeing the heritage of their fathers wrested 
from them by the rude hands of an ignorant, vicious people of foreign 
blood? Would they surrender without one struggle the inalienable and 
God-given right of self-government? 

Ah, no, Mr. President. Every impulse of manhood, every inspira- 
tion of liberty, every instinct of race pride, every drop of Anglo-Saxon 
blood in their veins would impel them toscorn the thought of such 
ignominy, and the true citizens of Massachusetts would assert and take 
their rights at whatever cost. As the Senator from Colorado declared 
frankly the other day, when contemplating the possibility of such a 
contingency as I have depicted, “Then in some way and by some 
method, I know not how, the white vote would govern.” I venture 
the assertion that should such a condition of things as the Senator from 
Colorado alluded to, when Chinese votes threatened the supremacy of 
the white, ever occur in Massachusetts, even the senior Senator from 
that State, philanthropist as he isand firm believer in the ballot as the 
panacea for all political evils, would concur with the Senator from 
Colorado, and I feel sure that his prolific mind and his legal acumen 
would enable him to point out “some way, some method, I know not 
how, for the white vote to govern.” 

And, sir, in my opinion the voters who in any State represent the 
best elements, the capital, the intelligence, and the virtue, should goy- 
ern, despite all fine-spun theories of fraternity and equality, the sacred 
brotherhood of mankind, and the divine right of universal suffrage! 
Congress has, by the enactment of the most stringent Jaws, not only 
prohibited the naturalization of the Chinese, but has excluded them 
from the country; and yet the civilization of these people antedates 
ours by centuries and is, in many respects, equal to our own. They 
are a peaceable, frugal, law-abiding, industrious people, superior in 
every respect, as laborers, to the blacks. 

The national representatives from the Pacific Slope in this body, real- 
izing the danger threatening their States by the presence of a foreign 
race, demanded their total exclusion. We of the South, who had ex- 
perienced the evils which our friends of the Pacific merely dreaded, 
lent onr aid to avert the threatened danger, and it is a significant fact 
that our warmest allies in the Republican ranks in opposition to this 
bill are those Senators who know from experience the constant, immi- 
nent danger of haying people of diverse races living under our Govern- 
ment as citizens. An experiment of this kind is always full of peril, 
and the resultsfollowing those in San Domingo and British India should 
stand as a perpetual warning to us, 

But we have determined to try just such an experiment, whether 
wisely or not it is useless now to discuss, and it is the duty of every 
patriotic man to use every effort to protect the country from any evils 
which may followit. We may be able, as I trust weshall be, to make 
it a success, but this never can be done if ill feeling between the two 
nae is aroused by such unwise legislation as is contemplated by this 

il). 

It is dificult, Mr. President, to convince our friends of the North 
that we of the South cherish noanimosity toward the negro. Yet this 
is assuredly true, especially amongst our better classes. _Among them 
you will find as earnest a desire to do justice to the blacks and to pro- 
mote their welfare as is entertained by their most zealous advocates at 
the North. : 

I admit, with infinite regret, that there have been in the South, as 
in the North, instances of wrongdoing and injustice towards the negro, 
which every right-minded man must deplore, but is it fair to hold any 
section of this country responsible on accountof the conduct of evil, 
vicious, and reckless men? Should any community in the country 
be judged by this rule, the world would suppose we were a nation of 
criminals. But, Mr. President, while admitting frankly that we have 
in some cases been unjust to the negro and that cases have occurred 
which have thrown disrepute upon our civilization and shame to 
those of us who do not sympathize with law-breakers, I take issue 
with the Senator from California when he says: 

Notwithstanding the elaborate evasions of Senators on the other side, there 
isnot probably one of them who would notat once admit in private con 
what everybody knows to be true, that wherever in the South the colored 
vote outnumbers the white vote the colored yote is not permitted to be cast, 
or if cast is not permitted to be counted, 

Mr. President, I have never resorted to evasions of any sort, and 
I do not admit either publicly or privately that the statement of the 
Senator is correct. In refutation of it I need only call attention to 
the fact that two of the counties in my State, having large negro 
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majorities, have colored Republican representatives in our Legislature, 
and in one of these counties the sheriff and the clerk of the court are 
both colored. They are excellent officials, and they received the sup- 
port of white as well as of colored citizens when they were elected. 

In the recent election in South Carolina every negro entitled to vote 
could haye done so had he desired. The fact is that the rank and file 
of the blacks there take now very little interest in elections, and many 
of them have lost their certificates of registration, and without one of 
these no citizen can vote, as I discovered in my own case at the last 
election. I suppose my friends on the other side would say that 
my vote was suppressed. We have had, Mr. President, many and al- 
most insurmountable difficulties to encounter in the South since the 
close of the war, and they still face us; but our people have met 
them with braye and hopetul hearts, Nor need they be ashamed of 
what they have accomplished; indeed they may well be proud, for none 
but a people of heroic character could have met adverse fate with the 
spirit with which they did or rise as they have done fromruin to com- 
parative prosperity. The last census shows the wonderful deyelop- 
ment of the South during the last decade, and with the permission of 
the Senate I shall annex as part of my remarks some striking statis- 
tics gathered fromthissource. AtpresentI shall only call the attention 
of Senators to a few of the figures contained in the table I have here. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate, but there are some very striking 
figures which I should like Senators to hear. The population of the 
South at that time had increased over 3,000,000. Persons of North- 
ern birth now residingin the South number nearly half a million. The 
actual wealth of the Southis nearly $10,000,000,000. The actual wealth 
per capita is $545.10, against $385.62 ten yearsago. The capital in- 
vested in the South during the decade, and I beg Senators to remem- 
ber that mostof that capital came from the Northern States, is $2,339,- 
170,000. The railr mileage has been increased from 19,572 to 
41,118. The spindles have grown from 542,048 to 1,811,791. The 
yalue of cotton produced during the decade is $8,091,933,833. The 
schools now in operation are 66,617 against 44,260, and the most strik- 
ing and singular figure in this whole table is that the South has ex- 
pag for negro education since the war $56,181,370. The table isas 
ollows: 


For year end- 


For year 
ing June 30, 
1890. 1830. 
Population, 
Rabsdetees 17,566,920 14, 633, 989 
éé 11,361,996 9, 007, 

Colo s ey 6,194, 924 5, 631, 749 
Imm} orth d ig the isss 297,000 | Not known, 
Immigrants from foreign countries during decade 378,019 | Not known. 
Persons of Northern birth now residing in South 475, 980 250, 885 
Persons of foreign birth in South.. { 680, 420,871 
Population of towns of 10,000 people .. 1,789, 862 1, 029, 526 


Wealth, 


Assessed wealth $3, 854, 057,164 | $2,164,155, 795 
Actual wealth... seere „f $9, 751, 815, 635 | $8,098, 000, 000 

wealth per capita.. 4 £219. 66 $147.88 
Actual wealth per capita we $545.10 $355. 62 


< Indebted 
State debts (net).. $118, 195, 252 
County debts (net). 224,111, 154 
Municipal debts (ne 247, 039, 058 
Total public indebted $189, 345,414 
nalinterest paid on deb $14, 000, 384 
State tax per $1,000. $1.00 $. 60 
Total taxation per $1,000.. $13.80 $15.40 
Total State reyenties $25, 533, 260 $13,219, 866 
Capital. 
Banking capital .....cccssccse sscecsessesevees a sas $171, 690, 670 $92, 575, 000 
Capital invested in South during decade .. $2, 339, 170,000 | Not known. 


Railroads. 


Mileage 
loyed. 


Men em 
Locomotives... 
Cars mger).. 
Cars epay oh 
Capital stock 
THonded debt ...........0..... 
Cost of railroad ne be cronies eto. 
Strect-railroad, mileage 

Other railroad mileage. 
Total railroad mileage. 


Manufactures. 


Number of establishments,..s.sesrrrsrreesrsevsseenennesens 56, 714 34,5683 
Capital invested_.,......... $551, 483, 900 $179,366, 230 
Hands employed, 537, 215,415 
Value of product......,... $742, 65,200 | $315, 929,704 
Water power (horse power) .. 1505000 |. ceecreeeeesecncsoes 
Cotton MillS..,-.0rsvees 334 161 
Spindles. 1,811,791 512, O45 
Looms....... 40, il, 

_ Bales cotton used .. x 545, 1850, 971 
Value of products...... $54, 191, 600 $16, 356, 182 
Cotton seed, crushed. $1, 088, $230, 000 
Cotton-seed products. $21, 310, 836 $7, 690, 921 


For year end- 
ing June 30, 
1890, 


Minerals, 
Pig iron produced (tons)... 
Furnaces susse: Bas 
Steel produced (tons) 
Coal produced Nat 
Coal produced (value), 
Precious metals (value 
Total minerals (value) 


Lumber. 
Acres in forest......c0.-cssess0es 
Pine standing (1,000 fect).... 
Sawing capacity of mills (fect daily). 
Value of lumber output.....c..ccseccsssessnernseesereisese 
Value of total feet products....... sessssesres 


106, 832, 000 |... 
229, 007, 000 |... 


47, 655, 250 
$102, 122, 100 
$123, 998, 


windy ' 


Agriculture, 
Good arable lands (acres) 
Public lands (acres)..... 
Lands redeemed dur 
ALLIS ORO SPE 
Improved lands (acres),. 
Lands under crop..............- 


15.82 
RETA 7,776, 21 5,733, 675 
$310, 268,605 | $256,534, 912 
$8, 091, 938, 833 
951, 550 
Tobacco $31, 278, 524 
Hay (tons)... 1,755, 870 
Hay (value). $21, 014, 140 
Corn (barrels.) 453, 969, 800 
Sugar (barrels)... 1, 356, 000 
Molasses (barrels) .. 516,000 
Potatoes (value)....... $14, 262, 000 
Rice (value) ..... 438, 
Fruit (value} weg $24, 620,500 
Total value of all farm produets ........ $984, 707, 000 
Total value of crops produced, 1880-189i.. , 540, 357, 980 |.. 
Number of live stock 49, 962, 456 
Live stock (value)... $555, 705, 108 


Total value of all p 


factures, mineral, stock, ete .... $1,931, 930, 815 | $1, 084, 701, 383 


Education. 


SCHOO S ..iccccserevseorsoyressecss on 66, 647 44, 260 
Teachers o....scecceesseee 74, 055 49,182 
Children of school a 5,891, 101 4, 423, 620 
Pupils enrolled.. 3,389,173 2,018, 640 
Attendance... 2,181,108 1,391,745 
School revenues. £14, 767, 396 $5, 607, O71 
Amount given to 181,37 eee 
Negroes at school ..... 1,012,029 


Now, sir, in the face of this marvelous exhibit of the progress made 
by the South in everything which tends not only to its own prosperity, 
but to that of the whole country, would it be well to enacta law 
which would demoralize our labor, shake the confidence of capitalists, 
retard perhaps forever the march of prosperity, diminish the wealth 
of thecountry, and aboye and beyond all other considerations reawaken 
sectional animosity, provoke strife, and lead perhaps to bloodshed? 
The fears that I express as to the effect the passage of this bill would 
haye are neither idle nor groundless, and to show that they are shared 
by others I quote a recent utterance of a distinguished divine, and an 
earnest friend of the colored people, the Right Reverend Bishop Nor- 
throp, of the Catholic Church. Speaking in opposition to this bill, he 
uses the following language: ` 

The race prejudice is excessive and wrong. But prejudice is unreasoning 
and unreasonable. Social aversions are more likely to be obliterated by time 
and education than by coercion. Social affinities or antagonisms, moral, men- 
tal, or physical, oan not be annulled by Federalinterference. The pending bill 
would prove a harmful irritant, tending to solidify the South, even in the bor- 
der States, where the Republican party has been gaining ground until this diss 
cussion induced the late reaction. The best men of the South are showing a 
growing appreciation of the schools and colleges for’the colored race. Never 
in the history of the world did any nation have within itself the opportunity of 
uplifting such a mass of ignorance, so plastic, docile, and receptive, an oppor- 
tunity which is more and more appreciated in the South. ‘The whites are the 
natural friends and helpers of the blacks. The callof Providence now is forthe 
South and the North heartily to co-operate in this great work, A school like 
that at Hampton isa splendid object fesson to the South, an institution which 
ears now commend as cordially as New Englanders. Let well enough 
alone? 

Mr. President, these are words of soberness and of truth, and it will 
be well to heed them while there is yet time to do so. I concur fully 
in the opinionsso admirably expressed by this reverend gentleman, and 
I trust that they may have due weight here, for he knows whereof he 
speaks. If the people demand the passage of this bill or one of asim- 
ilar character, you may be sure, sir, that their demand will be obeyed 
by their Representatives. But if the statement made recently by a 
Republican paper is correct, of the sixteen hundred and ninety-eight 
petitions and memorials in relation to this bill sent to this Congress 
only nine have been in favor of its passage; if we are to judge of pop- 
ular sentiment by these petitions we must conclude that there is an 
overwhelming public opinion in opposition to this measure, and I haye 
no doubt that such is the case, SAR a 

Many of my constituents have urged mein their behalf and for the 
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sake of peace in the State toopposs this bill. I know not, sir, if any- 
thing I have said or might say can exercise any influence on the de- 
termination of this question, but I express the fervent hope that the 
people of both races whom I represent here may be spared the evils 
which would inevitably result should the bill 

Mr. President, my public career will in all human probability soon 
close forever. During its long continuance I have never sought office. 
I have accepted it only when my people called on me to serve them, 
and I shall retire to private life without one regret, save that caused 
by theseverance of the many ties of friendship formed here. No po- 
litical ambition can animate mein the future, as none has done in the 
past. The sole ambition that has ever stirred my heart has been to 
serve faithfully the people who in that past honored me by their con- 
fidence and support, and, while doing this, to promote the welfare of 
our common country. 

During the time I have had the honor to represent my State in this 
body not one word of recrimination, nor one calculated to keep alive 
sectional animosity, has escaped my lips. The thunders of war had 
scarcely,ceased to reverberate when I, in opposition to the feelings and 
apprehensions of many of my fellow-citizens, urged them, not only to 
deal justly with the negroes, but to accord to them all the rights which 
would necessarily follow their enfranchisement. From that day to the 


present I have steadily and constantly advocated the same policy, not 


because it was politic, but because it was right. Any influence which 
I may be able to exercise in the future shall be exerted in the same di- 
rection, and I feel now, in appealing, as I do earnestly, to that senti- 
ment of fraternity which should inspire all of us, to the conservatism, 
to the patriotism of Senators, to pause, at least until the people can 
again render their deliberate verdict on this bill, that I am discharg- 
ing, if the Jast, the highest public duty I owe to my State and to my 
country. [Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, judged by the criticisms of the op- 
ponents of this bill, any observer would naturally suppose the Repub- 
lican majority in this Congress were engaged in a conspiracy to over- 
throw the liberties of the people and destroy the peace and prosperity 
of the country. 

Judged by the somewhat modest and extremely virtuous claims of 
the minority in this body, any observer would fairly suppose the Demo- 
cratic minority alone were the guardians of all thatis dear to aliberty- 
lovibg, law-abiding people against the evil designs of combined dis- 

oyalty. 

The whole range of political anathema has been explored to find new 
terms and epithets to cast against the supporters of the bill, and the 
Democratic tongue is too feeble and parliamentary language is inad- 
equate to anathematize the measure; while the sacred traditions 
known as Senatorial courtesy are invoked to bring into a state of mes- 
meric sleep all the members of this body who evince restiveness under 
the new terms of Senatorial nomenclature. 

Day after day the majority have listened to reproach. Day after day 
the majority here have entleavorored to advance a bill which to them, 
and to a great body of the people, seems necessary to protect citizens 
in their constitutional rights and to defend the liberties of the people. 
Day after day the advocates of this measure here and elsewhere have 
been maligned and the Representatives of free States reproached for 
attempting to place upon the statute book a measure intended to re- 
dress wrongs which menace the Government of the people. 

The Republican party has no excuse to offer to the Democratic party 
on account of any disloyalty to liberty, to the protection of individual 
rights, or to the existence of the Federal Union. Ithas been, is now, 
and will continue to be animated with the belief that man is endowed 
with certain unalienable rights and ‘‘that to secure these rights goy- 
ernments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” S 

It would be idle to repeat here the history of the whole country 
since 1860; butin order that history may not repeat itself, and that 
certain evils which have in the past threatened the destruction of the 
Goverhment should not again gain the ascendency in any section of 
the country, this bill was passed by one branch of the Congress, passed in 
compliance with a declaration of the party to which the peopleby their 
votes intrusted the administration of their national affairs. 

No man can fairly say that itis directed at any section of the country. 
And never could it have been considered a sectional measure had not 
the representatives of one section hastened with extraordinary una- 
nimity to denounce it andits promoters while attempting to explain 
the reasons for committing the offenses the bill aims to correct. From 
the extraordinary declamations that have been made against the bill 
and by the admissions of the declaimers it appears that citizens in 
certain sections of the United States have been and still are prevented 
from exercising rights guarantied to all the citizens. After such admis- 
sions it is stated that this bill is aimed at the section where such of- 
fenses are committed. 

No man e'er felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law. 
Which I suppose might be modernized by saying: 


None bound to the electric chair, 
E’er thought electrocution fair. 


Many excuses are offered for the suppression of votes and for unlaw- 
ful methods in election, and no one of the excuses satisfies the makers 
of them, for they appreciate the fact that the liberties of the people 
can not survive such a menace., When the heavy hand of domineering 
arrogance lays hold of the freedom of the humblest citizen and de- 
prives him of his civil rights guarantied by statute and Constitution, 
the Government of the people is dead. Andifthe time has come when 
a free man can not cast a free vote in any section of the country, the 
Government by the consent of the governed has perished. 

It is unfortunate that in considering this bill the relations within 
the Southern States between the white people and the colored people 
come constantly into notice. Those relations perplex examination and 
present untold anxiety to the patriotic citizens of the States where the 
colored population is largest. What the result will be no man can 
now foretell; to those States alone must be left the solution of the great 
problem confronting them. 

Mississippi has undertaken to deal with the questions within her 
borders, and in a manner has dealt with her own troubles. 

But, sir, I have no quarrel with Mississippi on account of her con- 
stitution; itis hers, not mine. 

I have the honor to represent in part on this floor a State that has 
ever been jealous of Federal interference within the jurisdiction of the 
State, holding always that to the State alone is left the limit of suf 
frage under the provisions of the Federal Constitution, and I revere 
the traditions of my native State, and I would not violate what I be- 
lieve to be the right of any State to prescribe the bounds and fix the 
condition of the suffrage. Therefore, while Mississippi may do great 
wrongs and work injustice by constitutional provision, yet while within 
the provisions of the Federal Constitution I can only say, “Ephraim 
is joined to idols; let him alone.” 

But when schemes are devised or intimidation undertaken to pre- 
vent the humblest citizen of any State from exercising the right to 
vote when entitled to vote for Representatives to the Congress of the 
United States, then, sir, if I could I would set in motion the whole 
power of this great nation to demolish any obstruction to the exercise 
of that right by that humble citizen. 

As it is admitted that in certain sections of the Union devices are 
framed for the avowed purpose of overcoming or rejecting the votes of 
citizens of the United States who are entitled to vote, and who desire 
to vote for Representatives to the Congress of the United States, can 
any man, born under and protected by the free institutions organized by 
the fathers and cherished by all, hesitate? Most of all, can any Repre- 
sentative of these free States hesitate to open an unobstructed path to- 
an unpolluted ballot box for every citizen entitled to deposit his ballot 
therein ? 

I wish that some of the features of this bill might be eliminated 
from it. Tosomeof its provisions I can not give my assent; but to the 
purpose of the bill no man can object. 

What harm can come to any section of the country from the enact- 
ment of a constitutional bill that provides for the protection of all the 
citizens in the exercise of proper and legal rights and for the pmpa 
of securing to every citizen his personal and civilrights? No Congress 
can render a better and more patriotic service than by placing on our 
statute book such laws as will insure all constitutional civil rigbts and 
perpetuate the liberties of the people. 

This bill interferes with no individual Tight, limits no individual 
liberty, intrudes upon no State right orjurisdiction, but is intended to 
secure the yery freedom for which the minority here contend. 

“Be not deceived;’? you can not mock the American people when 
you clamor for individual freedom and personal liberty while you 
trample upon the liberty you profess to venerate and murder the free- 
dom you claim to protect. 

The promoters of this measure intend by its provisions to secure to 
the people the largest freedom in their choice of Representatives; they 
intend to emancipate every voter from the watch of party monitors, to 
prevent fraud, corruption, and intimidation at the polls, and redeem 
the Federalelections from conditions that have been ‘‘taken up in the 
lips of talkers, and are an infamy of the people,” 

Great wrongs exist, and no comparison of conditions in different 
States will relieve them. Only a short time ness: compared with the 
brevity of what is facetiously called debate in this body—only a short 
time ago a genial gentleman on tho other side, in calling down venge- 
ance on this side of the Chamber, spoke of “New England Repub- 
licans who had walked into Congress over the slaughtered political 
rights of nearly one-half the population of their section.’’ y, Mr. 
President, if half of that is true it is time some measure was 
that will prevent the slaughter of political rights as well as of political 
opponents. 

The bill stands in the way of important legislation, and the short 
session of this Congress is passing rapidly away while the minority in 
this body tell the majority here that no legislation can be Laisa eset 
while this bill for the preservation of the liberties of American freemen 
stands as a menace to white supremacy in the South. Here, sir, we 
know no white supremacy. Here, sir, in legislation we know no race 
or color; we are legislating for the people, the whole people, and we 
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are bound by our oaths, by all the traditionsof a liberty-loving people, 
to guard and protect the interest, the rights, and the liberties of all. 

if this were intended as a partisan measure it falls far short of its 
purpose, for, sir, it can not by its terms result in the advantage of any 
political party, except the party to which the majority of the people 
give their adhesion, and that party should have the advantage so long 
as any government exists by the consent of the governed. And, sir, 
I belive the time is propitious, the time to right existing wrongs is 
now. And if the time has come again when any lawful and consti- 
tutional authority of the Government can not be exercised in any sec- 
tion of this broad domain without haying trouble, let the trouble þe- 
gin and the great loyal heart of the Republic will throb again and the 
people will preserve their liberties and their Government. ` 

I am not of those, sir, who believe or profess to believe that the col- 
ored ple in any section will vote solidly for either party, for I do 
not believe the colored people will adhere to one party as universally 
as some of our population of foreign birth or lineage do. Iappeal for 
civil rights against uncivil wrongs. 

In the South the majority of the white population belong to the 
Democratic party. To that white population the colored people in that 
section look for advice and counsel and support in all matters except- 
ing those relating to politics, and in politics the white people have al- 
ways antagonized the colored. It isnatural thatthe white should lead 
in all affairs, because of superior advantages and the relations that 
have heretofore existed between the races, and had the black citizens 
in the South been permitted freely to exercise their political rights I 
believe the result would have been an increased Democratic majority 
unless some of those otherwise intelligent whites had been converted 
from the errors of Democracy. 

I do not fear the evil influence of exciting demagogues. The grow- 
ing influence of intelligence and the consciousness of personal and civil 
freedom will overcome such pernicious control, and the old South, in- 

ired by the elevating influences of ahigher patriotism, invigorated by 

e observance of the individual ané civii rights of every citizen, pro- 
tected by that law which accords to others what it demands for itself, 
will rise to a higher and nobler prosperity than the brightest imagina- 
tion has yet pictured in hopes. I would not see the South erushed; I 
would not see you laboring against any obstruction to your advance- 
ment in material prosperity. Yours is an important part and acher- 
ished part of my country and he are my countrymen. 

Your welfare is dear to the heart of every patriot, and I would not 
by voice or vote aid in ing any measure that I believed was in- 
tended to or would place the slightest impediment in the way of your 
advancement and To me it seems that you have grave and 
great responsibilities in the solution of matters relating to your inter- 
nal affairs over which the Federal Government has no contro]. With 
these matters you must be left to deal as shall seem best to you. In 
their solution you have the earnest and sincere sympathy of all patriots 
in your legitimate efforts, 

But when you intrude upon the rights of any citizen in the exercise 
of his constitutional and lawful expression in national affairs you in- 
trude upon the rights of every American citizen and of every free 
State. And if you have gained ascendency here or if you come here 
by the violation of the rights of American citizens, you have done 
much toward the destruction of our free institutions and toward the 
overthrow of the Government by the consent of the governed. And 
even now the free voice of this free people demands that this shall no 
longer be. 

Mr. President, since the foundation of the Republic and on every 
page of its history one peril comes in sight to menace its existence. 

t peril awakened the apprehension of the foundersof the Republic, 
has excited the solicitude of the patriots of later years, and to-day 
threatens the liberties of the people. 

Other and great evils there may be in our system, but most, if not 
all, of them grow out of thatsupreme evil, the debasement of elections, 
either. by personal depravity and intimidation or party corruption. 
Through all the years there has been a continued, steady, strong de- 
termination on the part of the people to surround the declaration of 
their will through the ballot box with the highest warrantsof security. 
And now, sir, the people will make the old demand that voters shall 
be protected and that votes shall be counted. ‘To their Congress they 
look for the redemption of party pledges and the accomplishment of 
their hope. 

The people demand legislation that will provide for quiet and peace- 
ful elections, and they demand the faithful administration of such leg- 
islation.as will permit every man entitled to vote to cast his ballot 
without fear or molestation and will secure to that vote its proper 
weight in determining the election. They do not desire a force bill, 
but a bill that shall be enforced, not for the advantage of any party, 
nor in the interest of any section, but for the good of the whole coun- 
try, that the declared result of any election shall be known to be un- 
controvertibly the voice of the people; that this great nation, estab- 
lished for the purpose of securing those inalienable rights set forth in 
the declaration of the fathers, deriving its just’powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, shall continue toabide, the hopeof the ages, shed- 
ding its benign influence on all mankind. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BUTLER]. 

Mr, HOAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 107, page 104, add the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That the supervisors, canvassers, and all the clection officers sliall 
be regarded as ministerial and not as judicial oficers. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following amendment as an addition to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. At theend of the amendment just reported add: 

And shall perform none other than ministerial duties, 

Mr. TELLER. In what section is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Section 14. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not find the pages in my copy of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Whatisthe page? [Cries of *‘ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. BUTLER. We want to get the information before we«vote, so 
as to know what we are voting on. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire what print of the bill is 
being used at the Secretary’s desk,so that we may be able to follow it, 

Mr. CULLOM. Is itthe print of December 10, 1890? 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 107, page 104, of the original 
print of the bill, or at the bottom of page 73 of the reprint, it is pro- 
posed to add what has been read. 

Mr. CULLOM, What is the date of the reprint? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. December 10, 

Mr. MORGAN. As I understand the situation, there is no perfected 
substitute offered by the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
which this amendment can be applied. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who is the chairman of that committee, brought in a number of 
amendments here the other day to his own substitute, and I take it 
that the order of proceeding would be, inasmuch as the committee 
have reported amendments, that the Senate should take up the com- 
mittee amendments first and mature the text of the substitute, so that 
we may know exactly what it is we are trying to amend.» 

Mr. HOAR. Well, I will ask that that be done, if that be the reg- 
ular way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the committee amendments have first 
to be taken up, the first amendment of the committe will be stated. 
What is the pleasure of the Senate? Shall the committee amend- 
ments first be taken up in order? 


Mr. CULLOM. | That is the regular rule. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Isnggest that the committee amendments be 
taken up. 


Mr. GORMAN. I-understand that there is an amendment pending, 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to the sub- 
stitute of the committee, to which the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Hargis] has now offered an amendment. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS. My amendmentisanamendment tothe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. The committee amend- 
ment is batoneamendmentand these are amendments toit. Of course 
we shall not take a vote upon the committee amendment until we have 
had an- opportunity to amend it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has escaped the attention of the Senator from 
Tennessee, and I think also the Senator from Maryland, that the com- 
mittee have come in here with amendments to this substitute. They 
propose to amend the text of their amendments before they proceed 
with it. These are committee amendments to the substitute that is 
offered to the bill. There were several of them offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts the other day just as we were about to adjourn 
and I asked for the reading of them. They are in the RECORD, and I 
suppose they have been printed, 

Mr. HOAR. I shall have no objection to taking that course, and 
also—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the time might be shortened by 
having it understood by general consent that theamendments suggested 
by the committee be adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I seea lotof printedamendments indicated as offered 
by theSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]. It does not appear 
that they are committee amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. They are in fact authorized by the committee, 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall notobject tothe consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed, whether it be by the Senator or whether by the ma- 
jority of the committee. I have no objection to considering them in 
advance, 

Mr. KENNA. I have no particular desire with reference to the 
course to be pursued in the disposition of theseamendments. It makes 
no difference to me whether we first consider the committee amend- 
ments as proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts or amendments 
as proposed after the bill has been under consideration here for the 
last two or three or more weeks. ‘There is, however, this considera- 
tion: I do not want to discuss the incongruities, or, to use a stronger 
term, the illiteracy of this bill as originally reported to Me Senate; but 
I do want to say, and I speak but the simple truth when I sayit, that 
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in order to prepare a single amendment involving and coveringa single, 
sole, separate idea, namely, the injection of the civil-service machinery 
in lieu of the political machinery established by this proposed Senate 
committee, I have had to prepare as many as eighteen or twenty amend- 
ments. 

Now, if this bill is to be pressed and forced until we are called upon 
various amendments and upon the passage of the bill, the injection at 
this stage of halfa dozen or even of one or two amendments, of which 
nobody knows anything as to the merits—and we have been notified 
only to-night and since the sun went down of a number of them—may 
require such a revision of my own proposed eighteen or twenty amend- 
ments, covering one single idea, that I may not have the opportunity 
to do that. Ido not care very much one way or the other. The vot- 
ing upon very few of the suggestions that I have made or propose to 
make when the time comes may cover the whole idea; but at the same 
time I do not think we ought to go into such a state~of jumble and 
confusion as to leave us without some intelligent course with reference 
to amendments as they are considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to inquire whether there was any com- 
mittee amendment offered to the committee substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. I gave notice yesterday and at an early hour to-day 
of certain amendments, and though the notice was given in my own 
name I am authorized to offer those amendments by a majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. DANIEL, The majority of the committee belong to one polit- 
ical organization, or may belong to it, and what is suggested by a ma- 
jority of the committee can not, of co’ possess the sanction of a 
report from a committee. That committee has never been convened 
to consider and never had an opportunity to express its opinion upon 
the subject, and I do not see how a personal proposition of the Senator 
from Massachusetts can have any greater dignity in the precedence of 
hearing than those of any other Senator. If the committee wishes to 
offer its amendments there isa method forittospeak, It has not done 
so, I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. What the Senator from Virginia said is quite true, and 
for that reason I made the —— 

Mr, DANIEL, That is the reason why I said it. 

Mr. VANCE. With the permission of the Senator from Virginia, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if I understood him 
correctly that the amendments which were laid on our tables to-day, 
or on any other day, as coming from him, have ever been treated in 
committee. 


Mr. HOAR. No, sir; they never have. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I misunderstood the Senator. I know there 
has been = meeting of the committee since the original iniquity was 

etrated. 

Mr. SPOONER, TheSenator from North Carolina, who is a member 
of the committee, took great pains the other day to give publicnotice 
here that he had not participated with the Republican members of the 
committee, and that he would not doso, because he wanted the bill 
to come in herein all its originaldeformity. Has he changed his mind 
about that? He stated that he would not take part in the counsel of 
the ungodly, and we did not invite him afterwards. 

Mr. VANCE. The bill is not likely to lose any of its original de- 
formity if permitted to be manipulated in the handg into which it has 
fallen. Iam still abundantly satisfied of its iniquity. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I will make a state- 
ment. Of course this sort of jocose exchange of compliments of the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina entirely relieves some of the 
asperities of this debate and it is very agreeable. But the Senate will 
understand, I think, when ithears what the amendments are thatare 
so proposed, that they weresuch as would clearly, beyond any question, 
have the support of all the Democratic members of the committee. 

They are, in the first place, a provision making the number of in- 
spectors four instead of three, only two of whom are to be from any 
one political party, So if the judge does his duty they will consist of 
an equal number from each political party. 

Then there was a suggestion which was met at the time by saying 
that we did not think the bill had the meaning suggested, that the 
provision which said that the chief supervisors of election now in office 
should hold as long as they behave themselves operated to give those 
Officersalifeoffice, That wassubstantially a repetition ef the language 
of the statute of 1870, which the courts have held still leaves them re- 
movable by the courts, and it was put in in order that they might 
not haye all to be appointed over again, as if a pew office were created. 
The amendment proposes to add the words ‘‘ unless sooner removed by 
the court from the office of supervisor or commissioner,” so as to make 
that clear. 

The third one is a provision similarin effect in regard to the deputy. 
There is a provision which has been somewhat criticised on the other 
side of the Chamber, that the deputy supervisor should be appointed 
by the court, but should have one of his associates recommended by the 
chief su isor. That coh fat aap to strike out, leaving the court 
to appoint the depnty commissioner without any power of the chief 
commissioner. 
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Then there was a provision thatif the chief supervisor died ora 
vacancy took place by an accident the deputy should continue to per- 
form the duties as long as he behaved himself well, and the amend- 
ment adds to that clause, ‘‘ unless a new supervisor be appointed or 
unless he be sooner removed by the court.’’ 

These are three of the propositions which are contained in these 
amendments, Re 

The fourth has required a littie more change of language than the 
others. The bill, as now proposed, which is now before the Senate, 
provides that the compensation of these commissioners or supervisors 
shall be determined by the judge, and that the judge’s determination 
shall have the effect of a judgment, in substance, giving the officer a 
right to the fees, and fixing the fees at $5 a day, without leaving any 
discretion in the accounting oflicers of the Treasury. 

Now the amendment, which is the last one that is proposed, provides 
that the compensation of these oflicers shall he the same as that allowed 
in the States for similar services to similar officers in the State where 
they perform the duty, but that in no event shall the compensation 
be less than $3 a day, so that if the State pays $3 a day that will be 
thecompensation. It provides further that the judge’s certificate shall 
only be conclusive upon the question of the necessity of the service, 
and in all other respects the claim goes to the accounting officer of the 
Treasury like other claims of public officers. 

These are the amendments which are in print and are proposed. 
There are a number of other merely verbal amendments, which I shall 
propose in their order, which I have not had printed. 

Now, I suppose, unless there is to be some different course as to the 
courtesies of the Chamber or the ordinary methods of procedure, 
knowing perfectly well the sentiments of the minority of that com- 
mittee, no one of them would have desired its chairman to put him 
to the trouble of having a meeting of the committee See eee session 
of the Senate to propose amendments which everybody ws they 
would all assent to when proposed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, this is the first time in my life 
that I have known one member of a committee to determine in ad- 
yance what the minority would agree to and without consulting them 
or saying one word to them. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I willina moment. Ibis the first time I have 
known one member to report what he conceives would be theirconclu- 
sion and then stand up in the Senate and diagnose a case and give the 
Senate what he was perfectly sure the minority of the committee would 
have agreed to if they had had a chance. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. . 

Mr. HOAR. I have not made this as a report of the committee. I 
have made this—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that, 

Mr. HOAR. I have made this proposed amendment—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is still worse than that. It is the report of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. EEA 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, it is not the report of the committec. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not the report of anybody, 

Mr. VOORHEES, No, except yourself. 

Mr. HOAR. But I stated that these proposed amendments have the 
assent of the majority of the committee. 

Mr, VOORHEES, That was not the statement of the Senator from 


usetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam on the floor, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
Senator from Indiana decline to yield? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; I do not decline to yield. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will understand the fact-—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not decline to yield, but I want my share 
of the talk, that is all, when Iam on the floor. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has not here stated what was the conclusion of the ma- 
jority of the committee. He stated here what was the conclusion of 
the minority, and interjected himself into the mental processes of those 
on this side constituting the minority of the committee, and stated that 
he felt authorized to report these amendments on his own responsi- 
bility because he was quite sure that gentlemen whom he had not con- 
sulted at all would be in favor of them. 

Mr. HOAR, I did not state any such thing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, it would have been so slight a personal 
exertion on his part to consulb with Senators on this side and to sce 
really whether they were in favor of these amendments, that I think 
he might haye done so, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President——- 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me have my share. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is proceeding under a misunderstanding. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, the Senator had better just submit to the 
situation for a little while, for he had his ten or fifteen minntes awhile 
ago and Ihave only had my three or four minutes. I should be rest- 
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less ifI were in his place, I would not be very quiet, because the Sen- 
-ator is ina false position—utterly false, utterly false; I repeatit. Of 
course he is. e 

The Senator introduced theseamendments. I understood him per- 
fectly well when he didsoand was observing him. Isaw then that his 
step was not consistent with his position as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. He introduced amendments, I know 
not how many, half a dozen or a dozen, perhaps. 

Mr. VANCE. Fourteen. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He introduced fourteen amendments, Iam told, 
and without any authority at all on his part exceptas a Senator from 
Massachusetts. That I do not question. He has the authority of his 
State to do what he chooses to do, as we all have here, but as chair- 
man of the Committee on Privileges and Elections he far surpassed any 
authority or power that had been given to him, by his own show- 
ing here to-night. No meeting of the committee whatever had taken 
place, and he stood hereto-night for a quarter of an hour explaining 
those amendments. 

I care not what they contain; their contents may be good or they 
may be bad. I hope they are good. But what was his authority to 
stand here and say tothe Senate that he had a right to believe the mi- 
nority of that committee were in favor of the provisions of these amend- 
ments? Possibly they were; possibly they were not. At any rate the 
chairman of that committee had no right to speak for Senators on this 
side of the Chamber or to act for them or to assume what they were in 
favor of. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, in rising to interrupt mea moment 
ago, said he was speaking for what the majority of the committee were 
in favor of. He has a better right to speak for them than for the mi- 
nority on this side, and yet he has no right to speak for them unless 
there had been meetings of that committee or a meeting passing on these 
fourteen amendments, I have no disposition to criticise unkindly or 
harshly the Senator from Massachusetts, but his position is untenable; 
it can not be held at all in introducing fourteen amendments to this 
bill without the slighest authority from his committee, either major- 
ity or minority, and standing here inaspecial pleading that the minor- 
ity, he thought, would bein favor of the provisions of his amendments. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Massachusetts stated that they 
were committee amendments. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I will not state that as a matter of fact, but I 
am informed by Senators around me that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts said that they were committee amendments. ThatI can notstate 
upon my own authority. 

Mr. HOAR. Labsolutely deny that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That I can not state npon my own recollection, 
of course. That may go, but I am dealing with a case that is undis- 
puted, and that is that the Senator from Massachusetts, as an indi- 
vidual Senator, which he had a right to do, introduced these fourteen 
amendments, and then he lectures this side of the Chamber and talks 
to the minority of the committee that they would most likely haye 
been in favor of these provisions, and therefore he introduced them. 
That position is utterly untenable. It can not be maintained for a 
moment. His amendments are here to bedealt with, notas the amend- 
ments of the committee, of the majority or the minority, but as simply 
the suggestions of the Senator’s own mind and his own action. 

I have dealt with this matter perfectly fairly and perfectly sincerely, 
and how the Senator is to answer the situation I am ata loss to dis- 
cover. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator had had the politeness to allow me to 
correct and state to him the fact in this matter, I think he would have 
saved himself a good deal of trouble. I havenot heard thatany mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privileges and Elections of either party has 
made any complaint; the complaint comes from somebody else. 

Now, the fact about this matter is this: The House of Representa- 
tivessentup to the Senate this bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. The Republican members of that com- 
mittee matured a substitute for it which in many respects softened 
and modified the provisions of the House bill. It omitted altogether 
certain provisions about juries, and some other provisions which have 
been subjects of public comment and debate. 

When we had our substitute ready we called a meeting of our com- 
mittee, and the minority of the committee stated that they did not 
care to go over the details of the substitute, They were opposed to 
both, and they said that they did not care to go into the details. That 
was stated on the floor of the Senate. Some question coming up about 
it, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] rose in his place 
and said, with the good nature and wit characteristic of him, that he 
did not care about entering into the counsels of the ungodly. 

Now, that being the condition of the bill, certain other provisions, 
every one of which has been condemned in debate by Senators on that 
side of the Chamber, are proposed to be stricken out by these amend- 
ments of mine. 

We had a right to suppose two things: first, that the minority would 
not want to be troubled by a meeting about it to go over these details, 
for they had said that they did not on the floor of the Senate as well 
as in private, and, second, that as they had openly avowed their ob- 


jection to the provisions of the bill which I now propose toamend they- 
would not want us to consult them about a proposition striking them 
out, 

The Senator from Indiana speaks of these as fourteen amendments, 
Counted technically, that is, to strike out an ‘‘and’’ in one line and 
substitute a ‘'but,’’ and then strike out something else ina line, they 
are fourteen in number, but in substance and effect they are four in 
number, as I have stated, and I have stated what they are. 

Of course, if anybody desires to raise any possible cloud of dust at 
every step in this bill, it is in the power of anybody to doit, but the 
Senate will understand what has happened and I think they will en- 
tirely approve it. Ido not think that a fair-minded man on the other 
side of the Chamber—I do not think the Senator from Indiana, who is 
a fair-minded man and a fair opponent and does not wish to put any- 
body in a false position, can undertake to stand upon such a position 
when he is cofiducting a debate. I do not think the Senator from In- 
diana, now that he knows exactly what has taken place, will withhold 
his approbation of every step of my conduct in that particular. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it would afford me great pleas- 
ure to extend my approbation to any gentleman’s conduct; but when 
the Senator from Massachusetts says” that he understands nobody ob- 
jects to his course connected with the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, I must state that I do not consider that tobetrue. Iheard 
the Senator from North Carolina a few minutes ago with great force 
arraign the course the Senator from Massachusetts has pursued upon 
this subject. ý 

Further than that, I repeat what I said a little while ago, that the 
Senator from Massachusetts has exceeded his authority and transcended 
his duty as chairman of the committee in assuming to decide that the 
minority on this side of the Chamber are in favor of what he has offered 
here. I never heard the like before. No onẹ else ever did. Nobody 
ever heard the like before, that a chairman of a committee, without 
any meeting of the committee, without calling it together, introduces 
a large number of amendments and then walks over to the aisle here 
and assumes to tell this side of the Chamber that he had transcribed 
their thoughts asa mind reader would into hisamendments, and there- 
fore he was authorized to offer them. I will say that such an exhibi- 
tion has never been made on this floor or on the floor of any other legis- 
lative body since I have been connected with the legislation of this 
country. 

That is his attitude. He can speak for his own side so far as the ma- 
jority of the committee are concerned. He may deal with them; they 
may deal with him; but I say here that when he assumes that these 
amendments are in accord with the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee, never called together, never considered, never passed upon, he 
transcends the legitimate duty of a chairman of a great committee of 
this body, a committee connected with the fandamental rights of mem- 
bers, the very organization of the body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish tomakeasuggestion merely to promote the 
convenience of Senators and my own aswell, It seems tomeit would 
be a great deal better for us to have the amendment nowy to be offered 
to the last print of the bill, which I have before me, the print of De- - 
cember 10. The Senate proposition is printed in italics and the House 

roposition, as a matter of course, in the usual form, stricken through. 
Fan told by the Secretary it would be more convenient for him to keep 
current amendments and keep the business in order in regular routine 
to do that, rather than to take the original bill as presented. Thisisa 
substitute as now offered by the committee as I understand, and that 
would be much more convenient to the Secretary, and much more con- 
venient to me, and I presume to every Senator. 

Mr. VEST. What print has the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The print of December 10. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to say to the Senator from Ohio that 
the chairman of the.committee has had so many prints of the bill and 
it isso mixed up thatit would be impossible for us to follow the print 
of December 10. The amendments that have heen heretofore offered 
have been offered to one of the previous prints, and there the sections 
and lines are referred to. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. You could very easily change the 

Mr. GORMAN. No, it is impossible to follow it. To show the 
Senator how impossible it would be to consider, at this moment, the 
amendments offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, if we desired 
to do that, I take the copy of his amendments that I find on my desk. 
They were offered by the Senator from Massachusetts and ordered 
printed to-day. His first amendment is to section 26, line 6, page 118, 
strike out ‘‘the’? where it first occurs and insert ‘‘a.’’ If you refer 
to the print which the Senator now moves, that of December 10, it is 
not found on that page. 

Mr. HOAR. My amendments are all offered to the old print. 

Mr. GORMAN, That is what I supposed, and yet I find the same 
difficulty the Senator from Ohio has, as we haye on our desks nothing 
but the December print, 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Secretary can very easily in advance of 
the amendments transpose them to the new print. Ihave no desire 
to interfere in the matter at all except to do what is most comely and 
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Mr. GORMAN. But I would remind the Senator from Ohio that 
these amendments of the Senator from Massachusetts were laid on our 
desks to-day, and with them the print of the bill of December 10. I 
have been trying for two hours to find out what the Senator’s amend- 
ments mean and where they are to come in, and I have not succeeded 
yet. 

Mr. VEST. Let me call attention in a moment to another fact, I 
sent to the document room and obtained all these amendments, with 
the exception, I believe, of those offered by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. All the amendments are offered to the print of December 10, 
which we ordered for the use of the Senate, and to avoid the very dif- 
ficulty that is now presented. I have offered here a number of amend- 
ments, and I took as a matter of course the last print which we had 
for thatpurpose. The result of this business is inextricable confusion; 
we must take the old bill for one set ofamendments and the new Dill 
for another set. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I suggested. 

Mr. REAGAN. Confirmatory of the trouble which has arisen—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say the proposition of the Senator trom Mis- 
souri is precisely what Isuggested. Iwent tothe Chief Clerk. He can 
notspeak for himself, and I speakforhim. Hesayshe can very easily 
transfer the amendments offered to the original bill, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts says he can readily transfer them to the new bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave them all in both forms. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts has them in both 
forms. I donot care which plan is adopted. I do not want to waste 
time on immaterial matters, because we might as well take one print 
as the other, I do not care which is taken; but the last print, as the 
Senator from Missouri says, is the proper one. Let the amendments 
as they are offered apply to the last print, and the Secretary says he 
can readily find out to what lines and pages, etc., the amendments 
would come in the last print of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the amendments are taken up? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As they are taken up. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave given notice that I propose to offer twenty- 
seven amendments to the bill, and the text which I propose to amend 
is this which contains the print of both bills, printed December 6. I 
do not know how many prints there are, but that was the one that 
seemed generally in use and discussed at the time. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is it the print of December 6 or December 7? 

Mr, REAGAN. It is marked here ‘‘ Printed December 6.” 

Mr, CULLOM. ‘The print of December 10 is the right one, 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not knowhow itis. This is a different print. 
It is the print of December 6. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find myself in the same state of confusion that 
seems to have involved everybody. The amendments that I had the 
honor to offer—one is dated December 4, 1890, the one now under con- 
sideration is dated December 9, 1890—are to a printof the bill which I 
had on my table and the only print that I had at that time. Those 
amendments apply toa certain part of the bill which as far as I can 
see on the back of it is dated August 7. So the amendments which I 
had the honor to offer it seems apply to the right bill. Ido not see 
how we are going to get along in that state of affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the official copy at the Clerk’s 
desk is of date August 7, 1890. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the bill to which my amendments were 
offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the Chair decide that. Letus have a decision 
from the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; letthe Chair decide it. I ask the Chair 
what is the print of the official copy at the Clerk’s desk ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it is the 
print of August 7. 

Mr. HARRIS, The last print is the print of December 10, 1890, I 
understand. I remember that at my suggestion the print of Decem- 
ber 10, 1890, was laid upon the desk, as the print of August 7, I was 
informed, was exhausted in the document room and copies could not 
be procured. I remember to have asked that the print of December 
10 be kept at the Clerk’s desk for the purpose of reference, so that as 
amendments were offered to either the Clerk could with very little difi- 
culty turn to the one or the otherand find the part of the bill proposed 
to be amended. But that would consume time and probably produce 
some confusion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask my friend from Tennessee if 
that course were pursued would not we on this side who have never had 
an opportunity to examine it be put to a disadvantage? For instance, 
take the amendments offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. He 
has an amendment to section 26, line 6, page 118, and there is no such 
word on that lineand page in this print, and those of ns in the minority 
would not have anopportunity to know where the amendment was or 
to know what was proposed to be changed except as read by the Clerk. 
We would have no opportunity to follow him. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the different prints being differently page 
produces necessarily confusion. I do not see what we are to do unless 
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the Clerks keep a copy of both bills on the table for the purpose of ref- 
erence and that we decide to make an official copy of the one print or 
the other and have a sufficient number of that print for every Senator 
to be furnished with a copy. 

Mr. BUTLER. The trouble about the position of the Senator from 
Tennessee seems to be this—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave taken no position. Iam just suggesting the 
situation and asking what the remedy is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, the Senator suggests that the Secretary may 
take two copies and refer first to one and then to the other, and apply 
the amendments to whichever one he sees fit, I understand. But as 
the Senator from Maryland has suggested, those of us in the minority 
have not that opportunity. Ido not know now to which one of these 
prints the amendments pro; by the Senator from Massachusetts 
apply, aud Icannottell. I have what I supposed was the official copy 
of August 7, and to that pa I proposed my amendments. Subse- 
quently another print of the bill was ordered by the Senate on Decem- 
ber 10, and it seems certain amendments apply to that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the same thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Butit can not be the same thing. It has different 
pages, and different paragraphs, and different lines. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator-pardon meand let me state the fact? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The print of August 7 is the official copy of the bill, 
treated as such at the Clerk’s desk. The print of December 10, I am 
informed, is simply a reprint of that, rerdatim et literatim. There isno 
change in it whatever, and so far as I am awareall the amendments— 
will the Senator from South Carolina do me the honor to hear my 
statement ? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will just permit me to interrupthim 
now, I think he will be spared the necessity of making an additional 
statement in that line. Oneof the amendments that I offered comes 
in on page 104, after line 107, in the print of August 7. I find page 
104 relates to an entirely different matter in the reprint. 

Mr. HOAR. What reprint is that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis the reprint of December 10, 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The paging is wholly different. They do not cor- 
respond at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that the print of December 10 
is printed in parallel columns. That changes the pages. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HOAR. I was informed at the Clerk’s desk (perhaps I am in 
error about the date) that the print of August 7 is the official copy, and, 
so far as I amaware, every amendment which has been offered has been 
made with reference tothat print. Theamendments I offered, and the 
Senator from South Carolina says those offered by him are to the print 
of Angust 7. Then subsequently the Senate ordered the bill to be 
printed in parallel columns with the House bill. That print is in ex- 
istence, but it was not intended by the Senate to make that an official 
copy of the bill. 

Now, I should like to have the Chair also inquire of the Clerk if 
there has not been a reprint of the August 7 bill, verbatim ct literatim, 
paging and all 

‘rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been none. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then all that we need to dois tostand on 
our August 7 print, which is the regular copy, as everybody has 
treated it on both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. REAGAN. All the amendments are not to the print of August 
7. When the bill in parallel columns was printed that was taken up 
for discussion, and in preparing the amendments which I offered I, 
made some inquiry, but was advised that that was the bill to amend. 
I did not know that the one of August 7 was treated as the official 
copy for amendments. Therefore I have prepared all my amendments, 
twenty-seven in number, for the printof December 6, and its paging 
is different from that of August 7, and I understand that the print 
of August 7, which I do not have before me, is different from the 
print in parallel columns, 

Mr. HOAR. The sections and lines are the same. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, if the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me to make a suggestion—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, the sections and lines 
are the same in all the bills, 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘The paging is different. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwas going to make a suggestion. As we are in 
no haste and time is plenty before ns, I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that we let this matter go over until Monday and print 
a copy of the bill and give time to put our amendments to it, so that 
we may know what we are doing. 

Mr. PASCO. I assume that the edition of August 7 is the small 
edition. Am I correct ? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; that is still another print. 

Mr. PASCO. I have taken the amendments of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and looked at the bill patiently, and have tried to 
locate them somewhere. I took the edition of Angust 7, I take up 
one of these amendments at random. Itsays page 82. There are but 
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seventy-two pages in this edition. Iturn totheedition of December 6, 
and page 82 is a blank page; there is nothing upon it. I have spenta 
good deal of time in trying to locate the amendments of the Senator 
from Massachusetts for some days and haye been unable to find them 
by means of any edition placed on my desk. I take this one at ran- 
dom. Here is a blank page 82 in one edition and the other edition 
has but seventy-two pages. Under these circumstances I say that it 
is impossible, perhaps, to make any satisfactory progress unless some 
official edition of the bill shall be printed that will correspond with 
somebody’s notation. Certainly this does not correspond with that of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to inform the Senate what printis 
now under consideration on the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘There are three of them, I think, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. There surely can be but one print there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The print of August 7 is on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest that that is the only print to which amend- 
ments can be offered, and jf Senators have offered amendments having 
other prints before them when they were prepared, they should so ad- 
just those amendments as to enable the clerks to take the print of 
August 7, if that be the one, and make all the amendments in accord- 
ance with that print, Otherwise we shall get into confusion, no mat- 
ter how many prints of the bill we have. 

Mr. KENNA, Will the Senator allow me to inform him that Isent 
to the desk only 2 moment ago for a copy of that print and I was in- 
formed that it is exhausted and there are none to be had? What are 
we to do in the effort to modify our amendments sò as to adapt them 
to that print if the clerk is the only human being in America who has 
a copy? 

Mr. HOAR. It is on your file at your desk. 

Mr. KENNA. It is not on my file, and not on the desk, and not 
in the document room. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret exceedingly to hear that situation, 

Mr KENNA. Ican not get hold of one; I do not know where to 
get it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a copy which I will furnish the Senator. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will be equally as accommodating to 
all members on this sido of the Chamber, that will satisfy our want. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have but one copy; I will be glad to furnish that 
to the Senator. I was not aware that this particular print could not 
be procured, butat the same time, no matter how many times we print 
the bill, we must, when we consider it, act upgn the original bill as 
sent to us from the House of Representatives and the original bill as 
proposed by.the Senate Committee on Privilegesand Elections. Other- 
wise the records never can be made up in any condition so as to know 
what the result of the deliberations may be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that within the 
last ten minutes I have sent to the document room and they sent me 
the last copy, the official copy, to be kept in that room, with the in- 
formation that it was the official copy and the only one that was ob- 
tainable there. 

Mr. BUTLER, Whatis the date of that? i 

Mr. HARRIS. August7. Some two or three weeks ago, when we 
ordered the print of December 10, the former print of August 7, I un- 
derstood, was exhausted. I have the print of August7 and I have the 
print of December 10, but I quite agree with the Senator from Iowa 
that the print of August 7 is the official print. Itis the bill that we 
are to deal with; and, having so agreed, I beg to suggest that it is im- 
possible for Senators to proceed intelligently without a copy of that 
print upon their desks rethem. Ithink that some member should 
. move for the repnog of the print of August 7. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator, as he is a very much better par- 
liamentarian than I am, or perhaps than most of us, what is the effect 
of this indorsement on the back of the print of December 10? 

Ordered to be reprinted in parallel pages for the use of the Senate. 

What is the effect of that order? 

Mr, GORMAN. Nothing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think it changes the official print that lies 
on the Clerk’s desk or wasintended to changeit. For theconvenience 
of Senators it was printed in parallel columns, so that open where you 
will you will have the House bill before you on a subject and the Sen- 
ate substitute reported on the same subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the order indorsed on this bill does not happen 
to be an order ‘‘for the convenience of the Senate;’’ it is “for the use 
of the Senate.” Thatistheorderonthe bill. It is therefore a bill re- 

ted for the use of the Senate in parallel columns. On the left- 

d page is found—I mean the bill of the House—is found in italics 
the proposed amendment of the Senate committee. Now, when that 
is reprinted for the use of the Senate it seems to me (and I have al- 
‘ways so considered it) that that was an order that would cause a new 
paging of the bill. Of course it would not alter the sections cither 

the House bill or in the Senate bill, but it would alter the paging of 
the bill, and that, while it is for the convenience of the Senate, is 
also for the use of the Senate; and I understood that bill was to be- 
come thenceforth the bill upon which we would act. 

Mr. RANSOM. That never was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN, ‘The Senator from North Carolina says that never 
was ageed to. 

Mr. KANSOM. No, Mr. President, if the Senator from Alabama 
will allow me, as he very properly calls upon me in relation to what I 
said to him in my seat. That copy was not agreed to be the official 
bill. A debate very similar to this—identical, as theSenator from Iowa, 
in aside remark, says—a debate very similar to the one we aro now 
paon took place here about a Month ago in reference to the print of 
the bill. 

If Lam wrong the clerks will remind the Chair. There was a dif- 
ference, and a discussion almost in the very terms that we are now 
speaking as to the confusion in reference to the different pages occurred 
in the Senate, That difference was not determined; it was notsettled. 
The Senate took no order in the matter. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, according to my recollection, had a reprint of the bill in par- 
allel columns, but there is no order of the Senate adopting that as the 
official copy for the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was done on the motion of the Senator from 
Towa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will yield tome a moment-—— 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, I will. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can see no reason for any confusion here, As T 
understand it, the print alluded to by the Senator from Alabamais the 
print of December 10, which was not an oficial print in the sense that 
it should be used at the Clerk’s desk, but was a print for the con- 
venience of Senators, so that they might compare at a single glance of 
the eye the House provision and the corresponding Senate provision. 
Iam told by the Senator from Massachusetts, and in looking hastily 
over the bill I think it must be true, that the print of the 10th of De- 
cember is substantially the print of the 7th of August, except the 
paging, so that any Senator offering an amendment either to the substi- 
tute or the original bill, will offer the amendment on line so and 50, 
and section so and so. 

Mr, MORGAN. And page so and so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The sections are all the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The sections are all the same, so that page so and 
so might be omitted. Thatmightcreate a little confusioninaSenator’s 
mind, but it can create no confusion at the Clerk’s desk. So Isay Sen- 
ators who have been misled by the print of December 10 canjmake their 
amendments and the clerks can easily adjust them to the only print 
that can be considered at that desk, whether we print the bill once, 
twice, or five hundred times. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave had the floor so little in this debate that I 
trast I shall be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Tbeg the Senator’s pardon; I did not know 
that he claimed the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] kept mo 
off the floor two or three mornings. I thought it wasa very great un- 
kindness on his part. He did not mean anything by it, but it wasa 
little bit hard to cut me off, particularly when I was oxplataing or 
trying to explain, to the Senate the very trouble we arenowin, I tried 
to get the floor and to getitin the morning hour. I wanted to get 
ont of the way of everybody else, so thatif I could possibly inform tho 
headlong Senator from Massachusetts, who seems to be acting here 
with a sort of triple-expansion-engine power—— 

Mr. HOAR. Headlong or long-headed, which? 

Mr. MORGAN. I might get him cooleddown enough to look at his 
own bill and see what he has now seen, seventeen great broad trouble- 
some difficulties in it, and bring in seventeen thorns that he wants ex- 
tracted from this bolus that he is obliged to swallow as it is unless he 
ean get us to take them ont. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts does not at this very moment 
understand this bill. That is not saying anything to his discredit, for 
I suppose the Senator docs not understand Sanskrit and that is not to 
his discredit. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand the Senator from Alabama, and 
that is not to my discredit. [Laughter] 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam satisfied the Senator does not understand the 
Senator from Alabama and he will not understand-‘me. If I could get 
the headlong Senator to wait a moment and reflect I could get him to 
understand me, but heis borne on by his zeal to rush this bill through 
against all opposition, not from this poor minority hero, but from the 
people of the United States at large of all parties and all sects and all 
qualities and all conditions except a very few—ifI could get him to 
pauseand contemplate the great opposition and pressure that is brought 
against this bill from everywhere, I think he would look at it a little 
more quietly, a little more coolly, and he would undertake to sec and 
would find out that he really does not understand the bill. That is 
the trouble with the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, this is very far from being a jest. I have employed 
whatlittle of diligence I possess, patience, close inquiry, and what little 
knowledge of the laws I possess, to try to find out what is in this bill, 
and I have not been able to do it. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
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has had various opportunities to explain it. He has spoken twice at 
length upon it. Hehas not yet explained it; and there are things in 
this bill that are perfectly inscrutable in the way it is presented to the 
Senate. 

There is no man who can rise on this floor and offer an intelligent 
amendment to some six or seven sections of this bill, because he does 
not know what heis amending. He has first to organize himself into 
acourt and pass judgment upon the meaning of words and phrases 
which are in conflict with each other, in contrariety, in repugnance to 
each other, and after he has come to a final decree in his own mind as 
to what he thinks is probably a fair judgment on the meaning of cer- 
tain words, then he proposes to amend it, The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would rise and say it does not mean that. Well, what doesit 
mean? Icontend that it means thus and so, and we shall have to leaye 
that to a court. 

Mr. President, you can not amend a mere imagination, or a conjec- 
ture, or an unformed or unpronounced judgment resting in the mind 
of a judge before whom a case isto be argued. When you want to 
amend a judgment or record of any kind you must put some fact intoit 
that is tangible, something that you can get hold of, and see exactly 
how it changes the record. You can not do that on this bill the way it 
is; itis impossible. That willbe demonstratedas we goalong. Ihave 
besought the Senator from Massachusetts, but he would not hear me, 
that he would take this bill back into his committee room and look it 
oyer again and inform us what it really does mean. 

Now we have got it here with all of that confusion, and the original 
report of the committee worse confounded by the fact that there are 
some three or four different prints of this bill, and they are under in- 
dorsements of this kind: ‘‘Ordered to be printed in parallel columns 
for the use of the Senate;’’ ‘‘Ordered to be printed for the use ofthe 
Senate.” Thatis to say, the Senate ordered that the bill shall be 
printed in a certain form, not perhaps in the original form as to the 
paging and as to the collocation and arrangement of the text, but ii 
anewform. Each one, as I understood it, was to be the bill upon which 
the Senators were to act, which they were to discuss, and in respect to 
which they were to offer amendments. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts comes in here with a broad- 
side ofseventeen amendments this evening, all fired in atone time. Itis 
tolerably late in this debate, I think, for the honorable Senator to make 
these amendments to his amendment; it is a mere confession of error, 
thatisall. They are not to improve the bill, according to his own 
theory of it, as he says here to-night, but they are to try to accommo- 
date it to the objections that have been urged against iton this side of 
the Chamber and make it as far as possible the bill of this side of the 
Chamber, not the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts or that side 
of the Chamber. 

When we come to commence at the fountain source and run through 
this matter down to this eveningitisacuriousmedley. Itis a curious 
presentation of legislative effort. The other House sentover a bill here 
which was stricken out, every line and every section in it, except the 
enacting clause. Then the Senate, through its Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, brought in a substitute for every wordin it, That 
substitute differs entirely, as I have had occasion to remark in the Sen- 
ate heretofore, in the avowed purposes of the legislation: 

The billasit came from the other House wasa bill toamend the existing 
law. The bill, as it is now before the Senate, is a bill to supplement 
a part of the oxisting law, to repeal a part of the existing law, to 
modify a part of the existing law, to incorporate by reference into this 
bill a part of the existing law, and leave another part out, and the 
part thus incorporated and the part that is omitted according to sec- 
tion 3i of the bill, if I have the numbers correctly, is a matter that is 
left to the imagination, or conjecture, or judgment, or whatever else 
you please to call it, of the Senator who happens to be discussing the 
matter, and after we have passed it there will be two opinions about 
almost every clause in five or six sections of this bill as to what we 
have enacted. That ought not to be in a measure of this kind. 

Mr. President, the thing todo with this bill, that ought to have been 
done with it from the beginning, is to recommit it to the committee 
and ask them’to bring in an intelligible report. I have ‘tried all I 
could to exonerate the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, who is 
a great lawyer, from the responsibility of this matter, and I supposed 
I had found a clear door of escape for him when I suggested that Hon. 
John I, Davenport had drawn this bill, and the Senator with somede- 

of indignation, I think, called me, I do notrecollect what epithet 
it was, an ignoramus I think; and yet I have got Davenport's deposi- 
tion here, sworn to, in which he said he drew the original. He has 
sworn to that, and after he drew the original law which the Senator 
from Massachusetts has been compelled to allow to stand on the stat- 
ute book to a large extent, and to modify only by raising shadows 
upon one part of it and lights upon another, without any distinct al- 
teratfons of text, I do not think he ought to disclaim the honorable 
part that Mr. Davenport has had in introducing this confusion. 

As the Senator will see when he comes to investigate it a little more 
carefully, the great drift of the bill is twofold. There are two great 
purposes in it. One is to have a United States returning board for 
members of Congress and the other is to improve John I, Davenport’s 


prospects for getting higher fees, and getting them so that no officer of 
the Government can possibly avoid paying him; togeta conclusiveand 
final judgment here, a standing order in favor of Mr. Davenport to~ 
have his fees largely increased, and yet, God knows, thoy are big enongh 
to begin with. 

Those are the two leading features in the bill, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts in his zeal to have a national returning board for mem- 
bers of Congress instead of the State officers, who have always made 
the returns to Congress, has overlooked the drift of his coadjutor in the 
preparation of this great measure. In Davenport’s anxiety to get his 
fee bill secure, he looking with his facein one direction, and the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts, in his anxiety to have a national re- 
turning board to supplant and destroy theStates entirely in their power 
of certifying their members of Congress, looking in another, asa matter 
of course they have pulled apart from each other, and it has produced 
inextricable confusion. 

Mr. Davenport is evidently loath to give up any of his powers un- 
der this bill that existed in the law heretofore. Ho wanted them all 
retained as they existed, and improved as far as he could get them, so 
as to put alittle more despotic control of elections into the hands of the 
chief supervisors, he being the chiefof all the supervisors and of this 
machine which is now beingset up to be run by the Republican y 
in the United States—the chief patentee and inventor, the chief con- 
troller and engineer, the chief director, and the man who furnishes the 
chief motive power, provided always we will give him fuel enongh in 
the way of contracts from the Treasury of the United States to keep 
him running. 

Now, it is not to be wondered at at all thata bill thus cireumstanced 
should have a contrariety and arepugnance in its provisions and great 
confusion and uncertainty. The Senator from Massachusetts in his 
eager zeal to get his returning board has not paid enough attention to 
Davenport; he has allowed Davenport to run off with the wagon while 
he was looking in a different direction, and hence it is we have this 
confusion in the bill, 

Now, let me call the attention of the Senate to the bill for just na 
moment, or te! for a little longer. 

I have a print of the bill here, and it is the parallel bill; Iwill turn 
back and look over it. I get lost in these bills every time I start to 
find out anythingin them. The Senate will have to be a little pa- 
tient, because I confess it is really a matter of the greatest difficulty in 
the world to find anything in the bill that you want to find. “As the 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN] is not in the Chamber and I can pro- 
ceed, I have no doubt, without any interruption on his part on the par- 
liamentary question that has been concerning himself and myself 
several days here, I will yenture to call the attention of the Senate to 
section 31 of this bill and then afterwards to section 32. 

Sec. 31. Sections 613, G15, 2017 to 2024, both inclusivo, and sections 1982 to 1987, 
both inclusive, and sections 2027, and 5511 to 5517, both inclusive, and sections 


5521 to 5523, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States are each 
and every of them hereby made a part of this aot. 


Now, that is a very curious specimen of legislation. They take the 
sections in the Revised Statutes that are over seventeen years old, and 
by this sort of reference make each and every one of them a part of 
this proposed act, But still, while that would leave some doubt about 
what wasleftin the Revised Statutes, perhaps it would leave no doubt 
about what was found in the act. After you have extracted from the 
chapter and title which are here referred to on the subject of elections 
all of these sections, amounting, I think, to nineteen or twenty-one, 
from the Revised Statutes and put them into this proposed act and made 
them a part of it by this declaration, what remains in the Revised 
Statutes? All the remainder? 

If all the remainder remain in the Revised Statutes untouched and 
unrepealed and unaffected what was the useoftaking out these twenty- 
one sections—I think it is twenty-one sections—and putting them into 
this proposed act? Why could they not remain in the Revised Stat- 
utesas they were before? Then it is not necessary for this measure to 
re-enact something that is in the Revised Statutes, They are not ob- 
solete or anything of that kind. But you, after you get them thus 
transferred and incorporated into this proposed act—then section 31 
proceeds as follows: 
and their provisions are made to refer and apply to this act, 

I submit to any lawyer who ever drew a statute that there could 
searcely be a greater absurdity than that, to take twenty-one sections 
outof the Revised Statutes, make them a part of this act, and then 
enact that each of those sections is made to refer and apply to this act. 
That is to say, you takeasection out of a statute seventeen years old 
and you make it to apply to this act. How apply? In what does it 
apply? 
with like force and effect asif thisact were spocifically mentioned or referred 
to therein— 

Now, that is a curious state of legislative expression. They must 
apply with like force and effect asif this act which we are now discuss- 
ing was ‘‘specifically mentioned or referred to therein.” Now comes 
the climax of this language: 


Pies as such scctions aro in terms changed or modified by the provisions of 
a > 
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They are all incorporated, ‘‘save as such sections are in terms changed 
or modified by the provisions of this act.” Suppose they were repug- 
nant to each other to a degree not absolutely, not positively, not through 
and through so as to have the earlier enactment repealed by the later, 
but they are only changed or modified, whatis the effect of the change 
or modification? You must look through the terms of this act, take 
those terms and the law and apply them to the twenty-one sections that 
are herein incorporated, and After you havo done that you have got to 
determine how far the terms of this act now passing changeand modify 
that which you get into this proposed law. 

Now, I respectfully submit to-the honorable Senator from Massachnu- 
setts that he may take a year longer with his able pen and he can not 
possibly write one of these statutes in the manner in which it is re- 
quired to be done in the mind of the man whoreads it and in the mind 
of the judge who has to enforce it. 

-The other day, for the purpose of illustrating this, I brought into 
the record here the statute in regard to the bribery of officers of elec- 
tion as it exists in the Revised Code. That is one of the statutes that 
are translated into this proposed act. 

In addition to that, this proposed act has an express, broad, general, 
comprehensive, almost universal declaration of the criminality of brib- 
ery at elections in regard to officers and voters and everybody else, and 
it affixes a different penalty from that that is fond in the Revised 
Statutes, a different term of imprisonment, a different amount of fine; 
and yet that statute, with that difference in the punishment and in 
the amount of the fine, is brought bodily into this proposed statute, 
and the two are printed here side by side, Two statutes in the same 
act are printed side by side, both punishing the crime of bribery. 
Thatis only one, though. There are a number of cases of that kind, 
a different from the other in its language, in the penalties, and all 
about it. 

Now, suppose that the honorable Senator from Massachusetts had 
written ont in this bill what he proposes to bring into it by reference 
to the figures or the enumeration of the sections. Suppose he had 
written out two sections for the punishment of bribery, one punishing 
aman not exceeding $5,000, the other punishing him not exceeding 
$2,000, one imprisoning him not exceeding three years, the other im- 
prisoning him not exceeding two years. They are both written outin 
this paper here. Would he expect that theSenate would pass both of 
those laws upon the subject of bribery? Could anybody expect the 
Senate to stultify itself by putting in the same act two definitions ot 
bribery applicable to the same people and for the same offense exactly, 
with differing punishments in the two sections, and pass both? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis the commonest thing in the world in criminal 
legislation. as far as I know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, if it is true, Ihave had an 
uncommonly bad observation of the statutes, for I never saw anything 
of that kind in a statute in my life. Here is a library full of books; 
this debate is likely to run on at Jeast to-morrow until sunrise; the 
Senator from Massachusettsis n great and learned lawyer; and I chal- 
lenge him on the floor of the Senate at this moment to produce one 
case of the kind in the world. Hecan not doit. Now, that isa bold 
speech for me to make, but still the Senator will have to produce it. 

Mr. HOAR. I can do it from memory without looking into books. 

Mr, MORGAN. No, sir; we will not take your memory about it; 
we will have the statute. If it is the commonest thing in the world 
the Senator from Massachusetts can go in the dark in the library down 
here if he wants to find a book that contains it. If he remembers it 
surely he can find it. If he can cite now a copy of the statutes in 
the world or in the United States that contains any such provision I 
should be very happy to have him doit. Hecan not doit. It does 
not exist, it never did exist. 

No legislative body in the world has ever yet stultified itself by put- 
ting in two different sections the same crime exactly in the same act, 
punishing them with different punishments, where itis astatutory of- 
fense or even where it is a common-law offense. It isnot done, The 
differing circumstances of the commission may make the lighter pen- 
alty due in one case rather than in the other, but where the language 
is the same, the fine is the same, and the offender the same; and you 
have got two sections of the statutes here that contain the same of- 
fense. You can not find it in the world, and it never was in the mind 
of anybody, unless it found its way into the mind of John I. Daven- 

rt. 

P That is only one of the difficulties. There are twenty-one of them. 
Thereare twenty-one sections which are brought in here, which are more 
or less modified by the terms of this proposed act. Nearly the whole 
body of the election Iaws of the United States is incorporated, trans- 
lated bodily by this provision I have just read into this act with as 
much care and with as much certainty, this thirty-first section says, 
as if it was absolutely written in the very body of the law that we are 
now enacting. 

So in each of these twenty-one sections we havea twin differing from 
itonly in some slight complexion of the eye, or curl of the nose, or the 
lip, or perhaps the color of the hair, or weight of the two, and we have 
forty-two of theseinstend of twenty-one to deal with; and thatis the situ- 
ation; that is what this honorable Committee on Privileges and Elec- 


tions has set us down to at this ‘‘ feast of reason,” to say nothing about 
the ‘‘flow of soul ™ that is in it. 

I have been trying for days and days to get this subject to the atten- 
tion of this body, Tea not succeed in doing it. I do not think I 
am doing it now; but I shall get’ it to the attention of the lawyers 
of this country. They will see it, the judges will see it; and when 
you have this act finished up here, if it is finished up in the style in 
which it has been reported from this committee, there is not a court in 
the United States that can execute it. 

I have had some regret in being compelled to bring this subject to 
the attention of the Senate, because I should have preferred to remain 
until the courts took into judgment this business and had read forty- 
two sections of law instead of twenty-one, differing from each other 
only in the respect herein described. Thestatutestands, but where you 
find another statute embodied in this act which in terms changes or 
modifies the provisions of the Revised Statutes which you translate 
into it then you can go to work and cogitate what it means. You 
have then got a case for the courts to begin with, and your offenders 
will run through it as minnows willrun through a shad seine, and you 
will never catch one of them. 

I do not know whether the Senator from Massachusetts wants to 
catch them or not. He has the reputation of being a very merciful and 
charitable gentleman, and he may find a way of letting somebody 
through these meshes without punishment; but if you have got forty-two 
sections of a law here, where there are only twenty-one that describe the 
offenses in terms in this bill, and the description of the other offenses 
and other powers is to be derived from the Revised Statutes so far as 
they are modified or changed by this act, and in no other respect, Mr. 
President, you have got a task before you that will defy the ingenuities 
and the powers of the lawyers of this country to get through it. They 
can not do it. 

‘Then we come to a certain section repealing certain statutes here: 

SEC, 32. Sections 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2,015, 2016, 2025, 2025, 2023, 2029, and 2031 
of Title XXVI of the Revised Statutes, “ The elective franchise,’ are each and 
every of them repealed so far ás future election at which Representatives or 
Delegates in Congress are to be voted for, but the repeal by this act of any 
apecitied section or part of a section of the Revised Statutes shall in no wise 
affect any officer or any individual, any complaint or indictment, or any trial 
which may be had, any right of any accused person, any verdict, sentence, or 
appeal therefrom, or any matter whatsoever where the right or wrong of any 
action taken, any duty performed, any complaint made, any indictment found, 
any trial had, any verdict rendered, any sentence imposed, or any appeal there- 


from which has been or may be taken, or any fee, account, or compensation 
of any officer provided for under any of said sections, 


There is where Mr, Davenport comes in. We repeal these sections 
because they are supposed to be repugnant to some provisions we are 
putting into this proposed law, or else they are useless in some way or 
other. We take this statute of seventeen years standing and we repeal 
all the list of sections in it which I haye just read, but we put ina 
saving and excepting clause, which winds up with the proposition that 
the officers of the United States who have heretofore had any concern 
in the control of elections shall be sayed and preserved in all their 
rights and claims and demande, notwithstanding the repeal of these 
statutes, and thatthe Government of the United States shall pay them 
all of those demands without hesitation or question. 

In other words, the object of this saving clause in this statute, after 
it is to keep in the penitentiaries some persons who probably are there 
now, or to keep alive fines, forfeitures, and penalties which, perhaps, 
have already found their way into the judgments of the courts, and 
after they get through with that little matter concerning the public 
welfare i the proper and just administration of the criminal laws of 
the land, this section moves outintos new and extraordinary and won- 
derful provision in favor of saving the fees of Mr, Davenport, He 
comes in with his sickle and reaps a harvest out of that section by the 
retaining of this part of this repealing law in full force and effect until 
he can make his draw out of the Treasury. 

At the time this bill was framed in the other House his accounts had 
not been paid. They were sub judice; they were being investigated 
down here at the Department. When I take the floor on this bill, as 
I donot propose to do to-night, I will proceed to show something about 
what his fees are; but now I am arguingupon the provision which he 
and the Senator from Massachusetts have made, so that there shall be 
no possible chance for him to lose one stiver of these accounts in con- 
sequence of any change in this law which might be supposed to be 
necessary for the promotion of the welfare of 62,000,000 of people. 

There is more of John Davenport in that amendment than there is 
of all the balance of the 62,000,000 of people in the United States. 
There cemes in his reward for his great services to the United States; 
and itis a wonderful exploit of legislation when ingrafting exceptions 
upon a repealing clause to get rid of certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes, which are sup to be of no longer use, that two pages of 
a great bill like this should be devoted to the subject of the saving of 
scrap for Mr. Davenport. 

Mr. President, we are not apt to lose sight of these things in the dis- 
cussion of the bill, although, I grant you, they are very artistically 
covered up. I have been here all the time admonishing this Senate, 
and have asked it early enough to have this bill back here printed in 
proper form with such light upon it as the Committee on Privileges 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1429 


and Elections could throw upon it. I have been at it long enough to 
try to get it back. I have tried faithfully and failed so far even as to 
call from the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] a response to 
what I have had to say about this thing, except the one he makes to- 
night that two sections can be found in the same act relating to the 
same subject and the same offense described in very nearly, if not 
exactly, the same terms, so nearly alike thata conviction under one 
would always bar a prosecution under the other. Two statutes, says 
the Senator, can be put into one bill, and it is a common and usual 
performance in legislation: That is all I have been able to get from 
him about that. 

Tinsist; Mr. President—and my words will be proven by the first court 
that this bill ever goes before—that the twenty-one sections, if I have 
the number right, of the existing law found in the Revised Statutes, 
which are thus bodily translated into this bill by section 32 and re- 
enacted here, will be found to be such an embarrassment upon every 
matter to which those twenty-one sections relate as that no court can 
decide which are the operative statutes. 

It is a solecism in legislation; itis one a court can not get around 
and can not get rid of, because where offenses themselves are purely 
statutory, as these offenses are all purely statutory, and where no such 
an offense can be found in the common law, as the courts of the United 
States have no common-law jurisdiction, but only statutory jurisdic- 
tion, in such cases where there are two sectionsin the same statute de- 
scribing the same offense in different terms and with different penal- 
ties, that statute under an immutable principle of construction of 
statutes is a repugnant statute, and therefore it is void. Thatis all I 
want to say about this matter just at this time. 

I am satisfied, Mr. President, that we can not get along with this 

bill as it is, and if Senators are in earnest about pressing it and feel 
that the demands of the people of the United States now and for all 
time to come require at their hands that they shall enact a body of 
Jaw for the control of elections and for the punishment of men who 
infringe those laws, the Senate ought to take the subject into consid- 
eration in such a way as that when this Jaw gets into form of enact- 
ment the courts, at least, can say that the twenty-one sections found 
in this law are not repugnant to twenty-one other sections, all of which 
are incorporated, for they “are all incorporated just as much as if they 
were written out. 
b Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, before the Senate proceeds with the 
disposition of the amendments to the bill under consideration, I desire 
to say a few words in reference to the position assumed yesterday by 
the distinguished senior Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

I preface what I have to say by remarking that if we accept his 
hypothesis, if we accept his theory—he is able and he isa good logi- 
cian—it would be difficult to answer his arguments. He made a very 
forcible and impressive argument in favor of law, of the paramount 
importance of obedience to the law, and of respest for the Constitution. 
He insisted that it was the duty of all good citizens to obey the Con- 
stitution and the laws. I mean this was the substance of his position. 
Tn discussing such a question with sogreat a lawyer as the Senator from 
New York one should be very sure of the ground he proposes to occupy. 

I take it that that Senator has no greater desire to see the Constitu- 
tion of the United States upheld and the laws of the land faithfully 

_ enforced than every other Senator on this side of the Chamber or on 
that. It is doubtless the conviction of that Senator that he is right in 
his assumption that he is serving the public in urging obedience to the 

"law and in urging the passage of this bill. My objection to the bill is 
that it is itself a violation of the fandamental law of the land and that 
in urging its passage the appeal is made to the Senate of the United 
States to violate that very Constitution which we all have taken an 
oath to support, I know Senators will reply that the Constitution 
gives to Congress the power to egies “the times, places, and man- 
ner of holding elections.” Then it provides that— 

Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as 
to the places of choosing Senators, 

That clause of the Constitution should be read together, and I propose 
to invite attention toit, though it has been so often referred to, Itreads: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, exceptas 
to the places of choosing Senators. 

In any interpretation of this provision we see that primarily the 
power of the regulation of the times, places, and manner of holding 
electiops isto be prescribed by the States, Then, when it is said in 
the same paragraph that ‘‘ Congress may at any time by law make 
or alter such regulations,” we must of necessity inquire how it came 
that the learned, the able, and the patriotic men who framed that Clause 
of the Constitution put two provisions in that paragraph, seemingly in 
conflict with each other, for they are in conflict with each other, and 
I yenture the statement, and I believe I have made it before, that 
there is no other provision of the Constitution of the United States of 
double and doubtful construction like this. If thisquestion, therefore, 
were before a court for construction of this provision, the inquiry 
would be instituted, how came it that these conflicting provisions were 
inserted in the same clause of the Constitution? 


If Senators would turn to the debates of the convention which 
formed that Constitution and to its journals they would find the reason 
why the two powers were placed as theyare in that clause. It would 
there be seen that it was intended to give the States control over the 
elections primarily, and the debates would show further that the 
question arose as to whether the States might not decline to elect Sen- 
ators and Representatives, and by such declination dissolve the Union 
or separate themselves from it, withdraw from its authority. 

That thought was doubtless prompted by the historic fact that some 
of the States were very slow, very tardy in sending their Representa- 
tives to the Continental Congress, and the business on that account was 
retarded and the powers of Congress were interfered with to some ex- 
tent by the neglect of the States to be promptly represented in that 
Congress. That being so, not looking to what might occur in the fu- 
ture, which has actually occurred and which is known to us now, but 
looking to the experience of the past, the Congress thought is best to 
make provision primarily that the States should control these elections, 
and secondarily, if the States failed to provide for the election of Sena- 
tors and Representatives, the power should be conferred upon Congress 
to enable the Government to perpetuate itself. 

That is the line of the argument which is presented in the debates in 
the convention, Thatis what the commentators on the Constitution of 
the United States give as the history of the insertion of that provision. 

If that be accepted, I appeal to all fair-minded, all just-minded men 
who seek to give the Constitution a fair and reasonable interpretation, 
that they must concede we have no power and that Congress has no 
right to provide for the election of Representatives and Senators so long 
as the States make provision for their election, and they are in the sery- 
ice and in the discharge of their duties in the two Houses of Co : 

If they are there, that is all that the Constitution contemplates. It 
was to secure that end that that provision was alternatively inserted in 
the Constitution of the United States. So I repeat what I have said 
before, when the States have provided by law for the election of their 
Senators and Representatives and those Senators and Representatives 
are in the discharge of their duties in their places in Congress, Congress 
has no more right to usurp the powers of the States and attempt to dis-_ 
charge tha duties of the States than if that provision had not been in- 
serted in the Constitution at all. 

Mr, President, I suppose, however, that it is not very useful to un- 
dertake to argue a question of constitutional right and propriety. It 
is hard to say that in the Senate of the United States, but the idea has 
become so prevalent that the war has revised the Constitution and 
substantially obliterated the rights of the States that we have two sets 
of opinions in this country upon that subject; but the Constitution 
stands as itdid, except as to theamendments which have beeningrafted 
upon it. Its interpretation stands to-day as it did aforetime, except as 
itis qualified by the amendments to it which have been adopted. 
None of those amendments have taken away the tenth amendment of 
the Constitution, adopted a year or two after the Constitution itself was 
adopted, in which it was declared that— 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by itto the States, are reserved to the States, respectively, orto the people, 

When we go to the Constitution for this power, we find it in the 
clause which I have referred to, and upon a just interpretation, upon 
a reasonable interpretation, I insist that we are not authorized to pro- 
vide for the election of Senators and Representatives to Congress when 
the States have made full and ample provisions for that pu and 
when those Senators and those Representatives are in the discharge of 
their duties in the respective Houses. 

Besides this, Mr, President, all persons must see that two systems 
of laws providing regulations for the same election must produce jar- 
ring, inconvenience, and confusion. I know it has been said by the . 
Supreme Court that if there is a conflict the laws of the State must 
yield to those of the Union. I am not going to comment upon that 
decision of the Supreme Court to-night. It is not necessary in the 
line of argument which I have in view. 

A very grave consideration follows. We can not too orten recur to 
the fact that our system of free constitutional government. rests upon 
two principles, the sovereignty of the people and their capacity for self- 
government. Itis these which distinguish our system of government 
from thesystemsof monarchies which prevail in other parts of the world. 
Under those systems it is held that sovereignty residesin the governing 
power; whether it beking, emperor, or parliament, whatever the ruling 
power may be, the sovereignty resides there; that the people are sub- 
jects, that they must be governed by a power superior to themselves, 
because they are incapable of self-government; they must be governed 
by a power capable by repression, by coercion, of preserving peace and 
order in society and the rights of person and property to citizens. 

In the formation of our Government the great experiment was en- 
tered upon of trusting the formation of the Government to the mee 
themselves. To that end it was held that they were sovereign, t 
they were the government-making power, that they had intelligence 
enough to enable them to organize governments, to enact laws through 
the proper agencies, to interpret Jaws through the proper agencies, to 
administer laws and to enforce laws through the proper agencies; and 


| for more than one hundred years of peace and war the people of these 
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United States have vindicated the justice and the wisdom of the men 
who assumed that they were sovereign, and that they had virtue and 
intelligence enough to organize and administer governments such as 
would preserve order and peace and the rights of person and of property. 

Mr. President, in the face of that, Senators propose to enact a law 
which assumes the fact that the people of the States of this Union are 
no longer capable of self-government, for, if they are capable of self- 
government, they may proceed as they have heretofore proceeded by 
enacting all the laws necessary to the public welfare, and amongst those 
the laws which enable them to elect their Representatives and Senators. 

Are we prepared to take that step? Are we prepared to say to the 
American people that the people of this great, grand Republic are no 
longer to be trusted with the rights of self-government? Are we to 
say that they have to be governed by agencies from without, by a power 
from without superior to themselves? If we say that, we abandon the 
foundation principles of our Government, we repudiate the capacity of 
the people for self-government, we deny their right of self-government, 
principles as sacred as liberty itself to all trae Americans. 

If we are to assume that the people are no longer capable of self- 
overnment, by whom are they to be governed? We have no royalty 
ere yet, thank God; we haveno legal aristocracy here yet, thank God. 

Though we have a strongly intrenched moneyed aristocracy, we have 
no hereditary governing class here as yet. Who, then, are they, of 
superior wisdom and of superior virtue, who are to rule the people of 
the several States, who are to enact laws for them, hold elections for 
them, because they are no longer qualified to enact Jaws and enforce 
them for the election of their Representatives in Congress? Where are 
they to come from? 

They must be a portion of this very class of people who, by the 
theory of this bill, are held to be incapable of self-government. ‘They 
must come from the States of this country. What, then, is to endow 
them with the superior wisdom and virtue as Federal officers which it 
is assumed they will not have as State officers? Whence comes this 
superior wisdom? How is it that a Federal law or a Federal com- 
mission is to make men wiser and to make them better than when 
they are invested with authority by the people themselves in the cx- 
ercise of their own sovereign right? Are tley to be more virtuous and 
more wise because they are’ selected by some one not responsible to 
the people? The whole theory seems to me to be not only absurd, 
but appalling to the friends of liberty and to the friends of constitu- 
tional government. 

The difficuity which we encounter is that Senators, like the great 
Senator from New York [ Mr. aunt yesterday and like the distin- 
guished Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Dixon] to-night, assume 
that the American people is one great aggregation, to be operated upon 
by acts of Congress as if there were no Constitution, no States, no State 
boundaries, no State laws, no State rights. It is the assumption that 
the Congress is responsible for the morals, the habits, the individual 
conduct of citizens of the United States. ~ 

Why, sir, thereare long lines of decisions made by the Supreme Court 
ofthe United States showing that theindividual in the State is responsi- 
ble to his State for the violation of the laws of his State, and that 
neither Congress nor the Federal courts can take jurisdiction of him, 
and yet we disregard all that and assume here, by the theory of this 
bill and by the arguments of distinguished Senators, that the Ameri- 
can people is one great mass to be influenced and controlled by acts of 
Congress, and that Congress must take cognizance of the violation of 
morals and of law in the several States. Thatisthe theory. The the- 
ory is one which has been exploded over and over again by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Itis one that is repugnant to our com- 
mon sense of right and propriety. It is one that denies the right and 
capacity of the people to govern themselves. 

Mr, President, many crimes are committed in all the States of this 
Union. Murder is committed, arson, robbery, all the crimes in the 
catalogue. Interference with the elective franchise, bribery, and cor- 
ruption in elections occur in every State in this Union, and if the 
theory of this bill is right the States shouldbe wiped out and Congress 
should provide for the punishment of those oftenses, and yet Congress, 
I suppose, would hesitate to take that last step. 

If Senators could get their consent to recognize the Constitution 
which they talk so much about, to recognize its limitations, to obey 
its commands, and if in doing this they could forget that they have 
political and party ends. to accomplish by violating the Constitution, 
we should be in a very much safer condition than I feel the American 
people are to-night. 

Political majorities may change, and if Ido not mistake the character 
of the American people bills like this if enacted into law will produce 
one of those changes such as was produced on a similar subject ninety 
years ago. The Federalists, under the lead of the extreme consolida- 
tionists, chose to enact what is known in the history of our Govern- 
mentas the alien and sedition laws, interfering with the freedom of 
speech, interfering with the liberty of the citizen, and in instances de- 
nying him the right of trial by jury before whom his rights ought to 
be determined. 

That act of attempting to overthrow our system which recognized 
the capacity of the people for self-government and their sovereignty 
caused the burial in the tomb of the Capulets of the party which en- 


acted it, to be no more resurrected by the name of Federalist. Though 
that attempt to subordinate the liberties of the people to the pu 

of power, consolidation, and usurpation overthrew that party; oa 
tors at this day refuse to accept its warnings, to recognize its force, 
and now measures looking to consolidation and centralization of all 
powerin the Federal Government have gone far beyond what Hamilton, 
the elder Adams, Knox, or any Federalist of that time ever dreamed of. 

Why, sir, the very atmosphere is permeated with the ideas of con- 
solidation and of centralization to such anextent thatitis hardly con- 
sidered respectable to appeal to the rights of the States and the liberty 
of the citizen as in contrast with the powers of the Federal Govern- 
ment. It may go that way, Mr. President; it may grow worse, but 
while I am spared to live, whether in public or in private life, I donot 
propose to abandon the great underlying pee of our Government, 
and hence to sacrifice the liberties of the American people and the 
rights of American States to promote the fortunes of any party, much 
less a party which has been so overwhelmingly and instinctively re- 
pudiated by the American people at a very recentday. Butthatwarn- 
ing voice seems not to be heard, and one listening to the debates in 
this body has his mind involuntarily turned to what Napoleon said of 
the Bourbons, that they never forgot and never learned anything. 

Senators goon here arguing in the same set phrase that they did fifteen 
years ago, when the Republicans of Now England were controlling this 
continent; when all the powers of the Government were subordinated 
to their fortunes; when they held absolute political power. Some of 
them—one venerable Senator whom we all respect, but whom I will 
not now name, evidently has no conception of the march of events, of 
a change of conviction, of the determination of the people to resume 
the control of their own government, to resume control of their own 
interests, to defy monopoly, to strike down class legislation, to resume 
again the government that will protect all alike and give special and 
exclusive privileges to none. 

The people mean this, but Senators do not seem to understand it. 
It seems that they can not realize this fact. I notice another vener- 
able Senator, whom I will not namé, who knows enough of events now 
transpiring to irritate him when he sees the grip upon power falling 
away. Senators may as well understand that the star of empire is on 
its way westward, that no section of the country, that no half-dozen 
States are any longer to control the destinies of this great Republic. 
These forty-four States have now and are in the future to have a voice 
in its affairs, in the shaping of its legislation, in the direction of its 
policy, in procuring justice to the people, in striking down the power 
which has been oppressing them. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator has been in the minority in this country 
for twenty-five years. Did he abandon his political principles or any 
of them in consequence of that? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I understand the Senator’s 

uestion. 
3 Mr. HOAR. The Senator has commented on the fact that certhin 
Senators, as he says, do not heed the warningof a recent election. The 
question I put to him is this: He has been in a political minority in 
this country for twenty-five years. Did he change his political prin- 
ciples or any of them for that reason? 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, I have not beeninthe minority for all of the 
twenty-five years. [Laughter.] I have never been the advocate or 
promoter of monopoly. Ihave never been the advocate or promoter 
of centralization. I have never been the advocate or promoter of in- 
justice and oppression. I have advocated what I have understood to 
be the constitutional rulesof right, and I have had no occasion to change 
my principles. I was trying to present the view that thero were Sen- 
ators upon this floor who have occasion to change their action and their 
principles if they mean to keep in line with the great march of Amer- 
ican intelligence and independence, 

When Senators in the name of law and in the name of our Constitu- 
tion appeal tous to violate the Constitution, to trample upon the rights 
of the States, to deny the capacity of the people for self-government, 
and to deny the sovereignty of the people, ask us to assent that there 
is a sovereignty outside of andabove them which must deal with them, 
it seems to me that we may well reply to them, before they upbraid 
us for a violation of the Constitutionor a disregard of law, to take the 
beam ontof their own eyes before they hunt for the mote in ours, 

It is assumed that there have been violations of law in the suppres- 
sion of the right of certain people to vote and a denial of the right to 
vote. It is unfortunately true that in one way or another, sometimes 
by force, sometimes by fraud, sometimes by bribery in every State in 
this Union, the elective franchise has beeninterfered with. Itmay be 
that there haye been more disturbances on this subject in the Southern 
States than in other States. s 

If there haye been, it is because the circumstances in which they are 
placed are different from the circumstances in which the people of the 
other States find themselves. It is because for political purposes tho 
right of suffrage was conferred upon a people notcapable, as a general 
rule, of exercising that right. That fact was known when theact was 
done. It was recognized by the great leaders of the Republican party. 
Mr. Morton and other distinguished Republicans assumed and declared . 
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that the black people were incapable of intelligently exercising the 
elective franchise. 

I refer not to our respected President of the Senate, but to the late 
Senator from Indiana. In a political exigency, in the face of law and 
knowledge, the great wrong was done of conferring theelective franchise 
upon a people the great mass of whom had no capacity for the intel- 

igent exercise of that right, the great mass of whom did not know 
what thefunctions of public officers were and had no conception of the 
qualities necessary to enable persons to discharge the functions of 
those offices. 

That being done, the peopleof the South who had'thrust upon them 
a large mass of ignorant voters had the most serious and the most dan- 
gerous problem that ever fell upon a civilized and enlightened people 
to contend with, and they ought to have had the sympathy, the en- 
couragement, and the support of their brethren elsewhere to solve 
that problem in the interests of civilization and of right. Instead of 
that, Mr. President, laws were which took from a very large 
class of the white people there even the right to vote. They could 
neither hold office nor vote. 

At the same time military governments were erected and the writ 
of habeas corpus was struck down. Military orders were sufficient to 
authorize an arrest without warrant. Without a writ and withoutan 
assigned cause citizens were arrested and held indefinitely in prison. 
While this was going on, a set of men, such as may God protect the 
world from in any future time or place, followed the Army, and they 
with some revenue officers and military oflicers organized a system of 
what they called loyal leagues, a secret system in which the negroes 
were instructed that the white people were their enemies, in which 
the negroes were banded together in hostility to the whites and made 
to fear that the whites would re-enslave them, when all intelligent 
people knew that the day of their slavery had gone by. 

They did everything they could to imbitter the feelings between the 
whites and the blacks, and they succeeded. At that time the white 
people had been overthrown in battle. Tens of thousands of their 
bravest and best men slept upon the field of honor where there was no 
waking. Society was broken up; the industrial system of the whole 
country was overturned; the means of the people had been exhausted 
in war; they were trampled under foot; they were disfranchised; they 
were denied the protection of the law, and the black people who lived 
amongst them were encouraged to distrust and to hate them. 

Mr. President, it was a hard thing, and I have thought, and I think 
to-night, the most surprising of all the things connected with the events 
of that time was that a people so circumstanced, environed by such 
calamities, such powers, such danger, was able to peer organized 
society, to reorganize their industries, to organize their governments, 
and to establish liberty again upon its old basis of obedience to the 
constitutions and laws of the States and of the United States, 

I think, sir, that no part of the human race will ever be entitled to 
higher honors than that portion of the white race of the Southern States 
who, under such circumstances, restored socicty and government when 
it was supposed to be to the political interests of the dominant party 
in the country to force them to abandon their principles and join a new 
party or submit to despotism. 

Why, sir, it is well known that there was no man of any respecta- 
bility in that country during those days who could not have had an 
office if he would have sacrificed his manhood, surrendered his honor, 
and been willing to accept officeand emoluments instead of preserving 
his manhood and vindicating the great character of an American citi- 
zen. We know that. That being put upon us, violence did arise, 
acts of violence were committed, and no doubt acts of fraud have been 
committed. : 

But, Mr. President, what I wish to say in connection with that is 
that year by year, as the blacks have learned, step by step, that the 
white people were not their enemies, but were their friends; as they 
have learned to unlearn the bad lessons that carpetbaggers taught 
them, race conflicts have subsided, conflicts of interest have subsided, 
conflicts of opinion haye subsided, and year by year there has been less 
and less vidlence, until in the election last November, when members 
of Congress were to be elected, governors of States, members of State 
Legislatures, the elections were as quiet and as peaceable in the South- 
ern States. as they were elsewhere; andif you would let the people there 
alone we need not ask other help. I see the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] smiles when I say ‘‘let them alone,’”’ Very well. 
‘Nero fiddled when Rome burned.” 

If they would allow us to proceed it would be but a short time until 
whatis called the ‘‘race problem,’’ in my opinion, would settle itself. 
We have a great many doctrinaires who have been propounding the- 
ories for settling the race problem. The wisest theory upon that sub- 
ject is for a man toattend to his own businessand let the race problem 
alone. Let the people who have an interdependence upon each other, 
whites and blacks, cultivate that interdependence. The people there 
know, as well asthe people elsewhere know, the necessity for obedience 
to law; they know theta as well as elsewhere the necessity for preserv- 
ing sound morals, a respect for the law, and authority of the courts and 
of the Constitution. : 

They arc as anxious as people can be anywhere else that extraordinary 


exigencies such as never have attended the human race elsewhere—for 
such a problem never fell upon the human race elsewhere that I know 
of—should be justly solved. Theseexigencies caused attrition and trou- 
ble, but that is passingaway year by year. Let us hope that this Gov- 
ernmentmay be permitted to go on as ít has in the past, thatits people 
may beallowed to exercise the right which they have formore than ahun- 
dred years enjoyed here, that they may be trusted to carry on their State 
governments, and that they may not be held incapable of doing so. 

Mr. President, suppose we do this, suppose we strike down the rights 
of theStates,deny the sovereignty of the people, will wenot haveinflicted 
upon the whole American people a deadly wound, and upon the Con- 
stitution an evil infinitely greater than any local disturbance between 
whites and blacks or other kinds of people in any other part of the 
country? Is that to be overlooked? Are political exigencies to in- 
duce us to commit a greater crime than has over been committed in 
local communities with reference to the right of suffrage by striking 
down the sovereignty of the States and of the people? Itseems tome 
that we are in danger of committing the crime of crimes. 

This Government is but a hundred years old, and yet it has come to 
be a recognized fact that money is controlling popular elections. Itis 
alleged that members of Congress are elected by money. Itis even 
insisted that a President has been elected by money. However this 
may be, the fact that money is recognized as an agency in elections by 
all political parties in this country is a palpable and it is a mournful 
fact. Rome held the name of a republic for three hundred years after 
liberty was dead and despotism was enthroned. i 

Rome reached the point where the government was put up for sale 
to the highest bidder. I trust we are not to have our hired legions to 
take charge of this Government through the instrumentality of money. 
If we would ayoid that, we must respect the Constitution, we must pre- 
yentand punish the use of corrupting means in all elections everywhere, 
but not through acts of Congress. Leave the several States of this 
Union todo that, and they will doit. They have encountered troubles. 

To-day, sir, in New Hampshire, in Nebraska, in Minnesota, in Col- 
orado, in New Jersey, I believe, and in Connecticut, they are having 
political troubles, Are you going to pass a law of Congress to cure 
these troubles ? - I pray you, Mr. President, that that may not be done. 
Leave it to those people, and they will correct their own troubles. 
They will restore good and constitutional government in due time. 

It seems to me that we have reached a time where the public mind 
as well as the political mind has been greatly debauched. We have 
reached a time when almost all classes of people look to Congress to 
legislate for the promotion of their personal fortunes. This has sprung 
from the fact that class legislation has enriched classes. Others have 
seen this, and they come in and say, ‘‘ Now it is our turn to be en- 
riched; we are in the majority.’? Whither are we driftingif this is to 
be the case? Are we to abandon the political government made for us 
by our fathers and establish a paternal government which shall take 
control of the personal fortunes of each citizen? If we are, sir, fare- 
well to liberty, and let the greatest robber get all he can, 

I do not know whatis to be the fate of this bill. I pray God for the 
good of our country, for the good of humanity, that great Repub- 
lie, standing as the great exemplar for the lovers of liberty all over the 
world, may not be stricken down in the house of its friends by the 

ge of such a law as this, that the world is not to be taught that 
the Senate of the United States believes the people of the American 
States incapable of self-government. 

I pray not, Mr, President. I suppose life is as dear to me as it is to 
most people and those in near relation to me are as dear to meas to 
most people; but, as God is my judge to-night, if I could save the 
American people from this act by giving up my life, I would surrender: , 
it as eae as I ever performed any actin my life. [Applansein the 

Jleries, 

Ehe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will take this occasion tonotify 
the occupants of the galleries that they are here by the courtesy of the 
Senate, that he will feel obliged to execute the orders of the Senate, 
and, if manifestations of approbation or disapprobation are repeated, 
have the galleries cleared. 

Mr. HOAR, I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is not the amendment now pending beforo 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment pending before the Sen- 
ate is the amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
ris] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. HOAR. My motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina on the table carries with it the proposed amendment to 
the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator is correct. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator will state his point of order. 


Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts, as a matter of 


course, under the rule can move to lay the pending amendment on the 
table, but the amendment that is pending is a second amendment, an 
amendment offered tothe amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, and I submit that it is not in order to lay both amendments on 
the table by one motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina on the table carries with it the amend- 
ment to that amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. The rule is explicit. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that appeal I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove tolay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not yielded the floor. 
= The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland is on the 

oor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The appeal is not debatable, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it is not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. -I submit that an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair is debatable; and the Senator from Vermont can not find a prec- 
edent where an appeal from a decision of the Chair is not debatable 
on a question of this sort. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I state my point of order that the appeal is not 
debatable. The original motion being a nondebatable motion, an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair on that is not debatable. That 
is my point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the point of order 
is well taken by the Senator from Vermont, and that an appeal upona 
question which is itself not debatable is not debatable. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I rise toa privileged question. As I under- 
stand, the bill we are considering —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must object to debate. 

Mr. GORMAN, I amnot debating, if the Senator from Vermont will 
content himself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
stated when he was in the chair the other day, it isdebate and in the 
nature of debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry for the purpose 
of nanga motion, which, I submit to the Chair, £ have a perfect right 
to do. 

Mr. HOAR. That isin the nature of debate. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iask the Chair for a decision, whether we are con- 
sidering the House bill, and if I have not now the right to offer an 
amendment to the original bill which takes precedence of all other 
motions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is notthe question before the Senate. It is 
the motion to table the appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the ap- 
peal made by the Senator from Maryland is not debatable, for the reason 
that the primary question upon which the appeal was made was itself 
not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now Iraiseafurther question. Irise now for the 
purpose of offering an amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icall the Senator to order, Mr. President. Noth- 
ing further can be done until the pending matter is disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the amend- 
ment is not in order nt the present time. The question is on laying 
on the table the amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. GORMAN. Dol understand the Chair to decide that an amend- 
ment to the original text of the bill is notin order as taking prece- 
dence of any other amendment? 
> ae VICE PRESIDENT. Thatis not the question which the Chair 

ecided. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the question I now raise. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The appeal is pending, and that must first be 
disposed of. " 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appeal is pending, und that is the 
question before the Pennie atthe present moment. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll and Mr. ALDRICH answered 
to his name., = 

Mr. GORMAN, I ask the Chair, so that I may understand the ques- 
tion, whether the Chair rules that an amendment to the original text 
of the bill is not in order at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair has made no ruling upon that 
particular question. 

Mr. GORMAN, Then I ask for the opinion of the Chair. 
as SPOONER. I make the point of order that that is a mere ab- 
8 on. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. The 
Secretary had commenced calling the roll and a Senator had responded 
to his name. The roll-call will proceed. * 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate, and I de- 
sire to know what the appeal is about. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is too late. Let the roll call proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll and Mr. ALLEN answered 
to his name, 

Mr. MORGAN. Stop; that will not do. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have a right to have the question stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task the Chair for information what the appeal is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The appeal was made by the Senator 
from Maryland from the decision of the Chair that the motion made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, to lay the appeal on the table is not 
debatable. The Chair ruled that the appeal was not debatable, for 
the reason that the question upon which the decision of the Chair was 
made was itself not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itrust the Chair will state this matter, as my inten- 
tion was—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to debate, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can not object to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator can, when asubject is not debatable, 
as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] in the chair the other 
day ruled correctly on this subject, that no debate was in order, and 
I object to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. T rose to makea parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire the Chair to state the proposition, so that 
we may understand it. As stated by the Chair last-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has already made the state- 
ment twice. 

Mr. BUTLER. Weshould like to have it stated again. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Chair will permit me to state what I am ap- 
pealing from, and if I am wrong I shall withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LTobject todebate. Theroll-callhad commenced, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator from Vermont address the Chair? 
If he does, I object to his doing so in his seat, That is not according 
to the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam acting in entire good faithabout this matter. 
I happened to be ont of the Chamber. I came here and found an ap- 
peal pending before the Senate upon some question oforder. I do not 
know what that question is, and I havea right to ask the Chair to state 
what the question of order is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task thatthe first clanse of Rule XII be read and 
enforced, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. TheSenator can not take meoff the floor 
in that way. He is pretty smart, but that will not do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state the pending 
question. An appeal was made by the Senator from Maryland. A 
motion was made by the Senator from Massachusetts to lay the appeal 
upon the table, and, the appeal having been made upon a question 
which itself is not debatable, the Chair is of the opinion that the ap- 
peal is notdebatable. On the question, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? the yeas and nays were ordered 
and the first response on the roll call has been made. Therefore the 
Chair is of opinion that no further debate is in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg in my own justification to state that I made 
my request of the Chair before the roll-call was begun, and the Clerk 
pushed along very vigorously indeed to call the roll, I suppose for the 
purpose of cutting me off; I do not know what else: And now the 
Senator from Rhode Island rises with a book in his hand to do the same 
thing. I mean to assert my rights here; that is all there is to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk obeyed the direction of the 
Chair. The Chair was not aware that the Senator was seeking to be 
heard. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas on the floor and addressed the Chair before 
the roll-call proceeded and before there was any response at all, If I ` 
understand it now—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what object does the Senator from 
Alabama rise? 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to say that I understand now from the Chair 
(and to see if I am correctaboutit) that the question before the Senate 
is whether the appeal from his decision taken by the gentleman from 
Maryland is debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I understand it. © 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I ask permission of the Chair— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icall the Senator to order, and I stand up to do 
it. Thereisnodebate in orderatall. Iinsistupon the Chair enforcing 
the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has already expressed his opin- 
ion that debate is not in order at this time. -~ 


————— 
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Mr. GORMAN. Ido not desire to debate, but I desire to state on 
what I appealed from the decision of the Chair, so that the Senate may 
understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is debate, and I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The roll-call wiil proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. DoI understand the Chair to say that I can not 
have an opportunity to state what I appealed from? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis a violation of the rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Trise toa question of order and ask for the en- 
forcement of the twelfth rule. 

Mr. GORMAN, Isay the Chair has misunderstood my appeal and 
has not stated it correctly to the Senate as I made it. All I desire is 
that I may have the opportunity to state precisely what I appealed from. 

Mr. ALDRICH, But the Senator must know that that is not in 
order at this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand, but I have never known a case in 
the Senate where there was any doubt about the exact question we 
were voting on that we have not been permitted to state it. All that 
I desire is that we shall haye a vote on the exact question itself and 
not on one that is not raised; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Chair whether-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again hear the statement 
which the Senator from Maryland desires to make. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I will state what my appeal was 
from, The Senator from Massachusetts rose and moved to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina upon the table. I 
stated to the Chair that there was an amendment pending to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina, and that it 
was impossible to lay the Senator’s amendment upon the table with- 
out first disposing of the amendment to the amendment. The Chair 
decided that it was in order, and from that I took the appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Then I desire the Chair to state itso that the Senate 
may understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis, Shall the decision of the 
Chairstand as the judgment of the Senate? ‘The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Turpie]. If he were present, I should vote 
“yea” 

Mr, HARRIS (when hisname wascalled). Upon this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is necessa- 
rily absent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. Prvmp’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Sermator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to announce that he 
is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If the Senator 
from Kansas were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton], with 
the understanding that I may yote tomakea quorum, If a quorum 
has voted without my aid I desire to withdraw my vote. Otherwise I 
desire my vote to stand. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative), I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. As he is 
not here, I withdraw my vote. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. _ I have a general pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr, Gray], and will only vote in case my vote is needed to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is not a quorum now. 

Mr. CULLOM. TI will cast my vote if it is needed to make a quo- 
rum. I vote “yea” 

Mr. SPOONER, I inquire if the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL is recorded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I 
voted inadvertently. I find he is notin the Chamber. I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired for all purposes except to make a quo- 
rum with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Conquirr]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ $ 

Mr. TELLER. I inquire whether the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] has voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Heis not recorded. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with that Senator and shall not vote. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETTIGREW], If he were here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAMP- 
TON] is paired with thejunior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. 
Uf my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’? 


Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative), As the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] has not voted and a quorum 
is present, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—31, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, - Shoup, 
Cameron, ale, Paddock, Stewart, 
Carey, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Higgins, Power, Warren, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, Washburn 
Dawes, oar, Sanders, Wilson of lowa. 
Edmunds, McConnell, œ Sawyer, 

NAYS—I5. 
Barbour, Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 
Bate, Gibson, McPherson, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Ma, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 

ABSENT—42, 

Allison, Daniel, Ingalls, Squire, 
Berry, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blair, Dixon, McMillan, Teller, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Moody, Turpie, 
Brown, Eustis, Morrill, Vance, 
Call, Farwell, Pasco, Vest, 
Oarlisle, George, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Gray, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Coke, Harris, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Spooner, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 
The Chair would state that he inadvertently referred to the motion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts as one to lay the appeal on 
the table instead of to lay the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina on the table. The question now recurs on the motion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts to lay the amendment offered 
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on the table, which, 
as the Chair understands, carries with it the amendment to that amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HOAR. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. If he were present, I should vote 
(E ea”? R 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce m. 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAsPTON], and shall 
withhold my vote unless itis necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] is paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. As the Senator 
from Massachusetts has voted, I will transfer my pair with the Seuator 
from South Dakota to the Senator from Georgia, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I desire to an- 
nounce that I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], who is necessarily absent, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay’? if he were present. 

Mr. DANIEL (after haying voted in the negative). Iwish to state 
that I voted inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 1 desire to withdraw my vote. 

_Mr. WALTHALL. My colleague [Mr. GEORGE] ispaired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. I desire this announce- 
ment to apply to all the votes td'be taken to-night, 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] is 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. DAWES. Iunderstand that the pair which has existed be- 
tween the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co.quirr] and myself has been 
so changed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] pairing him with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr, PETTIGREW ] that the Senator 
from Florida can vote and so can I. I vote ‘‘yea.’? 2 

Mr. CASEY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
wish to inquire whether the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] 
has voted ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask further if a quorum has 
voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Writson], except when my vote may be necessary to con- 
stitute a quorum. Inasmuch as a quorum has voted, I withdraw my 
vote, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa withdraws his | the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, because I am not 


vote. > 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, He has not voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there a quorum without my vote? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York withdraws 
his vote. 

The result was aunounced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—30, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hale, Paddock, Spooner, 
Carey, Hawley, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Higgins, Power, Warren, 
Cullom, Hoar, Quay, Washburn. 
Dawes, MeConnell, Sanders 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—20. 

Barbour, Coke, Gray, Ransom 

te, Eustis, Kenna, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, asco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall. 

ADSENT—338. 

Allison, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 

Try, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 

lair, Doiph, Moody, Teller, 

Blodgett, Farwell, Morgan, Turpie, 

WH, George, Morrill, Vest, 
Carlisle, eet ate e, Wilsonof Iowa, 
Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, Wilsonof Md. 
Cockrell, Hearat, Pierce, Wolcott. 
vce toa Hiscock, Plumb, 

Daniel, I Squire, 


So the motion to lay Mr. BUTLER’S amendment on the table was 


agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is now, the Chairsupposes, 
on the amendntent—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, of which I gave 
notice some days ago and which is one of the suspended amendments, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair was just on the point of pre- 
senting that as the question pending, it being the amendment of the 
Senatorfrom West Virginiato strike ont section 14. Thatistheamend- 
ment to which the Senator refers ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir; and I desire to take the floor on that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know whether the Senator objects to the ar- 
rangement suggested by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
that the amendments which have been offered by me with thesanction 
of the majority of the committee should be first proposed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not understand that the committee has had 
anything to do with the amendments submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. Lunderstand that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Hestated distinctly, in reply to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], that the bringing in of those amendments 
was his act and his volition entirely, and that it was not any act of the 
committee whatever. Consequently, whatever may have been the usual 
rule or courtesy of the Senate in reference to those questions, it is not 
a rule that applies under the circumstances to the amendments sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not speak of any committee amendments in my 
question. I asked whether the Senator objected to the suggestion 
which was made by the Senator from Alabama, that the amendments 
proposed by me with the sanction of the majority of the committee 
should be first considered. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Idonotknow, Mr. President, whether the Sen- 
ator himself would not moye to lay his amendments on the table, even 
if we should consent that they might come before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The only question is whether the Senator objects, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course he objects. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave not any idea of consenting that an amend- 
ment offered by any other Senator on the floor shall take precedence 
oyer an amendment which I have offered, which is pending now be- 
fore the Senate for its consideration and which was offered and read 

„ to the Senate some ten days or two weeks ago. 

Mr. TELLER, I ask the Senator if he will yield to me just one 
moment, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly ; I yield to the Senator from Colorado, 

Mr. TELLER. On the question of laying the amendment of the 
Senator froni South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on the table I did not 
vote, being paired. Ifit is contended by anybody who is in favor ot 
this bill that judicial power is given to this commission, I should have 


in favor of giving to that body any judicial authority whatever. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody is. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that that is disclaimed by the friends 
of the measure. If the language is not clear, I think the friends of the 
bill ought to make it clear, so that there will be no necessity for an 
amendment like that suggested by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator from West Virginia will yield to me 
for one moment, I desire to makea statement in reference totheamend- 
ment which I offered and which has just been laid on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply wish to say that the reason why I offered 
the amendment to the provision of the bill to which it related was be- 
cause the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], during the debate on the bill, differed very 
materially as to the meaning of the language of section 14. Doth of 
those gentlemen are good lawyers, and, in view of that difference be- 
tween two good lawyers of this body, I thoughtit entirely proper that 
thelanguage should be made clear and that the object of the bill should 
be made clear. The friends of the bill assert—the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoan] among others—that it is not intended that the 
board of canvassers shall have judicial powers; yet, when a proposition 
is offered to make that perfectly clear, a majority of the Senate vote it 
down or layitupon thetable. I thought it was due to myself to make 
that statement, ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from West Virginia will permit mo 
2 moment—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the purpose of the Senator from Vermont is 
to answer the Senator from South Carolina, I yield to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I was alluded to, I thought I might ask a 
moment of the Senator’s time. 

The Senator from South Carolina I thinkis oversensitive on the sub- 
ject of the language which he was undertaking to amend. When we 
pass laws authorizing the President of the United States to do this, 
that, or the other, we do not put in a clause that he shall only exer- 
cise a ministerial power. The relation between the executive and ju- 
dicial and legislative powers is all pointed outin the Constitution, and 
therefore Congress could not give to any such officers a judicial power 
in the sense that we understand the term. Therefore I voted to lay 
the amendment on the table on the ground that it was entirely a piece 
of ingenious—I mean no offense by the word ‘*ingenious ’’—superflu- 
ity, just as it would be if all the acts we are continually passing should 
say that the executive authority is hot to exert judicial authority. 

I thank the Senator from West Virginia for his courtesy. 

Mr. FAULKNER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
over an hour, - 

Mr. PASCO (at 12 o'clock midnight) said: Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Dorren in the chair). Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. J 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to make a suggestion. As the Senator is dis- 
cussing a very important matter, as we have commenced a general 
debate on amendments to-night, as there seems to be great pressure on 
the side of the majority to get this bill through, it strikes me that it 
would be important that a majority of the Senate should be present and 
listen to the debate, and should assist usin perfecting the bill. Imake 
the suggestion that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will call the roll and 
ascertain the presence of a quorum, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Allen, Evarts, Kenna, Sanders, 
Allison, Faulkner, McConnell, _ Sawyor, 
Bate, Frye, MoeMillan, Shoup, 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, 
Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey Halo, Morrill, Teller, 
Jockrell, Harris, Paddock, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn, 
Day Higgins, , Platt, Wilson of Lowa. 
ixon, H k, Power, 
Dolph, Hoar, Quay, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have responded to their 
names, A quornm is present. The Senator from West Virginia will 


roceed. 

Mr. FAULKNER resumed his remarks and continued about half 
an hour, when, 

Mr, KENNA said: Iask my colleague to yield to me for a minute 
in order that I may call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] to a part of the record early in the proceedings this even- 
ing, relating to the authority of the committee of which he is chairman. 
As supplementary to the observations made by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] and to be considered by anybody who may now 
or hereafter have occasion to refer to the record of to-day’s and to- 
night’s proceedings, I desire to read from the report of the stcnographer 
the following paragraph: 


voted (had the matter been presented so that I could have doneso) for! Mr, Hannis. Iscea lot of printed amendments indicated as offered by tke 
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Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]. It docs not appear that they are com- 
mittee amendments, 
Mr. Hoar. They are in fact authorized by the committee, 


Now, if Senators present will recall what ired between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Indiana with refer- 
ence to those amendments, I have nothing to add by way of com- 
mentary except to requote the record of the Senate: 
Mr. Hoar. They are in fact authorized by the committee. 
I may add one sentence, Mr. President: that upon that statement by 
the Senator from Massachusetts the question as to the order in which the 
Senate should consider what upon that statement were considered by 
the Chair to be committees amendments and amendments proposed by 
individual Senators, a debate of fifteen or twenty minutes occurred. 
The statement made by the Senator from Massachusetts which I read 
I could have stated at the time from recollection, but to be sure that I 
was correct I have had the Reporter transcribe his notes, which I re- 
read from the official notes of the Reporter of the Senate: 
Mr, Hoar. They are in fact authorized by the committee. 
T have no further commentary to make on the subject. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 
Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts, as 
it is a personal matter. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not know what the Senator from West Virginia 
means by this performance of his. Itis of a piece with his behavior 
on some other occasions. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY], whom I see now present, whether he does not con- 
sider that I was justified in treating the amendments agreed upon by 
the majority of the committee under the circumstance as committee 
amendments. 
I will add, however, that what the Senator has read was followed 
by a statement from me of the exact facts, which were, when the Re- 
publican members of the committee prepared this substitute they 
called the attention of the Democratic minority of the committee to 
the fact, They held a meeting of the committee, and those gentlemen 
said that they did not care to go into the details of this measure and 
they were opposed under all circumstances to any measure of this kind. 
That statement was repeated on the floor of the Senate by the Senator 
trom North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], who, on the question being raised 
here, there being some question suggested, said that he and his asso- 
ciates did not care to enter into the discussion of the details of this 
measure with the friends, and he accompanied it with a jocose remark 
that he did not care about entering into the counsels of the ungodly. 
When I submitted these amendments to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] he said ‘‘ You had better report them as committés 
amendments,” I offered them, however, as individual amendments, 
and of course they will so stand. But Istated fully to the Senate the 
circumstances which attended them when the suggestion was made 
that they should betaken up first. Although Ishall not speak of the 
absent members, I am very sure what they would say if they were pres- 
ent. I do not believe there is a Senator who will not confirm me when 
they comein. I do not believe there is a single member of the minor- 
ity of the committee who will not confirm me in my statement that I 
was entirely right in treating these as committee amendments without 
troubling the minority of the committee to attend a committee meet- 
ing and formally submitting them. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Delaware whether I am right or not. 
Mr. GRAY. I did not hear the colloguy—— 
Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. GRAY. With the permission ofthe Senator from West Virginia, 
I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that I did not hear the 
colloquy to which the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] al- 
luded. I was notin the Chamber. Nor did I hear just now the re- 
marks which were made by him, being engaged in conversation with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], but I will state that this 
evening the Senator from Massachusetts came to me, he came to the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], and spoke to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], who, with myself, are members of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and asked us whether we were 
willing without a meeting of the committee that these amendments 
should be considered as committee amendments, and we all said yes. 
Mr. KENNA. If my colleague will allow me a moment further, I 
will say thatif the statementhad been made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, as it is made in the ordinary procedure of the Senate, so 
far as I know, in the case of every Senator who purports to act for a 
committee where any question of the sort is raised, that he was au- 
thorized to make a report, to move an amendment, or to do any other 
thing which he proposed to do in the name of a committee, I certainly 
for one would not have questioned it. But when this matter came up 
this afternoon the question was addressed directly to the Senator from 
Massachasetts, in the language of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS]: 
I sce a lot of printed amendments indicated as offered by the Senator from 

Massachusetts. It docs not appear that they are committee amendments, 
And the Senator from Massachusetts responded, as I have quoted: 
They are in fact authorized by the committee. 


Not by a majority of the committee. 


Mr. HOAR. If theSenator will pardon me, I followed that directly 
after by stating thefact that the Republican majorityonlyauthorized me. 

Mr. KENNA. After twenty-five minutes of debate, after—as the 
Senator from Massachusetts can not haye forgotten—my colleague had 
taken the floor to address the Senate on the merits of his own amend- 
ment, and—if I may use the expression without offense—after the 
persistent importunity of the Senator from Massachusetts, he was com- 
pelled to say whether he objected to the consideration of these amend- 
ments first, and the Presiding Officer of this body, the chair being then 
occupied by a different gentleman from the Senator who now occupies 
it, was led by this statement and what followed it to address to the 
Senate a proposition as to whether it preferred to proceed withthe 
committee amendments before it considered the amendments offered 
by individual Senators. I had offered an amendment involving the 
civil-service machinery, so called, as a substitute for the politi ma- 
chinery involved in this bill as it is drawn, and I rose in my place, 
uncertain as to whether I preferred that the committee amendments 
should first be disposed of or amendments offered by individual Sena- 
tors. Ipreferred that the committee amendments should not disarrange 
the bill in the present form and so involvea new form and application 
of my amendment, bringing confusion, and I preted that it should 
not happen. All that transpired, occupying the time of this body for 
more than half an hour, upon the statement of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that these amendments were in fact authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. To my mind that settled the ques- 
tion, and upon that statement I acted. 

Now, I have no desire to make any controversy, and I am free, I 
most frankly state, from any purpose to involve any one in an un- 
pleasant situation; but upon that statement Lacted, for I recollected 
it, and Ithen asked the Reporter for it, The Reporter who had taken 
down the statement was so engaged for quite a time that I could not“ 
secure it to use contemporancously. 

There is the fact and there is therecord that the Senate so occupied 
this night for a full half hour or morein the consideration of the ques- 
tion as to whether it would proceed first with the committee amend- 
ments, upon the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
I had read, or individual amendments as offered in a period of two or 
three weeks past by different Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia is en- 
tirely mistaken in that statement. The statement was made which 
the Senator hasread, and then the Senate proceeded to2 discussion which 
occupied it fifteen or twenty minutes about the question of the prints of 
the bill, and which print of the bill should be taken as the one for the 
Senate to act uponin regard to which the amendments were to be made, 
Then the colleague of theSenator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
roseand undertook to proceed with his amendment; and I then rose, 
coming back after that long digression in regard to the matter of the 
print of the bill, and inquired whether he was of the opinion the Sen- 
ator from Alabama had expressed, that these committee amendments 
should first be proceeded with; and when they came back to that ques- 
tion I stated carefully and precisely to the Senate, that there might be 
no misunderstanding, what the exact fact was, to wit: Thatthe amend- 
ments technically stood as offered by me; and I conceded, and now 
concede, that they have no other standing before the Senate. t 

But the committeeamendments have notany really, when you cometo 
that. But I stated that my authority was from the Republican major- 
ity of thecommitteeonly. Then the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] rose and began a sentence in which he undertook to discuss my 
attitude. I rose and appealed to him and told him that he had not got 
the facts correctly, but he absolutely refused to allow me to interpose 
and went on and made his speech, which lasted ten or fifteen minutes— 
Idonot know how long, but it was quite a speech. When he got 
through I then rose and stated carefully and exactly to the Senate the 
position. 2 

As Isay, Iconceive that Ishould have been entirely justified in speak- 
ing of these amendments and reporting them ascommitteeamendments, 
and that every member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
Republican and Democrat, would have confirmed and adopted what I 
said. The proceeding was one entirely forthe comfortand convenience 
of the gentlemen on the other side, that they might not be compelled 
to attend a meeting of the committee about matters which they did not 
care anything for; and it was fully stated to the Senate that the state- 
ment that these were committee amendments was based upon the fact 
that when we prepared our substitute the minority of the committee 
expressly authorized us to arrange the substitute in our own way with- 
out troubling them with the details; and that authority hascontinued, 
I understand, up to the present time, 

Now, that is the whole story. If the Senator from West Virginia 
means to make a question of my dealing with the Senate in good faith 
or in frankness or with ingenuousness, I beg to say to that Senator I 
do not propose to enter into that discussion with him or anybody else. 
Tam willing to stand on my relations to mankind, and I intend no dis- 
respect to any Senator when I say that I do not think I am going to 
trouble myself to respond to that kind of an attack. 

Mr. KENNA. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts may content him- 
self, if my colleague will pardon me a moment further—— 
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Mr..ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENNA. Hemay content himself by the assurance that I have 
made no insinuation whatever-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like tosuggest a question of order. Ido 
not think this is quite the proper way to carry on the discussion. In 
the first place I do not think the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULENER], who had taken the floor, has a right to farm it out and 
assume the functions of a presiding oflicer and let other matters come 
in, which may continue indefinitely. 

Mr. KENNA. The discriminating judgment of the Senator might 
be better exemplified if he would wait—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I maintain that the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] is not entirely fair to interrupt his colleague when his 
colleague is so anxious, as he has appeared to be, and as he must be, 
to proceed in an orderly discussion of the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I haye been very anxious to hear all that the 
Senator from Rhode Island desired to say; but I want that distin- 
guished Senator and every other Senator on this floor to understand 
that as to the propriety of my act I allow no man to question it. As 
to the legality of that act the Presiding Officer under a call to order has 
aright to decide; but as to the propriety of it I do not propose to al- 
low him or any other Senator to question it. 

Mr. KENNA. If my colleague will permit a moment’s further in- 
terruption—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield if there isno objection on the part of the 
Chair. I yielded in the utmost good faith to my colleague from West 
Virginia, without thinking at all that it was out of order, as I have 
done to parties on both sides and in absolutely good faith. Iunderstand 
it is the rule for a Senator who has the floor to do that; and in fact I 
have recently read a decision in which it was not only decided by the 
Chair, but when submitted to theSenate the right of a Senator was sus- 
tained after he had surrendered the floor fora motion. Objection was 
made by the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
that when a motion was made witha Senator on the floor who had 
yielded for that pu it took him off the floor, on which Senator 
Anthony, the President pro tempore, decided the reverse, and anappeal 
was sustained by the Senate by I believe almost a unanimous yote. 

Mr, KENNA. If my colleague will pardon me, I am sure I haveno 
desire to hele the proceedings for a moment, but I should like to 
state that I availed myself of the first opportunity to bring this matter 
before the Senate after I could get the notes of the Reporter. If the 
Senator from Massachusetts has any reason to feel that he is in any 
possible sense assailed by anything that has ired here to-night 
I beg to assure him in the utmost deliberation that he is assailed solely 
and exclusively by a record of his own making. I have made no as- 
sault upon the Senator; I have said nothing to irritate him. I have 
uttered no expression to touch hissensibilities, save solely the observa- 
tions which I have read from the RECORD from his own lips. I have 
read, as I had the right to and without imputation of any character 
or kind whatever, his declaration made in the earlier partof the collo- 
guy this afternoon in response to an inquiry addressed to him by my 
distinguished friend, the Senator from Tennessee, with reference to the 
amendments which he had proposed. That inquiry I repeat, and in 
repeating it I read, and in reading I read from the RECORD: 

I sec a lot of printed amendments indicated as offered by the Senator from 

chusetts. It does not appear that they are committee amendments. 

Mr. Hoar. They are in fact authorized by thecommittee. 

If the Senator is in fact assailed, if the Senator in fact has found in 
what has transpired here to-night some cause of offense, he has found 
it in fact upon the reading from this recordin fact, the statement from 
his own mouth in fact, that these amendments in fact were author- 
ized by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and let him make 
the most of it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
will yield to me a moment I should like to say a word about this mat- 
ter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WASHBURN in the chair). Does 
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] yield to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly, 

Mr, TELLER, Everybody, I suppose, who has given any attention 

to the subject understands that this bill was considered in committee 
by the Republican members alone; and that, as I understood, was done 
with the assent of the Democratic members of the committee, as they 
did not think the bill could be put in any shape that they would be 
willing to support it, and they consented that we should occupy the 
position we dia in trying to put the bill in proper order ourselves. 
_ The bill was submitted to the whole committee, and my recollection 
is that with their consent we did not go overthe bill, as they said they 
did not care abont it; and the bill was reported to the Senate. Imyself 
was not satisfied with the amendments made to the bill, but I did not 
desire to put my colleagues in the position of having to make a minority 
report or failing in the report of the majority. I agreed that the re- 
port should be made, reserving to myself the right to make a statement, 
which I did at the time, that I should reserve the right to move amend- 
ments to the bill or to vote against it if not amended to suit me. 


After that these amendments came before the Senate. Thechairman 
of the committee came to me and presented the amendments, I ran 
over some of them. I had looked at some of them that were not 
printed. I had looked over some in connection with the bill. He 
stated to me what the other amendments were that were not in print, 
and it seemed to me that every one of them was in the line of improv- 
ing the bill according to my notion, and ITassentedtothem. While it 
might not be exactly and strictly a technical proceeding, I willsay, the 
committee not being called formally together, yet it is very customary 
in the Senate to do those things ; and I said to the chairman he had 
better report them as committee amendments, supposing they would 
come here to the Senate exactly as if the committee had been in the 
committee room assembled and had reported them. While that is not 
technically correct it is a very common occurrence in the Senate, and I 
have understood that such amendments were always treated as the 
action of the committee, although the committee might only be together 
on the floor of the Senate. 

I have looked over all the amendments, I believe, and every one of 
them I think improves the bill, some of them very materially. Some 
of them I think our friends on the other side would quite cheerfully 
agree to if they were presented in detail, and I have no doubt they will 
agree to them when the amendments come before the Senate for action. 
I was in hopes at that time that they might be accepted as if they had 
been reported with the original report from the committee. However, 
it seems that was not agreed to, and so we are going on in this mar 

So far as I am concerned the chairman had authority to treat them 
exactly as he did, and he might have even gone a little stronger, from 
what I said. The amendments offered were not all the amendments 
I hoped the committee would offer; and I have called the attention of 
members of the committee to some other things, and I think they may 
possibly offersome furtheramendments. But Í donotsupposeitmakes 
very much difference whether they come from the committee or whether 
they comé from a memberof the Senate. In either case they will have 
to be voted on. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow me 
a moment, I think there is not the slighest foundation for any animad- 
version upon the Senator from Massachusetts in connection with these 
amendments. : 

The Senator from Massachusetts told me of the conversation he had 
had with the Senator from Colorado, and said that the Senator from 
Colorado had consented that these amendments should be presented as 
committee amendments, He told me also that he had seen the other 
Republican members of the committee, and I gave my consent that he 
should report the amemiments as committee amendments. 

I felt entirely at liberty to do that under the circumstances which 
have attended the preparation and consideration of the substitute by 
the committee, because while the bill was preliminarily prepared by 
the majority, by the Republican members of the committee, it was the 
understanding, as Iremember it, upon the part of the Democraticmem- 
bers of the committee that the bill should be so reported, they stating 
that it could not be put in any form which would be satisfactory to 
them. It was reported to the Senate with the understanding that it 
was to be perfected by the majority, which was to be responsible for it, 
on behalf of the committee, and I think my friend from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] will remember that that was the understanding. 

Mr. HOAR. He said so. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not know that he said it. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam sure the Senate will not fail to appreciate the 
reason for the significance I attached to this particular matter when it 
recurs for a moment to what transpired thisevening. Ifon the theory 
that a certain line of amendments are offered by the committee the 
practice of the Senate is to be invoked to have those amendments first 
disposed of, and after they are disposed of, in order to hurry and to 
rush this bill to its consummation, every other amendment is to be met 
with a motion to table it, which is to cut off discussion, a very signifi- 
cant interest attaches to the question as to whether an amendment is 
an individual amendment offered by a Senator or a committee amend- 
ment. Thatis all I have to say. I have no disposition to continue 
the discussion. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the generalrule that the friends of a measure 
may perfect it before it is open to other amendments. 

Mr. KENNA. But itis a general rule that the friends of a measure 
shall perfect it in a legitimate way. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from West Virginia to yield to 
me a moment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that in view of what has occurred in regard to the con- 
dition of the prints of the bill, we may have unanimous consent to let 
the order go down and have, in the course of three or four hours, a re- 
print of the bill of August 7. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill at the desk? — 5 

Mr. GORMAN. The one at the desk. There is not a single copy 
left in the document room of that print. 

Mr. HOAR. There isno objection to that order. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Has not every Senator a copy at his table in the 
bundle that is bound up? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, it appears. not. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to the request. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask that an order may be entered for a reprint of 
the usual number of copies of the bill which is now being used by the 


Secretary. 

Mr. HARRIS. The print of August 7? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That order will be entered, unless 
objection is made. The Chair hehrs none. 

Mr. PASCO. There are two editions of August 7. Is it the small 
one? 

Mr. HARRIS, It is the bill edition. 

Mr. GORMAN. The regular bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, In bill form. 

Mr. GORMAN. The print the Senator from Florida holds in his 
hand is the pamphlet copy, made for circulation. 

Mr. PASCO. Itis the only convenient form in which it has been 
published, and unless it is specified which edition of August 7 is meant 
there will still be confusion, as there has been in the past. 

Mr, GORMAN. The order is for a reprint of the copy used by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; in bill form, the regular bill, 

Mr. GORMAN. DoI understand the Chair that that order has been 
made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order has been made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I hope'the Secretary will have it sent down 


at once. 
Mr. FAULKNER resumed his remarks, and having spoken for some 


time 

Mr. SANDERS (at 1 o’élock and 20 minutes a. m., Saturday, Janu- 
ary 17)said: Ido not like to have the very able argument of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 

ield ? ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. For the purpose of a question ? 

Mr. SANDERS. For another purpose. I do not like to have the 
very able argument of the Senator from West Virginia—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave not yielded for anything but a question. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ido not like to have the very able argnment of 
the Senator from West Virginia wasted upon empty benches, and there- 
fore I raise the question of a quorum, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I feel it my duty to yield to that question 
al 


ways. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thequestionof the presence ofa quo- 
rum being raised, the roll will be called. : 

The Chief Clerk called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Power, 

Allen, Faulkner, McConnell; Quay, 
Cameron, Frye, McMillan, Sanders, 

Carey, Gorman, Manderson, Shoup, 

Casey, Hale, - Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 

Cullom, Higgins, Paddock, Warren, 

Davis, Hiscock, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to com- 
pel the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think that motion is in order at this time. 
It is perfectly in order to move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent members. i 

Mr. HOAR. We have our choice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the one follows the other. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have never knowna motion to compel attendance 
until there had first been a motion to request, 

Mr. HOAR. I have. c 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave notin the fourteen years I have been in the 
Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. We must have our absent Democratic friends brought 


in. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Weought to have some of our absent Republican 


friends brought in. 

wr FRYE. Onur Democratic friends are more necessary. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to know how many Republicans 


are present, 

Mr. FRYE. Thirty-six, I think. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. HAWLEY entered the Cham- 
ber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chairthinks the point of order 


taken by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] is well taken under 
the rule, which the Chair will read: 


Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of absent Senators, 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to submit to the Chair that the Senate’s direc- 
tion to are involves its opinion that it is necessary. It never has 
been held that the Senate had not the right to compel in the first in- 
stance. 

Mr. SAWYER and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE entered the Chamber and re- 
sponded to their names. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to submit to the Chair that neither the 
Chair nor the Senate can tell that it is necessary to undertake to com- 
pel Senators to attend until they have first been requested and that 
request has failed to bring them. When you have taken the firststep 
prescribed by the rule and it has failed to accomplish the object, then 
the necessity is apparent. I admit a motion tocompelis in order un- 
der our rules, but not till then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Tennessee contend that 
the question of whether it is necessary or not resides in the Presiding 
Officer of this body, and that the Senate itself has not the right to de- 
termine whether it is necessary or not? 

Mr. HARRIS. Idonot. I contend that neither the Senate nor 
the Chair nor anybody else can assume that a compulsory process is 
necessary until we have exhausted the first remedy furnished by the 
rule; and that is, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request. 
When that has failed, then it is perfectly apparent that there is the 
necessity contemplated by the rule, and then, and not until then, the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts would be in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, has the motion been put to re- 
quest the presence of absent Senators? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 
motion, 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the point of order I think the Chair has 
decided correctly. I remember yery well the first provision of the 
rule— 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Chair has ruled the motion out of order and no 
appeal has been taken. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not understand the Chair to rale that the 
Senator’s motion was in order, and I raise the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question of order is pending 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator from Tennessee misunderstands me. I 
say, the Chair haying ruled the motion ont of order, I do not propose 
to take an appeal. 

Mr. HARRIS. That ends it. 

Mr. HOAR. That endsit. That is my point. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setis. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. In making this motion I 
wish to say to the Senator from Tennessee, who is a very skillful parli- 
amentarian, that I trust the failure to raise this question in the Senate 
will not be taken asa precedent. It has been settled the other way 
and in a very carefully considered precedent, as I understand it, but I 
will not raise any point about it now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not care to what extent it may or may not be 
a precedent. Ifit has been settled the other way, I am satisfied it was 
settled radically wrong under our present rules, and whenever the 
question comes I shall resist, to the extent of my ability, the making 
of the motion to compel the ‘attendance of absent Senators until the 
first remedy has been exhausted. 

Mr. HOAR. I have withdrawn the motion to compel and I have 
made the other motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that question is put, in view of the pro- 
test which has been made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in regard 
to the question of compelling the attendance of Senators, I desire to 
say that I remember very distinctly when the rules were revised in 
1876 or 1877, and when for the first time the provision to compel the 
attendance of absent Senators was inserted in the rules, it was then 
discussed pretty fully. If my recollection is correct the Senator from 
Massachusetts was not in the Senate at that time, but was a member 
of the other House, I think the decision of the Chair is correct, that 
the first motion must be to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. I think my friend from Missouri will perhaps recall 
the occasion; it was when some business was going on which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr, EDMUNDs] had in charge, and without pre- 
vious request, and against my earnest protest, this compulsory order 
was made by the Senate. My colleague [Mr. DAWES] being engaged 
at that time ina very important cause in Berkshire, I protested against 


‘The question is on that 
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the hardship it would be to him and to one of the Senators from Cali- 
fornia, who was absent under somewhat similar circumstances. The 
Senate finally, by a bare majority ofone vote, excepted my colleague 
and the Senator from California by name from the rperation of that 
order. Thatis my recollection. Ft is a transaction which occurred 
fourteen years ago, and of course I may err about it, but I am quite 
sure this question has come up. It came up once when I myself was 
in the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to state that he is 
not familiar with the rnles of the Senate or the practice in this regard, 
but it seems to him that the position of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is not tenable, for, if it were, the word ‘‘request”’ in the rule 
would be entire surplusage. If you intend to direct attendance ar- 
bitrarily, why should you request it in the mean time? 

Mr. HOAR. Because the Senate may take its choice. If the Sen- 
ate deem it necessary it may compel or it may request. These are the 
only two motions, I believe, except a motion to adjourn, that are in 
order. If you said ‘“‘compel,’’ the Senate could not request, if it pre- 
ferred, and therefore it is put in the rule that it may “direct the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel.” 

Mr. HALE. That is, where it is necessary after requesting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itseems to the Chair that the request 
should come first. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire tosay a word. I do not remember an in- 
stance in the practice of the Senate wherea resolution has been passed 
compelling the attendance of Senators uader that rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts says he does. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I have just stated an instance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be very glad to have the record produced. 
Certainly it must have been at some time when I was not present. I 
do not recollect an instance wherein a resolution has been passed by 
the Senate directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to compel the attendance 
of absent Senators, which means the arrest of Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not recall any such instance myself. What 
was the occasion to which the Senator from Massachusetts refers ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ican not remember wliat the subject was that was up, 

` but it was under the charge of the Senator from Vermont and it has 
always remained inmy memory. Of course my memory is fallible, 
likethat of other Senators, but the order was made by the Senate against 
the earnest protest of some Senators on the Republican side. Ire- 
member distinctly urging that my colleague [Mr. DAweEs], who had 
gone home to try a case—I think he had a leave of absence expressly 
for that—would be taken from his case without any previous notice. 
At last the then Senator from California, Mr. Miller, procured the ex- 
emption of his colleague by name from that order, and I procured the 
exemption of my colleague. AsIsaid, that is the way it lies in my 
memory. I do not wish to make any porns on it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not touch, if the Senator will allow me, the 
question raised here, because the motion would be perfectly in order, 
in ay opinion, after you had exhausted thefirst remedy that the rules 
furnish. 

Mr. HOAR. Iremember also being once in the chairand Mr. Maxey, 
then a Senator from Texas, rose and said, ‘‘I desire to make the usual 
motion,” and I insisted, being then in the chair, that the Senator 
should specify which of the two motions he desired to make, either of 
them being proper. Of course that was nota ruling. 

I ask for a vote on the motion I have submitted. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the presence of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to say one word 
upon the question which has been before the Senate, I find in a Tittle 
book called Questions of Order and the Decisions Thereon that, in 1872, 
it was decided: 

the absence of a quorum the Sena’ 
pete the Attendance ofabsent Santor Re Se eee 

Mr. HOAR. That was before the revision of the rules. 

Mr. PLATT. That was before the revision of the rules. In the 
Journal of April 20, 1872, it appears that: 

Mr. Howe submitted a motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to com- 
pons SOP ORONS of such number of absent Senators as would makea quorum 


A motion to adjourn followed, and then— 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Howe, 
Mr. eroy here madea point of order, namely, thatthe Senate having made 


order, 
The Presipixne OFFICER (Mr. Ferry, of Michigan, in the chair) sustained the 
point of order, and ruled the motion of Mr, Howe not in order. 


The rules at that time, it is true, contained no provision that in any 


event the attendance of absent Senators might be compelled. I find 
that precedent in 1872 beforethe change of the rules. 

Mr. HOAR (at 2 o'clock and 11 minutes a.m., Saturday). I inquire 
of the Chair if he has received any report from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms has received 
a report from one Senator, the President pro tempore of the Senate [ Mr. 
INGALLS], who says that he is too ill to be present this evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Sergeant-at-Arms find no more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has found one other Senator, who 
said he was too much fatigued to attend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that tlre Sergeant-at-Amms be directed to 
use all necessary means to compel the attendance of absent Senators, 
except those detained by sickness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, before the question is put I wish to 
inquire what report the Sergeant-at-Arms has made. The Chair, as 
I understood him, in response to the question propounded by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, said that the Sergeant-at-Arms had reported in re- 

to one Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms has sent ve- 
hicles for several Senators, but has received no report from them. 

Mr. SPOONER. He reported one Senator sick and another fatigued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Calls were made on several other 
Senators, but they were not found. 

Mr. FAULKNER. TI inquire whether there can beany report by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate tothe Presiding Officer and by him yer- 
bally communicated to the Senate. -I ask whether it is not required 
that the report shall be made in writing. I think the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggested that view the other day, and I 
know he is always very apt and thoroughly acquainted with the rules, 
I therefore make that parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
spond to my friend from West Virginia, _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator fromVermontasks unan- 
imous consent to respond to the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER, TI object, on the ground that I do not ask the 
Senator for any information. I made a parliamentary inquiry of the 
Chair, and I desire the Chair to state whether or not what has been done 
is in accordance with the practice and the rule. I ask whether the re- 
port should not be in writing? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fromVermont askstnan- 
imous consent to make a statement—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was objected to, and therefore I insist upon 
my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from West Virginia objects? 3 

Mr. FAULKNER. TIT object to the Senator from Vermont answer- 
ing my question. If he desires to advise with the Chairand to suggest 
tothe Chair any reasons for his ruling, of course I shall not object to that, 

Mr. HOAR. I object to debate. 

Several Senators, Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from West Virginia 
state his point of order? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I make the point that the Sergeant-at-Arms, as 
all other officers of the Senate, in obeying every order of the Senate 
must make report in writing and not verbally, and that the report in 
writing must be laid before the Senate. I understand that to be the 
tule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that it is in the 
power of the Senate to determine when a necessity arises to compel the 
attendance of absent Senators. The motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is in order, and the question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order thatthe Sergeant-at-Arms may be saved the 
trouble of going to see three Senators whom I will name, I move that 
they be excepted from tho order. I refer to the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Hearst], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr], and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who I w was quite unwell 
this morning, for I met him in committee and he was complaining very 
much and disappeared from the Senate at an carly hour. Itakeit for 
granted that neither of those three Senators ought to be sent for. 

Mr. HOAR. And also the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the Senator from Georgia should be ex- 
cepted. He has been sick for two years at his home in Atlanta. 

Mr. HOAR. Let those Senators be excepted by name. I suppose 
unanimous consent will be given that these four Senators be excepted 
by name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the terms ofthe order 
would excuse them. The order reads ‘absent Senators, except those 
detained by sickness.” 

Mr. HOAR. It has been the custom in such eases to except Sena- 
tors by name. : 

At 2o’clock and 39 minutes a, m., Saturday, Mr. CALL appeared 
and answered to his name, 
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At 2 o'clock and 43 minutes a. m., Mr. DANIEL entered the Cham- 
ber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will be called. o 

The Chief Clerk called the name of Mr. DANIEL: 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
BQUIREJ. 

Mr. ALLISON. You are present all the same. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam present. I answered in the way I did because 
I understood that amongst gentlemen on the otherside who were paired 
with gentlemen on this side they considered that by the terms of their 
pairs they were permitted to vote when there were absentecs on this 
side. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, at 2 o'clock and 46 minutes a. m., Satur- 
day, entered the Chamber and responded to his name. 

Mr. DAWES, at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes a. m., entered the Cham- 
ber and responded to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have responded 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is now present. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. What was done with the call of the Senate? it is 
still going on, I suppose? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. Bring them in. 

Mr. ALLISON. The order is still going on, of course. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland that further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that question I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there wereon a division—ayes 12, noes 10. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

a ise and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. , 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Benator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr]; otherwise I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, QUAY]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACKBURN ], who seems to be absent. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when hisname was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL ]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison]. If my vote be nec- 
essary to constitute a quorum I am at liberty to vote. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the early part of the evening I announced that 
I should vote if my vote was necessary to make a quorum. ‘There 
seemed to be some little disposition, I thonght, to criticise my action, 
I desire to state to the Senate now that the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] and myself havea distinct understanding that either of 
us may vote when his vote is necessary to make a quorum. I am in- 
formed that it is necessary now, and I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] is 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. Anarrangement was made with his colleague [Mr, COL- 
quirr], who has been very liberal with me in regard to my voting. 
Some days since I wrote to the senior Senator from Georgia stating that 
I desired to modify my pair with him so that I might vote when it 
was necessary to make a quorum. I received an answer to that letter, 
and therefore I have voted to-night under the circumstances. 

Mr. DIXON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAmPTON]. If my vote is not necessary to make a 
quorum I shall withhold it, but if it is necessary I shall vote. I am 
informed that a quorum has not voted, and therefore I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL].is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. He was in the Chamber a short time ago, and sup- 
posing he had voted I recorded my vote. Iam paired with him and 
withdraw my vote. . : 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Vermont has left the Chamber 
since then. > 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My colleague was not feeling well. I feel au- 
thorized to say to my friend from Tennessee that, in order to keep up 
a quorum, he is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was requested by the junior Senator from Kan- 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


sas [Mr. PLUMB], who was obliged to leave the Senate early in the 
evening, to state that he is paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ifa quorum has not yet responded, I feel 
at liberty to vote under the arrangement I haye made with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Witson], and I vote “nay.” 

Theresult was announced—yeas 5, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—5. 
Cockrell, Harris, Jonesof Arkansas, Pasco. 
Gorman, 
NAYS—20. 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Shoup, 
Allison, Edmunds, McConnell; Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell, Warren, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Washburn, 
y, Hawley, Power, Wilson of lowa, 
Cullom, Higgins Quay, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—41. 
Aldrich, Daniel, McPherson, Spooner, 
Barbour, Davis, Mañdcrson, Squire, 
Bate, Eustis, oody, Stanford, 
Berry, Evarts, Morgan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 
Blair, Faulkner, Paddock, ‘Turpic, 
Blodgett, George, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Plumb, Wal i, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Ingalls, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Coke, Kenna, Reagan, 
Colquitt, McMillan, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum is present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit to the Chair that it does not require a 
quorum to decide this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the motion 
to dispense with further proceedings under the call does not require a 
quorum. ‘There are 5 Senators in the affirmative and 29 in the nega- 
tive; so the motion is lost. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] will proceed. 

Mr. PASCO. Does not the roll call indicate the absence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call indicates the absence of 
a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are executing that order now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Nothing else can be done while that order is being 
executed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I submit to the Chair whether it is proper for 
me to proceed if there is an indication that there is not a quorum pres- 
ent by a yea-and-nay vote. I know that it does not require a quorum 
to decide the question. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator is not bound to proceed, of course. 
There is no quorum present yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The vote discloses the absence of a 
quorum, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I call for a ruling from the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, is a quorum recorded on the last vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, A quorum hasnotresponded. There 
wasa quorum onthe call of the roll before last vote. 

Mr. HOAR. DoI understand the Chair correctly that before the 
last roll-call on the motion to suspend the proceedings a quorum had 
appeared ? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, A quorum had appeared. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I submit to the Chair, that being so and there 
being now a new disclosure of the want of a quorum, there should be a 
new call of the roll. It does not make any difference whether it was 
on a motion to dispense with the proceedings or what it was. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yon follow thatup by the usual motion to request 
the attendance of absent Senators and then to compel. 

Mr. HOAR: The rule requires that we shall ascertain who are not 

resen 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The effect is to dispense with the further call. 

Mr. HOAR. Thecall of the roll would disclose that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Power, 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Quay, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Call, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Faulkner, McConnell, Shoup, 
Carey, Frye, McMillan, pooner, 
Casey, Gorman, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, ale, Mitchell, Warren, 
Cullom, Harris, Paddock, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa. 
Day Higgins, Platt, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the order of the Senate that members be 
summoned to attend been dispensed with? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands that the order 
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is being executed. It has not been dispensed with by any vote of the 


Senate. . ; 
Mr. COCKRELL, I understood the Chair to say that it did not re- 
quire a quorum to dispense with the call. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, No. A majority vote of less than a 
quorum has voted against the suspension, which decides the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say—I may have misunderstood him, for I did not hear him very dis- 
tinctly—that the former roll-call, when it was finally concluded, 
showed the presence of forty-five Senators, and therefore the Senator, 
if I understood him aright, suggested that the last yea-and-nay vote 
showing less than a quorum present, a new call of the Senate must be 
had, WasI right in that? 

Mr, HOAR. A call of the roll? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. But it does not follow that any other proceedings are 
to be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator as saying that the old call 
having resulted in showing a quorum in the Senate, it was at an end, 
and the last vote, showing less than a quorum then present, involved 
the necessity of a roll-call. That roll call having developed less than 
a quorum, the old order has answered its purpose. ” 

Mr. HOAR. I made no such suggestion, and I entertain no such 
opinion. Isuppose thatif there were a roll-call of the Senate, in order 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators, the Senate might go on 
with its business as usual when the quorum arrived, and still the order 
must be executed until all the absent Senators have been brought in. 
They might be out days or weeks or months, possibly. In the mean 
time the Senate would proceed with its business, and if at any timea 
xew absence of a quorum took place, the usual proceeding of a roll- 
call would follow. The Senate would not be obliged to introduce a 
new order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the very idea the Senator from Massachusetts 
expresses, that when the roll-call npon the motion to dispense with 
further proceedingse develops less than a quorum, I entertain the 
opinion that the proceedings under the order were going on, but when 
the Senator suggested that a new call was necessary because of that 
development I wish to say it seems to me that all the consequences 
of a new call should follow. 

Mr. EVARTS (at3 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m. Saturday) appeared 
and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes a, m. 
Saturday). The Sergeant-at-Arms reports that the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] both 
report themselves too ill to be present this evening. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that they be excused. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No motion is in order at the present 
lime except a motion to adjourn. 4 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia may be permitted to proceed with his speech. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, that is a question of order—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). In 
the absence of a quorum of the Senate, the Chair can not entertain any 
request for unanimous consent. 

At 4 o’clock and 18 minutes a. m., Saturday, Mr. COKE, Mr. BATE, 
and Mr. KENNA appeared and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. x 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question recurs, I suppose, on the motion 
to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion was disagreed to, as the 
Chair understands. A quorum being present, the Chair recognizes the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator will state his point of 


order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My point of order is that a motion was made 
to dispense with further proceedings under the call, and upon that mo- 
tion the yeas and nays were called on the demand of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and no quorum voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold that no quorum 
is needed to of that motion, and overrules the point of order of 
the Senator from Missouri. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr, 
FAULKNER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER resumed his remarks, and after having spoken for 
some time, x 

Mr, GORMAN (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes a, m. Saturday). Will 
the Senator give way to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? É 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield for a moment. 

Mr, GORMAN. I desire to make a motion. We had a call of the 
Senate, at the request of the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], 
and while a quorum has appeared in the body once or twice there is 
no quorum here now. It is nearly half-past 4 o'clock in the morning, 
and I move that the Senate adjourn until 10 or 11 o’clock, whateyerhour 


in the morning may be agreeable to the Senators present. It isimpossi- 


ble to go on with businessin this way. ‘There isno quorum here; and, 
while I myself am prepared tostay, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 


Mr. HOAR. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
donne and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont[ Mr. MORRILL], and therefore withhold my vote, 
Ishould vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON, when his name was 
called). The occupant of the chair is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evst1s]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. I havea general pair with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HARRIS] that’we transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, if the Senator from Rhode Island de- 
sires it. 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. IT inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I havea general pair with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ranson], who is not well to-night, and therefore not 
here. Ihave aright to vote to help make a quorum, and I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwas requested to announce that the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Prom] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WALTHALL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 27; as follows: 


Tam paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS--6, 
Bate, Faulkner, Harris, Jones of Arkansas, 
Cockrell, Gorman, 
NAYS—27. 
Allen, Dolph, Ioar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Shoup, 
Cameron, Fryc, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Warren, 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Washburn. 
Culiom, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of lowa. 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sanders, 
ABSENT—55. 

Aldrich, Davis, MePherson, Sherman, 
Barbour, Dawes, Manderson, Spooner, 
Berry, Eustis, foody, Squire, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Morgan, Stanford, 

lair, Farwell, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blodgett, George, Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Pasco, Turpi, 
Butler, Gry, , Payne, Vance, 
Call, Hampton, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Carlisle, Hearst, erce, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Plumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Kenna, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, MeConnell, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Daniel, NeMillan, Reagan, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum not voting, the Secretary 


will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Alien, Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

Bate, Faulkner, Jones of Neyada, Shoup, 
Cameron, e, MoMillan, Spooner, 
Carey, Gorman, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hale, Mitchell, Warren, 
Cockrell, Harris, Paddock, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Power, 

Dixon, Hiscock, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thirty-eight Senators have responded 
to their names. No quorum is present. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
proceed under the former order of the Senate to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms been Iaid be- 
fore the Senate? - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The report of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
has been made verbally to the Presiding Officer of the Senate. Nore- 
port, however, has been made by him as yet on the last roll-call of 
the Senate. ‘The list of absentees is now being furnished to the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, 
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Mr. DOLPH. It has been rumored that there are Senators in the 
building who decline to come at the call of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That fact is reported to the Presid- 
ing Officer by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the rule had better be repealed or the order 
ought to be enforced. For my part, ifitcan not be enforced I shall 
never vote again to direct its enforcement. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest the point of order to the Chair that 
it is not proper to receive these reports verbally, and that they ought 
to be in writing and communicated to the Senate by the Presiding 
Officer when he has them in writing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That point being made, the Chair 
will so hold, that the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms shall be in writ- 
ing and it willbe laid before the Senate. Under the last call of the 
Senate the Sergeant-at-Arms has not yet been furnished with a list of 
absentees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let him report the execution of the order to bring 
in absentees. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The Sergeant-at-Arms will report 
as soon as possible in writing, under the last order of the Senate. 

After some little delay, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 4.54 minutes a. m. Saturday). The 
Sergeant-at-Arms makes a report in writing to the Senate, which will 
be read by the Secretary for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 4.50 a. m., January 17, 1891. 


Sın: In obedience to the following order received by me at 2,30 a. m.— 

“Ordered, That the Sop Pesaran be directed to use all necessary meansto 
compel the attendance of absent Senators, excepting those detained on account 
of sickness’’— 

I executed the same by notifying Senators Evarrs, CALL, DAWES, DANIEL, 
Jones of Arkansas, Gray, Coke, Kenna, and BATE, who responded tothe same 
by appearing in the Senate Chamber. Senators HAMPTON, INGALLS, RANSOM, 
BUTLER, SHERMAN, WILSON of Maryland, and WoLcorr reported themselves 
sick, and Senator Berry answered that he was not ready tocome. Could not 
gain entrance to the residence of Senator BArnour. Party responded at door 
of Senator STANFORD; answered “Is notin.” At Senator Turpre’s there was 
pe response. The order is being executed by deputy sergeants-at-arms at this 
time, 

Very respectfully, 
E. K. VALENTINE, Sergeant-al-Arms. 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the question that that order was never 
issued by the Senate. I ask that it be read again, 

Mr. HOAR. I object. . 

Mr. GORMAN. We have a right to have it read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what eens does the Senator object ? 

Mr. HOAR. On the ground that no business can be transacted until 
a quorum appears. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I state the point that there has been read a 
report purporting to be an order which was not made by the Senate, 
and perchance it is not necessary to have a quorum to transact that. 
It is a question of the call of the Senate under that resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not a resolution; it is a report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms reciting 
a resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Tobject, then, toany debate in the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that this be- 
ing a matter incident to the call of the Senate it is properly before the 

y: 
Mr. COCKRELL. Thereport reads— 


In obedience to the following order received by me at 2.30 a, m.— 
It is not the fault of the Sergeant-at-Arms, Mr. President— 


Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to use all necessary means to 
compel the attendance of absent Senators, excepting those detained on account 
of sickness. 

Now, Mr. President, I say that no such order as that was made by 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that thatis an 
immaterial question in connection with the call of theSenate. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms may have incorrectly recited that which will appear 
correctly upon the Journal of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the order of the Senate be read, so as to see 
who is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, let the order be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Sergeant-at-Arms ought to have been armed 
with the order of the Senate, certified by the Secretary of the Senate, 
I imagine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letus see if he was not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; Iam willing to see; but I think that 
would be the regular method of proceeding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to use all necessary means to 


compel the attendance of absent Senators, excepting those detained on account 
of sickness, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That was not the order that was made. TheSen- 
ator from Massachusetts submitted that order first and withdrew it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont afterwards moved it, and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. On whose motion was the order made? Does it ap- 


pear? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was made on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who read it out of the Senate Journal as a pre- 
cise repetition of an order made when the Democrats were in posses- 
sion of this body and were trying to get a quorum—and noton aques- 
tion of human rights—on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris], and for which every Democratic Senator but one voted, 
and nearly every Republican. I will add for the information of my 
friend from Missotiri that that order having been adopted the Secre- 
tary of the Senate wrote it out, attested it, and at the foot of it the 
Presiding Officer entered the direction in the regular way as if a clerk 
ofa court issuing a writ: ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute this 
order;”? which was signed by the Presiding Officer. I have seen it. 

Mr. COCK RELL. I will ask the Senator one question. Was that 
order read in open Senate at to-night’s session? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; read, moved, voted upon, entered up 
by the Secretary, attested by the Secretary, and the order of execution 
signed by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator is referring to the old order. 
to this order made to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very one I am speakingof. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri, with great respect to him, is mistaken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Iowa objected to the use of the 
word ‘‘compel.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. No, this took place later; twenty minutes after that 
roll-call. : 

Mr. FRYE. When the Senator from Missouri was back. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, Ihave notbeenbackanywhere. Ihave been 
on the floor all the time when any business was being transacted; and 
I shall appeal to the notes of the stenographer who took down the pro- 


ceedings. 

‘The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The Chair would state that he is in- 
clined to hold that this is a matter which can not properly come up in 
the form in which the Senator states it. The report of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms must be received as it is written and it must be laid before 
the body. If there is an error in the Journal entry it can not be 
reached by the method suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that he 
is certainly mistaken, for I stood beside the Senator from Vermont 
when he read that order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I appreciate the fact that we can not change it 
until we come to the Journal, 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. ~- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not entertain that mo- 
tion in the absence of a quorum, it being in the nature of business be- 
fore the Senate requiring its action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will go into the Journal just the same, 

Mr. DOLPH. That, in my judgment, isa very unsatisfactory report. 
The Senate either has power to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers or it has not. If it has not the power, then the adoption of the 
rule under which the Sergeant-at-Arms might be directed to compel 
the attendance of absent Senators is an idle ceremony, and the sooner 
itis repealed the better. Ido not think that under that order it would 
be sufficient simply for a Senator to say he is feeling too unwell to come 
or that he is not feeling well. I think the fact ought to beascertained 
as to his condition in some manner. It appears that at least one or 
more Senators have noteven given that excuse. Now, for one, Ishould 
like to see the order executed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon make 
any motion? . 

Mr. DOLPH. No farther motion, it appears to me, is necessary. I 
have heard it talked on the floor of the Senate that the Senate has not the 

wer to compel the attendance of Senators; that the Sergeant-at-Arms 

not expected to use the means to compel the attendance of Senators. 
If that is true, it was a very foolish thing to direct him todo so. But 
if we expected that it should be done then it ought tobe done, and Sen- 
ators ought to be brought in, in accordance with the order, when it 
can be done. 

At5 o'clock and 5 minutes a. m., Mr. GRAY entered the Chamber 
and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate are- 
port of the Sergeant-at-Arms, which will be read, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 


Washington, D. C., 5 o'clock a. m., January 17, is. 
Sır: In obedience to the last orderof the Senate, under s roll-call handed me 
at 4.40 a.m., I served summons on Senators Coxe and VANCE, who responded 
by entering the Senate Chamber. Found Senator Berry in the cloakroom of 
the Senate, whorequested me to report to the Senate thathe would come when 


I refer 
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he got ready. Also found Senator Brrier Ín the cloakroom, who refused to 
obey a summons, 
ery respectful) è 
* E. K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I wish to inquire if itis an execution of the order to 
report that the Senator from Arkansas says he will come when he is 


ready. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, Iobject toany debate. The Senator 
from Oregon has lectured the Senate once or twice already, and I ob- 
ject to any further lecture or any debate whatever. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator may object, but I shall exercise my 


rivilege to speak on a matter pertinent to the business before the 
E te : 


Mr. HARRIS, Unfortunately the Senator has had no privilege until 
the Chair decides that he has. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairunderstands that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee raises the point of order that the Senator from Or- 

n is out of order in speaking upon a question pertaining to the call 
of the Senate. The Chair will hold that the inquiry ofthe Senator from 
Oregon is in order and that it pertains to the conduct of the Senate in 
compelling, under the order of the Senate, the attendance of absent 
members. The Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there is not a quorum present, of course I shall 
not appeal from the ruling of the Chair, because less than a quorum 
could not decide it; but I do not yield to it at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. Referring to the question of order, if à minority of 
the Senate have power to make an order to compel the attendance ot 
absent Senators, they have power to enforce it, and the report made 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms or any proposition looking to the enforce- 
ment of the order I think would be in order and be a subject of dis- 
cussion, But I have nothing moretosay. I simplysay that the order 
has not been executed, and the report itself shows that it has not been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will ask that there be read 
the clause in the fifth section of tho first article of the Constitution, 
which seems to apply to cases of this sort. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A majority of cach [House] shall constitute a quorum todo business; buta 
smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to com- 

l the attendance of absent members, in such manner, and under such penal- 

ies, as each House may provide. g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to find any rule 
of the Senate, however, which has prescribed the manner or mode of 
compelling the attendance of members, as required apparently by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. In the absence of a rule under the authority of the 
Constitution to prescribe the manner in which that authority should 
be executed, it seems to me that the Senate has not availed itself of its 
power under the Constitution to make such a rule. The rule merely 
repeats the words of the Constitution as I understand the third clanse 
of Rule V: 

Whenever upon such roll-call itshall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the absent Senators. 

That is almost the precise language of the Constitution, ‘to compel 
the attendance of the absent Senators,’’ the Constitution conferring 
upon the Senate the power to—— 


Mr. DOLPH. What more can be done? 
Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from Delaware was entitled 
to the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, He took his seat, the Chair observed. 

Mr. HARRIS. He was turning to find a reference. Did the Sena- 
tor from Delaware yield the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs pardon of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, Did he yield the floor? 

Mr. GRAY.” I did yield the floor, I could not find the clause in 
the Constitution. 

Mr. DOLPH. With all duedeference to the Chair, I cannot see but 
that the Senate has provided the manner in which the attendance of 
absent Senators may be compelled. The Senate can provide the man- 
ner in which attendance may be compelled, and they have provided 
that upon motion the Sergeant-at-Arms may be directed to compel at- 
tendance. When the Sergeant-at-Arms takes that order it is his au- 
thority and his duty, in my opinion, to bring Senators into the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate does not seem to have 

rescribed the mannerand to have prescribed penalties forabsenteeism. 

e difficulty is in instructing the Sergeant-at-Arms as to his duty. 
The Chair is rather loath to instruct him as to whathe shall do when 
the rules are silent upon the subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. If that is the case we had better undo as quickly as 
we can what we have done. If we have given an order here that there 
is no power to enforce, the sooner we can get out of that ridiculous di- 
lemma the better, 

At 5 o'clock and 10 minutes a. m. Mr. REAGAN entered the Cham- 
ber and answered to his name. 

Mr. VANCE entered the Chamber. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the name of 
the Senator from North Carolina. = r 

Mr. VANCE. I do not desire recognition, sir, 

Mr. DANIEL entered the Chamber and answered.to his name, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms makes a fur- 
ther report under the orders of the Senate. The report will beread by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Untrep STATES Senate, IFashington, So'clock a, m., January 17, 1891, 


Str: Ihave the honor to further report that Sonator McPrrensox reports him- 
self sick. Senators MORGAN, CARLISLE, P Stewanrr can not be found, Ben- 
ators BLACKBURN and GEORGE responded that they would report at once, 


ie matali E. K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 
To the PRESIDEST OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to suggest to the gentlemen who have 
discussed this matter that most of the absentees are unwell. It seems 
quite a hardship to compel the attendance of elderly gentlemen, and 
those who are ailing, and it would be very difficult to get a quorum 
without them. 1 think thatisa fact it might be well to reflect on, upon 
theother side, beforeattempting to proceed further. Ofcourse we wero 
very glad to stay here and bave this opportunity of discussion, but it 
is not interesting to the speakers to discuss a question with so thina 
Senate, especially on the other side. Almost all the gentlemen who 
have been solicited to attend reply that they are unwell, and it seems 
a hardship upon them, especially the elder ones, to bring them in at 
such a late hour of the evening and during such inclement weather. I 
shall not make any motion, however, as I think gentlemen on the other 
side will see the situation for themselves. 

At 6 o’clock and 16 minutes a, m. Mr. COKE entered the Chamber 
and answered to his name. 

At 5 o'clock and 26 minutes a. m. Mr. CALL entered the Chamber 
and answered to his name, 

At 5 o'clock and 44 minutes n. m. Mr. GEORGE entered the Cham- 
ber and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present, the Chair will recognize the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] on the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER resumed the fioor, and having spoken for some 
little time, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Maryland, 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from West Virginia that 
we have tried ever since half past 12 to keep a quorum for the pur- 
pose of hearing him submit his able argument. Only fifteen Senators 
are present, and it is now Go’clock in the morning. I su, after 
the numerous reports by the Sergeant-at-Arms, we ought not tod b 
the Senators who are indisposed and who are unable to remain here; I 
therefore move, with the Senator’s permission, that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with, so as to enable Senators to 
get their breakfasts and return here by 8 or 9 o'clock and not be dis- 
turbed in the mean time. Such a course would also relieve the busi- 
ness of the Senatè in charge of its officers, I therefore move that all 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANCE: I wish simply to supplement the statement of the 
Senator from Maryland by a matter of statistics. I believe I seeseven 
Democratic and six Republican Senators present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from. Maryland moves 
that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr, VANCE. I find that there is a zeal tempered with discretion. 
It is a sacrifice in behalf of the public interest tempered by avery un- 
selfish desire to promote personal comfort. Such being thecase, I hope 
that the proceedings may be suspended under the call or else that 
those who have instigated and sustained the call shall be in their seats 
wide awake and duly sober for the transaction of public business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imovo that further proceedings under the call of 
the Senate be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that further proceedings under the call of the Senate be dispensed with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded tocall 
the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]; otherwise I should vote 
“ ea”? 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]; otherwise T should vote 


na A) 
Mr: GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
ired with the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
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[Mr. Hamrron]. We agreed upon the last roll-call to transfer our 
pairs. I vote ‘*yea.”’ - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON, when his name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Squirr’s name was‘called). My colleague 
i Squire] is paired wlth the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL]. 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MOMTLLAN]. Ifhe was present, I am rather inclined 
to think that I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BATE. ‘The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] is paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the terms of my pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] I am at liberty to vote if my vote is necessary 
to makea quorum. Hasa quorum voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CULLOM, There being no quorum I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. Under the arrangement for the transfer of pairs an- 
nounced by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] I am at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE]. Ifhe were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is necessarily absent, 
He is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMBE] 
is detained from the Senate by indisposition. He is paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If the Senator from Kansas were 
here, he would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—. 
Bate, Faulkner, Gorman, Harris. 
Cockrell, 
NAYS—23. 
Allen, Dolph, oar, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Edmunds, Mitchell, mein 
Carey, Frye, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Warren, 
Cullom, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Towa, 
Dixon, Hiseock, Sanders, 
ABSENT—60, ~ 
Aldrich, Davis, McConnell, Reagan, 
Allison, Dawes, McMillan, Sherman, 
Barbour, Eustis, McPherson Spooner, 
Try, Evarts, Manderson, Squi 
Blackburn, Farwell, Moody, Stanford, 
Blair, George, Morgan, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Gibson, ‘orrill, Teller, 
rown, Gray, Paddock, Turpie, 

Butler, Hale, Pasco, Vance, 
Call, Hampton, Payne, est, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 

er, Ingalls, Pierce, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Washburn 
sonik Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Daniol, Kenna, Ransom, Wolcott, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call there are 5 yeas and 23 nays, less than a 
quorum. A quorum, however, not heing necessary to decide this ques- 
tion, the motion is lost. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was a quorum present, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has announced that there was 
not a quorum present, 

_ Mr. HARRIS. The rule prescribes a call of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Allen, Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Shoup, 

Cameron, Edmunds, Manderson, - Spooner, 

Carey, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
ee 3 Paddock, Vance, 

Cockrell, Gorman, Platt, Warren, 

Cullom, Harris, Power, Wilson of Towa. 

Danicl, Hawley, usy, 

Davis, Higgins, Sanders, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I did not notice that the senior Senator from 
Town [Mr. ALLISON] was absent at the last yea-and-nay vote. I ought 
not to have voted, as I am with him. 

Mr. CULLOM. It did not make any difference in the result. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wanted to announce the fact, as he is not here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Thirty-four Senators have responded to 
their names, No quorum is present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, would it be in order to rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to make two inquiries, The first 
is, whether the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has con- 
cluded his speech. The next is, if he has concluded, whether it is the 
intention of our Democratic friends on the other side of the Chamber 
to discuss this question any further. ‘ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I regret to say that through the inability of our 
distinguished friends on the Republican side of the Chamber to be 
present by reason of illness I have not been able to continue my 
speech as promptly and as consecutively as I desired [laughter]; but 
I feel that I ought to indulgé them under the peculiar circumstances 
which surround them, as I believe they have been reported ill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a further 
report from the Sergeant-at-Arms, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 6.20 a, m., January 17, 1891, 


Sır: I have the honor to further report that Senators REAGAN and VEST, in 
response to the order of the Senate, responded that they would report inme- 
diately..Senator VOORITEES reports himselfsick. Senators Prattand WALTHALL 
can not be found in the city of Washington. Senators Brows, BLODGETT, 
CITANDLER, FARWELL, BLAIR, SQUIRE, MOODY, and PETTIGREW are absent from 
the District of Columbia. 


shin aiae E; K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeanl-at-Arms. 
To the PRESIDEST OF THE SENATE. 

At 6 o’clock and 35 minutes a. m., Saturday, Mr. BUTLER entered 
the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
olina will be called. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam present, Mr. President, but I am very sorry to 
observe that so many others are absent. 

At 7 o'clock a. m. Mr. DAwes entered the Senate Chamber and re- 
sponded to his name, 

At 7 o'clock and 25 minutes a. m, Mr. CALL entered the Chamber 
and responded to his name. 

At 7 o'clock and 29 minutes a. m, Mr. MORGAN entered the Cham- 
ber and responded to his name. 

Mr. DANIEL (at 7 o'clock and 47 minutes a, m.). Mr. President, 
I ask the nnanimous consent of Senators on the other side that we now 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does the 
Chair understand the Senator from Virginia to make a motion to ad- 
journ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Virginia whether that motion is nowin order. The Senate is 
proceeding under a call. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion to adjourn isin order. It is the only 
motion that is in order pending proceedings under a call in the absence 
ofa quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without any other business having 
transpired, except the call which followed? 

Mr. HARRIS. Itfollowed another motion, nota motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call followed a motion to ad- 


ourn. 

: Mr. HARRIS. Even if it did it is business, and the motion to ad- 
journ is in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hear no objection to an adjournment from the 
other side, Silence gives consent. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair hold the motion to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to think it is 
in order, although he suggested a doubt on that subject. 

Mr. HOAR. What has happened since the last motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. A call of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not make the motion in order. 

Mr, FAULKNER. There bas not been any motion to adjourn since 
the last call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was a motion to adjourn, and 
a vote by yeas and nays disclosed the absence of aquorum, and the 
Chair then ordered a call of the Senate. The Chair was first in doubt 
as to the motion being in order. The Chair will put thequestion on 


the motion. 
from the Senator from West Vir- 


The name of the Senator from South Car- 


Mr. HOAR. We havehada 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], which is very weighty business. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The motion was not agreed to, 

After some delay, Mr. Pasco, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr, GEORGE, Mr. 
TELLER, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. VEST, and Mr. MORRILL entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair, at 9 o'clock 
and 30 minutes a. m.). Forty-five Senators haveresponded to the call 
of the Senate, Aquorumispresent. The Senator from West Virginia 
has the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER resumed the floor, and after having proceeded for 
thirty-five minntes, 


1444 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 16, 


Mr. HARRIS (at 10.05 a. m., January 17), Mr. President, if the 
Senator from West Virginia will yicld to me a moment, I desire to 
make an inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. I ask 
whether or not our Journal will show that there was a legislative day 
on the 17th of January, 1891; and, ifso, I want to know when that 
legislative day begins. The standing order, as I understand it, is that 
the Senate shall meet at 10 o’clock a, m. until otherwise ordered. As 
there has been no other order of which I know anything, I suppose 
that to be the standing order. It is now four or five minutes after 10 
o'clock of the calendar day of January 17. 

Mr. MORRILL. The 16th of January is not finished. 

Mr. HARRIS, Very well; I simply desired to ask whether we shall 
have a legislative day on the 17th of January. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that there 
never will be any such legislative day as the 17th of Januaty. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desired the information of the Chair, so that the 
clerks might know how to make up the Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I be permitted to make an obser- 
vation? Idesire to remind the honorable Senator from Tennessee that 
at the time of the legislation relative to the Electoral Commission the 
fly; was kept flying and one legislative day continued a good many 
weeks, I think six or seven weeks—I do not know how long; and at 
the end of thattime all the legislative days came in together like the 
running down of the clock. 

Now, I wish to observe to the Senator from Tennessee that it is pos- 
sible, and I think probable on such reflection as I can give, that that 
was provided for expressly by the statute creating the Electoral Com- 
inission, So it would not be strictly a parliamentary authority for the 
present proeceding, but I supposeit illustrates exactly what I presume 
would be the case if the Senate of its own volition were to sit on with- 
out an adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Both the Senator from Massachuseits and myself re- 
member more instances than one, I imagine, where two and possibly 
three or more calendar days have been journalized as one legislative 
day. Isimply desired to know what the purpose was, whether there 
would be a legislative day of the 17th of Jauuary, so that the clerks 
might know how to make up the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink if we were toadjourn now, under the regu- 
Jarorder wecould not meet until Monday at 10 o'clock, So I imagine 
yesterday’s legislative day will continue over until the hour of adjourn- 
ment, ‘That is the usual way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Presiding Officer noticed when’ 
the hour of 10 o'clock arrived, but did not deem it his duty to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that the hour of 10 o'clock had ar- 
rived. He understands that this is the legislative day of yesterday 
and will continue so, The Senator from West Virginia will proceed. 


(Mr. FAULKNER concluded his speech. See Appendix, ] 


Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, free speech and free elections are the 
yery soul of republicaninstitutions. Two false assumptions are made, 
as Teonceive, as to the status of the advocates and the opponents of this 
bill. Gentlemen upon the otherside say sometimes, with alittle indica- 
tion of superior pretension, that ‘‘ We are for honest elections, and there- 
fore advocate this bill; and they put this question: ‘‘Are you not for 
honest elections ?’’ as if this bill and honest elections were in some way 
identified with each other. This, Mr, President, npon the part of the 
advocates of this bill is pure assumption, and the notion that the ad- 
vocacy of the bill and the desire for honest elections are identical sen- 
timents isentirely confined to those who maintain a superior pretension 
for themselyes. 

Without intending to go into stricture, I point, in reply to them, to 
the cold fact that the country at large has not identified this bill as in 
any way indicating that its advocates are in favor of, or that its op- 
ponents are against, honest elections. 


ADVOCATES OF THIS BILL NOT FOR HONEST ELECTIONS MORE THAN THEIR OP- 
PONENTS. 


Nay, more, Mr. President. Without going into personality on one 
side or another, but taking the fact in its broadcast import, it is quite 
evident, from the history of this country, that the peculiar advocates of 
this bill have never had any relation to any election or to any of the 
questions inyolved in elections, whether before the people or in the 
House of Representatives or in the Senate, which has in the least man- 
ifested to public comprehension that they are any more the peculiar 
friends of honest elections than their opponents. 

In Congress and ont and on all occasions in which the spirit of par- 
tisanry has been aroused, the men who stand foremost in proffering 
this bill to the American people and who float over it the flag inscribed 
* honest elections,” have always exhibited just as much partisanry, 
just as much enthusiasm for their own side, as has ever been exhibited 
anywhere at any time by any other equal number of partisans. 

DEMOCRACY FOR HONEST ELECTIONS, 

It is not true, Mr. President, that the Democratic party or those who 

stand here as its representatives have ever been the advocates or main- 


tainers of dishonest elections, and the objection that I have, more than 
another, to this bill is that with its passage there passes away from this 
country the strongest nnd most enduring guaranty of honest elections 


that it is possible for mankind to frame. The theory of political purity 
and of political reform can never he a theory which confines the posses- 
sion of virtue to one political organization or another. It cannot be 
a theory that assumes that the men of one section or of another, that 
the men of one tenet of political faith or another, that the men bound 
together by the ties of one political organization or another, are supe- 
rior inany degree to their neighbors or to their associates and their 
friendsin any of the elements that make the honest man. 
REFORM MUST REST ON THE FRAMEWORK OF REPUBLICAN GOVERNMENT. 

No theory of political purity or of reform can ever soundly rest upon’ ~ 
any basis save that-of that framework of our republican Government 
which has so adjusted the checks and balances of the administrative ma- 
chine that inall the movements of Government one departmentis placed 
as the monitor and watch or as the check and balance upon another, 
And in that admirable system in which the States of the Federal Union 
share, each retaining a portion of the sovereignty which is residuary 
in them, we have constructed a machine which has now become the 
model of all free peoples. 

In that machine there are two Houses of Congress, that there may 
not be hasty legislation and that the grain may be well thrashed out 
from the straw and the chaff; there is a judiciary department, which 
is to revise legislation when it is disputed by comparing its provisions 
with the provisions of the great fundamental law which is the founda- 
tion of the entire Republic; and there is an executive department, re- 
mote, separate, and apart from these, to execute the Jaws as Congress 
has declared them and as the judiciary has expounded them, and in 
these departments, operating as checks and balances upon cach other, 
each in its appropriate sphere pursuing its fitting functions, we have 
done all that is within the power and wit of man to accomplish, so to 
play competing human passions, ambitions, and feelings and opinions 
with each other that they will counterbalance and tongue-and-grooye 
together and so work out the people’s will, 

THE EXISTING SYSTEM THE NEST GUARANTY OF HONEST ELECTIONS, 

So, Mr. President, there can never in this Government, in the very 
nature of things, exist a better guaranty of honest elections than that 
under which we have lived for overa century, Upto the present time, 
notwithstanding all the difficult questions which have had to be ad- 
justed, and the sensations and excitements which they generated, here 
we stand to-day upon the threshold of another century looking back 
over one hundred years of experience, and, with all our contentions and 
wranglings and differences of sectional interests and otherwise, we can 
not see that anywhere in the history of this Government, trom the day 
of its foundation to the present, there has ever arisen bloodshed be- 
tween sections out of any dishonest election; and no election in all that 
time has been so tainted with force or fraud, or both, that it has not 
been within the power of the people, under the machinery which they . 
now possess, to settle the question amicably without disturbing the 
great Republicin its onward strides and without compassing the entire 
issue which was presented. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a momentous and conspic- 
uous fact which has been lost sight of inthis debate by the gentlemen 
who advocate this bill, declaring that it is the necessary coincident of 
honest elections, 


REPUBLICAN INSTITUTIONS DOOMED IF THE STATES CAN NOT SECURE HONEST 
ELECTIONS. 


The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], in the very able speech 
which he made some days since, conceded what most of his associates 
seem disposed to deny: that he had no doubt that the States could give 
us honest elections. 

Mr. President, if I were to think otherwise than that, I should see 
written in my thought the death warrant ofall republican institutions, 
I think that both parties in this country sometimes do their country 
injustice when they parade together the frauds, the irregularities, the 
deviations from right, which occur in elections, and, grouping them in 
an appalling picture, point to them as evidences of the utter unright- 
eousness and total depravity of the other political organizations, There 
is no manner of doubt, Mr. President, t there have heen grievous 
frauds committed by Republican organizations and Republican parti- 
sans and no fair and candid man would deny that there have been frauds 
at one time or another committed by the rival organization or some of 
its members, 

But when we remember, Mr. President, that this is a country com- 
posed of sixty millions of people, that there are fifty-four thousand pre- 
cincts, that there are forty-four Commonwealths, that there are hun- 
dreds of great cities, and that this population, ever increasing, has 
been rushing forward with a swinging stride of progress and unparal- 
leled advancement; when we remember how sharp have been the 
issues, how large have been tho interests, how deeply moved have often 
been the passions, how acute have been at times the rivalries of sec- 
tions, how rapid have been the accessions from foreign lands, instead 
of receiving the story of the electoral history of the United States as 
an indication that our people are going to the bad, I believe, upon the 
contrary, that no other nation traversing a similar period of time under 
such conditions could write in history a fairer or a purer page. 
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Why, Mr. President, in the mother country impure elections have 
far surpassed anything that can be pointed to in this country ofa like 
character. 

FEDERAL AND STATE OFFICERS SELECTED FROM THE SAME MATERIALS, 

Furthermore, Mr. President, we must remember that by this bill we 
do not put into official position another or a superior class of people to 
those who now occupy official relations to elections. The American 
citizen of the city of New York who will be a Federal supervisor, if this 
bill passes, is not made by the new title which will be applied to him 
another or different man from what he would be if he were an election 
officer öf the State of New York under its own system. 

A man in Louisiana, or California, or in Nevada, by being appointed 
a deputy marshal under a political administration of the United States, 
in which he gathers 2 partisan bias to a certain degree from the sources 
of his appointment, who indeed will receive his appointment because 
of that partisan bias, is not thereby elevated upon any plane where he 
will breathe any purer atmosphere, where he will entertain a higher 
sentiment, in which his ordinary feelings and dispositions and opinions 
will be exorcised and he become constructed into a creature of superior 
mold. He will be the same citizen of New York, of Louisiana, of 
Nevada, or of any other State that hewas before the appointing oper- 
ation occurred in his case, And so all over the country. 

And yet there is introduced to our minds the suggestion, in a vague 
way, that if you have one appointing power for all of these officers, 
somehow or some way or another he will become thereby purified and 
etherealized, and these contending ions, and instincts, and rival- 
ries, and interests will all be abated, and the electoral wheels of our 
Government bo oiled to run smoothly. Mr. President, it is a dream, 
and there is no solid fact of philosophy or of common experience upon 
which to expect any such reform, 


IF THE COURTS BECOME POLITICAL BODIES THEY WILL HAVE POLITICAL BIAS, 

Now, Mr. President, furthermore, we hear it contended that because 
there will be a judicial appendage to the political machinery of the 
United States, placed there under the architecture of this bill, intro- 
ducing certain men who are called judges, we will thereby take a 
sponge, as it were, and absorb all the impure elements which haye 
heretofore contaminated at one time or another the certificates of elec- 
tion. Mr. President, thereisnoman who has studied history, whether 
it be the history of our country or of the mother country from which 
we spring, or that of other nations in which similar experiments have 
been made, who does not know the fact, spread as it is upon man 
pages and handed down to us by notorious traditions, that the very 
moment the judicial department of any state or government has been 
made a political department it has partaken of the characteristic bias 
of political bodies. The political judge is a character as well known 
as any other character in the history of mankind. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in our Constitution or in our prac- 
tices of government that has been more wholesome than that separation 
of responsibility which has remitted merely political questions to those 
who have only a political relation to those questions. There are in- 
deed a certain class of questions, political necessarily, in the broad 
sense, which must go before the courts for the determination of princi- 

les. 

E But, while I am no imist, while I do not believe in the total de- 
pravity of man, while I venerate the bench, while I respect the honest 
and pure and highminded judge as the finest product of a refined ciyi- 
lization, yet I can not blind my eyes to the fact that I see revealed in 
all judicial history, in all political dissertation, that whenever great 
political questions or issues have gone before judicial bodies for decision, 
those bodies (I will not say dishonestly; I will not say impurely) have 
with almost undeviating accuracy followed out in their decision the 
instinct, the prejudices, the bias, the sentiments of the political char- 
acter which inhered in the very being of the judges. 

Mr. President, these things about elections which honest men in this 
country so much condemn and which true reformers desire so much to 
eliminate are largely matters which can never be—certainly not en- 
tirely—done away with until that great day of the millennium when 
the lion and the lamb shall lie down together. 

DISTRIBUTED POWERS TEND TO HONEST RESULTS MORE TITAN CONSOLIDATED 
POWERS. 

Now, Mr. President, in the system which we havenow, a great guar- 
anty of honest elections lies in the fact that our powers of government 
are so distributed among the States that the great result of a national 
election is neyer made the arbitrament of any one set of men or of any 
party of men entertaining a community of opinion. 

In military affairs, Mr. President, we are told that the judicious com- 
mander, in marching his troops across a country, will always instruct 
his subordinates that in crossing a bridge the order shall be given 
‘Rout step, march!’’ in order to break the force of the impact of that 
uniform step which, by throwing the weight of the whole body of men 
at a particular instant of time upon the structure, produces the maxi- 
mum of strain on a particular point, The irregular, uneven steps 
counteract each other as they fall by making the movement and agita- 
tion in different directions; and so in the lack of uniformity is found 
that safety which uniformity would destroy. 


It is precisely so, Mr. President, in this superior mechanism of gov- 
ernment under which we live. There is an election, we will say, for 
Congressmen in Nebraska. - One party will be in power there; in an 
adjoining State another party will bein power; it may be that in an- 
other State there will still be athird party (third parties seem to be not 
unfashionable atthe present moment); and when the people have depos- 
ited their ballots and when a certain party has finished the result in 
one State, another party in another State, and still another, with dif- 
ferent intent and differing combinations in another State, neither one 
of those bodies, so are they segregated and divided, may have such 
power as to control the aggregated result. 

Therefore no one of them will have so great a temptation to torture 
the result. Therefore no one of them will have so great pressure 
brought upon it by alien and outside influences to pervert the result; 
and so each, acting within its own circle of independence, each gov- 
erned by its own separate instinct and inclination, in the grand aggre- 
gate make up a result which is far more certain to indicate and reflect 
the true sense of the people than a result worked out all over the 
country under the agency and administration of a party of men who, 
by their decisions, may control the whole country. 

TUE BENCH WILL BE SUBJECTED TO PRESSURE AND TEMPTATION If MADE A TO- . 
LITICAL BODY. 

Mr. President, there is another thing about the judiciary in this re- 
lation which we should not forget. The very moment that you disso- 
ciate the judge from that elevation on which hestands, apart from the 
contention of politics, and bring him into the arenaasa factor in a po- 
litical fight, that moment you make the bench the objective point of 
ie who wish to exercise an undue and improperinfluence upon that 

ght. 

Mr. President, there is an incident in the history of our country 
which is replete with suggestions such as I have made. I donot now 
refer to it in any partisan sense or with any other view than simply to 
hold it before the Senate as a great and conspicuous fact, to ask Sen- 
ators to draw the deductions from that fact which fair and candid men 
may draw without impugning others. We had in the year 1876 an 
Electoral Commission, the evolution of a necessity to settle a threaten- 
ing disputation. Itwas composed of statesmen selected from both par- 
ties, men who occupied high positions in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives, and who were the trusted champions of those par- 
ties. 

There were associated with that commission, Mr, President, five 


y | judges of the Supreme Court of the United States. Gentlemen advo- 


cated the plan of that commission and urged its adoption as a method 
of solving a difficulty which threatened social strife and which might 
possibly lead to widespread conflict. That commission was duly in- 
stalled; it officiated and fulfilled its functions. Upon the eve of its 
organization there was uttered in these halls the very same order of 
sentiments which we hear gentlemen upon the other side give utter- 
ance to when they say: ‘‘ Give us the courts as the capstone of our elect- 
oral system, and we will have honest elections.’’ 

The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, who is the chairman 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections [Mr. Hoar], seemed to 
resent with some sense of indignation the suggestion that the courts 
of this country would not administer the laws with absolute impar- 
tiality. I haveas much respect for law and for justice as any man. I 
would do nothing to bring them into contempt. I would ratherstim- 
ulate public respect for the character of a judge and strengthen the 
sentiment that leads to the better obedience of the laws, 

But, Mr. President, it is useless to tell men who have observed the 
world in which they live, and who have read something of its story, 
that judges are not going to be affected by the atmosphere they breathe, 
like other mortals. The Senator from Massachusetts said he had con- 
tempt for the suggestion that this was a partisan measure; and from 
lofty heights, to which he transported himself, he seemed to look 
down upon smaller beings who would suggest the possibility that we 
might find in the experience with this bill things happening which had 
happened in other countries and nations and in our own. 

ASSUMPTIONS OF IMPARTIALITY IN THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION, 

Mr, President, that was no new attitude for the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to assume. He perched himself upon the same lofty, ethe- 
real height in 1876, and, looking overa troubled nation, he told us that 
the very suggestion that the Electoral Commission would be partisan 
was an offense to the wholecountry.. And I have before me now, Mr. 
President, some of the consolingand reassuring words which he poured 
forth as oil upon the troubled waters to carry conviction to the anxi- 
ous people of this country that the Electoral Commission would be en- 
tirely impartial. On that occasion the Senator from Massachusetts 
said: 

But it is charged that this commission is in the end to be made up of seven 
men who of course will decide for one party, and seven men who of course 
decide for the other, and who must call in an umpire by lot, and that, therefore, 
you are, in substanceand effect, plitting the dechton of this whole matter on 
chance. Ifit be trne, there never was a fact so humiliating tothe Republic ex» 
pressed since it was inangurated. Of the members of our national assembly, 
wisest and best, selected for the gravest judicial duty everimposed poe man, 
under the constraint of this solemn oath, can there be found in all this Sodom 


not ten, not one, to obey any other mandate but thatof party? ButI especially 
repudiate— 
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Said the Senator from Massachusetts, assuming the same indignant 
air with which he still addresses himself to this subject— 
But I especially repudiate this imputation when it rests upon those members 
of the commission who are to como from the Supreme Court, Itis true there is 
a possibility of bias arising from old political opinions even there— 

That was something forthe Senator from Massachusetts toconcede— 


and this, however minute, the bill seeks to place in exact equilibrium; but this 
small inclination, if any, will in my judgment be overweighted a bundred-fold 
by the bias pressing them to preserve the dignity, honor, and weight of their 
judicial office before their countrymen and before posterity, They willnotcon- 
sent by a ty division to have themselyes or their court go down in history 
as inca le ofthe judicial functions in the presence of the disturbing elements 
of partisan desire for power in regard to the greatest cause oyver brought into 


judgment. 
“EIGHT TO SEVEN, SEVEN TO EIGHT.” 


Mr. President, the roseate vision of the Senator upon the eve of the 
meeting of this commission was soon dispelled. He chanced to be a 
memberofthatcommission himself. Five judges of the Supreme Court 
sat by his side, and, Mr. President, from the beginning to the end of 
their judgment, I draw no line of animadversion in what I say was 
upon the opposing party, for there is a great deal of human nature in 
Democracy as well as in Republicanism, but, Mr. President, from 
the very beginning to the end of that commission there was a daily, 

“an hourly, refutation of the beautiful theories which the Senator had 
set before the country. 

There was a monotonous ‘‘eight to seven, seven to eight,” “eight 
to seven, seven to cight,”’ ‘‘eight to seven, seven to eight,” from the 
beginning to the end of the chapter. And if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts were yet in the temper to read correctly his own handwriting, 
he would see that he himself had written in that commission the utter 
negation and refutation of all such fantastic theories as those with which 
he is at present engaged in deluding a very small number of the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, allow me to call the attention of the 
Senator to a very remarkable passage written by that very astute ob- 
server of our institutions, Mr, Bryce, and a nonpartisan observer, so far 
as the pages of our party politics are concerned, in regard to the very 
matter about which he is now speaking. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gravy] 
has kindly handed me at this juncture the work of Mr. Bryce upon 
American Commonwealths, and pointed out a passage therein to which 
my mind adverted when formulating these reflections. Mr. Bryce thus 
comments upon the fact which I have just brought to the attention of 
the Senate: 

Tho other misfortune was the interposition of the court in the Presidential 
electoral count dispute of 1877. Most people now admit that Mr. Tilden, and 
not Mr, Hayes, ought to have declared clected in that year. But the five 
justices of the Supreme Court, who were included in the Electoral Commission 
then appointed, voted on party lines no less steadily than did the Senators and 
Representatives who sat on it. A function scarcely judicial, and certainly not 
contemplated by the Constitution, was then for the first time thrown upon the 
judiciary, and d discharging it the judiciary acted exactly like nonjudicial 
persons, 

Mr. President, there isa summing up in a nutshell of the whole 
story, and I do not believe for one instant that the utterances of the 
Utopian dreams of the Senator from Massachusetts make any more im- 

ression upon the experienced and able statesmen of this body who 
Kats listened to them than does the cloud that passes over us and is 
remembered no more. 

POLITICAL DESIGN IN REFERRING POLITICAL QUESTIONS TO JUDGES. 


Mr. President, there was another distinguished statesman, who is 
yet in the full vigor of his faculties, upon the theater of action, who 
expressed himself about that time as to the Electoral Commission. It 
was the distinguished Senator from Vermont[Mr. EDMUNDS], and I 
read a very brief extract from a letter which he wrote January 27, 
1877, inreference thereto. Addressing Mr. Daniel Roberts, of Burling- 
ton, Vt., the Senator assigned n variety of reasons for his support of 
the Electoral Commission plan. The fourteenth and fifteenth reasons 
he stated were these: 

Fourteenth. The present bill, then, saves the Republican cause from the pre- 
Serernlias eae of its hopes and fortunes being left solely in the hands 
° p 

Fifloenth. Ts thore much ground, then, to condemn the actionof the Senators 
who have striven to geotthe Republican cause, as wéllas tho cause of free gov- 
ernment under law, out of the valley of the shadow of death, and put them on 
pouon oher they can have a fair and equal contest in whatever way it may 

Mr. President, I remember to haye heard of a clergyman who was 
once traveling down the Mississippi River upon a steamboat, and who, 
beinginyited to play at a little game by other travelers, remarked that 
he had fifteen reasons for not acceding to their request. The first was 
that he bad no money, whereupon the gentleman with whom he was 
in colloquy informed him that he might save himself the needless trou- 
ble of reciting the other fourteen; that that sufficed for them. Gentle- 
men who have observed the peculiarly impartial course of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epsrunps] in all of these discussions I think will 
be disposed, when they read the reasons which are assigned in favor of the 
Electoral Commission, when they come to the one which s ts that 
it would bring the Republican party ‘tout of the valley of the shadow 
of death,’’ to vote to excuse the Senator from stating the other fourteen, 
and regard them as entirely superfluous. 


There is some philosophy as well as some partisanship in the assign- 
ment of the reasons by the Senator from Vermont. If he be the seren 
impartial judge, such as itis pretended by the advocates of this bili 
should determine contested elections, I will expect the argument which 
he used then to have the same effect upon his mind now. His objec- 
tion to the then existing status without the Electoral Commission was , 
that it left the determination of the matter in the hands of his polit- 
ical opponents. 

Now, Mr. President, those political opponents at that particular junc- 
ture had domination over but three States which were concerned in 
this controversy; and may I not, in opposing this bill, say, in a larger 
sense, that it puts the whole electoral machinery in the hands of my 


political opponents? But, Mr. President, I would do injustice to my- ~ ~ 


self, injustice to the country, if I were to raise opposition upon any 
such narrow and transient ground. k 
DEMOCRACY CAN NOT SUPPORT A BILL FOR CONSOLIDATED POWERS, 

If the Democratic party by any means whatsoever should so far for- 
get its duty to the country and to the liberties of the people as to main- 
tain such a bill as this, I would not be a member of that party any 
longer than it would take me to shake the dust offof my shoes. I do 
not want to see any party in this country vested with such vast proroga- 
tives and powers as are comprehended in this measure. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiaG1ss] indicated that under the 
operation of this bill. all powers would not be absolutely reposed in 
one political organization, as the Democrats may elect a President who 
will appoint Democratic marshals. He intimated also that the Demo- 
cratic party would not be so much opposed to this bill if it were to be, 
to the extent that the Republican party would be, the immediate re- 
cipient of its benefits. The Senator does the Democratic party and its 
members great injustice and much deludes himself if he really fancies 
this is true. 

The Democratic party could never support such a bill as this, because 
it would disband itselfand abrogate every principle thatit ever professed 
or practiced by so doing; and, inmy humble judgment, Mr. President, 
while I am not the adviser of the Republican party and do not utter 
my words to its members otherwise than from the standpoint of an 
opponent, I do not believe that that party in all its history ever did 
or could do a worse day’s job for itself than by arraying itself behind 
this bill and proffering it as its work to the American people. Mr. 
President, if I were nothing buts partisan, if I had anything of that 
desire in my nature which would prompt me to desire to see the great 
ship go down at sea that as a wrecker I might gather in something of 
its cargo, if I were an Iago and hoped to wreak vengeance or to accom- 
plish some evil object upon my opponent, I would pray that this bill 
might pass. 

THE ALIEN AND SEDITION LAWS OVERTHROW THE FEDERALISTS, 

In the year 1798 the old Federalist party of that day passed the alien 
and sedition law, a law which, as compared to this, was as a molehill 
toa mountain. The Democratic party opposed it, and Thomas Jeffer- 
son, who strongly op it, became the next President of theUnited 
States and established that long line of Democratic successors whose 
names and doctrines are the cherished traditions of the Democratic or- 
peal en Let the Republican party be warned by that example of 

history. 

When we get up close together and mingle in daily intercourse we 
do not find that there is so much difference between the people of the 
different States and sections as we would imagine when reading par- 
tisan newspapers and sceing them as in ‘‘a glass darkly.” 

THE LOVE OF FREEDOM UNIVERSAL, 

There is one thing which the people of this country cherish in com- 
mon, which will be fanned into a flame in Vermont as in Louisiana, in 
Rhode Island as in Neyada, in Virginia as in Ohio, in New York as in 
Missouri, and that is, that sense of personal freedom, and of local right, 
and of home rule, and of State pride which lies at the foundation of 
this great Republic; and whenever the people by their acute instincts 
catch the idea and become thoroughly impressed with the conviction 
that here is a political party which intends to aggrandize itself by one 
broad sweeping plan of seizing the reins of Government, so that it 
will always be a matter in its own breast to determine whether or not 
it will lay them down, that instant you will sce the Democratic squads 
in the New England towns and in the Western settlements widening 
into Democratic battalions; and if, after the test is made of the ex- 
periment, the Republican party goes down with this rotten structure 
devised to bridge over a depression of its fortunes, it will ‘‘fall like 
Lucifer, never to rise again.” 

TUE SCHEME OF PERPETUITY OF POWER IN THE PENDING BILL, 

Before Iattempt to re-enforce the very able argument which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has made on one clause of 
this bill, I beg leave to again set before the Senate ad of its gen- 
eral scheme of operation. In the first place, the head and front, the 
mainspring of the election machinery of the United States, is in this 
bill the President of the United States himself, and we have suggested 
to our minds at the starting point the utter incongruity of making the 
Chief Magistrate of this nation the head of the election machinery 
which is to be applied to his own election and to the election of Rep- 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1447 


resentatives—not to bis own election co nomine, but to his own election 
ex necessitate, 

Mr. STEWART. . Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to give notice of a motion and to have it 
read at the desk, which I shall make at the proper time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I move that the bill 11, R. 15045 be recommitted to the Committee on Priv- 
fleges and Elections with instruction to so amend the bill as ‘to provide for elec- 
tions of members of Congress on days when no other elections are heldin the 
several States, and so nsto provide for separate and independent registration of 
such electors as may be qualified to voto for members of Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. I now give notice that Ishall offer such an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Why not take it up now? 

Mr. STEWART. Imerely give notice of my intention to offer it. 
Letit be printed and lie on the table, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed and lie on the table. 
The Senator from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the first step in this electoral machin- 
ery, the first link in this electoral machine, the presiding justice, so to 

k, of this new national electoral commission, is the President of the 

nited States. The next step is the circuit-court judge. Who is the 

circuit judge? He is the appointee of the President of the United 
States. 

The next link in this electoral chain are the chief supervisors. Who 

are they? They are the appointees of the circuit judges, the political 

ndchildren of the President of the United States. The next link 
fh the electoral chain are the canvassing boards. They are also the 
appointees-of the judges. So the President first, the judge next, 
the supervisor and the canvassing board next. That is one-half of the 
circle, Then the canvassing boards appointed by the judge send up 
their returns to the judges from whom they received their appointment, 
Then the judge finally determines the manner, without other testimony 
than that of the partisan officers under him, and the return is made to 
the Secretary of State, the right-hand man appointed by the President 
of the United States. There is the circle of never-ending power, the 
endless chain of partisan perpetuity. 

The ancients, as Ihave read, pictured perpetuity andimmortality by 
acircle, Ithas no beginning; it has no end; and when they became 
trade toe kL they portrayed the circle in the form of a serpent with 

is tail in his mouth. Mr. President, here is the political power of 
the United States all engrossed in this circular chain that turns around 
forever and forever and forever. The common parlance of the street 
has sometimes designated such shapes as this as ‘‘rings,’’ and we all 
know what a ringis. When there is a combine in a city and when 
the various officers and their outside allies combine together to touch 
elbows and to work out certain personal advantages to themselyes by 
their self-supporting arrangements, the vulgar name of this perpetual 
circle is a ring, and this ring, constructed here under the name of hav- 
ing s fair and impartial election, bears upon its curve the trade-mark 
of its maker, ‘‘ John I, Davenport fecit. 

Mr. President, if this bill should become a law there may be polit- 
ical revolutions and upheavals in the United States; there may be 
change of opinions; Farmers’ Alliances and labor organizations may 
form; Democratic parties may rise up; but power under the Govern- 
ment of the United States can never be acquired unless the rings con- 
sent thereto. The political serpent has his tail in his mouth. 

INDELICACY AND IMPROPRIETY OF TINS BILL. 

Tt will be perceived that if this billshould go into operation, a condi- 
tion arises that is in itself degrading to the office of President and alike 
degrading to the office of judge. Itis the eve of election, let us say. 
The storm of popular passions is raging over the land, there is a va- 
cancy ina circuit judgship, and the President is surrounded by his 
political friends and he is looking around for an appointee. 

Mr. A is mentioned, an able lawyer, a high-minded gentleman, a 
man who would dignify and adorn the bench, a man who can never 
be approached with the suggestion of political partiality. A Mr. B is 
also recommended. Mr. Bisa man of affairs. He is an active poli- 
tician. He will stick to his friends. If he is judge he will control 
the appointment of the chief supervisor of New York or some other 
great State, and the chief supervisor will have two or three thousand 
subordinate supervisors to appoint on the eve of election, and may, 
with the marshals, under this bill, multiply deputy marshals at $5 a 
day to infinity. Then the men who control the wards and run the 
meetings in New York or some other State, the men who are political 
bosses, the men who sway the masses that are formed into political 
organizations, send their spokesmen down to see the President and 
they say, ‘‘Mr. Bis the man for judge. He isa very good lawyer, of 
tolerably fair reputation, and will see to it that the two or three thou- 
sand supervisiors will be ‘on ourside,’ andlit is a doubtful State.” 

Mr, President, what is going to happen? Well, I can not say what is 

oing to happen; but I know what might happen, and I know thata 

ree American citizen who has been taught from his infancy that self- 
help is the best help, that the manhood that stands on its native heath 


and defends its own liberty is the true manhood, that the town or 
county or State that can make its impress on its own institutions is 
the model community—I know tbat such citizens will say, ‘‘God de- 
liver us from this political judge.” But you will haye him if this bill 
passes, and he will be in Massachusetts, and in New York, and in Vir- 
ginia, and in Texas, and the President of the United States will be un- 
der aspersion, the judiciary will be under aspersion, all the officers 
that proceed from such possible combinations will be under aspersion, 
and, whether they be truly or not actuated by impure motives, the 
suggestion of impurity is so strong from the mere juxtaposition of pow- 
ers that all the prima facie testimony repels and rebuts the idea that 
a man who would construct such a plan is the friend of honest elec- 
ons. 
NO PEOPLE's GOVERNMENT CAN EXIST UNLESS THE PEOPLE CAN CONTROL POWER, 

Mr. President, what this country is suffering from here and now, 
what it has been suffering from for years, and what it will continue to 
suffer from more and more as the days go by, is the congestion of its 
oficial arrangements, with the result of making it almost impossible 
that the will of the people can communicate and interpret itself and 
lay its hands upon official power. Do not let us deceive and mislead 
ourselves by the pleasing terms with which we decorate speeches on 
festal occasions, Yon can not have a people's government if you sep- 
arate the government from the pevple so that they can not lay their 
hands on it, A people’s government in the nature of things can never 
be anything else but a government in which the people as masters can 
ay their hands upon the agent and say ‘‘ Begone !” if he does notsnit 
them. ` 

Under this bill there is no people’s government in plan or specifica- 
tion, buf an arrangement which has been perfected with the utmost 
ingenuity so to segregate and mass the powers of Sverre awuy 
from the people that they can never get their hands on them, The 
Government, if this bill should become a law, stands behind a massive 
fortress and looks over at the people. They may surroundit, but they 
can never enter it. ` And upon the eve of election does not every one 
know thatall of these oficial agencies will be concentrated by the po- 
cts aes that manipulates them upon the weak points of its oppo- 
sition 

DANGEROUS CONDITIONS GENERATED DY TIIS BILL. 

Now, suppose a case. The House of Representatives is very close, 
we will say, and it is very evident to the forecast of the sagacious poli- 
tician who is overlooking the prospect and anticipating the result that 
ten or fifteen members will throw the majority in the Houso one way 
or another. What will be the result? Why, in that State which is 
doubtful, in that vicinage which, according to expectation, will have 
the balance of power, you will see the deputy marshals by the thou- 
sands, you will see the canvassing boards of the United States not in 
some novel situation such as you have never contemplated, but justin 
the position that the canvassing boards of Louisiana and Florida were 
in 1876, when the visiting statesmen swarmed around them. 

Mr, President, I called the attention of the Senate and of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Privileges and Elections to the fact that 
when such a thing became ble, and on one occasion actually ex- 
isted, under the system of election laws which had grown up under 
our Constitution, he himself was the agency which eliminated it; 
and on the statute books of the United States for 1887 there will be 
found now a law providing that the determination as to who are the 
electors of a State shall be solely the matter of thatState; that the de- 
cision of its supreme court shall not anywhere be questioned. 

What was the occasion of the law which was formulated, and which 
passed through this body, and which I was gratified to vote for? It 
was a condition that existed in Louisiana and in Florida in 1876, when 
visiting statesmen from all over this land congregated around the elec- 
toral boards, bringing to bear upon those who were to determine the 
result all influences that could possibly be brought to bear npon human 
nature, And seeing that we should not leave our system as it stood 
before, upon that doubtful basis, the wise men of all political parties 
united to put up a fence to bar off its recurrence. 

Now, in this bill as to our Congressional elections, upon which no 
less than upon the elections of electors, rest the stability of our insti- 
tutions and the easy working of their machinery, the very agencies 
which employ themselyes to build the fence in one case are now em- 
ployed here in tearing down the fence they built; and, as under the 
old system, until that boundary line was thus ized, you saw 
flocking upon the weak points political agents of high and low degree, 
and all the constraint and pressure that men could bring upon men fo- 
cused upon those points. So that experience teaches us and the very 
nature of the case informs us that when you produce the conditions 
which are brought about by this bill you invite the repetition of the 
disgraceful scenes which contaminated the history of our country in 
1876. 


THE DICTATOR INVITED BY THIS BILL, 


Mr, President, it is all very well for gentlemen to spurn and con- 
temn the idea of being partisans. It is all very well for them to paint 
water-color frescoessuch as that I read in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
about the Electoral Commission from the Senator from Massachusetts, 
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Did we not see then and will we not see again, if we invite the same 
conditions, the executive powers of this Government brought to bear 
in eyery form to work political results as they have worked them out 
heretofore? 

And, Mr. President, after the result desired had been obtained in 
1876, what became of the canvassing board and of the various official 
agencies which had assisted them in the operation of their various 
functions? The people who had assisted did not gosingle file, butlike 
misfortune went in battalions into office, offices conferred by the bene- 
ficiaries of their decision. Is human nature in 1892 going to be differ- 
ent from what human nature was in 1876? And does not every man 
know, as well as he knows anything which is not subject to the physi- 
cal cognizance of hissenses, that if this bill becomes a Jaw you putit 
absolutely in the power of the first President who conceives the idea 
of making himself dictator to become so without unfurling his colors 
and standing in the bold garbof a manly usurper? ` 

With the judiciary at his fect, the creatures of his appointment— 
and I do not use the word creature in a disreputable sense—with the 
supervisors and their canvassing boards as their creatures, and with 
their work immediately transmitted back to the Secretary of State, 
where the President can watch the machine as it produces the manu- 
factured goods, does not everybody see as plainly as a pikestaff with 
an electric light blazing on top of it that the first bad man who he- 
comes President of the United States and who wants to make himself 
dictator can do so just as easily as a little boy can puta row of dom- 
inoes together and by touching the first one knock down the whole 
line? 

A REPUBLIC AT THE MERCY OF ONE MAN IS HOPELESS, 

Mr, President, I do not think that we have had in recent years, or 
are likely to have in our immediate day and generation, any man who 
would conceive the idea of making himself the master of the country. 
But a republic which is willing to put its liberties at the mercy of one 
man, be he good, bad, or indifferent, is not worth a piece of paper ora 
pinch of snuff. If George Washington were alive to-day and if we 
had a guaranty that he would live for forty years, Ishould be unwill- 
ing to make him the dictator of this country, and I thank God he was 
a man who in peace times atleast would never have desired to be; and 
if he were alive to-day, I believe, as firmly as I believe that I stand 
here as an humbledisciple of Democracy to speak against this measure, 
that he who warned his countrymen so wisely and so justly against evil 
measures would give the weight of his great name and example to the 
opposition, and that he would shrink from himself occupying a position 
as Chief Magistrate of this nation if he was made himself the boss and 
dictator of a machine in which he could generate himself back into his 
position as often as he had the desire to do so. 


CONSOLIDATION THE DANGER OF REPUBLICS. 


Mr, President, there is a distinguished scholar in Massachusetts, that 
land of letters which has furnished to this country so many historians, 
essayists, orators, and statesmen who have adorned its history, who in 
one page of his admirable work, which was the fruitage of many years 
of study and reflection, has summed upin his judgment what has been 
the cause of decline in republican institutions in other lands and ages, 
and I commend the words which I read from the pages of Nahum 
Capen, of Massachusetts, to those who are willing to consider this sub- 
ject with a broader gaze than that which is fastened upon a political 
device or opportunity. He said: 

Ancient republics failed, not because the principles of democracy lost their 
vitality and ceased to exist, but because society wás in a consolidated condi- 
tion. They died from lack of principle, or of con jon, They were theories 
without the means of practice, systems without the means ofaction. Power 
can not be exercised without subdivision of means. The mind has its various 
faculties, and each faculty hus its means of manifestation, and all are governed 
by unalterable laws of unity. 

The human has its numerous members, and each member ita special 
fanction, but without completeness of parts and independence of function the 
animal economy would cease. So of a republic made up of separate states. 
Each state must bhaye a distinct organization and growth, a defined sphere of 
action, and within that sphere enjoy all the prerogatives of sovereignty neces- 
sary to its independence as a state. Without such independence a state would 
not be prepared to make apart of arepublic. It would be no part. A nom- 
inal part ofa whole isan absurdity. A perfect whole can not be made of in- 
complete parts. 

Mr. President, this keen analyst probed into and diagnosed that 
great disease from which republics have fallen. Thus has he pictured 
with a pencil of light the danger before us, to warn us against tread- 
pem those steps which have led them downward. ‘‘Congestion.’? 
What does that mean where youapplyit toanation? We know what 
ie pre in the individual system; it is when the blood becomes cen- 
t and ceases to circulate may in its channels; but have we thought 
of it and do we sufliciently realize the danger of an attack of conges- 
tion in this nation? 

We have it now; we have it here; and the only remedy which the 
Republican party can suggest for it is the remedy of the tyrant, the 
eutting of the Gordian knot. Their remedy is to ride roughshod, 
booted, and spurred over whosoever dares to stand in their pathway; 
and if I had no other objection to this bill I shonld look upon it with 
suspicion when I remember the fact that no legislative body in this 
land ever put their sanction to it where free speech still lived. 


FREE SPEECH AND THIS BILL AT WAR WITH EACH OTHER. 

Free speech and this bill are as much at war with oue another as are 
light and darkness. It could not be born in the daytime where the 
free spirit of the American Representative and of the American Senator 
stood watch and ward and warned the people by every manner in which 
ennon could be exerted that the very citadel of their liberties was 

ny: f; 

I will not speak, Mr, President, of what might happenin this body. 
I will not anticipate the possibility of an outrage which would ‘make. - 
the nation shudder; I will refuse to believe it can contemplate the 
birth of this bill through such agencies as tyrants and ursurpers 
and dictators devise where they wish to deceive, to dragoon and to 
destroy the people. Suficient to the day is the evil thereof, and liy- 
ing ina land which always fights for to-day and hopes for sunshine on 
the morrow, looking to the realization and to the perfection and to the 
fruitage of the good, the true, the noble, and the free, I will not for 
a moment now distress my mind with any anticipation that this bill 
eonia possibly become a law under the auspices of parliamentary lynch 

aw. 
FREE SPEECH IN THE SENATE ESPOUSED BY TIE SENATOR FROM 
SETTS IN TIE YOUTH’S COMPANION, 

And, Mr. President, I must render my thanks, even at this juncture, 
to the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Privilegesand Elec- 
tions who has at least given the country the assurance, and who has 
proffered to his associates here a guaranty, that if anyone else should 
attempt to destroy free speech in the Senate, those of us who advocate 
it may anticipate to welcome into our ranks hisableassistance. Ihave 
read many articles about the Senate of the United States inlaw books 
and magazines, in newspapers and in other commentaries, and I do not 
remember to have read one which more distinctly and emphatically 
portrayed the glory of this body as resting upon its ancient prerogative 
of free speech than that which the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts contributed to the Youth’s Companion. 

That article is already upon its wings to many a hamlet and home 
in the United States, instructing the American youth, who used to 
look to the days of Hancock and Adams as fountains of American lib- 
erty, that there is still one here who is able to teach them and to guide 
their footsteps on those broad highways of light which lead up to the 
higher freedom. I know, Mr. President, that it can not be contem- 
plated that those who sympathize with the views and hopes of that 
gentleman will shut off the debate, or, pooma they attempt to do it, 
they would more deeply insult him and his teachings than were they 
to refuse to pass this bill. 

DELAYS IN THIS BILL NECESSITATED BY ITS ADVOCATES, 

Mr. President, like many of us here I have regretted that this bill 
has occupied so much of the time which was needed ‘to be expended 
upon other and more pressing measures, and if the Democratic side of 
this Chamberhas engaged its attention longer onsome days than is i te 

b 


MASSACIIU- 


I should fail of my duty did I not call attention to the fact that the 
delays haye been necessitated by the authors and promoters of this 
and that they must take their full share of the responsibility. 

On July 7, 1890, this bill was laid upon the table of the Senate. 
Not until July 25, two weeks and a half afterwards, did the chairmin 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections cause it even to bo re- 
ferred tohiscommittee. It wasnotuntil August? that it was reported, 
and while I have no doubt that the chairman of the committee would 
have been glad to have an earlier hearing, I point out the fact that 
the Senate has on every occasion on which it has come in competition 
with the necessary business of the country shown its wisdom and its 
proper appreciation of its responsibility, which Carlyle says is a wise 
thing to do in life, doing the thing that lay next to it. 

THE TARIFF AND CURRENCY QUESTIONS GIVEN JUST PRECEDENCE. 

It was justly thought that the tariff at the last session should occupy 
the attention of the Senate as itwas an issue which had been raised Né- 
fore the people, canvassed and discussed before the people, and as it 
was a necessary incident to our financial system. It was justly con- 
ceded, too, by the Senate some two weeks ago that the great question 
of currency and of free coinage should have a right of way in the Senate, 
and if other measures haye been retarded, if there are whole sections 
and States, and largo bodies all over this land, which are looking to 
Congress to address itself to those affairs upon which their interests de- 
pend, I remind them that not from this side of the Chamber has their 
business been delayed, not from this side of the Chamber has come 
objection or obstruction to the natural and just coursés of legislation. 

THE COMMITTEE HAS CAUSED DELAYS. 

Nay, Mr. President, withont seeking to make strictures upon the 
committee and being indjsposed to indulge in any severity of criti 3 
it is but just to truth that I should remind them and the Senate of the 
fact that they seem indeed by their course to have encouraged, not to 
say designed, delay. 

When the bill from the House was laid upon our table we found it an 
exceedingly voluminous measure, widespread in its provisions and far- 
reaching in its results. The work of the House of Representatives on 
this subject which came forth as the result of those business methods 
which have been recently applauded in certain localities was immedi- 
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ately repudiated and set aside by the Committee on Privilegesand Elec- 
tions of this body, and thedetails of a House bill with which members 
had been made somewhat familiar through the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD; the newspapers, and public speeches were instantly dismissed as 
obsolete information. Those who had studied the subject up to its 
period of introduction to our consideration found that they were some- 
what like boys who haying gone to an old field school and then toa 


city college had to learn their Latin pronunciation all over again, and- 


while studying the same to be instructed, as is were, in a new lan- 


guage. 

Not only did the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Sen- 
ate refuse toindorse and utterly disapprove of the workmanship on the 
other side of the Capitol, but they looked upon the entire structure as 
it was introduced from the House as so completely wrong in its archi- 
tecture that, utterly refusing even to repair and amend it, they castit 
out wholly, and themselves introduced and presented to the Senate a 
fabric of which they and their associates and advisers were the authors, 


NO REPORT TO ENLIGIITEN US AS TO TOE BILL, 


And, although the two bills were so different from each other and 
although both of them were so voluminous and comprehensive, al- 
though the Committee on Privileges and Elections knew that the in- 
formation es to the first would be unavailing as to the second in large 
measure, they brought both bills into this body without making any 
report in which they detailed the differences, and it is a curious thing 
that up to this time, now the 17th day of January, 1891, here are two 
measures competing for favor in the Senate which have been here for 
six months, and up to this time no member of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections has honored the Senate, of which they are the com- 
mittee assistants, by either recording in a report or expounding in a 
speech what are the differences between them. Sothatafter this bill 
has been six months here, if we must spend our nightly toil in sitting 
out these voluminons statutes and deliberating over them in order to 
reach a conclusion as to where our judgment and conscience may re- 
pea not as yet upon the floor of the Senate or in the archives of its 

iterature has the committee which has this measure in charge ever so 
much as burned a farthing candle to indicate to us where the difter- 
ences lie and what are the occasions of their preference for the one bill 
over the other, 

Therefore, Mr. President, if at this juncture we stand at the very 
threshold of investigation and discussion, and if we must ascertain 
for ourselves facts which briefer investigation and shorter consump- 
tion of time might have done on their part, we must thank the zeal 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I share in the regret 
that they have occupied so much time and zeal to get a decision when 
they have occupied so little time in telling us the difference between 
the two things that have to be heard. 

Nay, more, Mr, President. I do not utter the suggestion with any 
reproachful sense, butI must remind the Senate that the Committee 
on Privilegesand Elections, through one of its ablest spokesmen, has told 
the Senate that much of the work of this bill was very hastily done, 
apologizing as it were for certain lapses or mistakes which I know are 
incident to all legislation and of which I could not be otherwise than 
n lenient judge, 

Furthermore, let me remind those gentlemen who may be a little 
impatient of the delays which they themselves have in large measure 
assisted that all the improvements in this bill, if such they be, for 
which it seems we are about to be indebted to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, are due to the Democratic patience which has ad- 
dressed itself so thoughtfully to duty and to the discussion upon this 
floor, which has been exercised under those precious privileges and pre- 
rogatives the necessity of which this bill itselfso profoundly illustrates, 

Mr. President, I should also remind the Senate, in justice to those 
with whom I sympathize in opinion, that up to the present hour and 
indeed not until to-day, if yet it has happened, haye we had fairly and 
fully before us the identical physical bill upon which we are to operate 
in offering our amendments. Iwill not go again intoany detail of the 
incident that transpired when it was discovered that by one of those mis- 
takes which are incidental to hasty le tion a bill appeared here which 
was repudiated in some of its provisions by the committee, and which 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] made haste to show by his 
affidavit that they had pre to be reported in a different fashion. 
What has become of the affidavit of the Senator from Vermont I know 
not, but it seems that under changes which have continued to operate 
in the mind of the committee it is one of those pieces of political furni- 
ture which have fallen into innocuous desuetude. 


LAWS SHOULD BE CLEAR IN THEIR MEANING. 


Mr. President, I turn my attention to that provision in this bill 
which was so ably and earnestly discussed by the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], Before I had the opportunity of confer- 
ence with him my own mind had worked much in the same groove as 
his own, and I had myself prepared an amendment to be offered to the 
fourteenth section in which I would have recommended the Senate to 
declare that the United States boards of canyassers who may be con- 
stituted or appointed and all the supervisors and of all election officers 


under this act are to be deemed ministerial only, and it is not the in- 
tent of this act to confer upon them any judicial power whatsoever. 

Mr. President, I do not recall another occasion in my political ex- 

rience in which it has been contended on the floor of a deliberative 

y that the meaning and intent of the law was just that which its 
opponents assigned, and then that concession was accompanied with 
the persistent refusal to'permit the law tosay exactly what its authors 
said they meant. If I were the advocate of any law which I wished 
to be clearly understood and accepted, and which my political oppo- 
nents interpreted as I did, but informed me that it would be more 
acceptable to them to say in so many words exactly what they said 
they meant, I should look upon it in the first place as due to conr- 
tesy and consideration, they sharing with me the responsibility of the 
lawmaker, to accept their adyice in which I concurred, and I should 
look upon it as ungracious upon my part if I declined to permita 
gentleman, who said there may be doubt in other minds, to let the 
light into my work, to do so. Any political party and any statesman 
and any who stand on the floor of a great legislative body and continu- 
ously and persistently refuses to allow the clearance of doubts about 
law which is to be put before the people, subjects himself, or themselves, 
to just suspicion. When we know that just such questions as those 
which were raised under the vague and shadowy lines of this law have 
been the sources of contention in many States, have led to litigation 
and strife, the refusal of the lawmaker to make his meaning clear is 
to conspire with litigation and to invite strife; and instead of being 
worthy of the benign benediction, ‘‘ Blessed is the peacemaker,’’ such 
lawmakers deserve the reprobation of the people. 

Mr. President, we should remember that this is one of those laws 
belonging to a class of laws which ofall others should be simple, plain, 
clear, and unambiguous. If we were making a rule for the Supreme 
Court of the United States we would be justified in speaking technical 
language of the law, for we would know that those to whom it was 
addressed would interpret it as they would a native or an acquired 
tongue; but this proposed law is not made for lawyers and judges 
alone; it is a law to be distributed all over this land, to go throughout 
the countryside, where such things as the difference between judicial 
and ministerial functions haye never been discussed and where the 
untechnical mind is unprepared to discuss them. 

And yet, Mr. President, when we are using in this bill the keen- 
edged tools of the law, which are often abused, we are told by the chair- 
man, or at least the course of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions is as much to say to us, we shall refuse to clear this pathway and 
will not admit this law to go forth to the people in undisputed and un- 
questioned form. : ' 

Mr. President, there isa great book which says there are those who 
love darkness better than light, and it assigns the reason, because their 
deeds are evil. There are those who advocate this bill who love dark- 
ness better than light and who refuse the light even when they ac- 
knowledge it. Iwill not venture to assign the reason. 

THE SIMULACRUM OF A COURT IN THE FOURTEENTH SECTION, 

Mr. President, I look now to the structure of the fourteenth section. 
This section of the bill is an exceedingly peculiar one. As fruitful of 
comment and criticism upon itas the Senator from West Virginia has 
been, I find in it other objectionable features than those upon which 
he has so powerfully commented. I call the attention of the Senator 
in the arae piune to the fact that the fourteenth section presents to the 
mind the simulacrum or effigy of a court. If an individual were to 
walk down thestreet dressed as that section is dressed I should at once 
take him for a judge. The section has a judicial atmosphere pervad- 
ingit. It wears the robe of ajudge. It draws into the canvassing 
board the furniture of court, and the only thing that it has omitted is 
that part which was put in by the bad artist who drew a horse. It 
has not written under the picture ‘‘This is a court.” 

But follow me for one moment now, Mr. President, and see how 
complete is the image of a court which is put before the public. In 
the tirst piace, the United States canvassers are to meet at a certain 
time, and one of said three persons is to be named as chairman of the 
board. ‘This is the presiding judge of the quasi court, They are to 
take an oath to support the constitution of the State and then the Con- 
stitution of the United States in solemn form,whichisallright. Then 
they areto appoint a clerk. What kind of official product is this clerk 
to be? He can not be an officer of the United States like the clerk of a 
court, because no judge appoints him, and there is no anthority in Con- 
gress to confer upon a canvassing board the authority to appoint an 
officer. So, while he is styled a clerk and is set up by the side of the 
canvassing board, he is not an officer of the United States. He is not 
invested with the dignity which all over this land, in every county,in 
every circuit, in every town, and in the courts of the United States 
and in the State courts, is always invested in that officer who handles 
records and who performs the ministerial duties of the court. So, 
while the name is the same and the function is the same, the official 
dignity and sanction are lacking. 

WHY A SEAL AND WHAT SEAL For TIIE CANVASSING BOARD. 

Then these three canvassers and this clerk of the United States can- 
yassing board are to-haye aseal. Whatis that for, Mr. President? What 
on earth does the United States board of canvassers want with a seal? 
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The President of the United States may use the great seal of the United 
States, and the governor of a State the great seal of a State, and the 
Executive Departments have their executive seals; so the judicial de- 
artment of the United States has its seal; but what on earth does the 
nited States canvassing board want with a seal and what appropriate 
function is there for a seal in connection with the United States can- 
vassing board? Mr. President, the logic that attaches a seal to the 
United States canvassing board is very much like the fine logic of Lord 
Coke when he described in very luminous language of what a seal con- 
sisted, and if I recollect aright this was his definition: Sigillum est cera 
impressa, quia cera ñon impressa est non sigillum. Mr. President, I must 
translate that for the benefit of some of my Democratic friends, and I 
will do it according to my best recollection. The translation of it is 
this: ‘‘A seal is wax impressed, because wax not impressed is not a 
seal. 2? 
I draw the attention of the Senate to the facility following the con- 
clusion from the premises assumed, and this model piece of logic was 


evidently the logic which animated the Committee on Privileges and: 


Elections. A United States canvassing board should havea seal, be- 
cause unless the law givesthema seal they will not have aseal. Now, 
in both propositions I admit the premises are well taken, and the con- 
clusion follows, but what tinence a seal has to the election bill of 
the United States is an undiscovered thing which I cannot conceive of. 
Mr. President, there was an object in it. It was to make the can- 
vassing board look like a court; that was it, 
HOW CAN A BOARD “CONTROL” ATTENDANCE OF SUPERVISORS? 

Then a deputy marshal is to be detailed to wait upon this canvass- 
ing board in the attitude of sheriff. Now, I go a little further, where 
the game of playing court seems to meet with some hittle difliculty; 
that is, in speaking of the authority and duties of this canvassing board. 
Here is one of them: 

It shall also be authorized and empowered to summon and compe! the attend- 
ance before it of the supervisors of election who served on election day, etc, 

“Summon” is a courtly word; it belongs to the language of the 
bench. Butthereis difficulty when you come to the next words, ‘‘com- 
pel the attendance” of supervisors. 

Now I ask my learned friend from Wisconsin, who, able and accom- 
plished lawyeras he is, I am sure has either overlooked this clause or can 
assign some reason for it, by what process cana United States canvass- 
ing board compel a man to come beforeit? Ishall be gladif the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin would tell me how a United States canvassing 
board can compel a witness to come before it, 

Mr. SPOONER. I havegiven some attention to the remarks which 
have just fallen from the lipsof the Senator. As to the mystery which 
pervades in his mind the provisions and pu of section 14 in the 
aspect to which he is jast now alluding, the Senator insists that it is a 
marvelous, an astounding, and an inexplicable thing, except upon one 
hypothesis, that this canvassing board should havea seal. ‘‘ What in 
the world are they to do with a seal?’’ he asks, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am delighted to hear my distin- 
guished friend See the case, but I only asked him a question, how 
they could compel the attendance of a witness. My friend will not 
forget the question unless—— 

Mr. SPOONER. My friends on the other side are falling into the 
habit, whenever they want someinformation, of naming and asking me 
to give it, and they must not at the same time fix a limit to what I 
should say in reply to their questions. 

The Senator said the object of providing that this canvassing board 
shall have a seal is to make it look like a court, as if every tribunal 
andeyery board and every institntion that has a seal is therefore to look 
likea court. Ionly wanted to remind the Senatorin this connection as I 
went along that they have a county government in the State of Wis- 
consin anda county board of supervisors, and they have a seal, 

Iam sure my friend from Virginia would not very seriously insist 
before a court that they were given that seal in order to make them 
look like a court. No more is the giving of this board of canvassers a 
seal to make them look like a court. ‘They issue a paper, thatis under 
the provisions of that section I believe to be issued in triplicate, per- 
haps in quadruplicate, and is to be the evidence to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives of the right of a man to be placed upon the 
rolls and of his right e where until overturned by the House to sit 
in the House, and the object of giving to this board of canvass (and 
that provision came from the House, as most of these provisions did) 
in the House bill is to attest the certificate of election issued by that 
board of supervisors, which clothes the to whom it is issued 
an this, I may say a prima facie, right to a seat ns a member of the 

ouse. 

In to this section, as I haye often said, I do not feel myself 
charged at all with the association or the necessity for asserting that in 
phraseology the bill may not be improved. I never have known a bill 
of any consequence to be reported to the Senate and to become the sub- 
ject of debate which was not in very many wy as a measure and 
otherwise amended in its progress through the Senate. 

Ido not think this board under the provisions of the bill as itis drawn 

uired—I am not certain for I havenot looked through it within 


a few days and not with reference to this question—the attendance of 
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asupervisor. Perhaps they are punished if they neglect to appear in 
response toa summons. But call it s summons. I know in some of 
the States, I do not know but‘in‘most of the State election laws, the 
canvassing board is authorized to send for and require the attendance 
of the subordinates or local canvassing officer in order that they may 


find perhaps a return which is defective as to figures, in order thatsome .. - 


inconsistency may be explained, or it may be ascertained anyway 
whether it is an inconsistency in fact or only apparent. 

I think some provision is made for requiring those officers to obey 
the request of the canvassing board. This bill, as I recollect it, pro- 
vides in this section that they are to summon these supervisors where 
there is an apparent inconsistency in the returns or a conflict between 
those sent from the chief supervisor and those forwarded by the clerk 
of the circuit court in order that they may determine, just as the State 
canvassing boards determine, whether it is a real inconsistency which 
they can not correct or whether it is only apparent. 

I am not certain that there is any particular point in the use of the 
word “compel.” If there isnot, itean bestricken out. The essential 
provision, as I understand it, is the authority to call the supervisors 
before them for the purpose indicated in the sections. 

I took occasion to say in remarks submitted to the Senate the other 
day as to this section 14 that I was not by any means certain it might 
not be so construed, as the Senator constrnes it, as conferring upon 
this board power other than quasi-judicial or ministerial, and that if 
there were any doubt about that itshould be excluded by amendment. 

I beg the Senator’s pardon for having gone beyond perhaps thestrict 
line of his question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I took the liberty toask the Senator 
while not upon the floor this question, in the utmost good faith, for in- 
formation because I knew that as a learned Jawyer he would instantly 
apprehend the weightof thesuggestion, and that with the candor which 
characterizes him he would give a frank answer. I am not disap- 
pointed in his response. ‘The Senator recognizes the pertinency of the 
criticism. Nor is it one which in its results and effects is slight, 

Here is a piece of legislation emanating originally from the Senate 
of the United States. Itis not the bill cf another body. If we send 
fortha piece of work which will be the laughing-stock of lawyers and 
tend to blind rather than to enlighten, we can not excuse ourselves. 
Here is a bill in which Congress is asked to give authority to a can- 
yassing board, who it is said are merely ministerial officers, to summon 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses before them; and yet there 
is no process of compulsion. 

ATTENDANCE BEFORE TIE CANVASSING BOARD CAN NOT BE COMPEDLED. 

Mr, President, this is evil and nothing but evil in many ways. A 
canvassing board is organized. It does summon and if does seek to 
compel the appearance of people before it, and the citizen is intimi- 
dated and may be made a suppliant to persons who haye no more right — 
to order him than the Emperor of China has. You can not confer 
authority upon one man in this country or on any body but a court 
to compel men to do anything. You may give a remedy for damages 
for one against another if that other wrongs him, but the American 
citizen stands above and beyond the compellingof any other man, un- 
less he speaks asa judge under the sanction of law. You can not say 
unto him as the centurion in the Scripture, ‘‘Come, and hecometh; go, 
and he goeth.” He is master of himself, and, Mr. President, I shall 
never consent to write in the statutes of the United States that a board 
possessing no judicial functions of the Jaw can compel men before it. 

Mr. President, this is ridiculous inanotheraspect. You may author- 
ize the board of canyassers to compel a citizen before it, but how can 
they do it after you have authorized them? ‘‘I can call spirits from 
the vasty deep.” ‘‘Why, so can I, or so can any man; but will they 
come when youdo call for them?’ Willtheycome? The canvassing 
board orders a man to come. Suppose he does not; what is the cin- 
vassing board going todo abont it? All they can do about it is to 
acknowledge their impotence and that the Senate has made them ridic- 
ulous by putting a cap and bells upon their brow. Mr. President, as 
they can not compel the man to come and none but a judge or a mili- 
tary officer can compel a recalcitrant person to come before him, this 
statute has placed them in a ridiculous attitude. 

True, there is the provision: 


Any supervisor of election who shall fail, neglect, or refuse, without good and 
sufficient excuse, to obey any summons of said board to so attend at the time 
and place required therein shall be liable to arrest, and upon conviction thereof 
pay a finc of not more than $500. 


Not that he shall be guilty of an offense, not that he shall have com- 
mitted a high crime or misdemeanor, but by not coming he shall be 
‘liable to arrest, and upon conviction thereof,” being liable to arrest, 
shall be fined. How proud Dogberry would be of such composition. 
If a man does not do a thing he is to be liable to arrest, and upon con- 
viction = eee he is to be fined. What offense he has committed 
is not stated. 


IMPERFECTIONS IN DETAILS. 


But, Mr. President, I see one thing in this bill which is character- 
istic. It is drawn by a man who had just enough knowledge of tha 
law to misemploy its terms, and he was looking at results, he wanted 
to take a bee line between refusal to obeya canvassing board and get- 
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ting the other fellow in jail, and he arrested him in a statute after the 
pattern of John I. Davenport in arresting citizens in New York; the 
warrants and charges are léft out as things superfluous, for the pro- 
cedure and the arrestand punishment are declared without a designa- 
tion or description of the crime. 

Then just at the end of this section there is another provision which, 
to say the least, is curious: 

The marshal of the United States in the judicial district in which any such 
board of canynassers shall be convened shall detail one of his deputies to attend 


its session and preserve order thereat, who shall be paid $5 day for attend- 
ance. 


Preserve order! That is a sheriff’s function in court; it is not any 
part of the business of the deputy marshal of the United States to pre- 
serve order anywhere. Under certain conditions they may stop a 
breach of the peace, but they are not the monitors and censors of society, 
to walk around to preserve order. That is the function of a sergeant- 
at-arms of a legislative body or a sheriff who speaks as the executing 
hand of a court. And, Mr. President, at the end of the section it says: 

Such marshal shall, by bis deputies, serye all summonses of said board. 


This seems to me peculiar. The marshal is to serve the notices, not 
in his own person; he must doit by a deputy. Why should we deny 
to the principal the right to do a thing which we are compelling him 
todo by an agent? This is clumsy; this is awkward; this is incon- 
gruous; this is inconsistent. This must have been written in one of 
those hasty moments when the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
was in tribulation about the tariff. 


JUDICIAL ASPECT GIVEN TO THE CANVASSING BOARDS, 


Mr, President, what is the summing up of all these criticisms? 
Taking each point separately, it isa flaw in thelaw. TheSenate will 
never consent to send this bill forth as its handiwork, being advised 
how imperfectly and how awkwardly it is constructed, But when you 
put all these flaws together they mean more than each one separately. 
They mean that you have constructed canvassing boards in the sem- 
blance of a court. Although the clerk can not be an officer you haye 
authorized it to appoint the clerk to be the custodian of records, a func- 
tion which only belongs to an officer. It means that a marshal of the 
United States by a deputy is to attend and be the sheriff. It means 
that the board is to have the power to summon witnesses, which is a 
judicial function; to compel attendance of witnesses, which is only a 
judicial function; and it is to have a seal, which imports both in com- 
mon law learning upon those instruments, which are used in the coun- 
try and in political and social use, that you can not go behind it. 

A seal in the law is a kind of screen, a fence, and it means to say 
upon its face, ‘* You can not go behind me,” If a man makes a bond 
with a seal and a plain note, and the note is without consideration, 
he can Beet! it; but if the bond be without consideration the seal says 
he shall not plead it. And when you see this canvassing board having 
the full investiture of the paraphernalia of a court, and finally giving 
it a seal, it means this, that the political parties who concocted this 
bill meant to get the returning boards on theirside, andthen whatever 
fraud, whatever injustice, whatever wrong, whatever injury had been 
done on the other side, the seal was to come up and say, ‘ You cannot 
get behind me.” Tt is another Louisiana and Florida case. 

It is true, Mr. President, there is a court provided for elsewhere in 
the bill, but that court is to act only upon whatthese people who had 
the sealsend them. The court itself can not go behind the seal except 
to sum up what was before the board. And in this creation of the 
court to come after the canvassing boards, the author of this bill has 
doubly violated the principles of law by conferring judicial functions 
upon a canvassing board and by leaving scarcely more than ministerial 
functions to be performed by the court. 

Mr. President, I would not be so earnestabout this matter; I might 
receive assertions and protestations that come up so fully from the 
other side that they mean these canvassing boards only to he minis- 
terial, but, Mr. President, I have a memory of what happened here a 
year ago. There wasa contested-clection case, and when I interro- 
gated the Senator from Massachusetts who had charge of it as to this 
ministerial and judicial question as applied to just such a case as will 
arise under this bill, though I interrogated once and invited'an answer 
twice, the Senator never answered. He has not answered to this day. 
I do not think he will ever ahswer. He never puthis answerinto the 
Record when so challenged in debate, and when I see him main- 
taining a provision in which the same machinery is introduced which 
was used there and when I remember how much he has relied in his 
political history upon the virtue of the returning board, I insist that 
this law shall be made so clear that he who runs may read it, and that 
it may be known of all men that we are attempting to pass off this 
pretended and disguised ministerial board upon the ignorant or upon 
the skilled ingenuity of the wicked as in fact a court. 


DIFFERENCES DETWEEN MINISTERIAL AND JUDICIAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. President, there are broad differences between ministerial and 
judicial officers. The power to fine for contempt is not a power that 
ever resided in ministerial offices. I read from the twentieth volume 
of the American Law Register, new series, for 1881, page 81: 

Contempt is a disobedience to the rules and orders of a court which hath 


power to punish for such an offense. And this word is used for a kind of mis- 
demeanor by doing what one is forbidden or not doing what is commanded, 

See Jacob's Law Dictionary, title “Contempt.” 

Here, Mr. President, there is an attempt in this provision of the bill 
to create the offense of contempt of a canvassing board, and when 
the statute goes on to say that if the party who is summoned to come 
before it does not come he shall be liable to arrest, and upon conviction 
shall be fined, it shows that either the designer was ignorant or that 
he was assimilating this process to that swift and ready action of a 
court when a recalcitrant witnessis in contempt, and when he is liable 
to instant arrest upon order of the court without warrant sued out, 
and may be brought before it and fined without indictment or present- 
ment, 

Mr. President, this is either the astute and cunning concoction of a 
most ingenious lawyer or it may be the concoction of ono who was just 
lawyer enough to-know the language of thelaw, but not judge enough 
to make its appropriate application. But, whether it be so designed 
or whether it be from the incompetence of learning, it is a most dan- 
gerous provision, easily tortured, easily perverted,and will be the sourco 
of endless delusion, deception, and possibly oppression, 

The differences between the ministerial and the judicial office are, 
I think, fourfold. First, there is a differencein liability. ‘The judge 
is not liable as is the ministerial or executive officer. In the second 
place, there is a difference in the effect of their conclusions. The one 
may be enforced by the power that gives it; the other must rest on 
other powers to entoree. There is a difference as to the power to dep- 
utize. A judicial officer can make no deputies, but merely ministerial 
officers may in some cases have a deputy to represent them. There is 
a difference in power. The power rests in the judge to enforce his de- 
cree. The power does not rest with the ministerial officer todo it, and 
when I see that in this case there is attempted to be given to one who is 
nota judge the power to compel and to enforce and seemingly to ar- 
rest, fine, and imprison, I apprehend that there is danger of others mis- 
taking whether these are in truth judicial powers or merely ministerial 
powers, as is professed. Thisis, therefore, eminently a case in whicha 
few short simple words should inform everybody exactly what isin- 
tended. When this section is perfected I may seek to expose the cru- 
dities and objectionable features of others. 

Mr. VEST. What is the question before the Senate? Is it tho 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dawesinthechair). The pend- 
ing question is upon the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] as modified, 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatisasubstitute for section 14 of the committee’s 


amendment? 
The Chair understands that that is 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that I have adopted the language 
of the original amendment of the committee eliminating those por- 
tions that could in any way give the board judicial functions. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment has been printed ? 

Mr. FAULKNER, It is in print. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the committee propose to offer some 
amendments to section 14, and I suggest that the amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia be laid aside until we have a chance to 
look at it alittle more. I want to offer some amendments to the sec- 
tion myself, and I should like to look at that amendment, I suggest 
to the Senator who has it in charge that some of the rather informal 
amendments be taken up and disposed of, those presented by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts from the committec or offered as his own. 
Some of them are quite informal, and I suggest to let the others lie 
over until we have a chance to look at them alittle more. I have not 
yet looked at the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin desires to offer some suggestions about it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust that unanimous consent will be given that 
the amendment be laid aside, not losing its place, 

Mr, FAULKNER. I suggest that the amendment go over until 
Monday. I presume that course will be convenient for the Senator 
from Wisconsin, who now, I suppose, represents the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator in charge of the bill is for the mo- 
ment out of the Chamber. I have no doubt that he would consent to 
the postponement of a vote upon this amendment until Monday. I 
think it would be advisable todo so. I gave notice the other day 
that I desired to offer an amendment to the latter part of the section, 
regulating the proceedings inthecourt. Whilethe amendment offered 
by the Senator from West Virginia isnot without merit by any means, 
I think it may be in one or two iculars considerably improved; 
and if it may go over until Monday we shall undoubtedly be ready 
then to present a carefully drawn amendment, covering the ground 
which he desires to cover and also that which I desire to move. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin, if 
he is in charge of the bill, that we go on with the consideration ot 
some of the other amendments that have been offered. Some of them 
are merely verbal. I have no interest in the matter except to expedite 
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business. It seems to me we might do that by getting a vote on some 
of these amendments. Quitea large number were offered by the chair- 
man of the committee a day or two since. 

Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk, to 
come in at the end of section 3. 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia goes over by unanimous consent without action to-day, 
but to be pending on Monday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is still pending to the bill, and of course no 
amendment will be offered to that section as coming from the chair- 
man of the committee or the other members of the committee until 
Monday,- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom West Virginia with- 
draws for the present his ainendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I do not withdraw the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Then the pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginih, upon which 
the Senate has ordered the yeas and nays to be taken, 

Mr. GORMAN. There isa request for unanimous consent that it 
may go over, keeping its place. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on the 
amendment be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Chair ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the amendment may informally go over until Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Tennessee requests 
nnanimous consent of the Senate that the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia may be informally laid aside for the present, until 
Monday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Tsuggest that the Chair put that as a request for 
unanimous consent by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to any amendment going over until Mon- 
day. I do not object to its being laid aside for the time being inform- 
ally. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over for the present. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object at all toits being laid aside for the 
time being, 
Mr. GORMAN, That is all right. 


Mr. FAULKNER. By unanimous consent. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to consent that it 
lie over until Monday. Is there objection to its being laid over in- 
formally for the present? ‘The Chair hears no objection. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. VEST. Now I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
of which I gave notice, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out all of section 1 down to the word 
“charged,” in line 5, on page 76, in the following words: 

That the chief supervisors of elections now in office, their successors, and 


such supervisors of elections as may hereafter be appointed under any law ot 
the United States, are charged, 

And insert: 

That the circuit court of the United States for each judicial circuit shall ap- 
pans on or before the Ist day of May, 1891, and thereafter as vacancies may 

m any cause occur, two chief supervisors of elections for each judicial dis- 
trict in said circuit, who shall bo citizens of the district, of good character, 
thirty years of age, and not members of the same political party, and who shall 
hold their offices for two years from the date of their appointment or until 
their successors are duly appointed and qualified. Before entering upon the 
discharge of their duties ai) ro so appointed shall make oath or afirma- 
tion before the judge of said circuit court that they will faithfully discharge 
the duties imposed upon them by Jaw as chief supervisors, and shall be, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there are two salient features in this 
bill. The one is the change made from existing law as to the appoint- 
ment and powersof chief supervisor. The next is in the creation of 
the canvassing board. If I were called upon to eliminate all unim- 
portant or relatively unimportant features from the bill and to con- 
centrate the essence or, as I consider it, the virus of this measure in 
two provisions, I should put it in the two I have mentioned. 

Now, let me call the attention of Senators who feel any interest in 
this matter, and I am not speaking for delay, but in good faith and 
in order to remedy what I consider fatal objections to the bill if it is 
to become a law—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the amend- 
ment which he has just offered has been printed ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. I gave noticeof it some time ago. 

Now, let me call the attention of Senators on both sides of the Cham- 
ber the existing law in order to show the importance of this amend- 
men 

Section 2011 of the Revised Statutes, enacted February 28, 1871, 
provides: 


Seo, 2011. Whenever, inany city or town having upward of 20,000 inhabitants, 
there are two citizens thereof, or whenever, in any county or parish, in any 
Congressional district, there are ten citizens thereof of good standing, who, 

rior to any registration of voters for an election for Representative or Delegate 

n the Congress of the United States, or prior to any election at which a Repre- 


sentative or Delegate in Congress is to be voted for, may make known, in writ- 
ing, to the judge of the clfouit court of the United States for thecireuit wheréin 
such city or town, county or parish, is situated, their desire to have such g- 
tration or such election, or both, guarded and scrutinized, the judge. withi 
not less than ten days prior to the istration, if one there be, or, if no re; 
tration be required, within not less than ten days prior to the election, shall 
open the circuit court at the most convenient point in the circuit. 


Then section 2012 provides: 


Sec. 2012, The court, when so opened by the judge, shall proceed toappoint 
and commission, from day to day and from time to time, and under the hand 
of the judge. and under the seal of the court, for each election district or voting 
precinct in such city or town, or for such clection district or voting precinct in 
the Congressional district,as may haveapplied in the manner hereinbefore pre- 
scribed, and to revoke, chango, or renew such appointment from time to time, 
two citizens, residents of the city or town, or of the election district or votin 
precinct in the county or parish, who shall be of different political parties, an 
able to read and write the English language, and who shall be known and des- 
ignated as supervisors of election, (See sections 56521,5522.) ` 

Mr, President, I charge deliberately that this bill is a partisan meas- 
ure, and I can show it, it seems to me, not only logically, but almost 
mathematically. Why is it thatin the petition which sets to work the 
machinery of this bill the words ‘‘of good standing ’’ are deliberately 
stricken out as to the petition? Why is it that, instead of two super- 
visors of different political parties, the bill pending before the Senate 
and the bill which came from the House of Representatives provide 
that there shall be one chief supervisor and he of the dominant polit- 
ical party, of course? Iask the gentlemen in charge of this bill why 
they keep out of their measure the character of these petitioners? Is 
it possible that they meant that the habitués of the slums, the po- 
litical bummers, the shoulder-hitters, the men of no character, shonld | 
file this petition? It is either an oversight or it is done deliberately. 

What value is there toa petition except from the character of the 
petitioners? Who pays any attention to a petition that comes froma 
man without character? And here, ina measure which affects the 
most sacred rights of an American community and of an American citi- 
zen, the words ‘‘of good standing” are deliberately stricken out and 
ruflians, jail-birds, felons of the worst description, can sign this peti- 
tion to the circuit court, and there is no requisite as to character. 

Then, again, why is itthat the only safeguard against political trick- 
ery, which was in the old Jaw, as to these supervisors, is taken away? 
Under the old Jaw there was some safety for the minority party as to 
this matter, because there were two supervisors, one of each party. 

This is stricken out, and now there is to be one supervisor, who, of 
course, belongstothe dominant party, appointed byacircuitcourt judge 
upon a petition by characterless people, and presumably to do the work 
of his party. Under the present law there are two supervisors, divided 
between the parties, and they are appointed upon the petition of citi- 
zens of good standing, and they perform the functions of supervisors. 
Under the proposed Jaw there is one chief supervisor; there are not two 
supervisors as under the present law. 

Now, I want to give a practical illustration of this matter. In the 
course of this debate (and I shall speak as rapidly as possible; I want 
to vote on these amendments ; I am not fighting against time) some- 
thing has been said about Ex-Senator Joseph E. McDonald, of Indiana, 
haying signed a petition to the United States circuit court in 1880 for 
the appointment of supervisors. In 1880 Senator McDonald was chair- 
man of the Democratic State committee of Indiana. Col. W. W. Dud- 
ley was the United States marshal, and he appointed for the city of 
Indianapolis six hundred deputy marshals, twenty-five for each ward. 
They were his creatures ; they were intended todo the political work 
of the Republican party under the supervision of Colonel Dudley. 

Seeing the inevitable result of an election held under such auspices, 
Senator McDonald availed himself of the only remedy possible, and 
that was, under the now existing law in the Revised Statutes, to apply 
to the court for the appointment of supervisors. One of them, as a 
matter of course, had to be a Democrat, and unless he had taken that 
action there would have been no Democratic officer at the polls. These 
supervisors were appointed, which, as I say, was the only alternative 
for the Democratic party, or else they would have been totally unrep- 
resented and powerless in the hands of Dudley and his satellites. 

At one of the precincts or wards in the city of Indianapolis four re- 
peaters voted. The Democratic supervisor arrested them, They were 
taken before a United States commissioner and committed, and that 
night Colonel Dudley or one of his subordinates discharged them upon 
straw bail. ‘The men who were on the bail bond could never be found, 
The repeaters, who came from Pittsburgh, escaped; and when Dudley 
was appointed Commissioner of Pensions the papers were sent here, the 
records, in order to show this transaction and to defeat his confirma- 
tion. Some of my Southern Democratic friends who had served in the 
Confederate army, upon a sentimentality that Dudley was a wounded 
soldier, stopped the matter, and he was confirmed by the Senate. 

Now, those are facts of record; and it illustrates in the most conspic- 
nous manner the point I am asserting before the Senate, Suppose the 
provision in the present law be stricken out providing for tw o super- 
visors, one of each political party; doesnot every intelligent and hon- 
est man know that it puts the minority party, or the party not in 

ower, not having influence with the judge of the circuit court, abso- 
Tutely at the mercy of an unscrupulous partisan? 
But more than that; I want to speak of something of which I have 
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personal knowledge, and with which every citizen of Missouri is famil- 
jar. In 1876 there was a gentleman in the city of St. Louis by the 
name of W. D. W. Bernard. He was appointed by General Grant, of 
whom he was a warm personal friend, national-bank examiner for the 
State of Missouri. He had a desk in the office of Leffingwell, the 
United States marshal. I knew Mr. Leflingwell very well. He was 
an old real-estate man and auctioneer in the city of St. Louis, rather 
a negative man, a reputable member of the Republican party, but con- 
servative. He had been appointed by General Grant, who was once a 
citizenof St, Louisand knew him well. He was an honest man, of high 
character. Bernard was a determined partisan. He was what is called 
a ‘‘rustler’’ of the first class. 

In 1876, when the Republicans made up their mind to carry a por- 
tion of the Missouri Congressional districts, and especially the three 
districts in the city of St. Louis, the largest city in the State, they ap- 
plied not to the United States judge, bnt to the Attorney-General, Mr. 
‘Taft, of Cincinnati, to:put into operation the machinery that is pro- 
vided by the Revised Statutes under the act of 1871. Some of the 
Democrats, who were old citizens and who had known Leflingwell for 
years, finding that this job was about to be put up, went to Leffing- 
well’s office and remonstrated against it and told him, as I shall pro- 
ceed to show from sworn testimony, that we had never had a fraudulent 
electioy in the city of St. Lonis, so far as was known; that the two 
parties there had fairly tested their political strength at every election; 
and that this proceeding would create bad blood and bitter feeling be- 
tween old neighbors and friends, and therefore requested him not to 
put.the law into effect. 

Bernard swears himself, as I shall show from his own testimony, 
that he overheard this conversation, and immediately proceeded to 
threaten the United States marshal that he would use his personal in- 
fluence with President Grant and put him ont of office unless he obeyed 
the instructions from the Attorney-General of the United States and 
putthe machinery of the law into effect in that city. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator be kind enough to please state again 
what he said? I came in while he was speaking, after he had 

“his proposition about there being two chief supervisors under the old 
law and only one now. = 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care about the word ‘‘chief.’? The present 
law uses the word ‘‘supervisors,’’ and a good many of the duties de- 
volved upon the chief supervisor under the proposed laware discharged 
by those supervisors under the present law. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithonght the Senator had an idea there were two chief 
rvisors. 

r. VEST. Oh,no. They are called supervisors under the present 
law, and a good many of the duties discharged by them will be dis- 
charged under this proposed law by the chief supervisor. 

Mr. GRAY. Isupposed the Senator from Missouri was speaking of 
the two supervisors appointed for an election precinct. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought that is what he was referring to. 

Mr. HOAR. The measure as reported a se three, but two of 
them are to attend only to the registration. ere will be three ap- 
pointed, so that vacancies may be filled, but they are to be of both 
political parties, and when it comes to attending the election the three 
may attend. But the amendment which I gave notice of yesterday 
provides for four, so that there will be an equal number to be divided 
between the two pores parties, 

Mr. PASCO.. I suppose the chief object of theSenator from Missouri 
was toextend this spirit of fairnessas to su rs to the chiefsupervis- 
orsalso, so that the whole matter mightnot be under the direction of one 
man belonging to one political party, and he, under the present system 
of appointment, be a Republican. I suppose the true object of the 
Senator from Missouri is to extend the same spirit of fairness in the ap- 
pointment of the chief supervisor in each judicial district. 

Mr, HOAR. I understood the Senator to say that there were two 
supervisors under the old law. I think perhaps the Senator used a 
phrase which he did not intend to use when he spoke of the ‘‘chief 

* supervisors,” 

Mr. VEST. I have already stated that I meant the supervisors. I 
call them chief supervisors because they perform under the old Jaw the 
same functions and duties as the chief supervisor under this proposed 
law. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not so understand. 

Mr. VEST. They were at the polls and supervised the registration 
and also the election, which the chief supervisor now does under the 
present law. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no change in that particular. 

Mr, VEST, The Senator says there is no change in that particular. 
But what I propose to do, as the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
said, is to preserve the fairness of the present laws as to these subordi- 
nate supervisors, as you might call them, by providing that there shall 
be two chief supervisors of different polit cal parties, instead of one 
chief supervisor. 

Under the law as proposed this chief supervisor is almost absolute as 
to the election. He canvasses the returns, he sends them up to the 
canvassing board, and is almost omnipotent under this bill. I propose 
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that he shall not have that power by himself, but that both political 
parties shall be represented in regard to that matter. 

I want to show, as illustrating the evil that will come if we put this 
power in the handsof one man, what was done in 1876 by Mr. Bernard, 
who was vested with almost absolute power in the election of that year 
in the city of St. Lonis, by his testimony in the contested case of Frost 
vs, Metcalfe, which is found in House Miscellaneous Documents, second 
session, Forty-fifth Congress, volume4. Mr. Bernard was put upon the 
stand under oath and testified as follows: 


W.D. W. Bernard, sworn and examined on the part of the contestant, testified 

as follows: 
By Mr. DONOVAN: 

Q. Please give your name in full. 

A. William D. W. Bernard. 

Q. What position did you hold under the Government, Mr, Barnard, on the 
3d of November, 1876? 

A. I was national-bank examiner and deputy United States marshal. 

Q. When did you receive your appointment of deputy United Statesmarshal? 
how long prior to the 7th of November, 18767 

A. Very shortly before. I can’t give you the date. 

Q = few days? 


. Yes. 

Q. Under what circumstances did you obtain your appointment as deputy 
United States marshal? 

A. Through Mr. Lefiingwell, marshal, 

Q. Did he ask you to serve or did you make application to him? 

A. Mr. Leflingwell seemed to be in some dilemma in reference to instructions 
he had received from the Attorney-General. 


I call attention to the fact that, under the law at that timeand now 
in the Revised Statutes, this marshal had no authority toappoint depu- 
ties except upon the petition of two citizens of the city or town. That 
was the provision of the statute. But here was the Attorney-General 
of the United States disregarding the law and issuing his orders directly 
to the marshal from the city of Washington. No more glaring illus- 
tration of the operation of this bill, if it should become a law, could be 
found. It shows exactly the truth of what we contend here and what 
I absolutely believe to be the fact, that, if this proposed legislation is 
had, the motive power, the controlling power, will be in the city of 
Washington, will be in the hands of the officers of the General Govern- 
ment, and the State will be trampled under footand ignored in the whole 


process. 

Here in 1876 the Attorney-General, without any petition, without 
pretending to comply with the law, issues these orders like a satrap, 
from Washington City, ‘‘ Put the law into eftect and appoint your dep- 
puty marshals.” That is the testimony. 


I had taken some partin Mr, Leffingwell'sappointment, Finding him in that 
condition, I suggested to him I could relieve him of his dilemma. 

Q. You had succeeded in obtaining for Mr. Leffiingwell his appointment as 
United States marshal? £ 

A, In part, sir. 

Q. You had great influence with General Grant abont that time, I believe? 

A. That I can’t say. General Grant and myself had been acquaintances for 
thirty-odd years, a 

Q. And great personal friends? 

A. I think so, sir. 

Q. What did Mr. Lefingwell say to you? 

(Objected to as irrelevant.) 

Q. What was the nature of Mr. Leflingwell’s dilemma? 

eee to as irrelevant and immaterial to this issue,) 

A. Well, Mr. Leffingwell had been engaged in the real-estate business here 
for years, and a good many of his friends whom he had done business for had 
rather influenced him that Mr, Tilden would be the President, and if he put 
this law, which he wasinstructed to, in force, thathe would make enemies, and 
he would go out of office, and his business would be injured by it. A commit- 
tee composed of a number of very prominent Democrats waited on him, and 
after an interview he promised to give them an answer next day. 

Q. What was the nature of the interview right there? 

A. Inreference to enforcing the law. 

Q. Were they protestin a h it? 

A. Yes, so I understood. [had a desk in the office and J had overheard the 
conversation, 

Q. You stated he would give them an answer? 

A, An answer at I1 o'clock. 

Q. He said he would give them an answer the next day? 

A, Yes, sir, r 

Q. Did they call the next day? 

A. They did; a paso of them called and he turned them over to me. 
Q. What took p after the conversation that you had on thefirst day about 
this protesting committee? 

A. Mr. Lefiingwell and myself lived at Kirkwood, and on the train goin 
there that evening he told me that he was in a great deal of trouble, and he did 
not know whatto do. During the evening he said he didn’t know what he 
should do, andI said *‘he had got hisorders and instructions.” 


As a matter of course he got them from Washington City. He had 
no petitions from two citizens of St. Lonis, asthe law required, buthe 
got his orders from the Attorney-General. 


Isaid he had got his orders and instructions.” “Yes,” ‘Well, you cer- 
tainly will carry them out.” He didn’t know. The next gsr A eny; quite 
early, he sent for me and told me he was in a good deal of trouble an dn’t 
know whatto do. Iwassomewhatamused at position, and sald to him after 
there was quite a conversation, I told him, “ Leflingwell, have I had anything 
af So with your appointment as marshal?” "Everything; you made me mar- 
shal, 

Q. He stated to you? 

A, Yes. “And you havo pos instructions from tho Attorney-General to en- 
force the laws of the United States?” ** Yes.” “And you refuse to do it?” 
He hesitated. ‘‘ Yes,” he said, he ‘didn't know what he should do; he never 
was in such a position in his life.” ‘I then was influential in making you 
marshal?” “Yes.” “And if you don’t execute your orders I will see that you 
are not marshal much longer. The man that makes can unmake.’”’ Then ha 
said to me, ‘‘WhatamItodo?” Isaidtohim, "I can reesen of that di- 
lemma. Give me control of those marshals;™ and he says, "I will do it.” 
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Now, Mr. President, there is the whole of the operation of this bill, 
as we contend, It was handed over to a hustler, a man who had in- 
fluence with the President, and threatened the marshal and said to 
him, ‘‘ Who made you marshal?’’ ‘The power that makes can un- 
make; if you do not do this work for us out you go, off goes your 
head,’’ and yet we are told that there is no danger of any partisan in- 
fluence under this proposed bill, that it is to be entirely nonpartisan, 
all parties and all individuals and all communities will be treated 
alike, There can not be a more conspicuous example of the operation 
ofit than the words I have read. 

Q. Well, did he do it? 

A. I think so, sir. 

+ Q. Well, what did you proceed to do then? 

A, First, to get the registration, and in the selection of marshals to divide the 
city into Congressional districts, and then subdivisions. These districts were 
put under the charge of O'Connor, of the third; Ferdinand Meier, of the second, 
and Mr, Soest, of the first; and as these marshals were appointed—— 

Q. Was not Mr, G cin the second? Let me call your attention to tliat; 
was not Mr. Geggie chief marshal in the second? 

A, No; he was not; Ferdinand Meier was. G © lived in that district and 
had a subordinate position under Meier, but Meijer was the party who reported 
tome. We canvassed overy block, or at least that is tho instructions given, to 
ascertain if the parties who were on the registration list were at the p 
designated by the city registration. 

Q. Well, what was the result of the investigation by the marshals? Did itre- 
sultin striking off any names? 

A. About 5,700, I think. 

Five thousand seven hundred, Mr. President! Permit me to say 
that some of the best and oldest and most reputable citizens of St. 
Louis were stricken off the lists, and on the day of the election there 
were over 2,000 voters at the polls, as well known as any men in St. 
Louis, demanding the right to vote, and Mr. Bernard and his satellites 
coolly informed them that their names had been stricken off. Men 
who had helped to establish the business of the city of St. Louis and 
had blazed the pathway of civilization in Missouri stood there power- 
less, and were subject to arrest without warrant by the deputy mar- 
shals if they even entered a protest! 

2: Merat eat fonnt agropetiy ogttorea vot 

2 ERI voters, 

Q. Whom did rier Lm BAAM cut to as their chief? 

A, Well, [think I stated they were divided into squads of fifteen or twonty 
and captain for each. 

Q. They reported to the captain? 

A. And they reported to colonels, and the colonels, Geggie—I don’t mean Geg- 
gie, but Meier, O'Connor, and Soest, and they reported to me, 

In other words, he made a military organization of regiments and 
companies, and he was at the head and controlled the whole ma- 
chinery. 

Q. As their chicf? 

A. Yos, sir. 

Do you know the proportion of Democrats and Republicans that were 
stricken off in this 5,7007 
A. Ido not, sir, 
Mr. Bernard goes on to testify: 


Q. Do you know the politics of those marshals? 
A. I know how they talked. 

Q. How did they talk? 

A. I think about 250 or 260 were Democrats. 


One thousand and twenty-eight were appointed marshals. 


Q. And the balance Republicans? 

A. [think so; that is, from general talk; I don’t know how they voted. 

Q. Mow long have you lived here? 

A, Nearly all my life; forty-odd years. 
* + * . 


K 


Q. Independently of political consideration, was there any more necessity for 
the appointment of marshals at that election than any previous election? 

(Objected toon the ground that there can be nothing connected with the elec- 
tion independent of political associations.) 

Q. In order to bo precise I will say, independently ofall party consideration, 
wns there any more necessity for the appointment of marshals for that election 
than forany previous election ? 

A. Oh, well, you gentlemen know very woll that in a political struggle for 
party ascendency— 

Said Mr, Bernard— . 
that it is necessary for the co-ordinate branches of the Government to be in 
accord, and there was an effort on the part, so I interpreted it, of the party which 
I acted with, to regain control ofthe House of Representatives. 

No one pretends that there was any necessity, except a political one. 

3 swears that his only object was to increase the strength of 
the Republican party in the House of Representatives. Itis as notorious 
as the existence of the State of Missouri itself that the elections there 
had been peaceable, that there had been no complaint of fraud, except the 
ordinary amount of newspaper talk in every great city after a closely con- 
tested election; yet this man, the bank examiner for the State of Mis- 
souri, the absolute controller of the whole party machinery of the State, 
who had taken it outof the hands of the marshal, subdivided the mar- 
shals into regiments and companies, all re to him, unblushingly 
declared that it was done in order to increase tho strength of the Re- 
publican party in the National House of Representatives! 

I hayo not the time nor the strength to read all of this testimony, 
but there was a contest in to a certain ward in the city of St. 
Lonis as to whether the election returns from n certain ward were 
fraudulent. Mr. Bernard went down with one of his deputy marshals 
to the county clerk’s office, where the canvassers under the State laws 
were assembled. Under our statute in Missouri the county clerk and 


the judges of the county court made the canvassing board who counted 
the votes and made the returns. Mr. Bernard was not satisfied with 
manipulating the elections. He wasnotsatisied with striking off 5,700 
voters, 

He was not satisfied with appointing 1,028 Zopaty marshals from 
theslums, and alleys, and saloons, and disreputable hanntsof thecity 
of St. Louis. They were receiving $5 aday for theirdirty work on the 
day of election, when they arrested men without warrant, Democrats 
who came there proposing to vote, dragged them off before the commis- 
sioners and held them until after the election. After he had ma- 
nipulated the whole thing and the returns had been made and the 
canvassing board had met the next day, consisting of the county clerk 
and the county judges, Mr. Bernard with one of his deputies ap- 
peared there and threatened the canvassing board of the State that he 
would put them all under arrest if they dared to make areturn against 
his pleasure. He swears to it himself. 

Mr. GRAY. When was that? 

Mr. VEST. That wasin November, 1876. Mr. Bernard says: 

Q Do you recollect of haying a warrant in your pocket for the arrest of the 
canvassers? 

A, Inever had one. 

He went there without a warrant. 


9. Did you not threaten to arrest them if they certified to the return or to the 
tally of the yote which they had made there? 7 

A. Ask mo that again, 

(Question repeated,) 

Then he answers: 


A. I went to the county court after hearing the report of the alteration in 
precinct 57 of the vote, and spoke with Mr. Garesche, who was the county clerk, 
and who was acollege-mate of mine, and our relations were most intimate. He 
was busy, Then I wentto Mr, Schultz, presiding justice of the county court, 
tohis store on the levee, and asked him to walk up with me to the county court, 
which he did, and with Judge Finney, Mr. Garesche, and Mr, Schultz—I don't 
recollect now whether any others were there, but had fully made up my mind 
toarrestthem, and under the election law no process wss necessary. 

He went into the county clerk’s office and informed themif they did 
not comply with his wishes as to precinct No. 57he would arrest them, 
and the county clerk, Mr. Garesche, who wasof the old French blood, 
threw off his coat and told him to get out of that office or he would in- 
flict upon him personal chastisement. The matter was taken into the 
courts and settled there according to law and without trouble. 

After this matter was consummated by Mr. Bernard in the way I 
have stated, he then came with one of his deputies to the city of Wash- 
ington in order to receive pay, and here is his account of the trip. I 

1 attention now to the fact that all this was done under an order 
from Mr.Taft, the Attorney-General, without the pretense of any com- 
pliance with the statutes in regard to a petition from two citizens of 
St. Louis; all of it the result of political necessity; all of it the result 
of political arrangement in the cities of Washington and St. Louis to- 
gether, and after it was done and three Republicans were returned to 
Congress in the city of St. Louis, two of them from absolutely certain 
Democratic districts, this gentleman, Mr. Bernard, national-bank ex- 
aminer and deputy United States marshal, comes to Washington City 
with Henry Mudd, another deputy marshal, to collect his bill, which 
ye over $21,000 for that delightful work, and hereis his interview with 

r. Taft: 


Q. You think those marshals did very good service in the Congressional elec- 
tion, do you not, Mr. Bernard? 

A. When I went to Washington with Mr. Mudd, who was chiot deputy mar- 
shal, for the settlement of this nccount, Mr. Taft asked Mr. Mudd how many 
marshals he had. 

Mr, Sitevps, Taft, the Attorney-General ? 

A. The Attorney-General. 

(Counsel for contestee objected toany conversation between the witness and 
the Attorney-General as irrelevant, and second ss hearsay, third as not in- 
volved In hasan ee fourth, it took place after the election.) 

A. Mr. Taft asked Mr. Mudd how many marshalshe had. Mr. Mudd referred 
himto me, and said I had charge of the marshals; and he turned to me, and 
I said "1,028." The old pian ps wheels round in his chair and says, “ Were 
there no others out in Missouri you could have made marshals?’ Says I, 
“Mr. Taft, we wentin to win, and if it had been necessary to have had a posse 
comitatus—I think that is what you callit—and every man over fifteen years of 
age should have seen a fair clection ”— 


Very fair !— 
and he said, “ You bring a good deal of sugar in your spado.” 


‘You bring a good deal of sugar in your spade. In other words, 
Attorney-General Taft approved the account for $21,000, which was 
in payment for the saccharine matter politically brought to the Re- 
publican party by means of this infamous proceeding. 

Mr. President, is it any wonder that Democrats object to this bill? 
Can Senators on the other side, I ask in all fairness and candor, blame 
us if we, with this rience in our own communities, are prepared 
here, as I tell them now, not by threat, but as an actual fact, to ex- 
haust all honorable and parliamentary means to defeat this measure? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SrocksrmaGein the chair). The 
question is upon the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that motion I ask for the ya and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. They have already been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were arise. 
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Mr: DIXON. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 76, in the first section, it is proposed 
to strike ont all down to and including the word “charged,”’ in line 
5, and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

That the circuit court of the United States for each judicial circuit shall ap- 
oint,on or before the Ist day of May, 1891, and thoreafter as vacancies may 
rom any cause occur, two chief supervisors of elections for each judicial dis- 

trict in said circuit, who shall bo citizens ofthe district, of good character, thirty 
years of age, and not members of the same pol tical party, and who shall hold 
their offices for two years from the date of their appointment, or until their 
successors are duly appointed and qualified: Before entering upon the dis- 
charge of their duties the persons so appointed shall oath or affirmation 
before the judge of said circuit court that they will e discharge the du- 
ties imposed upon them by law as chief supervisors, and shall be. 


Mr. GORMAN. Is the question on laying the amendment on the 
table, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. The roll will be called on 
agreeing to the motion. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. Ifhe were present, I should 
voto “‘nay. 

Mr. BARBOUR (when Mr, DANIEL’s name was called). Idesire to 
say that my coll c, who is temporarily absent, is paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLrn’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Donpi] is called away from the Chamber for a little while. 
He is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. He would 
vote ‘‘yea’’ but for that. 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘nay. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is tem- 
porarily absent from the Chamber and is paired with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. : 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** nay, 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. JONES, of Ar- 
kansas], whois temporarily absent, is paired with the Senator from 


New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
Mr. MANDERSON. colleague Rae PADDOCK] has been called 
away from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator from Louisi- 
ana (Mr. Eustis]. My colleague would voto ‘yea’? if here. 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is paired with the Sena- 


tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I inquire if a quorum has voted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has. 
Mr, HISCOCK. Tam d with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 


Jones], reserving the right to vote to make a quorum, 
Mr. BATE. I desire to state that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 


are paired. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] is ab- 
sent on committee business and is paired with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Corquirr]. 

‘The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 
Aldrich, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Hale, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
A Higgins, Piumb, Teller, 
Cullom, oar, Power, Warren, 
Dixon, MeConnell, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Eva Manderson, Shoup, Wolcott. 
NAYS—25. 

Barbour, Gibson Morgan, Vest, 

te, Gorman, Paseo, Voorhees, 

ry. Gray, Pugh, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Kaupan m, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Harris, n, 

7 Kenna, Turpie, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
ABSENT—31. 

Allen, Call, goulit Dolph, 
Blair, Care Daniel, 
Bl Carliso, Davis, i 
Brown, diler, Wes, Faulkner, 


Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 


Tense J f Novada, Peitt Paaa 
o f if : ; 
Hiscock ; Mood. y; EPAPIER Biowart 
Ingalls, Paddock, Quay, 
So the motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on the table 
was agreed to. 


Mr, HOAR, I now move an amendment, on page 118, section 25, 
line 10, after the word ‘‘place,"’ to insert ‘‘ until a new chief super- 
visor shall be appointed.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 118 of the print of August 7, in lino 
10 of section 25, after the word ‘‘place,’’ it is proposed to insert the 
words ‘‘ until a new chief supervisor shall be appointed;’’ sons to read: 


Such deputy shall perform and discharge from time to timeall such dutiesas 
shall be assigned him by the chief supervisor of elections, and shall, in the ab- 
sence, illness, resignation, removal,or death of the chief supervisor, act in his 
place untila new chief supervisor shall be appointed. 


Mr. HOAR. Thatis to remove any claim that this new officer is 
appointed for life and is irremovable; merely to hold until the appoint- 
ment of a new chief is provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no objection, I suppose, to that amendment 
any where. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. On page 118 of the print of August 7, section 25, I 
move to strike out all of lines 4 and 5 and the first two words in line 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 118, in section 25, it is pro to 
strike out lines 4 and 5 and the first two words of line 6, as follows: 


As such chief supervisor shall designate, unless there be somo good and sub- 
stantial reason why such appointment should not be made. 


So as to read: 


The circuit court of tho United States in any judicial district may upon the 
request of the chief supervisor of elections appoint such one of the circuit court 
commissioners to be deputy chief supervisor of elections. 


Mr. HOAR. The word ‘‘such,’’ in line 3, should also be stricken 
out so as to make the amendment complete. 
The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 


The circuit court of the United States in any judicial district may upon the 
rr het of yet chief supervisor of elections appoint one of the clrouit court com- 
missioners, © 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amendment 
will be so modified. The question isupon agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The object of that is to have the entire power given to 
ne on and not to give the power to the chief supervisor to designate 

officer. 

Mr.FAULKNER. AsIunderstand the Senator from Massachusetts, 
his amendment simply transfers the appointment of the deputy to the 
court instead of leaving it to be suggested by the chief supervisor. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the present law the court isrequired to appoint 
such officers as the chief supervisors shall designate, > 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator who has the bill in as 
pertinent to this amendment, why this appointment is confined to the 
circuit-court commissioners. 

Mr. HOAR, The chiefsupervisor is a circuit-court commissioner. 

Mr. TELLER. But why should the deputies be? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis intended to take them from the same class of 
Officers. He is to succeed him in case of accidental or temporary 
vacancy or inability. For that reason it was supposed that the selec- 
tion should be made from the same class of officers. 

Mr. GRAY. I might ask, in the line of the inquiry of tho Senator 
from Colorado, why the chief supervisor should necessarily bea circnit- 
court commissioner. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink this amendment had better be adopted if there 
is no objection to it. That is a broader question than is raised by tho 
amendment. It is to put the matter more perfectly under the control 
of the court, He has as commissioner the power of investigation, of 
issuing warrants, and so on. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask whether it is not a serious objection to 
making cither the chief supervisor or the deputy an xppointes from 
the commissioner of the court to give him the power of su T; 
which is given in this bill, and at the same time give him all the power 
of commissioner of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. That has worked satisfactorily to the persons who like 
that law ever since 1870, It is the old law. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course it would work very satisfactorily to 
the gentlemen who are appointed, as it is very satisfactory, I have no 
doubt, to Mr, Davenport, use, not only does he get the fees of su- 
pervisor, but he has the power to administer oaths to all the supervisors 
and all the deputy and is allowed a fee of 25 cents for every 
one he appoints and administers the oath of office to, and consequently 
it is an inducement for him to appoint men for the purpose of increas- 
ing his own fees, 

Mr, HOAR. Ihave an amendment that reduces that very much, 
which does not seem to be germane to this amendment. Under the 
old law I think that is right. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know why we should commit two want to amend this language. However, if they do, very well. Let 


errors in order to correct both errors. Why not correct the first error 
that is before us and then goto workand correct the other? Itstrikes 
me that this is placing in the power of this officer an inducement to 
appoint additional marshals and additional supervisors to urge this mat- 
ter and in his own interest in order to accumulate large amounts of 
fees. He does that solely by virtue of his office of commissioner, 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment to the amendment which is proposed 
is simply to give the power to the court instead of confining it to the 
commissioner. I suppose there is no objection to it. 

Mr. GRAY. Thisis an important amendment. I think that as 
far as it goes it improves the bill; but it is one that ought to be fol- 
lowed by others in order to make what I think are the necessary 
changes in the bill to relieve it of the charge of gross partisanship, As 
to the amendments which the Senator from Massachusetts has given 
notice that he would offer, one of which is now pending, I would ask 
the Senator whether, inasmuch as the print of the bill that was ordered 
yesterday evening—and I do not know whether it has yet been re- 
turned to us—— 

Mr. HOAR. Ithas, 

Mr. GRAY. Ithasjustcomein. Iask whether he can not agree 
that these amendments may go overinformally, without any prejudice, 
of course, so that we may compare them with the text of the bill as 

rinted. 
x Mr. HOAR. Ithink it would be better to have the amendments 
first adopted. They are now printed separately. 

Mr. GRAY. Iknowtheamendments are printed, but I should like 
the opportunity of having the new print of the bill, to see how they fit 
to the framework, how they consist with each other. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to mothe best way would be after the amend- 
ments are all made then to have the bill reprinted. 

Mr. GRAY. There are some of these amendments we will not want 
to object to or debate at all, but there may be others ee will give rise 
to debate unless we understand them more thoroughly. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘They are very casily understood; they are very simple. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not found this bill a simple bill, or the con- 
struction of it. It isintensely important, andif we are going to amend 
the bill at all—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me I would like to 
offer annmendment whichis germane andinorder. Thaye not had the 
opportunity, and will he allow it to go over fora half hour or so, as has 
been done in the case of the fourteenth section of the amendment, by 
unanimous consent ? 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator’s amendment can be offered just as well 
after this is adopted. Ido not wish to excite any anger on the other 
side, as I did last night, by proposing that these amendments should 
be accepted; but I suppose every Senator will agree that the amend- 
ments are very simple and easily understood, and I think it would be 
more convenient to the Senate to dispose of them now, and then the 
amendment indicated by the Senator just now can comein afterwards, 
The bill is still in Committee ofthe Whole, and when the bill comes into 
the Senate it will be open again to amendment, and the whole ques- 
tion of it will be open there again. I hope we may havea vote on this 


proposition, 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that it would facilitate 
matters by doing precisely as the Senator from West Virginia did, and 
let the amendment go over for awhile, and take upsome of the other 
amendments which we have had before us for several days. There is 
no desire to postpone action on the amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator makes the request that the particular 
amendments shall go over for a short time, of course I will assent to 
that. I do not think there is any occasion to have the bill reprinted, 
If the Senator finds that it embarrasses him in offering other amend- 

» ments to adopt all these amendments now, I shall agree to that course. 
Let me repeat, all the amendment proposed now to the textis that the 
deputy who is appointed, so as to be ready in caseof a vacancy, ‘death, 
or the inability of his chief, shall be selected by the chief supervisor. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the amendment may be reported. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwish to suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that there is at least one reason why I think the request made a few 
moments ago, that the amendment be informally laid aside, is found 
in the fact that if the amendment is agreed to now, while everybody 
may be satisfied with it as being right so far as it goes, quite a num- 
ber of Senators may think that the amendment ought to be amended 
but could not be amended in Committee of the Whole if it is agreed 
to in its present form now. When Senators have had a short time to 
look through the amendment, to seeits connection with the text of the 
bill and the exact effect it will have when to, then we can act 
intelligently in regard to it, and offer amendments to it if we deem it 
proper and necessary, or take the amendment as it is. 

Mr. HOAR. As I said to the Senator from Maryland, if the Sena- 
tor seriously makes the request I shall defer to it. 

Mr. HARRIS, I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not know he had 
assented to the request. 

Mr. HOAR. I had; but I can not conceive that Senators should 


the amendment be passed over. 

Mr. HARRIS, I understood it was upon the fact that the amend- 
na proposed to appoint the deputies from a given class of people. 

r. HOAR. That is a part of the original text. It is not the 
amendment at all. I only propose to strike ont of the text that which 
restricts the judge to the men recommended by the commissioner, leay- 
ing the rest of the text to be amended hereafter on the motion of any 
Senator if it is so desired, Butif the Senator from Maryland prefers 
to have this amendment passed over, let it be so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PASCO. Before we pass over the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts I want to offers substitute for it. I want 
to offer it now, so that it may be printed and go over with the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Florida for that pur- 


Mr. PASCO. I wish to offer a substitute for the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. His amendment, as I understand it, 
strikes out in section 25 the words ‘‘as such chief supervisor shall des- 
ignate unless there be some good substantial reason why such appoint- 
ment should not be made;’’ so as to read: 

The circuit court of the United States in any judicial district may appointa 
deputy chief supervisor of elections, 

The proposition which I wish to introduce there is to give the court 
unlimited authority in making these appointments, so that he may not 
be confined to the court com ioners. I do that for reasons already 
suggested by some of the Senators who made remarks a few minutes 
ago. I do not think it wise that the supervisors should hold the other 
office of court commissioner. There is no redress for it, except to 
magnify their office, because it will increase the fees unnecessarily, 
I think that the court should have authority to make the appoint- 
ments from the entire judicial district, and that it should not be con- 
fined simply to the court commissioners. 

Mr. TELLER, Ishould like to suggest to the Senator that this mat- 
ter has gone over, and I think we h: etter let it go. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to offer a substitute to go with it and be printed 
along with it. 

Mr. TELLER. Butit is not well to argue that matter now. 
will be very well when we getit up. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr; HOAR. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? , 

Mr, FAULKNER. Fora moment, 

Mr. HOAR. Imerely wish to comply with the request made to me 
in private by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], if the Senator 
from West Virginia will allow me tostateit. TheSenator fromMary- 
land desires that I shall withhold the amendments which I propose to 
offer, and of which I had given ptevions notice, for the space of balf an 
hour, so that it may be conyenient to some of the Senators on that side 
to read them and compare them with the bill; and in accordance with 
that request I will adandon the floor, if I have it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI have it not, I will not undertake to get it unti| 
that interval has elapsed, and then I give notice that if it shall be agree- 
able to the Senate after the space of about twenty minutes, a convenient 
time, I shall endeavor to ask the Senate to adopt these various amend- 
ments or reject them; but conceiving, as I do, that they are all of them 
ea pe such as should be accepted unanimously, I hope they will 

e adopted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. LIhavenotany doubt that the amendment I sub- 
mit now will meet the concurrence of the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts and also of the committee. I send it to the desk to be 
reported. Ishall have a word to say about it after it is read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., In section 6 of the committee amendment, in 
line 16, page 83, after the word ‘“‘ parish,” it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘or in the same Congressional district;’’ so as to read: 

The chiefsupervisor of elections may atany time transfer any supervisor from 
service in one election district to another in the samo city or town, in the same 
county or parish, and upon any day other than a day of registration, etc, 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘fhe amendment which I propose I think will 
meet the concurrence of Sene.tors on this floor if they will pay atten- 
tion to it. It simply strikes out the power given in the amendment 
of the committee to transfer n supervisor from one city or Congressional 
district to another, and limits his right to transfer a supervisor from 
one portion of the county to another portion. 

The old law which is proposed to be repealed by this bill did notallow 
the supervisor to be appointed outsideof the tans f in which he was te 
act. ‘That is the law as it stands to-day. This committee amend- 
ment goes to the extent of enlarging that power, and it authorizes the 
transfer of a supervisor appointed over 300 milesfrom the place where 
he is to serye and places him in a precinct to control and supervise and 
guard the elections at a point where heis not known himself and where 


That 
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no one can know him and where he can not know’any voter who goes 
to the polls, In the State in which I live it really enlarges the right 
which now exists, because he can transfer him from any part of the 
county that he chooses, but under the old law he would have to trans- 
fer him and make him serve in the precinct in which he is appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That seems to me to bea very original amend- 
ment and a very proper one, for it certainly would work hardship and 
inconvenience to have these supervisors transferred from one part ofa 
Congressional district to another. -A Congressional district may be 150 
miles wide. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not make any objection; let the amendment to 
the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. PASCO. I think that the amendment to the amendment ought 
to go a little further. I suggest to strike out also the words ‘‘in the 
same county or parish.’ In the section of the country in which I 
live many of the counties are large and extend fora hundred miles, It 
will be in the power of the chief supervisor to remove a deputy super- 
visor entirely from his precinct, so that he would not have the privi- 
lege of voting on the day of the election, and ‘carry him a hundred 
miles away. ‘That would bo in the power of the chief supervisor, and 
I do not think anything should be introduced into a bill of this char- 
acter that would give the chief supervisor that great power. 

The deputy supervisor is compelled to obey the orders of his chief 
or the doors of the penitentiary will stand open if he refuses; and he 
will be kept away from his precinct the whole day of the election and 
be deprived of his vyote if the chief supervisor sees fit. 

I hope the amendment will go further and strike out the words “in 
the same county or parish;’’ so that it will read: 

The chief supervisor of elections may at any time transfer any supervisor 
from service in one election district to another in the same city or town. 

That certainly ought to be power enough to be conferred upon this 
officer. I move that the amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia be extended so as to include the words I have read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia be adopted, and then the amendment of the Senator from Flor- 
ida will be in order. It is a separate thing. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to add to the language of the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that that isin order. If it is an 
amendment to strike out some other matter than the amendment to 
which it is proposed strikes out, we have a right to have a division of 
the question, even if the Senator could make the motion. 

Mr. PASCO, My motion is to amend the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, and it is clearly in order to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a motion to strike out A B, and the Senator 
from Florida moves to strike out other additional language, ‘The Sena- 
tor can makeit as a separate motion. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it an independent amendment? 

Mr. PASCO, Itcan be offered as an independent amendment or as 
an amendment to the amendment. I have offered itasan amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr, HOAR. LIobject. It is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the Chair 
thinks it is well taken. 

Mr. PASCO. A single objection will not exclude it, Mr. President. 
The amendment has been offered in order, and a single objection can 
not keep it ont. Lunderstand the Senator from Massachusetts objects. 
His objection can not keep my amendments out. He has no right to 
exclude my amendments by a simple objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. “The Senator’s remedy is not by argument, but by 
appeal. 

Mr. PASCO. There is nothing to appeal from. ‘The Senator from 
Massachusetts has raised no point of order. t 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought he did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairsustains the point of order, 
F sat PASCO. The Senator from Massachusetts simply made an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. VANCE. As pertinent to the point of order, which I suppose I 
can discuss, I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Wisconsin has made 
a point of order. He will state his point of order, 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish the Senator from North Carolina 
Ete aoe] to intervene with his suggestion until I make the point 
of order. 

Mr. PASCO. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts simply 
to object to my amendment. That he has no right to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Massachusetts objected to the 
amendment on the ground that it was not in order, and the Chair 
ruled that it was not in order, and the only remedy the Senator has is 
by an appeal from the decision of the Chair, if he desires to pursue it. 

Mr. PASCO. Ishould like to make a brief explanation, I under- 
stood the Senator from Massachusetts simply to say, "I object to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida.’’ If I had heard him say 
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that he raised a pointoforder against it, that would have been another 
matter; but I do not care to haye my amendment simply objected to. 
If he raises the point of order against it, then let the Chair decide the 
point. In that case I can tell whether to appeal or not. Ido not wish 
to have my amendments sinply objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order raised by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is sustained by the Chair. 

y VANCE. The Senator from Massachusetts raised no point of 
order. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I did. 

Mr. VANCE. He said he objected because it is out of order, but he 
made no point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts to raise a point of order. 

Mr. VANCE. It may be treated as a point of order to simply say it 
is out of order, but I did not know it was constituted a point of order 
by simply affirming that it was, without giving the reasons why. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reasons have been stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I said before the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] moyed to strike out certain words in the bill, the Senator 
from Florida moved to amend that motion by adding certain other 
words, and I took the ground that that was out of order. I said that 
it was, and because it was we should be entitled to have a division on 
the question, and the question taken on particular words first and 
separately. = 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator state why it is out of order? On 
what ground or technical rule? 

Mr. HOAR. Because it is not an amendment to an amendment. 
When you move to strike out a certain part of the text you may move 
as an amendment to amend the text to be stricken out or to strike out 
a smaller part, buf you can not move to amend by striking out a larger 
part, as the Senator from North Carolina, I think, will see. Suppose 
you havea bill of three sections and I move to strike out section 3. 
It is not a legitimate amendment to move to amend the amendment 
by striking out sections 2 and 3, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenatorfrom Florida appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. PASCO. The matter can bereached in another way and I shall 
not consume the time of the Senate. If the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had raised the point of order I should have submitted at once to 
the decision of the Chair, but when he simply gets up and says “I ob- 
ject to the amendment,” I think there is no reason or propriety in his 
course. 

Mr. HOAR. I made no objection—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Now, I move to strike out, in the sixteenth line, the 
words ‘‘in the same county or parish.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 16, section 6, page 83, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘in the same county or parish,” 

Mr. PASCO. I will briefly again state the reasons why I think that 
isan appropriate amendment. It will be in the power of the chief 
supervisor if those words remain to transfer any supervisor from serv- 
ice at one election district to another in the same county. In many 
parts of the South counties extend hundreds of miles, and it would 
be in the power of the chief supervisor to take from the voting place 
any supervisor whom he may select of the opposite political party to 
a distant place and deprive these men of their votes on the day of elec- 
tion. ‘The orders of the chief supervisor are compulsory, and the dep- 
uty supervisor is compelled to obey them, so that the elective franchise 
may be taken away from him absolutely. 

It can very readily be seen that the transfer of a few men from their 
own precincts to others, thus depriving them of their votes, may abso- 
lutely change the result ofa Congressional election. The power is abso- 
lutely in the hands of the chief supervisor. A deputy supervisor is 
obliged to obey, and if he obeys he is taken away from his own precinct 
for a whole day to a distance of a hundred miles perhaps in the same 
county. He may lose his vote and is denied the right of suffrage, if 
my amendment is not adopted. 

Mr. VANCE, It seems to me that there is an additional and a very 
strong reason why the amendment should prevail besides those given 
by the Senator from Florida; and that is that in those large counties, 
from 50 to 100 miles long, in Florida and in other States, the super- 
visor who is transferred from one extremity ofa county to the other will 
not have any personal acquaintance with the citizens among whom he 
goes to serye. He not only loses his vote, as the Senator has well said, 
but his lack of acquaintance with the people, their standing, their posi- 
tion, their rights of voting, and so on, renders him less able intelligently 
to serve themin the capacity of a supervisor. He willbe totally at the 
mercy of others. He will depend upon hearsay for all his information. 
Whereas we know that in voting, asin a caseof the jury, which the com- 
mon law provides especially shall be chosen from the vicinage, the su- 
pervisors and managers of elections ought to be well acquainted with 
the claim of every voter who comes to vote. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts the propriety of this amendment. It comes in line 16, to 
strike out now the words ‘‘in the same county or parish.” That 
would leave it to read right: 

The chief supervisor of elections may at any time transfer any supervisor 
from service in any oneclection district to another in thesame city or town. 

That would make it applicable to all the larger cities where the 
transfer could be made; biit take a large county or parish, some of 
which are a hundred or more miles in length, and to transfer a supervisor 
from one side of the county to the other would be, it seems to me, a 
great inconvenience and hardship, especially if there should be a difi- 
culty between the supervisors and the chief supervisor, 

He would then have the power of placing a supervisor in any partof 
the county where he could not vote, because in many of these coun- 
ties and parishes they have to vote in the local precincts where they 
have resided in the township or precinct, and being required to reside 
there three months or six months, and in Texas, for example, in some 
of the counties it would be like transferring them from one State to 
another, The amendment would leave this power of transfer in all of 
the towns and cities and places where there is a dense population, 
where there might be some necessity for a change of supervisors from 
one part to another. 

Mr, HOAR. The purpose, of course, of this provision is to provide 
for cases of the sudden failure of a su isor at one particular place. 
If one supervisor was taken suddenly ill it would leave one man to ex- 
ercise these duties with another of the same political faith unless the 
chief supervisor had this power of transfer. 

There is a good deal of force, however, in the suggestions which have 
been made on the other side, but I think I shall not make a question 
on it. I think it would be bettér for us to have some arrangement by 

“which this transfer may not be made in the rural districts for distances 
of more than a certain number of miles, so as not to prevent the oppor- 
tunity of the officials voting at their own precinct; but in order not to 
detain the Senate to frame an exact amendment of that kind I will 
consent to this amendment; and if hereafter it should occur to me on 
reflection that I had better put in some provision of that kind I can 
then su tit. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 2, line 19, page 78, of the print of August 
7, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ claiming to be.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, page 78, line 19, of the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, after the word 

t persons,” strike out the words ‘‘claiming to be;’’so as to read: 

Whenever the chief supervisor of elections for the judicial district in which 
such Congressional district or such entirecity or town having 20,000 inhabitants 
or over is situated shall have received from such Congressional district, city, or 
town an application or applications from one hundred persons citizens of tho 
United States and residents and qualified voters in the city or town or in the 
Congressional district above mentioned. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. The 
words were put in with t deliberation and consideration by the 
committee. The reason for putting them in is that the presenting of 
the petition by the one rea ti persons is a jurisdictional fact, and, 
if it were necessary to make the whole proceeding valid, there should 
be no mistakes about the citizenship of one of the persons who petitions. 
It might make very important proceedings wholly er e had in 
the Senate the other day the case of an old residentof Washington who 
supposed he had been a citizen for a great many years, and it turned 
out that he had never been naturalized. I think such a case happened 
in regard to a governor-elect of one of the Western States. 

I may as well repeat, once for all, what I have said heretofore, that 
this provision of the one hundred.citizens to a petition in one case and 
fifty citizens to a petition in another isnot putin this bill with the 
idea that the hundred or the fifty men are to control the operations of 
the United States law. Tho idea is that this law shall go into effect 
uniformly throughout the United States except in those cases, which I 
think will be very numerous and more numerous as times go by, where 
there is substantially unanimous consent of the people that they do not 
want it, and there is no necessity for the expense or the trouble. 

There are plenty of districts in my State where, I nm quite sure, the 
Republicans would be as contented to leave their elections to Democratic 
election officers as they would to officers of their own faith, and Iam 
equally sure that there are many such cases where the Democrats would 
leave the whole thing tothe Republicans with entire satisfaction and con- 
tentment and confidence. The provision is that it shall require this 
number of petitioners, for it would be a very awkward thing to require 
proof of character of every man named in every petition. 

I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr, HOAR. I withdraw the motion if the Senator wishes to reply. 

Mr. VEST, Alexander Hamilton said once, in discussing a provision 
of the Federal Constitution in the Federalist, that a possibility of the 

p g of an event was a suficient ment to provide against it 

by legislation. We all know with what facility petitions can be gotten 
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up. All of us are familiar with the facility and recklessness that at- 
tend petitions in any community, and it does seem to me that in 
starting the legislative machinery that affects the most sacred right of 
an American citizen every safeguard should be put against abuse of 
that machinery for partisan or corrupt purposes, 

Here is a provision which says that, whenever a hundred persons 
claiming to be citizens in a town or city shall petition that this law shall 
take effect in that community, the chief supervisor shall have beforo 
him what the Senator calls a jurisdictional fact; but that jurisdictional 
fact, so far as this Iaw is concerned, is conclusive, unless the chiefsu- 
pervisor sees proper to ignore the petition altogether. It is the begin- 
ning of this operation. 

Tt is little enough to require in a case of thissort, in a case of juris- 
dictional legislation which proposes to take from the States rights which 
they haye exercised for a hundred years, and rights about which the 
American people are peculiarly sensitive—is it notlittle enough to re- 
quire that this chief supervisor shall satisfy himself that these peti- 
tioners are citizens ? 

Suppose one of these political managers, called bosses and hustlers, 
who have got to be a separate and distinct profession, unfortunately, 
in the United States, should conclude that he wanted this law applied 
for his political or personal purpose to a certain city or town. Asa 
matter of course, the first thing he does is to go down into the most 
disreputable haunts and pick up a lot of people who have no interest 
whatever in the community, who are possibly foreigners, have never 
been naturalized even, but who claim to be or are willing to sign a 
paper claiming to be citizens of the United States, and, like the ma- 
chinist who touches a knob or a button of his machinery, the whole 
works commence to move at once. 

Can it be possible that such a thing as that is seriously defended 
here? It is sufficient, it seems to me, for conservative legislators to 
understand that the abuse is probable. I can go out into this city to- 
day and get a petition to hang any member of this Senate, I canfind 
a hundred people in this town who will sign a petition who do not 
know anything about it, but who-do it to oblige the man who brings 
the petition to them, and in that may be the allegation that they are 
citizens of the United States. They do not know and they do not 
care whatis in it. They have no responsibility, nothing but to sign 
their pames, and the whole thing is done, So far as they are con- 
cerned, the only reason they have for signing the paper is that Mr. 
Smith or Mr. Jones is a good fellow and he asked them to signit, and 
they did it. 

Anabuse like thatought not to be possible. It is not imposing any 
extraordinary duty upon the supervisor. If he is the right sort ofa 
man, qualified for his high position and the sn het hn attached to 
it, he can very easily ascertain through his deputies or even by his 
own personal exertions whether these petitioners are citizens:of the 
United States or not. What would be said of putting this law into ef- 
fect in a community upon the petition of a hundred people who aro 
not citizens, or a majority of whom or even a considerable minority 
of whom are not citizens? Could there be conceived a greater outrage 
on a community ? : 

I speak with some warmth, Mr. President, for I lived once in my 
life for five years in a community governed by the most irresponsible 
vagabonds, who did not pay one dollar taxes, but who were the refuse 
of society, the scum, the filth of the community, and they made the 
laws and controlled the policy of the State, whilst the taxpayers stood 
by helpless and hopeless and saw their property squandered and their 
dearest rights trampled under foot. 

I have never heard in any instance any of these outrages defended 
except upon the ground that thoy will never happen, They have hap- 
pened, they will happen as long as the mercenary instinct is found in 
men. As long as the desire for political se Bhar ts found (and that 
will be until the world is wrapped in millennial glory and the angel 
shall stand with one foot upon the land and the other foot upon the 
sea and proclaim that time shall be no more) these abuses will be 
found. No chances should be taken in a thing of this sort. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator if, under the 
language of the bill which it is proposed to enactintoa law, the super- 
visor should become convinced that the petition was spurious, that the 
men were not citizens, wore not residents of the h or county in 
which they claimed to reside, whether there is power given him to 
refuse the petition provided it comes in the language of the bill, from 
one hundred persons claiming that they are such. 

Mr. VEST. No; I haveread this over and over. Itis an awkwardly 
drawn provision, but I do not care about taking up the time—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What is the section ? 

Mr. VEST. Section 2, page78, line 19. It is necessary, to under- 
stand it, to go back to line 14. It now reads: 


Whenever the chief supervisor of elections for the judicial district in which 
such Congressional district or such entire city or town having 20,000 inhabitants 
or over is situated shall have received from such Congressional district, city, or 
town an pe thc ed or applications from one hundred persons claiming to be 
citizens of the United States and residents and qualified voters in the city or 
town or in the Congressional district above mentioned, or whenever he shall 
receive from such parish, county, city, town, or precinct in any Con ional 
district an application or applications from fifty persons claiming to be citizens 
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of tho United States, and residents and qualified voters in such parish, city, 

county, town, or election precinct, petitioning him to take such action as may 

Be estates to secure stich supervision thercin as is provided by the laws of the 
nited States. 


My amendment, let mo say to the Senator from Colorado, is to strike 
out the words ‘‘claiming to be,” in line 19, so that the supervisor be- 
fore this extraordinary legislation takes effect shall satisfy himself that 
they are citizens. That is all of it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts disposes of it by saying here is the 
jurisdictional fact. That is the first time I ever heard that allegation 
of citizenship was conclusive as a jurisdictional fact in any court. I 
assume that the Senator from Massachusetts would notclaim any such 
thing as that as to the jurisdiction of the United States courts, which 
often depends upon citizenship. Itis a question to be inquired into. 
Ifa man sues me in the United States court and says he isa citizen of 
anotherState, Ican attack that jurisdictional fact, oritis rather a juris- 
dictional allegation, and if I show he is not a citizen of another State 
‘he is out of court and that is the end of his case, 

I say, sir, in conclusion, that there should be no chances taken on a 
matter of this kind, It is little enough to require the chief supervisor, 
before he starts this extraordinary machinery in any county, city, or 
town, to find that the statement that the parties signing the petition 
are citizens is absolutely true. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will alow me a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY, I wish to call his attention to the fact that the juris- 
dictional fact or allegation applies not only to the citizen of the United 
States, but to the further allegation that they are residents and-quali- 
fied voters of such parish, city, or town. Itseems to me that if there 
is any safeguard, any conservatism in this provision for setting in mo- 
tion this electoral machinery, it isin requiring the parties who make 
petition to allege that they are not only citizens, but qualified voters, 
and are interested in the elections thereby which they seek to have 
supervised. That fact ought not to be left in the air. 

It ought not to be left, it seems to me, to be established by design- 
ing and corrupt men in order to obtain setting in motion this electoral 
machinery contrary to the intent of this act, for the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts knows, and those who advocate this bill must intend, that 
this setting in motion of this electoral machinery shall be bona fide, 
and shall have a responsible source, and shall have sponsors who are 
men capable of being identified and who have an interest in reality in 
the election which they ask shall be thus supervised, not merely claim- 
ing or alleging that they have. So that it seems to me all-important 
to the bonatides of this provision that we should require that the sign- 
ers should be residents and bona fide voters, and not merely that they 
should claim to be. It seems to me immensely important. 

Mr. HOAR. The criticism made on this bill and the objection to 
it which has come from bothsides of the Chamber, and from the other 
side of the Chamber especially, is thatitoughtto apply to every district 
in the United States without exception if it be applied toany. That 
is one of the great arguments that have been brought up. If that be 
true, certainly this thing can dono harm, because it goes in that direc- 
tion; but the committee conceived that there were a great many dis- 
tricts in the United States, and there would be an increasing number, 
probably, if this bill went into operation,in regard to which there 
would be a universal consent of the people that it should not be put in 
operation. 

We suppose there will bea great many communities in which there 
will be no such petition, but if there be a petition you have got to have 
one of two things. You have cither got to take the petition as evi- 
dence of the character of the petitioners themselves and their claims, 
which ordinarily will be put in operation unless petitioners were what 
they claimed to be, or you have got to provide for judicial examina- 
tions in regard to citizenship and residence and qualifications to vote 


of every one of these one hundred men upon oath, at least, to be taken- 


by them with the cost of the certificate, the cost of the examination, 
and with all the attendant delay which would add to the expense and 
mechanism of the bill, 

If it turned out that one of these men is mistaken, that he has signed 
the petition although not entitled to citizenship, all the authority to 
setthis machinery isgone. If the supervisors have been appointed their 
appointment is a nullity; if they have acted, their action is a nullity; 
if they have arrested anybody, the arrest is wrongful, etc. So thatit 
seems to me while this proposition may seem plausible as Senators 
state it, yet when you come to see what it will accomplish it is en- 
tirely dissipated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ican readily understand that an honest mistake 
might be made by the petitioner, and that should not affect the valid- 
ity of the proceeding; and yet there might possibly be some perambu- 
latory petition that would coversome great section of the country signed 
by people who were not acting in good faith, and not in fact interested 
in securing honest elections, and where by petitions they would seek 
to have the elections law npply. Now, as I understand it, there is no 
penalty here against any person who claims to be a qualified voter or 
a citizen of the United States, if in fact he is not one; and therefore I 


ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he objects to appending at the 
end of the section a provision of this kind: 

And any person falsely claiming to be a citizen of the United States, or to 
be a resident or qualified voter of such city or town, in any such petition,shall 
be punished by confinement of not less than six months nor more than two 
years, or by fne of not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, or by both said fine 
and imprisonment. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is a good idea, with one exception. The 
Senator from Colorado perhaps has not been a member of the Senate 
sufficiently long to have learned that it has been the policy of the Sen- 
ate for a long time not to have included in a law a provision for a mini- 
mum punishment, hecause there may be cases of technical violations 
of the law. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I must confess that in regard to these matters I 
am quite unfamiliar. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to the Senator to strike out the words 
“not less than.” That would be in accordance with the universal 
practice of the Senato now. Thenitshould be ‘falsely and willfully.”’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If itis false it is willful, is it not? A false claim 
is a willful claim. 

Mr. HOAR. But let it be put in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. SANDERS, I think the word “knowingly ’’ would be better. 
This discussion reveals the fact that there are a great many certificates 
ofnaturalization that are fraudulent, Ifsomebody should sign such a 
petition supposing his certificate genuine when it was fraudulent he 
ought not to be punished. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment of the Senator from Colorado be 
read as modified. ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 2, add the following: 

And any person falsely and willfully claiming to boa citizen of the United 
States, orto bea resident or qualified voter of such city or town, in any such 
petition, shall be punished by confinement of not more than two years or by a 
fine of not more than $1,000, or by both said fine and imprisonment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to makea single suggestion, and principally 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, about thismatter. He felicitates 
himself that if this bill goes into operation there will be a decrease in 
the number of applications for these supervisorships. 

Now, Mr. President, the supervisors, under the bill, will average 
about $50 at each election; some of them will run very much above 
that. The lowest average for a supervisor will be $50 at an election. 
There will be three supervisors for each precinct, and that will make 
$150. Now, there are very few counties, I suppose, in the United 
States, at least in the most populous parts of the United States, where 
there are not as many as forty precincts. 

That is a large sum ofmoney to go into the hands of the class of peo- 
ple who will apply for these positions of supervisors. There are many 
post offices in the United States that do not pay anything like that 
amount of money, and yet the mails of Senators are burdened with pe- 
titions and applications for appointments to those places. There are 
many peoplein myState, withoutreference to color or previous condition 
or anything of thatkind, white people and black people, too, who would 
be very much delighted to be appointed supervisors in a precinct where 
they would get $50 apiece out of the money of the United States for 


performing this service for, perhaps, not exceeding ten days; not se———— 


much, perhaps, as ten days. 

The Senator from Massachusetts will find that this country will be 
swarming with these ah ec It is very true that as the bill now 
is the chief supervisor isnot bound to accept services of thiskind. He 
nominates men for these offices, men who recommend themselyes by 
their own affidavits and their own applications as to respectability and 
otherwise. He may not choose to use their services, and in that way 
he can cut them out; but how easy it is for a man who is disposed to 
make a political interference in a district, whether a Democrat or a 
Republican, to go out into the different precincts in the county and 
throughout the districtand pick his men to make applications for these 
places, and say ‘‘Here is $50 that can be paid for a few days’ service 
at a time of the year when you are not busy in your usual vocation”? 
(that of a farmer or whatever it may be), ‘‘and if you receive the ap- 
pointment I will put your name on the list, or take your name before 
the judge, and he will appoint you.” 

He is obliged to do it; that is a fact. Now, instead of there being a 
continual decrease of these applications, there will be a continual in- 
crease of these applications, and the boss politicians of a small kind 
throughout the United States will find themselves with convenient em- 

loyment at $50 for ten days’ services; and the chief supervisor will 
Fave the pick and choice of all the political tools he wants to select 
from, the meanest men he can think of. If he recommends them to 
the judge, his imprimatur will carry them through the court, and we 
shall have the elections functionaries of the United States either the 
miserable tools of low politicians or else we shall have them of a class 
of men who would corrupt the public service. 

I think, Mr. President, that every guard we can put upon these men 
ought to be sedulously placed there, Therefore, I am in favor of the 
proposed amendment or any other amendment in that direction. 
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Mr, HOAR, I desire to ask if the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Woicorr] has been adopted? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has not been acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay that amendment on the table. 

Mr. VEST, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, HOAR., I would like to have it understood before a vote is 
taken, whether there is any objection to the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado [ Mr, Wotcorr]. 

Mr. VEST. No; I think not. 

Mr, HOAR. Let that be adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr, ALLISON, On what have the yeas and nays been ordered? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, On the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [ Mr. Vest] to strike out the words ‘‘claiming to be,” in line 
19, page 78, The roll will be called, 

Mr, VEST. Task unanimous consent to withdraw my call for the 
yeas and nays, and let us first take a vote viva voce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
put the question. The question is on the motion to lay the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I withdrew the call for the yeas and nays in order to 
Save time. 

Mr, HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
the roll will be called. 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President, several Senators in my vicinity, in- 
cluding myself, do not understand whether this is a motion to lay on 
the table or whether it is to be a vote on the pending amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis a motion made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to lay the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), During the absence of 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corgurrr] on account of sickness I 
shall be paired with him, and therefore it is not necessary for me to 
repeat it every time avoteis taken. If he were present, Ishould vote 


Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. If he were present, I would 
vote foe 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam generally paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” ` 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PLUMB]. As he has not voted, I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Has the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Jones] voted ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Tas a quorum voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. 

S Mr. fee I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
ONES]. 

Mr. BERRY. I Gesire to state that the Senator from Kentucky 
pr r is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

IERCE]. 

Mr. PASCO. Idesire to haveitnoted that my colleague [Mr. CALL] 
is neat absent from the Chamber and is paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with 
the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. Eustis]. My colleague would vote 
“yea”? on this question. 

The result was aunounced—yeas 33, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—33, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allen, Evarts, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Frye, Platt, Teller, 
Cameron, Hal Power, Warren, 
Carey, Hawley, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, Higgins, Sanders, Wolcott, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Davis, McConnell, Sherman, 
Dixon, MeMillnan, Shoup, 

NAYS—25. 
Barbour, Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Bate, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Berry, Gorman, Pasco, Valthall, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Hampton, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Kenna, Turpie, 


ABSENT—30, 

lair, Daw Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Jonesof Nevada, Squire, 
Brown, Eustis, Mitchell, Stanford, 

1, Farwell, Moody, Stewart, 

Carlisle, George, Paddock, Vest, 
Chandler, Hearst Payne, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Pierce, 


So the amendment of Mr. VEST to the amendment of the commit- 
tee was laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is it understood that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Woncorr] is agreed to? 

Mr. HOAR. That was agreed to unanimously. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer a proviso to come in at the end of section 2 
as amended, 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas listen to me for a moment? 
Iwas moving some amendments as coming from the majority of thé 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and at the request of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] I deferred them for half an hour. 
ae Senator from Maryland now informs me that he desires no further 
delay. 

Mr, REAGAN.. I prefer that the Senator be present, but I havean 
amendment tosection 2. Ido not want to consume any time. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; after that I will ask the Chair to recog- 
nize me for that purpose. 

The SECRETARY. Add the following to section 2: 


Provided, That the chief supervisors ofelections shall keep the petitions pro- 
vided for in this section, and the lists of names appended tothem, open to the 
inspection and examination of citizens at all reasonable hours. 


Mr, REAGAN. Mr, President, I have but a word to say in refer- 
ence to that amendment. ‘These election proceedings ought to be 
open so that they can be understood. If the chiefsupervisor has power 
to reccive petitions and place them in his drawer or in his safe, with- 
out the authority or right of the citizens to inspect them, it might op- 
erate asa very serious wrong, and I think there will be no objection to 
requiring him to keep these petitions and the papers connected with 
them open to inspection, so that citizens may see who it is that makes 
them and whether thero is any attempt at the perpetration of fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. LIhope theamendment will not beadopted. It is well 
known, I suppose, to most Senators here that there is a very consid- 
erable fearin many parts of the country that it may not be altogether 
safe for persons to make these petitions. The petitioners may be sub- 
ject to hostile action. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported again. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be again read in 
Sa ated with the request of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES]. : 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOAR., I have moved to Jay that amendment on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] to lay the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would like toinquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts whether it is the intention of this bill to keep secret and 
hidden away those who are responsible for putting it in operation. I 
am one of the representatives from Indiana. If this bill becomes a 
general law, it will apply to the State that I have the honor in part to 
represent, as well as to the Southern States, and I would like to know 
from the Senator from Massachusetts whether he proposes to hide and 
cover up and keep secret, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, 
ing question is debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I do not know whether it is debatable or not, 
but I will allow the Senator from Massachusetts an opportunity, and 
shall be glad to hear his answer, 

Mr. HOAR. The matter will be in the control of those who will see 
that whatever is necessary for the public security is done. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I desire it to be known abroad, through- 
out the country, that the methods by which this wretched piece of 
legislation is about to be put in operation in the various States can be 
hidden away—— 

Mr. HOAR. I object to further debate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Can be placed in the secret archives of the Fed- 
eral judiciary. I wish that to be known, as well as the rest of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The motion to lay on the table is not đe- 
batable, 

Mr. REAGAN. This does not go into the charge of the judiciary 
department, but will remain in charge of the chief supervisor, and the 
secret is his. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to further debate. 

Mr. GORMAN, I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 


I desire to ask the Chair whether the pend- 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I object to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'TheSenator from Iowa objects to debate, 
The roll will be called. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 1 would like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a single quesiion, if he will withdraw his motion in order to 
enable me to do 50. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is notin order now. The Secre- 
tary will proceed with the roll-call. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. Prerce’s name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. PIERCE] is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE]. 

ME VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were present, I should vote 

tnay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. , 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. PIERCE]. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] is tem- 
porarily absent from the Chamber, and at his request my pairis trans- 
ferred to him. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Idesire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If 
present, my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BATE, I desire to announce the pair of the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. r 

Mr. WALTHALL. My congue [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Has the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] voted ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Having a pair with bim, I withhold my 
vote. Ishould yote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Dory] is detained from the Chamber and is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Dixon, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hale, - Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hawley, Morrill, Warren, 
ey, Higgins, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Power, 
Davis, Hoar, Sanders, 
NAYS—30. 
Barbour, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, 
Bate, Gorman, Pasco, Vance, 
Berry. Gray, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Quay, Walthall, 
Butler, Harris, Ransom Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Ste 
Coke, McPherson, Teller, 
ABSENT—23, 
Blair, Dawes, Hearst, Pierce, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Brown, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, & 
Omil, vartas, Moody, Squire, 
Chandler, Farwell, Paddock, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Geo: Payne, Vest, 
Daniel, Gibson, Pettigrew, Washburn, 


The VICE PRESIDENT, TheSenate being equally divided on this 
question, the Chair votes ‘‘yea.’’ - 

So the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend section 2 by adding, after the last 
word, ‘‘ voter,” the words ‘and shall be sworn to the sames” so as to 
read: 


Every pereon making application for such supervision shall subscribe the 
same and state his citizenship, place of residence, and that he is a qualified 
voter, and shall be sworn to the same. = 


Mr, HOAR. Where will it come in? 

Mr. VANCE. That will come in at the close of section 2, 

Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to that. ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Task the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
to yield to me a moment. 

Mr, VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, we met yesterday at 12 o’clock, and 
until 1 or 2 o'clock to-day we have proceeded with the discussion of 
this bill, but were engaged in an endeavor to get a quorum the greater 
partof the time. This morning, after the completion of one or two 
speeches, there were fifty or sixty Senators present, not all of them 
haying remained here all night. Then by common consent we 
the consideration of this bill in a perfectly fair spirit, considering the 
amendments as they arose, with no extended discussion upon any one 
of them, and with no idea of going beyond legitimate bounds in the 
consideration of the amendments themselves. 

With a view to facilitate the business of the Senate I suggested to 


the Senator from Massachusetts, which suggestion he afterwards ac- 
cepted, to lay aside the amendments he had offered in order that we 
might compare them with the bill the reprint of which had only reached 
us this morning. 

Now, Mr. President, with that condition of affairs in the body and 
a desire to go on, taking advantage of no technicalities whatever and 
consuming no more time than was absolutely necessary for the intelli- 
gent consideration of the amendments, with scarcely a roll-call unless 
asked for by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]—but possibly 
asked for once or twice on this side—the Senator in charge of the bill, 
not appreciating the spirit with which he is met in the consideration 
of this measure, takes the floor before the mover of an amendment has 
an opportunity to explain it and proposes to lay the amendment on 
the table, or, if not before the mover has an opportunity to explain it, 
immediately afterwards. 

We have just voted upon an important amendment, the proposition 
offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], requiring that these 
petitions and papers shall become public property, and that citizens of 
the United States shall have an opportunity to see them and know who 
are applicants, to know whether they were proper applicants, whether 
they were citizens of the United States, and that within a reasonable 
time, as the amendment provided. That proposition, giving only that 
ral ners which is due to every American citizen in regard to every 
public act and every official, immediately the Senator proposes to lay 
on the table, and the Senate refuses to give consent when we simply 
ask it to be fairly considered. 

Now, I donot want to be unkind or say disagreeable things to any 
Senator, but I say to the Senator from Massachusetts that he has been 
so exacting in every proposition which has come before us in this mat- 
ter that he can not facilitate public business in that way. If he wants 
a fair and intelligent consideration of this bill and the amendments, 
he will get it with perfectly fair and frank dealing with Senators upon 
this side. Ifan amendment comes up, and it is debated beyond rea- 
sonable time, I should not complain if, under the rules, he moved to 
lay it on the table. But when we are going on in the manner I have 
described, I say to the Senator we can all of us get up conflicts and 
bad feeling among white men everywhere in the world; and that ap- 
plies to this body. 

Now, I hope and trust that the Senator will change his tactics and 
will permit the consideration of these amendments fairly for a proper 
time without any attempt to cut us off. Of course, we have our rem- 
edy. I have no right-to speak for anybody but myself, but I think 
I yoice the sentiment of everybody on this side of the Chamber when 
I say we do not want to resort to the practice of offering an amendment 
and taking the floor and then yielding to somebody else to speak upon 
itan undue length of time. That would be unfair to each side. It 
would be perfectly legitimate within the rules. But I do appeal to 
the Senator from Massachusetts to permit the consideration of this 
measure to go on as it has been going on nearly the whole day. How- 
ever, I think he has made two or three motions to lay amendments 
upon the table when we were all ready to vote upon the direct ques- 
tion itself, 

Now, Mr. President, there are some of these amendments that re- 
quire discussion. Oftheamendments offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts himself, at least two are importantand far-reaching. One is 


as to the appointment of these officers and the other opens the door of 


the Treasury for the expenditure of untold millions, as I understand 
it, Does the Senator from Massachusetts suppose that a matter such 
as the one presented by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], sim- 
ply giving the right to look at the papers on file in the office of these 
supervisors and in the court between reasonable hours, should not be 
discussed in thiscountry fora moment; that the gag must be put upon 
that right which is due to every American citizen? Does he believe 
that he will facilitate the passage of his bill by making a motion to 
lay on the table an amendment that will close the doors of the Treas- 
ury except as they may be opened by the representatives of the people 
in the two Houses of Congress assembled? 

Mr. President, we are in the minority in this Chamber; but I speak 
for the great majority of all the people in this country when I say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that we shall have free discussion upon 
the question of theright to take the people’s money from their Treasury 
by unknown and unauthorized agents appointed by judges who them- 
selves have their appointments for life, 

Now, sir, this bill is full of clauses which excite the partisan; but 
when we come to the consideration of its details I think, even extreme 
as the Senator from Massachusetts isand anxious as he is for the passage 
of this measure, he ought to concede at least the right to discuss these 
amendments fairly in the Senate. Nothing moreisasked. Under the 
rules, Mr. President, we can have that, And as I said, voicing, as I 
know I do, the sentiments of the great majority of the people of the 
country, we shall never submit toanything less than that. [Manifesta- 
tions of applause in the galleries, ] 

Mr. VANCE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Carolina 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


——_— 
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Mr. VANCE. I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts to 
make a reply to that appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think this affected style comes with 
yery singular grace from the Senator from Maryland, when we con- 
sider the history of the past two weeks. The Senator says with anair 
of threat that he shall know or they shall know how to secure what- 
éver speech they desire in this body. I suppose the Senator would 
delay this bill by every parliamentary method, whatever course the 
majority of the Senate should take. Nothinghas happened yet which 
has come from that Senator or any other on his side of the Chamber to 
make any man doubt that every obstruction which he or his associates 
can invent will be putin the way of the constitutional right of the 
majority of this body to express its will in legislation. That we un- 
derstand. But undoubtedly, Mr. President, there oughtto be a fairand 
reasonable opportunity for discussing these amendments and undoubt- 
edly it can not be helped. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all we want. 

Mr, HOAR. ‘There has been no instance where I have made a mo- 
tion to lay an amendment on the table where on an appeal to withdraw 
it I have not withdrawn it. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘That wasnot the case just now. 

Mr. HOAR. No, the Senator from Missouri was speaking while the 
motion to lay on the table was pending. He did not ask anybody to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. 

Mr, REAGAN. ‘The Senator may not have heard me, but I did ask 
leave to be heard. 

Mr. VEST. I never spoke after the motion was pending. 

Mr. HOAR. It was the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

mat KENNA. And the Senator from Iowa rose in his place and ob- 
jected. 

Mr, HOAR. Iam talking about myselfnow in regard to that matter. 
He was ing out of order when the motion was made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It may be due tomyself tosay that I was really 
not aware of the shape the question was in when I arose to speak. I 
simply understood by the reading of the Clerk that the bill made a 
provision in the nature of hiding away from public observation a cer- 
tain responsibility, which it was proposed to remedy, and thereupon I 
spoke, and I was surprised at theSenator from Iowa calling me to order 
on a question of debate. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Maryland and for that of the Senate that when the Senator from North 
Carolina rose I sought the floor at the same time and I sought it for 
the purpose of stating that it seemed to me there was a good deal of 
force on reflection in the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, and 
that I thought his purpose would be met by a provision that these 
petitions should be returned to the files of the circuit court and be 
open there for the inspection of the public; and I had consulted al- 
ready several Senators on this side of the Chamber with reference to 
proposing an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from North Carolina give way 
to me a moment? I want to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, before I sit down I 
wish to suggest to the Senator from Maryland, and to recall to his at- 
tention the fact that some hour ago, I being on the floor and moving 


_ these amendments which had been prepared by direction of the ma- 


jority of the committee, which I havespoken of as committee amend- 
ments (and I think I havea rightso to speak of them), the Senator asked 
me to withdraw them for some time, which I did out of deference to 
his request, and I may have been informed by him that he desires 
no further delay in saps them up, and F think I should have an op- 
portunity afforded to me by that side of the Chamber at this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwant to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that is precisely the point to whatIsaid. Whemhecame to his amend- 
ments this morning we had before us the amendment offered by my 
distinguished friend from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] which was 
likely to lead to debate. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin, who happened 
to be in the Chamber at the time in charge of the bill, I think sug- 
goes that it would be wise to lay that amendment aside temporarily 

‘or the purpose of consulting and sceing if itcould not be put in shape. 

It was assented to on this side, although it wasn matter thatour friends 
desired to discuss; one of them was most anxions to make a speech on 
it. Isaid: ‘*Thatisperfectly fair in the discussion and consideration of 
this bill, and we shall be glad to doit.” TheSenator from Massachu- 
setts wanted to present his amendment, and very justly as he suggested, 
and immediately two or three of our friends, who had not had an op- 
portunity before to compare his amendments with the bill andsee pre- 
cisely what they were, went towork at them and within the last half 
hour I informed the Senator from Massachusetts that we have been 
ready to proceed with them. Hence, I say it makes his action all the 
more pointed in cutting off debate on an amendment which he now 
thinks upon reflection ought to have been put in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. No, not that amendment, but something which would 
accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts has gone 
so far as to agree to the amendment of the Senator from Texas. How- 
ever, I will not do him any injustice about it. 


Now, Mr. President, I have nothing moro to say about the matter 
except I do trust that in this body, where during my service with it 
and before I becamea member of it, when [have been so familiar with 
its Neat I have never seen anything but fair consideration in 
this body and fair dealing on both sides of the Chamber—long dis- 
cussions and earnest discussions have occurred, sometimes with too 
much feeling I have witnessed, but in the end this body does what is 
tight, and it can not afford to be unjust to any one of its members of 
either party that happens to be in the minority. What Iwant to see 
is that we may go on with this bill and act on all the amendments 
that are yet to bé taken up only on a fair consideration of them. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention ofthe 
Senate to the constitutional provision under which this legislation is pro- 
posed. We have the power conferred by the Constitution to legislate 
as to the time, place, and manner of electing Representatives in Con- 
gress, The only provision of the Constitution that gives warrant for 
such legislation is found in the fourth section of the first article of the 
Constitution, and it reads as follows: 


Tho times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be preseribed in each State by the Legislatire thereof; but the 
Congress may at any time by Jaw make or alter such regulations, except as to 
tho places of choosing Senators. 


The entire warrant for any legislation on this subject must be found 
in this provision. Iam aware of the principle of construction that 
when power is given to Congress by the Constitution todo a given 
thing that power carries with it by implication the doing of all other 
thingsnecessary toaccomplish that purpose. Wehaye the power tomake 
regulations or to altor the regulations made by the State Legislatures 
as to the election of Congressmen, and there our power ends. Wehave 
no powi to deal with the election of State officers; we have no power 
to deal with the election of electors of President and Vice President 
except to fix the time of such election. 

Now, ifin exercising the power conferred to alter the State regula- 
tions as to the election of members of Congress, we interfere with powers 
that do not belong to Congress, but are especially reserved by the States, 
we are passing the bounds of our functionsand violating the Constitu- 
tion. 

Isit true that, because members of Congress are elected at the same 
time with State officers and with electors of President and Vice Pres- 
ident, therefore the Federal Government may regulate in any manner 
State elections, may inspect ballots for State oflicers, and supervise and 
regulate all the proceedings governing local elections? Is the power 
to fix the times, places, and manner of holding Congressional elections 
sufficient warrantfor all that? Doesitgivethat power? The answer 
must be in the negative. 

What is the condition of the legislation of the several States with re- 
gard to the time and place and manner of holding Congressional elec- 
tions? Are they not held in nearly all the States at the same time as 
the State elections and must they not of necessity remain so until after 
the next general election? If this bill in its present form should be- 
come a law, would not the Federal officers whom it creates be present, 
supervise, and regulate all Stateelections two years hence? ‘The Presi- 
dential electors are elected, I believe; in nearly every State in the Union 
at the same time as Representatives in Congress are elected. Is not 
the machinery of this bill especially calculated to have present a horde 
of Federal officers, paid with Federal money, to supervise not only 
Congressional elections, but elections of electors of President and Vice 
President? 

It must be remembered that Congress may fix the time of electing 
electors of President and Vice President, and if that time be fixed per- 
manently on the same day when Congressmen are elected then the su- 
pervisors of elections will not only control the election of Congressmen, 
but will necessarily manage and control the election of electors of the 
President and Vice President. And for the present and until the States 
shall havo fixed some other day for their general elections, the elections 
to be supervised by Federal officers under the provisions of this bill 
must include members of Congress, Presidential electors, and all State 
officers. Besides, many of the States have fixed the time for elections 
in their constitutions which can not be changed for many years. The 
practical result of this bill will be to place the control of aH elections, 
State and national, in charge of Federal officers. 

We are not children. All of us have seen elections enough toknow 
that a horde of officers at the polls with a purpose to control elections, 
having the right to inspect the ballots, having theright to arrest, having 
the right to keep order, having the right of supervising everything, 
will exercise an overwhelming power at a general election and influence 
the result as to every officer voted for at such election, We all know 
that an army of officers at the polls, backed by the prestige of the Gen- 
eral Government, must dominate local elections and affect the result 
of the election of State officers of every State in the Union. If this 
bill, which mixes tho election of members of Congress with all other 
elections, should pass, a spectaclo will be presented of the imperial 
power of the General Government dominating local elections through- 
out the United States. The elections must be commingled at the next 
election in every State, and inasmuch as constitutions must beamended 
and constitutional laws changed before the States would be able to 
separate them, if this bill becomes a law there is little hope that here- 
after local elections will be free from Federal control. 
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The spectacle will be presented by the passage of this bill of a Pres- 
ident appointing marshals and judges to assist him to a re-election to 
his high office. This army of officers will also be interested in retain- 
ing their places under the Executive who appointed them. 

Is not the Presidential office strong enough? Has it not the veto 


power, ed from a dead letter to a living power that controls at 
least one-third of the votes of both Houses of Congress? Isit not a 
living power that dispenses patronage the like of which and the extent 
of which were never before known onearth? Is not that patronage con- 
stantly increasing? Is there not a clamor toincreaseit? Isit not pro- 
posed in many quarters to give the President control of telegraphs, 
railroads, and many other things? 

The administration through the Secretary of the Treasury already has 
contrel of the finances of the country, and under your legislation he can 
expand and contract the currency at pleasure. ‘These enormous powers 
are in the hands of one man, and if you further put in his hands mil- 
lions of Government money and an army of retainers at the polls under 
the pretext of controlling Congressional elections, you will have great 
difficulty after a time in continuing your Presidential elections unless 
you will continue to elect the same man. 

The e of this law will, in the next election at least and per- 
haps forever, place over all the local elections this supervising power 
withhigh-paid officers. That will be the beginning of the end of free 
government. 

T protest against legislation which will change the spirit and intent 
of the Constitution. IPfthis bill must be , if the power given by 
the Constitution must be exercised, exercise it by separate Congres- 
sional elections at a time when no other election is held and in a man- 
ner prescribed by the Constitution. Gono furtherthan the letter and 
the spirit of that instrument. Whatever may be said of the evils that 
exist, you have no right to subvert the Constitution and use the an- 
thority given to fix the times, places, and mannerof electing Congress- 
men for the purpose of controlling all other elections. If it be said 
that Congressional elections are held at the same time as local elec- 
tions, and that they can not be regulated withont also regulating tho 
Iatter, and that Congress has the power of regulating Congressional 
elections, and therefore the regulation of local electionsis butan incident 
of the exercise of the power given, I maintain that this is no excuse. 
Congress has the power to exercise the authority given in the Consti- 
tution without interfering with local elections, by fixing a separate 
day for Congressional elections. 

When you so legislate as to exercise the power given by the Consti- 
tution to regulate the method of electing Congressmen it is your duty 
at the same time to see to it that you do not override other and more 
important provisions of the Constitution. 

This bill, taking hold as it does of the whole State machinery and 
providing as it does for paid agents torepresent partisans on the one 
side or the other, is dangerous, not only to the country, but to the Re- 
publican party. It isasword that will cut both ways. It can be 
used by Democrats as well as by Republicans, but in each case it will 
be used against the liberties of ci es Se Ifthe Federal authorities cam 
have at all the pollsin the United States paid retainers to govern and 
control the local elections, you have gone very far towards changing the 
form of this Government from a republic toa monarchy. There is no 
excuse for saying that you can manage these elections better than the 

pia: That is always the plea of tyrants. That is the reason given 
espots for the exercise of imperial power. Their excuse for gov- 
erning is that they are wiser than the masses. Local self-government 
is the foundation of free institutions. It is the only ty against 
despotism. This bill if enacted into a law would not only violate the 
Constitution, but also the fundamental principles of free institutions. 

The control of Congressional elections, mixed and commingled with 
all other elections, means that there shall be no more freedom among 
the people, but that the people shall be dominated by the paidagents 
_ of Federal power. I contend that if there is a necessity for any legis- 

lation of this kind the bill should be recommitted and stripped of its 
unconstitutional provisions. There certainly is no such evil in the 
United States as will warrant Congress by this indirect mode in deprivy- 
ing the people of the right to select their own local officers without the 
interference of the General Government. Evils always exist in local 
government, but they regulate themselves. If the General Govern- 
ment should attempt to remedy all the defects in local elections and 
such an attempt should be successful, free institutions would be at an 
end, Patronage and the veto power are being enlarged and expanded 
every day. ‘These powers are now exercised by common consent with 
a freedom and extravagance that would have astonished the framers of 
the Constitution. 

It must be remembered that it was the veto power and the dispens- 
ing power which produced the revolution in England. Our ancestors 
fought against such usurpations for generations, and when our Consti- 
tution was being formed there was a strong protest against the veto 
power and all other kingly prerogatives, Mr. Hamilton said that, as 
the veto power had not been exercised in England since the reyolu- 
tion, it would not be used in this country except to defend the Presi- 
dential office from usurpation by Congress. Under this ne plea 
the fatal power was incorporated in the Constitution. Franklin warned 


them of the danger. The danger that Franklin predicted has come. 
No legislation can be devised in either House of Congress the pro- 
moters of which do not tremble under the cloud of the veto. 

It has been so for the last eight or ten years, and that cloud is grow- 
ing larger and larger; and now, with that immense power and that im- 
mense patronage that are so all-conirolling, you propose to place in 
the hands of the Executive the further power to appoint election ofi- 
cers at the polls, paid by the Government, without limitas to number, 
to intimidate and override the people by their force of imperial power. 
It onght not to be done. The plea for pure Congressional elections is 
not a sufficient excuse. 

If this bill is not to be confined to Congressional elections alone, it 
ought not to pass. Congressional should not be mixed with State elec- 
tions. Itwill alarm the people to see this bill gointo operation. They 
will rebel in the North as well as in the South when Federal officers are 
empowered to supervise local elections, and that rebellion will come 
quickly. The people will not submit to the surrender of the right of 
local self-government. There is no excuse for interfering with local 
elections. Congressional elections can and must be se ted from 
them if it is really necessary for the Government of the United States 
to supervise the election of Representatives in Congress. , 

Let no man think that the people of this country are prepared for 
Federal interference in local elections. It can not be done with im- 
punity. The States are jealous of their rights and willassertthem. I 
remember the description of the feeling in Colorado as given us*the 
other day by the junior Senator from that State [Mr. Wotcorr]. He 
told us that although the Federal officers did not interfere with local 
elections, yet every citizen of Denver felt humiliated to see supervising 
officers placed over them. That humiliation will become a reality if 
this bill, with the unlimited bat phan and the unlimited army of 
assistants to supervise and control elections therein provided for, is 


Py we have no right in the exercise of the power conferred by this 
clause in the Constitution to go beyond its letter and spirit by any in- 
direction, by passing legislation that interferes with any power reserved 
to the States. 

At the proper time I shall make a motion to recommié this bill and 
to oe its operation to constitutional limits. [Applause in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the provisions of this section of the 
bill seem to me sufficient to damn the whole scheme in the estima- 
tion of all patriotic men. Bear in mind that the professed object of 
the bill is to purify elections in this country and to render them fair, 
The assumption is made that certain States in this Union pervert the 
freedom of elections, turn aside the course of the majority of the pop- 
ular will, and this virtuous conception is for the purpose of rectifying 
that wrong. ” 

Now, the machinery is to be applied and put in motion by the ap- 
plication of one h men inany Congressional district or fifty men 
in any city, town, county, or parish. It does notrequire that they shall 
be even citizens of the United States and residents of the county or 
town or parish, or lawful voters therein, but simply that they shall 
claim to besuch. The judgment of the Senate upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri was that that claim was sufficient and 
should not be further verified or established. 

Then it comes to this, taken in connection with the laying upon the 
table of the amendment of the Senator from Texas, that in a Congres- 
sional district, we willsay, of 30,000 voters, 29,950 may be totally op- 
posed to any Federal supervision of their Congressional election, but 
fifty vagabonds may get together in secret and sign a paper requesting 
that supervision, and the will of the 29,950 is perv: and set aside 
in behalf of fifty vagabonds, in consideration of whose safety, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, their proceeding is to be in- 
guisitorial and secret, and 29,950 free and qualified American citizens 
shall not only be deprived of their will, but they shall not know by 
whom and by what authority they nre deprived of it. 

That may be a purification of politics and a correction of the evils of 
corrupt elections, but it sounds to me more like being open to fhe ob- 
jurgation of Burke, that the whole bill is musical with the patois of 
fraud and is redolent of the gibberish of hypocrisy. If that be free- 
dom, then, sir, the secret accusations which were deposited in the 
lion’s mouth of St. Mark’s are more commendable than the face to face 
accusations commanded by St. Paul and cl sition and sanctioned by 
all children of the common Jaw of England; then the secret trial of 
the Council of Ten has become the emblem of freedom and purity 
rather than the open trial in courts whose doors are compelled to ba 
thrown wide to the public. Ifthat isa purification, if thatis the means 
of securing the liberty of the American citizen and the freedom of its 
sufrage, then chains are an emblem of freedom when attached to the 
person. 

There ean be no doubt now in the niinds ofall reasonable and think- 
ing men what the object of this bill is, when the will of all the people 
of a Congressional district except fifty may be defied and set aside‘ind 
no provision made whatsoever to verify the truth of the’ claim of the 
men who set it aside under the lan, e of thislayw. It is trne that 
the amendment of the Senator from rado was agreed to, providing 
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that they should be punished in case they should falsely and willfully 
state anything that entitled them to claim to put this law in operation, 
but at the same time itis true that if these proceedings are to be se- 
cret and the paper which they sign is to be deposited with the chief 
nf oid and no human eye is to see it, it is true, I say, that there 
will be no possibility of indicting them for false statements and bring- 
ing them to punishment under the law. 

You may know that the chief supervisor will not do so. He is too 
much interested in the exercise of the functions of his office, in the 
gathering of the emoluments that arise therefrom, to expose the men 
who pander to his power, and he will keep those names secret, and the 
will of the people of any Congressional district, city, county, town, or 
parish in the United States may be thus thwarted, and all in the name 
of pure elections, all in the name of the freedom of the ballot. 

It is true, sir, that after he had heard something drop the Senator 
from Massachusetts announced that on reflection he thought there was 
some force in the amendment of the Senator from Texas, but still what- 
ever his reflections may be they have been passed upon by the judgment 
of theSenate, and the Senator from Massachusetts approved of thatjudg- 
ment, and his regret, his after-reflections will do no good, unlessit be it 
shall lead him and others to a change of heart before the final iniquity 
is consummated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported. _ 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 78, at the end of section 2, line 30, 
after the word ‘‘voter,’’ insert ‘‘and shall be sworn to the same ;’’ so 

as to read: 

Every person making application for such supervision shall subscribe the 
same, and state his citizenship, place of residence, and that he is a qualified 
voter, and shall be sworn to the same, 

Mr. VOORHEES. That, I believe, is at the end of the second sec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At the end of the second section, line 30. 

Mr. REAGAN. At the end of the section, to precede the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is right. - 

Mr. VOORHEES, There is no further amendment, I believe, at 
this stage in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Chief Clerk stated the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that was adopted sometime ago, before put- 
ting the last question. Let that be agreed to, and so announced. 

Mr. VOORHEES, We did not hear the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid I understood that was consented to by the Sen- 
ate, and was announced before the last amendment was put. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from North Carolina has been speak- 
ing to it for some time past. 

Mr. VANCE, I was not aware that anybody had consented to my 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No announcement was made. 

Mr. VEST. It was the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, 

Mr. VANCE. The amendment of the Senator from Colorado was 
assented to. 

Mr. HOAR. If there be no objection, let this amendment, that the 
statement shall be sworn to, be agreed to before the Senator from Del- 
aware proceeds, and then—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then, is the additional amendment which Ihave 
in my hand and desire to offer now in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiG- 
GINS] has been recognized. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I beg pardon, of course, but I ask the privi- 
lege—— 
Mr. HIGGINS. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offeran amendment and ask to have it printed. 
Mr. HOAR. I wish to say, with entire respect to my friends on the 
other side, that I think Iam fairly entitled by the agreement to be 

ized before any other amendments are put to move these amend- 
ments which I haye in my ion. The Senator from Maryland 
will state how he understands it. ~ 

Mr. VEST, There is no objection to that. 

Mr. GORMAN. No objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is right in that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator object.to my offering this 

amendment for the purpose of having it printed, not to debate? 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no, not in the least. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported and 

printed. Where is it to be inserted ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. At the end of the second section. 

The Coixr CLERK. At the end of section 2, add the following pro- 


Provided, That the application and the name signed thereto shall be pub- 
lished in at Jeast two newspapers of opposite politics in the Congressional dis- 


trictin which such application shall be filed every day for one week preceding 
the election. e 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Missouri propose to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HicGins] has the 
floor. With the leave of the Senator from Delaware, I move, in sec- 
tion 23, line 3, to strike out the words ‘returns of the house canvass,” 
and then I will give way to the Senator, and let that be the pending 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 115, section 23, line 3, strike out the 
words ‘‘returns of the house canyass;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 23, All notices, lists, applications, appointments, oaths of office, returns 
of registry, reports, poll books or lists, tally sheets, verification reports, etc. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I wish to say a word only in respect 
to the proposed motion, a notice of which has been given by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. That motion is that this bill shall 
be recommitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elections with a 
view toits being so amended that it shall provide for the election of 
members of Congress, , 

I am much surprised at the suggestion, and Iam surprised at it com- 
ing from the Senator from Nevada. It would entail upon every State 
which now holds its election for Congressmen at the same time with 
the elections of State and county officers all the expense and the Iabor 
involved in such elections, thereby doubling all the trouble and Tabors 
and expense of such elections. 

It was well said by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], in 
his speech on this bill day before yesterday, thatan election throughout 
this Republic is a great transaction in its extent, in all the heavy labor 
and in all the expense in every way that is involved; and yet it is pro- 
posed by this motion or suggestion that that should be doubled for 
every State where elections are held at the same time under existing 
law. 

Now, all this suggestion is made in the face of the fact that this law 
by which this Federal supervision has been had of elections where 
both members of Congress were chosen and State and county officers 
also has been upon the statute books for over twenty years. If there 
had been any inconvenience arising therefrom it would have been discov- 
ered, it would have been denounced; the remedy for it wonld have 
been asked for; something would have been put upon foot in order to 
have the existing Jaw so amended as to have the days of election held 
differently. Nothing of the kind has been done. 

On the contrary, we have had this long experience under existing 
statutes of Federal supervision of elections for Congressmen held at the 
same time with the State election, and no mischief or harm has come 
from itat all. It was open during all this time for the States if they 
had wished to do so to have got rid of the difficulties by holding their 
elections upon different days, butit has never been done in any State to 
my own knowledge; itonly has been where they have fixed the election 
of Congressmen indifferent years from the State election and not upon 
“different days in the same year. 

The Senator from Nevada has seen proper to denounce the operation 
of this supervision by Federal authority as an invasion of the rights of 
the States and the undue magnifying of the power of the Executive; 
and yet it is a fact that this law, which for twenty years has authorized 
just such an outrage, if outrage it be, is one which was actually con- 
ducted by him through the Senate over twenty years ago, and he stands 
up here to-day to denounce the action of the law which he had put 
through the Senate and which has always been found to work well. 

I think, Mr. President, that the billas it came from the House in 
that regard is right; that it ought not to be amended; that however 
much force there might be in what was said by the Senator from Ne- 
vada, ifit were a new question, it is found to be without force in view of 
this long experience under which that feature of the law has been found 
invariably to work well, and in the very reason of the thing can not do 
ill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware 
to this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. That should haye been left out in the original report. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. Ijust ask the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware to it. 

Mr. KENNA. Let the amendment be read. ° 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 116, section 23, line 3, strike out the words 
‘t returns of house canvass;’’ so as to read: 


SEC, 23. All notices, lists, applications, appointments, oaths of office, returns 
of registry, reports, poll books or lists, tally sheets, verification reports, ete. 


" Mr. COCKRELL. How does that comein? I did not catch the 


words. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Wait one minute. 
sate VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is on page 115, section 
, line 3. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Itisall right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That ought to go out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. The same amendment should be made in section 19. 
On page 109, line 3, strike out, beginning with the word “‘special,’’ 
down to and including the word ‘‘act,’? in line 6. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. - 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 109, section 19, line 3, after the word 
‘anguage,’’ strike out down to and including the word ‘‘act,’’ in 
line 6, the words to he stricken ont being as follows: 


Special deputy marshals, when required by the chief supervisor of elections, 
hall aid and assist the chief supervisors of elections in making the house can- 
vass provided for in this act. 


Mr. COCKRELL, That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Onpage113, section 21, line 16, after the word “States,” 
I move to insert the following, at the end of the section: 


Unless sooner removed from the office of commissioner or the office of chicf 
supervisor. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That comes in after the words ‘‘ United States.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 113, section 21, at the end of the section, 
add: 

Unless sooner remoyed from the office of commissioner or the office of chief 
supervisor. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not conceive that that alters the meaning of the 
bill, but it makes clear what has been doubted by some Senators. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think it changes the scope of the section at 
all. The objection to the whole section there is that it provides prac- 
tically for a life office, It is the only instance in the whole admin- 
istrative machinery of the United States or of any State, so far as I 
know, save and except the judiciary, where a life office is provided for, 
and I can not see that this alters that feature of this section. I have 
an amendment which is in print, which I desire to offer as a substitute, 
but I suppose this would not be the proper time under the arrange- 
ment the Senator from Massachusetts has now of offering seriatim cer- 
tain committee amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Let these be adopted, and the Senator’s 
amendments can be offered hereafter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment which has just been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; that is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. On page 82, section 5, line 28, before the word *‘per- 
son,” I move to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “four.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 82, section 5, line 28, strike out ‘‘three’’ 
and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 


From the appointment so made the chief supervisor shall, from time to time, 
select for duty and shall designate and assign for each election district or voting 
precinct in any such city or town, county or parish, or entire Congressional dis- 
trictas they shall have been appointed for, four persons, but two of whom shall 
be of the same political party. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator rise to speak to the 
amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwanttospeaktotheamendment. I donot know 
what change the Senator from Massachusetts proposes in regard to the 
payment of these supervisors. Is there any change proposed in his 
amendment as to the payment of supervisors? 

Mr. HOAR. I have a change subsequently. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Toa subsequent section ? 

Mr. HOAR, Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to make a short statement 
about the cost of scrutiny. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps I had better restate what I said yesterday in 
the hearing of the Senate before the Senator from Alabama proceeds. 
The amendment which I have proposes to change the matter of pay and 
the accounting in these respects: The bill as reported provides for $5 
aday. The amendment is that the supervisor shall receive the same 
pay as the officers of the States receive for similar service, being, how- 
ever, not less than $3 a day, so that if the State pays $3 they get no 
more or if the State pays under $3 they get $3. 

Then itis proposed instead of the provision which made the certifi- 
cate of the court final, as if it were a judgment against the United 
States on the account of these officers, to provide that the decision of 
the judge shall be conclusive only on the question of the necessity of 
their appointment, but that their accounts shall be settled by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury as all other like accounts are settled. 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill, of course, if passed by the Senate, has to 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


go back to the House of Representatives. The House brought in a 
schedule of charges which the Senate committee have reported here, 
and from which the Senate committee under our batteries is now re- 
tiring. They are getting back upon the ground now that the States 
have some right to regulate somewhat the expenses of holding elec- 
tions, and they do not wish the supervisors to be paid any more than 
the State would allow them to be paid under their laws, and not to 
exceed, as I understand, $3 a day for the time employed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Notless? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not less than $3a day for the time employed. I 
have not had an opportunity to look at the language of the amend- 
ment or how it would read after incorporated in the bill, I will take 
occasion to do so, however, before we get through. 

Now, I haye made a computation of the cost of the administration of 
this scrutiny Jaw upon the basis of well-ascertained facts, and I think 
it will be found to be a moderate and reasonable statement of what is 
the prospective cost. Ofcourse I go upon the idea that $50 or there- 
abouts is temptation enough to cause men to apply for supervisorships 
in every precinct in the United States, and there are plenty of men 
who are respectable enough to vote either the Republican or Demo- 
eratic ticket who would like to have $50, as I once before observed 
this evening, and with three or four supervisors, with this enormous 
mass of officeholders under that provision of law in the United States. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some of the startling 
results upon the basis of the House bill as it was reported to the Sen- 
ate. Of course I can not make a calculation, nor can anybody else, 
upon the basis that the honorable Senator from Massachusetts now re- 
ports. As the report is now made the Senator from Massachusetts de- 
sires to carry into the permanent appropriations of the United States 
a feature that I wish to call to theattention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations or somebody else 
will have to ascertain as these respective charges come in what ure the 
allowances in every State in the Union for the supervision of elections 
and persons concerned in supervision. There ought to be an estimate 
now made and known of what the annual result of this permanent ap- 
propriation would be. 

Permanent appropriations, Mr. President, are very dangerous things 
unless they are under the guide and control of settled and positive 
facts, facts that are known at the time the law is passed. Wecan not 
do this Government a worse service than to pass a permanent appro- 
priation bill when we are not able to state to the country and to each 
other what the cost of that appropriation is going to bein any one year. 

I am not willing to vote any money out of the Treasury of the United 
States for any purpose at all in the form of a permanent appropriation 
where the amount that we are to make thus permanent, and which is 
to be drawn withontan annual appropriation from the Treasury, upon 
the warrant of an accounting officer, unless we know now what that 
amount is or so nearly an approximate sum that we can tell whether 
it is fiftéen or fifty million dollars a year. We certainly ought to 
know that, and I trust that those Senators who compose the great Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, led by the Senator from Iowa, will give us 
their views upon this method of legislation in regard to appropriations 
from the Treasury of the United States. 

I want to know whether the Treasury of the United States has at 
last fallen into hands that are so slack, so indulgent, so indiscrimi- 
nate, and so little under the guardianship of reason and judgmentand 
facts as that a bill of this kind can pass, predicated upon what are the 
laws of all the States of this Union, in reference to the compensation 
of the men who shall supervise the elections. That unknown quan- 
tity, that unascertained amount that we are to put into permanent ap- 
propriations, gives letters of marque and reprisal upon the Treasury 
of the United States not only to the men who are accounting but to 
the Legislatures of the different States and if the Legislatures of the 
different States choose to vote $10 a day or $50 a day or $100 a day to 
the supervisors of their elections, the amount becomes under this bill, 
as it is now proposed, a permanent appropriation, and in no case can 
it fall to less than $3 a day. : 

Now, are we prepared to permitany Democratic State, if you please, 
to say nothing of those immaculate committees, a few of them left now 
which profess Republicanism in the United States—are we prepared 
now to admit that any Democratic State in the Union shall have the 
tight by its laws to fix in favor of its own registrars or its own super- 
visors or its own election managers any fee or award they choose to 
fix, and that that becomes the moment the legislation of the State 
passes upon it a permanent setfast upon the Treasury of the United 
States? Isuppose we shall probably have a little investigation, be- 
cause that touches the pride at least and the conscientiousness also of 
a Senator who has long presided with great distinction over the affairs 
of the Treasury of the United States, and who I trust will not permit 
such a matter as this to go unheeded and pass through this measure, 

I have made an estimate, and I want to read it, about the cost of 
scrutiny under the bill as reported from the House and as reported to 
this body by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, a list of sala- 
ries to be paid election officers under Dayenport’s bill, together with 
an estimate of the office of the chief supervisor. I beg pardon for call- 
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ing it the Davenport bill. I would not do it were it not that this 
bill is a mere emasculation of the Davenport had put in full 
yor and force in the Revised Statutes, as he has sworn he did (and I 
take it for granted he swore the truth), and when I say this billisa 
let-down I mean the Jaw as it is, is deprived of its virility only in 
those parts where they stood in the way of his having all the money 
he could get out ofthe Treasury. That is the fact about it. 

Seventy judicial districts, about 67,000 voting precincts in the United 
States. You will find that is very close to the fact. 


Three supervisors to each at the rate of this bill_.-_-... 201, 000 
Three deputy marshals to each ~..--.--.--------. ---. z 201, 000 
One chief supervisor to each._.---___----.----~...--..- vi 
United States boards of eanyassers, three members each, 
and forty-seven boards_._.-...--.--.--..-.-----..-- 141 
One. clérk to each ‘board... 2 < - -. onion 47 
One depnty marshal to each.....----..-...----.-...-- 47 
Total (the lowest number of officers provided for) - 402, 305 
2 bis aid and fees: me oe < 
1,000 supervisors, average of seven days’ service each, 
BeOS per (eres es oat eos ea -- $7,035, €00 
201,000 deputy marshals; eight days’ service allowed to 
aah: So peri iy Sno me ath oe ise eee 8, 040, 000 
and fees of 70 chief supervisors, estimated 
on Davenport’s accounts for fourteen years, which 
amounted to an average of $30,070 for each Congress. 
(As theamount of work, fees, and allowances under this 
bill are enormously increased, it is reasonable to 
pose that the average will not fall underthisestimate). 2, 104, 900 
141 members of United States canvassing boards, say ten 
days’ service each, at $20 per day ------------------ 28, 200 
47 clerks of canvassing boards, at $12 per day, ten days 
els aes reece eee artis eee ane EOE ate 5, 640 
47 deputy marshals to serve canvassers, at $5 each perday, 7 
RYE ca diss EL A N N RT Cae 2, 350 
IAS ok ne oe S eee 17, 216, 090 


Noestimate is included herein of the enormous amount of printing, 
stationery, office rent, etc, 

Nor does it include maps which in one draught out of the Treasury 
cost $34,000 for maps in the city of New York, which will be furnished 
by the Department of Justice. This bill authorizes a map to be made 
of every precinct in the United States. Whoever has followed the per- 
formances of the Geological Survey in the United States and the map- 
ping that has been done therein will have a good idea of what the cost 
is under this bill of the maps that are required to be provided or may 
be provided. The bill authorizes a map of every house in every pre- 
cinctif youwantit. Mr. Davenportdid not intend togive up that part 
of his job. That is the richest of his spoils. It will be in the 
power of the chief supervisor to increase this army of officeholders to 
more than double the estimate here made. 

I submit that to Senators, and I want Senators to take it up and 
scrutinize it. I want tosee whether it is right or wrong. That is my 
estimate based on facts. SupposeI am right about it—and I am sure 
I am—it will be $17,000,000 « year for carrying on the elections of the 
United States Government, in addition to the expenses that the States 
have to pay (probably one-half of that sum added), which would make 
it $20,000,000 or $25,000,000 a year for carrying on the State and Fed- 
eral elections in the United States, taken together. It will be more 
than that, probably, but I am putting if ata very low estimate. We 
have not got that much surplus money in the T: now. 

Now, while we are gratifying the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in his one ides of controlling all the balance of the world and 
fitting it to’his shoes and his lines of morality that he thinks are right 
and proper in all matters, let us bea little more economical. I was 
glad to see that the Senator was willing to reduce it to the sum of $3 a 
day, provided the States did not put it up, but ifthe States should put 
it to $20 or $25 a day YS eager see paar this act, and if is made 
a permanent appropriation, and the honorable Senator from Iowa, as 
Tong as he stays in this body—and I hope that will be just as long as 
Towa. is Republican—will find himself continually on a strain to find 
the ways and means to pay up this new set of officeholders who are 
bribed into the public service by these enormous charges. 

If there ever was an opportunity placed in the hands of a base man 
to doa mean thing politically, that opportunity is placed by this bill 
in the hands. of every villain who wants to corrupt the elections.of the 
United States, and he has got nothing to do but to use his bribes to 
get his tools to. surround the poll. Why, Mr. President, denunciation 
does not amount to anything., A mere description of things like this 
must shock tho conscience of the whole American people. 

I do not propose at-thismoment-to gointo Mr. Davenport's expenses. 
Ihave got them here, however, and if time served me I would read 
then. Ihave here all except one thing that I have not been able as 
yet to corkscrew out of the Treasury. I hope I shall get it after 
awhile. TI offered a resolution a short time ago to try to get it, and I 


hope it will come to light after a little. Tho reports from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as far as I have got them, are contained in two 
papers which have been sent me in regard to Mr. Davenport’s ex 

as supervisor of elections in the southern district of New York from 
1872 to 1889. Tread from the Washington Post, and it has also been 
copied in other papers, a mere résumé of these expenses, so that they 
will get into a little more condensed form than I shonld be apt to put 
them if I were speaking upon them item by item. 

The Government has paid Davenport $210,491.13 in cighteen years, 
That is in addition to his fees ns United States commissioner. In ad- 
dition to this— 

The statementhas been madeby Assistant Secretary Nettleton, and it is in- 
teresting. Itisfor payments to Dayenport for personal services and for the 
services of his assistants for the years from 1872 to and including 1889, 

Not the supervisors, not the marshals, but his clerks, and nobody 
but his clerks, 


Statement of the amounts paid to John I. Davenport, chief supervisor, and 
to the supervisors of elections from 1871 to 1889, inclusive. 


John I. Davenport, chief Su isora of elections, 


supervisor of elections 
southern district of | Southern district of New 
Year. New York, 9 

Allowed. | Disnllowed,| Allowed. | Disallowed, 
$18, 555.35 $75.00 $23, 945.00 |., 

1,409.75 340200, Jaccccseevorvere-eoevele 

10, FTO 1S fore sas covssceceeeeess 24, 660, 00 |.. 

19, 383. 36 4, 382. 60 31, 780. 00 

18, 004. 91 2,229; 85 30,125. 00 

587.09 3.75 1,335.00 

26, 398: 86 3,015, 15 35,000.00 

6,381. I4 83.75 11, 614,00 |... 

21, 439.92 2,236, 40 33, £70. 00 |.. 

25, 430.96 3,430, 96 $3, 880.00 

By SOSH OL: | sccveovenluresvedeces 4,220.00 

23, 229.73 5.00 34, 090, 00 

34, 291.50 | 00 39, 150. 00 

1,125, 20 1, 000; 00 7,345. 00 


Then they give the allowances to the other supervisor in the south- 
ern district of New York. 


Tho total allowed in both columns is $516,531.67. To Davenport alone there 
appears to have been allowed during the years for which he has served the neat 
little sum of $210,491.13, while only $19,880.46 was disallowed. Of the total of 
claims for services of supervisors, amounting to $317,024, only $100 was disal- 
lowed. This would indicate an income ofabout $11,000 a year for cighteen years, 
It is safe to assume that a partisan could be found who would occupy that place, 
orone like it, with a good deal of zeal at equal compensation. 

The cost of supervision under Davenport has béen at the rate of $25,550 per 
year, although there were no services performed or accounted for during the 
years 1875, 1377, 1883, and 1887, If the supervisor had nothing to do in the years 
for which no account appears to have rendered, supervision bas cost 
nearly $37,000 a year, and Davenport has been paid at the rate of more than 
$14,000 a year. The prospect for would-be supervisors under the force bill may 
be agreeable to the men who hope to get places by favor of the President and 
his agents, but it will cost the Treasury a little ponny, aside from the fees al- 
lowed under the bills, It will help to get rid of the surplus, 


Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] thinks per- 
haps I ought to forbear reading these statements because after the pas- 
sage of this bill there will be such a demand for these offices and go 
little restraint and restriction upon them that it will be a public peril. 
I agree with the Senator about that, but still I will try to do my duty 
and leave it to the men who are concerned in the destiny of this 
country to try to control it the best way they can. 

There isa supplemental statement to be appended to that, that is to 
say, the fees of Mr. Davenport from 1872to 1885. I could not get the 
fees allowed to Davenport since 1885, I suppose for the reason that 
they have not been paid- They are still under supervision, perhaps, 
or examination. But now notice what these are for. 


Statement of the amountsreceived by John I. Davenport for services rendered 
by him as Unitéd States commissioner for the southern district of New 
York for each fiscal year from 1872 to 1889. 


Amount 
rejected. 


Amount 


allowed. Services in connection with issuing process for— 


False registration, obstructing deputy Uniled 
States marshal, etc. 
$2.75 | Procuring fraudulent naturalization papers, in- 
ducing men to repeat at Congressional clec 
tions, etc. 
FOTEL EIIA Perjury in uaturalization proecedings, 
461.45 | Megal registration at Congressional election 
and unlawfully obtaining naturalization pa- 


pers. 
Sasan of sec. 5425, R. S. 
o. 
Do, 


eee Dı : 
A False” registration; violation of sec. 5425, R, S, 


eee eescesecsoes 


Five years not included, namely, 1896, 1887, 1858, 1859, 1890. 


1891. 
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- Statement showing date of receiptin the Treasury Department of the accounts 
of John I. Davenport, chief supervisor of elections for the southern dis- 
trict of New York, for the years 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1888, and the 
dates the same were cerlified for payment by the First Comptroller. 


Date re- 
ceived, 


Date certified 
for payment 


Year, 


Feb, 12, 1885 
June 4, 1889 


Nov. 2, 1889 
*May 17, 1889 


„| Feb. 5,1885 


Oct. 29, 1859. 
..| Apr, 11,1889 


* This account was for extraordinary cxpenses, and approved by the Presi- 
dent under section 846, Revised Statutes. 

The Government of the United States pays him $424.60 for issuing 
process for the arrest of men for perjury under the laws of the United 
States in connection with the election, and yet no conviction has ever 
been had for perjury that Mr. Davenport started out. 

Now, we will take Mr.. Mosher, the machine man of Davenport’s 
office for swearing, and the reports made by a Senate committee show 
that in different years that man, within ‘a few days, as fast as he could 
subscribe his name to affidavits, swore criminal offenses against from 
six to eight thousand people. 

How much perjury must necessarily have been packed away in that 
volume of oaths! How could one man know and dare to state in the 
presence of Almighty God that he did know that six or eight thousand 
people in the State of New York had false naturalization papers or 
were not entitled to vote, and thereupon swear out warrants against 
them before they voted orattempted to vote, and put them in the cus- 
tody of the deputy marshals in the city of New York for the purpose 
of arresting these men whenever they came in range of that battery 
of perjury ? 

Now, there is John Davenport. He has a man in his office who 
swears before him as United States marshal to the crimes of these six 
or eight thousand men ina lot, men about whose conduct he could not 
have known anything at all. It would be the most incredible state- 
ment that was ever made in respect of the mental powers and knowl- 
edge of a human being that any one man could know, so as to be able 
to affirm it before God, of the crimes of six or eight thousand men. I 
will get the exact figures as soon as I can lay my hands on the book 
showing what was done in Davenport’s office. 

When you come to examine Davenport’s fee bill, you will find the 
charge for the issue of each of these oaths and the administration of 
them; then he has got a charge also of 10 cents an oath for the filing 
of each; and for issuing the writs he has got another charge, which is 
couched in these charges that Iam now speaking of, which he brought 
against the Goyernmentof the United States, and which have been paid 
since 1873, to the amount of $25,278.66, an average of $11,000.a year 
for his fees as supervisor; and then, added to that, in the years that I 
have got on this paper, and which I will insert in the RECORD, $210,- 
491.13, and that does not include the maps, $34,000, which were pre- 
pared by him. At all events, he made a charge against the Govern- 
ment for them, and in the accounts in the Treasury Department those 
maps do not appear as an allowance made to him, but to the marshal of 
the United States, and the $34,000 was paid out of a special fund ap- 
propriated for a different purpose and on thespecial order of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

When the time came for Davenport to present his charges against 
the Government of the United States during the recent Cleveland Ad- 
ministration, he kept them back, kept them in his pocket. They 
were not pressed upon theattention of the Government, but after Cleve- 
land went out and Harrison came in they were pressed, and then they 
were allowed; and where there was any extraordinary service which 
could not be otherwise allowed, the alleged discretion of the President 
of the United States was appealed to in order to allow those charges 
that the anditors could not get through under the appropriation. 

Mr. President, it is worth while for us in the financial view and eco- 
nomic view to have some consideration of thismeasure and its results; 
and, though Mr. Davenport were an angel from heaven sent down to 
control the elections of the United States, I should feel very loath to 
continue his fee bill at the extravagant sums we have been paying here- 
tofore. Partisans and men who are willing to fix up machinery for 
parties are willing to spend any amount of money in controlling elec- 
tions. 

The subscriptions that were made in the last Presidential campaign, 
without saying by whom they were made or where they were made or 
who used them or how they were used, were the most startling evi- 
dences to my mind of corruption that I have ever heard in the United 
States to be boasted of publicly by the men who made the subscrip- 
tions. Tell me about a fund being raised of five or six hundred thou- 
sand dollars to be used in an election in a State without its being ex- 
pected that it would be a corruption fund! No man can find an hon- 
est use to make of that money. 

I thank God, Mr. President, that the South is too poor to pay it. I 


do not believe they would pay it if they were not so poor, for that is a 
system of procedure in elections that the South has never indulged in. 
Bribery and corruption we havo not resorted to. Webave not resorted 
tolarge funds for the purpose of buying up even the votes of poor ne- 
groes that we could probably buy at a dollar a head when the votes of 
white men of the United States in other localities command from five to 
twenty-five dollars a head, and many of them, I amt informed and I 
verily believe it, are priced just like wheat in the market. 

We have not resorted to this bribery and this corruption, and when 
I see the evil effect that has been thrown into the elections in this 
country of large masses of money subscribed by private individuals 
for electioneering and election purposes, I dread to open the doors of 
the Treasury of the United States to the access of John Davenport and 
his pimps to rób the Treasury at-will and pleasure, and to fasten per- 
manent appropriations upon the Treasury of the United States, reckon- 
ing up to sums that my statement shows we shall have to expend. 

Iam willing to do anything a man can do in the way of voting sup- 
plies befitting the majesty and the glory and the progress and the 
grandeur of this Republic; but, Mr. President, I had rather see the 
‘Treasury sunk into the Atlantic Ocean than that one dollar taxed out 
of the people should be corruptly and fraudulently applied to the pay- 
ment of political pimps, dummies, and dogs who infestthe purlieus of 
politics in thisland. : 

Let Senators vote the money if they want to, let the honorable Sen- | 
ator who is chairman of the Committee on Appropriations face the 
world with an approval of this sort of legislation as a permanent ap- 
propriation in our statute books, and then we shall know whether 
heretofore, in ascribing to him the high character that he isso justly en- 
titled to as a financier and a Senator, he forgets it all in the gloomy 
and dark clouds which hover about the political horizon. Let us 
stand like men and do justice to our country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 82, section 5, line 28, in the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘* four;’’ so as to read: 

From the appointments so made the chief supervisorshal!, from timeto time, 
select for duty, and shall designate and assign for cach election district or vot- 
ing precinct in any such city or town, county or parish, or entire Congressional 


district as they shall have been appointed for, four persons, but two of whom 
shall be of the same political party. 


Mr. HOAR. Inow moye—— 

Mr. FRYE. The vote has not been taken on the pending proposi- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the committee amend- 
ment has not been voted on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task for the yeas and nays on that question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken on the amendment I should 
be glad to have the Senator from Massachusetts state why the commit- 
tee proposed ‘‘four’’ instead of “‘three,’’ because the effect of this 
will be to increase the expenditure one-fourth. I suppose there must 
be some purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis thought better to have two of each political party; 
but I understand that only two of the persons will be employed and 
draw pay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It provides for the representation of two men, one 
from each party. The other two are merely supernumeraries to be 
drawn upon in need. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is six appointees, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; four. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand this to be a modification of the 
general plan of the bill, that the circuit court shall appoint six super- 
visors for each election precinct ? 

Mr. HOAR. Four for each precinct. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are three now. 

Mr. HOAR. Of those but two are to be employed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Another section of this bill provides that the chief 
supervisor shall furnish names to the circnit judge, who shall desig- 
nate twice the number required for each voting precinct, but 
designation is not to take effect until these supervisors or a portion of 
them have been assigned. 

Under this amendment, as I understand it—I may not be right about 
it—the circuit judge will be required to designate eight su: isors, 
from whom four are to be selected for each precinct, and, whilst I haye 
not the text of the bill before me, my recollection is that one-third of 
these under other sections of the bill may be of one political party and 
two-thirds of the other. I ask the Senator if under this amendment 
it is proposed to make a designation of eight supervisors and if one- 
ae of them are to be of one political party and the other half of an- 
other. ~ 

Mr. HOAR. It does not increase the number to be employed at tho 
registry. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it will increase the number at the election. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Because under the framework of the bill before it 
was only necessary that two should be employed at the registry. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And on election day three at least, are to be em- 
ployed, two of whom may be of one political faith and the third of 
another political faith. This amendment will increase the number to 


four. So that there will be two of each political faith. It will in- 
crease the expense of course, wherever the law is applied, to the extent 
of one-fourth. : 

‘Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand the statement, there may be at 
each election precinct two Democrats and two Republicans, if they are 
the dominant parties. 

Mr. GORMAN. Democrats only in theory. 

Mr, ALLISGN. Thus giving an absolute equality to the two polit- 
ical parties at the voting places. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the theory. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask theSenator from Massachusetts, if that equipoise 
of political faith is the object and a fair one, why not reduce the ex- 
pense and the cumbersomeness of this whole provision by fixing the 
number at two, just as the lawnowdoes. We have had an experience 
under the law with two instead of four. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it has been found in experience that two are 
insufficient in many places. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Here are a number of amendments which may be all 
treated as oneamendmentif the Senators will give their consent. The 
first of them is, in section 26, line 6, page 118, to insert the word ‘‘a”’ 
instead of the word ‘‘ the.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 118, section 26, line 6, it is proposed, 
before the word ‘‘circuit,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert 
“a; so as to read: 


And when made out shall be presented to either a cirouit or district judge 
in the district. ete. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Before going on with that section, I am informed by 
the Secretary that the amendment to which I called attention earlier 
in the afternoon and which I thought had been adopted was not 
agreed to. On the same page and in the same section, I moved to 
strike out all of line4, all of line 5, and the first two words, ‘‘be made,” 
inline 6. I think the Senate understood that that was adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink it was adopted. 

iter I think so, too, but the Secretary does not so under- 
stand it. 

Mr.GORMAN. No, it was not adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be understood as adopted now,if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 118, section 25, line 3, after the word 
“appoint,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘such,’’ andtostrike 
out lines 4 and 5 and the words ‘‘be made” in line 6; so as to read: 


The circuit court of the United States in any judicial district may, upon the 
request of the chief supervisor of elections, appoint one of the circuit court 
commissioners to be the deputy chief supervisor of elections. 


Mr. HOAR. Thatstrikes out the restriction of such as the commis- 
sioner shall designate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the committee amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, it will be recollected that when that 
amendment was up before I offered a substitute for it, which was to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘may,’’ in the second line, down to the 
word ‘‘be’? in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘appoint a.” 
If so amended the clause would read: 

The circuit court of the United States in any judicial district may appoint a 
deputy chief supervisor of elections. 

The purpose and object of that amendment is to givethe court wider 
scope, to enable him to select asupervisor not necessarily from the com- 
missioners of the court, but to select him from any quarter the court 
pleased and from the whole body of the district. It is to prevent this 
assistant supervisor from being necessarily a court commissioner. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihopə the Senator will not press that amendment, 
It would involve, in the first place, incorporating in the bill a large 
number of provisions about giving this officer authority, which the 
United States commissioners already have, to administer oaths, issue 
warrants, and all those things. 

Mr. PASCO. I regard that as a very important amendment, because 
I wish before we get rid of this bill to get rid entirely of the idea that 
these chief supervisors must be taken from the court commissioners. 
I think it is a dangerous power and I think it is unwise. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PASCO, I have not surrendered the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas going to make a suggestion to let the amend- 
ment go over. , 


Mr. PASCO. I will accept the suggestion if the Senator wishes it 
to go over. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say, if the Senator will pardon me, that 
it needs but five minutes to 6 o’clock, and it has been my purpose to 
move an adjournment at 6. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the substitute which I have offered be 
printed and that the whole matter go over. 

Mr. HOAR. I will go back, in the five minutes remaining before 
6 o'clock to the amendments of section 20 already read by the Secre- 
tary and which I ask may be treated as one amendment, if there is ne 
objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is an amendment to section 26,on page 120, 
which will lead to discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. If it will lead to discussion I shall not urge itnow. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it will. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the amendment to insert the word 
“a? in section 26, line 6, has been agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. No. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That isallright; that has been adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. That hasbeen adopted. Anamendment similar to the 
one on page 82, section 5, line 29, where I moved tostrike out “‘ three ’’ 
and insert ‘‘four,’? should be inserted in another place. Senators will 
consent to that. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 82, section 5, line 29, it is proposed to 
giake out the word ‘‘three’’? and insert the word ‘‘four;’’ s3 as to 
Tread: 

From the four persons so assigued, but two of them, who shall be of different 
political faiths, cte. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the impression that he 
announced that the amendmenton page 118, substituting the word a” 
for the word ‘‘the’’ was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we had better agree to that. I have kept 
a careful memorandum of the amendments made, and that was not 
agreed to. Let it be agreed to now, so as to have the record right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be regarded as agreed to, in the absence of objection. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I desire«to give notice that on Tuesday next I 
shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of a resolution to 
change the rules of the Senate, submitted by me on the 29th day of - 
December last. z 7 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to inquire, suppose the 
election bill should then have the right of way, does the Senator pro- 
pose to displace it with that resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator heard my notice. I am in hopes 
that the election bill will haye passed the Senate by that time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Youhopeso! Therefore, of course, this resolution 
has not any application to this elections bill at all. It is to the ap- 
propriation bills or something like that that it applies. Tsee. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will announce the appoint- 
ment of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. McCoNNELL] as a member of 
the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service 
in place of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has 
resigned, and that the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] resigns his 
position as a member of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM TITE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPierson,: 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
T bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 

tosh; 

A bill (8. 3976) granting a pension io George A. Perkins; 
A bill (S. 4506) granting a pension to Frederick Slawson; and 
A bill (S. 4507) granting a pension to Johanna Teubner. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5319) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Allen S. Thatcher; 

A bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of Patrick Hyland; 

A bill (H. R, 11070) to correct the military record of Jesse C. Taylor, 
Sixth Tennessee Cayalry; 

A bill (H. R. 11560) to relieve Patrick J. Bench, alias Patrick Mc- 
Bench, from the charge of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 12643) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Michael Mahar; and 

A bill (H. R. 12824) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company E, Sixth 
Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge therefrom. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oregon; 
2o bea 2082) for the erection of a public building at Staunton, 

D; an 

A bill (H. R, 11814) to provide the assessor of the District of Co- 
lumbia with plats of subdivisions outside the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. MORRILL, I present a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting astatement of buildings rented by the United States 
in the District of Columbia, including buildings rented for the use of 
the District government, and the amount of rental paid therefor, show- 
ing a yearly rental paid amounting to $177,698. I move it be printed 
as a miscellaneous document and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

The motion was agreed to, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following tele- 
grams; which were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


New York, January 17, 1891. 
Vice President Levi P, MORTON, 
Washington, D. C, : 


In the name and by direction of the American Federation of Labor, I urge 
Senate to restore the old wages to Government printers. A 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, President. 
ISDIANAPOLIS, IND,, January 17, 1591. 


Str: The reduction by Congress of the wages in the Government Printin 
Office in 1877 was,as we believe, unjust to the employés, and the Internationa 
SN ide De Union respectfully requests that you aid in procuring the pas- 
sage by the Senate of the bill now before that body for the restoration of wages 
in the Government Printing Ofico. 

EDWARD L, PLANK, 


President International Typographical Union. 
. W. S. McCLEARY, 
2 Secretary and Treasurer. 
Hon. LEVI P. MORTON, 
Vice President, Washington, D. C. 


The VICE PRESIDENT Jaid before the Senate 2 communication 
from the president of the New Bedford Retail Grocers’ Association, em- 
bodying a protest against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions of the Charleston (S. C.) Cotton 
Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of A. J. Hoffman and 36 other 
citizens of Texarkana, Tex., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs, 
Caroline E. Duryee, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 4888) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Carrie Otis Wallace and her infant son; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced.o bill (S. 4889) to incorporate the Trans- 
anacostia Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN. 


Mr. SPOONER. I presented yesterday the report of the conference 
committee on the part of the Senateon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. 1384) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of 
Minnesota. The report had been prepared by the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds by cutting from the RECORD 
a certain formula which has been employed in all the public building 
bills, The House report is entirely correct, but I find that in the Sen- 
ate report a provision has been repeated which ought to be eliminated 
from the report. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
report was adopted by the Senate be reconsidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. ‘The vote will 
be regarded as having been reconsidered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask leave to withdraw the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be withdrawn, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex; 

A bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers; 


A bill (H. R. 6259) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 

A bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 

A bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to 
William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass; 

A bill Ga R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7327) for the relief of the heirs of A. L. Schuyler, dè- 


ceased; 
A bill a R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; 
A bill (H. R.7789) ta increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCul- 


loch; 

A bill ee R. ier granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith; 

H. R. a granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler; 

A bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells; 

A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert; 

A bill (H. R. 9616) granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. 
Hall, widow of William Hall; i 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield; 

A bill (a: R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent; 

A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of Robert Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

sp (H. R. 11311) granting an increase of pension to Eugene A. 
Osborn; 

A bill (H. R. DS for the relief of Mary B. Clayton; 

A bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie E. Willis; 

A bill (H. R. 11582) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth M. Hol- 
lingsworth; 

A bill (H. R. 11792) for the relief of Dennis Kelly; - 
A bill i R. agra for the relief of Jane Branigan; 


A bill (i R. rons granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight; 


A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger; 

f A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
Jounty, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 

A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid; 

A bill (H. R. patel granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

A bill (H. R. 12293) to grant a pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; 

A bill aa R. Aee granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

A ee eee aiy granting a pension to Mrs. K. S. Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff; 

A bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary S. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk; 

A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

A bill (H.R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late a 
volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson; 
A bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood; 
A bill (H. R. 1A granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry; 
A bill (H. R, 12714) granting a pension to Charles D, Hanscom; 

A bill (H, R. 12793) granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock 
Schram; 

A w re = 12841) granting an increase of pension to General 
Isaac F, Quinby; ; 

A bill (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; 
= So (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 

artlett; 

A bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary E. Armstrong; 

AAAS pooo to grant a pension to General Nathaniel Pren- 
tiss Banks; an 

A bill (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to Nancy Jane Knetsar. - 

The above bills were subsequently severally read twice by their ti- 
tles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, this day received from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 5319) to remove the charge of desertion from the récord 
of Allen 8. Thatcher; ? 

A bill iE. R. 8848) for the relief of Patrick Hyland; 

A bill (H. R. 11070) to correct the military record of Jesse C. Taylor, 
Sixth Tennessee Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 12643) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Mahar; and 

A bill (H. R. 12824) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company E, Sixth 
Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge therefrom. 
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The bill (H. R. 11560) to relieve Patrick J. Bench, alias Patrick Mc- 
Bench, from the charge of desertion, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ACCOUNTS OF JOHN I. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Treasury is directed to send to the Senate 
copies of the accounts of John I. Davenport as a commissioner of the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of New York for the years 
1886, 1857, 1853, 1889, and in 1890, as the same are on file in any bureau of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn to mect at 11 o’clock 
on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. $., Arno 
uary 17) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 19, 1891, 
o’clock a. m. 


Jan- 
at 11 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 16, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journa) of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DINGLEY, I offer a privileged resolution. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Maryland permit me to 
have action taken on a resolution to further the business of the com- 
mittee appointed yesterday? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well. 

SILVER-POOL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. DINGLEY. By instruction of the special committee appointed 
yesterday relating to the investigation of silver pools, I offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Special Comniittes to Investigate the Alleged Silver Pools 
be authorized to sit during the sessions of the House, and to pursue theirinves- 
tigations either by tho entire committee or by a subcommittee at any place 
outside of Washington, as well as at tho Capitol, in case they regard it desira- 
ble to further that investigation; and also to employ a clerk, if deemed neces- 
sary, at the same per diom compensation as session clerks. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman should have it provided that the 
clerk of the committee be paid ont of the contingent fund. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment could be made. 

The SPEAKER. That is fixed by law already. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My inquiry is whether, if the House votes 
down the motion the gentleman from Maryland has made,.it will then 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. LI hope, then, it will be done. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the Chair to be submitting 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis submitting the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCCOMAS. Inow move that the House resolveitselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of general appropriation bills. : 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate bill for the free coinage of silver be ordered printed, so that every 
member can have a copy. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is printed under the rules. 

Mr. BLAND. Are Senate bills printed under the rules? 

The SPEAKER. ‘They are printed under the rules. 

Mr: McCOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order on that motion. I 
make the point that the motion of the gentleman from Maryland is 
not in order. 

TheSPEAKER. Ithasrepeatedly been decided that it was in order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true; but only after private business has 
been dispensed with, Mr. § er, 

The SPEAKER, It has decided on many occasions. 

The question was put. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Speaker entertain my point of order? 
This day was set apart for the consideration of private business, and 
until private business has been disposed of that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it has been repeatedly 
decided that the motion of the gentleman from Maryland is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When was it decided? 

The SPEAKER. It was decided last session. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Then itis part ofthe Reedcode. Idid not know 
that it was part of the rules of the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My motion is not debatable, Mr, Speaker. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 78. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iask forthe yeas and nays, [Criesof ‘‘Oh, no P? 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and tho 
Speaker announced that fifty-eight gentlemen bad risen in support of 
the demand—more than a suflicient number—and the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The other side. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 117, not 


voting 93; as follows: 


YEAS—121, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Lind, Simonds, 
Anderson, Kans: Dingley, Mason, Smith, HL 
Arnold, Dolliver, McComas, Smith, W. Va, 
Atkinson, På. Dunnell, MeDufile, Smyser, 
Baker, Eyans, McKenna, Spooner, 
Banks, Farquhar, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Finley, Miles, Stivers, 
Bayne, Flick, Moffitt, Stockbridgo, 
Beckwith. Flood, Moore, N. H. Stone, Pa, 
Belknap, Frank, Morey, Struble, 
Bergen, Funston, Morrill, Sweet, 
Bliss, Gear, Morrow, Taylor, E.B, 
Boutelle, Gest, Morac, Taylor, M. 
Brewer, Greenhalgo, Muda, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N. J. Grout, Nute, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Häll, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Burton, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Henderson, IL Payne, Vaux, 
Caldwell Hermann, Perkins, Wade, 
Candler, Mass, Mil, Post, Walker, 
Cannon, Hopkins, | Quackenbash, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter. Kerr, Iowa Randall, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Ketcham, Raines, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Lacey, Reed, Iowa Wilson, nA 
Clark, Wyo. Laidlaw, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash, 
Cogswell, Langston, Rowell, Wright. 
Craig, Lansing, Sawyer, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Scull, 
Cutcheon, Lehibach, Sherman, 
NAYS—117. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Richardson, 
Alderson, Cunimings, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Lewis, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Martin, Ind, Sayers, 
Andrew, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Biges Dunphy: MeCiami SOENG 
EES unpäy, Jammy, pringer, 
Blanchard, ponn Po acd Sea Ga. 
nd, eCreary, owart, Tex, 
Boatner, Enloe, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, MeRac, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, Milliken, Stone, Mo, 
Brickner, Forman, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. issenhainer, Mutehlor, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va, Grimes, Norton, ‘Tucker, 
Bynum, ‘atch, Les, ‘Turner, Ga, 
Campbell, Hayes, W.L O'Ferrall, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, O'Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
th, Heard O'Neil, Mass, Whitelaw, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Chipman, Herbert, arrett, Willcox, 
Clancy, Holman, Paynter, Williams, L 
Clarke, Hooker, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Penington, Wilson, W, Va. 
Cobb, Kilgore, Perry, Yoder, 
Covert, Lane, Picroe, 
Crain, Lanham, Pindar, 
Crisp, Lawler, Quinn, 
NOT VOTING—93. 
Adams, Coleman Goodnight, McCord, 
Atkinson, W, Va. Comstock, Hansbrough, McCormick, 
Ban i Connell, Hare, Miller, 
Barwig, Cooper, Ind. Harmer, Mills, 
Belden, Cooper, Ohio Hays, E.R, Morgan, 
Bingham, Cothran, Henderson, Iowa Osborne, 
Blount, Cowles, itt, Owen, Ind, 
Boothman, Dalzell, Houk, Payson, 
Bowden, Dargan, Kelley, Peters, 
Brower, De Lano, Kennedy, Phelan, 
Browne, T. M. Dorsey, Knapp, Pickler, 
Browne, Va. Ewart, La Folletto, Price, 
Brunner, Featherston, Lester, Va. Pugsley, 
Buckalew, Fithian, Reilly, 
Bullock, Fowler, Magner, Reyburn, 
Bunn, eary, Maish, Rife, 
Carlton, Gibson, Mansur, Rowland, 
Clunie, Gifford, McCarthy, Rusk, 
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Russell, Stahlnocker, Townsend, Pa, Wiley, 
Sanford, Stewart, Vt. ‘Turner, Kans, Wilkinson, 
Scranton, Stump, Turner; N, Y, Yardley. 
Seney, Swoney, Waddill, 

Skinner, Thomas, Whitthorne, 

Snider, Thompson, Wickham, 


So the motion of Mr. MCCOMAS was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I wish to have my 
voto recorded. I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). Was the gentleman 
in his seat when his name was called? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. I was listening, but did not hear 
my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s 
name. 

The name of Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, was called and his vote 
tecorded. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: : 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. WILKINSON, 

Mr. HOUK with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. PRICE, 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. STANLNECKER. 

Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. DE Laxo with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MORGAN. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr, BULLOCK. 

Mr, BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Pickier with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr, REILLY. 

Mr. Wrianr with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. WILEY. 

The following were paired on this vote: 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. Coorrn, of Indiana, 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

The following were paired until Tuesday next: 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

The following were paired for this day: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
ri RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the vote recapitu- 

ted. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON changed his vote from nay to yea. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to Jay that motion on the table; and on 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, uays 123, not 
voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Lansing, Scull, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Laws, = Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans, Dingley, Lehibach, Simonds, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Lind, Smith, Il, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Evans McDufiie, Smyser, 
er, Eana Miles, Spooner, 

Banks, Featherston, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Finley, ooro, N. Stewart, Vt. 
Beckwith, Flick, Morey, Stivers, 
Belden Flood, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Belknap, Frank, orrow, Stone, Pa, 
Bergen, Funston, Morse, Struble, 
Bingham, Gear, Mudd, Sweet, = 
Bliss, t Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Taylor, Ill. 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, rout, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brosius, Hall, Owen, Ind. omas, 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Tlays, E. R, Perkins, Turner, Kans, 
Burton, Henderson, NI. Post, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Hermann, Quackenbush, Van ick, 
Caldwell, ty Raines, ‘aux, 
Candler, Mass. Kelley, Randall, e, 
Cannon, Kennody, Reed, Iowa Walker, 
Caswell, Kerr, Iowa Rife, Wallace, Mass, 
Cheadle, Ketcham, Rockwell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Wheeler, Mich. 

lark, Wis. Lacey, Rowell, Williams, Ohio 
Clari, Wyo. Laidlaw, Sawyer, Wilson, Ky. 
Culbertson, Pa, Langston, Scranton, Wilson, Wash. 

NAYS—123. 

Abbott, Barnes, Blount, Brown, J. B. 
Alderson, Barwig, Boatner, Brunner, 
Allen, Miss, Bigg: Breckinridge, Ky. Buchanan, Va, 
Anderson, Miss. Blanchard, Brickner, Bynum, 
Andrew, Bland, Brookshire, Campbell, 
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Candler, Ga. Geissenhaliner, McCreary, payers, 
Caruth, Gibson, MeMillin, Shively, 
Catohings, Goodnight, McRae, Spinola, 
Chipman, Hatch, Miler, Springer, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, W. L Milliken, Stewart, Ga, 
Clements, aynes, Mills, Stewart, Tex. 
Cobb, Hemphill, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N, Moore, Tex. Stone, Ky. 

‘othran, Herbert, Mutchler, Stump, 
Covert, Holman, Norton, Tarsney, 

isp, Hooker, Ontes, Tillman, 
Culberson, Tex. Kerr, Pa. O' Ferrall, Tracey, 
Cummings, Kilgore, O'Neall, Ind, Tucker, 
Davidson, ane, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 
Dibble, Lanham, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Dickerson, Lawler, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
Dockery, Lee, Parrett, Whitelaw, 
Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Paynter, Whiting, 
Edmunds, Lewis, Peel, Wike, 
Ellis, Maish, Penington, Wiley, 
Enloe, Mansur, Perry, Willcox, 
Fitch, Martin, Ind, Pierce, Williams, IH, 
Forman, Martin, Tex. Pindar, Wiison, Mo. 
Forney, McAdoo, Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Fowler, McClammy, Richardson, Yoder. 
Geary, McClellan, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—20, 
Bankhead, Craig, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Bayne, Crain Lester, Va. Row n 
Bowden, Dalzell, Lodge, Rusk, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Da r Magner, Russell, 
Brower, De 0, Mason, Sanford, 
Browne, T.M. Dorsey, McCarthy, Seney, 
Browne, Va. art, eCord, Skinner, 
Buckalew, Fithian, McCormick, Snider, 
Bullock, Flower, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Bunn, Gifford, McKinley, Stone, Mo. 
Carlton, Grimes, Morgan, Sweney, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nute, Thémpson, 
Clancy, Hare, gonr Townsénd, Pa, 
Clunie, Harmer, Pe er, N. Y. 
well, Jicard, Phelan, Wad 

Coleman, Henderson, lowa Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Comstock, Hill, Price, Wickham, 
Connell, Hitt, Pugsley, Wilkinson, 
Cooper, Ohio Houk y Wright, 
Cowles, Knapp, Re ly, Yardley. 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was agreed 


The following additional pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr, COTHRAN. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. PAYSON and Mr. HEARD were announced as paired for this day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the vote recapitu- 
lated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House then, in pursuance of the motion of Mr. McCoaras preyi- 
ously agreed to, resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILI. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House isin Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the title of which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee very briefly to a comparison of the revenues and expendi- 
tures of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1892 with those for 
the fiscal year 1890. 

The net expenditures of the District of Columbia, as shown by the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, for 1890 were $5,677,419.52, 
and the net revenues deposited in the Treasury amounted to $2,809,- 
130.93. So that we find there was an excess of expenditures over re- 
ceipts during that year amounting to $29,578.83, In order to meet 
this deficiency there was issued during that year $28,450 of the 3.65 
percent, bonds. Thepresent bill contains go eee et which, in my 
judgment, will-far exceed the revenues for the next fiscal year. The 
estimated revenue for the year 1892 is $2,539,563,21. The report of 
the committee shows that in addition to these revenues there will be 
receipts from other sources amounting to $100,471.87, making the total 
revenues as estimated by the Committee on Appropriations $2,640,- 
035.08. 

This bill carries, exclusive of the water department, $5,083, 227.97, 
one-half of which, that is $2,541,613.98, is to be borne by the District 
of Columbia, As the bill now stands and should the estimate of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia prove to be correct, there will be 
an excess of revenueas compared with appropriations made in this bill, 
amounting to $98,421.10. But, sir, it must be borne in mind that the 
bill does not include the cost of maintaining the Zodlogical Park for 
1892. The appropriation for that purpose is borne in the sundry civil 
bill; one-half of which is chargeable against the revenues of the District 
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remaining $47,421.10 as an excess of revenue over expendi pro- 
vided the estimate as to receipts proves true dnd the present b not 
increased. 

But, as was stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. OE arent 
last evening, there will fall due against the District of Columbia the 
first installment of $600,000 for the establishment of a national park. 
It will be remembered that during the last session a bill both 
Houses of Congress hl eben $1,200,000, all of which was to be 
paid out of the revenues of the Federal Government, but the District 
of Columbia is to reimburse the Government by the payment of four 
annual installments of $150,000 each with interest added. So that if 
the first installment of $150,000 and interest thereon fall due in the 
fiscal year 1892, as we believe it will, there will be a deficjt of more 
than $102,578.90. Now, Iask the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
inte when he proceeds to explain the bill, to inform the committee 
= arly as to the question of the excess of expenditures over re- 
ceipts. 

But there is another matter connected with the expenditures for the 
District ot Columbia to which I wish to call the attention of this com- 
mittee. According to the report of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia for 1890 the funded indebtedness of the District amounted 
to $20,142,050 on the Ist day of July, 1890. Of that indebtedness 
$3,330,550 will fall due on the Ist day of J uly, 1891, aud $904,400 on 
the 1st day of July, 1892. Thereisno provision in this or in any other 
bill, so far as I am informed, to meet this indebtedness when it shall 
fall due. 

T again ask my friend who has charge of this bill to explain fally 
and satisfactorily to this committee the condition of the bonded in- 
debtedness of the District of Columbia, the amount that will fall due 
in 1891 and 1892, and to show if he can where in this bill or in any 
other measure emanating from any committee any provision has ever 
been made for taking care of this bonded indebtedness, and especially 
of that portion which will fall due during the present and the next 

ears. 

j Before taking my seat, Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer very briefly 
to two features of this hil]. The government of the District of Co- 
lumbia was met with deficiency during the fiscal year 1890, and it 
will be met witha deficiency during the fiscal year 1891. But, inorder 
to avoid a deficiency during 1892, the committee have reported a re- 
duction of $285,000 in the item for the repair and improvement of 
streets alone. Turning to that portion of the bill which refers to the 
improvement and repairs of county roads, we'find there is also a re- 
duction of about $82,950. These items are very important, indeed. 
They concern the convenience, the prosperity, and the health of the 
people of the District. The streets in certain portions of this city are 
in a very bad condition; some streets have had large expenitures upon 
them, while others have been altogether neglected. It is no answer 
to say that these important improvements must be in a great measure 
abandoned in order that a zoological garden may be maintained anda 
national park may cab aa The health, convenience, and pros- 
perity of the people should be first considered. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Peun- 
sylvania [Mr, MUTCHLER]. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, after the fall and clear state- 
ment made yesterday|by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], I can add very little concerning the 
provisions of this bill. Isimply wish tocall attention to the fact that 
when at the last session the bill for the current fiscal year was under 
discussion, I made a statement that there would be a deficiency of be- 
tween $300,000 and $400, 000. 

My authority for making that statement was a letter addressed to 
the committee by the commissioners after the bill had been completed 
in the committee. That letter was based upon an estimate made by 
the able anditor of this District, Mr. Petty, which I believed to be cor- 
rect. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], the chairman 
of the subcommittee, took issue with me at that time with respect to 
the matter, and said that inasmuch as I was a young member of the 
committee I probably had not made as thorough an investigation of 
the subject as older members had and might therefore be excused for 
my ignorance. I now rise to show that instead of my having stated 
an amount larger than the fact (the gentleman from Maryland claimed 
that there would be no deficiency at all) I really understated the 
amount of the deficiency. 

Ihave here a statement made by the same official which clearly 
demonstrates what the deficiency is likely to be for the current fiscal 
year. The entire amount of the revenues for the year 1890—91 is $2,- 
655,474.26, and is made up as follows: Surplus on July 1, 1890, $105,- 
512.53; estimated receipts for 1891, taken from the report of the chair- 
man of the subcommittee, $2,473,461.73; balance from new buildings, 
$60,000, less 10 per cent. for collection, $54,000 in all; estimated re- 
ceipts from the sale of the Columbia schoolhouse, $5,000; one-half to 
the District of Columbia, $2,500; appropriations not used and covered 
back, $20,000; showing the total estimates of the resources of the 
District to be $2,655,474.26. Now, the appropriations amount, ex- 


of Columbia; so that if we further deduct the sum of $51, nats haye 
1 


ne me $150,000 spoken of by the gentleman from Texas, to $2,- 
757.53. 
Ir. SAYERS. You do not take into consideration the amount car- 


ried in the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No, sir. This leaves a deficiency of $186,283.27. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me right there to state 
that he should add to that the estimate of one-half of the cost of main- 
taining the Zodlogical Garden, which amounts to $51,000, the total cost 
being $102,000? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I was going to remark that the District’s share 
of the appropriation for Rock Creek Park is $150,000; that is, the first 
installment is payablein the current year, Twice that amount, or the 
total amount due by the District, is $300,000. Now, if weadd that, the 
total deficiency will be $672,566.54, If, however, we are not called upon 
during the present fiscal year to pay the $150,000, and we may not be, 
I am not sure, but I think next year we will be called upon in all 
probability to pay both installments, amounting to $300,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman then, if I understand 
correctly. The first installment is due this year and we may becalled 
upon to pay it? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And, therefore, should constitute a part of the 
liabilities of the District for the current year. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Yes. But, asI havesaid, if we should be called 
upon to pay the $150,000 this year, that is, the District’s half of the 
total cost, and the United States pays the other half, if we add that to 
the deficiency already given, $186,000, which must be doubled, mak- 
ing $372,000, and $150,000 also doubled, being the total amotint due 
aaa account, we have the exact amount of the deficiencies at $672,- 

Now, it may be said that we are not sure as to what the total receipts 
for the current fiscal year will be. My friend from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] may argue that they may be greater than the amounts I 
have stated. I do not think they will be greater. 

The amount collected for the first six “a lo of the fiscal year is 
$2,648,181.20. Now, taking it for granted that wo shall collect in tho 
next six monthsan Saatan the defigjency willstill be the amount 
I have named. But I do not believe we $ all collect as largo a sum in 
the next six months as in the past six tien 7 and I will show, with 
the exception of the year 1890, the second half of the year in each case 
has produced less than the first half. 

Tn 1887 we collected, in the first six months of the year, $1,134,142; 
but in the second half of the year we collected but $971,621, In 
1888 the amount collected in the first six ménths was $1,495,894, 
whereas in the next six months it reached only the sum of $912,685. 
In 1889 in the firstsix months of the ycar the amount collected was 
$1, 262,151.91, while in the next six months the amount collected was 
but $1,002,777.97. But, in 1890, in the first six months we collected 
$1,264,627.54, while in the next six months we collected $1,337,- 
462.62. The reason why there was more money in the year 1890 in 
the latter half of the fiscal year than in the first part was because of 
the passage by Congress of an act allowingarebate upon all back taxes 
that should be paid within that time. ‘The rebate, or discount, was 
6 per cent., but that was increased by act of Congress to 10 per cent., 
the resnlt of Which was that a much larger sum was collected in the 
last six months than in the prior six months, because the taxpayers 
took advantage of the privilege they had of having 10 per cent. taken 
from their taxes instead of 6 per cent. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday morning, when the 
Speaker was presiding over the House, I felt called upon, in view of 
what had happened the day before, and I so announced, that when I 
should again get the privilege of addressing the Honse I did not want 
the presiding officer to take me off the floor because of any imaginary 
pantomimic performances in which he might think I had unwittingly 
indalged. Since that time I have been extending my studies some- 
what into the domain of pantomime, this new evolution of general par- 
liamentary law, and I have discovered a new field into which I was n 
little apprehensive this general parliamentary pantomime had possibly 
merged. It is what is known, I believe, in the most learned and scien- 
tific circles of the country as ‘‘hypnotism.”” It is known, or perhaps 
approximates in its characteristics at least to some extent what is 
known out among the Northwest Indians as the ‘ghost dance” and 
among certain inferior classes of negroes in the South as ‘‘conjuring.’’ 

Now, I felt this morning impelled by this recent investigation of 
mine to suggest to the present chairman, knowing as I did his great 
versatility and learning, his aptitude in difficulities, and in the disen- 
tanglement of parliamentary questions during the present session of 
Congress, as well as bis eminent success in extricating the House from 
the great difficulties into which political exigencies had occasionally 
involved it, that I be not taken off of the floor this morning until I get 
through, because of any sup: hypnotic phenomena that he ma 
imagine I had displayed during the period that I occupy the floor in 
what I now have to say. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I was just suggesting that when I 
got ready to yield I would do so by oral announcement. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was simply going to ask you if you were 
afraid of being hypnotized. s 

Mr. ROGERS. Iannounced yesterday thatso far as I was concerned 
I did not know a great deal about general parliamentry pantomime. 
Immediately after that I had occasion to visit the post oftice insearch of 
my mail and I found in my box, throngh the courteous and kindly con- 
sideration of some sympathizing friend, what I suppose to be the last 
compilation of General Parliamentary Pantomimeand Hypnotism. It 
is denominated as “The Constitution, Manual and Digest, Rules and 
Practice of the House of Representatives, second session, Fifty-first 
Congress.” ; 

I have assumed that that is what this book is, because of its name. 
I knew of course that these unexplored fields of pantomime and hypno- 
tism were almost unknown to the civilized world, being confined within 
close scientific circles, and I have been frequently impressed also dur- 
ing the term of eight years of service here that a large majority of those 
who practice parliamentary pantomime have very little knowledge of 
what is contained in the book the name of which I have just announced, 
and therefore, though I may be mistaken as to what this book is, I have 
assumed that to be the fact, simply from the coincidence suggested. 

Mr. Chairman, some two or three weeks ago, taking the hint from 
my distinguished friend from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON], in a purported interview which I 
found in the papers, to the effect that in view of the recent election he 
thought the best thing the Republican party could do was to pass the 
appropriation bills and adjourn—taking that hint, I advised these gen- 
tlemen some time ago of the importance of laying aside unimportant 
matters and taking up the great leading questions which are now agi- 
tating the public mind, and which are demanded by the great polit- 
ical forces now at work, and working a revolution too, throughout the 
length and breadth of our Jand. 

I congratulate the country that the majority, even at this late day, 
evince sonie premonition of a true insight into what the November 
elections meant. But Iam compelled to confess my disappointment 
at the method in which this debate on this important legislation has 
been conducted. On the day when the bill was taken up for consid- 
eration I listened to a most interesting colloquy between the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York, the chairman of the late campaign 
Republican committee of the House of Representatives [Mr. BELDEN], 
and the distinguished and accomplished and elegant gentleman from 
Maryland in charge of the bill [Mr. McComAs]. When those ques- 
tions were put by my friend from New York, who is not only nota 
theorist, but who is vouched for by distinguished gentlemen upon the 
floor as an eminently practical man in the affairs of this world, it oc- 
curred to me that they were important and such as ought to elicit a 
most complete and thorough and elaborate explanation to the House. 

I know that I may congratulate the House upon the satisfactory 
answer which was made by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
CoMAs] in this regard. And after that elaborate answer thus made, 
so clear, so lucid, so forceful, so thoroughly vindicating the committee 
that framed this bill, it seemed to me that it was a useless waste and 
consumption of the time of the public for us to take up five hours in 


debate on the merits ofthis controversy. That important time, Mr.’ 


Chairman, it seems to me, should have been employed in the discus- 
sion of that great bill of tlre people which yesterday came over from the 
Senate, known as the bill for the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. Chairman, these facts which I have now rehearsed in this great 
presence show the impropriety of continuing in that vicious habit— 
whence it came I do not know—of limiting debate upon general a 
propriation bills, in advance of any sort of explanation or debate in 
regard to them. We ought to have saved,of the five hours, four hours 
and forty minutes, in view of the splendid explanation of the bill 
made by the gentleman from Maryland, which time we could have de- 
voted to the discussion of the silver bill. And that leads me to the 
suggestion that forces itself upon my consideration, and I have felt 
that I ought to invite the attention of the country to it. 

It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, and I appeal to the Republican ma- 
jority of this House, that the time has arrived when, with reference 
to silver, you ought not again to ask the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to assume any further responsibility-—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, there it is again. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] $ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the silver bill 
is not under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 
man from Arkansas will proceed in order. 

Mr. ROGERS, Itseemsto me, and I appeal again to the House, that 
the time has arrived when the Republican majority ought not again to 
ask the Speaker of the House to assume any further responsibility in 
regard to the free coinage of silver. When, Mr. Chairman, in all the 
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history of this great country, has any Speaker ever faced and met the 
demands of the party organization in this House more bravely, more 
courageously than the present Speaker of the House, with reference to 
this great measure? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And more disastrously. 

Mr. ROGERS. And more disastrously, as my friend from Illinois 
says. And has it come to this, that after he has suffered the terrible 
penalty which came from this responsibility, forced upon him by party 
exigencies and the party caucus, has it come to this, that he is yet to 
be called upon to make more sacrifices, personal sacrifices, greater than 
the severe and hard penalty which the country hasinflicted upon him, 
at the caucus command? Mr. Chairman, I submit to their generosity, 
to their magnanimity, and to their courage, that, if there is further re- 
sponsibility upon this great question to be assumed, it should come 
from the other end of the Avenue; it should come from those who 
openly and avowedly announce themselves against free silver. 

Mr. Chairman, I am led to thisconclusion by some remarksof a very 
distinguished and eloquent public man of long servicein another place, 
who said: 

There is, Mr. President, a deep-seated conviction among the people, which T 
fully share, that the demonetization of silver in 1873 was one elementof a great 
conspiracy to deliver the fiscal system of this country over to those by whom it 
has, in my opinion, finally been captured, Isee no proof of the assertion that 
the demonetization act of 1873 was fraudulently orcorruptly procured, but from 
the statements that have been made it is impossible to avoid the conviction 
that it was part of a deliberate oo and conspiracy formed by those who have 
been called speculators to still further increase the value of the standard by 
which their accumulations were to be measured. The attention of the people 
Ta ch called to the subject. It is one of the anomalies and phenomena of 

egisiation, 

‘That bill was pending in its various stages for four years in both Houses of 
Congress. It passed both bodies by decided majorities. Itwasreadand reread 
and reprinted thirteen times, as appears by the records. It was commented 
upon in newspapers; it was thesubject of discussion in financial bodies allover 
the country; and yet we have the concurrent testimony of every Senator and 
every member of the House of Representatives who was present during the 
time that the legislation was pending and proceeding that he knew nothing 
whatever about the demonetization of silver and the destruction of the coinage 
of the silver dollar. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who knows so many things, felt 
called upon to make aspeech ofan hour's duration to show that he knew nothing 
whatever about it. Ihave heard other members declaim and with one consent 
make excuse that they knew nothing about it. 

As I say, it is one of the phenomena and anomalies of legislation, and I have 
no other explanation to make than this: I believe that both Houses of Con- 
gress and the President of the United States must have been hypnotized. 

[Laughter and applause. } 

Is it to be wondered at, Mr. Chairman, that I cautioned the Chair 
against hypnotism myself, when it is believed by the distinguished 
gentleman from whose remarks I read that both bodies of the American 
Congress and that distinguished and able general and statesman and 
President of the United States, General Grant, were all hypnotized 
when silver was demonetized ? 

Mr. KERR, of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, I rise to submit two points 
of order. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his points of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The first is that the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas is quoting the language of a Senator without giving him credit and 
the second is that he is not addressing himself to the question before 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas did not seem to 
be using the name of any person now in public life, and the gentleman 
from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, [hope that I shall not be taken from 
the floor, nor have these interrogation points put into my speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will protect the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Icontinue to read from the same great speech: 

So great was the power of capital, so profound was the impulse, so persistent 
was the determination, that the Pronoreri of this scheme su ed by theo 
eration of mind power and will force in capturing and bewildering the intel- 
ligence of men of all parties, of members of both Houses of Congress, and the 
members of the Cabinet, and the President of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, there are gentlemen who are vicious and irreverent 
enough to state that in making this great speech this distinguished Re- 
publican got down on his belly and crawled in the dust that he might 
get back within the horizon of public favor, [Laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] But, Mr. Chairman, if he did—if he did that and got 
down and crawled, he crawled towards the principles of honest 
mocracy; and I warn you, Mr. Chairman, and those in sympathy with 
you, who propose to throw barriers in front of the enactment of free 
coinage of silver that you will have to get down and crawl in the dust 
before you can get back within the horizon of public favor with your 
own constituents. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I continue to read from the speech of the same dis- 
tinguished gentleman: 

Once, twice, thrice, by executive intervention, Democratic and Republican, 
by, parliamentary proceedings that I need not characterize, by various methods 
of legislative jugglery, the deliberate purpose of the American people, irrespec- 
tiveof party, been thwarted, ithas been defied, it has been contumeliously 
trodden under foot; and I repeat to those who have been the instruménts and 
the implements, no matter what the impulse orthe motive or the intention may 
haye been, atsome time the poopig will clect a House of Representatives, they 
will elect a Senate of the United States, they will elect a President of the United 
States who will carry out their pledges and execute tho popular will, 
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Mr. Chairman, a tender solicitude and a ret sympathy for our 
great Speaker, who has sacrificed so much for his party and accom- 
plished so much good for the Democratic party and the country, impels 
mo to beg you to call a halt and demand no further responsibilities of 
him in this behalf. Let others assumeit, But spare him. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
ê CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS, Givemea little more time. Give me five minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is impossible to give you five minutes more, 
because I have promised other gentlemen time. I will give the gen- 
tleman three minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that I would bo 
able to reach this bill. Iam proceeding upon direct lines to it, as you 
observe. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. Chairman, I now come to the consideration of this bill, and I re- 
gret that I am not permitted to havea sufficient part of the large time 
allotted for the discussion of it to present some questions which [regard 
as of very considerable importance. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion 
upon this bill the other day the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
DEN] had this colloquy with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
Coxas]: 

Mr. McComas, Iwill inform the gentleman, Mr, Chairman, that I am not by 
law a commissioner of the District of Columbia, but— 

Mr, BELDEX,. Ah! - 

Mr. McComas, Let me answer your > Nob ide now you have put it and need 
information on this subject. Ihave endeavored in every way to put down the 
price of strect-cleaning here, because I was not satisfied that it was well done 
and cheaply done. 

Mr. BELDEN. Mind you, hedoes not answer the question I asked him, 
he would go off on something else.. [Laughter on the Democratic side, ] 

Mr. McComas, And I went to the commissioners and asked them, as the gen- 
tleman himself, if ho had known tho law, would have gone to them with this 
complaints about the street-cleaning. 

Mr. BELDEN. You seo, gentlemen, how he answers me, 

Mr. McComas, And the committeo see how activo this gentleman is, Now, 
it has been observed that when we want a model reformer, sweet and clean an 
pure, with experience large and ample— 

Mr. BELDEN, I yielded to the gentleman, you know, for an explanation. 

Mr. McComas (continuing). We ought togo to some place else than tothe gen- 
teman from New York, with all his experienco in these matters—— 
one SEET Tho time of tho gentleman front New York [Mr. BELDEN] 

expire 

Mr, BELDEN, Now, you have heard my question, gentlemen. I asked how 
he guarded against nn unwise expenditure of money, and to know how the 
street-cleaning was done, You have heard his answer, It is something about 
reformers, I donot know what itisexactly. [Laughter.] 


Soon after this my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. BEL- 
DEN] lost the floor, and that was the end of the explanation, Mr. 
Chairman, why is this? Is it possible that we are to be deprived of 
the assistance of the distinguished gentleman from New York because 
of these dark insinuations in relation to something that lies behind, 
and concerning which the House has no information? Why are we 
not having his assistance? And shall we not have it when we come to 
discuss the bill under the five-minute rule? Shall we not then have 
his aid to throw the light of his luminous experience upon this bill, to 
perfect it and make it such as it ought to be for the government of this 
great District? It can not be that he will De intimidated. Ishallex- 
pect him in the forefront in perfecting this legislation. 

But the gentleman from New York madea more important statement 
than any contained in the extract which I have read, one involving a 
legal proposition of considerable value in the proper determination and 
settlement of this bill, He said: 

Mr, BELDEN. Mr. Chairman, as I have understood in the committee, the only 
explanation was that they had a letting, and had it for a series of years, and the 
contractors combined to put up the price more than it had ever been before, 
and then the contract was let for a number of years, and then they divided it 
np among thomselves. 

This isa gravecharge. Conspirators these contractorsare if this state- 
ment be true; conspirators against the Government to rob the Treas- 
ury by combining and conspiring to raise the price of cleaning and 
sweeping the streets; and yet we are told the Senate was right in strik- 
ing out a provision in the appropriation bill of last year reducing this 
pay, because they were working under contractssaturated with fraud, 
if the gentleman from New York is right. Is thisright? Is it law, 
are we remediless in such ap gc 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS, Oh, I ought to have more time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task unanimous consent thatthe gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rogers] be permitted to continue for five minutes 
longer, not to come out of the time on either side. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Five minutes, to be taken out of the time on that 
side of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I ask unanimous consent to extend the time 
for general debate five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House has limited the time for general đe- 
bate, and the Chair does not understand that the committee has power 
to change the order of the House in that respect. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], by unanimous consent, has control of the 
time on his side of the Honse. 
ae SPRINGER. How much time is still remaining on the other 

e 

The CHAIRMAN, One hour and forty minutes. The gentleman 

from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is recognized. 


Iknew 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr, Chairman, I would be very fet to accom- 
modate my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Roarrs] with additional time, 
but it is utterly impossible for me to do so out of the time allotted to 


me, 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I congratulate myself that I 
tal neither been pantomimed nor hypnotized off the floor. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. VAUX]. ` 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, it is utterly impossible to discuss this 
question in seven minutes, and I understood that there would be some 
additional allowance of time made to this side on aceount of the twenty 
minutes yielded by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] to 
a gentleman on the other side, but it seems there is to be none, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, in coming to the intelligent consider- 
ation of this bill one must be possessed of avery large amount of in- 
formation which the bill itself does not contain; or, if the bill is to be 
considered upon its textalone, then tt presents to my mind a very ex- 
traordinary confusion of appropriations. When we seek information 
elsewhere, when we go.to the distinguished chairman of the commit- 
tee, who, as I said last session and say now, has shown an amount of 
devotion to the details of this bill that is really phenomenal in any 
committee of this House, we receive from him information which 
changes the whole character of the bill. My objection to it is that it 
is not to be regarded as a general appropriation bill. 

The House cannot regard it as n general appropriation bill. It is 
limited to what is generally called a municipal appropriation bill. It 
relates to the cost and expense of carrying on the government of the 
District of Columbia. The District of Columbia has no legislative de- 
partment of its own, and the Congress steps in and acts for it—all of 
which I approve. But the trouble is that the information which a 
legislator onght to have in order to pass upon the several items con- 
tained in this bill is not to be found in the bill, Reference is made 
here and there to some other information, whichis not accessible to the 
members of tlis House discussing the bill unless they find it elsewhere 
than in the bill itself. For instance, under the title of ‘‘Improve- 
ments and repairs,’ line 14, page 11, we find ‘For work on sundry 
streets named in Appendix NN.” 

Now, it seems that in this appendix there is an arrangement of all 
those locations for improvements and repairs upon a map of the Dis- 
trict, and in the index these locations are marked to suit their geo- 
graphical relations one to another. Now, sir, when we are asked to 
appropriate $367,200 to beexpended by the commissioners upon streets 
and avenues, we find that they are specified in the schedules in tho 
appendix, and before we can apply this appropriation to what the ap- 
pendix refers to we must ascertain who made the appendix, what is 
its purpose, and how this money is to be applied to the several divisions 
of the appendix. 

On the general principles of appropriation for municipal government 
I object to leaving this appendix ont of the bill, In order to make 
this bill what it ought to be that ae should be putin, or its 
contents should be incorporated in the bill, so that we might adda 
proviso that ‘‘no part of these appropriations shall be expended in ex- 
cess of the limitations of appropriation as defined in the preceding 


*schedule.”’ : 


My distinguished friend, the chairman of the committee, has stated, 
I belieye, that that is all done by general acts of Congress. Then I 
assert, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is a monstrosity, because what 
ought to be in the text is nowhere found there to enlighten a member 
who may vote upon it; and he must go without information unless he 
gets the acts of Congress relating to the Government of the District 
and consults the several statutes relating to these expenditures, 

At the last session of Congress, when the deficiency appropriations 
for the District of Columbia were underconsideration, I had the honor 
toaddress the House for five or seven minutes calling attention to the 
origin of those deficiencies and claiming that there could be no well- 
regulated government where it was possible that expenditures should 
be made in such a way as to give rise to so large an amount of deficien- 
cies. Isaid then, and I take this occasion to repeat, that there can bo 
no proper administration of municipal government, unless there is pro- 
vision for properly checking and watching tho expenditures, by a clear 
and unmistakable enactment that no partof tho sum roe pag aera 
shall be expended for ang other purpose than those specified. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. How much of the time on this side of the House 
remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from Maryland pro; toyield 
this side twenty minutes of the time belonging to his side in consid- 
eration of the twenty minutes which I yielded to a gentleman on the 
other side at the commencement of this debate. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. In order to equalize the occupation of time I have, 
as my colleague states, agreed to yicld to him twenty minutes of the 
time on this side. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy, and I 
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yield the remainder of the time on this side—twenty-eight minutes— 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY]. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the kindness of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] and the latitude permit- 
ted in Committee of the Whole tosubmita few observations this after- 
noon on the proposition in charge of the gentleman from New York 
[Mx. FARQUHAR]. A copy of that measure lies before me, Itis enti- 
tled, “An act to place the American merchant marine engaged in the 
foreign trade on an equality with that of foreign nations.” The title 
is enticing enough, but the bill itselfis simply an effort on the part 
of accommodating statesmen to initiate another class of corporations 
into the mysteries ofdividends by statute. These statesmen havesub- 
sidized the railroads outofthe public lands. They have subsidized the 
banks ont of the public credit. They have subsidized the trusts out 
of the pockets of thepeople. They havesubsidized the sugar-producers 
out of the public Treasury. Having subsidized every corporate inter- 
est in sight on Jand, they now propose to introduce the corporate inter- 
ests of the sea to the generous bounty of a benign Government. 

It is certainly touching to witness the tender solicitude of the advo- 
cates of this bill for the fate of our merchant marine. But for the les- 
sons of history and the irony of contemporancons facts, the situation 
might suggest cheerful assurances of respectful sympathy. It is un- 
doubtedly a most Jaudable ambition that beckons the day when the 
white sails of our enfranchised commerce shall again carry the rugged 
and commanding influence of our civilization to the uttermost parts of 
the carth. Interest, pride, and patriotism alike suggest that here isa 
field in which American statesmanship may win splendid triumphs for 
American enterprise and, at the same time, impart lasting strength and 
dignity to American institutions, 

But governments, not less than individuals, are inexorably bound 
by the immutable force of economic law. ‘The conduct of public af- 
fairs shonldconform to some settled policy. Reasonable prudence re- 
quires that such policy be consistent and harmonious in all its parts. 
Friction involves loss, whetherin mechanics or economies. When con- 
tradictions, inconsistencies, and antagonisms are introduced, one set of 
forcesis played off against another to the destruction of both. Amid 
the jar and discord of conflicting elements the national resources are 
wasted and the foundations of public prosperity are undermined. 

The present legislative situation furnishes an illustration which most 
happily emphasizes the principlejuststated. The McKinley tariff law 
of the last session on the one hand and the pending subsidy bill on the 
otherinvolve not only friction and consequent loss, but positive collision 
and consequent destruction. “That law raises still higher our ramparts 
against the highway of nations; this isa bill to subsidize our commerce 
over the walls. That law sentinels more closely than ever our seacoast 
against the commerce of the world; thisis a bill to bribe ourcommerce 
through the lines. That law in every section proclaims that ocean 
traffic is a swindle and foreign commerce a fraud; this bill proclaims 
that ocean traffic is a blessing and foreign commerce the end of wisdom. 
That law announces a perpetual embargo on commercial intercourse 
with friendly foreign nations; this isa billto buy our commerce over 
our legislative obstructions into foreign ports. That law fines the 
American people for trading with foreigners; this is a bill to fine the 
American people that they may trade with foreigners. That is an act 
to circumscribe our foreign markets and narrow our foreign influence; 
this is a bill tobuy back ourmarkets and broadenourinfluence. That 
law emphasizes anew the sacred folly that this nation must remain a 
hermit; thisis a bill to purchaseimmunity from the effects of the waste- 
ful doctrine of isolation. Thatlaw chains the American flag to a fabled 
and legendary home market; this is a bill to bribe that sacred parable 
of free government into notice on the high seas. 

The antithesis is so complete at every point as to excite amazement 
atthe brazen trifling with the public interests. The constant waste 
attending such collision of economic forces is all to be charged against 
the American people. On the one hand, foreign commerce is outlawed 
and, in thename of American labor, American monopoly is licensed to 
pillage the purses of the American people; on the other hand, in the 
name of that outlawed commerce, a miserable brood of scurvy subsidy- 
beggars is to be licensed to pillage the public Treasury and project 
its debauching influence into the public lifeof the nation. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] It is possible that human ingenuity might 
devise a more discordant, inconsistent, incongruous, wasteful, corrupt- 
ing and suicidal policy, butit certainly never has. 

But aside, Mr. Chairman, from the consideration of its utter incon- 
sistency with the insular economic policy of the Government, this mens- 
ure is the old and familiar wail of deadhead greed in the name of the 
American flag for an appropriation to protect itself from self-helping, 
self-reliant, and self-respecting competition. The venerable and classic 
pretensions of its friends are as inconsistent as the commercial policy it 
assumes to encourage. Buta few months ago we were listening here 
forhoursto gloomy asseveration and hysterical prophecy as tothe awful 
and disastrous folly of England’s commercial policy; now that policy 
and its fruits are invoked as the perfection of wisdom to induce Con- 

to enter on this system of subsidies. It is sought to create the 
impression that England subsidized her merchant marine into its pres- 
entsupremacy. It were needles to combat self-evident error. Eng- 


laud’s possessions encircle the globe, Postal communication is indis- 
pensable to her colonial and military policy. Mails attend empire; it 
esata follow that they pioneer trade. Our empire is on the land; 
the British Empireis connected only by the seas, How different, there- 
fore, the circumstances of both our postal and military policy. Trade 
follows the prospect of profit, not the prospect of a postal card. 

Col. John C. New, our consul general-at London, says in his report 
of September 3, 1889, to the State Department, ‘‘ The British Govern- 
ment does not grant subsidies in the general sense of that term to any 
steamship companies,’ He adds that the British ‘‘ post-office authori- 
ties simply make contracts for the conveyance of mails with steamship 
companies having steamers sailing to those ports.’? The only other 
payment made by the British is a war-department disbursement to the 
owners of certain large steamships for the privilegeof calling them into 
the naval service at any time as war ships or transports, 

Both of these payments relate solely to the postal, colonial, and 
military policy of Great Britain, and in no sense, except as an inci- 
dent, to her commercial marine. As well claim that the payment by 
ourGovernment to carry tle mail from South Bend to North Liberty is a 
subsidy to ourinternal commerce, or the payment to the owner ofa mule 
for hauling provisions from Chadron to Pine Ridge agency a subsidy 
to our stock-raising industry, as to claim that either of the forms of 
British payment isa subsidy to the British merchant marine. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] There isno analogy whatever between such pay- 
ments and the appropriation proposed by this bill. The postal anthor- 
ities of Great Britain simply make contracts for carrying the mails with 
the lowest responsible bidders, whether they be English, German, or 
American. The North German Lloyd held a contract for ten years 
carrying mails between England and New York, 

Great Britain hasa fleet of 6,625 steamships in her trade with Amer- 
ica, Asia, Africa, and Australia, and only 338 of these carry mails or 
receive a farthing from the postal funds. Only 5 per cent. of these 
vessels, or 13 per cent. of the British tonnage inthis trade, receive pay 
for carrying mails, Besides this, Great Britain has a fleet of 15,000 
sail ships, with 3,000,000 tonnage, to which not a farthing is paid by 
the Government. Ninety-eight per cent. of the ships and 92 per cent. 
of the tonnage for the year 1589 were absolutely free from any pecun- 
iary connection with the Government. Why donot the advocates of 
this bill point for example to the great body of British merchant ma- 
rine unemployed by the Government and in no way sustained by it? 
Why prefer for illustration the 2 per cent. to the 9S per cent.? 

The Cunard Line, with five steamers, and the White Star Line, with 
seven steamers, carry mails between Great Britain and New York under 
a British postal subvention, while the Guion Line, Wilson Line, State 
Line, Anchor Line, Inman Line, National Line, Beaver Line, and Sum- 
ner Lino, with an aggregate of ninety-two steamers, operate between 
the same points, and also between the Mediterranean and New York, 
and pay dividends, yet receive not one cent from the British Govern- 
ment by way of subvention or subsidy, The Collins Line was started 
in 1850 and backed by an American subsidy of $19,250 per voyage, and 
in 1858 bankrupted. In 1850 the Inman Line was established and op- 
erated without a penny of subsidy, and it prospered paa dividends, 
and flourishes to this day. The Galway Line, backed by a subsidy of 
£3,000, or $15,000 per voyage, went to the wall, while the Anchor Line, 
withont a penny of subsidy, met all competition and grew stronger 
every year, 

The history of subsidy, as such, is a history of hazard, fraud, cor- 
ruption, and failure. The construction and sailing subsidies of France 
filled her dockyards with useless vesscls and her harbors with idle 
and decaying ships. Italian subsidies increased the tools of trade, but 
added little to the trade itself. Every seaport in the world to-day 
presents the spectacle of idle ships waiting in vain for cargoes. The 
wisdom of the proposed schenie is the wisdom of the man who invests 
$1,000 in a farm and $9,000 in wagons wherewith to market the prod- 
nce. [Laughter and applause.] Iam aware that an imposing array 
of literature is brought to the support of this bill. With an appro- 
priation involved, plenty of talent is available to disprove the law of 
gravitation, [Laughter.] But with every item of literature on both 
sides of the subject out of the way the provisions of this bill in them- 
selves would suggest from first to last that charity, dependence, char- 
latanism, and gratuities are to be substituted for manly enterprise, 
commercial integrity, business sagacity and individual self-reliance. 
[Applause. } 

The authors of this bill are careful tomake the appropriation a con- 
tinuing one, running through nineteen years. Why are these gratu- 
ities to private corporations placed on a so much higher plane than or- 
dinary charges on the public Treasury? Why should the last dollarin 
the Treasury be subject to the call of a private interest, even if the 
salaries of the judges of the Supreme ‘Court or pensions to oursoldiers 
should go by default? Thereasonisclementary. Thecharacter of the 
bill itself explains the presence of this obnoxious provision. 

Gentlemen tell us that this assurance of permanency of appropriation 
is necessary to induce capital to invest in our merchant marine; that 
no man will embark in foreign commerce unless insured against inter- 
ruption of his annual gratuity by a subsequent Congress, In other 
words, this Congress is to barter away the right and duty of future 


1476 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 16, 


Congresses to scrutinize and supervise the expenditure of the public 
revenues in order that the public will may notinterfere with the steady 
stream of the people’s taxes from the national Treasury to the coffers 
of the corporations until both branches of Congress and the Exeeutive 
are wrested from the party of monopoly and subsidies. 

Why not ask a continuing appropriation for our Army and Navy? 
Why not provide a continuing appropriation for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and the Department of Agriculture? Why not provide continu- 
ing appropriations for the salaries of the Supreme Court and the Presi- 
dent of the United States? Why not make Permanent àppropriations 
for the pensions to the maimed and diseased veterans of the late war 
and their widows and orphans? ‘These appropriations are all for public 
and legitimate purposes. They are approved by the people who pay 
the taxes. They are approved by the men who bear the burdens of the 
Government in peace and fight its battlesin war, They are the neces- 
sary legitimate charges on the public treasury, and each Congress is 
charged with the duty of adjusting the revenues to these necessary and 
legitimate requirements. 

No appropriation made in. pursuance of the just and legal functions 
of the Government requires a nineteen-year mortgage on the public 
revenue. This feature of the bill originated in a consciousness of the 
inherent iniquity of the whole subsidy scheme. It is needless to ar- 
gue that itis contrary to the genius, spirit, and purpose of our insti- 
tutions. The only subject upon which permanent appropriations can 
be measurably justified is the interest on the public debt. When at- 
tempted in any other measure the motive instantly appears in settled 
distrust of the people and the consciousness of the unworthy character 
of the project. f : 

The continuing appropriation for Federal election supervisors was a 
steptoward divorcing the right to choose representation from the power 
to regulate taxation. The continuing appropriations provided iv the 
McKinley bill for the sugar-producers is a conspicuous lodgment of 
the purse strings of the Goyernment in the hands of private individu- 
als, Every vestige of Anglo-Saxon liberty worth preserving was won 
by the Commons from the Crown by means of their control over the 
revenues and the appropriations of the realm. Placed in irresponsible 
hands and removed for a term of years from immediaté Congressional 
supervision, an appropriation becomes the prolific source of corruption 
anddebauchery. The purpose of this appropriationis wrong; its method 
is but the complement of its purpose. It is simply legalized grand 
larceny of the public revenues, and this is why Congress is tobe bound 
hand and foot for nineteen years while the plunder of the Treasury 
goes on, or until the people, inspite of the bribery and corruption which 
this subsidy invites, can overthrow the party that authorizes and fos- 
ters it. [Applause.] 

Every doubtful economic scheme, Mr. Chairman, has its cabalistic 
terms, Privilege in its marches on the public Treasury flanks itself 
with an array of well-ordered sentiment and prejudice to soothe the pub- 
lic conscience and flatter the national pride. Howeverinconsistent and 
Indicrous the means, the end, which is possession of other people’s money 
without compensation, is steadily keptin viei. The President of the 
United States, in his late message to Congress, comes to the rescue ot 
the subsidy lobby. After his apostrophe to the tariff which outlaws 
trade, he presentsthe usual pathetic lament at the decay of our merchant 
marine and in substance suggests that the public Treasury be placed at 
the service of the steamship companies. He points to the reciprocity 
proposition in the McKinley tariff act and asserts that its provisions can 
be of little service unless we subsidize our ocean commerce. 

Reciprocity is the term by which he is to conjure dollars out of the 
hee Treasury into the coffers of charity-begging corporations. Trade 

as a large social elementin it. Reciprocity comprehendsthe two that 
it requires to make a bargain. What is the alleged reciprocity of the 
McKinley law? What field of trade docs it annex? What obstruc 
tion to tradedocsit remove? What article of restricted commerce does 
it release? Coffee is now an article of free commerce; that so-called 
reciprocity clause authorizes the President to taxitat 3 cents a pound, 
Tea has for twenty years been free; that clause authorizes the Presi- 
dent to tax it at 10 cents a pound. Hides have been free for years; 
that clause authorizes a tax of 1} cents a pound. Sugar is made free 
to the trust by the sugar schedule of the act; your reciprocity 
clause authorizes the restoration of the tax on sugar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the so-called reciprocity 
clause of the tariff law authorizes the President to impose taxes with- 
out convening or consulting Congress? 

Mr. SHIVELY. ly. Itconfers an absolute, unqualified tax- 
ing paws of over $50,000,000 per annum on the President. He may 
employ it or not at his pleasure. It is a ludicrous perversion of terms 
to Sey the word ‘‘reciprocity’’ in connection with that clause of 
the tariff law, except in the sense of reciprocal obstruction and de- 
struction of trade. [Applause.] The whole scope of your reciprocity 
proposition is to narrow the area of trade, not to broadenit. It en- 
chains that part of our commerce now free. It taxes that whichis now 
untaxed, It hangs weights on the bleached skeleton of our jaded 
trade. It proposes to manacle and obstruct the slender remnant of 
our unrestricted commerce. It proposes to tax our own people on the 
prime necessaries of life to spite foreigners who have taken us at our 


word and left us to our own folly. It proposes to close up our walls 
against the sea and complete our commercial isolation. . 

And this is the reciprocity in the name of which we are asked to set 
a new symposium of tax-eaters within the vaults of the public Treas- 
ury. [Laughter and applause.] It willnot do, gentlemen. Thereisno 
magic in a reciprocity organized on such lines, Frankness and candor 
on the part of the President might have suggested that subsidy was 
necessary to overcome the additional obstructions to our merchant 
marine created by the late tariff law, and that legislative bribery and 
gratuity alone could rescue the receding shadow of our once command- 
ing ocean commercefrom the obliteration threatened by thereciprocity 
clause. 

No oneis deceived. It is not commerce, itis dollars the beneficiaries 
of this bill want. Those dollars are in the public Treasury, and the 
vulgar brood is careless of the means employed to swing back the door. 
“Reciprocity,” which, in its true significance, may mean liberation of 
trade and the enfranchisement of commerce, is employed by the Presi- 
dent and the advocates of this bill as a sort of burglar tool to assist 
licensed greed to break into the public treasures coined from the swers 
ofthe American people. [Applause. ] 

Besides, sir, what right have gentlemen to ask gratuities in the name 
of our merchant marine in the face of the barbarous provisions of our 
navigation laws? That code from first to last subordinates the vast and 
commiinding interest of ocean commerce to the inferior and local inter- 
est of shipbuilding. Commerce itself is chained to the greed and ca- 
price of the maker ofits tools. That code outlaws all commerce which 
does not first pay tribute to the Cæsars of our shipyards. It denies 
the protection of the American flag to American capital invested on 
principles of prudence, economy, and thrift, and extends its protection 
only to the investment made against the plainest dictates of business 
sense and in the face of inevitable insolvency. [Applause. ] 

The American citizen who desires to carry the American flag onto 
the high seas must, under our navigation laws, ignore all bargains and 
pay from 15 to 25 per cent. above the general market price to an Amer- 
ican shipbuilding monopoly for a vessel. ‘The patriotic citizen who 
attempts competition on the high seas with every prospect of divi- 
dends discounted 25 per cent.-in advances, soon yields to the cold, un- 
sympathetic environments of unhampered rivalry and anchors his 
enterprise over the dead line of bankruptcy. [Applause.] No won- 
der that in the great ocean trade are seen flaunting in proud rivalry 
against every sky the flags of all nations but our own. Í 

An interest that but for the hostility of our own laws should repre- 
sent a billion dollars of American capital is made subservient to an 
inferior interest of less than a half dozen million pampered into inso- 
lent helplessness by Government favor, Not a man who advocated 
this bill before the committee that reported it favored the liberation of 
trade. Every one expressed his preference for an obstructive tariff and 
several advocated absolute prohibition. One professional jaw-smith, 
who came as the self-appointed messenger of American labor wanted 
a Chinese-wall tariff. and subsidized ships to carry cargoes one way and 
ballast the other. [Laughter and applause.] 

Another economic crime, involving unmixed waste of our national 
resources and additional impoverishment of our national revenue, is 
advocated in the name of American labor. American labor has for 
twenty-five years been plundered, its opportunities have been narrowed, 
its environments rendered more harsh and inflexible, its earnings confis- 
cated and its future mortgaged away, all in the sacred name of Ameri- 
can labor. Now American labor is again to be made the horse of 
Ulysses to steal a new body of Greeks into the national Treasury te 
feast on the sweat of American labor. [Applause.] The pretense that 
this bill is in the interest of American labor is the stale resort of every 
Yoafer who wants his private interests fed from the public Treasury. 
[Applause.] 

But suppose that, despite the apparently insurmountable obstruc- 
tions of our tariffand navigation laws, yourdreams of foreign commer- 
cial conquest under this bill are realized and at the end of ten years 
our ocean traffic shall have increased tenfold? Itis the yice of all such 
measures that the charge on the public Treasury increases just in pro- 
portion that their alleged objects are attained. If the prophecies of 
the advocates of this subsidy are measurably fulfilled it will take $30,- 
(00,000 per annum out of the public Treasury at the end of ten years. 
Is any man credulous enough to believe that the interests thus licensed 
to appropriate vast sums of the national revenues will yield back to the 
Government such a franchise until it las exhausted every resource of 
fraud and corruption to retain it? ~ 

The history of subsidies in our country furnishes us with hints of 
what may be expected if this measure is ever placed on the statute- 
book. Not seventeen years ago an investigation in the House showed 
that the president of one of onursteamship companies, through his agent, 
expended nearly $1,000,000 to procure a subsidy for his line. One 
member of Congress found himself in possession of $300,000 for which, 
by reason of defective memory, he was unable to account. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Postmaster of the House, then a member-elect, found that 
pressing business required his presencein Canada. [Laughter.] The . 
atmosphere of the Capitol literally reeked with the foul odors of sub- 
sidy scandals until overborne by the yet more shameless disclosures 
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of the Crédit Mobilier debauchery which likewise arose out of a cor- 
rupt appropriation of the public lands and public credit to private cor- 
porations. [Applause. ] : 

Pass this bill, unloose this tiger, then chain him again if you can. 


License this interest to prey on the public revenues and it will over- 
awe your Congress and laugh at the limitations in your law. It will 
sacrifice millions to renew its lease and perpetuate its power. It will 
lay every agency within reach under contribution. It will subsidize 
party organizations, dictate party platforms, shape party policies, con- 
trol conventions, command nominations, and enlist every venal news- 
paper inthe land initsservice. Itwwill elect Presidents, choose Repre- 
sentatives, and invade your State capitals to purchase its tools into the 
United States Senate. It will project its debauching influence into 
every department of the Government and infect with its leprous cor- 
ruption every fiber of our national life, It will never yield back a 
franchise worth millions a year untilafter astruggle that will test every 
public virtue and shake the foundations of the Republic. Accepting 
your own predictions as to the immediate effects of this bill, you still 
count withont its certain though more remote and fatal consequences, 
[Applause. ] 

For the details of this bill, Mr. Chairman, Icare nothing. In these 
the bill is probably as good as anything essentially bad can be. Not 
the mask of patriotism, the enticements of statistics, nor the garniture 
of exuberant prophecy can redeem the scheme from its organic vice. 
The general principle underlying the whole subsidy system is inher- 
ently vicious and constitutionally alien toour institutions. No genius 
can give it grace, no magic can impart to it righteousness, Its only 
redeeming feature at this juncture of our national lifeis that it hastens 
the inevitable hour for the compulsory choice between a restoration of 
the General Government to its few and simple functions as ordained by 
the fathers on one side and a complete resolution of that Government 
into the numberless functions of universal state socialism on the other. 
[Applanse. ] 

If under your dragnet; ‘* general welfare’’ construction of the Federal 
Constitution we to license the beneficiaries of the pending and kindred 
measures are to feast on the bounty of the Government, we might as 
well conform ourselves to the inexorable consequences of our paternal 
doctrines, The general welfare requires that every man, woman, and 
child in the land should havean abundance of food, clothing, and shelter. 
This consideration is paramount to commerce on the ocean or dividends 
tosteamship companies. Your phalansterian creed can not be employed 
to enrich the few at the expense of the many and be held within those 
bounds, Theclaimsof the wholearesuperior to thoseofany of its parts. 
Even now you are at the parting of the ways. If the cane-grower of 
Louisiana, the beet-raiser of Nebraska, the sap-tapper of Vermont and 
theshipbuilderof Maine are to hold banquets in the vaults of the public 
Treasury and feast on the public revenues, you might as well prepare 
to welcome the corn-burner of Kansas, the sooty P EREA of Indiana, 
the locked-outiron-worker of Pennsylvania, and the famishing agricul- 
turist of New England to the sweet delights of your statutory festivities. 
[Applause.] No hackneyed maxim nor subtle distinction can avail. 
Your partial, one-sided communism and your bogus, left-handed social- 
ism are but finger-boards along the steep descent to beatified St. Simon- 
ism. Along that route thereis nocamping ground. You must choose to 
rush on to the goal or retrace the course. ‘The wail of the few for lux- 
uries from the public table heralds the demand of the many for daily 
bread. Greed can not forever invoke the statutes it has purchased or 
the constitutions it has mangled to protect its gold from the forces of 
its owncreation. Comeon with your millennium of universal prosper- 
ity by statute and universal riches by taxation, or dissolve your cor- 
rupting and debauching partnership between the Goyernment and fa- 
vored private interests and give us back the ideal of the fathers in a 
sturdy, self-reliant, self-helping, and self-respecting individualism as 
the crown jewel of American politics, the settled and perpetual type 
of American civilization. [Long-continued applause. } 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when the time of Mr, 
SHIVELY had expired, 

Mr. SHIVELY said: A few minutes more, please, 

Mr. BLAND. I hope unanimous consent will be given to allow the 
gentleman to proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Iwould be glad to yield the gentleman more 
time, butthere is no further time on this side, I hope the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ihave already yielded twenty minutes of our time 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I will close in a few minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Task consent that the gentleman be allowed two 
minutes longer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope he will be granted ten minutes, if neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
five minutes. 

Mr. SHIVELY, I trust I may be allowed to finish my remarks. I 
skall get through in five or six minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; I will make it seven minutes, 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentlemen be 
allowed five minutes additional. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for debate has been limited by the 
House; but if there is no objection the gentleman will proceed. 
ee Mr. Sutvery had continued his remarks for five minutes fur- 
t 


er, 
Mr. McCOMAS said: I yield one minute more to the gentleman 
frdm Indiana. 
„Mr. SHIVELY then resumed and concluded his remarks as already 
iyen. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate in opposition to 
the bill has been exhausted. Of the time in fayor of the bill there re- 
mains one hour and fourteen minutes. The gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] is recognized. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Onur time remaining was one hour and twenty 
rere I believe. I yielded only one minute to the gentleman from 

ndiana, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yielded five minutes previously. 

Mr. McCOMAS, That’was by unanimous consent, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was understood that the five minutes were 
granted by unanimous consent and should not be charged to the time 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House having fixed the limit for general 
debate, the committee can not change it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I did not yield those five minutes, although they 
are gone. The time of this side, I submit, is one hour and nineteen 
minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think it is right that those five minutes should 
ahs counted against the time controlled by the gentleman from Mary- 
land. 

The CHATRMAN, 
the Chair will not. 

Mr. CLEMENTS and others. There is no objection. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I shall confine myself very briefly 
to the only three matters adverted to this morning which relate to 
this bill. Mycolleague on the committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], made yesterday forcible objection in cogent argu- 
ment to the appeal of the working people of this District for free school- 
books; but that matter can better be discussed under the five-minute 
rule, when we reach that paragraph of the bill. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. ROGERS] made one reference to 
this bill; and to that part of his speech only will I give attention. He 
complained of the high price paid for sweeping the streets of this Dis- 
trict and wondered why it was that no effort had been made to reduce 
the amount paid. I will tell the gentleman and the committee why 
the present price is paid and what effort has been made in this House 
and by the present Appropriations Committee to secure the doing of 
the work at a lower price. 

The appropriation act for 1885, reported to this House by a Demo- 
cratic committee when a majority of the House waslargely Democratic, 
embodied a provision— 

For sweeping, cleaning, and sprinkling the streets and avenues, ete.: Pro- 
vided, That hereafter— 

Making it permanent law— 
contracts for cleaning the streeta and alleys may be made for periods not ex- 
cceding five years, and subject to annual appropriations thereafter by Con- 
gress. 

The Republican Committee on Appropriations of this Republican 
House, with the assent and co-operation of our Democratie colleagues 
onthatcommittee, endeavored to undo this error of a Democratic House 
in a Democratic bill; and in the last annual appropriation bill, as it 
passed this House, on page 15, will be found a rider that we attached 
to the appropriation for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning the streeta, 
in the following language: 

Provided, That no expenditures hereunder shall bo made ata price higher 
than 30 cents per thousand square yards, 

It had happened that under the Democratic law, put as a rider on 
the appropriation bill to which I have already referred, contracts had 
been let, and there was then and there is now running a contract for 
five years which will not expire for one year and a half beyond the 
period of this appropriation bill, a contract to pay at the rate of 35 
cents for each thousand square yards. When this Republican House 
passed this proviso to undo that Democratic work of extravagance, we 
were finally met by the contract running for five years, and the threat 
that the contractor would take advantage of that Democratic provision 
in this law attached to the bill of 1885 and go into the Court of Claims 
and recover the money. 

Mr. ROGERS. Would it disturb the gentleman from Maryland to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Notif it is brief. 

Mr. ROGERS. Bearing right on the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On this point? 

Mr. ROGERS. Precisely, and a business point. 
talk about anything else. 

Mr. MCCOMAS.. I yield for that question. 
Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from New York stated on yesterday, 


If no member of the committee objects, of course 
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as appears from page 1342 of the Recorp, and not denied by the gen- 
tleman himself, or by anybody else—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let us have the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam coming to it instantly. He stated that tho 
contractors conspired to put up the contract price. Now, if that fact 
be true, can these parties who conspired to rob the Government stand 
in any court of justice on a contract of that sort? 


Mr. McCOMAS. In my ene they can not. 
Mr. ROGERS. Did you investigate that matter before the commit- 
tee? 


Mr. MCCOMAS, TL investigated the matter as best I could and en- 
deavored to find the truth of the allegation; and the gentleman from 
New York gave no clew and said he knew nothing, and we could find 
none, because I suppose such a bargain, if made at all, is always done 
in a corner; and we endeavored, therefore, to meet it outright by cut- 
ting down the pay, and we did it in this House, and only finally 

elded to the contract, passed under a Democratic lawin a Democratic 

ouse in 1885. 

Mr. ROGERS, Did my friend give the gentleman from New York 
an opportunity to put the evidence on which he based his statement 
before the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. MCCOMAS, MWe has had a year and a half to doit, and has the 
remainder of this session, and said he had no evidence, and says so now. 

Now, as to the point made by my colleague from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MUTCHLER] as to the revenues of the District. I hold inmy hand a 
statement which is the same, piven by the same officer, the auditor of 
the District, to my colleague from Pennsylvania, and in view of what 
has happened I desire the House to look at thiscarefully and examine 
these resources of the District. I read from a letter, to which the gen- 
tleman no doubt referred, from Mr. Petty, the auditorof the District, 
dated July 26, 1890, in which he says that the actual revenues for the 
fiscal year 1890 were in excess of the estimated revenues to the amount 
of one hundredand twenty-eight thousand and odd dollars. Theesti- 
mates for the year 1891 are the figures with which my colleague dealt; 
and if the actual receipts should exceed the estimated revenues in the 
same amount for 1891 that it did exceed it in 1890, then there would 
be no deficit whatever upon the annual ved at ela bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ina moment. 

And secondly, Mr. Chairman, we have had the advantage of one-half 
of the year of the actual receipts of the District of Columbia where- 
with to compare the estimate, and I find they bear this relation to the 
estimated revenues: The actual receipts for the six months are $1,323, - 
101.22, which doubled makes $2,656,202.44. Adding the surpins in 
the Treasury on July 1, 1890, $105,512.53, as stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, wo have a total of $2,761,714.97, being the one- 
half of the total appropriations carried by the bill—that is, the half 

id by the District of Columbia, the other being paid by the United 

tates—the total doubled making $5,522,429.94; and the actual appro- 
priation bill of which Ispoke a year ago, and about which T made pre- 
diction a year ago that there would be little deficit if any, was only 
$5, 560,534.97 as it passed and became a law, leaving only an apparent 
deficit of $33,107.03, one-half of which, about $19,000, is the only ap- 
parent deficit of the District of Columbia; and, if the total receipts of 
the District grow with the growth of the city as they haye done here- 
tofore, they will largely exceed it; for I find now in the first six 
months of 1890 that 31,264,627.54 were collected, whereas the sum 
collected in the first six montlis of this year is considerably in excess 
of that figure, and; if you take the growth of the city, the collections 
for the next fiscal year ought to increase in the same proportion, 

One thing further, and then I will yield to my colleague from Texas 
for an interruption. It appears that in the second half of 1890 the 
receipts of this District. exceeded the first half of the year in the sum 
of about $65,000, and if the second half of 1891 exceeds the first half 
in like manner there will be about the sameincrease, which will wipe 
out this little apparent deficit of eighteen or nineteen thousand dollars 
at a like rate of increaso of the $65,000 in the second half of the year 
over the collections in the first half of the fiscal year 1891. 

Now, one thing more in thatconnection. The gentleman has spoken 
of the Zoblogical Park and the annual appropriation for the National 
Park. Ihave here a letter, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, which very nearly disposes of the main item ot $150,000 deficit 
to which my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. MurcHLER] adverted 
a moment ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JANUARY 16, 1891, 


Sm: In response to your verbal sonnig of this date I have the honor to state 
that I have been informed by Capt. W. T, Rossell, executive officer of the Rock 
Creek Park Commission, tliat yery little, if any, of the appropriation will be 
used between now and tho 30th of Jnne next. In that event the $150,000 which, 
under the terms of the not establishing the park, might be charged against the 
revenues of the District of Columbia during the present fiscal year, will, of 
course, not be required, 

Very respectfully, 


J. T. PETTY 
Auditor, District of Columbia. 
Mr. McCOMAS. There is a sum of nearly $150,000 which will not 
be expended out of the District of Columbia appropriation. Inall prob- 
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ability $8,000 or $9,000 only will be expended in this current year, out 
of the total of $150,000, I observe in the estimates and in the amount 
of expenditures for the Zoélogical Park, that up tothis time, one-half of 
the fiscal year, the total expenditures out of the $92,000 have only been 
some $17,000. It may be that the balance will be expended, and ib 
may not be, in the remainder of this year. 

And now I come to theinquiry of my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 


with respect to the sinking fund. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Before the gentleman leaves the matter of the 

park, I desire to mako this suggestion. Tho manner in which he dis- 

of the $150,000 alluded to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. MUTCHLER] applies to the use of that money during this fiscal 
year, ending June 30 next, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Yes, this current year. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That would still leave $150,000 for the next year 
for which this bill makes appropriation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Orsomepartthereof. Tho$150,000 here referred 
to is an abatement of the expenditure of this current year, and thero 
will be $150,000, or so much of it as may be needed, in the next suc- 
ceeding fiscal year. Now, my colleague on the committee, the distin- 
guished gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] hasasked me with respect 
to the sinking fund and the condition of that fand, and I shall tell the 
House briefly about it. 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend will allow me, what I desire tho gen- 
tleman to explain is in reference to the honded indebtedness of the Dis- 
trict and what provisions have Deen made in order to meet the debt 
which matures on the Ist of July, 1891, something over $3,000,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ishall endeavor to give a satisfactory answer to 
that question. The history of the sinking fund of the District of Co- 
lumbia begins in the year 1818. I shall not follow it down el 
the various acts, but probably can satisfy the inquiry of my friend by 
reminding him thatin the year 1878, when the organic act took charge 
of the District of Columbia here, the various provisions of the sinking 
fund seem not to have been wholly complied with, and the Treasurer of 
the United States made a recommendation that in lieu of the provis- 
ions as to the sinking fund contained in various acts, to which I shall 
not now advert, there should be a permanent annual appropriation of 
$1,155,000 to pay interest and maintain asinking fund, which amount 
he estimated, on the basis of 4 percent, perannum, would bosuflicient 
to extinguish the debt of the District upon the maturity of the 3.65 
bonds in 1924. : 

Now, Congress adopted the recommendation of the Treasurer and 
appropriated for interest and for the sinking fund in several years 
thereafter. In the year 1880, by the act of June 16, 1880, an addi- 
tional issue of these funds was authorized by Congress, and an esti- 
mate for the sinking fund on the new basis was made for Congress. 
Thereupon Congress appropriated the sum of $1,213,947.97 for the 
year 1882, That precise sum has been included and appropriated for 
in every appropriation bill from that day to this, for that same amount; 
and for the water fund, in various statutes which I shall not here re- 
capitulate, further sums have been added, and the interest thereon, 
and that is the extent of the authority and scope of power of the Ap- 
propriation Committee with respect to the sinking fund of the District 
of Columbia, namely, to appropriate $1,213,947.97 and the interest on 
the debt of the District of Columbia annually, 

Mr. SAYERS. But, if the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iam coming to my friend’s question. Of course 
as it is beyond our power under the rules of the House to legislate for 
the District of Columbia, all we can dois to provide out of these funds, 
according to the laws I have here recited, for the annual sinking fund 
and the additional fund for the water service provided by the several 
acts of March 3, 1879, of March 3, 1881, and of March 3, 1883, and 
that has been fully done. Now,to answer my colleague’s further ques- 
tion, the present state of tle bonded debt—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Twish to interpose a question right there before you 
get on that branch of it, I notice from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that our bonded debt on July 1, 1878, amounted to $22,- 
106,600. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I was about to state I think I can answer 
the gentleman’s question. I anticipate the question and can answer 
ithere. The gentleman js talking about the bonds falling due. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yon spoke in reference to the sinking fund. 

Mr, MCCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to show you that, nowithstanding, as yon say, 
more than a million of dollars have been appropxated annually for the 
sinking-fund purposes, from the 1st day of July, 1878, until July 1, 
1890, only $2,325,600 of the debt has been reduced, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was coming to that. If 
my friend will turn to the acts that Ihave named he will find that 
the debt of the District of Columbia, by the issue of more 3.65 bonds 
and by providing for a large, expensive, and wasteful water tunnel, 
and other items, has been largely increased, and in my opinion has 
not been rapidly enough reduced, and I fought a year ago to pre- 
vent the addition of further floatingdebtin this District forthatreason. 
The total sum, the debt of $22,106,650, has been reduced by the opera- 
tion of the sinking fund, and from other causes, in the sum of $4,363,- 


1891. 
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850; but there remains $19,781,056, and the net reduction from all of 
these sources, taking into consideration the water service and the like, 
is $2,325,600. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there follows also the recommendation madein 
this year’s report by the Treasurer of the United States, who is the 
custodian of this water fund, in which he recommends to Congress that 
it shall provide for a sum of $2,700,000—not a sum of $3,900,000, as 
my colleague lad supposed, because part of the bonds maturing will 
be provided for by the sinking fund. But he recommends that Con- 
gress now provide $2,700,000 to be refunded in bonds of two years at 
the rate of 4 per cent., taking the place of so much falling due in July, 
1891,- or that there be a deferred payment in six years with an abatement 
of interest whereby there will be paid only 3 per cent. 

I have been informed by gentlemen on the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, whose province it is to legislate with respect to that 
recommendation of the Treasurer, which is also concurred in by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report, that they intend to or 
are going to bring in a bill providing for either a deferred payment of 
interest or a bill that provides for the issuing of bonds for several years 
at a lower rate of interest; whether it be 2, 24, or 4 per cent. isa matter 
of discretion and determination which will be in the province of that 
committee of this House. 

If that should fail to be done or if they should fail todo what they 
say they will try to do, I should be glad with my colleague to ask a 
waiver of the rules of this House, and before this appropriation bill 
gocs through between the House and the Senate to put a provision in 
the sporo naon bill in defiance of rules, if they fail to perform their 
function as a committee, But I have no right to assume, and I will 
not, nor will my colleague, that that committee will not endeavor to 
do what they say they will do or what gentlemen on that committee 
say they will speedily do in that committee, whose duty it is, and then 
it will be provided for. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed twenty-two min- 
utes of his hour and nineteen minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
pachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr, MORSE. Mr. Chairman, as an offset to the free-silver speech 
of the distinguished Democrat from Arkansas [Mr. Rogers], in favor 
of a debased currency, in which he speaks for the Democratic party, I 
desire to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read some resolutions offered 
by Mr. Quincy, the leader of the Democratic party in the Massachusetts 
Legislature, day before yesterday. Ipredict, Mr, Chairman, that when 
these resolutions reach consideration in the Massachusetts Legislature 
they will pass unanimously; not a Democratic member will dare to 
vote against them. Menof all parties in Massachusetts believe in hon- 
est money. They believe in a dollar with a hundred cents, and no 
part of it flat; and I say further that not a Democrat could have been 
elected from Massachusetts as a member of the next Congress who de- 
clared himself in favor of a debased currency or in favor of free silver, 
The State was carried against the Republicans in the recent campaign 
by misrepresentation and falsehood, 

It was denied on the stump in Massachusetts in the late campaign, 
as claimed by the gentleman from Arkansas, that the Democratic party 
stood for debased currency and for free silver, 

The provisions of the McKinley bill were shamefully misrepresented, 
peddlers were employed to pretend to offer to sell goods, and when the 
tremendous price asked was complained of the people were told that it 
was the effects of the McKinley bill. As a specimen lie the laboring 
men were told that the poor man’s house would cost him more now be- 
cause the McKinley bill doubled the duty on lumber (it reduced it one- 
half), and that lie was repeated night after night in my district, and 
the misrepresentation of the true position of the Democratic party upon 
the question now under consideration was a part and parcel of the cam- 
paign of lying, falsehood, and misrepresentation by which Massachu- 
setts elected a Democratic governor and a majority of Democratic Con- 
gressmen to the Fifty-second Congress. 

The truth is dawning upon the people of my State, Mr. Chairman, 
but I fear too late to prevent the appalling financial disaster sure to 
overtake the country at the meeting of the next Congress unless a Re- 
publican President shall interpose a veto. 

‘The Clerk will please to read the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RESOLUTIONS OF TIE LEGISLATURE OF MASSACIIUSETTS FOR SOUND MONEY. 


Resolutions introduced by Mr. Quincy, of Quincy : 


“Resolution in favor of the maintenance of the bimetallic’ standard of value, 
and against the debaserment of the currency through the free coinage of sil- 
ver. 

" Whereas the people of this Commonwealth, without distinction of party, are 

nerally opposed to any legislation which will lead to the debasement of the 

ederal currency and the substitution of a single depreciated standard of value, 
based spon silyer,for the present double standard, based upon gold and silyer 

ulating at a parity; and z 

Whereas such legislation, while injurious to the whole community, would 

bear with especial hardship upon the wage-earning masses of tho people; and 
“ Whereas the free co of silver, as pro by a measure now pending 

before the Senate of the United States, would bring about these results ina com- 
ratively short period of time. cortoyins the chances of securing an interna- 
l agreement for maintaining gold and silver ata parity, threatening the 


“ 


ability of the Treasury to maintain gold payments, and thus carrying gold toa 
premium and withdrawing it from the currency : 

‘Resolved, That we hereby declare our opposition to the free coinage of sil- 
verand pros against the passage of such legislation by Congress. 

** Reso , That these resolutions be communicated to Congress, and that a 
copy thercof be transmitted to cach of the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from this Commonwealth.” 


Mr. MCCOMAS, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. LANGSTON]. 

Mr. LANGSTON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman has fifty-two minutes. 

Mr. LANGSTON. If there is anything that I would gladly see, it 
is ‘‘Our country first on land, and first on sea,” and it is natural for 
me, coming into this body, as I do, from the Old Dominion that gavo 
life to Washington and birth to Jefferson to come with the sentiment 
I have just expressed. I haveseen American masters of ships wronged 
in foreign countries, and finally successfully defended by the Govern- 
ment through the vigorous and manly efforts of our representatives 
abroad. I recollect among the very last things that occurred when I 
had the honor of representing this Government abroad was this fact, 
first, that an old shipmaster said to me in our legation, ‘‘ When you 
go home, if yon ever have the opportunity to say a word for us; say it, 
say it freely and say it positively, and so emancipate us, that on the 
great sea, as well as at home, we may feel the consciousness that we are 
Americans,” 

I promised that shipmaster that if ever I had the oppor of 
speaking for our shipping I would do it, and doit fearlessly and thor- 
oughly, One of these days, in this august body, I trust that I shall 
have the opportunity of saying a word. But how can we make our 
land and our Government great in the estimation of others, except as 
finally we plant ourselves as a nation on those tandamental, far-reach- 
ing, eternal principles underlying all democracies and perpetuating 
all republics? 

I would speak to-day to you, not in any other wise than as I would 
defend the Constitution of my country, planting myself on those doc- 
Sines of the Declaration so clearly and forcibly enunciated in these 
words: z 

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men aro created equal; that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that among 
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these rights 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from tho 
consentof the governed, 

Ah, Mr, Chairman, the day has come to us now when we are to re- 
cur in our thoughts and reach in our purposes those olden times of this 
Republic when our fathers built, as Christ did, ‘‘on the rock,” that 
His church might stand, and now that our Government may stand. 

Why, the feeling in the country seems to be to-day that silver is the 
thing; and a man said to me the other day, when the silver bill bad 
been laid aside for the time being, ‘‘Ab, sir, your cause has been sold 
for thirty pieces of silver.’’ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The “‘clections hill,” you mean, was 
laid aside, ‘ 

Mr. LANGSTON. Yes; I mean when tho election bill was laid 
aside. But Isaid: ‘‘Not so, sir, for we live in the United States of 
America, in the midst of schoolhouses, in the midst of schools, in the 
midst of churches, in the midst of Christians, and we have built our 
nation on other material than that which shall find any class of our 
population, politicians or statesmen, finally willing to sell the cause 
Mf liberty, the rights of the humblest citizen of our Government, for 
anything like a compromise, even in silver,” [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Why, on what are we built and where do we go? Our nation is built 
first on those fundamental laws given in the midst of the flame and 
smoke of Sinai, and across the gateway of the old Mosaic system it was 
written, ‘‘He that stealeth a man and selleth him, or if he be found 
in his hands, he shall surely die;’’ and in the light of this law slavery 
hasgone. Wefind that there wasin the same law, enunciated so clearly 
and so beautifully by Him ‘‘whospake as never man spake,” the maxim 
that ‘‘ Whatever you would that men should do unto you, doyeeven 
so unto them,’ And we built on that afterwards. But here is the 
declaration which we have builton, and that is this Constitution, which 
we have amended, not because it needed amendment, but that there 
might be no mistake as to the question of whether a black man might 
be free or slave; whether he should continue ignorant and a discredit 
to you by haying been born in this country. In his nativity he finds 
the fact that he is an American, and the law must protect him in that 
character. [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

But my friend on the other side of the House the other day referred 
to what was done in 1815. He alluded to the fact that great men 
moved in that day, and I watched for him to come down to the posi- 
tion of General Jackson on the negro question, because I wanted to 
hear him on that; but he tarried at the Hartford convention and did 
not come on down to the victory that was won at New Orleans 
when the great general of that day called his troops about him and 
gave utterance to sentiments that the negro loves and some men hate 
even up to this hour. [Applause on the Republican side.] Ah, Gen- 
eral Jackson was not a bad man, although he was a Democrat in some 
senses of the word. [Laughter. ] 
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I would that the Democrats of the United States would accept the 
doctrines of that great and venerable man who, firm and true to the 
last, was able to see, beyond a curl of a man’s hair and beyond the 
color of his face, the fact that he was a man and thefact that he could 
be a patriotic American. [Applatise on the Republican side.] Now, 
if you will permit me I will read afew words from the utterance ofthat 
distinguished man on this subject, to show that he could call us citi- 
zens of the United States, American citizens, and, in addressing us, 
could use language which became the lips ofa brave and valiant Amer- 
ican general— 

Soldiers— 

He says, in addressing his black troops after the war— . 
soldiers, when on the banks of the Mobile Icalled you to take up arms, inviting 
you to partake the perils and glory of your white fellow-citizens— 

Ah, my white fellow-citizens on the other sideof the House [laugh- 
ter], and my white fellow-citizens on every side of the House, and my 
white fellow-citizens in every section of the country, black as we are 
no man shall go ahead of us in devotion to this country, in devotion to 
its free institutions, for we hold our lives, our property, and our sacred 
honor in pledge to the welfare of our country and of all our fellow- 
citizens. [Applause on the Republican side.] Do you want men to 
fight; call ns and we will come. Do you want men to tarry at home 
and take care of your wives, take care of your children, take care of 
your homes and protect yourinterests; callonus. And when the time 
is past, if you can find a negro who has betrayed youin a singlecase put 
your finger on him and we willaidyou inlynechinghim. [Applause.] 
But he can not be found. 

Oh, no. What a wonderfal-chapter that is, that the men who lived 
near where General Jackson uttered these words, in theState of Louisi- 
ana, and in the States of the South, all along the line of battle, could 
go away leaving everything in the hands of the negro and come back 
and find that it had been guarded, thoroughly protected. For that 
alone, if for no other reason, the negro might well be accorded the 
freedom and justice that are his right, and he would be if those men 
had only been fair and trae to him. Now, you see, General Jackson 
calls us your *‘fellow-citizens’’ by referring to the white man as our 
“white fellow-citizens.’”’ [Laughter.] That certainly is legal and 
logical. He says further: K 

I expected much from you, for I was not ignorant that you possessed quali- 
ties most formidable to an invading enemy, I knew with what fortitude you 
could endure hunger and thirst and thefatiguesof the campaign. I knew well 
how you loved your native country— 

‘*Your native country.’? Oh, yes; this is our native country. We 
do not have to go abroad to find our native country, for Jackson has 
told us we need not go. Some men want us to go to Africanud to the 
islesof the sea, but, blessed be the name of this grand old Democrat, 
he has taught us another lesson; he has taught us that this isour home; 
and in the name of Jackson, whose shade is about me now, I declare 
in this sacred place that we are here to stay and never will go away, 
[Laughter] y, we can not go. How can TI get out of this coun- 
try? ' 7 

I undertook to leave Virginia, and the first thing I knew I was back 
there. I moved away and located in Ohio, but I could not stay. I 
came to the District of Columbia, but I conld not stay here. I went 
abroad, but I could not stay there. When I returned and undertook 
to go away again, by acurious adjustment of Providence I found my- 
self in Virginia; and to-day, by a curious adjustment of Providence, I 
find myself standing in this august and wonderful presence. We can 
not control ourselyes in these things. ; 

Do you think that the negro would have come to this country to find 
slavery when the white man came here to find liberty? Yet, when the 
white men were landing on the eastern shores of the continent and be- 
ginning to build our nationality, the negro came in chains to the south- 
ward; and,as the white men became greatin numbers, the negroes multi- 
plied, until finally,in the great struggle for liberty, when,in its far-reach- 
ingand broadsweepslavery had stricken down the liberties of the people, 
and the fight had to come, the negro, in the midst of the thunder of the 
great contest, is called from his slumbers, comes forth from his rags n 
free man, and enters upon real life the equal of his white fellow-citizen. 
[Applause on the Republican ttre Here we are and here we are to 
stay. And I give my Democratic friends warning that they may op- 
press us as much as they will, but still we shall remain. Abuse us as 
you will, gentlemen, we will increase and multiply until, instead of 
tinding every day five hundred black babies turning up their bright 
eyes to greet the rays of the sun, the number shall be five thousand 
and shall still go on Satins f [Laughter and applause, ] 

There is no way to get rid of us. [Laughter.] It is our native 
country. 

And that you as well as ourselyes had to defend what man holds most dear, 
p E E rete) property. You have done more than Ihave expected. 


ddition to the previous qualities I before knew you to possess, I found 
among you s noble enthusiasm which leads to the performance of great things. 


And we will not disappoint you in that. 


Soldiers! the President of the United States shall hear how praiseworth: 
was your condnct in the honr of danger, and the representatives of the Ameri- 
can people will give you the praise your exploits entitle youto, Your general 
anticipates them in applauding your noble ardor. ~ 


We aresimply fellow-citizens. We have always been fellow-citizens, 
We are nothing but fellow-citizens to-day, and fellow-citizens in per- 
manent residence in this our native country. 

But this is not the only testimony. I canofferon this subject South- 
ern testimony which goes further than this. Gentlemen are very timid 
aboutus; not only timid, but anxious. But where do you find the very 
first judicial opinion, broad and comprehensive, recognizing the negro 
of this country not only asa citizen, but as an elector? Suppose I 
should state here, Mr. Chairman, that in this matter we must follow 
the lead of the South? SupposeI should say that as a matter of fact 
the enunciation in that behalf, clear and distinct, was made not by a 
Northern judge, but by a Southern judge, and that this judge was the 
first lawyer of the State of NorthCarolina? I will say so; and I will 
astonish you by reading ‘if you have notread it) from the learned opin- 
ion of Chief Justice Gaston, as given in the case of the State vs. Man- 
uel, A negro boy, haying assaulted a white boy, was brought totrial 
and found guilty; the punishment adjudged was thirty-nine lashes at 
the whipping post. ` 

A young white lawyer said to gentlemen of Fayetteville, N. C.: 
‘Raise a little purse and I will take this case before the supreme court 
of the State; I will ask Judge Gaston to pass on the case, and I bpe- 
lieve he will decide that no colored man, eyen though born a slave, 
if subsequently emancipated, as Manuel has been, can be punished at 
the whipping post, because by reason of his nativity he is an American 
citizen.” The money was raised and the case carried to the supreme 
court. Judge Gaston satin that case and delivered the opinion. Now, 
what do my Democratic friends think he said? Mark you, I read from 
the opinion of a North Carolina judge. Listen: 


According to the laws of this State (North Carolina) all the human bein 
within it who are not slaves fall within one of two classes. Whatever dis- 
tinctions may have existed in the Roman laws between citizens and free in- 
habitants, they are unknown to our institutions. Before our Revolution all 
free persons born within the dominions of the King of Great Britain, whatever 
their color or complexion, were native-born British subjects; those born outof 
his allegiance were aliens. Slavery didnot exist in England, but it didin the 
British colonies, Slaves were not, in legal parlance, persons, but property. 
The moment the incapacity, the disqualification of slavery was removed, they 
became persons, and were then eittier British subjects or not British subjects, 
ee as they were or were not born within the allegiance of the British, 


ng. 

Upon the Revolution no other change took place in the laws of North Caro- 
lina than was consequent on the transition from a colony qnjehomagte ona 
European king to a free and sovereign State; slaves remained alaves; British 
subjects in North Carolina become North Carolina freemen: foreigners, until 
made members of the State, remained aliens; slaves manumitted hore became 
freemen, and therefore, if born within North Carolina, are citizens of North 
Carolina, and all free persons born within the State are born citizens of the 
State. The Constitution extended the elective franchise to every freeman who 
had arrived at the age of a dent and paid a public tax, and it isa matter 
of universal notoriety that under it free persons, without regard to color, 
claimed and exercised the franchise until it was taken from freemen of color a 
few years since by our amended constitution. 


North Carolina started this doctrine and we accept it. : 

And on this question of citizenship, allow me to read the opinion of 
Hon. Edward Bates, given by him as Attorney-General of the United 
States, in 1862, in response to the question propounded by the then 
Secretary of the Treasury, Salmon P. Chase, ‘* Are colored men citizens 
of the United States, and therefore competent to command American 
vessels??? 


1, In every civilized country the individual is born to duties and rights, the 
duty of allegiance and the te to protection; and these are correlative obli- 
go one the one the price of the other, and they constitute the all-suflicient 

nd of union between the individual and his country, and the country he js 
born in is prima facie his country. 

2. And our Constitution in speaking of natural-born citizens uses no afirman- 
tive language to make them such, but pon recognizes and reaffirms the uni- 
versal cen a common to all nations and as ald as political rete that the 
people born in the country do constitute the nation, and, as individ 
natural members of the body. politic, 

3. Inthe United States it is too late to deny the political rights and obliga- 
tions conferred and imposed by nativity, for our laws do not pretend to create 
or enact them, but do assume and recognize them as things known to all men, 
because pre-existent and natural, and therefore things of which the Jaws must 
take cognizance. 

4. It is strenuously insisted oy aoe that “‘ persons of color,” though born in 
the country, are not capable of being citizens of the United States. As far as 
the Constitution is concerned, this is a naked assumption, for the Constitution 
contains not one word upon the He te 7 

5. There are some who, abandoning the untenable objection of color, still 
contend that no person descended from negroes of the African race ean be a 
citizen ofthe United States. Here the objection isnotcolor, but race only. * * * 
Hae we arlene certainly does not forbid it, but is silent about race as it is 
about color, 

6. But itis said that African negrocs are a degraded race, and that all who 
are tainted with that degradation are forever disqualified for the functions of 
citizenship. Ican hardly comprehend the thought of the absolute incompati- 
bility of degradation and citizenship; I thought that they often went together. 

7. Our nationality was created and our political Government exists by writ- 
ten law,and inasmuch as that law does not exclude persons of that déscent, 
and as its termsare manifestly broad enough to include them, it follows inevi- 
tably that such PENERE in the country must be citizens unless the fact of 
African descent be so incompatible with the fact of citizenship that the two 
can not exist together. 


Being citizens, being electors, we are confronted to-day as distinctly 
asin 1861~’65 with the question of slavery or freedom, with the question 
whether every American citizen may wield the ballot in this country 
freely and according to his own judgment in the interest of the welfare 
of our common country. It does not matter how black we are; it does 
not matter how ignorant we are; it does not matter what our race may 


uals, ate 
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be; it does not matter whether we were degraded or not; the question 
presented to-day under our amended Constitution, as under the Con- 
stitution without amendment, is, shall every freeman, shall every 
American citizen, shall every American elector in the North andin the 
South, everywhere in the country, be permitted to wield a free ballot 
in the interests of our common country and our free institutions? 
[Applause. ] 

Here lies the difference: The old Democratic party used to maintain 
that this right should be accorded to every American citizen; the new 
Democratic party is fighting it, But, thank God, the genuine Ameri- 
cans—mainly found in the Republican party—some few in the Demo- 
craticparty, butthrough mistake [laughter ]—arestanding up bravely 
and truly to-day to meet this question intelligently and patriotically. 

**Oh,?’ but the Democrats say, ‘‘ you got beaten at the last election.’’ 
In one sense we did and in one sense wedidnot. ‘*Whom the Lord 
loveth he chasteneth.’’? [Laughter.] We have only been chastened a 
little to make us more firm, and more solid, and the more certain in 
the high march that is before us to the ‘‘ promised land ’’ in the midst 
of our own homes to which God would lead us in the establishment 
of an all-comprehensive freedom and equality of right. : 

How dark it was in 1861! How dark it was in 1850! Ah! com- 

-promises were made; the great orators spoke; the great parties re- 
solved; and the friends of freedom came well-nigh to despair. But the 
voice of the faithful and the true was still heard; and finally in the 


thunder of great guns, in the midst of terrible smoke as of the Moun- j- 


tain of Sinai, and in the flashes of light that made every slave in the 
Jand glad, emancipation was declared and the country was saved. 
[Applause. ] ; 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is sneeringly said that the Republican party 
Jaid aside the elections bill in the Senate. Butit was only for a little 
while; it was only to take itup again; that was all. And they have 
taken it up now in earnest. And if the elections shall come around 
shortly you will see the change when the people have been forgotten 
who failed to do their duty in-connection with the matter, Yes, they 
have taken up theelections bill again, and those pedple who yielded it 
for awhile, who laid it aside to address themselves to other matters, 
have gone back to the solid, patriotic conviction that at last liberty is 
the whitest and brightest jewel in the firmament, and that the great- 
est heritage of American citizenship is to be free. [Applause.] 

Why, sir, the Democrats talk of carrying the election in 1892. How 
could they carry it? They could not do it by any fair means. But 
our Democratic friends do not talk of fair means any more. They 
avoid all that. [Laughter] A gentleman who spoke the other day, 
and talked of free ballots and all that sort of thing, was asked against 
whom he made the charges. He said ‘‘The Democratic party.” Why 
should we not so charge it under the circumstances? I would like to 
see somebody put his finger on something that the Democratic party 
has done from the beginning that looks like favoring freedom or favor- 
ing the colored men in this country, at whose friends on this floor 
strange words have been hurled. . How peculiarly our friends are char- 


acterized! You can hardly believe the language that is used towards 
them. I have'some of it here before me, studied, selected, written, and 


rewritten it must haye been, but yet very peculiar language. I have 
read ita good many times, but I never saw anything like it-before. 
Here is a specimen: 


Mr, Speaker, Kam heartily tired and gick of this eternal cant and hypocrisy. 
I think the time has come to tear off the thin veil which covers it, and to ex- 
press our opinions about this business and the fellows who are engaged in it. 

What is this bill, anyhow? Itis urged on the pores that it is necessary to 
secure fair elections. But every honest man of intelligence knows that that is 
n mere subterfuge. It originates in a section of the Union which has wn 
enormously rich at the expense of the West and South. It observes the de- 
velopment and rapid growth in political power of the West and South with 
ever-increasing alarm. Conscious that unity of interest will, as a matter of 
self-defense, ultimate inevitably in bringing aboutsome unity of action between 
the West and South, this bill is thrown as a firebrand into our politics, with the 
hope of passing it under the spur of partisan prejudice and pressure, thereby 
delaying that political adhesion already approaching in other sections, and 
using it to perpetuate as long as possible atocal advantage. 

Fair elections! Sir, it will be asad day for this Republic when the people 
can be no longer trusted with the ballot box. Virtue isthe very essence of 
popular liberty; but equally so is liberty the essence of public virtue. These 
gentlemen say they can no longer trust the States and the people with their 
own ballot box. They hold it has become necessary to have an army of of- 
ficials, without direct responsibility to the voters, to watch, to supervise, and, 
if need be, to punish them. If, indéed, it be true that patriotism and public sén- 
timentand public morals have come to this low ebb, then are we approaching 
that starless night into whose eternal shadows has disappeared nearly every 
effort at popular government which mankind, saving or higher and nobler 
om or iberty, have ever made in the history of the world. Ido not be- 

eve it. 

I cam still trust with perfect confidence the people of all or any of the States 
ofthe American Union. I had rather confide the ballot box to the plain peo- 
ple of the land, risk its purity to their patriotism and its safety to their hands, 
than trust it to. any band of partisan mercenaries, with badges on their Inpels 
and batons or bayonets in their hands, appointed by any Federal administra- 
tion that ever was or shall be. 

Against whom, specially and professedly, is this haughty insolence directed? 
Against whom are these charges of fraud and crime, these burning and intol- 
erable insults, leveled? The Democratic party. Forget not, gentlemen, that 
that Leh represents a large majority of all the people of the whole country, 
and a full round million majority of the white voters of the United States, the 
sons of the warriors and matrons who won the battles of the Revolution and 
laid broad and deep the foundations of the Republic, They can not be intimi- 
dated by a threat nor overawed by a menace, 


i There is no need to continue this. It is found on every page of the 
ECORD. 

In this connection I wish to quote in contrast what is said so ably 
by the President in his last annual message: 

Butit is said that this legislation will revive race animosities, and some haye 
even suggested that when the peaceful methods of fraud are made im: ible 
they may be supplanted by intimidation and violence, If the proposed law - 
gives to any qualitied elector, by a hairs weight, more than his equal influ- 
ence, or detracts by sò much from any other qualified elector, it is fatally im- 
peached. Butif the law is equal and the animositics it is to evoke grow outof 
the fact thatsome electors have been accustomed to exercise tho franchise for 
others as well as forthemselves, then these animosities oughtnot to be confessed 
without shame and can not be given any weight in the discussion without dis- 
honor, Nochoiceisleft tome butto enforce with vigor all laws intended tosecure 
to the citizen his constitutional rights, and torecommend that the inadequacies 
of such laws be promptly remedied. if topromote with zeal and ready interest 
every project for the development of its material interests, its rivers, harbors 
mines, and factories, and the intelligence, peace, and security under the Jaw o! 
its communities and its homes, is not accepted as sufficient evidence of friend- 
liness to any State or section, I can not add connivance at election practices 
that not only disturb local results, but rob the electors of other States and seo- 
tions of their most priceless political rights, 3 

Eight millions of people who stand behind me to-day, a few in the , 
West and all over the South, command me to say to you that so long 
as there is a name akin to that of Hoar in New England we will 
honor and revere it because that man has been true to usin the Senate. 
[Applause on the Republican side]. But it would not have made any. 
difference. We do not forget our friends. 

You recollect that there was a Hoar who went South once, and he 
went to Charleston, S. C,, going there as the agent of the great State 
of Massachusetts. He appeared in the name of the sovereignty of that 
great State as a lawyer, not to ‘'steal ne 1 but to inquire in the 
courts of that State as to whether it was legal for a colored citizen 
of the State of Massachusetts, sailing into the harbor of Charleston on 
a Northern vessel, to be arrested and imprisoned and adjudged a free 
negro and sold into interminable slavery. He was accompanied by 
his sweet, clegant, charming daughter, a young lady of Boston, He 
appeared, and very soon a committee of gentlemen of Me i waited 
on him, ‘' What is your business here, sir?” He said, “I have 
come,” as I have described, ‘tin the name of the Commonwealth in 
which I live, to look after matters of interest to the great body of the 
people of our State,” S 

We give you, sir, one hour’s notice to take your trunk and leave 
this city, and if you are not gone within that time we will tar and we 
will feather you.” And at the end of that time the committee waited 
on him again. He was alittle behind time. And, Mr, Chairman, it 
is recorded in history that the presence of his daughter alone saved 
him from their clutches, 

Mr. MORSE. That is as true as Gospel. 

Mr. LANGSTON. And coming around to Philadelphia a Whig na- 
tional convention was in session, and this noble man of Massachusetts, 
this grand man, was called on fora speech, How do you think he 
opened his address ? 

Fellow-citizens, having esca the bloody clutches of the slaycholders of 
the South, I take a great deal of pleasure in addressing you. 

Ah, Mr, Chairman, this spirit does not know white man or black 
man. All stand equal beforeit, as they should stand equal before the 
law. When I stand here to-day speaking for the cause of the people of 
my State, my native State, the State of Virginia, I am pleading for 
her people both white and black. Iamspeaking for whitemen as well 
as for negroes; for white men in my State are proscribed, and they are 
denied a free ballot, though their ‘‘locks be flaxen and their eyes blue.” 
I might cite you to the case of aman, a friend of mine, residing in 
Chase City, the postmaster at that place, appointed through my efforts. 
He writes me: 

Tecan not go to the polls on election day to vote for you because I was pro- 
scribed already for my support of you. My family were proscribed, my chil- 
dren at the school, and we are all hated because I vote the Republican tieket, 

And that is no uncommon or isolated case. But go into another 
county, if you will. Go with me tomy beautiful city of Petersburgh. 
They sometimes say I do not live there, but if you will go with me 
down there I will show you that Ido live there and live at home, 
[Laughter.] One man said, ‘‘I do not believe you livein Petersburgh, 
because you have a house in Washington.” Well, unfortunately, I 
have got a house in Washington, because it sometimes happens that a 
colored man can have two houses, one in which he livesand one where 
he does not live. [Laughter.] White men, of course, may have three 
or four without question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Some do not have any. 

Mr. LANGSTON. Thatistrue. But most negroes now have their 
own homes, 

Come down there with me. Let meintroduce you to a fine-looking 
man with splendid hair, noble face, fine bearing, the picture of intelli- 
gence. He leaves his table on election day and gets to the door of his 
office, where he is met and asked: 

‘Where are you going?” 

t Going to vote.” 

tt Are you going to vote for that fellow??? 

‘t What do you mean?” he asks. 
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“Why, are you going to vote for LANGSTON?” 

‘Yes, lam, LANGSTON isaRepublican. There is only one Repub- 
lican running, and I always vote the Republican ticket. Here is my 
ticket. I amon the way to vote for him.” 

He went and voted. What was the result? The next morning at 
5 o’clock, when he stepped out of his door, he found itall draped with 
crape. What was going to be done? Why, he yoted for a Republican 
yesterday, and this crape was significant. Whatwas the result? He 
was proscribed, hischildren were proscribed. They point their fingers 
at his children as they are on the way to school, and when they get to the 
school they call his children names, And I plead the cause here to- 
day, Mr. Chairman, not only of 7,000,000 negroes of the South, but of 
the white men in all the South who have accepted the principles of the 
fathers and dedicated their faith to Republican doctrine. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] And I do not apologize for it. 

I appeal to any and every Democrat on this floor, if it is not true, 
that I state hastily here, too hastily to make myself well understood, 
the doctrine, first, that the white men of the South have maintained 
that negroes are citizens upon their nativity; secondly, the decis- 

‘ion of Judge Gaston, whoruled that we are entitled to the elective 
franchise upon a property qualification in North Carolina; and then, 
thirdly and lastly, if itis not true to-day in the South that white men 
may not vote the Republican ticket with greater facility or larger free- 
dom from proscription than negroes themselves? Oh, you ought to 
come down there and see it You ought to see an intelligent, fine- 
looking white girl, well dressed, well behaved, bearing herself like a 
ne ‘passing along the street witha rabble of white men saying, 
t Your father voted fora damned negro and we will show you,” and 
fri teat that sweet American girl. 

you like that spirit? Idonot. Iwill never be the coward to 

say that I do. And I would bills and pile up penalties and put 
ind every bill soldiers until they rose to the top of the mountains 
and kissed the stars, to put these women and these men in the sure con- 
ane of their protection by law. [Applause on the Republican 

e, 

Now, oppress negroes if you must, but for God’s sake stop oppressing 
white voters. [Applause on the Republicanside.] Deny to the negro 
the ballot if you will, but for God’s sake do not take the ballot from 
ed own brothers with flaxen hair and blue eyes! And yet that is 

one, 

Now, another speaker says, ‘‘ Why don’t you make Bruce President? 
Why don’t you make LANGSTON President?” I want toplead guilty 
to some things here. I thinkwe have honored Mr. Bruce a good deal. 
He is a splendid gentleman. He is one of the class of good-looking 
colored men on this continent, and you will excuse meif I tell you we 
have got some of the finest looking negroes on this continent that you 
ever saw. And then we have gotso many. You think you have got 
millions in the United States, but go with me where I used to liye 
when I was your representative, and let me show you hundreds of 
thousands there, so black on one side of the island and so light on the 
other, and let me introduce you to that living monument of fine ap- 
pearance and culture and magnificent appointments in every respect, 
the man who used to be president of the Republic of Hayti. 

When Rear Admiral Cooper visited"me on his ship, the Tennessee, I 
said, ‘Admiral, do not you want to see a splendid man; do not you 
want to see the best-looking black man in the world; do not you want 
to see a great man, the eco of learning and culture, s man 
who many a day escorted Mrs. Dix to dinner in Paris, who towered 
up there in all his beauty as a gentleman admired by every representa- 
tive of every foreign country?’’? The old admiral said, ‘I would like 
to sec him.’ And I made arrangements whereby on the next morn- 
ing, at 10 o'clock, we went to the national palace, the White House of 
that country, where we were received in fine style, the national band 
playing what they thought was our national air: 

John Brown’s body lies moldering in the grave, 
But his soul is marching on. 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

That willbe your national air one of these days, in the good time 
coming, Our bands shall play it, our choristers shall sing it, and we 
as a Christian nation shall march on under the banner of the Repub- 
lican party to national and local victory under the impulse and purpose 
which that ane wt awaken in our souls. 

We entered the palace, and very soon we were in the presence of this 
magnificent man of more than 300 pounds’ weight. ir was as 
white as the snow, his face as black as the night, his face the face of 
Webster, his manner polite, genteel, and elegant, like the manner of 

„Wendell Phillips. He was the impersonation of culture. And when 
I said to himin French: ‘‘ Mr. President, I haye the honor to present 
to you a rear admiral of the Amorican Navy,” the bow he made, out 
of his high regard for our free institutions and our noble conntry and 
our magnificent nation, was charming in the extreme, 

And shortly we took the usual elegant drink of magnificent cham- 
pague withoutice, asis the custom in thiscountry, [Laughter.] When 
the rear admiral was about ready to go hesaid, ‘‘Now, minister, make 
my roe to the President. Tell the President that my goodly ship, 
the Tennessee, has carricd me into the waters of every civilized na- 


tion; that I have looked into the faces of kings and queens, emperors 
and emp and the executives of all sorts of men and governments; 
and say to him that I seem now, in the presence of this President, to 
stand in the presence of the man whom we call the Father of our 
Country, ‘First in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his 
countrymen.’ I feel that I stand in the presence of Washington him- 
self.’ I threw it into French, as I could then, and then these great 
men advanced with tears in their eyes and gave each other the warm 
palm; and Isaid to them, “Al! gentlemen, this is the Great Republic 
of aie North extending her warm palm in sympathy to this negro re- 
public. 

It is prophetic of what? That American influences shall prevail 
with reference to the negro race of this country on the continent and 
in the isles ofthesea. We are hereon the continent; we are here living 
on the continentasa part of a great nation.. Godis with us; the people 
are with us, and weare with you, and wearein theSouth toremain; com- 
ing gently towards the North, increasing day by day, to wield the ballot, 
the free ballot, given to us by the Government that we defended in its 
possession, and we will wield it tomake our country great on the land 
and great on the sea, matchless in theship, and matchless inindustry, 
with mankind to applaud our magnificent pride of country, emulat- 
ing the white man in our endeavors to realize the glory and distinction 
which the fathers knew this country would attain in the future; and 
to e end may God help us. [Loud applause on the Republican 

ê, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose to receive a message from the Senate 
and a message from the President. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the committee 
of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the fol- 
lowing bills: 

The bill (8.77) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Portland, Oregon; 

The bill (S. 1384) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of Minne- 


sota; 

The bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site and the eree- 
tion of a public building thereon at St. Albans, in the State of Ver- 
mont; and 

The bill (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a.site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of South 
Dakota. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, 
late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, asked for a 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCK- 
RELL conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed withovt 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War toloan certain 
cannon tothe Saratoga Monument Association; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide an increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (If. R. 7879) granting pension to Emily P. Collins. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of tho 
following titles ; in which concurrence was asked: 

A bill (5. 2529) granting a pension toSarah J. Powers; 

A bill (S. 2635) for the relief of Charles G. Hood; 

A bill (S. 3473) making appropriations for the improvement of the 
Columbia River; and 

A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexico. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced the approval, on January 16, of an act (H, R. 
1460) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certain dupli- 
cate bonds to James E. Andrews, to replace same destroyed by fire. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. There yet remain six minutes for general de- 
bate on this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iaskthat we now proceed to the consideration of 


the bill by sections. 
The © MAN. If there be no objection, that will be done. 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For executive office: For two commissioners, at $5,000 each; one engineer 
commisssioner, $424 eee salary $5,000); one secret , £2,160; one clerk, 
$1,500; one clerk, $ ; three clerks,one of whom shall be a stenographer 
and typewriter, at $1,200 each; one messenger, £600; one messenger, i one 
driver, $180; one inspector of buildings, $2,400; oneassistant inspector of build- 
ings, $1,200; one assistant inspector of buildings, who shall also perform the 
duties of inspector of elevators and fire escapes without additional compensa- 
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“tlon, $1,000; one assiatant inspector of buildings, $1,060; one clerk, $1,000; ono 
clerk, $900; one messenger, $180; one janitor, $700; one laborer, at $l per day, 
$314; one steam engineer, £900; wget ig okt ds clerk, $1,600; one clerk, - 
clerk, $720; ono messenger clerk, ; One messenger, ; threo watchmen, 
at $480 each; one chief inspector of plumbing, $2,000; two assistant inspec- 
tors of plumbing, at $1,000 cach; one harbor master, $1,200; for rent of property 

ards, $1,000; for arranging angi indexing old records, completion of same, 

500; in all, $14,578: Provided, That the accounting officers ofthe Treasury are 
authorized and directed to re-examine the accounts of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia accruing since July, 1878, and prior to March 6, 1883, and 
credit the same with all such disbursements and expenditures e in good 
faith heretofore suspended or disallowed in settlement of the same, wherein it 
shall satisfactorily appear that the money was paid to employés of the District 
prior to their discharge, and for goods sold and delivered, work and labor 
done, materials furnished or services rendered to the District in accordance 
with contracts and agreements made in good faith on behalf of the District, and 
also tondjust and settle equitably said accounts, allowing all payments made 
in settlement of claims against tho District, and for expenses incurred in good 
faith on account of the District. 

De al reading, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky said: Mr. Chairman, this isa 
very long paragraph, covering two pages, and I do not know, under 
the language of the rule, whether these two pages have to be read be- 
fore an amendment is offered. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I wouldsuggest that both pages be read and then 
the gentlemnn can offer the amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wanted it to be so that I 
should not lose my right to offer an amendment at the second line or 
the fourth line. 

TheCHAIRMAN. An amendment will be in order after the para- 
fraphis read. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

The reading of the paragraph was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIEGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out of lines 
4, 5, and G the words “one engineer commissioner, $424 (to make the 
salary $5,000): 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve the point of order, a 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, before this para- 
graph is thrown open to amendment I desire to raise a point of order 
upon certain words in the paragraph, namely, the words in lines 3. and 
4, on page 3, ‘one chief inspector of plumbing, $2,000; two assistant 
inspectors of plumbing, at $1,090 each.’’ Idesire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether it is not the fact that on the fast District 
day we had a bill on this subject, which bill has not yet become a law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This has been in the law for years. There has 
been no change for three or four years. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then what was the bill that we 
had up the other day? ~ 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido not know abont that bill, but I know about 
this. This item has been in the appropriation bills, as I have said, for 
three or four years past. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then I withdraw the point of 
order. It seems, Mr. Chairman, that we were asked to legislate the 
other day where there was no need for it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
tion of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I said that the language to which the gentleman’s 
point of order was intended to apply is to be found in the existing law 
and has been in the law for some years past. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, I re- 
new my motion to strike out of lines 4, 5, and 6, on page 2, the words 
“one engincer commissioner, $424 (to make the salary $5,000”). Ido 
not raise the point of order, because, if the House thinks this appro- 
priation ought to be made, I have no special objection to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that part of the paragraph thatit is new legislation and changes 
existing law by increasing a salary, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Dol understand that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky makes the point of order on the words in parentheses? - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, Ido not make that point 
of order at all. Itis the question of policy and not the question of 
order that I desire to submit. But the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] interrupted me to raise the point of order, and I am simply 
yielding to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point of 
order that this provision of this paragraph changes existing law, and 
art Chair will be glad to hear from the gentleman in charge of the 
* Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman indicate the words to which 
his point applies? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, ‘Four hundred and twenty-four dollars.” 

Mr. McCOMAS, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that those words are not 
liable to the point of order. They are in the existing law and have 
been in the law for ten years past. There may bo a question of policy 
there, but, 23 a matter of fact, for ten years Congress has annually ap- 
proprinted this sum to this officer to make his salary equal to the salary 
of the other two commissioners, The commissioners have like func- 
tions, powers, and responsibilities, the only difference being that the 
civil commissioners give bonds while the yg com oner does 
not; but, as I have said, these words are in the current law and have 


I did not hear the explana- 


been in the law for ten years, and therefore they are not subject toa 
point of order. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 
Mr. McCOMAS. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Yes, sir. 
Is not this engineer commissioner an officer in the 


Army? 
Mr McCOMAS. He is an officer in the Army. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Is not his salary as such fixed by law? 


Mr. McCOMAS. His salary by law is enough money, in addition to 
the pay of his rank, to make the amount $5,000. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then you are paying him two salaries? 

Mr. McCOMAS. We are paying him the same amount that we are 
paying the other commissioners. Furthermore, the custom is that 
when an officer is detailed to other duty, at West Point, for instance, 
he gets enough in addition to his pay as an officer to give him the sal- 
ary provided by law for the duties he performs, and no more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What would the salary of this officer be if you 
did not put in this clause? 5 

Mr. MCCOMAS. It would be $5,000 less $424. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then does not that test show what is the existing 
law concerning his salary? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. As I have said, the current law and the law for 
ten years has given him $5,000 a year. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this provision 
is against existing law. I understand that “existing law’’ means the 
permanent law, and not the current appropriation bill. That bill 
merely makes the appropriation, and it is not the ‘‘Jaw”’ in the sense 
in which the rule is to be understood. The fact that a given amount 
was appropriated in twenty appropriation bills would not change the 
permanent law as to the amount of an officer’s salary. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr, Chairman; my recollection, running back 
for a few years, is that in many instances it has been decided by the 
Chair that where any appropriation or any other declaration of Jaw 
had appeared in an appropriation bill of the preceding year it was not 
subject to a point of order if itappeared in the bill under consideration. 
I think that has been the usual decision, that an appropriation bill is 
just as much a law as any other act. This decision I believe has been 
rendered when there was a proposition to increase salaries. 

The Chair will recollect that some years ago the Appropriations Com- 
mittee reduced salaries throughout the Departments generally on ap- 
propriation bills; that is, by simply appropriating a les? sum than was 
provided for in the general law. For instance, where officers had been 
receiving under the general law salaries of $4,000 a year the Appro- 
priations Committee reported in their bill salaries of $3,600. Those 
reductions were accepted and passed in the House. When an effort was 
subsequently made to restore such salaries my recollection is that the 
Chair decided such a proposition obnoxious to a point of order because 
the appropriation bill had virtually repealed thestatutesand established 
the lower salaries. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, independently of the point raised by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OvrHWAITE] and of the question of 
policy, about which I know nothing, Ido not think that a provision 
is subject to a point of order when it appropriates a certain sum for 
certain services to a certain man who for other services gets a salary 
in addition. This engineer commissioner—I do not know who he is— 
receives a salary, as I understand, of about $4,500 as an officer of the 
Army. He would get that salary whether he serves as engineer com- 
missioner or not. ‘The House chooses to appropriate this small sum 
to him for his services as engineer commissioner, in addition to the sal- 
ary which he receives as army officer. The existing law is notthereby 
changed. His salary as an army officer is what it was before; and this 
sum is appropriated, as Congress may appropriate it, as compensation 
for his services as engineer commissioner of the District, It does not 
change the law in any particular, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this officer who is detailed to 
act as one of the commissioners of the District is described by his title. 
In this bill he is spoken of as a certain officer whose salary is fixed by 
law. Itseems to me that the committee in fixing a salary different 
from what the law designating the office with its duty and salary pro- 
vides will be changing existing law in reference to this officer. d 
I have no sympathy with the idea that simply because a man is de- 
tailed to perform a particular duty he must necessarily haye additional 
salary. Whena manis getting $4,500 annually from the Government, 
the Government is entitled to the benefit of his services and his abili- 
ties, and he ought not to be allowed anything more, æ 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is a question of policy. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa will please confine 
himself to the point of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What I said in the beginning bears upon the 
point of order; that is, when the law designates an officer and fixes his 
salary, a provision which differs from the law creating the office and 
fixing the salary changes the existing law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I think Ican relieve the gentleman 
from Iowa on this question. As I understand, the current law settles 
the point of order; on that ground alone the point is not good. But 


1484 


here is a provision which is conclusive. The Statutes at Large, volume 
21, page 460, provide: 

And hereafter the engineer commissioner shall be entitled to receive such 
compensation in addition to his army pay and allowances as will make his 
compensation equal to $5,000 per annum; and asum sufficient to pay said addi- 
tional compensation is hereby appropriated. 

The law requires us to ag pushes the money to make this salary 
$5,000; and the committee recommended the appropriation as re- 
-quired by law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the amount been fixed at $5,000 each year? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has been fixed by law; and it has been so ap- 
propriated annually for ten years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the amount fixed by the appropriations? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The appropriation of $5,000 has been mado an- 
nually for ten years in accordance with the existing laws. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ifthe gentleman from Maryland cites a pro- 
vision in general terms that ‘‘ hereafter ’’—not for one or two years—— 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iwillremind my friend that the word “‘hereafter’’ 
in an appropriation bill makes a permanent provision of law. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I withdraw the ‘point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] offers an amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave offered an amendment. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I raise a point of order on that 
amendment, f 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is impossible tọ hear either the amendment or 
the statement of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The amendment I offer is to 
strike out in lines 4,5, and 6 the words ‘‘one engineer commissioner 
$424 (to make salary $5,000) .”” 

Mr. Chairman, the policy pursued by Congress has been to give 
to the engineer commissioner, as he is known, the same salary as 
the other two commissioners receive. _On its face that looks plausible. 
It is not, however, at all just, it seems tome. The two commission- 
ers taken from civil life, and receiving $5,000 each, are obliged to de- 
vote their whole time to.theirofficialduty. Thisinterferes with their 
private business. If they are lawyers it is almost equivalent to giv- 
ing up their practice. 

When their term is out they turn to their original vocations of civil 
life and have to restore that business anew. Now, an army officer is 
brought here to a comfortable place; his pay goes on all the years that 
he remains. He is detailed on a sort of civil duty, thongh he has a 
life tenure in the Army, and as time goes on his longevity pay of 
course increases. When the term of office is ont here, instead of being 
hurt at all by the assignment, he has been in every way benefited by 
it. There is nothing about it that has not been an advantage to him. 
Tt is an easy place in a certain sense. It isa good position. It gives 
him certain comforts. His pay and rank continue, and hence there 
is no equality at all in the argument which gentlemen set up. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe in the engineer commissionership. 
I think it isa mistake to haye an army officer exercising the powers 
that are exercised by the engineer commissioner. I do not mean to 
criticise the present gentleman who occupies that position, because as 
far as I am able to judge he is an unusually able and excellent man, 
entirely competentfortheduty. Butthisanomalous government which 
we have here in the District is one that ought to be changed in that 
regard. Weought not to have an army oflicer detailed by the Pres- 
ident for the apparent and nominal reason that his skill as an engineer 
is needed, and then give him all the governmental and executive powers 
that the other commissioners have. 

It is not a proper position for an army officer, detailed by the Presi- 
deni, to occupy, itseems tome. And hence, in good faith, I offer the 
amendment that it may remain as the judgment of Congress that that 
gentleman is an army officer, that he is here as an army officer, and 
that he does not occupy the position that the other two commissioners 
do; that he is not as upon the same footing with them in regard to 
the government of the District of Columbia, and thus, instead of ob- 
literating the distinctions between these commissioners, that we shall 
thereby intensify them. He comes from the Engineer Corps because 
of his scientific attainments, and he is to be put at the head of a cer- 
tain department and give them the benefit of his scientific, technical, 
and engineering skill. Congress ought not to obliterate the distinction 
originally intended to be made by providing two civil commission- 
ers and one from the Army. - 

I haye therefore called the attention of the committee to it with a 
view of fixing the matter beyond controversy hereafter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it, 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. What has become of the point of 
order against the gentleman’s amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not understand the gentleman to 
submit a point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I did submit a point of order, 
and rose and repeated it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please state the point of 
order again. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
existing law. 

Mr. ROGERS. That was withdrawn for you when you were out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I beg pardon; I have not been 
out. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order that was withdrawn was the 
point submitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

The gentleman from New Jersey makes the point of order that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, if it prevails, changes 
existing law. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It docs not change existing 
law, Mr. Chairman, because, if the gentleman from New Jersey will 
allow me to point out the distinction, which I think is clear, as he will 
see in a moment, the salary of an ofliceris fixed by law. Now, the 
salary of the engineer commissioner is his salary received as an officer. 
There is an annual appropriation, which of course falls at the end of 
each year, for an additional four hundred and odd dollars, whichis not 
a matter of permanent statute fixing that as a salary, but is merely an 
annual appropriation, and if dropped out he simply would notreceive 
that amount for the next year. It is not, therefore, a change of law 
to omit that appropriation from the bill, because he receives his salary 
from the permanent annual appropriation*in the present bill; but if 
we do not put it in this bill he will not get this money during the next 
year. He will continue drawing the salary until the expiration of the 
present appropriation bill. That is all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

; Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Mary- 
and— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If the gentleman from Iowa can 
ROSIN quiet for a few moments I would like to be heard on the point 
of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I only wanted tosuggest that the law the gen- 
tleman from Maryland quoted as a permanent law does not fix any pos- 
itive amount. 

Mr. ROGERS rose. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I thinkin the face of this ass3er- 
tion it will be well to read the law itself. I read from page 460, vol- 
ume 21 of the Statutes at Large. 


That the amendment changes 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Chairman; am I recognized or the gentleman 
from New Jersey ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ihave not given up the flodr yet. 

This provision of law goes on to provide: 

And hereafter the engineer commissioner shall be entitled to receive such 
compensation, in addition to his army pay and allowance, as will make his com- 
pensation equal to $5,000 per annum. 

That makes this provision permanent, because it expressly states that 
‘hereafter he shall be entitled to receive a sum sufficient,” etc. That 
is the law until it is changed by act of Congress, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman will not 
contend that under our rule we may not appropriate a less sum than 
the salary fixed by statute? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I mean to say that in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, or perhaps it was in the Fiftieth Congress, the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole so held repeatedly on a number 
of points of order raised on an appropriation bill which was in charge 
of the then living gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Randall]. 

Mr. MORROW rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think you will find that 
there are now not less than probably two or three hundred public offi- 
cers who for a series of years have been receiving a smaller sum of 
money annually than the salary fixed by statute. My friend from 
California [Mr. Morrow], who is about to interrupt me, is a good wit- 
ness, because he has been trying to get two or three of the officers in 
California paid the difference between what Congress appropriated and 
what the statute would carry. 

Mr. MORROW. Permit me, then, to testify thatin the case referred 
to by the gentleman from Kentucky the salary of the officer was one 
that was provided for from year to year in the appropriation bill, but 
the law which was referred to by Mr. Speaker CARLISLE in the Forty- 
ninth Congress was with respect to the salary of an officer provided for 
by law, in which case the Supreme Conrt, in the case of Langston ta 
The United States, decided that the person entitled to that salary 
could recover it by a suit at law in the Courtof Claims. Now, in this 
case the law prescribes that this engineer commissioner shall be en- 
titled to receive the salary that is provided by law for the civil com- 
missioners, and the law provides that these commissioners shall re- 
ceive $5,090 each. Therefore, if you strike out this additional sum 
here, under the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Langston 
vs, The United States he will be entitled to recover the difference. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In a suit? 

Mr. MORROW. In a suit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What he may be entitled to 
recover in a suit in case Congress does not actis one thing. Whatthe 


_ 


~ tion. 


> Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 
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House has a right to do under its rules is an entirely different proposi- 
There are a great many commissioners, or heads of divisions, 
whose salaries are $4,000, and so fixed by statute; but we have fora 
series of years appropriated only $3,600. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But if the gentloman will allow me—— 
There are agreat many Ter- 
-ritorial officers whose salaries are fixed at $3,000 and over, and we have 

for a series of years appropriated $2,600. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. There would perhaps be no objection if that re- 
duction had been made by the committee which reported the bill. I 

t you that the Committee on Appropriations may reduce a salary 
BERT to appropriate the amount called for by the statute. 

Mr. BLAND. And the House can do so. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. But it is not competent, I think, to offer an 
amendment in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I understand my friend 
(Mr. MUTCHLER], whoisa distinguished lawyerfrom Pennsylvania, that 
the committee has the power to reduce n salary by nonaction, but that 
the House has 10 power to change the action of the committee. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Iso understand; that by the rules of the House 
an amendment of that kind would be out of order because it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not change existing 
jaw. We leave the law exactly asitis. Weleave the law that the 
salary shail be such anamonnt, but we appropriate in the bill a smaller 
sum. ‘That is the difference. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, will the gentleman explain the wisdom 
of any such action as that by this House? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The wisdom of it is simply 
this: It is the mode which this Congress and all preceding. Congresses 
have adopted, and is the only mode under our rules of fixing the sal- 
aries of officers as according to their judgment the exigencies of a pat- 
ticular year require, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Lut the officer is still entitled to recover the 
difference between what we appropriate and theamount fixed by law, 
in the Court of Claims. ‘Therefore, is there anything accomplished by 
reducing the salary in the appropriation bill? 7 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is not the question, 
That isa question which the gentleman may fairly present to himself 
when he comes to vote on the amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis one of the questions that go to deter- 
mine the wisdom of our action on the matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that is not thequestion 
of order, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not discussing the question of order at 
all. Iam discussing the propriety of the action, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Lhope we will get a decision and thena vote. Of 
course the point of order is not good, because this House can refuse to 
appropriate aman’s salary, ifitchooses. Letthe matter be determined 
by a vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was going to say, im the 
line of What my friend from Maryland has said, that if the Chair de- 
eides this motion is out of order it will be a more comprehensive and 
dangerous decision than almost any one I can imagine that the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole would be required to pass upon, 
for it would instantly tie*the hands of the committee and prevent us 
from making a great many provisions in various appropriation bills 
and would be a reversal of what the committee has done for a great 
many years. ‘Therefore, I agree very heartily with my friend from 
Maryland that the committee has the power. And I leave it to a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would ask the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. The proposition the gentleman makes is to 
strike out the words named, ‘one engiyeer commissioner, $424 (to make 
salary $5,000).?? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike ont—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Buci- 
ANAN] insists that this is now the existing law. The Chair, if it does 
change existing law, would have nothing to do but rule it ont on the 

int of order, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; of Kentucky. But it does not change ex- 
isting law. It leaves this law exactly as it is, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If thisis going to take further 
debate I will withdraw the point of order and let a vote be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for debate on the amendment is ex- 
hausted, 

Mr. ROGERS. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recognized for 
five minutes. : 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, ordinarily I am pleased to say that 
I have no difficulty in accepting the arguments presented by my dis- 

he are friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] for such votes 
as he is accustomed to make upon public questions; but I can not go 


Then I move to strike out the Tast word of the 


with him in the amendment which he has just now offered. I do not 
conceive that any good will be attained by striking out this appropria- 
tion, for the only fruit or effect of it will be to secure to the Govern- 
ment another lawsuit, the expense of which the Government in the 
end will have to pay. 5 r 

Not only that, but the Court of Claims, having charge or jurisdiction 
of this subject-matter, is already completely overladen with merito- 
rious causes, in questions that are referred to it to beliti , and that 
require time to investigate, and in which the personal interests of in- 
dividual citizens and others are involved. We oughtnot, by any mere 
policy of reduction of appropriations, tosend any more suits to the court, 
when we will be compelled to appropriate for the amount if it be 
stricken out of the provision of the appropriation bill, where by per- 
manent law the salary is fixed. 

Now, I can easily see very matiy reasons, in addition to those as- 
signed by the gentleman from Kentucky, why the law itself, as it now 
stands, as permanent law, is bad. Why, in this instance this distin- 
guished gentleman, I assume, who has been selected by the Executive 
for the purpose of administering these matters of important govern- 
ment here, where suffrage has been abolished and where neither the 
white man nor the negro has the right to vote and exercise the 
privileges of American citizenship—I say I assume that a man whọ 
competent and who has so far secured the confidence of the Executive 
as to be selected for the performance of this duty is relieved of the 
duty of staying upon the frontier and of shooting down helpless In- 
dian women and children, 

That is one good reason why I think this man has a more desirable 
place. Icould go on and recite many other reasons, but will not do 
so. But in regard to this permanentlaw, fixing that salary, I will con- 
fine myself to stating if we strike it out we will have to pay the attor- 
ney fees in the Court of Claims in his suit to recover the amount; and 
I think it would be unwise. I know the unusual clearness and Tacit: 
ity and eminent capability of my friend from Kentucky, and that he 
almost always shows his ability and patriotism in the positions he 
takes; but in this one instance I think he has not shownit, at least on 
this question. à 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on the 
other side of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood that the amendment was 
merely pro forma. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I hope that my fe ETP on the committee will 
not take the floor upon this occasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed for 
five minutes in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not see how the amend- 
ment made could be possibly adopted if the last word were stricken 
out; it would be mutilated in such a way. Now, in entire sincerity; 
availing myself of the opportunity which my motion has given me, i 
think the gentleman must have been mistaken in asking to strike out 
the last word instead of one of the middle words of the amendment; 
for I do not think that with his usual lucidity, entirely free from any 
pantomimie performance or hypnotic operation, he could have mad 
such a mistake, [Laughter.] But as to the merit of the amendmen 
I offered. I offered iting faith. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not particularly care whether the committee 
adoptitnowor not, Since I have been on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I have looked somewhat into the government of this city, and I 
have believed that it needed entire reorganization. I took the liberty 
of saying so a year ago. Task the gentleman from Maryland, who is 
very familiar with this question, and other gentlemen on this floor, that 
they may take the matter up and consider in this Con what 
changes this Government ought to have. My judgment is that the 
city of Washington has outgrown this particular form of government, 
that it is one that we ought to reorganize, and I offered this amend- 
mentsimply to emphasize what I believe oughttobe emphasized, and 
what isapparently desired to be obliterated, and that isthe power of the 
President to select an officer in the Army, without regard to his reši- 
dence in Washington, without the slightest regard to any special ca- 
pacity or experience that particularly fits him, and make him the real 
executive of the city of Washington, giving him the decisive vote 
when the two commissioners divide. 

We have seen that very thing this winter. The two civil commis- 
sioners selected by the President differed on certain questions, and the 
military commissioner had the casting vote. He was actually the ex- 
ecutive officer of the Capital of the nation, Thatistosay, agentleman 
selected solely because of his eminent skill as an engineer and his ex- 
cellent qualities as a soldier became by this most anomalous act the 
real chief executive of the Capital of the nation. 

Now, I do not think that that is a wise form of government. Ihaye 
not the time in five minutes to point out, as I may be able to do in 
other discussions on this bill, in which I hope to have the attention of 
my friend, the chairman of the committee, at times during the next 
day or two which we shall probably devote to the consideration of this 
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bill. Nae hter.] Ihave not now the time to point out the various 
evils that f think grow out of this anomalous and unamerican form 
of government. There is no reason why this commissioner, asa matter 
of justice, should receive the same exact salary that the other com- 
missioners receive. 

But I do notcare about that. Four hundred dollars is amere baga- 
telle in a bill which carries over $5,000,000; but the principle that is 
involved is that he is by Jaw put upon exactly the samerank and with 
the same duties as the other commissioners, when my judgment of the 
meaning of the act is that he was not intended to have the same pow- 
ers aş the civil commissioners, but was to be especially in charge of the 
scientific and industrial departments of the District government, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, in view of these wise reflections of 
my friend from Kentucky, I think that-my amendment ought not to 
be adopted, and I withdraw it. r 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Imovetostrikeout the last three words. Ihave 
thought it not inappropriate in the consideration of this bill at this 
time, in view of the force bill now being urged, to comment briefly 
upon the anomalous government of this city, and, in that connection, 
to show a little of the hypocrisy that characterizes the party who are 
now in charge of all the different departments of the Government. 
This city, like the balance of the country, was formerly blessed with 
the right of self-government, that is, the citizens of the District could 
vote and had a voice in determining who should rule over them. 

By and by, after the close of the war, it was determined by the party 
then in power to enfranchise a large proportion of the population for- 
merly held in slavery ond who therefore had not participated in the 
Government. They were enfranchised. They were given the right to 
vote in this city, as they were in the balance of the Union; but itisa 
very peculiar commentary upon those times that the party that haden- 
franchised the colored man ultimately determined that they would dis- 
franchise him; not that they would disfranchise himin the South; not 
that they would take away his right to vote in Tennessee, or in Arkan- 

or in Mississippi, but that they would take it away here, in the Cap- 
ital of the Republic, in the home of the Government, this model city 
of self-government. 

T am not going to discuss the question of what form of government 
is best for this city, nor what changes should be made as to suffrage 
therein now. But I want to show the hollowness of that hyprocrisy 
which now pretends to be striving to give free elections everywhere, 

Not only did these pretended lovers of the ballot box disfranchise the 
nezro, Mr. Chairman, but in order to get rid of him as a voter in the 
District of Columbia they disfranchised all the white men here, so that 
we have the strange anomaly presented of the citizens of the Capital of 
a great Republic being disfranchised. 

Mr. CRISP, And undera military government. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. And my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] calls 
my attention to the fact that, as stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
vacky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], they have a military government or a 
g -military government established over them, At the same time 

at this goes on Congress fixes one-half the taxes of this city upon the 
people of the rest of the country, and the very men who have done 
these things are now in another place, which shall be nameless, pro- 
posing to subvert the Government by a Federal election law to turn 
the legislative branch of it over to the judicial branch and to change 
our system of electing members of Congress, and all, as they say, for 
the purpose of insuring fair elections for the freedmen. < 

I was determined, Mr. Chairman, that this occasion should not pass 
withoutattention being called to the hypocrisy which characterizes those 
who propose to give the negro votes everywhere else except where their 


own property happens to be located and where it is to be taxed. 
Mr, DOCKERY. Will the gentleman give the date of that act of 
disfranchisement? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It was done under Republican rule on the 20th 
of June, 1874, ten years after the close of the war; done to prevent 
the colored man from having ‘a voice here and to prevent him from 
imposing taxes on the property of some of those who did it. As Iin- 
dicated, I do not undertake to say now what is best, but these men 
should not be inconsistent, 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. MCADOO rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Task unanimous consent that debate upon the 
pending Mn, ae and amendment he limited to one minute. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by making it thirty minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
tleman from Maryland will not prevail. 
in this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves that de- 
bate on this paragraph and amendment be limited to one minute. 

Mr. B D. Mr. Chairman, haye not Ia right to move an amend- 
ment to that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing. 

Mr. BLAND. But I made my motion toamend beforo the Chair 
put the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was so unfortunate as not to have it 
brought to his attention. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman rose for the pur- 


Thope the motion of the gen- 
There are agreatmany 


pose of moving an amendment, the confusion in the Hall ought not to 
deprive him of his right. 

Mr. BLAND. I generally have a pretty clear voice and I exercised 
it on this occasion as fully as usual, but the confusion cut me off so I 
may not have been heard. I desire now to move an amendment to 
make tho time two hours instead of one minute. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair can not entertain a motion while the 
committee is dividing. 

Mr. BLAND. There is no previous question in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if debate on the pending para- 
graph is considered as closed, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wedo not want debate closed 
on the paragraph. : 

Mr. TRACEY. IT call for the regular order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair must proceed inorder, The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]—— 

Mr. BLAND. Have I not the right to insist on my amendment be- 
ing votedon? Toffered an amendmentto the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will be in order. 
The Chair has no knowledge of the fact that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri offered any amendment before division began. 

Mr. BLAND. [state to the Chairmost emphatically that [rose here 
and almost in the same voice in which I now talk Idid move an amend- 
ment. Iam not responsible if, in the confusion, the Chair did not hear 


me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thegentleman from Missouri was heard all around 
here. 

Mr, BLAND. Iam not responsible for the disorder in the Hall. I 
have stated that I offered the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON.’ Mr. Chairman, unless I am more mistaken than I 
have been for a long time, the Chair commenced putting the question 
on the motion of the gentleman from Maryland before the gentleman 
from Missouri offered his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken altogether. 
I offered my amendment before the Chair began to put the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Not only before that, but 
before I appealed to the gentleman from Maryland ‘not to make his 
motion apply to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make astatement. Under 
the rules it is necessary thata gentleman addressing the House or the 
Committee be recognized by the Chair before his motion is in order. 
The Chair was engaged in putting the question to the committeeupon - 
the motion offered by the gentleman from Maryland. If the gentle- 
man from Missouri rose and made a motion he was not recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. Before that, however, I had made my amendment ; 
and the Chair went on putting the question when I called attention to 
the fact that I had offered an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, But the Chair did not hear the gentldman. 

Mr. BLAND. IftheChairisdeaf, thatisnotmy fault, [Laughter] 

The CHAIRMAN, Tho question is—— 

Mr. BLAND. I want to know whether the Chair proposes to rule 
out the amendment I offered before the Chair began to put the ques- 
tion, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only put such motions as are be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. Idid all I could to måke the Chair hear the amend- 
ment which I offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is hardly in order. 

Mr, BLAND. TI insist that the Chair is out of order in refusing to 
put the’question on the amendment which I offered before the Chair 
began to put the question on the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 


d. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chaircannotentertain the gentleman’s mo- 
tion. If the gentleman had been recognized and the Chair had under- 
stood him as making a motion, the Chair would of course have enter- 
tained the amendment and put it to the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I can not help itif the Chair did not understand 
me. Gentlemen wero talking all around me here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Missouri did rise and in a 
loud voice offered his amendment. Hewas heard by all the gentlemen 
around him. But there was great confusion at the time; and it isnot 
strange that the Chair did nothear him. But the failure of the Chair 
to hear the gentleman’s proposition does not deprive him of his right. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee will hardly claim 
that the gentleman from Missouri could have a motion properly before 
the committee unless he had been recognized. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Missouri stated his motion 
to the Chair; and it was the duty of the Chair to recognize him and 
announce the motion to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butif the Chair did not hear the gentleman's 
motion—— 

Mr. BLAND. 
member makes it, 


It is the duty of the Chair to puta motion when a 
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The CHAIRMAN. Ibis the duty of the Chair to put such motions 
as he hears. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With all respect to the Chair, I beg to state the 
rule is that where the Chair, on account of confusion in the Hall at the 
time, fails to hear a proposition mado by a member, and it is estab- 
lished by the statement of the member himself or of those around him 
that the motion was made in time, the Chair does not cut him off. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isno rule to that effect, although the 
practice is such, Under the circumstances the Ohair will entertain 
the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Task todispense with all further debate upon the 
pending amendment and upon the rest of the paragraph down to the 
word ‘provided ’?—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]? 

Mr. BLAND, 
[Laughter. ] 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask consent that all debate on the pending 


amendments and upon the paragraph down to the word “provided”. 


be considered as closed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iwouldlike to suggest to the 
gentleman from Maryland, because I think this confusion is only tem- 
porary, that there are two amendments we want to offer to this para- 
graph: one to strike out one of the inspectors of buildings and the 
other to strike out one inspector of plumbing, On neither of themdo 
I care abont occupying more than five minutes. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, Is that all of the amendments? k 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And the gentleman from 
Texas, Governor SAYERS, has an amendment ss tothe proviso. That 
is all that I haye any information about, 

Mr. SAYERS. An amendment which I wish to offer in perfectly 
good faith. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I move, Mr. Chairman, that the committee 
now rise. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has my colleague been recognized by the Chair? 

Mr, BLAND. Iyield for that motion. [Laughter.] 

The motion of Mr. MCCOMAS was agreed to. ‘ 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the District of Columbia appropriation bill, had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committce on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Tothe Senate and House of Representatives: 

T transmit horewith the report of the World's Columbian Commission, with 
the accompanying papers. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 

EXE&cvrive MANSIONS, January 16, 1891. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when tho Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (8. 77) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oregon; 

A bill ts. 2082) for the erection of a public building at Staunton, Vas 


and 

A bill (H. R. 11814) to provide the assessor of the District of Colum- 
bia with plats of subdivisions outside the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Turner, of New York, for three days, on account of im- 
portant business. j 

To Mr. PICKLER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SKINNER, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
noss. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, until January 22, on account of important 
business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Tho time having arrived when under the rule the 
recess begins, the Chair declares the House in recess until 8 o'clock 
this evening, and the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] will 
preside as Speaker pro tempore. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called 
to order by Mr. Morrow. e 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Speaker, I find on the Calendar, on page 59, 
House bill 8661, granting a pension to Mary T. Cook, which was passed 
at the last session. I move that it be stricken from the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


I move to amend by allowing two hours for debate. | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, MORRILL. I now move that the committee proceed to con- 
sider the bills on the Calendar in their regular order in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JESSE C. TAYLOR. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11070) to cor- 
rect the military record of Jesse C. Taylor, Sixth Tennessee Cayalry. 
The bill was read, as follows: > 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War is hercby authorized and directed 
to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant General of 
the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on said rollsand 
records against Jesse C, Taylor, late of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Is there a report accompanying that bill? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
11070) to remove the charge of desertion against Jesse C. Taylor, haying consid- 
ered the same, respectfully report: 

That the evidenco filed before the committee shows that Jesse O. Taylor whilo 
in the line of duly was captured by the Confederate forces and paroled, return- 
ing to his homein Linden, Tenn, When released from parol he could not, 
without great danger of recapture or being killed, rejoin his regiment on ac- 
count of the Confederate forces being between hishome and hisregiment. He 
enlisted in another iment, served ont his time, and received an honorable 
discharge, The committeo are of the opinion that this soldior had no intention 
of deserting the service of the United States Army, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the accompanying bill. The committee refer to the report of the 
Secretary of War, which is hereto attached and made a part of this report, 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Ido not ask the further reading of the report. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


MRS. ELIZABETH M. HOLLINGSWORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar wasthe bill (H. R, 11582) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth M. Hollingsworth. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be ttenacted, elc., That the Seoretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth M, Hollingsworth, 
widow of Noah Hollingsworth, late a private in Company A, Elghth Regiment 
lowa Cavalry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr, MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

nt, etas So pension to Mrs. Elizabeth M. Hollingsworth, submit ths fol- 
owing re z 

Tho E R of claimant, Noah Hollingsworth, was a private soldier in Com- 
pany A, Eighth Iowa Cavalry, who died while in the service,in 1853. The elaim- 
ant, his widow, was on the pension roll until 1853, at which time sheremarriod. 
The facts set forth in the evidence clearly indicate that her remarriage was a 
fraudulent one. 

Claimant in her allegation, which is corroborated by other witnesses, makes 
affidavit thata man known as Josiah Trague engaged her to do his washing 
and sewing, by which means she was occasionally thrown into his company ; 
that the said Trague was a good converser and made himself very agreeable to 
her,and by his flattery induced her to marry him on a short acquaintance of 
only three months; that very soon after her rerfarriage it became evident that 
Trague had married hor for the purpose of getting hold of what little property 
she npn yey Claimant mildly remonstrated, at which he became very 
abusive and in less than two months after their marriage Trague took her mare, 
worth $200, and left for parts unknown. 

After Trague’s departure claimant learned from four different parties that 
he, Trague, had several wives living, Several years after claimant was in- 
formed that Trague was living with a Spanish woman in Lower California. 
Claimant made application and was nted adecree of divorce by tho district 
court in Labette County, Kansas, in the year 1873. A certificate of the clerk of 
the circuit court of Vermillion County, Indiana, shows the claimant was mar- 
ried to Noah Hollingsworth, the deceased soldier, February 3, 1816, She is now 
old and without means of support, and is shown to have tho confidence and re- 
spect of the community where she resides. 

Your committee report favorably and recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bil] was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, there was a bill passed over, House 
bill 3499, a bill reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which should have precedence, and I think is entitled to consideration 


to-night. It appearstohavebeenoverlooked. Itisa House bill which 
Roe have been called first. I refer to the bill for the relief of Joel 
B. Ellis. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair desires to state to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that this bill docs not seem to properly come 
up for consideration under the rule. ` 

Mr. FINLEY. This bill places the name of Joel B, Ellis, of Com- 
pany H, Fifteenth Kentucky Cayalry, on the pension roll, and I think 
it is clearly in order under the provisions of the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not a pension 
bill, nor does it remove the charge of desertion. 

Mr. FINLEY. No; but it will have the effect of granting a pension 
eventually. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule under 
which the Honse assembled to-night, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2, The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock hi m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which renin: aegon private poner bills, bills for the removal of 
political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be con- 
sidered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes; 


` 
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Mr. FINLEY. This bill is unquestionably in order, I think, unless 
some gentleman sees fit to object toit. This man was captured and 
killed, He leaves.a wife and some helpless children. He was a sol- 
dier; the proof clearly shows it. He was sworn into the service, but 
before being mustered in was captured and killed. 

Mr. BAKER. Let me ask whether the effect of the bill is not to put 
this veteran or his widow upon the pension roll. j- 

Mr. FINLEY. It places his name on the rolls of the company in 
order that his heirs may obtain some relief from the Government. 

Mr. BAKER. I think the effect is only to enable the widow or heirs 
to get a pension; and hence the bill is in order. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that this bill does 
not properly come within the rule. 
“Mr. FINLEY. Would it be in order to ask unanimous consent to 
consider it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
erly granted. 

MARGARET A. MYERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 5093) 
for the relief of Margaret A. Myers. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Myers, and that 
she be granted a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FH. R. 5093) 
for the relief of Margaret A. Myers, have had the same under consideration and 
beg leave to report: 

That the claimant is the sister of William P. Petticrew, who enlisted as a 
rivatein Company E, Tenth Regiment of Kansas Volunteer Infantry, on the 
2th day of August, 1861, for three years, and was discharged on the 18th day of 

August, 1864, by reason of expiration of term of service, and who thereupon re- 
enlisted and served until the close of the war. 

That on the 3lst day of May, 188S, said soldier died of consumption, a disease 
contracted in the service. Never was married. _ 

It further appears from the evidence filed with your committee that the 
claimant in this case was left a widow in 1866 with a daughter eight years of 
age dependent upon her forsupport. That in 1867 her eyesight began to fail, 
and for the last fourteen years she has been totally blind,and that the physi- 
cians declare that her eyesight is totally destroyed, 

That the daughter is married, but is wholly unable to contribute anything 
toward her support. 

It farther appears that the only property she has is an undivided Interestin a 
house and lot valued at $600. It further appears that the soldier was the only 
brother of the claimant,and that she has no near relatives living except her 
married daughter. 

It also appears thatupon the return of the brother from the Army he took caré 
of his sister, the claimant, until the time of his death, and he was her only sup- 


rt. 
Pot also further appears from the testimony of neighbors, who have known 
the claimant for many years, that she is a very worthy woman, fifty-five years 
of age, totally blind, and that unless her necessities are relieved by the Goy- 
ernment she will become a public charge or must be dependent on charity for 
subsistence, 

In view of all the circumstances of the case your committee reports the bill 
back with a favorable recommendation, amended, however, by striking out the 
word “twenty-five,” in line 7, and inserting “twelve” in place thereof. ` 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en ed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PATRICK HYLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8848) 
for the relief of Patrick Hyland: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That. the Secretary of War be, and hoe is hereby. authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Patrick Hy- 
land, enlisted as a private September 9, 1861, in Company B, Sixty-seventh Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, at Philadelphia, Pa. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, R.8343) 
for the relief of Patrick Hyland, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


tb; 

Phat Patrick Hyland enlisted September 9, 1861, in Company B, Sixty-seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and served faithfully until January, 1864, when he 
re-enlisted in the same organization as a veteran, He went homo on a veteran 
furlough in April, 1864, with his regiment, but when his leaye expired he was 
sick in bed with typhoid fever. As soon as he was ablehe started to rejoin his 
regiment, and went as far as Washington, D. O., when hesuffered a relapse and 
returned to his home. Here he remained a longtime severely sick. 

From affidavits submitted to your committee we are satisfled that such sick- 
ness wholly disqualified such soldier from military duty during the remaining 

eriod of the war. That his failure to return to the service was through no 

ult or neglect of his own, but Silly the result of an unavoidable sickness. 
Your committee submit as a part of their report the soldier’s record as shown 
in the War Department, and the affidavits of Thomas Fagan, Margaret Loden, 
and said Patrick Hyland, which tiy explains the case, 

Your committee recommend the bill to be amended by adding to line 7 tho 
following words, “and grant himan honorable discharge under date of May 1, 
1964," nnd that the bill, when so amended, do pass, 


Case of Patrick Hyland, late private Company B, Sizty-Seventh Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION Dryistox, July 30, 1890. 

Patrick Helan (also borne as '‘ Heland "), private Company B, Sixty-seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, was enrolled at Jeane See Pa., on September 9, 
1861, to serve three years, re-enlisted on January I, 1564, as a veteran volunteer, 
and is reported present onroll of company for January and February, 1864; roll 
for March and April, 1854, shows him absent with leave, on veteran furlough 
roll for May and June, 1864 (last roll of the company upon which his name is 


The Chair thinks it could not be prop- 


borne), reports him absent, deserted about May 1, 18614. -He did not thereafter 
ne hg oer control, although his command was retained in service until 

uly 14, . 

The Hon. Hexry H. Brxatam, M, C., was informed by the Department, in a 
letter dated July 14, 1888, in which the soldier’s record was quoted, that if, asis 
inferred from the soldier's letter herewith returned, he was prevented from re- 
ical he Pepe completing Kis term ofenlistment by reason of physical disability, 
it will be necessary for him to establish that fact by the testimony of his at- 
tending pecs: or other reliable parties, and also that such disability was 
contracted in the line of his duty, before be can become entitled to a discharge 
certificate from his veteran enlistment. 

The testimony required has not been furnished, and in ita absence the case 
is aoe embraced within the provisions of any law governing the subject of de- 
sertions, 

Respectfully submitted. 

b F. C, AINSWORTH, 

Caplain and Assistant Surgeon, United Slates Army. 

The SECRETARY or WAR. 


GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 


In the matter of Patrick Hyland, Company B, Sixty-seventh Regiment, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 


On this 13th day of March, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, a magis- 
trate in and for aforesaid county and State, Thomas Fagan agod forty-seven 

ears, a resident of the city of Philadelphia, county of Philadelphia, State of 

ennsylyania, whose Mcee address is 4422 Parish street, and who, being 
dul fades according to law, deposes and says in relation to the aforesaid case 
as follows: 

I served in Company B, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
and was personally acquainted with Patrick Hyland of the same company and 
regiment. I re-enlisted at the same time that Patrick Hyland did, and camo 
home with the regiment at the same time, and am personally knowing of the 
fact that when the regiment's veteran furlough expired and was returning to 
the front that the said Patrick Hyland was laid up sick from typboid fever, and 
was confined to his residence and under thecare of a physician. 

Between the time the regiment went back on its veteran furlough, January, 
1864, und October, 1864, I saw a letter that was received by Private James Tag, 
of the same company, and in said letter it stated that Patrick Hyland was still 
very sick and not expected to live. 

In the battle of October, 1864, I was wounded and came home, and when F came 
home I saw the said Patrick Hyland and he was only a shadow of his former 
self; he was just recovering from his sickness, was just able to walk about, and 
Saag Mgt lt he informed me that he had been sick ever sinco the regiment 

eft. 

Iwas home from October to the latter part of January, 1865, and during this 
time I saw him quite frequently and know that he was not at any time fit to 
perform any miliary duty, he being still very weak. 

Iwasd rgedin July, , and saw him again and he wasa physical wreck, 
and oe not done any work, neither was fit to do any work or to perform mili- 
tary duty. 

He was always regarded by the officersas being homesick; he was not looked 
upon as a deserter; had they suspected him of such he could have easily been 
arrested, as it was known to us all where he was. 

I further declare that I have no interest in said case, and am not concerned in 


its prosecution. 
THOMAS FAGAN, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the sbove-named afiant. I 
further certify that I am in nowise interested in said case, nor am I concerned 
in its prosecution. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 13th day of March, 1890. 

[SEAL] ISRAEL, W. DENHAM. 

Magistrate Court No. 6. 


GENERAL AFFIDAVIT, 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss; 


In the matter of Patrick Hyland, late Company B, Sixty-sevonth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


On this 12th aay of March, A. D. 1890, Koreani appeared before me, n mag- 
istrate inand for said sonaty and State, Margaret Soden, agod fifty-two years, 
a resident of the city of Philadelphia, county of Philadelphia, State of Penn- 
sylvania, whose post-oflice address is 2419 Factory strect, and who, being duly 
gids according to law, deposes and says in relation to the aforesaid case as 
follows: = 

Iam knowing of the following facts: My husband, James Tag, was n mem- 
ber of Company B, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteers, and Ire- 
sided within one square from the residence of Patrick Hyland, the claimant, 
and know that while he was home on a veteran furlough that he was taken 
ae sick with the typhoid fever and was confined to his residence, and when 
their time of furlough was expired and they were going back to the Army, then 
the said Patrick Hyland was sick in bed with the typhoid fever and was under 
the care of a doctor, William Hopper, and to my own personal knowledge he, 
the said Patrick Hyland, was mentally distressed because he could not return 
with the regiment, and to relieve his fears I personally went to the colonel and 
reported his sickness and the severity of the same, and the colonel requested 
thnt he follow the regiment as soon as lie was able. : 

I narsed him in his sickness and know he was delirious and out of his mind 
and hovered between life and death for a month or two, and he left his room 
earlier than he should have done and the result was he had a relapse and then 
was sick for about three months, and assoon ashe was able to move abontagain 
he started for to join his regiment. Hoe was very weak and could scarcely walk, 
and when he got as far as Washington he hadto come back again, and he wanted 
to go to the hospital, at Twonty-fifth and South streets, but his father would not 
allow it, and he was brought home again and was under the charge again of 
Doctor Hopper, 

Then when he did get well of the fever he was taken sick with a chronic diar- 
rheaand he had big blotches to break out all over his body and he continued in 
this condition until long after the war was over. He was not able to do any 
work for sany two years after the close of the war. 

Iam confident he was at no time in a condition fit to do or perform military 
duty from the time he came home on his veteran furlough in 1864 until fully a 
year nee the sates was Bret : ronne arolara that I have no interest in said 
case and am not concerned in rosecntion. 

3 Mrs. MARGARET SODEN, 


Sworn fonnd subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, T 
further certify that Iam in no wise interested in said case, nor am I concerned 
ma ras say hand and official seal this 12th day of March, 1800 

ane ee ee ISRAEL W. DURHAM 

Magistrate Court No. 6. 


1891. 


CON GRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1489 


APPLICATION FOR REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION, 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 


On this — day of March, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, a mag- 
istrate in and for the county of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, Pat- 
rick Hyland, now a resident of Philadelphia, county of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania, who, being duly sworn, declares that he is the identical person 
who served under the name of Patrick Heland in Company B, in the Sixty- 
seventh Regiment of Pennsylyania Volunteers; that he was enlisted in said 
company and regiment on or about the 9th day of September, 1861, at Phila- 
delphia, in the county of Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania, by Capt. 
Thomas Connor, mustered into service on or about the 9th day of September, 
18ôl,at Philadelphia in the county of Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania; 
that he served faithfully until on or about the Ist day of February, 1864, when, 
without any intention of deserting, he left the regiment under the following 
circumstances, namely : 

Whilst he was home on the veteran furlough he was taken sick with ty- 
phoid fever and was unable to return with his regiment at the expiration of 
said furlough, and his anxiety to go back was so great that in enfeebled con- 
dition he left his sick room and followed the regiment as far as Washington, 
D. C., and whilst en route thereto the fever increased and to such an extent 
that when he reached Washington he was unable to proceed any further, and 
by the advice of officers and men who were strangers to him and who were 
awalting transportation at the depot in Washington, all of whom advised him 
to return home again and go to some hospital in his native city, which the 
claimant did, and ay soon as he arriyed in the city of Philadelphia, Pä., he 
immediately went to the South Street United States general hospital, which 
was only about one square from his residence. 

He was admitted to the said hospital, but was only there a short time, as his 
father called at said hospital and obtained consent of the surgeon in charge to 
take the claimant to his residence fortreatment; this request the surgeon very 
readily complied with, and stated lie was glad to do so, as the hospital was so 
well filled with sick and wounded at that time. The claimant continued very 
sick with the typhoid fever for about several (three) months, i e., just as he was 
recovering from the first attack he was taken with arelapse and was then about 
five weeks in a delirious condition. 

Furthermore, whilst suffering from the typhoid fever, the chronic diarrhea 
came on Kim,and so severe in character as to ke him, and from the ef- 
fects of the typhoid fever and chronic diarrhea he was neyer at any time sum- 
ciently recovered to perform military duty, and said debilitated condition con- 
tinued on him from February, 1864,to0 May, 1865, and forsome time subsequent 
thereto, and as his absence from his command was not due to nor the fault of 
the claimant in any manner, thereforehe files this declaration, which is made 
for the purpose of securing a removal of the charge of desertion, and he hereby 
appoints, with full power of substitution and revocation, James B. O'Neill, 118 
South Sixth street, of Philadelphia, Pa., his attorney to present his application, 
and to receive and receipt for the discharge that may be issued thereon, and to 
do any and all acts necessary to effect the purpose of his said Sp intment. 
His post-office address is 410 South Twenty-sixth street, Philadel Tas Pa. 

PATRICK HYLAND. 

Also personally appeared before me Charles Seger, now a resident of the city 
of Philadelphia, in the county of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania, and 
Daniel Devenny, now a resident of the city of Philadelphia, in the county of 
Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvanin, to me well known as credible persons, 
who, being sworn, declare that they havo been for acquainted with the 
above-named applicant; that they know him to be the person he represents 
himself to be; that they have every reason to believe that the foregoing afi- 
ma by him dnbscribad is correct and true; and they have no interest in this 
claim. 


CHARLES SEGER, 
DANIEL DEVENNY, 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named aMant, and 
I certify that I read said aflidavit to said afiant, including the words — erased, 
and the words —— added, and acquainted him with its contents before he exe- 
cuted the same. I further certify that I am in no wise interested in said ense, 
nor am I concerned in its prosecution; and that said affiant is personally known 
to me and that heis a creditable person, 
ISRAEL W. DURHAM 


SEAL] 
l Magistrate Court No, 6, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The billasamended was ordered to been and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


W. W. BRADLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1223) 
granting a pension to W. W. Bradley. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, does that come under the order for 
this evening session ? 3 

Mr, SAWYER. Itis to correct a mili record. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. It is to correct his muster-in. 

Mr. SAWYER, We have passed bills like that at evening sessions, 
have we not? 

Mr. MORRILL. We just refused to consider such a bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill 
does not come under the order of business for this evening. 


MONTGOMERY GEIGER. 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11972) 
for the relief of Montgomery Geiger. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Montgome 
Geiger, ofthe county of Lincoln and State of Missouri, a private in Company B, 
of Powell's Battalion, Mexican war, and pay him a pension of $20 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 11972) grant- 
ing a pension to Montgomery Geiger, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant was a private in Company B, Powell's Battalion Aissouel 
Mounted Volunteers, and served from July 1, 1817, to November 7, 1348. 

His claim for pension under the Mexican war service-pension act of January 
29, 1887, was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the organiza- 
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tion to which the claimant belonged did not serve in Mexico, or on the coasts 
or frontier thereof, or en route thereto. 

The claimant, who is sixty-two years old, is shown by the statements of D. 
W. Tice and Dr. J. A. Ward, both ot Troy, Mo.,to be partially paralyzed, un- 
nae to do any manual labor, and without any income or other means of sup- 


The services of Powell's Battalion during the time of the Mexican war are 
known to have been of the h RSet value to the country, and your committee 
pers heretofore recommended the pensioning of the survivors of that organiza- 

ion, ‘ 

The case seems to be a just and meritorious one, and your committee return 
the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY B. FLOYD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10992) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension rolls Mrs. Mary B. Floyd, of Newton County, 
Georgia, widow of John B, Floyd, late a captain of a company of Georgia troops, 
in the Creek Indian war of 1836, and pay hera pension, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. DE LAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10992) grant- 

ing a pension to Mrs. Mary B, Floyd, have considered the same and report : 
ohn J. Floyd, the claimant’s late husband, was a captain of Georgia volun» 

teers, and served one month and eleven days in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

McCormick Neal, J. T, Henderson, George H. Hammond, and other citizens 
of Fulton County, Georgia, testify that the claimant is seventy-three years old, 
in feeble health, indigent circumstances, and dependent upon her children for 
a home and the comforts of life. 

Many precedents have been established for the granting of pensions by special 
acts to applicants of this class, and your committee therefore report the bill 
back with a favorable recommendation, 


The bill-was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. G. W. GRIFFITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7880) 
granting a pension to Mrs, G. W. Griffith. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. G, W. Grith, of Fayette County, 
Georgia, widow of G. W. Griflith, a private in the Creek Indian war of 1836, and 
who was a member of Capt, James Sanford's company, Georgia troops. 


The report (by Mr. Dr LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7830) grant- 

ing a pension to Mrs, G. W. Griffith, have considered the same, and report as 
‘ollows: 

The claimant's deceased husband, George W. Griffith, was a private in Capt. 
James N. Sanford's company of Georgia Volunteers, Creck Indian war, and 
served from June 2, 1836, to July 12, 1838. 

His widow is now advanced in years, without property or income, and a 
sufferer fronr rheumatism to such an extent that she can do no labor by which 
to carn a livelihood. 

In view of the facts stated, your committee return the bill with n favorable , 
recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH P, SATTERFIELD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9663) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Elizabeth P, Satterfield, widow of John 
R. Satterfield, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war, on the pension roll at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 9568) grant- 
ing = nsion to Elizabeth P. Sattterfield, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The petition of the claimant for relief by special act is based upon the service 
of her deceased husband, John R. Satterfield, in Capt. James Bowmsn’s com- 
pany of Illinois militia, Black Hawk war, 

The muster roll of the company can not be found in the files of the Govern- 
ment and the records are otherwise incomplete, but the Second Auditor of the 
‘Treasury reports that Mr. Satterfield's name appears on the pay roll of the 
above-named company as 4 sergeant, and that he was paid forseryice from June 
10 to June 16, 1832, 

That this item on the pay roll does not show the full term of Satterfleld’s 
service is shown by the testimony of Samuel W. Carpenter and Wyatt Parish, 
who swear that they were in the same company with Satterfield, and that they 
were all away from home about ninety days at the time of their service, and 
that the period of actual service was about sixty days. 

That the claimant is the lawful widow of the soldier is fally shown by testi- 
mony filed with the committee, and it is also established that she is about sev- 
enty-five years old and without any means of support, 

Your committee belicye the case to be a just and meritorious one, and the bill 
is therefore returned with a favorable recommendation, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
B. JONES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7147) 
granting a pension to B, Jones, 


. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $3 per month, and 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. 
Jones, of South Carolins, lato n private of Captain Chestnut’s company of 
Mounted Men, South Carolina Volunteers of the Florida war, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (E It. 7147) grant- 
ing a pension to B. Jones, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The claimant, Binwell Jones, was a private of Capt. John Chestnut’s company, 
of Col. R, H. Goodwyn's regiment of “Mounted Gunmen,” South Carolina Vol- 
unteers, Florida Indian war, and served from February 17, 1836, to May 6, 1835. 

The claimant's identity is fully established by the testimony submitted in 
support of the bill, and it is further shown that he is eighty-one years old, that 
his lands are covered by mortgages, and he isin needy circumstances. 

Your committee believe the case to be a worthy one, and therefore return the 
Dill recommending its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10873) 
to increase the pension of Robert Hall. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, andis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension now allowed to Robert Hall, of Shel- 
byville, Mo., late a soldier in the Mexican war, under certificate numbered —, 
and pay him the sum of £24 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committee on estan to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 10873) to 
increase the pension of Robert Hall, havo considered the same and report: 

This soldier was a private in Company G, Second Illinois Volunteers, and 
served from June 17, 1546, to June 18, 1817, in the war with Mexico. 

He is now a pensioner at $3 per month on account of that service. 

Accompanying the bill is a sworn statement signed by J. T. Perry, county 
clerk; D. Dobbin, postmaster, and six other citizens of Shelbyville, Mo., to the 
effect that the claimant is t eighty years old and go feeble that for the past 
two years he has been unable to dress himself; also that he owns no property 
except a courtesy in 100 acres of land assessed at $1,000, in Shelby County, Mis- 
souri, and his income (including his pension of $3 per month) is inadequate to 
supply his needs, 

n view of the claimant's service and his great age and necessities, rat com- 
mittee recommend the passage of tho bill, amended, however, as follows: By 
striking out the words “twenty-four, in lino 7,and substituting in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DR. FRANCIS LAMBERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9575) 
granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secrotary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Dr. Francis Lambert, 
at the rate of £25 per month, late a surgeon in the Creek war. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 9575) grant- 
aa a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert, have considered the same and report as 

ollows; 

The records of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, show that 
the claimant was paid for service as a private in Capt. E; B. Robinson’s com- 
pany of District of Columbia volunteers from June 1, 1836, to August31, 1836, in 

e Creek Indian war. He also sprees as an assistant surgeon on the rolls of 
the doripattiy but the records fail to show that he was ever mustered in as of 
that rank. 

Dr, Frederick Hutchison, a reputable citizen of Arcola, Va., certifies that Dr, 
Lambert is seventy-five years old, physically incapacitated to earn a living (be- 
ing a confirmed invalid) and in needy circumstances. 
vite rennad- residence and post-oflice address is Arcola, Loudoun County, 

n 

In view of the claimant's service, great age, and necessitous condition, your 

committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DENNIS KELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calondar was the bill (H. R. 11792) 
for the relief of Dennis Kelly, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, empow- 
ered and directed to correct the record of Dennis Kelly cre prea | the charge 
of desertion which now stands against him on the records of the Navy Depart- 
mes? and to issue to him a certifioate‘of honorable discharge from the nayal 
service. 


The report (by Mr. DOLLIVER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, Rt. 11792) 
for the relief of Denis Kelly, have duly considered the same and submit the 
following report: ? 

The facts in the caso are fully embraced inthe recordevidence from the Navy 
riment, as also by the sworn statementof tho beneficiary, which arc 
herewith submitted. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 19, 1890. 
Sim: Referring to your communication relative to the removal of the charge 
of desertion, in the case of Denis Kelly, of Brayton, Iowa, I have the honor 
to inform you that it appears from an examination of his record of service that 
he en! in the Navy March 14, 1885, as landsman, fortwo years; served on 
board the U.8.S, William G. Anderson, Choctaw, Potomac, and J.C. Kuhn, and 
is ply a with desertion from the last-named yesscl on March 17, 1866, 
The Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery reports that Denis Kelly 
was admitted to the sick list of the J, C. Kuhn, October 19, 1865; disease, hem- 


orrhoids; discharged October 21, 1865, to duty; and that there is no further rec- 
ord of him in that bureau, 

Inasmuch as the act of Congress "to relieve certain appointed or enlisted 
men of the Navy and Marino Corps from the charge of desertion,” approved 
August 14, 1888, requires that an applicant for relief thereunder, who deserted 
the service prior to the expiration of his term of enlistment, shall have served 
faithfully until the Ist of May, 1865, having previously served six months or 
more, or shall haye been prevented from completing his term of servico by 
reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty, and it ap- 
pearing from the facts of record, as stated above, that Dennis Kelly enlisted 
only on March 14, 1865, and there being no evidence to show that he was pre- 
vented from Sia, a Sor his term of service by reason of wounds received or 
disease contracted in the line of duty, his case is not one which can properly be 
considered under the act referred to, 

In the absence of conclusive evidence that the charge of desertion was crro- 
neously entered in the case of Dennis Kelly, he is regarded as haying been 
prover "$ marked as a deserter at the time stated, namely, March 17, 1806, and 

t is not, therefore, in the power.of the Department to remove that charge. 
Congres alone san h nt the relief asked for. 
Very respectiu. 
Alak z BOP. TRACY, 
x Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. J, R. REED, 
louse of Representatives. 
GENERAL AFFIDAVIT, 
STATE OF IOWA, Cass County, ss: 
In the matter of claim of Dennis Kelly, a lIandsman in United States Navy. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
State, Dennis Kelly, aged fifty years, ak citizenof the town of Brayton, county 
of Audubon, State of Lowa, well known to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 
Then IL enlisted on the lith day of March, 1865, and served on the following- 
named vessels, to wit, Choctaw, Wm, G, Anderson, Potomac, and J. O. Kuhn, 
until March 17, 1866, at which time I was sick and got liberty to go ashore, and 
did not go back for the reason that I understood when I enlisted that I would 
discharged as soon as the war was over, notwithstanding my enlistment was 
for two years, and the war was virtually ended in April, 1865, and as I had al- 
y served over ono year, and nearly all that time after the war was over, I 
considered my service was no longer needed. And further, I understood when 
the ship landed at New York we were to be discharged; and further, I was sick 
and unable to do worl for more than six months after I left the ship, and my 
health has been very poor ever since [leftthe serviceand have been acontinual 
suflerer from hemorrhoids each year since I came out of the service, and Iver- 
ily belicve had I not left the ship when I did I would haye died before my 


time of service was out. 
DENNIS KELLY, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by tho above-named affiant; 
and I certify that I read said affidavit to said aMant, and acquainted him with 
its contents before he executed the same. I further certify that [nm inno wise 
interested in the case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution; and that-said nf- 
fiantis personally known to mo; that he is a credible person and so reputed 
in the community in which he resides. 

Witness my hand-and official seal this 23d gay of August, 1890. 

[SEAL] AMES PUGH, Notary Public: 

Your committeo are of the opinion that upon the facts shown the said Dennis 
Kelly ought tobe relieved from the charge of desertion, and we therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. . 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JULIUS A. KAISER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1840) 
for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr, MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 
bill is not embraced in the order for the Friday evening session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 


GEORGIANNA C. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9616) 
granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, dependent mother 
of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late surgeon United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension allowed under the act of January 
29,1887,to Georgianna C, Hall, as the widow of William Hall, of Company B, 
Third Louisiana Volunteers in tho Mexican war, toa sum equivalent to the 
amount which she would be entitled to as dependent mother of hier son, the 
Jato. Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, surgeon of the United States Army, on 
whom she was dependent for subsistence, 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


TheCommittee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R, 9616) granting 
increase of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, have considered the samo and beg 
leave to report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of William Hall, who wasa corporal in Company 
B, Third Louisiana Volunteer Infantry, and served from May 4, 1346, to August 
14, 1846. She is now in receipt of a pension at $8 per month, under Mexican 
war service pensionactof January 29,1887. Atthe time of the granting of said 
pension by the Pension Office, Mrs. Hall proved that she was dependent for 
support upon her son (bya former marriage} John W. Williams, major and sur- 
geon, United States Army. This son has since died, leaving a widow who ro- 
ceives the pension due on account of his seryice and death, . 

Mrs. Hall is now sixty-nine years old, and so much affected by rheumatism 
as to be unable to do any work for a livelihood. She has no property of any 
kind and no income aside from the small pension, which is insufficient to sup- 
ply the necessaries of life, and matin to ppano upon a widowed daughter for 
assistance, This daughter is poor find has to depend upon her labor for sup- 


port. 
The facts are established by the testimony of Thomas A. Mitchell, Georgo H. 
Baldwin, W. O: Dennison, and other reputable citizens of Washington, D, O. 
Believing the case tobe a meritorious one, your committee recommend the 
of the bil), amended, however, as follows: By changing the title so as 
read, “A bill granting increase of pension to Georgianna O. Hall, widow of 
William Hall; also, by striking out all after the word ‘ war,”' in line 8, and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words "to $20 por month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


1891. CONGRESSIONAL 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘*A bill ting 

increase of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, widow of William Hall.’ 


MARY CONDY RINGGOLD. r 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12120) 
to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, mother of George H. 
Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster general, United 
States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That tf Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Mary Condy Ringgold,motherof George H. Ring- 
gold, late lleutenant colonel and deputy pay master general, United States Army, 
a pension atthe rate of $50 per month instead of the pension she is now receiy- 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 
12120) granting a pension to Mary ©. Ringgold, submit the following report: 

The bencticiary is the widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel 
and deputy paymaster general, United States Army. 

Colonel Ringgold graduated at West Point in the same class with General 
Rosecrans, was appointed an additional PORRER 1845, was promoted dep- 
uty paymaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel United States Army, 
in May, 1862; and was chicf paymaster Department of the Pacific from 1851 to 
April 4, 1864, when he died. 

‘The beneficiary is now his widow, sixty-two years of age, in feeble health, 
and is absolutely withoutany means Of support except her pension of $30 per 
month, which she is now receiving and the earnings from her own labor, 

She has two daughters (her only children) both unmarried, The younger is 
in delicate heaith and is supported by her mother. 

Mrs. Ringgold has also an invalid sister supported by her and her older 
pp eat She has no relative to whom she can look for her support in her 
old age, 

Colonel Ringgold was a Southern man by birth, and when the civil war broke 
outhe wasstationed at San Francisco, Cal, General Albert S. Johnston was 
then stationed at this place, in command of the Department of the Pacific. 

Asis well known, there was n large clement in the population of that State 
that favored the secession of that State, and plans were being laid with the 
knowledge and under the adyice of General Johnston tosecure that result. 
Suddenly General Johnston was relcved of his command and General Sumner 
appointed in his place, and the efforts to secure the secession of California wero 

warted, and that State, and Bed Oregon, were saved to the Union, 

This was before the days of telegraphs and railroads across the continent. 
The part that Colono! Ringgold had in securing this important result will fully 
appearin the accompanying letter from General W.O. Kibbe, then and for sey- 
eral years thereafter adjutant general of that State: 


“ WWASHINGTON, D. C., September 26, 1800, 


“My Drean MADAM: I have great pleastire in stating to you,in connection 
with your request that I see the Hon, Mr. SAWYER, of New York, that there is 
a matter of unwritten history which may avail you in the legislation you are 
secking frem Congrese: 

It is this, namely: Early in 1861!—say about the 29th of March—while adju- 
tant general of California, being on business for my State, I recelved a joint 
letter from two very dear and loyal friends in San Francisco stating that plans 
were on foot and nearing completion for the secession of California from the 
Union, in which Oregon would Join, givin me full 2 seeder of the same and 
stating that the writers, being of Southern birth, had been approached with im- 

unity, the plotters not dreaming but that a simple request was all that would 
ve required to enlist my friends in this bold and promising scheme. But, to 
their great disgust and disappointment, one of them replied: “I waa educated 
by the Government, and nurtured and protected under the old flag, which I 
have sworn to defend under any and all circumstances, and you must not now 
ask me to lift a hand againstit, forthis [shall neverdo."” The otherresponded 
in a manner to almost dismay these plotters, 

Presuming now thatyou are getting anxious to know the names of my old 
and loyal nds refe: to, I ve them to “he as follows: 

‘The first named was Maj. George tinggold, United States peat and the sec- 
ond, General Charles Doane, major general of the militia of Cal fornia, This 
letter Limmediately took to the Secretary of War (Cameron) who, properiy im- 
pressed with its importance, immediately ushered me with the letter into tho 
presence of President Lincoln, to whom I réad the letter, and the following 
conversation rapidly ensued between us thus, Mr. Lincoln to me: “General, 
do you vouch for the statement these gentlemen make?”’ “I do, most cm- 
phatically : I know them intimately, they are both reliable and chivalrous, 

tho salt of the earth,’” 

To Secretary Cameron: “ General, who is there near at hand whom we can 
trust to send out to California? Sumneris in New York, can we send him? 
If we can not, we hare none who can be trusted. Telegraph Sumner to report 
here to-morrow.” Lincoln to me: “General, when does the next steamer 
sail?” "Day after to-morrow.’ Summer did report, and did sail on the fol- 
lowing Wednesday undersealed orders ** to be opened as you enter the Golden 
Gate, and when hearrivedand was entering the Golden Gate he opened these 
orders and read: “Land at the first wharf and proceed with all haste to the 
headquarters of the Army and assume command of the Pacific Department, 
United States Army, and relieving Col. A. Sidney Johnston.” Sumner lande 
atthe presidio and was in command before the steamer reached her wharf at 
the foot of Clay street. 

Now, this noble deed of George H. Rin 
band, saved tho secession of the Pacific 
which no man can compute, and I only wish tho committee having your pe- 
tition in charge would summon nic before them that I might render homage 
to one yna was true as steel and ready to make every and all sacrifice to duty 
and right. 

Pec stncorely and traly, dear madam, your friend, 


1d, colonel in the Army, your hus- 
tates with all that that implied and 


W. C. KIBBE, 
Mrs. Many ©. RINGGOLD. 


Colonel Ringgold had a brother, Major Ringgold, killed at the battle of Palo 
Alto, and another brother served with distinguished bravery in the naval serv- 
ice during the civil war, A similar bill was introduced into the Senate and 
was favorably reported in 1886. The report in that case is hereto annexed, 
with several letters from his Army friends testifying to the yalue of his mili- 
tary services attached. 

‘our committee beliove that it is but just that the venerable widow of this 
meritorious officer,in her old age and in her dependent condition, should receive 
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the increase of pension proposed to be given by this bill, especially in view of 
the peculiarly valuable services rendered by her late husband, and they would 
therefore recommend that the bill do , amended by striking out the word 
‘mother’! in the title and inserting the word “widow,” and by striking out 
the word "mother" in the fourth line of the bill and inserting the word " wid- 
ow. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Condy Ringgold, widow 
of George H., Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster gen- 
eral, United States Army, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Mouse of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Scoretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase to $50 per month the pension of 
Mrs. Mary Condy Ringgold, widow of the late George H. Ringgold, lieutenant 
colonel and deputy parmar gencral, United States Army, who died in San 
Francisco, Cal., April 4, 1861. 


{Senate Report No, 301, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 


The Committes on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.516) grantin 
an inercase of ponsion to Mrs. Mary O. Ringgold, have examined the same an: 
report: 

The claimant is the widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel of 
the United States Army (certificate No.59798), The following certificates and 
petition of the widow will show the character of his services: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D, C., December 17, 1854. 


I had not the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with the late Lieut. Col. 
Georgo H. Ringgold, a i paymaster general. He was a graduste at West 
Point and served in the line of the Army for over three years; was a inted 
an additional paymaster in 1816, and in the regular service July 21, and 
was promoted deputy paynmiaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel 
on the 28th May, 1862, and was chief paymaster Department of the Pacific from 
1861 to April 4, 1864, the day of his death. 

Lieutenant Colonel Ringgold had the reputation of an accomplished gentle- 


nian and faithful public officer. 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster General U. 8. Army. 


I heartily conourin the above. 
S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Ordnance. 


I knew Colonel Ringgold for many years. He was a faithful officer and a 
worthy gentleman. Great sympathy is due his family for their own sakes as 
well a8 for his yaluable services to the United States. 

E. Ð. TOWNSEND,, 
Brigadier General U. 8. Army, Retired. 


To whom it may concern: 


It was my good fortune to know the late lamented Lieut. Col. George H. Ring- 
gold, paymaster United States Army, for some years before his death, and on 
the California coast. He was anaccomplished ponema and a thorough man, 

Ho was in San Francisco at the beginning of the late rebellion, and asa Mary- 
lander opposed secession as an entirety and in tho particular, What with 
speeches and open-activity he did much to dishearten the organization of the 
Wnights ofthe Golden Circle, and in all this secured to himself much enmity 
from State's people and other Southern people with whom he had before been 
on terms of local as well as social brotherhood. 

Eo had a large family, entertained hospitably, and died during the war, leny- 
ing nothing to them but his good name, 

Ofone of the best old families of our country they have left their lives and name 
written on our battleflolds. Ringgold, of Palo Alto, Tex., was the colonel's 
brother, while the Tilghmans, Keys, and Hayes were all his relatives, The 
times have changed, and people who once could have come forward to the help 
of the family have passed away, and its support depends now on tho efforts of 
his wife. 

A grateful country could notact in a more worthy placethan herein helping 
her to koop together a body of delicate and dependent children of him who was 
so true to his flag, when appeals liken litany were being made to every South- 
ern gentleman, 

Bats PY ei 
fonel, Fifth Art fe 

Given at Fort Hamilton, N. Y., December 15, 1884, ‘ 

Colonel Ringgold was an accomplished gentleman, and served his country 
faithfully and well. h 


R. 0. DRUM, 
Adjutant General, U, 8. Army. 
Wasninctos, D. O., December 17, 1834, 


Your petitioner, Mary C. Ringgold, whose post-office address is Washington, 
in the county of Washington and District of Columbia, respectfully represents 
that she is a pensioner under certificate No. 59798, at the rate of $20 per month, 
as the widow of the late Lieut, Col. Georgo H. Ringgold, deputy paymwaster gen- 
eral, United States Army. 

Referring to the many cases wherein additional pension has been granted by 
Congress, none of them more meritorious than hers, she respectfully prays for 
the passage of a al act increasing her pension to $50 per month. 

The services of Colonel Ringgold were especially valuable to the Govern- 
ment, and as the expenses of living consumed all his pay, at his death his family 
was left destitute, and yourpetitioner has ever since compelled to provide 
for herself and four children. She is now in declining rs, and her two sons, 
whom she had hoped would be able to assist her, hay both died, she finds 
herself compelled to ask thatan increase of pension, which many have received 
for far less service, may be generously given for the brief period that remains. 

She would also remind you thatshe belongs to a family whose members 
have all been faithful servants of the Government, and who have all 
away. She is the great-grandchild of the renowned hero of Cowpens and Eu- 
taw.and her family wealth was freely given during the Revolution to insure 
A he asks mteati to th ing thi titi d respect: 

e asks attention è papers accompanying this petition, an ect- 
fully prays that the needed relief may be rai fed. 

It appears that Mrs. Ringgold was left in destitute circumstances at her hus- 
band's death, with four pou children to providefor. Her sons havedied, and 
also a stepson, leaving her without any male relatives, but with an invalid sister 
and daughter to support, entirely dependent upon her, She is nearly sixty 
years of age and in poor health, . 

Your committee recommend the passa 
follows: Strike out the word “fifty,” 
lieu thereof, 


of the bill with an amendment, as 
ne 7, and insert the word “forty” in 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 16, 


Wan DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
September 19, 1890. 


I cheerfully concur in the indorsement of General Rochester of December 17, 
1834, relating to the service and reputation of the late Lieutenant Colonel Ring- 


gold. 
WM. SMITH, 
Paymaster General United States Army. 


TREASURY DEPARTNEXNT, REGIsTER’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 22, 1890. 


Dean Mapam: I haye read Senate Report 391, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 


Bons concerning the services of your late husband, Lieut. Col. George H. Ring- 


Id. 

Iregret that I am unable to reproduce in detail the facts which came to 
my knowledge in the course of my correspondence with him and his friends 
and brother officers, but I remember they showed that his character and serv- 
ices were held in high esteem for very substantial reasons, and that his serv- 
ices were especially valuable on the Pacific coast, at a time when the interests 
of the Government required such fidelity and intelligence as he displayed. 

Sympathizing with you in the struggle you have had since his death and in 
the losses of your children and stepson, I sincerely hope Congress will increase 
your pension to $50 per month, as you desire, 

Very truly, yours, 


Mrs, Mary C. RrxGGoip, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iwillask the Clerk tostate the amount of pension 
allowed in that case, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amount is $50 a month. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Then I object to its consideration without the 
presence of a quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amount received at the present 
time is $30, and the bill increases the pension to $50. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object to its consideration withont the presence 
ofa quorum. 

Mr.SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the case may go 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. I know of but one power 
that could change the course of the gentleman from Indiana. I would 
not limit the power of the Almighty. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to say, and I want the RECORD to show it, 
that as a member of this House I am entitled to the same courtesies as 
every other member. I have availed myself of the privileges author- 
ized by our rules—— 

The SPEAKER pra tempore. The eran is on unanimous consent 
being given that this bill shall be laid aside, to retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER. If there is anything in my remarks that offends the 
gentleman from Indiana, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Idonot propose that any member of this body 
shall criticise my motives. I am responsible to the people whom I 
represent and to my own conscience, and not to the gentleman from 
New York or any other member. z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the bill be laid aside and be allowed to retain its place on the Calen- 
dar? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

EUGENE A, OSBORN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11311) 
granting an increase of pension to Eugene A. Osborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 


laws, to incrense the pension of Eugene A. Osborn, late a private in Company 
A of the Third Regiment of Obio Cavalry Volunteers, to $60 per month, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

Epson granting an increase of pension to Eugene A, Osborn, submit the follow- 
ing report: 3 

ine committee have given this case careful consideration, and find that the 
claimant received a gunshot wound in action, the ball entering in front of the 
right ear and passing out immediately over the left eye, entirely destroying the 
right eye and nearly destroying the sight of the left eye. Thesight of the left 
eye has been growing feebler for some years, and the evidence shows that eventu- 
ally it will be entirely lost, He can see but little with thateye now; enough to 
enable him, with the use of a cane, to go about the streets part of the time, but 
not enough to enable himto know or inguish one person from another. He 
has to be led much of the time. In his own house he falls over the furniture, 
and needs to be constantly watched to prevent accident. His senses of smell 
— ores are entirely destroyed,and his wound affects his brain and impairs 

s min 

His en has been increased from time to time, until he now receives $30 

rmon 
Pere committee feel that he ought to receive at least the amount stated in the 
bill, and therefore recommend its passage, amended, however, by adding after 
the word “month,’' in line 7, the following: ‘* Provided, however, That if he 
shall become totally blind, his pension therefor shall be rated in’ accordance 
with the provisions of the general laws.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. S. J. RAYNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4483) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. S. J. Rayner. 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. S. J. Rayner, widow of 
Rev. James O. Rayner, late chaplain United States Army, from $20 per month 
to % per month, to take effect from and after the passage of this act, 


W. S. ROSECRANS. 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. Tt. 4483) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah J. Rayner, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

he husband of the claimant, Rev. James O, Rayner, was elected chaplain by 

t council of administration (act July 5, 1838) and appointed post chaplain 

nited States Army April 3, 1567, and served continuously as chaplain United 

States Army until retired February 19, 1887. by operation of law. He died at 

his home, San Mateo, Cal., June 15, 1883, His widow, the claimant, is a pen- 
sioner at the rate of £20 per month. 

She a pus for increase to $50 per month, declarin, 
to affo: er any income and that she is in a very helpless condition, unable to 
walk orto use her hands, from the effects of rheumatism; that she is unable to 
earn à living or to take care ofor dressherself. Thjs throws the burden of sup- 
port upon her pension, which fsinsuficientto meef her necessary wants. 

Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, United States Army, in an indorsement submitting, 
under date of December 20, 1859, 2 communication received by him from claim- 
ant to the Secretary of War, states: 

“Mr. Rayner was a very worthy and faithful chaplain in the Army. He was 
stationed at Angel Island, Cal., several years. Inaddition to his duties at that 
post he very cheerfully and zealously fulfilled my wishes by administering to 
the prisoners at Alcatraz Island. It appears that his widow is now Jeft helpless 
and destitute, eee for her pension of $20 per month, barely enough to pay the 
hireofaservant. {trust Mrs, Rayner's pension may be increased so as to pro- 
vide her absolute necessities during the short remainder of her life.” 

Under date of November 23, 1859, A. T. Steigers, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, at that time stationed at Alcatraz, Cal., certifies that the 
claimant is afflicted to such an extent with chronic rheumatism that she isa 
kapo invalid, unable to walk or use her hands or move without assistance, 
and that she requires the constant attendance of another person. 

In s sworn statement, executed February 5, 1890, John Widney, of Santa 
Clara, Cal., says he has been the friend, adviser, and assistant of the claimant 
for years and knows that her income, outside of her pension, is small (perhaps 
from $6 to £9 per month), and but little more than suflicient, with her pension, 
to pay her nurse and wood bill, leaving her insufficient. to purchase the com- 
mon necessities of life. She is confined to an invalid’s chair and can dress and 
aie or with the assistance of others; also that she deserves and 
necds help. 

Robert Winsom makes substantially the same statement relative tothe claim- 
ant’s physical and financial condition. 

Your committee think she should have her pension increased as prayed. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of this 
bill without a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. Task unanimous consent that this bill may be laid 
aside without prejudice, to retain its place on the Calendar, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY F. CLAYTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 11350) 
for the relief of Mary B. Clayton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $40 per month, 
the name of Mary B. Clayton, widow of the late Maj. Henry Clayton, late pay- 
Freng aes States Army, and pay hera pension from and after the passage 
of this act. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11350) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary B. Clayton, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

he claimant is the widow of geny Clayton, late major and paymaster, 
United States Army. This officer’s military service began November 14, 1861, 
when he was mustered in as first lieutenant of Company B3. Purnell Legion of 
Cavalry, Maryland Volunteers. After three years of faithful and arduous sery- 
ice he was mustered out with his company, October 26, 1864. 

On the 4th day of October, 1866, he accepted appointment as captain Nine- 
teenth United States Infantry, and served with distinction in the West until 
December 31, 1872, when he resigned. He was appointed majorand paymaster 
September 12, 1882, and died at Fort D. A, Russell, Wyoming, December 26, 1883, 
of disease of the heart contracted in the service and line of duty, 

Mrs. Clayton is now receiving a pension at the rate of $25 per month, the same 
having been allowed her under the provisions of the general pension Jaws. 

In her petition for relief the claimant states that the soldier left no estate to 
enable her to educate and support their two children, 

There are many precedents for the allowance of the increase prayed for in 
this case, and your committee therefore return the bill, recommending its pas- 


that she has no property 


sage. 
Nore.—Amend by adding to the bill, after the word “act” in line 8, the words 
“at the rate above named, the same to be in lieu of the pension now paid her."’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, und passed. 


MRS. MATILDA KENT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9948) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll umoa to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensionlaws,thenameof Mrs. Matilda Kent,of y alton County, 
Georgia, whose husband was a private soldier in Captain Wilcox’s company, 
in the Florida Indian war of 1812, and allow her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9943) grant- 
Ee pie oe to Mrs. Matilda Kent, have considered the same and report as 
‘ollows: 

The claimant's late husband, Jesse Kent, deceased, was a private in Capt. S. 
Mann's Soe {company during a part of its period of service also being 
commanded by Capt. John B. Strong) of Georgia Volunteers, and served from 
February 8, 1818, to May 22, 1818, in the Florida Indian war. 

It is shown by the testimony of Samuel H. Brodnax, Augustus W. Clay, Dr. 
R. A. Hammonds, and Robert A. England, citizens of Walton and De Kalb 
Counties, Georgia, that Mrs. Kent is physically unable to do anything towards 
supporting herself, and the only property possessed by her is a farm of about 
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$500 in value, which is mortgaged for all it is worth. This farm is very poor 
land and only n few acres of itis fit for cultivation, and from this she does not 
derive enough income to make her comfortable. Shehasno other source of in- 
come. 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorious one, and they therefore 
return the bill with the recommendation thatit do peg amended so as toallow 
a pension of 12 p month; also by striking out the word * Wilcox’s,” in line 
7,and inserting n lieu thereof the word ‘‘ Mann's; ” also by striking out the 
word “twelve,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘cighteen.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. WRIGHT. 


_ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1209 1) 
for the reliefof John W. Wright, of Audrain County, Missouri. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior ba, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Wright, 
of eee County, in the State of Missouri, and pay him a pension of $12.50 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12094) 
granting a pension to John M. Wright, have considered the same and respect- 
fully report as follows: 

The claimant was a private ic Company F, United States Mounted Rifles, and 
served from September 15, 1851, to September 15, 1856. 

On the 20th of October, 1883, he filed an ees in the Pension Bureau 
declaring that atFort Merrill, Texas, in 1853, he contracted rheumatism, which 
continues to affect him to the present time. 3 

The War Department records show that Wright was sick in hospital fora 
considerable len; of time on two different occasions during his term of serv- 
ice, but the hospital records not being on file the nature of his sickness does 
not appear. 

The, Blain filed atthe Pension Bureau was rejected because of the applicant’s 
failure to secure the proofrequired. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Dr. U. V. Williams, of Frankfort, 
Ky., and that of Jeremiah V. Harrison, Joseph W. Howard, and the claimant, 
all residents of Audrain County, Missouri, showing that ever since his said mil- 
itary service the claimant has been a sufferer from rheumatism and is now so 
much disabled thereby as to be able to do only the lightest labor. He does not 
own a home, and his only means of support is such labor as he and his aged 
wife are able to do, 

The claimant's post-oflice address is Mexico, Audrain County, Missouri. 

In view of the facts recited above, your committee respectfully recommend 
the passage of the bill, amended, however, by striking out the words “and 59 
cents” in line 6 of the bill. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Thebillas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES T. DANA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11244) 
for the relief of Frances T. Dana. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Frances T. Dana, 
widow of the late Commander William Starr Dana, of the United States Navy, 
and to pay hera pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker—— ; 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand objection is made to 
the amount in this bill. The friends of the beneficiary, in order to 
obviate objection, are willing that it shall be amended by striking out 
t fifty’? and inserting ‘‘thirty.’’ I move that amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no‘objection, that amend- 
ment will be considered as adopted. The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like the report read in that 


case. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I did not quite understand the statement of the 
Chair as to the amount proposed in the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment reduces the amount 
from $50 to $30. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN,. That is right. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11244) grant- 
ing a pension to Frances T. Dana, widow of the late Commander William Starr 
Dana, United States Navy, have considered the same and report as follows : 

The following report of the service of Commander Dana is compiled from the 
official records: 

William Starr Dana was born in New York, April 20,1813; entered the Naval 
Academy, October 25, 1859; graduated, 1863; promoted to the rank of acting en- 
sign, October 1, 1863; ordered to U.S. S. Niagara, North Atlantic Squadron, Octo- 
ber 1, 1863; detached from the U.S.S.N North Atlantic Squadron, Feb- 
ruary 20, 1854; ordered to U, S. S. Brooklyn, Gulf Blockading Squadron, Feb- 
ruary 20,1854; ordered by Admiral Farragut to flagship Hartford, July 11, 1864; 
ordered north from hospital, Pensacola, September 9, 1864; discharged from 
Chelsea Hospital, Boston, October 3, 1864; ordered to U.S.S. Lancaster, Pacific 
Station (flagship), November 18, 1864; ordered to U.S. S. St. Mary's, Pacific Sta- 
tion, March 27,1855; promoted to master, May 10, 1866; detached from U.S. 8, 
St. Mary's, September 22, 1866; ordered to U. S.S. Aroostook, Asiatic Squad- 
ron, December 10, 1866; commissioned lieutenant, February 21,1867; detached 
from U. S. S. Aroostook, January 1, 1868; ordered to U. S. S. Shenandoah, 
Asiatic Squadron, January 1, 1868; commissioned lieutenant commander, 
March 21, 1868; ordered to U. S. S. Ashuelot, Asiatic Squadron, September 5, 
1868; detatched from U.S. S. Ashuelot, Asiatic Squadron, December 29, 1869; 
ordered to U.S. S, Brooklyn, European Squadron, August 15, 1870; ordered to 
U.8.8. Plymouth, European Sq ron, April 10,1872; detatched from U. 8.8. 
Plymouth, European Squadron, June 24, 1873; ordered to U.S, S. Ossipee, Exec- 
utive, West Indies Squadron, January 24, 1874; detached from U.S.S. Ossipee, 
August 25, 1875; ordered to receiving ship Colorado, Executive, Brooklyn navy 


ort, R. I, 
rô, 1873; 


om U.S. 5, Shenandoah, executive, South Atlantic, October 16, 1881; 
commissioned commander September 14, 1881; ordered tonavy yard, New York, 


e I., August 6, 1887; detached from Naval 
War College, Newport, R. I., September 22, 1887; ordered, attendance on tor- 

ewport, R. I., May 1, 1888; detached from attendance on tor- 
pedo instruction, ep R. I., August 4,1838; ordered to duty at Naval War 
College, Newport, R. I., August 6, 1688; detached from duty at Naval War Col- 
lege, Newport, R. I., November 6, 1888. 

Commander Dana was promoted to ensign the same year of his graduation, 
1863. He wasashorttimeon the Niagara, North Atlantic squadron, and was 
ordered to the West Gulf blockadin squadron June 10,1864. He was an officer 
of the Hartford, flagship of Admiral Farragut in Mobile Bay, and assisted in 
the taking of Forts Morgan, Gaines, and Powell, and the rebel ram Tennessee, 

In a general order of the date of July 6, 1864, he received the thanks of the 
admiral for ik 3 valet gallantry, and at the battle of August 5 he was again 
conspicuous for his coolness and bravery. 

On February 10, 1866, the thanks of Congress were tendered by a resolution’ 
to Vice Admiral David G. Farragut and to the officers, seamen, and marines 
under his command for the unsurpassed gallantry and skill exhibited by them 
in the engagement in Mobile Bay on the 5th day of August, 1864, 

FLAGSHIP HARTFORD, Mobile Bay, August 6, 1861. 

St: I have the honor to offerthe following report of the part which this ves- 
sel took in the action of yesterday: * * * 

With this report I incloss those of the executive officer, the officers of the 
divisions, and of the gunner, carpenter, and sailmakers, and I beg leave to 
heartily indorse all that is said in them about the officers and men of their re- 
spective commands. 

I would also beg leave to say, that although there was very considerable loss 
of life in the powder division, thanks to the good arrangements and example 
of Ensign Dana,who was in charge of it, there was no confusion. He was 
greatly assisted in the afterpart of the division by Sailmaker T. C, Herbert, 
whose example tended much to give confidence to those around him; heisa 
mostdeserving officer, Gunner J. L. Staplesand Carpenter George E. Buso! 
also deserye notice for their strict attention to duty. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Rear Admiral D. G. FARRAGUT, 
Commanding So, G. B. Squadron, 


P. DRAYTON, Captain. 


New York, February 28, 1805. 

GENTLEMEN : Acting Ensign W. Starr Dana served for about six weeks under 
my command in the United Statessteamer Hartford, in the year 1834, and dur- 
ing that time his conduct met with my entire approval. He was in the action 
oftheSth August, when an entrance was forced into the Bay of Mobile by our 
fleet, and proved himself on that occasion to possess courage and energy. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P. DRAYTON, 


Captain, United Sates Navy. 
The EXAMINING BOARD FOR THE PROMOTION OF MipsHIPMEN, 


He was executive officer of the United States steamer Shenandoah (flagship) 
from September 6, 1879, to October 16, 1881, South Atlantic Squadron. 

On January 26, 1881, Captain Lewis was detached, and until April 2, 1831, when 
op eget Kirkland took command, Mr. Dana was in command of the Shenan- 

oah, 

On taking command of the Shenandoah, Capt. W. A. Kirkland, in accordance 
with the regulations of the Navy, made a thorough inspection of the ship, and 
under date of Montevideo, Uruguay, April 30, 1881, forwarded to Rear Admiral 
Bryson a detailed report upon the condition of the vessel, discipline of the men, 
ete., in which he says Paya eran J about the vessel has evidence of unremittin 
Jabor and of unceasing vigilance and care on the part of those in authority, a 
I feel a natural pride in finding myselfin command of a man-of-war as near per- 
fection as the exertions of officers and crew could arrive at with the armament 
furnished by the Government.” 

In forwarding this report to the Navy Department Rear Admiral Bryson in- 
dorsed as follows: 

“It is a pleasure to be able to ps on the records of the Department the state 
of the ship commanded by the late Capt. R. F. Lewis, so ably assisted by Lieut. 
Commander W. S. Dana. The report of Captain Kirkland is approved in fall, 
and it is a satisfaction to me to be able to state that all of Mr. Dana’s best ener- 
gies have been given, as the executive, to the well-being of the vessel,” 

A copy of this report was sent by the Secretary of the Navy to Lieutenant 
Commander Dana with the letter on the next page, June 8, 1881. 

Possessed of marked qualifications for seamanship, he repeatedly attracted 
the attention of the Navy Department for the order and discipline of the yessels 
of which he was the executive officer or commander. 

The late Admiral Nicholson, who was an excellent judge in such matters, 
said of him, "He was a conscientious, painstaking officer.” 

He was for atime a member of the military order of the Loyal Legion qf the 
United States, and of the Academy of Sciences, of New York. 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 8, 1881, 

Sır: I have the pleasure to transmit a copy of the report, of the 30th of April 
last, of Capt. W.'A. Kirkland, forwarded and indorsed by Rear Admiral Bryson, 
ofthe T satisfactory condition of the U. S. S. Shenandoah, which reflects 
great credit upon you as the executiveand fora time the commanding officer. 

Very respectfully, , 3 
W. H. HUNT, Secretary of the Navy. 
Lieut. Commander W, S. DAN. 


A 
U. 8. 8. Shenandoah, South Atlantic Station, 


UNITED States Navy YARD, 
Pensacola, September 9, 1864. 
Sir: A board of medical officers hed racor edt that you be sent North, 
you will report to Captain Alden, of the U.S. S. Brooklyn, fora passage in that 
ship to Boston; and on your arrival there you will report in person tothe com- 
mandant of that station, and by letter to the honorable Secretary of the Navy. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


U. SMITH, 
Commodore, Commanding Navy Yard. 
Acting Ensign Wm. S. DANA, ~ 


aval Hospital, Navy Yard, Pensacola, Fla. 


Reported tember 20. 
ae p S. H. STRINGHAM, Commandant, 
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Relative to the date and cause of Commander Dana’s death, the following 


affidavit is submitted: 
18 RUE Dupnor, Paris, France, July 17, 1890. 


Sre: I have the honor to inform you that Commander William Starr Dana, 
of the United States Navy, died at Paris, France, oh January 1, and I here- 
by certify that ho was under my care from about December 25 to the day of his 
death, and that he died of broncho-pneumonia, oe Bs on influenza, andag- 
gravated by chronic malarial pouon contracted, I believe, whilst serving as 
an officer of the United States Navy, in tropical climates, 

Ihave the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


The SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 

United States of America, Washington, D. 0. 
Sworn to before me, Dr, A. P. Herbert, this 17th day of July, 1890. 
[sear] R J.P 


A. P. HERBERT. 


RESTON, 
Vice Consul-General, 

Genara) Egbert L. Viele, of New York, under date of August 4, 1590, certifies 
as follows: 

“Tam well acquainted with Mrs. Frances T. Dana, widow of William Starr 

late commander United States Navy, andI know of my own erbea 
that she has no property of any kind, oither real or personal, and that by the 
death of her husband she is Jeft without any resources whatever, and is now 
entirely dependent upon others.” 

In view of Commander Dana’s long and valuable services to his country, and 
the fact that his widow is left in needy circumstances, your committee think 
the relief prayed for should be grani Tho bill ís therefore returned with a 
favorable recommen: on, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. ` 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is the question on the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair stated that ‘‘if there beno 
objection the amendment will be adopted.’’ There was no objection, 
and the amendment was adopted. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY J. BLANCHARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12603) 
granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late a volunteer nurse in the 
United States military service. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Lucy J. Blanch- 
ard, of Syracuse, N. Y., lato a volunteer nurse in the United States military 
servico during the war of the rebellion, and pay her at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I.R. 
12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, submit the following report: 

The evidence filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary served as 
a volunteer army nurse from July 1, 1863, to June 7, 1865; that she is now past 
seventy years ofage, broken down in health, inca; tated to carn her own sup- 
port by her own labor, and in reduced circumsta: 

In view of the peos of this committee, your committee recommend the 
passe of the bill with an amendmentstriking out the word * twenty-five,” in 
ine 8, and inserting in the place thereof the word " twelve.” 


The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 
The bill asamended wasordered to be and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTIAN C. WHISTLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7924) 
granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Christian C, Whistler on the pension rolls, subject 
to the pension laws of the United States, he being the father of William Whistler, 
who was a member of Company F, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committes on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7924 nt- 
A í n pension to Christian C, Whistler, haye considered the same and aoe as 

ollows: « 

The claimantis the father of William H. Whistler, who died of starvation on 
the Greely Arctic Expedition. 

William H. Whistler's military record is asfollows: He enlisted in Compan 
F, Ninth United States Infantry, at Omaha Barracks, Nebraska, September 4, 
1878, and was discharged September 3,1883,by expiration of term ofséryice. He 
re-entisted September 4, 1883, forthe same company and regiment and died May 
2i, 1884, at Camp Clay, Ellesmere Land (south shore of Buchanan Strait), be- 
tween Cape Sabine and Cooked Mat Island, from action of water on the heart, 
induced byinsuflicient nutrition; rank, aprivate. 

The claimant's identity as the father of the soldier is shown by the testimon 
of Jacob Bowman, William S. Whistlor, Joseph A. Sims, and Lewis Gros, citi- 
zens of Carroll County, Indiana, and it is furthershown oy the testimony of the 
same witnesses that the claimant is poor and in bad health; that he is so much 
afflicted with asthma as to beable to do but little, ifany, manual labor. 

The claimant's post office address is Delphi, Carroll County, Indiana. He is 
now about seventy years ofage, 

William H. Whistler, the soldier, had never been married. 

In view of tho facts stated above your committee are of the opinion that the 
Pulte See iorioae, and the same is hereby returned with the recommendation 

o pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALLEN 8. THATCHER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5319) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Allen S. Thatcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed {o remove the charge of desertion from the record’ of Allen S. 


Thatcher, late of Company E, Ninth Indiana Volunteers, and to issue to said 
soldicr a certificate of honorable discharge, 


The committee recommended an amendment, adding at the end of 
TA after the word “discharge,” the words ‘‘to date October 1, 

The amendment was agreed. to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be en, and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B, CLAYTON. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, in the case of House bill 11350, for 
the relief of Mary B. Clayton, passed this evening, I misunderstood 
it when it was read. I find that it provides for a pension of $40 per 
month. In order to be consistent, if I object to one bill of that char- 
acter T must object to all. I therefore moye that the vote by which 
that bill was passed be reconsidered. I am perfectly willing that any 
person may receive the largest amount that is allowed by the general 
law of the land, but I want the rule to be uniform. Ifthe vote bere- 
considered, I am perfectly willing that the bill may be amended and 
passed granting a pension at the rate of $30 a month. 

By unanimous consent, the vote by which the bill was passed was rc- 
considered. The bill (printed above) was then taken up and amended 
so as to grant a pension at the rate of $30 per month. So amended, it 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET PROCTOR NOYES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12307) 
granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Le tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions 
nnd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Proctor Noyes, 
widow of General Edward F, Noyes, \ate colonel of the Thirty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio peace Infantry, and brevet brigadier general, at the rate of per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I, R, 
eid danial a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes, submit the following 
report: 

Airs. Margaret Proctor Noyes is the widow of the late General Edward F. 
Noycs, who died suddenly on September 4, 1890. Edward F. Noyes entered the 
service as colonel of the Thirty-ninth Ohio Volunteers AN 8, 1861, and was 
honorably mustered out April 22, 1865, on account of loss of leg from gunshot 
4, 1864, and other physical 


wound received in action near Marietta, Ga., Jul 
services inthe Army. He 


disabilities contracted during his long and faithfi 
was brevetted brigadier general in March, 1865. 

General Noyes’s subsequent career was conspicuous and brilliant. He served 
his State in several capacities until he became its governor, Subsequently he 
represented with great credit his country as minister plenipotentiary and envoy 
extraordin: to the Government of France. At the time of his sudden death 
he served as judge of the superior court of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

General Noyes was a constant sufferer from the loss of the leg, There can 
hardly be any doubt that his heart became aftected thereby and that his death 
was duc to heart failure, 

The widow is now advanced in years and in fragile health. The property 
left by General Noyes is heavily mortgaged and much of it unproductive and 
unsalable, thus affording her an income entirely insuflicient to keep her from 
dependence and want. 

In the opinion of your committee the gallant services of her husband during 
a long period of war entitle Mrs. Noyes to favorable consideration at the hands 
of the Government, and therefore return the accompanying bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Speaker, I am authorized by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CALDWELL], who is not present, to offer.an amend- 
ment to this bill by striking out “fifty ”’ and inserting ‘‘thirty ’? be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars;’’ so as to make the pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. + 


HANNAH L. PALMER. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12797) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah L. Palmer. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Hannah D. 
Palmer, who served as n hospital nurse during the war of tho rebellion, and 
pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer, late a hospital nurse in the war 
a the Reprod: have considered the samc, and ros; ly submit the follow- 

g repo } 

Ana following is a copy of the report of service reccived from the War Dopart- 
ment: 
CASE OF MISS HANNA PALMER, ARMY NURSE. 


The muster rolls of Columbian College General Hospital, Washington, D.C., 
for May and June, 1854, report H. L. Palmer, fomale nurse, attached to lospital, 
April 27, 1864, and she is reported on rolls for July and August, and November 
and December, 1864, with remark on latter roll: “Final statement made out to 
include January 10, 1865." 

Roll for January and February, 1865, reports H. L, Palmer, female nurse, at- 
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tached to hospital April 27, 1864, with remark: "Pay due as nurse from Decem- 
ber 31, 1564, to January 10, 1865, at 40 cents per day.” 

No fu record has been found. 

Respectfully submitted. 


F. E. AINSWORTH, 
Caplainand Assisiant Surgeon, Uniled States Army. 


RECORD AND PENSIÓN Division, January 3, 1891. 
Tho SECRETARY or WAR, 


Marvin H. Bacon, of Red Willow County, Nebraska, and Horace A. Parker, 
of Middlesex County, Massachusetts, knew Miss Palmer during the time of her 
service as army nurse and testify to tho faithful and efficient mannerin which 
she performed her arduous duties. 

Dr. William Taylor, late assistant surgeon Eightieth New York Infantry and 
a physician of good standing at Canastota, N. Y., testifies that he has known 

iss Palmer for eighteen years and has spies agar & prescribed for her; also, 
that he has recently examined her and finds her suffering from chronic disense 
of the liver and yoru the results of malarial poisoning. 

The doctor further testifies that the claimant has suffered with the above- 
named diseases during the whtle period of his acquaintance with her, and that 
ae snd art hl disabled thereby, being unable to do any work by which to gain 
a live! $ 

Resolutions were unanimously passed December 23, 1890, by the Grand Army 
of the Republic post at Canastota, N. Y., requesting the passago of this bill and 
stating that Miss Palmer is liable to become a county charge unless relieved 
by a special act of Congress, ; 

There are numerous precedents for tho proposed 1 ation, and in view of 
the claimant's long and faithful service and her disabled and destitute condi- 
tion, your committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. GEN. FRANZ SIGEL. 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12293) 
to grant a pension to Major General Franz Sigel. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of tlic Interior be, and is pereby author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Franz igel, late 
major eral of volunteers inthe Union Army, with the pay of a brigadier 
general of volunteers, from and after the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. TORNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I.R. 
12293) granting a pension to Maj. Gen, Franz Sigel, submit the following re- 


ort: 
+ That the beneficiary, whose distinguished service is known to all, is nowold 
and poorand without means of support. Your committee believe that, in view 
of the many precedents of pensions of equal or greater amount to the widows 
of officers of far less distinguished service than General Sigel, it is but an 
act of simple justice to care for this old hero in his old age and poverty. Me- 
morials requesting the passage of this bill haye been received by your commit- 
tee from the various Grand Army of the Republic posts of New York City. 

Your committee recommend the bill, as amended, do pass, 

A transcript ofthe military record of General Sigel is subjoined: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 8, 1891. 
Statement of the military service of Franz Sigel, of the United States Army, compiled 
Srom the records of this office. 

He entered the service as colonel, Third Missouri Infantry, et 4, 1851; ac- 
cepted appointment as brigadier general of volunteers August 28, to rank from 
May 17, 1561, and was appointed major general of volunteers March 21, 1862, 
He commanded a brigade in Missouri under General Lyon, sno war rea 
the movement against, and the occupation of, Camp Jackson, uri, in the 
operations against the Confederate forces under Generals Price and McCulloch 
in Southwestern Missouri, and commanded the forces in the action at Dry Fork, 
Missouri, July 5, 1861; he commanded a brigade at the battle of Wilson's Creek, 

uri, August 10, 1862, and a division in Missouri from September 30, 1861, to 
April 4, 1862, participating in the campaigns and several engagements in Mis- 
souri and Arkansas to April 4, 1862; on leaveto May 31, 1862; commanding divis- 
ion in tho Shenandoah Valley to June 29,1862; the First Corps, Army of Vir- 

nia,in the campaign under General Pope,in Virginia, to tember 1, 1862 

designation of corps changed to Eleventh Corps in September, 1862); in the de- 

lonses of Washington to December 9, 1862, commanding Reserye Grand Division, 
Army of the Potomac, consisting of the Eleventh and Twelfth Corps, to Febru- 
ary 5, 1863, and the Eleventh Army Corps to February 24,1863; on leave and 
awaiting orders to July 6,18603; commanding militia and volunteers assembled 
at Reading, Pa., and Lehigh district, in department of the Susquehanna, to 
February 29, 1564; commanding departmentof West Virginia March 10 to May 
21,1864; commanding Reserve Division, department of West Vi to July 

1864; on leave and awaiting orders to y 4, 1865, upon which date he re- 
signed. 


J.C. KELTON, Adjutant General, 


The committee recommended anamendment striking out the words 
*t with the pay of a brigadier general of volunteers ’’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘at the rate of $100 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and beingengrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH THOMASSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 12640) 
to pension Sarah Thomasson. i; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placo on the pension roll the name of Sarah cbse 
son, of Prescott, Ark., widow of Beverly D. Thomasson, deceased, who served 
as third lieutenant, Captain Green's company, Wood's battalion, Georgia Mili- 
tia, Creek war, 1836, and ns first lieutenant Ne, apm Storey's company, First 
Georgia peeun Cherokee war, 1838, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 
The Committec on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12640) grant- 


inga ene to Sarah Thomasson, have considered the same and respectfully 
submit the following report: 

The claimant’s late husband, Beverly D. Thomasson, deceased, served as 
third lieutenant in Captain Green's com y, Wood's Battalion, Goorgia Mill- 
tia, from June 6, 1836, to August 18, 1834, in the Creek Indian war. He was 
again enrolled May 10, 1838, as first lieutenant in Captain Storey’s company of 
aS First Georgia Infantry, and served until June 23, 1833, in the Cherokee In- 

an war. 

It isshown by reliable testimony that Mrs. Thomasson is about sixty-eight 
years old and so badly crippled as to be unable to walk without the aid of 
crutches; has tho care of a hter who is totaily blind, and both tho 
Spectre a claimant) and daughter are wholly dependent upon relatives for 
suppor 

There are numerous precedents for the allowance of pensions by al act 
to the disabled and dependent widows of the soldiers of the old Indian overs, 
aoa your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that i 

© pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY S. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12386) 
granting a pension to Mary 8. Wheeler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ennoled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Mary S. Wheeler, 
widow of Ambrose M. Burleson, late private of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
Michigan Cavalry, and pay her a pension hereafter at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred tho bill (H. R. 12385) 
vito: Sy pension to Mary S. Wheeler, submit the following report: 

The claimant was the widow of Ambrose 3L Burleson, late a private in Com- 

ny I, Fourth Michigan Cavalry, and who died while in the service; killed at 
ig Shanty Station, Georgia, June 20, 1864. She was pensioned as such widow 
until her marriage to William H. Wheeler, December 10, 1868, 

The said William H. Wheeler died January 10, 1834, leaving her again a 
widow and in a destitute condition. An abundance of testimony is furnished 
to substantiate this. Sheis well advanced in years and in very feeble health 
and must be dependent upon others not legally bound to her ray padee 

It being a well-established principle to restore pensions of this character, 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read?the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA JANE SAUNDERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I. R. 12118) 
granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the nameof Eliza Jane Saun- 
ders, stepmother of Philip N. Saunders and Jay Saunders, late privatesin Com- 

y I, Twentieth Michigan Volunteers, as if she was the mother of said Philip 

. Saunders and Jay Saunders, and place said Eliza Jane Saunders on the rolls 

asa dependent mother. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders, submit the following report : 

Itappears from the evidence on file in this claim, and a partof which is made 
a part of this report, that the claimant was thestepmother of Philip N. Saunders 
and Jay Saunders, late privates in Company I, Twentieth Michigan try, 
she having married their father when they were small children and becamo 
their mother, in fact, caring for and helping to earn their support. 

Philip N. Saunders, the elder of the two sons, died from wounds received in 
action June 17, 1864, at Petersburgh, Va. The younger son served out his term 
in the Army, but afterwards died from disease contracted in the service. 

In 1854the father made application for pension as dependent father, but died 
before the claim could be adjudicated, leaving the mother without any méang 
of support, It isin evidence that both of these sons contributed to the support 
of both father and mother, both before and after their enlistment, and that the 
ap 4 Senne is now well advanced in age, with no means of support other than her 

aily labor, 

ane this a very meritorious case nnd of a well-established class of claims 
for special legislation, your committees recommend the passage of the bill, 


The petition of Eliza Jane Saunders very respectfully shows that she is fifty- 
eight years of age, a resident of the town of Lee, in Calhoun County, Michigan 
and the widow of Arba N. Saunders, late of Lee, who died on the Sth day of 
February, 1885; that said Arba N. Saunders by his first wife was the father of 
two sons, Philip N. and Jay Saunders, both of which sons into Com- 

ny I, Twentieth ent Michigan Volunteers, on the 4th day of August, 

862, for three years or during the war; that said Philip N. was wounded in the 
ranks before Petersburgh on the 17th of June, 1864, and died in the hospital at 
Washington on the 224 day of June; and that the said Jay served oat tas term 
of enlistment and was honorably discharged and died in Texas in the month of 
September, 1855. 

She further shows that the said Arba N. Saunders, fathor, as aforesaid, on or 
about the Ist any of July, 1834, made snd caused to be filed in the Pension Office 
in Washington his claim for a pension as the dependent father of the said Phil- 
lip N., as will be seen by reference to the files in claim No. 316965, and such 
proofs were made that the order was issued requiring the said Saunders to ap- 

before Dr. Henry L, Joy, at Marshall, for examination; that said order, 

— en is nea sac 9, 1884, = 34 before he wasable toap- 
pear before examining surgeon he lingered along an and your pe- 
titioner was then advised that as the cod ae of the said Philip BATAY she 
could not set up any claim as the dependent mother, etc. 

Your petitioner further shows that she married the said Arba N. on the 15th 
day of August, 1850, when the said Philip N. and Jay were mere boys of tender 
age, just removed from infancy; that she bestowed on them all the tender care 
and affection ofa mother and continued so to do until the time when they en- 
listed into the Twentieth Regiment as above stated; that these two sons, the 
oldest ofthe children, as soon as able, assisted largely by their labor in the sup- 
port of the family, and did so after enlisting also. 

Your petitioner further shows that at the death of her said husband she was 
left poor, and has been and now is entirely dependent upon her own manual 
labor for her dally bread; and that although by the letter of the law she is not 
entitled to a pension as the dependent stepmother, but that in consideration of 
all the circumstances she is advised that her case isone for the consideration of 
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ae and therefore asks that Congress will grant her such relief as she is 
entitled to by passing a special act by which her name may be inscribed on tho 
rolls of the Detroit, Mich., agency at the rate fixed by law for dependent wid- 
ows, and asin duty bound will ever pray, etc. 

Lee, Calhoun County, Michigan, September 19, 1890. 


Witnesses: 
W. H. H. MINOT, 
SAWL S, Lacy. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JANE FALK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12478) 
granting a pension to Jane Falk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Janc Falk, of Clover- 
Sne; Mich., widow of Burt D. Van Horn, late of Thirteenth Michigan Battery 

olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committec on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 12478) 
granting a pension to Jane Falk, submit the following report: 

The claimant was the widow of Burt Van Horn, a member of the Thirteenth 
Michigan Light Artillery, and who died while in the service July 1, 1865. She 
was pensioned as such widow until her remarriage to Peter Falk in Decem- 
ber, 1872. Said Peter Falk died in June, 1889, leaving her absolutely penniless. 
She is sixty years of age, in poor health. She is dependent upon others not lc- 
gally liable to her support. 

In view of the above facts your committee recommend the passage of the 


ELIZA J. SANDERS. 


bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LORAIN M’COOK, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12583) 
granting a pension to Lorain McCook. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate permonth’of $50, the name of Lorain 
MeCook, widow of General Edwin S. Me k, late a captain of Com I, 
Thirty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and lieutenant colonel and cotone: of 


said regiment, anda brevet major general in the volunteer military service of 
the United States in the war of the rebellion. 
The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12583) 
granting a pension to Lorain McCook, submit the following report: 

Lorain McCook is the widow of General Edwin S. McCook, who entered the 
service as ewer of volunteers September 18, 1861. He wasappointed lieuten- 
ant colonel February 16, 1862, and colonel, April 19, 1863. In June, 1863, he is 
reported absent with leave on account of wound received in action, and in Au- 
gust, 1864, absent sick. 

The medical records report him wounded at the battle of Raymond, Miss., 
May 12,1863, He was brevetted brigadier general of volunteers March 13, 1865, 
for gallant and meritorious service during the war, and major general of vol- 
unteers (same date) for gallant and meritorious service in the field during the 


wrhis general was a member of the ‘‘ Fighting McCook” family, and it is said 
that no one by that nameis drawing a pension, although nearly the entire fam- 
ily lost their lives in the service of the country. 

Claimant is now old and in destitute circumstances, Her husband died while 
governor of Dakota, about 1873. She had some relatives who supported her 
Meck = ies dead and she has no one to whom she can look for support or 

e + 
STOVAN of ali these facts your committee is of the opinton that this is a meri- 
torious bill and recommend its passage, 

Mr. CHEADLE. To this bill I make the same objection I have made 
to others. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. 
go through at $30 4 month. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. I think the amount of pension ought to 
be $50 a month, butit is now late in the session, and we will try to get 
an increase in the next Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In theabsence of objection the amend- 
ment, to strike out $50 and insert $30, will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN WOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12647) 
ting a pension to Susan Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place the name of Susan Wood, a dependent sister of the late J. 
Wood, private in Company ©, One hundred and Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, on the pension roll, subject tothe limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws. . 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12647) 
granting a pension to Susan Wood, submit the following report: 

Claimant, Susan Wood, is the sister of Isaac J. Wood, late a private in Com- 
pany O, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
who had also served in the three months’ service. 

On December 6, 1864, he was taken prisoner and confined at Andersonville, 
where he remained until a few days of his death, April 17, 1865, when he lost 
his life on the ill-fated steamer Sultana. 

He was during his life and while in the service the main support of hismother 
and his invalid sister, Susan Wood, who has been an inyslid for the past thirty- 


I appeal to my colleague to let this bill 


twoyears. For tho lastseventeen years she has been confined to her bed most 
ofthe time, Except during the time he was in prison he sent his pay homo 
by and through Lieut. John Eddie, of the same cotmpany and regiment, to his 
mother and said invalid eae After his death his mother, Rebecca Wood, 
drew à pension through him ùntil the time of her death. This pehsion was 
the main support of herself and the said Susan. The mother diéd in 1873, and 
since that time the said Susan has been supported by charity and herrelatives, 
who are very poor. 

The soldier never was married. The claimant is forty years of age, Her 
fatherdied in 1877. He wasa pener pple and an inyalid, who could do lee i 
for the support of his family, he having been a soldier in the war of 1812; an 
drew a small pension for such service until he died. 

H. W. Carter, M. D., the attending physician of claimant, testifies that he had 
been her bet payon for twenty years, and testifies to her helpless côn- 
dition and that she is permanently disabled. 

There is no one now drawing a pension on account of the soldier’s death and 
service, and according to penen established by your committee, we recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE B. PETTIGREW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12244) 
granting a pension to Annie B, Pettigrew. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand directed to pay!Annie B. Pettigrew, dependent daughter of Henry 
J. atm Hah Company E, Third New Hampshire Regiment, a pension of $12 
per month, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 12244) 
granting a pension to Annie B, Pettigrew, submit the following report: 

Annie B. Pettigrew is the daughter of Henry J. Pettigrew, who served in 
Company E, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, from August 16, 1861, 
to Juty 20, 1565, when honorably mustered out. He died November 11, 1867, of 
chronic diarrhea, contracted in service, and his widow was placed upon tho 
pension roll, and continued to draw pension until her remarriage in 1876, 

The proposed beneficiary is about thirty years of age. 

From the statements of the selectmen of the town in which she resides and 
the testimony of reputable poean it appears that she is without property 
or means of subsistence and by reason of physical disability incapacitated to 
cearn s support. Her disability is descri as chronic inflammation of all tho 
structures of joints, or rheumatic arthritis; the right knee is completely an- 
chylosed, wi limbs contracted; the left knee nearly stiff, left elbow entirely 
anchylosed, and the right partially ; wrists involved, jaws stiff and incapable 
of freemovement; back and shoulders in the incipient stage of the disease; is 
unable to move about without crutches. The diseaseisincurable, Sheis highly 
respected for her moral worth by all who know her. 

Following a long line of precedents, your committee are of opinion that tho 
relief asked for should be granted, and therefore report favorably on the bill 
and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; andit being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICK SLAWSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4506) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Slawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he heroby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll; subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Slawson, dependent 
father of Charles B. Slawson, late captain of Company B, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was roferred the bill (S , 4506) 
granting a pension to Frederick Slawson, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, as prepared by 
Senator DAVIS, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4506) granting 
a pension to Frederick Slawson, examined the same, and report: 

*Charles B. Slawson, of Waukesha, Wis., enlisted in the Twenty-cighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers in August, 1862, and was commilssioned 
second lieutenant Company B of that regiment. 

“Heserved from thattime until the end of the war, and was discharged as cap- 
tain ofthe same company, He was a brave and faithful soldier. While in the 
military service, he did, to the personal knowledge of the writer of this report, 
contribute out of his pay to the support of his father, Frederick Slawson, an 
after his discharge from the service rendered similar assistance, 

“Captain Slawson died in St. Paul, Minn., August 14, 1879, leaving no prop- 
erty. His widow remarried without ever applying for a pension, 

* Frederick Slawson is now SAT ter oe of age. He has been indus- 
trious and a man of good habits all of his life, but is now old, sick, and poor. 
The object of this bill is to place him upon the pension roll, subject to the lim- 
itations of the pension laws, as the dependent father of Charles B, Slawson, 
and the passage of the bill is recommended,” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


GEORGE A, PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3976) 
granting a pension to George A. Perkins, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the namie of George A. Perkins, late a private 
in Company A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers, 
oy pay him a pension of S% a month, in lieu of the pension lie is now recely- 

ng. 

The report (by Mr. PERKINS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 3976) 
granting a pension to George A, Perkins, submit the following report, 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3976) grant- 
ing a pension to George A. Perkins, have examined the same and report: 
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“This applicant is now in receipt of a pension of 18a month for gunshot 
wounds of left leg and results, and asks that this pensio increased to $24. He 
peered to the Pension Office for such increase, and his application has been 
rejected three times. ‘Théreis no question about the incuttence of the disabilities 
claimed fn liné of duty, and the only point involved is whether such disabili- 
tiés entitle the claimant to a higher ra ing than $16. 

‘The evidence furnished by the board of examining surgeons discloses the fol- 
lowing He ah éonditions: ‘Six inches above the left heel is a large ciéatrix, 
result of shell wound, and slou; nin It is 4inches long by 3 inches wide. ir- 
regular, bridled, red, very tender, slightly movable, deeply depressed, owing 
to great loss of substance. Immediately Aboye scar there isa great bunch of 
muscular tissue,also a small bunch below. Heel is slightly elevated; ankle 
joint impaired in motion about 40 per cent., and two-thirds of an inch larger 
than the right; knee slightly flexed on thigh, about 10 percent. ; foot is covered 
with varicose veins size of a lead pencil; leg below and above scar presents 
varicose veins size little finger. 

“Over center of upper third of crest of left tibia isa linear scar, purple, de- 
pressed, slightly attached, tender; result of shell wound. A little below and 
to the outer side of scar last described is a third scar,a bullet wound. There 
exists considerable tenderness in parts adjacent to wounds. The outer side of 
foot and leg is nearly completely anesthetic. Powerof limb impaired about 50 
per cent. is combined disabilities are not quite equal to the loss ofa hand 
or foot, but aro equal to twenty-thirticths.’ 

“Phe law recognizes no suc ee as twenty-thirtieths, but the above ex- 
amination shows claimant's disabilities nearly equal to the loss of a hand or 
foot, and your committee recommend the passage of tho bill," 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
JOHANNA TEUBNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. 4507) 
granting a pension to Johanna Teubner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johanna Teubner, widow of Au- 

ustus C, Teubner, late captain of Company G, One hundred and sixty-third 
Re ment New York Volunteers, and pay her n pension at the rate provided 

y law for a captain’s widow. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4507) 
nting a pension to Johanna Teubner, submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate December 20, 1890, and for report thereon your 
committee adopt the report of the Senato Committee, which is as follows: 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4507) granting 
a pension to Johanna Teubner, have examined the same and report: 

“The petitioner in this case applied for pension under the general law, as the 
widow of Capt. Augustus O. Teubner, but her claim was rejected on the follow- 


in unds: 

Fhe name of Augustus C, Teubner is not borne on the register of the com- 
missioned officers of the Ono hundred and sixty-third New York Volunteers, 
This regiment had but six companies, A to F, inclusive. Company G was 
never organized, The battalion was consolidated with the Seventy-third New 
York in January, 1863. Although the alleged officer may have been commis- 
sioned by the governor of his State, there is no provision of law under which 
pension would be allowed in his case,’ 

"Under the order of the Secretary of War authorizing General Spinola to 
raise a brigade the claimant's husband, Augustus ©, Teubner, proceeded to re- 
cruit n company, and on or about the 15th of September, 1862, he had recruited 
ecighty-nine {men ready for active service, as appears by the muster-in roll of 
said battalion on file in this case, and he was commissioned as captain by Gov- 
ernor Horatio Seymour, as hert by the commission also on file. Before the 
company could be mustered into the United States service, however, Teubner, 
asa result of his oyerexertion and annie in poranna these services, was 
taken suddenly sick with brain fever, which disease developed into softening 
of the brain, from which he died at Blackwell's Island Insane Asylum, Januar: 
15, 1863. His company was accordingly consolidated with the Seventy-thir 
New York and mustered in asa part of said regiment at just about this time. 

“ Your committee, considering these facts: That Teubner collected a full com- 
plement of men fora company, was commissioned and mustered by the State, 
and had his company all ready for muster into the United States service; that 
said company was actually mustered intosuch service, but that, in consequence 
of his illness and death, said Teubner was unable to be mustered as captain; 
and that the widow, now sixty-five years of age, finds herself without the means 
of support, recommend the passage of this bill.” 


Thé bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 
ISAAC F. QUINBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12841) 
granting an increase of pension to General Isaac F. Quinby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior bè, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, tho name of Isaac F. Quinby, late a brevet 

or general in the Army of the United States, at the rate of $72 per month; 
said pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R.12841) 

anae an OES of pension to General Isaac F, Quinby, submit the fol- 

owing report: 

General Quinby raduated from the West Point Military Academy July 1, 
1843. He served with the Second United States Artillery until promoted fai 
second licutenant, when transferred tothe Third Artillery; went with his com- 
mand to Mexico, having been promoted to first lieutenant, and resigned his 
commission March 16, 1852. 

Again entered the service as colonel of the Thirteenth New York Volunteers, 
May 14, 1861; was appointed brigadier general of volunteers, commander of the 
district of Ago Wa and subsequently the seventh division of the Seventeenth 
Army Corps. During this service he contracted chronic diarrhea and malarial 
poisoning, which necessitated his retirement from the Army on December 31, 

He is now a pensioner for said disabilities at the rate of $30 per month, 
ane highest rate allowable under the law until he becomes totally helpless there- 
rom, 

General Quinby’s condition is more fully set forth in the affidavit of Dr. 
Charies S. Starr, of Rochester, N. Y., a physician of good repute. The physi- 


states: 
“At various times since December 14, 1883, I haye made careful physical ex- 


amination of his condition and have always found existing marked chronic 
bronchitis, a weak ys with indoubted tpanis diséase of the heart (I think 
angina j doris), in tign tg f digestion, evidently from chronic catarrhal 
LT of the iach, Togéther with all the above he at all times exhibited 
a distinctrheumatio tendency, ag all his syrpptoms are made worse by sudden 
changes of temperature or the occurrence óf dampness in the atmosphere. At 
various times since 1888 he has suffered from severe attacks of dyspna@a most 
severe and most prolonged at night. 

“During these seizures hé apparently suffers great pain, described by him as 
occurring mainly in the le pty eand running down theleft arm; heis unable to 
lie down, sits gapin for th, raises lar; Ronnie of thick, tenacious spittle, 
quite frequently I ly intermixed with blood (evidently capillary), these at- 
tacks always réquil f the most prompt and energetic trentmént to afford him 
any relief. I regard these asthmatic paroxysms as being both of n pulmonary 
and cardiac origin. For six months t he has done nothing,and several 
times lately when I have seen him on his infrequent appearance in the public 
streets, on which occasions he has not scen me, I have noticed that he walks 
with a very faltering, feeble gait. 

“During the last few months his general condition has greatly and steadily 
changed for the worse, Takes but very littlenourishmentexcept milk. * * ~ 
The necessity of constant personal care and the necessity of being cared for be- 
comes more and more apparent,” 

General Quinby is now. aany disabied from engaging in business pursuits, 
receives the attention of medicàl advisers continually, and in a large measure 
is dependent upon others to attend to his ordinary physical wants. He asks 
that nis pension be increased to meet the expenses of such medical and other 
attention, 

His long and faithful service in two wars iis | Anihedeld General Quinby to 
the most fayorable consideration at the hands of Congress. Being over seventy 
years of age and entirely broken in health from exposure inservice, he can not 
at best long neéd the assistance he seeks to get. 

Yourcommittee are of opinion that thé reliefasked for should be nted, and 
therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out the words “one hundred,” in line 7, and 
insert therein instead the word * seventy-two.” 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out ‘$100,’ in 
line 7, and insert ‘'$72,’’ was read. 

Mr. BAKER. I trust that this amendment will be disagreed to and 
the pension of $100 a month allowed, as proposedin the bill. The cir- 
cumstances of the case are familiar to me, as General Quinby lives in 
my city. At the time of the breaking ont of the war he was a pro- 
fessor in the Rochester University. He was a classmate of General 
Grant at West Point, In the Yazoo Pass campaign he contracted d 
ease and disability which to-day render him, at seventy years of age, 
utterly helpless, so that he requires almost constant medical care. He 
has a large family dependent mainly npor him for support. He is un- 
able to provide for them, being himself largely dependent upon charity, 
I know his circumstances, and I know that if the House understood 
the case as I understand itand as it is stated in the report, there would 
be no objection to making this pension $100 per month. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I earnestly hope the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] will be acceded to. I feel an interest 
in this case, for I know itto be a worthy one. Ihope the amendment 
of the committee will be rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANN MARIA BULLOCK SCHRAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R.12835) ` 
granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram. 
The bill was read, as follows:. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ann Maria Bul- 
lock Schram, a resident of Fort Plain, N. Y., at the rate of $15 per month, on 
account of disability resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hos- 


pital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 12835) 
granting anurse’s pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram, submit the following 
report: 

In September, 1861, certain patriotic citizens of Amsterdam, N. Y., where tho 
claimant then resided, assisted her to proceed to the front for the purpose of 
rendering aid as a volunteer nurse in army hospitals. 

She alleges that she first went to Burkittsville, Md., but finding that the hos- 
pital bad been removed to Frederick, Md., reported for duty there, and was as- 
signed by the medical staff as hospital nurse to duty in Camp B, ongiga of Fred- 
erick City, among wounded and sick soldiers removed thither from South Moun- 
tainand Antietam. That she served as nurse in such hospital, ministering to, 
ering ion and nursing the sick and wounded soldiers there for about eight 
months, without pay and defraying her own expenses, including her board out- 
side of the hospital at S5a week, and frequently furnishing, at her own expense, 
to convalescent, and other sick and wounded soldiers, necessaries for which 
army regulations did not provide. 

The exposure incident to camp life and her untiring work among the sick 
and wounded culminatedin the contraction of piles, a disability which rendered 
her unfit for duty and caused her, upon the advice of the surgeon in charge, to 
return home. This disability has continued eyer since, and has caused her 
much suffering, and greatly eee her ability to earn her living. 

Affidavits are submitted by Charles F, Haynes, M D., late surgeon and brevet 
leutenant colonel United States Volunteers, who was the surgeon in charge of 
Camp B general hospital at Frederick, Md., substantiating claimant's statements 
as to her services there as well as to the contraction of her disability while so 
serving, and also stating : 

“She rendered faithful and meritorious service, and was kind, aida ied 
and untiring in her efforts to relieve the sufferings of all who came within her 
immediate supervision.” 

Evidence is also furnished by Douglas Ayres, M. D., of Fort Plain, N. Y., as 
to her disability at the present time. 


In accordance with their custom where nurses were deserving and served 
without pay, the committee recommend the of the bill, with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “fifteen,” in line 6, and insert in the 


place thereof the word “ twelve.” 
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The amendment reported by the committee, tostrike out ‘'$15,”’ in 
line 6 and insert ‘'$12,’’ was read, and x 
Thebillasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY A. HOAR. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6259) 


granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
eer emion pension Inws, the name of Henry A. Hoar, a member of the Indi- 
ana Legion. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Comniittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6239) 
granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar, submit the following report: 

In the month of July, 1863, during the war of the rebellion. General John 
Morgan, in command of Confederate forces, crossed the Ohio River from the 
State of Kentucky and invaded the State of Indiana with his command and 

into and through the county of Washington in said State. Thatas ssid 

eral John Morgan was marching toward Salem, the county seat of said 

county of Washington,with his command this claimant at once enlisted ina 

company of men under command of Capt. Burr Vance, which had beén raised 

to resist General Morgan's invasion, and if possible drive him back, and render 
such aid to the Federal troops who were in pursuit as was possible. 

That on the 10th day of July,1863, an engagement took place between the Con- 
federate forces, under the command of General John Morgan, and the citizens’ 
Union forces, under the command of General James A. Cravens, near the said 
town of Salem, Ind., the Confederate forces making an effortto take and occupy 
that town. That during said engagement, and while said Henry A. Hoar was 
a member of Capt. Burr Vance’s company of citizen volunteers, and while he 
was in dicharge in his duty and obeying orders, and aiding in resisting the in- 
vasion of the Confederate troops, he was shotin the left side by some one of 
the enemy, That he fell from his horse, was carried to a house near by, and 
three days afterward the ball was ext 5 

That he never recovered from said wound, and is now in pos health In con- 
sequence of it, and is more than two-thirds disabled, and will bedisabled al! his 
life. These factsappearfrom the affidavits of the said Henry A. Hoarand Benja- 
min F, Wibel, who was with him at the time he received his injury, and the 
statement of Hon. Jason B. Brown, who personally knows him and saw him 
as late as October last. 

That in the year 1887 Henry A. Hoar asics to the Pension Department for a 
pension, on the grounds of having received said injury in the manner before 
stated, and furnished evidence in support of his claim. That on April 9, 1888, 
his claim for pension was rase by the Pension Department on the ground 
that the records ofthe War ent failed to show that he was ever enlisted 
in the military service of the United States, as will be seen by reference to the 
letter of General John C. Black, thon Commissioner of Pensions. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage 
with an amendment allowing him s pension of $50 per month. 


The amendment reported by the committee, striking out the words 
** subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws” and 
adding to the bill the words ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month,” was read. 

Mr, CHEADLE. Isit proposed in this case to make the pension 
$50 a month? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
dier’s widow. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is all right. I make no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en andread a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. BUSSABARGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6262) 
granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Bussabarger, a drafted 
man who was forced to report while sick, and wns deprived of his hearing in 
consequence thereof, 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (EH. R. 6262) 
granting s relief to John W. Bussa! , submit the following report: 

‘The facts as made to ed by the affidavit of Dr. H. S. Wolfe andthe state- 
ora: of Hon. IL M. Stockslager and Hon. Jasox B. Brown, M. C., are briefly 

ese: 

In February, 1865, John W. Bussabarger, the claimant, was attacked with a 
severe attack of spinal meningitis, from which he partially recovered. That 
after his partial recovery he was drafted into the Army of the United States and 
reported in obedience to such draft at Jeffersonville, Ind., before he was able 
to properly do so, by which he was thrown into a relapse and was unable to 

© mustered into the service of the United States, That he never recovered 
from such relapse, but has become entirely deaf and has almost entirely lost 
his powerofspeech. That he is advanced in years, unable to do manual labor, 
has a family, and isin great need of assistance. 
ine committee therefore report the bill back with a favorable recomimonda- 

n. 


This pension is for a soldier, not a sol- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossedand readathird time; andit was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA T. HOLMES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 12946) 
granting a pension to Lydia P, Holmes, ; 

The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 

Be tt enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, andis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to placoon the pension roll the name of Lydia P. Holmes, 
of Athens, Somerset County, Maine, mother of William L: Homes, late of Com- 


pany I, First Regiment Maine Heavy Artillery Volunteers, at the rate of — 
ollars per moni 


The report (by Mt. Nurse) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 12946) 
granting a terre to Lydia P. Holmes, submit the following report: 

Lydia P. Holmes is the mother of William L. Holmes, who served as private 
in Company I, First Maine Heavy Artillery, from Deceniber 23, 1863, until Jan- 
uary 14, 1865, when discharged upon surgeon's certificate of disability nti 
from amputation of right leg from wound received in battle May 19, 1864. Wil- 
liam L. Holmes was a pensioner for said loss of leg and died April 8, 1887, leav- 
ing neither widow nor minorchild surviving him. Hemade his home with his 
parents and the pension received by him was used for their support. Since his. 
death they have been supported by charity. 

Lydia P, Holmes is eighty-two and her husband, the soldier's father, cighty- 
six yearsof age. She has no title under the general law, because the soldier's 
death-cause ean not betraced directly to his military service. 

Your committee are of opinion that the case is highly meritorious, and there- 
fore report favorably on the acconipanying billandask thatitdo pass, amendéd, 
however, by striking out ali after the word “volunteers” in line 7. 


The amendment of the committee striking out the words ‘‘at the 
tate of —— dollars per month ” was read and to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES D. HANSCOM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12714) 
granting a pension to Charles D. Hanscom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name.of Charles D. Hanscom, late of Com- 


pany I, Second Regimont Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $36 
per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12714) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles D. Hanscom, submit the following 
re : 

eneficiary is now drawing a pension of $21 a month for wounds received in 
battle. He isnow suffering from complete anchylosis of hip joint; suffers con- 
tinuously, and is unable to perform manual labor to any considerable extent. 
Claimant is a man of good habits, has a family to support, andis without stated 
income except his present pension. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant's SEM is equivalent to loss 
of a limb above knee joint, and that he is entitled to the pension asked for, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The hill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W, BRYANT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12984) 
granting a pension to George W. Bryant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he eng in Shee au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Bryant, 
late a corporal in emery, H, Eighth New Hampshire Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month on and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. TuRNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committec on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12984) 
granting a pen to George W. Bryant, submit the following report: 

That the beneficiary wasa eae of the Methodist Church who ed 
his charge and enlisted in the Eighth New Hampshire Infantry as a pri 

While on Ship Island he contracted fever and scurvy, and as a result lost his 
teeth. That no hospital records were kept at that place and he can not prove 
ineurrence of this injury. He was made corporal for gallant conduct and was 
detailed with about forty others to make a forced march to Manchoque Pass 
and destroy rebel stores, and on this march suffered injury to feet, from which 
injury he still suffers, 

is claim can not now be proved upin the Pension Office for the reason that no 
single soldicr can be found now living who accompanied him on that expedi- 
tion, 

After his return from the army, where he served three years, he was unable, 
by reason of the condition of his mouth, to resume his profession as a preacher, 
and has lived by manual labor ever since. He is now sixty-four years old, un- 
able to do any kind of work, andin abject poverty. 

The condition of the beneficiary is personally known to the writer of this re- 
pork as well as the high character of the man himself. He states of his own 

nowledge that the claimant's feet are covered with ulcers, and that these are 
the result of his army service is shown by the affidavit of John W. Herbstand 
Capt. B. F. Wells, both well known to the writer. 

In view of the above your committee recommend the passageof tho bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. M’KEE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 12639) 
granting a pension to Mary A. McKee. ~ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to thé provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary A, McKee, for her sery- 
ices as army nurse during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension 
atthe rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12639) 
panties pension to Mary A. McKee, submit the following report: 

The claimant, Mary A. McKee, was appointed an army nurse by authority of 
Miss Dix in the year 1862, and served as such in various hospitals until Jan- 
uary, 1866, about four years in all, rendering constant and valuable service to 
the sick and wounded: She isa widow, fifty-seven years of „ very poor, and 
unable longer to earn her support and must soon be dependent upon charity, 

A statement made by the adjutant general, State of New Jersey, and óne 
made by John W. Ward, superintendent of the New Jerscy State Lunatic Asy. 
lum, is appended hereto and made a part of this report. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
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STATE or New Jersey, OFFICE or ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Trenton, December 12, 1890. 

GED : In the mutter of pension to Mrs. Mary A. McKee, I have por- 
sonal knowledge of the petitioner herein mentioned, who is a applicant for 
pension by special act of Lt She has for along time been a trusted and 
competent attendant at the New Jersey Lunatic Asylum, at Trenton, of which I 
have the honor to be ono ofthe board of managers. 

The applicant entered this service after her discharge from hospital work, 
soon after the close of the war of the rebellion, and has been attached thereto 
ever since. I am informed that she isin failing health and will by reason of an 
increase of her physical disabilities—which I have every reason to believe is the 
resultofarduous work and exposure consequent upon service as an army nurse— 
become a charge on some one, she being without other means of support than 
her daily labor, Sheis spoken of as having been very eflicient during her hos- 
pital career and service ns nurse under Miss Dix. 

From information received from the authorities of the New Jersey asylum, 
in whose service she has been for many years, and the fact this service, by 
reason of infirmities, will certainly in a short time terminate and her depend- 
ence commence, I am of the opinion that this case, which has so much merit 
in it, which in tho absence of » general law grantin; nsions to this class 
of our people can not be upon by the Pension ce, deserves the rec- 
ognition of Congress in an early passage of this bill. 


Very respectfully, 
ite WILLIAM 8S. STRYKER, 
Adjutant General. 
THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, : 
Washington, D. C.” 


New JERSEY STATE LUNATIC ASYLUN, 
Trenton, December 10, igoo. 

My DEAR Sim: Mrs. Mary A. McKee, whose statement in regard to herserv- 
ices in the Army accompanies this note, has been employed as housckeeper in 
this asylum continuously since February 14, 1865. She was employed as a nurse 
during the war, and I have frequently heard the late Miss D. L, Dix speak of 
her as one of her most faithful and valuable nids. While in the employ of this 
institution sho has always been faithful in the performance of her duties, en- 
tirely reliable, and of excellent moral character, 

For some months past she has suffered from serious cardiaco disease and also 
from varicose veins of the lower extremities, which considerably impair her 
ability to fully perform the work assigned her, She is anexcellent woman and 
fully deserves the paon which sho seeks. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
JOHN W. WARD, 
Superintendent of Asylum. 
General WILLIAM §. STREKER. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY M’INTOSH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3957) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Le it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $17 now received by Mrs. Mary 
MelIntosh, widow of First Lieut, Donald McIntosh, Seventh Cavalry, United 
States Army, to £30 per month during her natural lifetime, to take effect from 


and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. ScULL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3957) increas- 
the pension of Mrs. pat McIntosh, have considered the same and report : 
bgm bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1439, which your committce 
adopt as their report and return tho bill, recommending its passage. 
{Senate Report No, 1439, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3957) grantin 
an increase of pension to Mrs, Mary McIntosh, baye examined the same, an 


‘oport: 
z First Lieut. Donald McIntosh was one of the officers killed at the memorable 
Custer massacre at the Little Big Horn River Juno 25, 1876. the time ot his 
death and for some years previously, Lieutenant McIntosh h ben acting cap- 
tain commanding Troop Gof the SeyenthCavalry. Tho widowsof officers who 


fell in that action have n pensioned by special acts, as follows: 
“Elizabeth ©. Custer, widow of General George A. Custer, $50 a month, 
Annie Gibson Yat Yates, $35 per month, with $2 


widow of Capt. George. è 

per month additional for each of three children. 

Maria Custer, mother of Capt. Thomas W. Custer, §20 per month. 
manuel H. Custer, father of Captain Custer, $50 per month. 

Eliza F. Porter, widow of Lieut. James E. Porter, $30 per month. 

Grace Harrington, widow of Second Lieut, Henry M. Harrington, $H per 
month under the general law and by special act $30 per month for two children 
under sixteen years of age, 

Other wives of second lieutenants, including Mrs. MoIntosh, who, as stated, 
was the wife ofan acting captain, have been pensioned under the general law 
at$17 per month. The precedent is in favor of granting the increase recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The tragic nature of the conflict which robbed these women and children of 

rotectors is so well known that it is unnecessary todwell upon it, The num- 
Ber of beneficiaries is few, the circumstances peculiar, and your committee rec- 
ommend the pasagge of tho bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
A, L. SCHUYLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7327) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of P. S. Schuyler, deceased. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas P. S. Schuyler, late a captain in the Second Michigan Cavalry, was 
at the time of his death, on March 21, 1879, a pensioner under certificate num- 
bered 124753; and 

Whereas af said time said pensioner was justly entitled to arrears ofpension 
and for which in July, 1879,an arrears pension certificate was issued in igno- 
rance of his death, but which has not been paid; and 

Whereas said P, S, Schuyler left no widow or children under the age of six- 
teen years surviving him: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etè., tha tthe Secretary of the Interior bo, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay the amount of said arrears pension certificate of said 
P, 8, Schuyler, deceased. 


Amend tho title soas toread “A bill for the rolief of the heirs of P, S, Schny- 
ler, deceased.” 


The report (by Mr. Fick) isas follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill. (II. R. 7327) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of P. S. Schuylor, deceased, having 
examined and considered the same, report the samo back with the recom- 
mendation that it be amended by striking out the words “legal 


re 
tives” in the title to said bill and inserting in lieu thereofthe word ** hai "and 
the words“ to the legalropresentatiyes, in line 5 of said bill, and inserting in lieu 


thereof the words “to A,B. Schuyler, the only living child and sole heir, and 
that as thus amended it do pass, The several whcreases of this bill correctly 
Shy the facts, and there seenis to be no reason why this money should not be 
paid. 

It was earned by the soldicr and equitably belonged to him, and the Govern- 
ment has no just claim to it or right to withhold it from his heirs. This prin- 
ciple has been fully recognized by Congress time and time again, and it did so 
in the pension eu jensen fact approved March 1, 1889, and this case only 
technically falls without the wording of that act by reason of the death of the 
soldier just before rather than just after the issuance of the arrears-of-pension 
certificate., We suggest the amendment making it payable to the heir rather 
than the representatives of the ‘deceased soldier, in analogy to the laws men- 
tioned, which so do in effect. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. The name of the beneficiary in this 
amendment is incorrectly printed. It should be A. L. in place of A. 
B. Schuyler, and I move to amend the body of the bill and the title. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to conform. 


LEWIS D, TERRY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12704) 
granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized, and is here- 
by directed, to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 1). Terry, late a member of Capt. 
Joe McClintock’s company of State Guards. 


The report (by Mr. Wiison, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12701) 
granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry, submit the following report: 
Lewis D. Terry was a member of a home-guard company of thiana, Ky., 
under command of Senk Joseph B. McClintock, when, on the 17th of July, 1862, 
said town was attacked by the Confederate forces under General John Morgan. 
There were but three companies of the Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers gar- 


risoning the place. 

The hom company aforesaid, together with Lewis Terry, were called 
into action, and during the en ment the latter received n gunshot wound 
of left leg between the hip and knee, as is fully established e testimony of 
Captain McClintock and Dr. J. A. Lair, who treated|Lewis D. Terry immediately 


after the battle, Two balls struck the thigh, onc of which still remains deeply 


seated in the muscles. 

Hnd Terry applied fora pension prior to July 4, 1874, he would havo lon 
since been enjoying a pension. But the application therefor was not filed until 
subsequent to that date, and he can not now be sioned under the general 
Jaw because of the provisions of paragraph 3, on 4693, Revised Statutes, 

The case comes clearly within the well-established rule of Congress, to pen- 
sion volunteers and State militiamen for wounds or injuries received in action 
with the enemy who have failed to establish their claims within the prescribed 
porous and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that 

o 


t do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. PHELPS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10990) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps. 
The bill is as follows: 


Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, ec setey the onsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Phelps, widow of William 
L. Odell, Jate of Company E, Second Tennessee Regiment Volunteers, the said 
Sarah A. Phelps having, after the death of William L. Odell, married William 
A. Phelps, who died on the 25th day of October, 1837. : 


The report (by Mr. WrLsox, of Kentucky) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
19290) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps, submit the following report: 

Sa A. Phelps was first married to William L. Odell, who died while sery- 
ing as private in Company E, Second Regiment Tennessee Voluntcers, She 
received pension until her remarriage with ono William A. Phelps, whereupon 
the soldier's children were placed upon the pension roll and drew pension until 
the zpnngee became sixteen years ofage, January 17, 1877, since which date no 

ce eto paid to any one on account of the services and death of Wil- 
m eil, 

Mrs. Phelps has again become a widow, October 25, 1887; she is now well ad- 
vanced in years, in feeble health and without income except that derived from 
ae daily Inbor. She therefore asks Congress toagain place heron the pension 
ro 


The precedents for favorable action in similar cdees are numerous; therefore 
zoe committee return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it 
O pass, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY JANE KNETSAR. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13080) 
granting a pension to Nancy Jane Knetsar. 5 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That tho Secrotary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Nanoy Jane 
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Knetsar, widow of James Knetsar, who was a soldicr in Capt. Daniel Powell’s 
company in the first regiment, commanded by Col. Hosea Pierce, in the Black 
Hawk war, and pay hers pension at the rate of £20 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SarysER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 13090) grant- 
ing pension to Nancy Jane Knetear, have considered the samé and respect- 
fully submit the following report: 

At the first session of the presentiCongress your committee favorably reported 
to the House a bill (H, R. 3528) granting a pensi6n to James Knetsar, the hus- 
oe this claimant, and the report on that bill ismadea part of this report, 
as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3528) 
granting a tb oe to James Knetsar, have considered the same, and report: 

“The claimant was a private in Capt. Danicl Powell's company, Third Regi- 
ment, Second Brigade, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk war, from June 19, 1832, 
at ri Sea i 1832, as shown by the records of Second Auditor's Office, Treasury 

partment. 

“The claimant in his petition for a pension for said service swears that he 
was born December 23, 1514, in White County, Kentucky; consequently heis now 
past seventy-live years old. 

"Twenty-six of the leading citizens of the claimant's home ig flan Til.) Eo 
tition Congress to grant the relief contemplated by the bill, and they state that 
they haye known the claimant for many years asa hard-working, honorable, 
and honest citizen. 

"Itis also stated by reliable persons that the claimant is in a condition of al- 
most absolute poverty. 

“There are many precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged sur- 
vivors of the old Indian wars, and your committee report the bill back, recom- 
mending its passage.” 

The bill granting a pension to James Knetsar became a law September 27, 
1890, and he dled January 1, 1591, leaving a widow (this claimant) without any 
means of support. 

Thé passage of the bill to pension Mrs. Knotsar is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 12614) 
granting a pension to Mary Williams. 
The bill is as follows: 7 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to paos tha name of Mary Williams, widow of Curtiss Wil- 
liams, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war, in the company of Captain George 
B. Willis, Forticth Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division, Ilinois soldiers, 
on the pension roll, to be paid a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 12614) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Williams, have considered the same and report: 
~ The claimant's late husband, Curtis Williams, deceased, Was a private in 
Capt. George B. Willis’s company of the Fortieth Regiment of Illinois Volun- 
teers, and served twenty-two days in the Black Hawk war of 1832. Thisservice 
is a matter of record in the office of the Second Auditor, United States Treasury. 

The claimant is now eighty-six years old, and so rthat the townin which 
a resides at bite to ie ike pee a pubi c Aau oe is o shown 
ee avay worthy woman, Herpost-oMceaddressis Annawan, Henry County, 

nois. 
‘The passage of the bill is recommended, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELENDER JOHNSTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 12147) 
to grant a pension to Elender Johnston. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beitenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Elender John- 
ston, widow of Joseph Johnston, ensign of the ey. of eg J. W, Redding, 
in the regiment commanded by Gol. Alexander Russel, in the Black Hawk war, 
in May, 1832, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12147) grant- 
ing & pension to Elender Johnson, have considered the same and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant is the widow of Joseph Johnston, who served for thirty daysas 
an ensign in Capt. John W. Redding’s company of the Fortieth Indiana Regi- 
ment of militia in the Black Hawk war of 1832. Johnston’s service is a matter 
ofrecord in the office of the Second Auditor, United States Treasury. 

Testimony accompanying the billshows the death on February 3, 1888, of the 
soldier and the identity of the claimant as hts widow. 

A.W. teed Peon and Anthony Morrasy, citizens in high standing of the town 
of Sheftield, Tl., swear that the claimant is over eighty years of age, and has 
no means of support, but is dependent upon relatives. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossedand read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE E. GRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7394) 
granting 2 pension to Caroline E. Gray. 
The bill is as follows; 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsana 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline E. Gray.an army nurse 
during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray, submit the following report; 

‘The committee find from the evidence thatthe complainant was appointed an 
army nurse on July 21,1863, and served as such for more than one year, and that 
she is now pepo on her daily labor for her support. She is fifty-six years 
old and unfit for labor, and has no other means of support. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pags, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH C. REID, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12195) 
to pension Hannah C. Reid. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to paos on the pension roll tho nameof Hannah O. Reid, 
widow of Henry ©. Reid, late a private in Company D, Forty-third Battalion 
New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 12105) 
granting a pension to Hannah C. Reid, submit the songwe report: 

Claimantis the widow of Henry O. Reid, who was a member of Company D, 
Forty-third Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The records in the War Department show that such soldier was enrolled 
September 13, 1862, and mustered outa private January 27, 1865. 

Te bas been absent for twenty years, and by aflidavits on file by his former 
comrades and the testimony of neighbors, the fact is established that he is and 
has all this time been dead these twenty years. 
~ Claimant isa woman of good repute and. in needy circumstances; has notre- 
married, and no one is drawing # pension on account of said soldier's death. 

According to established precedent, your committee recommend the passage 
of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW L. GRUGETT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12824) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew L. Grugett 
as a former member of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the 
war of the rebellion, and togrant him an honorable discharge therefrom. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew L. 
Grugett as a former member of Spmpany E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the 
war of the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge therefrom. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 
Said discharge to bear date June 10, A. D, 1863. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the re- 
port in that case, 

Mr. McCLAMMY, I would like to hear it myself. 

The report (by Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom House bill 12824 was referred, 
after abate 4 carefully considered the same, respectfully report as follows, 
namely: 

it fully and satisfactorily appears from the evidence submitted in this case 
that the claimant, Andrew L. Grugett, duly enlisted and was enrolled as n cor- 
poral in Company E, First West Tennessee Cavalry (subsequently known as 
the Sixth Tennessee Cavalry), September 18, 1862; that he was captured by the 
Confederate forces on or about the 2ith day of January, 1863, near Bolivar, 
Tenn.; that he was afterwards paroled by one W. W. Jackson, claiming to bea 
Confederate senate} officer; that after such parole he reported to the Federal 
forces at Corinth, Miss., and was given transportation and subsistence from 
there to Bethel, Penn., where he expected to find his regiment; that on arrival 
at Bethel he could not learn anything definite from his regiment and was passed 
to Purdy, Tenn., but on reaching SMa pons his regiment was not there. 

He then returned home, as the Confederates were swarming about Purdy; 
that he was recaptured by “ bushwhackers,”’ who disregarded his parol; that 
lie escaped from them and again returned to his home; that after waiting for 
some time, dodging and avoiding the “ bushwhackers,” he enlisted in the Sec- 
ond Tennessee Mounted Infantry, said command being near him at that time, 
said last enlistment being in Company C, Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry, 
and was duly enrolled in said company and regiment March 1, 1861; that the 
captain of said Company O was Andrew J. Roberts, a brother of Capt. Elijah 
Roberts, who was captain of said Company E, First'Tennessee Cavalry, to which 
he first belonged; thatin his said second enlistment he gave his name as Andrew 
L. Grugett, same as in his first enlistment. 

That if any error on the company or muster rolls appears as to his first or 
Christian name, same was not through any fault or intention of his, he having 
given his name in second enlistment same asin the first; that afterwards he 
enpa old regiment at Nashville, Tenn., when both regiments to which lio 
had belonged met for the first and last time during the war, and there met his 
former captain, said Elijah Roberts, who recognized him, but refused to receive 
him back into his company until he wns duly exchanged; that so far as he 
knows or has ever known, he was never exchanged after capture and parole 
as before stated; that he was present ata onni of said captains, Elijah and 
Andrew J, Roberts, in 1864, and was recognized by his said first captain; that 
he under his said second enlistment, served his country fully and faithfally, as 
also under his said first enlistment, and that he was honorably discharged from 
said Company O, SecondiRegiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, at Nashville, 
Tenn., on the6th of May, 1865, as shown by his certificate of discharge presented 
to this committee. s. 

From the evidence your committee are fully satisfied that said Andrew L. 
Grugett neyer deserted from said Company E, First West Tennessee Cavalry, but 
that his absence therefrom was owing to his capture by the enemy as afore- 
said and his subsequent parol and afterwards recapture by bushwhackers of 
the Confederacy; that he never did, nor intended to, desert his command; that 
his failure to obtain a discharge from said first enlistment was wholly or in part 
from his youth and ignorance of the rules of war. 

The evidence before the committee fully establishes the fact that he faithfully 
served his country in the late war in two companies and regiments and holds 
an honorable discharge from the last company, said discharge haying been 
granted him at the close of the war. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that said bill be amended by inseri 
ing after the word “therefrom, in line 7 thereof, the following: “Said dis- 


charge to bear the date of June 10, A. D. 1863;" and that,when soamended, said 
bill do pass. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 


and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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MICHAEL MAHAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12643) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Michael Mahan. 
The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed toremove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Michael Mahan, lato of Company D, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteer In- 
naun and restore him to allthe rights and privileges he would haye been en- 
titled to if said charge had never been entered against his name. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ Michael,” the word “Mahan” and in- 


sert in lieu thereof the word “Mahar; ™ also add to the end of the section the 
following: ‘‘ His discharge to bear date December 12, 1864," 

The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
12643) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Michael Mahan 
submit the following report: 

The evidence in this case shows that the soldier was not over fourteen years 
of age when he enlisted; that he was enrolled at Louisville, Ky., November 25, 
1861, and that he deserted January 23, 1863, and returned to the regiment April 
18, 1863; that he remained with his regiment until December 12, 1864, from which 
date he is marked asa deserter. The records show that he hadserved overthe 
time of his enlistment with the exception of two months and twenty-five days 

bsent during his first desertion, which brings him within the pprovasiecs of the 
aw; besides the records show that ho has been duly punished. 

The second desertion occurred after his time of service expired. The soldier 
states under oath that on December 12, 1864, he left his company without leave, 
his regiment being encamped near Nashville, Tenn., and went to Nashville, in- 
tending to return to his regiment, but that he was captured by the provost 
guard and wassent to the guardhouse to be returned to hisregiment. He, how- 
ever, was kept in confinement until December 24, 1864, when he was released 
without instructions, transportation, money, rations, or any means by which he 
could reach his xpaimions, which had left Nashville, for what place he did not 
know and was not informed. Hethen returned to his family in Louisville, Ky. 

The committee are of the opinion that on account of this soldier's extreme 
youth and his long service the charge of desertion should be removed. 

The committee recommend that the name in the bill be corrected so as to 
read Michael ‘Mahar’ instead of * Mahan,” the same being an error in print- 
ing. Also that the bill be so amended as to direct the Secretary of War to issue 
an honorable discharge from date of mber 12,1864. 

_ With these amendments recommend the passage of the bill, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to conform to the body of the bill. 

PATRICK J. BENCH, ALIAS PATRICK M’ BENCH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11560) 
to relieve Patrick J. Bench, alias Patrick McBench, from the charge of 
desertion. 

Thé Clerk read as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy of the United Statesis hereby 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Patrick J. Bench, alias Patrick McBench, late a seaman on the United States 
steamship Brooklyn, on the records and rolls ofthe Navy Department, and to 
grant and issue to said Bench an honorable discharge from the said service, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, MARY A. M’CULLOCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7789) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCulloch. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Sarnia of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCulloch, 
widow of the late Capt. Charles McCulloch, Seventh New York Heavy Artil- 
lery, to $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid to her. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ thirty-two." 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

MARY E. ARMSTNONG. 


The next business on the Privute Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13023) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Armstrong, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and d ted to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Armstrong, widow of 
Tenor e, late first sergeant of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment of Ohio Vol- 

ntéers. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 
Sale by filling up the blank in the bill with the following words: “John 
ogel. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JANE BRANIGAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 11877) 
for the relief of Jane Branigan. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and dirécted to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of 


Jane Branigan, guardian of Samuel J, Maxwell and the widow of John B, Max- 
well, late private of Company G, ofthe Thirtieth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, the said widow having been married to Arthur Branigan, who sub- 
sequently died, leaving her without'any means of support. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, some misunderstanding may arise 
as to the wording of that bill. There are certain words in it that ap- 
pear to be simply descriptive, and which are not necessary for Amies 
understanding of the facts. I therefore move to strike out in line 
the words ‘‘ guardian of Samuel J. Maxwell and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. BRISCOE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 12793) 
granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe, pilot of 
the United States Government transport boats on the Ohio, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, and other rivers, at $100 per month, 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Amend in line 8, by striking out the words ‘one hundred,” andin- 
serting the word ‘‘thirty,’’ in lieu thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 

-JOSEPH J. BARTLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12998) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. Bartlett. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension So Et on to the ponsas and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph J. Bartlett, late colonel 
Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers, and brevet major general, 
and pay him a pension of $100 per month in lieu of that which he now receives, 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, in that case I would like to hear the 
report read. ‘ 

Mr. WADE. Let the chairman of the committee explain it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the report seems 
to be a very long one, and perhaps some gentleman can give us a state- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman will be content with a brief state- 
ment, I can make it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing to hear the statement of the 
gentleman, in lieu of haying the report read. 

Mr. BAKER. General Bartlett went into the service as captain of 
the Twenty-seventh New York Regiment. 

Mr. MORRILL. He enlisted as a private. 

Mr. BAKER. He enlisted asa private, hut was a captain in the or- 
ganization of the regiment, and I think is the only living general of- 
ficer who served during the war and who was in every engagement of 
his command from the first Bull Run to Appomattox. service em- 
braced the whole period of the war, and of the thirteen hundred days 
of service, over twelve hundred days Joseph J. Bartlett, as captain, as 
major, a5 colonel, as brigade commander, as division commander, per- 
formed his duty at the front. His condition to-day is that of a com- 
plete wreck. His mind has been somewhat impaired by the service 
rendered. 

He is unable to do anything and requires the constant attendance 
of his medical advisers and the almost constant attendance of a person 
to take care ofhim. His condition is well known to many members 
of the House and toa great many of our colleagues who have 
occasion to do business with him while he was deputy penned of 
pensions, and it entitles him, in my judgment, to the consideration 
proposed by this bill. The billis reported unanimously by the cóm- 
mittee as I understand. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

H. W. GOODNIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5546) 
granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, gu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to thé Je Arran 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Henry W. Good: a pri- 
vate in Company H of the Seventy-second Regiment of Eür ča Missouri 
Militia, and to pay him a pension from and after the passage of this act, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. MORSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. $18) 
authorizing an increase of invalid pension to William H. Morse, of a 
rence, 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bey end he heyen is, di- 
rected to cause the name of William H, Morse, formerly employed in the Ord- 
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nance Department at the Washington navy yard, and whose name is now borne 
on the inyalid L gares rolls under pension certificato (naval) No. 5429, to be en- 
Ap upon said jpension rolls for such increase of pension as may recom- 

ended according to law for wounds and disabilities received by said William 
H. Morse while in the naval service of the United States of America, but not 
duly enlisted therein, on or about the 25th day of May, 1862, and subsequently 
thereto, and that said William H, Morse receive such increase of pension as he 
would have received had he been duly enlisted in the naval service of the United 
States when he received said wounds and disabilities. 

The bill was ordered toba engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, K, 8. SUTLIFF, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12319) 
granting a pension to Mrs. K. S. Sutliff, widow of John D. Sutliff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 
name of K.S. Sutliff, widow of John D, Sutliff, late of Company D, Ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension rolls subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THERESSA D. DOUBLES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12113) 
granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
and authorized to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the aeS A laws, the name of Theressa D. ouble late the widow 
of Isracl D. Smith, Company B, Two hundred and eleyenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. s 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, the general law now-authorizes two 
different rates of pension for the widows of enlisted men. The statute 
prior to the enactment of June 27 allows pension at the rate of $12 per 
month and those granted under the act passed June 27, 1890, at $8 
a month. Ido not know anything about the facts in this case, but I 
think the bill ought to be amended so as to read ‘$12 a month.” 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill reads the same as all the other bills we 
have passed to-night. The facts in this case are that the widow re- 
ceived a pension of $12 a monthas the widow of her first husband, who 
was asoldier. She afterwards remarried and the second husband died; 
and this bill simply restores her tothe pension roll. The bureau would 
rule that she would be reinstated at the old rate of $12 a month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK DB. SELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8125) 
granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
Mmitations of tho pension laws, the name of Frederick B. Sells, late of Com- 
pany E, Ono hundred and forty-cighth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

passed, 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ELLEN E. TRUEX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1196) 
granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and he is, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tidns of the pepsion ae namo of Ellen E. Truex, widow of William S. 
Truex, late coldnel of the Fourteenth Regithent of New Jersey Volunteers and 
* brigadier-goneral by brevet, United States Volunteers. 

The committee recommend an amendment by inserting after the 
word “‘laws’’ the words, ‘‘at $30 per month in lien of the sum now 
paid her.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iwouldask for information what pension the ben- 
eficiary is now receiving. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. She is receiving $3 a month as 
widow of a Mexican yeteran. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GENERAL NATHANIEL PRENTISS BANKS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13060) 
t a pension to General Nathaniel Prentiss Banks. 
© bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Nathanfel Prentiss Banks, of Waltham, Mass., 
late ba der er ie of yoluntecrs, at the rate of $200 per month. 

SEC. 2. nt this act shall go into effect upon its passage, 


The committee recommend to amend by striking out ‘‘two”’ and 
inserting ‘‘one;’’ so as to read, ‘‘at the rate of $100 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bil] as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
[General applause. ] 


to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire 
whether the Calendar is now clear of pension bills ? 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair is informed that the Calen- 
dar is clear of all pension bills, with the exception of those which have 
been laid over. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then they haveall been reached ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, They have. 2 


MRS. LILLIE E. WILLIS, 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr, Speaker, lask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11513){for the relief of Mrs. Sallie E. Willis, and that 
it be now considered. It is a bill for the relief of the widow of your 
late colleague, Benjamin A. Willis. She asks for$25 a month to sup- 
port her. She has three children under nine years of age, and two of 
them were but nine days old when Colonel Willis died. 

Mr. MORRILL. He was wounded in action. 

Mr. FLOWER. He was wounded in action. He wasa brevet lieu- 
tenant colonel, but was major of the One hundred and nineteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. Mrs. Willis was here yes- 
terday, and she asked me to request the House to expedite this mat- 
ter. This a worthy case, and I ask that the committee be discharged 
and the bill be considered. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Why not give her $30, 

Mr. FLOWER. She is only allowed $25 by the law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There are cases in which they are only allowed 
$30, when they have no difficulty in getting $100 and up even to 


000, 

Mr. FLOWER. Under the circumstances I will not accept the 
amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cete., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations of the pon- 
sion laws, the name of Mrs. Sallie E. Willis, of the city of New York, State of New 
York, widow of thelate Benjamin A. Willis, major One hundred and nineteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and, acordingly (at 9 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIY, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING, TAUNTON, MASS, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that 
the sum, not exceeding $75,000, carried by the act of Congress approved 
January 2, 1891, providing for the purchase of a site and the erection 
ofa public building at Taunton, Mass., be appropriated at this session 
of Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

U. S. MARINE-HOSPITAL BUILDING, LAKE VIEW, CHICAGO, ILL, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an addi- 
tional appropriation of $20,000 for the United States marine-hospital 
building, Lake View, Chicago, I!l.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

i WATCH HILL COVE, RODE ISLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Watch 
Hill Cove, Rhode Island—to the Committec on Rivers and Harbors. 

NARRAGANSETT BAY CHANNEL, RHODE ISLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Nar- 
ragansett Bay Channel, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

TANGIER HARBOR, VIRGINIA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of 
Tangier Harbor, Virginia—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

ROBERT E. TWEEDY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the caso of Robert E. 
Tweedy against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 

MATHEW WOODYARD VS, THE UNITED STATES, 

Letter from tho assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Mathew Woodyard 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Moke- 
lumne River, California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SAUGATUCK RIVER, CONNECTICUT, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Sau- 
gatuck River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

NEWPORT HARBOR, RHODE ISLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chiefof Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of New- 
port Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


RECUMMENDATIONS OF THE INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE, 


Communication from the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to concur- 
rent resolutions of September 24 and 29, 1890, calling forreport and 
recommendations in connection with the report of the delegates of the 
United States to the International Marine Conference, dated February 
20, 1890, so far as the subjects apply to the Navy Department—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 3 


ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION, WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed 
estimate of appropriations submitted by the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition for expenditures for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1892—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

GOVERNMENT'S EXHIBIT AT THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the sum 
of $300,000 be appropriated for the Government's exhibit at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, X 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8. 3940) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Fresno, in the State of California—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Ogden, 
Utah—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S.4604) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4683) to provide a suitable site for a post office in the city of 
Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4811) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joliet, in the State of Nlinois—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXI, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: 


Whereas it is alleged that since the election held for members of Congress on 
the áth day of November last one John McClure has instituted proceedings in 
the Federal court of the eastern district of Arkansas, under instructions from 
the Attorney-Genoral, in the absence of any indictment or accusation of an 
violation of the election laws, to obtain possession of certain ballots and poil 
books of said election: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
the Houso ot his earliest convenience if any such proceedings have been insti- 
tuted by said McOlure or by anyone under the authority or instruction of the 
Department of Justice. He is also requested to stato what amounts of money 
have been paid to safd McClure since November 6, 1888, and for what purpose, 
and what accounts from him are now pending and unpaid; also to transmit to 
the House a copy of all correspondence and instructions since November 4 last 
in connection with his services and employment; also to state whether any 
United States deputy marshals were appointed in said judicial district on or 
within three weeks prior to the 4th day of November last, by what authority, 
and what disposition was made of them prior to and on the said 4th day of No- 
yember, together with a statement of all funds paid out therefor; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: 

Resol That the Select Committee on the World's Fair be, and is hereb 
Fieri to employ a clerk during the present session of the Fifty-first Con. 


o 
gress, to be paid, from the beginning of said session, out of the contingentfund 
of the House, until otherwise provided, a compensation of $6 per ae Le 


to Committee on Accounts. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIN, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H.R. 7789) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Mary A. McCulloch, accompanied by a report (No. 3473)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12899) for the relief of Sally 
Sterrett Tate, deceased, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 
13176) for the relief of the estate of Sally Sterrett Tate, deceased; which 
was read twice and accompanied by a report (No. 3474)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


Mr.: YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11877) for the relief of Jane Bran- 
igan, accompanied by a report (No. 3475)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary E. Arm- 
strong, accompanied by a report (No. 3476)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12793) granting 
a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe, accompanied by a report (No. 
3477)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph J. Bartlett, accompanied by a report (No. 3478)— 
to the Committee of fhe Whole House. A 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to H. 
W. Goodnight, necompanied by a report (No, 3479)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fay- 
orably the bill of the House (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of 
invalid pension to William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass., accompanied 
by a report (No. 3480)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11681) to ratify and con- 
firm certain agreements with the Citizen band of Pottawatomie In- 
dians and the Absentee Shawnee Indians, and to make appropriations 
for carrying the same into effect, accompanied bya report (No. 3481)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 949) for the relief of W. H. Ward. (Report No. 3482.) 

A bill (S: 2368) for the relief of James Grace. (Report No, 3483.) 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S, 165) to amend chapter 6 of 
Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to miners] lands and 
mining resources, accompanied by a report (No. 3484)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
yorably the following billsof the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. S, Sutliff, widow 
of John D, Sutliff. (Report No. 3485.) 

A bill (H. R. 42113) granting a pension to Theressa C. Doubles. (Re- 
port No. 3486.) 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick 
B. Sells, accompanied by a report (No. 3487)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
fayorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen 
E. Truex, accompanied by a report (No. 3488)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changesof reference were 


made; 

A bill (H. R.6878) for the relief of Michael Carling, assignee of 
Joseph R. Shannon, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 13063) for the relief of George M. Clapp—Committce 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 5258) for the relief of Benjamin F. Wells, sr.—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and ajoint resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 13177) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Carthage, in the 
State of Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 13178) for the erection of a public 
building at the town of Lexington, Va.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H.R. 13179) to legalize standard time— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13180) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 270) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution changing the manner of elect- 
ing Senators of the United States—to the Select’ Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R, 13181) for the relief of James Hill— 
to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 18182) granting a pension to Oliver 
R. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13183) to pension Wilson H. Daniel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18184) to pension Samuel F. Tennant—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13185) for the relief of Merriman Thompson—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr, STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13186) for the relief of 
estate of M. L. J. Christian—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13187) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William W. Hildreth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Papers to accompany House bill for relief of 
Charles H. Neill—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania; Petition of John T. Brady, 
colonel of Encampment No. 69, Union Veteran Legion, and 92 ex-sol- 
diers and sailors, praying for the passage and approval of House bill 
8287, for the protection of honorably discharged soldiers and sailors in 
the civil service of the Government—to the Select Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Serviee. ~ 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 18113, to 
correct the military record of Henry Staff—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of O. H. Crane and 30 others, citizens of 
Vermilion County, Illinois, and Farmers’ Alliance, No. 71, of Vermilion 
County, Illinois, favoring passage of House bill 5353—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Marquette 
County, Wisconsin, in favor of the antioption bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of George E. Salmon and 22 
others, citizens of Marion County, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 
5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
_ By Mr. CRAIG; Resolution of Col. ©. A. Craig Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Parker's Landing, Pa., favoring passage of the prison- 
ers-of-war bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of George M. Millan and 19 others, 
also of Farmers’ Alliances Nos. 535 and 542, and others, of the State of 
Michigan, praying speedy passage of the Butterworth option bill, H. 
R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of Kimbal Alliance, Carroll County, 
Iowa, praying speedy passage of the Butterworth option bill, H. R. 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Marion Center Alliance, No. 571, of Hamilton 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Logan Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1675, of Winnebago 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Dawson Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1006, 
of ee County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, resolutions of Greene County Alliance, of Jefferson, Greene 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Burt Alliance, No. 1719, of Burt, Kossuth County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Central Alliance, No. 1304, of Greene County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Paradise Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1481, of Bell, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Emmet Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1649, of 
Estherville, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Alliance No. 1329, of Winnebago County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Boone Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, of Hancock 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Alliance No. 763, of Crawford County, Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Jasper Alliance, No. 525, of Carroll County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Peoples Farmers’ Alliance, of Peoples Township, 
pene County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1858, of Hamilton County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Mallard Alliance, No. 1117, of Palo Alto County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Pilot Mound Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1407, of 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Aikin Muench and 25 others, citizens of Pilot Mound, 
aene County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Charles A. Ristrim and 24 others, citizens of Ham- 
ilton County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, petition of F. M. Ford and 18 others, citizens of Greene County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of D. C. Gullickson and 22 others, citizens of Winne- 
bago County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of J. W. Linton and 17 others, citizens of Carroll 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. P. Walke and 12 others, citizens of Dawson 
Townshi , Greene County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. s 

Also, petition of John K. Johnson and 23 others, citizens of Mount 
Valley, Winnebago County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. C. Wood and 41 others, citizens of Hamilton 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of P. S. Porter and 10 others, citizens of Webster 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of N. B. Shelder and 5 others, citizens of Greene County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles 8. Dempsey and 24 others, citizens of Win- 
nebago County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of 8. A. Grubb and 19 others, citizens of Carroll County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committe on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Oak Hill Alliance, of Union ‘Township; Carroll 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Bobenfue and 40 others, citizens of Hamilton 
County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of J. Carson and 28 others, citizens of Paradise Town- 
ship, Crawford County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. W. Woods and 16 others, citizens of Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. P. Thompson and 19 others, citizens of Winne- 
bago County, Iowa, in fayor of same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 8. G. Smith and 9 others, citizens of same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas Presnall and 19 others, citizens of Hancock 
County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Ed. F. Dingley and 19 others, citizens of Crawford 
County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Z. T. Nixor and 16 others, citizens of the same 
county and State, forsame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Henry Miller, jr., and 34 others, citizens of Jasper 
Township, Carroll County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. P. Calouky and 13 others, citizens of Boono 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of B. R. Crose and 22 others, citizens of Greene County, 
Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. W. Swersinger and 36 others, citizens of Palo 
AltoCounty, Iowa, forsame measure—tothe Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 8. T. Wray and 28 others, citizens of Win- 
nebago County, Illinois, for passage of the antioption bill, H. R. 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial and resolutions of Elida (Ill.) Lodge, No. 3928, Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, against gambling in futures and urg- 
ing the antioption bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of William Jones and 12 others, citizens of Winnebago, 
Winnebago County, Illinois, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of William Johnson and 40 other farmers 
of Polk County, Wisconsin, in favor of the antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Louis Gagner and 23 others, citizens of Stanfold, 
Barrios County, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Andrew Henning and 2 others, citizens of Polk 
County, Wisconsin, in fayor of same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Laketown, Polk County, 
Wisconsin, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Otto Thingwold and other citizens of Barrios County, 
Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions 2lopteg by the Little Falls Farmers’ Alliance, No, 
122, of Little Falls, Polk Connty, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of S. S. Selvig and 30 others, citizens of Polk County, 
Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of a mass convention of the citizens 
of Decatur County, Kansas, in reference to the irrigation of western 
Kansas—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 


“United States. 


By Mr. LACEY: Petition of H. R. Smith and 19 others, citizens of 
Nebraska County, Iowa, praying speedy passage of the antioption 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Adams Alliance, of same county and State, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Cooperville Alliance, No. 1738, of Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Union Hall Alliance, No, 1834, of Keokuk 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Sugar Grove Alliance, No. 599, of Jasper County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

, resolutions of Forest Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1639, of 
si County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Cross Roads and Round Point Union, No. 1830, 
of Agency, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Honey Grove Alliance, No. 1346, of Keokuk 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Leeper and 85 others, citizens of Jasper County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of T. H. Holmes and 11 others, citizens of Mahaska 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Baltiour Kosman and 2 others, citizens of Wapello 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. J. Willhort and 11 others, citizens of Adams 
Township, Mahaska County, Iowa, for samemeasure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William 8. Epperly and 51 others, citizens of Wa- 
pello County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Freedom Alliance, No. 1057, of Hamilton County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. C. Humbert and 18 others, citizens of Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1639, of Forest Grove, 
Mahaska County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of J. C. Ulin and 23 others, citizens of Keokuk County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Garfield Alliance, No. 1186, of Mahaska County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolutions of McCoy Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Columbus, Ohio, in favor of such legislation as will se- 
cure to the soldiers and sailors of the late war for the Union their just 
claims as to the difference between the pay they did receive from the 
Government and that which they should have received had they been 
paid in gold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Nicholas McPherson, of 
Jackson County, Missouri, for reference of claims to Court of Claims 
under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary Ann Wester, administratrix of the estate of 
Ephraim Dockery, late of Cherokee County, Alabama, for same relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Belson W. Owens, of Cherokee County, Alabama, 
for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of George W. Wilson, of Orangeburgh County, South 
Carolina, for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Peyton Alliance, of Sac County, 
Towa, favoring passage of the Butterworth option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. ‘ 

Also, petition of C. H. Bauer and 109. others, citizens of Plymouth 
County, Iowa, favoring passage of same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions by members of Alliance No. 1671, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also resolutions of Prairie Grove Alliance, of Sioux County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of William Hows and 31 others, citizens 
of Allamakee County, Iowa, urging speedy passage of antioption bill 
(H. R. 5353), known as the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

Also, petition of Charles Smith and 27 others, citizens of French 
Creek, Allamakee County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of B. F, Paige and 30 others, citizens of Highland, 
Clayton County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of N. C. Puckett and 29 others, citizens of Mitchell 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of H. H. Wells and 43 others, citizens of Cresco, How- 
o County, Iowa, for sime measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 

ure. 

Also, petition of S. J. Whiteand 29 others, citizens of Worth County, 
Towa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of M. B. Jewett and 28 others, citizens of Worth County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of E. L. Farrington and 28 others, citizens of Howard 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Michael Wolf and 21 others, citizens of St. Charles, 
Floyd County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. P. Lamb and 12 others, citizens of Lime Creek 
Township, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Howard Alliance, No. 1809, Cresco, Iowa, in favor 
ofsame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the French Creek Branch, No. 1467, of the Iowa 
Farmers’ Alliance, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 2 

Also, resolutions of Nora Alliance, No. 1355, of Highland Township, 
Clayton County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Worth County Farmers’ Alliance, of Worth County, 
Towa, in favor of same measure—to the Committes on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Fairview Alliauce, No. 1458, Lime Creek Town- 
ship, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By 'Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois : Petition of citizens of Chicago, asking 
that the pay of keepers and surfmen in the Life-Saving Service be in- 
creased—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition and papers to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Daley, late Company C, Seventy-second New York Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of Andrew Anderson 
and 16 others, citizens of Kit Carson County, Colorado, praying speed, 
passage of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Burke Potter and 13 others, citizens of El Paso 
County, Colorado, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolutions of Advance Alliance, No. 1, of Kit Carson County, 
Colorado, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Byron Huff and 16 others, citizens of Kit Carson 
County, Colorado, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, resolutions of Peyton Alliance, No. 28, of El Paso County, Col- 
orado, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition and papers to accompany bill for relief of James K. P. 
Addis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition forclaim of Thomas Sum- 
mers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Illinois, against the 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolution of Harrington Alli- 
ance, Lincoln County, Washington, relative to House bill 5353, defin- 
ing options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Sassin Alliance, of same county and State, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Pioneer Alliance, No. 12, Washington, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 107, of Latah, Spokane 
County, Washington, G. W. Coplin, secretary, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Liberty Alliance, No. 77, Washington, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of Spokane County, Washington, forsame 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of same county andState, for samemeas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 30 other citizens of samecounty and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 5 other citizens of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 5 other citizens of same county 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 42 citizens of Lincoln County, Washington, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 43 other citizens of samecounty and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 121, of Lincoln County, 
Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of the State of Washington, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Spokane County, Washington, forsame 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote upon the approval of 


the Journal. 


The question was taken on the approval of the Journal; and the 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it, 
Mr, MILLS. I ask for a division. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, we may as well have the yeas and 


SATURDAY, January 17, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. 
H. MILBURN, D. 


nays. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think there is a quorum present. 


Mr. BURROWS. If there is, I withdraw the demand for the yeas 


and nays. 


Mr. MILLS. I renew it. 


The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and 45 mem- 


bers voted in the afirmative; so the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The, question was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 11, not 


voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—1I74. 
Alderson, Eva: Martin, Tex, 
Allen, Mich. F: Jahar, Mason, 
Anderson, Kans, Featherston, McClammy, 
Arnold, nley, McClellan, 
Atkinson, Pa, Flick, McComas, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Flower, McCreary, 
Baker, orman, MeDufiie, 
Forney, McKinley, 
Belden, Fowler, MeMillin, 
Bliss? Funsto Miles” 
ton, 
eae Gear, Miller, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gest, Mills, 
Brewer, Gibson, Moffitt, 
Broo Goodnight, AOSE; 
Brosius, rimes, Moore, N. 
Brown, J. B. Grosvenor, Moore, Tex. 
Buchanan, N.J, Grout, Morey, 
Buchanan, Va. Hall, Morrill, 
Burrows, Hare, orrow, 
Burton, Haugen, Morse, 
Bütterworth, Hayes, W.I. Mudd, 
aby eae Hays, E. R. Nph 
we aynes, rinzhaus, 
Campbell, Henderson, Ill. Norton, 
Candler, Mass. Herbert, Nute, 
Cannon, Holman, O'Donnell, 
Kennedy, O'Neall, Ind. 
Cc Kerr, lowa Osborne, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Pa, Owen, Ind. 
Clark, Wyo. Kinsey, Owens, Ohio 
Clarke, A! HA Parret! 
Clements, Laidiaw, Payne, 
Clunie, ©, Paynter, 
Cobb, Langston, Peel, 
Craig, Lanham, Perkins, 
Lawler, Perry, 
Culberson, Tex. Ws, Pierce, 
Cutcheon, Ç Post, 
Darlington, Lehibach, Raines, 
Dingley, Lewis, Randall, 
Dorsey, Lind, Reed, Iowa 
Ellis, Mansur, Richardson, 
Enloe, Martin, Ind. Rogers, 
NAYS—IJ. 
Abbott, Geary, Hooker, 
Cowles, Hatch, Kilgore, 
Dockery, Henderson, N.C. Pindar, 
NOT VOTING—146. 
ams, Catchings, Hansbrough, 
Allen, Miss. Cheatham, Harmer, 
Anderson, Miss, Chipman, Heard, 
Andréw, Clancy, Hemphill, 
Bankhead, Sogswell, Henderson, Iowa 
Banks, > Coleman Hermann, 
Barnes, Comstock, Hill, 
Bartine, Connell, Hitt, 
Barwig, Cooper, Ind. Hopkins, 
Bayne, x o Touk, 
Bergen, Cothran, Kelley, 
Biggs, Covert, e à 
Bingbam, Crain, < PP 
Blanchard, Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, 
Bland, mings, nsing. 
Blount, Daizell, ; Lester, Ga. 
Boatner, Dargan, Lester, Va. 
Boutelle, Davidson, Lodge, 
Bowden, De Lano, Magner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dibble, Maish, 
Brickner, “Dickerson, McAdoo, 
Brower, Dolliver, McCarthy, 
Browne, T. M. Dunn eCord, 
Browne, Va. Dunphy, McCormick, 
Brunner, Edmu McKenna, 
Tullock.” Bich, Soro 
u * organ, 
ann, Fithian, Oates, 
Candler, Ga. Flood, O’ Ferrall, 
Carlton, Geissenhainor, O'Neil, Mass, 
Caru! Gifford, O'Neill, Ps. 
Cäs i Green Outhwaite, 


Rowell, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 

Scull, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Smith, W. Va. 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Tucker, 
oder. 


Payson, 
Pehington, 


Tarszcy, 
Taylor, 5.D. 


JANUARY 17, 
Thompson, Vaux, Whitelaw, Wil n, 
Tillman,» Waddill, Whiting, Wrigh' 
Townsend, Pa, Wallace, N. Y. Whitthorne, Yardley. 
Turner, Kans, Washington Wickham, 
Turner, N.Y. Wheeler, Mich, Wiley, 
So the Journal was approved. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. GEISSENITAINER. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DAnGAN. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. DELANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. PuasLEY with Mr. WHITTHORNE. e 

Mr. Comsrock with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. HOUK with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr, PENINGTON. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. BRUNNER, 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. O’FERRALL. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. DUNNELL with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. CoGswELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. Frreir. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. CARUTH. 

The following until Tuesday next: 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. DAVIDSON were announced 
as paired until Monday next. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr.S er, I have voted; but if there is a quo- 
rum present I desire to withdraw my vote, as Tam paired with Mr, 
O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[ Mr, CARUTH] is sick in his room, and I ask leave of absence for him 
for the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative; but Iam in- 
formed that the Journal is correctly made up this morning, so I want 
to change my vote to ‘‘ay.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairis very gladoftheadmission. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the names recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair declines to entertain the motion. 

Mr. MILLS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. MILLS, The Chair has no right to decline fo entertain a mo- 
tion that is made under the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoiras] 
is recognized. 

Mr. MILLS. 
vote.* 

The SPEAKER: The Chair refuses the gentleman that permission. 

Mr. MILLS. You have no right, sir, to make that refusal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McConras] 
mores that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union—— 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to correct the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER (continuing)—for the purpose of considering gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

Mr. MILES. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McCo)ras; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Minis] demands 
that the question be taken by yeas and nays—— 

Mr, MILLS. Will the Chair entertain that motion? Iam aston- 
ished at is ge , 

The SPEA Those in favor of taking the question by yeas and 


I demand to have my motion put to reconsider the 
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nays will rise and stand until counted. [Apause.] Evidently a suf- 
ficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
112, nays 93, not voting 126; as follows: 


YEAS—112, 
Adams, Clark, Wyo. Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Graig, Langston. Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans. Outcheon, Wa, 1, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lehibach, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Lind, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W. Vs, Dorsey, ge, Smith, Tl. 
Baker, Evans, Mason, Smith, W. Va, 
is Farquhar, MeCo: Smyser. 
artine, Finley, MeDuflie, Spooner, 
yne, Flood, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Beck with, Frank, Miles, Stivers, 
iden, Funston, Miller, Stone, Pa. 
Belknap, Gear, Moflitt, Struble, 
Bliss, Gest, Moore, N. H. Sweet, ` 
Bootliman, Greenhalge, Morrill, Taylor, E. B, 
Boutelle, Grosyenor, Morrow, Taylor, iL. 
Brewer, Grout, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Hall, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Nicdringhaus, ‘Thomas, 
urrôws, Hays, E. R. ute, Townsend, Colo. 
urton, Henderson, Ul. O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Butterworth, HN, borne, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell Hopkins, Owen, Ind. Wade, 
Candler, Mass. Kennedy, Payne, Walker, 

- Cannon, Kerr, Iowa Perkins, Wallace, 
Carter, Ketcham, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
ea Kinsey, Randall, Wilson, Ky. 

k, V Lacey, Reed, Towa Wilson, Wash, 

NAYS—93. 
Abbott, Cobb, Lawler, Robertson. 
Alderson, Covert, è, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles Maish, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Py Mansur, Shively, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Barnes, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. tewart, Ga. 
Blanchard, Ellis, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Enloe, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Flower, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forman, c TY, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, MoMillin, Stump, 
Brickner, Fowler, Me Tillman, 
Brookshire, Gibson, Mills, Tracey, 
Brown, J. B. Hare, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Buchanan, Va. Hatch, Moore, Tex. Whiting, 
Bynum, Ha; W.T Mutchler, ik 
Campbell, Hemphill, Norton, Willcox, 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N.C. O’Neall, Ind. Williams, TIL. 
Catchings, er a Owens, Ohio Witson, Mo. 
ipman, Holman, *arrett, Wilson, W. Va. 

cy, Hooker, ynter, er. 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Perry, 
Clements, Lane, Pierce, 
Clunie, Lan Pindar, 

NOT VOTING—126, 

Bankhead, Dibble, car Sepa Russell 
Barwig, Dickerson, McCarthy, Sanford, 
Bérgen, Dockery, McCord, Sawyer, 
Biggs, Dolliver, MeCormick, Seney, 
Bingham, Dunnell, McKenna, Skinner, 
Blount, Dunphy, Milliken, Snider, 
Bowden, Ewart, Morey, Spinola, 
Brower, Featherston, Morgan, Stahlnecker, 
Browne, T. M. itch, Oates, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Va. Fithian, Ferrall, Stockbridge, 
Brunner, Flic O'Neil, Mass. Sweney, 
Buokalew, Geary, O'Neill, Pa. Tarsney, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Outhwaite, ‘Thompson, 
Bunn, Gifford, Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Carlton, Goodnight, Peel, Tucker, 
Carat rimes, Penington, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Hansbrougb, Peters, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheatham, armer, Phelan, aux, 
Cogswell, Haynes, Pickler, Waddill, 
Coleman, Heard, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Comstock, Henderson, Iowa Price, Washington, 
Connell. Hermann, Pugsley, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Ynad. Hitt, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, Quinn, Whitelaw, 

ran, Kelley, sag Whitthorne, 
Crain, Kilgore, Reilly, Wickham, 
Culbertson, Pa, Knapp, Reyburn, Wiley, 
Cummings, Ia Follette, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Dalzell, Lansing, Rife, W, x 
Daryan, Lester, Ga. Rockwell, Yardley, 
Davidson, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
De Lano, Lewis, Rusk, 


So the motion of Mr. McCo As was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. BROWER with Mr, BANKHEAD. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr, O'FERRALL. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

The result was announced as above stated. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, Mr. BURROWS in the chair, and resumed 


the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to 
rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
Tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘There is a motion pending to limit all debate on 
the ing amendment to one minute, x 

Mr. McoMILLIN. Thereis alsoanamendmentpending to make the 
time thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend the amendment so as to allow 
forty minutes. I desire to be heard. j 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was to make the time two hours. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to make a statement with respect to that. 
The gentleman from Maryland, as I understood, in the first place 
moved that debate on the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] be limited to one minute anda half. To that 
I moved an amendment making the time thirty minutes. I under- 
stood afterwards that the gentleman’s motion applied to the whole 
paragraph, and I then interposed a motion to limit debate to two hours, 
But if the proposition is to limit debate merely on the amendment, 
thirty minutes was the motion I originally made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the situation to be this: 
The gentleman from Maryland moved to limit all debate on the pend- 
ing paragraph to one minute— 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, Mr. Chairman; I under- 
stood the motion to apply only to that portion of the paragraph down 
to the word ‘‘provided.’’ 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is right. 

Mr. BLAND. My amendment, then, is to make the time thirty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from land moves to limit 
debate on that portion of the paragraph down to the word “ provided’? 
to one minute; the gentleman from Missouri moves to amend so as 
to limit debate to thirty minutes; and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] moves to amend the amendment so as to make the 
time forty minutes, The pending question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to make one 
suggestion to my friend in charge of this bill. It is desired to move 
an amendment to this paragraph so as to reduce the number of in- 
spectors of buildings and inspectors of plumbing, on which amendment, 
as I understand, five minutes’ debate is desired oneachside. Itstrikes 
me it would not be well to limit debate on the paragraph so far as those 
two amendments are concerned. They are amendments which f° to 
the organization of those two bureaus, inspectors of buildings and in- 
spectors of plumbing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to the fact that this 
proposition is not debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of course it is not; there- 
fore I only submitted the remark asa suggestion to the gentleman 
from Maryland, so as to see whether we might not agree upon some mod- 
ification. 7 

Mr. MCCOMAS. In view of the suggestion of my colleague on the 
committee I will ask consent to modify my motion so as to close all 
debate on the pending paragraph down to the provision in regard to 
the inspector of plumbing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not catch the gentle- 
man’s remark. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I say that in view of the suggestion I will (al- 
though it is not strictly in order) modify my motion, if there be no 
objection, so as to close all debate upon the pending paragraph down to 
the words ‘‘one chief inspector of plumbing,’’ in line 3, page 3. This 
will give an opportunity for the motion which the gentleman from 
Kentucky indicates. ’ 

Mr. THOMAS, I would suggest to my friend from Maryland, if 
he will allow me, that forty minutes is a very short time to discuss 
the amendments. I have not had the privilege myself of eee 
the floor since this debate commenced, and many other gentlemen have 
been deprived of the privilege of participating init, owing to theshort- 
ness of the time allowed for discussion. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ihave no doubt the House will consider the dif- 
ferent propositions as to time and will. indicate its sense by the vote 
about to be taken. 

Mr. McCREARY. But the time allowed in the general debate did 
not permit some of us to present our views. I want myself only a 
limited time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment to 
limit debate to forty minutes. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 79, noes 


Mr. MCCOMAS. TI ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr, McCreary and Mr. McComas were appointed tellers. 

Lees committee again divided; and the tellers féported—ayes 94, 
noes 

So the motion to limit debate to forty minutes was adopted, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to understand whether it is 
the intention that this limit applies to the entire paragraph down to 
the word ‘‘provided,’’ on page 3 of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman from Maryland made an ex- 
ception in his motion in favor of the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This amendment does not 
limit the debate, but is simply an amendment to. the proposition of 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Idesire to amend that 
motion so that it shall only apply to the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The original motion the Chair understands was 
applied ‘to the paragraph and amendments, and the amendment adopted 
would cover the same ground. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
ask the Chair to state how much time is allowed and upon what prop- 


osition. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chairis informed that there is no amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. ‘That is a mistake. 
prea CHAIRMAN. The Chair must rely upon the statement of the 

erk, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Clerk is mistaken, Mr. 
Chairman. I offered an amendment on yesterday, which has never 
been withdrawn or voted on, 

Mr. McCOMAS, The gentleman from Kentucky is correct. His 
amendment was offered and is pending to strike out the words “four 
hundred and twenty-four dollars ’’ in the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Kentucky please re- 
peat the amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The amendment I offered 
on yesterday afternoon was to strike ont the words in lines 4, 5, 6: 


One engineer commissioner, $124 (to make salary £5,000). 


Mr. McCOMAS. That is the only pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understands, 

Mr. McCREARY. And forty minutes are allowed on this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the paragraph and all pending 
amendments thereto is limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY, On the entire paragraph or only on a portion of 
it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated when the question wassub- 
mitted, that it embraced the paragraph to the word ‘provided ”’ on 

age 3. 
> Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman from Maryland accepted the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky concerning the consolida- 
tion of the two departments of the District government—— 

Mr. McCOMAS, That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate, of course, will be conducted under 
the rule, fiye minutes on each amendment that may be offered or in 
response to it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Five minutes to each member who desires to 


k? 

Phe CHAIRMAN. To each member who is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The time will be equally divided, I understand? 
The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that in Committee of the 

Whole under the five-minute rule the gentleman presenting an amend- 

ment has the right to speak to it for five minutes, and then any other 

gentleman opposed to the amendment for five minutes, 

Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Kentucky may control one-half of the time on this side and the gen- 
tleman from Maryland the remainder on the other side. 

ee CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that will be the 
order. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, the whole discussion of this bill, so 
far as it has gone, is, in my opinion, a severe indictment of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia by Congress. On the other hand, 
if the government of this District is all that its friends claim it to be, 
then it is an arraignment of a republican form of goyernment in the 
cities of the United States; for, ifthe contentions of the friends of the 
present government of this District be correct, the suffrage—popular 

. e—in the cities of this country is a mistake and court-martial or 
strictly military government would be a better mode of administering 
the affairs of a given community than by allowing the people to elect 
their own rulers. 

No man can defend the administration of local government here 
and at the same time consistently claim to be a friend of republican 
government for other communities. Weare constantly prating in this 
Hall and ont of it of the confidence which we have in the American 
people; that we believe, even when they make mistakes, they correct 
them, and that the virtue, intelligence, and honesty of the majority of 


the popular vote are such that they may always be relied npon to give us 
the best form of government. And yet here in this Congress of the 
United States, which has the right to give to this people of the an 
trict local autonomy and self-government, we withhold it on the groun 
that the government of cities is best administered where the people 
do not vote. We preach universal enfranchisement and then practice 
disfranchisement here in the very Capital of the Republic. 

Now, look at the anomaly of the government of this District. Three 
autocrats—I mean no personal disrespect—sitting as commissionéts 
for the District of Columbia, are the absolute governors of this people, 
who have no voice whatever in their selection and in the administra 
tion of their own affairs; and to make it emphatic, that we do not be- 
lieve in a republican form of government when it applies to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, we have selected an army officer, whose tenure of 
office is for life, as if we did not believe that civilians, even when ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, are competent to ad- 
minister governmental affairs. 

If I believed that Washington was in truth possessed of all the con- 
comitants of a great city—manufactures, commerce, great domestic 
or foreign trade, colossal private or corporate interests--and was the 
monetary, commercial, literary, art, and fashion center of the Repub- 
lic, with enormous cosmopolitan populations like New York and Chi- 
cago or San Francisco, I might-consider its present management as ar 
argument worthy of notice against popular government. The truth 
is, Washington is the easiest to govern and ought to be the very cheap- 
est governed city in the Americas. 

Now, it is an open secret, known in this Hall and out of it, that the 
principal reason why the people of this District are disfranchised is be- 
cause of the large colored vote here. I have been told by Republican 
gentlemen in this District that it would never do to have the form of 
government extant here which prevails in other American cities, be- 
cause of the largeand ignorant negrovote. And yet these same gentle- 
men, who hold up their bands in holy horror against the negro asa 
voter and a participator in government here, are backing to-day in the 
Senate of the United States the most monstrous and infamous attempt 
against Republican government and home rule, and against the liber- 


.ties of the people, and the most criminal and andacious bid for blood- 


shed, revolution, and riot which has ever been offered in the Congress 
of the United States. And while they tell us here that the negro in 
the District of Columbia can not be trusted to vote, because he will 
ignorantly and viciously maladminister their government, they claim 
thatthis notorious and infamous measure is being pushed by the force 
of partisan aggression in the United States Senate for his benefit. 

Why, I say the true position of affairs to-day in this Capitol, where 
a great party in the sole control of both Houses of Congress, having the 
Executive of this powerful country, are refusing the negro the right to 
vote in Washington, where his surroundings and environment are of 
the best, and yet are insisting that if it takes the whole power of the 
United States Government he must be made to vote in other portions 
of the country, isan ocular demonstration of a hypocrisy that is dis- 
heartening, colossal, and appalling. x 

But, further than that, whilst they are claiming that this bill is for 
the benefit of the negro, who is deprived of the right of suffrage in the 
Southern States, they are perfectly willing to hand him over to the 
State governments and the county governments of those States. They 
have told the people of the United States on every stump and in every 
Republican newspaper, falsely, as lam convinced, that the negro in the 
South is oppressed by the State government, that it is inimical to him 
and even bloody in its administration of his own affairs. 

Now, every sensible man in this Hall knows that the State govern- 
ment comes closer to the citizen than the Federal Government. Tha 
negro in the South is more concerned to have a good State government 
than he is as to who administers the affairs of the Government at 
Washington. The State government comes in contact with his liber- 
ties and his property, sits at his hearth, and is conversant with his 
domestic relations, with the fruits of his labor, and yet you, gen- 
tlemen, are making him an alien in the State where he lives, teaching 
him to look for everything to Washington and a nebulous and indeed 
mythical North, where he is brother, friend, and dearly beloved com- 
panion, and to abjure the home government, which must of necessity, 
under our Constitution, be the true foundation of his prosperity and 
happiness, and the conservator and bulwark of his liberties. 

Why, the distinguished Speaker of this House, at a banquet some 
time ago, stood up and said that they were willing that the State gov- 
ernments should do as they liked with the negro, provided they allowed 
him to vote at Federal elections, Now look at these gentlemen, these 
friends of the negro; willing to strike down republican government, 
to destroy the very landmarks of popular institutions in the United 
States, to undo all the work of the fathers, to blast the fruits of a 
bloody revolutionary struggle, under the claim that they are benefit- 
ing a downtrodden race, and at the same time willing to hand it over 
to the home government, which they claim is most unjust and infa- 
mous in the administration of their local and closely personal af- 
fairs. 

If the intelligence of the United States can ever be successfully over- 
whelmed by such a flood of sickening cant, lies, and nauseating hypoc- 
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risy, then we had better extend the rule of the Columbian triumvirs 
over the whole Union. That the laws of nature bring the seasons, 
the rains, the sunshine, the fruits, the tender pa the pure snows, 
in the face of such abortive revolutionsofpitifal pigmies against liberty 
and nature as this election bill, is an evidence of eternal and inex- 
haustible mercy. 

What do these gentlemen say to the colored people of the South? 
‘They say, admitting their glaring falsehoods against local Southern 
governments, to-day toevery negro in the South, ‘* Youcan be oppressed, 
you can be robbed by the State government, you can be unjustly im- 
prisoned, your property can be taken away from you, you must submit 
to every local tyranny and every local exaction; butif they only let you 
live for two years we will put the Treasury and the Army of the 
United States behind you, so that you can vote for a Republican Con- 
gressman, and when you have performed your holy task you can go 
back to your taskmasters, and we are perfectly willing they shall do 
what they like with you during the interim.” And yet they claim to 
be the savior of the colored race on this continent ! 

Forbid it, Heaven, that I should doinjustice to any man on account 
of his color, his misfortunes, or his environments; but I say here to-day 
boldly that the negroes of the United States must be elevated and 
righted by the negroes themselves. *“By the people, the people must 
be righted,” said a great man. The negro of the United States will 
never advance by the mere sounding, platitudinal, demagogic harangues 
dealt ont to him so liberally. Nations, races, and individuals rise by 
their own exertions, True freedom is never a gift, but is won by self- 
sacrifice and toil. 

When he understands that his elevation and advancement in civili- 
gation where he is handicapped by five thousand years, as against the 
white people of the United States, depends upon his industry and 
sobriety and virtue, and upon his own individual character, then he 
will learn not to lean upon a political organization or to depend upon 
demagogic promises for his progress. When the negroin the Southern 
States understands that itis better to be dropping dimes in the savings 
bank than pieces of paper into the ballot box to send vociferous and 
insincere pretenders to legislative halls, he will be on the road toa 
truer civilization and a strong and sure advancement. 

When the negro in the Southern States would rather own an acre of 
land than to be a justice of the peace, or even be a lieutenant of militia, 
then he will be on the road to high, manly independence. And when 
he would rather attend meetings to discuss the best methods of sub- 
soil plowing or how to prevent hog cholera, raise the best cotton, to- 
bacco, and early vegetables, or how to get cheap calico for his children, 
or get them the best practical education—intellectual, manual, or 
moral—than go to a midnight cabal in the backwoods to conspire with 
the Union League to disturb his neighbors, he will be a great deal bet- 
ter off. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The greatest enemy that the colored man of the United States has 
to-day is the professional, negro-courting politician, and when he gets 
to believe that it is better for his son to bea good blacksmith than a 
poor mixture of preacher and politician it will be a great day for the 
colored race. And I want to see the time coming in the Southern 
States when the negro would rather set a dog on a sectional, hate- 
preaching politician than eat a watermelon. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY, I yield five minutes more tothe gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that his attention was engaged, and that the gentleman from 
New Jersey has already occupied ten minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY, Well, that is all I can spare, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield five minutes further? 

Mr. McCREARY. I will give him two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recognized 
for two minutes more. 

Mr. McADOO. If God had made me as pronounced a brunette as 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LANGSTON] whospoke yesterday, I 
should go from one end of the United States to the other arraigning 
the hypocrisy and the ingratitude of the Republican ty that dis- 
franchises the colored citizens of the District of Columbia, 

If the colored citizen has the virtue which his friends claim for him 
and which I trusthe then there is no better theater in the world 
for him to vindicate his right to rule and to wisely administer gov- 
ernment and to show his power, wisdom, and self-restraint than to 
give him the ballot, surrounded, as heis, by the best environments, in 
thiscity. There is no claim that the negro is bulldozed in the District 
of Columbia, He is given every facility for education. He is sur- 
rounded with colleges for his special benefit; the most intelligent of his 
race are here; and yet, with all these advantages and surroundings, 
you are unwilling to give him the chance to stand up before the civil- 
ization of the United States and the world to vindicate his right to 
rule with the ballot in this great Capital city, buttressed and sur- 
rounded by the men who claim to be his true and only friends. 

Ifhe is the man yon claim him to be, if he has the virtues and wis- 
dom and knowledge you say he has and I trust he has, then give him 
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the right here to vindicate himself and vindicate your alleged confi- 
dence in him by letting him voteand by letting him exercise the priv- 
ileges of government, and let him demonstrate here, under most favor- 
ableconditions, the powers and possibilities he possesses, If this power 
be given him I wish him well. I would be sorry to see him makea 
failure, But gentlemen show their want of faith in him and their ar- 
rant and most pitiful hypocrisy by withholding the ballot from him 
in a Capital city of the nation. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ifany gentleman desires to speak on the other 
side I would be glad for him to do so now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not observe any one claiming the 
floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I yield five minutesto the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As a Southern man, born and reared in the 
South, I desire to give my hearty indorsement to every sentiment the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has just uttered. I be- 
lieve with him that the pretense made by the Republican party in this 
country, that it is the peculiar friend of the negro, is altogether un- 
necessary and hypocritical. I know that that party depends upon the 
negro vote for its majorities, not simply in the South, Mr. Chairman, 
butin at least three or four of the largest Commonwealths of the North. 
But for the negro voter the Republican party would be in the minor- 
ity. Take the vote in the aggregate in this country, Mr. Chairman, 
and strike the colored man from the poll list ‘all over this country, and 
the Republican ed y would be in a most hopeless minority. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. More than a million. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. By at least 1,200,000 votes. 

Mr. MANSUR. By 2,200,000 votes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Howmuch? At anyrate between 1,000,000 
and 1,500,000. Therefore, they have some interest, I admit, in the 
vote of the negro; but it is simply that he may vote for the Republican 

arty. 
zi I say to you to-day that if the negro vote was divided, if the vote 
was half for each of the dominant parties in this country, the Re- 
publican party would lose its interest in the negro. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the treatment of the negro in the North 
is substantially the sameas it isin the South. I have taken occasion 
in the last few months to makeexcerpts from the different newspapers 
published in the North—not in the South—which show the treatment 
of the colored voter, the colored man, and the colored woman in the 
North. Now, in the South there is some friction; because there are 
more negr this friction ought to be greater; but the same friction 
extends in a less degree to the North, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to haye some of these excerpts read. I 
do not vouch for the accuracy or the truth of these clippings, but they 
are just as true as those which gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber bring from the South in order to vilify that section. 

Task the Clerk to read the slips Isend to the desk. Ihave taken 
these extracts, Mr. Chairman, from papers published in a number of 
States in the North—in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Massachu- 
setts, Pennsylvania, and New York. I ask that the Clerk commence 
with the reading of that from the State of Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Toledo (Ohio) Blade said recently: “Three years ago when a negro cons 
stable was elected on the Republican ticket in Toledo, every one of the three 
Republican justices of the peace refused to accept him, and finally Justice Scott, 
a hag Treas Democrat, picked up the colored outcast and attached him 
to his office.” 

At a meeting of the Charles Sumner Protection Club, colored, Findlay, Ohio, 
August 17, one of the orators exp what was evidently the general feeling 
when he said: 

“The colored voters of Findlay have been snubbed at every turn by the Re- 
ublican bosses of this city,and it is high time we were showing them who 
olds the balance of power in this country. This falt isthe time todo it, We 

do not propose to be lambs for the shambles any longer. We can not depend 
upon a single promise the white Republican leeches may make us,” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to show you how 
they are assassinated in the North, and that in the State of Ohio, and 
no arrests made. I ask the Clerk to read the two extracts which I 
send to the desk, One isupon the question of assassination in cold 
blood of an honest negro in the North and no arrest whatever made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COLORED MAN ASSASSINATED—WAYLAID BY UNKNOWN PEOPLE WHILE ON HIS 


WAY NOME, 
Lixa, On10, December 22, 

A private message was received here to-day from Plum’s Crossing, 26 miles 
northwest of this GER stating that William Emmons, a colored man who ran 
off sometime ago with Mrs, John Maxwell, had been assassinated by unknown 
persons, As near ascan be learned Emmons was waylaid while he was on his 
way to his home about a mile from Pium’s Crossing, and shot dead, the builet 
piercing his brain, > 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatis anotherone. Then read the second 
one on the same slip. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A MULATTO GIRL BRUTALLY ASSAULTED. 

` CLEVELAND, Onto, April 1, 

A special from Bridgeport, Ohio, says: “Amanda Robinson, a handsome mu- 
latto girl, was seized, while on her wer to church Sunday evening, by a num- 
ber of unknown men and choked until she was insensible. Afterthatshe was 
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bound and gagged and dragged a mile along the railroad trackin the direction 
of Bellaire. On regaining consciousness the girl was beat until she again sank 
down insensible. When found last night she was in a pitiable condition, 
There is no clew to the identity of her assailants.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wanted to have another read as to their 
treatment in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I declineto yield. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A NEGRO MURDERER’S DEATH—HE IS ACCIDENTALLY KILLED BY A FARM NAND 
WITH A PITCHFORK. 
AKRON, Ono, August 22. 


In Talmage Township, 6 milesfrom this eer Wednesday, furmer’s chil- 
dren playingin a barn observed a pilo of hay moving. They called a farm 
hand to killa supposed skunkunderthehay. Tho hired man thrust the pitch- 
fork into the hay and impaled anegro. One of the tines entered the negro's 
eye and reached the brain with fatai effect. The negro was identified as John 
Williams, well known to the police of all large cities as one of the most dan- 
gerous crooks in the country. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
from. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is out of a Northern paper, an Ohio paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave a great number of these, and I hope 
the Chair will give me time to put them in. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to speak on the bill now before the 
House. The bill, I believe, is the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill. The total amount recommended to be appropriated for the gen- 
eral expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending 1892, as I gather from the report, amounts, exclu- 
sive of the water department, to $5,082,227.97, one-half of which is to 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this deliberative body 
should investigate carefully every provision of this measure. When 
the bill was first called up I desired to examine the law governing the 
cityof Washington. Isent to tho Library, I sentevery where I thought 
I could find the books, but I was unable to find that the city of Wash- 
ington had ány code of Jaws forits government. Here is acity with, 
I believe, more than 200,000 inhabitants, one of the grandest cities 
of the world, a city for whose government we appropriate over $5,000,- 
000 perannum, and yet when a gentleman desires toexamine the code 
of laws by which the city government is regulated, it is impossible to 
find it, although we are told by a member of the committee that there 
was an appropriation made some years ago to have a compilation of the 
laws made, . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I contend that such a state of things isa blot 
upon the record of this fair city. There ought to be a code of laws, so 
that we could understand how this city is governed, so that we could 
understand whether these appropriations are fair and proper or not, so 
that we should be able to tell exactly what amounts we should appro- 
priate and what amounts we should decline to appropriate. 

But there is another singular feature in this bill, and thatis the part 
of it which refers to charities. Is there anything nobler and grander 
than the charities of the city of Washington? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will give myself the remainder of the time. 
IT am speaking on the bill now. . 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The twenty minutes have expired. 

Mr, McCREARY. I took only five minutes; I gave the gentleman 
from New Jersey [ Mr. MOADOÖT ARALO minutes and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] five minutes; that makes but sev- 
enteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that three minutes the gentleman himself 
bas occupied. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, I hope my friend on the other side, Mr. 
McComas, will give me three minutes more. 

Mr. McCOMAS. As the gentleman has been so little generous to 
himself I will yield him one minute more. 

Mr, McCREARY. This is the first time for some days that this bill 
has been discussed, and I am s g now upon the bill. 

Mr, McCOMAS. ‘That is the fact which influenced me to give the 
gentleman one minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr, McCREARY. I would like to have five minutes more from the 
gentleman from Maryland. 


I would like to know where that comes 


Mr. ROGERS. He feels that the bill will not stand more than one 
minute’s discussion. [Laughter.] 
~ Mr. McCREARY. ‘There are certain matters that I desire to suggest 


with reference to the hill. Tf the gentleman from Maryland is afraid 
that it will not bear discussion, then I must surrender the floor now, 
and take some other opportunity to make those suggestions; but I 
should like now, while Iam on the floor, to present my views to the 
House unless the gentleman is afraid that the question of these appro- 
priations for charities will not bear discussion, unless he is afraid to 
have discussed the statement of his colleague on the committee, the 
chairman of the Republican national committee, who said that he was 


opposed to the bill and that it was improper—I say unless the gentle- 
man is afraid to have these matters discussed he ought to give me some 
additional time. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I can yield the gentleman only one minute. The 
rest of my time has been given away. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The gentleman seems to be afraid to allow me 
to discuss this bill. I would like to conclude my remarks upon the 
bill while I have the floor, but I see that I shall have to seek another 
opportunity. My friends on this side desired to be heard and I was 
generous enough to give them all of my time but three minutes, but 
I did not expect that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
would be afraid to have his bill discussed. I have confined myself to 
the bill and what I have to say further will be upon the details of the 
bill, and I repeat that, unless the gentleman is afraid to have it dis- 
cussed, he ought to give me some more time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Lateron. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN], 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, our Democratic friends 
constantly complain that the rules of the present Congress prevent de- 
liberation upon questions brought before us, yet there is not an instance 
on record where that side of the House has occupied the time allotted 
to it in discussing the real questions at issue; but, on the contrary, it 
has exhausted such time in talking aboutirreleyant matters. Theonly 
exception is this morning, when my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky, after giving all of his time except three minutesto his friends to 
discuss everything but the bill before us for consideration, asks now 
for additional time belonging to this side in order to enable him todis- 
cuss its merits, 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman from Michigan refer to me? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, I refer tomy distinguished friend. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to say to the gentleman that I was en- 
deavoring to discuss the bill when I was on the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I was making honorable mention of my 
friend from Kentucky as one of the exceptions on that side of the 
House, in being willing to discuss the questionsat issue, But, Mr. 
Chairman, while it is trne that our friends have gone outside of the rec- 
ord, it is not proper that what they have said should go to the coun- 
try uncontradicted. 

They pose this morning as mourning for the poor people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, because they have not the right to vote, claiming 
that the right was taken from them because the negro vote was a dan- 
gerous factor. I challenge them to show any bill, resolution, or action 
on the part of the Democrats in Congress since the elective franchise 
has been taken from these people looking towardsits restoration. And 
when the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] says that the 
object of the osigu form of governmentin this District is to disfran- 
chise the negro, he falsifies history, because the white citizen is dis- 
franchised as well as the negro. ‘This disfranchisement is not on ac- 
count of the negro, but because this city is made up for the most part 
of transient residents, people who come here to stay from six months to 
six years, and then goelsewhere. And the wisdom of our fathers, who 
took away the franchise from these people—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘‘Fathers!’’ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Itis true this legislation was not long 
back; and perhaps, so far as my friend fromSouth Carolina is concerned, 
he was one of the “‘fathers.’’? But the reason the elective franchise was 
taken away wasnottogetridofthenegrovote. Whites and blacks were 
treated alike, in glaring contrast with the conditions South, of which 
we complain, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
says that were it not for the negro vote at least four States of the North 
would be Democratic. I answer him by saying that if you allow the 
negro to exercise the right which he has under the Constitution, that 
right for which many of his race died in the late civil war, there are 
not less than six States south of Mason and Dixon’s line that would 
give their electoral votes to the Republican candidate for President. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Eight or nine. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. But, instead of this, the negro vote is 
suppressed, either by falsehood, fraud, orcrime. So long as this por- 
tentous fact faces the American people, so long will there be irritation, 
so long will there be agitation; and until this question is settled aright 
it will never be settled. And I assure gentlemen on the other side 
that talking about the negro in the District of Columbia will not clear 


‘| their skirts of the bloodguiltiness of suppressing by violence and murder 


thousands of votes that are as well entitled to be cast as their own. 
[Applause on the Republican side, } 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. TI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tllinois 
[Mr. ROWELL]. = : 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, no occasion is allowed to pass with- 
out some criticism from the other side of the House upon the form of 
government in the Districtof Columbia, and the charge is often made 
that this form of government is the result of a desire on the part of the 
Republican party to disfranchise the negro. Now, as I understand it, 
the constitutional lawyers of this country are on that side of the House, 
[A voice on the Democratic side, “You are right,’’] That is my 
understanding. I recollect hearing some gentleman on that side of the 
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Gove say that there is no instance in history where a Democrat de- 
d to overthrow or disobey any clausein the Constitution. [A voice 
‘on the Democratic side, ‘Right again.” ] 

There is another thing that I havo noticed, and it is that when gen- 
tlemen on this side are attempting to address the House gentlemen on 
‘the other side are always kind enough to interrupt, either by way of 
"showing that they are wiser than PRN A on this side or that they are 
betterbred. [A voiceonthe Democraticside “Right again. ] I hear 
(my friend say ‘‘Right again.” Iam glad to know that it isin re- 
sponse to the statement that they claim to he better bred. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the very inception of this Government the 
fathers provided in the Constitution a district in which the Capital 
should: be located, to be controlled by the people of the United States 
represented in Congress. Sixty million people control this District by 
their suffrages. The inhabitants of the Territories and the inhabitants 
of the District of Columbia alone are excluded from a voice in the Gov- 
fernment, in pursuance ofa proposition in the Constitution itself This 
\is the Capital of the nation, a Capital which is the nation’s workshop, 
where citizens of every State, engaged in doing the work of the nation, 
are for the time being domiciled. Its developmentand control are the 
‘care of the citizens of the United States, not alone of the people who 
temporarily or permanently have their homes here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. By the Constitution Congress has exclusive juris- 
diction over this District, 

Mr. ROWELL. That is what the Constitution says. In the Terri- 
tories of the United States not admitted as States the executive oflicer 
is not chosen by the people, butisappointed. All the laws enacted in 
| those Territories are subject to the revision and disapproval of Con- 
‘gress. And in this District the people of the United States as repre- 
sented in Congress control the making of the laws, Now, whether this 
is the best form of government or not, it is a form of government, con- 
templated in the Constitution; and it can not be denied that this city, 
as no other city, is and ought to be the care of the whole nation. A 
section of the country not developed, not devoted to other interests, 
was selected as the Capital in order that it might be developed and con- 
trolled by all the people of the United States. 

But the point of the argument on the other side is that, because the 
colored men of the District of Columbia ‘are not permitted to vote, 
therefore the people of other sections of the country are justified in 
violating the Constitution and preventing them from voting. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROWELL (to Mr. McComas). Give me two minutes more. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] 
stated, as a matter of advice to the colored people of this country, that 
‘they had better devote themselves to learning how to be good black- 
smithsrather than learning anything of thepolitical situation, Would 
not that be equally good advice to address to the white people of this 
country? Ifthe colored and white alike are citizens, why should not 
all of us take to ourselves the advice of the gentleman and step down 
and ont from the consideration of all political questions? That is the 
point of that argument: that the colored people are intruders into the 
politics of the United States. Cover itas you may, every argument 
coming from that side on this question carries with it a suggestion that 
whenever a colored man in any section of the country cares to interest 
himself in political affairs he isan intruder, and as such should be 

mt out of the way, and that anything is justifiable which suppresses 

im and prevents him fromintrading himself into affairs with which 
he has no concern. ‘ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McADOO, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me to 
enter a denial of that? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the allegation 
that the people of this District were disfranchised because of the large 
number of negroes residing in this city has been frequently made on 
this floor and has never been sustained, I believe, by a particle of 

roof. The people of this District were practically disfranchised be- 
fore the District itself was formed. The Constitution adopted in 1789, 
‘before the District was even located, provides that Congress shall have 
power— 

To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such District 
(not excesding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of particular States and the 
acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the Government ofthe United States, 
tind to exercisé like authority over all places purchased by the consent of the 
Legislature of the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and other needful buildings. 

The purpose of giving the Congress of the United States the exclu- 
sive right of legislation within the District so framed has been stated 
by one of the ablest commentators upon the Constitution itself. I find 
in the Federalist, in an article attributed to Mr. Madison, this reason 
assigned for giving to the Congress exclusive power over the District 
in which the Capital of the nation was to be established: 


The indispensable necessity of complete authority atthe seat of Government 
carries its own evidence with it. Itis m power exercised by every Legislature 


of the Union, I might say of the world, by virtue of its general supremacy. 
Without it not only the public authority might be insulted and its proceedings 
interrupted with impunity, but a dependence of Ke members of the General 
Government on the State, comprehending the seat of the Government, for pro- 
tection in the exercise of their duty might bring on the national councils an 
imputation of awe or influence equally dishonorable to the Government and 
dissatisfactory to the other members of the confederacy. 


Here we have a reason assigned for this exclusive rightof legislation 
whichis granted to Congress by the Constitution, and no man will say 
that this reason isnotsuificient. The safety of this body demands that 
it should have control and legislative power over the District, and no 
matter what the population may be, or whether it be black or white, 
the reason for retaining this exclusive power still remains. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yleld for a question ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman think, or insist, that the 
Constitution was violated when the franchise was given to the citizens 
of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, It was not violated, according 
to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, so long as 
their legislative assembly confined itself to the enactment of purely 
police and municipal regulations. But whenever the legislative as- 
sembly undertook to enact general legislation—legislation affecting 
the rights of property and of person of the people of this District—it 
was held that such enactments by the legislative assembly were un- 
constitutional and void. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I yield the remainder of the time, which I be- 
lieve is three minutes, to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there has been a great deal of 
comment made to-day and heretofore about the fact that the people of 
the District of Columbia are denied the right of suffrage, and it is as- 
serted on the other side of the House that the reason is because there 
is a large number of colored people resident here. Now, the Consti- 
tution expressly provides that Congress shall exercise exclusive juris- 
diction over the District of Columbia and gives Con full power on 
the subject. It is, cf course, the law, and stands on its own footing. 
The: District was formed for the people of the States, to do the Gov- 
ernment business in, and the laws are very properly made for its gov- 
ernment by the representatives of all the people. 

But in order that the imputations on thatside, which have been made 
in this regard, shall not go unanswered, but may be put right, I desire 
to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the bill providing 
for the present form of government for the District of Columbia was 
was in 1874, and was almost, I believe, unanimously, if not 
unanimonsly, supported by the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘fhe gentleman is mistaken. The reorganization of 
the District was in the Forty-third Congress, which had two-thirds 
Republican majority. I wasa memberof that Congress andremember 
the facts. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The bill is here in the volume before me, and 
the voteis stated in detail on page 5124 of the RECORD on June17. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], leading Democrats in that day, and leading still, 
voted for the bill; also the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and 
all the other Democrats voted for the bill. The only votes in opposi- 
tion to it were Republicans. Among the members opposing the bill I 
find the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and two or three from 
my own State, Iowa, Mr. Kasson, Mr. James Wilson, and Mr, Cotton 
among them; so that, in so far as the responsibility for the government 
of the District is concerned, it rests with the Democratic side of the 
House more than with the Republican, because leading Republican 
members opposed the billand not a single Democrat but Mr. Eldridge, 
of Wisconsin, 

It is contrary to the fundamental principles of the Republican party 
to deny the people the right of selfgovernment. We believe in the 
principle enunciated in the Declaration of Independence. Thatisa 
fundamental doctrine of the Republican party, andif gentlemen on the 
other side will conform themselves to that idea there will be no differ- 
ence of sentiment in this conntry on that question. Itis because they 
deny to-day the fundamental right of a citizen without to color 
in certain portions of the country to vote his convictions and have that 
vote counted that there is any cause for legislation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, thatis an exploded idea. Nobody believes 
that. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And the moment that A deat ceases on the 
part of the Democratic party in this House and hout the coun- 
try, the moment that they ceaso to demand that they shall have 
thirty-seven Representatives on that side basedon the colored popula- 
tion of the country while at the same time allowing them no repre- 
sentation on that side of the House, then the occasion for this oS Ee 
tion will cease. But until that day comes every man on this side of 
the House will insist that the General Government, so far as its power 
extends, shall guaranty the rights of the citizen in all of the 
country, as promised in the platform of the party quoted by mea few 
days since. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr.. Chairman, the whole 
paragraph has been read. I now desire to move to strike out of lines 
14 and 15 the words “‘ one assistant inspector of buildings, $1,200.” 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report theamendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: a 


Tn iines 14 and 15 of the same page strikeout the words “one assistant in- 
epector of buildings, £1,200, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment. As many as are in favor of the amendment will say ay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was agreed between the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] and myself that as to this 
and the other amendments there should be fire minutes on either side 
devoted to the matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that will be agreed to 
and the gentleman from Kentucky will be recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If gentlemen will take their 
copies of the bill they will find that the inspectors’ department of this 
city is divided into two very considerable bureaus, one under the head 
of inspector of buildings, the other under the head of inspector ot 
plumbing. Of the inspectors of buildings there are, one at $2,400, one 
at $1,200, one at $1,000, and another at $1,000, being four inspectors 
of buildings. There are also three inspectors of plumbing. Now, it 
does seem to me that this is an unnecessarily large number of officers. 
I do not see why a city of this size should have so large a bureau. 
Then when you add the number of clerks, it makes it, as a mere busi- 
ness proposition, a burean entirely too large for the size of the city. I 
believe from some little experience in this city that the efficiency of 
both departments would be greatly aided by a reduction of the num- 
ber of officers. - 

I would rather take the $1,200 that would be saved by abolishing 
that particular officer and dividing the amount among the others so as 
to have a better class of men, as I would prefer to have one less assist- 
ant inspector of plumbing and give the entire amount to the other two 
men rather than divide the money among the three men. My own 
experience in the city is that as a rule these bureaus are not as efficient 
as I believe they could be made by having asmaller number of officers, 
and I call the attention of the chairman of the subcommittee in charge 
of the bill to that as an unnecessary expense. I have nothing further 
to say, Mr. Chairman. I simply call it to the attention of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as to the number of officers in po- 
sitions of this kind, ordinarily they are increased as the result of emer- 
gency, and not always as a result of permanent need; but in this case 
the inspector of buildings in the last year issued permits for 3,824 
buildings, for erection or repair, buildings of a total value of $7,700,- 
000, an increase in a single year of $1,600,000, and of this number of 
permits a very large number, about 2,000, were for entirely new build- 
ings. 

Now, in their report the commissioners urge and demand that they 
must havean additional force,and they say that the phenomenal increase 
in the growth of the city requires that they have more inspectors 
than they now have for the work if itis to be properly supervised, 
and if the public interest is not to be jeoparidized, and they urged 
that in person upon the subcommittee, if not upon the full com- 
mittee. But, Mr. Chairman, further, this committee last year or the 
year before, I have forgotten which, on account of the increase of ele- 
vators in the city and the neglect of fire escapes in this city, gave one 
additional assistant inspector of buildings to look afterfire escapes and 
elevators. 

This is a city where the men who sleep in houses and who live there 
know very little about the edifices in which they live; and these in- 
spectors of fire escapes and elevators are far more important here than 
anywhere else. Now, from careful inquiry we found that that was 
being very much neglected. I think it is now being better attended 
to, but Ido not believe itis being now adequately cared for. Yetthecom- 
mittee resisted the deman@of the commissioners and the public demand 
for more, but they could not resist, in the last year or the year before, 
giving a new man for an inspector of fire escapes and elevators, 

Now, with respect to the plumbers, there is a bill which passed the 
Senate last spring increasing the number of inspectors of plumbing. 
Eagree with my colleague that this is of vast importance, but we felt 
that in the present state of the revenues no more increases should be 
made. That bill has been reported to this House, giving more inspect- 
ors with larger salaries, and was here considered in part by this House; 
but we haye kept down the salaries and kept down the number of in- 
spectors, and in this case we have certainly done what my coll e 
would desire us to do, and possibly we ought to have added more assist- 
ants, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to moye the following, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas proposes the follow- 

Specht which the Clerk will report. 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “District” in line 25, page 3,thefollowing: "And provided 
further, That the sum total of the accounts soallowed shall not exceed in amount 
£20,000, and that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall report to 
thenext Congress the amount so allowed and to whom.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam perfectly willing to accept that amendment, 
but I would suggest that the Comptroller of the Treasury is the proper 
officer to make that report. 

Mr. SAYERS. My amendment was first prepared requiring the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to make the report, but I thought it would 
be better to have it come under the head of the commissioners’ report, 
because that can be made before the subcommittee. 

Mr, MCCOMAS. I accept the amendment of my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will 
be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I move to strike out the last word of 
that amendment, and upon that I desire to submit a few remarks. 

I had sent, Mr. Chairman, to the desk, when I was taken from the 
floor by the expiration of my time, an extract from a paper giving an 
illustration of the treatment of negroes in the State of Ohio at Murray 
City. It was an illustration of the brotherly love shown by them in 
that patriotic State, and I ask to have that extract read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NO NEGROES WANTED IN OHIO. 
Murray Orry, Onro, 


Residents of this place Tuesday night burned to the ground the hou 
George Washington,a colored man. He lost everything, The excuse 
for the outrage is that no blacks are wanted in the place. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire also, Mr. Chairman, to show the state 
of feeling in that State. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to yield, because I have not suffi- 
cient time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want you to tell me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appeal to the Chair to protect me from the 
interruption ofthe gentleman. I donot yield. If Ibad the time I 
would do so cheerfully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee declines to 
yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isend up an extract to show how the colored 
man is treated when he undertakes to entera hotel in the State of 
Ohio. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, no! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes! 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FORCED TO GO TO A COLORED HOTEL. 
CINCINNATI, August, 31—[Special]. 

To-morrow is Labor Day in Ohio. Cincinnati workingmen will celebrate it 
with a demonstration, at which J, B. Green, representative from Cleveland in 
the Legislature, willbe the orator. Green introduced the bill making the day 
a legal holiday. To-night he arrived, and the reception committee escorted 
him around to the different hotels, but none would receive him on account of , 
his Sbr- He wasforced to go toa cheap hotel, patronized only by colored 
people, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want that inserted as a part of my remarks, 
I also desire to submit further extracts, giving an account of an out- 
rage upon a pour innocent colored girl in Washington, Ohio. If such 
an outrage had occurred in the South, I have no doubt my friend from 
Ohio would have wanted a committee of investigation to go there at 
once. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A BIG SENSATION IN WASHINGTON, ONIO, OVER THE OUTRAGE OF A NEGRO GIRL, 
WASHINGTON, OHIO, September 24, 

The town of Leesburgh, several miles south of this city, has been in astate of 
excitement for several days over the outrage of a colo: girl by a drunken 
prisoner inthe town jail. Marshal Dooley,of Leesburgh, arrested a colored girl, 
named Annie Blanton,of Hillsborough, for disorderly conduct, and, it is alleged, 
pas her in the same cell with a dranken Irishman, named Mike Kennedy, 

ooley says his reason for placing the girl in the same cell with Kennedy is 
that there was but one cell in thè fa When scen at the cell, Kennedy was al- 
mostnaked. Judge Gardner,of Hillsborough,and S.H. Beard, of Leesburgh,have 
been retained as counsel by the colored girl's friends to bring suit for damages 
against Marshal Dooley. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
extract—— 3 
Mr. STRUBLE, Is there ever any excitement in the South? 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). Showing how colored people, 
honest, competent, and efficient, are treated when they make an appli- 
cation to be employed at honest labor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Tennessee declines to yield to any gentleman, and he must te 
permitted to proceed without interruption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BECOMING SERIOUS—EMPLOYMENT OF NEGROES CAUSES BITTER FEELING AMONG 
RAILROAD MEN. 


of 
yen 


It is just as it is in the South. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an 


CINCINNATI, July 8. 


The strike situation is becoming strained. Fifty colored men were put to 
work at the Southern yards this morning, which has induced a bitter feeling, 
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Big Four clerks will strike before they will superintend black crews, Added 
bitternessis ca by a report that Pinkerton is here organizing a force of 
deputies across the river, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is alleged that there 
is no distinction on account of color in the State of Ohio or any other 
loyal section of the North. I want to show you when the color line is 
crossed in the State of Ohio, and a white man marries a black woman, 
ar it actually runs the relatives crazy, and they have to be sent to an 
asylum. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

AN OHIO BELLE ELOPES WITH A NEGRO. 
UPPER SANDUSKY, OHIO, August 18. 

Miss Alsbaugh, a pretty and heretofore universally respected girl of nineteen, 
eloped to-day with a colored fellow named Hart, a comparative stranger, who 


wasa cook at one of the hotels. Parents and friends of the young lady are 
crazed at her action. ` 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to submit another extract giving an 
account of the murdering of a negro at Akron, in the State of Ohio, and 
no arrest, it seems. I do not undertake to say that it was premedi- 
tated, but I ask my friend had it occurred in the South if he would not 
have charged —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not want an answer now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You do not wantan answer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask if you would not have said that 
it was premeditated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yon do not want an answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I have assumed 
their right to goin and investigate. I want tosubmit one further ex- 
tract, giving an account of anoccurrence in the State of Minnesota. I 
was going to allude to that when the gentleman interrupted me, and 
then I want to follow it up with Illinois, 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 


VENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I know of no special reason why 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] should make this 
contemptible, unjustifiable, and false assertion about the administra- 
tion of justice in Ohio simply because there is pending here an appro- 
priation bill for the District of Columbia. I did not hear the opening 
of the speech of the gentleman. Ido not know what might have pro- 


voked it and Ido not care. I have before me a number of statements’ 


of alleged outrages against colored people in the State of Ohio, which 
he has seen fit to have read for some purpose, and I am willing to admit 
that it is not pretended thatin Ohio the colored men are never wronged. 
I do not claim that his individual rights are neverinvaded. [Derisive 
Jaughteron the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is new. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nordo weclaim that white men are not wronged 
in the State of Ohio; but we do claim that no public man of the State 
of Ohio has ever declared that numbers should not count in the admin- 
istration of civil government! Nor has any Ohio man dared to stand 
upon the floor of Congress and threaten revolution by blood in case 
that there should be a majority of colored votes in any of the several 
States in the Union. Can the gentleman from South Carolina say so 
much? [Applause on the Republican side, ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] has furnished here an extract from some alleged special anony- 
mous correspondent, telegraphed from Lima, Ohio, to some newspaper, 
name not given. It is avery unfortunate selection. Limais in the 
center of the great Democratic yote-bearing portion of the State of 
Ohio. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side,] It is the 
home of the gentleman from New York who is honored, or, rather, will 
shortly be if he is admitted to his seat as a representative of Ohio, as 
a Democratic Senator from that State. I donot know how well the 
Democracy of Allen County obey the laws, but I do not believe this 
alleged report. 

The gentleman has also referred to Murray City, and made a puerile 
assault upon the State of Ohio because a colored man was assaulted in 
Murray City. Doesthe gentleman know that Murray City isin astrong 
Democratic locality, and that Hocking County in which it is gives 700 
majority for the Democracy, and that the Congressional district gives 
more than 2,000 Democratic majority? [Loud applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

But I do not believe that at Murray City any negro is or ever was de- 
prived of his legal or political rights, 

Here is an extract from some anonymons special correspondent at 
Akron, who says that the children of a farmer were playing in a barn 
and that, observing a pile of hay moving, they called a farm hand to 
kiil a supposed skunk under the hay, and that the man thrust in a 
fork and killed a negro boy. And then the gentleman from Tennessee 
says there was no arrest. I brand the statement as not true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not say there was no arrest. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I understood you to say so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I undertook to say that there was no punish- 
ment, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood you to say there was no arrest, 
and I say thatis not true. Upon the facts stated there was no cause 
for punishment. 

Again, here is an extract which states that at Upper Sandusky a 
pretty colored woman was unlawfully assaulted. Does the gentleman 

now where Upper Sanduskyis? It is in one of the strongest Demo- 
cratic counties in Ohio, But thatis notall. Here is a case where it 
is said a white woman ran away with a negro. Does the gentleman 
taboo, down in his State, all those who happened years ago to he vic- 
tims of some white man’s lust? Butin this case he complains that a 
white woman ran away with a negro. Upon whom was thatan out- 
rage? [Laughter.] o was the outraged party ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, It was an outrage on the commu- 
nity and on civilization.- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentlemanfrom Alabama has lived 
long enough in the section he comes here from to know that that is 
not one of the insults that are always avenged in the State he comes 
from. Ifitisso nowitis an indication of a great change in public 
opinion. One word more, Mr. Chairman, and then Iam through, As 
a humble representative of the State of Ohio, I want to say here that 
in that State no man has ever suffered injustice or lack of justice in 
any court of the State because he wasa colored man. Nomanin Ohio 
eyer failed to receive absolute protection for all his rights, civil and 
political, in the State of Ohio because he wasa colored man. [Ap- 


_| plause on the Republican side. ] 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There has been onesingle exception, Mr. Chair- 
man, and I wish to give the gentleman from Tennessee the benefit of 
that. One and only one. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair submits that under the rule debate 
upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last three words of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed five minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? ` 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the formal amend- 
ment offered by me, j 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Irenew it. Iwant to give the gentleman from 
Tennessee, who is seeking knowledge in regard to Ohio, some informa- 
tion that will be to his benefit. I said there was a single exception to 
the rule which I have laid down, the only exception that has ever hap- 
pened in the State of Ohio. Just before a great State election, when 
the people of the State were intensely and enormously interested in 
the result, a lieutenant of police, a Democrat, in the city of Cincin- 
nati, threw a cordon of police around one hundred and -cight col- 
ored men on the night preceding the election. 

He arrested them and put them into a subbasement of the Ham- 
mond-street stationhouse in the city of Cincinnati; he denied access 
to attorneys, denied access to the wives and children of the men, de- 
nied the prisoners every physical comfort, and kept them there until 
the night after the election had closed, thus depriving them of their 
votes, and then turned them out without making any charge against 
them. Then the false cry was started by the contemptible ae of 
proscription and falsehood, which prevailed widely in that city ina 
certain party, that these men did not live in Cincinnati. 

It was utterly and contemptibly false, shown to be so by the record 
of the ultimate judgment upon the question in the United States court. 
Thispolicelientenant wasarrested and broughtbefore Judge Baxter. He 
pleaded guilty to the charge with allits shameful elements, and was con- 
demned by Judge Baxter toimprisonmentin the jail at Dayton. He was 

rdoned by Grover Cleveland upon the recommendation of George Hoad- 

ey, then governor of Ohio, and was brought home and promoted one 

peg in the police of the city of Cincinnati. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] That is the only crime that ever was committed against 
colored men under the forms of law in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How about Davenport? Did not he perform 
some capers like that in New York? 

` Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the ghost of Davenport again stalk before 
the vision of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Judge Baxter, of Tennessee, when he pronounced judgment upon this 
man, told him that the pretense, the contemptible, false, wicked, and 
perjured pretense that any one of those colored men was a resident of 
Kentucky was known by him to be false; and the man stood there un- 
der the overwhelming sentence of the court, absolutely silent and ab- 
solutely crushed. In that critical moment he made no defense and 
attempted no palliation of his infamous crime. 

The only defense ever made on his behalf was that he had been in- 
spired to do this thing, paid to do it, employed to doit by certain of 
the Democratic authorities of the city of Cincinnati, more than one of 
whom forsook him in the hour of his greatest emergency. 

Mr. eee Yes, they will run when yau get them in a corner, 

Laughter. 
: Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have never on the floor of this 
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House assailed a State of the Union. I have never undertaken to sort 
out the outrages committed in any of the States; and not one of the 
propositions made by the gentleman here shows that any colored man 
has been wronged or defrauded of any of his rights in the great State 
of Ohio, either the right of the elective franchise or any other of the 
rights of citizenship, nor thnt he has been refused redress in the courts. 
This is all I have tosay on that point. Istand here simply to defend 
the honor of the State of Ohio from the charge of ever having drawn 
the line against any man by reason of his color, his race, or his previ- 
ous condition. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER, I rise tooppose the amendment. Mr. Chairman, 
I was a member of a committee appointed by this House to investi- 

te the October election in Ohio to which the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. GROSVENOR] has referred. That committee sat for two or three 
weeks in the city of Cincinnati, and examined several hundred wit- 
nesses, All the facts—I mean to say all the matters to which the 
gentleman has called attention, because he stated very few truths— 
were brought to the attention ofthat committee in a Congressional in- 
vestigation. Lieutenant Mullen, to whom he refers and who upon his 
own confession was sentenced to one year’s imprisonment, was a po- 
lice officer in that city. The night before the October clection he sta- 
tioned policemen at the bridge and other places where colored people 
were coming over from Kentucky—field hands fresh from the interior 
of that State—brought into Ohio by the Republican committee to vote 
the Republican ticket at the election the next day. [Applause onthe 
Democratic side.] The testimony showed that 150—I believe that is 
the number—very nearly that number—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I will tell you the whole facts if you will 
listen. The testimony shows that thosenegroes came across the bridge 
in large numbers, over a hundred of them in one squad. The police- 
men, after following them tothe place where they were afterward ar- 
rested, went to the headquarters, when Lientenant Mullen came with po- 
lice wagons and arrested the whole crowd, took them to the lockup, and 
put them in prison. Ontof the wholenumber arrested there weretwo 
who were legal voters of Cincinnati; and for the arrest of those two 
persons Lieutenant Mullen’ was technically guilty of the arrest of legal 
voters, but as to the others there was never any pretense, never any 
line of testimony before the committee to show that they had not been 
imported from the State of Kentucky into the State of Ohio to vote at 
the election on the ensuing day, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

‘There was never any official of this Government who more faithfully 
and earnestly discharged his duty than did Lieutenant Mullen in arrest- 
ing that consignment of negro voters imported from the State ot Ken- 
tucky to be used in Ohio to vote the Republican ticketat that election. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] z 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, SPRINGER] 
declines to be interrnpted. 

Mr. SPRINGER, . The gentleman from Ohio stated that these ne- 
groes were cruelly treated. There is not a word of truth in that state- 
ment, They were as kindly treated as any prisoners who were ever 
putina lockup. Their quarters were warm and comfortable; they 
were furnished with mealsin the same way as all other persons im- 
he ost in Cincinnati; and I believe in thatcity the authorities are as 

umane and just in their treatment of prisoners as in any other city in 
the country. 

The friends of those men were permitted to see them; their counsel 
could have seen them. Three or four of them were discharged the 
next morning on their own representation that they were citizens; 
were turned away without any hearing. They went and voted, because 
they showed themselves to be rightful voters. But two of them re- 
mained and did not claim their right; they were so terrorized by the 
company they were in that they remained there through the day and 
did not clainimmunity. Lieutenant Mullen stated tothecommittee, 
and his testimony was corroborated by others, thatevery man who ap- 
plied for discharge and showed that he was a citizen was discharged 
the next morning and allowed to goon his way. But the fact that 
that body of negroes were not legal voters is not disputed, was uni- 
versally admitted. - 

Not only-that, but at that election to which the gentleman refers the 
national Republican committee had sent to Cincinnati revolvers, sev- 
eral hundred in number; and thesen , fresh from Kentucky, were 
made deputy marshals, clothed with the insignia of officers and armed 
with these deadly weapons for the purpose of driving from the polls 
Democrats who were entitled to vote at that election. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Ha RICHARDSON, I move to amend by striking out the Inst two 
words. 2 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon the amendment is exhansted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. An amendment to the amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what is now pending. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, _I withdrew my amendment; and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, as I understood, made another. 


7 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas proposed an amend- 
ment; and to that an amendment has been proposed to strike out the 
last word. Debate upon the amendment to the amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Now an amendment in the third degree can not be entertained; but 
there is no difficulty about itif the gentleman from Ohio will withdraw 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do withdraw it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio misunderstands my motive. 
Ihave made no assault on Ohio. Iam not here for that purpose. Iam 
willing for Ohio to manage her own affairs in herown way. But my 
object was to show the gentlemen on that side of the House and else- 
where that they had no right to bring newspaper extracts, taken at 
random from the press of the country, and present them here for the 
purpose of slandering thesection from which Icome. I do notsay that 
the extracts are true. Ido notsay that Ohio does not punish criminals; 
but I haye other game besides Ohio, I want to show that the negro is 
treated every where alike by white people, whether it be North or South, 

I come next to Kansas, but first I send up an article to the desk to have 
read from the State of Minnesota to show how the negro is treated there 
when they raise their headin tbat State. They talk something of ‘‘race 
war” up there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AWAY UP IN MINNESOTA—SOMETHING WHICH LOOKS VERY MUCH LIKE A RACE 
WAR, 


Sr. CLOUD, MINN., March 13. 


Scott Hill, a negro, who has a farm at Maine Prairic, in this county, has been 
cleared of the charge of stealing corn from his neighbors. Hill claims that the 
prosecution of the charge was a “race war” on a small scale, and that his home, 
which was burned some time ago, was'set on fire by his neighbors, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire also to submit 
this extract showing the condition of affairs in the State of Wisconsin, 
and ask the Clerk to read it. 

A MEMBER. The Democratic State of Wisconsin. ; ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, the Democratie State of Wisconsin now; 
but this occurred before that. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Well, the Lord helpherfrom thison. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the Clerk to read the extract I send to 
the desk, to show how the negro is discriminated against up there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NEWS FROM THE CREAM CITY—COLORED MEN DECLARE BOYCOTT ON PLACES OF 
AMUSEMENT—GAMBLERS ACQUITTED. 
MILWAUKEE, October 22. 

The colored citizens of Milwaukee are very jealous oftheir rights, Two days 
ago they began an action in the circuit court against Manager Litt, who cx- 
cluded one of their number from the Bijou Opera House, asking $2,500 damages. 
To-night ameeting was held and the Colored League of Wiseonsin was formed, 
and steps were taken to organize as a branch of the National League. Contri- 
butions were solicited to raise a retainer fee of $250 for Attorney Hazleton, who 
conducts the prosccution against Manager Litt. Resolutions were order- 
ing a boycott of Mr. Litt’s places of amuscoment, which include the Academy of 
Music, the Dime Museum, aud the Bijou Opera House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I also submit one other extract, copied from 
a newspaper in the State of Wisconsin, which ask to have read, to 
show that Fred, Douglass could not obtain lodging in a hotel there, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
THE COLOR LINE—IT IS DRAWN IN WISCONSIN JUST AS IT I5 DOWN HERE IN TUE 
SOUTH. 


MILWAUKEE, Wis., November 26. 


The colored people of the State, indignant at Manager Lilt for refusing 
them admission to his theater, have resolved to combine and insist on the 
rights guarantied them by the result of the war. A convention fairl 7 represent- 
ative of the colored race of Wisconsin met here to-day, anc established a civil 
rights’ league for the purpose of securing such legislation as will give them and 
their posterity equality of rights for the future. The chairman of the conven- 
tion, in a rather bitter address, declared that members of the colored race were 
being insulted and humiliated in certain hotels and other public ess and that 
there is no Jaw on the statute books of Wisconsin soetan i During the 
lato Grand Army ofthe Republic encampment, he safd, colored veterans who 
‘were members of white posts were refused meals and insulted at hostelrics. To 
illustrate the prejudice ngainst the colored race, he asserted that a few years 
ago Fred. Douglass was unable to obtain lodging in any hotel in Jangsville, and 
that he would kaye had to spend the night on the streets had not the hospi- 
tality of Congressman Williams's mansion beenextended to him. There are 
several colored orators from various parts of the country present. 


[Here the hammer fell. J - x ? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. rman, I do not pecans to engage in this out- 
rage business at all, but, judging from the remarks of my honorable 
colleague in the opening of this discussion, I believe that the members 
of the House are liable to be led to the conviction that there was no, 
Republicanism in the Sonth except where the colored people largely 
predominated. For the purpose of showing otherwise, I desire to sub- 
mit some remarks from that standpoint, covering my honorable col- 
league's district as well as the district I have the honor to represent, 
as also the First and. Second Congressional districts of Tennessee, taken 
from the census of 1880. 

I find from this that in the First district of East Tennessee there are 
33,000 more white population than in the Fifth district of Tennessee, 
which my honorable colleague represents; while at the same time his 
district, a Democratic district, has 28,000 more colored population than 
has the First Congressional district. TheFifth Congressional district has 
22, 000less white population than the Second Congressional district, while 
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it has 25,000 more colored population; and the Third Congressional dis- 
trict, as gerrymandered by the Democratic Legislature of 1888—the 
counties that comprise that district now—has 3,000 more white than 
has the Fifth and 22,000 less colored than the Fifth. And I would 
say the Fifth district of Tennessee has within 10,000 as many colored 

ulation as have the three Republican Congressional districts of loyal 

st Tennessee, while the Tenth Congressional district, represented on 
this floor by a Democratic member, has 18,000 more colored than white 
and has 34,000 more colored than all of the three East Tennessee Con- 
gressional districts represented on this floor by Republican members, 

I would say, too, Mr. Chairman, that the three East Tennessee loyal 
districts contain 330,000 more whites than does the Tenth district. I 
only make these obseryations based upon the remarks of my honorable 
colleague to the extent that there were several States in the North 
which, if it were not for the colored vote, would be Democratic—to show 
the condition of afiairs in my own State. Ihave given the figures to 
compare with his statement showing the condition in the South and 
indicating that it is not altogether from tho colored vote that the dis- 
tricts are represented on this floor by Republican Representatives, and 
to indicate that they have a very large proportion of the white vote back 
of them in those districts, I desiro tosay, too, in that connection, that 
each of the Republican districts of East Tennessee contained more 
white population than any other Congressional district in Tennessee, 
with one exception, and thatis the Fourth district, which outnumbers 
the white population of the Third district, and that is the only excep- 
tion; while in the Republican districts of Tennessee the white pop- 
ulation very largely outnumbers the colored, and in each district the 
colored population is very much less than in any of the Democratic 
districts. = 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. I renewit. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the 
purpose of replying to the gentleman from the Chattanooga district of 
‘Tennessee | Mr. Evans], who no doubt thinks he has just cause of 

ievance against his district for not returning him to the next House. 
ranger on the Democratic side.] But I want to call the attention 
of the House back to the District of Columbia, and to answer bya very 
plain statement of fact what was said by three gentlemen here as to 
why the colored man does not vote to-day in the District of Columbia. 

When the era of reconstruction came, the white man was found vot- 
ing herein this District, as he had been for many years. There was 
no one then to complain of the results of that suffrage. But the Re- 
publican party then determined, in the language of Mr. Sumner, that 
in order to get the *‘ new allies which were needed ” for the continued 
success of the Republican party it was necessary to adopt universal 
suffrage in the South, and—I read from Mr. Henry Wilson’s History 
of Reconstruction, page 257 : 

The t body of the friends of emancipation, instructed by passin: 
desired the extension of suffrage to the colored race in the District o 
bia both asa right and an example. 

That is why it was established as a right that the colored people had 
and asan example to show that the Republican party was perfectly 
willing to im the same conditions here in this District as else- 
where where the negro existed in large numbers; and so suffrage was 
conferred on the negro in this District. That was in 1868, <A fair 
trial was had, and after five years of the experiment a Republican 
House and a Republican Senate repealed the law that gave the colored 
man the right to vote in the District of Columbia, without a dissent- 
ing yoice, There were not enough opponents in cither House to de- 
mand even a roll call upon the question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. HERBERT (continuing). It was repealed for the reason that 
after trying it for five years it was found then to be a failure. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask to be permitted to correct the gentle- 
man in his statement. = 

The CH . Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, I do not. ` 
H Mr. KERR, ofIowa. Fora correction. 

on. 

Mr, HERBERT. I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama declines to yield. 

Mr, HERBERT. There were many members in this House then 
and many more of the Senate who had at that time, as they have now, 
property in the District of Columbia, and when they had given the 
negro a fair chance to tax that property for a few years they repealed 
the law. The resultsof negro suffrage here were apparent toall. No- 
body could misunderstand what they were. The Republican party no 
longer wanted it as example. They forgot they had asserted that it 
was a right and they took it away. So intent were gentlemen on the 
protection of property rights here in this District that in order to take 
away power from the negro they took it away from the white man too; 
and so for sixteen years past no ballot has been cast in the District of 
Columbia. 

The results of reconstruction in the South, however, were a little 


events, 
Colum- 
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more acceptable. There had come here from the twelve Southern 
States, including West Virginia, by the 5th of March, 1871, twenty- 
two Republican Senators and only two Democrats. There had come 
here forty-eight Republican Representatives from the South and only 
thirteen Demoerats. Never in the history of this country anywhere 
have there been more election frauds than were being practiced at that 
time all over the South by the carpetbag leaders who were sustained 
by the bayonet, Yet the gentlemen on the other side, who to-day pro- 
fess themselves so anxious for fair elections and fora fair election law, 
never then thought it necessary to pass any such bill as the Lodge bill. 
It had not occurred to them and would not have occurred to them even 
to this hour if the political fruits of reconstruction had continued to 
be the same as they were then. It mattered not to these gentlemen 
how the people of the Southern States were robbed and plundered in 
every single State where the Republicans hada majority. Republican 
leaders were perfectly content. They needed no election law then, 
simply because they were satisfied with the situation. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman,I do not know what the 
status of the motion that is pending is, but I will move to improve it 
in any way that is parliamentary. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have very little inclina- 
tion to take part in this debate, It is irrelevant, I know, to the ques- 
tion which ought to engage the attention of the House at this hour, 
and I would not claim the floor for a single moment but for the exhi- 
bition of credulity which my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
exhibited when he stated to the House and to the country that the in- 
vestigation at Cincinnati succeeding the election held there in 1884 dis- 
closed the fact that the citizens who were arrested and confined ina 
dungeon by Lieutenant Mullen were imported from Kentucky, and that 
that fact was fully established, and that, in seizing and imprisoning the 
ohe hundred and forty-odd citizens in the manner he did, Michael Mul- 
len proved himself to be a painstaking, faithful officer, utterly and thor- 
oughly devoted to the honest discharge of his duty; and that in his 
arrest and conviction and imprisonment he became a sacrifice upon the 
altar of duty. 

Now, I live in Cincinnati and am reasonably familiar with what 
took place on that day in the matter referred to by the gentleman 
from Illinois—— 

Mr. ROGERS. You had bad company. ‘ 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH, We-had bad company that day. Wesent 
a part of the company back to Chicago, Ill., and at least one of the 
company did not stop until he had landed behind the bars in Joliet. 

Mr. CALDWELL, And some in Indianapolis. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; and some others in the prison of In- 
diana. Now,it is in no partisan spirit that I attempt to do justice to 
my native city. Itis due to the truth of history that I reply to my 
friend from Mlinois. 

Mr, ROGERS. I was alluding to the presence of Powell Clayton 
there on the same day. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Well, if Powell Clayton renders as honor- 
able service and as patriotic service in Arkansas as he rendered in 
Cincinnati that day, he is a man capable of improving the moral and, 
political condition of your State of Arkansas, [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

But I am not going to discuss affairs in Arkansas. 

It is not true that the men who were arrested under the direction of 
Michael Mullen and kept twenty hours in a dungeon were other than 
citizens of Cincinnati. A great many of them were known to him to 
be citizens of Cincinnati. He helped to arrest and imprison men who 
were reputable and honored citizens of that city before he had improved 
the moral atmosphere of Ireland by leaving it. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Well-known men were arrested upon 
the highway, citizens who had grown up from boyhood in that city, who 
are as well known to our people as most other citizens of their age, 

The fact is they were arrested at the doors of banks where they 
were employed; they were arrested in hotels where they were em- 
ployed ; they were arrested in their homes, and dragged as if they were 
worse than felons and incarcerated, as my honorable colleague has 
stated, not in the jail, notin the cells of the stationhouse, but in a dun- 
geon below. 

Mr. CALDWELL, In the cellar. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the cellar; and neither wife, nor child, 
nor lawyer, nor friend was permitted to visit them or communicate 
with them in that dungeon. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Were any charges made against them? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will come to that. 

And not only that; I assert that it is true beyond all cayil that the 
only men liberated from that dungeon, that my friend calls ‘‘ warmand 
genial,” were those who stipulated as a condition of their release to 
vote the Democratic ticket before the next sunset [applause on the Re- 
publican side], and, thank God, there were but two or three who would 
consent to purchase their liberty at the price of such humiliation. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wonld like about five minutes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Ohio be permitted to proceed for five minutes more, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thank my friend for his courtesy. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to proceed five 
minutes more, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chairhears 


none. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know that my friend from Illinois wants 
to be fair, and but for his overweening credulity he would never have 
even affected to believe that the citizens arrested and thrown into 
that dungeon were other than citizens of Cincinnati. Now, how plain 
a tale will set him down. Theadministration of public justice at that 
time was in the hands of our Democratic friends. James W. Fitzger- 
ald sat upon the bench of the police court, before which these wan- 
derers might have been and would have been called ifthere had beena 
well-grounded suspicion that they were repeaters from Kentucky. No 
one of all the one hundred and forty-odd prisoners was charged before 
him with an offense. > 

Not a complaint was filed against any one of the men who were held 
in the dungeon; but the moment the polls were closed on the evening 
of that election day, and when it was impossible for them to exercise 
their rights as citizens of Cincinnati, they were turned ont in a body. 
Nobody in Cincinnati was or is to-day ignorant of the purpose of the 
arrest and incarceration of those citizens, and there is not an intelli- 
gent citizen of our city to-day who is not ashamed to think such an 
outrage was possible, 

Michael Mullen wasarrested and walked up, and like that goat men- 
tioned in the Scriptures, he took'upon himself, not the sins of Israel, 
but the sins of those who were his co-conspirators in the commission 
of the crime; but, unlike.that goat, he went not to the mountains, nor 
yet into the wilderness, but to prison, to the penitentiary. He was 
pardoned by President Cleveland, who wasimposed upon by those who 
were co-conspirators and others who expected to enjoy the usufruet ot 
the crime, aided by some misguided people who recommend everybody 
and sign all petitions that arespresented. 

These things were not done in a corner. For two sessions I kept 
the records of the facts in this matter, and was ready, if challenged to 
do so, to exhibit the records and the proofs for the information of the 
country. Iwas abundantly ready here with the documents to show 
what had taken place. 

Talk about importing repeaters! We had one of the constituents of 
my honored friend, one who seemed to stand high in the councils of 
his party in the State of Ilinois, visit our city on that famous election 
day. His name was Joseph Mackin. He came over with an outfit 
of men having nothing with them but corrupt morals and bad man- 
ners to suggest the object of their mission to Cincinnati. He and his 
squad were met at the depot, and Joseph was informed that he could 
take his choice, either to return with his sluggers to Chicago or go to 
jail; and he preferred to go back to Chicago, where, following the nat- 
ural inclinations of his heart in political matters, he committed frauds 
at the election in that city and finally landed in Joliet penitentiary. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Sir, Ido not pretend that Ohio isexempt from criticism so far as the 
treatmentof thecolored raceisconcerned. She may, in the olden time, 
have sinned and fallen short. My honored colleague, General Gros- 
VENOR, has fully answered ali the charges of my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON], but I may here say that nowherein theState 
of Ohio, so far as I have known and so far as I know, has such a bald 
outrage been committed on either race or upon any man cr set of men 
as was committed in Cincinnati under the sanction and under the pro- 
tection and in the interest of the Democratic party at that election in 
1884. Itwas an act of heroism and self-denial on the part of Michael 
Mullen when he consented to plead “guilty” to this outrage and take 
the sins of all on himself and suffer for them by serving a term in the 
penitentiary. 

My colleague suggests that when he came back he was promoted. 
Why, he was in a position to dictate terms. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] He had the information which enabled him to de- 
mand what he wanted; when he fiddled they had to dance to what- 
ever tune he suggested. Hence he demanded to be put in charge of 
the liberties, the property, and the rights of the citizens of Cincinnati. 
For the outrage he had committed he was promoted. He was pro- 
moted because of what he knew; they did not dare to deny him that 
which he asked, because, I repeat, he had the information which it 
was important to suppress. [Applause on the Republican side, } 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman to say that 
he wanted to vindicate his native city. Is that what he calls a vindi- 
cation? a 

The CHAIRMAN. The time ofthe gentleman has expired and de- 
bate upon this amendment is exhausted, 

Mr. HERBERT. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it. The gentleman from Ohio who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. Burrerwort] has reiterated the statement 


of his colleague [ Mr. GROSVENOR] to the effect that then arrested 
by Marshal Mullen were citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio. Now, I under- 
take to state, and I do state upon my official responsibility as a mem- 
ber of the committee which investigated the subject, that there was not 
a particle of proof in the record that those men were citizens of Ohio, 
with the exception of about half a dozen of them, and those of them 
who were citizens, except two or three, were released on their own re- 
quest next morning. 

gett AE aS Yes; after the election was over they were 
released. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those men were released next morning; but the 
one hundred and odd that were not citizens of Cincinnati, but had 
come over the bridge from Kentucky and had been traced by the offi- 
cers of the law, as to them there was no pretense before the commit- 
tee that they were citizens of Ohio. The proof was that they were 
citizens of Kentucky; and, notwithstanding the fact that they were de- 
tained as prisoners until after the election, there was not one of them 
that ever made any complaint that he had been illegally arrested and 
held in violation of law. They knew in fact thatthey were criminals, 
who had been imported from the State of Kentucky to vote the Re- 
oo ticket in Ohio, and they were glad to get away with their 

iberty without saying anything more about it. 

The treatment of those men by Lieutenant Mullen and the authori- 
ties of Cincinnati was humane in the extreme; for the reason that the 
men were the ignorant dupes of the leaders of the Republican party at 
that election, who had brought them over from a bordering State to 
vote for the Republican party in Ohio. The gentlemen who testified 
before that committee with regard to these facts are well-known citi- 
zens of Cincinnati. I refer now to the testimony of Mr. Ingalls, presi- 
dent of the Big Four Railroad combination. That gentleman appeared 
and testified to the character of the men who were imported from Ken- 
tucky to Ohio at that election. He testified also to the scenes that 
were transacted at the Government building in Cincinnati, when citi- 
zens of that State were brought to the courthouse by these ignorant 
negroes, who were not themselves citizens, but who were clothed with 
the fact of official authority, and armed with revolvers furnished by 
the Republican committee for the purpose of shooting down voters at 
the polls; and all this in the name of an honest election! [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] 

These negroes were found in a boarding house kept by a man bear- 
ing the somewhat remarkable name of ‘‘ Hogshead John,” a noted Re- 
publican local politician who kept a negro boarding house. Most of 
these negroes were found in Hogshead John’s boarding house, where 
they had come from the other side of the river, and were to he kept 
over night by the local leaders of the Republican party in order that 
they might be voted next morning at the polls. They were taken and 
put in a much more comfortable place than Hogshead John’s hotel. 

Not one of the persons illegally arrested, as the gentleman from 
Ohio says, came before the committee to say that he had been badly or 
inhumanly treated. I never heard beforeabout the “‘ cellar” to which 
the gentleman has referred, the dungeon prison. There was nothing 
of the kind reported by any witness, and the side of the Government 
in that investigation was conducted by no less a distinguished gentle- 
man than Mr. Foraker, since governor of the State, so that none of the 
rights of those men were lost. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend tell the House to what Mike 
Mullen pleaded guilty? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill. There were two or three of the persons 
whom he arrested who were bona fide residents of Cincinnati, and he 
admitted that when it was established. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois may have five minutes more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, TI hope so. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, I want to say to my friend from Illi- 
nois that the record does not disclose any such fact as he suggests. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isay that it does disclose just such a fact, Iwas 
a member of the committee that investigated the matter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am speaking now of the record of the 
court, which discloses that Mike Mullen pleaded guilty of the exact 
charge against him. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Iamcomingtothat. He wasadvised by his attor- 
ney that he was technically guilty, and he pleaded guilty, supposing 
that the judge would impose.a nominal sentence, but that judge, for- 
getting that he should be actuated by the spirit of justice, instead of 
complimenting the lieutenant for the energy and zeal which he had 
displayed in trying to preventione hundred and fifty imported negroes 
from voting in Ohio, instead of commending Mike Mullen, imposed 
upon him the severest penalty of the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Didthecommittee of which the gentleman has 
spoken report as fact what he has just stated? 

Mr, SPRINGER. The committee did; and I have a copy of there- 
port in my hand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did the committee make the statement that 
there were only two of those men who were citizens of Ohio? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I will come to that point. We took testimony 
covering all the facts. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the testimony of 
Mr. Edgar M, Johneon, a gentleman of the very highest character, one 
of the most distinguished lawyers in the United States, a man whose 
statement would be believed in any place where he was known. In 
regard to the scenes that occurred at the courthouse on the day of the 
election he stated: 


When I got to the United States court building, I found the steps and lobbies 
and front crowded mostly with colored men who had badges as United States 
deputy marshals. As I went to go upstairs—as you go up the stairs iñto the 
United States courtroom and the district attorney, and marshal's and clerk’s 
offices, the stairs come toa landing and then fork—at that landing Iwasstopped 
by a colored man who had a badge of United States marshal or ands club in 
his hand and wanted to stop me. He wanted to know where I was going, I 
told him it was none of his immediate business. He said, “Ido not want to in- 
sult you,” and I said I did not think he could insult me. There were two col- 
ored men wearing marshal's badges at the door with clubs in their hands and 
said no one could enter. They wanted to know where I was going. I said I 
was going into the public courtroom and I pushed the club aside and went in. 

I inquired for Judge Sage and found the courtroom filled mostly with colored 
men, none of whom had I ever seen. uke were notr table looking col- 
ored men, such as I was in the habit of seeing about Cincinnati, but looked like 
roustabouts, dressed in all sorts of costumes; coats nearly offtheir backs; 
hardly a shirt on; some of them without shirts; the dirtiest-looking lot I ever 
sawinmy life. Iam notvery even-tempered, It may be I got pretty warm, 
Isaidin the presence of the commissioners that I considered that they were 
not warranted in using the United States courtroom for that purpose; that it 
was an infernal outrage on decency. I wastherebuta very few minutes. Isaw 
Mr. Hymen there, I believe, and at his request I went on a bond or two. Ido 
not know who they were for. I believe Mr. Dodds went over with me at the 
time. I went first to the courtroom; Isaw Judge Sage. I then went back in 
theevening. I think my business—I think [told Judge my papers would 
not get here as early as Í expected. I told him I wanted himto remain in court 
orin the city until I could get the papers. He said he wanted to go to Dayton 
thatnight, or to Lebanon, and with his wife the nextmorning goto Dayton, but 
that he would wait for me in the evening, I went there. 

Ithink my papers gotthere on the train that arrived about6 o'clock. I went 
over promptly at 6 o'clock tosee him. When I got to the courtroom at that 
time it was absolutely filled with these marshals. I want to say on both occa- 
sions I saw these men armed with these formidable clubs, Some of them had 
pistols. Isawa white man there that made an impression on me because he 
was nn illustration of what I had seen in the pictori pers of the “cowboy.” 
He hada slouched hat, sombrero, broad-brimmed; sack coat that had once been 
light colored, but that had become pretty dirty; blue shirt; no vest; his pants 
stuck into his boagfs; a big belt around his waist, with a great big club in his 
hand. I wasin the room at that time; it was filled with this kind of people— 
these colored deputies. I remember one of them made a great impression on 
A pra, he was an exact representative of the caricature of the plantation 

arkey. 

I know he was not a Cincinnati darkey. He had his coat split up the back, 
all the way up; poor shoes, no socks. When I got in that evening I was so 
outraged—I thought jt was such an AERES upon decency to conyert the United 
States courtroom into such a scene as that—that I remonstrated with Judge 
Sage and said it was an outrage on decency that the courtroom should be con- 
verted into that sort of an establishment. I spoketohim not as a judge, but as 
afriend of mine. He has been an intimate friend of mine for years. Ispoke 
to him as one friend would to another. I said it was an outrage on decency ; it 


looked to me about as outragcousa spectacle as I ever saw in a civilized com-. 


munity. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman will observe that what he 
has justread has nothing to do with the men who were in dungeons. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has reference to the proceedings of the Repub- 
lican party on the day of the election, This is what was done on that 
day. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is a side issue altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

-Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by strik- 
ingout thelastword. I hadthe honor tobe present during all the ses- 
sions of the committee appointed by the Congress of the United States 
to investigate the conduct of Marshal Wright, of the southern district 
of Ohio, and I undertake to say that the whole record of the testimony 
in that investigation does not show more than one illegal vote cast by 
a Republican elector; and the only testimony tending to show this is 
that of an Italian, who contemptuously said that he could not tell one 
negro from another and therefore when he saw a colored man voto the 
Republican ticket he made a chalk mark upon his back, in order that 
he might identify him atterward. This Italian said that he sawa 
negro upon whose back he had thus made a chalk mark attempt to 
vote in the city of Cincinnati at another poll than that at which he 
had already voted. ‘This is the only legal testimony in all that report 
tending to show that any Republican attempted to vote illegally at 
that election. 

Now, sir, referring to the incarceration of 152 colored electors in the 
basement of Hammond street station house, I have here the report of 
the majority of the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] being one of the signers, in which they state in so many 
words that these colored men were incarcerated in the basement of the 
Hammond street station house from the night preceding the election 
until 6 o’clock on the evening of election day. 

As to whether these men were electors of the city of Cincinnati or 
not, I desire to have read as part of my remarks the judgment of Judge 
Baxter, of Tennessee, when he came to sentence Michael Mullen for the 
crime of which he was convicted upon his own confession of guilt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The evidence of ped fats was so convincing that your zealous and able coun- 
sel voluntarily yielded its irrésistible force, and with your acquiescence, mani- 
fested in open court, consented to the finding made by the jury. This finding 


thus obtained isa virtual confession by you that the arrest and imprisonment 
of the persons named were for the wrongful purpose alleged in the indictmen 

Such an unprecedented invasion of the rights of American citizens by any 
one under any ciréumstances would be a grave violation of the criminal laws 
of the Unjted Sta But when it is remembered that you were at the time in 
the exercise of public atithority and acting under the obligations of an official 
oath requiting impartiality and integrity in the discharge of your duties your 
infidelity to your official obligations seems to have been peculiarly flagitions, if 
not atrocious. 

You not only out the imprisoned parties, but you struck a traitorous 
blow ata fundamental and vital principle that underlies our republican insti- 
tutions; and you did your work so noiselessly and expertly as to have eluded 
the vigilance of three thousand regular and special aticersen, deputy sheriffs, 
and députy marshals then on duty and supposed to have been co-operating for 
the protection of all legal voters in the exercise of their legal rights as well as 
the seventy-five thousand other citizens of this great central city, who (if we are 
to credit the city press) were so thoroughly solicitous on that occasion to prè- 
serve the purity of the ballot box. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOREY. I hope that the whole extract I have sent up may be 
read. There are only four more lines. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. Why? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Because the whole thing is absolutely false 
in fact. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, for the sake of making the 
record correct, I want to say a word. In connection with the trial of 
Lieutenant Mullen, the entering of the plea of guilty, and his sen- 
tence upon that plea, no suggestion was made t he was merely 
technically guilty as to two or three individuals; on the contrary, the 
plea was ‘‘guilty,’? without reserve, and there was no mincing of mat- 
ters. The judge distinctly stated that he was charged not merely with 
the unintentional but wrongful arrest of two or three colored citizens, 
but the'crime of willfully and maliciously arresting and detaining in 
prison under color of authority of one hundred and forty citizen. 

The crime charged was confessed inthe plea of guilty. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman a 
single question. Will he yield? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, of course I will yield tomy colleague 
with pleasure. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Because Iknow my colleague to be an honor- 
able man and a truthful man. Do you claim that that cell was full 
of colored men who were voters in Cincinnati? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Iam asking my colleague the question, 
he so claim? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, undoubtedly. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. What, all of them? 

Mr.BUTTERWORTH. Why, undoubtedly. There was no evidence 
that there was a man amongst them who was not a citizen and a voter, 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I did not ask you what evidence you had, 
but I wanted to know what you thought yourself? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the evidence of itis that the nien who 
affected to know did not arraign one single one of them for an at- 
tempted violation of the law, although they had the court, the police, 
and the deputy sheriffs all willing and anxious. There was not a sug- 
gestion of the kind. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, because they went to Kentucky in the 
morning before they could be found. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Wentto Kentucky! Why, theyhad them 
ina dungeon. They were kept secretly in confinement and not al- 
lowed to confer with attorney or friends or any one outside of their 
jailors. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because there was not an illegal act committed 
by them. All that was known was that they had come over to Cin- 
cinnati and were in this boarding-house on the night before election. 
They had not attempted to yote, and hence there was no ground for 
making the charge ofan illegal act against them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is talking aboutsomething 
that he does not know. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iunderstand that very well. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know more about the facts of this caso 
than the gentleman does. 

Mr.SPRINGER. No, sir; I do not admit that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘There were men there who had grown gray 
in the streets of Cincinnati, who were knocked down and dragged into 
this dungeon; men who were more than the peers of the men who took 
them there, and wlio were well known to the arresting officers. That 
is a matter of history. No Democrat, or very few, in Cincinnati will 
undertake to denyit. Michael Mullen became vicariously nsible 
for the crime, but everybody is ashamed now of what took place, be- 
cause it was a blot on the good name and fair fame of our city. It is 
a matter all regret. I think Michael Mullen himself is ashamed of it 
now. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I claim, and I repeat, that tosay that these were 
imported voters for an illegal purpose is an absurdity. I might go on 
and tell whence importations of Democratic repeaters were made, men 
who came and were discovered with the tickets and instructions that 
they had still on their person. But what is the use? That is a back 
number. Our faces are looking forward, 


Does 
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We have to-day a very different state of things in Cincinnati. Ido 
not enjoy recalling that which all good citizens regret. It was possi- 
ble then to do things which would not now be ible. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move that Cincinnati be forgiven. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is a great deal that might be told in 
connection with this matter, but I refrain from going into it now. It 
is a matter, as I have said, of past history. It could not occur now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iaskunanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Ohio have time to make the statement to which he 
has referred, giving all the details of this matter. There is no better 
time than the present. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I will not unwittingly render my 
friend aservice by postponing the consideration of this bill in the hope 
of postponing another which he holds in less favor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would greatly prefer to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio, who is always pleasant in discussion, even 
onan uninteresting topic, than to take up the dry details of the District 
bill. And Lask that the Chairman submit my request for unanimous 
consent to give the gentleman from Ohio time and opportunity to go 
on and complete a full statement of the history of this matter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. TI will makeitafter adjournment. [Langh- 


ter. ] 

Mr, MCCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the committee, in 
the sense that we have had so much discussion of this matter, that we 
give some little attention to the bill itself. We have discussed Ohio 


long enough. 
Mr, RICHARDSON. I move to strike out the Jast word. I left 
Ohio some time ägo, ughter. ] 


[La 

Mr. McCOMAS. TI believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland is recognized. » 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to appeal to my friend tolet us go on a lit- 
tle with the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
ing amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I appeal to the gentleman to let us advance at 
least one page on the billper day. There are some forty or forty-five 
pages with which I hope we will make a little progress at least, instead 
of spending the whole day on this single yh. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman think it better 
to settle these questions as they come up? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, I appeal to the gentleman to let us go on 
to the next page. I understand that some gentlemen desire to make 
some comments on the proviso. I would like to pass beyond that. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. But the gentleman has not answered 
my suggestion. Does he not think we had better settle these ques- 
tions as we go on? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Well, the day is waning now;andI think we have 
settled the question as far as Ohio is concerned pretty thoroughly. I 
ask consent that debate on.the remainder of this paragraph be limited 
ten minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Including the proviso? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ts there objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I have insisted and do insist 
that the treatment of the colored man of the North is just the same as 
it is in the South. ; 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Tennessee will suspend for 
Twine The gentleman from Michigan submits a parliamentary 

nquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. How often is my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. RICHARDSON] allowed under the rules to strike down that poor 
last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be led away 
from the object I have in view. I have said that the treatment of the 
colored man of the North is substantially the same as that of the colored 
man ofthe South. I think we can take no higher evidence of that fact 
than to refer to the treatment of the colored man in the State of Kan- 
sas, sometimes called ‘‘bleeding Kansas.” 

Mr. MAISH, Let us have order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to show that the negro is mistreated in 
the State of Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment? 
There is so much confusion in the Hall it seems impossible for the 
gentleman from Tennessee to make himself heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will gentleman have the kindness to cease con- 
yersation? The gentleman from Tennessee desires to be heard on his 
amendment to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I wassaying that the treatment 
of thenegro in Kansas is the sameasitisin the South, substantially; that 
he is discriminated against simply because heis a black man. As evi- 
dence of that fact I ask to have read the following extract. I do not 
know that itistrue. I haveread itasIdidtheothers. It is a news- 


I desire to submita few remarks on the pend- 


paper article based upon occurrences in that State. It is from a paper 
edited, as I understand, by a colored man. Iask to have it read asa 
part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TITE COLORED PRESS. 

The American Citizen is a weekly paper that has been paranna by colored 
men for colored men during the past two years in Topeka, the capital of the 
banner Republican State, the State that last fall gave Harrison 82,000 majority. 
During the past summer this paper hasbeen transferred from Topeka to Kansas 
City, because of “the ungenerous treatment of ‘Topeka’s merchants and busi- 
ness men, and the assurance of a more liberal and generous treatment from the 
same class of men in Kansas City.” The editors said there was a “manifest 
growth of color prejudice in this community ™ (the capital of Kansas); that “we 
are madè to feel that we are not wanted; that “it seems as ifa system of 
freeze-out has been put in operation against us,’' and that ‘people inindepend- 
ent circumstances, hitherto friendly, are turning their backs on us.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, asa further evidence of dis- 
crimination in Kansas against the colored men simply on account of 
color, I desire to have read the following extract, whichshows that tho 
effort is made to exclude colored children from public schools simply 
because they are black. ; 

Mr. FUNSTON. Willthe gentleman allow me to make a correction 
right here? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will not the gentleman permit me to state that 
Kansas City is not in Kansas ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not say Kansas City was in Kansas, but 
the extract which I have just had read shows—and if the gentleman 
had been paying attention it would not have been necessary to make 
this statement—that the poe was driven out from Topeka, in Kansas, 
to Kansas City, which is in Missouri, a Democratic State. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Thatis not correct. That paper is editedin Kan- 
sas to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is not in order, 
The gentleman from Tennessee declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Kansas is mistaken. I 
can not yield. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAN'T DRAW THE COLOR LINE—NEGROES ARE ENTITLED TO ADMISSION IN KAN- 


SAS SCIIOOLS. 
TOPEKA, KANS., January 10. 

The supreme court to-day decided that colored children could not be dis- 
criminated against in the public schools. In the case of Bertha and Lily Knox, 
colored children of Independence, Kans., against the board of education, the 
court holds that, the Legislature not having granted to cities of the second class 
power to establish separate schools for white and colored children, the action 
of the board of education in attempting to exclude colored children and com- 
pel them to attend a separate school was illegal. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the House to fix 
some time for the closing of debate on the remainder of the first para- 
graph of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What proposition does the gentleman make? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to suggest that I think it will accommo- 
date all gentlemen, and I hope it will be acceded to on this side of the 
Honse, that we take thirty minutes for debate on the proviso, the re- 
maining part of this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that debate on the proviso be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 1 hope it will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is unless the debate is to 
he upon the proviso and not on every other subject. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the debate will be on the proviso. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope so, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
CLEMENTS] to control fifteen minutes on one side and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McCoxrAs] to control fifteen minutes on the other 
side, if there be no objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and the gentleman from Georgia is recogni to control fifteen min- 
utes of the time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. _I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Chairman, I believe there is no amendment 
pending, and in order to have something before the House—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Oh, yes, the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is pending. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That was accepted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was accepted by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, but has not been adopted by the committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been voted upon. 

Mr. ROGERS. Task the attention of the gentleman from Maryland, 
because I want to address myself to the bill, I confess that I do not 
comprehend entirely the classes of claims that are covered by this pro- 
viso, and it may be that there are meritorious claims which ought to 
be provided for. 

I myself have had some experience with rejected claims by the De- 
partment, and have had to go the Committee on Appropriations and 
get a proper remedy. 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1519 


There may be claims of this character that should be made and pro- 
vided for, but this provision is not properly prepared. As I understand 
it, itgives to the Comptroller of the Treasury the power to settle these 
claims, 

Mr, McCOMAS. We called upon the officers of the Comptroller’s 
Office, and they gave us the amendment suggested. Ido not know 
that it comes from that office originally. We called upon them, and 
the amendment was modified by them. 

Mr. ROGERS. You made this amendment yourselves? 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; the amendment, I think, was made by the 
commissioners of the District and then modified by the Department. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘That is the misfortune about these amendments 
that are made, offered, or suggested by the Departments. I have had 
occasion before to say what is my deliberate judgment, based upon such 
experience as I have had, that, in very many of these amendments 
emanating from the Departments relating to claims which may be 
meritorious, there is a looseness about them which is reprehensible. 
They are drawn by some of the clerks who may have something to do 
with the adjustment of these claims. 

Now, let me invite attention to this language: 

Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and 
directed to re-examine the accounts of the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia accruing since July, 1878, and prior to March 6, 1883. 

It isa little remarkable, to begin with, that these transactions, if they 
were meritorious prior to 1890, should date back so far as 1878. But 
they proceed, and do what? 

And credit the same with all such disbursements and expenditures made in 
good faith. 

Isupposs it is intended that there should be a comma there, for 
otherwiseit would not becorrect grammatically. There isnot theslight- 
est question that officers, executive officers, in the administration 
of the law, may in good faith make very grave mistakes, may make 
mistakes in law, may make mistakes in administration, or they may 
pay out and disburse money that is in violation of law, and yet they 
do it in good faith. So that there should be a limitation placed upon 
this clause, I believe, by inserting after the word ‘‘ expenditures,’’ and 
before the word ‘‘made,’’ the word “‘lawfully;”’ so that it would be: 

And credit the same with all such disbursements and expenditures lawfully 
made in good faith, 

For the loose errors which the commissioners or whoever disburses 
this money may have made, they shall be held responsible. The very 
object for which a disbursing Officer is appointed is that he may give 
the necessary bond and be responsible for his conduct. Otherwise he 
may make the entire disbursement in violation of public law. So at 
the proper time I shall offer an amendment to insert the word “ Jaw- 
fully ” before the word ‘‘ made,” in line 15, and to insert a comma after 
the word ‘‘faith;’’ so that it will read: 

And credit the samo with all such disbursements and expenditures lawfully 
made in good faith,. 

The word ‘‘and’’ should be inserted there before the words ‘‘ here- 
tofore suspended or disallowed in settlement of the same.” Then it 
proceeds: 

Wherein it sha isfactorily appear tha é 
in the District. scares thats aischneges OS) Aa eT eA NE SO ORES 

Now, with the modification suggested, by the insertion of the word 
“lawfully,” there is no objection to this section down to that point. 
Then comes what seems to me to be a grammatical error—at Jeast I am 
unable to understand whatit means. It says this: 

And for goods sold and delivered. 

To what can that relate? 

‘evi McCOMAS. It should be “or. That is a mistake in the 
prin 

Mr. ROGERS. -‘‘Or for goods sold and delivered.” Now I under- 
stand; then that alteration should be made. ‘Then it goes on: 

Work and labor done, materials furnished, or services rendered to the District 
in accordance with contracts and agreements. 

There again the word “‘lawfally’’ should be inserted, so that it 
would be— J 

Lawfully mado in good faith. 

When contracts aro authorized by law the Congress of the United 
States should not be made responsible for any failure. » 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has ex pired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I should like a little further time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS. It should be— 

and agreements i 
Beye paris nd of we aan E made in good faith on behalf of tho Dis- 

Now, look at the language—‘‘equitably.’’ 
to the Treasury Department the unlimited power to settle ‘equitably ” 
any contracts that have been made. To settle equities isa power that 
should not be granted to an executive officer or to any official. 

The Congress of the United States ought to hold the purse-strings in 
settling its contracts. Then if says: 


Also to adjust and settle equitably said accounts, allowing all ments made 
in settlement of claims against the District. ‘Aol aod 


It is thus turning over 


Allowing ‘‘all payments made in settlement of claims against the 
District.” Why? How broadisthis? True, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman from Texas has limited the expenses to $20,000, which sum is 
appropriated for; but it does seem to me that this is more power than 
ought to be given inte the hands of any executive officer. First, he is 
to *‘settle the accounts,” and then after that you tell him to ‘settle 
them equitably?’ —not “lawfully ?’—in conformity with law; and 
after that you tell him that he must allow ‘‘all payments made inset- 
tlement of claims against the District’’ whetherrightor wrong. There 
isno limitation placed upon him whether the payments made in set- 
tlement of the claims are right or wrong. If the money has been paid 
out, it has got to be paid over by an executive officer of the Govern- 
ment. 

“And for expenses incurred in ee faith on account of the District.” 
It should be ‘*and for expenses legally incurred in good faith on ac- 
count of the District.” Now, with these amendments I do not see any 
very serious objection to this provision; assuming, Mr. Chairman, as 
we must assume in all cases of legislation, that the committee who 
framed this bill understand precisely from an investigation of the facts 
what is to be covered by the language used. Having said this much, 
I shall ask at the proper time to insert these amendments, so as to con- 
fine the obligation of the Government to contracts made by the com- 
missioners in pursuance of public law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield ten minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr. MORROW, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rocers] had been familiar with the history of this matter and of 
the source from which this provision is derived, he would not have 
entertained the difficulties which he has mentioned in his remarks. 
This provision is not a new one. It is based upon a statute passed in 
1895, and I will ask the Clerk to read the provision, which is found on 
page 311 of volume 23 of the Statutes at Large. : 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
credit the accounts of the ex-commissioners of the District of Columbia, accru- 


ing since 1878, with all such disbursements and expenditures made in good 


faith heretofore disallowed in settlement of the same wherein it shall satisfac. 
torily appear that the oer was paid for goods sold and deliveréd, work and 
labor done, materials furnished, or services rendered to the District in accord 
ance with contracts and agreements made in faith on behalf of the Dis- 
trict, and also to adjust and settle equitably said accounts, allowing all pay- 
iret for claims for expenses incurred in good faith fon the benefit of the 

Mr. MORROW. Now, Mr. Chairman, yon will observe that the 
language of that provision of the existing law is almost identical with 
the language contained in this part of the bill. The provision which 
has just been read is a part of an appropriation bill passed February 
25, 1885. That act provided that the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury should be authorized and directed to credit the accounts of the ex- 
commissioners; and, under the strict construction given to the language 
by the Comptroller, it was held with reference to these particular ac- 
counts that they must be the accounts, not of commissioners, but of ex- 
commissioners of the District. Itso happens that of the commission- 
ers to whom this statute was designed to apply there was one who held 
over, and who was not, therefore, an ex-commissioner at the time of 
the passage of the act, and the Comptroller held that in order to receive 
the benefit of this provision it was necessary that the person claiming 
these credits should bean ex-commissioner. Henceit was that with refer- 
ence to the board com of Commissioners Phelps, Dent, and Twin- 
ing, the two latter, Dentand Twining, held over, and, being in officeat 
the time of the passage of the bill, were not ex-commissioners. 

Therefore the provision in this bill under consideration provides 
that “ the accounting officers are authorized and directed to re-exam- 
ine the accounts of the commissioners of the District of Columbia,” ac- 
erning atacertain time, namely, ‘‘since July,1878.’’ It will be observed 
in the provision, read by the Clerk a moment ago from the statute of 
1885, that it referred to the accounts of the ex-commissioners since 
the year 1878, but we have gone further than that and specified dis- 
tinctly the date in 1878, Therefore, we have restricted that provision 
by fixing a date. 

In the original statute there is no limitation except by naming the 
period between the year 1878 and the time of the passage of the act of 
1885, but we have restricted it to the time between the Ist of July, 
1878, and March 6, 1883. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoG- 
ERS] will therefore observe that the committee have been very careful 
to see that there shall be nothing included within this provision ex- 
cept those accounts that ought to have come within the provisions of 
the original statute if we consider the spirit that evidently actuated 
Congress in enacting that statute. 

By the provision in this bill, while we give the commissioners the 
benefit of the statute, we restrict it to the period I have mentioned, 
between the 1st of July, 1878, and the 6th of March, 18835. Now, 
many of these claims were disallowed simply because Congress had pro- 
vided in this statute that the accounts to be allowed should be the ac- 
counts of ex-commissioners. As I have said, Commissioners Dent and 
Twining held over and were members of the new board, and therefore 
they lost the benefit of that statute. 

The further provision in the bill is, ‘‘and credit the same, .with all 
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such disbursements and expenditures heretofore suspended” We 
have added ‘‘suspended’’ because the accounts have in fact been sus- 
pended, and not disallowed. They were legitimate claims, claims 
which would be allowed by any man in the transaction of any business, 
but they were suspended because of the technical difficulty I have 
stated. We have therefore added the word ‘‘suspended”? in this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman passes over the criticism that I made 
upon the language, 

Mr. MORROW, Yes, becanse that follows the original statute. 

Mr. ROGERS. But you would not follow a bad thing simply be 
cause it has gone before? 

Mr, MORROW. That was not the difficulty with the original act; 
the difficulty was not the omission of the word “‘lawfully.’’ If the 
gentleman will permit me, he will see when I have proceeded a little 
farther that his criticism as to the language might apply in ordinary 
cases, but would in this case do an injustice which I am sure he would 
not seek todo. 

Now, the next point is embraced in this language: 

In settlement of the same, wherein it shall satisfactorily appear that the 
money was paid to employés of the District prior to their discharge, 

We insert those words because in several instances the salaries of 
policemen were paid for a whole month when the officers had died in 
the course of the month before its expiration. The gentleman will 
see that the word ‘‘lawfully’’ would in that case do injustice. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the District pay in advance? 

Mr. MORROW. I donot know.. It may have been that such was 
the case. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Perhaps the case to which the gentleman from 
California is alluding is where policemen, who had become insane, were 
put in the asylum and their salaries ran on because their names were 
on the roll. Of course that was not strictly lawful. 

Mr. ROGERS. It seems to me that may have been perfectly lawful, 
and I do not see any occasion for putting in the word ‘‘equitably.’’ 

Mr. MORROW. The Comptroller holds that paymentin such cases 
was not lawful, and that is the reason we have inserted the provision 
in this case. 

Substantially the only further addition is in these words: 

In settlement of claims against the District and for expenses incurredin good 
faith on account of the District. 

Let me give another illustration of one of the classes of claims which 
hayearisen, In the law with reference to street improvements—I may 
not state the matter with perfect accuracy, but I will give the general 
features of the matter—there was, at the time sought to be covered by 
this bill, a provision under which street improvements were made and 
the cost charged against the abutting property. The District of Co- 
Inmbia in such cases would seek to enforce against the private property 
the payment of the street improvement, for the benefit of the contractors. 
- In the event that the person whose property was charged with the cost 
of the improvement refused to pay, a certificate was given to the con- 
tractor for the amount due for this particular work; and then proceed- 
ings were taken to.sell the property to pay the amount of this tax. 

Here the hamnier fell. ] 

Mr. MORROW. I would like a few minutes more. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Iask consent that the debate be extended ten 
minutes, five minutes to be allowed toeach side. I think members of 
the House ought to understand this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
os that the debate be extended ten minutes, five minutes on each 
side. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ten minutes in addition to 
the thirty minutes ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr. MORROW. In such cases as I have mentioned the District of 
Columbia would proceed by some appropriate legal process to collect 
the money from the persons who owed it. Sucha person, we will sup- 
pose, would go into a court of the District of Columbia and initiate a 
proceeding to enjoin the District authorities from enforcing the pay- 
ment of this tax, but by reason of oversight or of some failure to follow 
out the legal proceeding the money would be collected and paid to the 
contractor. In such a case the Comptroller holds that the District gov- 
ernment had no business to collect this tax because of the pendency of 
the injunction proceedings. But the money has in fact been collected 
and paid over. The District has not lost a cent. The matter simply 
stands as one of those iezal charges which the Comptroller holdshe can 
not allow because the money was not lawfully collected pending the 
injunction suit. 

Let me give another case. At that time there were issued by the 
District government what were called drawback certificates; that is 
to say, a taxpayer claims that he has made an overpayment of taxes; 
and upon having the matter decided in his favor he gets what is called 
a drawback certificate, which may be used in paymentof taxes. Now, 
in some instances—at least in one instance within my knowledge—the 
collector received one of these drawback ceftificates in payment of 


' 
taxes for street improvements. But the commissioners were not al- 


lowed to pay that drawback certificate over to the contractor, although 
he was ready to receive it, the reason being that the use of those 
drawback certificates is restricted to the payment of taxes. 

This certificate, however, went into the Treasury and liquidated the 
indebtedness; there is no money due from or to the District on that ac- 
count; but by reason of the restriction to which I have referred the 
Comptroller holds that he can not make the allowance in this case. 
Now, whatever may be the provisions of law, I find upon inquiry that 
this drawback certificate did perform the functions of money in the 
transaction by possibly a change of credit on some otheraccount. That 
is where the trouble came in. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The injunction proceedings have been closed; and 
the money, therefore, has practically been paid properly. 

Mr. MORROW. And paid properly, Now, this has been called a 
trust fund, but there is no evidence that there is a dollar involved in 
this, It simply grows out of the fact that these restrictions were im- 
posed by the statute and were such that the Comptroller has not 
allowed the claims. That is all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, let me ask the gentleman to state exactly 
what it is he wants to equitably settle? 

Mr. MORROW. That is provided by the old statute. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I wouldliko to understand from the old statute 
to which you have referred, giving these parties certain rights, what it 
is that you are going to actually settle under this provisionof the law. 
What is it, in other words, that is covered by this provision of the bill? 
Can these things be identified specifically ? 

Mr. MORROW, I presume that it will include just what I have 
mentioned, because it was held that these claims could not be settled, 
and, under the decision of the Comptroller, they could not be decided 
in favor of the District commissioners on the ground of illegality; and 
hence we say, whatever the law is, that these parties are equitably en- 
titled to have the claims settled. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman to say that it 
was illegal to allow them? 

Mr.MORROW. Well, itwasjust likethedecisionofacourt. When 
a court decides that a thing is illegal we have to accept the decision, 
I think myself it is entirely technical for the Comptroller to decide 
that they are not entitled to credit, under the circumstances, on these 
drawback certificates, 

Mr. ROGERS. Asa matter of information, if the gentleman will 
yield to me for a moment, I wish to ask if the commissioners of the 
District or anybody else appeared before the Appropriations Commit- 
tee and submitted the accounts for investigation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Every one of them was submitted. 

Mr. MORROW. And they were thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. ROGERS, The committee looked into the accounts? 

Mr. MORROW. Every item of detail, 

Mr. ROGERS. So they could be identified? 

Mr. McCOMAS, Yes, undoubtedly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is this information furnished through any executive 
document? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. No, sir; ‘but we called for the papers in the office 
of both the Comptroller and the District commissioners, We got them 
and made a thorough and exhaustive investigation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask a little time for the purpose of 
getting this matter clearly before the committee. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield to the gentleman the remaining five min- 
utes, 

Mr. ROGERS. My object is simply to get at the facts. WhatIam 
trying to arrive at is this: What is the means of information by which 
the committee was putin possession of the unsettled accounts? 

Mr. MORROW. Wecalled the officer having them in charge to come 
before us, and he came with the accounts, We have them from the 
Comptroller's office and also from the District commissioners’ office, 
We had an opportunity of examining them, and examined them care- 
fully in detail. We also had Judge Vincent before us, who was very 
familiar with the matter, and he came and gave an exceedingly lucid 
and detailed statement in regard to them. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why is it that that means of information did not 
come through the regular official channel, the Treasury Department? 

Mr. MORROW. Well, I do not suppose the Treasury Department 
is solicitous about having the claims allowed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Did not the information come to you through some 
legitimate channel? 

Mr, MORROW. Certainly; we got it first from the District com- 
missioners and then sought to confirm it by sending for the oflicer in 
charge of the matter in the Comptroller’s office. We got the informa- 
tion in that manner, and there seems to be no question about the ac- 
curacy of the conclusion which we reached. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me say to the gentleman from Arkansas and 
to the committee that we had before us first the information from the 
commissioners that they were informed and advised that these were 
correct. Then we had the old auditor, who was auditor during the 
period covered by these contracts, and we also had before us the pres- 
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ent auditor, and had him to go over the same matters. We then 
brought before the committee the official in the Comptroller’s office, 
who happened to be Mr. Glover, in charge of the District accounts for 
many years, to go over the items in detail, and after an examination 
and investigation for several hours on at least two, and, I believe, three, 
different occasions the subcommittee felt satisfied that they had probed 
the matter to the bottom, and were ready to submit their report to 
the committee. 

Mr, MORROW. We examined down to the most careful details, 
going into the smallest items, 

Mr. ROGERS. Myonly objectis to seek toincorporate into this pro- 
viso such language as will identify the claims and circumscribe the 
action of the officers to the particular class of accounts to be settled. 

Mr. MORROW. We had precisely the same sentiments and feel- 
ing as those expressed by the gentleman from Arkansas, and we ex- 
amined them with the same feeling. We desired to limit the settle- 
ment to just such accounts. We believe we have limited it carefully 
as to the time which covers these transactions. 

Mr. ROGERS. But there is no identification, as I understand it, of 
any particular class of claims. ‘The whole field is left open. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; if the gentleman will pardon me, these are 
definite and specific, because the provision covers a certain class of ac- 
counts within a certain period, amounting in the aggregate to about 
$19,000. They are fullyand amply set out by date. There can be no 
mistake about them. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, with that statement, which seems to me to 
make the matter sufficiently definite, if all of these accounts were sus- 
pended between certain specific periods which are clearly defined, Ido 
not see that there can be any difficulty about the matter, except, of 
course, in the event that the Department should transcend the author- 
ity conferred upon it. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘There is no difficulty whatever about it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] s 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I have eight minutes remaining, 
have I not? I perhaps will not occupy all of that time. I merely 
want to say that the various items included in this paragraph, or that 
will be covered by it, were very carefully considered by the subcom- 
mittee, and it was intended simply to give effect to the act of 1885; 
but not to do so blindly, and only after the fullest investigation, both 
through the office of the commissioners and the Treasury Department, 
where these disallowances or suspensions weremade. Iam afraid that 
the suggestion of the amendment offered orindicated by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGEers] would perhaps warrant the disallow- 
ance of some of these items that ought to be allowed. 

For instance, in the case of the insane policemen during this period, 
who were put into the asylum and at the same time their names kept 
upon the rolls and their families paid the salaries. Now, it seems to 
me that that ought to be allowed. Tt was perhapsin violation of the 
strict law at the time, and if the word “legally ’’ was put in there it 
would have to be disallowed, perhaps. At least, it would be so if 
the former ruling of the Department should be held to in this mat- 
ter. Iam thoroughly satisfied that not a dollar of this could be col- 
lected. It is not intended thata cent is to be paid out under this ap- 
propriation to anybody. The money has already been paid, and the 
accounts when they came to be audited were simply suspended on uc- 
count of these technicalities. Nota dollar will be required to be paid 
toanybody. Itsimply clears the account and leaves the books straight, 
and relieves any of these parties from what I think would be an un- 
just cloud upon the record. 

Mr. MORROW, Will the gentleman permit me to say that the same 
suggestion would also apply with reference to the case of the issue of 
the drawback certificates. That would be held probably as nnlawful. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think so. Isuppose the Department would 
hold to its former ruling. And my information is that the Solicitor of 
the Treasury had this whole matter referred to him and, after careful 
examination, decided that if asuit was brought on the part of the 
Government or of the District against these commissioners, no part of 
it could be recovered, and that it would simply be a profitless lawsuit 
on the part of the Government. I think the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas is a very proper one. It is not intended to open the 
door here to the reinvestigation of any other account except this class 
and during this period. Ithink the matter is fully understood by the 
House and the committee, and I will not take up further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland isrecognized. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? n 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ishall not insist upon these amendments, upon the 
explanation made, and the gentleman from Maryland can make such 
verbal corrections as suggest themselves to him. ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, precisely the criticism made by the 
gentleman from Arkansas is what occurred to members of the commit- 
tee, and it isa just and a natural and apt criticism of this language, 
and I think every member of the subcommittee, until they examined 
the matter, held the same mental attitude toward the proviso here that 
the gentleman from Arkansashassoclearly expressed. But they found 
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what had been disallowed with respect to closing the estates of dead 
men who had been commissioners from 1878, when the new govern- 
ment was formed, down to 1883. Many men had been in the office 
who had gone out again, and who had acted upon their judgment, 
which was revised by the Comptroller; and when the statement came 
before the Comptroller the commissioners, who had acted in good faith 
and made the expenditure or the allotment, found that the Comp- 
troller said, ‘‘ This isnot within the termsof thelawas we interpretit.”” 

Now, from that day to this has grown up acustom on the part of the 
commissioners of the District of going to the Comptroller’s officeand hav- 
ing an agreement between the Comptroller and the commissioners as to 
the construction of the law, and whether a certain account will be al- 
lowed or disallowed. ‘The subcommittee, with great patience and 
care, taking precisely the natural attitude expressed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, came around, after a careful and thorough examination, 
to find that it was our duty to allow the mere closing of the accounts 
on the books of the Treasury for money expendedin good faith in the 
formation of this new government, and later on, wherein these officers 
exercised their discretion and absolutely paid the money for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in good faith to its employés for goods, material, or 
work; and that these allowances, when the money had been paid and 
everything settled, should be closed on the books of the Treasury. We 
sent for the Auditor, who had ten men in charge of the affairs of the 
District. We sent for the clerks under him. s 

Mr. SAYERS. Wil the gentleman allow meto make a suggestion? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not the bill before me, but would it not be 
well to include in that language ‘‘for work or services ??? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think my colleague will find that the words 
“ disbursements and expenditures heretoforesuspended or disallowed’? 
will cover the matter. 

And now, as the committee seems fully to understand, and certainly + 
ought to understand, this matter, which naturally caused inquiry, I 
wish to accept the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, in line 
18, to strike out the word “and” and insert the word ‘‘or.’? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pending question is upon the amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. It was accepted 
by the gentleman from Maryland; bnt objection was made toits adop- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland also proposes 
the following amendment, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, 

The CHAIRMAN. That was adopted. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the second one is in line 16; insert the word 
“and” before the word ‘‘ heretofore,’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to understand what the 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas was. 

Mr. McCOMAS, The amendment that was first adopted, as I un- 
derstand it, was to strike out the word “and” and insert the word 
“or’’ in line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Arkansas please state 
the amendment? 

Mr. McCOMAS. And also to insert the word ‘‘and ” in line 16 be- 
fore the word ‘‘heretofore.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, 

For contingent expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, 
namely: For printing, checks, books, stationery. detection of frauds on the rey- 
enue, repairs of markethouses, painting, binding, rebinding, re ing, pres- 
ervation of records, books, and repairs of books for register of wi Is, Le PN el 
ing and keeping in good order the laboratory and apparatus in the offices of the 
inspector of gas and meters and inspector of asphalt and cement, dama care 
ofhorses not otherwise provided for, horseshoeing, fuel, ice, gas, meneg l ines 
rance, repairs to pound and vehicles, and other general necessary expenses of 
District offices, including the sinking-fund office, health department, and police 
court, $24,000; and the commissioners shall so apportion this sum asto prevent 
a deficiency therein. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to strike out this section. 

I desire to say in furtherance of some remarks that I was makingin 
regard to the treatment of colored men in theState of Kansas, my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] says that the colored man alluded to in 
this outrage, the colored man whom I referred to edits a newspaper—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow the 
Chair to call his attention to the rule, which provides that when gen- 
eral debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be al- 
lowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer? The Chair 
would be glad if the gentleman would confine himself to the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will try to come to that. I do not under- 
stand that we are to be held down to any very rigid rule in the dis- 
cussion of this colored question. [Laughter.] The amendment has 
a very wide range, it is truae—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the fact that when the 
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House is in Committee of the Whole general debate takes a very wido |, 


range, and when debate is proceeding under the five-minute rule the 
member offering an amendment may bave five minutes in which to 
explain the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It would be sdmething new in my experi- 
ence ifa member when the House is in Committee of the Whole is to 
be limited strictly and absolutely to tho discussion of the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair stated to the gentleman, that when 
the House is in Committee of tlie Whole, in general debate a very 
wide range is allowed, but the rule provides that, when the committee 
is proceeding under the five-minute rule, five minutes shall be allowed 
to any gentleman making any amendment to explain it, and the Chair 
only called the attention of the gentleman to the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to do any 
injustice to my friend, and if he thinks itis material as to whether the 
Kansas City referred to isin the State of Missouri or in the State of 
Kansas I accept his declaration; but whichever it was I ask attention 
to the reading of the article which I send to the desk, the first column. 

Mr. MORROW. Ithink thisisa very important matter; and as this 
is Saturday evening we will have an opportunity to have the gentle- 
man putall of thisinto the RECORD and have it to look over to-morrow, 
and as we will not pass upon this bill until Monday or Tuesday, we 
re look over it all and be better ablo to consider this section of the 


haye no doubt of his ability to discern the effect that it will have upon 
the passage of this bill. , 
The Clerk read as follows: 
AN OUTRAGE. 

It is now almost impossible for a colored man with money in his purse and 
refinement in his deportment to buy a meal without being humiliated and dis- 
criminated againstin any restauranton Minnesota avenue, Indeed, so indo- 
pendent are these chefs of the fryingpan that they do not want his money, his 
xe: noranything else, Truc, we havea SA ta hn bill in this State, but 

tis adead letter. The chophouse men evade it by charging excessive prices 

for their hash; ponyade it also by telling n man to take n seat at n certain 

renee and he will be served. This is the equivalent of asking a man into the 
olen, 

One day during the present week a gentleman called upon us from Leaven- 
worth, Wewerenbsentfrom the officeatthe time. While waiting forourreturn 
ho Walked up the street and sauntered into that hash-hougo next door to Abra- 
ham's drug store. Ho gentlemanly gave his order, To his surprise he was 
told that he could not cat there, but must get around on that side of the counter 
reserved for niggers. Some few words passed, and the burly Sd wn we pro- 
ceeded to get a hatchet to put the intruder out by force, bub he liad run up 
against asnag, While he was flourishing his hatchet and ordering the stranger 
to leave his house, a gun suddenly dawned upon him and he heard a calm, do- 
liberate voice telling him to put np his hatchet. This the proprictor did, and 
the stranger walked quictly away. The stranger in question is no ‘burly ne- 
gro,’ heis no rufian. He isa leading citizen of Leayonworth and a student 
of Lawrence University, 

Is not there some way to aR theso disgraceful occurrences? Do the busi- 
ness mèn of this town who are handling Eastern money know that the Eastern 
capitalists would not be so eager to invest their money where one man’s dollar 
is not adollar because of his skin or racial connection? 

This thing isa disgrace. A colored man, though he were as rich as Croosus, 
could casily starve on Minnesota avenue in the metropolis of Kansas. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was put and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses of stables of tho engineer de 
forage, livery of horses, shoeing, purchase and repair of vehioles, purchase and 
repair of harness, blankets, lap robes, purchase of horses, a co oil, brushes, 


combs, sponges, chamois skins, buekets, halters, jacks, rubber boots and coats, 
medicinos, and other necessary articles and expenses, $6,000; and no expendi- 


niont, including 


+ ture on account of the engineer department for the items named in this para- 


graph shall be made from any other fund. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I move to strike out that section, and desire 
to call attention to the treatment of the poor, downtrodden race in the 
State of Indiana, whichhas furnished the present occupant of the Pres- 
idential chair. I send this up to show that a negro can not get em- 
ployment in the State simply becanse of his color. 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 

The attention of the President of the United States is respectfully invited to 
the fact that in his own State andin his own town a body of white machinists 
have ‘‘struck’’ hecause a colored man was temporarily employed. Ifthe Fed- 
eral Government is to handlo the so-called race war, then it should look out for 
Indiana as well as Louisiana.—Cincinnati Enquirer. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I want to state that those men who struck 
voted the Democratic ticket last fall. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, further to show the affec- 
tion entertained for the colored men in Indiana I ask the Clerk to read 
the extract which I send tothe desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TOW REPUBLICANS LOVE TIE NEGRO. 
Inpraxavonts, March 6. 


The appointment of Frank Welsh, a colored man, toa position in the local 
pension office is creating a good deal of fecling among the employés, and to-day 
there were numerous threats of resigning unless Welsh was discharged. 


Mr. CANNON. That is a joke. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, Idesire now to submit further 
statements bearing upon this question of the regard entertained at the 
North for the colored man, aud Isend to the deskanother extract which 
= desire to have read. 
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The Clerk began to read tho extract. : 
Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR (interrupting the reading), Mr, Chair- 
man, I make the point of order that this is not only unparliamentary, 
but it is absolutely disgraceful, and I ask that it be stopped. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 
NO NEGRO NEED APILyY. 

The Republican postmaster at St. Louis, by the eo of Mr. Harrison, is 
Major Harlow, who secured the offlicein the face of formidable opponents De- 
cause he was n full-bred civil-service reformer. The Freeman, an organ of the 
colored people, published at Indianapolis, a few days ago contained the follow- 
ing interesting little item as to the mannerin which Postmaster Harlow carries 
out his civil-servico ideas when the color question is involved in tho matter: 

“A vacancy in the moneéy-order division was to be filled. The name of Ool- 
lins Scott was selected from the civil-service listof ‘ eligibles,’ and Collins Scott 
was appointed. In response to the notification of appointment, ©. S. appeared 
bright and carly to go to work, when, horror of horrora! he was seen to bea 
negro, almost coal black. ‘Colonel’ Knapp, refusing to listen to Mnjor Har- 
low’s explanation or apologies area were numerous), handed in his resignii- 
tion and fled the ofice. Major Harlow spent the balanco of the day apologiz- 
ing to his outraged clerks, and at the *knocking-off' hour told Collins Scott his 
services would be no longer needed. A white man now fills Scott's place.” 

Itis a singular thing that occurrences of this kind,in which manifest injus- 
tice is done to black meu at the North, invariably escape the notice of patridts 
like Mr. Hoar and Mr. FRYE atthe selfsame time when they are orating them- 
paises red in the face and out of breath In the interest of the black men at the 
South. 

The question was taken on the pending amendment; and it was re- 
jected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Forrent of District offices, $3,600. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
fices for which we are to pay $3,600 rent? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The oflices occupied by the engineer department 
and other offices of the District. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not that building be- 
long to the District ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; it is rented. The District offices were for- 
merly in a Government building, but when they were removed they 
were putin a rented building at the rate of $4,000 a year, of which 
we have never allowed more than $3,600 a year. 

Mr. MCADOO, Was that building erected with the intention that 
it should be occupied by the District offices? I think it is a very ex- 
traordinary practice which prevails here in Washington, that when a 
man erects a building and has no use for it himself, and nobody else 
wants to rent it, the Government is sure to become a tenant. This 
building looks to me very much like an enlarged livery stable. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘This debate is not in order. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont lines 1 and 2, 
on page 5 of the bill, and I desire to call the attention of the House, 
in connection with this paragraph, to the vicious practice which pre- 
yails in renting buildings for Government use in Washington. Theso 
rented buildings are to be found scattered all over the city. As Isaid 
a moment ago, when a man erects a building here that he can not use 
himself and that no one else wants to rent from him, his resource is 
toapply to the Government and have it taken offhis hands for ‘‘oflices’’ 
or for some other public purpose, Why did this man build an office 
building at thatpoint? It lookstome, Mr. Chairman, as if these gen- 
tlemen who construct these buildings had, in some instances, antici- 
pated that they were going to find a tenant or a customer in the Goy- 
ernment. We hear talk now about the Government renting the Hotel 
Maltby. The public did not seem to care to goup there and occupy 
that hotel, so now Uncle Sam is to be inyited to become the sole tenant. 

It does seem to me as a looker-on, not claiming to have any special 
insight into the management of the affairs of the District, that some- 
times in these cases the owner ofa piece of property gets a hint in ad- 
vance that if he will erect a building on ground contiguous to existing 
Government buildings he will probably be able to let it to the Govern- 
ment for a long termof yearsand ata highrent. I think this practice 
ought to be stopped. I would like to ask the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia whether he knows who 
built this building, when it was rented, at what rate, and for how long 
aterm. Also, for what purpose it was originally built, 

I would much rather, as a member of this House, vote to buy a 
building outright than to countenance this vicious practice of renting 
buildings for the Government all over the city, Let us bave an un- 
derstanding about this matter; and I do trust that, as the several ap- 

ropriation bills come up containing provisions for the renting of 
Pitta tres by the Government, members will inquire particularly into 
each case, so that we may know how the Government comes to be the 
tenant of so many buildings, how many buildings are rented for Gov- 
ernment purposes, how they are occupied, the rent which the Govern- 
ment pays, and the number of years for which it is held asa tenant. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Chairman, the District commissioners havo 
recommended that there be a new public building provided here for 
the District business. That has been urged repeatedly ever since the 
time, in the year 1871 or thereabouts, when the District commission- 
ers were ousted from Government property, and they ask to be given 
quarters in the mean whilein theCity Hall property. For years, asthe 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MADOO! will probably remember, 


What are these District-of- 
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. they were on Four-nnd-a-half street, near Pennsylvania ayenue, in an 
old building which we rented there. 

Under the Administration of President Cleveland this building was 
leased by the then comniissioners; and when we inquired into the mat- 
ter we found an agreement by Colonel Ludlow, the engineer commis- 
sioner appointed by President Cleveland, to pay $4,000 rent annually 
for the building. But the committee has not heretofore sanctioned in 
the appropriation bill the payment of more than $3,600. We were in- 
formed—and we have no doubt it is true—that the present owner of 
the building, a Mr. Smith, who had built it—and itis very well adapted 
for offices —— 

Mr. McADOO, Let me ask whether Mr. Smith ever occupied or 
used this building himself. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I really did not take any interest in the past career 
of Mr. Smith; and can only state that at the time this buildiag now 
occupied for District offices was rented from him he was the owner. 

Mr. McADOO. And the Government was the first tenant? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Probably the Government was the first tenant of 
this building. The building was rented, as I have said, during the last 
Administration; but the rent we have heretofore paid, $3,600, is not 
immoderate in view of the fact that the owner has been offered $40,000 
in cash forthe building. He has come to us complaining that the Gov- 
ernment has failed to keep faith with him; and the commissioners have 
recommended us to allow the rental of $4,000, which we have declined 
to do. 

In view of these facts, until Congress, upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey and some other gentlemen, provides for re- 
moving the business of the District commissioners to the City Hall or 
for the erection of a new and commodious building for District pur- 
poses, it is safe to say that we are now paying a fair rent for this build- 
ing, which is well adapted for the purposes of the District business. I 
trust I have satisfied the gentleman. 

Mr. McADOO. Is the building being occupied under a lease? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The lease which ran for afew years has expired; 
and if my impression is correct the building isnow being ocenpied from 
year to year, a rental of $4,000 being claimed, but only $3,600 being 


id. 
pna McADOO. The passage of this item will not bind the Govern- 
ment to occupy this building any Jonger? 
Me McCOMAS. Not beyond tho fiscal year for which we are now 
roviding. 
£ Mr. MCADOO. Then I suppose the District authorities had better 
continue to oceupy it. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Now, I hope I havesatisfied my friend from New 
Jersey and that the Clerk will resume the reading. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For advertising notice of taxes in arrear July 1, 1590, as required to be given 
by act of March 19, 1890, $5,500. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend bystriking ont the item jnst 
read. Mr. Chairman, I said I would not be partial in submitting the 
evidences of the treatment of this ‘downtrodden colored race,” and I 
want to show that in the various States, North as well as South, this 
treatment is uniform. I now submit a statement showing the treat- 
ment of the colored people in the State of Mlinois. Iask to have this 
read as a part of my remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NEGROES TO TAKE STRIKERS’ PLACES, 
SPRING VALLEY, Ibn, December 10. 
Twenty-nine negroes arrived at the Seatonville shaft of the Chicago, Wilming 
ton, and Vermilion Coal Company, aboutS miles from here, yesterday, to dig 
coal. This is tho first appearance of negroes a5 minersin this section. The ar- 
rival of the negroes has caused a flutter of excitement,as there is a strong feel- 


ing. ageinst them among the white miners. To-day another force of about fifty 
arrived, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The extract just read shows that in Illinois 
they are not willing even for these people to work in the mines. Now 
I want to show how they are treated in the district represented by my 


amiable friend from Chicago [Mr. TAYLOR]. I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The following piece of news from Col. Anyer TAYLOR'S district in Chicago 
comes from the Chicago Herald. It shows how fond his constituents are of the 
colored men: 

“A colored Methodist church is to bo built at the corner of Twenty-fourth 
street and Wabash avenue unless the opposition of certain residents prevents 
it. The opposition to the colored church will probably take form in the or- 

anization of property-owners, who will take every legal eyed to prevent the 
ocation of the church in the neighborhood, They claim that the property was 
bought by a trick, and if ithad been known that the lots were being sold for 
the purpose to which they will be put, double the amount paid for them would 


not have secured them." 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it would be an outrage to charge a 
apane paoe for property simply because the people who want it are 
colored, 

Mr. HOLMAN. And when it is wanted for a church. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And when, as suggested by my friend from 
Indiana, the property is desired for church p $ 

I desire further to submit a statement of an incident which occurred 
at Winchester, in the State of Illinois, illustrating this race issue. 


Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield; I have not the time. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

TROUBLE DREWING—TIE RACE ISSUE AT WINCHESTER, ILL., PRODUCTIVE OF 
LAWLESSSESS, 
{Special to the Republic.] 
Wrscuestrn, ILL., February 13, 

On Tuesday night, February 4, an attompt was made to ride a negro barber 
out of this town ona rall, but wih aliens failed, owing to the negro taking 
refuge in a restaurant unti} the city authorities tendered him protection. The 
following day the negro swore out warrants for the arrest of his persecutors, 
and four young men were arrested, found guilty, and are now incarcerated in 
the county jail, The negro, after the tria), left town, ani) has not been seen 
sinco, although the State attorney and others seem to know of his whereabouts. 

The inéaréeration of the boys has created much comment during the 
week, and the unruly element of the town hasshown its disapprobation in the 
matter of sending White Cap noticesto Attorney Collins and the State attorney, 
who conducted the prosecution, warning thom that unless the men in jail are 
released the rope intended for the negro will bo used on them, 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I yield to the gentleman fora question. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The item just read is: 

For gencral advertising, $3,000. 

Then I observe that just following that is an item : 

For advertising notice of taxes in arrear July 1, 1890, as required to be given 
by act of March 19, 1890, $5,500. 

I wonld like to ask the gentleman from Maryland to explain the 
necessity for that provision, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest that the pending motion 
is to strike out this paragraph. 

Mr. McCREARY, Iam aware of that, Mr. Chairman, butI would 
like to ask the gentleman who reported the bill to explain why the 
committee reported this provision favorably. Now,if it is correct that 
we shall appropiste the $3,000 as set forth in tho bill I desire to vote 
for it; and I have asked the chairman to state the reasons for reporting 
favorably these provisions which I have read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will turn to the act of March 19, 
1890, he will find it requires that the commissioners shall on the first 
Tuesday of April, 1890, and third Tuesday of March of each year 
thereafter, give notice which shall contain the nameof each and every 


rson—— 
Pe The CHAIRMAN. The 5 henan from Maryland willsuspend un- 
til order is resumed on the floor, 

Mr. McCREARY. It is impossible to hear the response of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, Mr. Chairman, to make it short, because of 
the absence of interest manifested by gentlemen immediately around 
me, I will state that this requires publication in two newspapers for a 
given length of time of all delinquent taxes due this city, where the 
population comes and goes, and also a pamphlet publication of the de- 
linquent taxpayers. ‘This publication has had the effect heretofore of 
bringing into the District treasury quite a large sum of money from 
this source. This year a larger sum was asked by the commissioners 
for the advertising, but we concluded to allow no more than we were 
bound to allow under the provisions of the former laws. I will state 
that this publication has brought about the payment of a large portion 
of the personal taxes heretofore so long in arrears, 

The Paha Asi The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I want to ask the gentleman a question: 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I yield to my colleague on the committec. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I had not finished my statement. 
I yielded to the gentleman from Maryland to answer a question. I 
desire to say that Iam earnest in asking for this information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt of that, but the debata 
is exhausted on the pending amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I move to amend by striking ont the last 
two words. i 

Now, the first item to which I have called attention is for general 
advertising, $3,000. I heard the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McCosrAs] with regard to the arrears and advertising 
the notice of delinquent taxes. But what I wish to know is why the 
committee reported favorably the item for general advertising? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The general advertisementis required by law for 
the letting of contracts for Government work of any character required 
to be done in the District. 

Mr. McCREARY. But is not $3,000 an enormous sum to be al- 
lowed for that purpose? 

Mr, MCCOMAS. Thecommittecthoughtnot, Thegentleman must 
remember that it is required by an act of Congress, and they are not 
only required to advertise in the District, but in other cities through- 
out the country, New York, Philadelphia, and other places. The ex- 
pense is quite considerable at times. 

Mr. McCREARY, How much was appropriated under this head 


ast year? 
Mr. McCOMAS. Three thousand dollars. 
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Mr. McCREARY, How long has it been fixed at that sum ? 

Mr. McCOMAS, ‘This sum has been allowed fora series of years 
past. There have been deficiencies heretofore on this account because 
the advertisement is required by law, by an act of Congress. 

Mr. McCREARY. And the investigation of the committee shows 
that $3,000 will be needed for this purpose ? 

Mr. McCOMAS, According to the best information the committee 
could obtain, after a fall investigation of thesubject, that amount was 
required. This has been the amount allowed for several years, as I 
have stated, 

Mr. MILLS. It isnow Saturday evening, and I hope the gentleman 
will move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee to strike out this paragraph. 

aa RICHARDSON. I withdraw the motion to strike out the par- 
agraph., 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment—— 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

To enable the register of wills to complete the reproduction of the old ad- 
ministration and guardian dockets prior to 1879, including clerical service and 
purchase of books, $1,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I desired to 
offer an amendment in respect to the other section which was passed 
over, the one which the gentleman from Tennessee moved to strike out; 
but the clerk continued to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman rose for that purpose? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. That was my purpose. I 
move to amend by making the sum $5,000. 

The reason I wish to offer the amendment—and I do not desire to 
insist on it if the explanation is satisfactory—is for the purpose of ob- 
taining information. Is not the sum of $5,000 the amount which was 
appropriated by the ict of March 19, 1890? 

Mr. McCOMAS. There was no appropriation under that act. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that not the act which re- 
quired the advertisement of arrears of taxes? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That was theact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And is it not in that act that 
the $5,000 was appronriated ? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. There was no limitation of the appropriation in 
thatact. Iwill state to the gentleman from Kentucky that the com- 
missioners have asked this year for $6,000. The District law requires 
this publication, but we cut it down to $5,500. Iwill also call the 
attention of my colleague to the amount expended last year for this 
purpose, which was $5,521. We have appropriated less this year than 
was expended last year, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In point of fact, is it not too 
much? Could not the arrears of taxes be published at a smaller sum? 
Has the gentleman looked into this to see whether it could be reduced ? 

Mr, MCCOMAS. These matters were all carefully looked into by 
the committee. We found that the rates charged for such advertise- 
ments were less than were paid in other places, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam not officially informed, 
but have been told that this publication has not been by bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has been by pamphlet and newspaper publica- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that the commissioners 
paid what the newspapers charged. 

Mr. McCOMAS. They pay what the law requires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatis, the law requires that 
it shall be printed in pamphlet form as well as in the newspapers. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In two newspapers and a pamphlet. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, as we have made such very 
remarkable progress on the District appropriation bill to-day and as 
the committee seems to be in a temper to rise, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr, ROGERS, I feel constrained to congratulate my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] on the admirable progress he has made to- 
day in the discussion of the bill. [Laughter.] ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CAND- 
LER] has a privileged report. 


WORLD'S FAIR AT CHICAGO, 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, from the subcommittee of the 
World's Fair Committee, authorized by resolution of September 26, 


1890, to investigate the World’s Fair, presented the report of said sub- 
committee; which was ordered to lie over and to be printed. 

Mr, MILES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I had already made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. MILLS) there were—ayes 62, noes 38. 

Accordingly fat 4 o'clock and50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
SUSPENDED ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an abstract 
of suspended entries of public lands adjudicated and confirmed during 
the year ended June 30, 1890—to the Committee on the Pablie Lands, 

CAPT. HENRY JOHNSON, MEDICAL STOREKEEPER. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a petition from Capt. 
Henry Johnson, medical storekeeper, United States Army, asking to 
be placed on the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BAYOUS TIGRE AND CHEVREUIL, LOUISIANA. 


Letter from the Secretary of War,'transmitting, witha letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Bayous 
Tigre and Chevrenil, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

BAYOU CASTOR, LOUISIANA. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination andsurvey of Bayou 
Castor, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

CANE RIVER, LOUISIANA. 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 


the Chief of Engineers, a report of theexamination and survey of Cane 
River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


APPROPRIATION RELATING TO THE BOUNTY ON SUGAR. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting estimates of 
appropriations required to carry into effect the provisions of the tariff 
act relating to the bounty on sugar—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2635) for the relief of Charles G. Hood—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3473) making appropriations for the improvement of the 
Columbia River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. LANGSTON: 

Resolved, That the Hon, Attorney-General of the United States be requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives all communications, orders, dirét- 
tions, and instructions which have been made, issued, or given by him to any 
United States district attorney, marshal or deputy marshal, commissioner, or 
other officers with regard to the institution and prosecution of aby suits, of 
whatsoever character, under the actto enforce the a Ee of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the Union, and for other passed 
by Congress May 81, 1870, and the act amendatory thereto passed by Congress 
February 23, 1871, and to communicate to the House the results of any suits in- 
stituted and prosecuted as stated ; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12993) to anthorize the Fort Gibson, 
Tahlequah and Great Northeastern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3189)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13085) for the relief of William B. 
Reaney, surviving partner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 3490)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12656) to provide com- 
Mission to prepare municipal code for District of Columbia, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3491)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13063) for the relief of George M. 
Clapp, acconipanied by a report (No. 3492)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13103) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose ot 
aiding the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
September 29, 1890, accompanied by a report (No. 3493)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported favora- 
bly the bill of the House (H. R. 12939) for the relief of Basil Moreland, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3494)—to the Committee of the Whole 


House, 

Mr, GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12442) to prohibit the 
sale of tobacco to or its use by minors under sixteen years of age in the 
District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3495)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill (H. R. 12152) for the reliefofHenry L. Morey. (Report No. 
3496. ) 
A bill (H. R.3019) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang. (Report No. 


3497.) : 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 12649) to incorporate the Pan- 
American Transportation Company, and for other purposes, reported, asa 
substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13211) to incorporate the Pan-Amer- 
ican Transportation Company; which wasread twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3498), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3251) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph C. Fosnot, accompanied by a report (No. 3499)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McCOMAS (by request): A bill (H. R. 13188) to pay em- 
ployés of the Post-Office Department additional compensation for extra 
services—the the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 13189) providing for the erection 
of a light and fog-signal station at or near Butler’s Flats, entrance to 
the lower harbor of New Bedford, Mass.—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

By Mr, BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 13190) to provide American reg- 
isters for the steamers Foxhall and S. Oteri, of New Orleans, La.—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13191) to amend the 
charter of the Rock Creek Railway Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. PERKINS; A bill (H. R. 13192) to ratify and confirm cer- 
tain agreements with the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho, the Sisse- 
ton and Wabpeton band of Dakota or Sioux Indians in North and 
South Dakota, the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, and the Ab- 
sentee Shawnee Indians, and the Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribes of In- 
dians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying 
the same into effect, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, . 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13193) to amend th 
pension laws to remove disability from certain persons—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 13194) to authorize the building of 
special bonded warehouses and for storing therein spirits made from 
corn and other grain, and to punish frauds connected with same—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H, R. 13195) to enlarge the limits of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to extend existing laws of said Territory over 
the lands of the Cherokee Outlet west of the ninety-sixth degree of 
longitude, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 271) asking that a 
commission be appointed to see if increased post-office facilities are 
saat in New York City—to the Committee on the Post Office and 

ost Roads, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 13196) granting a pension to Martha 
A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13197) for the relief of 
Cairney, widow of Michael Cairney—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 13198) for the reinstatement: of 
Maurice Krasynski, late second lieutenant of the Twelfth United 
States Infantry, to be afterwards wholly retired—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. i3199) for the relief of Capt. Edward 
O’Shea—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 13200) to increase the pension of 
William M. Boggs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 13201) granting a pension to Thomas 
Hale, a soldier in the Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13202) granting a pension to Tippo 8, Williams, 
a soldier in the Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 13203) to pay John 
Brownlee the sum of $300, value of a horse lost in the Indian war—to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13204) providing for the pensioning of John 
Brownlee, a soldier in the Indian war of 1855 and 1856—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Jilinois: A bill (H. R. 13205) to grant a 
pension to Mary E. Dubridge—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13206) restoring thename of Emily J. 
Welker to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 13207) forthe benefit of William 
R. Ballard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13208) for the relief of B. F. Chatham—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13209) for therelief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Joseph Leighton—to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 13210) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John H. Tipton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: <A bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to Georgo 
James—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13213) to pension Mrs, Adeline S. Wilbur—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 13214) for the relief of Harvey E. Mac- 
cown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13215) for the relief 
of Capt. John T. Bruen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. K. 13216) for the relief of Jesse C, 
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of citizens of Gratiot County, Michigan, 
praying for a pension for Martha A. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of John H. Pillsberry, of Caleb Cush- 
ing Council, No. 8, United Order of American Mechanics, for certain 
restrictions on immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of David Neal and other citi- 
zens of Union County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Flatwood Alliance, No. 584, of same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for passage of the bill defining options and futures—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. e 

By Mr, CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of Erie County, Pennsylvania, asking passage of the option bill, 
H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. ` 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition of many citizens of Pennsylvania, 
for passage of Senate bill 4173—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of 60 citizens of Forest City, Winne- 
bago County, Iowa, for passage of a law to control the manufacture 
and sale of all compounds in imitation of butter—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of 20 citizens of Boone County, Nebraska, 
in favor of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 87 citizens of Burt County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cuming County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of cilizens of Buffalo County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Burt County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ute—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Burt County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cuming County, Nebraska, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Cuming County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 22 citizens of Buffalo County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Cedar County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 9 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measutre—to the Committee om Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 9 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. _ 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 21 citizens of Buffalo, Nebr., for same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Tappan Valley Alliance, of Nebraska, for same meas- 
ute—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of William Erke and i3 others, citizens 
of Minnesota, praying for the speedy passage of the Butterworth option 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Dan Maloney and 18 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of B. F. Tixon and 18 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for same measurc—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Adam Coon and 27 others, citizens of Minnesota, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition'of Herrman Bogard and 10 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. K. Payne and 11 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. A. Manly and 20 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Albert Lelke and 10 others, citizens of Minnesota, , 


for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolution of Wea Grange, No. 445, Bucyrus, 
Kans., favoring the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition and important papers to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to Thomas Hale, a soldier in the Black Hawk 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition and inportant papers to accompany same bill for same 
purpose—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of August Hill and 34 other citizens of 
Buffalo County, Wisconsin, for passage of the antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of 16 citizens of Muscatine 
est Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 


Also, a petition from 30 other citizens of same county, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Nolo Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of same county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, petition of 16 other citizens of same county, for same meas- 
nre—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 15 other citizens of same county, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Adams Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, of same county and State, for same measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition and proof in support of pen- 
sion claim of John Brownlee—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition of W. S. Burchfield and 21 others, citizens of Dallas 
County, Iowa, in favor of the Butterworth antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Eureka Alliance, No. 1507, of same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James Sigerson and 19 others, citizens of same 
county and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Beaver Center Alliance, No. 1662, Perry, Towa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. F 

Also, petition of the Norwalk Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Iowa, urging the appointment of a committee to inquire into the 
liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from 45 citizens of Hopkin- 
toh, Delaware County, Iowa, asking forthe enactment of a law giving 
to the several States authority to control the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Winnebago County (Illinois) Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, urging legislation to stop grain gam- 
bling and favoring Butterworth antioption bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. KERR, of Towa: Petition of citizens of Cass Township, 
Jones Connty, Towa, in favor of passage of a law to permit the State 
to regulate the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also petition of 38 citizens of Linn County, Iowa, in fayor of the 
Butterworth bill to prohibit options—tothe Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 105 citizens of Benton County, Iowa, forsame ineas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Northern Grundy County Alliance, in favor of same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 39 citizens of same county and State, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition and evidence asking for and in support 
of a special act granting a pension to Milton Iserman, of Iowa—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers and proof in support of claim of Barton Handy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LODGE: Papers toaccompany House bill 12750—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of 22 members of Eel River Alli- 
ance, No. 1, of Allen County, Indiana, also resolutions of said Alli- 
ance demanding the passage of House bill 5353, known as the option 
bill, defining ‘‘options’’ and ‘‘futures’’ and imposing special taxes 
upon dealers therein, in the firm belief thatthe burdens and restrictions 
it imposes upon gambling in agricultural products will destroy the 
business which prevents the farmer and planter from receiving a fair 
and reasonable compensation for the labor and expense of products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ry Mr. McCOMAS: Petition numerously signed by employés in 
the Post-Office Department for an increased compensation for services 
rendered—to the Committee on the Post Ofliceand Post Roads, 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Craten W. Bront, of York, Pa., pray- 
ing passage of an act granting him a pension for services rendered in 
the Mexican war—io the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of E. Hubbell, of Leavenworth County, 
Kansas, and 108 others, asking passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitionof Patrick Gagan and 22othersof Leavenworth County, 
‘Kansas, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of D. McConnell and 60 others, of Sherman Alliance, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of J. W. Horsley and 22 others, of Leavenworth County, 
Kansas, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Glenwood Farmers’ Alliance for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Pleasant Prairie (Kansas) Alliance for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Bell Alliance, Kansas, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. , 

Also, petition of L. Seafert and others, of Leavenworth, Kans., for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Washington Branch of the Women’s 
National Indian Association, requesting immediate action upon House 
joint resolution 258 to extend to Alaska the benefit of the laws encour- 
aging instruction in American and mechanic arts and means of fur- 
nishing subsistence to the starving Esquimaux of that Territory—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of National Encamp- 
ment Grand Army of the Republic, at Boston, Mass,, August 13, 1890, 
favoringand urging the speedy passage of House bill 6790—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of Samuel A. Wade, Com- 
pany I, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Infantry, for discharge, pay, 
bounty, and original invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. M. Osborn and 26 others, ot 
Crawford County, Kansas, favoring passage of the option bill, H. R. 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Mound Valley Lodge, No. 3060, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit. Association, of Crawford County, Kansas, for the same 
theasure—to the Committee on Agriculture. y 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of 
Crawford County, Kansas, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. - ~ c > 

Also, petition of E. F. Holmes and 22 others, citizens of Chloride, N. 
Mex., praying passage of the Perkins bill providing for free schools in 
New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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Also, protestof A. W. Carr and 16 others, opposing House bill 11568— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Petition of A. Bouman and 10 others, citi- 
zens of Linn County, Iowa, in favor of the speedy passage of the But- 
terworth option bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of N.O. Keen and 29 others, citizens of Marshall County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. C. Best and 18 others, citizens of Tama County, 
Iowa, for same measure—!o the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. M, Furnas, and 30 others, citizens of Belle Plaine, 
ene: County, Iowa, for same measnre—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of A. M. Reynolds and 28 others, citizens of Linn 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. W. Richards and 16 others, citizens of Linn 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Brown Center Alliance, No. 711, of Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Le Grand Alliance, No. 754, of LeGrand, Mar- 
mile County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Genesee Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1163, of Tama 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Newton J. Ross, of Hunt 
County, Texas, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Arthur Ashton, of Fauquier County, Virginia, for 
game relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of P. C. Montgomery, of New Orleans, La., for same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of James L. Wilburn, administrator of Elias Wil- 
burn, late of Jackson County, Alabama, for same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William Srents, of Saline County, Arkansas, for same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James M. Brooks, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Cave J. Crockett, administrator of John J. Crockett, 
late of Obion County, Tennessee, for same relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, petition of J. A. Kyle, administrator of Nelson Kyle, late of 
Jackson County, Alabama, for same relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania : Petition of 47 citizens of Eldorn 
Township, Warren County, Pennsylvania, in favor of House bill 5353, 
defining options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 40 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of J. White and 31 others, citizens of 
Clear Lake, Iowa, for of a law to control the manufacture and 
sale of all compoundsin imitation of butter—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. Cobb and 21 others, citizens of same city, for 
same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. R, Rungard and 21 others, citizens of Westgate, 
Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of 143 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, asking for a commission to inquire concerning the alcoholic 
liquor trafic, its effect upon vice and crime, wages, and labor, ete.— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 144 other citizens of Pennsylvania, asking passage 
of the inquiry bill as to intoxicating liquor, its effect upon vice and 
crime, capital, wages, and labor, etc.—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

Algo, petition signed by 34 citizens of Station 15, Harrison County, 
Ohio, praying for passage of House bill 5353, defining options and fu- 
tures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Suballiance 356, of Harrison County, Ohio, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Vernon County, 
Wisconsin, asking passage of the option bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. M. Clark and 44 others, of Richland County, 
Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Tillman Sander and 78 others, citizens of Vernon 
County, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolutions ot Richland County (Wisconsin) Farmers’ Alliance, 
asking passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Mayflower Alliance, Raw- 
lins County, Kansas, urging passage of option bili—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. t 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of L. Martin, executor 
of Francis C. Martin, deceased, late of Limestone County, Alabama, 
praying that his war claim be referred to tho Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petitionof John P, Lincoln and others, 
citizens of Montgomery County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 5353, 
defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Luke Wright, William 
H. Jackson, and 32 others, citizens of Andrew County, Missouri, in 
favor of the early passage of the farmers’ antioption bill, H. R. 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of West Star Alliance, No. 98, at Fillmore, An- 
drew County, Missouri, for same measure—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. ¢ 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolutions of Blue Mountain 
Farmers’ Alliance, of Pomeroy, Garfleld County, Washington, praying 
for the speedy passage of the Butterworth option hill, H, R, 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of O. Strangeland and 19 others, citizens of Spokane 
County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of M. M. Batterton and 12 others, citizens of Pleas- 
ant Valley Alliance, of Garfield County, Washington, for same mens- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. A. Cornwall and 28 others, citizens of Spokane 
County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Joshim Lubking and 6 others, citizens of Garfield 
County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. F 

Also, resolutions of New Hope Farmers’ Alliance of Columbia County, 
Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Pleasant Valley Alliance, of Garfield County, 
Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. H. Miller and 48 others, citizens of Klikitat 
County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of E. G. Tealeand 18 others, citizens of Pomeroy County, 
Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Spring Alliance, No. 102,0f Garfield County, 
Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Klikitat Alliance, No. 142, of Goldendale, Kliki- 
tat County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Ping Farmers’ Alliance of Garfield County, Wash- 
ington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. H. Sutton and 14 others, citizens of Columbia 
County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of C. L. Ford and 36 others, citizens of Covello, Colum- 
u County, Washington, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 19, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUILER, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read. ` 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I listened to the reading of the 
Journal, but the Secretary read so fast that I could not follow him. I 
wish to know whether the entries made in the Journal are in conform- 
ity with theRecorp. Idesire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] to it, so that we have no misunderstanding 
about this matter. I take it for granted the Journal is in conformity 
with the RECORD. If so, there isanevidentmistake which I am quite 
certain the Senator from Massachusetts will have corrected. On page 
1573 of the RECORD of Friday’s proceedings, midway down the second 
column, it will be found that the Senator from Massachnsetts offered 
an amendment on page 118, section 26, line 6, of the elections bill, to 
strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert the word ‘‘a,’’ so as to read: 

And when made out shall be presented to cither a circuit or district judge in 
the district, etc. 

And then the RECORD says: 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Then the Senator from Massachusetts followed it up by offering 
another amendment to page 118, section 25, line 3, which if is not nec- 
essary to read. The Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] then rose and 
made a statement that he had offered an amendment to the amendment 
or a substitute for it to strike out all after the word “‘may,’’ in the 
second line, down to the word ‘‘be,’’ in line 6, and to insert the words 
“appoint a.’ After a colloguy between the Senator from Massachnu- 
setts and the Senator from Florida the Senator from Massachusetts 
agreed that the amendment should go overand not beconsidered, asit 
was likely to lead to debate. He announced that it was within five 
minutes of 6; that he intended to move that the Senate adjourn at 6; 
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and as he proposed one or two: other amendments, but finding that 
amendment was likely to bring on a debate, he agreed to let them all 
go over, 

On page 1574 of the RECORD, near the bottom of the page, the Vice 
President said: 

The Chair is of the impression that he announced that the amendment on 
page 118, substituting the word “a” for the word “the,” was agreed to. 

That was an amendment which by unanimous consent went over, 
the Senator from Florida having offered a substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say, without going into the matter, that so far as 
the Senator is concerned, whatever be the correctness of the fact one 
way or the other, the action was announced very hurriedly at the close 
of the session; and Iwill agree that anything in regard to it which the 
pus thinks was misunderstood shall be treatéd as not having oc- 
curred, 

We will not have any trouble about it; but I think, however, the 
Journal is correct. I understood that what went over was the pro- 
vision about striking out the circuit-court conimissioner. The Sena- 
tor from Florida desired to have the judge at liberty to appoint any 
person, whether a circuit-court commissioner or not, to the office of 
deputy commissioner, and that is what I understand was reserved and 
went over; but the little amendment substituting ‘‘a’”’ for “the” I 
understood was agreed to. Ifthere is any misunderstanding about it, 
the Senator will find no objection to having it kept open. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ifeltcertain the Senator from Massachusetts would 
do that, and I desired to call his attention to it, I know the clerks, 
in the confusion of the moment, made the wrong entry, which would 
exclude the amendment of the Senator from Florida, which it was 
unanimously agreed should be considered this morning, and the Sen- 
ator’s amendment with it. I was quite certain the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts would take that view of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatthe Vice President meant, I have no doubt, and 
what I understood at the time, was that the amendment substituting 
the word “a” for the word ‘‘the,’? which I suppose was unobjected to, 
should be considered as agreed to, An amendment was proposed the 
effect of which would leave the judge of the court to appoint any deputy 
he chose instead of being confined to the deputy suggested by the chief 
commissioner—any commissioner to be chosen as a ia aie The Sen- 
ator from Florida desired to have action on that amendment suspended 
because he insisted that it should be in the power of the judge to ap- 
point any person whether a commissioner or not to the office of deputy. 
That is what I understood went over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good, I took it for granted the Senator from 
Massachusetts would agree that the understanding should be carried 
ont and that the permanent RECORD should be corrected. 

Mr. President, I followed the long Journal which has just been read 
as closely asIcould, Itakeitthat itcontains thesame statement that 
is found in the RECORD on page 1545, and I refer to this matter now 
with a view of simply putting the facts before the Senate at this time, 
for Tam quite certain that always every Senator simply desires in the 
administration of the affairs of the Senate that the rules shall be strictly 
followed, and whatever rights the minority or any Senator is entitled 
to under them shall be fairly administered. The following appears on 
page 1545 of the Recorp containing Friday’s proceedings: 

Mr, Hoar. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] on the table. 


I shonld like the attention of the distinguished Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] especially to this matter. 


The Vict PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr, FAULKNER, That is not the amendment now pending before the Senate. 

The Vick PRESIDENT. The amendment pending before the Senate is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the amend- 
ment prope by tho Senator from South Carolina | Mr, BUTLER]. 

Mr. Hoan, My motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
ling on the table carries with it the proposed amendment to the amendment, 

The Vicx Presper. The Senator iscorrect, The question ison agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GorMAN. Mr. President—— 

The Vicz Prestpest. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. Gorman. I rise to n point of order, 

The Vicw Prrstpent. The Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from d chusetts, as a matter of course, under 
the rale can move to jay the pending amendment on the table, but the amend- 
ment that is pending is n second amendment, an amendment offered to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, and I submit that it is not in 
order to lay both amendments on the table by one motion. 

The Vice PRESIDENT, The Chairis of the opinion that the motion of the Sen- 
ntor from Massachusetts ‘to lay the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina on the table carries with it theamendmentto that amendment offered 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. Gorman, Mr. President, I shall be compelled toappeal from the decision 
of the Chair, 

Mr, Hoar. The rule is explicit. 

Mr. Gorm Ay. On that appeal I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Hoir. I move to lay the ap: on the table. 

Mr, Gorman, I have not yielded the floor. 

The Vick PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland is on the floor. 

Mr, Gormay. Mr. President— 

Mr. Enmcenps. The appeal is not debatable, Mr. President. 

The Vice Prestpent, The Chair holds that it is not debatable. 

Mr. Gorxan. I submit that an appeal from the decision of the Chair is debat- 
able; and the Senator from Vermont can not find a precedent where an appeal 
trom a decision of the Chair is not debatable on a question of this sort, 


Mr, Epmunps. I state my point of order thatthe appeal isnotdebatable. The 
original motion being a nondebatable motion, an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair on that isnot debatable. That is my point of order. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the point of order is welltaken 
by the Senator from Vermont, and that an appeal upon a question which is it- 
self not debatable is not debatable. 

Then follows a colloquy which it is not necessary to read. Now, 
Mr. President, it is important to the good conduct of the business of 
this body that the rule and the facts shall be stated in this case, I 
have no question, as we all have none, that the Vice Presidént’s desire 
is to make the decision in all these matters in exact accordance with 
the rules, and there has been, and always will be, variance of opinion 
as to the true construction of the rules. Cut off aswe were by his de- 
cision from the presentation of the case as we understood it (and I do not 
think there can be any doubt on a review of the case, that he will be 
convinced that he was in error in thatdecision), it becomes eee 
now to call attention to the rule of the Senate on this point and the 
changes that were made in it. 

The Vice President decided that, on an appeal from his decision upon 
a question that was pending which itself was not debatable, the ap- 
peal was not debatable. He did not gobeyond that. Ihave nodoubt 
the Vice President had in mind the old rule of the Senate, which pro- 
vided that when an appeal was taken froma nondebatable question 
then debate was not in order upon the appeal itself; but I think I 
shall show the Vice President and the Senate in a moment that that 
rule, which obtained until 1884 in this body, was in direct conflict 
with all the authorities. 

The Senate, on the report of the then chairman of the Committee on 
Rules, the distinguished Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] (and I think 
at that time I had the honor of serving with him upon his committee), 
finding that the old rule of the Senate was in direct conflict with the 
general parliamentary law, modified the rule so as to make it conform 
with the general parliamentary law and admit debate upon an appeal 
from every question whether the original question was debatable or 
not. 

I hold in my hand a report of that committee made to the Senate 
in 1883 by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. That report contains 
the old rule then in existence, Rule XLI, and the new rule, which 
is now Rule XX. I read from the report of the Committee on Rules, 
on page 19 of the report. That report contained the rules in one col- 
umn that were then in force in the Senate and in the opposite column 
were the proposed rules. Rules XL and XLI as they stood prior to 
1884 were as follows: 

ORDER—QUESTIONS OF, 

40, A question of order may be raised at any state of the business, except 
when the Senate is dividing, and, when raised, shall be decided by the Presid- 
ing OMicer, without debate, subject to an appeal to the Senate; or he may sub- 
mit any question of order for the decision of the Senate. 

ORDER—APPEALS ON QUESTIONS OF. 

41. When an appeal is taken from the decision of the Chair, any subsequent 
questions of order which may arise before that appeal shall be determined, 
likewise any appeal therefrom, shall be decided without debate, All appeals 
taken when a proposition not debatable is pending shall also be decided with- 
out debate; and any appeal may be laid on the table without prejudice to the 

sable asant, and thereupon shall be held as affirming the decision of 

That was the old rule. It has been changed; it no longer governs 
here. But I want tosay to the Vice President—and I think we shall 
show it clearly before we get through—that even that rule, which 
specifically provided that an appeal was not debatable only when the 
question itself was not debatable, was never enforced in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire before the Senator proceeds what is the 
question before the Senate? 

Mr. GORMAN, It is my motion to correct the Journal, which is 
still pane ; 

Mr. HOAR. Ishonld like to have the motion stated from the Chair. 
That has not been done. There has not been certainly any motion 
stated from the Chair to correct the Journal. A 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator will permit me on this impor- 
tant question to go on without a mere technicality being raised. I will 
make the motion in writing, if n ci 

Mr. HOAR. It is not any technicality, but I think we are entitled 
to know from the Chair what the question is before the Senate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator state what correction 
he desires to have made in the Journal? 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to correct the Journal in regard to the entry 
as to the last amendment. Ishall take but a few moments on this 
matter. Certainly the Senator from Massachusetts and all want the 
rule properly understood. é 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair state the motion? and then we shall 
know what is the question. 

5 ane VICE PRESIDENT, Will the Senator send his motion to the 
esk? 

Mr. GORMAN, Iwill send it to the desk in a moment. It is not 
entered in the Journal. 

‘fhe VICE PRESIDENT, The point where the correction is desired 
will be ascertained in the Journal. g 

Mr. GORMAN. My motion is to correct the Journal by inserting 
in it what the Senator from Massachusetts agreed to. It does not ap- 
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pear there inthat form. Where the Journal states that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] moved to amend section 6, line 6, page 
118, by inserting the word ‘‘a’’ instead of the word ‘‘the,’’ I move the 
further insertion that it was unanimously agreed that the amendment 
should go over until Monday. That is my motion. í 

Mr. HOAR. Let the motion be stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, I was going to say—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the motion be stated regularly from the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be stated from the desk. 

Mr, GORMAN, I hope we shall follow that rule always. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On page 118, section 26, line 6, strike out the word “the” and insert the word 
‘a? 


Mr. HOAR. What is the motion? That is what appears in the 
Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move the further insertion that the amendment 
went over by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. That you move to have inserted ? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chief Clerk will read the Journal 
entry. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Paye118, section 26, line 6, strike out the word “the ™ and insert the word" a,” 

Mr, HOAR. That is what was done. 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish to have it appear that that amendment 
went over by unanimous consent, without being acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair announced on Friday, he 
understood that that amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘That is the very point I have raised. 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary has not announced any pending motion. 
He has only announced what is recorded as having taken place on Fri- 


day. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The portion of the Journal which the 
Senator from Maryland desires to have corrected will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The reported amendment having been further amended on motion of Mr. 
VANCE and on motion of Mr. Hoan, 

Pending debate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland desire 
to have the words he proposes to add inserted after the part which has 
been read by the Chief Clerk or after the part which has been read by 
the Secretary ? $ $ 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall draw it up in writing, if the Chair desires. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand it, the Journal is correct. I 
think the Senator from Maryland doubtless submits this asa pro forma 
motion for the purpose of enabling him to state his view as to the con- 
struction of the rule of governing the right of debate in a certain in- 
stance. I hope the Senator need not be put to the trouble of a tech- 
nical motion in order to enable him to state the point he desires to lay 
before the Senate. I have no doubt he is sincere in- his construction 
of the rules, and if he desires (as I nnderstand he does not intend to 
take much time) to present the question, which is an important one, 
Task undnimous consent that he may be allowed to do so. 


Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to that course, but I want to 
have some orderly proceeding. There is no objection to that course at 
all. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope debate will be suspended until the conver- 
sation in my neighborhood is concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators will please take their seats and 
cease audible conversation. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have no desire to interrupt the Sen- 
ator’s statement of this question, which I agree with him is an inter- 
esting and important one. AlI desire is that the matter shall go on 
under the rules of the Senate. If the Senator from Maryland moves 
an amendment, either substantial or formal, to the Journal I desire to 
have that made and stated from the Chair like other motions, If, on 
the other hand, the Senator prefers to proceed by asking unanimous 
consent that he may address the Senate on a particular subject there is 
no objection to that, so far as I know, but I want to know whatis the 
order of business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very much indebted to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER], who is always fair 
` and acts in accordance with the usages of this body, and I want tosay, 
for his benefit and for the benefit of the Senators who were not in at the 
moment, that I rose for the purpose of correcting a mistake made by 
the Presiding Officer and the clerks on anamendment which was pend- 
ing and calling the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
fact— 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maryland to speak a little 
louder. I can not hear what he is saying though I sit near him. 

Mr. GORMAN. It was this, that on page 118 of the bill, lines 3, 4, 
5, and 6, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had offered an 
amendment, to which the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] had of- 
fered an amendment, making the two amendments pending. - As it 
was about to lead to debate the Senator from Massachusetts himself 


agreed that the whole matter should go over until to-day, but the en- 
try made by the Clerk was that the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts had been agreed to, thus cutting off the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida. The official record which I hold in my hand 
shows that I called the attention of the Senate to the fact, supposing 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, as he has done, would agree, no 
matter what the entry was, that we should go on with the unanimous 
understanding of. the Senate, 

After that was concluded, without desiring to make the formal mo- 
tion to which the Senator from Massachusetts refers, I asked permis- 
sion of the Senate, or rather I was going on to state the other matter, 
which I consider of infinitely more importance, and with the view of 
presenting the fact on this Monday morning, when we are all cool and 
fresh, and without any excitement growing out of the consideration of 
the measure which was then pending, I called attention to a decision 
which, I think, was all wrong, and which I was proceeding to show 
was not justified by the rules of the body or by general parliamentary 
law. Iagain thank the Senator from Wisconsin for permitting me to 
state it. 

Mr. President, I was proceeding to show that when the Vice Presi- 
dent made his decision he unquestionably had in mind the old rule 
of the body, which was abolished in 1884 on the report from the 
Committee on Rules and by the unanimous vote of this body. That 
rule, as I will again state, at that time provided: 

All oreo taken when a proposition not debatable is pending shall also be 
decided without debate. 

The rules in that condition were not satisfactory to the Senate and 
the Committee on Rules were required to revise them. I find by re- 
ferring to Cushing, on page 570, this general proposition: 

An appeal may be debated as a question before the assembly, although the 
proceeding outof which it arises is not debatable; and the motion which gives 


rise to it may be modified or withdrawn; in which latter case the appeal, of 
course, falls, 


Now, there stood the rule of the Senate providing that debate upon 
an appeal should not be had when the question itself was not debata- 
ble, which was in conflict with all the authorities. The Committee 
on Rules, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was chairman, 
and the Senate, by a unanimous vote, said ‘* We will make our rules 
conform to the general parliamentary law.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator be good enough to have the rule 
read as it stood before the revision of 1884? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have read it before, but-I will read it again. 

Mr. INGALLS. Once more, please. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read both rules. The old rule is as fol- 
lows: 

40. A question of order may be raised at any state of the business, Sxcept when 
the Senate is dividing, and, when raised, shall be decided by tho Presiding OM- 
cer, without debate, subject to an appeal to the Senate; or he may submit any 
question of order for the decision of the Senate. 

4t. When an appeal is taken from the decision of the Chair, any subsequent 
questions of order which may arise before that appeal shall be determined, like- 
wise any appeal therefrom, shall be decided without debate, Allappeals taken 
when a proposition not debatable is pending shall also be decided without de- 
bate; and any appeal may be laid on the table without “pp mrceresy the pending 
proposition, and thereupon shall be held as affirming the decision of the Chair, 

Mr, HARRIS. Thatis the rule of the revision in 1873, the old 
rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is theold rnle. There was the plain decla- 
ration that debate should not be had upon an appeal when the original 
question was not debatable. Now, here is the new rule: 

1. A question of order may be raised atany stage of the proceedings, except 
when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senate, shall be de- 
cided by the Presiding Officer without debate, subject to an appeal to the Sen- 
ate; when an appeal is taken any subsequent question of order, which may 
arise before the decision of such appeal, shall be decided by the Presiding Officer 
without debate. : 

So it is perfectly clear, and does not admit of any two opinions, that 
by the unanimous vote of this body we abrogated the rale which pre- 
vented debate on an appeal from the decision of the Chair when the 
original question was not debatable, It was never held in the body 
by any Presiding Officer, even under the old rule, that when a question 
was pending which was itself debatable the appeal was not debatable 
under the rule as it stood prior to 1884. But we broadened it and 
went beyond that, and made it conform to the general parliamentary 
usage, that any appeal from the decision of the Chair in the first in- 
stance was debatable, whether the original question was debatable or 
not, and provided properly that during that pendency, if still another 
question of order was made, an appeal from that question of order must 
be decided without debate. It was so held by every Presiding Officer 
who presided over this body, the distinguished Senator from Kansas 
[Mr INGALLS] and every other Senator who has been called to the 
Chair. 

At the time when the Vice President took me off the floor arbitrarily, 
as I thought, without justification and without any authority under 
the rules, I respected his motive, Iknew, as the country knows, that 
no man who has ever been elected by the people to preside over this 
body ever attempted or could afford to attempt to take any unfair ad- 
vantage or make any arbitrary ruling in this great body. From the 
time of the first Vice President until now, no man whom the people 
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bave honored by election to that high office has ever attempted to do 
or ever will attempt to do it, in my judgment. . 

With your great reputation, sir, in the financial world, in the diplo- 
matic service, and in all tho relations of life, we knew you had been 
but a comparatively short time in a position to become familiar with 
the rules of this body, and it was due to you and due to the orderly 
conduct of the Senate that for the moment I should submit to your 
decision without a more earnest protest, knowing that I should have 
the opportunity to bring the Jaw ond facts to your attention and the 
attention of the Senate, and with a pete knowledge, or a perfect be- 
lief at least, that what I have now laid down is the rule and the un- 
doubted rule of this body, and no mete private opinion or desire to be 
consistent will justify you in adhering to a ruling for which you can 
not find a precedent. 

Mr. President, thatis all I desire tosay. There is the rule; there 
is the general parliamentary law; there is the uniform decision in every 
case which has been raised; and I trust the Vice President will look 
over them, and that, when this question arises again, he will decide 
it ne eonformity with the precedents and with the letter of the law 
itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent to submit some obserya- 
tions on the topic that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORNAN] has 
last spoken of. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Isthereobjection, The Cliair hears none, 
and the Senator from Vermont will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take the liberty, Mr. President, of affirming, 
with great respect to everybody else, that the decision of the Chair on 
the occasion referred to was absolutely right in point of parliamentary 
law. There is certainly no rule of the Senate against it; there is cer- 
tainly every reason of common sense in favor of it; for, if the right to 
debate an appeal arising in t to anondébatable motion existed, 
if I were to make a motion to adjourn at thismoment, which is always 
first in order, an appeal could be raised upon that motion and the 
Senate could be kept during the pleasure of any minority on this‘side 
of the Chamber or the other that wanted to debate indefinitely, and 
the Chair could never put the question unless another principle of par- 
liamentary law would be brought to bear, which the rules are per- 
fectly consistent with, and that is, that obstructive and frivolous and 
defeating debates are never in order. 

Now, let us see what the history of this business is, In the early 
days of the Senate of the United States, according to Mr. Jefferson in 
his Manual (and Mr. Jefferson is pretty good authority), there was no 
appeal at all from the decision of the President of the Senate. Later 
on regulations were made for appeals, general appeals. Later on, in 
the year 1872, it having been down to that time, so faras I know orcan 
find, ach understood in this body that an appeal from a nonde- 
batable question was not debatable, a question arose on a motion to lay 
on the table, I think—and I looked it up within a day or two, since 
this decision was made—on which Mr. Sumner obtained the floor and 
eee to make remarks. Mr. Sumner, as the CONGRESSIONAL 

ORD will show, was called to order on the ground that the remarks 
he was making were not relevant to the question that was before the 
Senate, and all that the Chair decided was—and he decided apparently 
rightly according to the then practice and courtesy of the Senate—that 
the Chair could not undertake to determine that what Mr. Sumner was 
saying was not relevant to the question pending. 

Thereupon a few days afterward Mr. Pomeroy, from the Committee 
on Rules, brought in that clanse which the Senator from Maryland says 
was repealed, as it was in effect, as an addition to the rules, and stated 
incorrectly, as you will find when you look at the transactions that 
had taken place that Jed to it, that there was doubt—lI think that is 
the way he states it in the ReconpD—about whether appeals were debat- 
able that were taken under such circumstances, and had that added to 
the rules. Then, when the rules were again revised and all upset, not 
with a view of getting at thateparticular thing, but as the Committee 
on Rules of those days were getting outa new edition of the Rules every 
yearor two at considerable expense, they would make changes in phrase- 
ology and all that, and this particular twentieth rule, or whatever it 
was, was upset and this clause left out. There is no doubt about it— 
the Senator is right about that—and I presume the whole body of the 
rules thot left it ont were adopted unanimously. It would not make 
any difference whether they were or not; they were adopted. 

The question now is whether, that clause of the rule having been 
dropped in a revision, we did not leave the law just as it was before 
the rule was adopted on motion of Mr, Pomeroy, When we repeal 
a statute it is generally supposed that it leaves the law as it was be- 
fore the statute was enacted. There can not be any doubt about that. 
Therefore the law of the Senate to-day is just what it was before the 
Pomeroy rule, as I call it for short, was adopted. 

Now, I undertake to say that, according to the principles of parlia- 
mentary law, obvious of necessity, continuous in practice, never an in- 
stance can be found, or at least that I can find, to bear it out, when 
anybody was allowed, where an objection wag made, to debate an ap- 
peal ona nondehatable motion; and when Mr. Sumner was brought 
to book unsuccessfully for want of relevancy in discussion this rule 
was put in and then dropped ont, and we now stand on the parlia- 
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mentary Jaw as it was before. What was it?) Let us see what tho 
general parliamentary law is: One principle of parliamentary law is 
that there must be a principal motion of some kind pending, and that 
every other proceeding that arises in regard to that motion or propo- 
sition is subsidiary, ancillary, incidental to it. A motion to adjourn 
isa principal motion. It is not debatable. 

Ts there a Senator present on either side of the Chamber who will 
stand up under the present rules and say that he honestly believes a 
question of order raised on a motion to adjourn is debatable so as to 
prevent the Chair from going on and putting the question to adjourn? 
Is there any Senator who will stand up and say that on a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business a question of order 
can be raised which will open a debate, unlimited, indefinite, and co- 
gent debate, I will say (not going into the question of obstruction and 
irrelevant and extraneous matters), and keep up the debates of the Sen- 
ate ona question of going into executive session on an appeal? Ishonld 
doubt it very greatly. 

Therefore, it follows philosophically, and I submit that I doubt ifa 
single instance can be found to the contrary, except one, and that is 
the one on which Mr. Cushing based the clause which the Senator lays 
so much stress upon, where any such doctrine has ever been affirmed 
oracted upon. Ihave a tolerably decent memory, Mr. President, and 
I have been here a good while, and, with great respect to everybody 
élse, I do not remember any instance where anything of that kind has 
been successfully attempted, almost neverattempted at all, on account 
of the universal understanding that when the principal question be- 
fore the Senate was not debatable all its subsidiary and incidental pro- 
ceedings stood upon the Jaw that applied to the principal one. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me right 
there? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I find in the Journal that on the 7th day of June, 
1isss— 

Mr. SuerMan objected to the consideration of the resolutions; and 
The President pro tempore— 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr, INGALLS] in the chair— 
decided that, objection to the consideration of the resolutions haying been made, 
the motion to refer could not be entertained on this day. 

From the decision of the Chair Mr, MORGAN appealed to the Senate; and, 
After debate— 
Which was permitted to go on for quite a time— 


Mr. Moran withdrew the appeal, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The pending motion was to refer, which is a de. 
batable motion, and the question of order, therefore, attached to that. 
That was the facile princeps of what was before the Senate, and that was 
a debatable motion. The Journal very often says ‘‘after debate’? when 
debate goes on by unanimous consent, as I am now speaking, and if 
the Journal says anything at all it will say, and say truly, that ‘‘ after 
debate,” etc. 

Now, let us see. Mr. Jefferson, a pretty good authority, says in his 
Manual, which is the parliamentary law of this body and entirely 
consistent with all its rules—— 

Mr. INGALLS. What page? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 213 of this edition: 

No man msy speak more than once on thesame bill on the same day; or oven 
on another day, ifthe debate be adjourned. Butifit be read more than once 
in the same day, he may speak once at every reading. (Co,, 12, 115; Hakew.,, 
148; Scob., 58; 2 Hats.,75.) Even a change of opinion does not give a right to 
be heard asecond time. (Smyth’s Comw.L. 2, c. 3; Arcan. Parl,, 17. 

But he may be permitted to speak again to clear a matter of fact (3 Grey, 357, 
416); or merely to explain himself (2 Hats., 73) in some material part of his 
speech (i%., 75); or to the manner of words of Mie an keeping himself to 
that only, and not traveling into the merits of it(Memorials in Hakew., 29); or 
to the orders of the House, if they be transgressed, keeping within that line, 
and not falling into the matter itself. (Mem. Hakew., 30, 31.) 

But if the Speaker rise to speak, the member standing up ought to sit down, 
that he may be first heard. (Town.,col. 205; Hale Parl., 133; Shera: in OW., 
80,31.) Nevertheless, though the Speaker may of right speak to matters of ordér, 
and be first heard, he is restrained from speaking on any other subject, except 
where the House have occasion for facts within his knowledge; then he may, 
with their leave, state the matter of fact. (3 Grey, 38.) 

No one is to speak ar cedar es or beside the question, superfluous, or tedi- 
ously. (Scob., 31, 83; 2 Hats., 166,178; Hale Parl., 133.) 

Tam afraid that rule, Mr, President, will keep me in my seat most 
of the time, but there itis. Then it provides that no person is to use 
indecent language, etc., and so on. 

So that, Mr. President, upon the common principles of parliamen- 
tary law, in adhering to the point, in keeping to the question that is 
before the Senate, and according to its nature there can be no de- 
bate on a motion to adjourn, no debate on a question of order raised 
when a motion to adjourn is pending, no debate on a motion for execu- 
tive session, all standing within the same rule as a motion to lay‘on 
the table, in the same order in their respective situations, so there can 
be no debate on a motion to lay on the table, no debate on an appeal 
on a motion to lay on the table, because all these appeals are mere in- 
cidents to the question which, according to the rules of the Senate, 
are not questions that are to be delayed hy discussion and that are pre- 
sumed to be sufliciently clear in the minds of Senators not to require 
either api raome or a universal discussion of tho subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator, before he proceeds further, allow 
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me, instead of speaking separately myself, to read one authority in | Mr. BUTLER, Doesit not occur tothe Senator that discussion en- 


connection with the one he has read? 

Mr. GORMAN. We can not hear what is being said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking just as lond as I can. o 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Vermont to allow me to read 
one authority in support of the statement he has made. 

In the House of Representatives there is no rule on the subject, and 
I believe never has been. ‘This is the statement of the House Manual 
‘of the general practice of the Honse, and of course the interpretation 
of the House of Representatives of the general parliamentary law, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. From what page does the Senator read ? 

Mr. HOAR. Page 284 of the Constitution, Manual, and Digest of 
the House of Representatives, and in Mr. Barclay’s edition itis the 
same as in that of Mr, Smith: S 


Underthe practice, all questions of order which may arise, pesong a qug- 
tion whichis not debatable, must be decided without debate. It is customary, 
however, for the Speaker or Chairman of the Committee of the Whole to per- 
mit a brief discussion of the pointof order, if the question be a new one, which 
of course can only be done by unanimous consent. 

That 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I thank the Senator from Masssachusetts. 
was the very next authority I was going to call the attention of the 
Senaté to, and I had sent down to get the book, but he has saved my 
lungs that amount of fatigue. 

As the Senator from Massachusetts has read, the constant and uni- 
versal practice of the House of Representatives has been, upon the same 
sort ôf parliamentary general law that we have here, what this House 
Manual, beginning with Mr. Barclay and coming down to whoever got 
out the last edition, says. Against that, however, it is candid and 
right to say, stands the statement of Mr. Cushing, whose only author- 
ity for that statement he gives himself, and refers to a certain volume 
of the Congressional Register of Debates, or whatever it was called at 
that time, as authority for his statement that an appeal on a nonde- 
batable question was debatable. I have looked at the Congressional 
debates, Mr. President, and am able to state exactly how that arose. 
Although, as I say, according to this Manual, from that day to this, 
and I am pretty sure always before, no such doctrine had been held or 
practiced upon. 

That matter arose in the year 1837, or about that year. I will not 
be exact as to the precise date. A new Speaker had just come in and 
the question arose within a month or so after the meeting of Congress. 
It was at a time when the question of the right of abolitionists, so 
called, to petition Congress for a change in the Constitution of the 
United States and the abolition of slavery, was a somewhat exciting 
question in certain quarters of the globe. A petition was presented. 
One gentleman of the House objected to its reception entirely; another 
gentleman of the House moved to lay the petition on the table; anda 
contest arose between the people (one set who wished to reject it alto- 
gether and the other to lay it, on the table) as to what was the best 
course to pursue to prevent these abolitionists from agitating Congress 
and the country by such seditious petitions as that. 

The debate without objection went on for a little while on the part 
of those who were ae the abolitionists, when'a Representa- 
tive from a Northern State had the temerity to raise the question of or- 
der, that, an appeal having been taken from the Chair’s entertaining 
the motion to lay on the table instead of entertaining the motion to 
reject, debate on that appeal was not in order. The Speaker decided 
that the debate was in order and the opponents of the abolitionists 
wenton. That was in the House of Representatives, and that is the 
only instance I can find or that Mr. Cushing could find ever in the his- 
tory of the House when any such pretension was made. 

Turning back a few pages in the Register of the Congressional De- 
bates, I find that that Speaker said to the House, as it-appears there, 
when another question of order had arisen, that he was so entirely new 
to the situation and so unfamiliar with parliamentary practice—I am 
not, of course, quoting his exact language, but expressing his idea— 
that he hoped the House would indulge him in making a good many 
mistakes. 

No appeal was taken from this last decision that I refer to. So that 
I should expect that the constant practice of the House of Representa- 
tives, before and eversince that opinion upon which Mr. Cushing founds, 
and founds alone, that clause in his statement, would not have a very 
great effect in this body, whenit has had none whateverin the House 
of Representatives. 

Therefore, Mr. President, apologizing for taking up as much time as 
I have, I wish to reaflirm my opinion, upon the very necessity 
and on the nature of such things, which I have illustrated by motions 
to adjourn and for an executive session and so on, that the decision of 
the Chair was perfectly correct and the fact that this dropped out of 
the rule that once existed, when there was no occasion to put it in at 
all, for the question had not arisen, and leaving the law just as it was 
before, leaves it to stand just as the practice was before and has been, 
I believe, ever since. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Vermont, before he 
takes his seat, if he will be good enough to explain to the Senate the 
object of an appeal from the decision of the Chair? ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The object is to take the judgment of the Senate 
on the correctness of the opinion of the Chair. 


lightens the judgment of Senators as well as other people? 

Mr, EDMUNDS, Recently I should say not. 

Mr, BUTLER, It would seem to me that the very reason of the rule 
is well founded that there should be discussion upon an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, of course not such an appeal as the Senator 
has indicated on a motion to adjourn, because there is nothing to ap- 
peal from there. The Chair can not possibly mistake in putting 2 mo- 
tion of that character. But there are a great many motions where the 
fallibility of human judgment and human wisdom may just as well 
attach to the Chair as to anybody else, and it would seem to me the 
philosophy of the thing is that there should be discussion upon an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, in order that the judgment of Sen- 
ators may be enlightened, and that they may arrive at a proper con- 
clusion and decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The philosophy of that is based upon the preced- 
ing fundamental philosophy, that when a debatable question is present 
before the Senate all incidental questions to that are debatable as a 
matter of course; but when a nondebatable question is before the 
Senate, which might require just ns much speechmaking to determine 
which way we ought to go, if we say we not have it, when an in- 
cidental question arises on that, there is no more need of speech than 
there is on the principal question, and the right of appeal is preserved 
to prevent arbitrary and unjust and extravagant action of the Chair; 
and in one class of cases the question is debatable and in the other it 
is not; but it is necessary if there is anything in the Constitution 
which says that the majority of the Senate shall be aquorum to do 
business, and it can get on in no other way. 

Mr. PLUMB, I rise to make a suggestion. It seems to me we are 
debating under the guise of a suggestion, or a motion, or whatever it 
may be, in regard to a correction of the Journal, a question that is not 
germane; and, while Iam aware that it is permitted, I want to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact and to suggest that the morning 
hour is passing’ by. It seems to me that we ought to agree that we 
shall dispose of the morning business. Let the motion to correct the 
Journal be decided, and then transact the other business which has 
been appointed for this particular time of the day, leaving the other 
question to go over which hasbeen brought up, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only ventured to speak by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB. TIunderstand thatexactly. I only want what I say to 
be regarded in the nature of an appeal to the Senate to preserve, at 
least, the formal disposition of the business of the Senate provided for by 
therulesoftheSenate. Let the motion or the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland to correct the Journal be disposed of, and then if there 
is any question left which ought to be taken up, growing outof the de- 
cision of the Vice President on Saturday, take that up later. In the 
mean time the morning buisness accumulates from day to day and it 
has been accumulating fora number of days on account of special mat- 
ters before the Senate, and Senators who have committee matters and 
other important matters to attend to should have the opportunity to 
present morning business and be relieved from a discussion which may 
not have any special interest to them, especially as it does not bear 
upon what is now pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. After the admonition of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. Pru] it is with great reluctance that I ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consume a few moments upon the question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS, And it is with diffidence that I shall express the 
opinions and conclusions at which I have arrived after hearing the 
confident opinions of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], with 
which I totally and radically differ. 

Mr. President, I find in clause 2 of section 5 of the first article of 
the Constitution this provision, that— 


Each House— 
Referring to the two Houses of Congress— 
Each House may determine the rules of its proccedings, $ 


The Senate has determined and adopted the rules of its proceedings, 
They are found in this manual, numbered from 1 to 40, inclusive. 

I insist that they are the supreme law to you as the presiding officer 
of this body, to me, and to the Senator from Vermont and every other 
Senator so far as the proceedings of the Senate are concerned. Upon 
this very question, when the existing rule in express terms forbade the 
debate of an appeal from the decision of the Chair, which was taken in 
respect to a question nondebatable, the present Rule XX was adopted 
by the revision made in 1833, and adopted, I believe, early in 1884, 

Now let us see what is the proper construction of the present rule, 
adopted, as the Senator from Maryland states, by the unanimous vote 
of the Senate. 

A question of order may be raised at any stage— 

I read from Rule XX— 
at any stage of the proceedings except when the Senate is dividing, and, unless 
submitted to the Senate, shall be decided by the presiding officer without debate, 


subject to an appeal to the Senate; when an appeal is taken any subsequent 


Denney of order, which may arise before the on of such appeal, shall be 


coided by the presiding officer without debate. 
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“Any subsequent question of order,” not this one, not the one pend- 
ing, not the one upon which the appeal has been taken. Thé appeal 
is now pending, invoking the judgment of eighty-eight Senators, but 
any subsequent question of order raised while this de atable appeal is 
pending before the Senate shall be decided by the presiding officer 
without debate. 

Nothing can be clearer to my mind than that when this revision 
was made the existing rule in express terms said that if the question 
of order is raised in respect to a pending question which is nonde- 
batable the appeal upon the question of order shall not be debatable; 
and we adopted the language of the present Rule XX, which to my 
mind is as clear a repeal of the old rule of 1873 as language could pos- 
sibly make it; and that the appeal is debatable without exception, no 
matter in what respect,to what question it may have been taken, is to 
my mind absolutely and positively clear. 

Mr. President, under the Constitution the two Houses of Congress, 
with the approval of the President, can not abridge the right of free 
speech or of the press, The rule throughout all of this broad land of 
ours is universal as to the absolute freedom of speech and freedom of 
the press; and the Senate could not abridge the right of free speech 
upon this or upon any other question but for the clause of the Consti- 
tution that I have read, which gives to each House the right to make 
its own rules regulating its proceedings. Butunder that clause of the 
Constitution we have acted we have made our rules; we have made 
Rule XX precisely responsive to the question the Chair decided on 
Friday evening last, and in view of the plain meaning of that rule it 
absolutely clear that the Chair was in error in that 


body, and when a new Congress meets it has its code of rules in ex- 
istence, and they are the supreme law of the Senate in the regulation 
of the business of the Senate, subject of course to any change that the 
Senate may make from time to time. But until the Senate has, by 
its own action, changed its existing rales, the rules as printed in the 
Manual are the supreme law to the Senate andof the Senate, and must 
be adhered to in the regulation of all its business, 

Mr. HOAR., Tshould like to ask the Senator a single question at 
his convenience, if he will permit me, 

Mr. HARRIS. Now as well as any other time. 

Mr, HOAR. I desire to ask the Senatorif he holds that if a motion 
to adjourn be made and a point of order taken that it is ont of order at 
a particular time, or a motion to go into executive session, ora motion to 
lay on the table under the law now prevailing in the Senate, an appeal 
from the Chair’s decision on that motion is debatable, 

Mr. HARRIS. Most clearly so. 

Mr. HOAR. So you could keep the Senate here—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Therule makes no exception or distinction between 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question of order was 
suggested by the Chairon last Friday nightupon a motion to adjourn, 
I can very readily understand how a question of order might arise. 
and yery properly arise, upon a motion to adjourn. Suppose I make 
a motion to adjourn now and the yeas and nays are called. They are 
taken and the nays have it. The Senate refuses to adjourn. Imme- 
diately thereafter my friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] makes 
a motion that the Senate adjourn. The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] would very promptly and very properly say, ‘‘I rise to a 
question of order. My point of orderis that the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Texas is not now in order,” as it would not be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not, if I may ask the Senator? 

Mr. HARRIS. Because one motion to adjourn can not follow an- 
other without the intervention of other business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whereis there anything in the rules which forbids 
that? and.therefore you have to go to general parliamentary law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been the universal practice, and the Senator 
from Vermont would very certainly raise the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So I should. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the Chair would certainly very promptly sus- 
tain the point of order so made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but I only wanted to know under whatrule. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate having adopted no rule on that point 
general parliamentary law would control. But the question of order 
is not in any way connected with the merit of the question in respect 
to which it arises. It does not connectitself remotely or directly with 
the merit of the question out of which it springs or in respect to which 
the question of order is made. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Tennessee, who is a very 
good parliamentarian, permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Tennessee or any other 
Senator whether he knows or can point the Senate toa single decision 
by the Senate where debate is cut off except where the rules of the 
Senate expressly provide that the pending question is not debatable. 


Mr. HARRIS. I do not. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will state to the Senator that in my examina- 
tion of the rules of thè Senate it is more guarded than that of any 
other body I have ever seen, and in every case where debate is pro- 
hibited it is ee provided on every motion which is not debat- 
able. It is solely not debatable by reason of the fact that the rules of 
the Senate prohibit debate. In no instance can a decision of the Sen- 
ate be found where debate has not been permitted except where the 
rules expressly prohibit debate. J 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr, President, I did not expect this question to come 
up this morning. I did not expect it would be debated or mooted 
at all upon this particular occasion. I have no disposition to trespass 
upon and consume the time of the Senate, which belongs to other ques- 
tions at this hour, but it isa question of importance and one that I hope 
every Senator will carefully consider. At another time I shall avail 
myself of the opportunity to express more fully the views that I enter- 
tain in respect to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Regular order, 

Mr. GORMAN, I withdraw the motion to amend the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion made by the Senator from 
Maryland to amend the Journal is withdrawn. The Journal of the 
proceedings of Friday last will stand approved, if there be no objection. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report of 
the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1890; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a communication from William 
H. Barrett, secretary of the United Labor League, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and vicinity, representing 200,000 working people, transmitting reso- 
lutions adopted by that league favoring the passage of the international 
copyright bill; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a communication from SV. S. McClevey, secretary 
and treasurer ofthe International Typographical Union, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., transmitting resolutions of that union and a telegram from Wil- 
liam Ferguson, secretary of the Typographical Union No. 2, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill to restore the rate of wages 
in the Government Printing Office; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the National Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, Washington, D. C., and a resolution of the Illinois State 
Grange, of Springfield, 111., favoring a more direct control by the Gov- 
ernment of railroads as the best way to secure to the people just tariff 
rates; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Springfield, I1., and a resolution of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C., favoring the election of 
United States Senators and all other Government officers by the people; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a resolution of the State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Springfield, T11., and a resolution of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C., favoring the enactment 
of legislation by Congress to prevent the consolidation of capital and 
corporations for the purpose of keeping up prices, ete. ; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Springfield, I1., and a resolution of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C., favoring an increase of 
the currency from $17 per capita to $45 or $50 per capita, and also in 
favor of free coinage; which were referred tothe Committee on Finance, 

He ulso presented a resolution of the State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Springfield, Il., and a resolution of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C,, favoring appropriations 
for the improvement of our inland rivers and other water ways; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of 21 citizens of La Salle County, Nlinois; 

Petition of members of the Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, of La Salle 
County, Tllinois; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association Lodge No. 4855, 
of Fieldon, NL; and 

Petition of the Winnebago County (IHinois) Assembly Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented resolutions of the Illinois State Far- 
mers’ Alliance, favoring the passage of the Conger lard bill and the 
antioption bill; which were ordered to liceon the table, 

He also presented a memorial of 13 citizens of the State of Illinois 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the District Assembly, No. 1012, of 
the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Jasper County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of the pure-food bill and remonstrating against 
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es passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. i 

He also presented the following petitions of lodges of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association of Tilinois, praying for the passage’ of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association No. 329, of 
Perry County, Ilinois; 

Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association No. 469, of Pulaski 
County, Illinois; 

Petition of Subordinate Lodge No. 4461 of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Wayne County, Illinois; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association No. 267, of Ran- 
dolph County, Illinois; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association No. 2864, of Clark 
County, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented a petition of 9 citizens of Randolph 
County, Illinois, praying for the speedy passage of House bill 5353, 
defining options and futures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 2 

Mr. CULLOM. I have justreccived, by the hands of a business man 
from the city of Chicago, sundry petitions signed by different business 
houses, firms, and individuals in that city, numbering just about 1,000, 
praying for the early passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. These 
petitions are indorsed, showing by whom they are signed, and I ask 
that they be noted separately in the RECORD, as indicated on the back 
of each paper. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The petitions were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

Petitions of Messrs, Thompson & Smith, the D. B. Scully Sirup 
Company, the Martin Dawson Company, the Pan-American Mercantile 
Company, the Albert Dickinson Company, the Price Baking Powder 
Company, the Brookman Manufacturing Company, and 47 other lead- 
ing business firms and individuals of Chicago, Ill. ; 

Petition of Messrs. Corbin, May & Co., E. B. Miller & Co, C. D. 
Lathrop & Co., Lafilin & Rand Powder Company, Henry C. Carver, and 
9 other leading business men of Chicago, Ill; 

Petition of Messrs. Hiller & Kollenberg, F. P. Elliott & Co., Gertz, 
Lumbard & Co., W. M. Hoyt & Co., and 10 other business firms and 
bankers of Chicago, I1l.; 

Petition of Messrs. D, R. Shurly, A. H. Barton, Cameron, Amberg 
& Co., the Chicago Brush Company, the John D. Zernitz Company, 
and 12 other representative firms of Chicago, Ill. ; 

Petition of Messrs. C. S. Munyan, I. S. Blackwelder, manager of the 
Niagara Fire Insurance Company; S. S. Trower, assistant secretary of 
the Commercial Insurance Company, limited, of London, England; the 
Millers’ National Insurance Company; Bentley & Taylor, general man- 
agers of the Continental Insurance Company; the Home Insurance 
Company, the American Wheel Company, the Union Tie and Timber 
Company, and 9 other prominent business firms, professional men, and 
individuals of Chicago, D1.; 

Petition of J. C. Morse, president of the Illinois Steel Company; the 
Debenture Guaranty and Assurance Company of Great Britain and 
America, the Mutual Accident Association of the Northwest, the Cal- 
unmet Iron and Steel Company, the Atkinson Car-Spring Works, Messrs. 
Robert Stevenson & Co., Picande, Brown & Co., and 16 other promi- 
nent business firms and corporations of Chicago, HI, ; 

Petition of the Globe Light and Heat Company, the Chicago Electric 
Service Company, the Jarvis Wine and Brandy Company, Burnham & 
Root, architects; the Western Refrigerator Company Ashland Brown- 
stone Company, the National Sirup Company, the P. W. Harvery Lum- 
ber Company, and 15 other prominent business firms and individuals 
of Chicago, IL. ; - 

Petition of Messrs, C. E. Van Voorhis, general agent of the Liberty 
Insurance Company; A. P. Bowen & Co., George A. Mason, the Capi- 
tol Accident and Debenture Company, and 11 other business firms and 
individuals of Springfield and Chicago, Ill. ; 

Petition of the Improved Hecel Plate Company, of the general iman- 
ager of the Phenix Insurance Company, Willard Sons & Bell Com- 
pany, Dunham Manufacturing Company, the Chi and Iowa Coal 
Company, the Pond Machine Tool Company, the Chicago Tire and 
Spring Company, and 16 other business men, firms, and corporations 
of Chicago, IIL; 

Petition of the Niles Tool Works, R. Boyleston Hall, secretary of 
the Chicago American Horse Exchange, the Sunday Creek Coal Com- 
pany, Thatcher & Voight, the Corey Car and Manufacturing Company, 
and other individuals and corporations of Chicago, Il. 

Petition of Messrs. Julius Bauer & Co., S. A. Maxwell & Co., Thor- 
son & Cassady, the Reading Hardware Company, the George H. Boh- 
ner Company, S. C. Griggs & Co., the Chicago and Ohio Coal and Car 
Company, the Farmland Mortgage and Debenture Company, the 
Chicago Music Company, and 15 other firms, corporations,and individ- 
uals of Chicago, Tl. . 4 

Petition of Messrs, C. T. Raynolds & Co., Bradley & Vrooman, Peter 
Van Schaack & Sons, John S. Gould & Co., Charles P. Willard & Co., 
and 29 other business firms of Chicago, Ill. 

Petition of the Globe Soap Company, the Boynton Furnace Com- 


pany, the Barbed Wire and Iron Works, Jenkins Brothers, Rand, Mc- 
Nally & Co., Marder, Luse & Co., Ephraim Hewitt, Hollis & Duncan, 
the H. Shannon Company, Charles Goldsmith & Co.,and 10 other busi- 
ness houses of Chicago, lll. 

Petition of Messrs. T. M. Avery, president of the Hra National 
Watch Company, and L. Wampold, a wholesale clothing-dealer of 
Chicago, Ill. 

Petition of Messrs. Burley & Tyrrell, the Diamond Prospecting Com- 
pany, Chapin & Gore, the J.J. Murray Company, D. R. Armstrong & Co., 
L. Wolf & Co., Charles: Eneu Johnson & Co., Westinghouse, Church, 
Kerr & Co., the Brunswick-Balke-Collender Company, J. W. Reedy 
Elevator Manufacturing Company, and 7 other business firms of Chicago, 
m. 

Petition of Messrs. S. Goldsmith, Danforth, Clark & Co., J. Dunfee 
& Co., P. Casey, Alexander H. Revell, A. Shire, the William Skinner 
Manufacturing Company, the Great Western Electric Supply Company, 
A. G. Spalding, and 13 other business firms of Chicago, Ill. 

Petition of the Star and Crescent Milling Company, H. S. Walker, 
Morrison, Adams & Allen Company, Goulds & Coldwell Company, the 
H. G. Staver Manufacturing Company, Thomas tenet the Raymond 
Lead Company, the Boorman-Millin Company, the E. A. -Hartwell 
Company, the D. Bradley Manufacturing Company, the National Ma- 
chine Works, and 10 other business firms of Chicago, IN. 

Petition of the Rice Machinery Company, S. Oppenheimer & Co., 
Appleton Manufacturing Company, A. Van Siclen & Co., E. P. Reed & 
Co., Dodgett, Bassett & Hills Company, L. L. Ferrin & Co., H. Wolf & 
Co., Mullen & Co., and 20 other business firms of Chicago, Il].; 

Petition of A. G. Paul, the Chicago Fire Hose Manufacturing Com- 
pany, the Sconie Manufacturing Company, the Marinetta Iron Works 
Company, and 10 other business men and firms of Chicago, IN. ; 

Petition of Humiston, Keeling & Co., George G. Standart, the Gil- 
bert and Bennett Manufacturing Company, the Page Belting Company, 
the Machinists’ Supply Company, Charles H. Besley & Co., and 9 other 
business men and firms of Chicago, Ill. ; 

Petition of Henry R. Worthington, the Detroit Heating and Light- 
ing Company, A. A. Spear, the Richardson and Boynton Company, the 
George D. Hoffman, Kirckheffer, Bartling & Co., and 18 other busi- 
ness men and firms of Chicago, Ill. ; 

Petition of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., William Heegard & 
Co., Weadley, Cleary & Co., W. F. McLaughlin & Co., the Thompson 
and Taylor Spice Company, and 22 other business firms of Chicago, II. ; 

Petition of Ambrey, Sullivan & Co,, A. Rider & Co., Barnett Bros., 
George S. Sanger, Strassheim, Jaeger & Co., Wayne & Lowe, and 26 
other business firms and individuals of Chicago, IN. ; 

Petition the Messrs. Roper and Baxter Cigar Company, and 2 other 
tobacco houses of Chicago, Il].; 

Petition of H. S. Peck, agent of the Waterbury Clock Company, 
Giles Brothers & Co., Meriden Britannia Company, J. W. Meacham, 
Morse, Mitchell & Williams, J. A. Todd, manager of the Towle Manu- 
facturing Company; M. R. Burchard, manager of the Simpson Hall, 
Miller & Co., and 23 other leading wholesale jewelry houses of Chi- 
cago, TI; 

Petition of Murray & Co., H. M. Hooker & Co., Dean Brothers & 
Lincoln, Bell, Conrad & Co., Ludlington, Wells & Van Schaak, Wakem 
& McLaughlin, Adams-Smith Company, John Devlin & Co., Lantz Wall 
Paper Company, C. M. Linington, and 10 other business firms of Chi- 
cago, Ill.; 

Petition of the National Safe and Lock Company, the A. N. Kellogg 
Newspaper Company, the Calumet Paper Company, Earl & Wilson, 
the Crocker Chair Company, the Milwaukee Chair Company, the West- 
ern Bank Noteand Engraving Company, the Gage-Downes Corset Com- 
pany, the Columbus and Hocking Coal and Iron Company, the Minne- 
sota Iron Company, the Chicago Belting Company, and other business 
firms of Chicago, Ill; 

The petition of the American Desk and Seating Company, the Chi- 
cago Cottage Organ Company, Sweet, Wallach & Co., W. C. Vosburgh 
Manfacturing Company, the Wakefield Rattan Company, Charles H. 
Slack, the C. H. Gurney Company, Park Brother & Co., limited, the 
Calumet Distilling Company, Kelly, Maus & Co., Borden, Selleck & 
Co., and 8 other business firms of Chicago IL: 

Petition of the Baldwin Furniture Company, the Michigan Buggy 
Company, theStaver and Abbott Manufacturing Company, the George 
F. Child Chair Company, Sherman & Flavin, the Milburn Wagon 
Company, the Racine Wagon and Carriage Company, James Cunning- 
ham, Son & Co,, the Standard Wagon Conipany, the Ames and Frost 
Company, the Mattoon Manufacturing Company, and 9 other business 
firms of Chicago, Ill.; 

Petition of the Tobey Furniture Company, the N. B. Haynes Com- 
any, Archer, Barnard & Co., N. K. Fairbank & Co., Rathbone, Sard 
c Co., S. G. Bailey, Vouwie Brothers, H. C. Fisher, A. H. Andrews & 

Co., Chickering, Chase Brothers & Co., and 16 other business men of 
Chicago, Ill, ; 

Petition of Drummond Tobacco Company, United Indurated Fiber 
Company, William H. Ryan, Root & Son’s Music Company, Schober & 
Carquebille Lithographic Company, Schiedewend & Lee Company, 
Charles Emerick & Co., and 20 other business firms of Chicago, IL.; 
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Petition of John F, Wright, Elmendorf, Watte & Co., the Western 
Mannufaeturers’ Mutual Insurance Company, Henry D. Gilbert & Co., 
George Webster & Son, F. M. Bradshaw, the Thomson-Houston Elec- 
tric Company, A. C. McClurg & Co., and 17 other business firms of 
Chicago, Il; ; 

Petition of Clement, Bane & Co., Alfred Benjamin & Co., Sweet, 
Orr & Co., J. K. Armsby Company, George Bullen & Co., Nonotuck 
Silk Company, and 27 other business firms of Chicago, TH. ; 

Petition of Rosenwald, Weir & Co., Hornthal & Curtis, Eisenstaedt 
Brothers, J. Floersheim & Co., Tarner Brothers, and 32 other business 
houses of Chicago, IlJ.; and 

Petition of Field, Benedict & Co., Saxon Bag Company, H. W. Cald- 
well & Son, Johnson Chair Company, Koenig & Gamer Furniture Com- 
pany, Carden Malting Company, American Varnish Company, Mar- 
shall & Patrick, and 7 other business firms of Chicago, Til. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the following memorials from citizens 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table; 

Memorial of Francis Schneeberger and 17 other citizens of Taylor- 
ville, Christian County, Illinois; 

Memorialof A. Stanton, of Peoria, Illinois; 5 citizensof Wisconsin, 
5 citizens of Mlinois, and 6 citizens of Missouri; 

Memorial of ©. D. Gresham, of Salem, OI, and 15 other visitors 
to the St. Louis Pair; and 

Memorial of Charles Evans and Charles Battey, of Jacksonville, Ill. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the petition of George Hedges, of Jersey- 
villo, I., and 20 others, and the petition of W, H. Curtin, of Carlyle, 
Til, and others, visitors at the St. Louis fair, praying for the passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a memorial of the Charleston Chamber of 
Commerce, recommending the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known 
as the Paddock pure-food bill, and petitioning for the passage of that 
bill in lien of the Conger bill, which in their opinion was unwisely sub- 
stituted therefor. ‘The petition is signed by Samuel T. Tupper, presi- 
dent; A. 8. Johnston, first vice president; T. R. McGahan, second vice 
president, andS, R. Marshall, Alex. W. Marshall, Theodore D. Jervey, J. 
W. Williams, Thaddeus Street, S. L. Howard, executive committee, and 
Berkley Grimball, secretary of the Chamber of Commerce. All of these 
are prominent and distinguished business men in the city of Charleston. 
I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, FRYE presented the petition of John Stewart, Maggie Bliss, S. 
B. Alexander, and 286 other citizens of Aroostook County, Maine, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a na- 
tional commission on the subject of social vice; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of S. A. and J. H. True and 24 other 
business men and firms in Maine and Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of the Helena (Ark.) Chamber 
of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill and in favor of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Rev. Thomas Butler and 
a number of other citizens of St. Mary’s, Ga., praying for the passage 
of the Lodge bill or some other measure to secure fair elections; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Excelsior Marine Benevolent As- 
sociation of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Detroit 
River tunnel bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of St. Clairsville, Ohio, praying for the appointmentof a national 
commission to inquire into the subject of social vice; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 
mee of R. E. Betts and 22 other citizens of Sandusky County, 

0; 
Petition of S. N. Welsh and 56 other citizens of Ashland County, 


io; 
ao of Galetown Alliance, No. 531, of Sandusky County, 

io; 

Petition of James W. Spargur aud 56 other citizens of Highland 
County, Ohio; and 

Petition of W. L. Linden and 47 other citizens of Avondale, Ohio. 

Mr. CASEY presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 

of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table; 

Petition of F. M. Steere and 24 other citizens of Mount Pleasant, 
Clark County, South Dakota; 

Petition of H. B. Burleigh and 8 other citizens of Burr Oak, Beadle 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of James Morgan and 12 other citizens of Coyle, Brilé 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of ©, A, Lillie and 14other citizens of Charles Mix County, 
Sonth Dakota; 
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aio of J. Kinney and 38 other citizens of Briilé County, South 
cota; 

Petition of A. L. Squires and 35 other citizens of Douglas County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of J. H. Lathrop and 40 other citizens of Bath, Brown 
Gounty, South Dakota; 

Petition of Daniel Clancy and 10 other citizens of Brfilé County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Elias Barney and 34 other citizens of Day County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of J. C. Reeve and 10 other members of Melrose Alliance, 
No. 85, of Grant County, South Dakota; 

Petition of James Greig and 15 other members of McPherson County 
Alliance, of Leola, S. Dak. ; 

Petition of J. Bone and 14 other citizens of Brilé County, South Da- 
kota; 

Petition of H. M. Hausen and 21 other citizens of Miner County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of W. W. Huanens and 31 other citizons of Hutchinson 
County, South Dakota; 
aaan of W.S. Elliottand 11 other citizens of Miner County, South 

kota; 

Petition of E. Norelius and 15 other citizens of Clay County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of Mount Pleasant Alliance, No. 249, of Clark County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Coyle Alliance of South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Flora Alliance, of Charles Mix County, Sonth Dakota; 

Resolutions of Delmont Farmers’ Alliance, No. 318,of Douglas County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Bath Alliance, No. 198, of Bath, S. Dak.; 

“a Resolutions of Alliance No. 281, of Wobdrot, Brûlé County, South 
akota; 

Resolutions of Valley Township Alliance, of Day, Day County, South 
Dakota; ‘ 

Resolutions of McPherson Alliance, of South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Thorp Alliance, No. 573, of Clark County, South 
Dakota: 

Resolutions of German Farmers’ Alliance, of Gales Township, Au- 
rora County, South Dakota; 

resolutions, of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 350, of Northville, Spink 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Potter County Alliance of South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Dalesburgh Farmers’ Alliance, of Dalesburgh, Clay 
County, South Dakota; and 

Resolutions of Prairie Flower Farmers’ Alliance, No. 151, of Miner 
County, South Dakota. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of B. F. McDaniel and 48 other citizens of Decatur County, 
Town; 

Petition of 5. A. Grubbs and 19 other citizens of Carroll County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Calvin Latto and 43 other citizens of Decatur County, 


Towa; 
Petition of John Borlirfus and 39 other citizens of Hamilton County, 
Towa; 
Petition of A, M. Badgley and 21 other citizens of Locust Grove Alli- 
ance, of Waller, Iowa; 
Petition of George McCorinick and 11 other citizens of Russell, Lucas 
County, Iowa; 
Petition of H. W. Woods and 16 other citizens of Iowa; 
Petition of John Leeperand 86 other citizens of Jasper County, Towa; 
Petition of James Johnson and 29 other citizens of Louisa County, 
Towa; 
Petition of D. W. Richards and 19 other citizens of Linn County, 
Towa; 
Petition of W. D. Wicks and 39 other citizens of Scott County, Iowa; 
Petition of A. H. Glandon and 19 other citizens of Montgomery 
County, Iowa; 
Petition of John W. Knight and 13 other citizens of Harrison Cen- 
ter, Adair County, Iows; 
Petition of M. F. Steirwalt and 7 other citizens of Dickinson County, 
Towa; i 
3 Petition of H. P. Kalonky and 13 other citizens of Boone County, 
owa; 
: Petition of Henry Miller, jr., and 35 other citizens of Carroll County, 
owa; 
Petition of W. J. Willhoit and 12 other citizens of Oskaloosa, Ma- 
haska County, Iowa; 
s Petition of G. R. Milem and 38 other citizens of Ida County, 
owg; 
Petition of Thomas Presnell and 18other citizens of Hancock County, 
Towa; and 
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Petition of W. Mattocks and 28 other members of Winnebago County 
Alliance of Iowa. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of JamesS. Bell and 103 other 
citizens of Southwestern Nebraska, praying;that an appropriation be 
made for the development of the water supply for farming purposes; 
which was referred to the Select Committes on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Hill and 109 other citizens of 
the Otoe reservation lands, Nebraska, and the petition of B. W. John- 
son and 143 other residents of the Otoe and Missouria reservation lands, 
praying Congress to qnict title to all such reservation lands as have 
been patented or finally receipted for; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Chadron, Nebr., praying 
for the complete disarming of all Indians at Pine Ridge agency, South 
Dakota; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union of the State of Illinois, at their annual convention, praying for 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the New Bedford (Mass.) Retail 
Grocers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of John T. Brady, colonel of 
Encampment No. 69, Union Veteran Legion, and 92 ex-soldiers and 
sailors, praying for the passage and approval of S. 3146, providing for 
the preference of veterans in appointment and retention in the service 
of the Government; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of 96 lithographers, citizens of the State 
of New York, praying for the passage of an amendment to the inter- 
national copyright bill giving protection to lithographic, chromo-pub- 
lishing, and photographic trades as is accorded to type-printing and 
book-publishing trades; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the county commissioners of 
Kitsap County, Washington, praying for the location of a navy yard 
at Port Orchard, Washington, and thatan appropriation be made there- 
for; which was referred to the Committee on Sy eee 

Mr. DIXON presented the petition of Arnold B, Chace and other 
citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the prompt passage of Senate bill 
4173, providing for the appointment of a national commission to inves- 
tigate the subject of social vice; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a memorial of the directors of the Board of 
Trade of Boisé City, Idaho, remonstrating against the operation of ex- 
isting law against the producers of gold and silver bullion at the United 
States assay oflice at Boisé City, Idaho; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizensof Montgomery County, 
North Carolina, praying for the passage of the elections bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Memorial of 8. P. Allen and 127 other citizens of Palestine, Tex.; 

Memorial of the Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade, of Houston, 
Tex., and a telegram from H. C. Ferguson, a colored planter of Texas, 
to Colonel Humphrey, president of the Colored Alliance of Texas; 

Memorial of G. M. Pridgen and other citizens of Cairo, Tex.; and 

Memorial of the firm of Martin, Wise & Fitzhugh, and other citizens 
of Paris, Tex. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the St. Joseph (Mo.) T 
ical Union, No. 40, praying for the passage of the copyright b 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Oak Grove Union, No. 2309, of Sa- 
line County, Missouri, remonstrating against the of the sub- 
treasury bill and the Federal elections bill and praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, De Kalb County, 
Missouri, and a petition of Deer Creek Grange, No. 1683, of Clinton 
County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of the North Carolina and Virginia 
Christian Conference, praying for the passage of a law forbidding the 
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carrying of United States mails on the Sabbath day; which was re- | b 
Roads. 


ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

Mr, CARLISLE presented the petition of the children of Joseph 
Cromie, late a sergeant in Company K, Fourth Regiment United States 
Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of a large number of business 
and professional men of the city of Albuquerque, Territory of New 
Mexico, under the auspices of the commercial club of that city, in favor 
of more liberal appropriations for the Indian schools in Albuquerque. 
Imove that the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GIBSON. I present a memorial remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill, and stating that the amount of cotton 
seed crushed now exceeds 1,000,000 of tons, costing when manufie- 
tured an average of $15 per ton, and that the plants established through- 
out the South for the crushing of cotton seed have cost at least $25,- 
000,000. The memorial is signed by all the leading mercantile bodies 
in the city of New Orleans, and by the presidents of all the banks. 
Being very short, I should like to have it printed, with the consent of 
the Senate, as a miscellaneous document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Louisiana? The Chair hears none, and the memorial 
will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Del Rio, Tex., praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition (circulated by the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperanes Union) signed by J. H. Turpie, Mrs. Maggie Blair, 
and 78 other citizens of Monon, Ind., and a petition (circulated by the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union) signed by Mrs: L. J. Horner, 
president, and Lizzie A. Keer, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Monon, Ind., representing 15 members, prayin 
for the passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a natio 
commission on the subject of social vice; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also peeseniee the petition of George M. Wells, late private Com- 
pany H, Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, of Castleton, Marion County, 
Ind., praying for the correction of his military record and the removal 
of the charge of desertion therefrom; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of Starr Alliance, No. 54, of 
Larimer County, Colorado, and the memorial of R. O. Tenney and a 
large nuniber of other citizens of Larimer County, Colorado, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill and favoring the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HALE presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of W. Jones, clerk, W. E. Philbrook, assistant clerk, and 
193 other members of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of China, Me.; 

Petition of H. Cook, clerk, Eliza P. Pierce, assistant clerk, and 125 
other members of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Vassalborough, 
Me.; 

Petition of Warren Hawkes, clerk, Sarah S. Hawks, assistant clerk, 
and 401 other members of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Man- 
chester, Me.; and 

Petition of T. Richardson, clerk, Sarah E. Sheppard, assistant clerk, 
and w other members of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Fair- 
field, Me. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Wilkes-Barre o, Board 
of Trade, praying for ea ge of the bill (S, 4329) providing for a 
more thorough investigation by the Census Office of the electrical in- 
dustries; which was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented the petition of A. F, Palmer and Ella Fogg and 
94 other citizens of Bar Harbor, Me., praying for the passage of a bill 
providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of social 
vice; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Frank McDowell and 22 
citizens of St. Lonis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of A. Sinclair and 14 other citizens 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill, “introduced in behalf of Squires & Co., pork-packers;”’ 
which was ordered to lie on the table. , 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Meridian, Miss., remonstrating against the p of the Conger lard 
bill and favoring the passage of the pure-food bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I present a communication, dated January 15, 

1891, signed by Alex. J. Wedderburn, chairman 1 tive committee, 
Virginia State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, inclosing what are de- 
scribed as ‘‘ Resolutions of Buena Vista nce, No. 675, of Missis- 
sippi, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill,” with the request 
y the writer that the petition be presented to the Senate. 
In complying with this request of Mr. Wedderburn, of Virginia, I 
deem it proper to state that I know the general sentiment of the agri- 
cultural population of Mississippi is overwhelmingly opposed to the 
nesens of the Conger lard bill. I move that the petition lic on the 
table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of H. Jewett and 25 other citi- 
zens of Johnson County, Kansas, and a petition of citizens of the United 
States, praying for the pasase of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by the members of 
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the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of La Cygne, Kans., pray- 
ing for the appointment of a national commission to examine int the 
subject of social vice in all its branches; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a large number of petitions of citizens of 
different localities in Kansas, including petitions of a number of Farm- 
ers’ Alliances, praying for the passage of the Congerlard bill. Imove 
that the petitions lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, PLUMB presented a memorial of the Fall River (Mass.) Butch- 
ers and Grocers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie òn the table. 

He also presented a petition of a large number of citizens of Wichita, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankrupcty bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Jefferson Allen, Mrs. Carrie Beatty, 
and 77 other citizens of Weir, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
bill providing for the appointment of a commission composed of both 
men and women to investigate the social vice in all its phases, its re- 
lation to labor and wages, to ert, and divorce, and its effects on 
individuals, unborn children, and the general welfare of the people; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of a large number of citizens of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the bill to amend the timber-culture laws 
of the United States and the bill to reduce the price of public lands 
within railroad grants in the States of Kansas and Nebraska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, DANTEL presented the following petitions praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Dr. E. C. Gee and 47 other citizens of Lunenburgh, Va.; 
and 

Petition of Joel Shelley and 25 other citizens of Scott County, Vir- 


nia. 
eres TURPIE presented the following memorials remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Memorial of W. C. Hall, of Evansville, Ind., and 15 other citizens, 
visitors at the St. Louis fair; 

Memorial of W. T. Elliott and 13 citizens of Briceville, Ind.; 

Memorial of E. B. Barlow, editor of the Anti-Monopolist, of Wash- 
ington, Daviess County, Indiana, and 20 other citizens; 

Memorial of Alexander Marley, clerk of the Martin County court, 
James A. Williams, recorder of Martin County, and George W. Gates, 
treasurer of Martin County, Indiana, and 47 farmers, citizens, and busi- 
ness men; : 

Memorial of J. B, Purcell, manager of the Vincennes Sun, and 17 
business men of Vincennes; 

Memorial of Charles Green, of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, and 22 citizens of Washington, Daviess County, Indiana; and 

Memorial of S. H. Grimshaw and 19 other citizens of Lawrence 
County, Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE also presented the following peta, praying for the 
apa hs the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 

e table: 

Petition of R, Silver, a resident of Indianapolis, Ind., and 23 citizens, 
visitors at the St. Louis fair; and : 

Petition of Harry Bedford and 21 citizens of Lawrence County, In- 
diana. = 

Mr. TURPIE also presented the following petitions praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of George W. Whitehead and 19 other farmers and citizens 
of Knox County, Indiana; 

Petition of S. C. Hooker, druggist, and 17 other business men of 
Mitchell, Lawrence County, Indiana; 

Petition of Levyellie & Blair, grocers, and 18 merchants and business 
men of Washington, Daviess County, Indiana; 

Petition of Samuel Kennedy, of Shoales, Martin County, and 17 
other citizens; 

Petition of W. W. Myers, a farmer of Vincennes, Knox County, In- 
diana, and 19 other citizens; 

Petition of N. B. Russell and other merchants and farmers of Daviess 
County, Indiana; and 

Petition of 20 members of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, 
of Daviess County, Indiana, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4411) to authorize the Washington 
and Western Railroad Company of Virginia to extend its line into 
and within the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 4724) for the relief of John P. Downing, first paying 
teller in the subtreasury at Boston, Mass., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4874) to establish a life-saving station at Brant Rock, in the 
town of perute, Mass., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. S ER, from the Committeé on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, 
to the on roll, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B, Nutting, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11212) granting a pensión to Zeruiah A. Potter, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with 
the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the 
same, reported it with an amendment. > 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4305) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the Citizen band 
of Pottawatomie Indians and the Absentee Shawnee Indians, and to 
make appropriations for carrying the same into effect, reported it with 
an amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 4890) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriations for carrying the same into eflect; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D. Hanscom, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4385) to appropriate the sum of $517.60 to 
George B. Kane & Co., in full payment of a balance due them for 
printer’s ink furnished by them to the Public Printer, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GAY, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print the eu- 
logies on Hon. Edward J. Gay, toreport it withoutamendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER’S REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Ifouse of Representatives concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the 
Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of 
the said health officer of the District. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 4891) to limit the compulsory re- 
quirement of deposits of United States bonds by national banks, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4892) reserving to settlers all rights by 
them acquired to public lands prior tothe passage of ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Governmentfor the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes,” appeoa Oc- 
tober 2, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands, 

Mr, HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4893) to define the grade of cer- 
tain medical officers of the Army, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4894) to prevent the sale of fire- 
arms and ammunition to Indians; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4895) for the relief of Christian 
Fredericksen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4896) for the relief of Jonathan Myers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4897) to provide for the inspec- 
tion of vessels carrying export cattle from the United States to foreign 
countries, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. The draft of this bill comes from the Department 
of Agriculture. I am in a little doubt as to what reference should be 
made, and I therefore request that it may lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. I shall confer with the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations on the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. CAREY introduced’a bill (S. 4898) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Oliver P. Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MCCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 4899) making an appropri- 
ation for surveys of the Cœur d’Aléne and Kootenai Rivers and Cœur 
@’Aléne Lake, in the State of Idaho; which wasread twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4900) granting 
jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of the 
scow Rowena; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4901) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily 
Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. à 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4902) granting a pension to A. J. Wilks; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4903) concerning title-in- 
surance companies in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4904) granting a pension to George 
James; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 4905) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 149) 
to construe the act of February 14, 1885, in relation to allowances for 
retired enlisted men of the United States Army and Marine Corps; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered ‘to be printed. 

Mr, BERRY submitted sundry amendments intended to be proposed 
` by him to the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election 
laws of the United States and to provide for the more efficient enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes; which were ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE BUREAU OF ETIMNOLOGY. 


Mr, MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 copies of the tenth annual re- 
port of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying papers 
and illustrations, and uniform with the p: ing volumes of the series, of 
which 3,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Ethnology, 


SITE OF GUN FACTORY ON PACIFIC COAST, 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate at his earlicst convenience, copies of all recommendations and 
statements of boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and other representative 
commercial bodies, and of all municipal corporations, together with copies of 
all petitions, statements, documents, and other papers whatsoever, at any time 
heretofore presented since the Ist day of October last, either directly to the 
War Department or to the military board heretofore appointed under the pro- 
visions of an act of the last session of the present Congress, approved August, 
1890, for the purpose of examining into the facilities for producing steel forgings, 
and for the purpose of selecting a site for the location and establishment of a gun 
factory on the Pacific coast, which relates to the subject of a site for such gun 
factory, and submitted in the nature of information, and as showing the com- 
mercial and milita importance and other facilities of the several sites sug- 
gested to such board as proper to be considered as suitable and proper sites for 
such purpose, 


Mr. MITCHELL. Task for the present consideration of the resolu- 


tion. . 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggest to the Senator that he strike ont the word 
‘t petitions.’ It seems to me that the petitions should not be included 
in the matter called for. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I am willing to strike out the word “petitions.” 
Isimply desire theinformation that was presented to the board and to 
the War Department in connection with the investigation ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. 
tions;”’ so as to read: 

Together with copies of statements, documents, and other papers whatsoever. 

Mr. GORMAN. Would not the word ‘‘ statements’ cover ‘‘ peti- 
tions?” I understand the Senator does not care to have petitions sent 
in. Iask that the resolution may lie over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; I ask thatthe resolution be printed. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L, 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 19thinstant, approved and signed the act (S. 3271) to enable the 
retary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provision of ‘‘An act 
to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians 
in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relinquishment of 
the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 2, 1889, and making appropriations for thesame, and for other 
purposes. 


In the fifth line strike out the words ‘‘all peti- 


CROW INDIAN LANDS IN MONTANA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant, from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting the agreement entered into between the Crow In- 
dians and the commission appointed to negotiate with them for the sale to the 
United States of the western portion of their reservation in Montana, under the 
provisions of the act of September 25, 1890. 

It is thought important by the Department that this matter receive the con- 
sideration of Congress during the present session. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


Exrcurive Mansion, January 19, 1891. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW—FUNERAL OF MR. BANCROFT, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it adjourn to meet at12 o'clock to-morrow. I make this motion 
in order that Senators who desire may have an opportunity to attend 
the funeral of Mr. Bancroft at St. John’s Church to-morrow morning 
at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. Baneroft at his death was perbaps the most illustrious man of 
letters, certainly with one or two exceptions, in the country. He has 
n peculiar relation to the people of the United States by reason of the 
fact that he is everywhere recognized as the great historian of the great 
eras of the foundation and the achievement of our independence and 
the formation of the Constitution. It is well known that he died at 
his residence in this city at the ripe age of ninety years. His name 
has been honored by the Senate in a way in which I believe no other 
name has been honored, by a special provision that he should be ad- 
mitted to the floor of the Senate at all times, mentioning him by name. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SrruBLE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr, SPRINGER 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


UNITED STATES ELECTIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness coming over from a previous day, The unfinished business will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement 
the election laws of the United States and to provide for the more effi- 
cient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not quite 1 o’clock and the first bill on the 
Calendar is one very important to pass now. It isa billrelating to the 
Hawaiian treaty. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will allow it to 
be taken up and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
for that pee 

Mr. GEORGE. | Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis the first bill on the Calendar, 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Chair laid before the Senate the unfinished 
business ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Hehas; and the Senator from Mississippi 


has been recognized, and yields fora moment to the Senator from Ohio, 
Mr, HOAR. I object. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. It is now a minute until 1 o’clock, and we can 
pass the bill in that minute if the Senator will allow it to be taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Ohio ask within the morning 
hour to proceed to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. 8 MAN. Yes. It is the first bill on the Calendar, and it 
oe to be passed at once, 

. HOAR. If there is to be no debate I shall not object. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 4668) in respect to certain treaty 
stipulations. 

Ir. CARLISLE. Is that a Senate bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I had not understood that that bill was to be 
taken up; but if it is up for consideration I desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I must object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Then letthebillgoover. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky was not here when it was up before, and therefore I will agree 
to let it go over. 
sore PADDOCK. It will retain its place, I suppose, on the Calen- 

9 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will retain its place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to give 
notice of several amendments to the pending bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to give notice that I shall offer the follow- 

-ing amendments to the pending bill, and Iask that they may be printed: 

On page 78 of the last edition of the bill, line 19, after the words 
‘tone hundred persons,” I propose to insert ‘‘one-half of whom shall 
belong to the political party of which the chief supervisor himself is 
not a member, ™ j 

In the same page, line 23, after the words ‘‘fifty persons,” I propose 
toinsert ‘one-half of whom shall belong to the political party of which 
the chief supervisor himself is nota member.’’ 

I also propose to strike out, in lines 18 and 19, the words ‘‘one 
hundred persons ” and insert ‘* five hundred persons,” and in line 23 
strike out the words ‘fifty persons,’’ and insert the words “two 


hundred and fifty 3? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendments will be printed. The 
Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me to sim- 
ply have a letter read of about four lines relating to a question which 
came up on Friday. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

USITED STATES Post OFFI 
Anniston, Cathoun County, State of Alabama, January 17, 1891, 


Howxorep Srn: I notice in thedebate spores in to-day’s news that a Senator 
states that Rey. Mr. Carnahan, editor of the Little Rock paper, came to Arkan- 
sas from Cincinnati. I will say that this isa mistake, as the reverend gentleman 
‘was rector of our church here for four or five yearsiand went direct from here 
to Arkansas. I always understood ho was a Virginian, and know that he was 
a strict party Democrat. 

Most respectfully, 


G. B. RANDOLPH, Postmaster, 


Hon. Mr. Hoan, 
Uniled States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement made by this correspond- 
ent of the Senator from Massachusetts is not correct literally in one 
respect, when he says that a statement was made by u Senator that Mr. 
Carnahan came from Cincinnati. I have not looked at the Recorp 
and I do not undertake to speak by the RECORD, but what I said was 
that my information was that Mr. Carnahan came to Arkansas from 
the vicinity of Cincinnati. I was told so by a member of the Houss 
of Representatives. I do not know that he spoke from personal knowl- 


edge. 

This Alabama postmaster, who, with extraordinary zeal, picks up in- 
formation and undertakes to correct statements made here, says that 
his impression or understanding is that Mr. Carnahan came from Vir- 
ginia. Idonot know whether he went to Alabama from the neigh- 
borhood of Cincinnati or not. Istill believe that he went from the 
neighborhood of Cincinnati, Ohio, to Arkansas, but he may have gone 
to Alabama first and may have lived for awhile in the town in which 
this superserviceable postmaster is holding an office. 

I haye understood from a Senator on this floor since I made my 
statement the other day that Mr. Carnahan lived fora number of years 
in Covington, Ky., which is just across the river from Cincinnati. My 
friend, the member of the other House, who informed me that he had 
lived in the city of Cincinnati, or certainly in that locality, was not 
mistaken in that respect. It seems that he went from the neighbor- 
hood of Cincinnati, from Covington possibly, to Alabama, I do not 
know from where, but the point I made in what I said about Mr. 
Carnahan the other day was that he had not been long in Arkansas, 
and his information and his impressions about our people could not 


be relied on to any extent; that he was doubtless a student, spendin 
most of his time in his study and forming his impressions of the soci 
conditions and the political conditions in our State from what he picked 
up in newspapers, and that perhaps his sources of information were 
not the best, and that his statements were no more to be relied on 
than were those of any other poorly informed man. ‘The impressions 
the Alabama postmaster has that he came from Virginia are, I think, 
certainly entitled to no more weight and credit than individual im- 
pressions that he came from the vicinity of Cincinnati, and the infor- 
mation which I have since received from a Senator here that he went 
actually from Covington, Ky. 

Mr. HOAR. Buttle writer of this letter says he was rector of a 
church in Alabama for several years at the town where he lives. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi will yield to me, 
I presume I am the Senator to whom the Senator from Arkansas al- 
ludes as having given him information that Mr. Carnahan had resided 
for some time in the city of Covington, which is my own home. I 
knew Mr. Carnahan personally for several years as a resident of that 
city or its immediate vicinity. Iam not able to state how long he 
resided there, nor where he went when he left there, nor how long he 
has been in the State of Arkansas; but to my personal knowledge he 
certainly did reside in or near the city of Covington, which isin the 
immediate vicinity of Cincinnati, for several years, 

Mr. HOAR. Ie seems to have been a Southern Democrat of many 
years of unimpeached character, according to the statement of all Dem- 
oerats. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. GEORGE, Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know the postmaster at Anniston very well: He 
has been for a number of years an object of public observation and 
scrutiny in that State. He is one of those men who used to Fe about 
there in Alabama at the command of Mr. Spencer and men like him 
to put manacles on people in consequence of their not being Republic- 
ans and the like of that. He may be a competent witness to prove 
that Mr. Carnahan was a resident of Anniston for a number of years, 
but he would rnin Mr, Carnahan’s character as a Democrat if he cer- 
tified to his Democracy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Mississippi will pro- 


ceed, 4 
Mr. GEORGE resumed the floor and continued the speech begun by 
him on the 31st of December, 1890. After having proceeded for some 


tim 

Me. HOAR said: Mr. President, will the Senator from 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move a reconsideration of the vote whereby 
the Senate agreed to amend this bill on Saturday by making four super- 
visors at each poll instead of three; and I desire, if the Senator from 
Mississippi will pardon me, to say that if that vote be reconsidered I 
propose to reduce the number of supervisors at each poll to two, 

Mr. BUTLER. One of each political party ? 

Mr. HOAR. So that there would be one of each political party. 
The bill as it came from the other House and the substitute as origi- 
nally reported to the Senate provided that there should be three persons 
at each polling place, only two of whom should be of the same political 


Mississippi 


arty. That would give a majority to one party. 
Mr. GEORGE. Thatis, two stalwart Republicans and one slippery 
Democrat? 
Mr. HOAR. It would depend upon whether the slippery Democrat 


got the appointment. Asa general rule I think that one slippery 
Democrat is fully equal to two honest Republicans, But I moved the 
amendment, and the Senate adopted it, to increase the number to four, 
still leaving in the provision that there shall be only two of each polit- 
ical party, in order that the objection of a partisan majority might be 
removed. I now propose to reconsider that vote, and I enter a motion 
to that effect, stating that if the reconsideration takes place I shall pro- 
pose to reduce the number to two, only one of whom shall be of the 
same political party. 

Mr. GEORGE resumed the floor. After he had addressed the Sen- 
ate in all for nearly five hours, 

Mr. HOAR said: Does the Senator from Mississippi wish to finish 
his speech this evening? 

Mr. GEORGE. Icannot-well finish this evening, butI will do what- 
ever Senators desire. If they wish me to go on I shall do so. If it 
is entirely agreeable to Senators on the other side, I think I should 
prefer to go on to-morrow when we meet. 


[Mr. GEORGE'S specch will be found in the Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. McPIreRson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 828) for 
the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of Wil- 
liam Perine, deceased. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon atSioux Falls, in the State of South 
Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase ofa site and the crec- 
tion of a public building thereon at St, Albans, in the State of Ver- 


mont; 

A bill (S. 395) granting an inerease of pension to Mrs. Mary McIn- 
tosh; 

A bill (S. 3976) granting a pension to George A. Perkins; 
A bill (S. as granting a pension to Frederick Slawson; 

A bill (8, 4507) granting a pension to Johanna Teubner; 

A bill (H. R. 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charges of desertion from the records of the War Department as to Dud- 
ley Johnson, late ordnance sergeant, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R.7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily P. Collins, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was = oe to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. 
m,) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 20, 1891, 
at 12 o'clock m, : 


—— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations reccived by the Senate the 19th day of January, 1891. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

PatrickeHl. Downing, of California, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Wilmington, in the State of California, to succeed John T. 
Stow, deceased. 

Eldridge H. Bryaut, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Machias, in the State of Maine, to succeed John F. Lynch, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation January 27, 1891. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 


Capt. Charles B. Byrne, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, January 2, 1891, vice Sternberg, promoted. 
Cavalry. 


First Lieut. Luther R. Hare, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain of cav- 
alry, December 29, 1890, vice Wallace (Seventh Cavalry), killed in ac- 
tion with Indians, 

First Licut. Thaddeus W. Jones, regimentaladjutant Tenth Cavalry, 
to be captain of cavalry, January 14, 1891, vice Maxon (Tenth Cavalry), 
retired from active service. 

Second Lieut, James F. Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry, December 29, 1890, vice Hare (Seventh Cavalry), pro- 
moted. y 

Artillery. 


Second Lieut. Edward A. Millar, Third Artillery, to be first lien- 
tenantof artillery, January 7, 1891, vice Thompson (Second Artillery), 
who vacates his line commission on acceptance of his commission as 
first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 


Infantry. 


Lieut. Col. John J. Coppinger, Eighteenth Infantry, to be colonel 
of infantry, January 15, 1891, vice Black (Twenty-third Infantry), 
retired from active service. 

Maj. Jacob F. Kent, Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant colonel of 
poney, January 15, 1891, vice Coppinger (Eighteenth Infantry), pro- 
moted. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major of 
infantry, January 15, 1891, vice Kent (Fourth Infantry), promoted. 

First Lieut. Edward B, Pratt, Twenty-third Infantry, to be cap- 
tain of infantry, January 15, 1891, vice Randall (Twenty-third Infan- 
try), promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward S. Avis, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieutenant 
of infantry, November 11, 1890, vice J. O. Ord (Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try), promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alfred B. Scott, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, November 12, 1890, vice Craft (Sixth Infantry), de- 


ceased. 

Second Lieut. Harris L. Roberts, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, November 14, 1890, vice Williams (Twenty-first 
Infantry), nominated for promotion, 


Second Licut. Walter H. Chatfield, Fifth Infantry. 
tenant of infantry, November 20, 1890, vice Turner (Eighteenth In- 


to be first lien- 


fantry), dismissed. 

Second Lieut. John F. Morrison, Twentieth Infantry, tobe first lien- 
tenant of infantry, November 27, 1890, vice Mans (First Infantry), 
promoted. í 

Second Lieut. Andrew S. Rowan, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, November 28, 1890, vice McCaleb (Ninth Infantry), 
appointed regimental adjutant. 

Second Lieut. Frank B. Andrus, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, December 12, 1890, vice Earle (Second Infantry), 
deceased. 

Second Lieut. John H. Wills, Twenty-second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, December 29, 1890, vice Smith (Twelfth In- 
fantry), promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick T. Van Liew, Second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, December 29, 1890, vice Dougherty (Eleventh 
Infantry), retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. James E. Wilson, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieuten- 
ant of infantry, December 29, 1890, vice Brown (Eleventh Infantry), 
promoted. 

Second Licut. Daniel F. Anglum, Twelfth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, January 1, 1891, vice Cowles (Sixteenth Infantry), 
appointed regimental quartermaster. 

Under the provisions of section 6 of the act of Congress approved Oc- 
tober 1, 1890, the following-named second lieutenants of the Signal 
Corps for appointment in the line of the Army: 

Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. James A. Swift, to be second lieutenant of cavalry, to 
ae So November 1, 1878, rice Baldwin (Seventh Cavalry), pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Watkins, to be second lieutenant of cavalry, 
to rank from April 26, 1883, vice Squiers (Seventh Cavalry), promoted. 

Second Lieut. John C. Walshe, to be second lieutenant of cavalry, 
to rank from April 27, 1883, vice Bell (Seventh Cavalry), promoted, 


Infantry. 


Second Lieut. Benjamin F. Purssell, to be second lieutenant of in- 
fantry, to rank from October 13, 1883, vice Hughes (Thirteenth Infan- 
try}, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Fielder M. M. Beall, to be second lieutenant of infan- 
try, a} rank from October 15, 1883, vice Avis (Fifth Infantry), pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Julius H. Weber, to be second lieutenant of infantry, 
to rank from July 1, 1884, vice Scott (Thirteenth Infantry), promoted. 

Second Lieut. John P. Finley, to besecond lieutenant of infantry, to 
rank from July 1, 1884, vice Roberts (Nineteenth Infantry), Hott 

Second Lieut. Frederick R. Day, to besecond lieutenant of infantry, 
to rank from July 15, 1884, vice Chatfield (Fifth Infantry), promoted. 

Second Lieut, James Mitchell, to be second lieutenant of infantry, 
to on August 15, 1885, vice Morrison (Twentieth Infantry), 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank W. Ellis, to be second lieutenant of infantry, 
to zani from August 15, 1885, vice Rowan (Fifteenth Infantry), pro- 
moted. 

POSTMASTER. 


Hezekiah L. Simms, to be postmaster at East Liverpool, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of Robert T, 
Abraham, whose commission expired January 5, 1891, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1891. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Maj. Lewis Merrill, United States Army, to be lieutenant colonel 
of cavalry. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joab W. Palmer, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Bangor, in the State of Maine. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE SIGNAL CORPS, 


To be major. 
Capt. Henry H; C. Dunwoody, of the Fourth Artillery, 


$ To be captains. 
Capt. Robert Craig, assistant intent 
Capt. James Allen, of the Third Cavalry. 


To be first lieutenants, 
First Lieut. Richard E. Thompson, of the Sixth Infantry, 
Second Lieut. William A. Glasford, of the Signal Corps, 
Second Lient, Joseph E. Maxfield, of the Signal Corps, 
Second Lieut. Frank Greene, of the Signal Corps. 
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Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1891, Coleman, Henderson, Il. Morrow, Stivers, 
Connell, $ Morse, Stockbridge, 
DISTRICT JUDGE. ee T, Ohio au aioe Pledringhass, Struble, 
Henry H. Swan, of Michigan, to be United States district judge for | Culbertson, Pa. Kerr owa O'Donnel, Swenty 
the eastern district of Michigan. Cutcheon, Ketcham, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E. B. 
1, Kinsey, Osborne, Taylor, Il, 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, tO parr ee Owen, Ind. beside D. 
Samuol C. Mills, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of the | Dolliver, Taldlaw, Payson, Thompson, 
peace in and for the District of Columbia, to be assigned to the city RRI ae pe Aone ares 
of Washington. Far r A ma 
quhar, Lehlbach, T _K 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, ceca area Randall, Vandever, 
Eldridge H. Bryant, of Maine, collector of customs of Machias, Me. Flieks Masoni Reed, Iowa Waal, = 
ood, McComas, Reybu Jade, 
Hezekiah L. Si i poitrine atia 1, 0 Gear SS ete eee 
i io. ear, Mo ey, well, a 
ezekia mms, to be pos ter a t Liverpool, Ohio. Gest, a Miles, Sawy n Wallace, naes 
reen ge, er, , ckham, 
Grosvenor, Milliken, Sherman, Will Ohio 
Grout, Moffitt, Smith, I. x Wilson, Ky. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Bakea, Morey’ Spode eee 
Hays, E. R. Morrill, Stephenson, 
MonbDaAY, January 19, 1891. NAGEUR 
The House metat 120clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. pe pining States ene 
H. MILBURN, D. D. : Barnes,” Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Quinn, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. Barwig, Davidson, Lawler, Richardson, 
During the reading of the Journal, Biggs ed kaa poe a Eonertson; 
Mr, BLAND said: Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the | Biana Edmunds vias DATARI 
votes as recorded in the Journal ought to be read. The Clerk is not | Blount, lis, Maish, Shively, 
g Boatner, Enloe, Mansur, Spinola 
sh pe AKER. That will be done if th tl eee. Breckintidge, Ark. Flower, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
e . wi one if the gentleman requires it. Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Mr. BLAND. Certainly. Brickner, Forney, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex 
The Clerk then resumed and completed the reading of the Journal. | Brookshire, gona; eT A EN 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment to the | Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Mills, ` ALSAN 
Journal—— Bynum, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tillman, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers an amendment | Campbell, emie br hae PRS 
to the Journal—— > _ | Carnt * Hayes, W. I Norton, ” Whitelaw, — 
Mr. MILLS (continuing). To comeinat the point where the Chair | Catchings, ynes, O'Neal, Ind, Wike, 
refused to entertain the motion to reconsider. Chipman, Heard, Outhwaite, illeox, 
CANNON. Mr.S k Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Williams, Ill 
Mr. Ne T. Speaker—— Clements, Henderson, N, ©. Parrett, Wilson, Mo. 
Mr. BLAND. Let us have the amendment read. Cobb, $ Herbert, Paynter. Wilson, W. Va, 
Mr. CANNON. Is that amendment in order? SS Boa peels Yoder. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whatthe amendment is, | “°"' pain Ait 
Mr. CANNON. Would it be in order for me to apply for pte ee + NOT VOTING—93. 
to move the previous question upon the approval of the Journal? pth terme Dargan, aan le 
The SPEAKER (after examining the paper sent up by Mr. MILLS). | Andcew, Dickerson, McCormick, Skinner, 
That is not an amendment to the Journal. Bankhead, Durell, MoGrenty; Smyser; 
h $ ne,. unphy, schenna, Snider, 
rr AS I move the previous question upon Bel d en, Ewart, Memiltin, Stati a beker, 
. = itch, y tewart, Vt. 
TheSPEAKER. The oo from Illinois moves the previous Houtelle, not Mu‘ a Stockdale, 
question upon theapprovalofthe Journal. Asmany asare in fayor—— | Bowden, SAGE; TOs; tone, Pa. 
Mr. BLAND. Can not the amendment be read? Prete TM. que ainen py st AE Tayler, Tenn: 
A MEMBER. Does that motion for the previous question include the | Brunner, Tiansbrongh, Penington, ‘Tracey, 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas? nts pro ar oat aooo 
Mr. BLAND. The amendment has not been read to the House yet. Brise : Henderson: Towa Pickler, Washington, 
The SPEAKER. The amendment offered is not in order. Candler, Mass. aso p ce Wheeler; Als. 
iti P n; ey, A 
Mr. Hine We want to know whetherit is or not and we wish Cheatham: Houk, Gunckenbust; Whiting, y 
to hear it read. $ Clancy, Kennedy, Reilly, Whitthorno, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the pardon of the House. The | Clunie, Knapp, Rife, Wiley, 
Clerk will report the proposed amendment. Sosna ame, y Tosan; wE iai 
Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. We may differ with the Chair as to | Cohen" Testor, Vas Russell. Yardley. 
whether it is in sgt p not. Lovett; Magner, panrord, 
The Clerk read as follows: ummings, y, ranton, 


Which said ruling of the Chair is disapproved by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken. 

TheSPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it—— 

Mr. MILLS. Division. f 
5 The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it, and the previous ques- 

ion is —— 5 $ 

Mr. MILLS. I demand a division, 

The SPEAKER. Oh, a division is demanded. The Chair desires 
that the motion shall be understood by the House. The motion is to 
order the previous question on the approval of the Journal. As many 
os are in favor will rise in their places and be counted. 

On the division there were—ayes 72, noes 75. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 103, not vot- 
ing 98; as follows: 


YEAS—139, 
Adams. Banks, Brewer, Caldwell 
Allen, Mich. Bayne, Brosius, Cannon,’ 
Anderson, Kans, Beckwith, Browne, Va. Carter, 
Arnold, Belknap, Buchanan, N. J. well, 
Atkinson, Pa, tren, Burrows, eadle, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Bliss, Burton, lark, Wis. 
Baker, Boothman, Butterworth, lark, Wyo. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Price. 


Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. DUNPHY. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENITAINER. 


Mr. HARMER with Mr. REILLY. 


Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DARGAN. 


Mr. Tuomas M. BROWNE with Mr. FITHIAN, 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. BULLOCK. 


Mr. DELANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 
Mr. PuGsLEY with Mr, WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 


Mr. McCord with Mr. SENEY. 


Mr. Hovuk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. WILKINSON. 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 


Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. Bunn. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. PENINGTON. 


Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. Tracey. 


On this vyote: 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. ANDREWS. 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr, Hirr with Mr, STUMP, 
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Mr. FRANK with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. BucKALEW. 

For this day: 

Mr. BowpeEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. DUNNELL with Mr. SrocKDALE. 

Mr. CoaswELL with Mr, O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr, WASHINGTON, until Thursday 


next; and also on the shipping bill, 
against it. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. SKINNER, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the yote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, whatis the question now before the 
House? : 

The SPEAKER. The approval of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that question is put I desire to be heard 
fora moment. I believe after the previous question is ordered there 
are twenty minutes for debate. 

The SPEAKER. After the previous question has been ordered, as 
there has been no debate, the question is open for debate, and the gen- 
tleman is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not approve 
this Journal hastily, in view of the fact that it contains a ruling or de- 
cision of the Chair on the day before yesterday to the effect that the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from Texas—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair was in hope that when the House un- 
derstood that the gentleman from Illinois was speaking it would re- 
main silent. [General laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. “The gentleman from Illinois ’’ is much obliged 
to the Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. Will gentlemen please cease conversationand have 
the kindness to take their seats? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not be inter- 


Mr. WASHINGTON would vote 


rupted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Illinois’ give way for a 
moment for an inquiry? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; excuse me. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to inquire—— ~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to be inter- 
rupted and is entitled to the floor. The Chair hopes the Honse will 
pay attention to the debate, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, I thought the gentleman yielded to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am much obliged to the Chair for 
endeavoring to procure order upon a matter of so much importance as 
that to which I am about to call attention. The day before yesterday 
the gentleman from Texas moved to reconsider a vote which was taken 
in the House. The Chair declined to entertain that motion. The 
gentleman from Texas desired thereupon to appeal from that decision 
and the Chair declined to entertain an appeal. 

From the foundation of the Government up to the beginning of the 
first session of this Congress a motion to reconsider has been regarded 
as one of the highest privilege. Inno legislative body in this country, 
or I believe any other civilized country of the world, has a motion to 
reconsider been denied by the presiding officer until the first session 
of this Congress. 

If the Chair will indulge me I will call attention to page 503 of the 
Digest, where it is stated: 

It ia in order at any time, even when a member is on the floor or the high- 
est privileged question is pending, on the same or succeeding day, to move a 
reconsideration and have it entered on the Journal, ete. 

This being a question of the highest privilege, a privilege which be- 
longs to every member of the House, as I have previously stated, I 
was surprised at the beginning of this Congress that an effort was made 
to disregard that time-honored motion, even under theassumption that 
the member moving it made that motion for the sake of delay. After 
having made motions of this kind we adopted a series of rules at the 
beginning of this Congress—— 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair hopes the House will beinorder. Will 
gentlemen please cease conversation and listen to debate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Afterhaving disregarded the precedents of the past 
and this one was established in the last session of Congress, then we 
adjourned and went to the people, and there we hoped to get such a 
recognition and indorsement of our conduct as would be given by the 
intelligent voters of the United States. In the elections I was pleased 
tosee that the Speaker of this House recognized the great principle which 
has prevailed in this country: that of the right of the people to rule, 
and that'after the voice of the people had spoken that voice should be 
regarded. Ina speech delivered in Utica, N. Y., by the honored gen- 
tleman who now occupies the chair, he said: 


Itis a wonderful spectacle to see a government of 64,000,000 of people, and 


more wonderful that thal government is carried on by the people themselves, 
Did you ever think what was meant by a government of the people? 
and so forth. 

Now, I think that—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will give tho 
House the benefit of the “and so forth.” [Laughter.] 

Mr.SPRINGER. The speeches delivered by the honorable Speaker 
during the campaign were read so universally that I assumed that the: 
were fresh in the mind of every gentleman upon this floor. (Langhter.| 

Mr. ROGERS. Could there be any doubt about their having been 
read universally, in view of the result? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought the speeches were so familiar that when 
I read the introductory part there could be no doubt in the mind of 
anyone as to what followed. I merely desired to call attention to the 
fact that the Speaker had emphasized in that campaign the proposition 
that this is a Government of the people, for the people, by the people, 
and that when the people had spoken their verdict was to be heeded. 
In that same speech the Speaker made this remark: 


I desire, for my own part, your approval by the election of a Republican 
House of Representatives for the next Congress. 


[Laughter on the Democratic side]. 

Therefore the Speaker put before the people, as a question to be 
passed upon by them at that election, his conduct in making such rul- 
ings as those to which I have called attention and which he described 
at a banquet in Boston, I believe, or in some other place, as a setting 
aside of the precedents of one hundred years, but, as he hoped, the mak- 
ing of precedents for the next one hundred years. Those precedents 
of one hundred years were set aside by the Speaker and the question 
of the approval of his conduct in setting them aside was submitted to 
the American people, and the result was the election of a House of Rep- 
resentatives in which there will be a Democratic majority of 155. 
Two hundred and thirty-five Democrats who opposed such rulings in 
the last Congress were re-elected to be members of the next Congress 
and only 88 Republicans who approved them. 

Now, in any monarchical government in the world enjoying patlia- 
mentary institutions such a verdict as that would have been immedi- 
ately obeyed by the people’s representatives to whom it was directed, 
but in this country, I regret to say, no attention is paid by the party 
now ina temporary majority in this House and in the other end of the 
Capitol to the voice of the Americanpeople. The verdict of the people 
has been given emphatically in condemnation of the course of the 
Speaker and of the new precedents which he endeavored to setin the first 
session of this Congress, and two of which were repeated on Saturday 
last, when the Chair refused to entertain a motion of the highest 
privilege, to wit, a motion to reconsider the previous action of the 
House. 

I regret that the election has not been heeded in another respect. A 
majority of more than 600,000 of the American people spoke at that 
election in opposition to the conduct of this House and of the Senate 
not only upon the rules, but also upon the McKinley bill, and es- 
pecially upon what is known as the force bill or the elections bill. 
‘That bill failed to get through both branches at the first session and 
was pending when the election was held, and was therefore practically 
submitted tothe people for their judgment. But, notwithstanding the 
fact that that bill has been repudiated by a majority of 600,000 of the 
voters of this country, and notwithstanding the fact that the Speaker 
himself, in his speeches in the campaign, enforced the proposition that 
this is a Government of the people, by the people, for the people, he 
and his party are here now defying the voice of the people and endeav- 
oring to force that bill upon us in the closing hours of a Congress which 
has been repudiated most emphatically by the people of this country. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Iwill yield the floor if my friend from Tennesseo 
desires it, as I have about concluded what I wish to say. 

Mr. ENLOE. In the line of the gentleman’s remarks, I wanted to 
call his attention to the fact that in the Post this morning there appears 
astatement by the Speaker that there is a very broad desert to be 
covered between Maine and California, and that it has to be bridged 
between now and 1892, and I wanted to ask my friend whether he su 
posed that these rulings made on Saturday, to which he had referred, 
were intended as one of the first pillars of the bridge. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will allow my friend from Tennessee to answer 
that question himself, as he can do it much better than I can. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois does not desire to 
be interrupted, the Chair will protect him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire to be interrupted, especially by 
the Chair. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. In view of the lineof remarkadopted by the gen- 
tleman, the Chair does not wonder at his apprehension. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The Chair knows my unfailing kindness, and now 
I will yield five minutes of my time to the Chair if he desires to say 
anything in vindication of the course he has taken. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think it was stated at the beginning 
of this Congress that the object of conferring upon the Speaker the au- 
tocratic powers that have been exercised and that are now exercised by 
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him was to prevent what has been denominated a ‘‘one-man power” 
over the House, but in fact the denial to members of the righisand the 


privileges and the consideration which their constituents sup they 
were entitled to when they sent them here, the arbitrary rulings of the 
peaker, his arbitrary refusal to recognize members on this side of the 
House, and, in general, the autocratic conduct on the part ofthe Chair 
which has converted this into a nondeliberative body, is the result of 
an effort to transfer from the members of this House the whole of the 
power which properly belongs to them, and to confer it upon the Speaker 
for the express purpose of overriding the minority and carrying out such 
legislation as has been described by the gentleman ‘from Minois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER], legislation that has been repudiated by the people. 

And here to-day, Mr. Speaker, after this overwhelming verdictat the 
polls last November, the party that has thus been rebuked by the pop- 
ular vote insists upon the same arbitrary rulings, by which members on 
this side of the House are absolutely refused recognition when they 
make a motion which has always been recognized under the rules as a 
privileged motion, a motion to reconsider. This is a motion involving 
the right of deliberation; and when a member believes that the House 
has inadvertently voted upon a proposition, or that the friends of the 
proposition were not advised at the time as to the importance of the 
vote, or when possibly ahsentees who have been sent for have returned 
to the House, or when new facts have been developed in the case, it has 
always been the practice to entertain a motion to reconsider as a mo- 
tion tending to deliberation, and in order to give a majority of the mem- 
bers of the House an opportunity to express themselves. ~ 

Yet, sir, on Saturday last and on previous occasions when motions 
hayo been entered here for reconsideration the Speaker of this House 
has assumed to be the autocratic judge of the motives of members; he 
sets himself up assuperior to any other member here; undertakes to sit 
in ju tutpon the motives of members of the House, and to declare 
that propositions made by them are not made in good faith, but for dil- 
atory purposes. It does not matter, so far as the Chair is concerned, 
whether a proposition is made for dilatory purposes or what may have 
been the motive. That is a question which belongs to the member 
himself and his constituents, not to an autocrat, although he may pre- 
side over the deliberations of this House, a merely temporary elevation 
that does not raise him either in heart or judgment above the humblest 
member of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, it is just such rulings as these and such conduct as this 
that necessarily beget in this Honse a temper that prevents legislation. 
The very purpose of the rules allowing motions of this character which 
tend to facilitate legislation was because the denial of the right to make 
such motions tends to develop a spiritof resistance in this House, tends 
to produce an irritated condition of feeling which is calculated to pre- 
yeni orderly and deliberate legislation. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as 

am concerned — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. As the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr, SPRINGER] was kind enough to yield some 
time, the Chair desires to haye r several decisions made by Mr. 
Randall when Speaker of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[February 23, 1877.] 
Mr, ey tt rea that the House take n recess until 10 o'clock a. m, to- 
racecar OTEA i). P 


n 
The Speaker ruled tho said motion to be not in order and refused to cnter- 
tain the same. 
Mr, SPRIXGER appealed from the ruling of the Chair, 


The Speaker declined to entertain the said appeal. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 


{March 1, 1877.] 


Mr. Poppleton accepted the said amendment. 

The Speaker then decided that the two hours’ debate authorized by the etec- 
toral law would now commence. 

Mr. Caulfleld appealed from this decision of the Chair. 

The Speaker declined to entertain the appeal. 


[March 1, 1877.] > 


The question then recurred on the resolution submitted by Mr. Poppleton 

ee by the substitute submitted by Mr. Fernando Wood; 
en : 

Mr. Walling asked to be excused from voting theroon. 

Mr. John L. Vance moved that Mr. Walling be excused from voting on the 
said resolution, 

The Speaker declined to entertain the said motion. 

Mr, Walling appealed from the decision of the Chair, 

The Speaker declined to entertain the said appeal. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that those rulings were made in pursuance of a special act of Con- 
gress passed for the purpose of securing the count of the electoral vote 
for President at that time [derisive cries on the Republican side], and 
Mr. Randall felt it his duty to follow the provisions of that law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. He ruled out dilatory motions, 
just as they have been ruled ont in this Congress. x 

Mr, SPRINGER. The act of Congress was passed at that time for 
the purpose of bringing about a declaration of the result of the electoral 


vote; so Mr. Randall held. I did not agree with his rulings. It was 
in pursuance of those rulings that Mr. Hayes was counted in as Presi- 
dent of the United States when he was not elected by the people. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman that, 
inasmuch as the rulings just read were made in furtherance of an act 
which must be performed within a given time, ae may also be 
made upon the same principle in furtherance of the legislation of a 
House whieh ceases to sit ata given time. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, _I hope the Chair will govern himself by the 
other precedents and rulings of Mr. Randall. ` 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will be governed by the rulesand prece- 
dents of the House as adopted by the House itself upon proper votes 
on the same, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Randall was governed by the law; the pres- 
ent Speaker by his own will. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If the Chair will follow all the examples set 
by Mr. Randall thero will be no complaint on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The action of the Chair has been in accordance 
with the rules of the House. ‘Twenty minutes of the time allowed for 
debate under the previous question have expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is there not time allowed on the other side—in fa- 
Forbr enpereval the Journal? Arethere nottwenty minutes of de- 
bateoneachside? I propose to speak in favor ofsustaining the Journal; 
and I will occupy the twenty minutes on that side. I am in favor of 
the approval of the Journal, and therefore I take the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] who 
made the motion is entitled to the floor. 

Mr, SPINOLA. I understand the gentleman does not desire to 
speak; therefore I will take his place. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, after the decisions to which the 
Chair has called attention and which have been read in the presence 
of the House, it would seem unnecessary tosay anything at all in justi- 
fication of the rulings of the Chair on Saturday last. I do not think 
that any gentleman on this floor, on either side of the Chamber, would 
doubt for a single moment that the motion made by the gentleman 
from Texas on Saturday last was purely a dilatory motion. I believe 
if the question had been submitted to the gentleman himself, as to 
whether or not the motion was not for the purpose of delay and solely 
for delay, he would have been forced to admit that that was the sole 
and only purpose of his motion. 

It is worthy, Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this question for a 
moment—and I shall only talk for a moment—to recall the fact that 
the motion made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] was for 
the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was for the amendment of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. No one had raised any question as to the cor- 
rectness of the Journal. No member had moved any amendment to 
the Journal or had pointed out any inaccuracy. No member had sug- 
gested that it failed to record with absolute exactness all that had 
occurred on the preceding day. So when the Journal wasread the gén- 
tleman from Texas demanded a division upon the approval of the Jour- 
nal, and it was granted. 

‘Then a yea-and-nay vote was had, and upon that vote 174 Represent- 
atives on this floor had recorded themselves in fayor of the approval of 
the Journal, declaring thereby that its was correct in every particular, 
and buteleven gentlemen voted in the negative. And that the Journal 
was correct we haye the evidence of the painstaking and careful gen- 
tleman, my friend from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS], who had voted in the 
negative, and against the approval of the Journal, but who rose in 
his place before the vote had been announced and asked to change his 
vòte from “no” to “ay,” because he was ‘‘satisfied the Jou was 
correctly made up.’’ 

Now, after that substantially unanimous vote on the part of this 
House, 173 for approval to 11 against it, when the motion was made 
to reconsider that vote by the gentleman from Texas, he having voted 
in the affirmative originally—not voting in the negative and then 
changing his vote that he might move to reconsider, but in the first 
instance voting that the Journal was correct—I say after that great 
vote and that almost unanimous expression of judgment on the part of 
the House the Speaker had a right and a perfect right to refuse, be- 
cause the motion was dilatory, to entertain the motion to reconsider. 
And having refused to entertain the motion to reconsider, afterwards 
when the appeal was taken from that refusal it was his duty, because 
the appeal was taken for the very same reason that the motion was 
offered, to wit, for delay, and it was manifest to every one on the floor 
that it was for that purpose—it was his duty to refuse to entertain the 
appeal, which he did. 

I ask, Mr. Speaker, to remind gentlemen on the other side that when, 
in the discussion of the rules of this House during the first session of 
this Congress, we were engaged in framing the rules under which we 
are now acting, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise] desiring 
to take from the Speaker the power to d whether he would or 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE- 


1543 


would not entertain a motion or appeal, offered on the floor this ate SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B, TAYLOR] 


amendment to the rules. I quote from the RECORD: 
Mr. Crisp, Mr, Speaker, I offer another amendment to that paragraph. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend Rule XVI, clause 10, by sasing: 
acne Speaker shall not in any case refuso to entertain an appeal from his de- 

That was oflered by the gentleman from Georgia, was debated by 
him; reasons were urged here why the Speaker should not be granted 
the power to refuse to entertain an appeal; and it was claimed then 
that under the rale which provides against dilatory motions it would 
bein the power of the Speaker at any time, without such an amend- 
ment, to refuse to entertain a motion or appeal that he himself he- 
lieved to be dilatory, It was debated on both sides, The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who is not now in his seat, took the ground 
that the power to determine must be given to the Speaker or else there 
would be no possibility for the House to go on and transact the public 
business; and finally, afterconsiderable debate, a yea-and-nay vote was 
taken on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia, when 
114 Representatives voted in the afirmative and 140 in the negative. 
So that by a positive vote of the House A majority of its members de- 
clared by their negative votes that the right to refuse to entertain ap- 
peals, which were clearly for delay, should reside in the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

And now I have no time, and itis not to my purpose; to enter into 
any general discussion npon politics or upon the result of the elections 
of last November. We will leavethat to be discussed later. If notin 
this House, we will discuss it before the people. What led to our de- 
feat last November gentlemen are divided about. They do not agree. 
Allwe ask you to do on that side of the House is, you gentlemen who 
will be charged with the responsibility of legislation in the next Con- 
gress, all we ask of you is to put into public measures and public law 
your interpretation of that victory. We have put into public law our 
promises of 1838, and when you have done that we will go to the Ameri- 
ean people upon the issues thus made up, and let them determine in 
1892 whether that side of the House or this side of the House shall be 
given control of the Government of the United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Are you willing to do that with free elections and 
without a force bill? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. One thing is certain, Mr. Speaker, that so long 
as this House of Representatives continues, so long as the Tifty-first 
Congress lasts, so long the Republican party is in control and will keep 
in control. [Applause on the Republican side.] And it must be 
manifest to the country, and it must be manifest to every gentleman 
who sits on this floor, that for the last six weeks the whole efforts of 
that side of the House have been put forth to obstruct the public busi- 
ness of the country. ` 

Mr. HEMPHILL, 
side.] 

Mr. BAYNE. But it is true. 

Mr, McKINLEY. Gentleman may langh about it, but there is not 
a gentleman on that side of the House who would not declare if he was 
truthful, and he would be truthful if he replied at all, that the whole 
purpose of their filibustering tactics has been to make it impossible, if 
the Senate should send us the election bill, to give us the opportunity 
to pass it through the House of Representatives, [Applanse on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. We accept that issue and stand on it. [Applause 
on tho Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY, Iam glad the gentleman from New York makes 
this open confession. 

Mr. FLOWER. Wedo. We accepted that issue last fall, and we 
will do it again. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But I want to say to the gentleman from New 
posta this issue will not down. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. We hope it will not. 

Mr. McKINLEY. For you did notsecure power in the House of 
Representatives without the suppression of the votes of thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of citizens all over this country. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, we did it without suppressing a vote of a 
man anywhere, as you propose to do by the force bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. You may have a temporary victory nowand then’ 
[derisive laughter on the Democratic side], but the party that stands 
against an honest ballot and an honest count—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Controlled by Republicans only —f[ Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MCKINLEY (continuing). And against honest elections under 
the Constitution of the United States, that party can not long and per- 
sided hold power in this conntry. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. FLOWER. ‘That is the kind of elections we are fighting for. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr, SPINOLA, and Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN addressed the Chair. 


Oh, that is old. [Laughter on the Democratic 


rei ag = 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to delay the 
voteon thisquestion, but if the time is to be taken for discussion that 
is allotted under the rules I wish to say a few words, 

Mr. SPINOLA. They are trying to take all my time. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will take my own time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, but do not waste the time of the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I think it is time for the attention of the 
country to be called to the fact existing in this House, which hasnever 
existed before. I know that, under false constructions of the rules 
heretofore existing, opportunities have been taken for delaying special 
measures now and then, and forthe purpose of forcing measures other- 
wise not likely to be considered; but until this session, until withina 
few weeks, there has never been, I believe, in the House of Represent- 
atives, what appeared to be a conspiracy of the minority for the pur- 
pose of hindering and delaying all legislation until their object could 
be accomplished. I never saw before a whole party of the minority 
arrayed against the ordinary appropriation bills, those bills the passage 
of which is necessary for the existence of the Government in its vari- 
ous departments; obviously, assumedly, and absolutely arrayed against 
them, fora purpose behind and beyond it. I never saw before what 
may be charged as true, and partially acknowledged if not wholly ac- 
knowledged, to be a conspiracy against all legislation in the House of 
Representatives. It is time forthe people of the country to know it—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The people of the country seemed to be fully 
informed on the subject. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It is time for the people to say whether 
they approve it or not. For my part, Mr. Speaker, I am wholly, en- 
tirely, and totally opposed to all dilatory measures in Congress. T he- 
lieve them to be wrong in priuciple. I believe them to be dangerous 
in tendency. I believe them to be destructive of government finally 
by the people. Yea, I believe them to be treasonable in effect and 
oftentimes treasonable in purpose, 

What isit? A minority of Congress, of a Congress to whom the peo- 
ple haye given the power of legislation, assume that some measure 
which they do not approve may come before the House for considera- 
tion, and deliberately consider it their duty to delay all legislation to 
the utmost verge of possibility—necessary legislation, legislation toward 
which they themselves are favorable—simply because they think they 
are justified on account of the emergency behindit. For my part, and 
I believe I speak the opinion of the American people, there.can be no 
emergency that will destroy the legislative power of Congress; and that 
is precisely what these gentlemen are attempting. There is no place 
where one man or any set of men of a minority can say that measures 
shall not pass or that measures shall pass, except they ay it by rea- 
son of the arguments that are ndduced, and withont any dilatory pro- 
ceeding. 

What do they claim? Upon what basis is this? The rights of the 
minority? The minority havenorights except what the Constitution 
gives them. The minority have the right to debate, under the rules 
of the House. The minority havea right to vote, and the minority— 
and I haye been in it quite often and I recognize the fact—the minor- 
ity have no right to rule and no right to stop legislation simply be- 
cause the proposed legislation does not suit them. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if ho 
entertained that opinion in preceding Congresses when, as one of the 
minority, he also obstructed legislation? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have not been among the 
filibusterers ofthis House fora longtime. [Laughter onthe Democratic 
side.] When I was young—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman pleads the statute of limita- 
tions. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (continuing). I was inveigled for a few 
weeks, until I got settled in principle, and then I repented. [Derisive 
laughter on the Democraticside.] If the gentleman will repent of any 
one of his sins as thoroughly as I have repented of that one of mine he 
will then be in position to ask me another question and not until then. 
[Applause on the Republican side, ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman that just as soon as the 
American people have as completely mashed me as they have the gen- 
tleman and his party, I will retire. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I am glad I did not hear 
what the gentleman said, for it might provoke me to some 
I say now and here that I never in my life turned to my conduct as a 
justification of a principle of action. 

Mr. WALTER J, HAYES. Perhaps the gentleman could not do it, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I can see no reason why, regardless of 
principle, a minority, either a party minority or a minority with ref- 
erence to a single bill, have any right to obstruct legislation for a 
single moment. 
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Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit 
me tosnbmit an inquiry at that point? What, in his judgment, is 
the remedy of the Tinon if by special rules that debate of which he 
spoke a moment ago is either so destroyed or so impaired as to be prac- 
tically destroyed? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The same remedy, Mr, Speaker, that a 
minority has after a bill is passed: noneatall. They have got through 
with their opposition then. But what a pretense—— 

Mr, HEMPHILL. Then they had better go home. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. What a sham it is to claim that they are 
struggling for discussion! The bills that they have filibustered against 
are never discussed or debated. Everything else under heaven is dis- 
cussed; and there is no discussion wanted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman yield me a portion of his time? 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired, and the question 
is onthe approval of the Journal. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes”’ 
seemed to haveit, 

Mr. MILLS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON, We may as well haye the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HATCH. Who is filibustering now? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 101, not 
voting 93; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Cutcheon, WS, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, il, Lehlbach, ali, 
Añderson, Kans, Darlington, Lind, Sherman 
Arnold, ingley, Lodge, Smith, if 
Atkinson, Pa. Doliiver, Mason, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va, Dorsey, McComas, Spooner, 
ker, Evans, McDuffie, Stephenson, 
Banks, Eagan McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Bayne, Featherston, McKinley, Stivers, 
Beckwith, niey, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Belknap, Flick, Miller, truble, 
rgen, ood, Milliken, Sweet, 
Bliss, Flower, Moffitt, Sweney 
Boothman, k Moore, N.H. Taylor, E.B. 
Boutelle, Gear, Moren Taylor, I 
rewer, Gest, Morrill, Taylor, J.D. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Morrow, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Morse, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N, J. Grout, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, ; Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Haugen, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Butterworth, Hays, Ë. R. O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Caldwell Henderson, Ill, borne, Van Schaick, 
Can er, Mass, ermann, Owen, Ind, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hill, Payne, ‘ade, 
Carter, oe eae Payson. Walker, 
Caswell, Kelley, Perkins, Wallace, Mass, 
Cheadle. Kennedy, Peters, Wallace, N. Y, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa ‘ost, Wickham, 
Clark, Wyo. Ketcham, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Kinsey, Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, tey, VA Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ohio La Folletto, Reed, Iowa 
ig, Laidlaw, Reyburn 
Culbertson, Pa, Langston, Rockwell, 
NAYS—I01. 
Abbott, Crain, Lawler, Quinn, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex, Cc; Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Lester, Ga, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss, Dickerson, wis, Sayers, 
Andrew, Dockery, Jansur, Seney, 
es, Edmunds, Martin, Ind, Spinola, 
at lis, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga, 
Blanchard, Enloe, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, ‘orman, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, McClellan, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Fowler, Mé A Tarsney, 
Brickner, i * MoMillin, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Mec Tucker, 
Brown, J.B. Grimes, Mills, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Hatch, Montgomery, Turner, N. Y, 
Campbell, Hayes, W. I. Moore, Tex, Whitelaw, 
Candler, Ga, h Mutchler, ike, 
th, Hemphill, Norton, ey, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. O'Neall, Ind. Wilkinson, 
ipman, Herbert, Outhwait Williams, Il, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Owens, Ohio Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Hooker, Parrett, Wilson, W, Va. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Paynter, Yoder. 
bb, Kilgore, Peel, 
Covert, Lane, Perry, 
Cowles, Lanham, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—93. 
Bankhead, Cheatham, Funston, McCarthy, 
Bartine, Clancy, Geary, McCord, 
Belden, Cogswell, Geissenhainer, McCormick, 
Biggs, Comstock, Gifford, organ, 
Bing Cooper, Ind, Hansbrough, Mudd, 
Blount, Cothran, Hare, Oates, 
Boatner, Crisp, Harmer, O’Ferrall, 
Bowden, Cummings, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass, 
Brower. Dargan, Henderson, Iowa Penington, 
Browne, T.M. De Lano, Hitt, helan, 
Brunner, Dibbl . Houk, Pickler, 
Buchanan, Va. Dunnell, Knapp, Pindar, 
Buckalew, Dunphy, Sate! Price, 
Bullocte, Ewart, Lester, Va, Pugsley, 
Bunn, Fitch, Magner, Quackenbush, 
Carlton, Fithian, Mai Reilly, 
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Rife, Shively, Stone, Pa, Whiting, 
ogers, Simonds, Stunip, Whitthorne, 
Rowland, Skinner, Taylor, Tenn, Willcox, 
Rusk, Smyser, Tracey, Wright, 
Russell Snider, Vaux Yardley. 
nford, Springer, Washington, 
Sawyer, Stahlnecker, Wheeler, Als. 
Scranton, Stockdale, Wheeler, Mich. 


So the Journal was approved. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. McCord with Mr. BucKALEW. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr, STUMP. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. BRUNNER, for this day. 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. WHITING, on this vote. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. Frren, until further notice. 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. Speaker, letus have a recapitulation of the names. 
The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was jhen announced as above recorded. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced, as conferees on the part of the House on 
the disagreeing votes ofthe two Houseson the bill (H. R. 6975) providing 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, 
Mr. STRUBLE, Mr, PERKINS, and Mr. SPRINGER. 


DUDLEY JOHNSON, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2787) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to remove the charges of desertion from the rec- 
ords of the War Department as to Dudley Johnson, late ordnance ser- 
geant, United States Army, with Senate amendment, on which a con- 
ference was asked. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “ Army,” insert the words * Provided, That such re- 
moval of the charge of desertion shall not entitle said Johnson to any pay or 
emoluments,” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. It strikes out the allowance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think thatthe amendment should be read. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has just been read, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not heard here. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwillstatetothe gentleman thatitsimply strikes 
out all pay and allowance and removes the charge of desertion. The 
old gentleman is dead anyway. 

The question wastaken; and the Senateamendment was concurred in. 


SARAH E. E.-PERINE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 828) for the re- 
lief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Per- 
ine, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and adminis- 
tratrix of William Perine, deceased, for further compensation for the construc- 
tion of the iron-clad monitor Naubue and the fron tugboats Maria and Triana 
may be submitted by said claimant, within six months after the passage of this 
act. to the Court of Claims, under and in compliance with the rules and regu- 
lations of said court; and said court shall have jurisdiction to hearand deter- 
mine and render judgment upon the same: Provided, however, That the inves- 
tigation of said claini shall be made upon the following basis: The said court 
shall ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily incurred by the con- 
tractor for building the light-draught monitor Naubue and the fron tugboats 
Maria and Triana in the completion of the same, by reason of any changes or 
alterations in the plans and specifications required, and btdow be in the prosecn- 
tion of the work which were not provided for in the original contract; but no 
allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be considered 
unless such advance oceurred during the prolongedterm for completing the work 
rendered necessary by the delay resulting from the action of th e Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been avoided by 
the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the contractor: 
And provided further, That the compensation fixed by the contract between the 
contractor and the Government for specific alterations shall be conclusive as to 
the compensation to be made therefor: And proviiled further, Thatall moneys 
paid to said contractor by the Government over and above the original contract 

rice for the building of said vessel shall be deducted from any amounts al- 
Towed by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And prore 
Jurther, That if any of such changes caused less work and expense to the con- 
tractor than the original plans and specifications a corresponding reduction 
shall be made from the contract price, and the amount thereof be deducted from 
any allowance to be made by said courtto said claimant: And provided further, 
That the said court in determining such increased cost, if any, shall take into 
consideration the report of the board of navy oflicers appointed 324 the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in conformity to the resolution of the Senate of March 9, 1865, 
which board is commonly known as the Selfridge board, and the papers, docu- 
ments, and evidence presented to said board by said William Perine, deceased, 
in support of thesaid claim, and also the papers, documents, and reports rela- 
tive to said claim on file in the Navy TEA E and sliall give such weight 
theretoasinthejudgment of said court is just and proper: And provided further, 
That theamount of the judgment of said court in favor of the claimant, if any, 
shall not exceed the amount found to be due the said Perine by the Selfridge 
board, to wit, the sum of $182,593.23, and when paid sald judgment and payment 
shall be in full satisfaction of all claims of the legal representatives of the said 
William Perine growing out of the construction of said vessels. ; 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] raises the question of consideration upon this bill, 
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Mr. McADOO. Before that motion is put I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry in relation to the status of this bill. I understand 
that we have now entered on the morning hour. 


The SPE 

Mr. McAD 

ire 

The SPEAKER. This is business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, can the question of consideration be 
raised against a bill on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can certainly be 
raised, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is this measure in order at this time ? 

TheSPEAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has it been considered by a committee of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER, Itisa Senate bill which isidentical with one that 
has been submitted by a committee of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state that I have an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute which I think will meet the 
objections that have been made to this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Thisis notdebatable except by unanimousconsent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but the question of order is debatable. 
This, I understand, is n Senate amendment to a House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not atall; it is a Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And is the statement made that there is a simi- 
lar House bill pending ? 

The SP. ER. ‘There is a similar House bill pending, and this 
bill is called up by direction of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Then, as tothe pointraised by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the question of consideration —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to raise the question 
of consideration. ; 

The question was taken on considering the bill; and the Speaker de- 
clared that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. THOMAS, Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 70. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand tellers. 

Mr. THOMAS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 100, not vot- 
ing 111; as follows: 


ER. No; this is business on the Speaker's table. 
On the last suspension day there was a vole 


YEAS—120. < 
Adams, Cutcheon, Laws, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, Dailzell, Lehibach, Seoull, 
Arnold, Darlington, ge, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, Maso: Simonds, 
Baker, liver, McComas, Smith, Til, 
Banks, Evans, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Farquhar, McKenna, Spinola, 
Beckwith, Finley, Miles, Spooner, 
liknap, Flick, Miller, Stephenson, 

Bergen, Flood, offitt, vers, 

Bliss, Funston, Moore, N.H. Stockbridge, 
Boothman, ear, =i Struble, 
Boutelle, est, Morr ul, Sweet, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Morse, Sweney 
Brosius, -` Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, ‘Taylor, E.B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Grout, Nute, Taylor, NI. 
Burrows, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, J, D. 
Burton, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Butterworth, Hays, B. R. Osborne, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Il. Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Carter. Hill, ‘ayne, Townsend, Pa, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Payson, Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Perkins, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Peters, Van Schaick, 
Clark, Wyo. Ketcham, Post, Waddill, 
Coleman, Kinsey, Raines, Wade, 
Connell, PA Ray, Walker, 
Gooner Ohio Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa Wallace, Mass, 
Craig, on, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Culbertson, Pa, Lansing, Rockwell, Wilson, Ky. 

NAYS—100. 

Abbott, Cothran, Lane, Pierce, 
Alderson, Covert, Lanham Pindar, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lawler, uinn, 
Anderson, Kans, Crain, Lee, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss, Crisp, Lewis, Rogers, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex, Lind, Sayers, 
Barnes, avidson, Maish, Seney, 
Barwig, Dickerson. Mansur, ringer, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Martin, Ind. wai fhe 
Bland, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Forman, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, McClellan, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Gibson, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Mills, Tucker, 
Brown, Grimes, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Hatch. Moore, Tex, Wheeler, Ala. 
Campbel Hem hill, Norton, Whitelaw, 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N.C. O'Neall, Ind. Whiting, 
Caruth, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wike, 
Catchings, Holman, Owens, Ohio Williams, Ill, 
Chipman, Hooker, Parrett, Williams, Ohio 
Clements, Kerr, Iowa Paynter, Wilson, Mo. 
Jobb, ` Kerr, Pa, Peel, ilson, W. Va, 
Cooper, Ind, Kilgore, Perry, Yoder. 


NOT VOTING—1H, 


Atkinson, Pa, Dibble, Lester, Va. Trussell, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, er, Sanford, 
Bartine, Dunnell McAdoo, Sawyer, 
Belden, Dunphy, McCarthy, Scranton, 
Biggs, Edmunds, McCord, Shively, 
Bingham, l MoCormick, Skinner, 
Boatner, Ewart, McKinley, Sniyser, 
Bowden, Featherston, McRae, Snider, 
Brower, Fitch, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Browne, T.M, Fithian, lorgan, Stewart, Vt, 
Browne, Va, Flower, Morrow, Stockdale, 
Brunner, Frank, Mudd, Stone, Pa. 
Buchanan, Va. Geary, Mutchler, Stump, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, Oates, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bullock, Giftord, O'Ferrall, Tracey, 
Bunn, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, N. Y. 
Candler, Mass. Hare, Penington, Vaux, 
Cannon, Harmer, Phelan, Washington, 
Carlton, Hayes, W. I. Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Haynes, rice, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Heard, ‘ugsley, Wickham, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson,lowa Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Clunie, Hermann, tandall, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Reilly, illeox. 
Comstock, Houk, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Cummings, Knapp, Robertson, Wright, 
Dargan, La Follette, Rowland, Yardley. 

De Lano, Lester, Ga. usk, 


So the House decided to consider the bill. 
Mr. COTHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain the request, 


Mr. COTHRAN, I was in my seat when my name was called. 
The SPEAKER. Listening? 

Mr. COTHRAN. Yes, sir; but I did not hear my name called. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name, 


Mr. CoTHRAN’S vote was recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr, O’FERRALL. 

Mr. Witson, of Washington, with Mr, ENLOE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Lester, of Georgia. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr, WICKHAM with Mr. MCADOO. -` 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

The result of the vote was then announced as aboye recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the vote 
recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The announcement of the result has been made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I rose before the announcement was made 
and attempted to attract the attention of the Chair. * 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman rose for that purpose before the 
announcement the vote will be recapitulated. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names of members voting. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I do 
not desire any further recapitulation of the vote, 3 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his request for the re- 
capitulation of the vote. Is it renewed? 

Mr. ROGERS. I renew it. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the names. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the claim of Sarah EB. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William 
Perine, deceased, for farther compensation for the construction of the iron-clad 
monitors Naubac, and the iron tugboats Maria and Triana, may be submitted by 
said claimant, within six months after the passage of this act, to the Court of 
Claims under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of said court; 
and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine and render jud 
mentuponthesame: Provided, however, That the investigation of said claim shall 
be made upon the following basis: Thesaid court shall ascertain the additional 
cost which was necessarily incurred by the contractor for building the light- 
draught monitor Naubac, and the iron tugboats Maria and Triana, in the com- 
pletion of the same, by reason of any changes or alterations in the plans and 
ape required and delays in the prosecution of the work: Provided, 

hat such additional cost in completing the same, and such changes or altera- 
tions in the plans and specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of 
the work, were occasioned by the Government of the United States; but no al- 
lowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be considered 
unless such adyance occurred during the prolonged term for completing the 
work rendered neceasary by delay resulting from the action of the Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been avoided 
by the exercise of ordinary prudence and dilligence on the part of the con- 
tractors: And Bases Lorn Jurther, That the compensation fixed by the contrac- 
tors and the vernment for specific alterations in advance of such altera- 
tions shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be paid therefor: Provided, 
That such alterations, when made, complied with the specifications of the same 
as furnished by the Government aforesaid: And provided further, That all 
moneys paid to the said contractors by the Government over and above the 
original contract price for building said vessel shall be deducted from any 
amounts allowed by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: 
And provided further, That if pd such changes cost less work and expenses to 
the contractor than the original plans and specifications, a corresponding de- 
duction shall be e from the contract price, and the amount thereof be de. 
ducted from any allowance which may be made by said court tosald claimants, 


The SPEAKER. The guestionis on agreeing to this amendment. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I should like to hear some explanation from 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMASI 
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TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to the 


oor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to know wherein this substitute 
differs from the bill, wherein it is better. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘This amendment obviates, as we think, the objec- 
tions made to the Portland bill and those which were made by Presi- 
dent Cleveland in his veto of the McKay bill. The substitute pro- 
vides specifically that no recovery shall be had unless it shall appear 
that the Government was at fault and that the other parties were not 
in any manner at fault. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ITs that to be shown before the court? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is to be shown before the court. Both the 
bill and the amendment provide that this case shall go to the Court of 
Claims, The particular point in the amendment is that the claimants 
must affirmatively show’that the Government was at fault and that 
they were not in any particular at fault. The bill provides safeguards 
which have been indicated as necessary in the objections of two or three 
Executives in relation to this class of bills, This is an exact copy of 
the McKay bill so far as the language is concerned, and there can be no 
doubt that it will obviate any objections which have heretofore been 
made by the Executive. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the bill reported from your committee on this 
subject like the McKay bill or like the Senate bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. It is exactly like the Senate bill. But since we 
agreed on that bill a bill known as the ‘‘ Portland bill’ has encountered 
the objections of the President; and therefore it would be no use to 
pass this bill in that shape. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like some explanation as to the reasons for 
the delay whick has occurred. Has any attempt been made to press 
this claim heretofore, either in Congress or before the Court of Claims ? 
And, if not, why not? 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to that question I will say that some six 
or seven committees of different Congresses have reported in both 
Houses in favor of this claim; but itnever has been reached for action. 
At one time, in 1865, by authority of a resolution of the Senate the 
Selfridge board was convened by the Navy Department; and this is one 
of the very few claims that that board allowed. 

In my judgment there is no question about the justice of submit- 
ting this claim to the Court of Claims under the safeguards now pro- 
posed. That is the whole effect of this proposition, The facts are as 
set forth in the report—that this monitor and these two tugboats were 
built by this contractor under a contract with the Government, the 
Government saying, ‘‘ We demand that you shall do it; we will take 
possession of your yards if you do not.” The plans and specifications 
were furnished; but after\great progress had been made inthe work 
it was discovered that those plans and specifications were utterly use- 
less; that a vessel constructed according to them would sink the first 
time it got into water deep enough. 

The plans being all wrong, the contractor was obliged to wait until 
new plans could be made, and the vessels had to be rebuilt. In the 
mean time the prices of labor had doubled; iron had gone up from $65 
a ton to a much larger sum; according to some statements, to $200 n 
ton. Great pecuniary loss, as these parties claim, was sustained by 
reason of this delay, without fault on the part of the contractor, he hav- 
ing always been ready to comply with the requiremenrtts of the contract. 

Now these parties ask that this question may be submitted to a 
court; and they support the justice of their claim by saying that Con- 
gress, upon the suggestion of a former Secretary of the Navy, organized 
a board very near the time of these transactions to investigate these 
matters, and that out of hundreds of claims presented to that hoard, 
but few were allowed, this being one of that number. Butit has been 
pending here in Congress until the poor man who sunk his fortune in 
building these vessels has dicd and his widow and family, now in pov- 
erty and distress, are awaiting justice from the Government. All that 
they ask is that thisclaim may go before a court and they be permitted 
to show that itis just. Ithink there can be no question about the fair- 
ness of such a proposition. [Cries of “Vote!” ** Vote!?’?] 

Mr, SPINOLA and Mr. HoLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 
yield the floor? 

Mr. THOMAS. I reserve my time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. How much time is to he allowed for this debate? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iwill yield the gentleman any time he desires. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let ussee how much time this side of the House 
wants, Iam, with the gentleman from Wisconsin, in favor of this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman from New York wish to occupy 
any time? 

Mr. SPINOLA. After we have heard from one or two other gentle- 
men, I shall probably answer them. 

Mr, HOLMAN, I wish to make a motion whenever I can be recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam in favorof thisbill. I knew the parties well. 
I know that the claim is just. Iftheré is any opposition to it I pro- 

to answer such objections as may be made. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
desire time? 


Mr, HOLMAN. No, sir; I want to enter a motion to recommit the 
pe te bill and the pending amendment to the Committee on War 

Alms, 

Mr. THOMAS. I raise the point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 
must state what course he desires to follow in this matter. : 

Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question, unless it is desired 
to discuss the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves the previons 
question. a 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thope the gentleman will not cut off debate on 
this proposition. Does he intend, after speaking in favor of the bill, 
to move the previous question and in that way cut off debate? 

Mr, THOMAS. Task for the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not act unfairly in re- 
gard to this matter, but will give us an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Ithink you ought to yield at least as much 
time to this side as was occupied in fayor of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam perfectly willing todo so. How much time 
does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. We will give any reasonable time in opposition to 
the bill. Tam in favor of it 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know how much time it will take; but 
Thavejust had my attention called to a vetoofa similar bill by President 
Harrison, which I would like to have read from the Clerk’s desk, I 
think it proper that the House should see what the President said ona 
similar case. Will the gentleman give me ten minutes? 

Mr. THOMAS. TI yield to the gentleman ten minutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task the Clerk now to read the veto message of the 
President in the case of the bill (S. 473) in the last session of Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate: 

Treturn to the Senate, without my approval, the bill (S. No, 473) for the relief 
of the Portland Company, of Portland, Me. 

This bill confers upon the Court of Claims jurisdiction to inquire into and de- 
termine how much certain steam machinery, built for the United States under 
contract and to be used in the vessels Agawan and Pontoosuc, cost the con- 
tractors over and above the contract p and any allowances for extra work 
which have been made, andrequires the court toenterjudgmentin favor of the 
claimant for the excess of cost abov ch contract price and allowances, 

The bill differs from others which havo been presented to me, and one of 
which Ihave approved, in that it does not make the further allowance to the 
contractors contingent upon the fact that the additional expense was the result 
of the acts of the Government, through its officers, causing delaysandincreased 
cost in the construction of the work. 

The bill in effect directs the court to ignore the contract entirely, except as 
payments under it are to le treated as credits, and to allow the contractors the 
cost of the work, and that without reference to their own negligence or wantof 
skill in executing the work. There would seem to be no object in the Govern- 
ment making a contract for work if the contract is only to be binding upon the 
parties in the event that the contractor realizes a profit. 

I can not give my approval to the proposition applied here, which, if allowed 
here, should be given general application, that every contractor with the Goy- 
ernment who, during the carly are the war, failed to realize, by reason of 
increase in cost of labor and mate: ‚2 profit upon the contractshall now have 
rooe o the Court of Claims to recover upon the quantum meruit the cost of 
the work. 

S BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, October 1, 1890. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
aquestion? Is that bill the veto of which has just been read from 
the Clerk’s desk a similar bill ora bill having the same object as the 
one now before the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iso understand. I understand the prezent bill 
embraces precisely the same principle. I believe, as far as I am able 
to determine, that the same principle is involved in both cases. 

If the gentleman from Wisconsin will pardon me for a moment longer, 
I desire to call attention to a part of the language embodied in this 
veto message. I will state first that at the last session of Congress this 
bill, known as Senate bill No. 473, for the relief of the Portland Com- 
pany, of Portland, Me., passed Congress and was ted to the Presi- 
dent. He returned the bill with the veto which has just been read, 
and I desire again to call attention to this language used by him: 

I can not ga my approval to the proposition applied here, which, if allowed 
here, should be given general application, that every contractor with the Gov- 
ernment who, durin © early days of the war, failed to realize, by reason of 
increase in cost of laborand materials, a profit upon the contract shall now 
have access to the Court of Claims to recover upon the quantum meruit the cost 
of the work. 

Now, precisely the same principle is involved in the pending bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This bill, the gentleman understands, 
rests upon the same principle as the one vetoed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isounderstand. Itauthorizes the Court of Claims 
to find out the amount which was the difference between the cost of per- 
fecting the contract into which these parties entered by reason of the 
increased cost of labor and material. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman from Illinois take into con- 
sideration the precise objection urged by the President in the veto mes- 
sage? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not of course be any more precise than the 
President has been himself. I take the iy ape that he used. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, But that does not go to the merits, but only to 
the form of the bill. 


He 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1547 


Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; it goes to the merits of the bill. h 

Mr: THOMAS. Letme say to the gentleman that the bill to which 
he hasreferred provided, and, I think, clearly so—I believe everybody 
will understand itin that way—that, because the contractors expended 
more than they had contracted to expend or more than they had re- 
ceived to build the ship, they were to be compensated by the Gov- 
ernment. To that contention of theirs the President entered his 
veto. 

But this isa very differentcase. Where the Governmentitself, after 
they had undertaken a contract, required modifications and changes, 
required the remodeling of the vessel, or, after the work had begun, if 
the Government had delayed the parties, so that labor and material in- 
creased in value, it presents very different case from that vetoed by 
the President. 

Now, in the original bill as it passed the Senate there were provisions 
which madeit subject tosome extent to certain of the objections urged 
against the Portland bill But the substitute I have offered obviates 
them and requires that itshall be shown the Government was at fault. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. At fault in what respect? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In this, that the Government caused the delay, 
and, hence, additional expense tothe contractors, by requiring changes 
and modifications to be made after the work was begun. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And by that the contractors did not 
make the money they expected to make? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; but that they thereby lost by theaction of the 
Government. They did not make anything at all, but lost. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. lL observed in the original bill that it was pro- 
vided that the contractors should receive nothing from the increased 
cost, arising from increased wages or higher price of materials, unless 
it resulted from the fault of the Government. 

Mr. THOMAS. It was so vaguely stated in the bill that there was 
a question whether that condition of things might not result. It did 
not present the question fairly to the court. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The substitute, I understand, removes that 
objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. It presents it fairly and squarely to the court. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield fora question? How 
is it that this claim was not presented immediately after the contract 
was completed and have whatever damages resulted from the fault of 
the Government adjusted at the time? 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘The fact is thatin 1865 there was a board organized 
called the Selfridge board, which took into consideration these various 
claims and allowed but two of them. But the claimants have never 
been able to recover, They have filed bill after bill. Bills were in- 
troduced in both branches of Congress, and although they have been 
reported favorably by the committees they have hever been urged for 
action. Every committee reported in favor of them, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You are in error about that. One or two Con- 

es refused to report them. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, practically they were reported all the time, 
It is true that in one Congress Mr. Hammond made an adverse report. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Anadverse report was made by Judge Hammond, 
and in the succeeding Congress the committees refused to report favor- 


ably. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think you will find the reason of the refusal to 
make the report was because of the indefinite way in which the bill was 
drawn. Where it is required to show that the Government was actu- 
ally at fault, especially iti a case where the Selfridge board found an 
amount due, it seems to me there can beno danger in the Government 
submitting the question to the court. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I remember the question came np 
and Judge Hammond, of Georgia, reported against it. è succeeding 
Congress, I think, refused to make a report at all. In that Congress, 
influenced as well by its own judgment as by the examination given 
to it by Judge Hammond, the committee refused to report. 

Mr. THOMAS. It has been favorably reported a great many times 


since, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has been reported, but the gentleman isin error 
in saying it has been continuously reported. There were four years 
that I know of when it had no chance to pass here. It was defeated 
in one Congress, if I remember correctly, and in thenext Congress it 
was not even reported. 

Mr. THOMAS. It was favorably reported in the Forty-ninth Con- 

, which was Democratic. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think not; and it was defeated in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, 

Mr. THOMAS. Favorably reported in the Forty-eighth. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS, For a moment. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER} really 
has the floor. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I was about to suggest that I had the floor, and 
that if the gentleman obtains it it must be by my indulgence. I hope 
the gentleman may be heard. Iam always ready to indulge gentle- 
men in that regard. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 


in Congress 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not know but I am anticipating the re- 
murks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], because I heard 
him two years ago call attention to the fact thata report had been 
madeadverselyto these claims by a former Senator from Iowa,in which he 
stated that if such claims were allowed it would cost the Government 
$60,000,000. I observe that when men make anything on a Govern- 
ment contract they do not want to have the mattér investigated and 
they do not pay anything back; and it seems to me that common jus- 
tice would require that occasionally the Government should make some- 
thing. For that reason.I do not think any of these bills, especially 
when they are over a quarter of 2 century old and have been rejected 
by the men who were familiar with the matter at the time, as in the 
case of our Senator from Iowa in 1865—I do not think at this late day 
they ought to be brought up. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr, Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kerr] I desire to say that the men who knew all about this at 
the very time the thing occurred, including acommodore of the United 
States Navy and two other high officers of the Government, found that 
this party was entitled to recovera largesum. That was the finding of 
the Selfridge board. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much did they find he 
was entitled to recover? 

Mr. THOMAS. Something over $100,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And, as I understand, this 
bill limits the amount to be recovered, so that it shall not exceed the 
amount that was found due by that board. 

Mr. THOMAS. Not to exceed that amount. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I think this matter isthoroughly understood, and I will move thepre- 
vious question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion first in regard to the Selfridge board, as to which he has just 
made a statement? ` 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. For a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman stated that the Selfridge board 
had allowed this amount to these parties. Will the gentleman state 
that that board was created under a resolution of the Senate only, and 
that subsequently a board, created in pyrsuance of law, known as the 
Marchand board, was organized, and passed upon all these claims—— 

` Mr. THOMAS. I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task you to.state the whole case, that the Mar- 
canad board passed upon this very case and found there was nothing 

ue. 

Mr. THOMAS. I willsaythatall that is very familiar to the House, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why did not the gentleman state it, then? 

Mr. THOMAS. The Marchand board refused to act at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Marchand board did act. 

Mr. THOMAS. But never made any finding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes, it did. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘That board said that the law did not authorize it 
to make any finding. i 

- Mr. SPRINGER. The Marchand board found that there was noth- 
ing due these parties, as I understand it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Notatall. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my motion 
for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Tomas) there were—ayes 62, 


noes 56, 

Mr. BLAND and several other members on the Democratic side de- 
manded tellers. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will demand the yeas and nays. That is tho 
shortest way out of it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 85, not vot- 
ing 128; as follows: : 


YEAS—1i18. 

Adams, Clark, Wyo. Henderson, 01, Morrill, 
Allen, Mich. Connell, m, Morrow, 
Anderson, Kans. Cooper, Ohio Hitt, Morse, 
Arnold, Craig, poping Niedringhaus, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Culbertson, Pa. Kelley, Nute, 

aker, Cutcheon, Kennedy, O'Donnell, 
Banks, Dalzell, Ketcham, O'Neill, Pa, 
Bayne, Darlington, * Kinsey, borne, 
Bergen, Dingley, Lacey, Payne, 
Bliss, Dolliver, La Follette, Payson, 
Boothman, Dorsey, Laidlaw, Perkins, 
Boutelle, Evans, Langston, ‘ost, 
Brewer, Farquhar, Lansing. Raines. 
Brosius, Finley, Lehlbach, 
Browne, Va. Flick, e Recd, Iowa 
Buchanan, N. J. Flood, Mason, yburn, 
Burrows, Funston, eCo: well, 
E es gee 
Caldwe! cKenna, wyer, 
Candler, Mass. Greenhalge, Miles, 
Carter, Grosvenor, Miller, Sherman, 
Caswell, Grout, Mott, Simonds, 
Cheadle, Hall, Moore, N. H, Smith, I, 

lark, Haugen, Morey, Smith, W, Va. 
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Spooner, Taylor, Ezra B, Vandever Wallace, N. Y. Si Smith, II. Taylor, E. B. Wallace, M; 
Stivers, Taylor, JosephD. Van Schaick, Williams, Ohio Reed, Iowa Smith, W. Va. Taylor, Tl. Wallace, N.Y. 
Stockbridge, ‘Thomas, Waddill, Wilson, Ky, eilly, Spinola, Taylor, J. D. Wheeler, Ala, 
Struble, Thompson, Wade, Yardley. Reyburn. Spooner, Thomas, ickham, 
Sweney, Townsend, Colo, Walker, Rockwel Stephenson, Townsend, Colo, Williams, Ohi 
Taylor, Ill. Turner, Kans, Wallace, Mass, Rowell, Stewart, Vt. Turner, Kans, Wilson, Ky, 
Sawyer, Stivers, Vandever, Yardley, 
NAYS—S5. Son h FOEDERIS an pouniees 
Abbott, Covert, Hooker, Richardso; eae Heit aS) aoe 
Alderson, S Cowi ie Kerr, Tove Robertson,” Simonds, Struble, Walker, 
erson, rain, gore, yers, > 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex, Lane, Seney, . NAY S-77; 4 
Barnes, Davidson, Lan Shively, Abbott, Dickerson, Maish, Quinn, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Lee, Springer, Alderson, = kery, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Blanchard, . Dockery, Mansur, Stewart, rwig, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Bland Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. Blanchard, Ellis, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Martin, Tex. Stone, Ky. Blount, Flick, . McClamniy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, McClellan, Stone, Mo. Brickner, Flower McClellan, Stone, Mo, 
Brookshire, Forney, McCreary, Tarsney, Brookshire, Forman, McCreary, Sweney, 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, MeMillin, Tillman, Brown, J, B. Forney, McRae, Tarsney, 
ne! i Va. Geary Mills, Tucker, Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Mills, Tillman, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. Catchings, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Campbell, Grimes, Mutchiler, Wike, Chipman, Grimes, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hare Norton, Wiley, Clements, Hare, Mutchler, Whitelaw, 
th, Hatch, O’Neall, Ind. Williams, I, Clunie, Hatch, Norton, Wike, 
Clements, Hayes, Walteri. Owens, Ohio Wilson, Mo. Cobb, Hemphill, O'Neal, Ind, Williams, Til, 
unie, Hemphill, Parrett, Yoder, Cothran, Henderson, N, C, Parrett, Wilson, Mo. 
bb, Henderson, N.C. Paynter, Covert, Kilgore, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Herbert, ‘erry, Cowles, Lane, Peel, Yoder, « 
thran, Holman, Pindar, Crain, Sonat Ferry, 
= sp, wler, erce, 
‘Aulén Stes Da NOT iiaea Rane Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Pindar, 
en, $ rgan, aish, usk, 
tkinson, Pa. DeLano, McAdoo, Russell, NOT VOTING—125, 
khéad, Dibble, McCarthy, . Sanford, Allen, Miss. Dargan, Kerr, Pa. Russell 
ine, Dunnell, McClammy, Scranton, Anderson, Miss, Darlington, Knapp, Sanford, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, MeCord, Skinner, Atkinson, Pa. Davidson, Lester, Ga. Scranton, 
Belden, Enloe, McCormick, Smiyser, Bankhead, De Lano, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Belknap, Ewart, McKinley, Snider, Barnes, Dibble, nd, Skinner, 
Biggs, Featherston, McRae, Spinola, Bartine, Dorsey, Magner, Smyser, 
Bingham, Fitch, Milliken, Stahlnecker, Beckwith, Dunnell, Mansur, Snider, 
Blount, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Stephenson, Belden, Dunphy, Mason, Springer, 
Boatner, Flower, Morgan, Stewart, Vt. Biggs, Enloe, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Bowden, Frank, Muda, Stockdale, Bingham, Ewart, McCord, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, tes, Stone, Pa. land, Finley, McCormick, Stone, Pa, 
Brower, Gibson, "Ferrall, Stamp, Boatner, Fitch, McKenna, Stump, 
Browne, T. M, Gifford, O'Neil, Mass, Sweet, Bowden, Fithian, Milliken, Sweet, 
Brunner, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Taylor, Tenn. Breckinridge, Ark. Frank, Moffitt, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buckalew, armer, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Pa, Brower, Geary, Morgan, Thompson, 
ock, Hays, E. R. Peel, ‘ Tracey, Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Mudd, ‘Townsend, 
Bunn, Haynes, Penington, Turner, N. Y. Brunner, Gibson, Oates, Cey, 
Butterworth, Heard, Peters, aux Buckalew, Gifford, O'Ferrall, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa _ Phelan, Washington, Bullock, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, aux, 
Cannon, ‘ermann, Pickler, Wheeler, Ala. Bunn, Hall, Penington, Waddill. 
ings, Houk, Pierce, Wheeler, Mich. Campbell, Hansbrough, Peters, Washin 
Cheatham, Kerr, Pa. * ce, Whitelaw, Candler, Ga. Harmer, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Chipman, P, gsiey, Whiting, Candler, Mass, Hayes, W. I. Pickler, hiting, 
cy, Lawler, uackenbush, Witthorne, Carlton, Hays, E. R. Price, Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala, Ws, uinn, Wickham, Carter, aynes, Pugsley, iley, 
pogewen; Lester, Ga. y, Wilkinson, Cheatham, Heard, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Lester, Va. Reilly, Willcox, Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Richardson, Villcox, 
Comstock, Lewis, Rife, Wilson, Wash, Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Rife, Wilson, Wash, 
Crisp, Lind, Rogers, Wilson, W, Va. Cogswell, olman, Robertson, t. 
Cummings, Magner, Rowland, Wright. Romstock, ay Hooker; mogan a 
r, In ouk, owlan 
So the previous question was ordered. A, Kennedy, Rusk, 
The following additional pairs were announced: So the substitute was agreed to. 


For the rest of the day. 
Mr. FEANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
Mr. EDWARD R. Hays with Mr. Moore, of Texas, 


On this vote: 


Mr. LIND with Mr. BULLOCK. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the substi- 


tute. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to haveit. 


Mr. BLAND. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 63, 


Mr. BLAND. 


Tellers. 


Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 77, not 


voting 125; as follows: 


Baker, 
ks, 


an, 
Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brewer, 

Brosius, 

Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 


YEAS—1i29. 

Caldwell, Greenhalge, 
Cannon, Grout, 
Caruth kunigon 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill. 
Cheadle, Herbert, 
Clark, Wis, Hill, 

ark, Wyo. Hitt, 
Coleman, Hopkins, 
Connell, Kelley, 
cs Ohio, Kerr, lowa 
Craig, Ketcham, 
Culbertson, Pa, Kinsey, 
Cutcheon, Lacey, 
Dalzell, La Follette, 
Dingley, Laidlaw, 
Dolliver, Langston, 
Evans, Lansing, 
Farquhar, Laws, 
Featherston, Lee, 
Flood, Lehibach, 
Funston, Lodge, 
Gear, MeComas, 
Gest, McDufiie, 


Niedringhaus, 
Nute, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 


The following additional pairs were announced for this day: 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HOOKER. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, let us haye a recapitulation of tho 


names. 


The vote was recapitulated. 
The result of the yote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill as amended. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. BLAND. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 57. 
Mr. BLAND. ‘Tellers, Mr. Speaker, 


The question was taken on ordering tellers; and the Speaker an- 


The question is on the third reading of the Senate 


nounced that 47 gentlemen had arisen—a sufficient number. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


' The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 90, not yot- 


ing 126; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Banks, 

Bayne, 

Belknap, 
Bergen, 

Bliss 


Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 


YEAS—115. 

Caldwell, Evans, 
Candler, Mass. Farquhar, 

non, Featherston, 
Carter, Finley, 
Caswell, Flick, 
Cheadle, Flood, 
Clark, Wis. Funston, 
Clark, Wyo. Gear, 
Coleman, Gest, 
Connell, Greenhalge, 
Cooper, Ohio Grosvenor, 
Culbertson, Pa. Grout, 
Cutcheon, Haugen, 
Dalzell, Hermann, 
Darlington, Hill, 
Dingley, Hitt, 
Dorsey, Hopkiss, 


Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 


Kelley, 
Kennedy, 


ton, 
Lehibach, 


Lodge, 
McComas, 
McDuffie, 
MoKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 


Morse, 
Niedringhaus, 
Nute, 
O'Donnell, 


Alderson, 
Anderson, Kans, 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss, 
Atkinson, Pa, 


Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne, T.M. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Campbell, 
Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 


Cummin £3, 
Dargan, 
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Post, Smith, W. Va. 
Ray Spinola, 
Reed, Towa Stephenson, 
illy, Stewart, Vt. 
Reyburn Stivers, 
well, Stockbridge, 
Rowell, tone, Ky. 
Sawyer, Struble, 
Scull, Taylor, Il, 
Sherman, ylor, x 
Simon Thomas, 
Smith, HIL Thompson, 
NAYS—9). 
Cowles, Lanham, 
Crain, Lawler, 
Crisp, ê; 
Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
Davidson, fansur, 
Dickerson, Martin, Ind. 
Dockery, Martin, Tex. 
Edmunds, McClammy, 
Ellis, McClellan, 
Forman, Tc ry, 
‘orney, MeMillin, 
Fowler, McRai 
Gibson, Mills, 
Goodnight, Montgomery, 
Grimes, D ler, 
atch, Norton, 
Hayes, W. I. O'Neall, Ind. 
ynes, Outhwai 
Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio 
‘erbert, Parrett, 
Kerr, Iowa Paynter, 
ilgore, Peel, 
ê, Perry, 
NOT VOTING—126, 
De Lano, Lester, Ga, 
Dibble, Lester, Va. 
Doliiver, Lind, 
Dunnell, Biagners 
Dunphy, M: r 
Enloe, Mason, 
Ewart, McAdoo, 
Fitch, McCarthy, 
Fithian, McCord, 
Flower, McCormick, 
Frank, Milliken, 
Geary, Moore, Tex. 
Gelsserhainer, Morgan, 
Gifford, Mudd, 
Hall, Oates, 
Hansbrough, O'Ferrall, 
Tare, O'Neil, Mass. 
Harmer, Penington, 
Hays, E, R Phelan, 
Heard, Pickler, 
Hemphill, Price, 
Henderson, Ill, Pugsley, 
Henderson, Iowa Quackenbush, 
Holman, Raines, 
Hooker, Randall, ‘ 
Houk, Richardson, 
Kerr, Pa, Rife, 
Ketcham, Robertson, 
spn Rogers, 
La Follette, Rowland, 
Lansing, Rusk, 
Laws, Russell, 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. RANDALL with Mr. TURNER, of New York, for the rest of the 
ay. 
Mr. Liyp with Mr. MCADOO, on this vote. 


d 


Townsend, Colo, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 


Y, 
Shively, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stone, Mo. 
Sweney, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, 
Whitelaw, 


Wike, 
Williams, Til, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Skinner, 
Smiyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Sati bed 
Stahinecker, . 
Stewart, Tex, 
tockdale, 
Stone, Pa. 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, E. B., 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Townsend, Pa, 


racey, 
Turner, N. ¥. 
Vaux, 
Waadill, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


Mr. BLAND. Task for a recapitulation of the names. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I ask for a division. 


Mr, Speaker, I believe itis now in order to move 
to Jay the bill and amendment on the table, and I make that motion. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN, and the 


Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 114, not vot- 


ing 126; as follows: 


Andrew, 


Boatner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bynum, 
Panan Ga. 


Caruth, 
Catchings, 


YEAS—91. 

Clements, Grimes, 
Clunie, Hayes, W. I. 
Cobb, Haynes, 
Cooper, Ind. Heard, > 

vert, Henderson, N.C, 
Cowles, Herbert, 
Crain, Holman, 
Crisp, Kerr, lowa 
Culberson, Tex. Kilgore, 

vidson, ne, 
Dickerson, Lanham, 
Edmunds, Lawler, 
Ellis, Lee, 
Forman, Lewis, 
Forney, Maish, 
Fowler, Martin, Ind, 
Geary, Martin, Tex. 
Gibson, McClammy, 
Goodnight, McClellan, 


McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
e, 
Montgomery, 
Mutchler, 


Norton, 
O'Neall, Ind. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 


Shively, Stone, Mo. Whitelaw, 
Springer, Sweney, Whiting, 
Stewart, Ga. s Wike, 
Stewart, Tex. Turner, Ga. Williams, Il. 
NAYS—114, 
Adams, Darlington, McCom 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, McDuffie, 
Arnold, rsey, McKenna, 
Atkinson, Pa. Evans Miles, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Farquhar, Miller, 
Banks, Featherston, Moffitt, 
Bayne, Finley, oore, N. H, 
Belknap, Funston, Morey, 
Bergen, Gear, Morrill, 
liss, Gest, Morrow, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, orse, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, 
Brosius, Grout, O'Donnell, 
Browne, Va. Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. 
Buchanan, N.J. Henderson, Ill, Osborne, 
Burrows, Hermann, Owen, Ind. 
Burton, Hill, ayne, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Payson, 
Cannon, Kelley, Verkins, 
Carter, Kennedy, Post, 
Caswell, Kinsey, Raines, 
Cheadle. Lacey, Ray, 
Clark, Wyo. Laidlaw Reed, Iowa 
Coleman, Langston, Reyburn, 
Connell, Lansing, Rockwell, 
Cooper, Ohio WS, Rowell, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Cutcheon, Lind, Scull, 
Dalzell, Lodge, Sherman, 
` NOT VOTING—126. 
Anderson, Miss. Dargan, Lester, Ga, 
ker, De lano, Lester, Va. 
Bankhead, Dibble, Magner, 
Barnes, Dockery, Mansur, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Mason, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McAdoo, ` 
Belden, Dunphy, McCarthy, 
Biggs, nloe, McCord, 
Bingham, Ewart, McCormick, 
Bowden, Fitch, McKinley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Milliken, 
Brewer, lick. Tills, 
Brower, Flood, Moore, Tex. 
Browne, T, M, Flower, Morgan, 
Brunner, rank, Mudd, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, Nute, 
Bullock, ifford, Oates, 
Bunn, Hall, O’Ferrall, 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass, 
Campbell, re, Penington, 
Candler, Mass. Harmer, Perry, 
Carlton, Tatch, Peters, 
Cheatham, Hays, E. V Phelan, 
papaes Hemphill, Pickler, 
lancy, Henderson, Iowa Price, 
Clark, Wis. Hooker, Pugsley, 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Quackenbush, 
ell, ouk, tandall, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. _ Reilly, 
Cothran, Ketcham, Richardson, 
Craig, Koen y Rife, 
Cummings, La Mette, Rowland, 


So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. Nure with Mr. BARNES for the rest of this day. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I call for a recapitulation of the names, 
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Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
er. 


Smith, III. 
Smith, W. Va. 


omas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 


Stump, 


ey. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N, Y. 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. MILLS. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
mail service bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILES] moves 


that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HOPKINS. He withdraws that. 


Several MEMBERS. 
The question was taken on the passage of the pending bill; and the 


Regular order, 


Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


I ask for a division. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
I desire to call up the bill H. R. 8299, the railway 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 66. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I demand tellers. 


Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays, 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 88, not vot- 


ing 134; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 


Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N, J. 


YEAS—109, 
Burrows, Dalzell, 
Burton, Dingley, 
Butterworth, Dolliver, 
Caldwell, Dorsey, 
Candler, Mass, Evans, 
Cannon, Farquhar, 
Caswell, Funston, 
Cheadle, Gear, 
Clark, Wyo. Gest, 
Coleman, Grosvenor, 
Connell, Grout, 
Cooper, Ohio Hinugen, 
Culbertson, Pa, Hermann, 
Cutcheon, Hill, 


McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
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McKinley, Payno, mith, W. Va. Turner, Kans, 
Miles, Payson, pinola, Vandever, 
Miller, Post, Spooner, an Schaick, 
Moffitt, Quinn, phenson, Wade, 
Moore, N. H. ines, Stewart, Vt, Walker, 
oror Y, Stivers Vallace, Mass, 
Morrill, Reyburn Stone, Ky, Wallace, N. Y. 
Morrow, Rockwell, Struble, ickham, 
Morse, well Sweet, . Willi Ohio 
Niedringhaus, aed door Taylor, E. B, Wilson, Ky. 
Seite ld Seull, Taylor, J. D. Yardley, 
"Neill, Pa. Sherman, - Thomas, 
Osborne, Simond: Thompson, 
Outhwaite, Smith, Hl. Townsend, Colo. 
NAYS—S8. 
Abbott, Crisp, Lane, Peters, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. e, Pierce, 
Allen, Miss. Dickerson, Lehlbach, Reilly, 
nderson, Kans, lockery, Lewis, Rogers, 
g, Edmunds, Lind, Sayers, 
Blanchard, ENis, Maish, Seney, 
Bland, Forman, Mansur, Shively, 
Blount, Forney, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Brewer, Geary, McClammy, Stewart, Tex, 
Brickner, Gibson, McClellan, Stone, Mo 
Brookshire, Goodnight, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, J.B. Grimes, McRae, ‘Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Hare, Mills, Tucker, 
Bynum, Hayes, W. L Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Mutehler, Whitelaw, 
Catchings, Heard Norton, Whiting, 
Clements, Holman, O'Neall, Ind. ike, 
Clunie, Kerr, Iowa Owens, Ohio Williams, U 
Cobb, Kilgore, Parrett, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Lacey, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, La Follette, Peel, Yoder, 
NOT VOTING—I31. 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, i Kerr, Pa. Rife, 
Andrew, Cummings, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Arnold, mo. Knapp, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Darlington, Lanham, Rusk, 
rm Davidson, Lawler, Russell, 
Bartine, De Lano, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Bayne, Dibble, Lester, Va, Scranton, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, Magner, Skinner, 
Belden, Dunphy, McAdoo, Smyser, 
Biggs, Enloe, McCarthy, Snider, 
Bingham, Ewart, McCord, StahInecker, 
tner, Featherston, McCormick, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Finley, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark Fitch, Milliken Stone, Pa. 
Brower, Fithian, Moore, ‘Tex. tump, 
Browne, T, M, Flick Morgan, Sweney, 
Brunner, Flood, Mudd, Taylor, Lil, 
Buckalew, Flower, Nute, ylor, Tenn, 
Bullock, Frank, Oates, Townsend, Pa, 
Bunn Geissenhainer, O'Ferrall cey, 
Campbell, Gifford, "Neil, Mass, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlton, Greenhalge, Owen, Ind. ‘aux, 
Carter, 1l, enington, Wadditl, 
Caruth, Hansbrough, Perkins, Washington, 
cal armer, erry, Wheclor, Ala. 
Chipman, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
ancy, Hays, E. R. Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Wis. Hemphill, Pindar, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala, Henderson, Ill, Price, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Pugsley, Wilcox, 
Comstock, Henderson, N.O. Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash, 
Cothran, Herbert, Randall, Tight. 
Cowles, Hooker, Reed, Iowa 
Ornig, Houk, Richardson, 
So the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of the day: 


Mr, FRANK with Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. LANHAM, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote having been recapitulated, the result was announced as 
above stated. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. $ 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also 
announced the approval of acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

Au act (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs and Lackey; 

An act (H. R. 8243) supplementary to an act entitled "An act to au- 
thorize the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the 
District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison and examination of its accounts and gov- 
ernment; 

An act (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds at Au- 
gusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the public; and 


~ 


An act (H. R. 7630) to increase the limit of cost of the public build- 
ing at Charleston, S. C. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print 
the eulogies on Hon, Edward J. Gay. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concurrent 
resolution authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report 
of the health officer of the District of Columbia; in which concurrence 
was asked. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment—— 

The SPEAKER (haying put the question on the motion to adjourn), 
The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 

The question being again.taken, there were—ayes 70, noes 66. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Before the announcement of the result the following business was 
transacted by unanimous consent: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committeo on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of North Da- 
kota; 

A bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at St, Albans, in the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Intosh; 

A bill (8. 3976) granting a pension to George A. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 4506) granting a pension to Frederick Slawson; 

A bill (8. 4507) granting a pension to Johanna Teubner; 

A bill (H. R. 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charges of desertion from the records of the War Department as to Dud- 
ley Johnson, Jate ordnance sergeant, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R.7119) to authorize the Secretary of War toloan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Menument Association; 

A bill (H. R:'7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, of 
the war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. 7879) crauting a pension to Emily P. Collins. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair desires'to lay before the House « mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Pending that I wish to make a motion 
area joint resolution H. Res, 190 to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. MILLS, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentation of the mes- 
sage from the President? The Chair hears none. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committeeon Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant, from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting the agreement entered into between the Crow In- 
dians and the commission appointed to negotiate with them for the sale to the 
United States of the western portion of thoir resoryation in Montana, under 
the provisions of tho act of September 25, 1890. 

It is thought important by the Department that this matter reccive the con- 
sideration of Congress during tho present session, 

BENJ, HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 19, 1891. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Row- 
LAND] desires to be excused from farther service upon the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Is there objection? Tho Chair 
hears none. The Chair appoints to fill the vacancy the gentleman from 
California, Mr. GEARY. 

_ LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BOWDEN, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SANFORD, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for three days, on aceount of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, indefinitely, on account of illness in his 
family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House, without leaving copies, the petition of citizens 
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of Weymouth, Mass., praying for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and Bon IDENY (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Honse ad- 
journ 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

MINERAL RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Letterfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ofalet- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an estimate for an 
appropriation in the sum of $50,000 for the preparation of the report of 
the mineral resources of the United States—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

CLAIM OF JONN MONKS & SON. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, requesting an appropriation of 
$80.84 to pay the claim of John Monks & Son for damages caused by 
the United States,tug Nina, of the navy yard, New York—tothe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


CLAIM OF CERTAIN MERCHANTS OF AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Secretary of State, requesting an appropriation to pay 
the claims of certain merchants of Austria-Hungary for goods sent to 
the New Orleans Exposition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TIMBER DRY DOCK AT PORT ROYAL, S. C., 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting an estimate for an 
additional appropriation of $300,000 for the construction of a timberdry 
dock at Port Royal, S. C.—to the Committes on Appropriations. 


PORT ANGELES TOWN-SITE RESERVATION, WASHINGTON, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for the Port Angeles town-site reser- 
yation, Washington, together with a copy of aletter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, recommending the same—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XH, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr, JOSEPH: Memorial from the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, praying that House bill 8150, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
Indian depredations,’’ be duly amended, etc.—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of In- 
diana, instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives from 
that State in the Congress of the United States to use their influence 
to secure the amendment of the Constitution of the United States, pro- 
viding for the election of Senators in Congress by the pcople—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. SPOONER: - 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to continue lease of the premises at No. 225 Pennsylvania 
avenue, northwest, for use as a branch of the folding room, for one year from 
January 1, 1891, at a rental not exceeding per month, the same to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House until other provision is made therefor; 


to the Committee on Accounts, 
By Mr. BROSIUS: 
i Resolved, That the Rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 


ows: 
Add to Rule V the following section: 
“4. Ho shall not permit ma books, and public documents wrapped for 
transmission through the mails to be brought to members on the floor while 
the House is in session ;" : 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. McCOMAS: 


Resolved, That immediately after the age of this resolution the House re- 

» solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of bill (H. R. 12727) making ‘appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal ear ending June 30, 1892, 
and for other purposes; that so much of said bill which has not been read for 
amendment be then read and be open to amendment and debate under the five- 
minuterale; that after hours’ consideration a vote be taken in commit- 
tee on pending amendments without further debate; and that thereupon said 
ae es such amendments as have been agreed to in committee be reported to 

use; 


to tho Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10486) appropriating money for the pay- 
ment of the claim of the Western Paving and Supply Company, for 
paving with asphalt streets adjacent to United States courthouse and 
post-office building in the city of Indianapolis, Ind., accompanied by a 
report (No. 3501)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the petition of Julia Barnett, requesting that her 
claim may be referred to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 
3, 1887, to find the facts, reported the following resolution therefor: 

Resolved. That the claim of Julia Barnett be, and is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims, to find andreport tho facts in the caso as provided in the act 
ot March 3, 1887, known asthe Tucker act; 
accompanied by a report (No. 3502)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 95) providing for tho 
payment of the claim of John H. Hamlin, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3503)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H, R. 2412) for the relief of William ©. 
Hughes, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13217) for the re- 
lief of William C. Hughes; which was read twice, and, accom ed 
by a report (No. 3504), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12301) to define the 
jurisdiction of the police court of the District of Columbia, reported, as 
a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of . 
the policecourt of the District of Columbia; which was read twice, and, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3505), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12811) to appropriate 
the sum of $3,496.80 to pay the claim of John Wedderburn against the 
United States, accompanied by. a report (No. 3506)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12402) 
for the benefit of General W. I. Landrum, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3507)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
of the House (H. R. 7070) for the relief of Samuel McKee, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3503)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, from the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traflic, reported with amendment the bill of the House 
(EL. R. 6971) to prohibit the manufacture and sale of spirituous and in- 
toxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3509)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse: 

A bill (S. 747) for the relief of J. A. Towle (Report No. 3510); and 

A bill (Š. 671) for the relief of Daniel B. Washburn (Report No. 3511). 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12256) to authorize the exten- 
sion of Massachusetts avenue and the construction of a bridge across 
Rock Creek on Massachusetts avenue extended, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3512)—to the House Calendar, ; 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
orted with amendment the billof the House (H. R. 12275) for the re- 
ief of Charles P, Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, accompanied by a re- 

port (No. 3513)—to the Committec of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1473) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Ingham, accompanied by # report (No. 3514)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, on the bill 
(H. R. 1450) for the relief of William H. Rogers, accompanied by a re- 
port (No, 3515), 

CHANGE. OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, the following change of reference was 
made: : 

A bill (H. R. 10498) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works— 
i Bethea on Claims discharged and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billsand joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 13219) for the procuring of 


1552 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 19, 


a site and erection of a lighthouse and fog-signal at Point No Point, 
Maryland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WI N, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13220) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the building of a dry dock thereonat Port Orchard, 
in the State of Washington, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13221) to provide for 
aterm of the United States circuit and district court at Evanston, 
Wyo,—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGSTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 272) to amend the 
United States Constitution in the matter of aah he the Select Com- 
mittee on the Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in pity ees 

By Mr. GROUT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 273) relating to projec- 
tions upon buildings heretofore erected by authority of the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, ; 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13222) for the 
relief of Henry J. Boatman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Susan 
A. Malone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 13224) granting a pension to Emily 
M. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 13225) for the relief of J. P. 
Murray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13226) for the relief of Margaret Rose, widow of 
William Willey Rose, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13227) to pension Rickard Rutledge, a soldier of 
the Florida Indian war of 1837—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18228) for the relief of Albert Steineke (or Stein- 
igee)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13229) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 13230) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 13231) for the relief of William Walt- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R, 13232) granting apen- 
sion to E. K. Sparks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 13233) granting apension to William 
E. Sutton, late of Company A, Fourth New York Heavy Artillery—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13234) for the relief of 
William Canady—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13235) for the relief of R. E. Fowler—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13236) for the relief of Hugh M. Henson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13237) for the relief of the First Baptist Church 
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13238) for the relief of John W. Peek—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13239) for the relief of Green B. Woodcock, ad- 
ministrator W. R. Boice, of Boyle County, Kentucky—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R, 13240) to grant an 
honorable discharge to Abraham Allen, late major Sixth Missouri State 
Militia Calyary—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 13241) for the relief of Riley 
Moutrey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13242) granting apen- 
sion to Matilda Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13243) granting a pension to 
Margaret Murphy—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Memorial of Board of Trade 
of Meridian, Miss., against passage of Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of John G., W. 
Tompkins and John C. Brown, administrators of Rachel M. Tomp- 
kins, deceased, praying for the reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS (by request): Petition (circulated by the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union) signed by John R. Henderson, Mrs. C. 
M. Boalt, and 30 others, citizens of Palermo, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beyerages—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. BOOTHMAN;: Petition of Perry Alliance, No. 424, of Wood 
County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Cherry Grove Alliance, No, 578, of Jamestown, 
Ohio, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Mark Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 524, De- 
fiance, Ohio, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of W. C. Powell and 21 others, citizens of same place, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the St. Jo Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 255, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. I, Blosser and 79 others, citizens of Williams 
County, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of M. J. Fletcher and16 others, citizens of Wood 
County, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, documents relating to the pension claim of George Garfield, 
late of the Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Kentucky Star Council, No. 3, Order 
United American Mechanics, against pauper and criminal immigra- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition on claim of Lewis Baker, of Warren 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolutions of Sigel Council, No. 259, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Jefterson County, Pennsylvania, favoring leg- 
islation restricting foreign immigration—to the Cammittee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. å 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petitions from citizens of Sioux County, Nebraska, 
asking an appropriation for the purchase of seed grain for drought suf- 
ferers—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of A. C. Bisbee and 10 others, citizens 
of Minnesota, asking passage of the Butterworth option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 23 citizens of Lucas County, Iowa, ask- 
ing passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, asking passage 
of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 230 citizens of the State of lowa, asking passage of 
House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also resolutions of Sand Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1589, Wayne 
County; Prairie Glen Alliance, No. 1620, Fremont County; Grove- 
land Alliance, No. 1527, Clark County; Farmers’ Alliance No, 1773, 
Decatur County; Ray Alliance, Appanoose County, all of the State of 
Towa, asking passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition (circulated by the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by D. S. Badger and Mrs, G. D, Gass and 
1,521 others, citizens of La Cygne, Kans., praying the passage of the bill 
providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the 
social vice—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of Westland Alliance, No. 575, 
of Westland, Morgan County, Ohio, for passage of the antioption bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Morgan County, Ohio, for passage ofsame 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of the Farmers’ and Laborers’ Union, No. 
803, of Bullion, in favor of the farmers’ antioption bill (H. R. 5353)— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Mrs. F. Plumb and M. R. Wilcox and 
14 others, citizens of Hammond, Wis., praying passage of the bill pro- 
viding for the oad oa nM ofa commission on the subject of the so- 
cial yice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Alli- 
ance, Scott County, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Cedar Valley Lodge Alliance, in favor of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Rainbow Lodge Alliance, Muscatine County, 
Towa, in favor of the option bill and the Conger lard bill—tothe Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Green Tree Alliance, Scott County, Towa, in 
favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Scott County (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, in favor 
of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Honey Creek Farmers’ Alliance, Iowa County, 
Towa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Rainbow Lodge Farmers’ Alliance, Muscatina 
County, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Long Grove Farmers’ Alliance, Scott County, 
Towa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committes on Agriculture, 
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Also, resolutions of Cary’s Grove Lodge Farmers’ Alliance, Musca- 
tine County, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Iowa County, Iowa, in favor of the op- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Scott County, Iowa, in favor of the op- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 12 citizens of Scott County, Iowa, in favor of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Marion County, Iowa, in favor of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture: 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa, in favorof 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Muscatine County, Towa, in favor of 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 8 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa, in favor of 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 17 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa, in favor of 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 42 citizens of Scott County, Iowa, in favor of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Toledo Produce Exchange, 
favoring passage of Senate bill 4741, amending section 3117 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the coasting trade of 
the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Victory Alliance, 
No. 1497, Shell Rock, Butler County, Iowa, urging speedy passage of 
House bill 5353, defining options, futures, ete.—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1548, Maple Grove, Black 
Hawk County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. < 

Also, resolutions of Hardin Alliance, No. 1568, Iowa Falls, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions by Jefferson Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1294, Bremer 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to'the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions by Excelsior Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1868, Shell 
Township, Butler County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Alliance No. 1548, Waterloo, Black Hawk County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens of Dumont and vicinity, Butler County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricuiture. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of the same county and State for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 83 citizens of Dubuque County, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of New Hartford, Butler County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Alliance No. 1582, Cantield, Black Hawk County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Butler County, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 22 citizens of Farley, Dubuque County, Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Radcliffe Alliance, No. 1576, Buchanan County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 103 citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 20 citizens of Alden, Hardin County, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sumner Farmers’ Alliance, Rowley, Buchanan 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Farm Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, 
La Salle County, Illinois, in favor of House bill 5353, known as the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of same county and State for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Edwin Smith and others, citizens of La Salle County, 
Tilinois, in favor of House bill 5353, known as the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Theodore Eck, fora pension by special 
act—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition for claim of Willis Coulter, of Hinds 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Latham Brown, of Jefferson County, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Jefferson I. Birdsong, of Harris County, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolutions of the Waubansee Farmers’ Alli- 
ance of Kane County, Illinois, asking passage of House bill 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Urbana Farmers’ Alliance, Monroe 
County, Iowa, in favor of the Conger lard bill and Butterworth option 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of Central Alliance of same county and State in favor 
of Butterworth bill—to Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, recommendation of Dr. Woods Hutchinson, fayoring pension 
of Milton Iserman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 65 citizens of Clay County, Nebraska, 
urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition on claim of Peter Clark, of Washington County, 
West Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jared Chamberlin’s estate—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of James Monroe, of Stafford County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of the Boston Committee of One Hun- 
dred, on immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 21 citizens of Eel River, Allen 
County, Indiana, praying passage of the Conger lard bill (H. R. 11568)— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 2 : 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Columbiana and Ma- 
honing Counties, Ohio, favoring passage of bill defining *'options’’ 
and ‘‘futures’’—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stark County, Ohio, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN; Petition of heirs of Josiah Anthony, deceased, 
of Trousdale County, Tennessee, for reference of hiscase to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowmanact—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, signed by Edward H. Cook, presiding, and Eliza P, Pierce, 
assistant clerk of Vassalborough Monthly Meeting of Friends, of East 
Vassalborough, Me., representing 125 members, praying passage of the 
bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transporta- 
tion ofalcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petition by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed 
by J. Warren Hawkes, assistant clerk of the Winthrop Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends of Manchester, Me., representing 401 members, pray- 
ing passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and- 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, sigued 
by Joseph T. Richardson, clerk presiding, and Sarah E. Shepherd, as- 
sistant clerk of Sidney Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Fairfield, Me., 
representing 60 members, praying passage of the bill to prohibit the 
importation, exportation, and the interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, petition by the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, signed 
by Elwood W. Jones, clerk presiding, and M. E. Phillbrook, assistant 
clerk of Monthly Meeting of Friends, of China, Me., representing 193 
members, praying passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, ex- 
portation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. - 

Also, petition of Margaret Murphy, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: Proof in support of claim of Mary J. Carr, depend- 
ent sister of Richard Carr, Company B, Fortieth Ohio Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Alex. Gove and 12 others, of Tauga- 
noxie, Kans., asking passage of House bill 5353, defining options and 
trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Honey Valley Farmers’ Alliance, of Kansas, in 
favor of passage of House bill 5353, defining options and trusts—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Springdale, Kans., favor- 
ing passage of House bill 5353, defining options and trusts—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sherman Medill and 31 others, of Springdale, Kans., 
asking passage of House bill 5353, defining options and trasts— tothe 
Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Warren Woodson, of Leavenworth County, Kansas, 
asking passage of House bill 5353, defining options and trusts—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of E. A. Belcher, concerning rights es- 
tablished upon Popoff Island—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, protest of McCollam Fishing and Trading Company, against bill 
affecting said island—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens of Union Furnace, Hock- 
ing County, Ohio, in favor of passage of House bill 5353, defining options 
and futures—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance, No, 515, Brown Township, 
Franklin County, Ohio, in favor of passage of same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union) sigued by Mrs. L. J. Horner, S. J. Wright 
and 102 others, citizens of Monon, Ind., praying passage of the Sit 
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providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the 
social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Oliver R. Brown,with other papers, 
to accompany Honse bill 13182, to grant to hima pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Wilson H. Daniel, toaccompany House bill 13183, 
for ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Green B. Parrett, to accompany House bill 13064, 
for his relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Merriman Thompson, for loss of property, $405.80, 
to accompany House bill 13185—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Samuel F, Tenant, with other papers, to accompany 
Sonme bill 13184, to grant him a pension—tothe Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Resolution of the Farmers’ Alliance of Cazenovia, 
m fave the antioption bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. . 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition on claim of Myer B.. Myers, of Sumner 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition on claim of L. W. Deshong, of Carroll County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Patrick McKinna, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of George M. Fisher, of Gibson County; Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Samuel P. Clark, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of B. J, Pulliam, of Obion County, Tennessee, for ref- 
erence of claim for use and occupation of property by military anthor- 
ities during the late war to the Court of Claims under provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Wiley Alliance, Fulton County, Dlinois, in 
favor of the option hiil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same alliance, same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of Harmony Alliance, No. 3, of Fulton 
eony Tllinois, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of the Center Point Farmers’ Alliance, of Knox 
County, Illinois, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Canton Township, Fulton County, Ili- 
nois, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of J. C. Corner and 11 others, citizens 
of Fayette County, Ohio, for passage of the antioption bill (H. R. 
5353}—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Johnstown Alliance, No. 371, demanding passage 
of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. M. Allen and 20 others, citizens of Fayette 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Gardner and 13 others, citizens of Brown 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Red Oak Farmers’ Alliance, of same county and 

“State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Shinkles Ridge Alliance, of same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, ROCKWELL: Petition relative to a bill granting a pension 
to Mary E. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Waltman, for relief—to the 
Committce on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition ofS. D. Groseand 21 others, citizens of Putnam County, 
Ohio, for passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Mrs. Theo. M. Foster, presidert of 
the Woman’s Christion Temperance Union of Oneida County, New 
York, praying passage of Senate bill 4173—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation, 

By Mr. S , of Arizona: Petition of Messrs. Goldman & Co. 
and others, citizens of Phoenix, Ariz., asking that a rebate amendment 
to the tariff bill on tobacco and snuff be passed—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions passed ata meeting of citizens of Prescott, Ariz., 
in favor of the Maricopa subsidy bill—to the Committce on the Ter- 
Titories. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of West Virginia scouts, 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_ By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of citizens of Mason County, Mi- 
nois, protesting against closing the Columbian Exposition at Chicago 
in 1893 on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition on claims of Benjamin F. 
Keyser, of Page County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on elaim of John Fox, sr., of the same county and 
State—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition on claim of George B. Slucher, of the same county and 
State—to the Committec on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Jobn E. Racer, of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, petition on claim of John Sours, of Page County, Virginia, 
asking that his claim for property taken by and for the use of the United 
States Army during the late war be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of section t of the Bowman act—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, petition on claim of Morgan Skelton, of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of John A. Burner, of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition-on claim of Aaron S. Printly, of Virginia—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, 


Also, petition on clainy of Henry Schafer, of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Application for special act in favor of William Canady, soldier of 
war of 1812, of Captain Reeves’s company, Kentucky Militia—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Also, papers in support of bill for relief of Hugh M. Henson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolution of Smithland Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
1253, Iowa, urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, resolution. of Sioux Valley Alliance, No. 1727, Monona County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculturé. 

Also, resolutions of Alliance No. 960, of O’ Brien County, Iowa, pray- 
ing speedy passage of the Butterworth option bill (H.1..5353)—to-the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Riverside Alliance, No. 700, of Sac County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculinre. 

Also, resolutions of Western Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1824, of Ply- 
pa County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Lum Hollow Alliance and taxpayers of Wood- 
bury County, Iowa, forsamemeasure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Logan Center Alliance, No. 1167, of Fda County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Wildwood Alliance, No. 1000, of Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Conimittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Nokomis Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1369, of Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Woodbury County Farmers’ Alliance, Towa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Lakeville Alliance, No. 1748, of Milford, Towa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Diamond Lake Alliance, No. 1419, of Spirit 
Lake, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions. of Harmony Alliance, No. 764, of Clay County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Moville Alliance, No. 1174, of Moville, Wood- 
bury County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of W. R. Brown and 16 others, citizens{of Plymouth 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. L. Mulnix and 18 others, citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agrictilture. 

Also, petition of J. B. Murphy, of Alliance No. 960, and 52 others, 
citizens of Grant Township, O'Brien County, Iowa, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Agricniture. : 

Also, petition of N. H. Kent and 20 others, citizens of Lyon County, 
Towa, forsame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Orville Lee and16 others, citizens of Iowa, forsame 
measuro—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of M. E. Patterson and 13) others, citizens of Towa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. W. Herrick and 18 others, citizens of Okoboji, 
Dickinson County, Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of O. Murphy and 15 others, citizens of Plymouth 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Bush and 17 others, citizens of Lum Hollow 
Alliance, No. 1299, .of Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. es 

Also, petition of E.S.Summersand 19 others, citizens of Ida County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Pred. Weber and 5 others, citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Henning Boock and 50 others, citizens of Ida County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petitionof Robert H., Todd and 50 others, citizens of Ida County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. = 

Also, petition of A. K. Bowers and 10 others, citizens of Buena Vista 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James Heldridge and 11 others, citizens of Dickinson 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George Machesney and 7 others, citizens of Diamond 
Lake Township, Dickinson County, Iowa, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. SWEET: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No, 93, Latah County, 
Idaho, favoring passage of the option bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Bell Alliance, No. 97, of same county and State, 
forsame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Moscow, Idaho, for same measure— 
tothe Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 93, Latah County, Idaho, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of certain other citizens of same county and State, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition and resolutions of citizens of Nez Percé County, Idaho, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Boisé City, Idaho, relative 
to the purchase of bullion at the United States assay office, Boisé City, 
Idaho—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of C. H. Graves and 16 others, citizens 
of Howard County, Iowa, for passage of the antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. F, Beebe and 48 others, citizens of Bethel, Fa- 
yette County, Iowa, in favor of a law to control the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation of 
butter—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Resolution of Farmers’ Alliance of Kins- 
min Ohio, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of John S. Allen and 37 others, citizens of same place 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Joel Cox and 86 others, citizens of Middlefield, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Alliance, Ohio, forsame 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. B. Fritch and 25 others, citizens of same place, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Letters and petition for granting 
an honorable discharge to Abraham Allen, late major Sixth Missouri 
State Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. WIKE: Resolutions of Fieldon Lodge, No. 4855, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Jersey County, Illinois, by its presi- 
dent, Wm. Lawler, and secretary, E. ©. Goodrich, asking passage of 
House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. H. Cook and 34 others. members of Hazel 
Lodge, No. 459, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of William N. Burr, James 
Westcott, J.T. Guinn, and 11 others, citizens of Andrew County, 
Missouri, in favor of early passage-of the farmers’ bill (H. R. 5353) 
against options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition of 14 citizens of Fairfield, 
Spokane County, Washington, relative to options—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Garfield County, Washington, relative 
to options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 47 citizens of Walla Walla County, Washington, 
relative to options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 14 citizens of Spokane County, Washington, relative 
to options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Walla Walla Farmers’ Alliance of Washington, 
relative to options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, Junuary 20, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


ACCOUNTS OF JOHN I. DAVENPORT, 


The VICE PRESIDENT Jaid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury; which was read: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 19,1891. 

Sr; In reply to tho resolution of the Senate of the 17th instant, “That the 
Secretary of the Treasury is directed to send to theSenate copicsof the accounts 
of John I, Dayonport as a commissioner of the circuit court of the United States 
for the southern district of New York for the years 1885, 1837, 1888, 1889, and in 
1890, as the same areon file inany bureanof the ‘Treasury Department,” I have 
the honor to inform you that the First Comptroller reports that it does not ap- 
pear from the records of his ofico that Mr. Davenport rendered any account for 
services as circuit-court commissioner forthe years mentioned in the resolution. 


Respectfully, yours, 
A, B. NETTLETON, 
Acting Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT or THE SENATE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on the table 
temporarily,in the absence ofthe Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
who introduced the resolution, and it will be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Clifford R. Davis and 33 
other citizens of Vigo, Ind., praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE presented the following memorials of citizens of Texas, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lic on the table: 

Memorial of F. Y. Goldsborough and 100 other citizens of Ellis 
County, Texas; 

Memorial of Sigmond Loeb, acting mayor of Dallas, Tex. ; 

Memorial of G. M. Pridgen, D. C. Proctor, and H. Range & Co., of 
Cairo, Tex.; 

Memorial of Charles W. Guild, president of the Board of Trade of 
Dallas, Tex. ; 

Memorial of Martin Wise, Fitzhugh H. D. McDonald, J. G. Dudley, 
and W. Hale, farmers,and Merchants’ Bank and other citizens of Paris, 
Tex, ; 

Memorial of Edward Rason, San Sanger, W. S. Baker, J. W. Mann, 
C. M. Seley, J. S. McLindor, S. W. Slayd, James B. Baker, R. B. Par- 
rott, and many other citizens of Waco, Tex. ; . 

Memorial of Wells Thompson, J. W. Middlebrook, and other citizens 
of Columbus, Tex.; 

Memorial of R. F. Spearman, D. C. Kennedy, and other citizens of 
Celeste, Tex. ; 

Memorial of B. H. Ludlaw, H. Whitmer, and other. citizens of the 
State of Texas; 

Memorial of S. P. Allen, A. H. Bailey, M. H. Goodrich, and other 


citizens of Palestine, Tex.; and 
Memorial of the Houston ex) Cotton Exchange and Board of 
and, president, and D. W. Kidd, 


Trade, signed by William D, Cleve 
secretary. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States engaged in hemp and flax spinning, praying that the tariff tax 
on certain twines be increased; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of W. P. Kelley and 23 other citi- 
zens of Covington, Ky., remonstrating against the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Newport, Ky., 
praying that certain property belonging to the Government be granted 
r that city; which was referred to the Committce on Military Af- 

airs, 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition ofthe Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, signed by W. H. Lippincott, Mrs. Sallie Dyer, and 131 
other citizens of Monon, Ind., praying for the passage of the bill to 
prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate ortation 
of alcoholic beverages; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, 

He also presented the petition of Robert D. Twigg, of New Harmony, 
Ind., praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of C. Chinskiand other citizens 
of Navasota, Ter lech for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following memorials remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of W. B. Dorsey and 51 other citizens of Ellis County, 


Texas; 

Memorial of Charles W. Guild, president of the Board of Trade of 
Dallas, Tex.; and 

Memorial of Mund Loeb, acting mayor of Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. REAGAN also presented the petition of F, Hecht, W. Hecht, and 
other citizens of the Stateof Texas, praying for the passage of the Tor- 
rey bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of nayal veterans of the Gulf Squad- 
ron, praying for the passage of the bill to transfer the revenue-cutter 
service from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Louisiana conference, Methodist 
Episcopal Church, signed by Rey. J. A. Parker, Rev, A. E. Clay, Rev. 
J. T. Sawyer, and Dr. John W. Adams, praying for the adoption of a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit lotteries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of members of Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association Lodge No. 3706, of Douglass County, Illinois, and 
a petition of members of Lodge No. 694, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit As- 
sociation, of Wayne County, Illinois, praying for passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Henry 
County, Illinois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver, the election of United States 
Senators by the direct vote of the people, and for more effectual laws 
against monopolies, trusts, ete.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the following petitions of citizens of Ill- 
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inois, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Petition of William. C. Tyler and other citizens of Rock Island 
County, Illinois; and 

Petition of W. A. Taylor and other citizens of Vermillion County, 
Illinois. 

Mr. FARWELL also presented the memorial of S. T. K, Prime, pro- 
Ee of the Prime’s Crop Bureau and the Prime’s Crop Bulletin, of 

wight, Ill., and a memorial of jobbers and wholesale dealers in gro- 
ceries and provisions, of Chicago, I1., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. f 

He also presented the petition of N. L. Bates, medical director, 
United States Navy, of Mare Island, California, praying for the passage 
ofa bill to increase the pension of Elizabeth Bache Huntington; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 5 lawyers of Forman, N, Dak., 
praying for the passage of thé bill to define and regulate the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Tiffany Alliance, No. 11, of North Dakota; 

Petition of J. B. Christensen and 7 other citizens of Barnes, Barnes 
County, North Dakota; 

Petition of H. R. Shellenberger and 31 other citizens of Benson 
County, North Dakota; and 

Resolutions of Carrington Alliance, No. 72, of Carrington, Foster 
County, North Dakota. > 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. Moopy) presented the following petitions, pray- 
ing for the speedy passage òf the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Petition of Frank Benesch and 18 other citizens of Tyndall, S. Dak. ; 

Resolutions of Daisy Valley Alliance, No. 296, of Tyndall, S. Dak. ; 

Petition of James Petersen and 15 other citizens of North Dakota; 

Petition of Newell Blackmon and 14 othercitizens of Davison County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Fitz C. Phillips and 39 other citizens of Meade County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Grashull Farmers’ Alliance, No. 148, of Grashull, S. 


Dak. ; 

Petition of John Walsh and 11 other citizens of Brooking County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolution of Ethan Alliance, No. 55, of Ethan, Davison County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of H. W. Cramer and 24 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of ©. MeLeane and 39 other citizens of Letche, Sanborn 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Badger Alliance, No. 53, of Davison County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of I. B. Slade and 11 other citizens of Davison County, South 
Dakota. 

Petition of George Chaffin and 14 other citizens of South Dakota; 

Petition of J, H. Miller and 27 other citizens of Warner, Brown 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Wide Awake Alliance, No, 466, of Virginia Town- 
ship, Miner County, South Dakota; 

Petition of H. W. Cramer and 23 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; i 

Resolutions of Riverside Farmers’ Alliance, No. 397, of Putney, 
Brown Connty, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Garfield Alliance, of Douglas County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Peter Goddiskeenand 17 other citizens of Douglas County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of D. R. Minin and 18 other citizens of Wolsey, Beadle 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Charles Gose and 15 other citizens of Wolsey, Beadle 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Wolsey Alliance, No. 413, of Wolsey, S. Dak.; 

Resolutions of Fairview Alliance, No. 43, of Bristol, S. Dak.; and 

Petition of C. T. Branning and 13 other citizens of Kingsley, 5, Dak. 

Mr, CASEY (for Mr. PETTIGREW) presented the following petitions 
of citizens of South Dakota, praying for the speedy passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Brainard Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, 
of Brown County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Jed. Badgley and 12 other citizens of Brainard, Brown 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Oneota Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of 
Brown County, South Dakota; 

Petition of John Henzlik and 7 other citizens of Lyonyille, Brilé 
County, South Dakota; 
oe of Firesteel Alliance, No. 548, of Aurora County, South 

akota; 

Petition of S. W. Peare and 17 other citizens of Aurora County, South 
Dakota; 


Petition of Stephen Jones and 7 other citizens of Roswell, Miner 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Roswell Alliance, No, 511, of Roswell, Miner County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of John Ferguson and 9 other citizens of Edmunds County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of C, G. Bickford and 6 other citizens of Redfield County, 
South Dakota; and 

Resolutions of Redfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 377, of Redfield, S. 
Dak. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of William D, Seyboldt, Mrs. L. A. Valentine, and 52 other 
citizens of Genoa, N. Y.; and 

Petition of Abbie Bathrick Andrews, president, and Mary Jane 
Bills, secretary, of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Perry, 
No X:s Bd yet a 60. members. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Alexander Hamilton Post, 
Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for 
the granting of a suitable pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Pilot Mound Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1409, of Towa; 

Petition of James J. Rooney and 65 other citizens of Dubuque County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Oscar Holstrum and 19 other citizens of Hamilton County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of George B. James and 15 other citizens of Story County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of A. Bowman and 11 other citizens of Linn County, Iowa; 

Petition of E. W. McCorkle and 17 other citizens of Marion County, 


Towa; 

Petition of Ora Vanght and 15 other citizens of Appanoose County, 
Towa; 

Petition of E. P. Lamb and 18 other citizens of Lime Creek, Cerro 
Gordo County, Iowa; 

Petition of J. W., Linton and 17 other citizens of Carroll County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1830, of Agency, Iowa; 

Petition of H. C. Humbert and 16 other citizens of Iowa; 

Petition of F. A. Wood and 51 other citizens of Hardin County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Riverside Alliance, No. 700, of Sac County, Iowa; 

Petition of Orville Lee and 16 other citizens of lowa; 

Resolutions of Lafayette Alliance, No, 628, of Story County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Marion Center Alliance, No. 571, of Hamilton County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Rainbow Alliance, No. 4153, Farmers’ Mutual Bene- 
fit Association, of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Columbia Alliance, No, 1814, of Columbia, Marion 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Kimball Alliance, of Carroll County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Fairview Alliance, No. 1458, of Lime Creek Town- 
ship, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Pleasant View Alliance, No. 779, of Altoona, Polk 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of Aipan Muench and 26 other citizens of Pilot Mound, 
Boone County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Oak Hill Farmers’ Alliance, of Union Township, Car- 
roll County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Alliance No. 1773, of Decatur County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Central Alliance, No. 1304, of Greene County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Locust Grove Alliance, No. 1088, of Iowa; 

Resolutions of Fairview Alliance, of Story County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Defense Alliance, No. 1288, of Greene, Butler County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Emmett Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1649, of 
Estherville, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Sugar Grove Alliance, No. 599, of Jasper County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Boune Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, of Hancock County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Adams Alliance, No. 1320, of Mahaska County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Jasper Township Alliance, No. 525, of Carroll County, 
Towa; $ 

Resolutions of Peoples Farmers’ Alliance, of Peoples Township, Boone 
County, Iowa. 

Resolutions of Shram Alliance, No. 1849, of Taylor County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Moville Alliance, No. 1174, of Moville, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Harrison Center Alliance, of Iowa; 

Resolutions of Howard County Alliance, No. 1809, of Cresco, Howard 
County, Iowa; 

Resolutions of Greenbrier Alliance, No. 1030, of Guthrie County, 
Iowa: 


1891. 


Resolutions of Jefferson Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1294, of Bremer 
County, Iowa; 

É Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Alliance, No. 1761, of Scott County, 
owa; 

Resolutions of Green Tree Alliance, No. 1327, of Iowa; 

: Petition of R. S. Bowers and 19 other citizens of Warren County, 
owa; 

Resolutions of Union Hall Alliance, No. 1834, of Keokuk County, 
Towa; 

Resolutions of Wild Wood Alliance, No. 1000, of Iowa; and 

Petition of W. C. Best and 23 other citizens of Tama, Iowa. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of H. L. Pease, J. Byers, 
Mrs, H. S. Harbagh, and 62 other citizens of Miller, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and in- 
terstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 43 citizens and associations of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of New York, and a peti- 
tion signed by Mary E. Days, president, and Emma B. Shofer, seere- 
tary, of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Pine Bush, N. Y., 
representing 60 members, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
4173, to investigate the subject of social vice; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Pelgrift and other citizens of 
New York City, praying forthe passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lieon the table. 

He also presented the petition of James M. Thompson and 17 other 
citizens of New York, praying for the passage of House bill 892, to 
amend the act to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition signed by Mary C. Ramsdell, 
superintendent, and Laura Woodburn, secretary, of Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of West Wardsborough, Vt., representing 17 
members, praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit the importation, 
exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Roman Haynes, of Murfrees- 
borough, Rutherford County, Tennessee, late private Company E, Seven- 
teenth Regiment, United States Colored Troops, praying for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion, and that he may receive an honorable 
discharge; which was feferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. E. Knight and 14 other citizens 
of Worcester County, Massachusetts, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered: to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of C. T, Crocker and other citizens of 
Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 

e table: 

Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 110, of Co- 
lumbiana, Ohio; x 

Petition of William C. Powell and 22 other members of Alliance 
No. 524, of Marle Township, Defiance County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Ohio Farmers’ Suballiance, No. 519, of Newville, 
Richland County, Ohio; 

Petition of J. C. Ohler and 31 other citizens of Richland County, 


0; 

Resolutions of Maple Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 59, of North 
Louisburgh, Ohio; 
ite of Sherman Roberts and 61 other citizens of Logan County, 

0; 

Petition of A. Ports and 12 other members of Platwood Alliance, 
No. 584, of Union County, Ohio; 

Petition of A. S. Snyder and 127 other citizens of Columbiana and 
Mahoning Counties, Ohio; 

Petition of Simon Moser and 22 other citizens of Wyandotte County, 
Ohio; and 

Petition of John Gurster and 30 other citizens of Henry County, 
Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Kitsap County, Washington, praying that Congress purchase 
the site and make suitable appropriation for the construction of a dry 
dock and naval station at Port Orford, Washington, agreeably to the 
recommendation of the special commission appointed by the President to 
inquireintoand make report concerning that matter. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of New Mexico, which was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 


MEMORIAL. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas there is urgent necessity for the establishment by the Congress of 
the United States of a tribunal to hear and settle the claims arising from dep- 
tions committed by Indians: Therefore, 
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Beit resolved, That your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Torri- 
tory of New Mexico, now in session at Santa Fé, do most éarnestly and re- 
spectfully memorialize your honorable bodies to provide by law for such a tri- 
bunal at an early day; but we most respectfully and earnestly protest ai 
so much of the bill of the House of Representatives, No. 8150, entitled * An act 
eid NA for theadjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian dep- 

ations, "as provides that the court or tribunal proposed to be created by su 
act sit and hold its sessions only in'the city of Washington, believing thatsuch a 
provision wouldcreate a great hardship upon numerous persons in this Territory 
who hold claims that would have to be presented to such court foradjudication, 
and that the necessary expense attendant upon the presentation of such claims 
inthe city of Washington would practically debar them from making'such pres- 
entation and would be to them a denial of justice. 

And further be it resolved, That the clerk of the house is hereby instructed to 
transmit copies of this memorial, through our Delegate in Congress, Hon. AxN- 
TONIO JOSEPH, to the Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of 


the United States, 
WILLIAM BURNS, Speaker. 
FILADELFO BACA, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition signed by Lorila M. Mosher, 
county superintendent, and George Peterson, secretary of St. Croix 
County Teachers’ Association, of St. Croix County, Wisconsin, repre- 
senting 73 members, praying for the passage of the bill dae, Ses 
the appointment of a commission on the subject of social vice; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
forthe passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 

of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of G. M. Clark and 40 other citizens of Richland County, 
Wisconsin; : 

Petition of William W. Crofoot and 20 other citizens of Shawano 
County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Andrew Henning and 21 other citizens of Polk County, 
Wisconsin; 

Petition of Benjamin F, Kauffman and 38 other citizens of Vernon 
County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Hezekiah Shreve and 43 other citizens of Vernon, Wis.; 

Petition of John A. Doyle and 24 other citizens of Stanfold, Barron. 
County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of A. W. Adams and 16 other citizens of Portage County, 
Wisconsin; 

Soe of Rose Lawn Farmers’ Alliance, No. 109, of Rose Lawn, 
is.; 

Resolutions of Greenwood Farmers’ Alliance of Greenwood, Vernon 
County, Wisconsin; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance (Doore), No. 34, of Laketown, Polk 
County, Wisconsin; and 

Petition of Lone Pine Alliance, No. 105, of Portage County, Wis- 
consin. ` 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Smoky Valley Alliance, No. 1230, of Kansas; 

Petition of citizens of Leavenworth County, Kansas; and 

Petition of citizens of Fairfax, Kans. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Citizens’ Committee of 
Emporia, Kans., and 130 citizens of that city, praying for the speedy 
passage of the elections bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Arkansas City, Kans., 
praying for the opening of the Cherokee Outlet for settlement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. x 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Ciub of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., in fayor of the bill establishing a land court in New Mexico; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying fora more liberai appropriation for the 
Indian school at that place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, ` 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of George B. Cragin and other citi- 
zens of Farmington, Me., praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a memorial of the Galveston (Tex, ) Cotton 
Exchange, remonstrating against the passsage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of George 8. Boutwell, John 
S. A. Brackett, John D. Long, Olivet Ames, William Claflin, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Williain Gaston, Alexander H, Rice, George D. Robinson, 
Henry J. Gardner, ten ex-governors of Massachusetts, and William E. 
Russell, the present governor; Nathan Matthews, mayor of Boston, 
Mass.; General William T. Sherman, General Sickles, and Rear-Ad- 
miral D. L. Braine, of New York, and other distinguished citizens of 
the States of New York and Massachusetts, praying that General BANKS 
may be placed on the retired list of the Army. Imove that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented the memorial of Charles Henkel, mayor 
of the city of Pueblo, Colo.; Charles Thompson, county clerk, and 34 
bankers, real-estate agents, and prominent merchants, remonstrating 


1558 


CONGRESSIONAL, RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 20, 


against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lio 
on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie E. Willis, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dill 
(HL. R. 11244) for the relief of Francis T, Dana, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; 

A bill (H. R.9595) for therelief of William L. Hurst, of Wolfe County, 
Kentucky; 7 

A bill (H. R. 5383) for the relief of Charles Duerson; and 

A. bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Bartlett. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ie R. Teste) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell; and 

A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to wliom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ce R. 12793) granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

A bill iS R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 

A bill te R. 6259) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 

A bill (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burnett; 

A bill i R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; 

A bill (H. R.7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King, and 

A bill (H. R. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen. 

Mr, BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally withoutamendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4791) granting a pension to Henry Sisson; 

A bill (H. R. 8259) to graut a pension to Lydia Ziegler; 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen; 

A bill (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as fn 
ərmy nurse; and 
A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased. 

Mr. BLAIR. The last bill reported is similar toa Senate bill favor- 
ably reported and on theCalendar. Ithasnow passed the other House, 
and when the Senate bill is reached on the Calendar I desire the Sec- 
retary to make a note, so that this bill may be taken up and passed 
instead of the Senate bill. 


CENSUS HEARING, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 

rinted 500 copics of the ring before the Select Committee on the Eleventh 

nsus of the House of Representatives on resolution asking for a recount of 
the census in the city of New York, for the use of said committee, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4906) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause an renege and survey to be made of the in- 
terior of the Territory of Alaska; which was ‘read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S, 4907) granting a pension to Alice 
L. Rowland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4908) granting a pension to Eliza Con- 
roy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

o also introduced a bill (S. 4909) for the relief of Richard S. Hol- 
man; which was read twice. by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4910) for the relief of Sallie 
Hardmond; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 4911) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to empower the Secretary of War to permit the establishment, 
under certain conditions, of a horse railway upon and over tho island 
of Rock Island and the bridges erected by the United States connect- 


the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith;’’ which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4912) to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr, SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4913) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 150) to prepare 
an alphabetical subject index of Government publications; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPORT CATTLE INSPECTION. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Yesterday I introduced the bill (S. 4897) to pro- 
vide for the inspection of vessels carrying export cattle from the United 
States to foreign countries, and for other purposes. [was in doubt as 
to the proper reference of the bill, and it was laid upon the table tem- 
porarily. After a conference with the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations it is considered advisable to send the bill to that 
committee, because that committee already has under consideration 
kindred subjects. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN. 


Mr, SPOONER. I present a privileged report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What report is that? 

Mr. SPOONER. I presented the other day g conference report in 
relation to the erection of a public building at Mankato, Minn., which 
was acted upon by the Senate. I found later in the day, or perhaps 
the next day, that in preparing the report the clerk of the committee 
had repeated a clause, making it in that respect not only tautological, 
but unlike the report which had been made to the other House. I 
asked unanimous consent to reconsider the yote by which the report 
was adopted, and asked the leave of the Senate to withdraw the re- 
port, which was granted. Iam now presenting simply the same report 
with that surplusage eliminated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the report be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 1384) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the crection ofn public building thereon nt Mankato, in the State of 
Minnesota, having mot, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreementto the amendment ofthe House, 
and a to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
* one hundred and fifty thousand,” in lines 10 and U, and insert ** ninety thon- 
sand,” and strike out all after the word “dollars,” in line 11, tothe end of the 
bill, and insert: 

* Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals, 

h) posals madéin response to said adyertisoment shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the , who shall then cause the sald proposed 
sites, andsuch others as he-may think proper to designato, to bo examined in 
person by an agentof the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of hisrecommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession Zenuni to the said proposed sites. 

“Tf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint 
a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer, 
of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said 
proposed sites, and such others ns the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall dcem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by allstatements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the precesctngs 
of said agent of tho Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling EIE BITIS 

*“ No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shal! be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 
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“The building shall be unexposed to danger from firo by an open space of at 
w ” 
least 40 fect on each side, including streets and mom oe a 3 
Blanagers onthe part of the Senate. 
8. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the size of the city where this building 
is to be erected? 

Mr, SPOONER. About 9,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iseetheconferees have stricken out “$150,000” 
and inserted ‘‘ $90,000,” 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that $90,000 the limit of the cost or is it only 
an appropriation of a part of the limit of the cost of the building? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not an appropriation at all; it is the maxi- 
mum limit of the cost of the building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Changed from $150,000 to $90,000? 

Mr. SPOONER. From $150,000 to $90,000. 

Mr, COCKRELL. How much is appropriated then? 

Mr. SPOONER. Nothing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Howis theGovernment going to erect the build- 


2 

ir. SPOONER. ‘The bill contains no appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL, How is the building to be erected? 

Mr, SPOONER, It is to be erected from moneys hereafter to be ap- 
propriated, 2 

Mr, COCKRELL. ‘Then the responsibility of making the appro- 
priations for the large number of public buildings provided for is to 
be shifted from the shoulders of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to the Committecon Appropriations, Ipresume. Is there 
a United States court there? 

Mr. SPOONER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At that place? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A district court? 

Mr. SPOONER. A district court. The appropriation ought to be 
a little larger. 

Mr. C RELL. I think the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds ought to assume its share of the responsibility. It has the 
power to place in these bills the appropriations for the construction of 
the public buildings, and it does look to me a little farcical for that 
great committee, which is the means of enacting more bills than any 
other committee, to prescribe a law for the construction of a public 
building, how it shall be constructed, and all about it, and then not 
provide for appropriating a solitary dollar for the work. 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend from Missouri will allow mo to say it, 
there isnota man upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
in the Senate who has not the requisite courage to report to the Senate 
a bill appropriating the money necessary to erect these buildings. I 
will repeat what I have had occasion to repeat at least half a dozen 
times, once, at least, I think, in response to a question by the Senator 
from Missouri, that the Senate committee reported all of these bills 
with an appropriation clause in them, both at the last session and at 
this session, and they passed the Senate with an appropriation clause in 
them; but the other House absolutely refused to agrec, either at the last 
session or at this session, to any bill which contained an appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it because they did not have time to delib- 
sbi consider the propriety of the amount that ought to be appro- 

riated ? 
i Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senator from Missouri ought ta 
ask me why the House of Representatives did or did not do any par- 
ticular thing. Heis a manof very fine fancy, and I think would have 
no difficulty in arriving at a proper conclusion on the subject. The 
fact is that I think there is some very good reason in favor of that 
te There is perhaps something to be said against it. The other 

ouse have appropriated, not all of the money to make up the maxi- 
mum limit in most cases, but what they thought was n for the 
time being, for the purchase of the site at least, leaving further ap- 
propriations to be made thereafter. But all I want to say to the Sen- 
ator is that we were obliged, as has been many times stated here, to 
agree to omit the appropriation clauses or to kill all of these bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has there been any information collated—I men- 
tioned the question some time ago to the chairman of the committee— 
at nena to the aggregate amount called for in all the public-building 
bills? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not the chairman of the committee, but I 
took the liberty in the absence of the chairman the other day, in reply 
to a question ef the same tenor put by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], tosay that that was being done and would be laid before 
the Senate in a day or two. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I must confess some surprise at having 
heard for the first time that the Committee on Appropriations object 
to responsibility. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Committee on Public Buildings, you mean? 

Mr. VEST. No, the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not understand it that way. If the Senator 
will allow me, I did not undertake to defend the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. VEST. I am not referring to anything that was said by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, but to the remarks of my colleague, whose 
remarks seemed toimply that the Committee on Appropriations thought 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ought to take 
charge of the ieee for public buildings. I want to say very 
respectfully, without using the word ‘‘struggle,’’ the question has been 
during my service in the Senate to keep the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from absorbing all the business of the Senate. I say that with 
great respect, but that has been the tendency. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must have been a hard struggle for the Senator 
from Missouri to accomplish that great fight. I have never known 
the Committee on Appropriations—— 

Mr. VEST. I hope my friend will excuse me; I have not accom- 
plished it, nor any part of it. 

a VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri declines to 

ield. : 
x: Mr. VEST, Notatall; I do yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not ask him to yield. 

Mr. VEST. Ido yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want to suggest that it is the first time I 
have observed that the Committee on Appropriationsis especially anx- 
ious to take cognizance of these questions. When they have been 
thrust upon us we do the best we can, and shall do so in the future; 
but as to this particular struggle,it is nota struggle in this body, but 
elsewhere, We have never objected to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds appropriating the money necessary to carry out their 
project, whatever it might be. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator from Missouri does not feel as if 
he had been Jacking in any effort in that direction. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; because I recollect very distinctly, without 
taxing my memory to any very extreme degree—I now use the word 
‘*struggle’’—a struggle in this Chamber some years ago to keep the 
Committee on Appropriations from taking away all the duties of the 
Committee on Commerce and to keep the Senate from giving to that 
committee the functions almost entirely of the Committee on Com- 
merce. I just mention that on the spur of the moment. I think if 
I had time to go back into the record I could show that the tendency— 
I will use another word now—has been for some years in the Senate 
to increase the powers of the Committee on Appropriations. I do not 
complain of it, but I mention it as a historical fact, 

My colleague says that he thinks the great Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds should assume its full share of responsibility 
for these appropriations. Mr. President, although I have been a mem- 
ber of that committee since I “have been a member of the Senate, I 
have never regarded its functions as great. It is about the most disa- 
greeable part of my Senatorial duty. I think that all my colleagues 
on the committee will agree with me. ‘There is certainly no glory in 
the duty imposed npon us as members of that committee, and there is 
a large amount of drudgery and a vast amount of irritation growing 
from the fact that we are unable to comply with all the solicitations 
made to us by our brother Senators for increased appropriations for 
public buildings in their States and for new appropriations. 

The Senator from Wisconsin has stated as emphatically and clearly 
as I could possibly hope to do that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds has repeatedly, session after session and year after 
year, put in all our bills an appropriation for the erection of these ed- 
ifices, and the House of Representatives, since it has been under the 
control of the Republicans, and even before, has just as often struck 
out those appropriations. I have served I am afraid to say upon how 
many conference committees, but I think it would run up into a hun- 
dred, where that was the question in dispute between the two Houses, 
We put in the appropriations and the House conferees refused in every 
instance to permit them to stay in the bill and said that the appro- 
priation must be made in the general appropriation bill, Asa matter 
of course, the result under present pany te would be that these ap- 
propriations would either be at the present session of Congress put ina 
general appropriation bill or the public-building bills we have passed 
would amount to nothing. That would be the effect in the present 
status of affairs. 

Mr. President, permit me to make a general remark about these public 
buildings. It has been repeatedly asked here what is the amount we 
have expended. I can only approximate to itand give my judgment, 
because, as my colleague on the committee [Mr. SPOONER] has stated, 
the estimate is now being accurately made out. My estimate, how- 
ever, from my knowledge as a member of the Joint Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, is that we shall by the bills which 
have already passed both Houses expend two and a quarter millions 
of dollars. That would be the amount if no other bills are passed than 
those which have now been agreed upon by the two Houses. 

Mr. HARRIS. What amount did the Senator state? 

Mr. VEST. . Two and a quarter million dollars, I mean the bills 


1560 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 20, 


which are either passed by one House and pending in the other o1 
which have pan both Houses at this and the last session, because a 
great many bills came over from the last session to this. I mean, of 
course, the bills of this Congress, of last session and this session. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Wedonothear the Senator over here, and Ishould 
like to have him restate the estimate of the aggregate amount of the 
costof public buildings. 

Mr. VEST. Isay the bills which have passed both Houses—I will 
retract what I said as to the bills which have one House, be- 
cause I can not be accurate about them—but the bills which have passed 
both Houses, those coming over from the last session and those passed 
at this session, would be about two and a quarter million dollars, pos- 
sibly more than that, but not a great deal more. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to ask the Senator whether I nn- 
derstood him to say that the aggregate amount of appropriations re- 
quired to complete the buildings will be only two and a quarter mil- 
lions or whether that is the amount already appropriated in the bills 
which have been passed. 
` Mr. VEST. I can not undertake to say about the amounts that are 
necessary to complete them, because there are bills pending now that 
have increased the amount twice and even three times over the original 
sum. I know of one building in the State of California for which we 
appropriated $300,000 as the limit. It was increased to $800,000, and 
then an reap was made to increase it to $2,000,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuppose, if the Senator will allow me, that every 
bill which is passed has a specified amount named in it as the limit 
which the proposed building shall cost, 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr.CULLOM. And the estimate is probably made on that basis? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, every one of these bills. 

Mr. WASHBURN. As no appropriations have been made in these 
bills, it seems to me the figures must apply to the limit fixed in the 
bills themselves, 

Mr. VEST, I did not hear the Senator distinctly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I say itseems to me that the two and a quarter 
millions the Senator refers to must be the aggregate amount provided 
for in the bills, and not the appropriations, because, as I understand 
from the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], there have been no 
appropriations made in the bills. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did notsay that there had been no appropriations 
made, but I said that only part of the amount authorized in each case 
had oe reported and passed in many cases; only enough to purchase 
the site. 

Mr, WASHBURN. As I understand the Senator from Wisconsin, 
the House of Representatives would not agree to make any appropria- 
tions for these buildings, and consequently there is no appropriation 
provided for in this bill. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I said what is true, that the House of Represent- 
atives had refused to agree to make the appropriations in these bills, 
but has agreed to authorize the amount for the construction of a pub- 
lic building in a given case, leaving it with a general appropriation 
bill to supply from time to time the money needed for the purpose. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will not undertake to be entirely ac- 
curate and do not propose to say that I am in regard to this amount. 
I may understate it, but I am certain that the amount is nothing like 
what I have seen stated in different newspapers and have heard in- 
timated upon this floor. $ 
; In this connection, I want to say something about public buildings 
in the District of Columbia. One of the great difficulties which our 
Joint Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—and I want my 
colleague to hear this, as he is on the Committee on Appropriations— 
has heretofore encountered has been the reluctance on the part of 
Congress to make sufficient appropriations for public buildings in the 
District of Columbia. 

Asa matter of course, I shall not reflect upon the intelligence of 
members of the Senate by intimating that they are not as well ac- 
quainted as myself with the increase of the business of the Govern- 
ment and the necessity for additional accommodations for the different 
Departments and bureaus, but I will say, with the greatest respect 
for members of the Senate, that, unless they have had occasion to ex- 
amine this subject as to details, they bave hardly a conception as to 
the necessity which now exists for additional buildings for the govern- 
mental service in this District. 

We haye lately—my venerable colleague on the committee from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] has been chiefly instrumental in the matter, al- 
though he and I served on the subcommittee together—obtained from 
the Treasury Department an official statement of the amount of rent 
the Government is now paying for buildings in this District, and it 
amounts to $183,000 a year. I think that is the amount; I have not 
the statement before me, 

Mr, MORRILL. One hundred and seventy-seven thousand six hun- 
dred and ninety-eight dollars. 

Mr. VEST. One hundred and seventy-seven thousand six hundred 
and ninety-eight dollars. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And after the Ist of next month there will be 
a oaa for the Post-Office Department, making the amount nearly 

000, 


Mr. VEST. That accounts for it. I knew the amount was between 
$182,000 and $183,000. We are absolutely paying that out to-day for 
the occupation of buildings not belonging to the Government, many of 
which are utterly unsuitable for the purposes for which they are being 
used. We are paying, I undertake to say, in this District to-day a ren- 
tal upon buildings here, which if their value was to be computed by 
men acquainted with the value of real estate and structures in this Dis- 
trict, would amount to 15 or 20 per cent., the owners obtaining from 
15 to 20 per cent. upon buildings that they had erected here years ago 
and which are now occupied by the Government. This shows in the 
most distinct form the absolute necessity of the Government conduct- 
ing its business as a business man of ordinary capacity would con- 
duct it, acquiring property and putting up structures now for the use 
of the Government, an investment that would save to us thousands and 
eyen millions of dollars. 

To give a conspicuous illustration of this, without detaining the 
Senate, I wish to call attention to the fact that ten or eleven years ago 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and myself on the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds—and I am very glad to give him 
the larger amount of the credit, for I was simply his adjutant general 
in the matter—succeeded in purchasing for the Government the prop- 
erty which is now covered by the Attorney-General’s Office and the 
vacant lot on the corner, which fronts Lafayette Park. Webought it 
from the Freedman’s Bank at the instance of Senator Bruce, a colored 
Senator from Mississippi, who appealed to the members of the com- 
mittee to make the purchase and give the $250,000 to the colored de- 
positors in that bank, that being all that was left. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Missouri if ho 
can indicate which one of the Departments is paying the largest amount 
of rent? Itseemsto me the more public buildings there are erected 


-the larger the rent account becomes. Within very recent years the 


War, State, and Navy Department building has been completed, and 
of course the people connected with those Departments have gone into 
that building. We have within a very few years put up a Pension 
building, so that all the employés in that bureau have gone into a pub- 
lic building. Ican not, therefore, quite understand why this rent ac- 
count should be so large with this number of public buildings built 
and completed in the last ten years, and I should be very glad if the 
Senator would tell us which of the Departments are paying these enor- 
mous rents. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator will refer to this document which has 
just been printed, Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 44, he will see 
every item of rent of the different bureaus and Departments that are oc- 
cupying these buildings, and I think he will find—I have only glanced 
over it—that the Interior Department is possibly paying the most. 
Here is the recapitulation, which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] calls to my attention: 


RECAPITULATION, 


Navy Department... ý 
Interior Department... 64,510 
Post-Office artment™, 30,400 


Department of Labor...... 
Interstate-Commerce Co: 
District of Columbia.....,........0« 
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*And $5,000additional after February 1, 1891. 


Which would add to the present aggregate of $177,698 $5,000 more, 
making $182,698. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose that a large share of the extra expense of 
the Interior Department for rent is caused by the work of the Census 
Bureau. It has been necessary for that bureau to have a number of 
buildings, I think, for the purpose of that work. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, we are renting a building now for the Census Office 
that will be occupied, I suppose, for the next eighteen months. 

Mr. CULLOM. Are they not occupying more than one? 

Mr. VEST. Ibelieveso. I know of but one. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there are at least three or four. 

Mr. VEST. One is near the Pension Building, across the street 
from it. 

Mr. CULLOM. They have been occupying whatis called the Second 
National Bank Building and some other places in addition. 

Mr. VEST. The Senatoriscorrectaboutthat. We have gota num- 
ber of boards here, the Geological Survey, for instance, and the rent for 
that building, whatis called the Hooe Building, on F street northwest, 
is $10,000. Then the Census Office occupies, I sce here, the Sun Build- 
ing, on F street northwest, at a rent of $1,800; the Intet-Ocean Build- 
ing, on Ninth street northwest, $15,870; the Lincoln Hall building, 
Ninth and D streets northwest, $3,600; the Second National Bank 
Building, on Seventh street northwest, $6,400; the Harrison Building, 
at Third and G streets northwest, $12,500; and the building at the 
corner of Massachusetts avenue and North Capitol street, $4,200, which 
would make $43,010 for the Census Bureau alone. k 

Then we rent for the Interstate-Commerce Commission three floors 
in the Sun Building, on F street northwest, at a rental of $11,480. 
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What I was proceeding to say, however, Mr. President, was that, 
after great opposition in the Senate, the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds succeeded in inducing the Government to purchase. 


the property I have mentioned on that beautiful corner where the At- 
torney-General’s Office is located for $250,000, and it was the best pur- 
chase that the Government ever made of real estate. It conld be sold 
to-day under the hammer for twice the amount we gave for it. Ifthe 
Senate had followed our additional recommendation to purchase the 
property now occupied by Secretary Blaine, so as to make the Govern- 
ment property go back tothe alley in the rear of Pennsylvaniaavenue, 
which is the frontage of the building, we could then have bought that 
property for $75,000, which to-day can not be bought for less than 
$150,000. 

I mention these facts to show that, while the city of Washington is 
in its infancy and the Government is just commencing its phenomenal 
career, we are refusing to conduct our business as a business man with 
ordinary capacity, who had the means to do so, would conduct it, and 
we allow property to go up here year by year and refuse to ayail our- 
selves of the clear opportunities to saye money to the people. 

There is not a Senator here who does not know that we must haye 
more—I am afraid to say how much more—capacity than we now have, 
because no man even in imagination can limit the size of this Govern- 
ment and the amount of its business. We have to-day no storage 
room in the Departments. We are subjecting valuable records to the 
danger of fire because we have tinder in the shape of old paper which 
a spark would ignite and inflict a loss npon the Government of mil- 
lions of dollars, to say nothing of the incaldulable loss of documentary 
evidence. If the Government would conduct its business in the way 
of public buildings in this District on the proper basis, we would buy 
all the property that is available about this Capitol that could be util- 
ized, and in the vicinity of some of the Departments, at the present 
prices, in order to prevent speculators, by the rise in the market that 
is constantly going on in this city, availing themselves of the oppor- 
tunity to make us pay enormous prices. 

We have lately examined personally, and I am glad to haye the op- 
portunity to prepare Senators for the question, and especially my friends 
on the Appropriations Committee, and I was again acting as the adju- 
tant-general of my friend from Vermont—the building in the vicinity 
of this Capitol, called the Maltby building, which has one hundred 
rooms and cost $120,000, which is offered by the lady who owns it, and 
it isall the property, I believe, that she has, for $125,000. Itwould bea 
splendid investment for any individual. With very little change it can 
be made to accommodate three or four of these boards or bureaus. We 
could save by an expenditure of $140,000, or $150,000 at the outside, 
a rental to the Government of $40,000 or $50,000 a year. Any busi- 
ness man will see at once that there ought to be no hesitation in regard 
to an investment of that sort. 7 

We propose to ask at a very early day the Senate to consider this bill, 
and I hope there will be no serious opposition to it. I hope that that 
will be simply an initiatory step towards our inaugurating a new policy 
in regard to public buildings in this District, and that we shall buy 
freely all the real estate which is available for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, and stop this miserablepolicy of a continued struggle between 
political parties as to the amount of appropriations from year to year 
without regard to safe investment and absolute necessity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Lam very glad that the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds has given consideration to the 
question of buildings in the District of Columbia. ‘The Senate may 
remember that the Senate select committee appointed in 1887 to in- 
vestigate the methods of business in the Executive Departments, etc., 
considered the question of public buildings for the various Depart- 
ments. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CILLOM], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] were members of that 
committee with myself. In the report we made we set out the num- 
ber of buildings that are crowded to-day, as they were then, and a 
number of the public buildings are so crowded that the clerks can not 
perform the fall amount of labor they ought to perform, and in many 
cases at that time the number of clerks crowded into certain buildings 

“made the buildings unhealthy. I believe one of the buildings, Marini’s 
Hall, has since been changed, where I think the health of many clerks 
was greatly impaired. 

We need more public buildings in this District for the use of the 
Government legitimately and absolutely. There is the Patent Office, 
which has not two-thirds or even one-half as much room as it needs. 
There is the Land Office, which has not half as much room as it abso- 
lutely needs for the proper disposition of its business and the keeping 
of itsrecordsin anaccessibleform. Thereareothers which arecrowded. 

In regard to the Maltby building, of which my colleague speaks, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the United States Senate has for 
years—I do not know how many times—but two, three, or four times, 
inserted in a general appropriation bill an amount for the purchase of 
what is known as the Butler building, occupied by the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, but we have been unable to secure the purchase of 
that building, and yet we are occupying it and paying arent that 
would be equivalent to double the rate of interest at which the Gov- 
ernment can get money. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is the building south of the Capitol? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, known as the Butler building, 

Mr. ALLISON. Untila few years ago we paid $10,000 a year rent 
for that building. We are now paying $6,000. 

Mr, COCKRELL. We were offered that building for $270,000, I 
think. Was not that the amount? 

Mr. ALLISON. Two hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, 
but that included a large building that we are not paying rentfor now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. We were offered the build- 
ing that we are now paying $6,000 a year rent for and another large 
building for $270,000. 

Mr. ALLISON, And alarge amount of groundin addition suitable 
for a public building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We did the best we could, but we could not 
hold it on the appropriation bill and finally had to yield, and I am 
afraid, if we were to put the purchase money for the Maltby building 
on the proper appropriation bill, it would be met in the same way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the Committee on Appropriations reported favorably last year on the 
purchase of the Maltby building, so that we have someknowledge of 
the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And we had to yield that item in conference. 

The Bureau of Educationis without any building atall. The Land 
Office and the Patent Office are partly housed in the Interior Depart- 
ment building. The Bureau of Education, which belongs to that De- 
partment, has no portion of its existence inside the Interior Depart- 
ment building. The Indian Office, I believe, has now been entirely 
moved from the Interior Department. 

The Geological Survey, which paonez also to that Department, is 
not occupying any of that building, and the Census Office is not occu- 
pying any part of that building. That office may be considered tem- 
porary in one sense of the word, and yet there ought to be some rooms 
in the Interior Department proper where the headquarters of the Cen- 
sus Office could be kept. We need buildings for the Bureau of Edu- 
cation, for the Indian Office, and for the Geological Survey, independent 
of the Interior Department. We need also additional room some- 
where in the Interior Department for the Land Office and for the Pat- 
ent Office. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to another question, and 
that is to the public schools of the Districtof Columbia. Here we find 
several thousand dollars paid out for the rent of buildings for school 
purposes in the District of Columbia. I do not know whether that is 
the fault of the Committee on the District of Columbia or of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Ican testify that the distinguished junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. DAWES] have been very diligent in trying to secure 
the erection of a sufficient number of public-school buildings in the 
District of Columbia to accommodate the pupils; but we have never 
yet been able to secure acquiescence or concurrence in the provisions 
we have made, 

We have had made known to us from year to year that there were 
anywhere from 1,000 to 1,800 school children in the District of Colum- 
bia who were not provided for in any public building we had erected, 
and we had to rent buildings here and there to accommodate them. 

Mr. President, there is another little item to which I am sure the 
attention ofthe Senate has never before been called, and that is that we 
are payingout for the luxury of our District militia the sumof $5,000 in 
one item, $1,500 in another, $900 in another, $1,200in another, $1,000 
in another, $2,400 in another, $1,296 in another, $120 in another, and 
$1,800 in another. These are the amounts which we are paying sim- 
ply for quarters for the District militia. : 

No provision has been made for the District of Columbia and our 
whole governmental machinery for the District is without a public 
building. I hope the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
will take this subject up and report bills to the Senate for the erection 
of public buildings for specific purposes so far as the Departments of 
the Government areconcerned. The Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia should take up the question of providing accommodations for 
the District business and report bills for the erection of public build- 
ings for the use of the District. 

We find it very difficult to secure through the Committee on Appro- 
priations the necessary appropriations for such buildings. We have 
taken jurisdiction of the question of school buildings and we have ap- 
propriated for them from year to year, but, I presume, ifa question of 
order should be raised that we were undertaking on an appropriation 
bill to provide for the erection of a public building for the officers of 
the District of Columbia, the commissioners and others, such anamend- 
ment would be ruled out. We ought to have these buildings. We 
need them, absolutely need them, and it isan extravagance and waste 
not to provide them, and there is no economy in the world in it. 

In regard to the Department of Labor, that belongs to the Interior 
Department, und yet we have no place for it, and it is a permanent 
bureau, and will remain so for 3l time to come, : 

We have the Interstate Commerce Commission, paying for the rent 
of a building, $11,480, which is equivalent to purchasing a building 
which would cost over $300,000, even counting the interest at 3 per 
cent., or nearly $400,000. Some building ought to be provided for 
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that bureau. That is a permanent bureau, and where these bureaus 
are permanent and will continue public buildings ought to be erected 
for them. 


There are some of the offices named in this document that may pass |” 


away in time. Some of the buildings now used for census purposes 
will not be needed hereafter, and the same is true of some of the 
buildings that are used for the office of the Records of the Rebellion. 
It is to be hoped that in process of time we shall get these records pub- 
lished, as no new ones are being made, I believe, and we certainly 
ought to dispose of the old records on hand and have them published. 
Then that office will be done away with and pass out of existence in 
time with some others. 

I simply desire to assure my colleague and the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds that the Committee on Appropriations will 
heartily co-operate with them in securing the necessary public build- 
ings for the absolute necessities of the Government in the District of 
Columbia, and for the District government also. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to say a word to my col- 


league? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Itisabsolutely impossible to secure these appropriations 
unless they are put in a general appropriation bill. We have 
here three times in the Senate, as I distinctly remember, a bill pro- 
viding for a hall of records, which was unanimously reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and unanimously passed 
the Senate, and yet the other co-ordinate branch of Congress refused to 
separately consider that bill or any other bill of that character. 

Mr. COCKRELL, They have adopted that. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I thought they had. 

Mr. VEST. That has never become a law. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that some other 
and more opportune occasion might be taken to discuss the general 
question of public buildings. It isnot germane on this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The report under consideration isa privi- 


leged report. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The conference report now before the Senateis 
on a bill which passed the Senate at the last session of Congress, ap- 
propriating $150,000 to construct a public building inmy own State at 
one of the most important points in that State. It finally came back 
to the Senate cut down to $90,000, which is much less than if should 
have been. The conference report had once been agreed to. It now 
a) that there are some clerical errors which. the Senator from 

isconsin [Mr. SPOONER] desires to haye corrected. It occurs to me, 
therefore, that after all the time which has been expended in discuss- 
ing other questions which have no connection with this report we ought 
now to have immediate action upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


SITE OF GUN FACTORY ON PACIFIC COAST. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MITCHELL, as follows: 

Resolved, es Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 


to the Senate. 
statements of 


ry, and submitted in the nature of information, and as ahowing the com- 


sites sug- 
considered as sui and proper sites for 


such purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call attention to the language of the resolution. 
Do I understand it to say ‘‘petitions?’* 

Mr. MITCHELL. In order to meet the objection made by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] yesterday, I desire to modify the 
resolution by striking ont the word *‘ petitions,” and then inserting 
me the words "and other papers whatsoever,” the words “except 

tions. e 
P The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairunderstood that that was done 
yami: 

Mr, GORMAN. Please state that again. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I propose to modify it that part of the reso- 
lution will then read: 

Copies of all recommendations and statements of boards of trade, chambers 
of commerce, arid other representative commercial bodies, and of all municipal 


corporations, together with copies of all statements, documents, and other pa- 
pers whatsoever, except petitions, 


T ask for the adoption of the resolution as modified. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the modification proposed by the Senator from 
Oregon be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 
Re Curr CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so asto 


Resolved, That‘the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate at his carlicst convenience copies of all reeommendations and 
statements of boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and otber re) tative 
commercial bodies, and of all municipal corporations, together with copies of 
allstatements, documents, and other papers whatsoever, except petitions, atany 
time heretofore presented since the 1st day of October last, etc. 

oe MITCHELL. Ihave modified the resolution so as to read in 
that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, of course I shall not object to this 
resolution, asI would not object to any other resolution asking for infor- 
mation from one of the Departments. It is the rightof any Senator to 
have such information and he ought to have it. But in view of the 
fact that by the appropriation act of a year or two ago we made pro- 
vision for the appointment of a board of eminent officers to examine 
into the question of a site for gun factories on the Pacific coast, in the 
Mississippi Valley, andon the South Atlantic, whose report I have not 
yet seen, though I think they will make a very full and complete state- 
ment, showing the advantages of all these places, as well as Rock 
Island and points on the Sound and San Francisco and those upon the 
Gulf, I suggest to the Senator that they will unquestionably give us 
in the concrete all that is to be said abont it. 

It does seem to me that if wo follow that up witha resolution as 
broad as this, asking for all the arguments of boards of trade and all 
the statements that can be made by commercial bodies and corpora- 
tions, we will naturally, wher we get that information, drift into 
purely local fights in the determination of a question in which the 
whole country is deeply interested. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My answer to that is this: The board have al- 
ready made their report to the Secretary of War, and that report has 
been transmitted to the Senate through the President. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the number of that report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is Senate Executive Document No. 16. The 
duties imposed upon the board were: 

First, to “inquire into the facilities for producing steel forgings for high- 
power guns" at certain designated localities and within the limits of certain 
broad areas of the national territory; second, to inquire as to “the advisability 
of erecting gun factories for finishing and assembling high-power guns, to be 
mounted in fortifications; " third, “*to examine and as to the eapacity 
and cost of erection and equipment of cach of such gun ries,” 

This board report that they have considered themselves limited by 
the existing law in reporting as to the site of a gun factory on the Pa- 
cific coast to Benicia, in the State of California. They felt it their 
duty, however, under the act authorizing their appointment, to con- 
sider the various sites on the Pacific coast to which their attention was 
called; and in that connection they report that they did visit-and ex- 
amine various places on the Pacific coast, that is to say, Tacoma, Se- 
attle, and Port Townsend, on Puget Sonnd; Portland, Astoria, and 
Vancouver, in the northern part of the State of Oregon; San Francisco, 
in the central portion, and San Diego, in the southern portion of Cali- 
fornia. Then in the Gulf States they examined three points, San An- 
tonio, New Orleans, and Mobile, Ala. 

The Secretary of War, in transmitting this report to the President, 
by communication dated December 16 last, says: 

By the terms of the act the commission were restricted in their inquiries as 
to the advisability of erecting a gun factory on the Pacific coast to the Jocation 
at the Beniciaarsenal; while in their inquiries into the facilities for producing 
steel forgings for high-power guns they were unrestricted as to locality. In 
my opinion, if a gun factory is established on that coast — 

And he recommends it very strongly— 


its proper location may depend ely npon ita proximity to or convenience 
of communication with the establishments producing the steel forgings, and 
therefore the location of the gun factory should not be definitely decided until 
the production of the forgings can be settled. 


My point is simply this: That in view of the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War that Congress should not without furtherinformation 


„select the proper point where the steel forgings can be produced, se- 


lect a site for the establishmant of a gun foundry, we ought to have 
all the information on this point presented to the board by various lo- 
ealities, suchas San Francisco, Portland, Astoria, Vancouver and other 
pointson Puget Sound; and that we should have here the evidence, so 
to speak, which was submitted to this board showing the facilities of 
the various points. Thatis all that my resolution calls for. 

Mr.GORMAN. ‘That is precisely what I supposed the Senator from 
Oregon desired to do, but I think that in the form in which he pre- 
sents the resolution it will not accomplish his purpose. I think my- 
self—only haying seen an abstract of the report in the newspapers, not 
haying seen a full copy of the report at all—that the board did con- 
sider themselyes limited in the scope of their inquiry, and the report 
is not full and complete, so that it would be impossible for Congress 
to act-intelligently on the report which was submitted. That I agree 
to. But if you call now only for the documents and the petitions and 
memorials of the boards of trade, practically —— 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Statistics more particularly; that is what I am 
after; statements of fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The statistics will be incomplete, for this reason: 
A few localities present very full statements covering thefactsin their 
immediate vicinity, but others did not take the op ity to do so; 
they supposed that the board itself would inquire into it. So all the 
information you will get under the resolution will be but partial and 
incomplete. 

Now, there is but one way, in my judgement,to proceed. If we in- 
tend to make a thorough and fair examination, we should by a pro- 
yision of Jaw direct that this board shall look into the matter more 
thoroughly; and in order to do that we should give them full and com- 
plete power to ascertain all the facts the Senator suggests. Otherwise 
we shall be at a great disadvantage in considering the matter. 

I have no doubt that we shall he pressed at this very session to make 
some appropriation of money for another gun foundry. Iknow we 
shall be pressed—as my friend from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] also 
knows—to make enormous appropriations for one gun factory. We 
have one at Watervliet, the general idea of the Department being, and 
I think I am perfectly accurate in saying so, to get all the appropria- 
tions now possible; and to make that the only gun factory, under the 
control of the Army, in the country, and to the exclusion eyen of all 
private enterprises. 

Idonot want toobjecttoany information that the Senator from Oregon 
asks for on this or any occasion; but before the resolution passes I de- 
sire to say that when that information comes here it must be partial 
and must be recognized as partial and incomplete. The resolution 
doesnotcoverthecase. In justice to allsections of the country, I think 
the board should be authorized to complete that investigation. 

We have a great factory at Rock Island, and there is a pressure from 
all that section of the country to utilize it. Probably it ought to bo 
utilized, I doubt very much, from what I haye heard, whether the 
people in the vicinity of Rock Island, having already there a Govern- 
ment factory, undertook to supply the information that other localities 
have where they have no Government enterprise whatever. 

Of course in the end I shall not object to the consideration of the 
resolution; but I do trust that our action will take the form of enlarg- 
ing the powers of this board, so as to let the board make to the next 
Congress a full report upon a complete investigation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, this is a very simple matter. 
The resolution simply calls forsuch information as I think every mem- 
ber of the Senate will deem of importance in the consideration of this 
subject when it comes up. Of course it is conclusive of nothing. 
There are various candidates, so to speak, for this site on the Pacific 
coast. Various towns, the town where I reside (Portland, Oregon), 
Vancouver in Washington, and other places on Puget Sound, in the 
State of Washington, and other places in California, and on the 
Pacific coast, went to considerable trouble in gotting statistics and 
facts together showing the facilities at various points for producing 
steel forgings and showing the commercial and military importance 
of respective points, 

Now, that will all be lost; we shall not got the benefit of it, as none 
of those facts or statements are transmitted with the report of the board; 
and alli ask is that they may be sent here for whatever they are worth. 
They are conclusive as to nothing, but they may aid the Senate in con- 
sidering the matter when we come to act upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from Oregon. Ihave read the report to which the Senator has 
referred, and I notice, as the Senator did, that the evidence upon which 
the report is based has not yet been transmitted to Congress. How 
exhaustive that evidence may be [donot know. But I wish to inquire 
of the Senator from Oregon why it is that he limits this showing, 
which he requires to be made additionally, to the Ist day of October. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I simply fix that limit because nothing could 
have been presented to the board or tothe War Department, in connec- 
tion with the duties of the board, prior to that time, from the fact that 
the board was only organized a short time before that date. 

Mr. ALLEN, Upon that point I am not fully informed. It seems 
to me, however, that it should be the object of the inquiry to get all 
the information and data possible, and not to limit it by a specific date. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that, if the Senator thinks 
it advisable. I thought it was better to place a limit. 

Mr, DAWES. Will the Chair have the resolution read? Let us 
see what it is. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as modified. 

Mr, DAWES, I move to amend the resolution by striking out the 
limitation and inserting the words ‘in the possession of the Depart- 
ment at this time.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAWES. And also to extend the resolution so as to cover all 
examinations held by the commission. 

Mr. GORMAN, It does now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It includes all that now. 

Mr. DAWES. It is confined to the Pacific coast. I want it to in- 
elnde all the evidence submitted to the commission in the execution 
of its duties, whatever kind of evidence it may be. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Oregon to allow the resolu- 
tion to go over until to-morrow. My attention was not called to the 
question until this moment. This board was appointed under a clause 
in the fortifications appropriation act of last year, which I think was 
passed some time in August. * 

Mr. MITCHELL. On the 18th of August. 7 

Mr. ALLISON. Theboard was authorized to make an investigation 
in the interior of our country, on the Gulf coast, and on the Pacific 
coast. ‘The board, as I understand it, was not organized until about 
the ist of October. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. About that time. 

Mr. ALLISON, Hereisareport which comesin as Executive Docu- 
ment No. 16, giving an entire statement as respects their doings and 
conduct, I venture to submit to the Senator from Oregon that the 
board have occupied a much shorter time in the examination and in- 
vestigation of this matter than the clause of the appropriation act 
indicated, 

Now, if we are to have brought in here simply petitions of boards 
of trade, commercial bodies, ete., respecting particular localities, that 
seem to have information upon this subject, itseems to me thatitisfore- 
closing this case prematurely, There are a great many people in the 
heart of this continent who believe that it would be Bpa to place a 
gun factory in the interior, in the neighborhood of, or at least in close 
juxtaposition to, the great mineral resources of the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Michigan, where the Government has already expended large 
sums of money. They are not ready, I will say to the Senate, to 
foreclosed on an examination extending from one end of this country 
to the other, beginning in October and ending in December. X 

Mr. MITCHELL. How does the report of the board or how will 
this resolution, if passed, foreclose anybody? 

Mr. ALLISON, I have not had time to examine the report, The 
board haye not, as I understand it, concluded their work. WhatI de- 
sire is that, if they have concluded their work, then some other board 
should take it up and makea further examination, I see a single sen- 
tence in this report which says that they do not deem it advisable to 
erect a gun factory in the heart of the continent, and they give no rea- 
sons therefor, 

Now, Mr. President, this isan important question. We have appro- 
prieted money day by day and year by year for an expensive gun fac- 
tory in the East at what is known as the Watervliet arsenal. Several 
steps have been taken whereby that location has been made in the 
East, and now it is proposed to establish another gun factory. I shall 
not perhaps oppose the establishment of such a factory on the Pacific 
coast, but when we are going into that question in further detail I, for - 
one, want the benefit of the evidence of all engineers, as contemplated 
in the fortifications appropriation act, and nota perfunctory report 
applying only to one section of the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is just precisely what I want, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I think myself that the report is perfunctory and does not 
cover the ground that was contemplated by the act, and for thatreason 
I desire to get certain information. 

Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. MITCHELL). Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I shall let it go over in a moment. Of courseit 
forecloses nobody. I am perfectly willing that all the information 
which can be produced from the interior, from the States of my friends 
from Iowa and Illinois, shall be procured. But, as the Senator from 
Towa desires the resolution to go over, I am willing that it shall be 
passed over. However, I give notice that atan early day I shall call it 


u in. 

Ate CULLOM. Mr. President, I simply. desire to say that I had 
supposed on the first discussion here that this matter pertained entirely 
to the question of locating an arsenal or something of that kind on the 
Pacific coast, and hence I gave no particular attention toit. I have 
not read the report, and I hope the Senator from Oregon will allow the 
resolution to go over until we can see what the report is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam willing that the resolution shall go over 
until to-morrow, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
made. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before it goes over I want to say a word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted to makoa suggestion in connection 
with this resolution before it went over. I wanted to ask the Sen- 
ator from Oregon whether it would not answer his pu just as 
well forthe Senate to consider that for the purpose of establishing agun 
factory on the Pacificcoast every man, woman, and child, every organ- 
ization of any kind there, is in favor of it, and therefore let us treat it 
in that way, and thereby save the printing of a large amount ofen- 
tirely useless matter, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, onc word. Knowing the Senator 
from Kansas as long as I have and knowing his great ability and general 
good common sense, I am simply amazed at any such statementas that. 

Mr. DAWES. As this whole matter will come up in a day or two 
on the fortifications appropriation bill, when it can be debated deliber- 
ately, I hope the resolution will go over. 


Theresolution goes over, objection being 
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The VICE PRESIDENT, The resolution has gone over. 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that if he 
wants to get his resolution up again he had better have it understood 
that it will come up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let ns have the regular order. 
the resolution in due time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Sénate has not voted on a motion to postpone 
the resolution—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order. 

Mr. GORMAN, I desire to suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
as the Senate has not yet voted on the resolution, under the ruling of 
the Chair, if he permits the resolution to go over this morning with- 
out an understanding that itshall come up regularly to-morrow, it will 
go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
order, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘TheSenator from Rhode Island will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That there is no question before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN, This resolution has been before the Senate, and the 
Senate has not yet voted on it nor disposed of it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has gone over. 

Mr. HARRIS. How has it gone over? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the-—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas on the floor addressing the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is ita resolution that came over on objection from 
yesterday ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwassubmitted yesterday; it came over 
from yesterday's session. 

Mr. HARRIS, And was laid before the Senate this morning ? 

i The VICE PRESIDENT. It was laid before the Senate this morn- 
ng. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it is not subject to the objection of a single 
Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is properly before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. And I have the floor upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be disposed of by the Senate in the morn- 
ing hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that there was no 
-objection to the resolution going over. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I was on the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked myself that the resolution go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators will allow the Chair to state his 
understanding, subject, of course, to the pleasure of the Senate. The 
Chair understood that objection was made to the further consideration 
of the resolution, and on the request of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] the Chair announced that the resolution would go over, 
no objection being made to that suggestion. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Chair may not have observed it, but I was on 
the floor addressing the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The announcement of the Chairis a mat- 
ter of no consequence if the Senator states he was on the floor at the 
time, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state to the Senator from Maryland 
that while I occupied the floor, at the request of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] that the resolution should go over, I consented that it 
should go over; and I myself asked that it should go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, I understand perfectly that whén 
a resolution is before this body it can not be disposed of except by a 
yote of the body. We would all respect the request of the Senator 
from Oreyon, but this matter can not be thrown out of the Chamber 
without a vote of this body. When I addressed the Chair (I presume 
the Chair did not see me, and, of course, I accept his statement) I had 
risen for the purpose of saying to the Senator from Oregon that if he 
wanted his resolution pence as I had brought on this discussion 
I felt bound to make the suggestion—and if he permitted the resolu- 
tion to go over until to-morrow, it would go to the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that perfectly well, under the rni- 
ing of the Chair, unless by unanimous consent it can be taken up to- 
morrow. I therefore ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I was about to suggest to the Senator from Oregon, 
and I thought it wasduetohim thatthe suggestionshould be made—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, 
I now ask the unanimous consentof the Senate that the resolution may 
go over until to-morrow, and that instead of going to the Calendar, 
under the ruling of the Chair, it may lie on the table to be called up 
at the conclusion of the rontine morning business to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHELL]? The Chair hears none. 
Is there further morning business? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not understand the request as to the reso- 


Weshali bring up 


I rise to a question of order. Debate is not in 


lution. I wish to ask if that willinterfere with the general rule under 
which we shall go to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands thatit will be his 
duty to again lay the resolution before the Senate, it going over by 
unanimous consent with that understanding. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that a 
report made by myself as a member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia July 18, 1890, to accompany the bill (S. 4119) granting 
therightofway tothe Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through 
the property of the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland, 
be reprinted. My attention, as well as the attention of the com- 
mittee, has been called by the Chief Engineer of the War Department 
to several typographical errors in the original print of the report, and 
they are important errors. So the committee deem it proper that the 
report should be reprinted in order to have those errors corrected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest that, instead of reprinting, the 
order ought to be to withdraw all the copies of the erroneous report 
and then to print it anew. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri, and ask unanimous consent that Report No. 1525 be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and that the same be reprinted in 
a corrected form. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my friend from West Virginia whether 
the request had not better be that the report be recommitted. It can 
then be reported back just so soon as the errors shall have been cor- 
rected; and then it will be printed correctly as the report of the com- 
mittee. Ithink that is the more regular form. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘The original report is absolutely correct, All 
the errors are typographical in the report as it came from the printer. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not interfere further. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The reprint will be from the original report, 
which is correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be reprinted if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The incorrect report will be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made, Is there fur- 
ther morning business? If there be no further morning business the 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr, ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by me on the 29th of December, 1890, 
Order of Business No. 35 upon the Calendar of Resolutions, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BERRY. Let the motion be restated. It could not be heard 
on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Rhode Island re- 
state his motion ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution submitted by me on the 29th of December, 1890, being Order of 
Business No. 35 on the Calendar of Resolutions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read for information, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH 
December 29, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved, That for tho remainder of this session the rules of the Senate be 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“ When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been under consider- 
ation for a reasonable time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall be 
made, Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 

uestion shall forthwith be taken thereon without dobate. If the Senate shall 
decide to close debate on any Dill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take Urecedarios of all other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, if any, then pending, and upon the measure in 
ita successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but without further 
debate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be permitted to speak 
upon the measure, including all amendments, not more than once and not ex- 
ceeding thirty minutes, 

* After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but to adjourn or to take a recess, when such motions 
shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said motions 
shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in order to 
renew the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending meas- 
ure or one vote upon the same shall have intervened. 

“Pending pereon under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect ofa 
quorum shall be in order until it shall have appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

“Pending proceedings under the fo: ing rule all questions of order, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or p ngs of any kind shall be in order. 

“For the fo: ing nese a ses the following rules, namely, VII WIE 
IX, X, XII, XIX, XXII, XXVI, VIII, XXXV, and XL, are modified. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion ofthe Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
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of the resolution which has just been read. [Putting the question. ] 
The ayes appear to have it; the ayes have it, and the motion isagreed 
to. 


o. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of order. 
Mr. HARRIS. Rule XL provides that— 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
or mere proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose 
thereof, 


The Senator from Rhode Island introduced on one day a precise and 
literal copy of the pending resolution, and on a subsequent day intro- 
duced the pending resolution, the two I believe being literal copies of 
each other. The resolution, or at least the notice required, does not 
call attention to the part of any rule that is proposed to be modified, 
or amended, or suspended, but it simply presents the resolution, leav- 
ing the Chair and every Senator to find out for themselves what par- 
ticular part of the rules it is that he specifies as rules to be modified 
or suspended. I do not think the resolution—— £ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask whether debate is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not propose to debate, but I propose to state 
my point of order. Ido not think the notice served by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is sufficiently specific in that regard, 

But there are other points that I think so absolutely and so clearly 
fatal to the notice that the Senator from Rhode Island will himself 
yield to them. The rules that the Senator gives notice he pro to 
modify, suspend, or amend are VII, VIIT, IX, X, XII, XIX, XXII, 
XXVI,XXVUI,XXXV,and XL. Now, I wantto call the attention 
of the Chair and the Senator from Rhode Island to line 29— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I shall not object to this discussion 
provided it is understood that a similar privilege is to be extended to 
me or to some Senator on this side. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall certainly not object to the Senator’s being 
heard, but I protest that I am stating the point of order that I raised 
and that I am not debating. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I do not think the Senator is stating a point of or- 
der. I think he is debating a point of order, 

Mr. HARRIS, Iam reading the rule and calling attention to pro- 
visions of it. I shall certainly not object to the Senator’s being heard 

` to any extent he may desire to be heard. 

Now, Mr. President, I call attention to line 29 of the proposed rule: 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until itshall haye appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

In this connection I call attention to Rule V, which is not one of the 
rules specified in the notice of the Senator to be amended, or modified, 
or abrogated. The second clause of Rule V provides that— 

If, atany time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the re- 
sult, and these proceedings shall be without debate. 

The-rule proposed abrogates the second clause of Rule V iu express 
terms, because it declares that there shall be no proceeding in respect 
ofa quorum until the absence of a quorum is developed by a division 
of the Senate or a vote upon the yeas and nays. 

Then, Rule XX is not specified in the notice of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as a rule to be amended, or modified, or abrogated; and 
yet, beginning inline 33 of his pentling resolution, you will find the 
following language: 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule artes of order, whether 


upon appeal or otherwise, shall be ed without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or proceeding of any kind shall be in order. 


But all appeals are to be decided without debate under the proposed 
rule. Now, when I have read Rule XX I shall have stated my point 


of order: 
RULE XX, 


A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings except when 
the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senate, shall be decided by 
the Presiding Officer without debate, subject to an appeal to the Senate; when 
an appeal is taken any subsequent question of order, which may arise before 
ried ecision of such appeal, shall be decided by the Presiding Officer without 

ebate, 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. It will be seen that the proposed rule radically 
changes Rule XX. Thatis my point of order, that the notice does not 
specify Rule V or Rule XX as rules to be modified, or amended, or 
abrogated; and Rule XL expressly requires that they shall be specified 
in the notice. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated by title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supple- 
ment the election laws of the United States, and to provide for the 
more efficient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution which has just been before the Senate. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am entitled to the floor; Iam on 


the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi —— 
e floor by the 


Mr. GEORGE. I do nòt think I can be taken from 
action of any Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Mississippi as being entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Vermont will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order is that this being a question of 
privilege about the rules of the Senate it supersedes all other business. 
I do not insist upon it, because I am perfectly willing that the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi shall'goon, but I do not wish this to be taken into 
a precedent—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam on the floor and the Senator can not take me 

ff 


off. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish this to be taken into a precedent 
that on the admission of a Senator or disorder in the Senate Chamber, 
or any other matter of that kind, there is to be overthrown all the or- 
dinary Calendar of business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Ishould want it understood that 
we do not yield the point made by the Senator from Vermont that this 
is a question of privilege at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand —— 

Mr. GEORGE. I decline to yield to anybody now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from en I 
declines to yield to me for the purpose of making the motion which I 
have indicated ? 

Mr, GEORGE. Yes, sir; I decline to yield to anybody. I ama 
yielding man; I have yielded until I am nearly out of court, and I pro- 
pose now, being on my feet, to cerry the floor until I get through 
with what I have to say, and I say that with the greatest respect for 
my friend, the Senator from Rhode Island. 

UNITED STATES ELECTIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election 
laws of the United States and to provide for the more efficient enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the exodus been completed, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chaircan not hear the Senator, there 
is so much confusion in the Chamber, 

Mr. GEORGE. I inquired if the exodus had been completed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Business will be suspended until order 
hasbeen restored. [A pause.] The Senator from Mississippi will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yon may ask it. 

Mr. FRYE. He kindly gave this side time to retire. 
ing to extend his courtesy to his own side later? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. They do not make so much noise over 
here in retiring; they go out one by one. 

Mr. FRYE. Yesterday I was sitting in my seat with four on the 
other side. 

Mr. GEORGE. After having listened to the witticism of the Sena- 
tor from Maine, I suppose now that the Senate can compose its mind 
to a consideration of the very great and important questions to which 
it is my privilege to call its attention. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will pro- 


Is he not go- 


ceed. 
Mr. GEORGE continued his speech, and after having spoken for three 


ho 

Mr BUTLER said: Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, BUTLER. I want to get the provision of law, if I can lay my 
eee on it, which provides for the election of members of Congress. 

A pause. 
Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from South Carolina desire to ask 
me a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. I merely want to get permission to present 
this view of the case before the Senator takes his seat, that is to say, 
to read the election law as it now is in order to show one reason why 
there is no need for the passage of the pending bill, if the Senator will 
permit me to interrupt him. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have very little more to say anyhow, and I will 
say it after awhile. I am willing to be interrupted; I am alittletired 
now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, by the permission of the Senator 
from Mississippi, I ask to have read chapter 2 and chapter 3 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. The Clerk will please begin to 
read at chapter 2, é 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
CHAPTER 2. 
APPORTIONMENT AXD ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Sec. 20, After the 3d day of March, 1873, the House of Representatives shall 

~ composed of 293 members, to be apportioncd among the several States ns fol- 
“Maino, 5: New Hampshire, 3; Vermont,3; Massachusetts, 1l; Rhode Island, 
2; Connecticut, 4; New York, 33— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what the Secretary is engaged 
in reading, Ido not understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have tried to get hold of the chapterof the Re- 
vised Statutes which regulates the election of members of Congress. I 
believe it is the next chapter or the next section. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator desire to have read a listof the forty- 
four States with the number of Representatives allowed? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; Ido not care about having that read. I 
think it is the section following that I want read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Srv. 21. Whenever a new State is admitted to the Union, the Representatives 
assigned toit shall be in addition to the number 292. 

Sec, 22. Should any State deny or abridge the right of any of the male inhab- 
itants thereof, pani twenty-one yearsof age and citizensof tho United States, 
to vote at any election named in the amendment to the Constitution, Article 

XIV, section 2, except for participation in the rebellion or other crime, the num- 
ber of Representatives apportioned to such State shall be reduced in the propor- 
tion which the number ofsuch male citizensshall haye to the whole number of 
male citizens twent}-one years of in such State. 

Sec. 23. In cach State entitled under this apportionment to more than one 
Representative, the number to which such State may be entitled in the Forty- 
third and each subsequent Co shall be elected by districts composed of 
contiguous territory, and con ing as nearly as practicable an equal number 
ofinhabitants, and equal in number to the number of Representatives to which 
such States may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing more than one 
Representative; but in the election of Representatives to the Forty-third Con- 

in any State to which an increased number of Representatives is given by 

is apportionment, the additional Representative or Representatives may be 

elected by the State at and the other Representatives by the districts as 

now prescribed by law, unless the Legislature of the State shall otherwise pro- 
vide Perera the time fixed by law for the election of Representatives therein. 

SKO, 24. On the first Wednesday in September, in the year 1874, there shall be 
elected in each Congressional district in the State of fornia one Representa- 
tive to represent said Stato in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not ask the Secretary toread further. What 
I want now te get hold of is the section which relates to the appoint- 
ment of sup: ts, if the Secretary will hand me the book, 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senatorfrom South Carolina wishes to havo 
that provision read and if the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
is through with his argument, I should like to take the floor upon this 
bill. As I propose to discuss that matter, I can have that provision 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We on this side ofthe Chamber can not hear the 
Senator from Alabama at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said I would take the floorupon the pending bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I object to that. 

The VICE PRESID. . ‘The Chair has'the name of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] next on the list. 

Mr. MORGAN, How is that, Mr. President? - 

Mr. HOAR, ‘The Senator from Mississippi has not yielded the 
floor. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. DoI understand that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has yielded the floor? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no, sir; I have the floor yet. Ihave been so 
much in the habit of having the floor of late that I may not know how 
to yield it. 

‘Mr. HOAR. Then let the Senator from Mississippi go on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, I do not wish to violate any usage 
of the Senate in claiming the floor, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not understand how one Senator can take the 
floor before another Senator concludes, 

Mr. MORGAN. But at the same time I understand that it isa vio- 
lation of the rule of the Senate, when a Senator rises and is recognized 
by the Chair, or if the Chair first sees him he is bound to recognize 
him, to make an agreement beforehand to parcel ont the floor to one 
Senator or another. 

Mr, SHERMAN, Ishonld like to say that a Senator can hardly ar- 
range to 1 out the floor either. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam entitled to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. In order that the Senator from Alabama may not 
have the trouble of looking up this chapter, as I have it before me, I 
will read it. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the Senator from Mississippi yielding to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

7 Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has no right to object. I have the 
oor, 
ote HOAR. I have a right to object, and I rise to a question of 
order. 


Mr. BUTLER. Ihave the floor by the permission of the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. TI call the Senator from Massachusetts to order, 

Mr. PONE I will state my question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachiusatts will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is that under the usages of the Sen- 
ate one Senator has not aright to hold the floor and yield itto another 
except by unanimous consent, and I object. Otherwise a Senator 
might hold the floor for a session, and it has been settled again and 


again. 

Mr. BUTLER. If I am not very much mistaken, I saw the Seng- 
tor from Massachusetts do that very thing the other day. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts himself has set the 
example of yielding the floor to another Senator; and he now calls me 
to order when I propose to proceed by the permission of the Senator 
from Mississippi, who has the floor and who is entitled to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Regular order. I demand the enforcement of the 


rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Mississippi is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iunderstand that, sir; and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He can notyicld it to anybody. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Chair recognized me. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the situation? 

Mr. KENNA. I should like to suggest a point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Am I on the floor or off of it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. KENNA, I desire tomake a suggestion of fact. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] yielded the floor to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] ten minutes ago, and the Senator from 
South Carolina has occupied the floor at least that length oftime, and 
had matter read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That was only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KENNA. But it has been in progress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. An objection was raised. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator from Vermont to order, 
no right to keep his seat while engaged in debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Being called to order, as I am, according to the 
rule I sit down, as I hope the Senator from South Carolina will do 
when he is called to order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rose to a point of order. 
down; I was not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The rule requires that when a Senator is called 
to order he shall sit down. I have obeyed the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Butthe Senator from Vermont had violated the rule 
before he got up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TI obeyed it after I got up. 

Mr. BUTLER, Hoeis obeying it now by engaging in debate from his 
seat! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Being called to order, I can not proceed. 

et BUTLER. Then I submit that the Senator ought to remain 
silen 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
from Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLE Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to read 
a few sections from the Revised Statutes? Will he do so or will he per- 
mit me to do so for him? 

Mr. GEORGE. If it is agreeable to the gentlemen who control the 
Senate; I do not want to be guilty of anything like treason, but I will 
do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will rah then, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Prosident, I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, The Senator from 
Massachusetts has raised a point of order, 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like the Chair to decide that point of order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like tocall the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to what occurred the other day, and, ashe is a fine 
parliamentarian, I assume that it was correctly done. 

He rose, when the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN] had the 
floor, and, when asked by the Senator from Maryland whether he de- 
sired to Diores with his remarks, he said yes. The Senator from 
Maryland withdrew all objection at that time to his proceeding; he was 

ized by the Chair, and immediately the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts turned around to the Senator from New York [Mr.H1scock], 
and turned the floor over to him. That was certainly done in the 
presence of the Senate, and he was exercising his right to turn over 
the floor, which he had obtained, to the Senator from New York, who 
proceeded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, the situation is just this, as I under- 
stand it: The Senator from Mississippi has the floor. I rose and re- 
quested that Senator to yield the floor to me for the purpose of inter- 


He has 


The Senator was sitting 
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jecting some matter into his speech which I thought would oe 
strony, powerful, and eloquent as it has been. TheSenator from Mis- 
sissippi yielded to me for that purpose; I was recognized by the Chair 
for that purpose; and, as was suggested, I occupied the floor forsome 
time, the Secretary reading instead of myself. Now, when I propose 
to proceed, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] objects and 
makes a point of order. Ishould like the Chair to decide that point 
of order. Of course, I shall bow to the decision of the Chair, but I 
want the Chair to decide the point of order made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to wit: that one Senator occupying the floor has no right 
to yield it to another for any purpose. 

Mr, CULLOM. Except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. For any purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the point of order haying been 
made, it is the duty of the Senator from South Carolina to take his seat 
and allow the Chair to decide it. That is clearly the rule of the Sen- 
ate expressly prescribed; and I hope there will be no violation of the 
rule. in this matter.. The Senator can take his seat and then the 
Chair can decide the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is quite unnecessary for the Senator from Ohio to 
administer that lecture to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Tinsist upon the enforcement of the rule, if the 
Senator speaks in that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order made by the Senator from Ohio is well taken and that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina should resume his seat until the point of order 
is decided by the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well, sir; I want that settled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that a Sena- 
tor entitled to the floorcan not transfer that right indefinitely to any 
other Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis not tho point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He might transferit for a question or by 
courtesy of the Senate or by unanimous consent; but otherwisea Sena- 
tor on the floor might parcel out the entire time of the session in that 
way to one Senator after another, The Senator from Mississippi isen- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE resumed the floor; and after having spoken for three- 

uarters of an hour, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir, to make a motion or something of that 


sort. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task the Senator to yield to me to make amotion 
to take up the resolution offered by meon the 29th of December, which 
was pending at the close of the morning hour this morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. How is that? u 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to yield to me to make a motion 
to take up the resolution submitted by me in regard to the rules on the 
29th of December, and which was under consideration this morning 
during the morning hour. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the cléture rule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE, Yes, I believe I will do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE, By the way, before you do thatI should like to know 
what becomes of my right to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is disposed of, I should be very glad to 
know what becomes of the point of order ruled on by the Chair, by 
which it was decided that one Senator may not interrupt another, 
seems to me under that ruling the Senator from Rhode Island is outof 


order, 

a ALDRICH. Ihave asked the Senator from Mississippi to yield 
the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. TI object, Mr. President, 

Mr. GEORGE, Oh, no; donotobject. Iam pretty nearly worn out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright; go ahead. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the objection; but I should be very glad 
Sh pele the Senator from Rhode Island explain how itis he interrupts 
a Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He asks leave and asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Here is the point I want to have settled —— 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator did not. 

Mr. GEORGE. We are all good friends here. I want this point 
settled. IfI give up to thecléture rule and they pass that, then they 
would give me the floorafterwards? I want to knew whether I would 
be exempt from the rule or whether I would be under it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That we.can not tell. 

Mr. GEORGE. If you can give a dispensation now by which I am 
not to be governed by the rule in case you pass it during my time, then 
I on like to surrender the floor; [ should be very anxious to sur- 
render it. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. GEORGE). Take your chances on that, 


It} % 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that there is any motion be- 
fore the Senate, T fried to muke one and the Senator from South 
Carolina objected. 

Mr. GEORGE (to Mr. ALDRICH). Makeyour motion now; yield. 
a Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not try again until the. Senator yields the 

oor. ` 

Mr. GEORGE. Iget fresh as I goalong, understand, 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
the Senator from Mississippi yielded the floor to him, 

Mr. GEORGE. Idid. | 

Mr. HARRIS. And thereupon the Senator from South Carolina ob- 
jected, and immediately afterwards withdrew the objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thope nobody will act now upon the idea that I 
want to rest, or that Iam going to stop reading, or anything of that 
sort, because it isa great pleasure to me to enlighten the Senate upon 
the important matters that Iam now reading. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator yield the floor to me for the pur- 
pose indicated? < 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; I do, with great pleasure. 


(Mr. GEORGE'S entire speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 


LOMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move the consideration of the resolution indi- 
cated by me. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to know what is the proposition now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will theSenator from Rhode Island state 
his motion. again? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by me on the 29th of December and 
which was under consideration during the morning hour this morning, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. [Putting the question, ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have addressed the Chair five or 
six times, and the Chair I think saw me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task that the resolution be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator restate his request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the resolution be laid before the Senate, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am not admitting anything. I 
am on my feet, addressing the Chair respectfully, and I donot propose 
to be overslaughed in this way. 

Mr. GEORGE. Tam off the floor now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know whether there is—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Irise toaquestion of order. I ask that the reso- 
lution he laid before the Senate in accordance with the vote of the 
Senate. My motion has already been adopted, I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to know whcther there is any agreement of 
the Senate about that. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the title beread. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Arpricit 
December 29, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of the Senate be 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

* When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been under consider- 
ation for a reasonable time it shall bo in ordor for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall be 
made. Ifsuch domand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
nestion shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. 

“If the Senate shall decide to close debate on an 
uestion, the measure shall take precedence of all o 
the question shall be put upon t. 
the measure in its successive 
without further debate, except 


bill, resolution, or other 
cr business whatever, and 
amendments, ifany thon pending, and upon 

according to the rules of the Senate, but 
at oyery Senator who may desire shall be 
permitted to speak upon the measure, including oll amendments, not more 
than once, and not exceeding thirty minutes, 

“Afterthe Senate shall have decided to close debate as horein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but a motion to adjourn orto take a recess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate, When either of said 
motions shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not bein 
order to renow the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending 
Siren oe onè vote upon ber spew Dent A hd nan Yoana as 5 

“ Pending proceedings under the forgo: eno proceeding in respect of a 
quorum alialt be in order until it shall Have appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

“ Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule all questions of order, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or proceedingsof any kind shall be in order. 

“For the foregoing stated purposes the following rules, namely, VII, VEL, 
IX, X XT, XIX, XXII, XXVII, XXVI, XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 


Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. MORGAN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Islandis recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN, TI rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Alabama—— ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the motion I made was adopted? 

Mr. RANSOM. The Chair could not have declared it so. 


1568 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Str. MORGAN. Irise toa question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iriseto a question of order, Mr, President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. My point-of order is this—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island will please take his 
seat while the point of order is being decided. 

Mr. MORGAN. My point of order is this: The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] had the floor. He yielded it under some ar- 
rangement that has not yet been a tee to the Senate. I have sev- 
eral times inquired very respectfully to know what that was, and I 
now fully ask the Chair whether the Senator from Mississippi 
has yielded the floor absolutely or upon some agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: TheChair has no knowledge of any agree- 
ment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit that that is not a point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is a point of order, because if there is any agree- 
ment about it I want to object to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No agreement has been made. The Senator from 
Mississippi yielded the floor and I made the motion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand the 
situation to be just this: The Senator from AA S had the floor 
and was addressing the Senate on the bill known as the election bill; 
and before he had concluded his remarks he yielded to the Senator 
from Rhode Island for the purpose of making a motion. Now, what 
the rights of the Senator from Mississippi may be is a question which 
will arise hereafter, in case we resume the consideration of the election 
bill, and is not a question which can be decided now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly, 

Mr, MORGAN, That is true; but my rights depend on whether 
there was an agreement between the Senator from Mississippi and the 
ania from Rhode Island that he was to resume the floor after this 
motion. 

Mr, ALDRICH. 
concerned. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hasno knowledge of any agree- 


ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely addressed the Chair in good faith and in 
a polite way, and I propose to do so hereafter, and I propose when I do 
that something shall be done abont it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the resolution—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What is the pending question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I wish to ask. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘That resolution being pending, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolution was taken up this morn- 


There has been no agreement at all, so far asIam 


Mr. RANSOM. May I ask a question ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. RANSOM. May I ask a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does theSenatorfrom Rhode Island with- 
draw his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I donot. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 21, 1891, 
at 10 o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 20, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk proceeded to read-the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 


y. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that the 
Clerk is not reading the entire Journal. There was a roll-call as I 
recollect on the motion for the previous question. If I am not mis- 
taken there was also a roll-call on the question of the approval of the 
Journal. I ask if the Clerk has read the entire Journal? 

The SPEAKER. It is not customary to read the roll-calls, as they 
appear in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAND, But it is necessary to record on the Journal the 
pies of members who yoted on these several propositions on yester- 

ay. 


TheSPEAKER. They are so recorded, but it has not been cus- 
tomary to read the names. 

Mr. BLAND. It is customary whenever it has been demanded that 
they shall be read. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
ing of the names? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido demand the reading of the entire Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of those votingon 
the several propositions, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the Journal be approved. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And on that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to call attention to the fact that the whole 
Journal has not been read. 


Does the gentleman demand the read- 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio moves for the previous 
question—— 
Mr. BLAND. I find a number of resolutions, petitions, and other 


papers, as well as reports of bills, joint resolutions, private bills, and 
other matters which are included in and form a part of the Journal. 
They have not been read. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the entire Journal 
has been read. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Isitnotthe duty 
of the Clerk to journalize all the proceedings I have named? Do they 
not appearin the Journal—reports of committees, petitions, and so on? 

The SPEAKER. They do form a part of the Journal. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that they be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under therule, Mr. Speaker, 
they are required to be incorporated in the Journal, and on a former 
occasion the Speaker ruled that they had to be read when the reading 
was demanded. At the last session of Congress the Speaker ruled that 
they must be read when the reading was called for., I demanded the 
reading then, and it was in response to my demand that the order was 
made, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the entire Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

During the reading of the petitions, 

Mr. BLAND said: The Clerk is not reading the entire Journal, I 
have noticed that he has skipped one-half of the last paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that that was an ac- 
cidental omission. The entire Journal will be read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approyal of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. $ 

Mr. MILLS. Idemand adivision. 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
The gentleman demands a division. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
now to be taken on the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER, No; on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Ohio moved the previous ques- 
tion and the Chair recognized him for that motion. 

The SPEAKER. That isan entire mistake. That was before the 
reading of the Journal was concluded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman has made no motion since 
that time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ivwillstate, Mr. Speaker, that presuming the read- 
ing of the Journal was concluded I did rise in my place and demand 
the previous question on the approval of the Journal. It was then 
stated by the gentleman on the other side that the reading of the Jour- 
nal was not completed, and on his demand the introduction of bills, re- 
ports of committees, petitions, and other such matters were read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman did not rise after the Journal was 
Led and the only question now is on the approval of the Jour- 
nal. 
Mr. MILLS. Then I demand the right of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise to debate this question. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to submit the question. 

Mr. MILLS. The Speaker must not practice a fraud on the House. 
[Cries of ‘‘Regular order!” on the Republican side and applause on 
the Democratic side.] The Chair knows very well that the question 
before the House was on the oo question; and I demand the right 
todebate this proposition. You are perpetrating a fraud on the House, 
and you know it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 122 and the nays 
are 3. 

Mr. MILLS and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MI That was sharp practice on your part, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 


The question is on the previous 


Is the question not 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 103, not 
voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—Hi. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa 
Adams, Craig, Langston, Reilly, 
Allen, Mich. Oulbertson, Pa. Laws, Reyburn, 
Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Dalzell, nd, Rowell. 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lodge, * Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dingley, Mason, Scull, 
Baker, Dolliver, McComas, Sherman, 
Banks, Dorsey, McCord, Simonds, 
Bartine, Evans, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. 
yne, Farquhar, MoKenna, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Featherston, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Belden, Finley, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Flick, Miller, Stivers, 
Bergen Flood, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Boothman, Flower, Moore, N. Struble, 
Boutelle, Frank, Morey, Sweet, 
Brewer, Funston, Morrill, Taylor, E.B. 
Brosius, Gear, Morrow, Taylor, I. 
Brower, Gest, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Greenhalge, Mudd, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Burrows, Grout, Nute, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Hall, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Caldwell Haugen, Osborne, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Jays, E.R. Owen, Ind. Waddill, 
Cannon, Hermann, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
Carter, Hill, — Payne, Walker, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Payson, Wallace, Mass. 
Oheadle, elley, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Kerr, lowa Peters, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wyo. Kinsey, Raines, Wilson, Wash, 
Coleman, Lacey, Randall, Wright, 
Connell, La Follette, Ray, Yardley. 
NAYS—103. 
Alderson, Crain, Lanham, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss, Culberson, Tex. Tawler, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, e, Sayers, 
Andrew, Dibble, Lester, Ga, Seney, 
Bankhead, Dickerson, Lewis, Shively, 
Barnes, Dockery, Mansur, Skinner, 
Barwig, Edmunds, Martin, Ind, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Š Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Bland, Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Forman, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Forney, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, Meltae, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Gibson, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Brown, J. B. Grimes, Mutchier, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Hare, Norton, Vatrx. 
Campbell, Hatch, O'Neal, Ind., Whe ler, Ala, 
Caruth, Hayes, W.L Outhwaite, Wike, 
Catchings, aynes, Parrett, Wiley, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Paynter, Willcox, 
Clunie, Henderson, N. O. Peel, . Williams, I, 
Cobb, Holman, Perry, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Kilgore, Quinn, oder, 
Cowles, ne, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—sij, 
Biggs, w De Lano, Maish, Sanford, 
Bingham, Dunnell, McAdoo, Scranton, 
liss Dunphy, McCarthy, Smith, ll, 
Bowden, Ewart, McClammy, Smyser, 
Brunner, Fitch, MeCormie Snider, 
Buchanan, N. J. Fithian, Milliken, Stahinecker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Bullock, Gifford, Oates, Stone, Pa, 
Bunn, Hansbrough, O' Ferrall, Stump, 
Bynum, Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Sweney, 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, Il. Penington, Taylor, Tenn. 
Carlton, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Tracey, 
Clancy, Herbert, ickler, Turner, N, Y. 
Clarke, Ala. Hitt, Pindar, Van Schaick, 
Clements, Houk, Price, Washington, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, Whitelaw, 
Cotiran, Knapp, Rife, Whiting, 
Crisp, Lansing, Rowland, Whitthorne, 
Cummings, Lester, Va, Rusk, Wickham, 
n, > Magner, Russell, Wilkinson. 


So the Journal was approved. 

During the roll-call, amid great confusion on the floor, 

Mr. MILLS said: The gentleman from Ohio owes it to himself to 
disclaim all participation in the fraud that has been perpetrated upon 
this House. Every one on this side regards him as an honorable gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (speaking at the same time), Such proceed- 
ings as these are revolutionary and ought to be suppressed by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. 4 

Mr. MILLS. You do not dare to have an honest discussion. You 
do not dare to go before the country and have a free and fair discus- 
sion of the measures you are proposing to pass. It is well for you to 
have your Speaker refuse to recognize debate. We have the right 
under the rules of the House to debate this proposition, and you are 
trying to refuse it. Your are afraid yourselves. [Cheerson the Dem- 
ocratic side, } 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa, Such proceedings are treasonable, 
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Mr. MILLS. You are a traitor yourself. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, You were a traitor once and are trying to be 
again. 

Mr. MILLS. You area traitor to the Constitution and laws of your 
country. You are trying to surround the ballot box with bayonets 
and deprive the people of the right of representation. [Cheers on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, bosh! 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that order is pre- 
served on the floor, and will compel members to resume their seats. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms with the mace walked through the aisles for 
the purpose of securing order on the floor. 

Mr, MILLS. You are trying to steal the ballot box. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Oh, that is all bosh, and you know it. 

Mr. MILLS. Introduce another resolution of censure, then. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats. 

‘The Clerk resumed and concluded the roll-call. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. PRICE, 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. TRACEY. ? 

Mr. McCormick with Mr, MORGAN. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. RICHARDSON., 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. O'FERRALL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PINDAR, until 4 p. m. 

For this day: 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, CoGSwELt with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITELAW. 

Mr. DUNNELE with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Until Thursday next: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, let us have a recapitulation. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

Mr. oe I would like to have my friend yield for a 
moment, 

Mr, SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
moves that the House do now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for ths purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills. . 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I desirè— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Task my colleague to yield for a moment 
to allow me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For that purpose, Mr. Speaker, I yield, 


POSTAL SERVICE, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. By direction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I offer the following joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H, Res. ——) authorizing use of building known as Marini 
Hall for money-order division of the Sixth Auditor's Office until May 1, 1891, 
Resolved, etc., That the provision in the act making appropriations for the 

legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 

at ending June 30,1891, which requires that the building known as Marini 

Tall shall be vacated by the money-order division of the Office of the Auditor 
for the Post-Oflice Department not Jater than February 1, 1891, be, and thesame 
is hereby, amended so as to authorize the use of stid building for said object 
until not later than May 1, 1891. Andsomuch of the ap fopHation made by the 
said act forthe rent of an additional building for ent money-order division 
from February 1, 1891, as may be necessary, is hereby made available for the 
payment ofthe rental of said Marini Hall until not laterthan May 1, 1891, at the 
rate of $4,000 per annum, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order. 
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Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order, first, that this is nota Sea peer Perkins, Struble, 
privileged matter, and then I object to its consideration. Haye E Te MORiS Soani atasan 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point of order is well taken, and | Henderson, Il. iles Raines, Taylor, E. B. 
the question — Hermann, Miller, Randall, Taylor, Ill. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question, and I | Hf. ins, Momie Reels TOWA Tanna aS 
ask the gentleman from Maryland to yield for one moment. Kelloy, Moore, N. Reyburn, Townsend, Colo. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a parliamentary inguiry, cha Moreti Rockwell, Turner, Kans 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire the House to know what this is be- | Kerr tows Feral Bantord, Wada, 
fore the objection is made, if my friend from Arkansas will hear me for | Kinsey, Morse, Sawyer, Wade, ` 
a moment. coy, Mudd, Scull, Walker, 

Mr. ROGERS, Iwill hear his statement, We have got so that wo | Paniere hihi degen (etek Wine 
rote all hung on a hair trigger now with regard to parliamentary mat- Langston, O'Donnell, Smith, Mh Williams, Ohio 

ers. ansing, Neill, Pa. Smith, W. Va, Tilson, Ky. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, That is right. I am not complaining of | {4% 4, Besser a A ia La Sri OD wag 
that at all; but the money-order division of the Post-Ofice Depart- Ting: P bein pa Sitea i Yardley: 
ment is located in the building known as Marini’s Hall. Lodge, Payson, Stockbridge, 

The time expires on the Ist of February under an act passed last ses- NAYS—106. X 
sion. It was presumed that another building would be ready by that | Abbott, Covert, Hooker, Robertson, 
time. Owing to some unforeseen accident it is impossible to have the repeats z poe unre Ly fila 
building ready; so if the Government remain in Marini’s Hall they | Anderson, Miss. Culberson, ‘Tox. Lanham, Sayers, 
will remain there as trespassers, because that law provides that the | Andrew, Caunimings, Lawler, Seney, 
building shall not be oecupied after thelst of February. This issimply KE rei ANo pes 6G purest 
to provide for its farther occupancy until the Ist of May, at which time | Barwiz, Tice Cowl Boino. 
the building to which the burean will be moved will be ready beyond | Biggs. Edmunds, Mansur, Springer, 
any doubt: It would simply humiliate the Government to leave the See) tle, Marani ae Sewer Tex, 
Postmaster-General as a erin Marini’s Hall; and this resolution, | Blount, e EGTA, MeClelian, Stone, Mo 
which is unanimously reported from the Committee on Appropriations, | Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, MoeCreary, Tarsney, 
now becomes indispensably necessary. Therefore, I renew my request | Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, i MeN AAN 
for unanimous consent that it be put upon its passage. Brookshire Gisaent= te Mtns paren A 

Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry. Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Montgomery, Vaux, 

Mr. MILLS. Is the resolution debatable? Buckalew, Gtimes, Toore, Tex. Ada 
else I did not yield for anything except for unanimous Capt, Hate, e Norton, s f Wiley 

5 Fe aruth, ayes, W. I. Neal), Ind. Vilkinson, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I ask unanimous consent for theim- PEEN i pa Sad cre Ohio AM a i 
EE A A ates wilson, Res, 

` jj Jlemen enderson, N, C. Perry, n, W. Va. 

The SPEAKER. It aaa not be debatable, and objection is made, Scone tia: appen PEN 

Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker— z ` f 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? A NOT VOTING—85. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I withdraw the resolution. piognani Ea pHa raae dera 

Mr. ROGERS. In view of the statement made by the gentleman | Bontner, Flower. Maia Stewart, Ga! 
from Ohio I withdraw the point of order. Bowden Frank, Oates, Stewart, Vt. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Arkansas withdraws the point | Brown, JB. pe bets Seite Btockidale, 
of order, but the gentleman from Texas objects. This isa request for | Buchanan, N.J.  Greenhalge, Outhwaite, «Stump, 
unanimous consent; and the question is on the motion of the gentle- | Bullock, Grout, Peel, Taylor, Tenn, 
man from Maryland. Bunn, Hansbrough, Penington, Thompson, 3 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a question of order. Senter Eas ie Lowa EA SAna Es: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise—— ane Houkes Kleres; Barnes ea 

z . X Cerr, + n an aick, 
ate eee was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes | glun nk: RRIS Pen VANEGA Mane 
secmed to have it. a Comstock, Lester, Va, Pugsley, Washington, 

Mr. MILLS. Division. Cothran, Magner, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Aln. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would state that we would get along better if | Crisp, ee Kirara VEN a Mich. 
the Chair would allow these points of order to be settled in advance. | De Tano, McAdoo, Rowland, Whitthorne, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. A division is Dibble, Meoarthiy, Russell, Yoder. 
now going on. unphy, eClammy, ranton, 

Ewart, McCord, Smyser, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I know that; but I was addressing the Chair and 
asking to be recognized before the question of dividing was put. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. TI call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will give the gentleman that. 

Mr. MILLS. Will it bein order upon this question—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas rises toa parliamentary 


inquiry. 

Mr. MILLS. Will it be in order now, pending the call on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland to cointo Committee of the Whole, 
to move that general debate may becontinued for one hour in commit- 
tee on the pending bill after it goes into committee? 

The SPEAKER, Tt will not, because general debate has beenclosed. 

Mr. MILLS. Can wo not open it? Isit not in the power of the 
House to open general debate? 

TheSPEAKER. Itcan not be opened. The gentleman from Mary- 
land demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 106, not vot- 
ing 86; as follows: 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. SNIDER with Mr. FITHIAN, until further notice. 
Mr, DUNNELL with Mr, SrocKDALE, for the rest of the day. 


Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, for the rest of tho 


day. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. McAnoo, on this vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION DILL. 


YEAS—139. 

Adams, Boothman, Caswell, Dolliver, 
Allon, Mich. Boutelle, Cheadle, y. 
Anderson, Kans. Brewer, Cheatham, Dunnell, 
Arnold, Brosius, Clark, Wis. Meon A 
Atkinson, Pa. Brower, Clark, Wyo, “she a 
Atkinson, W.Va Browne, T. M. Coleman, Featlierston, 

ker Browne, Va Connell, Finley, 
Banks, Burrows, Cooper, Ohio Flick, 
Bartine, Burton, Craig, Flood, 

yne, Butterworth, Culbertson, Pa. Funston, 
Beckwith, Caldwell, Cutcheon, Gear, 

Iden, Candler, Mass. Dailzell, Gest, 
Belknap, Cannon, Darlington, Grosvenor, 

rgen, A Dingley, all, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Honseis in Committee of tha Whole for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills, and will resume consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the register of wills for preparing papers in connection with the np- 

ointment of guardians to enable indigent boys to enlist in the United States 
avy, as provided by law, $150, or so much thereof ag may be necessary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, Imoyetostrike 
out the last word for the purpose of submitting an inquiry to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. Why is it that the city of Washington and 
the General Government should pay the register of wills for preparing 
these papers? 

Mr. MCCOMAS, Forseveral years past the authorities here have been 
arresting boys on trivial offenses, and when those arrested were of-an ago 
fit to work, but were without parents or guardians and were willing 
to enlist in the Navy, they have been enlisted as apprentices; and 
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under existing laws, they being minors, some one must act for them as 
guardians to make it al enlistment. Congress has now for a num- 
ber of years paid the fee for appointing men ians in each of these 
cases, and this is the sum which is thought would probably be needed 
for the coming year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I understand the law as 
stated by the gentleman from Maryland—and if I am wrong he will 
correct me—it is made the duty of this officer, the register of wills, to 
prepare these papers. These are the cases of indigent boys who are 
apprenticed in the United States Navy. That is, to get rid of some 
mote against a boy or to give him some occupation in life, he is en- 
listed in the Navy, and in order to enlist him he to havea guardian, 
and the register of wills is required by law to make the necessary en- 
tries and keep the necessary records. Now, is there anything in the 
statutes which makes the General Government or the city of Wash- 
ington liable to pay for that work ? 

The register of wills has a very valuable office, with a very large in- 
come arising from fees, and was not this duty put upon him by law 
without any expectation that he would receive special compensation 
for it? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the fees of that office are the fees 
of the old Maryland system, and do not depend upon the statute, and 
he is entitled to demand in each case a fee for the preparation of the 
papers before he delivers them. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that so? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not the other way—that 
he is obliged to deliver the papers? 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; it is just as I have stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not the fact that he has 
been doing this work and that he wants to get his pay in this way be- 
cause he can not get it in any other way ? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And is not this a mode of 
putting upon the people of the United States the burden of the fees 
which he would charge for such papers to persons who could pay for 
them, but which he can not collect from these indigent boys. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committee have inquired into the matter on 
several occasions and they find that the Inw is just the other way. 
This officer is not bound to prepare and deliver the papers without the 


fee. 
i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Bat why should we pay that 
ee? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would be very glad to accept an amendment, if 
it were not objected to on a point of order, to require him to do this 
service for these people without pay; bat under the existing law he 
is entitled to pay before he delivers the papers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the 
clause which provides for pay to the register of wills for this service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out the following words: ‘To pay the register of wills 
for preparing panora in connection with the appointment of guardians to en- 
able indigent boys to enlist in the United States Navy ss provided by law, 
$150, or so much thereofas may be necessary.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will 
be observed thatthe words ‘‘as Rene by law” refer to qualifying 
the boys to enlist in the United States Navy. Before a boy can enlist 
in the Navy he must haye the consent of his parent or guardian, and 
the words ‘‘as provided by law ” refer to that. They do not mean that 
the law provides that the register shall receivesuch a fée for this serv- 
ice, and I understand that the office of this register of wills is one of 
the best paid oflicesin the Government. As Iam informed—I have no 
personal knowledge on the subject—it is an office which is eagerly 
sought and one that pays in the shape, of fees, a very large income. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With pleasure, 

Mr. ADAMS, I agree that the Government of the United States 
ought not to be at the expense of this, as being the Government of the 
United States and proprietor of a Navy, but it occurs to methat this is 
one of the local police requirements of the District. I do not know 
whether the law isa good one or not, but I assume that we can not 
repeal it now. These, I understand, are vagrant boys; they have no 
guardians, and something must be done with them. If you should 
send them to a house of correction there would be expense connected 
with that, and that expense would be of the same nature as this; but 
I do not see that the Government has any interest in getting these boys 
into the Navy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The view I have is this: As 
to this officer, he gete large enough fees from other sources, and as to 
these indigent boys, there is no more reason why we should pay for 
having guardians appointed for them when they go into the Navy than 
when they enter into any other vocation in life. 

Mr, ADAMS. I agree to that. 


~~ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Therefore, this is an indirect 


mode of enlisting in the United States Navy bad boys, boys who may 
be indigent, but who are also vicious, and I doubt whether it is a wise 
thing for the Government to encourage such boys to go into the Navy. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam inclined to agree with the gentleman on that 
point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On public grounds I doubt 
whether it is good policy to encourage them. 

Mr. ADAMS. In other words, the gentleman’s view is that the 
Navy ofthe United States ought not to be made a school of correction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think that under the sys- 
tem of apprenticeship we ought to get, and we are getting, a better 
class of boys, and therefore I think this provision of law is rather to 
the injury than to the benefit of the Navy. 

Mr. ADAMS, I agree to that. Ihave had occasion to try to get 
some boys of honest parentage and good training into the Navy, and 
assoon as they have got in there they have found themselves surrounded 
by vicious boys, and the next thing I have been called upon to do has 
been to get them ont of the Navy again. Iam inclined to agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the United States Navy ought not 
to be considered as a reformatory for vicious boys. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. On a deficiency bill a year or two ago (because I 
then believed that the Government ought not to pay money for this 
purpose), I endeavored to have this clause struck out. It was struck 
out in the House, but was put back in the Senate, and very properly, 
because the effeet of striking it out would not be to save any money, 
but to ruin a great many boys. 

Now, it might be very well if you could turn the United States 
Navy into a monastery; but it is not secluded enongh for that purpose. 
These indigent boys who are taken up by the police, if not ted in 
the Navy in this way, would be sent to the reform school or other pub- 
lic institutions, where they would be supported at the public expense, 
where they would haye much worse company than in the Navy, an 
where probably they would be turned out graduates in vice with no 
possibility of an honorable career. The provision in this bill enables 
these boys to be saved from that fate and be enlisted in the Navy un- 
der the act which authorizes the enlistment of 750 boys every year. 

Perhaps the proper thing to be done is for the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report a modification of the existing law with re- 
spect to fees, but I apprehend after all it would be a strange discrimi- 
nation to adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
perhaps confounds two offices. The office of recorder of deeds pays, as 
I am told, a very large sum, thirty or forty thousand dollars a year, 
while the office of register of wills, according to the information an 
inquiry of the committee, pays about $5,000. This is not an office 
with the large amount of fees which my colleague on the committee 
probably supposes it is. 

Now, the only effect of the amendment would be to prevent these 
boys being sent to sea. Instead of that they would go to institutions 
for incorrigible boys. I apprehend, therefore, that what we have done 
during the last three or four Congresses with reference to this matter 
is perhaps wise after all. w 

Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. SPINOLA. As to the institutions to which these boys might 
be sent, how much of the expense of maintaining them is paid by the 
United States? 

Mr. McCOMAS. One-half is paid by the Government and the other 
half by the District. 

Mr. SPINOLA., Now, the proposition, as I understand, is not to 
send any of these boys toany of these local institutions where the Gov- _ 
ernment pays only half the expense, but to put them in the Navy, 
where the Government would pay the whole expense of their mainte- 
nance. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. And get their services. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The Government does not want their services, for 
they are nothing but thieves and vagabonds. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In this way we get American boys in our Navy. 

Mr. VAUX. Thegentleman ismuch mistaken if he thinks that any 
American boys who are desirable for the Government can be obtained 
for the Navy in this way. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I may be mistaken as to the 
amount of emolument attaching to the office of register of wills; butit 
certainly is a very good office, paying a handsome income, and itis very 
much sought. But that was not the principal reason which influenced 
me. The principal reason in my mind was that I did not see what in- 
terest the Congress of the United States has in promoting the practice 
of sending vicious boys into the Navy. A 

Mr. MCCOMAS. The gentleman is underan error. These boysare 
not criminals, not convicts. They are simply indigent lads who have 
no occupation and who ought not to be permitted to become vagrants. 
Under the present system if they are boys of good disposition, they 
have an opportunity to rise in life. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They would cut a throat or scuttle a ship if they 
got a chance. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, no. They are not New York boys. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They are more like Baltimore boys, ‘‘plug-uglies.”” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I willstand up here for these 
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boys, who are neither ‘“‘plug-uglies’”’ nor ‘‘ Bowery boys.’’ It is bad 
enough, I think, for these poor boys to be what they actually are, with- 
out damning them with any additional odium. But there is no reason 
that I can see why fees paid in connection with this. matter should 
come out of the public Treasury. Ifa boy is really worth saving, the 
small amount necessary to pay the fees in his case will ne paid by some- 
body; there is no trouble about that. Nobody ever saw any boy fit to 
be saved who did not have some friend able to pay the necessary fee to 
get him into the Navy. 

But there is another consideration. There is no reason why we 
should be constantly loading down our District of Columbia bills with 
what are really gratuities to public officers here, additions to their 
salary or income. Every officer who accepts a position the services of 
which are payable in fees acceptsit with the understanding that there 
is to be a certain amount of work for which he is to get nothing; that 
all work done by him for those whoare paupers shall be done without 
compensation. 

That is a reason why the fees are made to be larger than the service 
is really worth. So that the work done for poor people is paid from 
contributions on the part of tuose who arecompelled to have the work 
done, and are taxed to pay forit. This item, therefore, is simply a 
contribution to the register of wills to pay him for work that he is 
obliged to do, and is only a temptation to have vicious boys put into 
the American Navy. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on the motion to strike out the 
paragraph. = 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 37, 
noes 60. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
Chairman. There is no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered. 

ae BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. McComas were appointed 
tellers, 


I will ask for tellers, Mr. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, 


noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the next paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to this provision, 

Mr. McCOMAS. The paragraph ought to be read before amend- 
ments are offered to it. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair understands the gentleman to desire 
to offer an amendment to the paragraph just voted upon, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 5, lined5, by striking out the words “one hundred and.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not know, Mr, Chair- 
man, bat that, if the principle is a correct one that no reward or op- 
portunity should be offered to make the Navy, as it has been very 
frequently stated, the dumping ground for people who have no other 
recommendation than their indigence, rather than in the line of pro- 
motion for honorable and deserving services, the amount ought to 
be still further reduced. The most proper thing to do to make that 
policy effective would be to strike out the clause altogether. The com- 
mittee, however, has refused to do so; and as being in the line of that 
policy, I propose to reduce the amount to one-third of that appropri- 
ated by the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 40, 
noes 64, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will ask for tellers, Mr, 
Chairman, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. McComas were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, 
noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. I move tostrike out,in line 15 of thesame paragraph, 
the words ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so that it will read ‘tone hundred dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moyesan amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out in line 15, page 5, the words “and fifty,” so that the 


provision will read— 
" As provided by law, £100,” ete. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the other day, when this bill was 
under discussion and some allusion was made to the history of the 
present government of the District of Columbia, the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Kerr] in somewhat boastful language claimed that the 
pone of Towa were in favor of a republican form of government. If 

understood him correctly, he rather intimated that Iowa had but 
little to do with the abolition of a republican form of government in 
this District, and in order to show the gentleman that he was mis- 
taken in that regard I will ask the Clerk to read the concluding por- 
tion of a report upon the government of the District of Columbia, 


found on page 29 of House reports, Forty-third Congress, that I send 

to the desk, in which he will perceive that Mr. ALLISON, now a Sena- 

tor from the State of Iowa, was chairman of the committee which 

recommended the abolition of the District of Columbia government. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee have unanimously arrived at the conclusion that the exist- 
ing form of government of the District of Columbia isa failure; that it is too 
cumbrous and expensive; that the powers and relations of its several depart- 
ments are so illy defined that limitations intended by Congress to apply to tho 
whole government are construed to limit but one of its departments; that it 
is wanting in suficient safeguards against maladministration and the creation 
of indebtedness; that the system of taxation it allows opens the door to t 
inequality and injustice and is wholly insuficient to secure the prompt collec- 
tion of taxes; and that no remedy shortof its abolition and the substitution of 
a simpler and more restricted and economical government will suffice. 

Your committee have, therefore, reported a bill for the temporary govern- 
ment until Congress shall have power to secure and adopt a permanent form, 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

A. G. THURMAN. 
WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
J, M. WILSON, 

JAY A. HUBBELL. 
LYMAN K, BASS. 

H. J. JEWET YD. 

i ROBERT HAMILTON. 

Mr. BLAND, | That, Mr. Chairman, was in the Forty-third Con- 
gress, when the Honse was two-thirds Republican and the Senate over- 
whelmingly so; and in order to show the reasons for the abolition of 
the District of Columbia government I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
and have read another portion of this report, setting forth a memorial 
of the people of the District of Columbia—the taxpayers here—with 
regard to the matter and respecting the efliciency of this government. 

I remember of being in Congressat that time, I remember that the 
newspapers throughout the District derided the government, and the 
legislative assembly as crowded with ‘‘ feather-dusters,’” men who sold 
their yotes and who were put in by fraud; and that the whole District 
government was reeking with corruption and rotten to its core; and 
that it had involved the District in liabilities of over $20,000, It 
was in response to such characterization as that that this report was 
made, and the ballot was taken from the people of the District of Co- 
Iumbia. I want thatpetition read to show what the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia thought of the matter at the time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And your petitioners further respectfully represent that they honestly believe 
that evidence can be readily obtained by an appropriate committee, having 
proper authority in the Rene to establish to the entire satisfaction of your 
honorable body the truth of the following propositions, to wit: Thatthe oficers 
of said government of the District of Columbia have improvidently expended 
large sums out of the public moneys in making improvements wholly unneces- 
sary and in making other improvements in such a careless and negligent man- 
ner that they haye already become worthless and useless; that said officers 
have persistently disregarded the lessons of experience taught by the experi- 
ments of other cities as well as their own in making improvements, and have 
thereby involved said District in expensive and ruinous mistakes; that said 
ouvir haye deflantly disregarded public sentiment, the laws of the United 

tates— 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘There are some other matters in that report that I 
desire to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Is debate exhausted on that amendment? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, no; we have just commenced it. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. Five min- 
utes in opposition to the motion will be allowed if any gentleman de, 
sires to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose I can oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPNILL] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There has been some discussion here from tima 
to time as to why the government of the District of Columbia was 
changed. This much is certain, that as long as only the white peo- 
ple of this District had the right to vote, that right was left with them; 
and when it became a part of the privilege to the colored man in this 
District to vote, then for the first time for some reason or other the Re- 
publican party took away from the white man and the black man alike 
the right to vote in the District of Columbia. Andit was taken away 
by a Republican Congress, beyond all question. 

The idea that it was taken away upon the theory that wo have hers 
a transitory population is something that was picked up out of the 
minds of ingenious Republicans long after the act itself was done, 
And the efforts on the part of the Republicans of this House, and of 
former Houses, to shift the responsibility of this thing over upon the 
Democrats or the efforts to shield themselves from the responsibility 
for their own acts will never be accepted by any reasonable man in 
this country when he puts into juxtaposition these three facts, to wit: 
First, that as long as the white man alone had the right to vote it was 
not considered essential to the safety of the national Capital that the 
right to vote should be taken away from the citizens of this District; 
second, that after the colored man had the right to vote, and by 
his efforts and those of the white -men, no better than he, if as good, 
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the debt of this District had been increased to the enormous amount 
of $30,000,000, it became apparent that these people, if they were per- 
mitted to go on, would swamp not only the residents of this District, 
but the Government of the United States if they could control the 
Treasury; and, third, that the Republican party then came in and by 
act of Congress denied the right of the whole people of the District of 
Columbia to vote at all upon any question or to manage their own 
affairs. In view of these facts I think that it should be forever settled 
that the Republicans are responsible for it, and they are responsible 
for it because the black man here had the right to vote, and, when he 
had the right to vote, he and those who were associated with him 
managed this government so that even the Republicans could not 
stand it. 

They stole the public money or misappropriated it and indulged in 
such extravagance that the party thenin power, and who wereresponsible 
for giving them their votes, found that it was essential to the preser- 
vation of the rights of the people of this District and of their property 
and their institutions that they should takeaway from them what they 
had already given them. And I say, Mr. Chairman, that the effort on 
the part of our Republican friends to relieve themselves of this respon- 
sibility, and their efforts toshicld themselves from the charge of arrant 
hypocrisy in trying to put upon some of the people of the United States 
this uncontrolled and ignorant vote and deny it here to the very same 
class of peoplein the District of Columbia, is nothing but the most out- 
rageons and uncompromising injustice and insincerity, and they know 
it themselves and can notdenyit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to strike out the last words of the 
pending amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Change the amount. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] if there are any colored men employed in the office of 
the register of willsin this District; and, if so, how many. 

Mr. McCOMAS. TI have made no inquiry as to that, but if the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee will take this line of cars that runs by the 
Capitol and stop at the City Hall he can find out for himself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It seems that the gentleman is unable to an- 
swer the question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I insisted on Saturday last that the same dis- 
crimination was made against the poor, ignorant, and illiterate colored 
man in the Northern States that was made in the Southern States. I 
say that the same discrimination is made against the colored man in 
the District of Columbia. | 

I desire to have read in this connection an article I recently clipped 
from the Washington Post, dated September 11. I want to show that 
even at the Capital of the nation this same discrimination is made, and 
that when whites and blacks are brought together in any common work 
it results inevitably in contention between them. I ask to have the 
Clerk read the clipping which I sent to the desk, and that it be made 
a part of my remarks. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OBJECTED TO A NEGRO BOSS, 


There was a miniature strike yesterday among the white pavers at work on 
the repairs now being made to the roadbed of the Columbia Street Railroad 
line on H street. There were twelve white men employed on the work, re- 
ceiving $2a day. Yesterday two of the number were discharged for incompe- 
tency and seven more took offense and quitwork. They said that they would 
not work with negroes and also asked for an advance to Saday. Upon being 
refused, they instantly dropped their tools. Thestrikersattempted topersuade 
the rest to follow them, but were unsuccessful, Their places were filled with 
negroes. 3 


Mr. MORSE addressed the Chair. ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I hayenot concluded my remarks. My time 
is not out. I had already submitted a few extracts from papers pub- 
lished in the State of Illinois on Saturday last when the committee 
rose and the House adjourned, to show the treatment of the colored 
race in the State of Illinois. As further evidence upon -that subject 
I desire to haye submitted a statement which I send to the desk to 
have read, and I ask to have it made a part of my remarks. 

Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor 
and has asked the Clerk to read a clipping from a newspaper, which 
he will now read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for that purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FATALLY CUT BY UNKNOWN MEN—CHARLES ELDRIDGE, A COLORED MAN, STABBED 
RY DRUNKEN ASSAILANTS. 


Charles Eldridge was probably fatally stabbed-at about 1 o'clock this morn- 
ing. The affray occurred near the corner of Desplaines and Madison streets. 
Eldridge lived at 269 Lake street and had just left a street car to cross over to 
hishome. When a few feet from the car a crowd of half/drunken men assaulted 
him. One ofthem drew a long knife and plunged tho blade into Eldridge’s left 
side. At the approach ofa policeman the crowd of ruffians fled and made good 
their escape. The wounded man, who is colored and twenty-three years old, 
was taken to his home. He will probably die. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That occurred in the city of Chicago and that 
extract is taken from the Chicago Times. 
Idesire also to submit one other statement, taken from a paper pub- 


lished in the State of Illinois. This, it may appear, occurred at a 
Democratic town, as I have been informed, but gentlemen mistake me 
if they imagine that I insist that it is more likely to occur in a Repub- 
lican town than in a Democratic town. Ido not say that; but I do 
say that, North or South, these occurrences are likely to be brought 
about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task to have that extract returned to me. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. Morse addressed the Chair. 

k The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from In- 
jana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I listened with considerable inter-- 
est the other day to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] when he spoke with reference to the 
treatment of the colored people in the State of Indiana.- I can not 
speak for the whole State of Indiana, but speaking for the Ninth dis- 
trict, I want to say to my friend and to this House that in the town 
where I live, a city of 6,000 inhabitants, one of the best towns of that 
State, the colored children receive the same privileges in the schools of 
that city that the white children receive. 

Side by side with the white children of Frankfort, Clinton County, 
Indiana, are educated the colored children of thatcity. Under the wise 
provision of our State laws, in all the country districts the children of 
school age are enabled to receive six months’ school education each 
year, and in the incorporated cities and towns of that State the public 
schools are open on an average ninemonthsin the year, I want to say 
to the House that I admit that crimes are committed in Indiana, crimes 
against the colored people and crimes against the white people; but I 
want further to say this, that there is not a single voting precinct in 
the district where I live, and the one I re resent, in which the hum- 
blest citizen of color can not without fear of proscription cast his ballot, 
have it counted as cast, and the result honestly announced. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to speak at length upon this question, 
but simply state the facts that come within my personal knowledge; 
and I assert here, in the presence of this House and of the country, 
that so far as the State of Indiana is concerned; and more especially 
the district I represent, the colored people are protected as amply 
and fully as I am protected in all constitutional and all legal rights to 
which they are entitled under the Constitution and laws of the country. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman if the children all 
go to the same school. 

Mr. CHEADLE. They do in the city where I live. 

Mr. BLAND. Do they do it all over the State? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Idonot know. In some places where there are 
a large number of colored scholars I believe they have separate schools. 
It is probable that in those places they have separate schools. 

Mr. BLAND. Do you not know that that pertains to many local- 
ities in the State ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will say to the distinguished gentleman from 
Missouri that in the community where I de it happens there are 
only a few colored children, and in order that they may have the right 
to receive a liberal education in all the English branches they are se- 
cured those rights side by side withthe white children of that city and 
of that county. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BLAND. As a general thing, do they not have separate 
schools? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ido not know. So faras I know they have not. 
In some places they may have separate schools. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How many of them are permitted to learn 
trades in your district? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I donot know how many of them are permitted 
to learn trades. I only know this, that there are very few white or 
colored boys either who learn tradesin that district, because I happen 
to represent an agricultural and not a manufacturing district. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is there any law to prevent them? 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer a substitute for the section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MORSE. I renew it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts renews the 
pro forma amendment to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr, Chairman, at the former discussionof the bill now 
under consideration the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] injected into the discussion a large number of newspaper clip- 
pings showing ill treatment of the colored people in Northern and 
Republican States. 

Gentlemen representing the sections which were attacked in Ohio, 
Indiana, Ilinois, Minnesota, and Kansas show that these attacks and 
ill treatment of the colored people were confined almost exclusively to 


! strong Democratic districts, and I venture to say that a close analysis 
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of these several complaints would show that the parties perpetrating 
these crimes were of the same class that are maltreating and abusing 
the poor Chinamen in California and the Pacific States. 

I venture to say that criminals in these cases are very largely for- 
eigners, who have themselves escaped to this country Fists tejvatios 
and oppression and are guilty of the inconsistency in this country of 
committing these crimes upon the unoffending colored people and 
Asiatics, 

Mr. ROGERS. Of what nationalities are they ? 


Mr. MORSE. Itisnotnecessary to specify. The gentleman knows. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes; we must know. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MORSE. Lassert that in those States and sections where the 
Republican party is in power civil rights are accorded to men without 
yegard to color or nationality, and I submit that that statement is cm- 
pen truc of the State of Massachusetts, which Ihave, in part, the 

mor to represent on this floor. $ 

That Commonwealth has repeatedly honored colored men by electing 
them to oflicial positions and as members of the Legislature. It has 
also honored colored men in other departments. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Isthata DemocraticState ora Republican State? 

Mr. MORSE. Itiss Republican State. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. VAUX. How many negroes baye you there? How many nc- 

have you in Boston? 

Mr. MORSE. Well, we bave enough in one district, the Fifth, to 
hold the balance of ‘power. 

Mr. VAUX, Yes, and you use them to carry your party through, 
and that is all you do with them. F 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wil the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. MORSE. TI can not yield further; I have not time. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON} charged that the present 
Administration had not ized colored men in official position, or 
at least he had not been recognized in Indiana, the home of the Presi- 
dent. That Spee deny, and I affirm without fear of contradiction 
that never in the history of this Government were colored men hold- 
ing official position to such an extent under the national Administra- 
tion as at this very hour. : 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘Has Massachusetts any? 

Mr. MORSE. She as several. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mostly spittoon-cleaners. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a 
statement upon this point, which I copy from a reputable newspaper 
of my district, the North Attleborough Chronicle, showing that over 
six hundred colored men hold official position under the Administra- 
tion of Benjamin Harrison, ranging from a minister plenipotentiary 
pnd envoy extraordinary, in the person of Frederick Douglass, down 
to the humblest position in the gift of the Administration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Attleborough (Mass.) Chronicle. ] 

Six hundred and eleven colored men hold national positions under the pres- 
ent Administration. They are found in all the Departments,the Public Print- 
ing Office having the largest number and the War mentthe next largest. 
Their salaries are as varied as their positions, from that drawn by Frederick 
Douglass, minister to Hayti, to the lowest oe laborer, Noone can justly 
say that thepresent Administration has not dealt liberally with colored persons 
in its disposal of public patronage. = 

Mr. MORSE. I may add that the valedictorian of the class of 1890 
at Harvard College, that greatinstitution of learning, was a colored man 
as black as your coat, and to his rhetoric, learning, genius, and ora- 
tory the gentleman from Tennessee might well do obeisance. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. RICHA ON. Mr. rman, I had arranged the extracts 
which I desired tosubmit in a certain order, and I had not yet reached 
Massachusetts. But inasmuch as my honorable friend invites some 
evidence in relation to the treatment of colored men in that State, I 
will now put in some extracts ayo that subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: ill the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield. My time is too limited. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] says that colored 
men receive fair treatment at the hands of the Republicans of Massa- 
chusetts, 

Mr, MORSE. Ido. Irepeat that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a 
statement from a colored r giving an account of the treatment of 
the colored men in Massachusetts by the Republicans—— 

Mr. MORSE. TI will venture to say that they were “hoodlums” 
and foreigners that perpetrated the outrage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘There is no “outrage” in this case. This is 
an account of the action of a convention of colored men in regard to 
their treatment by the Republican party in Massachusetts. I send to 
the desk an extract which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tho colored men of Massach = 
ical recognition from the paie peana held Xe pie Pon oe w Boson te sen: 


tember, to assistin the Sy eae of a movement to secure from the political 
otis of our affiliation a fair share in its responsibilities, opportunities, and hon- 
o. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I wish to submit what the chairman of 
that colored convention in Massachusetts said in regard to the loaves and 
fishesin that State, of which he says they donot get any. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THR NEGRO PROBLEM NORTH AND SOUTIL 

Tt isa curious and, atthe same time, a suggestive fact that, while the negroes 
of are considering a call to n convention to consider their wrongs, the 
colored Republicans of Massachusetts should be meeting in conference to dis- 
cuss their practical disabilities and to demand from the political party of their 
affiliation a fair share in its honors and offices. Thecolored peopleot Georgia 
protest against the injustice to which they are subiected,and the colored Re- 
publicans of Massachusetts also protest againat the denial, by the party to which 
they belong, of all share in the rights, privileges, and opportunities which should 
be theirs as citizens and as members of the Republican party. 

The chairman of the Massachusetts conference said, ‘The colored Republic- 
ans ofthe Northern and Western States are never considered by the politicians 
as entitled to any other privilege in the party than to hurrah for the candidates 
nominated, and on election day to vote forthestraight ticket.” He went onto 
say that “the benefits of party success are parceled out tothe white politicians, 
who demand them and bolt their party if not given fair treatment.” 

The arraignment of society by the Massachusetts colored Republicans is as 
severe as anything that could be charged at the South, The resolutions of the 
conference say: ‘' In the political world itaccepts our sulftrage, and then insti- 
gates and permits every speoios ofoutrage on ourcitizenship, winks atviolerce 
5 si persons and the destruction of our property, and denies to us all equality 
ofrights. 

The similarity of the two complaints recently made hy the colored people of 
the country—one from Georgia, the other from Massachusetts—shows that the 
negro problem in politics is general and affects the whole country; that itis 
practical as well as sentimental, and that it isa question not for sectional re- 
crimination, but for wise and statesmanlike solution. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That is not the statement of a foreigner. It 
is to show that this is a question ‘‘ not for sectional recrimination, but 
for wise and statesmanlike solution”? that I have presented these ex- 
tracts, I desire to put the question before the people of the country in 
such a way that they may understand it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read an extract from an Illinois 
paper which I was about to have read when the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts interposed with his remarks about colored men in Massachnu- 
setts. 
` Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield. 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from Tennessee does not want an an- 


swer, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thegentleman from Massachusetts has plenty 
of time. I ask the Clork to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


AN INVESTIGATION IN ORDER. 


A special to the Chicago Herald from Lawrenceville, IN., September 15, says: 

This town was the scene of a desperate fight between whites nnd blacks 
last night. County Judge Barnes arrested a negro on the street for running 
amuck witha knife. The negroes attempted to rescue the prisoner and the 
whites went to Barnes's assistance. There was a hard fight, but the whites won 
and landed four negroes in jail. The negroes rallied again, broke in the jail 
and rescued the prisoners. The whites organized, and in the fight that follow 
Judge Barnes was shot, but not fatally, and two negroes were killed. Abouta 
dozen were wounded on both sides. The ringleader was captured’and put in 
jail. A posse armed with Winchesters surrounded the jail to-night and the ne- 

fled panic-stricken from the town,” 

President Harrison should, without delay, conyene Congress in cxtraordinary 
session in order that thorough investigation may be had in regard to this out- 
rageous and barbarous treatment of poor Cufty. This wanton outrage and utter 
disregard of the negroes’ right to take the town if they saw proper should be 
exposed in all ofits hideousness to an outraged public, We believe that an fn- 
vestigation will show that those people arestill ina “state of rebellion" and con- 
stantly premeditating evil against the poor negro, Wecommend this case to 
Brother Foraker. 


Mr. McCOMAS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I simply wish to say that in my 
opinian just such outrageous newspaper reports as the one just read 
are responsible for hundreds of murders committed in this country 
every year, both North and South. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no doubt of it, and the statement is 
true of newspapers published in the South as well as in the North. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It isa Democratic paper that makes 
this publication. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon these amendments is exhausted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to amend by striking out the last two 
words. 
~ The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to close all debate upon this paragraph 
and amendments thereto. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have been having 
here—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is the motion of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. Thogentleman from Maryland moves 
to close debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to submit a bona fide amendment, and I 
desire to say a word about it. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I withdraw it for a moment to allow the gentle- 
man from Indiana to submit his proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosubmita substitute for the pending propo- 
sition; and, although it is subject to a point of order, I hope the gen- 
tleman willsee the propriety of accepting it. 


1891. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer a substitute for the 
paragraph ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes, sir. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana proposes as asub- 
stitute for the paragraph what the Clerk will read. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

The register of wills shall prepare papers in connection with the appointment 
of f errans toenablo rp fi es boys to enlist inthe United States Navy, as pro- 
vided by law, without making any charge therefor. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, If the gentleman from Indiana can obtain unani- 
mous consent to have that amendment adopted, I will accept it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iamasking unanimous consent that this substitute 
may be to. 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. No point of order, I understand, has been madeon 
the proposition, , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has 
offered an amendment; and there is pending a proforma amendment 
to strike ont the last word. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICI- 
ARDSON] will withdraw the pro forma amendment and then unanimous 
consent can be given for the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Tke gentleman from Indiana offers as a substi- 
tute for the pending paragraph the provision which has been read. 
The question is first upon the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND], unless he withdraws it. 

Mr. BLAND. No, sir; I desire 2 vote on it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BLAND to strike 
out, in line 15, the words ‘‘and fifty,’’ there were on a division (called 
for by Mr. BLAND)—ayes 41, noes 77. 

Mr, BLAND. I call for tellers. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Thope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horatan] 
may prevail upon’ the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to let 
us improve this bill by accepting the substitate, without any point ot 
order being made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. The question is on 
ordering tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. McComas were ap- 

inted. 

P The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 35, 
noes 77, 

So the amendment of Mr. BLAND was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] for the entire 
paragraph, 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For assessor's office: For one assessor, $3,000; two assistant assessors, at 
$1,600 each; one special-nssessment clerk, $1,700; one clerk, at $1,200; three 
clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk in charge of records, $1,000; one license clerk, 
$1,20); one inspector of licenses, $1,200; one assistant or clerk, $900; one clerk 
and messenger, $900; in all, $17,300. 


Mr. SPINOLA., I move to amend by striking ont, at the end of the 
paragraph just read, the words ‘‘three hundred dollars’? Now, Mr. 
‘Chairman, I regret that I am not in ‘‘bang-up’’ condition to-day; 
nevertheless, having sat here for a half or three-quarters of an hour 
and heard the other side of the House engage in its usual work of try- 
ing to deceive the poor negro, trying to make him believe that they 
are his friends, I must say a word or two. In not a single Northern 
State can yon get a negro boy entered in any shop to learn a trade ora 
negro mechanic employed by any boss mechanic, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. How is it in New York City? G 

Mr. SPINOLA. Itis the same in New York City. Itis the same 
everywhere in the North. Yet in the city of New York, with her 
85,000 Democratic majority, we give the negro every opportunity and 
eyery privilege that the white inhabitants of that city enjoy. You 
never hear any complaint coming from that Democratic city that the 
negro is interfered with at the polls. You never hear any complaint 
that he is not allowed to vote the same as the white manis. You 
never hear any complaint that negro children are not allowed free ac- 
cess to the schools. Throughout that t Democratic State the 
schoolhouses are open equally to black and to white children. 

I am sorry that to-day the question before this House is not the seat- 
ing of some colored man here by turning outa white man, in order that 
I might have a full gallery to talk to. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Wait until the next Congress. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; I will give it to them at this session. I 
am going to talk about that question. 

A MEMBER. What question? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why, the rights of the negro in this country, and 
what the negro will reach if he is left alone by the contemptible and 
dirty politicians who are trying to use him for their own purposes, 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the negro only knew enough to determine 
who were really his friends —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you let any of them into Tammany Hall? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; we do. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. What do they do there? 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Clean the spittoons. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. What do they do there? Why, I have seen them 
stand on the rostrum and address thousands of their fellow-citizens. 

Mr. QUINN. And asa rule what they said has always been re- 
ceived with attention and applause. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Are they members? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; but they could beaf they wanted to. 

A MEMBER, They do not want to be, 

Mr. WADE. They show some discretion, then, afterall. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly. 
= Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘Where were youin the summer of 1863? Were 
you in New York? y 

Mr. SPINOLA. No,sir; but I wason my way from Gettysburgh 
following Lee; Meade on this side of the mountains and Lee on the 
other side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who burned theerphan asylum in New York? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why,a lot of roughs and rioters, and they wero 
sent to State’s prison for doing it. Who takes charge of your orphan 
asylums there to-day and erects them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I donot know. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The RomanCatholicChurch. They have this year 
established a colored church and a colored orphan asylum for indigent 
children of that race; they are taking care of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘They always do. Nobody will gainsay that 
statement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; they do take charge of them, and we are 
going to take care of the negroes for you in future. 

Mr. PAYNE. You'are undertaking to doit too much already in 
some parts of the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; we are simply granting them the rights 
of free citizens, the rights which all of the citizens of this country 
should enjoy, and with which none should interfere. And now when 
you come with your force bill to pretend to protect him you know that 
it is the yeriest humbug and that you are stating what is not true. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr, McCOMAS. I move to close all debate on the pending para- 
graph and amendments, A 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend by making the time one hour. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the use of a “gag law” trying to cut me 
off. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chairunderstands the gentleman from South 
Carolina to rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That was my purpose. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. ButI was recognized, and I move to close all de- 
bate on the graph, 

Mr. McCREARY. And I have moved an amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why not let this very interesting discussion go 
on. I hope gentlemen on the other side will not get sick of this debate 
which they have stirred up. Itis very interesting, and I thinkit proper 
that the House and the country should have the benefit of an exten- 
sion of it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. 
portunity. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But now is the accepted time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You will have plenty of time on succeeding para- 
graphs. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Am I recognized ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rule the Chair must recognize the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have a pending amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrequeststhe committee to be in order, 
It is impossible to transact business when a half dozen members are 
addressing the Chair at the same time. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I will wait until the Chair gets ready to 
hear me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Maryland moves to close all debate on the paragraph and 

nding amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. And I have moved an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not catch the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
feon Maryland by fixing the time for debate on this paragraph at one 

our. 


Well, at some other time you will have the op- 
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Mr. ADAMS. A point of order will lie against the amendment. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have made a point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wonld like to know what point of order is made. 

Mr. McCREARY. What is the point of order? 
Sa Aa My point of order is that under clause 6 of Rule 

The committee may by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any 
time after the five-minute debate begun upon pro amendments to 
any section or paragraph ofa bill,close all debate npon such section or paragraph, 
or, atits election, upon the pending amendments only (which motion shall be 
decided without ebote); butthis shall not preclude further amendment, to be 
decided without debate, 


The amendment is the amendment to the paragraph, and thereafter 
it can be voted upon, but not discussed and debated. Now, when the 
rules of the present House were adopted, in the minority report of the 
Committee on Rules the distinguished Ex-Speakers, Messrs. CARLISLE 
and Randall, both adverted to this rule which I have read and this 
clause which I have read, in the following language. They say: 

It is also pro 1 by a modification of the old Rule XXIIT to confer upon the 
Committee of the Whole the power to close all debate on any-section or para- 
graph of the bill under abnsliteration. 

And then they discuss it. And the distinguished parliamentarian, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], in his speech on February 
12, adverted to the same rule in the following language: 

More than that, sir, this committee may, by a vote of a majority of the mem- 
bers present, at any time after the five-minute debate has begun, on a proposed 
pectin to any section or paragraph, close all debate on said section or para- 
graph, 

Now when an amendment is offered for the purpose of irrelevant dis- 
cussion, when gentlemen pour as through a conduit upon the com- 
mittee extracts from newspapers, perhaps the whole of police gazettes, 
into debate, irrelevant and unjustifiable, this motion should be made. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman proposes to argue the merits of it, 
we want to be heard, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have not made the motion to cut off relevant 
discussion; but when it is irrelevant I appeal to the rule and make 
that motion. This isa motion to close all debate, and, being one of 
that class of motions to close debate, is itself not debatable, but is 
to be put for the purpose of closing debate. And one as an appeal 
from a decision of the Chair upon such a motion could not be debated, 
£0, therefore, I submit to the Chair, that amendments that are made 


~ can be voted on, but not debated,and we proceed to the next para- 


graph. I wish simply to state my point, and will yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois to argue the proposition. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Costas) submit to a question? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I will. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does the gentleman mean to say that a discus- 
sion of the rights of the colored people upon any occasion is irrelevant? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And their exclusion from office? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘That discussion and that legislation we have en- 
deavored to carry out; but on this particular provision, which relates 
to the payment of a special-assessment clerk, I deny the relevancy of 
that discussion. - 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Maryland to yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to be heard on the point of order made 
against my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized on the point 
oforder. The gentleman from Illinois isrecognized. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Kentucky on the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, up to the beginning of this Congress 
the Committee of the Whole no power to close debate in any par- 
ticular. That power, whatever it was, resided in the House. There 
is no power in the House to close debate in the House, except by the 
previous question; but the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Maryland is, as I understand, that his motion made in the Committee 
of the Whole to close debate in the Committee of the Whole, under the 
new rules of this Congress, is analogous to the motion for the previous 
question in the House and can neither be debated nor amended. 

The motion, as I understand it, is that the debate now close on the 
pending paragraph. That wasthe form in which the motion was made. 
It is like a motion made in the House that the main question be now 
put. Ifyou regard the form of the motion, that motion is amendable 
like this. Yet it has been decided for hundreds of years that, because 
of the purpose of that motion, because of the effect which it is intended 
to have, and because of the effect of permitting amendments toit, that 
motion shall not be subject to amendment in the House, 

And I insist that the rule of this Congress, adopted for the evident 
purpose of giving the Committee of the Whole some power to shut off 
debate when it appeared to be irrelevant in the opinion of the commit- 
tee—for the committee can decide any debate to be unwise and irrele- 
vant if it chooses—when a majority of the committee decide that there 
shall be no more debate on the pending paragraph then the motion is 
like Ba for the previous question and can not be debated or 
amen 


Mr. MILLS. May I ask my friend from Ilinois whether, in his 
judgment, it would have been proper for the gentleman from Mary- 
Jand to move to close debate in five minutes? i 

Mr. ADAMS. It would not. The gentleman made such a motion 
the other day, and it occurred to me whether that was the motion in- 
tended by the rule. But, as I had not looked up the history of the 
question, I did not make the point of order; but Iam inclined to think 
that that motion in the Committee of the Whole would be just as im- 
proper as the motion made in the House, that debate in the House close 
after one hour, would be improper. And that was decided to be im- 
proper as long agoas the Forty-seventh Congress. In that Congress the 
apportionment bill was up and Mr. Page—— 

Mr. McCREARY, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ADAMS. Not yet, for I am answering the question of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Mruus]. The apportionment bill being up at 
that time Mr. Page, of California, moved that all debate close at the 
end of a certain number of hours. 

Mr. Knott, of Kentucky, made the point of order that the motion 
could not be allowed, for the reason that by ancient parliamentary law 
the only way that the House could determine debate was by the pre- 
vious question. That was sustained, and Iam not aware that it has 
ever been questioned. Of course, I know that there are requests for 
unanimous consent both in the House and in the committee that de- 
bate may cease after a time; but asa matter of parliamentary right 
I will say to the gentleman from Texas that I think the motion which 
he suggests, like a motion which was in fact made by the gentleman 
from Maryland the other day, would not be proper now. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, with the permission 
of the Chair. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois if it 
would be in order for the gentleman from Maryland to move to close 
the debate in one minute ? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. Now, will the gentleman allow me to allude 
here to what occurred on last Saturday? 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman need not read it. It would make no 
difference. 

Mr. McCREARY. A motion was made last Saturday by the gentle- 
man from Maryland to close debate in one minute. 

Mr. ADAMS. Istated to the gentleman that he need not read it. 
It makes no difference whatever. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to show that the presiding officer in the 
Committee of the Whole allowed such a motion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Was a point of order made against it? 

Mr. MCCREARY. No point of order was made against it, but on 
A division in the committee it was sustained. 

Mr. ADAMS. Was a point of order made that that motion was not 
in order for the reason I have now stated ? 

Mr. McCREARY. I believe there was no point of order made, but 
the gentleman from Illinois was present and could have made the point 
oforder. I donot think his point of order is well taken. 

Mr. ADAMS. I know I was present, and did not make the point 
of order, and the gentleman from Kentucky a few minutes ago proposed 
an amendment that I think was subject to the point of order, but I 
liked the amendment and did not make the point of order. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that if you allow amendments to this mo- 
tion, then amendments will go on ad infinitum, for, although under 
general parlimentary law there canbe only one amendment to the prin- 
cipal proposition with an amendment to that amendment, yet when the 
amendment as amended is voted up or down, then there remains 
one amendment to the principal proposition, which a gentleman can 
make; and if the Chair thinks that this motion made by the gentleman 
from Maryland is susceptible of any such amendment as has been sug- 
gested here by the gentleman from Kentucky, or by way of illustra- 
tion by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], then it isin the power 
of any one member of this committee to forbid further action on this 
bill in this Committee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that, when the rules are made giving 
certain power to the Committee of the Whole, the construction of that 
rule must be governed by the constitution of the Committee of the 
Whole; and if it was evidently intended to give the Committee of the 
Whole some power that it had not before (that is certainly evident), 
then such a construction must be given as will give to the Committee of 
the Whole some power that it did not have before. Butif you admit 
that this amendment is an amendable motion, then the Committee of 
the Whole has precisely the same power as it had before, namely, the 
power to close the five-minute debate by unanimous consent. 

Now, as any one man can object to giving unanimous consent, so any 
one member of the committee, by repeated amendments to the motion 
to close debate, can prevent the committee from coming to a vote upon 
that question between now and the 4th of March. ‘The rule is abso- 
lutely without significance or effect if you do not hold that it is a mo- 
tion like the previous question in the House. Evensuch a motion—a 
motion made in the House to limit debate in Committee of the Whole— 
is that which affects the parliamentary right which governs motions 
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made in presenti. On page 334 of the Digest it is given in the form of 
a resolution, sanctioned by long practice, for closing the hour of debate: 

Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union shall cease when its consideration is next resumed. 

It is common, however, to insert in the House the time at which it 
shall cease, for the reason that if you do not amend that by one prop- 
osition or another there is the papon question in the House which 
shall bring the debate to a termination and bring the House to a vote 
upon the motion; but as we have no previous question in the commit- 
tee, the House, in adopting this rule and giving this power to the com- 
mittee, must be construed to have had that fact in mind, and must 
therefore be construed to have intended to give to the committee sim- 
ply the power to vote upon the question whether the debate shall end 
at this moment of time. I will also suggest that there is no table on 
which we can lay that motion in Committee of the Whole. If it shall 
be decided by the Chair that this motion is like a motion in the House, 
and can be amended, then the Committee of the Whole has no more 
power than it had in the last Congress, namely, the power to close the 
five-minute debate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas rises to a parlia- 
mentary. inquiry. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, the inquiry I wish to make is whether 
or not on the pending amendment, upon which the motion is now 
Da to limit debate, there has been five minutes’ debate on either 
side? 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been fiye minutes’ debate in favor of 
the amendment, but not against it. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the poirt I wished to know. 

Mr. McCOMAS.- There was some debate—a minute and a half—on 
that motion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I rose 
to propose an amendment. ‘The Chair first recognized me, and then 
reconsidered and recognized the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ispokea minute anda half in favor of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HEMPHILL, You may have occupied the time yourself. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the inquiry made by the gentleman 
from Arkansas the Chair desires to direct attention to the rule which 
provides that the committee may by the vote of a majority of the mem- 
bers present-—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Chair will not decide 
the point of order without giving me a hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not going to decide it. The Chair 
calls attention to the rule which provides that the committee may, by 
the vote of a majority of the members present, at any time after the 
five minutes’ debate has begun, close all debate, etc. Another rule pro- 
vides that an amendment may be debated five minutes by the gentle- 
man offering it, and five minutes in opposition. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the preceding paragraph of the rule. That 
allows five minutes’ debate on each amendment, pro and con. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I must say at the outetart that 
Iam yery much surprised at the position taken by my friend from Il- 
linois [Mr. ADAMS]. His position is not sustained by a single prece- 
dent and is against the uniform practice in the House of Representa- 
tives for many years. During the first session of the -first Con- 
gress the privilege that I now seek was never denied, and during this 
session an amendment such as I have offered has never been decided 
out of order, and no point of order has been made upon similar amend- 
ments. Under the old rules, in Committee of the Whole we could not 
limit debate. The Committee of the Whole had to rise and have the 
debate limited in the House, but under the new rule the Commnittee of 
the Whole can limit debate, and the chairman of the subcommittee 
which had this very bill under consideration, the gentleman who now 
has it in charge [Mr. McComas], has repeatedly, in the progress of 
this debate, made motions to limit debate, which have been amended. 
On last Saturday the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] made 
this statement. I read from the RECORD: 


Mr. McComas, There is a motion pending to limit all debate on the pending 
amendment to one minute. 


pea There is alsoanamendment pending to make the time thirty 
minutes, 


Mr. McCreary. I move to amend the amendmentsoasto allow forty minutes, 

Mr. McCREARY. It will be observed that I moved to amend the 
amendment so as to allow forty minutes, and that amendment was en- 
tertained by the present occupant of the chair, who was then presiding 
over the Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] thronghout the last session and during this present session has 
remained quiet in his seat as we have considered various appropriation 
bills and debated various questions and has never before made the 
point of order that he has made to-day, I see no reason for it. 

The gentleman failed to make any statement that convinced me that 
his point of order was well taken. His only argument is that debate 
will be unlimited if the point of order is not sustained. He should 
reflect that if the point of order is sustained the precious and time- 
honored right of debate will be practically destroyed, and that, too, in 


any section or para 
graph, or, at its election, u 
shall be decided without de 
to be decided without debate. 


and a motion to amen 

in order to offer a furtheramendment by way ofsubstitute,to which one amend- 

ment may be offered, but which shall not be voted on until the original matter 

a AEN, but cither may be withdrawn before amendment or decision is 
ereon. . 


referred to in Rule XIX when it 
being under consideration, and I offered an amendment to that motion. 
My amendment is that instead of the debate closing immediately i 
be closed in one hour. 


opposition to precedents and the rules of the House of Representatives, 


The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] relies upon the sixth 
paragraph of Rule XXIII, which reads as follows: 

The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, atany 

time after the fiye minutes’ debato has pais upon proposed amendments to 

ph ofa bill, close all debate upon such section or para- 

n the pending amendments only (which motion 

te); but this shall not preclude further amendment, 


But that paragraph does not annul Rule XIX on the subject of 


amendments. That rule should be considered along with the para- 
graph just read. 


Rule XIX is as follows: 


When a motion or proponon is under consideration a motion to amend 
that amendment shall be in order, and it shall also bo 


The gentleman from Maryland made a motion, such a motion as is 
eaks of ‘‘a motion or proposition ” 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman’s construction of the rule is cor- 


rect, how can debate ever be closed in committee? The moment the 


motion is made, if it be subject to an amendment, to an amendment 


to the amendment, to a substitute, and to an amendment to the sub- 
stitute, is it not true that as any of theamendments is disposed of an- 
other amendment will be in order; so that debate never can be closed ? 


Mr. McCREARY. The rules to which the gentleman from Illinois 
refers were adopted by the Republican majority of this House for its 
government, and the point made by the gentleman from Illinois sim- 
ply shows how inconsistent these rules are when you compare them 
one with another. But the rules were adopted for the government of 
the House and for the government of the Committee of the Whole. 
They are the rules that we must now conform to, the rules to which 
we must be obedient. 

During the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, which lasted ten 
months, and up to this good moment, we haye always allowed an 
amendment to such a motion as has been made on this occasion by the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCosras]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Not in committee. 

Mr. McCREARY. Andif the rules are defective this side of the 
House is not responsible. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
was a member of the committee which reported the rules to this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Is not the motion in Committee of the Whole to 
close debate a kindred motion to the motion for the previous question 
in the House? And if the rule means anything does it not mean that 
the motion to close debate is not subject to amendment? If a differ- 
ent practice has obtained that does not prove anythingin the absence 
of a point of order against the amendment, and, so far as I know, this 
is the first time that the point of order has been made upon an amend- 
ment to a motion in committee to close debate, 

Mr. McCREARY. In the House we have the previous question, but 
we have not the previous question in the Committee of the Whole. We 
have, however, the right to amend a motion. Rule XIX gives us that 
right. Under that rule one amendment may be offered to a motion, 
and also an amendment to that amendment. It has been repeatedly 
held by the present Chairman of the Committee of the Whole—it was 
so held last Saturday when the gentleman from Maryland moved to 
limit debate to one minute—— 

Mr. ADAMS: Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir, 

Mr. ADAMS. We have the previous questionin the House. Now, 
the gentleman says we have the power of amendment, and that power 
is very general. Will he say the power of amendment applies to the 
previous question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Oh, no; you can not amend the previous ques- 
tion. That is regulated by a different rule. 

Mr. ADAMS, And that is because of the nature of the question, is 
itnot? 

Mr. McCREARY. Isay we have not the previous question in the 
Committee of the Whole; bat we have Rule XIX, which allows amo- 
tion to be amended. The gentleman from Maryland made a motion 
and I sought to amend that motion; and Iamsupported by all the prec- 
edents of this House, from the beginning of the Fifty-first Congress 
down to this moment, that such a motion is in order. No such point 
of order as the gentleman has raised on the amendment I have offered 
was ever raised before in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not think the gentleman understood my idea. 
There is the previous question in the House and there is also the gen- 
eral rule in regard to amendments which the gentleman cites. Yet 
he will not claim that the role allowing amendments, however general 
in its terms, would apply to the previous question. Therefore it may 
well be that we may have the general power of amendment in Com- 
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mittee of the Whole, and yet that power may not apply to this mo- 
tion, because of the nature of the motion itself. 

Mr. McCREARY, The rule in regard to amendments does not ap- 
ply to a motion for the previous question, as I have said, but it does 
apply to the motion made by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coras] to close debate. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time havel occupied? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no limit to debate on a question of 


order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not noticed the time. The point 
of order having been made, the Chair will indulge gentlemen oncither 


side. 

Mr. McCREARY. There is no limit, I believe, to the time allowed 
for debate on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ona point of order the range of the debate is 
within the discretion of the Chair; that is the practice. The Chair is 
very glad to hear the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Tomy mind, Mr. Chairman, the rules to which 
I have referred are so clearand the prcon are so numerous in sup- 
port of the position ihat a member has a right to offer an amendment 
to a motion to limit or close debate that I do not think it necessary to 
say anything more at this time, and I believe the point of ordershould 
be overruled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chairindulge mea moment on the point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad tohear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this question of order was first raised by 
the gentleman from Maryland, I was of opinion that he was correct and 
that this motion was not amenable so as to go beyond the mere closure 
of debate and fix a limit of time. I reached that conclusion because I 
thought there had been a change in the rules of this House as compared 
with the rules prevailing in previous Con 

But upon examination of the rules I find that the change has not 
been made, as I supposed it had been from the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maryland. The old rule is in precisely the same words that 
are found in the new rule, with the exception that in the old rule— 
Rule XXII, clause 6, of the rules of the Fiftieth Congress—it is pro- 
vided that the House may by a vote of the majority close debate. In 
the new rule it is provided that— 


The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at 
any time after the five minutes’ debate has upon proposed amendments 
to any section or p ph of a bill, close alt debate upon such section or pars- 
graph, or, at its clection, upon the pending amendments only (which motion 
shall be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude farther amend- 
ment, to be decided without debate. 


These rules ore precisely the same, except that under the rule of the 
Fiftieth and preceding Congresses it was necessary that the committee 
should rise and go into the House; and it was in the House that tho 
motion was made to close debate upon the pending paragraphs and all 
amendments thereto. 5 

In determining the manner in which a rule is to be interpreted we 
are to regard the practice of the House; and as this rnle has not been 
changed so far as the point at issue is concerned, we must refer to the 
uniform practice of the House heretofore to determine the manner of 
its construction, I believeI can state, Mr, Chairman, without fear of 
successful contradiction, that during the long time you and I have heen 
members of this House no instance can be cited of the Committee of 
the Whole rising to close debate when that motion was not treated as 
amendable and when amendments were not entertained. 

Mr. ADAMS, That was in the House? 

Mr. SPRENGER. In the House. Two amendments were allowed, 
and then the previous question was moved. Or, if the gentleman in 
charge of the matter desired to cut off amendments in-moving to limit 
debate, he moved the previous question in order to prevent any amend- 
ments being made, 

Mr. ADAMS, Tor the purpose of preventing an indefinite number 
of amendments? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the purpose of preventing an indefinite num- 
ber of amendments and for the puree of preventing debate he would 
move the previous question. t having been, as my colleague [Mr. 
Apams] knows and as all gentlemen who have been here many years 
know, the uniform practice prior to this Congress, and the rule having 
come to us, so far as this part of it is concerned, in the same terms ng 
were in force then, we must follow the previous construction, and that 
construction is in accordance with the very reason and nature of the 
case, because on a single proposition many amendments may be offered; 
as soon as one is voted down another may be submitted, and this pro- 
coating may be continued without limit unless you apply the closure; 
and, therefore, under the rules, you could ong the debate for hours, 
But under the practice, when you went into the House, the House 
could determine, on a motion, how long the debate was to continue. 
Under that practice time and again, without number, motions have 
been made similar to that submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky 
to fix a limit to the debate. Amendments have never been refused to 
be entertained; and, that having been the uniform practice ofthe House, 
I submit that there is no change in the rules which warrants a depart- 
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ure from that practice and that the very reason of the rule itself re- 
quires that that practice should be maintained. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] made a motion to close the debate on the paragraph under 
considerationimmediately. The motion was entirely in order, because 
the rule now provides that the Committee of the Whole may close the 
debate on a paragraph ofabill under consideration. But another ques- 
tion was raised by the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
not as to the power of the committee to close the debate, but as to when 
the debate should close; that is to say, whether it should close instantly 
or in sixty minutes; and the question before the committee now is not 
as to the power of the committee to close the debate, but as to the right 
of the gentleman from Kentucky to move a proper amendment. 

There is no gentleman on either side of the House who questions 
that as the exact condition. The point now, therefore, under consid- 
eration is as to the right of the gentleman from Kentucky to offer an 
amendment to the motion; and the point of order calling upon the 
Chair to rule that amendment out of order is preposterous and un- 
precedented in the Committee of the Whole or out of it. 

A gentleman moves to close debate, and he desires the Chair to con- 
strue that motion not only into a motion to close the debate itself, but 
to do that which has been unknown heretofore in the practice of this 
House or elsewhere, to require the Chair to rule,or to construe the rule 
now existing as an implication, that the motion has the same force and 
effect as the previous question in the House. Thegentleman has made 
a motion which carries with it that which, if we were in the House, 
would constitute two distinct questions, namely, the motion itself and 
the previous question. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that such a thing is without precedentin 
the Committee of the Whole or out of the Committee of the Whole. 
Itis without reason or logic. It is born of a disposition to force the 
minority out of any consideration of any of the rights which they have 
in the consideration of such matters before the committee. 

But, sir, what has been the history of this matter of closing debate 
by paragraphs on appropriation bills? Heretofore it was the practice, 
where there had been a disposition to close debate on a paragraph, to 
make a motion that the committee rise and go into the House for the 
purpose of closing debate;-and a motion or motions were made and the 
previous question wasdemanded. The House made its order and again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, and the Committee of the 
Whole was bound by the action of the House limiting the debate. 

The present House, as I understood it and as I think all gentlemen 
understood it, deeming this circumlocution about closing debate an 
unnecessary waste of time, provided by its rules that, instead of the 
committee rising and going back into the House for the pu of 
making an order of that kind, the Committee of the Whole itself might 
close debate. Thatwasthe object of the rule; that and nothing more; 
and it seems to me, sir, that in view of the practice of the House from 
that time and during all previous time until the present, there can be 
no difficulty in the mind of the Chair in deriving from that practice, 
before and since, that its only p e was to avoid the tedium of the 
committee rising and going into the House for the purpose of making 
an order to close debate. 

But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AnAms] and other gentlemen, 
in their eagerness to ayoid the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, are asking the Chair to exclude that motion and all motions of 
that character, because it is possible, as they claim, by offering amend- 
ment after amendment, to defeat consideration of any measure, and 
hence there could be no conclusion reached on the subject. Mr. Chair- 
man, you are too well versed in parliamentary law and in the deco- 
rum attaching to the office of presiding officer in the Committee of the 
Whole of this House to presume that the House designed wherever 
there was any defect in the rule, and you discovered it, to supply it 
by reason of the necessity of the situation. The whole argument in 
favor of the matter lies in the fact that there may be delay. 

Why, sir, accept this line of argumentation as true? You should 
go one step further, and say that amendment after amendment might 
be offered to a ph of a bill, which process could go on until the 
end of this session, and thereby make it impossible for the Committee 
of the Whole to conclude a single paragraph of the bill becauseamend- 
ments were practically unlimited and innumerable; and if you should 
give such a construction as would affect these numerous amendments 
you would be occupying no more absurd attitude than to undertake 
to supply a rule, where none exists, to meet the exigencies of an occa- 
sion. During the whole of this Congress we have operated under a 
different construction of the rule; we have had no inconvenience re- 
sulting therefrom, and the difficulty now suggested is purely imagi- 
nary. 

You have invested a committee of this House with the power to 
consider the question of rules. Wherever they are defective, it iscom- 
petent for the House, by reason of these defects, through the Commit- 
tee on Rules, to have action thereon. That is the regular method of 
procedure, instead of tramping up a question of necessity to puta con- 
struction upon the rules that never has been declared to be a rule from 
their birth until this hour, when the necessity arises on the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland. - 
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Mr. MCCOMAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman says—and also the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER]—that in the House, when the committee had 
risen, amendments might be made limiting the debate to different 
periods of time, and, to cut off amendments in an effort to limit the 
time, the previous question was available. Now, as I understand the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia in his ent and in his 
speech from which I quoted, all people must agree that this power 
was formerly lodged in the House, But that power which was in the 
House, having been taken from the House, must be lodged in the com- 
mittee. 

Mr, BUCKALEW. It is not taken from the House, 

Mr. McCOMAS, And isnot thesame powerin the committee, then, 
as the equivalent of the previous question in the Honse, with this one 
difference, that with the previous question in the House all power of 
amendment could be stopped; but with this limitation in the commit- 
tee, that the power of the previous question to stop debate obtains by 
transferring the power, but the power of amendment remains? The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will understand my proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. ROGERS. We understand what you want to have done. 

Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have not the floor or I would yield. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no objection to the interruption. 

Mr. VAUX. When this debate began on this bill, I learned that 
the distinguished gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], if he 
will allow me to so style him, made a motion that the debate con- 
gume one hour. Onthat there was a quite adebate. Under that mo- 
tion, made by the distinguished gentleman, we have been four days 
discussing the bill. Now we are under a motionoffered by the gentle- 
man from Maryland that the debate do now close, which was made 
nearly an hour ago, and yet we are in the midst of limitless debate on 
a motion to close debate. Will the gentleman, or some one for him, 
under the rules of the old House, or this House, or some other 
House—— 

A MEMBER. The next House. 

Mr. VAUX (continuing). Tell me how we can get a resolution 
passed here to give some gentlemen the floor who haye been four days 
trying to get it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I willsay there is no limitation apparently to the 
capacity of the Democratic party on this floor, as I have observed it of 
late years, to filibuster on all occasions, 

Mr. VAUX. Oh, if getting their rights is filibustering, then you 
had better begin filibustering for yourselves. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand, from a reading 
of the rules, thatthe power of the House to close debate has been taken 
fromit. The same power rests with the House to-day. There issimply 
a provision that the Committee of the Whole may close the debate and 
the amendments on a given amendment; but if this were not trne we 
would have, here as elsewhere, reference to the intention of the rule. 
We will not do violence to language. We will not construe the rule 
on a necessity which is merely a criticism disclosing the defect of a 
rule itself. 

The rule provided for the previous question in the House. It pro- 
vided for the close of debatein the House, The debate might beclosed 
in the House by its order without any previous question considered at 
all. The committee have simply the right to close debate, with the 
provision in your rules, of which the Chair must take notice, that there 
is no previous question in the Committee of the Whole. There is not 
a member on this floor who is so innocent as to declare that there is 
a previous question in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. They are trying to get one, though. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And yet the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coas] is asking the Chair not only to concede that there is a previous 
question in the Committee of the Whole, but that the form of stating 
it is to move to close debate, and that the Chair shall entertain and 
submit to the House at the same time two propositions, the previous 
question and the closing of debate. Itis absurd, sir. Many things 
have occurred during this Congress that in my judgmenthave seriously 
embarassed the rights of the minority. These rightsare as dear to the 
one side as tothe other. Alternately one political party is in author- 
ity and then the other. 

Each in its turn, when it happens to be in the minority, is entitled 
to some consideration, by reason of the enormous population repre- 
sented, Deference to that principle has been disregarded ruthlessly 
in many instances here. There never wasacode of rulesin the history 
of the Congress of the United States so reckless of the rights of the 
minority as these under which we are laboring. There never was a 
body of men assembled with so distinct a purpose of straitening the 
situation of the minority as has been manifested by this House. And 
when they have exhansted their ingenuity, when there is a failure to 
meet every situation, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
and other gentlemen scek to meet it by asking an accomplished par- 
liamentarian to make up the deficit. Mr. Chairman, Iam not pre- 
pared to believe that you are ready for that work. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, you have a preposterous propo- 
sition made to you. You are asked to hold, in the absence of all rules 
and all rulings, that a member of the minority has not even the right 
to make a motion to extend limit proposed for debate. Either there 
has never been found in this Congress, through nearly twelve months 
of continuous sitting, 2 man who was wise enough to say that right 
existed in you or else there has never been a man fool enough and disin- 
genuous enough to claim that you bad it. Ishall try to state proposi- 
tions so clearly that they can not be misunderstood. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will be a pretty heavy strain upon you. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, considering the side he is talking to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN.: Two rights unquestionably exist: the right to 
close debate in Committce of the Whole, which was not Donen by 
the committee until it was conferred by the rule adopted Congress 
that has been read to you, Mr, Chairman, and the right to close it in 
the House by the previous question. When the right to limit debate 
in committee was conferred, it did not take away the right then in- 
hering, and consequently still inhering, in the House to close debate, 
There has never been until to-day a man found who was rash enough 
to claim the right to enforce the previous question in the Committee 
of the Whole. The gentleman from Maryland in charge of this bill 
has it in his power, Mr. Chairman, if he desires to move the previous 
question, to do it in a legitimate way. 

What is that way? Why to move that the committee rise and go 
into the House, and when the gentleman gets into the House make 
his motion to limit debate and demand the previous question upon it. 
Now, why did he not pursue that course, if it is his purpose to avail 
himself of the motion under the previous question? 

A clear canon of construction is that an instrument must be con- 
strned so as to let all parts stand if possible. There isno lawyer who 
will deny that proposition; no man of sense, whether a lawyer or not, 
would deny it. 

The following is one of the rules of the House: 

When a motion or proposition is under consideration a motion to amend 
and a motion to amend that anendment shall be in order, and it shall also be 
in order to offer a farther amendment by way of substitute, to which one 
amendment may be offered. 

Mr, Chairman, can you afford to say that because you are in Com- 
mittee of the Whole that rule does not apply? You can notdo it, even 
if there were nothing further upon it specially; but there happens to 
be something that prevents the Chair from doing it, even if the Chair 
would be, as he is not, inclined to do it. 

Clause 8 of Rule XXIII provides: 

The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in Committee of tho 
Whole so far as they may be applicable. 

Then that rule is in full force here; but the gentleman from Mary- 
Jand asks you, Mr. Chairman, to do what none of your predecessors 
have ever had tho rashness to do for a hundred years—to hold that a 
simple motion to close debate is equivalent to the previous question. 

Now, that brings me to the suggestion made by my friend from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNoN]. He asks if this is not analogous to the motion 
for the previous question in the House. It is not at all; notat all 
analogous to it. A motion for the previous question to close debate on 
this proposition still inheres in the House, and has never been con- 
ferred on this committee, What evidence haye I of that? We have, 
as I intimated in the beginning, already operated under these rules for 
about twelve months. Itis a fact that that twelve months has been 
the most stormy and excitingin the history of legislation in this coun- 
try. 

All the force of intellectual acumen has been brought to bear to find 
a means of stopping debate and stopping amendment, and yet up to 
this hour it has never been heretofore suggested in the committee that 
this right to enforce the previous question here existed. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLAND. Is not one of the reasons for going into Committee of 
the Whole to get rid of the previous question, so as to allow full de- 
bate on amendments and fall opportunity to offer amendments, and 
was not that the very object? 

Mr, McMILLIN. That is true. And, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
right existing in the House to have the previous question applied which, 
as I stated, is still inherent in the House. The Committee on Rules, 
hy the adoption of these rules last session, provided what? 

That the committee may limit debate. 


If it had been the intention of the Committee on Rules and the 
House to provide that the Committee of the Whole may also exercise 
the power of enforcing the previous question, was it not the casiest 
thing in the world to say so? 

Mr. Chairman, you know and I know that the gentleman who is 
chairman of the Committee on Rules would have said so if he had ever 
claimed that he wanted that power exercised. But, says one gentle- 
man, if you donot do this you give to the minority the power to offer 
amendments interminably. That can be no argument, because the 
rules provide that you may stop that in your discretion by ruling that 
the motions are dilatory and refusing to entertain them; and that dis- 
cretion has over and over again been exercised by the Chair. Buteven 
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if that were not possible and if there were no remedy for it here it is 
no argument, because an express remedy has been gma by rising 
and reporting to the House. What was the next advantage conferred 
on the Committeeof the Whole? As suggested by my distinguished 
friend from Arizona [Mr, Sarria], that one hundred could close debate 
ao while if you took it into the House it would take a quorum to 
do it, ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Fifty-one can do-it here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Fifty-one can doit here, as-stated by my col- 
league [Mr. RICHARDSON], if there are one hundred voting. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The previous question called by fifty-one mem- 


bers. . 

Mr. McMADLIN. That would be the effectof such a ruling. Now, 
Mr, Chairman, in order todo the work—lI call it work, for it is work— 
in order to do the work that is proposed to you by the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland, you have got to utterly ignore Rule XIX, 
which I have already read in your hearing. 

It will not be insisted by any man in his senses that when only one 
amendment is proposed to a motion to close debate it is dilatory; and 
hence youcannot enforce the rule against dilatory motions upon simply 
one amendment. Is it possible thatnot only the voice of the minority 
shall be stifled, but also the right of the minority to ask for further 
debate is to be takenaway? Has it come to this, that all that is neces- 
sary to stop the minority is for the chairman of a committee to rise and 
say, ‘‘I move to limit debate?” 

It can not be. Itis impossible to believe, Mr. Chairman, that such 
extraordinary powers were intended to be conferred on the Committee 
of the Whole by mere implication; and I can not, Mr. Chairman, too 
frequently call your attention to the fact that you can not afford to 
supplement this omission from the rules by a ruling that would be at 
the same time preposterous and oppressive. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I understand that in Committee of 
the Whole, while we may close debate, we can not cut off amendment. 
Hence it would not be in order for the gentleman to move to cut off 
all amendments to a proposition. Now, if we can not cut off amend- 
ments to the paragraph under consideration, how can we cut off amend- 
ments to any other motion or proposition ? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I thank my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
for the suggestion. There is force in it. The object and effect of the 
previous question is to ent off amendments, and by express rule the 
right to amend continues here, showing that it was never intended by 
the framers of the rule, never dreamed by the House, never claimed 
by the majority in the first session of this Congress, that the previous 
question was to be enforced in Committee of the Whole. You would 
have, if you had anything, by the ruling sought, a qualified previous 
question, a previous question that closes debate, but does not stop 
amendment. The very idea is repugnant to common sense. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman: We had some of the most distin- 

ed parliamentarians engaged in the discussion of theserules when 
ey were brought before the House for consideration and adoption. 
That able parliamentarian was here who has since gone to the Senate, 
and who, in my humble judgment, is the greatest parliamentary law- 
yer that ever ascended those steps; I mean Mr. CARLISLE, noted for 
his legal ability, noted for the equanimity of his intellect—an intel- 
lect so clear that itis the wonder of everybody who hears him. He 
was present and took partin the discussion of the rules, but he never 
prediated, nor did the majority of the Committee on Rules ever claim, 
that if those rules were adopted the right to enforce the previous ques- 
tion would exist in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 

Coxas] wants to get the benefit of that right, let him go back to the 
House, where it unquestionably does exist. His way is clear there, 
and he will find less wear and tear of conscience by taking that course 
than by following out this revolutionary one, 
. Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, were it not for the fact that at 
every step of the way since the adoption of these rules our friends on the 
other side haye vigorously and vociferously denounced every one of them 
and their administration, I confess I should be startled by the earnest 
appeal which has just been addressed to the Chairman by the gentleman 
fromTennessee, Itissomething to becarefully considered when a distin- 
guished member of Congress really believes that the rights of somebody 
are about to be taken away by the ruling of the chairman in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on a question of how long a minority of this 
House can prevent the dispatch of public business. 5 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it 13 proper at this point to say that the tend- 
ency of these times is to go forward in parliamentary matters. The 
most pitiful exhibition of puerile incompetency that it is possible to 
imagine is a parliamentary body, if there is such a one anywhere, that 
is incapable of doing anything, that is capable simply of standing sus- 
pended in midair, showing to the world how possible it is for great men 
to be incompetent men, how possible it is for a great body of men to 
become so great and so encysted in their own greatness as to become 
immovable, actually overwhelmed by inertia, the football of every long- 
winded man, throttled by a windmill, held in suspended parliamentary 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, whether that condition of things comes about 
by reason of the confessed inability of the parliamentary body to move 
forward or ‘by the obstruction of a minority, the tendency of these 
times, as I have said, isto condemn that sort of thing and to finda 
remedy for it. We live in an age when popular judgment says some- 
thing must be done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When did it say that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Common sense says it, and nobody believes it 
more strongly than my friend from Georgia. The common sense of 
every man teaches him what a pitiful spectacle would be presented by 
a parliamentary body locked up in the embrace of the minority. The 
gentleman from Tennessee says that it is a canon of construction that 
all parts of 2 law orof a rule must have effectif possible. What, then, 
would be the effect given by the Chairman of this committee to this 
language if the view of the gentleman from Tennessee should prevail: 
“The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members pres- 
ent, close all debate?’’ The gentleman says that the way to do it is 
to go into the House; that there is going to be too much wear and tear 
upon our consciences by doing it in committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not apply that remark to my friend from 
Ohio. I think he would be safe in that respect. (Laughter, ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, after the long strain upon 
the conscience of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and 
the apparent exuberant condition of that gentleman’s conscience now, 
I think he need not be alarmed about the six weeks of this Congress 
that are to come. He will getalong well enough. [Laughter.] But 
what does the language which I have read meanif it does not mean that 
the Committee of the Whole House may close debate? It is not ade- 
batable question. Bear in mind that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMiri1n] has not argued the real question. The real question 
is one made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], who 
offers an amendment to the motion made by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. 

The gentleman from Tennessee argues that we must go back into 
the House in order to close debate. Thereis the plain language of the 
rule: ‘*The committee may by a majority vote close all debate.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend misunderstands me. I do not take 
the position which the gentleman attributes tome. Isay it is in the 
House you must close debate if you expect to do it by the previous 
question; butif you undertake to do it here in the committee you can 
not do it by the previous question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Howcanwe close debate under the system which 
thegentleman proposes? Thernle says we may close debate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole; but the gentleman says, that if we want something 
analogous to the previous question, something that will operate as 
the previous question operates, we must go into the Honse to find it 
and apply it. Ifhe is right about that, then this rule ought to say, 
“The Committee of the Whole isabsolutely powerless to close debate,’’ 
because the very moment that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is voted down, assuming that it would be, the gentleman 
from Tennessee would make another motion; and when that is voted 
down one hundred and forty or more motions on that side of the House 
may be made. 

It appears by the statement of gentlemen better acquainted with the 
former rales than I am that this is the first time the language which 
T have cited found its way into the rules of the House. It must 
now have for the first time an intelligent construction. And the first 
question that the Chairman must ask himself is, for what was this lan- 
guage put there? Was it put there to be absolutely meaningless, ab- 
solutely noneffective, absolutely valueless for any purpose? or was it 
put there with the express object of enabling the Committee of the 
Whole to get rid of the old tedious process of rising and going back 
into the House for the purpose of limiting debate? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in the condition of things which we have here— 
and we have a right to take notice of what is going on—if the motion 
were made to rise for the purpose of limiting debate, this motion could 
be amended. Under the argument of the gentleman from Tennessee 
the motions to amend would be absolutely limitless. But suppose 
they were not. We go back into the House, and thereupon we enter 
upon just such a day’s work as we had yesterday, ‘That is what you 
are coming to. The gentleman from Tennessee having warned the 
Chairman that he must be careful about the sort of ruling he is to 
make, it may be proper for us to warn the Chair that if we go back 
into the House for the purpose of limiting debate we may spend an- 
other day just as valuelessly as we spent yesterday, and just as pur- 
poselessly, as we are probably going to spend a great many more days 
òt this session until the majority rises in its power and puts an end to 
the filibustering on the other side. 

Mr, Chairman, my point is’that this rule is easy of construction 
from the standpoint which I occupy. It is said on the other side 
by one gentleman that it is not possible to suppose it was the inten- 
tion to cut off amendments. Why, sir, I can see no reason for that 
assumption. ‘The previous question upon the most important bills 
that were ever pending in Congress cuts off amendments. The pre- 


animation by the breath of a single individual. That certainly is a | vious question demanded upon the introduction of the most important 


pitiable spectacle, if such an one exists anywhere on earth. 


Lill that was ever presented in this House is a conclusive bar to all 
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amendments. The time comes occasionally when the majority iscom- 
pelled to cut off amendments; and it is no argument against a certain 
construction of this rule that by such construction amendments must 
cease to be offered. 

But the rule is carefully guarded on that point, for it states that 
after debate has been closed, whether upon the pending paragraph or 
upon pending amendments only, “‘this shall not preclude further 
amendment, to be decided without debate.” The Chairman will have 
no difficulty in deciding this question, so as to give full force and effect 
to the language of this subdivision of the rule, if he will bear in mind 
that two things, wholly distinct and independent, are covered. One 
is debate. That is to be absolutely closed; but amendments are not 
to be absolutely cut off. Amendments may be brought forward after 
debate has closed; but they are to be decided without debate. 

We haye reached only the first stage of this question; and that is, 
whether the motion to close debate is amendable. I donot suppose 
any gentleman seriously argues that under this rule debate may not 
be closed in Committee of the Whole. The rale admits of no other 
interpretation; it is perfectly plain and simple. The language is not 
complicated; itisnot involved in any doubtful construction. The prop- 
osition is the plainest and simplestin the world. Theother question 
is the question of the right to offer amendments afterward; and it will 
be time enough to cross that bridge when we come toit. Yon are 
called upon, Mr. Chairman, simply to say, whena proposition is offered 
to close debate, whether that proposition is amendableso as to allow 
further time for debate. 

Let us see how this is to operate. Itis said that underthe construc- 
tion we contend for the minority is to lose certain God-given, constitu- 
tionally intrenched rights. How? Suppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky be put and voted down; then he has lost 
his right to have thirty minutes’ additional time. 

Mr. McCREARY, The right I am demanding now is the right to 
offer an amendment and the right to have this House vote upon that 
amendment, a right which has been allowed in all the years gone by 
in the Committee of the Whole and in the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘There are a great many things happening now- 
adays that never happened before, So that is not an argument. 

Only a few words more, Under my construction of this rule, if the 
House votes upon the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and, we will say, votes it down, that is the end of his proposition; and 
we come to a vote on the motion to close debate. Now, this side of 
the House simply asks from the Chaira ruling which will put the vote 
the other end foremost, if you please. We say we want to close de- 
bate now; thatis the first proposition; it is made before the gentleman 
from Kentucky makes his motion. We desire to close debate now. 
The minority, if itis a minority, has no right to thirty minutes’ debate 
if the majority does not so desire—— 

Mr..McCREARY,. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just there? 2 

Mr. GROSVENOR., Well, I would like to complete my sentence. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he will refer to 
a precedent, in all the years gone by, where a power such as that now 
invoked has been claimed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1am told that there never was such a rule be- 


fore. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ah; there have been many rules adopted this 
session unlike any ever heard of before, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And Tam very glad of it. 

Mr, VAUX. You do not seem to make much headway with them. 
{Langhter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, we do not; but we will. 

Mr. McCREARY. And the gentleman knows that the rules have 
not facilitated business. 

Mr. VAUX. Although you have had the full benefit of “common 
parliamentary law.” - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But we have demonstrated to the country that, 
if we have not facilitated business, these rules are powerful to get rid 
of a great deal of obstruction on the part of the minority. 

Mr. McCREARY. The rules have been an absolute obstruction to 
business, although you have had the power to pass any special rules 
to meet emergencies which you saw proper. And you have been re- 
buked by the country for what you have done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I am going to get ready some time to 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois when he puts that at me, out of 
his own mouth. - > 

A MEMBER. You mean the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I mean the gentleman from Illinois [re- 
ferring to Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr, MCCREARY. I did not understand the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay I am going to get ready at some time to 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois when he makes the suggestion, out 
of his own month. 

Mr. McCREARY, I understood the gentleman to say that I was 
echoing the sentiment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is correct. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to inform the gentleman that he is sim- 


ply mistaken. When I say heand his party have been rebuked I am 
simply echoing the sentiment of millions of the voters of the United 
States. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I was trying to apologize for the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. I felt sorry that he should have made such a 
proposition, and I was not surprised if he got it from the source that 
I thought he got it from. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky I am sure will 
allow me to finish what I was trying to say when he interrupted me. 

The proposition came first to close the debate upon this paragraph 
of the bill, It is unquestionably within the power of the committee 
doso. The gentlemanfrom Kentucky indicates that he desires thirty 
minutes more debate. The way to get that is to vote down the propo- 
sition to close debate, and the debate then goes on without limitation. 
That is-his remedy. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I desire to have my amendment allowing one hour’s debate carried. 
But, higher than that and away above it, is my desire that the right of 
a Representative on this floor to offer an amendment toa motion shall 
not be curtailed, a right that has been allowed in all of our past history, 
and never denied by any chairman of the Committee of the Whole or 
any Speaker of the House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has never been ruled in favor of the gentle- 
man’s idea by any Chairman of the Committee of the Whole or any- 
body else under these rules. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio to the ruling made hy the present Chairman of the Com- 
mitte of the Whole only last Saturday. A motion was made by the 
gentleman from Maryland to limit debate to oneminute. Someother 
gentleman moved toamend by making it twenty minutes, and I offered 
a further amendment which was entertained, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman has already stated that 
fact. He is not telling us anything new. It has nothing whatever to 
do with the pending question. ' 

Mr. MCCREARY. I think it has. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A proposition to limit debate to one minute is, 
of course, amendable by putting some other number of minutes, but 
is not debatable. But this is a different proposition. Thisis the con- 
struction of a rule which expressly provides that by a majority vote we 
may close debate. So that the precedent the gentleman states has 
nothing in the world to do with the question before the committee. 

This is an important question. It is a question whether or not the 
majorityfof the Committee of the Whole is to be powerful or powerless 
to do anything. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, with 
his permission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says the proposition that you can 
limit the time for debate is one thing, but that you can make a motion 
to close debate, which is quite another thing. i 

Now, if there are these two several powers lodged inthe Committee 
of the Whole, I wish toask the gentleman from Ohio whence he derives 
power to limit debate, except in the sense of closing debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is a pertinent question and not very 
easy to answer. But, inasmuch as we have here an authority to close 
debate and inasmuch as closing debate does not mean limiting debate, 
because to limit debate is not to close it, we need not go beyond the 
pending motion. The act takes place when yon vote on the proposi- 
tion. The act authorized by the rule is to close debate, but the act of 
limiting debate is not the act of closing it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Where, then, do you get the power to limit debate 
at all in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For the purpose of this discussion that is not 
necessary to be determined. Iam not discussing that question at all; 
but the rules themselves limit debate on each amendment under this 
debate to five minutes on each side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know, but does the gentleman mean to say that 
the Committee on Rules of the House when they adopted the rules gave 
the committee the power to close debate and not the power to limit it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, what does the gentleman say himself- 
about the power of limiting debate ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say that they are oneand the same thing. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Well, I differ with you on that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And, further, that the motion to close debate is 
amendable. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the very question we have been dis- 
cussing all afternoon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that, but I supposed the gentleman 
permitted an interruption; and now, after having his attention called 
to it, I would like him to give an answer to the question I haye sub- 
mitted. At the same time let us have his construction of what the 
words ‘‘closing debate’? mean, I am inviting his attention to the dif- 
fieulty which it seems to me his construction of the words “ closing de- 
bate’? involves. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.- There is one growing out of the fact that the 
word “‘limit’’ is omitted from the rules. ButI maintain without 
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hesitation that the words ‘‘ close debate” are not synonymous with the 
words ‘‘limit debate ’’ by any sort of means, because—— ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then what I want to know of my friend is, if that 
is not so, how does it happen that during all this Congress, under this 
rule, when we haye been in Committee of the Whole, the Chair has 
entertained motions, and the House has assented to them, to limit de- 
bate? We are doing it daily. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know that it has been done and that is all I 
can say aboutit. It may have been done without the point of order 
being raised. I have read a number of decisions that were made here 
during the pendency of the tariff bill, when about as sharp parliament- 
ary practice was adopted on cither side as was possible, and I do not 
find that any question of order was ever made. The point of order 
, was never made against the proposition to limit debate in the Com- 

mittee of the Whole, and it was done over and over again; and until 

that point of order has been made and decided I do not see that the ar- 

gument weighs anything against my proposition. That is all I desire 

to say. 

is Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a ques- 
on? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to submit one or two propositions—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not yielded the floor. The gentleman 
rom Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] desires to ask a question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iask the gentleman, before he yields the floor,to 
Dera the proposition at what time is this motion proper to limit 

ebate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. At any time after there has been debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At what time? - 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes. Suppose, for instance, I should ofer an 
amendment to the pending bill and speak fiye minutes in support of 
that amendment, would the committee have the right to limit debate 
and let nothing be said against it, in order to close debate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, because the rule says that under the five- 
minute rule five minutes may be allowed on either side, and that is a 
matter of right; and if there has not been five minutes’ debate here 
upon each side I concede that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is the very point that I wish to hear the 
gentleman upon, because at the time the motion was made there wasa 
discussion upon one side. Gentlemen upon the other side asked for 
recognition in opposition to it, and then this motion was made, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Cosas] said that he himself had opposedit, and, as I thought, that 
put an end to that point. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, WHesaid he had spoken upon it. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few propositions. 

Mr, Vaux, Mr. CÙUTCHEON, and Mr. HOOKER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if all the Democratic candidates 
for the Speakership have scored, let us have a ruling. [Laughter on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy only afew minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have order and the attention of the 
Chair while I am speaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. The 
gentleman from Missouri desires to address the committee on the point 
of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that the analogy in this 
proposition, in the decision that the Chair makes, must relate to the 
paragraph itself and the proceedings of the committee; that is to say, 
in the Committee of the Whole it is not in the power of the commit- 
tee to cut off amendments, butonlydebate. Now this motion is made 
with reference to a paragraph about which no one disputes, that it is 
not within the power of the committee to cnt off amendment. 

In other words, the paragraph itself, the matter underconsideration, 
as to which this motion is made, and the motion itself, must be con- 
sidered by analogy of the rules applying to the paragraph. That is to 
say, that inasmuch as the paragraph itself is subject to amendment, 
and it is not within the power of the committee to prevent that, any 

“motion that is eto it, with reference to it, is subject to the same 
rules. It is subject to amendment, and itis not possible to cut off that 
amendment, and especially so by a single motion. Now, that is one 
proposition. 

The next proposition is this, Mr. Chairman—it has been stated be- 
fore by the gentleman from Georgia: The only paragraph of the rule 
or the only section of the rule that its a limitation of debate is 
the one under consideration. That is the only authority we have to 
limit debate at all. And it has been the universal practice of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole—and the present Chairman has recognized it— 
that where a motion is made to close debate in a minute or in a half 
minute, or to close debate in an hour, or it may be to close debate ab- 
solutely, any one of them is amendable. They are upon the same line. 
To move to close debate in one minute or to close it without time, each 
and every one must be amendable, because all come under the same 
paragraph and under the same authority to make a motion. 

Now, what is the difference between making a motion to close debate 


absolutely or to close it in an hour? Ifone is amendable, necessarily 
another must be amendable; and to hold otherwise would be simply 
to hold that in the Committee of the Whole when a motion is made 
to close debate no amendment can be made to it, but on the contrary 
that if it is proposed to close debate within a certain time amend- 
ments are'in order. There is no right and no reason in it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the argument that comes in answer is that of 
ad inconvenientum, that the committee must do something, and in or- 
der to do that something the Chairman of this committee must take 
the rules of the committcein hand, not to construe them in accordance 
with precedents, not to construe them in accordance with reason, not 
to construe them according to the spirit in which they were enacted, 
but in Committee of the Whole, where debate and where amendment 
are unlimited, argument is brought here to induce the Chair to over- 
ride the rules and to override the rights of the minority. 

Mr. FRANK. Will my colleague yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Not just now, Now, it is stated that those amend- 
ments may be unlimited. Soit is with this paragraph and every para- 
graph in this bill. Where a salary is granted of $3,000, in the next 
paragraph I might move that that salary be cut down to $2,999, and 
continue it down to $1, and soon with every section of that paragraph 
and every section of the bill. It is almost limitless. If gentlemen 
want to undertake to compel the Chairman of the Committee of tho 
Whole to override the rights of the minority by a ruling of that sort, 
thoy simply invite motions of that kind in retaliation. 

Every dollar and every cent of money appropriated in this bill is 
subject to amendment, and there is no possibility of a limit to it. 
You might just as well ask the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole to limit debate upon the paragraph and amendment as upon a 
motion that relates toit. This is a motion that relates to that para- 
graph and is governed in the construction of the rules by analogy to 
the rule applying to the paragraph itself, which is that you can not 
cut off amendment. 

So I say, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen can not make much speed 
by asking the Chairman to override the rights of the minority, unless 
it is proposed to override every right and take this bill out of Com- 
mittee of the Whole and pass it without further amendmentor chance 
of amendment at all. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think we are 
going to make progress by any arbitrary ruling of the Chair because of 
any inconvenience, Ido not think that facilitates legislation. Ido 
not think that preserves that good feeling in this House, and that re- 
spect for the Chair, which is in the interest of orderly legislation and 
that will facilitate matters. 

So Isay, Mr. Chairman, in summing up, the idea of going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole with these money bills is to get rid of the pre- 
vious question. If we were considering the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole you might moye the previous question; but 
we are considering it in Committee of the Whole, where unlimited 
debate and unlimited opportunity for amendment are allowed. The 
rule only runs to the extent that debate may be limited cither to one 
half minnte or altogether. But in all this proceeding the same rule 
applies, and must apply, with reference to motions to amend para- 
graphs and every amendment of the paragraph, and intends that no 
motion to close debate at all with reference to the paragraph shall be 
or can be made or entertained by the Chair that will cut offamendment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt this 
is an important question, and one that onght to be decided with- 
out any reference to a particular amendment, but with reference to the 
orderly transaction of the business of the Committeeof the Whole, not 
only of this session, but possibly of othersubsequent sessions. Prec- 
edents are mighty things and bind procedure long after individuals 
bave passed away. 

The simple question now before us is whether or no to ‘‘ close de- 
bate” is the same thing as to ‘‘limit debate.’’ There is no question 
that the House has the right to instruct the committee as to the limit 
of debate. That is not the question here at all. 

The paragraph before us is to be construed in connection with andin 
relation to the preceding paragraph. Paragraph 5 of the rule provides: 

When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which tho 


member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debato thereon. 


That is the rule as to the five minutes’ debate. The languago is 
mandatory. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow mea suggestion at that 

int? 
Pite CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That does not exclude another amendment and do- 
bate on another amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iam coming to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, the language of this rule is mandatory: 


Any member shall be allowed five minutes to ents any amendment ho 
may offer, after which the member who shall first obtain the floor shall be al- 
lowed to speak fiye minutes in opposition to it, 
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Now, take paragraph 6 in connection with that: 

The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any 
time after the five minutes’ debate has begun— 

That is, the five minutes occupied by those in the affirmative and five 
minutes against it— 

At any timo after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amend- 
ments to any section or paragraph of a bill, close— 

Close— 
all debate—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ina moment. These are three incisive words 
that must govern us, because they are in the rules. They may— 
close all debate upon such section or paragraph, or, at its clection, upon the 
pending amendments only, 

Now, I will hear the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas going to suggest that the rule declares that 
there should be five minutes for and five minutes against the amend- 
ment. That, the gentleman must observe, is confined to that particu- 
lar amendment. ‘There may be twenty amendments offered and de- 
bated five minutes on-cither side. The proposition here is not to close 

“debate on an amendment, but to close debate on all amendments. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; and, Mr. Chairman, that is precisely what 
the rule says: 

Close all debate upon such section or parastani: or, at its clection, upon the 

l be decided withou 


ending amendments only (which motion sha t debate); 
But this shall not-preclude further amendment, to be decided without debate, 


Now I would like to call the attention of the Chair and of the com- 
mittee to this point: What does the rule mean by ‘closing debate ?’’ 
I do not think the language is susceptible of more than one interpre- 
tation. This can not be done until after the five-minute debate has 
begun. The rule implies at least five minutes of debate, and, I think, 
ten minutes of debate. Then the question is to be put to the commit- 
tee, Shall the debate proceed longer? The committee can say “ay” 
or they can say ‘‘no.’’ If the commjttee think they want more de- 
bate it is for them to vote down the proposition to close debate, and 
the debate goes on, and, after a time, the gentleman in charge of the 
bill can again move to close debate. That is what the rule means, 

But if you want to limit debate, then the motion is that the com- 
mittee rise and go back into the House and let the House limit the de- 
bate. The Honse can put a limit of thirty minutes, forty minutes, or 
whatever time it chooses upon the debate, and then resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole again and the debate proceeds in Committee 
of the Whole within the limit of time fixed by the House. Butin 
Comniittee of the Whole you can not limit debate; you can simply say 
that debate shall now close. That motion may be made, and if the 
committee docs not consent to it the debate goes on, and then, if you 
want to limit debate, you go into the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the several 
persons who have presided from time to time over the Committee of 
the Whole as chairman have erred in entertaining propositions like 
that of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] and that the 
House has been indifferent to that erroneous action? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill say, in response to the gentleman, that I 
do not think this precise question has ever before been raised, and 
therefore it has never been decided. T concede that the practice has 
been as the gentleman suggests: The other day, when we were in 
Committee of the Whole on the army bill, we agreed that debate on 
the pending paragraph should continue for a certain length of time, 
and that agreement was observed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam notstating the case of an agreement, but the 
case of motions which have been uniformly entertained by the Chair 
and never questioned by the committee or by the House. I ask tne 
gentleman whether the interpretation which he now seeks to put upon 
the rule is nota different one from that which has been put upon it by 
gentlemen who have presided over the Committee of the Whole here- 
tofore, and I ask him further whether ho thinks they have been in 
error and that this error has been running on all this while without 
being noticed by the Committee of the Whole or the House. 

‘Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, it is quite possible that, inad- 
vertently, the distinction between limiting debate and closing debate 
has not been observed; but, now that the question is raised, it is for 
the Chair to say whether pris. debate and closing debate are the 
same thing or not; and, next, it is for the Chair to ssy whether a mo- 
tion to close debate is itself amendable. To close debate is to end it, 
and there is but one way to end it, and thatis not amendable. The 
proposition is not that the debate shall ran a certain length of time 
and then close, but is that it shall altogether absolutely cease, That 
is the proposition to “close debate,” and that proposition can be 
amended, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With pleasure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This rule reads in part as follows: 


6, The committees may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at 
any time after tho five minutes’ debate n upon proposed amendments 
to any section or paragraph of abill, close all debate upon such section or para- 
graph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only, 


As I understand the gentleman, he insists—and that is the proposi- 


tion which the Chair is to consider and decide upon in deciding this 
point of order—that the motion made by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McCosras] is not amendable. If the gentleman in charge 
of the bill [Mr. McCoxrAs] has made a motion to close all debate upon 
the section or paragraph and that motion is not amendable, howis the 
committee to elect to close debate upon the pending amendments only ? 
If the motion of the chairman be to close debate upon the whole par- 
agraph, how can the committee decide to close debate upon “‘the pend- 
ingamendmentsonly ’’ unless the motion of the chairman is amendahle? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But that does not go to the question of time at 


all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you insisted that the motion to close de- 
bate was not amendable. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The chairman moves to close all debate upon 
the pending paragraph. Another proposition may be to close all de- 
bate upon the pending section, That, of course, is a different proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then you admit that that proposition would 
be amendable ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The language of the rule would seem to cover 
that modification so as to permit the committee to decide whether they 
would close all debate upon the ponam or upon the section, But 
that does not go to the element of time. In either case it is an abso- 
lute, instant closure that is proposed, and if the committee do not 
desire to do that, there is just one other thing for them to do, that is, 
to vote down the proposition and go on with the debate. 

Mr. BLAND. If you canamend a motion to close the debate in one 
minute, why not amend a motion to close debate? Why should one 
be allowable and the other not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If that has been done, it has been done, in my 
opinion, without a close construction of the language of therule. Ido 
not think that the rule strictly construed admits of that interpreta- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Chairman, when the rules of the present House 
were adopted they did away with the constitutional provision as to 
what should constitute a quorum of the House. The Constitution 
having provided that a quorum to transact business should consist of 
a majority of the members-elect, that provision was overridden and 
the power given to the Speaker to count a quorum when a quorum has 
not answered on a yea-and-nay vote. That wasan infringement of the 
Constitution by subterfuge. 

But when in the rules the majority reduced the quorum in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from a majority of the members-elect to 
one hundred, when the quorum was thus changed in the Committce 
of the Whole, where all great money bills involving questions of taxa- 
tion in which the peopleare interested are considered, still further vio- 
lence was done to the constitutional provision requiring that a major- 
ity of the members should be necessary to transact business. The 
power was given in the Committee of the Whole to one hundred mem- 
bers—which in this House upon its organization was eighty-five less 
than a quorum—to pass upon all questions referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

What is the Committee of the Whole but the House resolved into a 
committee to consider, amend, and perfect bills that may be referred 
to it and report them back tothe House? Under these rules the whole 
power of the House is stolen from the House itself and confided to 
fifty-one members, fifty-one being a majority of one hundred, thus 
violating in a still more flagrant manner the letter and spirit of the 
Constitution, which provides that a quorum of the House shall con- 
sist of a majority of the members-elect. 

Now the proposition is made by the motion of my honorable friend 
from Maryland to give the Committee of the Whole the power to limit 
debate—in the language of the gentleman from Michigan who has just 
spoken, to ‘‘close debate.’’ It is proposed to give to fifty-one members 
the power to do this. Talk about the rights ofa minority. Yourvery 
rules, if the construction now insisted upon should be adopted and en- 
forced, give to fifty-one members the power to pass upon all the grave 
questions which are referred to the Committee of the Whole, including 
all the important measures involving taxation upon the people. 

Now if the motion may be made in Committee of the Whole to close 
debate whenever the five-minute discussion has been begun, then you 
may make that motion instantly; you may allow no consideration of 
amendments, no debate upon the various paragraphs of the measure, 
thus relegating to one-sixth of the members of the House power to de- 
termine all these great questions. 

It was said yesterday by my honorable friend from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. MCKINLEY] that the 
minority are responsible for your not doing business. 

Sir, I thought that the honorable gentleman himself, the honorable 
Speaker of this House, and other gentlemen on that side of the Cham- 
ber, through the daily press and through the monthlies, had boasted 
when the first session of this Con adjourned that they had made 
thisa “business House;’’ that they had adopted a code of rules by 
which the majority could transact business, and that this had ceased 
to bea ‘‘deliberative body.” That was the boast of the Speaker. 
And you illustrated that when you passed that most important meas- 
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ure, the judiciary bill, in exactly one hour and a half by the index 
fingers of the clock. You cut off debate on the election bill and passed 
itin thesame way. You adopted the same proceeding with reference 
to the tariff bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

os CUTCHEON. Was the gentleman in the Forty-ninth Con- 

ess 

Mr. HOOKER. I was, s 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does he remember that in that Congress one of 
the great appropriation bills was passed under a suspension of the rules 
without debate or amendment? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Because nobody wanted amendment 
or debate; because it was a proper bill in all respects and everybody 
ed it, 

- Mr, 


CUTCHEON, 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Itis not an infrequent thing to adopt that course 
when no man wants to discuss the proposition. But here were mem- 
bers wanting to discuss every proposition in that judiciary bill, and 
you cut off debate and amendment; you passed it in an hour and a 
half. The boast was made that you had adopted an ironclad set of 
rules by which you could force every measure toa passage. You went 
before the country boasting of what you had accomplished; that this 
had become a ‘‘ business House;’’ that it was AOIS of performing 
and had performed wenders, particularly in the passage of the meas- 
ures I have named. You went before the country asking their appro- 
bation of the ironclad rules and the severe rulings of the Speaker of 
this House under thosernles, The decision of the people was rendered 
on the 4th of November last; and it would have been better for you if 
you had done no “‘business’’ at all than to have done what you did. 

Mr. ROWELL: Irise to a point of order; the gentleman is not dis- 
cussing the question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iwas simply using these considerations as argu- 
ments for the purpose of convincing you, Mr. Chairman, that you ought 
not to be successfully appealed to, to second this effortin behalf of that 
movement which is always going on; the stealing of power from the 
hands of the many and placing it in the handsof thefew. So far from 
adopting the restrictive construction now contended for in the practice 
of the Committee of the Whole, you should rather follow an enlarged 
construction, for the office and function of the Committee of the Whole 
is consideration, amendment, debate—not restriction upon those rights. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if a few more Republican mem- 
bers will come here and stay here we will do the business of the House. 
Now, as I presume the House and the Chair have been sufficiently en- 
lightened on this question, so that it may be decided to-morrow morn- 
ing, the question having been very fully discussed and it being nn- 
derstood, I think, that the discussion now close, Iwill move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Thope that the gentleman from Maryland will 
allow me three minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I wish tosaya few words on this 
subject, because I am interested in the permanentrules of this House, 
because this subject must undergo consideration at the next session and 
in the future sessions of Congress, and because I have a very clear 
oponen with regard to the point presented for the decisfén of the 

ir. 

Now, sir, the consideration of bills ina Committee of the Whole 
from time immemorial, as everybody knows who has given the matter 
consideration, has been for the purpose that they might be freely de- 
bated and amendments freely offered. It has been found in the prog- 
ress of time that this very right of membership might be abused and 
grievously abused. Therefore, in this Houseitself it has been the rule 
and practice for the House to issue an order to the committee before it 
is formed. And what has been the ordinary motion ? 

Why, sir, that all debate in the Committee of the Whole upon a 
particular section of the bill or upon the whole measure itself, shall 
close at a given day or time—in one hour, in five hours, or in one min- 
ute, Virtually, the House can order the debate to close forthwith, 
as soon as the committee is formed, because one minute means noth- 
ing else in that connection, or the order may be that it shall close at 
a later period of time. The form in which the House ordinarily votes 
upon the proposition is that all debate upon such and such a proposi- 
tion shall close, according to the order of the House, in a given period 
of time, and the committee obeys the order so made, 

Now, it has been supposed by those who made the rules at present in 
force and for which I did not yote—it has been supposed meee in 
this connection that this House should vote that one hundred of its 
members should constitute a quorum of the Committee of the Whole, 
of which fifty-one members are a majority. That has been thought 
necessary by the majority and they have adopted such a rule and have 
enforced it inthe House. It was thought necessary, as I understood 
the rules when they were debated and as I now understand them, that 
the Committeo of the Whole should also be authorized to order the 
closing of debate, the same power which the House had theretofore 


I only say that you cut off debate and amend- 


exercised, and which was sometimes to close debate at once, or at other 

times to close iton a fixed dayin the future, and in general terms this 

ae therefore confers on the Committee of the Whole the power to close 
ebate. 

But, Mr. Chairman, does that mean forthwith, instanter? Js it 
under the rule necessary to close debate at some fixed time? No, sir; 
it is subject to the discretion of the committee, just as before these 
rules were adopted; and still that discretion rests in the House to make 
that closure instantly or make it operative in the future. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. All debate, either upon a pending section, an 
amendment, or upon some division of the bill, or upon the measure it- 
self, according to its character. 

Now, what difficulty is there in the Chair construing this power in 
the committee by analogy with the power in the House—that it is dis- 
cretionary with the committee to say that the debate shall close at once, 
or in an hour, or in ten hours? Well, sir, that is admitted. But ifit 
is discretionary with the committee to decide that the debate shall 
close instanter or at some future period of time then fixed, it is in- 
dispensably and indisputably the right of the members of the House 
to possess the power to make such motions as will permit that discre- ~ 
tion in the committee to be exercised, so that the House may choose 
between an immediate or future closing. 

Therefore, this later aspect in the debate, which is a merely verbal 
one in my judgment and without importance, between the power to 
close the debate and the power to limit debate, has no foundation.’ 
There is no bottom forit. The practice of the House, and the form 
in which the House has yoted on all former questions on such occasions, 
was decisive that the Committee of the Whole, which has now trans- 
ferred to ita concurrent power of closing debate, is to close it as the 
House would or might close it; and that they have a discretion, in order 
to exercise which it is indispensable that amendments may be offered 
to the motion to close debate, without which the House could not have 
a choice between two propositiohs, unless it went through the tedious 
and unnecessary business of voting down the first motion, and after- 
wards having a second proposition submitted, and so on until it had 
reached a conclusion. The House ought to have the whole subject be- 
fore it when it votes. Hence an amendment and an amendment to 
the amendment are in order, and are admitted on the face of the rules. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I now renew the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, had come to no resolution 
thereon, 

7 MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLAtt,oneof its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had concurred in the resolution of the House for print- 
ing 500 copies of the hearing before theSelect Committee of the House 
of Representatives on the Eleventh Census upon a resolution for a re- 
count in the city of New York. > 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCCOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the motion 
for a moment, 

The SPEAKER. 
ent consideration, 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This relates to the business of the House. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Represent- 
atives the bill (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah E, E. Perine, widow and adminis- 
tratrix of William Perine, deceased, 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the purpose of the 
resolution ? z 

TheSPEAKER. It is simply to correcta mistakein enrolling. The 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Thequestion was taken; and onadivision (demanded by Mr. ROGERS) 
there were—ayes 64, no 1. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘There is no quorum yoting and none present, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
forty-five members are present—less than a quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. McCOMAS. “Mr. Speaker, I have already submitted that mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman from Texas and the gentle- 
man from Maryland both move thatthe House adjourn. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 16 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


The Chair desires to submit a resolution for pres- 


The 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


UNITED STATES BUILDING AT LEAVENWORTIT, KANS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appropria- 
tion of $8,000 for the United States courthouse, post ‘office, etc., 
building at Leavenworth, Kans,—to the Committeeon Appropriations, 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Letter from the president of the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
way Company, transmitting the annual report of that company for the 
fiscal year ended December 31, 1890—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, : 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish to the House of Representatives information, as indicated 
by the following queries, at the carliestpracticable date. 

1. Whether the commission has reason to believe, from public rumor or other- 
wise, that several railroad companies operating lines west of Chicago or of the 
Mississippi River are seeking to enter into any form of combination, or nave 
entered into such combination, as will enable said combination or its agents 
to control, in whole or in part, the charges made to the public by any of said 
ieee! for the transportation of interstate passengers or freight. 

2. Whether it has reason to believe thatan article published in the New York 
Herald January 9, 1891, a copy of which is appended hereto, is substantially 
correct, and that “The New Agreement," set forth in saidjarticle, orany other 
agreement of similar tenor as to the more important points, is sought to be 
made or has been made by the presidents or other authorized officers of either 
of the following or other railroad companies, namely, the Missouri Pacific, 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé, Southern Pacific, Northern Pacific, Union Pa- 
cific, Chicago and Northwestern, Chicago, Rock Islandand Pacific, Denver and 
Rio Grande, Rio Grande Western, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, Wabash, 
Iowa Central, Illinois Central, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, and the Mis- 
souri, Kansas and Texas, 

3. Whether any combination of any of said companies has been formed, or 
igs attempted to be formed, known as the Western Traffic Association, or other- 
wise, possessing power to affect the charges made to the public upon the traffic 
indicated by Article If of said alleged or other agreement, namely: 


“ARTICLE H. 


"The business to be covered by this agreement shall be all the State and in- 


teratate traffic, both freight and passenger, which is competitive between any 
two or more of the parties thereto, having origin: or destination in Illinois, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and the peninsula of Michigan, or any State or Territory 
west of the Mississippi River, except business passing between points north of 
the Ohio River and points south thereof, bot’ of which are east of the Missis- 
sippi River. Tho business to or from the Republic of Mexico via Rio Grande 
River crossings shall be included.” 

4. Whether the commission can furnish an approximate estimate of the popu- 
lation residing in the States and Territories mainly originating, receiving, or 
affected by ** the business’ indicated in Article II; the annual tonnage andag- 
gregate market value of the freight carried, and the aggregate sum of moncy 
annually collected by these companies and others which handle said “business,” 
both penao and freight. 

5. Whetherany form of agreement or understanding has in any way been 
entered into by either ofsaid companies or others to make a territorial division 
of the railroad business as indicated in Article IX, or otherwise, namely; 


“ARTICLE IX. 


“The territory served by the lines parties to thisagreement shall be divided 
into four or more sections or divisions, observing as nearly as practicable the 
natural divisions of the terrilory as represented by existing associations, and 
each division may be put under the immediate supervision and direction of one 
of the commissioners chosen.” 

6. Whether any agreement, as just indicated, has been or is likely to be made, 
whereby the power to fix the charges to the public by one line is placed in the 
hands of officers of other lines supposed to compete for the same business, as set 
forth by the following: 

“AnticLe VII, 


“The traffic manager, general freight agent, general passenger agent, or other 
duly authorized ofticer of the respective companies, members of this association, 
shall constitute respectively the freight-rate and passenger-rate committees for 
the territories or districts within which their respective lines are interested, but 
all action of the rate committees shall be reviewed and approved in writing by 
the general manager or highest traftic officers of the interested members before 
becoming operative, The establishment of or changes in rates or divisions or 
the rules and regulations governing the same, by the unanimous vote of said 
rate committees, when approved as aforesaid, shall be effective when they so 


rder. 

“Tfdifferences arise the question atissue shall be referred to the commission- 
ersfor determination: Provided, however, The members of the advisory board 
for any interested company may, after giving the commissioners an opportu- 
nity to be heard, have power to give thirty days’ notice of such change in the 
rates, divisions, rules, or regulations, as they believe the interests represented 
by them require, and the date it shall become effective, save and except that 
this power shall not be exercised by any member of the advisory board for and 
in behalf of any business now covered by the Transcontinental Association or 
the Southwestern Railway and Steamship Association.” 

7. Whether any agreement has been made that will enable such combination 
to affect through rates on traffic substantially as indicated by 


“ARTICLE X. 


“Section 1. The division of through rates on the traffic subject to this agree- 
ment, whether between lines members of the association or between lines in 
the association and outside companies, shall be arranged through the associa- 
tion: Provided, however, That when one road hasa proprietary interest in an- 
other the divisions between such roads shall be what they elect and shall not 
be the property of the association: Provided, further, Thatas regards trafe con- 
tracts at this date actually existing between lines not having common proprie- 
tary interests, the same shall be reported, sothat the divisions with competing 
lines may, if thought advisable by them, be made on equally favorable terms, 

“Sec, 2. All contracts now in existence which may in any manner affect or 
control rates or divisions upon any trafic included in this agreement shall be 
filed with the commissioners forthwith.” 
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8. Whether any such agreement empowers a commissioner or other person 
“to adopt such measures as will enable each line to carry its fair share of the 
competitive traffic’ (Art. VII, 1), or "to make an equitable division between 
interested lines of the competitive traffic, either freight or passenger, or both, of 
any one or more specified points or of any designated territory" (VII, 2), orto 
require “copies of all waybills aud reports of traffic” of said roads, “and shall 
haye authority to examine and check all books, accounts, and vouchers in rela- 
tion to trafficsubject to this agreement” (VII, 3); and whethertheaction of one 
commissioner, in fixing the charges of one line, is subject to the action of all the 
other commissioners, as follows: “The action of the commissioners shall be 
by unanimous vote in all matters pertaining to the appointment (apportion- 
ment) of traffic or the establishment of, or a change in, rates, divisions, rules, or 
other regulations. In other respects a majority vote may control’ (VIH,'8), 

9. Whether such combination, if any, places the appellate and final power 
over the commissioners, charges to the public, territorial division of business, 
prorating of through traffic, or itt Ae an of traffic in a given district to 
competing companies wholly in the hands of a few persons designated as an 
“advisory board” (Article XI). 

10. What associations, embracing what companies, if any, are to-day fixing 
rates, or dividing trafic, as indicated by Article XII, and has any agreement 
been entered into which soa peeaipen embodies said Article XII? ‘The rates 
and divisions of same affecting traffic covered by this agreement, duly estab- 
lished and in effect on January 31, 1891, under the agreement of existing asso- 
ciations and the rules and regulations governing same as provided by said 
associations, exceptas modified by this agreement, shall continue in force until 
changed as herein provided.” 

1i. Whether in the opinion of the commission railways are public highways 
built under eminent domain; whether their business so affects the public as to 
give the publica legal or equitable interest in that business; whether, in the 
main, the people have any practically effective safeguard against exorbitant 
chatere by these common carriers except that of competition between them; 
whether, such a combination of rival lines as virtually climinates competition 
in rates or traffic is in violation of statutory or common law or of equity; 
whether, if any such unlawful combination exists or is likely to exist, the com- 
missioner or any officer of the United States possesses power to secure an en- 
forcement of law and a pile ee ea of such conspirators against the public; 
and, if not, what legislation should be enacted tothe end that the people shall 
be effectively protected against the bowelless greed of a few corporations now 
dominating and controlling the charges made for transportation to millions of 
American citizens. 

Resolved, 2, That the comniission is hereby empowered and requested to 
make forthwith such investigation as it may deem necessary for the informa- 
tion of Congress as to the above and kindred subjects, 


{New York Herald, January 9, 1891] 


The Western Traflic Association—for such is the official title of the syndicate 
or pool formed to control the business of all the railroads west of Chicago—is 
now an assured fact, 

The representatives of $3,000,000,000 of capital invested in these railroads held 
their second meeting yesterday in this city and worked in perfect harmony to 
perfect a plan for eliminating much of the competition now going on in the 
West. They reiterated their pledges to maintain rates, to divide all the traffic 
for competitive points, to abolish competing agencies and concentrate their 
business in the hands of joint agents, to drop unnecessary passenger trains, 
and altogether to wipe out millions every year from their expense sheets, 

The advisory board, composed of the president and one director of each road, 
nssembled at the Windsor Hotel at half past 10 o'clock in the morning. A gen- 
eral declaration of principles was mga at the conference held at J, Pierpont 
Morgan's house on December 15. The more dificult task of reconciling indi- 
vidual interests and securing the adoption of n specific treaty the details of 
which will be agrecable to all the fifteen railway systems in the association 
now confronted the presidents. A good deal of work was disposed of yester- 
day, but much remains to be done, 


REFERRED TO A COMMITTEE. 


The advisory board proper met in the morning, under the chairmanship of 
Roswell Miller. ponens of the St. Paul road, and discussed the railway prob- 
lem. Jay Gould hada good deal to say in favor of his plan for abolishing the 
agencies of the companies and for poolin roles between competitive points. 
Several propositions were considered, and finally the formation of by-laws and 
rules was referred toa committee to consistof members of the advisory board 
and active freight and traffic men. 

The members of the ndvisory board were present, as follows: Missouri Pa- 
cific—Jay Gould. Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé—Allen Manvel, president; 
George C. Magoun, chairman of board. Southern Pacific—C. P. Huntington, 
president; J. C. Stubbs, third vice president. Northern Pacific—Thomas F, 
Oakes, president; David S. Wegg, director. Union Pacific—Sidney Dillon, pres- 
ident. Chicago and Northwestern—Marvin Hughitt, president; Albert Keep, 
chairman of the board. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific—R. R. Cable, presi- 
dent; B. Brewster, director, Denver and Rio Grande—David H. Moffat, presi- 
dent; George Coppell, chairman of the board, Rio Grande Western—William 
J. Palmer, président; David Dodge, general manager. Chicago, Milwaukee and 
St. Paul—Roswell Miller, president; Samuel Spencer, director. Wabash Rail- 
road—O. D. Ashley, president; Charles M. Hays, director. Iowa Central—Rus- 
sell Sage, president; O. H. ‘Ackert, general manager. Illinois Central—S. V. R. 
Crugar, director. Chicago, Burlington and Quincy—Charles E. Perkins, presi- 
dent; Charles Payne, director, uri, Kansas and Texas—H. K. Enos, presi- 


dent. 

At Lo'clock the board adjourned until 10 o'clock this morning, and then the 
committee on by-laws and rulesassembled, This committee consisted of these 
gentlemen: Atchison, Messrs. Allen Manvel and Col. John J. McCook; Chi- 
cago and Northwestern, Messrs. Hughitt and Newman; Burlington, Messrs. 
Perkins and Harris; Rock Island, Messrs, Cable and Johnson; Great North- 
ern, J. Kennedy Tod; Missouri Pacific, Messrs. Jay Gould and Leeds; North- 
ern Pacific, Messrs. Oakes, Wegg,and Hannaford; Southern Pacific, Messrs. 
Stubbs and Sproule; Union Pacific, Messrs. Dillonand Mellen. The roads be- 
longing to the association and not mentioned above had their advisory board 
members on the committee. 

The committee's deliberations lasted until half past 5 o'clock in the afternoon 
and then they adjourned until 9 o'clock this morning. Their work is not com- 
pleted, but they have put into shape an agreement which in theiropinion covers 
the purpose of the organization. It is subject to changes and will be changed, 

erhaps very materially, both by the committee and by the board, but the 
Ferait gives it as the net result at this stage of the deliberations and as well 
ealoulated to show the scope and nims of the new association, 

Article I has not yet been passed upon, the claims of New York and Chicago 
as the headquarters of the organization being about even. Action on theado 
tion of some of the sections has been suspended pending deliberation. Here is 
the ngreement asit now stands: 


THE NEW AGREEMENT. 
$ ARTICLE I. 


The name of the association shall be the Western Traffic Association, and its 
principal office shall be in the city of Chicago, where all regular meetings shall 
be held unless otherwise ordered by the board, 
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ARTICLE IT. 7 

The business to be covered by this agreement shall be all the State and inter- 
state traffic, both freight and passenger, which is competitive between any two 
or more of the parties thereto, having origin or destination in Illinois, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and peninsula of Michigan, orany State or Territory west of 
the Mississippi River, except business passing between points north of the Ohio 
River and points south thereof, both of which are east of the Mississippi River. 
The business to or from the Republic of Mexico via Rio Grande River crossings 
shall be included. 

ARTICLE IIT. 


The advisory board shall meet quarterly on the second Tuesday of January, 
AprileJuly, and October each year. Special meetings of the board shall be 
called by the president whenever in his judgment necessary, or upon the re- 
quest in writing of any three members of said board, giving at least ten days’ 
notice of the time and pince of such meeting. The recordsof the meeting of 
the advisory board shall be kept by its secretary, and the proceedings shall be 
promulgated by him for the information of members, 
Anticre IV, 

The following officers shall be elected by ballot at the January meeting in 
each year by four-fifths of the members: President, finance committee, four or 
more commissioners, one of whom shall be named as chairman. 

ARTICLE V. 


The president shall be a member of and shall preside at all mectings of the 

advisory board, 
ARTICLE VL 

The finance committee shall consist of five members of the board, It shall 
elect from its number a chairman, who shall preside atits meetings, and, in case 
of the absence of the president of the advisory board, shallact as president pro 
tempore. Itshall control alldisbursements, authorize the employment of neces- 
sary clerks and other assistants required by the commissioners. 


Article VI, 


Section L The commissioners shall adopt such measures as will tend to se- 
cure uniform, stable, and reasonable rates, prevent unjust discrimination, and 
enable each line to carry its fair sharo of the competitive traffic, 

Sec. 2, On the application in writing tothe commissioners by any interested 
company for its by of the competitive traffic, oither freight or passenger, or 
both, of any one or more specified rea or of any designated territory, the 
commissioners shall make an equitable division thereof between the interested 
lines, upon such basis and in such lawful manner as they deem advisable, sub- 
ject to revision after full investigation, 

Sxc, 3, The commissioners shall have power, and it is hereby made their duty, 
to establish a bureau forthe collection and preservation of such information and 
statistics as may be necessary to enable theni to execute the powers conferred 
and to perform the dutics imposed upon them. To that end they shall be fur- 
nished with copies of all waybills and reports of traffic when called for, and 
shall have authority themselves or by designated subordinates to examine and 
check all books, accounts,and vouchers in relation to trafic subject to this agree- 
ment. r 

Seo, 4. All violations of the agreement or failure to comply with the orders of 
the advisory board or of the commissioners by any member of the association 
orany officer or representative of such member shall be reported to the ad- 
visory board for such action aa it may deem expedient. 

Sec.5. The commissionersshall have power to establish and promulgate; from 
time to time, rules and regulations for the orderly conduct of the proceedings 
before them and change, add to, and repeal the same. 

Sec. 6, Applications tothe commissioners for relief shall be promptly inyesti- 
gated and determined, reasonable opportunity to be heard being given to all 
parties interested, In cases of extreme urgency the matter may be determined 
Seb s hearing, all members interested being first notified of the proposed 


on. 
Sec. 7. The commissioners shall apportion the expenses of the association 
among the members,render monthly statements thereof, and make drafts there- 


for. 

Src, §, The action of the commissioners shall be by unanimous vote, in all 
matters ining to the apportionment of traflic or the establishment of or a 
change in rates, divisions, rules, or regulations, In other respects a majority 
yote may control. , 

Sxc. 9. The commissioners shall haye authority to construe this agreement 
and all resolutions which may be adopted; and their decision shall be binding 
until reversed by the advisory board, 

Arricie VIN. 

Tho trafic ma r, general freight agent, general passenger mt, or other 
duly authorized officer of the respective peers seme of thine association, 
shall constitute, respectively, the freight-rate an ngerrate committees 
for the territories or districts within which their respective lines are interested, 
but all action of the rate committees shall be reviewed and approved in writing 
by the general manager or highest traffic officers of thointerested members 
before ming operative. The establishment of or chan in rates or divis- 
ions or the rules and regulations governing the same ae © unanimous yote 
of said rate committees, when approved as aforesaid, shall be effective when 
nice, so order, 

If differences arise the question at issue shall be referred to the commission- 


© it shall become effective, save and except that 
all not be exercised by Shy manitiee of the advisory board forand 


ARTICLE TX, 


The territory served by the lines parties to this agreement shall be divided 
into four or more sections or divisions, observing as nearly as practicable the 
natural divisions of the territory as represented by oxisting associations, and 
each division niay be putunder the immediate supervision and direction of one 
of the commissioners chosen. 

ARTICLE X. 

Secriox 1. The division of through rates on the traffic subject to this agree- 
ment, whether between lines members of the association or between lines in 
the association and outside companies, shall be arranged through the associa- 
tion: Provided, however, That when one road has a proprietary interest in an- 
other the divisions between such roads shall be what they elect and shall not 
be the property of the association: Provided, Soebaine That as regards trate con- 
tracts at this date actually existing between lines not having common proprie- 
tary interests, the same shall be reported, so that the divisions with competing 
lines may, if thought advisable by them, be made on dqually favorable terms, 
- SEC. 2, All contracts now in ex ce which may in any manner affect or 
control rates ordivisions upon any traffic included in this agreement shall be 
filed with the commissioners forthwith. 


ARTICLE XI. 


SECTION 1, Any member aggrieved by any action or determination or non- 
action of the commissioners may appeal therefrom to the advisory board, which 
shall, at its first ineeting thereafter, cither regular or special, consider and do- 
termine the question on its merits; but such appeals shall not stay the execu- 
tion of the action or determination appealedfrom. Should the advisory board 
reverse or modify the action or determination of the commissioners, such rës- 
titution shall be prescribed in the order of modification or reversal as the dd- 
visory board may deem proper. 

Sec. 2. Any memberaffected by soo act or determination of the commission- 
era made without an opportunity to be heard may apply for a hearing with a 
like right ofappeal. A 

Sec. 3. The commissioners, in their discretion, a allow a stay of execution 
ofthe order pending an ap l to the nilvisory board. 

Src. 4. Ifan appealshould not be determined by the advisory board within 
sixty days from its completion, in cases where the action or determination ap- 
pesled from involves a change of rate, division, rule, or regulation, or the ap- 
portionment of traffic, the order or decision so appealed from shall then be 
suspended and the conditions previously existing, so far as changed thereby, 
restored until the determination of such ak re 

Sec, 5, An Sppeet taken more than sixty days after notice of the order or do- 
cision appealed from may be dismissed by the advisory board upon its own 
motion or on motion ofany interested member of the association. 

Sec. 6. An appeal shall be complete when a notice, subscribed to by cither the 
president, the vice ipretonnt the general manager, or traffic manager of the ap- 
pealing party and describing with reasonable certainty the action, determina- 
tion, or order appealed froni, shall be filed with the commissioners, 

ARTICLE XIL 


The rates and divisions of same affecting trafic covered by this agreement, 
duly established and in effect on January 31, 1891, under the agreement of éx- 
ining associations and the rules and regulations goyerning same as provided 
by said associations, except as modified by this agreement, shall continue in 
force until changed as herein provided. 

ARTICLE XIT. 


The preceding rules and the a; ment in pursuance of which they aremado 
shall not be construed as depriving the board of directors or its executive com- 
mittee of any railroad company party hereto of the right and power to fix rates 
and make rules and regulations affecting its business or lines; and any and all 
action taken by the advisory board, commissioners, rate committees, or other 
agency of this association shall be subject to review, revision, modification, or 
rescission by the board of directors or its executive committees of any party 


hereto, 
ARTICLE XIV. 


It is declared to be the true intent and meaning of the association agreement, 
as well as of the by-laws passed in pursuance thereof, that their provisions have 
no application to traftic which ins and ends in any State or Territory whose 
laws prohibit the making or carrying into effect of such agreements or by-laws 
with respect to such traic, and the commissioners, finance committee, andall 
functionaries charged with any authority or duty under said agreement or by- 
laws are required to give full effect to this declaration ; 


to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R- 13189) for the establishmentof a light 
and fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3516)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12645) to place upon the pension 
rolls the name of Elizabeth Wolcott, accompanied by a report (No. 
3517)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11077) granting pension to Sarah Hutchins. (Report 
No. 3518. 

A bill (H. It. 11454) increasing pension of Erastus D. Butler, of Togus, 
Me. (Report No. 3519.) 

A bill (H. R. 12585) increasing pension of Lafayette Soper, of Mor- 
risville, Vt. (Report No. 3520.) 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12261) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Western Railroad’'Company of Virginia to extend its line into 
and within the District of Columbia, reported, as a substitute therefor, 
a bill (H. R. 13245) to authorize the Washington and Western Rail- 
road Company of Virginia to extend its line into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3521), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 1870) granting an increase or 
pension to Maria L. Hammer, accompanied by a report (No. 3522)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of 
Caroline Dawson, accompanied by a report (No. 3523)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 3 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12741) to increase the 
pension of Allen J. Maker, accompanied by a report (No. 3524)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. x z 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12526) granting a pension to 
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Sarah A. Joiner, accompanied by a report (No, 3525)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr, BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amentiment the bill of the House (H. R. 13074) granting 
a pension to Emma Southwick Brinton, accompanied hy a report (No. 
3526)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12316) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Horace B. Seeley, captain Company K, Eighty- 
sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3527)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12806) granting a pension to 
William D. Calkins, Company A, One hundred and eleventh Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No. 3528)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REYBURN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 9162) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Wightman, deceased, accompanied by a report (No, 3529)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
‘partment of Justice, repone favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3529) 
regulating the fees and emoluments of district attorneys, marshals, 
and clerks in the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washing- 
ton, North Dakota, and Wyoming, accompanied by a report (No.3530)— 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the billof the House (H. R. 8674) to impose a discriminat- 
ing duty on tea imported from this side of the Cape of Good Hope, and 
for other purposes, reported, asasubstitnte therefor,a bill (H. R. 13248) 
to impose a discriminating duty on tea imported from countries which 
discriminate against the United States; which wasread twice, and, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3531), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill i 4484) for the relief of D. H, Mitchell. (Report No. 3532.) 

A bill (H. R. 5134) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Richard Meade, deceased. (Report No. 3533.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, respectfully requested 
to furnish this House with the list of retired army oflicers now in the civil sery- 
ice of the Government, showing retired rank of each officer, date of retire- 
ment, and date cf employment in civil service, and, when practicable, the 
nature of such civil service and pay; 
reported the same favorably, and, accompanied by a report (No. 
3534), it was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (II. It. 12788) to reorganize 
the Marine Band, accompanied by a report (No. 3535)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to Adam Deitz— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8964) for the relief of Daniel Donovan—Committee on 
nima Sunclineet; and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13244) to incorporate 
East and West Washington Traction Railway Company of District 
of Colambia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 13246) granting certain property 
to the city of ja hi Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By. Mr. GIBSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13247) to amend the 
charter of the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the Commiftee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADDILL: A bill (H. 2.13260) to construct a road from 
the city of Richmond, Va., to the national cemetery at Cold Harbor, 
in the couuty of Hanover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, puree bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 13249) for the relief of A. M. Shan- 
non & Co., of Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 13250) for the relief of W. F. Os- 
born—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 13251) granting a pension to Theo- 
dore Eck, of St. Paul, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13252) granting a pension to Anna T. Unger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13253) for the relief of 
John T, Perry, of De Soto, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 13254) for the relief of John O’Far- 
rell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13255) forthe relief of loyal 
citizens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13256) granting a pension to Barbara 
Schreiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13257) for the relief of 
Charles 8. Hamlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R.13238) to increase the pension of 
Charles Striegel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 13259) granting a pension to Charles 
G. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 13261) for the relief of Michael Sulli- 
yan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 
2584, Marshall County, Kansas, for passage of the antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of citizens of same county and State, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of the Citizens’ Association, of Boston, 
Mass., in aid of an act to regulate immigration and to amend the natu- 
ralization Jaws of the United States—to the Select Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Carey Hutchinson and others, 
citizens of Delaware County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 5353, de- 
fining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. R. Ketch and others, citizens of New California, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. G. Lefner and others, citizens of Morrow County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on fr, Satay 

Also, resolutions of New California Alliance, Ohio, No, 657, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Concord Alliance, of Delaware County, Ohio, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Maple Grove Alliance, No. 3, of Morrow County, 
Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Harlem (N. Y.) Republican 
Club, for passage of the tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 25 citizens of Adams County, Iowa, ask- 
ing passage of House bill-5353, defining options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Economy Alliance, No. 1665, asking passage of 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FORMAN: Petition of 23 farmers of Madison County, Ili- 
nois, members of Wood River Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, asking passage of House bill 5353, to prevent dealing in op- 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of other farmers of same county, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of Round Prairie Lodge, No. 1410, Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on iculture, 

Also, petition of Sebastopol Lodge, No. 2710, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of same county and State, for same measure—io the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of other farmers of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of Werts Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of same county and State, for same meastrre—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 14 farmers of same county and State, members or 
Union Lodge, No. 3324, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 25 farmers of same county and State, members of 
Butler Prairie Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, FRANK: Protest of citizens of Webb City, Mo., against 
public building at Joplin, Mo.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for the relief cf W. F. Osborn—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


Also, petition for relief of W. F. Osborn, being affidavits of claimant, 
Agnes H. Bossart, and Mrs. Mary A. Grant—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Wilder, Kans., praying speedy passage 
of House bill 5353, defining options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of officers and members of WilderAlliance, Wilder, 
Johnson County, Kansas, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of De Soto, Johnson County, Kansas, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Briggs, Kans., for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of T. F. Luckenbill and 37 others, citizens 
of Des Moines County, Iowa, praying speedy passage of the Butter- 
worth option bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. H. Shaw and 24 others, citizens of Van Buren 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricultre. 

Also, petition of Amos Townsend and 19 others, citizens of Henry 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. H. Cunningham and 43 others, citizens of Louisa 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James Johnson and 26 others, citizens of Louisa 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Elm Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1583, of Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Valley Alliance, No, 1310, of Henry County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Huron Alliance, No. 712, of Huron, Des Moines 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Mary C. Randall, saperintendent, and 
Laura Woodburn, secretary of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of West Wardsborough, Vt., representing 17 members, praying pas- 
sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of Emery Green Farmers’ Alliance, in 
favor of House bill 5353, known as the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. M. Dougherty and others, citizens of La Salle 
Sonn ty, Illinois, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of H. J. Marriot and others, citizens of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Utica and Waltham Farmers’ Alliance, No. 83, 
Illinois, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers of Mrs. Anna T. Unger for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition against passage of the Breckinridge 
Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial from the Commercial Club of Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., praying Congress for a more liberal appropriation 
for the support of the Indian schools located near that city—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitionand evidence in support of bill for relief of 
Whipple Handy, late of Eighty-third Indiana Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEB: Petition on claim of Thomas Huntington, of Alexan- 
dria County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, MCCLELLAN: Petition of William Garrison and 14 others, 
citizens of Whitley County, Indiana, praying passage of House bill 5353, 
known as the option bill, defining options and futures, and imposing 
specitl duties upon dealers therein; and requesting members of the 
House and Senators from Indiana to actively support said bill and 
speedily secure its final passage—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Oak Grove Alliance, Allen County, Indiana, pray- 
ing immediate passage of House bill 5353, known as the option bill, 
defining options and futures, declaring that the burdens and destruc- 
tion it imposes upon gamblers in agricultural products will destroy the 
business which prevents the farmers and planters from receiving a fair 
and reasonable compensation for the labor and expense of production— 
tothe Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MANSUR (by request): Petition of Knights of Labor, for con- 
stitutional amendment to be submitted granting women the right of 
suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of 2,004 citizens of the District of Co- 
lum bia in favor of the Morrow Chinese exclusion act—to the Select Com- 
thittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. H. Palmer and 19 others, citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., in favor of same measure—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Henry Monk and 8 others, of Maine, for same meas- 
ure—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of District Assembly, No. 66, Knights of Labor, held 
Jänuary 15, 1891, District of Columbia, and representing 750 petition- 
ers, for same measure—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition, maps, papers, ete., concerning the interests at Popoff 
Island, Alaska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By- Mrz OWEN, of-Indiana: Petition (circulated by the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union) signed by P. J. Horn, Mrs. Catlin, Mrs. 
Maggie Blair, and 90 others, citizens of Monon, Ind., praying passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beyerages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by Mrs. L. J. Horner, president, and Lizzie A. Kerr, sec- 
retary of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Monon, Ind., for 
same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition (circulated by the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by John Duncan, Jeff. Allen, Mrs. Carrie 
Beaty, and 80 others, citizensof Weir, Kans., praying passage of the bill 
to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation 
He a onora liqnors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by John Shearer, James Shelton, Mrs. Eli Cox, and 81 
others, citizens of La Cygne, Kans., for same measure—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

Also, memorial of Conimercial Club of Albuquerque, N. Mex., on 
Indian education—to the Committee on the Territories. r 

By Mr, PETERS: Petition of citizens of Hodgeman, Scott, and 
Sedgwick Counties, Kansas, favoring passage of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of E. D. Williams and 60 others, citizens 
of Seneca County, Ohio, favoring passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Christian Church, of Fostoria, Ohio, praying passage 
of Senate bill 4173, to investigate through a commission the social 
evil—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by the Winter Woman’s Relicf Corps of 
Stafford Springs, Conn., representing 34 members, praying passage of 
the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject 
ak the social vice—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholie Liquor 

raffic, 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union), signed by W. C. Miner and Martha A. Nichols and 55 others, 
citizens of Stafford Springs, Conn., for same measure—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of R. B. Creecy and 44 others, of North 
Carolina, favoring House bill 892—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Statements about the application 
for pension of Mrs. Ellis, of Spalding County, Georgin—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of the application of Mrs. Eveline Spalding, of Spal- 
ding County, Georgia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Resolutions of Ithaca Farmers’ Alliance, No. 138, 
of Richland County, Wisconsin, favoring the passage of Honse bill 
5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Anton Peterson and 13 others, of Vernon and Mon- 
roe Counties, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Henry Schoff and 18 others, of Ithaca, Richland 
County, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Levi Wallace and 26 others, of Ithaca, Richland 
County, and Monroe County, Wisconsin, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 21, 1891. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the want ofa quorum, I 
ask that the roll be called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, McPherson, Stewart 

Berry, Faulkner, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Blair, George, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Morgan, Washburn 
Cockrell, Gray, Morrill, Wilson of owa. 
Coke, Hale, Pasco, 

Cullom, arris, Pugh, 

Davis, Hoar, Dongan 

Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-six Senators have responded to 
their names. No quorum is present. 
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Mr. PADDOCK and Mr, VANCE entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators who are in town. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the 
order of the Senate is executed, 

Mr. BATE, Mr, CASEY, Mr. DAWES, Mr. FRYE, Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. 
Hiscock, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. VoorHEEs entered 
the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 15 minutesa. m). For- 
ty-seven Senators have responded to their names. A quorum is present. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, and having read— 

Petition and memorials were presented and appropriately referred— 

Mr. GORMAN said: Let the entries be read. Iwant to hear the 
Journal read in full. 

e Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal at 
ength. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I understand that the question now 
before the Senate is the approval of the Journal? Is that correct ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Thatisthe question. Shall the Journal 
be approved ? í : 

Mr. GORMAN. Have Ia right to the floor upon that question ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator has aright to the floor upon 


any motion he may make for the correction of the Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall move to strike out the Jast clause read by 
the Secretary beginning— 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH— 

T ask a page to bring me the Journal. 

Mr. SPOONER. May we have reported the words which the Sen- 
ator moves to strike out? 

Mr. GORMAN? I have sent for the Journal for the purpose of indi- 
eating the words. The entry in the Journal reads: 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH that the Senate resume the consideration of the 
resolution to amend the rules so as to provide a limitation of debate— 

That was the Senator’s motion— 
it was determined in the affirmative. 

I move to strike out the words: 

It was determined in the affimative. 

Mr. President, [make this motion because thatdid not occur, The 
Journal is not correct in that particular. Before going on tosay what 
I propose, I will state that I think there could have been no doubt of 
the result finally of taking up the resolution, because that was gener- 
ally understood. It is not for the pupose of interfering with the con- 
sideration of the resolution that I make this motion, but it is that the 
Journal may contain the exact truth as to what occurred in the body, 
and it is with a view that we may adhere strictly to the rules of this 
body. No Senator, whether in the majority or the minority, can for 
a moment submit to permitting an entry to be made that a question 
has been carried when the vote was not put to the Senate and announced. 

Now, sir, what occurred? Twice yesterday an attempt had been 
made to take a Senator from the floor. When the resolution of the 
Senator from Oregon was under consideration, coming up as it did under 
the rule, while I had the floor it was announced that as objection had 
been made to the resolution it had gone over. The Chair very gra- 
ciously and properly, when his attention was called to the mistake, 
corrected it at once, and, after a short colloquy, by unanimous consent 
the resolution went over to come up this morning. 

Now, what does the Recorp show in this case? I shall read all of 
it relating to this proceeding. It will be found on page 1649 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this merning: 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I move the consideration of the resolution indicated by me. 

Mr. MorGas. I wish to know what is the propositos now. 

ae VICE PRESIDENT, Will the Senator from Rhode Island state his motion 
again? 

r. ALDRICH. I moye that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by me on the 29th of mber, and which was under con- 
sideration during the morning hour this morning, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is onthe motion made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. {Putting the question.] 

Mr. MorGan, Mr. President— 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr, Morcan. Mr. President, I have addressed the Chair five or six times, 
and the Chair I think saw me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the resolution be laid before the Senate, 


It will here be noted that no announcement whatever of a vote was 
made by the Vice President, no negative put. 


The Vice Presipentr. Will the Senator restate his request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the resolution be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. Morcan. Mr, President, I am not debating anything, I amon my fect, 
peace the Chair respectfully, and I do not propose to be overslaughed in 

way. 

Mr, GEORGE, I am off the floor now. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to know whether there is—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, I rise to a question oforder. I ask that the resolution be laid 
before the Senate in accordance with the yote of the Senate. My motion has 
already been adopted, I understand, 


Mr. MorGan. I wish to know whether there is any agreement of the Senate 
about that, 

Mr. Hoar. Let the title bo read. 

The Vick PrestpEnt. The title will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH December 
29, 1890, as follows— 


Reading the whole resolution, which I will omit now. 


Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. MorGAn addressed the Chair. A 

The Vick Prestpent. The Senator from Rhode Island is recognized ag en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. MorGan. I rise to n question of order. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. Atpnicn. I understand the motion I made was adopted? 

Mr. Ransom. The Chair could not have declared it so. 

The Vice Presipent. The resolution was taken up this morning. 

Mr. MorGan. Irise to a question of order- 

Mr. ALDRICH: Ihave the floor. i 

Mr. MORGAN, I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The Vice PREStDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state his point of order, 

Mr. MoRGaN. My Bont of order is this—— 

Mr, BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island will please take his seat while 
the point of order is being decided. 

Mr. MorGan. My point of order isthis: The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE) had the floor. He yielded it under some arrangement that has not 
yet been explained to the Senate. I have several times inquired very respect- 
fully to know what that was, and I now respectfully ask the Chair whether 
the Senator from Mississippi has yielded the floor absolutely or upon some 
agreement. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Chair has no knowledge of any agreement, 

Mr. Atpricn. I submit that that is not a point of order. 

Mr. MorGay, It is a point of order, because if there is any agreement about 
it I want to object to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No +, SY has been made. The Senator from Mississippi 
yielded the floor and I made the motion, 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand the situation to be 
just this: The Senator from Mississippi had the floor and was addressing the 
Senate on the bill known as the election bill; and before hehad concluded his 
remarks he yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island for the puspont of making 
amotion. Now, what the rights of the Senator from Mississippi may be ian 
question which will arise hereafter, in case we resume the consideration of the 
election bill, and is not a question which can be decided now. 

Mr. Epmunps. That is it exactly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis true; but my rights depend on whether there was an 
agreement between the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from Rhode 
Island that he wasto resume the floor after this motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH., There has been no agreement at all, so far as I am concerned. 

The Vice Presipent. The Chair has no knowledge of any a ment, 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely addressed the Chair in good faith and in a polite way, 
and I pro: to do so hereafter, and I propose when I do that something shall 
be done about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the resolution—— 

Mr. Epmounps. What is the pending question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I wish to ask, 

The Vice PRESIDENT, The pending question is the resolution offered by the 
Senatorfrom Rhode Island. 

ae ALDRICH. That resolution being pending, I movethat the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. Ransom, May I ask a question? 

na VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. Ransom, May I ask a question? 

The Vice PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island withdraw his mo- 
tion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALDRICH., No; I do not. 
nee, Vice PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. Ransom. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that the Senate do now adjourn, 

‘The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 21, 1891, at 10 o'clock a, m. 


Mr. President, that is precisely what occurred in this body. The 
motion was made by the Senator from Rhode Island to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution offered by him. While the vote was 
pending and before it had been taken, never announced by the Chair, 
the Senator from Alabama in front of me rose and addressed the 
Chair, as he states, five or six times, and during the colloquy which I 
have read the Chair, for some reason unknown to me, seemed to have 
reached the conclusion that, because the resolution had been considered 
ten minutes between 11.50 and 12 o’clock in the morning and then 
had gone over, and the regular order or the unfinished business had 
been taken up, that gave the resolution some right; and therefore he 
declared it to be before the Senate. 

* Why, Mr. President, no man who has the slightest idea of parlia- 
mentary law could have made such a decision. It is in the teeth of 
the rules of the Senate. It is in violation of all the laws that govern 
legislative bodies. No presiding officer, no matter who he be, can take 
a Senator from the floor when by the rules of the Senate he has the right 
to it, and Ido not believe that the Senate of the United States will 
permit a Journal to stand that declares a falsehood. 

There is nothing in this question as to the time of the consideration 
of this resolution. Nobody cares for it. The majority of the Senate 
would have taken it up upon a fair vote. There was no serious con- 
test aboutit. It isa resolution for a gag in the Senate of the United 
States. Ifyou have the power to pass it and destroy the liberty and 
freedom of speech in this great body, that is your affair. In my judg- 
ment the American people will politically crucify the party that does 
it. But Isubmit to you that in doing it you have no right to violate 
the rules that govern the body. You ought to do it by the methods 
laid down by the rules to govern the body. 

It will not do, Mr. President, in this free land of ours, when there 
is disturbance in every walk of life, when three or four Legislatures 
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are threatened by force, when the very institutions of the country are 
trembling, for this high body, presided over by the Vice President of 
the United States, to set the example and say, *‘I will ignore the law; 
I will trample the rights of States under my feet; no longer shall the 
law’ govern.” When you do that you take a responsibility such asno 
man living in this land of ours has ever assumed. You set the ex- 
ample for any lawless man to use his own strong arm or to combine 
with others to trample down the Constitution of his country or the 
laws of his State. 

Insignificant as this proposition here is, in the consideration of this 
resolution it goes beyond it. I beg you, sir, and the Senate to pause. 
Let us goon in order. Let us respect the rights of each other. Let 
us observe the rules that have been provided, and, as I said before, 
under them in an orderly way, if the mae of the Senate carry 
out what they contemplate, that responsibility must rest upon you. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Maryland: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GORMAN. If tho Senator can have unanimous consent I will 


ield. 
5 Mr. BUTLER. Iobject, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland may consider that— 

Mr. BUTLER. Iriso to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin has no right to inter- 
rupt the Senator from Maryland without his consent and without unan- 
imous consent, and I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, that was an unfortunate decision 
yesterday, which destroys deliberation in this body. It ought never 
to have been made. It ought never to be enforced. I ask now, sir, 
with a view to fair dealing and intelligent legislation hereafter, that 
the Senator from Wisconsin may have unanimous consent to ask me 
his question. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Ob, no; I think the rule is a very good one and 
ought to be observed. 

Mr. BUTLER. TL object to the Senator from Ohio addressing the 
Chair from his seat. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I object to the Senator from South Carolina. He 
should take his seat. 

Mr. BUTLER. LIrose toa pointoforder. I have aright to do that 
at any time, and I call theSenator from Ohiotoorder. I hope he will 
observe it hereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Irose, as I had a right to do, and addressed the 
Chair for the purpose of ascertaining whether the Senator from Mary- 
land would permit me to ask him a question. The Chair in his deci- 


sion yesterday announced that that was not in violation of the ruleand |. 


that it did not require unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maryland allow 
the Senator from Wisconsin to ask him a question? 

Mr, GORMAN. I will, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorfrom Maryland declined and I accepted 
his declination. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir, [did not decline. I asked unanimous con- 
sent that the Senator should go on, if unanimous consent were neces- 
sary. Idonotdeclinetoyield. Ishould beglad to hear the Senator’s 

uestion. 
f Mr.SPOONER. Afterwards the Senator asked unanimous consent, 
but he declined at the time. 

Mr, GORMAN, Oh, no, The Senator from Wisconsin knows per- 
fectly well, with my relations with him and with every Senator in this 
body, that I have never declined to yield to a question, and he entirely 
misunderstood me. I should be glad to have his question put. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill amply say to the Senator that I did not in- 
tend to do him any injustice, but I understood him as declining. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all, sir. I shall be glad to hear the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. DoI understand that the Senator 
does not desire to ask the question? 

Mr, SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina objected. I 
shall not ask unanimous consent to ask a question. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise toa suggestion of order. As I understood the 
decision of the Vice President yesterday, it wassimply that the right of 
interrupting for the purpose of asking a question could not be'so pio- 
longed and abused as to take permanent possession of the floor, and 
the Vice President ruled that a question such as is ordinarily pro- 
pounded in the Senate Chamber might be yielded to and a response 
made toit. I understood that to be the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Vice President stated distinctly yesterday, in 
announcing his decision, that a temporary interruption might be per- 
mitted, but not to take a Senator off the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. It might be permitted by the Senator having the 
floor; that was the decision of the Vice President, and that no Sena- 
tor had a right to yield the floor indefinitely, and he stated the reason 


why he made that decision. Now, I intend hereafter as far ag I can 
do so—— 

Mr. SPOONER. [rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. e Senator will state his point of order. 
on SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] has 

e floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Wisconsin has not stated his point 
of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I stated it, but the Senator from South Carolina 
simply did not hear it; that is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hearit, Ishonld like to have it stated 


again, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to make 
a suggestion ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island for a suggestion? 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, sir. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that under the rule of the Senate 
adopted a few days ago the morning hour expires to-day at 11 o’clock. 
There is no practical question involved in the statement which the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has made. I am quite willing to concede for this 
purpose that the Vice President did not declare the motion carried, 
and I have no objection to the motion being made to amend the Jour- 
nal, but to avoid any possible question which may arise, being entitled 
to the floor even upon thecontention made by the Senator from Mary- 
land, at 11 o'clock I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution offered by me, and there can be then no ques- 
tion as to the exact right and status of all parties concerned. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago it isnot a 
question as to proceeding to the consideration of the resolution. That 
is not the point at all; it is away beyond that; it is a great question as 
to the rights of Senators, That is the question that I desire to. be de- 
cided by the Senate. 

The Senator from Rhode Island knows perfectly well he would not 
have had any serious trouble in getting up his resolution, because it 
was the clear understanding that he was to call it up this morning, 
as he has the right to do, and take the responsibility of doing. But 
after the occurrences of yesterday the Senator from Rhode Island must 
not make the declaration that there isnothing of practicalimportance 
before this body. Yes, sir, there is a question of great practical impor- 
tance. Itis the question whether in this great body the rights of the 
representatives of the States shall be preserved or whether they shall be 
stricken down by a combination between a Senator on the floor and 
the Vice President who presides over this body. 

Now, sir, if the Senate will correct the Journal, welland good. That 
terminates it and T trust will terminate it forever, and that we shall 
never have this scene repeated here of an attempt either designedly 
or ignorantly or otherwise made. 

I therefore ask fora vote on my motion, which I will construe, and 
which I believe the country will construe, as the correction of a great 
wrong Peer in this body yesterday. 

The E PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORAN] to amend the Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Let the motion be stated definitely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike from the Journal the 
following words: s 


It was determined in the affirmative. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I was not present yesterday and 
know nothing about this matter. I therefore ask to be excused from 
voting on this proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI hope the Vice President will decide the ques- 
tion as to whether the Journal iscorrect ornot. That is a privilege of 
the Presiding Officer always. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think the Presiding Officer has any right 
to decide any such question, That is a question for the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has been the general custom. 

Mr. HARRIS. I donot care what the custom has been, the rule re- 
quires the action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I, as a Senator, not being here at the time the 

roceeding occurred and not knowing. myself, would like to ask the 
Presiding Officer whether the motion to take up the resolution was 
agreed to and whether the Chair announced the decision of the Sen- 
ate upon the subject. That I have a right to ask for my information, 
to guide me in my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will read from a memorandum 
which he made this morning before the opening of the session. 

The Chair, from his own recollection, supported by the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp, is of the opinion that, while putting the question on 
the motion made by the Senator from Rhode Island, he did not formally 
declare the vote as carried, though he stated that the ayes appeared to 
have it, and he will therefore again submit the question to the Senate, 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact fact as I heard it, 
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Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon tho statement thus made by the Presiding 
Officer, I do not hesitate for a moment to voteto correct the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘TheChair will also state in addition that 
he has had no consultation with any Senator beyond the fact that the 
matter was called to his attention after the Senate adjourned yester- 
day afternoon, and he refreshed his memory by referring to the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD this morning, with the result which he has just 
announced. 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr, President, yesterday I was trying to get the 
attention of the Chair in order that I might submit a question to the 
Chair for information, for I understood, there being a good deal of con- 
fusion at tie time in the Senate, that there was some arrangement or 
agreement between the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] 
and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] under which the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yielded the floor to the Senator from Rhode Island 
for what I presumed he thought was a supposed advantage or a proba- 
ble advantage in his right to continue the debate upon the elections 
bill when it might again come before the Senate. 

I took the floor, and in the vain endeayor to make the Chair hear 
me when I spoke very distinctly and very ap easter and had my 
modesty taxed until it was almost on the point of giving way, Iwas 
trying to bring to the attention of the Chair the fact that the proceed- 
ing was irregular and that the Senator from Rhode Island was rushing 
his resolution upon the Senate for consideration at a time and under 
circumstances that were not parliamentary. The Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who is very watchful, a fine parliamentarian, 
avery experienced Senator, and a thoroughly just man, was admonish- 
ing me of the situation at the time, so that my attention was drawn 
sharply to what was going along, and while I had the floor and held 
and kept the floor, without having yielded it, havingstated that T rose 
to a question of order, the Chair in the hurry of business accepted the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island and pushed that resolution 
through without calling for the negative vote and without giving me 
or the Senator from North Carolina, who was looking out for it, an op- 
portunity to demand a division or the yéas and nays. Thatis the exact 
situation. 

Iam not on my feet at this moment to make any accusation what- 
ever against the Vice President, not the slightest. I know the em- 
barrassment that must attend the transaction of business upon subjects 
of heated controversy like this at all times, but the Senate yesterday 
afternoon seemed to have gotten into a rather fretful and querulons 
condition upon the subject of the transaction of this business before 
the body. Such things, Mr. President, I have seldom, and I believe. 
I have never, participated in at all. Itry to do here what I think is 
right under the rules and practice of this body, and it wounds me 
deeply to see any departure irom a well-recognized rule. 

On yesterday, when we were discussing this question, a matter arose 
as to whether a Senator might yield to a question without unanimous 
consent, The Senate virtually decided he could not. The point was 
made that hecould not yield without unanimous consent, and the Vice 
President, in delivering his opinion upon that question, avoided the 
precise point that was raised by the objection that wasstated, and went 
on to say, and to say properly, that a Senator could not yield the floor 
permanently in favor of another Senator, because, as I suppose the 
reasoning was, the rules provide that every Senator in this body shall 
have the right to rise and be recognized hy the Chair, if-he is the first 
to address the Chair upon the occasion. 

Mr. President, I then on yesterday observed again a matter that has 
not gone into the RECORD, and I do not repeat it to get it into the REC- 
ORD at all, but I repeat it for the purpose of emphasizing what we 
ought to do under existing conditions. Senators have a practice of go- 
ing to the Vice President and asking him to put their names upon a 
list for recognition. That is farming out the privileges of the Senate. 
That is contrary to the rule. When the Vice President in advance 
makes an agreement with a Senator that he will recognize him next 
after a certain Senator has got through or in a certain order of recog- 
nition, that violates the rule of this body and deprives a State of the 
right to rise and be heard in this body. 

Tf that violation of rule and parliamentary usage and Jaw is to be 
tolerated here, there is nothing at all to preventany man who happens 
to preside in this Chamber from giving to his own political et any 
advantage that they may seek in the way of recognition. Tobject to 
that, A Senator who wants to pursue the rules and does not resort to 
that artifice, forthe purpose of getting himself in advance of somebody 
else or for the purpose of playing a gamein favorof his political party, 
is at a terrible disadvantage when other men go and, by arrangement 
with the Chair, obtain the right of recognition, and conduct the busi- 
ness of the Senate really by 2 private agreement between the Chair 
and a Senator. J object to that, I say, and, now that we have this sub- 
ject up, I hope that that matter will not hereafter be done, If it is 
it will become my duty at any time to raise a question upon it. 

Tam very glad, indeed, the Vice President before he came in this 
morning, after thinking over what occurred on yesterday came to re- 
member the fact exactly as it occurred, that he had not put the nega- 


tive of the proposition, aud that the Senate didnot vote upon the ques- 
tion of taking up this clôture rule, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator from 
Alabama that he called his attention to the fact that the custom had 
prevailed during the present session, to which no objection had been 
madeso far as the Chair is aware, of having a list of names. 

Mr. MORGAN. Tadmit thecastom. All of our presiding officers 
have done it, but I hope the Senate will not indulge in it hereafter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hopes the Senator does not 
think the Chair had any intention to treat him with anything but the 
greatest possible courtesy. 

Mr. MORGAN. There isnot the slightest idea of censure in my 
mind, nor can there be in the mind of anyone in regard to the conduct 
of the Vice President on this subject or any other, because it has been 
n custom that has obtained in this body for a long time. 

Mr. HARRIS. It isa custom as old as the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think it mtist be plain to every Sen- 
ator that the Chair has done nothing more in making or receiving lists 
of speakers than to keep the names of those who desire to present their 
views upon any particular question and by unanimous consent acting 
upon it. Nobody claims that because certain Senators when a meas- 
ure is pending go to the Chair and ask him to take their names down 
that that is an ironclad list and that only the Senators whose names 
are down can speak. The general rnle of the Senate is that the Sen- 
ator rising first shall be recognized by the Chair and is entitled to the 
floor, and when I or any Senator go to the Chair and ask that my 
name be put down upon the list next if no one is ahead of me it sim- 
ply means that when the Senator speaking has closed his remarks then 
I am tobe upon the floor first if I can. If I do not secure the atten- 
tion of the Chair, when there is a vacant space for speaking, then the 
Senator on theothersideoronthisside who rises undoubtedly is entitled 
to the floor, undoubtedly will be recognized by the Chair, and pro- 
ceedings will go on in accordance with the rules and practice of the 
Senate. But suppose two Senators, as the Senatorfrom Massachusetts 
(Mr. HOAR] suggests, rise simultaneously, undoubtedly in a case of 
that kind any Senator in the Chair acting pro tempore as President of 
the Senate or the Vice President would naturally recognize the Sena- 
tor who had notified the Chair that he desired to speak. But it-does 
not shut out the Senator who does rise first. 

The practice which has obtained in the Senate is for the convenience 
of Senators and for the dispatch of business. Itis better thatina gen- 
eral debate any Senator desiring to take part in it should know when 
he should be present to take part in the debate, andit does not infringe 
upon the right ofothers. I hope it will not be understood that any 
reflection is cast upon the present presiding officer in making the list 
as he has done. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I concur fully in the remarks made 
by the Senator from Maine. It is the practice of this body, as it was 
of the other House when I was a member of it, for the Chair to recog- 
nize such a preferred request in advance. But, sir, I must say, to be 
perfectly frank, that it has been the custom to ask recognition to speak 
on the pending bill and not to make the request to speak on the pend- 
ing bill and then to move to lay it aside and to discuss a different mat- 
ter. Ido not desire to characterize such conduct, because I do not 
intend under any stress of circumstances to show any discourtesy to 
any member of this body nor to violate the decorum of this body; but 
Isubmit to the Senate that the request by the Senator from Rhodo 
Island on yesterday was not to be Sean on the bill under consid- 
eration, but to lay aside that bill and to introduce another, the like of 
which has never been under consideration during the whole one hun- 
dred years of the existence of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will refer to the RECORD he will ob- 
serve that the Senator from Mississippi asked when the Senator from 
Rhode Island rose for what purpose he if it was to make that 
motion, and the Senator from Rhode Island stated that he rose for that 


urpose. 

a Mr. GIBSON. Iam aware of that. Ladmitthat. But thatis not 
the point. The point I make is that the custom of this body is for 
Senators to notify the presiding officer of their wish to be recognized 
on the pending bill, and the Senator from Rhode Island made such a 
request by submitting his name, as I understand it, on the list which 
was before the Vice President, the presiding officer of this body, but 
instead of rising to discuss the bill he rose to discuss another proposition 
wholly out of line in respect to the measure that the Senate was then 
considering. 

Mr, President, no one knows better than the presiding officer of this 
body that I would be the last member of the Senate, perhaps, to place 
any censure upon him, and I think the memorandum which he pre- 
sented to the Senate this morning of itself would correct the Journal. 
I was a witness of what was transpiring in the Senate yesterday, an 
eager and interested witness. Isaw the attitude of the Senator from 
Rhode Island; I saw the eagerness with which the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANSoM] was witnessing the proceedings. I wasintent 
myself upon the determination to call the yeas and nays, if nobody else 
did, upon the question submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
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I doubt not that every Senator on this side of the Chamber who 
was present had made up his mind that the resolution enforcing the 
clôture should never come before the Senate except on a yea-and-nay 
vòte. The memorandum furnished by the presiding officer of this 
body shows that he had never declared that that motion was carried. 
I trust, therefore, that the Journal may be corrected by a unanimous 
vote of the Senate or by unanimous consent, withouta party vote onit. 

Ido not desire to place any reflection whatever upon tho presiding 
officer of this body, but I think we can all afford to be fair and frank 
and just. The presiding officer has treated us with perfect candor and 
courtesy, and I think members of the Senate should vie with one an- 
other in treating him in the same spirit. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I heartily concur with what the 
Senator from Maine has stated in regard to a custom that has grown up 
hereofSenators registering theirnames, I know upon almost every im- 
portant question which has consumed any considerable time in its dis- 
cussion in the Senate there has been made and placed upon the Vice 
President’s desk a memorandum of the names of the Senators, and 
generally when there were Senators. upon opposite sides to speak it has 
been arranged so that one would come on one side and then one upon 
another. 

Mr. CULLOM. And by general consent of all parties. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By general consent a Senator would come up 
and say ‘‘I want my name put down here below,” or something of that 
kind. That has been the custom. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Missouri will submit to an in- 
terruption, I wish to ask him a question based upon his own experi- 
ence, and that is whether this pre-emption of places on any debate, 
whether on a bill pending or for the purpose of taking up some other 
bill, has not been the reason why the Senate Chamber is emptied of its 
occupants during the time the debate is going on. If Senators were 

wired to be here in order to get the floor, they would hear what was 
going on in the Senate and would not be off doing something else. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not agree with the Senator from Alabama 
upon that proposition. I have no doubt that a number of Senators 
knowing that a certain number of other Senators were going to speak 
to-day, for example, would go home and prepare their speeches for to- 
morrow or the next day. That very frequently occurs when Senators 
know that no vote will be taken, and so if Senators were to inquire 
and find out that two or three or four Senators were ready to speak to- 
day they would make pairs with other Senators and go off and go to work 
upon their speeches. I do not think it has had anything to do with 
the emptying of the Senate Chamber of Senators, I think, however, 
in some cases it has been very convenient for Senators. I understand 
it has not been the rule that if the Senator whose name comes next is 
not in his seat, and some other Senator addresses the Chair before he 
does, that that Senator should be seated and the other Senator have 

recedence. That never has been the rule. It is expected that each 

nator will be in his seat and address the President of the Senate 

in the order in which the names appear. If he does not he loses his 
place. Thatisall there is aboutit. It isa convenience, however. 

Mr. President, there is another question that was raised yesterday 
evening and raised this morning. I hope we shall have no misunder- 
standing about that. The idea of unanimous consent of the Senate 
for one Senator to interrupt another is a farce. There is no such rule 
in parliamentary law or in the rules of the Senate. In parliamentary 
law and by the rules of the Senate the method of procedure is perfectly 

lain, In the very nature of things, in common sense and common 

onesty and common decency, no one entitled to the floor and speak- 
ing can be interrupted except by his permission orconsent. Now, the 
rule of the Senate and parliamentary law are based upon that principle 
of decency and honesty; and the rule of the Senate is: 


1. When a Senator desires to speak he shall rise and address the presiding 
officer, and shall not proceed until he is recognized, and the presiding officer 
shall recognize the Senator who shall first address him. No Senator shall in- 
terrupt another Senator in debate without his consent— 

Not the consent of the Senate, but ‘‘his consent,” the consent of the 
Senator who is speaking— 
and to obtain such consent he shall first address the presiding officer; and no 
Senator shall speak more than twice upon any one question in debate on the 
soa day without leave of the Senate; which shall be determined without de- 

Mr. President, we also have in a pamphlet the Ueda cp eA of the 
Senate which is observed. I have not looked at it for some time, but 
I think there is a special form which has been used here in the Senate 
prescribed for the presiding officer. I will find it ina moment. [A 
panse,] I was under the impression that in this pamphlet there was 
the exact Janguage. It has been some time since I read it. I do not 
just lay my hand upon the place where it occurs, but I ain quite cer- 
tain it is contained in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itison page 150, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the Senator rise? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Task leave to put an inquiry to the Senator from 
Missouri in the way of a suggestion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will find it, I think, in Rule XIX. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave the rule, but I was looking in this little 
pamphlet for the phraseology the presiding officer uses, 

Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as that question has been decided by the 
Chair, I shall object to the Senator from Vermont proceeding. I raise 
the question of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Having the floor, I yield to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not asking leave to proceed; I was com- 
municating information. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I call the Senator from Vermont to order. I 
rise to a question of order and I call him to order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I sit down and the Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. My point of order is that the Senator has no right 
to interrupt the Senator from Missouri except by unanimous consent, 
and I object to his interruption of the Senator from Missouri. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Missouri to yield to the Senator from Vermont for a question or sug- 

estion, 
i Mr. COCKRELL. I did. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; and I object, notwithstanding the consent 
of the Senator from Missouri. I should like to have the Chair rule on 
that point of order again. The Chair ruled on it yesterday evening. 
I make the point of order that the Senator from Vermont has no right 
to interrupt the Senator from Missouri except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point of order must be decided without de- 
bate and the Senator from South Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Chair appealed to me for a remark, and I was 
making it to the Chair, and not to the Senator from Vermont, 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is out of order all the same. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the Senator yesterday, which is of the same character as the 
one made by the Senator from South Carolina to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. BUTLER. He sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Chair to have Rule XIX read, which I 
think will satisfy Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Rule XIX will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RUL: XIX. 
DEBATE. 

1. When a Senator desires to speak he shall rise and address the Presiding 
Officer, and shall not proceed until he is rec ized, and the Presiding Officer 
shall recognize the Senator who shall first address him, No Senator shall in- 
ald ha another Senator in debate without his consent, and to obtain such con- 
sent he shall first address the Presiding OMcer; and no Senator shall speak 
more than twice upon any one question in debate on the same day without 
leave of the Senate—— 

Mr. HARRIS. That is enough of the rule to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was evidently in error in his 
ruling on the point of order made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
yesterday to this extent, that the rule clearly states that no Senator 
shall interrupt another in debate without his consent, He modifies 
his ruling to that extent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not catch what the Chair said, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair modifies the ruling which he 
made last evening on the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Massachusetts to this extent, that itis only necessary to obtain the 
consent of the Senator who has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Chair, asI onderstand, admits that the 
Chair committed an errorin taking me off the floor on the objection of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is quite another thing, 

Mr. HOAR. It was quite another thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir, it was not quite another thing, and I shall 
demonstrate when I get the floor that it was not another thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Vermont desire to ask me 
a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wished to call the attention of the Senator 
to what apparently he was unable to find. That was all, and it has 
been found, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about the decision; and I 
confess very frankly that in reading in the RECORD what was stated 
yesterday evening I do not understand that it was the intention at 
least of the Chair to go as far as it was construed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not the intention of the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the reason why I call up the question 
now, because it would be a great outrage on parliamentary discussion 
if one Senator should not be permitted to ask another Senator a ques- 
tion. That did not have any reference to farming out the floor of the 
Senate indefinitely. The two propositions are entirely different from 
each other. 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to ask the Senator if he claimed that one 
Senator could assign the floor to another, 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator from Massachusetts to order, and 
wines the Senator to take his seat while the point of order is being de- 
cided. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have his ruling of yester- 
day read from the RECORD, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Vice PRESIDENT. He might transfer it for a question or by courtesy 
of the Senate or by unanimous consent; but otherwise a Senator on the floor 


might parcel out the entire time of the session in that way to one Senator after 
another, The Senatorfrom Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair recede from that ruling? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not. 

Mr. GORMAN, How is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not recede from the ruling 
as stated in the RECORD, which has just been read by the Chief Olerk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, one word in regard to the rulein 
regard to questions while a Senator is on the floor. The practice has 
frequently grown into an abuse by Senators interrogating each other 
back and forth without permission of the Chair. That has frequently 
been done, There has been a great deal of latitude allowed in that 
respect, but still it is not right; and that practice does not make it a 
rule of the Senate or a precedent which should be followed. ‘The true 
course is for the Senator wishing to interrupt a Senator on the floor 
to address the Presiding Officer, and the Presiding Officer addresses the 
Senator having the floor, and, if the Senator on the floor yields, the 
question can be put. 

Now, as to farming out the privileges of the floor indefinitely, it isjust 
precisely like the enrolling of thenamesof the Senatorsas those who are 
to be entitled to the floor, I donot conceive that Senators can go to 
the Vice President’s desk and enroll their names and by that means 
exclude all other Senators from getting the floor, and I do not hold that 
any one Senator can take the floor of the Senate and indefinitely hold 
the floor by yielding it out to other Senators, Extremes are not cor- 
rect. It has been a universal custom here, and there is no rule against 
it, that a Senator could yield for a question, and he does yield, 

It is the rule for a Senator to yield for a question, or if a Senator 
wants to make an explanation during the remarks of another Senator. 
That is always allowed, and it has never required the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. I know the Senator from Vermont has made ex- 
planations while I was speaking and I have made them while he was 
speaking, All this is in the interest of the transaction of the public 
business. I was very glad to find that the presiding officer this morn- 
ing had made out a statement, without any consultation with Sena- 
tors, stating exactly the occurrences as they did take place yesterday 
evening. Iam glad that we have the rule in regard to interruptions 
settled, for it is settled correctly and orderly, that a Senator has a 
right to rise and address the Chair and ask of the Chair to inquire of 
the Senator addressing the Senate whether he will yield to a question, 
and it is only for that Senator to determine whether he will yield or 
not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a single moment. I am sure that 
there is not a Senator upon this floor whois willing or desires to do the 
presiding officer the slightest injustice, but it has been stated twice in 
the debate this morning, inadvertently I am sure, that the Chair did 
not put the negative of the question upon the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island yesterday evening. I desire to say that I wasa 
very attentive listener to thatproceeding. The Chairput the question 
in the ordinary way, the negative as well as the affirmative, and both 
were responded to, and a second or two after putting the question the 
Chair announced ‘‘the ayes appear to have it,’’ just as the Chair has 
stated inthe memorandum read this morning. Isimply wanted to put 
that fact on record, so that there should not be, by. inference or other- 
wise, any injustice done the Chair in respect to that proceeding. 

Now, as to the other question which has been so elaboratel debated 
about the Chair keeping a memorandum of Senators who apply for rec- 
ognition, I simply desire to say there has not been a gentleman in that 
chair, whether it be the regular presiding officer or a Senator tempo- 
rarily called upon from time to time, from the first hour I entered the 
Senate down to this time and I apprehend for many years before, who 
has not kept such memoranda when there were a number of Senators 
giving notice to the Chair that they desired recognition. Asto whether 
the practice may be good or bad I have nothing to say, but I certainly 
have never seen any objection to it, nor do I see any now. 

That much I desired to say in justice to all parties concerned in this 
controversy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the practice of lists, as itis called, 
is I think, and I have always thought, a very bad one. It was tried at 
one time in the English Parliament, and it got so offensive and unjust 
that it was entirely exploded. On the last occasion, I think, which 
finished it, the two great leaders, Gladstone and Distneli—I believe it 
was—had sufficient courage and I hope sufficient candor to state cor- 
rectly that they were entirely unaware that any such list was madeup 
and in the Speaker’s hands, and that it was an outrage and it never 
ought to be tolerated fora minute. I dare say they were candid and 
true about it. 

Since I have been here, so far as I remember, I have never asked to 
have my name put on a list, because I believed it was not fair. Iwas 
willing to stand on the rule of the Senate, which says that the Sena- 
gor who first rises shall be recognized, and if two rise at a time, I do 
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not know whether the rule says it or not, but it is common law, at 
any rate, that the Chair shall choose, as he must choose, which one 
he shall recognize. In doing that the custom of fairness has always 
prevailed so far that, where there is a desire of two gentlemen to speak 
at the same time and if one who had last spoken was'on one side of 
the Chamber, the Chair would recognize the one on the other side, so 
as to have fair play. There is no difficulty in getting on in that way. 

During the time that I had the honor to preside in this body, for 
two years, when such lists were presented to me, I said to all the gen- 
tlemen that I had not the least objection to making a memorandum, 
but that I should certainly follow the rule, and if anybody got up be- 
fore they did that person would be recognized, for I felt bound to exe- 
cute the rule and not any private understanding, and that they must 
take their chance about that. That I think was right. 

What the Chair decided yesterday in respect of this matter of in- 
terruptions, as it appears in the RECORD, was perfectly correct. It 
is exactly according to the parliamentary law. A gentleman wishin 
to interrupt another mustaddress the Chair. The Chair gets the leav 
of the gentleman who has the floor, not for yielding the floor in such 
a way as to goon and make a speech, but for a question or a brief ex- 
planation, the gentleman holding the floor to go on with his remarks. 
That is where it is. 

Now, as to the other question, it appears to be literally and tech- 
nically true that the Chair, having put the question for the afirmative 
and for the negative, as the Senator from Tennessee says, on taking u 
this proposed rule, declared that the ‘‘ayes’’ appeared to have it. Be- 
fore he said the next word in his mouth he was interrupted by some- 
body addressing the Chair. Then some confusion arose, and at 
after a considerable amount of confusion about claims for the floor an 
points of order, as I see, and I remember it very well, wishing to un- 
derstand clearly what had become of the resolution, I asked the Chair 
what was the pending question, and the Chair responded it was the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, to which nobody 
in the Senate made any dispute or objection, and that on the request 
of somebody else, I think, later, was repeated. 

Now, technically and literally the Chair did not say *‘The ayes have 
it,” but the thing went as if he had said it, and being inquired of pub- 
licly what was before the Senate he stated without any objection from 
anybody that it was the resolution which was before the Senate, 

Mr. RANSOM. May I ask the Senator’s permission to interrupt 
him? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina for a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. RANSOM, Exactly at the moment alluded to by the Senator 
from Vermont I rose and asked permission to ask a question. Tre- 
peated it twice afterwards and then finally rose to a question of order 
and could not be recognized. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does that appear in the RECORD? 

Mr. RANSOM. On page 1650 of the RECORD. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending a motion to adjourn the Senator from 
North Carolina, I think, would be entitled to raise a question of order, 
but he would not be entitled to interrupt the proceedings to rise and 
ask a question. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Vermont will look at the REC- 
ORD he will see that I did it in both instances. Iam not complaining 
of the Vice President, because I appreciate the excitement under which 
the Senate was laboring at the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What is the page? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Page 1650. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The last of the Senate proceedings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.” I will begin atthe top of the column: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the resolution offered by tho 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mre ALDRICH, That resolution being pending, I move that the Senate do 

now adjourn, if 


Mr. Ransom. May I ask a 
The Vick PRESIDENT. The 


uestion? 
nator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 


adjourn. 
ejos Ransom. May I ask a question? 
The Vick PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island withdraw his 
motion to adjourn? 
Mr. ALDRICH, No; I do not. 
The Vice PRESIDENT, The Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 


adjourn, 
Are Ransom. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order, 


There I think the Senator from North Carolina had a right to be 
recognized, if he was heard by the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. If theSenator from Vermont will permit me, I will 
call his attention to the observation made by the Senator from North 
Carolina before that,in the first column, on page 1650, about midway: 

Mr, RANsom. The Chair could not have declared it so. 


He called attention to the fact that the vote had not been announced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I have read took place subsequently. I 
have nothing further to add, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a good deal has been said by Senators 
who have made their statements, entirely from memory as to what oc- 
curred yesterday when I was not permitted to interrupt the Senator 
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from Mississipp 
‘which can not be doubted by anybody. I will therefore proceed to read 
from the RECORD what occurred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On here re 

Mr, BUTLER. On page 1649. I do this, Mr. President, because I 
think that an act of very great injustice was done to me ally. I 
was about to say that an act of disco had been committed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Ohio in their intem- 
perate interruption of what I was saying, and, I might add, the bad 
temper exhibited by the Senator from Ohio when he demanded that I 
should take my seat. Now, sir, what occurred? 

The Vice Prestpest— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to make 
a statement in regard to that matter? 

Mr. BUTLER. When I get through the Senator may. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imay not be in’ such good humor then as I am 
now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ican not helpthat. The Senator will have to re- 
main here if he wants to make a statement in reply. 

The Vicr PRESIDENT, The Chair understands that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is entitled to the floor, 

r. Botner. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to read a few seo- 

fae the Reyised Statutes? Will he do so or will be permit me to do so 

Mr. GEORGE, If it is agreeable to the gentlemen who control the Senate— 

Referring, I suppose, to the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 

~Massachnsetts and the Senator from Vermont— 

If it is agreeable to the gentlemen who control the Senate; I do not want to 
be guilty of anything like treason, but I will do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will roceed, then, Mr. President. 


Mr, Hoar. Mr. President, I object. 
Re ae PRESIDENT. Objection is made. Tho Senator from Massachusetts 
has rai a point of order. 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like the Chair to decide that point of order. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I should like to call theattention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to what ocourred the other day, and, as he is a fine parliamentarian, I 
assume that it was correctly done. 

He rose, when the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] had the floor, and, 
when asked by the Senator from Maryland whether he des to pr dwith 
his remarks, he said yes. The Senator from Maryland withdrew all objection 
at that time to his proceeding; he was ized by the ‘Chair, and inime- 
diately the Senator from Massachusetts turned around to the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Hiscock}, and turned the floor over to him. That was certainly 
done in the presence of the Senate, and he was ¢xercising his right to turn over 
the an which he had obtained, to the Senator from New York, who pro- 
ceeded. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, the situation is just this, as I understand it: The 


Senator from dear has the floor. I arose and requested that Senator to 
yield the floor to me he purpose of interjecting some matter into ħiss 
ont I thought woul , powerful, and eloquent as it has n. 
‘The Senstor me for p è I i 


help it, a 

‘om Mississippi yielded Was redogniz 
by the Chair for that purpdsgi and, as wag occupied the floor for 
some time, the Secretary reading ins of myeclt Now, when I propose to 
proceed, the rete Massachusetts (Mr, HOAR] objects and makes a point 
of order. Ishould like the guatr to de ihah pol of order. Of course, I 
shall bow to the decision ort e Chair, but I want the 6 decide the point 
of order made by the Se t pa \usetts, to wit: that one Senator oc- 
cupying the floor has kgia Yield it to another for any purpose. 

That was the point of order. 

Mr. Cuttom. Except by unanimous consent. 


Mr. BUTLER. For any purpose. 
President, the point of order having been made, it is the 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. 
Soone the Senator from South Caol nå tó take his geat and allow the Chair 
to decide it. is clearly the rule oi 


; the Senate Rieter Anew pal and I 
hope there will be no yiolation of therulein thismatter. The Senatorcan take 
his seat and then the Chair can decide the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is quite unnecessary for the Senator from Ohio to administer 
that lecture to me, j 

Mr. Sueemas, Linsist upon the enforcementof the rule, if the Senator speaks 
in that way— 

Manifesting, as I think, Mr. President, an irritation and temper 
which amounts almost to puerility. Ihad not violated any rules of 
the Senate knowingly or intentionally, either by standing or otherwise, 
and it was quite unnecessary, I repeat, either for the Senator from Ohio 
to admonish me in that direction or to exhibit that puerile temper 
when I replied to him in a respectful manner. 

Tho Vick Prestpest, The Chair is of opinion that the point of order made 
by the Senator from Ohio is well taken and that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina should resume his seat until the pank of order is decided by the Chair. 

Mr, BUTLER, Very well, sir: I want that settled. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the o inion that a Senator entitled to 
the floor can not transfer that right indefinitely to any other Senator, 

Mr, BUTLER. That is not the point of order. 

The Vrce Presipenr. He might transfer it for a question or by mee f of 
the Senate or by unanimous consent; but othérwise a Senator on the floor 
might parcel out the entire timo of the session in that way to one Senator after 
another, The Senator from Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE resumed the floor; and after having spoken for three-quarters of 
an hour, ete. ý 

Mr. President, the assumption that I desired to take the floor foran 

_indeñnite period was an act of gross injustice to me. No Senator has 
a right to assumein advance that his equal upon this floor, his peer, is 
going to commit a fraud upon the Senate and upon the country, be- 
cause if any Senator had committed a fraud or desired to do so theSen- 
ator from Massachusetts must have done it when he took the floor and 
yielded it indefinitely to the Senator from New York. | 

But I say, Mr. President, that isa violent assumption, and I want 
to say now that it was not my purpose totake the floor indefinitely, and 
nobody had a right toassumeit, but that I was oxercising a right which 


i, and I desire to restate what did occur in a manner | has been exercised by every Senator upon this floor since I haye been 


a member of it, for nearly fifteen years, I desired in good faith to get 
in the RECORD the election laws as they now are written in the statute 
books of this country, so that they might have more currency in the 
country than they now receive within the limits of the Revised Statutes. 
I was perfectly sincere and should have concluded in perhaps twenty 
minutes. 

I therefore resent as an imputation upon the good faith of my con- 
duct any suggestion that I intended to take the floor indefinitely, es- 
pecially when that admonition comes from the Rswiteee from Massachu- 
setts, who even at this session has done precisely the same thing, and 
Labs ace the floor to the-Senator from New York to speak as longas 

e chose. 

Mr. President, I was actuated by two considerations, the first to get 
into the speech of the Senator from scene the election laws of 
this country as they now stand and by the further consideration of 
relieving that Senator of the fatigue under which he was clearly labor- 
ing. Am I not to be permitted to extend this courtesy toa brother 
Senator? Am I to be told by a Senator who himself has violated the 
Seti if there is snch a rule, that Ishall not be permitted to do this 
thing? 

Mr. President, since Ihave been a memberof the Senate I haveseen 
that side of the Chamber consume hours and days filibustering against 
the orderly proceedings of this body, and reading volume after volume 
of irrelevant matter in order that time might be consumed. These, 
these are the Senators who arise with virtuous indignation and attempt 
to hold me upto opprobrium for exercising an undisputed right on this 
floor. A 
Sir, I do not intend to rest quietly under that imputation. I want 
to say now that Iexonerate the presiding officer of this body from any 
intention to do me injustice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator allow the Chair to state 
that in using the word ‘‘indefinitely” he had no reference whatever 
to the Senator from South Carolina, and only intended tornle upon the 
general question? : 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, Mr. President. Ido not believe 
the Chair did intend toapplyit.tome. But still I insist that the effect 
of it was to deprive me of my right on this floor and to take me from 
the floor upon the suggestion and the objection of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, who had himself taken the floor and yielded it to an- 
other Senator indefinitely. That was the effect of it, Mr. President, 

I think I can say with safety, and with accuracy, and with truth 
that I have never knowingly or willingly violated one line or syllable 
of any rule of this body, and have never been guilty of an act of dis- 
respect to the presiding officer, and I can with safety appeal to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who has presided 
with so much impartiality and ability, with so much fairness and jus- 
tice to both sides of this Chamberin his longeareeras Presiding Officer, 
to sustain me in that proposition. 

I therefore resent with indignation any suggestion from any Senator 
or any source that I was attempting to perpetrate a fraud upon this 
body by interposing for the purpose of getting matter material to the 
issue in the RECORD and of relieving a brotherSenator. I had a right 
to do it, sir; and to show that I had the right, when we were confronted 
with that ruling this morning and I demanded an enforcement of it 
strictly by objecting toa Senator interrupting another, the Senate was 
brought to its senses and the ruling properly reversed. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the practice of making lists for the 
presiding officer, that certainly has been the custom since I have been 
a member of this body. Ido not understand the Senator from Ala- 
bama to have made any special complaint that it had been done, but 
his admonition, if I may use that expression, was that we should re- 
frain from it in the future, and I think he gave very sound rensons for 
it. Still I have not the slightest objection where that a ae is eled 
out fairly on both sides of the Chamber; I do not sce that any injustice 
can be done to anybody by it, I believe that impartiality has been oh- 
seryed by your predecessor, the Senator from Kansas. I believe it has 
been observed by him, as I stated, with absolute impartiality and fair- 
ness; and I believe it has been observed by the present presiding officer 
of the Senate with absolute fairness and impartiality. 

We never have observed and I do not thinkin thenature of things we 
ever can observe the absolute letter of the rules of this body. There has 
been from time immemorial, and I trust will continue for all time to 
come, an unwritten law of this body of mutual respect and courtesy one 
for the other that is higher and better and more commendable than all 
the laws you can ne into your rules. For one I have attempted to 
observe that unwritten law as well as the written. At times all of 
us, Mr. President, carried away perhaps by heat or excitement, or, if 
you choose, temper, make remarks one to the other which are soon, 
I trust, regretted and forgotten, because we can certainly facilitate the 
public business more effectually, we can discharge the high duties de- 
volving upon us more expeditiously and pleasantly, by the observance 
of those rules of courtesy and decorum than by constant carping and 
factious opposition one to the other. 

I felt it due to myself, sir, due to the di 
the gravity of the question before us, that 


ty of this body, due to 
should make this state- 
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ment; and, I repeat, no human being had a right to assume that I in- 
tended to occupy the floor indefinitely, but that I was simply taking 
advantage of my right to get the consent of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to occupy it as long as he chose I should occupy it, and we have 
no right to assume that he would commita fraud or perpetrate a fraud 
upon the proceedings of this body by permitting me to extend those 
remarks beyond a reasonable time. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in order to get down to actual business, 
Task the Chair what has become of the proposition to which everybody 
seemed to assent, that the Journal should be corrected. Hasa motion 
been made or has any action of the Senate taken place upon that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Themotion was made by the Senatorfrom 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest, in view of what has taken place on both 
sides of the Chamber, that the call for the yeas and nays be withdrawn 
and that the Journal he amended by unanimous consent, in order that 
we may go on to some actual business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I can notconsent to that. I think 
this is so important a matter that after the memorandum offered by 
the Chair itself there ought to be arecord made by every Senator on 
this question. Ican not therefore withdraw the call for the yeas and 


nays, . 

Mr. HALE. My suggestion was precisely in the line of the memo- 
randum submitted by the Chair, to which everybody seemed to assent; 
and íf everybody can consent that the Journal be corrected we will 
save the time that would otherwise be consumed by a yea-and-nay vote. 
But of course if the Senator, in response to my appeal, insists that the 
yeas and nays must be taken, the rules of the Senate authorize him 
todo that. I only say that it isan additional consumption of time 
and it seems to me not needed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate, 
the time is so precious, by any reply whatever to the heated and ex- 
cited speech of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I 
do not conceive that it needs or requires any. But I wish to say that 
there is not the slightest support, either in the fact or in the RECORD, 
for the assertion that I ever undertook to yield the floor to the Senator 
from New York or anybody else in my time and as holding it. My 
name was on the Vice President’s list. The name of the Senator from 
New York followed mineon thelist; and when I rose tospeak I learned 
after I had risen that the Senator from New York desired to speak then, 
and what I said was this: 

I understand that it will be agreeable to the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] to address the Senate at this time, and therefore, with the leave of 
the Senate, I shall give way to that Senator and reserye what I have to say 
until the conclusion of his remarks. 

T yielded the the floor entirely. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator was in charge of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwasin charge of the bill. TheSenator made his speech 
and then I obtained the flooragain. Although I used the phrase ‘‘with 
the leave of the Senate,’’ it was a phrase of courtesy merely. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. : 

Mr. DANIEL. For what purpose did he take the floor that morn- 
ing? 

Mr. HOAR. I took the floor expecting to proceed with my 
and was ready to proceed. Thereupon the Senator from New York 
made it known to me that he would like to spak at that hour of the 
day. So Jsaid I would give way to him, and I gave way to him and 
obtained the floor again later. Itwas a mere transfer by twoSenators 
who had the floor in succession. I had not begun my speech. 

Mr. SHERMAN, In respect tothe very important motion submitted 
by the Senator from Maryland as to whether our able and excellent-and 
experienced minute and journal clerk, Mr. Spencer, has made a mis- 
take as to what occurred last evening in journalizing, I think it isa 
very small matter. It is very rare indeed from my experience in the 
Senate that this gentleman, who is probably the most accomplished 
and experienced of the officers of the Senate, has madea mistake upon 
a question of this kind; and it seems to me it is pretty hard for my 
friend from Maryland to press his motion and endeavor to magnify it 
tosome great error when it was only a natural conclusion from the 
facts that occurred. 

It is apparent by the statement of the presiding officer that he did 


not announce the result of the vote and it appears so from the Cox- |. 


GRESSIONAL RECORD; and yet it also appears that the Senate seems to 
have acted upon the idea that the resolution was pending and that the 
Vice President so declared it. Therefore it isnot to be wondered at 
that this excellent officer, who was watching no doubt intently the 
proceedings of the Senate, to make a fair record, would come to the 
conclusion that the motion to take up tho resolution had been agreed 
to. Itso says in the RECORD, but I think according to the strict fact, 
as the Vice President did not announce the vote, but only said “the 
ayes seem to have it,” but did not say ‘‘the ayes have it,” this officer 

ould not be put in an embarrassing position here as performing an 
act of great publicimportance swolleninto magnitude all atonce by the 


grand imagination of my friend from Maryland. Thereforeitseemsto 
me like pushing one of the officers of the Senate unduly and unkindly 
to take a yea-and-nay vote here to correct the records of the Senate, as 
if some terrible crime had been committed by this faithful officer. 
That is the way it looks to me. 

So when I rose and made the inquiry of the presiding officer, as I 
did not happen to be here Jast night, and he said that he did not un- 
derstand the question as having been announced, that ought to have 
been the end of it, and the Journal might be corrected pro forma with- 
out anything farther being said. I shall vote for the correction of the 
Journal, although I think it is a pretty hard thing to make a great 
thing out of a very small one, 

As to what has been said by my friend from South Carolina, if heis 
willing to let it stand as he did, well and good; I have nothing more 
to say abont it. Ihave certainly no unkind feeling toward him; and 
what I did I think was about right. If I showed temper, that is one 
of the imperfections of human nature, and the Senator from South Car- 
olina will be the last man to find fault with anybody for showing a 
little bit of temper. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of correcting 
the recollection of the Senator from Massachusetts in reference to what 
transpired on the occasion to which he has referred. As every time I 
have attempted to say anything touching these various matters the Sen- 
ator has seemed—I do not know how correct my impression may be— 
to take offense at what I have shown and said, E desire to premise my 
observations now by the statement that I have not risen for the pur- 

of giving offense in any manner whatever. 

I think it important, in so far as the occurrence of yesterday after- 
noon has been discussed in connection with what transpired on a former 
occasion, namely, on December 30, that the Senate should be = tee 
session of the facts as they transpired, as they areshown by the RECORD. 
Iread from the RECORD: 
att: Hoar. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the Chair now 

ay— 

This was when the Senator from Massachusetts first rose, and it is 
found on page 890 of the Recornn— 

Mr. Hoar. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the Chair now lay 
before the Senate a bill returned from the House of resentatives, The Sen- 
ate passed a bill to authorize the issue of a duplicate check. I am informed 
the clerk of the Committee on Finance of the Senate that the date of that ch 
is misdescri in the preamble; it is the 9th of tember when it should be 
me pre I merely ask to have that amendment e. The bill has passed the 

enale & . 

There can be no doubt, Mr. President, on thatstatement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that that was the purpose for which he 
took the floor, not to proceed with the elections bill or with any other 
than the bill named in his observations. 

The Vick PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate the bill (S, 4476) di- 
recting the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by A. W. , collector 
of customs at the port of Boston, Mass., in favor of De Blois & Co., returned 
from the House of Barese ttita at the request of the Senate. 

Mr. Hoan. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered to 
a third reading and passed, 

The motion to reconsider was n; d to. 

Mr. Hoar, In the third line of the preamble the date of the check should be 
given as “the Sth day of September," according to the clerk of the Finance 
Committee, instead of “the 9th day of September.” I ask that the preamble 
be amended by substituting the word “ a ” for the word “ninth.” 

The Vice ENT. The preamble wiil be so amended if there fs no objec- 
tion, The Chair hears none, and as amended the preamble will be agreed to, 

Mr. Hoar, Now let the bill be passed. 

Mr. Hargis. The bill will haye to go to its third reading and be passed. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. there be no further amendment, the bill will bo 

ordered to a third reading. 
s Ek bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
an > 
So that the Senator from Massachusetts rose in his place to address 
himself to the subject of the consideration of that bill. The bill was 
taken up, modified, and passed by the Senate. 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. STEWART addressed the Chair. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Hoar. I yield to the Senator from Nevada to give a notice. 

Nothing is said there about the permission of the Senate. 


Mr. Stxwarr. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, immediately 
after the routine morning business, I shall move to take up the bill (S, 4875) to 
provide against the contraction of the currency, and for other purposes, witha 
view of submitting some remarks thereon. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr, STEWART. It is Senate bill 4675, reported by the Committee on Finance, to 
provide against the contraction of the currency, and for other purposes, Ishall 
want to speak about half or three-quarters of an hour at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts had arisen for the pur- 
pose of addressing himself to a particular measure. ‘That measure on 
his motion was taken up by the Senate and passed. He still held the 
floor and yielded to the Senator from Nevada for the purpose of giving 
9 notice, and then the following transpired: 

Mr. Gorman. I moye that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 11120) providing for the adjustment ofaccounts of laborers, workmien,and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, and on that I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. Hoar. The Senator is not now entitled to make that motion. I havo the 
floor and have been recognized by the Chair. I merely yielded to the Senator 
from Nevada to give a notice. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood that the Senator from Massachusetts was recog- 
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nized, and he made a motion to amend his bill, and then surrendered the floor 
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] gave his notice. 

Mr, Hoar. I merely asked unanimous consentinformally, as I supposed other 
Senators rose for the same purpose. 

Mr. Gorman, Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts desires to take 
the floor to speak? 

Mr. Hodr, Yes, sir. 

And within three minutes, as shown by this RECORD, and after that 
statement, the Senator from Massachusetts yielded the floor to the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to make a speech of indefinite 
duration. That is the record, that is the history of that transaction. 

Mr, HOAR. I yielded wholly and entirely and did not undertake 
to hold the floor and parcel it out. I got it again later, as has been 
done every day. 

Mr. PLATT. As I understand, this motion is to be decided by the 
ya and nays, andas something has been said on this side about unan- 

ous consent if the demand for the yeas and nays is withdrawn, I 
wish to say that I shall vote against the correction of the Journal. I 
wish in a word, in order that my vote may be understood, to explain 
my position. 

Mr. PASCO, The Senator can not be heard on this side of the Cham- 


ber. 

Mr. PLATT. Itis not my fault. I think that the whole proceed- 
ing entirely justifies the Journal as it stands. It is true, I suppose, 
that the Vice President presiding in the Senate did not, after having 
said ‘‘ the ayes appear to have it,’’ make the formal announcement that 
the ayes had it, Dat I do not think that was essential in view of what 
followed, for the Vice President and the Senate seemed to understand, 
and the Senate seemed to acquiesce in the understanding of the Vice 
President, that the motion had been carried; and in consequence of 
that the resolution was laid before the Senate and read and understood 
at the adjournment to have been before the Senate. I think the entry 
in the Journal, that the question was determined in the affirmative, is 
justified by the circumstances of the occasion. Others may not think 
so, but that is my own individual opinion, and therefore I shall vote 
against the correction of the Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ideem it due to the officers of this body to say one 
word in reply to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio seemed to lay great stress on the fact that I had called 
attention to this matter and that I had reflected upon the officers of this 
body, the Secretary and the Journal clerk. I do not think that that 
is a fair deduction from anything Isaid in bringing this question to the 
attention of the Senate. Ihad nosuch intention. I believe that the 
Secretary, and the Journal clerk, under his control, did their ful! and 
entire duty, and I reflect upon them inno way. I can not permit the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio to go out without that contradiction. 

I know, Mr. President, that the general Jaw is that— 

The Journal— 


As I now read from Cushing, on page 169— 

The Journal is to be kept or made up,‘in the first instance, by the clerk alone. 
who is the sworn recording officer of ti e assembly, en ri only to the control 
of the assembly itself, and not to the control of the presiding oflicer or of any 
other member. 

That is the law, and it is the duty of the Secretary under his oath 
to make a fair record under the control of nobody, and I repeat, when 
the Vice President announced the fact, as will be seen in the RECORD, 
that the resolution was before the body the Journal clerk was bound 
to take note of it, and he made the entry upon the Journal in con- 
formity with the announcement of the Chair, and it was bound to re- 
main there until the Senateshouldorder it corrected. It could not be 
ordered by the Vice President or any member of the body, but must 
be ordered by the body itself, Hence, when I brought thequestion to 
the attention of the Senate this morning, it was for the purpose of cor- 
recting the Journal by the only authority upon the face of the earth that 
can correct it. 

Now, I want to add to what was so well stated by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that I think, and I knew at the time or be- 
lieved at the time, that the Vice President was mistaken. What I 
have said this morning is not for the purpose of reflecting upon him, 
but, taking the whole transaction, the attempt in theearly part of the 
day to take me off the floor without submitting the question to the 
Senate, was an error of judgment, ani when it came tothis last prop- 
osition, taking the two in connection upon the same day, it was de- 
stroying free speech in this body and trampling upon the rights of 
Senators. 

I say, Mr. President, that it is a marked case, and for the sake of 
those who are to come after us, not for the purpose of reflecting upon 
the presiding officer or upon the clerks—for there is no reflection 
whatever intended upon them—now that the question has come for the 
first time in this pointed way, I ask that the record may be clearand 
complete and perfect by this body by its vote, making the correction 
of an outrage which occurred in a previous day’s proceedings. That 
is all I ask. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ihave no desire to protract this or any otber de- 
bate, but there are some matters connected with this occasion that I 
think make it necessary that I should add something to what I have 
already had to say about it. 


I am sorry that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is not 
here, for I have some remarks to make in regard to his recollection 
about this proceeding. I do not desire to change anything at all that 
is in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in regard to this matter, for that 
makes the case quite plain enough. The Senator from Tennessee 
thinks that he heard the Vice President putthe negative of the ques- 
tion. Ifhe says that he heard that, I can only say that I did not hear 
it. Iwas on the floor at the time and giving very good attention. I 
do not pretend that any man can make a statement of a negative propo- 
sition that is equal in force as evidence with a proposition that is af- 
firmatively stated. So that if the Senator from Tennessee, who isnow 
here, heard the Vice President put the negative of the proposition to 
the Senate, then of course that settles the matter so far as he and I 
are concerned. I did not hear it. 

What I objected to, Mr. President, was this: In the morning hour 
an effort was made, and it was successful, to bring up this cléture reso- 
lution. It is a resolution which has been a long time looked forward 
to by Senators with apprehension and by the country with alarm. 
There are Senators here who have been a long time in this body and 
who have respect for its rules and its practices and its traditions, be- 
cause those practices and traditions have given to the country an assur- 
ance of conservative action upon any matter of legislation that might 
come before this body. Our rules have been very liberal here, doubt- 
less owing to the fact that Senators, while equal in their representative 
capacity and power in votingin this body, nevertheless represent States 
of the American Union, and I have even had occasion to remark that 
I felt, and no doubt other Senators feel the same thing, that when I 
take my place on the floor of the Senate I am attended with the respon- 
sibility that I owe to 1,500,000 people in my own State and that my re- 
sponsibilities are largely modified and measured by the peculiarities of 
thesituation, political and otherwise, of my own péople. So that men 
who represent such large constituencies are supposed to havea right to 
freedom of debate that perhaps would not apply with so great force at 
least to those who represent smaller constituencies in the other House 
of Congress. 

The Senate has found also that by a liberal exercise of the powers 
of majorities in this body the business of this body has very largely out- 
stripped, if I may use that expression—I think it is a correct. one—the 
business in the corresponding and much larger body of the House of 
Representatives, so that our dockets have always kept ahead of the 
dockets of the other House very largely, not only in the number of 
measures that have passed this body, but also in respect of the impor- 
tance of those measures, for here we have given consideration to great 
measures very often that have gone to the House of Representatives 
and have failed there of any consideration at all for the want of time 
or for some other reason. What theSenate has been doing in this par- 
ticular has worked out a very great advantage to the country. I 


‘am in favor of maintaining the ancient landmarks, the old situation 


which originated with this Government at the laying of its founda- 
tions and has kept along with it in its history all the time, and ont of 
which great benefit has come to the people of the United States. 

In the future this will be more needed than it has ever been in the 
past. Asthisbody increasesin size and as theStatesincreasein number, 
it is all the more important that every one of the vastly diversified in- 
terests of the people of the United States in these respective local sov- 
ereignties should have a free and full expression upon the floor of the 
Senate. It makes no difference here whether a State is the size of 
Rhode Island or whether it is like Texas, twenty-two times aslargeas 
Rhode Island, they have equal power and equal suffrage in this body, 
and the right of recognition which belongs to the presiding officer of 
this body is certainly, in that view, one of the most important rights 
that any one can point to, It is a right which has the control of all the 
destiny of the legislation of this body in many very important crises, 

Mr. President, knowing what had occurred yesterday morning and 
appreciating and believing, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] did, that the effort was to take him off the floor, I expected 
there would be a repetition of that effort at some other time during the 
day. Idesired very much to get the floor upon this bill for the pur- 
pose of discussing it in good faith. I have several times been on the 
floor in respect to this bill, but never for the purpose of taking it up 
and discussing it. I have attempted, bya resolution that I introduced 
here and tried to discuss several mornings amid various interruptions, 
to get the bill into such shape as that intelligent legislation could be 
had upon it. In that I have not so far succeeded, and that resolution 
has gone beneath the waves, doubtless far beyond the power of the 
hand of resurrection, but when it comes to a question that concerns 
me and my own constituency, whether I have presented any view 
of this question in which they are personally and materially and di- 
rectly interested, they can say to me ** You have not done so.” 

I remained here on yesterday with this purpose in my mind, to take 
the floor if I could when the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
had yielded it. I sawseveral opportunities when I mighthave slipped 
into the debate in the Senate, but I did not consider that it was in 
consonance with the dignity of the State that I represent here that I 
should do so. I determined in my own mind thatif I had recognition 
from the Chair it should be a fair Senatorial recognition, and that I 
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should feel at liberty when I took the floor to speak upon this measure 
without any cramp or embarrassment or any suspicion that I was try- 
ing merely to waste time. 

I have some views upon this question, Mr. President, which I still 
desire to present to the Senate, They have not been presented, so far 
as I am able to discover, by other Senators who have had the matter 
under discussion. They may not be of value to anybody else, but they 
are valuable to my own constituency and they are valuable to myself 
for the course I shall take on this very important bill. So I waited 
all day yesterday with patience in the effort to get the floor. While 
T was thus waiting the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BUTLER], by 
the permission of the Senator from Mississippi, was beginning to read 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes which he asked me to point 
out to him. 

I was unfortunate enough not to point out to him the sections which 
he really desired to read, and upon a further statement what it was he 
wished to put into the RECORD I turned to the proper pages of the 
Revised Statutes and said to the Senator from South Carolina that if 
the Senator from Mississippi had yielded the floor and he would yield 
to me I desired to take the floor upon the bill, and that I would read 
the statutes as a part of my argument that he proposed to have read to 
the Senate, for the reason that I intended to comment upon those very 
statutes and compare them with the bill that was then before the Sen- 
ate. Thereupon, having the floor under such circumstances, though 
not—yes, I had been recognized by the President of the Senate—the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] interposed. I had said 
this: 

Mr. Morgay. If the Senator from South Carolina wishes to have that provi- 
sion read and if the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is through with his 
atgument, I should like to take the floor upon this bill. As I propose to discuss 
that matter, Ican have that provision read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We on this side of the Chamber can not hear the Senator from 
Alabania at all. 

Mr. Moraan, I said I would take the floor upon the pending bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to that. 

The Vice Presmpent. The Chair has the nome of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr, ALDRICH] next on the list. 

Now, there I had the floor, There was no one to object tomy keep- 
ingit. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] was not ob- 
jecting, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was not objecting. 
The first objection came from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], and the Chair instantly recognized that his objection was predi- 
cated upon the fact that he had made a list of the gentlemen who were 
to appear in succession before the Senate in this debate and that the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island was next on the list. I asked 
this question: 

Mr. MorGawn. How is that, Mr, President? 

Mr. Hoar. The Senator from Mississippi has not yielded the floor. 

In that the Senator from Massachusetts was then really mistaken. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Mississippi has yielded 
the floor? 

Mr. GEORGE, Oh, no, sir; I baye the floor yet, I have been so much in the 
habit of haying the floor of late that I may not know how to yield it, 

Mr, Hoan, en let the Senator from Mississippi go on. 

Mr. MorGan. Mr. President, I do not wish to violate any usage of the Senate 
jn clearing the floor, 

It is printed ‘‘in clearing the floor.” 
what I said. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand how oneSenator can take the floor before 
another Senator concludes. : 

Mr. MorGan. But at the same time I understand that it is a yiolation of the 
rule of the Senate, whena mator rises and is recognized by the Chair, or ifthe 
Chair first sees him he is bound to recognize him, tomake an agreement before- 
hand to parcel ont the floor to one Senator or another, 


Mr. SHERMAN then interposed. 

Mr. Sueeman, I should like to say that a Senator can hardly arrange to par- 
cel out the floor either. 

Mr, Epuunps. I insist on the regular order, 

Mr. GEORGE. I am entitled to the floor. 

Thereupon, Mr. President, when the Senator from Mississippi re- 
sumed the floor, claiming the right to it, I yielded, and I yielded to 
an arrangement which had been made obviously between the Chair 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that he was the 
next Senator in order to be recognized, During the day I had observed, 
as I thought, that that was the programme and I objected to it in my 
mind, though Isaid nothing aboutit. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
therefore—and if Iam wrong some Senator can correct me—had an 
arrangement with the Chair by which that Senator was to be recog- 
nized, not to continue the debate upon the election bill then pending, 
but was to be recognized to supplant that bill with a resolution fora 
new rule of the Senate. Itwas to that that I objected. It was there 
that I was right. It was there that I was claiming the privilege of a 
Senator and the privileze of my State to be heard upon this floor. 

I desired to take the floor in good faith upon this measure, not for 
the purpose of protracting the debate upon it. for I would have been 
perfectly willing, in order to have enjoyed this privilege, to go on last 
night though there might not have been five Senators to hear me. It 
does not depend with me at all upon how many Senators may choose 
to listen to me here or whether the galleries may be pleased or displeased 
with what I have to say, for my remarks are not addressed, on an oc- 
casion of this kind particularly, to Senators who do not wish to hear, 


“In claiming the foor” is 


butthey are addressed, through the public records, to the people I haye 
the honor to represent. 

I complained then and I still complain thata wrong and an injustice 
was done to meand tomy State by a violation, palpable and outrageous, 
of the rules of this body; for if the President of the Senate can farm 
out the privileges of this body in advance and determine that nobody 
shall be recognized, except one who has made a previous agreement 
with the Chair, then, of course, the orderly conduct of business in this 
body is entirely interrupted, and that by the arbitrary ruling of a man 
who is not even a member of the body. I objected to that then and 
I object to it now. 

It is not to be disguised that all day yesterday, or at least during 
most of the day, the Senator from Rhode Island had his arrangements 
made that his rule was to be the next in order, it made no difference 
who got the floor in actual precedence of rising and addressing the 


‘Chair, for I was on the floor and had it, and had it quietly, and right- 


fully, and peacefully, and I was taken off of it in the manner in which 
this RECORD here describes. > 

Then, Mr. President, I was witnessing the subsequent proceedings 
of this body with very attentive care, too, and when I again got the 
floor, before the Senator from Rhode Island could bring in his clôture 
resolution and have it submitted to the Senate, I stood there maintain- 
ing the floor upon my demand to have a judgment from the Chair upon 
a question of order that I raised, and, it makes no difference when a 
Senator rises in good faith to a question of order, he has the right to 
maintain the floor until he states his question. 

I suppose nobody will dispute that in a parliamentary way. I had 
the floor demanding that the Chair should hear me upon the question 
of order, and notwithstanding I had the floor under those circumstances 
and with that demand the Senator from Rhode Island again took the 
floor away from me to push his resolution to the front, and the Chair 
took the resolution and submitted it to the Senate, and the ayes were de- 
manded and some expression of response was given. If the noes were 
demanded I did not hear the demand, but the Senator from Tennessee 
says oe were voted upon, and that settles it so far as he and I are con- 
cerned. 

That is not the point; that is not the question. At the very mo- 
ment of time when the Chair was having the resolution laid before the 
Senate I was on my feet and had addressed the Chair five or six dis- 
tinct times, and the Chair looked me full in the face while I was doing 
it; but the Chair had determined that the agreement with the Senator 
from Rhode Island should override the rules of the Senate, and, be- 
cause he had obtained the consent of the Chair in advance that he 
sliould have the floor upon his resolution, he determined that the rules 
of the Senate should not give me the right of recognition, though I 
was on the floor demanding the opportunity to state a point of order. 
The Chair, while that was pending and while I was on the floor, con-, 
tinued to have the matter disposed of, and the resolution got before 
the Senate in that way; and I stood here during all the time the Clerk 
was reading it, and afterwards, when he got through, I was still on 
the floor and still demanding my question of order, that I should be 
informed abont it, and that the Chair would enable me to have an op- 
portunity to state it. ‘That is the fact. 

Mr. President, there is a serious aspect to this matter, and I think 
that Senators ought to look at it with more composure than they were 
willing todo yesterday. Thisis nota Rump Parliament, to be broken 
up by the intrusion ofa Cromwell here. Thisisnot an unlawful body 
holding its way against right and justice and public demands. The 
Senate of the United States in discussing this bill, which reaches down 
to the very bottom of the constitutional organization of the country 
and which reaches also so as to include the question of the peace of so- 
ciety, ought not to be treated as if they were making war upon some 
mere pet project of a political party. Whatever Senators may feel 
about it, we on this side feel that it is a bill that violates in every pos- 
sible sense the constitutional construction of the Government of the 
United States, 

Why, sir, the venerable Senator who sits at my right [Mr. REAGAN], 
in closing his remarks the other day, said solemnly before the Senate, 
if I gathered his remarks correctly, that he would rather his dead 
body should be borne from this Chamber than that he should have to 
sit here and have the bill pass, That was nota freak of resentment; 
that was not a storm of passion engendered in his bosom by political 
antagonism. He felt, whether he was right in feeling it or not, that 
the question was a vital one and that when the disposal of this ques- 
tion had come it would finally result in a total perversion, as he thinks 
and as I believe, of the Constitution of the Uniled States in respect of 
the power of the Congress of the United States over the election of 
members of the House of Representatives and members of the Senate. 

In a question of so much gravity as this itis natural that thereshould 
be some intensity of feeling. I have not done anything, I believe, 
with a view of trying to increase it. On the contrary, I have been try- 
ing to assuage the intensity of this feeling. I have been merely try- 
ing to come to the merits of this case in such a way as thatitcould have 
an intelligent discussion and the people of the United States conld be 
made to comprehend it in all its length and breadth and depth, and 
afterwards, if the measure is passed, if the people of the United States 
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choose to affirm it and adopt it as a new method of administration of 
the laws of the United States, well and good. If they choose to re- 
verse it, however, time will sufice amply for the people to reverse the 
judgment, and we shall come back again. together with this matter 
sponged from the statute books, : 

I look forward to the results of this bill with exceeding apprehen- 
sion. I should like to prevent the evil consequences which I think will 
necessarily flow from it. Ithink that we shall see it looming up in 
almost every actof legislation hereafter of a general character, and par- 
ticularly on appropriation bills. I think that the next House of Rep- 
resentatives will make a struggle to pass its condemnation of the meas- 
ure, if we should pass it here now, which will bring to the attention 
of the country yery sharply the fact that thirty-three States of the 
American Union out of the forty-four voted in the last election to con- 
demn the measure. I believe that, and I am afraid that it will find its 
way upon legislation in regard to appropriation bills and suchas that, 

Mr. President, we have lived for seventeen years under n system of 
laws devised by the wisdom of Congress which contained every single 
feature that is in this bill, except one or two—contained every feature, 
except the nullification of the laws of the States as tu the right of mak- 
ing returnis of elections to the House of Representatives, and the coun- 
try has grown in peace, in prosperity, in good will, in thrift, in enter- 
prise, in magnificence, in grandeur, ineverything of which an American 
could be proud, and I believe there is not one man on this floor to-day 
who more enjoys the success of the people of the United States under 
our existing Jaws than I do. 

No Democrat has brought in a bill, as I understand, to repeal these 
election laws or the supervision which certain gentlemen think ought 
to be had by the Government of the United States over the election of 
members of Congress. They have been willing to let the matter go 
alongand demonstrate whether it was good or whether it was bad with 
an election system just as complete and perfect as the one we are here 
now proposing to inaugurate in respect of controlling men iu the cast- 
ing of their votes and preventing disturbance, and the like of that. 
We have been trying it now for seventeen or cightcen years, livin 
under it, and these laws haye worn themselves out; they have ruste 
out upon the statute book because the people of the United States have 
not been willing to enforce them. 

There are many laws which have become obsolete and gone into des- 
uetude because of the fact that the people of the United States did not 
want them—many laws. I can cite you to one now of a most impor- 
tant character, which has gone into absolute disuse because the people 
of the United States haye set upa different form of the administration 
of the constitutional functions in that particular. I refer now to the 
Constitution of the United States in regard to the electors for President 
and Vice President. That great office of elector of President and Vice 
President was established in the Constitution entirely independent of 
‘every other power and function of the Government of the United States. 
It was intended that these electors should hold the most responsible 
power of any great tribunal, any high commission, that could be organ- 
ized in this Government under any circumstances whatever. It was 
above the Supreme Court, above the Executive, above Congress, above 
everything, and the States stood therein the Constitution handling this 
. majestic power of theirs with the right to determine for themselves 
whether the electors should be chosen by the vote of the people of the 
respective States or by the Legislatures thereof. 

Now, what has become of that? Conventions meet in St. Louis and 
conventions meet in Chicago and they nominate their candidates for 
the Presidency, and the various political conventions meet in the 
States and they nominate their candidates for electors. The people 
vote for the candidates for electors to support the ticket that is pre- 
sented by the respective great national parties, and after the election 
is over and the question comes as to whether the electors shall follow 
the nomination made at Chicago or the nomination made at St. Louis, 
those electors have practically no more power to resist the dominion 
and influerce and the absolute and peremptory command of these con- 
ventions as to these nominees than a baby five monthsold would have 
to resist the power of its father in disposing of its person. 

If either of these conventions Konnat a man for President who, 
after the conventions had passed and after the electors had been chosen, 
should steal a horse, or commit an embezzlement, or do anything of 
that kind, these electors would at the peril of their lives take the 
responsibility of voting against that man in obedience to the instruc- 
tions of their party. ; 

Now, then, all of the great machinery for the election of President 
and Vice President of the United States has sunkand gone to naught. It 
is absolutely a mere piece of regulation, to regulate the manner of con- 
Soong she election, but asto the pith and substance of the voting and 
the right of electors to refuse to vote for the nominee of the conven- 
tion, the right no longer exists. 

How has that come about? Because the American people, in the 
majesty of their unexpressed opinion and through tho assistance of 
party organizations, have concluded that they would abandon the con- 
stitutional methods of electing the President and the Vice President, 
that they would take away from the electors the right that they have 
got to make a choice of the men who should preside in these elevated 
offices, 


The laws regulating the ballot box, the voting, the returns, the su- 
pervision, the scrutiny, and the like of that, which have been on the 
statute book for seventeen years, havo gone almostinto the same con- 
dition of decay, the reason in both cases being simply this, that the 
people of the United States have not been willing to act upon and 
adopt and enforce the systems that have been prevailing. 

Now, when you propose another system, when that piece of political 
machinery contained in these election laws had failed of its work, had 
broken down in the effort to use it, then the political builder comes 
around and demands that that machinery shall be rebuilt and some 
new powers pūt into if. In doing that they do what was attempted 
to be done in the organization of thè Government by the party that 
was called Federalist. They attempt to put the whole of the power 
of this Government in the hands of the Congress of the United States 
and to give to the House of Represontatives and the Senate conjointly 
that absolutism which belongs to the Parliament of Great Britain. 

We have got back now in this bill to a distinct, unmistakable rec- 
ognition in the two Houses of Congress and in their legislative power 
of the absolutism of the British Parliament. When we thus step back 
over the march of a hundred years of progress and again place our- 
selves in a position where’we are just what the British Government was 
when we withdrew from it and declared our independence, I feel, Mr. 
President, that the foundations of the constitutional system under 
which we are acting have been torn up, that they have been overthrown, 
and, therefore, it is right in the Senator from Texas, it is right in any 
Senator, if he feels that way, to say that he would as soon have his 
dead body borne on a litter from this Chamber as to stand by and have 
a bill of this kind enacted. 

Of course civil methods and civil procedure will obtain and must ob- 
tain and shall obtain upon these questions, but when it comes to the 
point of having this system of government, under which we have been 
living now for a century, absolutely perverted, absolutely overturned, 
and the whole system destroyed, it is not to be wondered that Senators 
on this side of the Chamber desire to haye an opportunity to have de- 
bate, nor is it to be wondered that they are willing to stay here day 
after day and night after night in order to get their opinions upon the 
Recorp. When the other day it was demanded of us that we should 
sit ont this bill and stay here during the night, and the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr, FAULKNER] had the floor upon the measure and 
was making a speech of marked ability (as he never fails to make a 
speech of marked ability), a Republican Senator came in and demanded 
to know whether a quorum was present. 

The Senator from Virginia knew thore was no quorum present, but 
he had not made that question. He was willing to go on with hisdis- 
cussion of this great measure notwithstanding a quorum was not pres- 
ent, for he desired to get his views upon the Reconp. Ishould have 
been glad at any time to take the floor at midnight to get my views 
upon the RECORD before this threatened clôture could be brought down 
upon us fo shut us off from debate. Ishould have been glad to do it 
at any hour of the night, because my zeal in this matter is a zeal be- 
gotten of fear and apprehension that we are destroying the work of our 
fathers in this bill that we are trying now to force, without proper de- 
bate and proper amendment, through this Senate. 

But the objection was raised by a Republican Senator that there was 
no quorum present. When that objection was made, of course the 
Chair had to pay attention to it, and did so. What was the result? 
The balance of the night was spent in scurrying about through thiscity 
in hunting up Senators, who sometimes were transported in cabs to the 
Capitol and had not been here a half hour until they deserted again and 
went off to their places of repose—Senators from both sides. 

Now, Mr. President, after treatment*of that kind and after the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate were stopped, when it was said that we must 
have an all-night session in order to discuss this measure, I think bo- 
fore Senators who wish to express themselyes upon this bill arerndely 
torn from the floor by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], the Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN], and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], that some consideration ought to be 
paid to the claims of our States if we have no right to personal con- 
sideration in their eyes. 

Tam not a candidate for the flatteries or the good opinions or any- 
thing else of any set of men in this body who stand against the inter- 
ests of the State of Alabama. I poroa as far as I know how to do 
it, to represent the interests and the welfare of that State at whatever 
cost it may be to me personally, and, therefore, I desired to take the 
floor, and I had the floor and I was taken off the floor by an agreement 
between the Vice President and the Senator from Rhode Island that 
debate on this measure was to stop and the clôture was to be called 
up. Lobjecttoit. Itis wrong. It is nothing but an outrage. 

Mr. DANIEL, Ihayeno temper or feclingon this subject, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I do not see that there is just ground for any beyond the 
éarnest feeling that every Senator must entertain that the proceeding 
should be entirely regular. Ishould rot venture to say anything in 
addition to what has been said on this subject, but Iwas not occupied 
at the time this matter occurred in attempting to get the floor or in 
any other matters, but was an intent watcher and listener to the pro- 

i I can not see, Mr. President, that there is any fair founda- 
tion for invidious reflection or for censure upon anyone. The clerical 
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officers of the body, the Secretary and his assistants, have simply per- 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is en- 
tirely mistaken if ho regards theaction of any one on thisside of the Sen- 
‘ate as intending or as having the effect to imply any criticism npon 
them. So farfrom criticism, they deserve approbation. 

As to the presiding officer of the Senate, no one has fair reason to 
conceive that he has done his duty otherwise than as he conceived it 
toexist, At the same time, Mr. President, gentlemen upon the other 
side should recognize the fact that the positions which this side has 
taken are correctin themselves; and, that there may be no mistake 

‘about this, I beg to summarize in very brief words the points which 
this side have taken. 

There were four errors committed in rulings respecting the debate. 
All four of those errors were committed against this side of the Cham- 
¡ber and in favor of the other side of the Chamber, and while I have 
not even the vague suspicion that the decisions made were actuated by 
‘the least improper motive, yet the effect of those decisions was in each 
ease such as to place this side ata disadvantage; and they are pointed 
out now that they may be a caution to all, in order to avoid their re- 
currence, and that they may be corrected as far as it now lies within 
the power of the Senate to correct them, rather than with any view of 
implying censure in the least degree. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the vote of yesterday afternoon was 
not announced. The presiding officer, with that candor which has 
always characterized his conduct in this Chamber and which should 
be met with an equal candor, has himself stated that fact, and there- 
fore the correction that that fact implies will, of course, follow. 

In the second place, Mr. President, a motion to adjourn was enter- 
tained at a time when the gentleman who made that motion had no 
title to recognition. No motion to adjourn can be made while a ques- 
tion is pending and until the decision is announced. Therefore this 
error came out in secondary degree and a Senator was recognized when 
he was not in order. 

In the third place, Mr. President, a Senator on this side was refused 
recognition—tI allude to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RAN- 
som }]—and I might say two Senators, for the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN] rose simultaneously, and they rose for the purpose of 
making the point of order which would have saved the timeof the 
Senate and this discussion had they been recognized. 

In the fourth place, a Democratic Senator was taken from the floor 
and compelled to be seated in the presence of the Senate when he was 
acting in strict accordance with its written rule and in conformity to 
‘its uniform and never-before-questioned practice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure the Senator does not wish to misstate 
the facts in this case. Not a the statement made not trne, but I 
obtained the floor by the yielding, the positive yielding, of the Senn- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] for that purpose, distinctly stated 
both by myself and by the Senator from Mississippi. I addressed the 
Chair and was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is mistaken. I was not referring to 
that incident, but-to the incident when the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER] was taken from the floor, I think, upon the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to make 
a suggestion to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANEEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My suggestion is that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE], who was addressing the Senate, yielded the floor 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to make a certain 
motion—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. To wit, the motion to take up for consideration 
the resolution. After that motion had been made and the Senator 
from Rhode Island had performed the duty for which the floor was 
yielded to him, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] took the 
floor, and while he was standing upon the flour and addressing the 
President of the Senate the Senator from Rhode Island moved toadjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not yield thefloor at all. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Thepoint Imake isthat the Senator could not hold 
the floor for two purposes. He could have held the floor only for the 
purpose of making a motion to take up his resolution, for which pur- 
pose the floor had been yielded to him by the Senator from Mississippi; 
but when he made that motion he lost the floor and it became the 
common property of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Doesthe Senator from Kentucky mean to say, hav- 
ing made the motion and the presiding officer having decided, as he 
did, that the resolution offered by me was before the Senate, that I 
was not entitled to the floor by all the usages of every parliamentary 
body on the resolution itself? 

Mr, CARLISLE, Ifthe Senator addressed the presiding officer first, 
undoubtedly he was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did address the presiding officer first. Tho 
Senator from Alabama could only possibly have intruded himself into 
that debate by raising a question of order. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will go further and say that, according to the 
usages of the Senate and House of Representatives also, the Senator 
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from Rhode Island was entitled to the floor for the purpose of discuss- 
ing or disposing of his resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not for the purpose of proceeding to some other 
business or for the purpose of moving an adjournment, 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will pardon me at that juncture, it 
was upon the very question as to whether that resolution was before 
the Senate or not, that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
was endeavoring to address the Chair, upon the very question as to 
whether the resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island was before 
the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
interrupted me to say that I was incorrect in my statement, would him- 
self be incorrect if he had inmind the sameinstance that I had in mak- 
ing the suggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon if I misstated him, for 
I merely made the statement I did upon the- suggestion of a Senator 
near me as to the character of the statement made by the Senator from 
Virginia. If I was mistaken in that, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was not referring to the matter which the Senator 
had in his mind, but to the fact that, previous to the colloquy of yes- 
terday afternoon, a Democratic Senator, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER], was taken from the floor upon the objection of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan], if I correctly remember, 
upon a point in which he was sustained, although the Senator from 
South Carolina was acting in strict conformity to the written rule of 
the Senate andin accordance with its settled practice time out of mind. 

Now, Mr. President, all of these mistakes were committed against this 
side of the Chamber; and I apprehend that they were probably com- 
mitted because of the possible apprehension of the Chair that there 
was a disposition upon this side to get the floor, if possible, to retard 
proceedings, and that they were committed under that prejudgment 
of the state of mind of this side of the Chamber which now appears to 
be erroneous and warns us all not to prejudge the conduct of any one 
until all the facts have appeared and until the case is in a fair shape for 
judicial determination. 

I think under the circumstances the Senator from Connecticut would 
make a great mistake if he declined to vote for the correction of the 
Journal. It is clear that the Journal is not correct and the Senator's 
memory of what transpired is, as I conceive, a little mistaken. It is 
{rue that the result of the vote on yesterday was not announced, and 
itis not true, as that Senator apprehends, that it was a matter of no 
consequence whether it was announced or not. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? Ido 
not wish to do so unless it is perfectly convenient. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose this had been the exact situation: That the 
Vice President had put the question to the Senate and asked the Sen- 
ators who were in favor of the motion to say ‘‘ay,’’ had asked those 
opposed to it tosay ‘‘no,’’ and then had said, ‘‘The ayes appear to have 
it,” and immediately followed it by saying, ‘‘ The resolution is before 
the Senate,” and the resolution had then been read and there had been 
no protest entered or no call by the Senate to have a further test upon 
the motion, doesnot the Senator think that that would have been a prac- 
tical and legal determination in favor of the proposition that was sub- 
mitted? ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis what I understand to have been practically 


the case, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a minute only to reply + 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. DANIEL. Please permit me to reply; I am stating my judg- 
ment upon it. If the facts were as the Senator conceives, I should not 
disagree with him, and I do not think that there is a disagreement be- 
tween his mind and my own as to what would be appropriate under 
the same conditions; but the fact is that the ‘ayes’? were called for 
and given, the ‘‘ noe’’ were called for and given, and the Chair said, 
‘The ayes seem to have it,” and then proceeded to lay the resolution 
before the Senate at a time when a Senator was trying to get recogni- 
tion for the purpose of calling for the yeas and nays—— 

Mr. PLATT. I think not. 

Mr. DANIEL. And to make the point of order that the Chair had 
not announced the result. It is just there that I beg leave to differ 
with the conclusions of the Senator from Connecticut. If it had been 
assumed that unanimous consent was given,the formal announcement 
of what all assumed to be the case might not have been in ble, 
but the truth is that a Senator was upon his feet addressing the Chair 
for the purpose of calling his attention to the fact that the announce- 
ment was not made and another was seeking recognition to call for the 
yeas and nays. Both were in order, and he who first addressed the 
Chair was entitled to ition. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me once more, I do not 
think the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD hears him out in the statement 
that any Senator was seeking the floor for the purpose of calling for 
the yeas and nays, but on the other hand each Senator was seeking it 
for some other purpose. 


1600 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 21, 


Mr. DANIEL. Whether the RECORD announces who the Senators 
were who addressed the Chair or not, the fact is true, and I am a wit- 
ness of the fact, because I was attending intently to what transpired. 
The fact as I now state it will not be denied, and if it was appropriate 
to record such facts and the RECORD does not do it, the Record itself 
is in error. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let me call the Senator’s attention to the RECORD, 


beginning with ‘‘the Vice President,’ at this point. [Indicating. ] 
Mr. DANIEL. It seems that the RECORD does bring attention 
_ to the fact that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] rose 
to a question of order, If Senators will look on page 1650, second 
column, they witl observe that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD verifies 
my memory of it. I had notreferred to the RECORD to refresh it, and 
did not know the fact until a copy of the RECORD was handed me by 
the Senator from Louisiana: 


Mr. Ransom, Mr, President, I rise to a question of order. 


Mr. President, that is exactly what I witnessed and exactly what I 
heard. Perceiving that and that the Senator from Connecticut has 
been mistaken in his memory of the transaction, does he not also per- 
ceive that the correction of the Journal which is asked isin the interest 

 ofexact truth and justice and that indeed we can not decline to makeit ? 

Mr. President, the presiding officer of this body is the only presiding 
officer of a legislative body in the United States who occupies a judi- 
cial position, unless it be the presiding officers and some of the State 
senators who are the lieutenant governors of the respective States, who 
occupy towards those State senates something very akin to the rela- 
tion which he occupies towards this body. In the lower houses of the 
Legislatures of the United States and in the House of Representatives 
of the United States it has been the practice always to anticipate the 
presence of a partisan, and in that anticipation they are seldom if ever 
disappointed. But the presiding officer of this body is not chosen by 
it. He is chosen by a power superior to that which selects any Sena- 
tor, for while the Senators represent the States in their equality and in 
those portions of residuary sovereignty which yet reside in them, the 
presiding officer of this body represents the whole American people and 
all the States, being chosen by the whole American people, not asa 
body, but through the electoral agency of the State. The result of this 
mechanism and of the status which is given to the presiding officer of 
the Senate has tended even more than that of the English House of 
Commons to make our presiding officer a judicial officer. 

It was but recently that in reading one of the debates in the English 
House of Commons I saw the remark of Lord Jolin Manners, the chan- 

-llor of the duchy of Lancaster, who, in speaking of the prerogatives 
and of the functions of the speaker of the House of Commons, de- 
clared that for forty-five years he had served in that body and that 
within all that time he had never once discerned the slightest deviation 
of the Chair from absolute impartiality; and Mr. Gladstone, in an ear- 
lier debate upon the rules of the House of Commons, declared that it 
would be as impossible for a tyrant and oppressor to sit upon the throne 
of England as for a partisan to be the speaker of the House of Commons, 
and that any indication of partiality upon his ‘part would drive him 
from his chair and out of the country. 

With the dignity of the office as it exists in England in the speaker 
of the House of Commons and in the dignity of the presiding officer 
of this Chamber as it exists here, there is found the strongest guaranty 
to the people of the United States of that fairness and that integrity 
which should characterize their proceedings. ` 

Mr. President, a Senator who would unjustly criticise the presiding 
officer or who would attempt to belittle the influence of his great au- 
thority without just grounds would in my opinion be guilty of a de- 
parture from that high te of honest manhood as degrading to him 
as would the partiality of the presiding officer be degrading to him. 

Therefore, Mr. Treron as I was a witness to what occurred on 
yesterday, I feel myself obliged by asense of fairness and justice which 
should not deviate for any advantage, and can not deviate without 
being dishonest, to declare that while errors have crept into our pro- 
ceedings which were errors which might be justly complained of for 
the purpose of their correction, they were also errors which did not 
arise in my opinion from the slightest disposition to error from any in- 
clination of the presiding officer to be unjust. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, not having had the opportunity toad- 
dress the Senate npon the questions which have engaged its attention 
for the last six weeks, believing that we are approaching a revolutionary 
crisis in this debate, and being admonished that the freedom of debate 
in this body may at any moment be arbitrarily suppressed, representing 
in part a State which I judge from the discussions is one of the chief 
offending States which it is proposed to discipline by Federal Jaw, not 
believing, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] seemed to 
believe the other day, that upon questions of government there is sucha 
thing as local boils, I deem it my duty at this juncture to briefly discuss 
the pending question and cognate questions involved in this measure. 

In the first place, Mr. President, what is the character of this pro- 
posed law? What kind ofa statute is this which we are called upon 
to enact? You might search ancient and modern history and consult 
the legislation of every civilized country that has ever been known, 


from its foundation to the present time, and I challenge any member 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, with the single excep- 
tion that I shall mention, which is not a parallel case, to show that it 
has ever been proposed to enact such a law as has been reported by a 
majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

What is that proposed legislation? It is a measure to change and 
transform our Government from what it is, a law to readjust the rela- 
tions between the State governments and the Federal Government, a 
law to reapportion the power of the States as to the Federal Govern- 
ment, a law which is intended to take from the people the power which 


they have created for themselves, the privileges and the rights which _ 


they have created for themselves in the exercise of their sovereign 
power,and to transfer the power to a few Republican Federal officials. 

It is nothing but a disguised scheme to establish Federal imperialism 
in our Government, to make a few irresponsible Republican Federal 
officials stronger and more potential than the people themselves, and 
to place that power beyond the reach of the people of the States. Yet 
as fundamental as is this proposed change. as destructive as it is of the 
structure of our Government, as disastrous and disturbing as it is as to 
the operation of our Government, one would imagine that when you 
proposed to substitute for the American people a new government un- 
known to them, with new powers and new responsibilities, at least 
that would be done by a constitutional amendment. 

But, Mr. President, it cannot be shown that this is attempted even by 
a law of Congress, for your proposed law does not go into operation of 
its own vigor. Your proposed law, after it is d by the Congress 
of the United States and is approved by the President of the United 
States in constitutional form, does not become a law in the proper sense. 
It is not a law that operates by its own vitality; it is nota law that 
operates by reason of the judgment of Congress; it is not a law which 
operates by reason of legislative will; but it is a law which, in order to 
become operative at all, requires, I say, what is unknown to this coun- 
try, that one hundred citizens shall have the supreme privilege and 
power of declaring whether that law shall at all be operative and effec- 
tive. 

If, as you claim, Congress has the absolute and unlimited power 
over this subject, if, as you claim, these outrages have been committed 
and these evils must be cured by legislative power, why is‘it, I ask, 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections have not reported to 
the Senate a law which becomes operative, which becomes executory 
the moment it receives the approval of the President of the United 
States? What discovery is this that one hundred citizens in the State 
of New York, in the State of New Jersey, in the State of Louisiana, 
in the State of Mississippi, are declared by your law to be superior not 
only to the people of those States but to the Congress of the United 
States itself, and their judgment, their opinion, not that of Congress, 
not that of the people, is to declare whether this law is necessary and 
shall be put into force at any election ? 

Thus are these one hundred men unknown, who are invested by 
Congress with this infallibility of judgment, with this superior wis- 
dom, with this supreme integrity, to determine whether a governor 
of a State and every other State official who has any duty to perform 
with reference to the elections are, under State Jaws, to be impeached 
and to be declared unworthy of confidence. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly, 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator who these one hundred men are who 
are to be invested with these transcendent powers? The bill provides 
that their names shall be written upon a list filed away by the super- 
visor of elections, and when the proposition was made that that list 
should be made public, the Senate, by a majority vote, decided that 
it should not. Sowe shall never know who these men are. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is true. The people of Russia know when the 
emperor issues an edict he accepts the responsibility of that act of 
government. The people of Persia know when the Shah of Persia 
issues his edict. But when this edict is issued by one hundred un- 
known citizens who have the power to put into operation this vast 
machinery by which State rights are to be stricken down, by which 
State dignity and statehood itself are destroyed, by which millions of 
money are to be expended, this operationis to remain to the American 
people an unveiled mystery. They are not to be told or advised who 
has brought about this change in their form of government; they are 
not to know who has transferred their government from one of State 
and Federal power to imperial power. ‘That fact is toremain unknown 
to the American people. All this proceeding by which this vast trans- 
formation takes place, this transmutation of Governmental power, is 
to be a star-chamber proceeding. 

What, then, is this law, except that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections has not dared to bring a law of universal application into 
this Senate. They have not dared to bring a law into this Senate, 
which, like all other laws, is self-operative and executory after it re- 
ceives the approval of the President of the United States; but they 
have framed the scheme of a law by which they propose to license one 
hundred individuals in any one State to exercise the constitutional 
power of really enacting and executing the law. —— — 

You have framed a law which is not even a plebiscite, in which you 
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consult neither the majority of the people from whom you propose to 
wrest this power, nor any considerable number of the citizens of the 
State. I would ask how it is that this arbitrary and insignificant 
number has been selected? Why not have madeita thousand, or five 
thousand, instead of a hundred? Why not have made it a majority, 
as the Legislatures doin the States when they want to empower the 
people to build a bridge, or to repair a public road, or to build a court- 
house or schoolhouse? What is this council of one hundred, which is 
to exercise vaster, stronger, and more fundamental power as to our 
Government than the people themselves are to exercise, than the Con- 
gress of the United States itself is to exercise? What does this 
discovery mean, that this council of one hundred petitioners, upon 
their mere ipse dixit, upon their mere volition, upon their mere ca- 
price, or upon their mere, partisan judgment, shall exercise this vast 
power, by which not only the structure of our Government is funda- 
mentally changed, but they are able to let loose, in every community 
in this country, a political Polyphemus that shall devour and destroy 
their liberties and their constitutional freedom ? 

Ah, Mr. President, there has been no oversight in this law. There 
is not a provision in this law that has not been carefully studied and 
Peers for a fixed purpose and to accomplish an ascertained result. 

tis a wonderful piece of artistic work, In its every detail, in its com- 
prehensiyeness, it is worthy of some great and superior genius. I do 
not myself believe that it ever originated in the classic brain of any rep- 
resentative from Massachusetts, either in this or in the other Chamber. 
There is an adroitness, a cunning, a shrewdness, a political sagacity, 
which show the handiwork of an exceedingly skillful and artistic expert. 

Legally speaking, Mr. President, there is such a thing as a woman 
giving birth toa monster; that is, a being that has no recognizable 
human feature, that can not perform a legal act, and can not inherit. 
That thing breathes, but it has never been known that such an inhu- 
man monster has ever had an adoptive parent; but the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as chairman of the committee, has assumed all the ma- 
ternal obligations and responsibilities of this hideous, inhuman mon- 
ster. He has caressed it; he has taken it to his bosom; he has warmed 
itin his fond embrace; he has freely given it its adoptive mother’s 
milk. 

The reason for the conferring of this vast and unlimited power, this 
power which is greater than is lodged in any constitutional amendment, 
this power to dictate to the American people under what form they 
shall live hereafter, this power which is to inform the American people 
of the rights and of the privileges they shall exercise and enjoy, and of 
the rights and privileges they shall not exercise and enjoy, I say is 
perfectly evident. We can not be mesmerized or hypnotized by the 
honeyed phrases of the Senator from Massachusetts. We understand 
this bill, we understand this scheme, and we understand this conspir- 
acy. 

The reason why these one hundred citizens were selected to be in- 
vested with this sovereign and with this supreme power is that one 
hundred ignorant, vagabond negroes in the State of Louisiana, perhaps 
ex-convicts of the penitentiary, shall decide this momentous question 
of whether the people themselves shall conduct and regulate theirelec- 
tions or whether these elections shall be turned over to Republican re- 
turning boards. 

The Senator from Massachusetts—I am glad that he is in the Cham- 
ber—informs us and informs the country that this is not a partisan 
measure. I quote from what the Senator from Massachusetts stated 
in his speech the other day: 

I wish to reject and to repel, with all the indignation which the calumny de- 
serves, the aspersion that this is a partisan measure or that any man who sup- 
ports it is actuated by a partisan purpose. 

I am surprised, Mr. President, not to find at the close of thissentence 
the usual words when a huge joke is perpetrated in this body, ‘* Great 
laughter.’ 

In the first place, the Senator from Massachusetts must know where 
the power to appoint these returning boards is lodged, where the power 
to appoint these chief supervisors is lodged; and he knows as well as 
I do that, being lodged in the circuit judges, every State in this Union, 
with the exception of four States, is within a circuit which is presided 
over by a Republican judge. Of those four excepted States Tennessee 
and Kentucky are Southern, Michigan and Ohio are Northern, they 
being in a circuit which is presided over bya judge whois a Democrat. 
So that in every other State the appointing power is vested in a Re- 
publican. He is to appoint the chief supervisors and Republican re- 
turning boards for every Democratic State in this country with the 
exception of Tennessee and Kentucky. 

Now, this is a political office, The functions and attributes of both 
the supervisors and the board of canvassers are purely political. All 
their acts, all their proceedings, all their responsibilities, are purely 
political. The President of the United States is perfectly competent 
to appoint, I take it, supervisors and boards of canvassers, The Presi- 
dent of the United States appoints judges of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; he appoints Cabinet officers; he appoints district at- 
torneys; he appoints marshals, collectors of ports, andsoon. And yet, 
instead of this power being vested in the President of the United States, 
who is responsible to the people and responsible to Congress, the Sen- 
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ator from Massachusetts has framed a bill conferring the power of ap- 
pointing these political officers, not upon the President of the United 
States, but upon persons who ought to have, in a properly constituted 
government, nothing to do with political power and political officials. 

By this bill he has invested these circuit judges with that power of 
establishing Yip le returning boards in every Democratic State in 
this Union with the exception of Tennessee and Kentucky, 

And yet the Senator from Massachusetts resents the suspicion that 
he is actuated by partisan motives. He repels the imputation that 
this is in any sense a partisan law. He disclaims and disavows that 
he is actuated in the composition of this bill by any partisan motives; 
and that utterance he has made to the country and to the Senate. He 
wishes us to believe that whatever may be his record, whatever may 
be disclosed in his career up to this time, he has reached that point 
with regard to this law, that sublime, immaculate, and angelic posi- 
tion, that there is not a single taint or speck of partisanship in the bill 
which he has reported to this body. 

Why have you inventedascheme to force upon Democratic States Re- 
publican returning boards? What has actuated you to tell the great 
State of New York, the great States of New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
Indiana—leaving out the Southern States—that ‘‘although you are 
Democratic States, and because you are Democratic States, we will 
take this power of conducting and deciding elections which you enjoy 
and which you intrust to Democratic officials, and transfer that power 
to Republican officials and Republican returning boards. We impeach 
your Democratic governor; we declare him unfit to exercise the power 
which he has exercised from the foundation of the Government, to 
certify to the result of an election’’—a power which has never been 
abused so far as I know—‘‘we declare him to be unworthy of confidence; 
we impeach his intelligence; we impeach his integrity; and we wrest 
from him his authority which has been conferred upon him by the peo- 
ple of his State, to whom he is responsible under the sanction of his 
oath; wewrest that power from these Democratic officials in Democratic 
States; we transfer that power, and vest it in Republican officials who 
are not responsible to the people; in Republican returning boards, who 
are not responsible to the people; and we do that upon this vast and 
immense scale,” And yet the Senator from Massachusetts compla- 
cently informs us that his feelings would be cruelly lacerated and his 
conscience would be horribly shocked if anyone for a moment should 
harbor the suspicion that this is a partisan measure and that he is ac- 
tuated by partisan motives. 

Mr, President, the best work that has ever been written upon the 
subject of morality was written by the most immoral man that ever 
lived in the world, His name was Jean Jacques Rousseau. I think, 
after the public utterances which the Senator from Massachusetts has 
made in this body and after the exposition which has been made and 
which will continue to be made of the venomous, bitter, loathsome, 
poisonous partisanship with which this monstrous measureis saturated, 
from every pore of which exhales offensively low, dirty, vindictive, 
poisonous partisanship, if he seeks immortal fame, the Senator from 
Massachusetts ought to write a book upon the question of what is par- 
tisanship and what is sectionalism. 
` Mr. President, on account of the present temper of the American peo- 
ple, by reason of the fact thatsectionalism isdisappearingin our common 
country, by reason of the factthat the American people, by the very in- 
stinctof theirmagnanimity are drawing themselves closerandcloserina 
common fraternity and common brotherhood; by reason of the fact that 
any sectional or partisan measure in its terms would be denounced by 
the American people; those who have concocted and are championing 
this bill have found it necessary to present to this body a disguised and 
emasculated bill. This bill is aimed at Southern communities and 
Southern States. This bill, as regards its operation and purpose, is 
intended to revive, reorganize, and rehabilitate the Republican party 
in the South, This bill is intended, as regards the South, to bea 
second reconstruction measure, by reason of theignominious and de- 
served failure of the first reconstruction measure. 

Therefore, while I shall say something before I finish as regards the 
conduct and the attitude of the Southern people to show that they do 
not deserve, and that no honorable man would impose upon them, this 
chastisement, I regret that the bill has been so framed that it includes 
our Northern brethren and our Democratic friends of the North. You 
could not propose a measure, you could not devise a measure that in 
its terms shonld operate only as you intend that it should operate. 
You did not have the courage to propose a law which should only ap- 
ply to the Southern States. You knew that that would be resented 
by every fair-minded man at the North and that such a law would 
bring forth universal indignation and universal execration. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the majority of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections have been obliged to framea law thatis as destruc- 
tive.of constitutional government at the North asit will be inthe South; 
that invites and will provoke as much strife, as much contention, and 
asmuch bioodshed, if any blood be shed, atthe North, as it will at the 
South. And I call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts— 
I regret that he is leaving the Chamber—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will wait fora moment, I will return. 

Mr, EUSTIS. Certainly. [Laughter.] 
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There is no doubt of the fact, Mr. President—I can testify to it as 
regards one section of the North—that there is an intense feeling upon 
this question in Northern communities when Democratic Governors feel 
ealled upon to address messages to their Legislatures calling attention 
to the fact that a majority in Congress are proposing to enact a law 
which is revolutionary, which is incendiary, which is intended to affect 
and destroy their liberties, to wrest from them their rights and their 
privileges. Itis notsurprising, sir, that this widespread alarm and con- 
sternation and indignation have taken deep root in the Northern mind 
and in Northern communities. 

Tt may be, sir, that while these Senators propose to legislate against 
the South they are really logislating against their own communities and 
their own constituencies, for my opinion is that in the State of Louisi- 
ana this Jaw will utterly fail of its purpose, and will never accomplish 
the result which is sought and desired by those who are promoting this 
revolutionary scheme. The negroes, in my judgment, will turn their 
backs upon the Senator from Massachusetts, They will tell him; 
‘That is not what we want; agitation and contention are not what we 
want; conflict with our white friends and neighbors is not what we 
want. We do not expect torealize this impossible dream of governing 
the whiteraceintheSonth. You furnished us once with these weapons; 
you armed and you equipped us once for that conflict; you urged and in- 
cited us once for that desperate effort. We by our ignorance engaged 
in this strife, in this contention, and in this struggle; and what was 
the result? The result was that we failed, as we ought to have failed; 
and, instead of strife, we want peace; instead of contention and conflict, 
we want neighborly feeling from these white people of the South. We 
want them to furnish us with the means of subsistence, of educating 
and of rearing our families. Wewant industrial advancement, and we 
turn onr backs upon the Senator from Massachusetts and tell him that 
his professions of sympathy for us haye caused us too many sacrifices 
to receive another such donation from him,’’ 

Whenrchas the Senator from Massachusetts ever uttered a word in 
this Chamber to sustain those peoplo in their efforts for their indus- 
trial advancement? When has he been heard except to throw fire- 
brands in their midst and urge them to rush to their destruction? 
What exhibition of sympathy, of sincere and philanthropic sympathy, 
has he ever exhibited in favor of the colored people and the colored 
tace of the South? No, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is intent upon their taking a weapon which they will reject; upon 
arming themselves for a fray, and for a danger, and for a conflict from 
which they will shrink. 

And I would ask the Senator from Massachusetts, if this measure 
should be a failure in the South, if this law, whichis nothing but the 
suspended statute, if this Jaw, which has no vitality in itself, no vigor, 
no self-operation, no self-execution, remains a dead statute as regards 
the South; if in the South you can not get one hundred ignorant ne- 

to breathe their pestilential breath into the inanimate nostrils 
of that moribund Jaw, and it remains a dead statute as regards the 
South—suppose, sir, that the field of action,“the field of disturbance 
and of strife and of bloodshed shall be tranferred from the South to 
Northern communities and Northern States; suppose, sir, that while 
this statute is aimed at Southern communities and Southern States 
it should fail of operation in that section of the country, and that these 
Northern communities and Northern States, which do not deserve this 
rovocation, this irritation, and this chastisement, should receive those 
Teadly bullets which you aim at us; what answer will you Senators 
from the North make to your constituencies that without any reason, 
any provocation, you have precipitated upon those Northern communi- 
tios and those Northern States this terrible conflict between State and 
Federal power? 

I suppose, Mr. President, that the Senator from Massachusetts will 
tell me that the Northern communities and Northern States are too 
orderly to indulge in any such contention and resistance to Federal law; 
that that crime, thatoffense, is only committed in the South, and never 
in the North, 

Ah, Mr, President, if I chose I could select an episode in the history 
of our country which would show that when you pass alaw which has 
encountered resentment from the people, which has encountered de- 
termined opposition from the people, which was passed in conflict with 
the public opinion of the community and of the State, which was so 
eloquently ibed by the Scnator from Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] 
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], that law will be re- 
sisted by that State and by that community. {fI chose to select an 
episodo that more strikingly, more glaringly illustrates that truth, I 
would select what has occurred in the State of Massachusetts itself. 

Although the provocation in the South has been terrible; although 
the wrongs, the injustice, and the oppression which those people have 
suffered have been immeasurable, yet I say in no Southern State has 
there ever been such an exhibition of fleree, determined, and resistless 
opposition to the Federal Jaw as has taken place in the city of Boston 
and in the State of Massachusetts. Iam not criticising the action of 
the peopl of Massachusetts or of Boston at that time. Iam merely 
reminding the Senator from Massachusetts that what was said by the 
eloquent Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] and the eloquent Sen- 
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on the other side, is the truth and nothing but the truth; that it is the 
truth in Louisiana; that it is true in Massachusetts. ` 

Now, what was done? Mr, President, when the first fugitive-slave 
law was passed, that law was unanimously passed by the Senate of the 
United States and there were only seven negative votes in the House. 
A supplemental law was passed in 1850. I amnotaware that the con- 
stitutionality of that law was ever questioned except by such men as 
Charles Sumner. No judge, I believe, had ever pronounced that law 
unconstitutional. It was thelaw of the Jand. It was a law enacted 
by the Congress of the United States and approved by the President of 
the United States. It was alaw, I repeat, whose constitutionality was 
never disputed. 

A slave by the name of Anthony Burns escaped from tho State of 
Virginia and became a fugitive in the city of Boston. There wasa 
gentleman by the name of Loring, a man of most exceptional character, 
a man who was universally respected in the State of Massachusetts, a 
gentleman who was a Whig and nota Democrat, a gentleman who had 
never bad any association or intercourse with the Southern people; 
therefore, it is fair to assume that his sympathies during that perio 
were probably anti-Southern. He held the office of judge of probate, 
and at the same time that of United States commissioner, The ques- 
tion was presented to him as United States commissioner, under that 
Federal law, and, discharging simply a judicial duty, he conscientiously 
decided that that fugitive should be given up, and that he was bound 
to obey and exeente the United States law. Hero isa very mild ac- 
count of that matter. I read from Mr. Wilson’s History of the Slave 
Power in America, yolume 2: 

The action of Judge Loring excited a deep feeling of indi tion throughout 
the Stato, which soon manifested itself in various forms, Having been elected 
to a professorship in Haryard College, his namo camo before the board of 
overseers, of which the Massachusetts senate formed a part; but, in conse- 
quence of this widespread dissatisfaction and of the political revolution which 
had just swept the State, ho was rejected. Petitions were thensent to the = 
islature, sane by several thousand names, praying for lis removal from h 
ofiles as judge of probate, These petitions were referred to the propercom 
niittee, which gave the subject n thorough hearing and examination. Webb, 
Parker, Fen oll and Ellis Sppenret for the petitionera, and Richard H. Dana, jr., 
appeared for the defense, Tho committee reported an address to the governor 
in favor of the pase: of tho petitioners, which the house adopted uy n vote of 
207 to 111, and the senate by avote of 28toll, The governor's council, by «vote 
of 7 to 2, also upproyed it. 


But Governor Gardner, who had then recently been elected, recoiled 
from the performance of such an act as this, that is to say, discharging 
in disgrace a most eminent, honest, and conscientious State judge be- 
canse he had declared it his duty to enforce a law passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

But Governor Gardner refased to | oat the prayer. This action of the gov- 
ernor did not satisfy the people of Massachusetts; and after the inauguration 
of Mr, Banks, in 1858, tho Legislature adopting a similar address, the new ex- 
ecutive responded by his removal. But the’same action which rendered him 
odious to the people of Massachusetts commended him to the confidence of the 
slaveholders and to the favor of the national administration. He was nomi- 
nated by President Buchanan to the oftice of judge of the Court of Claims, and 
promptiy confirmed by the Sennte, though strenuously opposed by the Massa- 
chusctts Senators. 

This, Mr. President, is a very mild acconnt of what really occurred. 
Tam glad to bring this incident to the attention of the Senate, for it 
gives me the opportunity of speaking most highly of Judgo Loring, 
one of whose law pupils I had the honor to be for several years, His 
house was mobbed and his property destroyed, not by the scum of Bos- 
ton, not by the hoodlums of Boston, but that mob was headed by the 
first and leading citizens of Boston. Thecourthouse was mobbed also. 
Certainly the courthouse was an innocent party in this transaction, 
But so mobocratic had become the spirit of the citizens of Boston and 
the citizens of Massachusetts that they were not satisfied with mobbing 
the offending judge (as they considered him), but every pieco of granite 
of the temple of justice had, in their estimation, committed an offense 
against the humanities of the people of Massachusetts. 

Yet, sir, how often have we heard on this floor the Senator from 
Massachusetts drraigning before the bar of Congress Sonthern commu- 
nities and Southern States as though they were under his guardianship, 
his tutelage, and were responsible to his majesty for their conduct and 
their attitude toward the Federal Government of the United States, 
selecting every random piece that he could pick up from newspapers, 
religious and nonreligious, and basing upon these irresponsible sources 
the grave issue of trying and condemning the Southern States, in the 
face of the record which I have this day presented to the attention of 
the Senate. 

He also spoke, Mr. President, of the sup) ression of the yote, of the 

litical proscription existing in the South, appealing to us almost in 

achrymose tones to do justice to the negro, andin the name of heaven 

to let the negroes yote and to let their votes be counted. Why, Mr. 
President, the State of Massachusetts is fruitful of very important his- 
torical events. 

I would remind the Senatorfrom Massachusetts that, inwy estimation 
and in my judgment, the case of the mostrelentless, unblushing, cruel, 
and unconstitutional political proscription is one that occurred in the 
State of Massachusetts. i 

Sir, it was the aim of our fathers who framed the Constitution ofthe 
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political deliberations or political action. rom the bloody history of 
England they gathered the wisdom to provide that the people of the 
United States should be exempt from that terrible curse, religious con- 
tention and religious proscription; that it would be in violation of the 
spirit of the Constitution that any State or any political party should 
establish a religious testas a qualification for office in this country. 
And yet, Mr. President, do we not remember the period of 1854 and 
1855 in tho State of Massachusetts, when her people decided by an 
overwhelming majority, ona question that stirred the State from top 
to bottom, the principle and the proclaimed determination thatno man 
who worshiped God in a Catholic church ‘should hold office in the 


State; that before he became qualified (in the estimation of the people / 


of that State), before he could reinstate himself as eligible to political 
office, no matter how insignificant, in the State of Massachusetts, he 
must renounce the religion of his mother and bow down to Massachu- 
setts’ Protestantism, and worship that God and that God alone? 

Was that the justice, Mr. President, which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts invokes from us? Was that the toleration which he invokes 
from us? Ah, Mr. President, if that platform of Massachusetts and 
that political faith of Massachusetts had not been destroyed and ex- 
terminated in this country by the sturdy democracy of this land, this 
country from one end to the other would hsye been plunged into civil 
strife and human blood would have flowed on every political field of 
this vast domain. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. Not satisfied with making war 
upon the religion of their fellow-citizens, reviving thedays when they 
burned convents and expelled nuns from their consecrated habitations; 
not yet satiated with that infernal spirit of political proscription which 
makes the blackest page that has been written in the history of this 
country; not satisfied with having gorged themselves with political 
power secured by having trampled upon the religion of their fellow- 
citizens, they extended their political warfare and their political pro- 
scription in still another direction, and declared in their platform and 
in their political creed that no man who was born abroad, although he 
might bea naturalized citizen of the United States, was qualified to 
hold office in the State of Massachusetts; that Mr. Pat Collins, who 
has served his State with distinction in the other House; who has con- 
ferred—though he would not say so himself—honor upon the constitn- 
ency which he represented in the other House, and who only a few days 
ago was tendered a position by a Democratic governor as judge of the 
supreme court of Massachusetts; that John Boyle O'Reilly, that great 
Trishman who made fame by his honesty, his patriotism, and his lit- 
erary attainments, around whose tomb the other day were gathered, 
irr tive of party, thousands and thousands of Boston citizens, feel- 
ing that the State of Massachusetts had suffered a terrible bereave- 
ment—that those two men, under. the political creed which existed, 
and which probably the Senator from Massachusetts, if he had been 
old enough, would have indorsed, were unworthy for a double reason 
to hold any oflice in the State of Massachusetts, one because they were 
Catholics and the other because they were foreign-born citizens. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more time than I intended, and I 
shall conclude very shortly. Ido not wish to be offensive to any Sen- 
ator, but my candid opinion—and I have to speak candidly because 
this is a great question, in which my people are very seriously con- 
cerned—is that this whole bill, from the beginning of the first section 
to the end of the last scetion, is intended for no other purpose what- 
ever than to attempt to carry elections by fraud and by military force. 
If your object was merely to scrutinize and inspect, if your object was 
merely that Federal officials should acertain how many frauds are 
being committed by State officials, who commit the offense ór violate 
the election laws, the statutes now in existence are ample forany such 

e. Under the existing law I have seen Federal supervisors in the 
State of Louisiana present from the time the very first name was reg- 
istered up to the time when the very last vote from the very last box 
was counted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I haye seen the same. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from Maryland says he hasalso. Ihave 
no doubt of that, Ihaveseen the chief registrarof the parish of New 
Orleans, who camo to consult me, and upon my advice not to obcy the 
instructions of the chief supervisor was arrested ton times on ten con- 
secutive days; and I declare that if yon have the honest purpose of 
simply supervising, inspecting, examining, and ascertaining the result 
of any election wherein a member of Congress is voted for, under the 
existing statute you haye every provision of law which is necessary 
for that purpose. i 

If you want to arrest State officials, if you want to arrest Democratic 
voters, you have that power jo the fullest extent, and you have exer- 
cised it at your good will and your good pleasure. Thousands and 
tens of thousands of Democratic voters of this conntry have been ar- 
rested by your United States marshals under instructions from United 
States supervisors. Why are you not satisfied with that? Why should 
not this be a limitation upon your powers and upon your political in- 
fluence? Whatis your motive for destroying the peace of communi- 


ties, d g the States, impeaching governors, and usurping this 
atten pram beyond that which you have enacted by your own party 
and which you exercise to-day? 


Ah, Mr. President, it is not the inspection of votes, it is not the ex- 
amination of votes, it is not the ascertainment of the result that you 
are secking to accomplish by this law. It is the canvassing and the 
certifying of the result. ‘That is the vermin that is to be produced by 
your law. That is the putrid matter thatisintroducedin the statutes. 
That is the political cunning that underlies and permeates this statute. 
Youare not satisfied that the people theniselves shall open to yourin- 
spection everything that there is to inspect and examine, that you can 
collect evidence if you choose from this inspection and this examina- 
tion. 

No, Mr. President, you want to establish and to create Republican 
returning boards in Democratic States. That inspiration comes froma 
gentleman who, like the Senator{from Massachusetts, is not a partisan— 
Mr. THowas B. Reep! He was actuated by no partisan motives H It 
was no partisan inspiration of his when he declared in a specch at 
Pittsburgh, Pa., that the Republicans would never be satisfied until 
they had their own canvassing and their own certification of results, 

Now, Mr. President, I heard the Senator from Massachusetts on this 
floor tell the country that in 1876 this country had reached a most se- 
rious crisis; I heard him, and hesaid it with strong and uncontrollable 
emotion, I heard him inform this country that it was by a miracle 
that the American people were saved from civil war. I heard him 
compliment these Southern representatives in this Chamber for their 
conduetupon that occasion, when they came forward, not as partisans 
but as patriots, to stem this tide of excitement and to restore peace and 
public order in this country. Mas the Senator from Massachusetts 
forgotten that that crisis of which he spoke, that peril which he de- 
picted, that serious danger with which the peace of this Republic was 
confronted, was the result of Republican returning boards in the South? 

Mr. HOAR. State returnmg boards. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Republican returning boards. 

Mr. HOAR. State returning boards. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It does not make any difference now whether they 
were State returning boards or not; yourreturning boards will be worse 
than State returning boards. 

State Republican boards. But even under that infamous returning- 
board law of Louisiana, by which these infamous rasealities and vil- 
lanies were consummated and accomplished, receiving the approyal and 
indorsement of Republican chiefs in this Chamber—even that infamous 
returning-board law had limitations which this law does not possess. 

If I do not commit any offense in the supposition that there has been 
no improvement in the political morality of the Republican party, and 
that if in 1876 they were capable of committing every crime in the 
catalogue, not hesitating at perjury and forgery, in order to promote the 
fortunes of the Republican party—I tell the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts that unless he can demonstrate—which I do not think 
was demonstrated at the last Presidential election—that the Repub- 
lican party is more pure, that its political moralities are improved, I 
tell him that he takes the responsibility of fathering and advocating a 
measure which, if we are to judge of the truth of history in the past, 
may precipitate our conimon country to the very verge of conflict and 
civil war. 

And that is the measure that he offers to the people of the North; 
that is the measure that he offers to the people of the South, a people 
now engaged in their industrial pursuits, engaged in the development 
of the material resources of the country, engaged in advancing their 
fortunes and their prosperity in order to make their just contribution 
to the wealth, the power, and the grandeur of ourcountry. I tell him 
that if in 1876 we honestly and patriotically tendered him our con- 
servative votes that sayed the people of the North and the people of 
the South from impending catastrophe, we again, in the same spirit, 
tender him the same conservative votes, which we beg him to accept. 

Mr. President, the people of the South of course feel an intense in- 
terest in this important measure. They have through great 
trials, through great tribulations, and have been confronted with very 
serious situations; and, sir, if they are to be again called to face an- 
other terrible ordeal you will find that they will show that same res- 
olute calmness, that same self-sacrificing devotion, that same heroic 
fortitude, that same sublime constancy which have extorted tribute 
even from the lips of the Senator from Massachusetts. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, after some months since this measure 
was before Congress, after some weeks of continuous debate, and after 
individual speeches, prolonged not only through four or five days, but 
through nights to the weary torture of the Senate, the Senator from 
Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] has broken his silence and addressed himself 
to the question whether the Journal of the Senate ought to be cor- 
rected. 

It seems that the honorable Vice President, after a vote, to which 
there was no audible dissent, on a motion to take up a resolution to 
change the rules, pronounced that ‘‘the ayes seem to have it,” and 
thereupon laid the pending measure before the Senate, had it read, 
and recognized the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] as be- 
ing entitled to the floor in the debate upon it. But it has been dis- 
covered that after the declaration that ‘‘the ayes seem to have it?’ 
the Vice President did not add in terms, ‘‘ the ayes have it;”’ and al- 
though he has laid the measure before the Senate, pronounced it the 
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pending measure, and recognized somebody to debate it, the gentle- 
men on the other side of the Chamber have spent the entire day, so 
far, in discussing whether the Journal ought not to be amended, and 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] seems to think that itis per- 
tinent to that question that he should rise in his place and deliver this 
diatribe and philippic against the Commonwealth of Massachusettsand 
against the Senator who in part represents her upon this floor. 

I think itis the most extraordinary spectacle, Mr. President, I will 
not say of impudence orinsolence, but of colossal assurance, that I ever 
witnessed, considering the history of the Senator’s own State, consid- 
ering what his feet stood upon in Lonisiana until that State itself 
spewed him out of her mouth. I think this exhibition is pretty re- 
markable. 

He has discovered, in raking the history of Massachusetts for two 
hundred and fifty years; that on one occasion a mob went to the house 
of a commissioner, where they uttered some gronnus, but, as far as I 
ever heard, did no mischief, that magistrate having surrendered a pant- 
ing fugitive to be taken back to the lash of the taskmaster ina South- 
ern State; that on another occasion a judge, who had violated an ex- 
press statute of the Commonwealth prohibiting its judges of probate 
from exercising the office of a United States commissioner in the sur- 
render of fugitive slaves, was removed from office for that disobedience. 

It is to those two things which the Senator, representing a State in 
regard to which Philip Sheridan, long before his death, when in com- 
mand of that department, declared had murdered more men for their 
political opinions than fell on both sides during the entire Mexican 
war, à State whose annals are known and known only by the terrible 
and bloody history of Coushatta and Colfax, and the convention, and 
the slaying of Twitchell, and the shooting off the arms of his brother, 
and the thousands and ten thousand infamous cruelties and crimes 
which are the disgrace and the horror of American civilization, alone 
in her history calls attention. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theoccupants of the galleries must main- 
tain order or the Chair will be compelled to enforce the rules of the 
Senute and have the galleries cleared. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the worst of these crimes no loyal Amer- 
jean mentions even, because he does not wish that those stains on the 
history of his country and on humanity should be remembered in the 
annals of the future. 

Does that Senator, first the beneficiary and next the victim of these 
political processes, that Senator whom even Louisiana would not tol- 
erate any longer in herservice, undertake to arraign the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts? Why, Mr. President, the Senator has as little un- 
derstood the history he has undertaken to recite as if he were a school- 
boy in the fifth form. Even then he would be flogged and birched for 
his ignorance in reciting his lesson in history. 

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts never undertook by statute, 
by constitutional amendment, nor by ordinance to declare that men of 
the Catholic faith or men of foreign birth should not hold office. The 
only thing she did, which she changed, in a year or two after it was 
done, on herown motion and voluntarily, was to provide that there can 
be an interval between naturalization and the right to vote. She had 
suffered as New York had suffered in the time of Tweed, by the fraud- 
ulent naturalization processes, and she thought that the cure of that 
eyil was to interpose a period between the time of naturalization and 
the time of admission to suffrage. 

The Senator says he supposes thatif I had been old enough I should 
have approved that policy. I will take the liberty of informing that 
Senator that I was old enongh, that I had boen engaged in the public 
service of Massachusetts several years before that policy was adopted; 
that I resisted it even then, mild as it was, with all my might, and 
stood in a small minority for a year or two until the returning sense 
of the people came around to my way of thinking. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Wil theSenator from Massachusetts allow me to ask 
him a question, 

an VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 

ield ? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly, 

Mr. EUSTIS. At that period, when he resisted Knownothingism, 
are we to understand that the Senator was a Democrat? 

Mr, HOAR. Iwasnota Democrat, but the men who did the things 
of which the Senator from Louisiana complains are some of them 
among the Democratic leaders of Massachusetts to-day. Theonly sur- 
viyor, so far as I know, of the attack on the Boston courthouse, and 
the man who headed that mob, was the Democratic candidate for Con- 
gress in the Harvard College district at the last election but one. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Lonisiana has alluded to my 
honored friend, Mr. John Boyle O'Reilly. If that eloquent voice, now 
hushed in death, could speak, if-those eloquent lips were not mute, 
they would be the first to pronounce the condemnation and the indig- 
nation of John Boyle O'Reilly at the attitude and the conduct and the 
utterances of the Senator from Louisiana on thisfloor. The last time 
I met Mr. O'Reilly in his life I heard him repeat that wonderful poem 
delivered by him at the completion of the monument to the landing 
of the Pilgrims at Plymouth Rock. The tribute of that Irishman and 
Catholic is as great a tribute as was ever paid to the heroic and illus- 


trions history of Massachusetts. He had what the Senator from Loui- 
siana never will have, the far-sighted tolerance to understand the great- 
ness and glory of that community founded on civil and religious free- 
dom and, in spite of a few slight departures, true to civil and religious 
freedom thronghont all its history, There was no more perfect lover 
and admirer and appreciator of the Puritanism of Massachusetts than 
that noble and magnificent Irish Catholic who has just gone to his grave. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not propose to follow the Senator from 
Louisiana through the hours that he has spent in the elaborate tirade 
of abuse with which he has sought to prolong this debate. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on the amendment of the Journal, and with 
that question I propose to leave the Senate to deal. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the question immediately before 
the Senate arises upon the motion made by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] to correct the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings; and, 
although every Senator who has spoken, except one, admits that the 
correction ought to be made, in view of what has been done and in view 
of some things that have been said, I desire to be heard for à very few 
minutes. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says that this is a matter 
of very small importance. It may be, Mr. President, a matter of very 
small importance so far as its effect upon the proceedings which took 
place yesterday is concerned; but the strict and impartial administra- 
tion of the rules and the strict and impartial observance of all the for- 
malities adopted by legislative assemblies can never be a matter of 
small importance. 

They may appear trivial and-unimportant, but they all have a use- 
ful purpose to subserve, and upon their observance depend not only 
the regular and orderly proceedings of the body itself, but the freedom 
of debate among its members. Perhaps no one has stated more cor- 
rectly the real purpose of all just rules and forms than Sir Thomas 
Erskine May in his standard work upon the parliamentary law of 
England. Speaking of the rules of Parliament he says: 

The rules of Parliament are designed to afford every legitimate opportu- 
nity of discussion, to insure reasonable delaysin the passing of important meas- 
ures, and to guard the rights of minorities. 

These are the purposes sought to be accomplished by every just code 
of parliamentary law—free and full discussion, such reasonable delay 
as will enable the body to deliberate fully upon the merits of every 
measure that comes before it, and the protection of the minority iu the 
exercise of all its rights. 

Now, what occurred yesterday just before the adjournment may not 
have been important as it affected the proceedings then going on, be- 
cause the subject-matter before the Senate was not debatable under the 
rules, but I dissent entirely from the proposition made by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] this morning, that, when the presiding 
officer had put the question and had heard those who voted in the 
affirmative and those who voted in the negative and then announced 
that the ‘‘ayes’’ appeared to have it, he had a right to assume that 
the question was decided, that the proceedings were closed, and to lay 
the matter before the Senate. 

Sir, under the common parliamentary law of this country every ques- 
tion which is debatable at all—and under that law, as I shall endeavor 
to show hereafter, all questions are debatable unless there is a rule to 
the contrary—the right of debate exists to its fullest extent up to the 
last moment when the presiding officer has not only taken the vote in 
the affirmative and the vote in the negatiye, but has announced the re- 
sult. It isnot suficient merely that he has said the ‘‘yeas’’ are so 
many and the ‘‘nays’’ are so many, but he must conclude the an- 
nouncement that the ayes” have it and the motion is agreed to, or 
the motion is not agreed to, before the rightof debate can be cut off in 
any parliamentary assembly governed by the common parliamentary 
law. How often has every Senator upon this floor seen a debate re- 
newed even after the pieng officer had commenced to take the vote, 
and sometimes continued for hours and even for days. 

I concede, Mr, President, that if the presiding oflicer puts both sides 
of the question and then states as he did yesterday afternoon that the 
‘ayes’? appear to have it, and without any protest or objection from 
any Senator upon the floor proceeds upon the assumption that the propo- 
sition has been carried, the matter is concluded. 

But such was not the case yesterday afternoon. In the midst of the 
confusion which then existed upon the floor the presiding officer omit- 
ted to make the announcement either that the ayes haye it or thas the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island had been agreed to, and 
thereupon, notwithstanding the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Ransom] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] were both 
upon the floor endeayoring to secure the attention of the Chair, the 
Chair laid the resolution before the Senate. I do not speak of this for 
the purpose of criticising the action of the presiding officer, because 
we all know how difficult it is at times for those of us who are giving 
the vlosest attention to what is transpiring upon the floor to see an 
hear everything that occurs. ` 

The other incident which occurred yesterday was that while the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was addressing the Senate tho 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] rose, addressing the pre- 
siding officer, and asked the Senator from Mississippi to yield to him 
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for what purpose I do not know except what the Senator himself has 
stated, 

The Senator from Mississippi yielded, and thereupon the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] objected, and the presiding officer de- 
eided, correctly in my judgment, that aSenator who occupies the floor 
in his own right can not continue to hold it and yield to another Sena- 
tor for the purpose of making a speech indefinitely, because under such 
arnleas that, as very wellstated by the presiding officer, one Senator 
‘might hold the floor of the Senate throughout the whole session and 
‘not only preventa vote upon the merits of the measure pending, but 
prevent the consideration ofany amendments or anything else. 

By the common parliamentary law, as I understand it, no member 
upon the floor can be interrupted by another except upon a question 
of order or a question of privilege. This practice which has grown up 
in the Senate, however, and which it established by a rule, permits a 
‘Senator to rise and, by addressing the presiding officer, through him as- 
certain whether or not the Senator occupying the floor is willing to 
yield—while it results sometimes in very considerable inconvenience, 
especially to the Senator who is speaking—is perhaps, after all, a very 
good rule or practice, because it enables Senators to call attention to 
the actual points in dispute and have a discussion of the actual ques- 
tions which the Senate desires to hear. 

Mr. GORMAN. That requires no unanimous consent. 

Mr, CARLISLE. No, the practice which I have stated requires no 
unanimous consent. It rests alone with the Senator who occupies the 
floor whether he will yield or not. 

The rule is familiar, I suppose, to the Senate, but I will read it: 

Rune XIX. 
DEBATE, 

When a Senator desires to speak he shall rise and address the presiding 
officer, and shall not proceed until he is recognized, and the presiding officer 
shall recognize the Senator who shall first address him. No Senator shall inter- 
rupt another Senator in debate without his consent, and to obtain such consent 
he shall first address the presiding officer; and no Senator shall speak more 
than twice upon any one question in debate on the same day without leaye of 
the Senate, which shall be determined without debate, 

That, as I was about to say, does not require the unanimous consent 
of the Senate or the consent of any member of the Senate, except the 
one who is then addressing it. But if the Senator who is then ad- 
dressing the Chair undertakes to hold the floor permanently, so as to 
exclude all other Senators from addressing the Chair except those whom 
he may himself select, I think it would be an abuse of the rule and it 
ought not to be permitted. But the Senator from South Carolina dis- 
avowed any such purpose, and certainly there was no evidence of the 
existence of such a purpose yesterday afternoon when this occurred. 

Mr. HOAR rose, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I desired to ask the Senator when he got through that 
pee if he would be kind enough to give the Senate, as the result of 

is great parliamentary experience, his views also on the other ques- 
tion which has been discussed somewhat this morning, which I dare 
say he intended to do, ae 

Mr. CARLISLE, ‘What question is that? 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis, the question of the duty and right of the Chair, 
when Senators rise simultaneously, to assigu the floor to one.or the 
other according to his notion of the will of the Senate and of justice 
between the sides, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I shall speak of that in a moment. 

In connection with this same subject I desire to say that in the 
House of Representatives the absolute right of a member who secures 
the floor to yield it to any other member is and always has been recog- 
nized; but in that ease no great inconvenience can result, because un- 
der the rules of the House the member himself is limited to one hour, 
an when that hour elapses the House is again in possession of the 

oor. 

Mr. DAWES, Is it not the express rule in the House that ho may 
yield for the purpose of explaining a measure ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the express rule. 

Mr. DAWES. Thatrule was instituted within the last fifteen years. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no recollection at the present moment of 
the existence of any conventional rule of the Honse upon that subject, 
because my attention has not been called to it, though possibly there 
may be. At any rate, it has always been the practice. 

Mr. President, upon the question of recognition to which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts called my attention—and I speak of it only 
because he has called my attention to it, for it is not involved, to any 
great extent at least—in this controversy, of course the presiding officer 
of every deliberative body has the absolute power, if he sees proper to 
exercise it, to determine whom he will recognize. 

Mr, DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to read the rule to which 
T alluded ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The rule provides that— 

While a member is occupying the floor he may yield it to another for explana- 
tion of the pending measure, as well as for personal explanation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the rule; but, as I have stated the prac- 
tice, it goes far beyond the rule. Any Representative may yield the re- 


mainder of his time to another member and allow him to oceupy the 
entire time, which, as I have stated before, consists of one hour only, 
and he may yield it to him for any purpose of debate which is legiti- 
mate in view of the proceedings then going on in the House. 

! While the general parliamentary law and while the rules of most 
legislative assemblies make it the duty of the presiding officer to rec- 
ognize the member who rises first and addresses the Chair, yet, as a 
matter of fact, we all know thatit is absolutely within the power of 
the presiding officer to determine at all times which member he will 
recognize, and from his decision in that matter I know of no appeal, 
for no one man can say with absolute certainty that the presiding of- 
ficer saw or heard one member before or after he heard orsaw another 
member. > 

In the English House of Commons, as I understand the practice, the 
speaker exercises this right of recognition, but subject at all times to 
be corrected, by the voice, as it were, of the members on the floor; for 
the custom there is, if he recognizes a member who is not thought to 
be entitled to the floor, to cry out the name of the member who is en- 
titled toit, and thereupon the Speaker, in obedience to what he consid- 
ers the willof the House, recognizes the other member; butif he still 
doubts he may submit the question to the House, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator if it isnot the practice in 
the House of Representatives for the Speaker, when members arise si- 
multaneously or nearly simultaneously—for instance, if members rise 
to move to'suspend a rule—to recognize the person who he thinks it 
will be most in accordance with the will or the convenience of the 
House to have recognized, or if the last person debating has been on 
one side then to recognize a person on the other? 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think the Speaker exercises that sort of discre- 
tionary power all the time in giving recognition to members; and 
moreover, as I said this morning in response to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the particular member who is in charge of a measure is 
always supposed to be, and by the practice of the House is always, en- 
titled to receive recognition when that measure is called up; but it is 
recognition for the purpose of proceeding with that measure, either de- 
bating it or disposing of it in some way; in other words, he is not en- 
titled to any special privilege or recognition for the purpose of doing 
something else not connected with that measure. 

Mr. President, I have said that while this matter which occurred 
yesterday afternoon is of no great concern so far as it affected the pro- 
ceeding then going on, yet it may be a matter of vital consequence to 
the Senate and to the people of this country and it isa matter of vital 
consequence to the Senate and to the people of this country to pre- 
serve intact all the rules and formalities which secure regularity and 
order in our proceedings. The opportunity to debate often depends 
entirely upon the observance or nonobservance of some very little and 
formal matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. TI beg tosay to the Senator from Kentucky that 
I think it isa matter of very great consequence to me at least that, 
having the right to take the floor upon the bill, I should have been pre- 
vented from exercising that right by a prior agreement between the 
Senator from Rhode Island andthe Chair. I donot think it was right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not speaking of that, Mr, President. I am 
speaking of the action of the presiding officer in laying the resolution 
before the Senate before the final result of the vote had been announced. 
The rule as to the right to debate and the time during which that 
right exists is stated, in better language than I could state it, by Mr. 
Cushing in his standard American work on the Law and Practice of 
Legislative Assemblies. He says: 


When members no longer rise to address.the house on the question before it 
and the debate appears to be concluded, it is then the business of the speaker 
to put the question, in order to obtain the decision of the house upon it. Ifin 
consequence of irresolution, or the belief that others are to speak, or for any 
other cause, members who desire to speak suffer the question to be put before 
they rise in their places, they are nevertheless entitled to be heard and to moye 
amendments, éte. 


Then he quotes from a very old authority these words: 


It being a fundamental rule “that the house can not be concluded in any- 
thing so long as any gentleman stands up to speak, that respect is had to the 
gentleman that stands up to suppose that possibly he may say something to 

ive new light into the matter coming tothe question so ns to change the whole 
thing; itis not known what a gentleman will say till he speaks.’ 

The right to speak is so sacred and the exercise of it at the pleasure of every 
member so important to the freedom of debate that the speaker may even be 
interrupted while in the act of putting the question, on the same principle that 
a member, whilst speaking, may be interrupted by another member rising to 
order, or for the purpose of cal ing the attention of the house toa matter in 
which its privileges are immediately involved. 


The right to speak is a matter of such high privilege that a member 
on the floor may interrupt the presiding officer himself while putting 
the question and demand its exercise. 

I was very much surprised to hear the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] yesterday morning or the morning before in- 
sisting that under the general parliamentary Jaw certain motions and 
certain questions were not debatable. The Senator insisted that not- 
withstanding the rule of the Senate about the construction of which 
there has been some controversy, but conceding that the rule of the 
Senate bore the construction put upon it by the Senator from Mary- 
land, we were then remitted to the general parliamentary law, and that 
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under that law it was not in order to debate an opra taken from a 
decision upon a point of order arising upon an undebatable proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that it is the common law of 
English-speaking people all over the world that every proposition prop- 
erly presented for the consideration of a legislative body is debatable 
unless that legislative body has voluntarily made a rule to the con- 
trary, Universal freedom of speech among the people and perfect free- 
dom of debate among their representatives is thecommon and unwritten 
law of the race to which we belong. These legislative assemblies are 
simply the representatives of the people, and as a matter of funda- 
mental rule or principle it might just as well be contended that the 
people themselves have no right to discuss a question presented for their 
decision as to contend that their representatives have no right to dis- 
cuss the questions presented to them for their consideration. 

Wherever tho English-speaking people have established a legislative 
assembly—and they have established these representative assemblies 
wherever they have settled and established governments—this universal 
rule has been recognized, and there is no case under parliamentary law 
where a conventional rule has not been adopted in which the question 
is notdebatable. The motion toadjourn, the motion to lay on the table, 
and even the motion for the previous question itself were debatable hy 
the common parliamentary law. The Senate in revising its code of 
rules has recognized this principle, this rule of parliamentary law, as 
fundamental, and wherever it desired to limit debate or to prohibit de- 
bate it has so said in express terms in its rules. i 

Whoever attempts to abridge debate in an American legislative as- 
sembly or to destroy the freedom of speech among the American peo- 
ple must show a warrant for his action, I insist that there is butone 
single class of appeals provided for inthe rules of the Senate which is 
not debatable, and that is the case where what is called a subsequent 
question of order arises. Where one question of order has arisen and 
been decided and there is an appeal from it, and pending that appeal 
another question of order arises and an appeal is taken from that, the 
second appeal is not debatable because the rules of the Senate say so, 
and for no other reason. 

Mr. President, no presiding officer who has ever sat in either the 
House of Representatives or this Chamber has undertaken to deny the 
right of debate or to ai, that right to any extent whatever except 
in strict accordance with the existing rules of the body over which he 
presides, and I do not believe that any one ever will do so. 

It was said by the Senator from Vermont yesterday afternoon, and 
perhaps there was a purpose in saying it, that the so-called clôturé res- 
olution was a matter of privilege, and it may bə, as suggested by the 
Senator from Lonisiana (xt Eustis], that we are upon the threshold 
of a great parliamentary contest. Ifso, sir, I still have faith thatthe 
laws and traditions of legislative assemblies in this free country will 
continue to be Lb gabe everywhere, not only in the chair, but on the 
floor. The utmost extent to which any presiding officer has ever gone 
even in the consideration of matters of the highest privilege was to hold 
that dilatory and obstructive motions would not be entertained; not 
that the freedom of debate should be destroyed or abridged; not that 
the representatives of the people should be denied the right to be heard 
upon the propositions opon which they were to vote, but simply that 
in the consideration of these matters of high privilege the time of the 
assembly should not be wasted by motions made for mere purposes of 
delay and obstruction. 

Veyond that no presiding officer has ever yet gone, Beyond that no 
legislative body sitting in this Capitolat least has everauthorized them 
to go. When it was sought to abridge or to suppress debate in the 
British House‘of Commons the power was not given to the speaker ab- 
solutely to do it from the chair, but he was authorized simply toform- 
ulate and lay before that body a set of rules which would enable the 
body to do it for itself. 

Tam reminded by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] that 
a former presiding officer of this body, Vice President Colfax, decided 
that every appeal was debatable, no matter upon what it arose, That 
is simply in the line of the argument I am endeavoring to make, and 
I think it ean be established by reference to abundant authorities that 
at the common parliamentary Jaw not appeals only, but every question 
that comes before the body, is debatable unless there is a conventional 
rule tothecontrary. The motionto adjournisdebatable. The motion 
to lay on the table is debatable. ‘The motion for the previous question 
was debatable in the English House of Commons from the time it was 
first established in 1604 or 1605 until the present hour, and that motion 
is not used there forthe purpose ofsuppressingdebate. Itisnsed forthe 
purpose of suppressing the subject itself and enabling the body to dis- 
pose of it without voting directly upon it; and for that purpose it pre- 
vyailed in this Sonate until perhaps about the beginning of the present 
century. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senatoraware thatin the Senate until 1828 
the presiding oflicer, the Vice President, decided all questions of order 
without appeal and without debate? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. And that Mr. Jefferson stated that that was the 
common law which governed the proceedings of the Senate ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have said nothing at all inconsistent with that. 
All I have said is—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Then I certainly misunderstood the statement of 
the Senator, if his whole statement was not inconsistent with it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all. All I have said is that when tho 
question is presented to the Senate it isdebatable. I have not under- 
takon to say that at the common parliamentary law there wasany appeal 
from the decision of the Chair to the body over which he presides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or any debate. 

Mr, CARLISLE. - There is none now in the English House of Com- 
mons. 

Mr, ALDRICH, And that is the rule which would govern the Sen- 
ate, provided there were no rules, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The proposition I make is that as soon as you 
gave the Senato the right to pass upon an appeal, as soon as you pro- 
vided by your rule that the question should come before the Senate 
for its decision, then it came there as every other question must come 
beforo a legislative assembly, subject to debate unless you provided to 
the contrary in the rules. 

Mr, ALDRICH, TI understand the Senator to be laying down what 
he claimed would be the common parliamentary law which would ap- 
ply to the Senate in case there were no rules — 

Mr. CARLISLE. But we haye a rule allowing appeals —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where the rules did not apply—— 

Mr. CARLISLE, Oh no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I say the rule which applied tothe Senate for 
the first thirty-nine years of its existence and which would apply to- 
day, so far as I know, if there were no rules, was that all questions of 
order should be decided by the Vice President without appeal and with- 
out debate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. T agree to that, but the Senate has adopted a rule 
which authorizes the President of the Senate in the first place to de- 
cide the question of order without debate, but provides that upon that 
an appeal may be taken to the Senate. 

Mr, ALDRICH. In certain specified cases, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, and now my argument is that in every 
ease where an appeal can be taken to the Senate, except in the one 
single case where it has provided to the contrary, that appeal is de- 
batable, and that is the whole of my proposition. If you have no rulo 
whatever upon the subject, then the parliamentary law as stated by 
Mr. Jefferson would apply, and the presiding officer of the Senate 
would decide it himself without debate and without appeal. The 
Senate itself could never be called upon to pass its judgment upon the 
proposition, and of course there could beno debate. But whenever 
and under whatever circumstances the Senate is called upon to pass 
its judgment upon any proposition it has the same right to debate as 
the people haye to discuss questions submitted to them, unless you 
show a rule or a Jaw to the contrary. 

Now, as I have said, the motion for the previous question itself was 
debatable, and therefore it afforded no opportunity whatever for closing 
debate. The form of the question, as it was finally modifed at com- 
mon parliamentary law, was that the main question be now put, and 
that was debatable. Mr. Jefferson says in his Manual that, pending 
the motion for the previous question, amendments might be offered to 
the main question, and those amendments might be discussed also, 
thus broadening the scope of the debate. If the body refused to sus- 
tain the motion, that is, refused to vote that the main question be now 
put, then the main guestion was simply suppressed for that single 
day. 

Senators will therefore see that it could not possibly be used to sup- 

ress debate, becanse all those who desired to debate the main question 
had to do was to discuss the motion for the previous question until the 
House adjourned, and then the next day the motion for the previous 
question had to be made again and go through the same process. Its 
effect was to suspend for the time being a discussion upon the merits 
of the original proposition. i 

Moreover, this motion for the previous question could not and can 
not now be made upon any subsidiary motion, such as to lay upon the 
table or to postpone or to commit, and all those questions are still de- 
batable and the discussion may go on ad infinitum. So the rule which 
is now proposed here goes just as far beyond the previous question as 
known to parliamentary Jaw in England and formerly in this country 
as itis possible to go. That previous question in that form and with 
that effect prevailed in this body, as I said amoment ago, until about 
the beginning of the present century, and no instance can be found 
where it was used to suppress or abridge debate. Its purpose was 
entirely different. 

Perhaps, as suggested by the Senator from Maryland, it was only 
invoked three times in the Senate, but the original purpose of course 
is known to all who have gyon any attention to parliamentary law, 
It was to take away from the body disagreeable and delicate subjects 
upon which it did not desire to vote directly. The motion was thatthe 
main question be now put, and the member who made the motion voted 
against his own motion, that the main question be not now put, and 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1607 


thus he removed the subject from the body; and that wasits whole pur- 


ose. 

z Mr. President, I have not taken partin this debate to-day for the 
pur of consuming time, nor do I know or believe that any other 
Senator has; but I thought it proper to say this much in view of the 
‘positive statements made by the Senatorfrom Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
R few days ago, that in the absence of a rule prohibiting debate it was 
'the duty of the presiding officer of this hody to refuse the privilege of 
‘debate upon an appeal. So faras Iam concerned I hope that the meas- 
ures which have been delaying the consideration of the regular busi- 
ness of the session for so long may be disposed of in some way at as 
early a moment as possible, in order that Congress may proceed to dis- 
charge the duties for which we were'sent here. 

Ishall not attempt to discuss the clôture rule now, for I presume 
we shall have an opportunity to do that hereafter, nor to express my 
opinion upon the election bill. Those are the two questions, the two 
irritating subjects, which stand in the pathway of Congress and pre- 
ventit from approaching the consideration of the appropriation bills 
and other legislation which the country needs and which it expects 
at our hands, and with which this side of the Senate, so faras I am 
advised, is ready to proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it would be extreme vanity upon my part 
topresume that I could add anything to the discussion of parliamentary 
Jaw and usage to which we have listened from Senators on hoth sides of the 
Chamber. [haveneverpretended to heanexpertasto parliamentary law, 
and although my public service antedates by some years my service in 
this body, I confess with very great modesty and some contrition that 
my knowledge of parliamentary law has been and is confined to the 
rules that a motion to adjourn and a motion for the previous question 
are always in order. When I came to the Senate of the United States 
and found that the previous question did not obtain here, I was remit- 
ted to the isolated fact that a motion to adjourn is alwaysin order. T 
am told now that the additional rule is to be added of the previous 
question as to the proceedings of this body; and, Mr. President, permit 
me to say that the events upon yesterday would under ordinary cir- 
cumstances be trivial but for the fact that the shadow of this cléture 
rule, which goes further than the ordinary previous question, rests 
Tipon all that we do and say now upon every subject. ‘There is a ten- 
sion not only in this Chamber, but throughont the country, anextreme 
tension, brought about by the intimation that the time is rapidly ap- 
proaching when the presiding officer of this body will, undersome gen- 
eral and nebulous parliamentary law, declare that debate is ended and 
that freedom of speech has ceased to exist in the Senate of the United 
States. 

This has been for one hundred years tho tribunal in which absolute 
liberty of speech has existed. In this body there has been a conserva- 
tive feeling which has.withstood all the storms of partisan passion and 
Tage. The great popular branch of Congress has given way under po- 
litical emergencies, and extraordinary methods outside of the law and 
the Constitution, in my judgment, have prevailed in order to bring 
about the objects of party. Butit has been the boast of the Senate 
and of all its members and of all the great men whose names illustrate 
our history, and whose services will last in memory so long as we have 
a country, that here in this Chamber was liberty of speech, if it ceased 
to exist every where else. 

Mr. President, with the shadow of this clôture rule resting upon us, 
with the intimation which has almost come to be a matter of knowl- 
edge that the most extreme measures will be used to terminate this 
debate, I shall make no apology for giving my opinion upon the ques- 
tions that are pending now before the Senate. 

The extraordinary spectacle is presented in a representative govern- 
ment, supposed to be based upon the will of the people, where the 
popular voice is understood to have a response through representatives 
of the people—the extraordinary spectacle is presented of a most ex- 
treme, harsh, irritating measure being forced, against popular senti- 
ment and in the face of a recent popular election, 

When during the last session the tariff bill was under consideration 
we were repeatedly told that both parties would go to the country, and 
that the people of the United States would decide the great issues at 
the polls. In the co-ordinate branch of the Goyernment action had 
also been taken upon this pending bill. It was then here in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and only postponed because the tariff intro- 
duced an influence that overshadowed the pending bill and caused us 
to go to the consideration of tariff taxation. But when we adjourned 
and went to the people of the United States, this pending bill was an 
issue, made so in every county in every Stateof the Union. The peo- 
ple at the November election passed their jndgment, delivered their 
verdict upon this pending bill, as well as upon the tariff measure, which 
had been signed by the President and become a law. 

We reassembled hero in the face of a great defeat inflicted upon the 
Republican party, which fora quarter of a century had controlled the des- 
tinies of the American people. We came back and the shattered col- 
umns of our Republican adversaries hesitated and wavered in the pres- 
enco of the popular verdict that had been rendered at the polls; but 
party necessities becamesupreme. Theleadersofthe Republican party 
determined in view of the overwhelming popular defeat that had come 


upon them to make a new alignment of their forces and to perpetuate 
their power by trampling upon the will of the people and through co- 
ercion in the shape of the pending bill to bring about what they had 
failed to achieve at the polls. 

Every intelligent man in this country to-day understands the mean- 
ing of this bill politically. It means that in order to avert the great 
disaster that formulated itself in the November election this bill is now 
to be put upon the statute books in order that intimidation and coercion 
and national force sHall overcome the will of the majority of the people 
of this country and continue political power in the Republican party. 
That is the plain meaning of it, and in order that this desperate meas- 
ure may become a law it is now supplemented by the attempt to de- 
stroy the usages of the Senate, to trample down in the only place in 
this country where free speech exists the constitutional right of the 
Senators of sovereign States within their sphere under the Constitution 
to be heard here in the discussion of great questions as representing the 
will of their constituents. 

Mr. President, let us hope that what the giants of the past failed to 
achieve the leaders of the Republican party to-day can not accomplish. 
It becomes of the utmost importance for us to know the attempts that 
have been made under great party excitement and party exigencies, like 
that which now has come upon the Republican party, in the past, by 
whom it was attempted, and what has been the result. 

Do our-friends upon the other side of this Chamber think that they 
can to-day defy the public sentiment of this country and do what for 
one hundred years has been attempted in only a few instances and then 
without success? 

We talk of a representative Government; we boast in each recurring 
celebration of our National Independence of the antithesis in re to 
liberty and popular representation between this country and that from 
which we separated; we talk of this grand Republic, where the people 
are supreme, the imperial people, and then of the downtrodden people 
of England, from whose clutches we escaped during the Revolution. 
Mr. President, ifa general election had been held in England upon a 

t pending question like that in the bill now before us, if the min- 
istry had gone to the people and been defeated as the Republican party 
has been defeated, every British minister would have surrendered his 
portfolio; the Queen would not have dared to thwart the popular will 
expressed at the polls. 

Now, what has been the history of the attempt to introduce this 
clôture rule, or previous question, in the Senate of the United States? 
I have before me an official record from the beginning to the end of this 
whole question, collated with great care and absolutely accurate. 

In 1850, during the long debate on the admission of California, 
Mr. Donglas, of Ilinois, offered a resolution for the previous question 
in the Senate, but when it came up in its order it was laid on the table 
withouta word of debate. (Congressional Globe, firstsessidn, Thirty-first 
Congress, volume 21, part 2, pages 1466 and 16838. ) 

At the’same session Mr. Underwood, of Kentucky, offered a resolu- 
tion for a new rule, by which an amendment could be laid on the ta- 
ble without carrying the bill orresolution withit. Thatresolution was 
opposed as being a sort of previous question and was withdrawn by Mr. 
Underwood. (Congressional Globe, volume 21, part 2, first session, 
Thirty-first Con 1688, 1689, 1690, and 2034.) 

March 10, 1870, Mr. Hamlin submitted a resolution that, whero a 
subject had been for two days under consideration, it should be com- 
petent, without debate, for the Senate by a two-thirds majority to fix 
a time not less than one day thereafter when the main question should 
be taken, but allowing each Senator who offered an amendment to 
speak five minutes on the same and a like time for another Senator 
to reply. No action was taken upon this resolution. (Congressional 
Globe, Forty-first Congress, second session, part 2, page 1819.) 

March 25, 1870, Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, submitted a resolu- 
tion instructing the Select Committee on the Revision of the Rules to 
inquire into the expediency of adopting a rule for the remainder of the 
session providing that when a bill shal! have been considered for two 
days two-thirds of the Senators present may order it to a third reading. 

Mr. Thurman objected to the resolution and it went over. 

April 7, 1870, the resolution was laid before the Senate, and on mo- 
tion of Mr. EDMUNDS it went over. 

When the resolution was again called up it was agreed to, but the 
committee neyer submitted any report uponit. (Congressional Globe, 
Forty-first Congress, second session, part 3, pages 2212, 2479, and 
2669.) 

April 4, 1870, when the Senate was considering a bill “to admit the 
State of Georgia to representation in the Congress of the United States,’’ 
Mr. Chandler, of Michigan, offered a resolution that, upon the resump- 
tion of the consideration of the Georgia bill, there shall be noadjourn- 
ment or recess until the final vote be taken. 

Mr. Thurman objected, and the resolution went over. (Congressional 
Globe, Forty-first Congress, second session, part 3, page 2386.) 

The regolution was called up April 14, 1870. In the course of the . 
debate, Mr. Anthony, of Rhode Island, opposed the resolution on the 
ground that it would be setting a very dangerous precedent. I call 
the attention of my friend from Rhode Island to the Ianguage of his 
illustrious predecessor, that it would be settinga very dangerous prec- 
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edent and taking away very important and precious rights of mi- 
norities, 

Mr. EpwunDs made the point of order that the resolution did not 
comply with the fifty-third rule, and therefore was ont of order. 

T have not had time to look up that rule, but I am curions to do so 
to see what part of the fifty-third rule that resolution did not comply 
with. 

The Vice President sustained the point of order and the resolution 
was ruled out. (Congressional Globe, Forty-first Congress, second 
session, part 3, pages 2669 and 2670.) 

March 17, 1873, at the special session of the Senate, Mr. Wright, of 
Towa, offered a resolution instructing the Committee on the Reyision 
of the Rules to inquire into the propriety of so amending the rules as 
to provide, first, that debate shall be confined and be relevant to the 
subject-matter before the Senate; second, that the previous question 
may be demanded either by a majority vote or in some modified form, 
etc. 

Mr. Thurman objected to the consideration of the resolution and it 
went over. 

March 19, Mr. Wright called up hisresolution and a debate occurred, 
participated in by Messrs. Thurman, Bayard, Casserly, and Carpenter, 
who opposed the resolution, and by Mr. Wright, of Iowa, and Mr. 
BHERMAN, who favored alimitation of debate. Mr. STEWART favored 
the reference of the resolution, as did Mr. Anthony, the latter stating 
that he was not in favorof limiting debate in the Senate, but was per- 
fectly willing that the resolution should go to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion to take up the resolution was defeated on a yea-and-nay 
vote—yers 25, nays 30. Amongthenays were Alcorn, Boutwell, Cam- 
cron, Carpenter, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Oglesby, Patterson, Robertson, 
Schurz, aid West—Republicans, (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 
1, Forty-third Congress, specialsession of the Senate, pages 90, 113,117.) 

April 23, 1890, Mr. CHANDLER, of New Hampshire, offered a reso- 
Intion that whenever a bill or resolution reported from a committee is 
under consideration the Senate may, on motion to be acted on without 
debate or dilatory motion, order that on a day not less than six days 
after the passage of the order debate shall cease and the Senate pro- 
ceed to dis of the bill or resolution; and when said day shall arrive, 
at 3-o’clock the vote shall be forthwith taken without debate or dila- 
tory motions upon any amendment to the bill or resolution, and upon the 
passage thereof. Whenever a quorum of Senators shall not vote upon 
any roll-call, the presiding officer, at the request of any Senator, shall 
cause to be entered upon the Journal the names of all Senators present 
and aot voting, and such Senators shall be deemed and taken as in at- 
tendance and present as part of a quorum to do business, and the dec- 
laration of the-result of the voting shall be made accordingly, ete. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules and not re- 
ported back. (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 21, part 4, Fifty-first 
Congress, first session, page 3704.) 

Mr. President, there is the history from the record of the previous 
question, or the eléture rule, be is another form of the same ques- 
tion, in the Senate of the Uni tates, I make no apology now for 
referring briefly to the only extended debate had upon this subject that 
can be found in the RECORD. It is the debate referred to in the mem- 
oranda that I have read from, when Messrs, Bayard, Casserly, and Car- 
penter participated. Mr. Bayard stated the position of the opponents 
in this language: 

Mr, BAYARD. Mr. President, I look with t disfavor upon this proposi- 
tion; nor do I know of any justification for the charge that the public a eds 
has been obstructed by the forms of debate in thisbody. Ido not mean tosay 
that members may not at times have grown impatient, especially those whose 
power was , aud who were therefore eager for the victory which was 
sure to come to them by force of numbers. As to the obstruction of puvi 
business, as I sdy, I know of none, Ican think of no instance of it. Willit 
not be time enough to make this change in the rules of our debate when ex- 
perience has shown the necessity for it? 

Frees is what was intended to be secured by the rules, as we now have 
them. Free speech is what we have had under them, and without meaning to 
make an issue of fact with the honorable Senator who has just taken his seat, 
or with any other Senator on this floor, I must declare that in my experiencein 
this body I have known no abnse of the privilege of debate. On the contrary, 
I have known great advantage to come from it, The majority haye it in their 
power to enact measures into laws. Leave, then,at least, to those who oppose 
you, the privilege of protest and the privilege of giving the reasons for their 
protest. ‘Strike but hear;” and do not hasten so to ke without hearing. 

Tshall at peek! poso any proposition that undertakes to limit debate 
beyond the just d fon of members here. There isa personal responsibility 
of men to their country and their constituency on this subject which ought to 
be suflicient, which in the past has proved sufficient to protect the country. 
As [have said, I look with t disfavor upon the proposition of introducing 
any gag law iato the rule of debate in this body. There surely is no necessity 
for it upon the ground of public business, and no mere expediency will justify 
it. Gentlemen may bea little fatigued sometimes at hea: views opposed to 
their own in this Chamber, but they should recollect that, after all, it is a poor 
privilege for men to speak when defeat certainly awaits them at the end of the 
debate. The minority know that fact, ang so long as itis ible to appeal to 
the reason and by argument to produce a change in votes, the time is well 
spent, and I trust it will not be the disposition of the Senate toshorten it. It 
. will be time enough to set on foot these rigorous measures when an abuse 

has occurred. I donot admit that it has occurred yet. I do not think it can 

be justly said to have occurred yet, and I therefore hope the Senate will indi- 
cate their unwillingness to take the first step even for referring for informa- 


tion a resolution of this character to a committee, 
Mr. CARPENTER—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let me ask the Senator—I came in while he was 
reading—whose remarks he was reading from then? 

Mr, VEST. Those were the remarks of Mr. Bayard, of Delaware. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish to ask the Pan e if he will allow 
me, what Mr. Bayard would say after the exhibition of to-day about 
a question of the amendment of the Journal. 

Mr. VEST, If the Senator from Vermont will permit me to take 
my own course in debating this question I think I shall come to the 
question that he propounds. 

As to what cause there is for departing from this great rule in the 
Senate of the United States as shown in present facts andin surround- 
ing conditions, I deny absolutely that there is any excuse for putting 
this clôture rule into effect. I say that untileyery Senator represent- 
ing a State in this body has been heard in his own fashion, itis an out- 
rage to Suppress the liberty of speech here. There are nine Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber who have not spoken upon the pending 
elections bill. I can say for myself that, while I have been prepared to 
say what little I chose to say for weeks, I haye not done so because 
other Senators, older than myself in years and who had pressing ren- 
sons, asked that they should be heard, and I gave way to them. Itis 
an assumption that we have wasted time here. The Senator has no 
right to assume that we look upon this measure as he does. On the 
contrary, we regard it as an outrageous and infamous measure, as one 
involving personal liberty and one attacking constitutional freedom, 
and we would be recreant to every trust that our people haveputin us 
if we did not fight it by every honorable and parliamentary method 
which can be used by a minority. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator yield to me—I do not mean to 
yield the floor—but for a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may be allowed to remind the Senator, the 
pending question has been all day on amending a particular paragraph 
of the Journal, as written, in respect tothe accuracy of what took place 
yesterday, and three-quarters, if not nine-tenths, of the debate to-day 
has been upon an entirely different question. Does the Senator mean 
to say that that is fairly and honestly legitimate? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, a thousand times yes, under the cir- 
cumstances. We are told here, if not in direct terms, by inference 
which is absolutely irresistible and unavoidable, and we can taste it 
in the surrounding atmosphere, all these corridors are full of it, and 
we can hear it all over this Capitol and in the public press, that the 
time is rapidly approaching when debate will be ended in this Cham- 
ber by the action of the presiding officer. When that is to come we 
can not tell. It may be in an hour, it may be in a day, it may bein 
a week, but that rests entirely with the majority in this Chamber. It 
is conceded here that ultimate action on this clôture rule, brought 
here from the caucus of the Republican party by their accredited agent, 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], is simply a prelimi- 
nary moyement. 

Are we not to avail ourselves of every opportunity under parliamen- 
tary rules to address the people of the United States in regard to a bill 
which we think affects, and not only affects but attacks, the fanda- 
mental doctrine of constitutional liberty in this country? I make no 
excuse for ing upon the whole subject whenever I can in view of 
the attitude of the Republican party here now, especially in view of 
the action of the presiding officer of this Chamber last evening when a 
Senator, exhausted in his place, asked the poor privilege that a brother 
Senator should read an extract for him, and that privilege was denied 
him upon the objection of a Republican Senator, aud that objection 
sustained by the Chair. Never before in my twelve years’ service in 
this Chamber have I seen that done. Never before have the ordinary 
rules of courtesy been violated in order to meet a supposed political 
exigency. 

Mr. President, the right of a minority, inside of parliamentary rules, 
to resist in every way possible what they consider to be an infraction 
of the spirit of: the Constitution, if not its letter, what they believe 
tramples upon the dearest rights of a free people, is a right sacred in 
itself and which no brayeand honest representative will ever surrender. 

Mr. President, we have heard great complaint in this Chamber about 
the fu quoque rule, as it is called in the old Latin phrase. We have 
heard from two or three Senators, ‘‘Oh, yes; your whole argument is, 
“Yon have done these things in the North also, It is true the South- 
ern people have been guilty of outrages, but you have inflicted out- 
rages upon the Chinese, and you have scenes of disorder and bloodshed 
in your own communities; ’’ and they say this is not an argumentat 
all. The Savior of mankind used it when He said: 


Judge not, that ye be not judged. 

For with what judgment ye judge, ye shail be judged: and with what :ncas- 
ure ye mete, it shall be measured to you aganin. - 2 

And why beholdest thou the mote that isin thy brother's eye, but considerest 
not the beam that is in thine own cye? 

Or how wilt thou say to thy brother, Let me pull out the mote out of thine 
eye; and, behold, m beam is in thine own eye? 

Thou hypocrite, first cast out the beam ont of thine own eye, and then shalt 
thon see clearly to cast out the mote ont of thy brother's cye. 


I have seen upon the other side of the Chamber in my service here 
of twelve years, on occasion after occasion, the Republican seats vacant 
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in order to break a quorum. I haveseen Senators who are now before 
me sit in their seats and sneeringly refuse to answer to their names in 
order to thwart the will of the majority in this Chamber in the two 
years that we held control here, 

I witnessed, time after time, Republican Senators trample upon the 
rules of the Senate, and their only plea for it was party exigency in 
order to defeat measures which they considered were detrimental to 
their political supremacy in the United States. I recall upon one oc- 
casion when thatgallant old soldier, General Burnside, then a Senator 
from Rhode Island, whom I afterwards with loving hands te to 
bury in the State he represented, stood upon this floor and publicly, 
as the RECORD shows, begged pardon for having violated the rules of 
the Senate in having been led by the action of the Republican caucus 
into trampling under foot the will of the majority fairly expressed here, 
and he said, “I have done it heretofore under the solicitation of my 
associates, but, so help me God, Iwill never do it again.” [Applause 
in the galleries, ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Order! Order! 

Mr. VEST. Now the tender conscience and the silken ear of tho 
Senator from Vermont, who was here then and participated in those 
scenes without protest upon his part, are lacerated and torn by the 
spectacle of a little delay on the Democratic side. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A little delay? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, alittle delay. [Laughter.] If the Senator likes 
that word, let him mouth it and swallow it and digest it—a little de- 
lay, infinitesimally little compared with the evilsin this infamous bill 
which you propose to force upon the country againstpublic sentiment. 
When you are attempting to trample upon the will of the people of 
this country as expressed at the polls, as expressed in the public news- 
papers, and as expressed by leading men, North and South, of the Re- 
publican party, your own party, we are to sit here like dumb cattle 
to be driven to the sacrifice, and then when we undertake to use our 
constitutional redress and the means that the law of the country has 
put in our hands, we are told that we are obstructing the public busi- 
ness! 

There was a Senator once in this Chamber, the most brilliant whom I 
ever served with, a lawyer, an orator, and a statesman, who could rise 
above party—I mean Matt Carpenter, of Wisconsin. Here is whathe 
said about this clôture rule, and he was beyond doubt a Republican: 


Mr. CARPENTER. Mr, President, I entirely concur with the Senator from 
Delaware who has just taken bis seat. 
There ought to be one place in this 

free debate, but full debate, 


He speaks to-day from his grave and tells his associates here what 
is the dearest right of a Representative of the people in the Halls of 
Congress. 


There is another body of very honorable men, to which I can not refer, but of 
which I have heard more or less, of whose doings I havo seen some things, 
wheres previous question obtains, and I certainly shall never vote nor give the 
slightest encouragement by any vote of mine to establish © previous question 
here, = 


Senator Carpenter said that in 1873 of another place, which I shall 
notname. What would he have saidif he had been here and witnessed 
thescenes in that other place during the last session of Congress? What 


vernment where there can be not ortly 


would he have said if he had witnessed the outrageous and flagrant’ 


disregard of rules, when the will of one man supplanted that of the 
Representatives of the entire people; when laws were enacted by the 
will of acommittee of three and no measure could be considered unless 
it came from that committee; when the will of the people of the United 
States goes for nothing before theipse dixit of three men, whose action is 
subordinate to that of one, whose only purposeis to bring about political 
supremacy for his party and himself? / 

Mr. President, I have read from the record all that I can find upon 
this subject. It is not all-the authority that can be had. Iam not 
in the habit of reading the past utterances of my colleagues for the 
parpose of convicting them of inconsistency, but I desire to read from 
a great authority, circumstances and conditions considered, as to the 
propriety of this clôture rule in the Senate. I do not read this as an 
attack upon the distinguished author, but I read it in order to appro- 
priate the argument he makes. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator what he reads from. 
T did not hear it. 

_Mr. VEST. Iwasabouttostate that. Iread from an article which 
lias obtained some notoriety in The Youth’s Companion, of Boston, Mass., 
November 13, 1890, and it is a monograph on the Senate by Senator 
GEORGE F. Hoar. 

The word ‘Senate’ comes from the Latin word senex, 
assembly of old men. 

That is interesting information, 


People used to believe that only old men were fit to make laws. This is 
shown by the titles of the chief lawmaking assemblies of different countries, 
some of which arestillin use. The Latin senatus or patres conseripti (conscript 
fathers), the Greek gerousia (from geron, old man), the Saxon alderman or elder- 
man, the French seigneur, preserve traces of this early usage. 

In some cases where the name is Kopi mature age is no longer required for 
the office. The Constitution of the United States provides that ** no person shall 
be a Senator who shall not have attained to the age of thirty years, and been 
nine years a citizen of the United States, and who shall not, when elected, be an 
inhabitant of that State for which he shall be chosen.” 


It meant, nt first, an 


But the State Legislatures, in the Le aay eyed eararnaas have adhered much 
more closely to the theory from w. the body derives its name than ihe Con- 
stitution itself requires. enverage age ofthe persons who now compose thd 
Senate is sixty years. It has but eight members who are less than fifty years 
old, and not one less tha’ ie tah 

The Governm nt established by tho Constitution of the United States differs 
non — of other countries in many things, but especially in five essential 
particulars, 


Then the Senator proceeds to give these five essential particulars. I 
now come to what is pertinent to the clôture rule. Senator Hoar 
says: ‘ 

$ 

The Senate also differs from the House of Representatives, and I believe from 
all other legislative bodies in this ones in that the “previous question "and 
every other device for J Slane dye end to debate, except that of unanimous agree- 
ment, is unknown to fits proceedings. 

The “previous question,” accord ng to the poe of parliamentary bodies 
here, is introduced by a motion ‘that the main question be now put.’ In thé 
House of Representatives it is put without debate. In some assemblies a de- 
bate is allowed, which, however, is confined strictly to the question whether or 
not the vote shall be taken at once, without permitting any discussion of the 
merits of the pending measure. 

If the “ previous question ™ is ordered, there can be no further debate, and, 
what is commonly of quite as py ve importance, there can be no further amend- 
ment. The measure must be adopted or rejected as it is; so that members are 
put in the awkward position of being compelled to votë against a measure con- 
taining some things which they approve or for a measure containing some 
things which they dislike, withouta chance to perfect it or to record their opin= 
ion on particular parts or clauses. Measures are passed or defeated without 
giving opportunity to the members of the body either to instruct their 
ciates by discussion or to perfect the mensure by suggesting amendments. 

There are also in other legislative bodies lim tes Face on the time of debate, 
either by general rules or by special orders passed by the majority in partic- 
ular cases, But in the Sonate there can be no limit upon debate except by 
unanimous Consent, 

In this assembly speech is absolutely unfettered. Every measure can be dis- 
cussed fully without restraint and amended without limit. Thisis of immense 
importance, not only to the perfection of es nara but also to the dignity of 
the Senate, and, inmy opiatai y ċiyil liberty itself. 

An attempt was made by Mr, Clay, during tho Presidency of John Tyler, to 
introduce the hour rule and the ‘previous question" into the Senate, 


Mr. VOORHEES. Whom is the Senator reading from now ? 
Mr. VEST. From the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


The Democratic minority, threatened forcible resistance. Some of Mr, Clay's 
political friends flinched from his support, and the plan was given up. 

It will be readily seon how great conservative force is exerted by a body so 
constituted, in which the discussion and amendment are unrestricted, even in - 
the matter of ordinary legislation. But the House of Representatives has yol 
untarily placed itself at a disadvantage through n provision of the Constitution 
which was intended to secure for ita special dignity and privilege. Inthecon- 
vention which framed the Constitution there was an earnest controversy be- 
tween the large States, which insisted that the representation in both Houses 
of Congress should be according to population, and the smaller States, which 
urged that the representation of the States should be equal, X 


La 
I have not space here to explain what T have fully es elsewhere, how 
this provision, coupled with the “‘preyious question’’in the House, gives the 
power of fullest discussion and amendment of these great bills in the Senate, 


Ishould have read, however, the preceding sentences in regard to 
the appropriation bills: 


It seemed fora good while that this difference could not be reconciledand that 
the convention must break up without accomplishing anything. The difer- 
cnet was reconciled by what is known as the Connecticut compromise, by 
which the States are to be equally represented in the Senate, but as an equiva- 
lent all bills for raising revenue must originate in the popular branch; butthe 
Senate may pro) or concur with amendments, ns on other bills. The House 
of Representatives claims, and the Senate for a long time has yielded the claim, 
that this gives the House the exclusive power of originating all the great ap- 
propao bills by which the Government is carried on. : 

I have not space here to explain what I haye fully explained elsewhere, how 
this provision, coupled with the ‘previous question” in theHouse, gives the 
power of fullest discussion and amendment of these t bills in the Senate, 
while, as they are finall alisped, the House commonly passes them notonly 
a it discussion and Aaméndment, but even in ignorance of what they con- 

n. 


I call attention now to the fact that this previous question or cléture 
rule is intended to apply for this session not only as to the pending 
measure, but as to the great appropriation bills which are to come to 
us from the House of Representatives. Therefore the argument here 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts applies in its full seope and- 
vigor to the clôture rule that is now pending in this body. 

- Again Senator HOAR says: 

But in the United States the process of change is slow and is meant to be 
slow. To any new law there must go the assent of the President, whose term 
of office is four years, and of the Senate, where the yotes of Delaware, Rhode 
Island, and Nevada equal those of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, In- 
deed, it may well be expected that instances will happen where the majority of 
the House will be of one political opinion for a generation, and the majority of 
the Senate of another. That has been the case during twelve of the last four- 
teen years. 

Ifany citizens be disposed to be impatient under this restraint upon the will 
ofthe majority, let them remember that it wasin this way that our fathers laid 
the foundation of their Government below the frost, 

They meant that it should declare the will of the ple. But the will so de- 
clared was to be mature, deliberate, well considered—itasobersecond thought. 
They were building for centuries, not for hours. e a 

The limit upon the number of the Senate isan added security for its perform- 
ing its conservative functions. Experience has shown that however calm and 
dignified and wise individual men es fr they become easily subject to passion 
and excitement when assembled in large bodies. James Madison said tha 
“had every Athenian citizen been a Socrates every Athenian assembly woul 
still have been a mob,” 


Mr, President, that argument against the cléturerule was made No- 
vember 13, 1890. Has anything occurred since then to change the 
force of this argument? Is there anything to-day that makes this cl- 
ture rule any less an infraction of civil liberty than it was on November 
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13, 1890? For one hundred years the previous question has not ob- 
tained in this Senate. It was championed by Mr. Douglas and aban- 
doned, it was championed by Mr. Clay and abandoned, and now the 
Senatorfrom Massachusetts gives the most conclusive arguments against 
it, and yet its shadow is upon ‘us, upon every bill, upon every debate, 
upon every word that is uttered in this Chamber, and that in the face 
of the theo exigencies as to material interests that rest upon the people 
of the United States to-day, and in defiance of the prayer, the absolute 
prayer, that comes up from every part of the country for relief against 
existing conditions, 

But, Mr. President, it is the most terrible indictment of representa- 
tive government that has ever been made to say that this clôture rule 
shall now be applied and this force bill, this election bill, shall be 
passed inthe face of the absolute proof we baye that an immense ma- 
jority of the people of the United States have given their deliberate 
judgment against it. 

Iam not in the confidence of the Republican party. Iam not the 
keeper of their conscience or presumed to be in a position to advise 
them, but I haye a right to avail myself of arguments known to all 
men and facts that are patent to all in order to substantiate the truth 
of what I say. If public sentiment be not against this bill, why is it 
that the anomaly is now presented that all the great leading Repub- 
lican papers of this céuntry to-day aro outspoken againstit, not in one 
ee but in all, in the East, in the West, in the North, and in the 

mit 

Mr. FRYE. Republican papers? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; Republican papers and leading Republican papers. 

Mr. FRYE. Where is there one in New England? 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot remember the title of it, but there is a Re- 
publican paper in Boston which opposes the bill. 

Mr. VEST. The Boston Advertiser; I have ithere. Itcame outin 
as strong an editorial against it as I have ever read. The city of Bos- 
ton, I believe, is in New England? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; Boston is in New England. 

Mr. VEST. Itis very close to Plymouth Kock, where the Senator 
from New York [Mr. EvAnrs] once said ‘‘ the Pilgrim fathers landed 
and fell on their knees, and then fell on the aborigines.” [Laughter.] 

Now, I quote from the Omaha Bee. That is a Republican paper in 
Nebraska: 

From the point of view of party interest such I lation would at this time 
be mostinexpedient, The great majority of Republicans at the North do not 
desire it, and the reduced Republican representation from the South in the next 
Con is very convincing evidence that the Republicans generally of that 
séction are not favorable to it. 

The St. Lonis Globe-Democrat, and that is a Republican paper within 
my personal knowledge, if there is one in this country, and it is the 
organ of the party in the Mississippi Valley, says: 

The country does not demand any legisiation of this kind at present, whether 
moderate or radical, and ifany is seriously attempted the persons who Jead in 
the posh Nr tpi will bo’held to a rigid accountability by the puy Spesking 

one the gentlemen who aro said to be persisting in the passage of the 

zo bill are the persona to whom the country is inde 


bted for the extreme 
and unrepublican provisions contained fn the McKinley law. If these men 


were as observant as they ate resolute and perverse, they would see that the 
party is not in the mood just now to stand any more of their folly. Let the 
election bill sleep where it ison the Calendar. The country is not asking for 
its in any shape, and if a AE Er persist in bringing it forward they 
7 simply be doing work from which the Democratic party will reap the bene- 


Mr. President, I hardly know whether I should say it or not, but I 
honestly believe it, and it may go for whatitis worth; if I were speak- 
ing here to-day asa partisan I would thank the promoters of this meas- 
ure to pass it. If I sought simply the supremacy of the party to which 
I belong, I would “thank God, and not look the gift horse in the 
mouth.” I am not a prophet, as the Senator from Kansas said the 
otber day, nor the son of a prophet, but this bill, especially as 

ou propose to pass it, by trampling upon the rules of the Senate and 

y gagzing Senators here from States—pass it under such conditions, 
and not five States in this Union will give their electoral votes to the 
Republican party at the next Presidential election. 

Why, then, you may ask me, do I oppose it? I oppose it because I 
honestly believe from my standpoint, knowing my own race as I do, 
knowing the negroes as I do, and knowing the South, where I have 
lived, as I do, I believe that the destruction of material in the 
alienation, the innumerable evils that would come from this bill would 
make me @ criminal if I looked to partisan advantage instead of to the 
good of the entire country. 

My friends upon the other side have not the same issue they had in 
the war. Permit me to say they make the great mistake that they are 
yet fighting the battle for human freedom. Then they had the sym- 
pathy of the entire civilized world, and the South was handicapped 
with the prejudice of the whole civilized world inst them, but to- 
day the prejudice of the white men of the world will be with the South 
in the struggle that you are invoking. There are laws above your 
statute books that you nevercan abrogate and never can limit. They 
are planted in the human breast by the Great Architect of the Universe, 
and they will remain there until time shall be no more. 

If the hour should conie—and may God avert it—when madness and 
folly will cause raco collision in the South, make no mistake about the 


‘prejudices and the Papasi of tho whites of the North without re- 
gard to party in a terrible conflict like that, When, in the Sepoy in- 
surrection in India, British officers threatened to pistol their wivesand 
daughters to prevent them from falling into the hands of their barba- 
rous foe, there was not one white man upon the face of the carth, even 
if the inveterate enemy of England, who did not pray for success tothe - 
British arms; and it will be so again. You are playing with edged 
tools, but while helping the Democrats you may inflict a mortal wound 
upon the fairest section of this country and upon the material pros- 
perity of the whole Union, 

If it were only a question of your supremacy or of ours, I would say 
“God speed.” I want no better issue than this, You will solidify 
the white men of the South and you will not get one more vote from 
the negro, whilst in the North you will draw the color line, and so 
soon as you do your party commits suicide politically. You may say 
this is not right; you may talk about the Republican party never going 
backward, that it must always advance, as an cloquent orator said the 
other day in another part of this Capitol. Because you made one mis- 
take you must carry it out to tho end, even if the end be death. You 
take no note of surrounding conditions, you are tostimulate yourselves 
to action by uttering the wareries of twenty-five years ago, forgetting 
that white-robed peace is spreading its pinions again over our country 
and that all our people want is rest. 

Now, I proceed to read another article, which is taken from the St. 
Paul Pioneer Press, also a Republican paper. That paper says: 

The independent Republican has served astern warning on his party leaders, 
He has told them in time what they must expect ifthoy persist in donying his 
reasonable demands and in following their prearranged programme to the bitter 
end. He desires to vote the Ropublican ticket, which is the ticket of his choice. 
He has no desire to turn over the Government once more to Democratic hands, 
But he will be heard and heeded. And he is, first and lastand always; unal- 
terably opposed tothe Federal election bill, If the House is fixed in its mad- 
ness, the Senate must stand between tho Republican party and this threatened 
ruin. It was warned what would Happen if it passed the McKinley bill, andin 
more terrible fashion than any prophet dreamed of was that warning realized, 
It is warned now that, ifthe ge bill becomes a law, it will be next to imi- 
ponis to save the party in 1892 from the vengeance of the voters who seo it 

nsensible to the lessons of November. 
Ld $. . e . x s 

“The purpose of the proposed law,” said the Sentinel in one of its articles, 
“has our warmest approval; we only oppose the attempt to onnctit froma 
settlod conviction that the Jaw would prove bie! Shroot ss and bo productive of 
considerable eviland of no good whatever. Tho Sentinel attributed tho difi- 
culty about the negro yote at the South to the prejudice of the whites against 
negro rule. J 

And it goes on to say: 

It is no answer to this argument to declare the prejudice which practically 
nullifies a provision of the national Constitution inmany of the Southern States 
is all wrong and that it must not be tolerated. hé statesman will adjust his 
action to facts and not to abstract theories. The paas exists and will pro- 
duce its inevitable results until itis greatly abated. P 

Firmly belicving that the curo for existing eviland injustice can only be found 
in time and reason, coupled with a firm attitude on the part of the people who 
condemn outrage and prong, wodo not wish to seethe Republicsn Congress 
enact the farce of passing a Jaw which would provens ineffectual as the Pope's 
famous bull against the comet, 

I read again from the Globe-Democrat: 

It is evident that the colored man— 


Alluding to the late South Carolina election— 

It is evident that the colored man and brother is not imbued with n sense of 
the value of those rights and privileges which white men prize so highly, His 
experience as a free man and a citizen has not lifted him ts the plano of intel- 
ligent and conscientious devotion to his country and its institutions. He does 
not care so much for the franchise as many people suppose. His views of life 
and society are radically different from ours, and are likely to remain so for a 
long time to come. Itia not to be doubted that much of the sympathy that wo 
are in the habit of manifesting for him because of his political wrongs is wasted, 

Mr. President, there is not an intelligent man acquainted with the 
negro race who does not know that these words are eminently true, 
and that the extraordinary measures now taken, upon the assumption 
that the negro is deprived against his own will of the right of sore 
and that if Congress passes this law he will rush to the polls frantically 
to exercise the right of afreeman, area gross mistake. The negroatone 
time was anxious to vote. Like all semicivilized races he was pleased 
witha toy; he was attracted bya novelty; hoe was allured by tho rhetor- 
ical bombast about his formulating legislation and controlling the des- 
tinies of the country. All that has passed away, and to-day, as the 
Globe-Democrat says, there are thousands and thousands of negro vo- 
ters in the South who, with all the facilities and means to vote, would 
not exercise the privilege, who care nothing for it, and who are muck 
more solicitous in regard to their material wants than political priyi- 
leges. 

Much has been said in this debate aboutthe constitutional question. 

I do not propose to discuss that, but in speaking to the people of the 
country I desire to say, in passing, I have given the closest attention 
and inquiry to what I believe to haye been the intent of the framers 
of the Constitution as to the clause conferring upon Congress the right 
to regulate the times, places, and manner of elections for members of 
Congress. I concede here to-day (and it is more, possibly, than any of 
my colleagues upon this side are willing to concede) that under tho 
language of the clause of the Constitution that confers this power, and 
ially under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Siebold case, reported in 100 United States Reports, the 
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power is ample and complete according to the language of the provision 


of the Constitution. But, Mr, President, the spirit of that provision 
is against the exercise of the power as proposed. I mean to say thatit 
never was contemplated by Hamilton and Madison, who were the 
prime movers in the conyention, that Congress should ever pass such 
2 law as that which you propose now and for the reasons that are given 
in this Chamber. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him 
there—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it will interrupt the Senator of course I will 
not. 

Mr. VEST. Itwill not interrupt me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator concedes that under the Constitu- 
tion Congress has the power to make or alter the regulations as to the 
time, place, or manner of holding elections, and I think that concession 
is correct, but what I desired to call the attention of the Senator to is 
this, that the bill which has been under consideration in theSenate does 
not make or alter any regulation as to the time or the place or the man- 
ner of holding elections. All the changeit makes in the election laws 
of the States is in regard to the certification of the result of the elec- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I was coming to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. So that it is outside of the constitutional power 
delegated to Congress. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas coming to that argument, and I agree with the 
Senator from Kentucky absolutely in regard to it. The great differ- 
ence between the existing Jawnow in the Revised Statutes, and which 
has been there for twenty years, and the proposed bill, is as to the cer- 
tification of the returns. ‘That is the virus in this whole bill. 

We hear repeatedly from our Republican friends that this is no ma- 
terial change in existing legislation. I beg most respectfully to state 
that the change is enormous, radical, and, in my opinion, absolutely 
fatal to the rights of the States and to free elections. Heretofore by 
the provisions of the Revised Statutes the manner of holding the elec- 
tions was ted to some extent by the presence of supervisors and 
marshals, but there is added this additional provision that the States 
which for one hundred years have alone certified the results of elec- 
tions within their limits for members of Congress are now to be con- 
trolled and supervised by Federal officials. In other words, that the 
controlling and finishing power of the National Government shall be 
put upon the elections for members of Congress in the respective States, 
and we know what that means. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will it interrupt the Senator from Missouri if I 
make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to suggest that this biil goes further than to 
constitute a returning board in each State to make returns from that 
State to the House of Representatives. It invades the House of Rep- 
resentatives itself and directs the Clerk of that Honse how he shall 
make up his roll constituting the House on which the House itself shall 
organize, which is in violation of the constitutional provision which 
declares that each House shall make the rules for its own proceedings 
and elect its own officers. 

Mr. VEST. That is certainly true, Mr. President, and that is the 
essential feature of this whole bill. It is mere leather and prunello 
if you leave ont the certification. 

As I said, for twenty years we have had nearly all the provisions of 
this bill in a modified form. I had occasion the other day heretoallude 
from personal knowledge to the operations of this law in my own State 
and in the city of St. Lonis. I stated here, and it has not been denied 
and will not be denied, for I read the testimony of the gentleman who 
did the work, Mr. W. D. W. Barnard, that he appointed 1,028 marshals 
in the city of St. Louis in 1876. He divided them into companies and 
regiments and put captains and colonels over them. Hestruckoff the 
registration list 5,760 voters, some of them the oldestand most respected 
citizens of St. Louis who had come there when the Indians were plying 
their canoes on the Father of Waters. ` 

They went to the polls and could not vote. „Many of them were ar- 
rested on the day of the election without writ, dragged off before United 
States commissioners, and held until after the polls were closed. Mr. 
Barnard went before a Congressional committee and swore that he did 
this in the interests of the Republican party, and he brought his bill 
for $21,000 here to the Attorney-General, Mr. Taft, who had ordered 
him to do it, as he swore, as his pay for this infamous work, and when 
he handed it over Taft said tohim jocularly, ‘‘Was there not anybody 
else to be made a deputy marshal in Missouri?’’? ‘‘ Well, ’? said Bar- 
nard, ‘‘ we intended to make it a safe job; we intended to do the work 
effectually. We brought you three Republican members of Congress 
and two of the districts were absolutely Democratic, and this was the 
first time they had ever gone Repnblican.’’ ‘‘Well,’? said Taft, as he 
took up his pen and signed the voucher, ‘‘ that isso, Mr. Barnard; you 
bring a good deal of sngar in yourspade,*’? [Laughter.] 

That was under the operation of the laws we now have. What would 
it be if you add to that a canvassing board of three men, appointed by 
a Republican circuit judge, who got his office through the political in- 


fluence of Senators and Representatives in this Capitol, and who isa 
partisan? for all thisnonsense about a man eliminating his partisan feel- 
ing as soon as he puts on the judicial ermine is fit simply for children. 
Judgesare partisans. TheSupremeCourt of the United Stateshas made 
some of its mostimportant decisions under the pressure of political exi- 
gency. There is not a circuit judge to-day holding his office for life 
who will not go back to the party to which he belonged when ap- 
pointed, who has not the same prejudices, and the same passions, and 
the same political bias. ? 

Take a man like Barnard, who manacled a whole city, the fifth city 
in the Union, a man who told the United States marshal, Lefingwell, 
when he hesitated about appointing these deputy marshals withouta 
petition, as the law requires, from two citizensof St. Louis, ‘‘ Haye you 
not got your orders from Washington City? Has not the Attorncy- 
Generaltold you whattodo?”’ ‘‘Yes,*’said Leflingwell, ‘‘but I donot 
want to doit. I was born and raised with these Democrats; they are 
honest men, and there is no trouble in St. Louis about elections, and 
there has never been any difficulty in regard to them. Ido not want 
to disfranchise my old neighbors, forthatis whatit means.” ‘* Well,”’ 
said Barnard, ‘‘ who made you marshal?’ Said Leffingwell, “You 
had a good deal to dowithit.”’ ‘‘ Then you obey orders, forthe power 
that made can unmake, Do thatdirty work or you walk the plank po- 
litically, and another man becomes marshal of this district.” “Well,” 
said Leflingwell, like a distinguished official of old when he called for 
a basin of water and said, “Iam innocent of the blood of this just 
person,” ‘*I will not do this; I can not do it, but I will turn the job 
over to you.” ‘‘Very good,” said Barnard, ‘‘ give me the power and I 
will work it,” and he took the power, and the result was he sent here 
three Republican Congressmen, two of the districts being absolutely 
Democratic. 

And yet we hear it said that there is nothing new in this bill, when 
you add a canvassing board to be appointed at the instance of such 
men as W. D, W. Barnard and W. W. Dudley, who appointed in the 
city of Indianapolisin 1880 six hundred deputy marshals and carried the 
city. Hehad twenty-five in each ward absolutely under his control and 
did the work of his party most effectually. 

Mr. President, this canvassing board is intended to absolutely insure 
success to the Republican party in every district where they choose to 
exercise the power. Under the provisions of this bill their certificate 
is made conclusive until the House of Representatives shall act. 

The Clerk of the House is to make up the roll of members from 
the returns made by thiscanvassing board. They have judicial power. 
They can strike out whole townshipsand precincts. They receive these 
lists from the chief supervisor, who has himself gone through them and 
eliminated such names as he pleases and then sends them up to the 
canyassing board, who go over them again, then send on their certificate 
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, that certificate being con- 
clusive until the House of Representatives shall act. 

In other words, they furnish a majority in the House to determine 
uponthe whole question ofevery contested election. They doas was done 
to ns in the State of Missouri when we were called upon to vote on 
what was known as the Drake constitution, and there was an oath in 
that constitution which made every man swear thathe had never sym- 
pathized in thought or feeling with the Southern cause, had never given 
a crust of bread or a drink of water to anybody engaged in it, and the 
constitution itself provided that in the vote on the adoption of the con- 
stitution no man should vote until he took the oath which he was 
called to vote on, or, in other words, as a condition precedent that por- 
tion ofthe constitution was assumed already to have been adopted and 
was obligatory upon every voter. s 

The House of Representatives is to be made up on the returns of the 
canvassing board so as to insure a Republican majority, and they pass 
upon the qualifications of every man whose seat is contested. Why, 
the man who can not see the object of such legislation is an‘idiot and 
it would be paying him a compliment to say he is partially insane. 
They can take this machinery and perpetuate their power forever. The 
canvassing board, although I may be s candidate for Congress and have 
a majority of 10,000 votes, can throw out my majority and give the 
certificate to the other party, and its action is conclusive on the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives in making up the roll. 

This is the object and intention of creating the canvassing board; but 
the bill if passed will be overwhelmed by popular odium and will re- 
coil upon the desperate politicians who are responsible for this infamy. 

Senators say, “You can go to a United States circuit courtand file a 
petition.’ Is there a lawyer who does not know what a farce that is? 
What prartitioner does not know that opposing counsel in a case like 
that could protract the proceedings until the term of two years is prac- 
tically exhausted and the man who has the certificate has drawn the 
salary and after a fashion discharged the duties of Representative? 
That is the mockery you offer to a people robbed of their will, who 
have gone to the polls under their State laws, who have their canvass- 
ing board under their statute, and their State officers are thrust aside 
contumelionsly, the statute of the State and its dignity trampled under 
foot, and a man sent here to represent the people of the district who 
has no more right toa seat than I have now toaseatin the British 
Parliament. 


1612 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


J ANUARY 21, 


I recur to the fact that this man Barnard, in the city of St. Louis, 
after he had carried the election, after he had struck off nearly 6,000 
voters, after he had done his work effectually at thepolls, and heard that 
the canvassing board, which, under our statute, is composed of the 
county judges and the county clerk, was about to throw outa certain 
precinct—precinct No, 77—with oneof his deputy marshals, went down 
to the county clerk’s office, where the State board was in session, 
stalked in like a military tyrant, booted, spurred, and sabered, and 
with an oath said, ‘‘ You dare to make a return of that precinct and I 
will put every one of you in jail!’’ and he swears himself that he did 
this without any warrant whatever, and says, ‘‘I would have done it.” 
He got his authority from Washington City, and with no respect what- 
ever for the State of Missouri, of which he wasa citizen, he determined 
to trample its laws ignominiously under foot. 

But recurring to this constitutional question, I was proceeding to say 
that I admit the letter of the constitutional provision aver Congress al- 
most unlimited power—the letter of it—and the Siebold case has gone to 
the full limit; but I say that the spirit of that enactment is against the 
exercise of the power proposed in this bill, and I call attention to the 
fact that Mr. Hamilton, the father of that provision, in his defense of 
it when it was attacked vigorously by the States in proposed amend- 
ments to it and by members in the convention, never contemplated for 
one instant the exertion of the power for the causes given in this de- 
bate. 

There is no pretense now that States have refused to elect. Theonly 
pretense is that States have not ele¢ted honestly and fairly and that 
there has been a suppression of certain votes. Now, is it not remark- 
able, if this constitutional provision was intended to apply to such a 
case, that we find no mention of it anywhere in the debates of the con- 
vention or in the arguments in the Federalist? On the other hand, an 
entirely different argument is made and an entirely different explana- 
tion given. * 

In Paper 59 of tho Federalist Mr. Hamilton says: 

Nothing can be more evident than thatan exclusive power of regulating 
elections for the National Governmentinthe handsof State Legislatures would 
leave the existence of the Union entirely to their mercy. They could at any 
moment annihilate it by i 
minister its affairs. It is to little purpose to say that a neglect or omission of 


this kind would not be likely to take place. The constitutional possibility of 
the thing, without an equivalent for the risk, is an unanswerable objection. 


That is to say, the possibility that the States might refuse to elect 
at all is the argument that he gives for the enactment of that clause of 
the Constitution. 

In 100 United States Supreme Court Reports, the Siebold case—and 
I makenoapology forquoting from the opinion of the minority—Justice 
Field delivered the minority opinion and was joined by another justice 
not now on the bench. Justice Field says: 

That was designed— 

Referring to section 4, Article I, of the Constitution— 

That was designed simply to give the General Government the means of its 
own preservation inst a possible dissolution, from the hostility of the States 
to the election of Representatives or from their neglect to provide suitable 
means for holding such elections, This is evident from the language of its ad- 
yocates, some of them members of the convention, when the Constitution was 
ee to the country for adoption. In commenting upon it, in report of the 

bates, Mr, Madison said that it was meant to give the National Legislaturea 
power not only to alter the provisions ofthe States, but to make regulations in 
case the States should fail or refuse altogether. (Elliot, Deb., 402.) And in the 
Virginia convention, called to consider the Constitution, he observed that “it 
was found impossible to fix the time, place, and manner of the election of Rep- 
resentatives in the Constitution. It was found necessary to leave theregulation 
of these, in the first place, to the State governments, as being best acquainted 
with the situation of the People, subject to the control of the General Govern- 
ment, in order to enable it to produce uniformity and prevent its own dissolu- 
tion.” (3 Elliot, Deb., 367.) 


And in the Federalist, says Judge Field, Hamilton said that the pro- 
priety of the clause in question rested— 


npon the evidence of the plain proposition that every government should con- 
tain in itself the means of its own preservation. 
Similar language is found in the debates in the conventions of the other 
States and in the writings of jurists and other Statesmen of that period. 
> 


In the conventions of several States— 

Says Judge Fielad— 
which ratified the Constitution an amendment was proposed to limit in ex- 
press terms the action of Congress to cases of neglect or refusal of a State to 
make r provisions for Congressional clections,and wus supported by a 
majority of the thirteen States; but it was finally abandoned upon the ground 
of the great improbability of Congressional interference so long as the States 
performed their duty. 

Mr. President, it is evident from these extracts, which I have abbre- 
yiated as much as possible, that the framers of the Constitution and 
the great men who defended it in the Federalist never contemplated 
for an instant that any such bill as is now pending in the Senate 
should be passed upon the grounds that we have heard urged here 
in debate. The whole exigency that this clause of the Constitntion 
was intended to meet was that if States, under the control of a ca- 
bal of politicians inimical to the General Government, as Hamilton 
puts it, or for any reason, should refuse to send Representatives and 
Senators to Congress, in that event, in pursuance of the right of self- 
preservation, Congress should have the power to provide for the elec- 
tion of Representatiyes and Senators. There is no pretense that any 


neglecting to provide for the choice of persons to ad-. 


such exigency hasarisen. But wehear, on the contrary, in this Cham- 
ber only the assertion that elections in a certain portion of the Union 
are not honestly conducted. In other words, the right of the people 
of the States to choose their Representatives is impugned because they 
have sent certain persons here as Representatives. 

Mr. President, the fandamental error in this whole business is that 
our Republican friends seem to think that a man’s nature is changed 
by making him an agent of the Federal Government instead of an agent 
ot the State. They seem to be laboring under the delusion that there 
is a sort of glamour about a Federal office that purifies the incumbent 
and makes him patriotic and honest. They seem to assume that Fed- 
eral officers are per se better than State officers, that there is some magic, 
necromantic elixir about an office conferred by the National Govern- 
ment, and that work done by the State officer may be corrupt and that 
done by the national officer can notbe. Doyou furnish any additional 
guaranty of honest elections by having them supervised by a Federal 
officer? Do you think that anything in the parchment or paper that 
comes from one of these departments changes ascoundrel intoa patriot, 
acorrupt man intoa pure one? Is there anybody who has been in, 
Washington City six months who believes that ? 

I tell my friends—they will think Iam giving them a great deal of 
advice this afternoon—that you are playing with edged tools again. I 
may be mistaken about the Constitution, I may be mistaken about this 
law, but one thing I am not mistaken about, and that is how the peo- 
plefeel in that regard. Ifthere is one thing under heaven odious to 
the people of my country—I mean the wholecountry, but from personal 
observation I confine it to the Western country—if there is any one 
thing more odious than another in the shape of the administration of 
law, it is one of these gentlemen from Washington City clothed with 
the national authority and assuming to le better than the people ofa 
State and entitled by virtue of his office to control their affairs. 

There is no love for Federal courts, That may be a disastrous ob- 
servation, but it is true. If there is any law that is odious in the 
West—and I am confining myself to what I know—it is the law that 
permits these Federal deputy marshals to drag poor, hungry, starvin 
men through the brush to a place where a Federal court is held an 
thrust them into jail and hold them there in order to make a few dollars 
in the way of fees under the anthority of the General Government. 

Here we are now in this bill giving additional Federal authority, 
creating more Federal officials. The Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
MORGAN] read the other day an estimate of the cost, which is the 
smallest part of this whole business, and yet what was it? Seventeen 
million dollars a year in order to take away from the people the con- 
trol of their own elections; $17,000,000 a year! What do yousuppose 
the farmers of the West will say tothat? Passthis bill,andItell youas , 
a Democrat I should rejoice at it, for though I hope that ‘‘the sunset 
of life” does not give me ‘‘mystical lore,’ I can see now the old As- 
syrian motto upon the forehead of every man that votes for it, ‘‘ Mene, 
Mene, Tekel, Upharsin.’’ You will trouble these seats no more after the 
people can pass upon thatvote. Seventeen million dollars for Federal 
officials to go into the States and thrust aside the State officers and take 
control of State elections and certify them up here and bring their 
bills here to be paid ont of the tax money of the people, and at the 
same time the negroes, in whose name all this is done, are simply in- 
terested in the question of hog and hominy, something to eat. 

Mr. President, I said a few minutes ago that all this comes from per- 
sistence in error, and I intend to speak very plainly about it. The 
fundamental error upon which all this miserable legislation is based 
comes from your haying given sufrage to an unprepared race. It is 
the great political crime, in my judgment, of this century. It wasan 
ou on the negro, because he was not fit for it, and you imposed 
upon him responsibilities that he could not meet and duties that he 
could not perform. You can not inflict a greater outrage upon any 
human being than to demand of him something he is unable to per- 
form and hold him responsible for what he is absolutely unable to do. 
It was an outrage upon the whites, because you have disturbed the 
relations between the whites and the blacks in the South, and you are 
impeding the march of material improvement, phenomenal, unprece- 
dented in the history of the world. 

Ido not care about going back and thrashing over old straw, but tho 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] said, andit has been repeated 
in this debato, that the charge that suffrage was given to the negroes 
of the South for political reasons was not true, that it was given to 
them for defense, and for nothing else. Mr. President, I have before 
me an extract from a speech by the author of negro suffrage. That 
is the best authority in the world on that subject. Here is tho state- 
ment of Thaddeus Stevens, the great commoner, as he wascalled, who 
was the author of negro suffrage. I read from a speech made by him. 
He said: 

A good reason for negro suffrage is that it willinsure the ascendency of the 
Republican party— 

That is it—~— 

Mr. GORMAN. Was that a Republican Senator? 

Mr. VEST. No; Thad. Stevens. 


Do you avow the party purpose! exclaims some horror-stricken demagogue, 
I do. ForI believe on my conscience that on the continued ascendency of that 
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rty depends the safety of this pue nation. Ifimpartial, £ ¢., negro suffrage 

3 excluded in the rebel States, then every one of them is sure to’send a solid 
rebel representation to Congress and cast s solid rebel electoral vote, Then, 
with their kindred copperheads of the North, they would always select the 
President and control Congress. * * * For these and other reasons I am for 
negro suffrage in every rebet State. If it be just,itshould not be denied; if it 
be anii itshould be adopted; ifit-be a punishment to traitors, they de- 
serve it, 


I have not the slightest doubt that my friend from Wisconsin in- 
dorses it; but Lam now addressing myself to the reasons for negro 
suffrage. It was not given to the negro to protect him. It was given 
to punish the ‘traitors of the South ’’ and to makea solid Republican 
party in all the Southern States, as Thad, Stevens, with his accus- 
tomed manliness and vigor, openly declared. 

In passing I can not help reverting toa reminiscence during the 

"Hayes Administration, that Administration so prolific of reminiscences. 
Just after the returns came in from Louisiana and Florida and South 
Carolina, and all honest men in this country assumed that Tilden was 
elected, and the Democrats had commenced their bonfires and were 
passing their resolutions, Mr, Hayes accepted the result and published 
an interview in which he said that he cared nothing for the office of 
President; that its salary and emoluments and honors were tempting, 
but they were not overwhelming with him; but he said, withsnupposed 
tears in his eyes, “What now will become of the poor colored man of 
the South turned over to the tender mercies of his former master ?’’ 

It was not six months until his visitingstatesmen werein Louisiana 
making a contract with Kellogg's Legislature by which they turned out 
Packard, who had more yotes at the election than Hayes, and pacified 
him with n consulship at. Liverpool. Hayes got the Presidency, and 
the poor negro was turned over to the tender mercies of his old master. 
The crocodile tears disappeared. We had the same thing in South 
Carolina, My distinguished friend, the Senator from that State [Mr. 
HAMPTON], whose eloquent address fell upon our ears the other day, 
paid a visit here to the Capital and negotiated with the President of 
the United States, Mr. Hayes, as to South Carolina matters, and the 
result was that the poor negro was turned oyer to the tender mercies 
of his former master, and yet we are told now that this bill must be 
passed for the negro, who has been deprived ofrights which are dearer 
to him than life itself. 

Mr. President, I have heard something of this sympathy for the ne- 
gro on another question. I have heard repeatedly here since I have 
been a member of this body, and elsewhere, that the most terrible con- 
sequences would follow and the most horrible evils must be anticipated 
if this Government and the making of its laws should be turned over to 
unrepentant rebels, whose hands were stained with loyal blood; and yet 
I have never seen any rebel, ensanguined in loyal gore from head to 
foot, that could not come to Congress from a Republican district in the 
South, provided he would simply give in his adhesion to the Republican 
party, without one single word of repentance, 

We used to hear a great deal of the massacre at Fort Pillow, where 
poor negroes were shot down like hares in the swamps around that 
fort, butchered until their blood was ankle deep, and yet I see the 
author of the Fort Pillow massacre, so called by Republicans, an emi- 
nent Republican statesman now in this city, anadviser of the Adminis- 
tration and loyal essentially. He has never uttered one word of re- 
pentance, and I undertake to say for him to-day, although I do not 
enjoy his confidence of late years, that he will not say now that he is 
sorry for one thing that he did in the war. I have never seen one of 
these Confederate brigadiers, who is now loyal, who does not take pride 
in his record as a Confederate soldier, although for personal and polit- 
ical purposes he votes the Republican ticket. 

The negroes can go after their votes have been made ayailable, and 
the sins, crimson though they be, of the bloodiest traitor that ever 
wore the Confederate gray are all washed away in the political pool of 
Siloam, if he will simply bring a Republican ballot in his hand. 

Mr. President, I have said, and I say it very frankly and honestly, 
that in my judgment it was a great wrong committed upon the negro 
race to have the responsibility of suffrage put upon them. It was like 
giving a deadly weapon to a child. They were not responsible for it 
and they are not responsible for the consequences. I speak of them as 
their friend. Iwas born and raised amongst them, and nursed by one 
of them, and have always been their friend. 1 owned them by inher- 
itance, never for profit, and to-day I would do anything in my power 
to elevate and ameliorate their condition. - 

I am not here now to defend outrage. Iam here to state facts. I 
declare, what every honest and intelligent man knows to be the fact, 
that our race is the same North and South, and that, given the provok- 
ingcause, they actin thesame way. There have been disturbances and 
bloodshed in the South. It is’ wonder there has not been more when 
you consider the attrition of race, the diverse conditions, when you 
consider the fact that the slaves of the proudest people in the world were 
made their political masters—or it has been attempted to be done. 

I was amazed to hear the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] say the 
other day, when defending the conduct of his people towards the 
Chinese, that it is not the same case as in the South. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, itis not the same. The Chinamen do not propose to vote. The 
Chinaman has neve Ween theslave of the people amongst whom he has 


come. The Chinaman simply comes to work and to go back with 
what he earns to the Celestial Kingdom. But here is a race that have 
been slaves for a thousand years, brutalized by slavery, not from any 
fault of theirs, but under the immutable and inexorable decrees of 
fate, and here is our race, the mixed blood of the Cavalier and the 
Huguenot, the proudest race that ever lifted its crest on the face of the 
earth, and they are to be put under their former slaves; and yet we 
are told, because hot-headed young men amongst them precipitate col- 
lisions, because the presence of the miserable carpetbaggers, who came 
like vultures to the battlefield in order to batten and feed upon the 
carcasses of the dead, is resented by this people, that they have no right 
to be heard in this Chamber, that they are murderers, outlaws, assas- 
sins, ku klux, beyond the pale of humanity. 

Mr. President, we have heard in this Hall about the dagger and the 
torch. I simply hope that Senators do not know what that sort of 
talk means, Iwould be ashamed of this Senate if I thought any Sena- 
tor here, knowing what it meant; would use it in the hearing of this 
tropical, ignorant, emotional race. Thomas Jefferson, the author of 
the Declaration of Independence, the statute of Virginia for religious 
freedom, the father of the University of Virginia, the greatest states- , 
man ever produced in this and I was about to say in any other coun- 
try, said from amidst his fruits and flowers at Monticello, after he had 
left public life, when he heard of the agitation over the Missouri com- 
promise, ‘‘ this question fills me with terror like a fire bell in the night,” 
and yet we have here the flippant remark ‘‘ the dagger and the torch.” 

Mare Antony when he went ‘‘to bury Cæsar, not to praise him,” 
and when he spoke of Brutus and Cassius as ‘‘ honorable men,” took 
occasion to say that Cesar had made a will, but he would not read it, 
and when the mob said ‘‘ Read!” ‘Read !’? with feigned reluctance he 
read that Cæsar had to each individual citizen of Rome given 75 drachmas 
and his gardens ‘‘ this side the Tiber,’’ that there might be a place of 
recreation and resort to the people of Rome and their children forever, 
Lashed to fury by this insidious eloquence, the mob burst forth with 
shouts of “Kil”? “Kill!” “Burn!” “Burn!” Thegentle Antony 
entreated: 


Good friends, sweet friends, let me not stir you up 
To such a sudden flood of mutiny. 
They that have done this deed are honorable, 


Then, as the people rushed from the market place with torch and dag- 
ger, he soliloquized: 
Now letit work. Mischief, thou art afoot, 
Take thou what course thou wilt! 


Mr. President, no man should approach this question except with 
distrust of his conclusions and fear of the result. In the South, if 
these infernal measures are persisted in, there may be awakened a 
spirit which no man can control. Iam not here to prophesy, but Iam 
here to state facts that every man knows about our race, the dominant 
race of the world, the race in whose veins is the tiger blood that can 
not be tamed or chained. 

It is well enough for our friends on the Pacific coast to stand here 
and appeal to us to help them to protect American civilization, Ameri- 
can homes, and American firesides from the Chinese, Do they think 
there is no civilization, that there are no homes, and no firesides in the 
South? Do they propose that we shall listen to their appeals and yet 
be dumb and silent under a clôture rule with a knowledge of what 
must come to the South, to all her material interests, and what may 
come, even worse, if this madness and lunacy be persisted in? 

When Chinese were shot down by the light of their burning homes 
at Seattle and Rock Spring they tell us the authors were punished. 
How punished? Wasanybody hung, anybody sent to the penitentiary? 
Whereisthe record? Irecollect, asa member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, that under Cleyeland’s Administration a man—the record 
of the committee shows his name—was appointed United States mar- 
shal for Washington Territory, and the point was made by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] that he had presided over a meeting 
of citizens at which was organized the massacre at Seattle when the 
Chinese were shot down like wolves and their houses burned at mid- 
night, I received a letter from that man, in which he said, ‘Do not 
insist on my confirmation. Let me be rejected on the ground that I 
was chairman of that meeting, and it will make me the most popular 
man on the coast.?’ 

Where was the punishuentinflicted? Youhad United States courts 
there. Who was gibbeted for that massacre at midnight? Was there 
ever anything in the South that exceeded itin horror? Why, Cou- 
shatta, of which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] spoke, 
was a bed of roses compared to thaticy night, when blood ran in rivu- 
lets and naked human beings fled through the darkness shrieking in 
terror, to be shot down like wild beasts. 

The Chinese never were slaves; the Chinese did not propose to vote; 
the Chinese were not used by carpetbaggers torob the Stateand plun- 
der the taxpayer; and yet our friends from the Pacific coast say, "Save 
our American civilization from the yellow hordes that come from the 
East,’? when they see their own race, blood of their blood and bone of 
their bone, struggling with the most terrible problem that God ever 
permitted to be put upon the human race, and they turn away and close 
their ears and say ‘‘The Republican party takes no step backwards; 
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on with the dance! 
what may occur.” 

Mr. President, I know the negroes well. A more inoffensive race 
has never existed, nor one more unfortunate. They have been slaves 
from the beginning of time so far as we know. They have been ostra- 
cized; they have lost country; they have lost liberty. As far back as 
the oriental imagery of the ‘‘Song of Solomon ” we read: 

Look not upon me, because Iam black, because thesun has looked upon me; 


my mother’s children were angry with mo; thoy made me the keeper of the 
vineyards; but mine own vineyard have I not kept. 


Loss of country, socialostracism, slavery under the decree of Almighty 
God, is the inscrutable fate of the negro; and now to-day his pretended 
friends are inflicting upon him a greater outrage than all combined. 
They are thrusting him unprepared into the political arena to be alter- 
nately the sport of demagogues and the victim of violence, No man, 
unless an enemy of the negro race, can defend his vote for this bill ex- 
cept upon the ground of ignorance. 

Mr, President, no intelligent man can legislate upon a subject of this 
sort without taking into account racial peculiarities and differences. 
That is the fundamental error of our friends. Ido not attack their 
honesty, Ido not assail their motives, but Ido say that they are legislat- 
ing blindly, without making any allowance for the constitutional and 
racial peculiarities of the negro. 

I do not propose to go now into s physiological and analytical dis- 
cussion of the intellectual powers of the African. I content myself 
with the broad assertion that the negro isnot a governing race; that it 
is not a colonizing race; that it is nob an aggressive race; that it is a 
parasitic race. I say thata thousand years have shown it to be so, and 
you may pass all your force bills until millennial glory and we will see 
thesame result. You may find negroes here and there who, under 
education and imitation (for they are the most imitative race in tho 
world) will approximate to the whites, They are good citizens, many 
of them, for they are inoffensive and amiable, but in the contest for 
the prizes of life between our race and theirs they will be left far be- 
hind in all competition, and it will be so to the end of time. We are 
criminal if we do not recognize these facts. 

You made one sad mistake, and, asa great French statesman said, 
“It is worse than a crime; it is a blunder;? you gave suffrage to 
these people when they were not prepared forit; you furnished in the 
South an instrumentality for crime and plunder; you furnished ready- 
made to the hands of the miserable political adventurers, who went 
there after the war, exactly what they needed to plunder the Southern 
people and to exasperate them to desperation, aud you were forced by 
the inevitable laws of nature, laws which you can not control, to ac- 
knowledge reconstruction a failure. 

After twenty years of peaco and prosperity, when our race in the 
Sonth, the colonizing and coniiotm rac of the world, handicapped 
as they are by the ignorant negro, have achieved such progress as 
amazes economists and financiers everywhere, you now turn in your 
political desperation, in the face of the overwhelming vote against you 
and against this bill, to attempt the old miserable expedient of coer- 
cion and force. 

I say you are “fighting the stars in their courses,” and you will 
never succeed, Mr. Jefferson, who was a philosopher, if nothing else, 

id great attention to the characteristics of the Indian and negro races. 

‘hey were in Virginia in large numbers when he commenced publie 
life, and he examined and discussed this as every question exhaus- 
tively. Isay to the young man in this country now, if you want one 
exhaustless source of information on every question, get the works of 
Jefferson. He never spoke, but wrote, You will findin the nine vol- 
umes of his works, which were sold to the Government, essays upon 
every conceivable subject, until it becomes a matter of wonder how any 
one man could have done the amount of intellectual labor which is 
shown in these books. Mr. Jefferson says: 

Comparing them— 


The negroes— 
by their faculties of memory, reason, and imagination, it appears to me that 
in memory they are equal to the whites; in reason much inferior, as I think 
one could scarcely be found capable of tracing and comprehending tho in- 
ae ie of Euclid; and that in imagination they are dull, tasteless, and 
nnomalous. 


Mr. HOAR. What? 
Mr.. VEST— A 


dull, tasteless, and anomalous, It would be unfair to follow them to Africa 
for this investigation. We will consider them here, on the same stage with the 
whites,and where the facts are not apochryphal on which a judgment is to be 
formed. It will be rightto make great allowances for the difference of condi- 
tion, of education, of conversation, of the sphere in which they move. 

Many millions of them have been brought to and born in America. Most of 
thom, indeed, have been confined to ti to their own homes, and their 
own society; yet many have been so situated that they might have availed 
themselves ofthe conversation of thoir masters; many have been brought upto 
the handicraftarts,and from that circumstance havo always been associated with 
the whites. Some been have lived in coun- 

to degree, and 
© best works from abroad. The In- 
dians, with noadyantage of this kind, will often carve figures on their pipes 
not destitute of design and merit. They will crayon out an animal, a plant, 
or s country, so ns to prove the existence of a in their minds which only 
wants cultivation; They astonish you with strokes of thé most sublime oratory, 


We propose to carry out our platform, no matter 


Se po theirreason and sontiment strong, their imagination glowing and 
elevated, 

But neyer yet could T find thata black had uttered n thought above tho level 
of plain narration; never saw even an clementary trait of painting or seul 
ture. In music they are more generally gifted than the whites with accurate 
ears for tune and time, and they have been found capable of imagining a small 
catch. Whether thoy will be equal to tie composition of a more extensive run 
of melody or of complicated harmony is yet to be proved. Misery is often the 
parent of the most affecting touchesin poetry. Among the blacks is misery 
enough, God knows, but no try. Love is the peculiar mstrum of the poct. 
Their love is ardent, but it kindles the senses only, not the imagination. 


We know that among the Romans, about the Augustan ago repealing: tho 
condition of their slaves was much more deplorable than that of the blacks on 
the continent of America. The two sexes were confined in separate apart- 
ments, because to raise a child cost the master more than to buy one. 

Cato, for a very restricted indulgence to hisslavesin this particular, took from 
them a certain price. But in this country the slaves multiply as fast as the free 
inhabitants. Their situation and manners place the commerce between thetwo 
sexes almost without restraint. Tho same Cato, on a principle of economy, 
always sold hissick and supcrannuated slaves. He gives itas a standing pro- 
rere n master visiting his farm to sell his old oxen, old wagons, old tools, 
old and diseased servants, and everything else become useless, "Vendat bores 
vetulos, plaustrum vetus, ferramenta vetera, servum sentim, servum morbosum, ct st 
quid aliud supersit vendat” (Cato, De re rustica, cap, 2). 

The American slaves can not enumerate this among the injuries and insults 
they receive. It was the common practice to expose in the island Ausculapius, 
in the Tiber, diseased slaves whose cure was like to become tedious. The Em- 
péror Claudius, by an edict, gave freedom to such of them as should recover, 
and first declared that if any person chose to kill rathor than to expose them, it 
should not be deemed homicide. The exposing them is a crime of which noin- 
stance has existed with us, and were it to be followed by death it would be 
punished capitally. Weare told ofacertain Vedius Polllo, who, in the presence 
of Augustus, would have givens slave as food to his fish for having broken u 
glass. With the Romans tho regular method of taking the evidence of their 
slaves was under torture, 

Hero it has beon thought better never to resort to their evidence. Whena 
master was murdered, nit his slaves in the samo houso or within hearing 
were condemned to denth, Here peaenens falls on tho guilty only, and as 

recise proof is required against him as aghinstafreeman. Yot, notwithstand- 

ng these and other discouraging circumstances among the Romans, their 
slaves were often their rarest artists. They excelled, too, in science, insomuch 
as to be usually employed as tutors to their master’s children, Epjictotus, 
Terence, and Vhwdrus wero slaves. Lut they were of tho raco of whites. It 
is not their condition, then, but nature, which has produced the distinction. 

Mr. President, that was the testimony of Mr, Jefferson, who knew 
this race well and who bas philosophically and analytically studied 
their racial peculiarities, Ido not care abont extending the discus- 
sion on that point. I know it will be said there are eminent negroes 
in this country, that there are even some artists of a certain mediocre 
ability; but I am speaking of gencral racial power, and I say that it isnot 
from the condition of slavery, as Mr. Jefferson says, but it is the racial 
quality which prevents them from ever becoming successful competitors 
for the prizes of life with the Anglo-Saxon race to which we belong. This 
is recognized fully all over the Northern States. You can not point to 
negro lawyers or physicians or ministers who have attained any distinc- 
tion except amongst their own people. Even when one of them does 
attain any distinction it is abnormal and excites great admiration and 
astonishment. I am not depreciating their really good qualities. 
They are an amiable, inoffensive raco when not excited by demagogues. 

The negro is naturally parasitical and inoffensiveand dependent, but, 
like all ignorant tropical races, they furnish the aptest food for the 
incendiary purposes of bad men. To show that this is no sectional 
prejudice on the part of Mr. Jefferson, I want to read from a distin- 
guished scientist, a Republican, because I take this to be one of the 
most interesting features of this entire controversy. If we arornnning 
up against natural laws, if we are attempting to porpora a great 
blunder against tho laws of nature, the slower we go the better. We 
should mako haste very slowly in a direction like that. 

I admit here—I want no misconception—that suffrage once given can 
never be taken away; once conferred it is irrevocable, and therefore 
the negro is a component part of our political civilization, and in order 
to understand him and to legislate in regard to him, we must under- 
stand his racial peculiarities, or else we make ‘‘confusion worse con- 
founded and bring untold disaster upon him and ourselves. I speak 
to deaf ears in this Chamber; but there isa audience that will 
appreciate what I say, because there is no intelligent man who does 
not know what I state to be absolutely trac. Iam tho negro’s friend, 
a better friend than any of the political adventurers who would lead 
him to ruin for their own pu 

In yolume 2of the Life and Correspondence of Professor Lonis Agas- 
siz, of Harvard University—good authority, I take it, on that side of 
the Chamber—will be found a most interesting correspondence which 
he had with Dr. S. G. Howe as to tho present and future status of the 
negro race. i 

Professor Agassiz says: 

I trust we shall bo wise cnough— 

This was just after the war— 

I trust wo shall be wise cnough not to complicate at onee our whole system 
with new conflicting interests, before we have ascertained what may be the 

ractical working of universal freedom and legal equality for two races, so dif- 
feront as tho whites and negroes, living under one Government. We ought to 
remember that what wo know of the negro, from tho experience wo have had 
of the colored population of the North, affords but a very inadequate standard 
by which to judge of the capabilities of the pure blacks as they exist in the 


South, 

We ought, further, to rememberthat the black population is likely atall times 
to outnumber the white in the Southern States. We should therefore beware 
how we give to the blacks rights by virtue of which they may endanger the 
progress ofthe whites before temper has been tested by a prolonged expo- 
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rience. Social equality I deem at all times impracticable, a natural impoasi- 

bility, from the very charactor of the nogrorace. Let us consider for s moment 

the natural endowments of the négro race as they are manifested in history on 

their native continent, as far as we ean trace them back, and compare the result 

with what wo know of our own destinies, in order to ascertain, within the 

Hane of probability, whether social equality with tho negro is really an impossi- 
ty. 

We know of tho existence of the negro race, with all Hepo van peculiarities, 
from thé Egyptian monuments several thousand years before the Christian era. 
Upon these monuments the negroes aré so represented as to show that in nat- 
ural propensities and mental abilities they were protty much what we find them 
at tho present day: apoasa playful, sensual, imitative, subsérviont, good na- 
tured, versatilo, unsteady in thcir purpose, devoted, and affectionate. From 
this picture I exclude the character of the half-breeds, who havo, more or less, 
the character of their white parents. Originally found in Africa the negroes 
seem at all times to have presented the same characteristics wherever they have 
been brought into contact with the white race; as in Upper Egypt, along tho 
borders of the Carthagenian and Roman settlements in Africa,in Senegal, in 
juxtaposition with the French, in Congo SER heria operate? with the Portuguese, 
about the Cape, and oun the eastern coast of Africa in juxtaposition with the 
Dutch and the English. 

Whilé Egypt and Carthage grew into powerful empires and attained a high 
degreé of civilization; while in Babylon, Syria, and Greece was developed 
the highest culture of antiquity, the negro race groped in barbarism aid never 
originated a regular organizationxmong themselves. Thisisimportanttokeep 
in mind and to urge upon the attention of those who ascribe the condition of 
the modern negro wholly to tho influence of slavery. Idonot mean tosay that 
slavery isa necessary condition for the organization of the negro race. Far 
from it. They aro entitled to their freedom, to the regulation of their own des- 
tiny, to the enjoyment of their life, of their earnings, of their family circle. 
But withall this nowhere do they appearto have been capable of Se UY, hem- 
selves to the level of the civilized communities of the whites, and therefore I 
hold that they aro incapable of living on n footing of social cquality with the 
tee in one and the same community without becomingan element of social 
disorder, 


Mr. President, I have read these extracts to show that whenever we 
attempt to legislate upon this subject, ignoring entirely racial peculi- 
arities and characteristics, we are legislating in violation of natural 
laws and in ignorance of what must be the controlling power as to the 
future relations, political and social, of the two races. 

Ifthere could be any doubt in regard to the fact that the negro is 
not a governing race, that they are not an aggressive race, that they 
are not a colonizing race, and that they are totally unfit to control the 
destinies of commonwealths—and that is the proposition contained in 
the pending bill—it is shown by the awful experience of the Southern 
States when that experiment was tried just after the war. 

Mr. President, no amount of rhetoric, no amount of eloquent de- 
scription can do justice to the condition of the Southern States after 
that terrible experiment when political power was putin tho hands 
of the negroes, their passions and prejudices inflamed by political ad- 
venturers, who went to the Bonth for plunder, and whose sole desire 
was to load their miserable carcasses with all they could obtain, and 
then leave the people of those States to solve this terrible problem for 
themselves. When that midnight darknessrested upon the Southern 
States no intelligent man conld ever have been made to believe that it 
would have been attempted again in thiscountry; and when it ended a 
nightmare passed away from theland. Only the vileand infamous prayed 
that this deluge of crime might come again in order that they might 
profit by it. As long as the English language is written and spoken 
the description by Hon. Jere Black of Louisiana after ten years of 
carpetbag rule will be read and quoted. He says: 

During tho last ten years— zi 

This was said in 1876— 

During the last ten years tho city of New Orleans paid, in the form of direct 
taxes, more than the estimated valuo of all the property within her limits, and 
atillhasa debt of cqualamountunpaid, It isnot likely that other parts of the 
State suffered less. The extent of their spoliation can hardly be yalenlated; 
but the testimony of the carpetbaggers themselves against one another, thore- 
ports of committees sent by Congress to investigate the subject, and other in- 
formation from sources Saato authontic make it safe to say that a general 
conflagration, sweeping over all thé State from one end to the otherand destroy- 
ing every building and every article of personal property, wonld have been a 
visitation of mercy in comparison to the curse of such goverment. This may 


seem at first blush liko gross'exaggeration, because it is worse than anything 
that misrule ever did before. 5 
The grecdiest of Roman proconsuls left something to the ph eres they 
wasted; the Roman did not strip the Saxon quite to the skin; the Puritans un- 
der Cromwell did not utterly desolate Ireland. Their rapacity was confined 
to the visible things which they could presently handle and use. They could 
not take what did not exist. Butthe American carpetbagger hasan invention 
unknown to those old-fashioned robbers, which increases his stealing power as 
much as the steam engine adds to the mechanical forco of meré, natural mus- 
cles. Homakes negotiable bonds of the State, signs and seals them according 
to the forms of law, sells them, converts the proceeds to his own use,and then 
defies justice lo go behind tho returns. 
By this device his felonious ain are made long enongh to reach into the 
pockets of posterity; he lays his lien on property, yet uncteated; he anticipates 
the labor of coming ages and appropriates the fruits of it in advance; he coins 
the industry of future generations into cash and snatches the inheritance from 
children whose fathers are yet unborn. Projecting his cheat forwatd by this 
contrivance, and operating laterally at tho same timo, he gathers an amount of 
pons which no country in the world would have ylolded to the Goth or the 
andal. 


This is a terrible description, and yet not overdrawn, of ten years’ 
negro rule in Louisiana under the carpetbag régime. Yet this is the 
political repast to which the people of the Southern States are invited, 
& carnival of ruin such as never prevailed in any country before, The 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr, Evst1s}, who addressed us this afternoon, 
testified under oath before a Congressional committee in 1876, and I 
will read from his testimony. He said: 


I do not suppose it would be possible for you gentlemen to appreciate the 
condition of the people of Louisiana, the enormous taxes they pay without any 


return. The only result they see is that the oMiceholders grow rich while the 
people are impoverished. 

The appeal for martial law, which isinexplicable to our Democratic Northern 
friends, was made by all classes of people, tholargest. property-owners and 
everybodyelse. Théy preferred to lave s Prussian military despotism rather 
than have Ee of the government we have had here for thé last two 
years. If things continuéit will be only a question of time when we will all be 
bankrupt. I would not to-day take as a donation all the property below 
Canal strect and bind myself to hold it and pay taxes on it,if the taxés now èx- 
isting are tò continue. 

Under these laws the popular belief is that the power of the governor is abe 
solute. AVAG sor Warmoth maintains this one-man power in this State h do 
notintend to vots or take ally part in any eleotion in Louisiana. Corruption 
is general; legislation is bought and sold. With this corruption the oxecutive 
and the other State ollicers are connected. Thé governor Is dited with 
Banig sols to control the Legislature. 1 know of nomeasures he favored which 

wiled to pass. 


This is from the report of the Schoficld committee, pages 532 and 
533. 

Now, if this be assailed as the testimony of a Democratic Senator, I 
want to read from a document filed with the Committee on Commerce 
at the last session, when Warmoth’s name was before us as collector of 
the port of New Orleans. This document was filed by five of the most 
distinguished Republicans in Louisiana. It is Signed by Hon, H. D. 
COLEMAN, member of Congress; Richard Simms, Thomas A. Cage, 
Henry Demas, State senators; A. H. Leonard, ex-United States attor- 
ney, and M, Marks. They it appeared before the committee in per- 
son, and then they left this paper, filed amidst thé records of the Com- 
merce Committee now. It comes from Republicans. They charge: 

First, That the period during which Warmoth was goycrnor was an era of 
Mai eee, defiant corruption. 5 

Second, ‘That during his administration an immense debt was incurréd for 
which Sinaia récelved no consideration. 


Third. 4 Governor Warmioth was responsible for this debtand the general 
spoliation of the State of which hé was jx no 


vernor. 
Fourth. That while governér ho Had Mk interested in, and benefited 


by, several infamous schemes by whicli tlie State was defrauded. 


These charges are simply samples of what the most distinguished 
politicians in Louisiana to-day say of this era to which we are invited 
to return in order to finish the plunder ahd ruin of the Southern peo- 
ple, recuperated as they have been by years of honest industry. 

There is a recently published volume entitled “Governor Chamber- 
lain’s Administration in South Carolitia.’? Says this author: 

The new State officers took office July 9, 1868. In the first Legislature, 
whichassembled on the same day, the senate consisted of thirty-three iem- 
hers, of whom nine were negroes aud but seyen were Democrats. Thé house 
of ropreseitatives consisted of one hundred and tweiity-four niembers,of whom 


forty-cight were white men, fourteén only of these being Democrats. Tho 
whole Legislatiite thus consisted of seventy-two white and eighty-five coloréd 


members. At this date the entire funded debt of South Carolina atiounted to 
$5,407,308,27, At the close of the four years (two térins) òr Governor Kh. K. 
Scott's {nistration, December, 1872, the penned cee ofthe State amounted 
to $18,515,033.91, including past due did unpaid interest for three years. Dtir- 
ing the period of this administration, no public works of any apprédiable ini- 
portance had been begunor completed. Theentirs increase of about thirteen 
million dollars may be said to represent only increased extravagant and profli- 
gate current expenditures. 


That Legislature, with an overwhelming majority of negro members, 
did that work in four years. But the Southern whites are denounced 
here as cutthroats, murderers, and assassins because they hold up their 
hands to-day to their brethren in the North and ery, ‘‘ Who will de- 
liver us from the body of this death ?’’ 

Mr. President, Iam not afraid of thisissue. If I were speaking here 
as a partisan I would say ‘*God welcome the hour when wo can con- 
front the Republican party on this record.’’ There is no amount of 
political prejudice that can overcome these figures. I should like with 
my feeble powers to stand on Wall street, New York, and appeal to the 
business men of that great city with this record. 

The American people do not propose to deliver the white men of the 
South over to this state of things again, The negroes have not in- 
creased in political knowledge. Their naturés are the same, The 
carpetbaggers are the same. The same old thieves are lurking now in 
the recesses to which they have been driven by indictments, ready to 
avail anasi of the statutes of limitation and come forth to their 
old work. 

I took the trouble not long since to find what this negro rule had 
cost theseStates. In the reconstructed States, as they call them, during 
the period of reconstruction this amount of debt was piled up, for which 
there was no consideration: 

+ $26,705, 751 +a" $1, 367,449 
256 19, 107,522 


5, ay 129 

„sre 6,829,603 

my own State, in which, as my colleagueand 

myself too well know, five years of carpetbag Republican administra- 
tion cost us over $40,000,000. Our pot fen ; were put up by the Re- 
publican lature and sold for a mere song, For five years the tax- 
payers st helpless and hopeless while the carpetbaggers and the 
few negroes of thé State made the laws and robbed ts at their pleas- 


ure. My colleague and myself could not practice law; we could not 
vote; ministers could not preach; women could not teach; eyen the Sis- 
ters of Charity, tho Little Sisters of the Poor, were refused the minis- 
tration of their holy offices by the Republican constitution of Missouri 


1616 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 21, 


under which this robbery of over $40,000,000 was perpetrated on the 
ple. 

This was the cost of negro domination in the South, but the negroes 
never received a centofit, The whitescoundrels who led and deceived 
them, and throvgh their instrumentality plundered the white people, 
got the money. Some of them went to the penitentiary. Two gov- 
ernors of the States, elected by negro yotes, worestriped clothes, And 
to this we are asked to return! 

Mr, President, as a matter of course what I say upon this subject is 
ascribed to my prejudice as a Democratand a Southern mau. I accept 
that asan inevitableresult, but I want to make one appeal to the clear- 
headed practical business men of the North, to the larger audience who 
must eventually settle this question. I have read the result of negro 
domination in the Southern States. That is the meaning of this bill. 

Now, I say that no honest Northern man, not an adventurer, goes to 
the South who does not act with the Democratic party from sheer ne- 
cessity. I make that statement. There may be here and tbere an 
exception, but as a rule where business men go South and make in- 
vestments they may vote the Republican ticket as to Presidentand Vice 
President, but they yote at the State elections for Democrats, and they 
are compelled to do it. I will prove it from sworn testimony. 

Tn the contested-election case from Mississippi of Hill vs, Catchipgs, 
at the last session, Rey. William Cross was put under oath. 

Rey. William Cross swears that his age is thirty-one, his place of former resi- 
dence New York City, and his present occupation that of Episcopal minister at 
Craceville, Miss. 

I do not see the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] here. He 
read the other day from some Episcopal editor. I want to read now 
from an Episcopal minister at Greenville, Miss. : 

“Before coming South,” he says, ‘my politics were Republican. I yoted 
my first yote for James A. Garfield, I yote thé Democratic ticket now and 
have done so ever since I came South, because the rank and file of the Repub- 
lican party here is composed of people I do not consider the best citizens. I 
was rai a Republican and niy father taught all his boys to vote that ticket, 
but since coming South I find that the Republican party is not composed of the 
same element a8 in the North.” 

Mr. William Starling, of Greenville, testified that he served as a or in 
the Federal Army; that he was a Republican before going South, but that he 
does not approve of the policy of the Republican party towards the South nor 
of Southern Fes ah ede as a body. He believes it to bea fact that on going 
South to reside Northern Republicans, almost without exception, abandon the 
party. He had never seen during his residence in the South any attempt to 
deprive re, Fies of their legal rights, but he did not believe in accepting negro 
leadership litics, 

H. A. Mullaly, superintendent of the Planters’ ofl mill, in Greenville, testified 
that he was born in Massachusetts and was a Republican in national politics. 
He voted against the Republican candidate for Congress because he thought it 
unsafe to trust the Republican party locally under its present organization and 
Jeadership. "My knowledge eee in the South,” he said, *is limited to 
the twoplaces. [have lived in Memphis and Greenville, As a business man 
I would deem it very unsafe to give them (the Republicans) any control where 
I now reside, in Greenville. I would say that the Republican party can not be 
gia with its present timber or gather any strength with the better ele- 
men 


Edward “Tig ex-captain of the Ninety-fourth Ohio Infantry, testified that, 
though *'a national Republican,” he voted against the party in Mississippi af 
fairs, because it sought to put ignorance in control. He did not know a single 
white Republican who voted the party ticket for Congress. 

Now, could there beany statement more conclusive than that? These 
are ex-officers in the Federal Army, ministers of the gospel, business 
men, Republicans from birth and education, who go South and are 
forced to act with the Democratic party to preserve their property, 
their homes and firesides, wives and children. Mr, President, there 
can not be any argument so unanswerable, and I challenge any ke- 
publican Senator to say why this thing is so and why then they pro- 
pose to put back upon the Southern people under their Federal bayo- 
nets this rule which these gentlemen swear is abhorrent to them and 
unsafe to the community. 

I have before me an extract from a Louisiana paper, a Republican 
aper, from the Morgan City Free Press, entitled “Who is responsible? ” 
t says: 

The Daily City Item aptly observes that ‘ifthe Republican party of Louisiana 


desires the outrages of w ich it complains supp it will not appeal to 
Congress or the North for redress,” and we believe that this is the proper view. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from “Missouri yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to suggest that there is evidently 
nota quorum present, and I do not think the business of the Senate 
ought to proceed or that the Senator from Missouri onght to be re- 
quired to talk to empty desks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, BLATR in the chair). The want 
of a quorum being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Farwell, Hale. 
Blair, Coke, Faulkner, Harris, 
Call, Davis, Gibson, Hawley, 
Carey, Edmunds, Gray, iggins, 


Hoar, Pasco, Sanders, Vest, 
Jones,of Nevada, Platt, Shoup, Warren. 
Manderson, Power, Stewart, 

Paddock, Pugh, Stockbridge, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
their names. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make a suggestion that will answer 
once for all and thatI am sure will be consented to unanimously; and 
that is that in all proceedings under calls of the Senatethe name of the 
Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] be omitted by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HOAR. And the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. COL- 
Quitr], who is quite ill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. The junior Senator from Georgia is quite ill and is 
confined to his house. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TI suggest, also, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], who is quite ill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know he left the Chamber complaining very much 
this evening, and I think the name of the Senator from Colorado ought 
to be excluded from any further proceedings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Except those named by unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the names 
of the four Senators who are absent ill will be excepted from subse- 
quent proceedings. 

Mr. DOLPH entered the Chamber and answered to his name, 

Mr. GIBSON (at 6 o’clockand 35 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate adjourn. Itis now half past6 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who was compelled to be 
absent for a little while. $ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I begleave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and 
therefore I refrain from voting. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. As I stated the other day, 
Tnotified him that the pair must be modified so that I can vote to make 
aquorum. I have not exercised that privilege, I believe, on a matter 
ofimportance. I will vote, as I understand a quoram is not present. 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. Otherwise [should vote 
ac en. ” y 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I should vote 
44 ea”? 

Mr, GRAY (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Ilinois [Mr. CuLLOM]. Although we have an understand- 
ing that either can vote to make a quorum, I do not consider that that 
question arises now, and therefore I feel compelled to withhold my yote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Ifhe were present, Ishould 
vote “yea.” He being absent, I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. WAL‘THALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. My colleague [Mr, 
GEORGE] is paired with the present occupant of the chair [Mr. BLATE]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Towa [Mr. Witson]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Tam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative), 
Has the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with that Senator and with- 
draw my vote. z 

Mr. CALL, Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. Ishould vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were here, 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 19; as follows: 


Thirty Senators have responded to 


Tam paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—9. 
Eustis, Pasco, Ransom, 
Gibson, Pugh, Vest, 


Be 
Blackburn, 
Coke, 
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NAYS—19, 

Aldrich, Hale, Manderson, Shoup, 
Sorex, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Dolph, Higgins, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Edmunds, ‘oar, Power, Warren. 
Farwell, Jonesof Nevada, Sanders, 

ABSENT—60. 3 
Allen, Cullom, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Allison, Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Bate, Dawes, McConnell, Spooner, 
Blair, Dixon, MeMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Evarts, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, rye, Moody, Turpie, 
Call, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Casey, Hampton, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Chandler, Harris, Pierce, ' Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators, Is 
the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | With the exceptions stated already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the exception of the four Sen- 
ators whose names have been given. 

Mr. GORMAN. Who are the exceptions? ` 

Mr. HARRIS. The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotquitr], the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HEARST], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
are the exceptions made to the order, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Tsuggest that we add the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. : 

Mr. GORMAN, ‘The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
ought to be excused. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, let usleave out the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. I think that is fair under the circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the name of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance] will also be omitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from, Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] left the Senate this afternoon quite unwell. Iam sure he is 
too unwell to attend the session of the Senate to-night, I hope he will 
be excused also. á 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might ask him to come. Weare not com- 
pelling them now. i : 

Mr, DANIEL. I would suggest that the junior Senator from Yer- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] be omitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The senior Senator froni Vermont does not ask to 
be excused, I am sure. : 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam very glad to hear it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is within the knowledge of the 
Chair that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is really ill, 
and if there be no objection his name will be added to those excused. 
The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
which is that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the presence 
ofabsent Senators with the exception of the names ordered to be ex- 
cepted by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will request 
the presence of absent Senators. 

Mr. ALLEN entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at 6 o’clockand 55 minutes p.m.). As 
there are by actual count but four Republican Senators in the Cham- 
ber, it seems to me clear there is no desire on the part of that party to 
have a session to-night. Therefore I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate adjourn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask nnanimíous consent to suggest to the Chair 
that the Senator from Arkansas did not move to adjourn; he only asked 
unanimous consent, and that was not given. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion was put by the Chair to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understood that it was a 
motion to adjourn, The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE], but by an 
arrangement made since the last vote was taken that pair was trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and I am at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called), 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), 
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` 


I am paired with the 
I beg leave to state that 


Iam paireā generally with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], 
and therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. ' 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), -I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.QuAy]. Otherwise Ishould vote 

t yea. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. i 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL].. Ishould vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he 
were present. z ` 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. Ishould vote “yea,” if he were 
present. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. i 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Iam paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr, Hiscock]. As he does not seem to be present, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. SANDERS. I was requested to announce the pair of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Evstis]. 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 16; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—5. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasco, Pugh. 
Carlisle, 

NAYS—16. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allen: Farwell, Manderson, Shoup, * 
Carey, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dolph, Higgins, Power, Warren, 

ABSENT—67. i 

Allison, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dawes, Kenna, erman, 
Eate, Dixon, McConnell, Spooner, 
Berry, Eustis, McMillan, uire, 
Blair, Evarts, McPherson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Brown, Frye, Moody, Teller, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Gray, Paddock, Vest, 
Casey, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cockrell, H 5 ierce, Washburn. 
Coke, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, H k, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Ransom, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

After some delay, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. INGALLS, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. SPOONER, Mr. Turpre, and Mr, WILSON, of Towa, entered the 
Chamber. 

Mr. CARLISLE. _ It appears that my name is on the list of absentees, 
I was present at the time when both votes were taken, and on the last 
question I cast my vote. But I was not present when the roll was 
called before the first motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the Senator from Kentucky was present 
when the order was made to request the attendance of absentees, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwas present in the Chamber when the order was 
made, but I was not present when the roll was called preceding the 
motion for the order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks will correct the record ac- 


cordingly. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have been in the Senate half an hour and voted 
once or twice since this matter came up. I see that my name is not 
recorded. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be recorded as pres- 


ent. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to report my presence in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, entered the Chamber and answered to 
his name. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, there has not been a roll-call 
either to vote or to answer to the name during the day or night that I 
bave not answered. It may be, Mr. President, that on the first call 
I was not present. I voted on the motion to adjourn, which was the 
last motion before the Senate. The omission of my name isa mistake, 
a very natural one, made at the Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will explain that the call 
of the Senate is not yet completed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There has been a vote of the Senate since that 
call. 

Mr. HARRIS. But there was a roll-call before that, and the list of 
absentees was made up from that roll-call. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask tocorrect it in the light of the vote 
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taken on the motion to adjourn, which was made subsequent to that 
roll-call, and which shows that I was present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator will be 
recorded as present., 

Mr, Casey, Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. DIXON answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators are present. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise toa question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri rises toa 
question of order. The Senator will state his question of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donotdoubtthe correctness of the number who 
have answered to their names, but they do not seem to be here. 

Mr, HARRIS. They have been here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They may have been here, but they are absent 


now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators haveanswered to 
their names. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘There is no doubt about that number having been 
here, “but they are not here is the pk 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not nec that there should 
be forty-six Senators here to constitute a quorum of the Senate. The 
Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is necessary that there should be forty-five Sen- 
ators present. 

Mr. COCKRELL, _I raise the question of order directly. The Chair 
can count, and he will see that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the roll will be called. + 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Shoup, 
Allen, Edmunds, McConnell, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Faulkner, Paddock, est, 

rey, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gray, Piatt, Warren, 

F, Harris, Power, Wilson of Jowa, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Ranson, Wilson of Md. 
Danicl, Higgins, F n, 

Davis, Tliseock, Sanders, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sherman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have responded 
to their names. There is nota quorum present. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That order has already been made and is being 
executed. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was discharged, I supposed, by the additional 
call for a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the presence of absent 
Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSergeant-at-Arms is so directed. 

After a little delay, Mr. BLopcerr, Mr. COKE, Mr. CULLOM, and 
Mr. Hfasrpron entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum of the Senate having re- 
sponded to their names, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is en- 
titled to proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, when interrupted by the calling of the 
roll to ascertain the pma of a quorum, I was endeavoring to en- 
force the point that the people of the South, who are to-day confronted 
with this problem of negro suffrage, must be assumed to bo the best 
judges as to the necessities of their situation and of the proper reme- 
dies for the evils that are before them. And in order to obviate the 
very natural response to any evidence I might produce that the state- 
ments Iread came from partisan sources, I had placed before the Senate 
the testimony of Northern men who have gone to the South, Repub- 
licans, and who state under oath that they were compelled, in order to 
pan their property, to act with the Democratic party. I was en- 

eavoring toshow from Republican sources what Is the opinion, without 
regard to party, in the Southern States, as to the delicate problem pre- 
sented to our countrymen in that locality, and I was reading from a 
Louisiana Republican paper, which says: 

The Daily City Item— 

This is from the Morgan City Free Press, a Republican paper— 

Theo Daily City Item aptly observes that “if the Republican party of Louisi- 
ana d the outra, of which it complainssuppressed, it will not appeal to 

48 or the North for redress,” and we believe that this is the proper view. 

We have never known an ontside party to meet with any great success in set- 

Bink a family quarrel, and the di otilties in Louisiana are of a family character 

which should be settled at home. We believe that the wisdom and Christian 

epee of our people will prevail, if the other families that compose this great 
nion will keep hands off. 

Our nt troubles, which are called “race troubles” (a decided misnomer), 
can be traced directly to the work ofseveral would-be Republican leaders, who 
exhibited more stomach for office than brain for the good ofthe community, It 
was through them that in 1887 large numbers of eee colored men werc 


massed into secret sucictics and tanght to believe t the planters were rob- 
bing them, and that they should strike just at the time the planter would be 


obliged to meet their demands or lose heavily on the crop. Themen who did 
mostof the urging to colored men to join, who did most of the talking and ad- 
vising the strike, were white Republicans. And our readers will remember 
that the Free took a bold stand against it, and made many encmies by 
doing so, and was finely boycotted for it, 

The strikecame and with it violence on the part of the strikers, andthe result 
was several dead colored men in cach ish, whose blood trickled towards the 
doors of these same Republicans whose irrational teachings had brought. about 
these torrible consequences. The retribution was just, but it fell in the wrong 
piaca: From the unfortunate occurrence of that year grew s spirit of revenge 

n the breast of a few and fear with others. White men could see a negro up- 
rising in nstreet-corner fight and one man on horseback at night wasa thou- 
sand regulators to the negro. Irresponsible men undertook to constitute them- 
selves as vindicators of the law and punish the offenders. But the people have 
decided that this system shall not prevail and we are fast settling: into a better 
order ofthings. The press of the State, with but few exceptions, is demanding 
that the authorities must restore order and force the perpetrators of outrages 
to punishment through legal methods. 

even if this were not the case, we should xo into court with clean hands, and 
for this reason the Republican party of this State at least has no right to EURER 
to Congress, because many of its members are tu à great extent responsible for 
the present condition of things. Weare very sorry to be obliged to differ with 
several of our Republican friends, but we are perfectly independent in our Re- 
publicanism,and propose to place matters of public importance in an honest 
and proper light. 

Mr. President, I have said, and I repeat, that if it were not for the 
white adventurers, who are the enemies of black and white alike and 
who are actuated simply by mercenary motives, who desire but to load 
themselyes with plunderand then leave the real citizens of the Southern 
States to settle the awful problem that divides them, there would be 
no trouble in the South, but the same motives of self-interest would 
regulate matters there which prevuilin Northern communities. There 
are no climatic influences that change the passions and prejudices of 
meu. They are all, North and South, governed by self-interest alike. 
If it were not for blind partisanship our friends on the other side of this 
Chamber would recognize the axiomatic fact that itis not to the interest 
of the white men of the South to butcher negroes. 

It is absolute absurdity to talk of the white men of the South, having 
made the advances they have in material wealth—their cotton fields 
to-day whitened with the product that brings us the largest portion of 
the gold that comes from our exports; the men who have made the 
spiral smoke to ascend from a thousand factories; the men who haye 
caused the music of the loom to be heard in all the villages of the 
South, and who have dug from the bowels of the earth the iron that 
to-day is controlling the markets of the world—plotting by day to mnr- 
der negroes and riding by night ns ku klux; that is the dream of par- 
tisan prejudice. The white men of the South are too anxious to re- 
establish their devastated homesteads and to make their ficlds pro- 
ductive, in order to support their wives and children. If the poli- 
ticians and carpetbagzers would leave them alone, a permanent peace, 
basci on mutual interests, would prevail in every portion of the South- 
ern States, 

After the terrible war which desolated one section of the Union and 
brought grief toalmostevery home, North and South, when the South- 
ern soldiers returned, the negroes met them not only in a kindly spirit, 
but affectionately. During the war, one-tenth part of the same num- 
ber of white men, althongh unarmed except by nature, would have 
terminated that struggle in twenty-four hours, But the negroes, to 
show their racial characteristics, remained loyal to their masters in al- 
most every instance, even within the sound of hostile guns; they not 
only refused to rise against the people of the South, even when their 
own freedom was atstake, butlabored on contentedly to produce the 
sapplies that fed the Confederate armies in the field. Never until the 
negro was attempted to be made a political instrumentality, unpre- 
pared for it, untutored, brutalized by a thousand years of slavery, 
never until the immense responsibilities of American citizenship were 
thrust upon him was, there trouble between the white and black races 
in the Southern States. b 

With this political responsibility came confusion, disorder, rapine, 
plunder, until, as I read this afternoon, the history of the world does 
not show in so many pages so dark an era of crime and fraud as was 
shown during the terrible days of reconstruction in the South. 

Mr. President, any man who is not determined to vote for his party 
rather than his country, if he will intelligently listen to testimony, 
even from Republican sourees, must know that to-day the South is fast 
approaching an era when the great laws regulating social and political 
conditions must adjust the relations between the black and white races, 
No law of Congress will doit. You may fill your statute books with 
all the force bills that you please to enact, and you will but aggravate 
by foreign interference the agencies that are at work against both races. 
You might a3 well expect to help the conditions of a physical body 
when you inject into it foreign substances, and substances, besides, an- 
tagonistic to each other and unnatural in themselves; you might as 
well expect physical health under such conditions as to expect social 
and economic prosperity in a country when you inject into it foreign 
instrumentalities, alien to the people, and which they must resent. 

I know no way of treating the subject except as a practicalman. I 
know of no way better than to produce evidence here as ina court of 
justice. I know no witnesses so competent, none so reliable, as those 
who hare been face to face with this problem and have seen the South- 
ern people battle with it every day in their homes and for their wives 
and children. 
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Why, Mr. President, I have lived in the Southern States. I lived 
once in a parish in Louisiana where there was a negro majority of over 
5,000. I know the condition of things there, and all the rhetoric in 
the world will not change my conclusions or those of any other intel- 
\ligent man who has been face to face with this problem. 
` Now, let us hear the testimony of witnesses who know something 
about this subject; not vei ig cigars not either optimists or 
pooni who, upon a pedestal in New England, establish a theory 
and then propose to make, conditions conformi to it. Let us look at 
this as if it were an issue in court to be tried upon testimony. 

In the first place, here is a letter from a leading Republican in Vir- 
ginia. Permit me, before I read it, to make one statement for which 
‘Tam responstble. During the last election—or rather, let me go back 
‘a little further—during the last session of Congress it will be em- 
bered that there was a celebrated election contest in a co-ordinate 
‘branch of Congress which attracted the attention of all the country. 
‘Tt was between a white man and a colored man from Virginia. The 
colored man was one of the most intelligent of his race. It resulted, 
‘as the Democrats thought most unjustly, in a Democrat being ejected 
from his seat and this colored man, LANGSTON, being put in his place. 

Congress adjourned with LANGSTON holding theseat. The case was 
remitted to the people of the district in Virginia which had been con- 
‘tested. LANGSTON appealed to the people to certify his title as given 
him by the House of Representatives. The white Republicans, includ- 
‘ing General Mahone, the chairman of the Republican State commit- 
"tee, told Mr. LANSGTON that he should have the entire machinery of 
\the election law to assist him in that contest. Theysaid to him, ‘‘ You 
‘complain,’ or rather, ‘It is complained that we can not have a fair 
électionin Virginia and in your district. Now, you shall haveas many 
supervisors and as many deputy marshals as you please, of your own 
‘race, in order to have your title confirmed at the polls by popular 
‘election.’’ 

What was the result, Mr. President? I call the attention of every 
honest, intelligent man to it. What was the. result, with all the ma- 
‘chinery of the election law invoked in his behalf? Mr. LANGSTON 
| was defeated in that contest by 4,000 votes, with all the supervisors 
and deputy marshals he wanted, and this in a Republican district. 

Ihave been told by the most distinguished Republican from Vir- 
ginia inside of twenty-four hours that nothing but a standing army 
would be able to puta colored man into Congress over a white man 
eyen in a Republican district of that State. 

Now, you will say that is a deplorable condition of affairs. For 
the sake of the argument, granted. What does it prove? Simply that 
your election bill is not worth the paper it is written on, éven if you 
could pass it, so faras political domination by the negro is concerned— 
I mean for the purpose of giving you political supremacy in the South. 
You will irritate, you will exasperate, you will make desperate the 
people over whom you propose to put it, but for practical purposes, in 
my judgment, you will not attain the political supremacy at which 
‘you aim. ; 

s Now let me read from a white Republican and an intelligent man in 

irginia. y 

Here is a letter from Col. H. C. Parsons, of Natural Bridge, Va., to 
Congressman Evans, of Tennessee: 

NATURAL BRIDGE, Va,, December 13, 1890. 


Dear Sm: In “a oe to your inquiry in regard to the Federal elections bill I 
may answer that there has been no general expression of the sentiment of the 
are pest of Virginia, and for others I can not speak; but, speaking for my- 
self and those with whom I have had opportunity to confer, we hope the bill will 
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lnot i 
| Wo have found no reason in the unreasoning clamor that has been raised 
against it norany objection in the constitutional doubts or the Congressional 
limitations of power that have been made. We only look at it from our stand- 
Ipoint and within our limited horizon, and here it can noto ne oF good. 
E We are compelled to recognize the facts of our condition, that ute major- 
ities donot rule and can not rule; that courage, independence, organise power, 
and landlordism cast into the scales decisive weight; that the solid South can 
‘never be broken except by the development of Internal forces; thal the black 
l race left to its own deliverance since the States were admitted can not the 
political responsibilities that haye brought nothing but disappointment for 
Î twenty years. 
We see tho sufficient objection to the billin the fact that it is impolitic and 
must become inoperative, That where it can bo enforced it is not needed and 
jwhere it is needed it can not be enforced. Because it will not bring the relief 
songht for to-day, and because, in the ibilities of the future, it may give a 
‘dangerous power and precedency toa Tammany control and Democracy. 
Whore in the South, except in a few mountain districts (where such a law is 
not needed) are the brave and discreetmon forsupervisors? Where the police? 
Where the juries todeclare penalties? Where the sentiment to support the law? 
The Republican party, now charged for the first time in many years with un- 
challenged power, may now fulfill its pelantion to the enfranchised race,which 
-has entered upon the third decade of Joyal servico and to which we have given 
nothing to better their condition, It isin the power of this Co (and of 
this I particularly write to you, as you represent the central and most progressive 
‘Republican district in the South) to accomplish a great and beneficent work. 
he trouble is not so much that the freedmen can not yote as that they are not 
freo. Only from tho bettering of their condition can they be made independent 
t voters. The wreck of the Freedman’s Savings Bank is still the crime of the 
century. This child race can not advance with the bayonet behind the ballot. 
It can only pers through peaceful ways—through the increase of and 
savings. Tho man who in the beginning said "forty acres and a mule” was 
not without philosophy. The rate of can only be increased and the earn- 
ings saved through manuallabor, education, and pore savings banks. Under 
our present system the black man can not betaughtany trades, and he will trust 
nothing but the Government. 
Whatever objection may have existed to the Blair bill— 


Task the attention of the presiding oflicer particularly to this— 


Isee no ground ofopposition to the establishment of industrial schools in eve 
part of the United States. We have in the South the best labor in the worl 
obedient, hardy, sobér, able to compete even with the Chinaman yppa the plane 
ofthecostof production. In thislabor lic the greatest wealth of the South and 
the best assurances of itsdevelopment; butour minesand factories send abroad 
for labor ata price from two to five times as great as our own commands. We 
send ouriroh away to be wrought, our cotton to be woven, toour continued loss. 
Ifitis possible to opén n way for half a million black men to enter our minos and 
milis and for ono hundred thousand black girls to enter out factorics, the cón- 
gestion of the labor market will be relieved; and more will be done ae the pro- 
tection of the race than is possible to be done through political en ent. 

If you will go furtherand fixa plan for the savings bank so apie that the ig- 
norant may avail themselves of it, a plan of cards and stamps to be a: that 
could without any accounting grow into interest-paying and convertible cer- 
tificates, Phe would have made ad eed 4 permanent, If the et savings 
bank had been erected on the ruins of the Freedman’s Savings nic it woul 
without costing the nation one dollar, I believe, haye added to the holdings ò 
the freedmen $200,000,000 and the circulating medium of the South $100,000,000; 
it would have made the black man too important a factor to be ignored, and 
have done muth toward the solution of the race problem. 

If it be true that our party saved this Union, to none other is it so important 
that it be a Union in fact.. That there should be no color line, no sectional line, 
If the Republican party freed the slave, the responsibility of giving him an 
even chance in life rests particularly uponit, With the black men of the South 
Aan it is notso much of politicsas of poultry, and who can number the bene- 
fits that would come upon the South generally and upon the whole nation 
through such assistance? 

The colored vote divided between the parties—sought by Iabor organizations 
and Farmers’ Allianoces—would lose its nhc eatin tat The generosity 
that comes with good fortune would move the white people, and the two races, 
upon different lines, but equally advancing, would approach the goal through 
the rivalry of success, Tho South would as naturally divide as the No: 
Once more it would turn to fair argument and calm debates; it would no 
longer be difficult to find a Republican paper between the Potomac and the Rio 
Grande; the intellect of our young men would no longer be dwarfed by partial 
statement and one-sided argument, and statesmanship would return. 

When Mr. Lincoln was taunted with having no Southern policy he slowly 
answered: "I would make every man in the South {cel in his heart and in his 
purse it was better for him that the war ended as it did. And General Grant 
summed up the casein his simple desire: "Let us have peace.” These wero 
the two wisest speeches of reconstruction. 

If after this benevolent work the solid South remains solid without excuse, 
then the argument In the greater North would be prevailing. It is time that 
the chapter of reconstruction should be closed. Its warnings should light us 
against foponteg blunders. Itis belter to adopt policies that shall bring inde- 
pendence to one race and confidence to the other than to provokea foredoomed 
contest; better than to forge a chain to be broken ora bolt to be canght and 
hurled Le oe 

ery respectfully, 
H.C, PARSONS. 

Hon. H, CLAY Evans, 


The Senator from Massachusetts read the other day a letter from 
an editor ofthe Episcopal Church. I have before me, sent to meby a 
member of the pepony sa party with whom I have no personal ac- 
quaintance, the following statement, taken from the New England 
Congregationalist and republished in the Buffalo (N. Y.) Commercial 
Advertiser: 


SOUTHERN NEGROES—PACTS AS TO THEIR TREATMENT—A PLAIN STORY TOLD BY 
AN INTELLIGENT ONSERVER WHO IAS NO DESIRE TO WORK UP ANY POLITICAL 
PREJUDICES—STRONG PROOF FROM RELIADLE SOURCES, 


Of the 12,000 inhabitants of Dougherty County, Georgia, in which Albany is 
situated, 9,000 are negroes, In the city the proportions of the two races are 
about equal. In the country there are eight or ten blacks to one white person, 

Educationally, the oppona for negro children are general and increas- 
ing. Free schools, most y taught by colored teachers, are ab beenge by the State 
in most of the school districts of the county for four months in cach year, with 
& prospect that the time will soon be extended to six months. I visited an 
academy in charge of two young men who have been students, though not 
graduates, of Atlanta University. 

Thero were, in the two rooms, about 130 children doing fair work in the com- 
mon branches of study, and the furnishings were quite In advance of those of 
the average New England country schoolhouse thirty years ago. While there 
is no law compelling attendance, there seems to be a growing ambition on the 

rt of colo parents to Send their children to school. White people havo 

come convinced thatit is best to providé élementary education forthe colored, 
and the county school commissioners, who are excellent men, seem thoroughly 
interested in the matter. Opinions appear to be divided as to the advantages 
of the Blair bill, but it is my impression that national aid to education would 
in that section work more harm than benefit. The State seems to be able and 
increasingly disposed to provide for its needs in that direction. 

Financially the outlook for the negrois hopeful. A wp years the whites 
were reluctant to sell to him land, but their views have changed. They believe 
itis safer and wiser tocncourage himtomake nnd keepahome. A 
own land, and those who get possession of it seldom part with it. 
able number have excellent credit and are as thoroughly trusted ns the sound- 
est of their white neighbors. More and more various employments are open to 
them than at the North. They often outbid white men in small contracts for 
building, transportation of goods, and the like. 

Socially there aro several grades of negroes in this section. Those on the 
penienone are generally less intelligent than those in the city, while those who 

ave come from the Carolina coast are sometimes so ignorant and use such 
barbaric language that it is dificult to understand them. Tho large majority 
live in one-roomed, windowless cabins, with scarcely any furniture, tenants 
without rent of the owners of the plantations. But those who own homes, and 
take pride in making them clean and attractive, tond to form a higher social 
fr e. The two races associate less with each other than daring the years fol- 

owing the war, and the tendency istoward fattherseparation. Whitechildren 
and black play loss together than formerly. Thonegroes are coming more and 
more to haya their own quarters in each town, with their churches and schools. 
Too large a proponon of the young pèc»le, the first generation since slavery, 
have been allowed to grow up with the idea that freedom means the absence 
of all restraints, and they swarm the streets at all hours with the curiosity of 
children whenever anything new is to be seen. 

I was riding one day in Speen in an open carriage with Goyernor 
Gordon, Senator COLQUITT, and Dr, Duncan. Several times the carriage ais Yee 
for a few minute¥, and cach time the negrocs crowded one another to look into 
the carringe and to shake hands with the governor and Senator, At one point 
a bright-looking negro, about thirty years old, pushed ahead of the others and 
said, “Are you Governor Gordon?” “Yes,” said the governor, pleasantly, 
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extending his hand; “I am glad to see you.” The black man surveyed him 
Sere. for a minute, and then said, “Well, Governor Gordon, you're a 
vety promising looking man.’ In the tabernacle when the admission was 
free, as on Sunday, many blacks camein. I preached to about two thousand 
people, of which perhaps one-fourth were colored. They occupied a place by 
themselves, except a few who were known as preachers and teachers, These 
came toward the front and sat among the whites. I can not see how any 
closer mingling could have been agreeable to the white people, and I think the 
ne felt more at home by themselves. 

ligiously, one’s impressions vary according to his point of approach. The 
pastors have great influence over their people, and while some of these are good 
men others do not inspire confidence. I attended a conference of assistant 
ministers and deacons in charge of n Baptist preacher who has, it is said, over 
five thousand members in his churches. Ife visits each church once @ month 
or oftener, admonishes his people plainly, and occasionally administers phys. 
ical discipline; Being sent for one day on complaint of an injured husband, he 
rode to the house, called the couple into the yard, asked n few questions, ap- 
plied his horsewhip smartly to both parties, and settled the case, He was a 
plave till he was past thirty years of age, but has since learned toread and write. 
He has sound practical sense, not alittle eloquence, and is universally respected 
and trusted by both races. s 

I attended another. One discouraging sign is the apparent want of re- 
spect and confidence among the negroes for each other. By request I joined 
in marriage a young colored couple, Afterwards I tried to show the audience 
of colored people what good results would follow if they should maintain a 
Christian home and abide faithful to each other, when I was interrupted by an 
elder remarking, "I doubt if they do dat; ” and this was followed by a general 
expression which showed that chaste married life was not to be expected. 
When I rebuked them for this, and said that they ought to expect ityand that 
to assume that it would not be was to encourage unchastity and shame, the 
idea seemed new to them, though they responded heartily. 

After remarks by Rey. O. P. Giftord at another church, the preacher said, 
“Dis sermon take hold of me down tomy very toes. Now, is you gwine to 
take it home wid you dat way, or is you gwinc to go on stealin’ and lyin’ and 

in’ with each others’ wives like you been doin’ all de time?" The greatest 
ack among them seems to be the Inck of wisdom and ‘patience in home life, 
discipline, and culture of children to obedience and self-control. The great 
majority have the heedlessness, improyidence, and irresponsibility of undis- 
ciplined children, = 
olitically the largest part are entirely unfit for the duties of citizens. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire what part of the Journal the Senator 
is addressing himself to. 

Mr. VEST. To all of it, Mr. President; and the Senator can suit 
himself; he can make his own selection. Any other witticism which 
the Senator from Massachusetts may make will, I hope, be put in the 
RECORD. X 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the witticism was on the part of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST, Mr, President, I propose to proceed with my speech, or 
whatever it may be called, without regard to anything that the Senator 
from Massachusetts may say. This article continues: 


Iam convinced that both they and the whites are morally worse off than if 
suffrage had never been given to them. Intimidation, so far as I could learn, 
is not practiced in thissection. Butin other ways the whites, and not siweyn 
the best class either, control the elections, Left to themselves, the negroes in 
any precinct do not know enough to comply with the legal requirements, and 
so the entire vote in such precincts can be thrown out. Ordinarily, now that 
the novelty has worn off, many of them care nothing for voting, and in some 
sections election days have passed by before they hear of them. When their 
votes are wanted, bribery is common and open, the price of a vyote varying from 
650 cents to $10. Frequently by various devices the votes first put into their 
hands have been chunged before they reached the polls. The best people de- 
plore this state of things, which gives large Arehn y unscrupulous politi- 
cians; but under like conditions the same results would follow in any part of 
the country, There are Need piglet growing in number, of negroes who are 
intelligently seeking the public good and who yote accordingly, ‘The only re- 
liet which I can see is toapply to both white and black some fair test of intel- 
ligence and responsibility as prerequisites for Sebi sad p. That, with the secret 
bailot, would go far toward solving the political problem. 

There are cases where intelligent negroes suffer Aah pail in being shut upto 
the society of theirown race. There are cases where inoffensive blacks are un- 
justly treated by whites. Cases are more numerous where aggressive and arro- 
eo whites come into collision with aggressive and ignorant colored people, 

n which cases the latter are sure to get the worst of it. But ifmy impressions 
are correct, the spe of white people in the South are disposed to deal pa- 
tiently and kindly with the colored race and the negroes in general sre not 
discontented with their position. There are Aly obi A signs of movement 
toward better things. Il very much doubt if as little friction would exist if in 
any part of the North the same proportion of colored and white people should 
be brought together as in Geo . Our white Christian brethren in the South 
are entitled at least to fair and just jadgmenton the part of their brethren in the 
North; and, though I have visited nearly covery inhabited section of the United 
States, I have nowhere found a more Christian spirit, a more honest disposition 
to treat all men of every race with helpful kindness, a truer culture, and a more 
generoi and genuine hospitality than in this fair city of Albany, Ga, —Rev, A. 

` Dunning in Congregationist. 


I make no apology for reading that. It is in the nature of evidence 
from a Northern man and a Republican in politics, who testifies as to 
the condition of things in Georgia. 

There isan editorial in the Buffalo Commercial Advertiser comment- 
ing on this letter, which says: 

THE NEGRO IN THE SOUTIL 

Our readers will thank us for reprinting to-day an article from that most able 
paper, the Congregationalist, in which the condition of the negro.in some 

rts of the South at least, is described. The article is from the pen of Rev. A. 

. Dunning, one of the editors of the paper, as well as one of the most eminent 
of the Congregational ministers of New England, Visiting a session of the 
Georgia Chautauqua at Albany, in that State, Mr, Dunning took that opportu- 
nity to examine into the relations of the blacks and whiteg,and he has made 
an Spani J RNIN: fair and most interesting report, 

The Commercial, ns its readers can bear witness, has taken vory little stock 
in the attempts made to keep up patine rancor and sectional hate by an agi- 
tation of tho“ negro problem.”’ We maintain—as every fair-minded person 


must maintain—that the colored man of the South should have a fair chance to 
vote and should have his vote fairly counted. Butitisalso plain to fair-minded 
men that the Southern people are confronted with a problem that calls for the 
utmost caution in its solution and that is fall of peril in its most favorable as- 


ect. 
Pot is easier for Northern people, in cities where the colored people can be 
counted by scores very easily, to declare how the two races pipe be politically 
related thanit is to décide that matter in a community like that visited by Dr. 
Dunning, wherethe blacks are in proportion to the whites as ten toone. He 
bears testimony most grateful to thosh who have been hoping that the whites 
would be just, would be patient, would be kind. And we are free to say that 
more reliance can be placed upon the testimony of such aman than upon the 
fiery speeches of United States Senators or the exaggerated romancing of 
writers and lecturers who have A book to sell. 

That is from the Buffalo Commercial Advertiser of April 16, 1899. 

Now, Mr. President, that is the condition of the negroes in acom- 
munity in which they stand ten to one with the white race, and after 
the former slaves of that white race are to be put over it, the proud- 
est white race in the world, in whose veins is the mingled blood of the 
Cayalier and the Huguenot, and who will submit to no sort of oppres- 
sion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. My object is to come here when the Senate meets 
and to remain here till it adjourns. If the majority insists on keeping 
it in session, thereby keeping me here, I wantthem here. Itisevident 
that there is not now a quorum of Senators on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being dis- 
closed, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, Dixon, Ingalls, Shoup, 
Allison, Dolph, McConnell, Steak orl 
Bate, Edmunds, MeMillan, too bridge, 
Berry, Evarts, Manderson, opie} 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morgan, est, 

lair, Gibson, Morrill, Warren, 
Carey, ray, Platt, Washburn 
Carlisle, Harris Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Casey, Hawley, Ransom, 
Cullom, Higgins, Reagan; 
Daniel, Hiscock, Sanders, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
pon names and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is entitled to 
the floor, 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I hope that no feeling of courtesy will 
cause our Republican friends to remain in theChamber. Weonly de- 
sire that they should stay when we do and as long as we do. 

Mr. CULLOM. We are here. 

“Mr. VEST. TI hope Senators will remain, not to hearme, butif they 
will come in occasionally on roll-calls it will not permit us to become 
lonesome. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to read the testimony of Bishop Vin- 
cent, from the Buffalo Express, a Republican paper: 


HOPEFUL AND PROUD—BISHOP VINCENT’S OBSERVATIONS WHILE IN THE SOUTH— 
NINETY OUT OF ONE HUNDRED PEOPLE HE SAYS HE FOUND EXPRESSING GOOD 
WILL TOWARD THE COLORED MAN, ` 


Bishop Vincent has just returned from a trip South, where he has been en- 
popra in regular church work. mang in charge of the Mississippi Conference 

eld at Vicksburg, the Louisiana Conference at Shreveport, the Arkansas Con- 
ference at Hot Springs, and the Little Rock Conference at Forth Smith, he has 
necessarily been south of Mason and Dixon’s line for several weeks, and he 
could not, with his powers of observation, well fail to take note of the social 
and political condition of thin, 
except the Arkansas are color 
the Southern problem: 
ii Won fren tell us how you were impressed by what you saw there?” asked 

ere er. 

The bishop replied that he should be very glad to do so, for he was not only 
hye hopeful, but he was very proud of the South, ‘Iwas struck,’ said he, 
‘*with the great improvement of the people, especially the ministers. My cab- 
inet of colored ministers at Vicksburg was equal to any white one I eyer had 
for good sense, business tact, and wisdom of inistration generally, In my 
early visits South there were always things coming up to be Taughed at.” 

“So the negro of the funny pano did really exist once?’ remarked tho re- 
porter, glad to know that ancient history does lend some color to the current 
colored joke, 

“I was going to gather up some of them,” continued the bishop, “but T find 
that shay are gone. The negro is advancing, and I want to say another thing, 
though itis not at all Republican. While tama strong Republican, out of 
one hundred classes of the whole Southern ple I found ninety expressing 
good will to the negro and utter disbelief of the stories of abuse of the negro as 
circulated here, Iwas nasured by scores in this wise: ‘If we believed these 
stories we would make war against the perpetrators of such outrages.’ 

‘They do not believe such things exist. I suppose that in some parts the 
existand In some they do not, Itis the politicians South who keep up th 
race feeling, but itis not the people. Still the people do not want the colored 
man to rule; raid do not think it safe; and, while I may sometimes be almost 
ready to make the same confession, I always say that every American citizen 
has a right to vote and have his vote counted. I say that the majority must 
rule, and if the Anglo-Saxon hasn't oponu enough and nonga trustin God 
to risk the issue, then he hasn't the right torule, for the race thatisjust is going 
to come out on top, be it black or white.” 

The bishop here qualified his statement by saying that he was no politician 
and did not wish to be regarded as such. “Iam delighted with the South,” 
he went on, “and I found more comfort in looking to the future than ever be- 
fore since the war. Iwas born in Alabama, though I removed from there when 
young. Ihave many relatives there and my sympathies nre there in all but 
the main question,” making this statement no doubt to show his familiarity 
with Southern affairs, ' 


there. The fact that all of these conferences 
added greatly to this opportunity for studying 


1891. 
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“Ihave good hope for the future of church and state, One thing we need is 
more ministers going South to take charge of churches and more coming North 
to do the same, so that wo may understand each other better. Iwill not deny 
thatI heard sentiments expressed that irritated me greatly, but the concilia- 
tory sayings are nine to one of the opposite.” 

Mr. President, Ihave said before that outrages have been committed 
in theSouth. It would be assuming that the people there were more 
than men, that they had not the passions of men, if these outrages 
had not occurred. Ifthe Northern people would apply the goldenrule, 
then they would appreciate the condition of the Southern whites, and 
they would be more conciliatory in their treatment of this terrible 
question. Sir, these outrages have been exaggerated. To give a con- 
spicuous example I will mention one case within my personal knowl- 
edge. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] not now 
in his seztduring the last Congress brought here a catalogue of hor- 
rors, ofmurders committed in the Southern States, or the former slave 
States, and he had culled, with an industry much to be admired, para- 
graphs from every county paper, statements anonymonsly made from 
newspaper correspondence, irritating and exasperating comments from 
irresponsible sources, to show that the South had a carnival of crime 
and that the negroes were being butchered by wholesale. 

Among other instances of horror given by the Senator from New 
Hampshire was a murder of an inoffensive negro at Mascotte, Mo. Mr. 
President, there never was any such place in Missouri. [Laughter.] 
There never was a post office, town, or hamlet in the State of Missouri 
with that name. 

Mr. GRAY, They must have wiped it out. 

Mr. VEST. It was never there. Nonegro wasever murdered there. 
It was a pure fabrication of some irresponsible vagabond, who sent it 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, and in his desire to malign the 
Southern people he broughtithere. I went notonly to the Post-Office 
Department, but to every one of my colleagues, and I could find noth- 
ing of it. This is a fair sample of the way in which these outrages 
are manufactured and sent all over the North. 

Many of the pious, God-fearing people of New Hampshire, when 
they read of this, doubtless held up their hands in holy horror at the 
butchers who murder negroes every nicht and hunt them down as they 
hunt foxes in Virginia. 

The negroes in Missouri number about 125,000 persons. Their vote 
constitutes no factor whatever in political contests. The negroes of 
Missouri, Mr. President, vote with as much freedom as the whites. -It 
‘would be absurd to state otherwise. Except in a municipal elections, 
where oneparty or the other—and they doitindifferentl y—seeks to util- 
ize them, the negro vote, as I have said, is no political factor whatever. 
Yet the Senator from New Hampshire finds a place that never existed 
and a murder that never occurred in order to malign the people of 
my State. But we must submit to it; and when a Democratic Senator 
rises here and enters even a feeble protest, the cry is heard ‘‘ To arms! 
‚To arms! ‘The rebellion has again: broken out and the ghost of Jeff. 
Davis is rushing to the front.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, did it never suggest itself to our friends on the other 
side that if negro suffrage is a blessing it would be well enough to take 
a little of it here at home? 

Has it never suggested itself to our Republican friends that there is no 
place more fit to materialize the blessings of negro suffrage than right 
here in the District of Columbia, where all of us would have the ben- 
efit of it? The suffrage was conferred on the negroes here by a Repub- 
fican Congress when the Democratic party was supposed to be dead— 
it had been buried—and Requiescat in pace had been carved on its tomb- 
stone. At that time, with absolate power, the Republicans of both 
eeu passed a bill that gave negro suffrage in the District of Columbia. 

have here a report made three years afterward, made by a Republican 
committee of the House of Representatives, reporting in that body a bill 
to repeal the suffrage act. The report says that after three years there 
was not one cent of money in the District treasury; that they had not 
paid any of their salaries for over eight months, that the whole concern 
was bankrupt, in a worse condition than the Freedmen’s Bank when 
they stole even the blotting paper. : 

That was the result of negro suffrage here, under the shadow of the 
Capitol and with the Goddess of Liberty stretching out her bronze 
arms to protect the colored brother, And it will never be brought 
back here. It is good enough for the South, but it will never disturb 
the delicate olfactories of our Republican friends who reside here or 
who are compelled to remain here the larger portion of their time. 
Negro suffrage is like a new country. The ‘‘ good country’? is always 
just over the hill; you can always discover its blessings from afar, but 
when you attempt to make practical application of it to the men who 
are preaching its blessings they want none of it, except for their neigh- 
bors in distant States. ; 

The Southern people are maligned and denounced becanse they do 
not accept this force bill with alacrity and without even protest. We 
are told by Republican Senators that their party takes no step back- 
ward and that the negro must have all his rights, that he must be 
treated justly and fairly. Mr. President, let them apply the same 
rules to Northern communities where the negroes have never been 
slaves, where this racial prejudice is to be presumed not to exist to as 
large an extent as it must necessarily in Southern communities, 


Take this District of Columbia, of whith I have spoken. Here, of 
all places, the negroes should have equal rights under the immediate 
protection of the Government and under a local government created by 
Congress. Yet what are the facts? No negro can buy property in 
this city in any white ward or Seat & not even Fred. Douglass can go 
into a white locality in this community and buy property if his color 
isknown. Real-estate agents and owners of real estate refuse to sell 
property to such people. 

You can give the negro the right to vote, of locomotion, and to earn 
his living, but whenit comes to the rights that are dependent upon the 
sentiment of the people and that can not be enforced by law, the negro 
is absolutely without such rights. 

Why, in the State of Massachusetts, in God-fearing, liberty-loving 
Massachusetts, I saw the other day, and have now, a circular of the 
Springfield Fire and Marine Insurance Company, in which they in- 
struct their Western agent to take no risks upon property owned or 
leased by a negro. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwish to say that the gentleman referred to, who 
lives in my district, came out with a letter denying that whole thing. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, here is the circular. 

Mr, DAWES. The president of the company, in plain words, and 
without equivocation, says that if there is any such circular as that 
abroad in the land it is without authority and without the knowledge of 
the company. 

Mr. VEST. We have the circular—— 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. VEST. Purporting to be issued by the company, dated at Chi- 
cago, in its Western department; and among the prohibited risks are 
risks upon property leased to, tenanted by, or owned by n Ib 
covers schools, colleges, business houses, and all. I say that this cir- 
cular has been distributed all over the West, and this is the first time 
that I ever heard any denial in regard to it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I ask the Senator to yield to me a 
moment. 

Mr. VEST. I will yield. 

Mr. DAWES. I donot know anything about the trath of this mat- 
ter. I know that the gentleman who replied in that excellent Demo- 
cratic paper, the Springfield Republican, to the Senator’s first allusion 
to that matter—the president of the company—denied it just in the 
mensure i ynich I have repeated the denial to-night. I know noth- 
ing about i 

Mr. VEST. I-give the facts, Mr. President; it is the most undoubted 
fact that the circular was distributed all over the Western States. 

‘'r. DAWES. If the Senator from Missouri will give me the cir- 
cular I will inclose it to the president of the company and there leave 
the question of veracity. Ihave no doubt the Senator is perfectly 
truthful in what he states, as far as he states it, and I have the same 
confidence in the president of that company. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. DAWES. They are both leading Democrats in the vicinity in 
which they live, and therefore are entitled to credit. i 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, I am not saying that Republicans 
alone bave this prejudice. My distinct assertion is that both Repub- 
licans and Democrats in the North have it, and it is simply frivolous 
for the Senator to talk now about this president being a Democrat, and 
that therefore his assertion is worth any more. I have produced that 
circular, sent to me bya constituent of mine in North Missouri, show- 
ing that among the prohibited risks are edifices, etc., occupied or owned 
by negroes. 

Now, here is a letter from General S. P. Armstrong, principal of the 
Hampton (Va.) Institution for the Education of Negroes. He is not a 
Democrat. There is noinsinuation abouthis veracity I suppose. Gen- 
eral Armstrong served in the Federal Army during the war and has 
yoted the Republican ticket, without scratching, and therefore every- 
thing that he says must be true, according tothe Senator from Massachu- 
setts. [Langhter.] He has been South, and here is his testimony: 

While lawlessness is still the curse of some sections, there is, evenin the "black 
belts’’ of the Gulf States, a steady, if slow. advance towards good government, 
the gain in every ten years being noticeable. Ididnotm self believe this until 
my own observation and the opinions of some thoughtful Southern men con- 
vinced me of it, 

There are, unquestionably, multitudes of “low-down” negroes and many 
wretched neighborhoods, but I think that intelligent white men everywhere in 
the South admit that the line between the good and the bad is every year more 
distinctly drawn, a sure proof of progress, The gain was never so rapid as 
now, thanks to negro pluck and Te aon and to the stern discipline of their 
past, which developed qualities which schools alone can not create; and this 


sis of hope is, I belieye, beyond the reach of any 


litical pressure. Increas- 
ing ente 


rise at the South and the new industrial life of the people nre help- 
ful conditions and, where they are supplemented by education, are pushing the 
better part of the negro race into prosperity, ciyin hom s plave and making 
thema power. The talk of disfranc ent is idle; it comes too late; thene- 
gro is not what he was twenty-five yearsago, and the next half century willsee 
great changes. 

As prosperity creates social distinctions, political divisions will follow, and 
the human nature of both races may be trusted to adjust the relations, which 
are, indeed, to-day generally amicable. In those 1 ities where lawlessness 
and injustice have repelled capital and immigration, the penalty of impover- 
ishmentis the swift result, and Government can do little; the people must fin- 
ish the work of reconstruction, 


Mr. President, I was much struck the other day with an article 
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which I read in the Philadelphia American, an extreme Republican 
paper, and one which has on this question invariably taken ground 
against the Southern people. Itwas addressed bya Virginia old-time 
Whig to the editor of the American. Says this gentleman, obviously 
a man of intelligence: 


To the Editor of the American: 

ay your favor I haye been a reader of the American for some years, and I 
desire now to renew cai thanks, and to express my high opinion of the paper. 
In dignity and ability, in conservative wisdom on nearly all subjects, in high 
moral tone always, in the selection and mode of treating its topics, I know of 
no other politi d literary paper which comes so near the best ideals as the 
American. Its only weakness, I beg leave to say, from my point of view, is its 
fallure to understand the Southern question or the Southern people, a weakness 
almost universal with Northern newspapers. 

I mean no disco by this remark and have no thoughtof trying to prove 
it, I with the political doctrines of the American on all general subjects. 
Tama full believer in the principle of protection. I agree with your general 
views as to the province of the Federal Government. Inn word I believe in 
the old Whig doctrines, which are embodied in an intensified form in the Re- 
publican party. 

And yet I am practically a Democrat. I have never voted the Republican 
ticket and do nôt see how I ever can. Moreover, I am one of many in the 
South who occupy this apparently inconsistent position. For many yearsafter 
the war tho old Whigs of the South generally, though in sectional matters 
wholly identified with their Southern brethren, still hoped that all questions 
growing out of the war would be adjusted sufficiently to allow truly national 
subjects to monopolize the political elds and thus enable Southern men to act 
arenes ey. with those of the North wha held similar doctrines in reference to 
the general policy of the Federal Government. More than this, there was a 
praia even among Democrats in the South, to favor a protective tariff asan 
obviously effective policy for the development of the great, though almost dor- 
mant resources of the Southern States. Andon other points there was noticea- 
ble a tendency to accept a modification of former views. 

I am sorry to say that the course of events has almost extingtished these 
tendencies. For the present, at Icast, the tide is reversed. Even among Kte- 

ublican volers in the South there seems to be a lessening zeal for the Repub- 

loan party. So far as Iam able to see, even the negroes have lost much of 
their enthusiasm forthe party. Comparatively fow negroes have become Dem- 
ocrats, but they have in a large measure lost the suspicion and dread they once 
had of the Democratic party, This reliefof mind came to them when the ox- 
perience of a Democratic national Administration showed them that they had 
no more reason to fear one party than another. My expectation is that asa 
race the negroes, under the impulse of their amiable natures and theirlocal and 
rsonal attachments, will more and more identify themselves politically with 
e Southern white people. In this tendency I belicve is to he found the ex- 
lanation of what is often spoken of as the “suppression of the negro voto,” 
e negro vote has not generally been Suppressed: but the negrois rapidly sup- 
pressing himself. 

I nay not be well informed, but I am an attentive observer and I travel in 
half a dozen Southern States, and to the best of my knowledge and belief there 
is as much fairness and freedom in our electionsas in yours. 

It is the knowledge of this fact that inspires the almost universal condemna- 
tion In the South of what is called *‘the force bill.” The apology for the bill lies 
in a false accusation; and were it to pass, its only effect, in my opinion, would 
be to create the very condition of affairs which ostensibly it is designed to rem- 


ody. 

You begin now to divine why it is that we old Whigs in the South can notgo 
to the Republican ate Whether justly or unjustly, we regard your party as 
personally hostile to the Southern white people and as anxious to set over us 


our negro PeF proc tin 
In a contest of this sort there can not be two parties among the intelligent 
people in the South. Northern Republicans who come South, and whom we 
are oa’ A onere to welcome, soon see that in this matter wo are right. Just 
now we in Virginia are mado happy byan bik ac of first-class Northern paos 
ple, an extra large proportion of whom come fròm your beautiful city, where 
religion. science, and literature both adorn and inspire a marvelous scene of 
mercantile thrift and mechanical skill and industry. We regard such people 
as pees iereent in every why s 
Could sectional issues be laid asido and a Republican party spring up inthe 
South composed of such men as compose it in the North, the wishes of many of 
our people would be gratified, and all would see in an augury of permanent 
and justice between the sections. But by a strange persistence in what 
Lestat ‘4 every token to be a wrong policy, the Ropublican pep has 
quenched all present hopé of such a resul ane is constantly aggravating every 
evil. Allthis Roane a future against which I close my sre, 
Pardon me, Mr, tor, this letter is wholly unpremeditated, and without 
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The editor then gives the extreme Republican side of this question, 
all of which can be putin a single sentence, to the effect that ‘‘ the 
Republican party takes no step backward; whether right or wrong, we 
pro to goon; whether there be red ruin in the path or not, wein- 
tend to carry out what we said in our national platform. We can not 
afford to retreat; we do not propose to do so.’’ 

Mr, President, what this correspondent has said in regard to this 
force bill and similar measures in the’ South is absolutely true, and 
every intelligent man familiar with that section knows it. Just solong 
as the Republican party forces upon that section thisissue of the polit- 
ical domination of the white people in the South by the negroes you 
will meet with an eternal and solid resistance. The whites of that 
section can not afford to divide with that question before them. 

The Republican party heretofore has said that its great object was 
to divide the South. The ‘‘Solid South ’’ has been the bugbear of the 
politicians of the Republican stamp, and yet if you had all the ingenuity 
that is possible to the human intellect you could not invent a plan 
which would make the South sosolid as the eternal agitation of this ques- 
tion by the interference of the National Government in order to bring 
about the political domination of the negroes. You may as well talk 
to a man whose house is on fire and whose wife and children are inside 
of it about the tariif or the coinage of silver’as to approach the white 
people of the South on other issues so long as you threaten them with 
the political domination of the blacks. Everything else is subordinated 
to that issne so long as its shadow is thrown on the Southern people. 


You can never eliminate from their minds the recollection of recon- 
struction, You can never take away from them the dark specter that 
was before them for ten long years, while robbery, fraud, and rapine 
held high carnival in the Sonthern States, 

Yon can never exorcise the recollection of Bullock of Georgia, Mo- 
ses of South Cardlina, or Warmoth and Kellogg of Louisiana, when 
property ceased to be valuable, when men had not money enough to 
moye away, and when they stood beneath the eternal stars and lifted 
their hopeless hands to heaven, despairing of earth. Thatis what you 
propose to bring back to the Southern people. 

It has heen said here that there is a remedy for this in migration. 
The negroes will never migrate. They arearace of strong local attach- 
ments. They are parasitic in all their tendencies, They are citizens 
of the United States and that right can never be taken from them. 
They do not propose to go back to Africa, and there is no other place 
for them. It was the dream of Mr, Lincoln to colonize the negroes, 
and he used the contingent fund for the purpose, after his message to 
Congress on the subject, and sent three hundred to Isle’ Vache, inthe 
West Indies, under a contract, from Norfolk, Va. 

As I said, he used the contingent fund for that purpose, and with 
what result? I took the pains to huntup the original contract and to 
ascertain the result, The negroes were to be started in agriculture; 
but in less than twelve months all of them were back here in Wash- 
ington City, upon the hands of the Goyernment, and the whole ven- 
ture was a miserable failure. 

Liberia has been n failure. It was under the protection of thegreat- 
est statesmen of this country, Mr. Clay was third vice president of 
the colonization society. What is that country to-day? The raco 
prejudice between the negroes of full blood and the mulattoes is more 
violent and bitter than between the whites and blacks elsewhere. 

Liberia, left to itself, has shown that the negroes aro incapable of 
conducting government and making laws and cementing institutions. 
The negro is a component part of our civilization and must so remain. 
The dream (with all respect to my friends on this side of the Cham- 
ber who have advanced it) of a great scheme of colonization for the 
negro is in my judgment entirely Utopian and impracticable, 

‘There have been in history but two great national migrations. 

The first was that of the children of Israel, the story of whose wan- 
derings is found in that wonderful book of Exodus which closes with 
the plaintive but triumphant acclaim: 

For the cloud of the Lord was upon the tabernacle by day and fire was on it 
by night in the sight of all the honse of Isracl thrqughont all their journey. 

The Hebrew to-day on land and sea beholds, in the clouds that toss 
around the northern pole and in the fire of an equatorial sun, the eter- 
nal promise of an eternal God to him and his people. 

The second great migration was that of the Moors, or Moriscos, in 
1609, during the reign of Philip HI of Spain. As long as the Eng- 
lish language is read or spoken, the history of this martial and refined 
people will existin the pages of those two delightful productions of 
Washington Irving, the Conquest.of Granada and the Alhambra. 

For eight hundred years the Moors resided in Spain, and their cas- 
tellated palaces, amidst the mountains of Castile and Arragon, their 
hanging gardens, beautiful women, and splendid warriors, make ro- 
mantic the pages of history. But kingly greed and priestly fanaticism 
aroused the populace against them, and in 1609 they were driven from 
Spain with circumstances of barbarity unequaled in the history of the 
world. Weare told that 150,000 of them were taken at one time to the 
northern coast of Africa and that 100,000 of them perished by disease 
and wantand under the lances and swords of Bedouins of the desert. 

These are the only two great migrations, the first that of the Jews 
and the second that of the Moors. A . 

Mr. MORGAN. Would it disturb my friend,. the Senator from 
Missouri, if Ishould call his attention to some recent events in this 
connection that he is now discussing? 

Mr. VEST. Not atall. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will read from the Morning Post, published in 
this city this morning: 

EXCITEMENT AT ATLANTA, 
ATLANLA, GA., January 20, 

negroes r the scheme of the United States and 
Cougs National: eenigration ‘Steamship, Company does not abate. It is esti- 
mated that 2,000 never have come to Atlanta from Texas ond Mississippi to 
wait for the promised ship to take them, as theg expect, from Savannah to 
Africa, and the cold weather of the past few days has found them in such des- 
titution that the city has in many instances becn compelled to aid them. The 
disclosures through the press haye created no little excitement among the 
homeless negroes from a distance and those of Atlanta who have pub their 
monay jni the company. There is some talk of bringing the matter before 

In connection with that, there is quite a long editorial statement of 
the movement which has resulted in these negroes assembling at At- 
Janta, Ga., under the promise, or supposed promise, that they were 
to receive in payment for $1.02 (the*2 cents being postage money) 
a free passage from this country to Africa, there to be colonized cither 
in the Congo country or in Liberia. It seems that Bishop Johnson, of 
the colored church here, has had charge of the matter here in connec- 
tion with various other persons. Iam notable to detect at all that 


there has been any fraud upou the part of these men. It seems tomo 
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that they are really acting in good faith in their endeavor to get up a 
negro migration. But the point in the caso is this: It may doubtless 
seem almost incredible, I will say to my friend from Missouri, that 
such an impression could be made without any knowledge of it on the 
part of the white people or of the intelligent gentlemen of the press of 
this country until it broke out all of a sudden. We find that two or 
three thousand people haye assembled at Atlanta for the purpose of 
going to Africa. No one, it appears, has stimulated them to such pur- 
pose by any measure suggested in Congress, although they doubtless 
expected that the Government of the United States would pay their pas- 
sago money from this coast, across the Atlantic Ocean, to Africa, T 
notice in the same paper an extract from a cablegram which reads as 
follows: 


EMIGRATION TO AFRICA AS A SOLUTION OF THE NEGRO PROBLEM, 


LONDON, January 20, 


The Times this morning publishes the concluding paper in a remarkable series 
of articles on tho negro question in America. T y's article proposes the 
adoption of a system of assisted negro immigration and compensation, and 
poinis to the central belt of Africans the most suitable region for such emi- 
grants. The Times, in an editorial on the subject, asks whether the prosecution 
of a race war be cheaper than the furtherance of n negro exodus. It says: 
“The immigration proposal is sure to offend many, both in America and Eng- 
land, but the critics may fairly be called to describe this alternative settlement 
as equally permanent and honorable. It is anextreme measure, only to be jus- 
tified by n serions condition of affairs; but such, in the opinion of a careful ob- 
server who has long been there, is the condition of the Southern States. The 
gloomiest prediction as to the reconstruction pay, of the Republicans have 
been fulfilled, and it is especially their duty to tir themselves and endeavor 
to pnt an end to the chronic disorder and peril.” 


I donot know, Mr. President, that Iam correct in differing with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in the belief that there is a strong 
subcurrent of fecling among the African population in the United 
States that they want to go to some country where they can find recog- 
nition both in government and in society and where there is no pressure 
brought to bear upon them to keep them back in their course of im- 
provement, which isso desirable and which they seem to be striving 
for so earnestly. 

I thank the Senator from Missouri for allowing me to interrupt him. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I know the ability and eloquence with 
which my friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has advanced his views 
about these people, and yet, with the greatest deference to him, I must 
be permitted to say that I have not the slightest confidence in the idea 
of deportation. He and I alike have lived among that race and know 
their habits, and I know he will agree with me in saying that they are 
the most credulous and emotional people in the world, the most sus- 
ceptible to influences, and unfortunately, from strangers. No picture 
is too gaudy, no idea too extravagant to tempt the tropical fancy of this 
unfortunate and ignorant race. 

Somo years ago we had an experience in my own State (Missouri) 
that illustrated this tothe largest extent. It willbe remembered that 
in 1879 the negro exodus commenced from Mississippi to Indiana and 
Kansas. Some unscrupulous speculators went amongst the negroes in 
the South and seduced them with chromos representing ideal homes 
in Indiana and Kansas, beautiful fields, rose-embowered cottages, fine 
cattle, splendid horses, and all manner of luxury and TRT to be 
had by the simple experiment of emigration from the South. Tre- 
member the first arrival of one hundred and fifty in my own city, 
Kansas City, Mo. They came in the fall, when there was a sharp 
northwestern wind, such as we have occasionally in that climate, 
causing the cold of the coming winter to be acutely felt. 

I went to the Union Depot, and shall never forget the sight which 
was presented, There were one hundred and fifty of those poor, de- 
luded creatures, clothed in their cotton garments, which were unfit 
for the climate, utterly unused to its rigors, bewildered as to local- 
ities, and with no idea except that they would be taken where they 
could live without work, and where, under cloudless skies, there would 
be perpetual flowers and sunshine. 

The first thing to be done with them was to feed and clothe them, 
and we did it. But when they found that they werein Missouri all 
their fears seemed to be aroused under the apprehension that they 
would be immediately sacrificed by the ‘border rufans™ of that 
State, and they asked to be taken to Kansas. ‘The people of Kansas did 
not want them, knew nothing abont them. The scoundrels who had 
deluded and seduced them into coming disappeared. 

It was the same way in Indiana, There is no story so extravagant, 
there is no delusion so enormous that these people will not accept it. 

I remember very well the report of the committes appointed by this 
Senate to investigate that exodus and ascertain the reason forit. The 
Senator now a Mae fos chair [Mr. BLAIR], together with the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury [Mr. Windom], then a Senator from 
Minnesota, constituted the minority of the committee. I think the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorners|was chairman, ‘There were two 
other Democratic Senators, and the minority consisted, as I have said, 
of the Senator from New Hampshire now in the chair [Mr. BLATE], 
and the then Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Windom], now Secretary 
of the Treasury. ‘To show how little our friends from the North, en- 
tirely honest though they may be, know about negroes and how little 


of the gift of prophecy was giyen to them, I read from the minority 
report of that committee,;made by Senator Windom and Senator BLATR: 


As to the future of the exodus we can only say that every witness whose 
opinion was asked upon this point declared that it was only begun, and that 
what we have seen in the past is nothing compared with what is to come unless 
thereshall bea radical change on the partof the Democrats in theSouth. They 
say that the negro has no confidence in the Democratic party, and thatif a 
Democratic President shall be elected there will be a general stampedo of the 
colored race. 

Mr. President, wo did electa Democratic President, and there was 
no stampede of the colored race from the South. The exodus ceased 
as mysteriously and suddenly as it began. It was only an exhibition 
of the spasmodic and emotional characteristics of the negrorace, The 
Indian has to a large extent the same characteristic. Goto an Indian 
reservation, and yon will find that an Indian. will, without any reason 
whatever, take down his tepee, pack his pony, and moye to another 
part of the reservation. It is but an exhibition of their nomadic ten- 
dency and an indication of semicivilization. 

Lately we haye heard of the negroes pouring by thousands from 
North Carolina into Mississippi; and those who know the negro race 
will be prepared to hear—possibly, too, in the next year—that the he- 
gira has begun from the west to the east, and that they are pouring 
back from Mississippi into North Carolina. 

The minority of that committee were of the opinion that political 
reasons had caused the exodus. And yet,as Isay, it ceased as suddenly 
asit began. The election of Cleveland did not cause a single negro to 
leave his habitat in order to seek a home elsewhere, 

Mr. President, the solution of this question will not be found in leg- 
islation. It is to be found in the attrition of the races, socially and 
in business, and in the dictates of mutual self-interest. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY], when he spoke upon 
the old ‘‘ force bill” in the House of Representatives, of which he was 
then a member, gave the only solution that is possible when he said; 

“Then youacknowledge yourself to be without power to remedy these evils?" 
To alarge extent I do acknowledge it. There are wrongs that we can never 
reach in this Hall until we have changed the Constitution of the United States, 
There isa social and educational and moral reconstruction of the South needed 
that will never come from any legislative halls, State or national; it must be 
the growth of time, of education, and of Christianity. We can not perfect that 
reconstruction through statutes if we had all the powers of the State lature 
and of Congress combined, We can not put justice, liberty, and equality into 
the hearts of a people by statutes alone. 

Senators upon the other side little understand our race if they be- 
lieve that any portion of it will accept dictation, outside of their State 
lines, from the National Government without carnest protest. If there 
is any principle of our Government that overrides all others, if there , 
is any sentiment embedded in the hearts of the American people, it is 
local selfgovernment. Whatever else may be true, itis absolutely 
true that when you undertake to impose upon an American in any 
section of this country Jaws to which he has not given his consent you 
immediately arouse resistance. 

What intelligent man does not know thatthis bill is for partisan and 

litical purposes? Why is it that all at once the Republican party 

as awakened to the immediate and overwhelming necessity of inter- 
fering with the Southern people? During the lastelection, in Novem- 
ber, not a single outrage even was manufactured by the Republican 
press in regard to the election in the South. There was peace and 
tranquillity allover that section. And yet the Republican party now 
comes ‘farmed in proof,” lance in rest, when there is no pretense, 
even from the most brutal partisan, that the last elections in the South- 
ern States were not peaceable, to pass this bill. 

If you tell me that an election is not fair because one portion of the 
voters controls the others, then I say there is no such thing as a fair 
election in the United States. You never will reach the time, you 
never will see the occasion, when intellect and money and social influ- 
ence do not control a ee of the peonle by another portion, Toex- 
pectotherwise would be to expect that human nature has been changed 
radically nud essentially. As these gentlemen from the North who have 
visited the South say, intellect and social influence predominate there 
as they predominate here and as they will predominate to the end of 
time. 

Now, Mr. President, let me call attention to one or two features of 
this bill which prove, as strongly as “‘ proofof Holy Writ,” that this 
is a partisan measure. 

In the first place, it has never been explained here, nor pretended to 
be explained, as to the change made in regard to the petitioners who 
put into motion the machinery of thisbill. Under the law now upon 
the statute books it is required that ten citizens of good standing in a 
city may petition for the appointment of these Federal officers to su- 
pervise elections. After revision upon revision, passing through the 
committee time and again, coming from Mr. John I. Davenport, full- 
grown, as Minerva sprang from the brain of Jove, this bill afterwards 
goes into the hands of a distinguished member of the House, then 
through the Elections Committee there, then to the Elections Commit- 
tee of the Senate, then revised and reprinted, and revised and reprinted 
again; and yet in this bill pending here in the Senate the words ** of 
good standing ’’ are stricken out as to these petitioners, 

Mr, GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLATR in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Do TI understand the Senator from Missouri to say that 
the words ‘‘ good standing ™ were in the original law? 


Mr. VEST. Yes. 
Mr, GRAY. ‘‘Good standing,’’ as applied to the supervisors? 
Mr. VEST. ‘Good standing,”’ as to the petitioners. 


Mr. GRAY. The words *‘good standing,” as applied to supervisors 
in the original law, were stricken out? 

Mr. VEST. As to the petitioners, The petitioners were required 
in the Revised Statutes to be of good standing. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any eqnivalent language substituted? 

Mr. VEST. No equivalent words atall. Under the Revised Stat- 
utes, as we have had the law for twenty years, the men who put this 
machinery into operation under that law were required to be men of 
good standing. 

And now, deliberately, I charge it here, those words ‘‘ good stand- 
ing ”’ were struck out of this bill, and under the bill with those words 
out every jailbird, every felon, every scoundrel, reeking from the 
filth and scum of the city, can put his name to one of these petitions, 
and there is to be no question about its effect. By virtue of that pe- 
tition, coming from such a source, this enormous exercise of power 
will go into effect on the part of the Federal Government. 

Mr. President, more than that. Look atthe constitution of this 
board of canvassers. How are they to be appointed? They are ap- 
pointed, as a matter of course, at the instigation and request of the 
chief supervisor. They are appointed by a Federal judge. They are 
appointed bya Republican, at the instance of a Republican, and a ma- 
jority are Republicans; and their certificate as to the election is to be 
made conclusive upon the Clerk of the House of Representatives until 
the constitutional power of the House itself is exercised as to the 
qualifications of its own members. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Missouri give way to me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I suggest that there is no quorum in 
the Chamber. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: : 


Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Allen, * Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, McConnell, Shoup, 
Bate, Evarts, McMillin, Stewart, 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Gray, Morgan, est, 
Casey, Harris, Morrill Warren, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Paddock, Washburn, 
Callom, Higgins, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hiscock, Piatt, 

Daw Hoar, Power, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms is so directed. 

Mr. ALDRICH (at 10 o'clock p.m.). I wish to inquire if the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has made any report on the order of the Senate given 
some time since. ‘ 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read the report of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SERGEANT-AT-ÅRMS UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, January 21, 1§91. 
Sim: In obedience to the order of the Senate received by me at 9.40 p. m, di- 
recting that I request the attendance of absent Senators, I have the honor tore- 
portthat I have requested the attendance of Senators SAWYER and SPOONER, 
who responded that they would come at once ; also Senators FAULKNER, Gor- 
MAN, BERRY, COKE, and CARLISLE, who were enjoying lunch in Democratic 
conference room of the Senate, and they responded that they would come when 
they got through with their lunch. The order is being further executed by 
deputy sergeants-at-arms, 
ery respectfully, 
E. K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeant-at-Arms United States Senate, 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, ‘ 


Mr, ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to compel the attendance 
of absent Senators. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
Pc and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 


Mr, DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT] except for the purpose of 
making a quorum, ` As this vote does not require a quorum, I with- 
hold my vote, 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a goner pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] unless my vote 
is needed for the purpose of making a quorum. I therefore withhold 
it for the present. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Ifhe were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea,’”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. - 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. He not being 
in the Chamber, I do not feel at liberty to vote. If hewere here, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’s name was called). My colleague. 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr, VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
generally with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], always with 
the anes however, to vote to make s quorum, und therefore I have 
voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. A quorum is not necessary on this question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. With the understanding that a quorum is not nec- 
essary, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and that 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr, Ransom]. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it too late to raise a point of order? Ishould 
like to inquire if—— 

are PRESIDING OFFICER, Itis not in order pending the roll- 
call, 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwill vote ‘‘nay’’ and explain my vote at the first 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 


opportunity. 4 
Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative), I change my vote 
to 4i yea. n” 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts, McConnell, Shoup, 
Allison, Farwell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 

Yı Gray, Platt, Warren, 

Y» Hawley, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Higgins, Sanders, 

NAYS—6. 
Bate, Dolph, Morgan, Payne. 
Cockrel), 
ABSENT—59. : 

Barbour, Dawes, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dixon, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Blackburn, ust McPherson, uire, 
Blair, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Tye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Brown, George, Moody, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman; Pasco, Vance, 
Cameron, Hale, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hearst, Plumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Hiscock, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if I have not already sufiiciently 
indicated my presence by the response I made in answer to the roll 
call, I should like it noted that I am here. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I move, if it is in order, to reconsider 
the vote by which the order was just made to compel the attendance 
ofabsent Senators. Iask if that motion isin order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to make the motion? 

Mr.GRAY. I will make it, if itis in order. I will ask the Chair 
if it is in order. 

Mr. RANSOM (to Mr. Gray). Make your motion. It is in order. 

Mr. GRAY. I moye to reconsider the vote by which the order to 
cera ae attendance of absent Senators was just made, and upon 

at I wish—— 


1891. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must decide the question 
withont debate, and the Chair will hold—— s 

Mr. GRAY, Iask unanimous consent to call the attention of the 
Chair to the grounds on which I base the motion. It is an important 
question affecting the highest privilege of a Senator. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate of any kind is not in order. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to state the grounds upon 
which I made a motion that concerns in the highest degree the privi- 
lege of Senators. 

Mr, ALDRICH. 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not a motion to reconsider debatable under the 
express literalisms of the rule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 
this time. 

Mr. HOAR. And no motion can be put. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And no motion is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is explicit that only speci- 
fied motions are in order, and the Chair willso hold; and heholdsthat 
the motion to reconsider is not in order. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itwasheld on last Friday night, when we remained 
here all night—— 

Mr. HOAR. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. It was held that any motion or any debate in re- 
spect to the procuring of a quorum was in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing of the kind was held. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was so held on that occasion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HARRIS. It wasso held on that occasion; but I grant that no 
other business can be done except such as pertains toa quoram. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis impossible that a motion should be carried even 
by a minority of this body but that liberty to reconsider it should be 
allowed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TIobject to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis my right as a Senator of the United States to call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that a motion to reconsider-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator will come to order. 

Mr. GRAY. A motion to reconsider made by a Senator is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenator from Delaware will con- 
sider himself as called to order and he will please take his seat. 

Mr. GRAY. I take my seat, but I protest against the ruling of the 
Chair. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware appeals 
from the decision of the Chair, which appeal must be decided without 
debate. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask for the yeas and nays. Is that debate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the appeal taken by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware the yeas and nays are demanded? Is the call sec- 
onded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, 

a SHERMAN. ‘The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Chairstate the question. I object to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the callof the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 

i Senator from Indiana [Mr, TURPIE]. If he were present, I should vote 
“a yea. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corquirr], 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr, HAMPTON]. 

Mr, FRYE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea;”’ and I will vote if necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. I understand that a quorum is 
not necessary on this vote, and therefore I refrain from voting, though 
I have the right to vote if necessary to make aquorum. I shodld vote 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


I object to any debate pending the order of the 


No motion is debatable at 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Buacknunry]. he were present, I 
should vyote “yea.” 

Mr. PADDOCK gren hisname was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ nay. - 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
23, nays 5; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


Tam paired with the Sena- 


YEAS—23, z 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, unds, McConnell, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Farwell, Platt, Warren, 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Higgins, Sanders, 

NAYS—5. 
Bate, Harris, Morgan, Pasco. 
Gray, 

ABSENT—60. 

Barbour, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 

th Dawes, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Dixon, McMillan, Spooner, 

lair, ustis, McPherson, Squire, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 

rown, ©, Mitchell, Stew: 
Butler, George, Moody, Teller, 

u, Gibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, e; Pettigrew, on 
Chandler, Hampton, ierce, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Piumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Hiscock, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Ransom, Wolcott, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question of reconsideration has not yet been 
voted upon. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It was decided by the Chair not to be 
in order, 

Mr. MORGAN. Not to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OEFICER. The appeal just decided was an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. MORGAN. Inasmuch as now it becomes the duty of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to execute the order, I call for the reading of it. 

Mr. FRYE, One moment, if the Senator will allow me, I under- 
stand there is a roll-call. If thereis, I desire to have my name entered 
as present, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. I meant a call of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task for the reading of the order of the Senate, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the order. 

ae SHERMAN. ‘The Senator wants read the names of those pres- 
ent, I sup 

Mr. MORGAN. Imerely want to hear what the order is. I haye 
never heard it yet. 

Mr. FRYE. I believe I have a right to answer to the roll-call which 
is still pending and to indicate that Iam present? I mean the call 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nameof the Senator from Maine 
will be called. 

Mr. FRYE was recorded as present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C,, January 21, 1891. 
Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to use all necessary means 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators, except those detained on account 
of sickness, 

Mr. GRAY. Irise to a point of-order on a question of the highest 
privilege. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. GRAY. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator will come to order and 
take his seat. 

Mr. GRAY. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate is in order, - 

Mr. GRAY. I rise to a question of order. Iwant to state my point 
of order. T address the Chair respectfully to give me an opportunity 
to state my point of order, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Chair will read the rule of the 


Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Iraise a question of order and request the Chair to 
hear my point of order. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair declines to hear the Sena- 
tor. The Senator will take his seat. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a question of the highest privilege. 4 
Boe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to recognize the 

nator. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is an outrage. 

Mr, GRAY. Ofcourse it is an outrage. 

Mr. VEST. It is a gross ontrage. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Chairif he will recognize me to state the 
point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to listen to the 
Senator and will read the rule. 

Price MORGAN, L object to the Chair reading the rile. Thatis out 
of order. 

Mr. GRAY. Am I not permitted to rise toa point of order and 
state it and am I to be ruled out of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Pending the execution of the order 
of the Senate—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Chair read the rule that shows a Senator 
has not the opportunity to make a point of order? I should be glad 
to hear it, if there be such a rule in any legislative body on the face 
of the carth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will read the third clause 
of Rule V. 

Mr, MORGAN, 
object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chief Clerk will read the third 
clause of Rule V. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, tocompel the attendance of the absent Senators; 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 


and until a quorum shall be present, no debate, nor motion, except to adjourn, 
shall bo in order, 


Mr, GRAY. , Mr. President, I do not rise to debate, I do not rise to 
make a motion, but I rise to present a point of order, and I ask the 
Chair respectfully to hear me. 

pee PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to hear the Sen- 
ator, 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Chair respectfully to hear me presenta point 
of order, which must, ex necessitate, always be allowed in any parlia- 
mentary body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair has stated his decision to 
the Senator and requests him to be seated. 

Mr. GRAY, The Chair does not know my point of order, and Iam 
asking permission to state it now, as I have aright todo. I havea 
right to stand and ask to be heard on the point of order under the rules 
of the Senate. 

At this point Mr. SAwyer entered the Chamber and answered to 
his name. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, may I inquire if the Chair rules that 
the Senator from Delaware has not the right tomake a point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators having answered 
to their names, there is a quorum present, and the Chair will listen to 
the point of order made by the Senator from Delaware. The Senator 
from Delaware will state his point of order. 

Mr. GRAY. My point of order, Mr. President, is that it was not 
within the competency of the Senate under its trules to make 
the order which has just been read at the desk directing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate to ‘‘use all necessary means to compel the at- 
tendance of absent Senators.” 


I object. That is in the naturo of debate, and I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules that point of or- 


der as being made too Iate. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not stated it yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Very well; theSenator will proceed. 

Mr. GRAY. And I propose tostate the grounds upon which I make 
that point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to hear the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. GRAY. The grounds Seat the first place—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, I object to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is not debatable. 
It must be decided without debate. 

Mr. GRAY, A quorum is present. What does the Senator from 
Rhode Island mean by objecting to debate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I mean to say that the point of order is not de- 
batable. It can only be stated. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not stated it yet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said he proposed to give the reasons. 

Mr. GRAY. Isaid that the rale— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to debate. 


Mr. GRAY. That is not debate, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the rule be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will listen to the read- 


ing of the rule. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the first clause of Rule XX be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the first 
clause of Rule XX. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Ruiz XX, 
QUESTIONS OF ORDER, 


1. A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings, except 
when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to tho Senate, shall be de- 
cided by the presiding officer without debate, subject toan appeal to the Seh- 
ate; when an Eppen) is taken any subsequent question of order, which ma 
afiso before the decision of auch appeal, shall be decided by Fie Pagans 2 = 
ficer without debate; and every appeal therefrom shall be decided at once, and 
without debate; and any Serre may be laid on the table without prejudice to 
the pending proposition,and thereupon shall be held as affirming the decision 
of the presiding officer. 


Mr. GRAY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order made by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware the Chair rules out of order, and declines to enter- 
tain it as being made too late; from which decision of the Chair the 
Senator from Delaware appeals, and the Chair will submit the ques- 
tion of appeal to the Senate; the question being, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imovye'to lay the appeal on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'TheSenator from Rhode Island moves 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. GRAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

fous ce and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with theSen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. If he were présent, I should vote 

. ew’? 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. j 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. Iam at liberty to vote to makea 
quorum. I willyote ‘‘yea”’ now and withdraw my vote if a quorum 
is found to have voted. F 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senatorfrom Maine[Mr. HALE]. Ifhe were here, [should vote “nay,” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr.. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. I will withhold my 
vote unless it be necessary to constitute a quorum, in which case I am 
at liberty to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Understanding that a quorum has not voted; 
Tyote “yea.” 

Mr. DIXON. Ifa quorum has not voted I am permitted to yote on 
the terms of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DIXON. ‘Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 
Mr. HOAR (to Mr, FAULKNER). 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not care abont transferring it. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 7; as follows: 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 


Transfer your pair. 


YEAS—29. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Shoup, 
Allen, Edmunds, MoVonnell, Stockbridie, 
Allison, Evarts, Morrill, Warren, 
Carey, Farwell, Platt, Washburn, 
Casey, Frye, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sanders, 
Dawes, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman, 

NAYS—7, 
Bate, Gorman, Harris, Pasco. 
Cockrell, * Gray, Morgan, 

ABSENT—52. r 
Barbour, Brown, Chander, Eustis, 
ry, Eutler, Coke, Faulkner, 

Blackburn, Call, Colquitt, eorge, 
Blair, Cameron, el, ibson, 
Blodgett, Carlisle, Davis, Hale, 
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Hampton, Manderson, Pugh, Teller, 

rst, Mitchell, Quay, Turpie, 
Ingal Moody, Ransom, Vance, 
Jones of Arkansas, Paddock, Reagan, Vest, 
Jonesof Nevada, Payne, Spooner, Voorhees, 
Kenna, Pettigrew, Squire, Walthall, 
MeMillan, Pierce, Stanfo Wilson of Md. 
McPherson, Plumb, Stewart, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Seeretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allen, Evarts, McConnell, Sherman, 
Allison, Farwell, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, Faulkner, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Carey, Gorman, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Gray. Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harri: A Paddock, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn, 
vis, Higgins, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, 
Dixon, Hoar, Ransom, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sanders, 


ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having responded 
to theirnames, a quorum is present. ‘he question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to lay the appeal on 
the table, on which motion the yeas and nays were ordered: TheSeec- 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPTIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY}. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], with the right to vote to make a 
quoram, I vote ‘‘yea,’’ and will withdraw my voteif it appears that 
a quorum has voted. 

Mr. MoMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senatorfrom Maine[Mr. HALE]. Ifhe werehere, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SANDERS (when Mr. SPOONER’s name was called). I was re- 
quested to announce a pair between the Scnator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SrooNER] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. I 
shall withhold my vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUMB]. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. DIXON. ILunderstand a quorum has notvoted, According to 
the terms of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON] I am permitted to vote to make aquorum, I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Feeling quite assured that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom I am paired, would vote 
“nay” on this question if present, I will vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. ` For the same reason I will vote “nay,” being 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL]. Ifhe were present Iam informed he would vote “nay,” 
and for the purpose of making a quorum I shall vote as he would. I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. Tam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Evstis]. He-would voto “nay” if here and I will vote ‘‘nay” to 
make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 9; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 
T withhold my vote 


Tam paired with 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, McConnell, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Carey, Farwell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye, Platt, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, Washburn. 
Dawes, Hig; Sanders, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
NAYS—9. H 

Cockrell, MeMillan, Pasco, Stewart. 
Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, 
Harris, Paddock, 

ABSENT—49. 
Barbour, Brown, e, George, 
Bate, Butler, Colquitt Gibson, 
Berry ‘all, nicl, Gray, 
Blackburn, Cameron, Davis, Hale, 
Blair, Carlisle, Eustis, Hampton, 
Blodgett, Chandler, Faulkner, Hearst, 


ENTA k Petu S EAA AA Wisew oft 
ones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, uire, m of Iowa, 
Jones of Nevada, Pierce, Teller, Wilson of Md. 
Kenna, Plumb, Turpie, Wolcott, 
McPherson, Pugh, ance, 

Moody, Quay, Vest, 

Morgan, Ransom, Voorhees, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. . No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate, 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, McConnell, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMilian, Shoup, 
Allison Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Bate, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart, 
“Blair, Faulkner, forgan, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Frye, Morrill, Vest, 

Casey, Gray, Paddock, Warren, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Washburn 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of owa. 
Davis, Higgins, Power, 

Dawes, iscock, Sanders, 

Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 


The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from South Carolina [ Mr, HAmrron], with the understanding that 
Imay vote to make a quorum. I vote “yem.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senatorfrom Arkansas [Mr. Jones}. I vote ‘‘yea”’ tomakeaquorum, 
as I have a right to do. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], but being assured that 
he would vote “nay,” if present, I vote ‘‘nay ’? to make aquorum. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when hisname wascalled), Iam satisfied that 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] would vote nay” 
upon this question if he were present, and being paired with that Sen- 
ator, I vote “nay.” 

Mr, SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], but being assured that he 
would vote with his party in the Senate, I vote as he would vote if 
present. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and withhold my vote 
unless it be necessary to make a quorum, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis understood between the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] and myself that I may vote if necessary to make a 
quorum. I willtherefore vote. I yote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 9; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—29. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Tliscock, Shoup, 
Allen, Dolph, Hoar, Stanford, 
Allison, Edmunds MeConnell, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Eyarts Mitchell, Warren, 
Casey. Farwell, Platt, Washburn. 
Cullom, Frye, Power, 
Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Higgins, Sherman, . by 
NAYS—9. 
Bate, MoeMillan, Morgan, Sanders, 
Cockrell, Manderson, Pasco, Spooner, 
Harris, 
ABSENT—50. 

Barbour, Daniel, Kenna, Squire, 

rry, Eustis McPherson, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Moody, Teller, 
Blair, eorge, Morrill, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock, ance, 
Brown, Gorman, Payne, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Call, Hale, Pierce, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hainpton, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott, 

ke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will coll the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Farwell Hiscock, 
Allen, Davis, Faulkner, Hoar, 
Allison, Dawes, Frye, Jones of Nevada, 
Bate, Dixon, Hale. MeConnell, 
Carey, Dolph, Harris, MeMillan, 

Y. Edmunds, Hawley, Manderson, 
Cockrell, Evarts, Higgins, Mitchell, 
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Morgan, Sanders, Stanford, Washburn 
Morrill, ' Sawyer, Stewart, Wilson of lowa. 
Paddock, Sherman, Stockbridge, 

Platt, Shoup, Vest, 

Power, Spooner, Warren, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. « Forty-five Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. The Secre will call the roll 
on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). There isan arrangement 
between the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] and myself that I 
may vote to makea quorum. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], with the privi- 
lege of voting to make aquorum. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Being assured that 
he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ I will vote *‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘nay*’ on 
this question, being assured that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN], with whom Iam paired, would so vote ifhe were present. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. Ifhe were here, he would vote 
“‘nay.’’ I will therefore vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and for the purpose of helping to make a quorum 
I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson], and withhold my 
vote unless it is necessary to constitute a quorum. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
J ONES], with the right to vote to make a quorim, Therefore I vote 
**yea.!? f 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 7; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Higgins, Power, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Carey, Evarts, oar, houp, 

Y, Farwell, McConnell, Stockbridge, 

Cullom, Frye, Mitchell, Warren, 
vis, Hale, Morrill, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hawley, Platt, 
NAYS—7. 
Harris, Mand D, Pasco, Spooner. 
McMillan, Paddock, Sanders, 
ABSENT—S. 
Allen, ke, Jones of Nevada, Squire. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bate, iel, McPherson, Stewart, 
Berry, Dawes, Moody, Teller, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blair, Faulkner, Payne, Vance, 
Blodgett, George, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Brown, Gibson, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 

; Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hampton, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
oe peer Ransom, Wolcott. 
Chandler, ngA Reagan, 

Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 
liso 


A n, Evarts, Jones, of Nevada, Power, 

Blair, Farwell, McConnell, Sanders, 

Carey, Faulkner, McMillan, Sawyer, 

Casey, Fry, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Gray, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Culilom, Hale Morgan, Vest, 

Davis, Harris, Morrill Warren, 
Dixon, Hawley, Pad dock, Washburn, 
Dolph, Higgins, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty Senators have responded to 
their names, not a quorum. J 

After a little delay, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE entered the chamber and answered to their names, 

Mr. DOLPH (at 11 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.). I shonld like to 
angair if the Sergeant-at-Arms has made any report on the order re- 
quiring the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No written report has been made to 
the Presiding Officer. The Sergeant-at-Arms has informed the`Presid- 
ing Officer that he is engaged in the execution of the order of the 
Senate, 
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Mr. DOLPH. That is merely private information, I suppose, to the 
Presiding Officer, The report, I understand, must be made in writing 
and submitted to the Senate. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairhasno furtherinformation. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Irise tomakean inquiry that I think has proper 
relation to the present subject matter. -Has the Sergeant-at-Arms re- 
ceived an order under the last roll-call and a list of absentees as shown 
by the last roll-call ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the clerks 
that the list of absentees is shown to the Sergeant-at-Arms from time 
to time as he applies for it, under the custom of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Hasa list of absentees been given to him under 
the last roll-call? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis informed by the officers 
of the Senate that he has been shown the last roll-call and is supposed 
to be aware of the absentees. 

Mr. DOLPH. TL inquire for information if the order is still in force 
which was made ona previous roll-call directing the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators. It doesnot seem to have 
been very successful, as the last call of the Senate has disclosed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Various calls of the roll indicate 
the necessity of its being treated as a continuing order of the Senate. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms has just informed the Chair that he is making 
the utmost efforts to execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to respectfully inquire whether, after a 
roll-call and a list ofabsentees disclosed thereby, it should not require 
a new order of the Senate to compel the attendance of the absentees 
thus disclosed on the last roll-call. $ 
Mien PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is unable to inform the 

nator. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Chair whether it is competent 
for the Chair to order the Sergeant-at-Arms to compel the attendance 
of any Senators whose absence is disclosed by the call of the Senate 
without an order of the Senate for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is unable to inform the 
Senator upon those questions, which have been discussed from the foun- 
dation of the Constitution. The Senator is a learned lawyer and is 
aware of the Janguage of the Constitution and of the rules and prac- 
tice of the Senate quite as much as the Chair. 

“Mr. GRAY, I am asking the question in good faith for my infor- 
mation and the information of some of my colleagues. I should like 
to know whether it is competent for the Sergeant-at-Arms to take a 
list of absentees under a roll-call and use all necessary means to com- 
‘pel their attendance without an order of the Senate for that purpose. 
Iam not meaning to make a question that is atall disrespectful to the 
Chair, but it is made in good faith. In other words, where a roll-call 
discloses absentees who were not disclosed on a previous roll-call, I in- 
quire whether their attendance can be compelled under the order made 
upon a previous roll-call without a new order of the Senate. That is 
my question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It must be apparent to the Senator 
from Delaware that debate or discussion is at this time out of order 
under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis not discussion; I ask the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Should the Chair answer the ques- 
tion it would violate therules of theSenate by completing a discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg to submit that the Chair answered the Senator’s 
question exactly right. He answered that he did not know. 

Mr. GRAY, That may be, Mr. President, but somebody ought to 
know the rule on a matter of this kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair presumes that the Senator 
from Delaware or the Senator from Massachusetts may know better. 

Mr, GRAY. I take it that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
like to know, if the Sergeant-at-Arms came to execute that order upon 
his person, whether he had an order of the Senate specifically directing 
him to so execute it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose that is the reason why the Senator was 
in the Democratic conference room and did not respond to the request 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

Mr. GRAY.. Ihave not been in any conference room; I haye been 
in my seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the order 
is the usual document issued by the Senate, upon orders of a similar 
character to that of to-night, and on this occasion it was also issued and 
signed by the Presiding Officer; but its force and validity and of what 
importance it may he itis not forthe Chair to determine. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has informed the Chair that he is doing his best in se- 
curing the presence of absent Senators, but withont very flattering suc- 


cess. 

Mr. HARRIS, May I inquire if I am to understand from the state- 
ment of the Chair that upon each roll-call a new order is issued by the 
Chair to the Sergeant-at-Arms ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, he has not said anything of the kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There has been a single order issued, 
the one that was read to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I supposed would be the case, but I 
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was not sure from the statement of the Chair but that additional or- 
ders had been issued. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, There has been but one yote or de- 
cision of the Senate making an order to compel the attendance of ab- 
sent members, and upon that action a written order was issued, and 
there has been no other. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then may I inquire of the Chair if a list of the ab- 
sentees as shown by the roll-call accompanying the order was given to 
the Sergeant-at-Arms ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent—— e 

Mr. WOLCOTT (at 11 o'clock and 35 minutes p, m.). 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Rhode Island was recognized. 

Mr. GRAY. The Chair has decided differently. 

Mr. RANSOM entered the Chamber and responded to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr, DOLPH (when Mr. PIERCE’S name was called), I will state 
that the pair between the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] and 
myself has been transferred to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE], so that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] stands paired with the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. = 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if the 
name ormi Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] is recorded as hav- 
ing voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwill withdraw my vote. Iam paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the senior Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Jones], with the right to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. He would vote “yea” if he were here, and I will vote 

‘yea. 
The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 25; as follows: 


I move that 


Iam paired with the 
Iam paired with 
Iam paired with 


Tam paired with 


I am paired with the Sena- 


Iam paired 


YEAS—7, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Pasco, Wolcott, 
Gray, Paddock, Ransom, 
NAYS—25. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, McConnell, Stanford, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Hale. Platt, Warren, 
Carey, Hawley, Power, Washburn, 

ra Higgins, Sanders, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Hoar, Shoup, 

ABSENT—56, 

Barbour, Daniel, Ingalls, Quay, 
Bate, Dayis, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, « Dawes, Jonesof Neyada, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dixon, en Spooner, 
Blair, Eustis, McMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Stewart, 
Brown, Faulkner, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Frye, Moody, Turpie, 
Cail, George, Morrill, ance, 
Cameron, Gibson, layne, est, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hamptoa, Pierce, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr, ALDRICH, I ask unanimous consent to make a brief state- 
ment. 
. VEST. Ihave no objection to the statement. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will make it very brief. 
Mr. FAULKNER, I object, Mr. President, to any statement. 
Mr. RANSOM, Let us hear it, 


Mr, GRAY (to Mr. FAULKNER). Do not object. Let the Senator 
go on and make it. ‘ 

Mr. VEST (to Mr. FAULKNER). Let him make the statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will with- 
draw the objection and let the Senator from Rhode Island make the 
statement he desires to make. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will withdraw the objection with the under- 
standing that unanimous consent will be given on the other side to any 
Senator on this side who desires to make a statement in reply. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly, that will be done. 

Mr. HOAR. We shall see when the time comes. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly, it will be done. 

Mr. FAULKNER. With that understanding, at the request of my 
colleagues I withdraw my objection, but I do so against my own judg- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is 
a quorum now present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the roll-call show a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the call of the Senate forty-five 
Senators have responded to their names, There is a quorum of the 
Senate present, The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to lay the appeal on the table, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. ‘The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Pending that, I desire to make a brief statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is explicit that the roll-call 
shall not be interrupted, 

Mr. HAWLEY and Mr. MITCHELL (toMr. ALDRICH). Ask unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the roll be called. Let us dispose of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion to Iay the appeal on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. By the 
terms of that pair I may vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘*yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. : 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired withthe 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. : ` 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). T'ampaired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, he would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ J will therefore vote ‘“‘nay’’ tomake a quorum. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wanriatn]., Iam informed that he 
would vote “nay ™ if present, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtson], unless my vote be 
necessary to make a quorum. I shall withhold my vote. 5 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). -I should like to ask 
if the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] has voted. 

Mr, FAULKNER, The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] 
is at home sick. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr.-KENNA] on this question. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUMB]. 

* Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I must again withdraw my vote. Iam paired with 
that Senator, and I voted withont remembering that he is absent. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], but believing he would vote “‘nay” on this ques- 
tion I vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hawley, Power, 
Allen, Dolph, Higgins, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Carey, Evarts, Hoar, “Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye; Mitchell, Washburn, 
Cuallom, Hale, Platt, 

NAYS—6. 
Cockrell, Morgan, Pasco, Spooner, 
Manderson, Paddock, 

ABSENT—59, 

Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Shoup, 
Bate, Dawes, McConnell, Squire, 
Heny Eustis, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Farwell, MePherson, Stewart, 
Blair, Faulkner, Moody, Teller, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Pettigrew, Vest, 3 
Call, Gray, Pierce, Voorhi 
Cameron, Hampton, Plumb, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Harris, Pugh, Warren, 
Chandler, Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Towa, 
Coke, Ingalls, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
SOUR Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, No quorum having voted, the Secre- | TheSPEAKER. That will be determined by the vote. As many 
as are in favor of ordering the previous question will say ‘‘ay,”’ 


tary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Edmunds, MeConnell, Sawyer, 


Aldrich, 

Allen, Evarts, MeMillan, Shoup, 

Allison, Faulkner, Manderson, Spooner, 

Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Carey, Hale, organ, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Harris, Paddock, Vest, 

Cockrell, Hawley, * Warren, 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt, Washburn, 
Dixon, iscock, Power, Wilson of iowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty Senators have answered to 
their names—not a quorum, The Sergeant-at-Arms makes an addi- 
tional report, which the Sceretary will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Usitren Strares SENATE, Washington, January 21,1591. 

Str: In obedietice to the order heretofore received, I haye the honor to fur- 
ther report that I requested the immediate attendance of the following Sena- 
tors, who responded by appearing in the Senate Chamber: Messrs. SAWYER, 
WOLCOTT, MITCHELL, STANNOERD, SPOONER, . CALL, FRYE, and RANSOM, 
The following Senators are reported as boing sick: Messrs. TELLER, KENNA, 
and Witsoy,of Maryland. The following Senators are reported outof the city 
of Washington: Messrs. CAMRROY, CHANDLER, MOODY, PETTIGREW, PIERCE, 
REETA 3 ocr 

as ai E.K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate, 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr, President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I should like to inquire what is the precise question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisnone. The Senate is await- 
ing the ass:mbling of a quorum, and under the rules there should be 
no debate. 

Mr. HOAR, There is no Senate before the question. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to repeat the request which I made a few 
minutes since to make w brief statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the request, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that I may be permitted to makea brief 
statement to the Senate. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. No objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. The records of the Senate disclose the fact that all 
the Senators sitting upon this side of the Chamber who are in the city 
with one exception, I think, are present and answering to their names. 
Of the Senators sitting upon the other side I think the highest number 
who have been recorded upon a roll-call is seven at any time during 
the discussion in recent hours. As there is no quorum of Republican 
Senators in the Senate at this moment and in the city, it is evident 
that no business can be transacted to-night owing to the attitude of 
Senators upon the other side, and that the only result which could 
arise from protracting this session from now until the hour of adjourn- 
ment to-morrow would be the fatigue and the discomfort which are 
certain to follow to Republicans sitting upon this side of the Chamber. 
With these facts in view, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask permission to say just one word, and that 
is, to add ‘‘in consequence of the absence of Senators on this and on 
the other side of the Chamber, ™ 

Mr. MITCHELL. And that side particularly, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 22, 1891, at 
10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 21, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W, 
H. Minnurn, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr: MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I object to the approval of the Journal. 
I rise to debate that proposition. 7 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker — 
~ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOKINLEY] is 


recognized. 

“Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the question of or- 
der—— 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move the previous question. 
_ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (continuing). That there is 
no quorum in the House to do business. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] moves 
the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the question of order 
that there is no quorum present. - 


+ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the question of order 


that you can not—— 


The SPEAKER. Those opposed will say ‘‘no.”’ 


have it. 


Mr, SPRINGER demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 10, 


Mr. McKINLEY. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


is no quorum in the House. 


The SPEAKER. 


nays. 


Tdemand the yeas and nays. 


nays will rise in their places and be counted. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 96, not vot- 


ing 92; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa, 
Atkinson, W. Va, 


Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Bachanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass. 


Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Taig, 
Culbertson, Pa, 
Cutchedn, 

ell, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 


Blount, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky, 


Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Anderson, Kans. 


Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Carlton, 
Pe 
emen! 
Clunie, 
Comstock, 
Cothran, 


YEAS—143. 
Darlington, Lehibach, 
Dinge ind, 
Dolliver, Lodge, 
Dorsey, Mason, 
Dunnell, McComas, 
Evans, McCormick, 
Farquhar, McDuffie, 
Featherston, MeKenna, 
Finley, McKinley, 
Flick, Miles, 
Flood, Miller, 
Frank, Milliken, 
Funston, Monitt, 
Gear, Moore, N. IL 
est, Morey, 
Greenhalgo, Morrill, 
Grosvenor, Morrow, 
Grout, Morse, 
Hali, Nicdringbaus, 
Haugen, Yuto, 
Henderson, HL O'Donnell, 
Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hill, Osborne, 
Hitt, ayne, 
Hopkins, Payson, 
Kelley, Perkins, 
Kennedy, Peters, 
Kerr, Iowa ‘ost, 
Ketcham, Pugsley, 
Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Knapp, Raines, 
rays Randall, 
Laidlaw, Ray 
Langston, Reed, Towa 
sing, Reyburn, 
Ws, Rife, 
NAYS—06. 
Cowles, Lester, Ga. 
Crisp, wis, 
Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind. 
Cummings, Martin, Tex. 
Dickerson, MeClammy, 
Dockery, MeClellan, 
Edmunds, MeCreary, 
Ellis, MeMillin, 
nlos, McRae, 
ORAN AN 
orney, ontgomery, 
Fowler, O’Ferrall, ' 
Geary, O'Neal), Ind. 
Geissenhainer, O'Neil, Mass, 
oodnight, Outh wai 
fatch, Owens, Oh: 
Hayes, W. L Parrett, 
Haynes, : Paynter, 
Henderson, N.O. Peel, 
Herbert, Porry, 
Holman, Pindar, 
Hooker, Quinn, 
Kilgore, Reilly, 
Lanham, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—92. 
Covert, La Follette, 
Crain, wane, 
Dargan, Lawler, 
Davidson, ea, 

Lano, Lester, Va. 
Dibble, Agner 
Dunphy, Maish, 
Ewart, Mansur, 
Fitch, McAdoo, 
Fithian, McCarthy, 
Forman, MeCord 
Gibson, Moore, Tex. 
Gifford, Morgan, 
Grimes, Mudd, 
Hansbrough, Mutchler, 
Hare, orton, 
Harmer, Oates, 
Hays, E. R. Owen, Ind. 
Heard, Penington, 
Hemphill, Phelan, 
Henderson,Iowa Pickler, 
Houk, Pierce, 
Kerr, Pa, Price, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The ayes seem to 


I raise the point that there 


The gentleman from Obio demands the yeas and 
As many as are in favor of taking this question by yeas and 


Smith, JIL 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 


lace, N. Y. 
Wickham, 
Wiliams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Yardley. 


Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stunip, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
‘Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whitelaw, 
Wiley, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wilson, W. Va, 


Robertson, 
Rowland, 
Russell, 


Stahinecker, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stone, Pa. 
Taylor, B. B; 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N. Y, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yoder, 
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The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until farther notice: 


Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. A 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. PENINGTON, 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. COMSTOCK with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. PIORLER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. BLrss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. Tnomxas M. BROWNE with Mr, FITHIAN. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. CLANCY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. SANForD with Mr. LEE. 

Mr, Brower with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

For this day: 

Mr. Burton with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Until Thursday next: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task tohave the vote recapitulated, and pend- 
ing that I desire to raise a question of order. It does not seem to be 
the present practice to have the voterecapitulated unlessit isdemanded 
by a member. The practice heretofore, if I understand it correctly, 
has been to recapitulate the vote without having it demanded. 

TheSPEAKER. It has not been done latterly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When was the practice changed, may I in- 
quire? Has it been during this session? Heretofore it has been the 
rule and practice to recapitulate the vote without having it asked for, 
and it has only been dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule that requires any recapitulation 
whatever, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask to have the vote recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks it and the Chair directs the 
Clerk to recapitulate. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MILLS. Irise to debate the proposition—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not occupy any time now. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the Chair recognize me for twenty minutes ? 

The SPEAKER. For twenty minutes; yes, sir, 

Mr, MILLS. Idid not understand the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chairresponds, yes; sir, The gentleman'‘from 
Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand that probably a special 
order will be brought in here for the purpose of taking the appropria- 
tion bill for the District of Columbia ont of the Committee of the 
Whole and placing it uponits passage. To that special order, Mr. 
Speaker, I shall offer as an amendment a resolution which I desire to 
have read gt the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to have that resolution read for information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lunderstand that can be done only as a part ot 
the gentleman’s spéech. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has stated what it is; and itis not 
in order to discuss a matter to be introduced. 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. Speaker, the Chair seems to be very particular 
as to the order, on me especially. I say that this is a resolution in 
favor of fixing aday for the consideration of the Senate free-silver 
bill, and I intend to move ifħs an amendment to any special order. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER, The question before the House is the approyal of 
the Journal. The Chair will say that the-—— 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that will not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri has no right to dis- 
cuss anything but the question before the House, which is the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr, BLAND. Well, now, Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes are given for discussion upon that 
question, and the Chair hopes the gentleman will keep within the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. MILLS, That has never been done heretofore. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, since I have beena member of this House 
the latitude of debate has been very extended; and why I should bo 
singled ont, and why this subject to which {alluded should be singled 
out, as a matter for the animadversions of the Speaker at this time, I do 
not understand. I suppose the Speaker intends from what we know of 


his authority and past attitude to prevent the silver bill coming into 
Committee of the Whole from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures or its consideration in the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is not speaking to the question be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I demand the regular order. 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. How many other gentlemen from Maine are there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I demand that that gentleman be called to order. 

Mr. MILLS. What ails that gentleman? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the other one over there. 
~ Mr. TUCKER. And the other one over there, 

Mr. MILLS. Nobody pays any attention to you. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Let the gentleman from Maine go into the fore- 
eastle, where he ponge 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [ask that the gentleman from Texas be made to 
take his seat. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is not in order. 

Mr. MILLS. You took your seat immediately after that remark. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be read forin- 
formation. i x 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman knows that is not in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. Task the gentleman from Missouri to read his 
own resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. I will have the Clerk return the resolution to me. 

Mr. BIGGS. Let us have order, please. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND, I will read my resolution; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 4675) to provide aunit of 
value and for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other purposes, and that 
said bill be the special order in the House inimédiately after the reading of the 
Journal, on Tuesday, January 27, instant, and if not disposed of on said day 
this order to continue from day to day until said bill is finally disposed of, 

That, I say, Mr. Speaker, is the resolution I intend to offer as an 
amendment to any special order that is offered in this House for the 
consideration of any other bill; and I shall insist on it from now until 
the 4th of March or until that bill is considered and passed by this 


[Derisive jeers on 


House. - 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have a question that I desire this 
morning to pleasantly and respectfully address to the attention of the 
Chair, not to the House particularly. On yesterday afternoon the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [ Mr. McCoras], after the committee rose from 
the consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, moved 
that the House adjourn, whereupon Mr. WALKER rose and said: 

I hope tho gentleman will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Thereupon the Speaker said: 

The Chair desires to submit a resolution for present consideration, 

‘Thereupon the Speaker laid before the House a certain bill; where- 
upon I demanded the regular order. The Speaker responded: 

This is a privileged question. 


The Speaker has held upon me more than once during the present 
session that a demand for the regular order is equivalént to an objec- 
tion; so that I objected to the consideration, as I understood, in view 
of the Speaker’s ruling, to the laying of that bill before the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I call attention to.the fact that none of these 
things appear upon the Journal, and then I call attention to the fact 
that in Rule IX itis provided that— | 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the Houso 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceodings, 

Iassume that this resolution related to the integrity of the proceed- 
ings of the House; that is, that it was a case, such as happened too 
frequently during the present session, of a bill improperly enrolled, a 
mistake or mistakes on the part of the clerical officers of this House. 

The rule provides further as follows: 


Second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their 
Representative capacity only; andshall have precedence of all other questions, 
except motions to adjourn. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I think, out of deference to the high place, the 
dignified station, that you are called upon to fill, you ought at least to 
withdraw this motion and submit itto the House in the ordinary, usual, 
and proper way,and notin violation of this rule that I have just read. I 
want to say further that I can see a little bit of a hole, that you can 
not get a bristle in, through which the Speaker can drag himself if he 
pleases, and that is because he did not state the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. But the record shows, Mr. Speaker, that when 
this was all done the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] rose and 
moved to adjourn. Thereupon my friend from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
Coxas] contested that high honor with him, saying, “ Mr. Speaker, 
I have already submitted that motion,” and then the Speaker, in def- 
erence to the motion which the gentleman from Maryland had already 
made, rose and said: 


Well, the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Maryland both 
moye that the House adjourn. 
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So that the Speaker did in fact recognize the action of the gentle- 
man from Maryland by announcing that he made this motion, not- 
withstanding the fact that after this vote been taken the gentle- 
man from Texas had made the motion to adjourn, as I have just now 
Stated, before the gentleman from Maryland made that statement. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I want not only to call attention to this method of 
doing business, bút I desire that ih the future, when we are to be gov- 
erned by the rulings of the Speaker, he shall at least state the propo- 
sition if he expects afterwards to crawl out of the little bit of a hole 
that I haye just now mentioned into which you conld not get a bristle. 

Now, allwe want is something like a fair and impartial administra- 
tion of the rules that you made yourselves, and I invite yourattention, 
Mr, Speaker, to a fact that I think you have forgotten. Itisthat these 
rules, in so far as they are within the Constitution, were passed by this 
body in pursuance of the constitutional power which the House of Rep- 
resentatives has to make rules for its own government; and whenever 
you or any other gentleman upon this floor—and you above all others, 
for you occupy thé exalted position of Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the third highest position in the gift of the American peo- 
ple—whenever you or any other gentleman upon this floor violate these 
rules, you violate rules that are passed in pursnance of constitutional 
power, and to thatextent yon revolutionize the Governmentand destroy 
the dignity of the high station which you have beer called upon to fill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr.Speaker, I would like to inquire 
how much longer this House is to submit to this disorder. 

Mr. MILLS. This does not come out of my time, I hope. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairdesires—— [Cries of +‘ Regularorder!’’] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would like to know how much 
longer this House is to submit to this, to sit here and see the Speaker 
insulted day afterday. [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!’’ on the Democratic 


side. ] 

The SPEAKER, 1e regular order is demanded, 
[Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois] will resume his seat. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I propose myself, if nobody else 
will doit; to demand hereafter that language of this kind shall be 
taken down. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman himself—— 

Mr. MILLS. You let your Speaker do right and he will not be crit- 
icised. And if he does not do right he is unworthy the respect of this 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair desires to say to the House, if gentle- 
men will be kind enough to be in order, that one reason why he ex- 

ts that in due time his services to the country will be appreciated 
Haustten on the Democratic side] is because of the virulent attacks 
which have been made upon him, the personal nature and character of 
which this House can appreciate. The Chair has endeavored at all 
times to administer the rules of the House as he understands them and 
as the House has sustained him in doing, and the Chair will continue 
to do so as long as he occupies the exalted position to which he has 
been chosen by the House of Representatives and in which he has been 
unvaryingly sustained. [Applause on the Republican side. 

As to thes tions which have been made by the gentléman from 
Arkansas [Mr. s] with regard to the proposition for carrying on 
the business of the House, the Chair laid before the House informally 
this resolution, as he has done in other cases and as has always been 
the custom, for the transaction of the business of the country, and every 
member of the House is a witness of the propriety of his action. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLS resumed the floor and said: Mr, Speaker, how much 
time have I remaining? 


The gentleman 


The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 
; ee ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

a ENLOE. I wonld like to get a part of the time on the other 
side, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to continue fora few moments the 
discussion of the parliamentary question which was presented a few 
mornings ago and only partially considered by the House of Represent- 
atives. On Saturday last, having voted with the prevailing side, I 
made a motion under the rujes of the House to reconsider the vote 
adopting the Journal of the preceding day. ‘The Chair refused to en- 
tertain that motion. From that refusal of the Chair I appealed to the 
House who created the Chair, and the Chair refused to entertain that 
appeal. Ido not know whatreasoning controlled the mind of the Chair 
in making those decisions. He did notcondescend to give to the coun- 
try or to this Housé either reason or authority for his decision; but he 
simply informed the House that ‘‘I am Sir Oracle; when I ope m 
mouth let no dog bark.” [Derisive cries on the Republican side. 
Keep your menagerie silent over there, Mr. Speaker, while I am talk- 
ing. 

The Speaker has since cited to the House two decisions as justifying 
him in the course which he pursued, neither of which decisions was 
made under the rules of the House, and he knew it, because he par- 
ticipated in the disenssion when one of those decisions was made and 
the other reviewed. s 


The first was the decision of Mr. Speaker Randall, made upon precisely 
similar propositions—a motion to reconsider and an appeal from pica 
cigion when he refused to ente the motion. But Mr. Randail made 
that decision, as he stated in these records, under command of an act 
of Congress, not under the rules of the House of Representatives. The 
gentlemen npon the other side of the House were prepared to steal the 
Presidency of the United States; and before they could consummate that 
project they had an act passed that in the House of Representatives 
no dilatory motion should be entertained when it was áttempted to 
carry out the decree of “eight to seven’? which was made by the 
electoral commission. It was in obedience to that ]aw—and Mr. Ran- 
dall quoted it—that he made his decision, He made it because the 
law compelled him to make it; and it was not made under the rules 
of the House of Representatives, Mr. Randall, quoting the law, says: 

That law ears that it shall be the duty of the House after two hours’ debate 
to put the main quéstion, cutting out of course eVery other motion. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania “allowed” a half dozen 
other motions. What does he say to that? 

Mr. RANDALL, I put only such questions as I felt could beadmitted and were 
allowed. 

Mr. REED. Ah, that is it, 

Mr. RANDALL, Allowed under the law. The law bound me. To me the law 
was higher than the rules when the law came in conflict with the rules. 

That is the decision which the present Speaker quotes as justifying 
him in refusing to entertain a motion recognized by the rules. 

The other case was where Mr. Speaker Keifer ruled that when the ` 
House was proceeding under the Constitution to make a code of rules 
it would be impossible to exercise the constitutional power with which 
the House was invested if dilatory motions could be made to prevent 
the majority from making rules. He did not make his decision under 
the rules. He especially said, quoting Mr. Speaker Blaine in support 
of his position, that when the House was proceeding under the Consti- 
tution to make a code of rules no dilatory motion should be enter- 
tained to prevent it from making rules. 

Mr. Blaine sat for seven vears in that chair where the distinguished 
citizen from Maine now sits, and he refused eyery importunity of his 
party friends to break the rules, He said, ‘You have your remedy; 
change the rules, and when you bring in a proposition to change the 
rules no dilatory motion will be entertained; but just as long as you 
have a code of rules, that code of rules shall be enforced in the House.’’ 
And he did enforce them. j 

Now let us see what Mr. Speaker Keifer said in justifying himself 
for making that decision. He quotes what Mr. Blaino had said : 


The Chair has repeatedly ruled— 
This is the language of Mr. Speaker Blaine— 


that pending a proposition to change the rules dilatory motions could not be 
ontertained; and for this reason he has several times ruled that the right of 


each House to determine what shall be its rules is an organig ht, Trey, 
es e creature o 


given by the Constitution of the United States, The rules afe 
that power, and of course they can not be used to destroy the power. The 
House isincapable by any form of rules of divesting itself ofits inherent Constitu- 
tional oya to exercise its function to determine its own rules. Therefore the 
Chair has always announced, upon a proposition to change thé rules of the 
House, he would never entertain a dilatory motion. 

What I assert is what Mr. Randall asserted and what my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asserted the other day, that you may search 
the records of this body from its beginning one hundred years ago tò 
the present time, and you can nòt find that ahy Speaker ever refused 
to entertain a motion to recdnsider a question except in these two in- 
stances, one based on a law mandatory upon Congress, and the other 
upon the constitutional authority of each House to make a code of 
rules. 

The Speaker stands out solitary and alone, ‘‘ wrapped in the solitude 
of his own originality.” [Applause on the Republican'side.] ‘There 
has never been a precedent—keep your menagerie inorder on that side, 
Mr. Speaker [laughter and applause on the Democratic side]—there 
has never been a precedent in the past for it; and when the 4th day of 
March shall come, and you disappear, in accordance with that judg- 
ment of the country of which you spoke awhile ago, it will never be 
repeated again in the future of this Government. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. = ¥ 

The SPEAKE The time of the gentleman has expired. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. _Is that all? - 
Mr. MILLS. I will continue it to-morrow morning. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 

(Mr. Kerr] two minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isimply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
RECORD as published this morning does me injustice in failing to pub- 
lish the language of the gentleman from Texas reflecting upon the 
Speaker in full, as well as in failing to exhibit the manner of the gên- 
tleman from Texas that called for my remarks. That is all I desire to 
say. The gentleman’s language is published in the papers throughout 
the country, and it will be unnecessary for me to ask that it be inserted 
in the RECORD, even if his remarks were proper to be so inserted. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman allude to me? I did not hear 
what he had to say. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Istated that the Recorp of this morning as 
published does me injustice in failing to state all of the language of the 
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. 
gentleman from Texas in reference to the Speaker which was the occa- 
sion of my remarks as they appear in the RECORD this morning. 
Mr. MILLS. Then, Mr. Speaker, it does me great injustice too. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I said further that it was unnecessary for me 
to ask that the remarks be published in the RECORD, as they already 
appear in the journals of the country. sets) 
Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, as a matter of privilege, 
that the statement published in the Post and sent to the country, evi- 
dently by the same inspiring mind, making the assertion that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms had peremptorily ordered me to take my seat [laughter 
on the Democratic side], is wholly untrue, as he did not address me 
at all. 
Mr. SPINOLA. He went over there. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MILLS. I wish to state [cries of ‘Order!’ on the Republican 
side] that I have not seen the notes ofthe debate of yesterday. [Loud 
‘cries of ‘‘Order!’’ on the Republican side.] Ihave not touched the 
notes; I have notseen them. PRenewea cries of “Order!” “Order!” ] 
I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa what he meant by his allu- 


sion to me, 


I have not seen the notes of the reporters or touched them. 


after that I want to know if he refers to me. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I saw the notes 
of the reporter, but the RECORD as published this morning suppresses 
a portion of the language. Unquestionably a portion of what I saw 


has been stricken out. 


Mr. MILLS. Do you refer to me as having stricken anything out? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I claim no knowledge on the subject. 


course I do not know who was the occasion of it. 


A MEMBER. 
[ Laughter. ] 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Whatis suppressed? Yousay you saw the notes; 


now, what do you claim was suppressed ? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


thecountry. It is unnecessary for me to repeatit.. [Cries of *“ Vote!’ 
“Vote !??] 
Mr. MILLS. I have seen no newspaper account of it, nor have I 


talked with any newspaper man on the subject. [Cries of “Vote!” 


Votet] 


Mr. McKINLEY. Let us have a vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question was taken. 
Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 118, not 


voting 59; as follows: 


Does he mean to say that I have changed the gpa ahi 
ow, 


Probably the supervising editor of the RECORD, 


I have stated that it appears in the papers of 


The question is on the approval of the Journal. 


YEAS—154, 

Adams, Dingley, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Lind, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, Lodge, Seull, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dunnell, Mason, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Evans, McComas, Simonds, 
Baker, Farquhar, McCord, Smith, Til. 
Banks, Featherston, McCormick, Smith, W. Va, 
Bayne, Finley, MeDufiie, Smyser, 
Belden, Flick McKenna, Snider, 
Belknap, Flood, McKinley, Spooner, 
Bergen, Flower, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Frank, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Funston, Miller, Stivers, 
Houtelle, Gear, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Gest, Moftitt, Stone, Ky. 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Brosius, Grosyenor, Morey, Sweet, 
Browne, Va. Grout, Morrill, Sweney, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, Morrow, Taylor, E.B. 
Burrows, Harmer, Morse, Taylor, I, 
Butterworth, Haugen, Mudd, Taylor, J. D. 
Caldwell, Hays, E. R. Nute, Thomas, 
Candler, Mass, Henderson, Il O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Cannon, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Carte’ Hill, Osborne, ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Caswell, Hitt, Payne, Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Payson, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Kelley, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Clatk, Wis. Kennedy, Peters, -Waddill, 
Clark, Wyo. Kerr, lowa Post, Wade, 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Pugsley, Walker, 
Coleman, Kinsey, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, 
Connell, Knapp, Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cooper, Ohio Lacey, Randall, Wickham, 
Sraig, La Follette. Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Ky. 
Cutcheon, Langston, Reyburn, Yardley. 
Dalzell, Lansing, Rife, 

Darlington, Laws, Rowell, 

NAYS—I18. 

Abbott, Breckinridge, Ky. Clarke, Ala. Dibble, 
Alderson, Brickner, Clements, Dickerson, 
Allen, Miss. Brookshire, Cobb, kery, 
Anderson, Miss. Brown, J.B. Cooper, Ind. Edmunds, 
Andrew, Buchanan, Va, Cothran, Eliis, 

Barnes, Bunn, overt, Enloe, 
Barwig, Bynum, Cowles, Forman, 

i Campbell, Crain, Forney, 
Blanchard, Candler, Ga, Crisp, K Fowler, 
Bland, j Culberson, Tex. Geary, 
Blount, Catchings, Cummings, Geissenhainer, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Chipman, Davidson, Goodnight, 
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Grimes, Mansur, Parrett, Stockdale, 

Tare, Martin, Ind. Paynter, Stump, 
Hatch, Martin, Tex. Peel, Tarsney, 
Hayes, WI McAdoo, erry, Tillman, 
Haynes, McClammy, Pierce, Tucker, 
Heard McClellan, Pindar, Turner, Ga. 
Hem hin, McCreary, Quinn, aux, 
Henderson, N.C. MeRae, Robertson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Herbert, Mills, Rogers, Whitelaw, 
Holman, Montgomery, Rusk, Wike, 
Hooker, Moore, Tex, Sayers, Wile 
Kilgore, Mutchler, Seney, Wilkinson, 
Lane, orton, Shively; Willcox, 
Lanham, O'Ferrall, Skinner, Williams, IIl. 
Lawler, O'Neal), Ind. Spinola, Wilson, Mo. 

€, O'Neil, Mass. Springer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lester, Ga. Outhwaite, Stewart, Ga. 
Lewis, Owens, Ohio Stewart, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—59, 

Arnold, Comstock, Maish, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Dargan, MeCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Bartine, Delano, organ, Stone, Mo. 
Beckwith, Dunphy, Niedringhaus, Stone, Pa. 
Bliss, Ewart, Oates, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boatner, Fitch, Owen, Ind, Tracey, 
Brower, Fithian, Penington, Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T.M. | Gibson, Phelan, Washington, 
Brunner, Gifford, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Buckalew, Hansbrough, Price, Whiting, 
Bullock, Henderson, Iowa Reilly, Whitthorne, 
Burton, Houk, Richardson, Wilson, Wash, 
Carlton, Kerr, Pa. Rockwell, Wright. 
Clancy, Lester, Va. Rowland, Yoder. 
Clunie, Magner, Russell, 


So the Journal was approved. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the vote 
recapitulated; and while standing I want to state that I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. Houk] on political questions. Idonotknow 
whether this is a political question ornotand I voted, butI will with- 
eee, vote, lest itbe so considered. Iask to have the vote recapit- 
ulated. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee think there 
is any error in the vote? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam notinformed whether there is or not, 


The SPEAKER, It is taking so much time unnecessarily, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Isimply ask it, as I believe I have the right 
to do. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not think the gentleman has a 
right in the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think I have a right to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think so, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I ask it as a right, to have the vote re- 
capitulated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would call the attention of the 
Chair, in all deference, to the fact that we have already relaxed the 
former ruling on this subject. Originally, up to this session or this 
Congress, so far as I know, ithad been the custom to havethe recapitu- 
lation as a matter of right, and the universal practice, except where dis- 
pensed with by submission to the House and by unanimous consent. 
If one man objected the vote had to be recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is a right, but the 
Clerk will recapitulate. 

Mr. GEAR. I object. 

The Clerk recapitalated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. f 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
I present the following substitute for a resolution, which is sabmitted 
by the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, haying had under consideration the House resolu- 
tion of January 19, 1891, relating to the consideration of H, R. 12729, have con- 
sidered the same and beg leave to reportthe following substitute ; 

“ Resolved, That immediately after the passage of this resolution the House 
shall resolve itself into the Committees of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 12729, which shall be open 
to amendment in accordance with the rules in any of its paragraphs with 
out further reading; that at 5 o’clock p. m., unless the bill is sooner ready, it 
rted to the House with amendments, ifany, adopted by the com- 
mittee, and the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and amendments to the final passage,” 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker,I move the adoption of the resolution, 
and upon that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BLAND. Iriseto a parliamentary inquiry. If the previous 
question is yoted down will it not be open for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It willin that case be open for proper amendment. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !” on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND, I give notice that if the previous question is voted 
down I shall offer an amendment—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker-—— 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques» 
tion. As many as are in favor will say ay. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (speakingat thesametime). I 
move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Those opposed will say no. 
have it—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rose before the Speaker 

to put the question and moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had already put the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER, One moment. The Chair intends to present the 
matter fairly, and desires that the House shall distinctly understandit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to criticise 
the Chair or to intimate that the matter is not to be fairly stated, but 
I merely desire to say that before the Chair began to put the motion I 
rose, saying, *‘Mr. Speaker,’’ and I continued to say ‘‘I move to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr.CANNON. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has not the power 
to take me off my feet, to move to lay that upon the table, when I 
move the previous question. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.. The gentleman had yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. x 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, - The Chair was putting the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois took 
him from the floor as soon as he had made it. 

The SPEAKER. The House must beinorder, The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And yielded the floor afterso 
doing. 

TheSPEAKER. And, pending that, the gentleman from Kentucky 
moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CANNON. There is nothing in the rules that enables the gen- 
tleman at this stage to make the motion to lay upon the table, as I un- 
derstand it, 

The SPEAKER. It is not to lay the demand for the previous ques- 
tion on the table, but the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
was to Jay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The resolution, not the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a point of order on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

y r. BLOUNT. Iask attention to Rule XXVIII, which reads as 
‘ollows: 


1. No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended ex- 
cept by a vote of two-thirds of the piped chews except to fix a day for the 
consideration of a bill or resolution already favorably reported by a committee 
on motion directed to be made by such committee, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, under the rule of the House the District bill 
must be considered by paragraphs, those paragraphs must be read, 
and the bill must be concluded in committee before it shall be reported 
to the House; but hereis an order proposing a suspension. That is the 
effect of it, a suspension of this ruleand the mode of proceeding under 
the rule. This I claim can not be done except by a two-thirds vote, 
under this rule. Now, I understand that all questions touching the 
rules of the House are, by virtue of the rules, referred to the Committee 
on Rules. But I donot understand that this fact changes Rule X XVII, 
which provides fora suspension only by a two-thirds vote, except to 
fix a day for the consideration of a bill or a resolution already favor- 
ably reported. I take it we must construe the rule which defines the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules in matters of this sort in con- 
nection with this other rule; and, doing so, we may report a resolu- 
tion fixing a day, but we can not go beyond that and alter the rules as 
to proceeding in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter of such common occurrence in the 
House that the Chair does not think there can be any question about 
it. Itseems very clear-and is the course the House has always pur- 
sued. The question is upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor will say ‘‘ay;’’ those op- 

no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, we may just as well have the yeas 
and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 147, not 
voting 72; as follows: 


The ayes appear to 


YEAS—i12. 


Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Candler, Ga. Cothran, 


Alderson, reckinridge, Ky. Carlton, 

Anderson, Miss. Brickner, nis Caruth, Cowles, 

Andrew, Broo! Catchings, Crain, 
rnes, Brown, J. B. Clarke, Ala. Crisp, 

Barwig, Buchanan, Va. Clements, 

B Bunn, unie, Davidson, 

Blanchard, Bynum, Cobb, Dibble, 

Blount, pbell, Cooper, Ind. Dickerson, 
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Edmunds, Hooker, Norton, Springer, 
llis, Kilgore, O’Ferrall, Stewart, Ga. 
Enloe, Lane, O'Ncall, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 

Flower, Lanham, O'Neil, Mass. Stockdale, 
Forman, Lee, Outhwaite, Stone, Kr. 
Forney, Lester, Ga. Owens, Ohio Stunip, 
Geary, wis, Parrett, Tarsney, 
Geissenhainer, Mansur. Paynter, Tillman, 
Goodnight, Martin, Ind Perry, ' 
Grimes, Martin, Tex, Pierce, Vaux, 
Hare, McAdoo. Pindar, Wheeler, Ala. 
atch, McClammy, Quinn, Whitelaw, 
Hayes, W, I McClellan, Robertson, Wike, 

Taynes, McCreary, Wiley, 
Heard, MeMillin, Sayers, Wilkinson, 
Hemphill, _ McRae, Seney, Willcox, 

enderson, N.C Mills, Shively, ynam 
Herbert, Montgomery, Skinner, Wilson, Mo, 
Holman, Moore, Tex. Spinola, Yoder. 

NAYS—1i7. 
Adams, Dingley, Laws, Rowell 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Lehibach, Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans, Dorsey, Lind, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, Lodge, Scull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Evans, McComas, Sherman, 
Baker, Farqubar, MeCord, Simonds, 
Banks, Featherston, McCormick, Smith, TIL 
Bartine, Finley, MoDuftie, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Flick, McKenna, myser, 
Belden, Flood, McKinley, Snider, 
Belknap, Frank, Miles, Spooner, 
Bingham, Funston, ler, Steplicnson, 
Boothman, Gear, Milliken, Stivers, 
Boutelle, Gest, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Moore, N.H Struble, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Morey. weet, 
Brosius, Grout, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hall, Morrow, Taylor, IN 
Burrows, Harmer, Morse, Taylor, J. 
Butterworth, Haugen, Niedringhaus, ‘Thomas, 
Caldwell, Hays, E. R. Nute, Thompson, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Ill. O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo. 
Cannon, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Carter, Hill, Osborne, Turner, Kans. 
Caswell, Hitt, Payne, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Payson Van Schaick, 
Cheatham, Kelley, Perkins, Waddill, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Peters, Wade, 
Clark, Wyo. Kerr, Iowa Post, Walker, 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, 
Coleman, Kinsey, Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
Connell, Knapp, Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Cooper, Ohio cey, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Wash. 
Cutecheon, Laidlaw, Reyburn, Wright, 
Dalzell, Langston, Rife, Yardley. 
Darlington, Lansing, Rockwell 
NOT VOTING—72. 

Allen, Miss. Craig, Brasher, Rusk, 
Arnold, Culberson, Tex. Maish, Russell, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Mason, Scranton, 
Beckwith, De Lano, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Bergen, Dockery, Morgan, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Dunphy, Mudd,; Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Ewart, Mutchler, Stone, Pa, 
Boatner, Fitch, Oates, Sweney, 
Brower, Fithian, Owen, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T.M. Fowler, A cey, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Penington, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Brunner, Gilford, Phelan, Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Hansbrough, Pickler, Washington, 
Bullock, Henderson,lowa Pri Wheeler, Mich 
Burton, Houk, Punla, Whiting, 
Chipman, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Lawler, Richardson, Wickham, 
Comstock, Lester, Va. Rowland, Wilson, W.Va. 


[The question being taken.] The noesseem to haveit.- 


So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, itis frank to say that I heard 
my name called, hut at the moment I thought I was paired with tho 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Pucsiey] and did not answer. Iam in- 
formed the gentleman withdrew the pair, which he did with my con- 
sent; yet I was looking forhim on this side and I did notsechim, I 
ask that I may have the privilege of voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks that can not be permitted under 
the rule. : 

Mr. MILLS. Let the Clerk recapitulate the vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I desire to change my vote. 

The name of Mr. BLOUNT was called, and he voted “yea.” 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. BLAND. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
Speaker. 


Mr. MILLS. Division, Mr. 

Mr. CANNON. We may justas well have the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. = 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 116, not 
voting 68; as follows: 


YEAS—1i7. 
Adams, Atkinson, Pa. Banks, Belden, 
Allen, Mich. Atkinson, W.Va. Bartine, Belknap, 
Anderson, Kans. Baker, Bayne, Bingham, 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘ 


1635 


Boothman, Funston, McKenna, Smith, Il. 
Boutelle, Gear, MeKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Bowden, Gest, Miles, Smyser, 
Brewer, Grecnhalge, Miller, Snider, . 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Moffitt, Spooner, 
Browne, Va. Hall, Moore, N. IL Stephenson, 
Buchanan, N.J. Harmer, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Burrows, Haugen, Morrow, Stivers, 
Butterworth, Hays, E.R. Morse, Stockbridge, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Mudd, Struble, 
~Candler, Mass. Hermann, Niedringhaus, Sweet, 
Cannon, Hill, Nute, Sweney, 
Carter, Hitt, O'Donnell, Taylor, E.B. 
Caswell, Hopkins, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, Il. 
Cheadle, Kelley, Osborne, Taylor, J. D. 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Payne, Thomas, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Perkins, Thompson, 
Clark, Wyo. Ketcham, Peters, Townsend, Colo, 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Post, Townsend, Pa. 
Coleman, Knapp, Pugsley, Turner, 
Connell, acey, Quackenbush, Vandever, 
Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Haines, Van Schaick, 
Craig, Laidlaw, Randall, Waddill, 
Culbertson, Pa, Langston, Ray, Wade, 
Daizell, s Lansing, Reed, Iowa Walker, 
Darlington, WS, Iteyburn, Wallace, Mass, 
Dingley, Lehibach, Rife, Wallace, N. Y; 
TROY, Lind, Rockwell, Wickham, 
Dunnell, Lodge, Rowell, Williams, Ohio 
Evans, Mason, Sanford, Wilson, Ky. 
Bet ent McComas, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash, 
Featherston, MeCord, Scull, Wright, 
niley, MeCormick, Sherman, Yardley. 
nk, McDuffic, Simonds, 
NAYS—H6. 
Abbott, Cobb, Lane, Pindar, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Quinn, 
Allen, Covert, Lawler, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, ~ Sayers, 
Andrew, Crain, Lester, Ga, Seney, 
Culberson, Tex. Mansur, Shively, 
Barwig, Cummings, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Bi Dargan, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Blanchard, Davidson, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bland Dibble, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Dickerson, MeClcilan, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dockery, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Edmunds, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Ellis, MeRae, Stump, 
Brookshire, Flower, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brown, J.B. Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, acar Vorton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Goodnight, O'Ferrall, Vaux, 
Campbell Grimes, O’Neali, Ind Wheeler, Ala, 
ndler, Ga, Hatch, O'Neil, Whitelaw, 
Carlton, Hayes, W.L Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Caruth, Heard, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Parrett, Willcox, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Paynter, Williams, NI 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, ‘cel, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Holman, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Hooker, Pierce, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Arnold, Dolliver, Kerr, Pa, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, Kilgore. Richardson, 
Beckwith, Enloe, Tester, Va. Robertson, 
Bergen, Ewart, Lewis, Rogers, 
Bliss, Fitch, Maguer, Rowland, 
Boatner, Fithian, Maish, Russell, 
Brower, Flick, McCarthy, Scranton, 
Browne, T.M, Flood, Milliken, Stahinecker, 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Morey, Stone, Mo. 
Bullock, ibson, Morgan, Stone, Pa. 
Burton, Gifford, tes, Taylor, Tenn, 
oy, Grout, Owen, Ind. 7 
Comstock, Hansbrough, Payson, Washington, 
Cothran, Haro, Penington, Wheeler, Mich. 
Crisp, aynes, Phelan, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Wiley, 
DeLano, Houk, rice, Wilkinson, 


So the previous question was ordered, 

The result of the yote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name was 
ealled ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwas at the door and heard my name called; but 
the Clerk passed before I had time to answer. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Chair thinks that is not within the rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was half way in the House if not entirely. I was 
in the door. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON, In the absence of any desire for debate upon the 
other side I am ready for a vote. : 

The SPEAKER began to put the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how the gentleman 
came to the conclusion that we did not desire to debate this resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. I said in the absence of any desire for debate I was 
ready fora vote. If the gentleman desires to talk, I have no objection. 

zhå SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is ized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, for the first time during this session 
of Congress we have come back to the method of doing away with the 
rules of the House and adopting a special order for considering meas- 


ures. I had hoped that had ended. By reason of the lessons of the 
last campaign I had hoped that it had ended in the special orders, 
passed in a manner contrary to the rules, on the tariff legislation, on 
the silver legislation, and on the election laws. These were 

over our protest, and we were met with the declaration from the other 
side that ‘‘the country wanted business and not talk,” to which there 
came an acclaim of vehement approval of the distinguished gentleman 
who announced that as the maxim of the other side of the House such 
as the most ambitious person could have desired. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there came later on, at the elections in Novem- 
ber, another voice, louder than the gentlemen’s on the other side of 
the Hall, Jouder than was ever heard on any issue in the country here- 
tofore, on all of these questions, adverse to the diatribes we have lis- 
tened to heretofore from our friends on the other side, and Ihad hoped 
that there would be some recognition of thedeclaration at the pollsin 
matters of this sort. 7 

We are told that notwithstanding this the majority have still afew 
days of power, and they are going to continue in their course for what 
little life they have left. And so we are here again with an order 
changing the rules of the House in reference to appropriation bills and 
the manner of their consideration, a change as serious as any that we 
have had made in the past. Now, sir, you are proposing that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole may consider the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill by parontapis withoutreadingthem. Members may not know 
what is in the bill, but nevertheless that course is to be pursued until 
5 o'clock, and the order is that at that hour the committee shall not 
sit any longer, that no further amendments shall be offered, that no 
further voice of criticism shall be raised, but that the House shall be 
brought to a vote on the bill without further debate or amendment. 

That is substantially and succinctly what is proposed by this rule. 
It would be idle, I suppose, for me to call attention to the provision of 
the Constitution which requires a majority to do business in this House 
except to. send forabsenteesor toadjourn. The practice in the past has 
shown that that would beidle. There is, therefore, before usa propo- 
sition to be adopted by this House, and now pending before it, that less 
than a majority ofthe House shall give all the consideration that this 
bill is to have, shall propose all the amendments that may be made, 
shal! do all the debating that is to be had, and thatthe House shall be 
brought toa vote, not on the consideration of the bill, but on its pas- 
sage. It is idle, I say, for me to call attention to this in face of our ex- 
perience in the past. But that is what is now proposed. 

In clause 3 of Rule XXIII you have seen fit to provide that all 
motions or propositions, originating either in the House or Senate} in- 
volving a tax or charge upon the people shall be considered in Com- _ 
mittee of the Whole for debate and amendment. The provision is 
that they shall be considered in Committee of the Whole, where there 
is no limit of debate except the modern one proposed by this House 
or by the rising of the committee for the House toclose debate. That 
tule of the House is traversed by this proposed order, as all the rules 
in reference to the Committee of the Whole which are of value in se- 
curing careful legislation are traversed by it. Now, what is the rea- 
son for this? We are told that this bill has been too long before the 
House. You are told that debate has been prolonged without reason. 
You are told that the Committee of the Whole can not cut off debate. 
Sir, if that were the difficulty, why does not this House adopt a meas- 
are to cut off debate in Committee of the Whole? Why do you come 
in with this special order in reference to this particular bill detailing 
what the House shall and what it shall not do in respect to it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will it 
I will call his attention to the fact that in the whole time that we 
have been in Committee of the Whole on this bill the gentleman in 
charge of the bill has moved to close debate but twice. On one ocea- 
sion the committee voted to have forty minutes’ debate, defeating the 
penina motion and adopting the amendment of my colleague 

rom Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. On the other occasion when the 
gentleman in charge of the bill moved to close debate, a point of order 
was raised which was discussed yesterday afternoon, but not decided, 
so that in point of fact the gentleman [Mr. McConrAs] has never un- 
dertaken except on a single occasion to use the power of the rules to 
crush out debate upon this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas coming to that. The gentleman from Mary- 
land, in the progress of the consideration of this bill, has only twice 
attempted to curtail debate in Committee of the Whole. On the first 
occasion, as stated by the gentleman from Kentucky, the majority of 
the committee declined to vote to close debate as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But decided to fix a limit of 
forty minutes, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iunderstand. The House did not see fit to close 
debate at the time-indicated by my friend from Maryland; but is it 
any cause for indignation or reproach that the majority of this House 
decided that they did not desire the debate to close as the gentleman 
proposed ? à 

The second effort to close the debate made by the gentleman from 
Maryland was made yesterday afternoon, and instead of permitting 
the House to come to a vote upon that question, as had been its prac- 
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tice hitherto, there was invoked from the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole a ruling which, if made, would have been a surprise to 
this body because it would have been without precedent, That is 
the history of thismatter. Suppose there have been some amendments 
offered that were not pertinent, does that destroy the power of the 
chairman to make the motion? Because some gentleman is recog- 
nized to make a motion not pertinent, is that to prevent this House 
from considering the substantial matters in the bill? 

No, sir; this effort is without any justification. I hold that the 
rules of this House, authorized by the Constitution of the United 
States, are alaw to every member in this House, and no love of power, 
no impatience of the constitutional course of proceeding here, will 
justify this extraordinary measure. This bill might have been out 
of the Committee of the Whole long ago if the power given under 
the rules to close debate had been exercised, but it has not been. 
The suggestion has been made in the debate that it is competent, after 
a motion to amend the motion to close debate had been voted down, 
for another and another to be offered, and so on indefinitely, and that al- 
legationis made as a reason for adopting this rule, in face of the fact that 
such methods have never been resorted to in Committee of the Whole. 

In my judgment the existing situationis the fault of the majority 
side of the House for not exercising its power to close debate. Here 
is a bill involving millions of dollars, with legislation in it, and yet it 
is proposed that uta given time to-day this House shall say to the 
Committee of the Whole: ‘‘You have trifled with this business long 
enough; we will not permit you to consider it longer or to sit longer; 
we mean to take it up and conclude it, rightor wrong.” 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I used? 

TheSPEAKER. Fourteen minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield the remainder of my time to my friend from 
Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. : 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I wish to move to 
recommit this order with instructions that next Tuesday, after the read- 
ing of the Journal, the bill as it came from the Senate forthe free coin- 
age of silver shall be taken up for consideration and considered from 
day to day until disposed of. I do not desire to do this, Mr. Speaker, 
as any reflection upon the committee to which that bill has been re- 
ferred, because we have had only two meetings, and I would not under- 
take to say that there is a disposition in the committee to defer the 
consideration of the bill to a late period of the session. At the same 
time it is proposed to have gentlemen from various parts of the country 
come before the committee to discuss it, and a policy of that sort might 
prevent final action upon the bill at this session. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is not discussing the matter before 
the Honse. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe Chair will permit me I will goon. Nobody 
else has called me to order—— 

The SPEAKER. It is the duty of the Chair to do so. 

Mr. BLAND. I say that I intend to move to recommit the bill with 
those instructions—— 7 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion that 
has been presented by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BLAND. And I propose to recommit that motion, if the Chair 
will understand me, and that is in order. 

The SPEAKER. That is not debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam debating the resolution itself, and I propose to 
debate it upon the ground that it is subject to recommitment with 
certain instructions; and when that proposition comes up the Chair 
can rule upon it—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will see at once that he can not 
under the rules discuss a matter that is not before the Honse. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know why it is not in order for me 
to discuss anything that pertains to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks do not pertain to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. Is not the resolution subject to recommitment? 

TheSPEAKER. It is subject to recommitment, but only with 
popi instructions. 

r. BLAND, Withproperinstructions! Well, I suppose the Chair 
rules out any instructions I may submit before they have been proposed. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman must know—— 

Mr. BLAND. When the Chair undertakes to make such a ruling 
it will be time enough for me to argue it. 

The SPEAKER. This is so plain a case that the Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair seems to be restless with ‘‘the gentleman 
from Missouri” and the silver question. The Chair is not disposed to 
hear anything on that question. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has always been disposed to listen to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAND. I remember that Iast session the Chair turned his 
back to me, and recognized gentlemen all oyer the other side of the 
House, while refusing to recognize me. I understand very well the 
animus of the Chair in that regard. 

When I undertake to diseuss a question germane to this resolution, 


stating that I want to move to recommit the resolution, my remarks 
are pertinent to this debate; and nobody except the Chair has inter- 
posed any objection. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say furthermore—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say that on every occasion when 
any gentleman on the floor has undertaken to discuss a -measure not 
pertinent and not before the House I have raised objection, and I in- 
sist that the Chair shall enforce the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. If the Chair should rule my proposition out of order 
when it has been offered, I propose to show that Mr. Speaker CAR- 
LISLE has recognized such propositions under similar circumstances. 
It has been the practice of the House, although the present occupant 
of the chair has intimated in advance his purpose to rule out my prop- 
osition—— 

ER SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is extraordinary for the Com- 
mittee on Rules to undertake to cap all their other unheard-of pro- 
ceedings by proposing to enact by rule that a bill making appropria- 
tions to the amount of $5,000,000 shall not be read either in the House 
or in Committee of the Whole. That is exactly what this resolution 
proposes. I believe we have never gone that far before; but here we 
propose to provide that there shall be no reading of this bill; that this 
money, one-half of which is to be paid by this District and one-half by 
the people of the United States, shall be expended without opportunity 
to discuss the measure or even hear it read. Against that method we 
protest. We have appealed to the country once within the last six 
months, and there are a great many members on this side and a great 
many on the other who remember well the result ofthatappeal. This 
inethod in part was adopted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] when in charge of the bill revising the tariff. 

We said then, when you throttled us and put that measure through 
without due discussion or due deliberation, that we appealed from you 
to the people whose power it was to make and unmake Congresses; 
and the people unmade one immediately. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what docs allthis mean? We have ample time 
to consider the appropriation bills deliberately, but they are to go 
down the line in order that the deck may be cleared and a bill put 
through the other end of the Capitol and through this House provid- 
ing for force at the polls, so that the people can not protest again. 
That is the issue involved here. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iregretit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, If I can have the attention of the House 
for a few moments, because I do not desire to occupy more than five 
minutes’ time, I will state that two years ago the District appropria- 
tion bill and the pension appropriation bill were both considered and 
passed on the 10th day of December, 1888, in one day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Docs not the gentleman know that it took weeks 
to consider it as it came back from the other end of the Capitol? 

Mr. CANNON. Notatall. Iam speaking of the passage of those 
bills in the last Congress. I say that two years ago, during the last 
Congress, both of these bills were passed in one day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because that was a Democratic Congress and leg- 
islated regularly. ` 

Mr. CANNON, I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee ought not tointer- 
rupt without the permission of the gentleman occupying the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. A week ago last Monday we commenced the con- 
sideration of the District appropriation bill. It has been under con- 
sideration from that time to the present, making nine days substan- 
tially for its consideration, except that there was a part of one day 
which was given to the consideration of a special order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If thegentleman will allow 
me, he does not want to make a mistake in his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield for an interruption. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We. commenced the consid- 
eration of the District bill on Wednesday. We had the army appro- 
priation bill on Monday and Tuesday and a part of Wednesday. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, thegentleman may beright; butatall events 
one week has been consumed substantially. During that time it is 
perfectly patent to the House and to the country that the gentlemen 
in the minority have not been desirous of considering the bill, but that 
their tactics have simply been employed for purposes of delay. They 
have avowed that to be their purpose and still avow it. 

Now, then, there are on the Calendar the District of Columbia bill, 
the legislative bill, the consular bill, the Military Academy bill, the 
Indian bill, and the Naval Academy appropriation bill, allawaiting con- 
sideration of the House. They are to be followed later on by the sun- 
dry civil and the deficiency bills. There are between this andthe 4th 
day of March next, when this Congress expires, thirty-seven legisla- 
tive days, and yet these appropriation bills, carrying many hundreds of 
millions of dollars for the public service, are in front of us for their 
first considerationin the House; whereas this bill, carrying, say, $6,000,- 
000, has been under an alleged consideration for a week. 
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True, Mr. Speaker, we had an election last fall, as has been so often 
stated on the other side; notwithstanding, we upon this side of the 
House are in the majority yet and are chargeable with the appropria- 
tions and necessary legislation for the country. Itis the duty, there- 
fore, of this side of the House, in the face of factious and dilatory op- 
position, to shoulder up the burden cast upon us and pass these bills. 
And speaking for one I propose to perform my share of that duty, and 
I ask this side of the House to stand together in the performance of 
that duty. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

One word further. The gentleman from Tennessee and other gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House have been in the habit heretofore 
during this session of rising in the early part, and in the middle, and 
at the close, substantially, of each session of the House, flapping their 
wings and crowing and saying that “‘There was an election !’’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, there was an election, was there not? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, there was an election; but upto this time the 
responsibility is still on this side of the House. When you come in, 
when you have power and responsibility, it will be time enough for 
you to shoulder it. Wait until the time comes. 

And now a single remark in conclusion. I as a Republican, and as 
a member upon this side, am proud of the parliamentary reform and 
the legislation of this Congress, especially so far as this House is con- 
cerned. [Applause on the Republicanside,] If I had supreme power 
there is no great measure that we have enacted, there is.no parliamen- 
tary procedure that we have inaugurated, that I would repeal or ex- 
punge. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘That is simply the ruling passion strong in death. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam old enough to have witnessed in this country 
and participated in many elections. I recollect, Mr. Speaker, in 1862 
we had an election—— 

Mr, JASON B. BROWN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave but afew moments, and I prefer not to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. ‘The gentleman declines to yield ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Iam very glad to know it. 

Mr. CANNON. In those dark days I recollect thata cyclone of Dem- 
ocratic victory swept over the most of the North and West, including 
the State of Illinois. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Ah, gen- 
tlemen, applaud, but the record of your party in those days is infa- 
mous, but again in 1864 a cyclone of Republican victory passed over 
the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] I recollect then, 
Mr. Speaker, that in 1874 a cyclone of Democratic victory passed over 
the country. The Republican party then, as always, having confi- 
dence in its ability and devotion to the country and to the public sery- 
ice, kept faith and stood firm; and having that confidence in the.intelli- 
gence of the country it wen tbefore the people at the next election —— 

Mr. SPRINGER (interrupting). And stole the Presidency. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). And won. And that we will do again 
in 1892, and the Democratic party will again go to the wall. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wait until that time comes and see whether 
it will or not. $ 

Mr. VAUX. Whatdo you want ofa force bill if you have all this 
confidence? - . 

Mr. CANNON, I trust we will passa law effective enough to pro- 
tect any and every citizen everywhere in his rights under the law and 
under the Constitution; and the gates of hell and the Democratic party 
shall not prevail against it. [Cheers on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. VAUX. But todo it you take away the rights of the minority. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Letus hope you will not steal the Presidency 
again. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. How much time remains to this side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield four minutes, or so much of it as he may 
wish, to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For six days we have endeavored to pass this ap- 
propriation bill. I have pressed the bill by motions to limit debate at 
every stage, but the time has been consumed in irrelevant and often 
foolish discussion. It is the plain purpose of the Democratic side to 
filibuster against all appropriation bills until the end of this’Congress, 

We came here last session and were warned that the majority would 
not be allowed to pass any but appropriation bills and then adjourn. 
We came here this session and are now told that we can not even pass 
appropriation bills. The Democratic side of the House have deter- 
mined to nullify our constitutional power as the majority party and 
holdly conspire to starve the Government, the Army and Navy, the 
courts, the Executive. R 

In this House, when Democratic, I have seen the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill with its varied interests and vast scope carrying twenty 
millions pass under suspension of the rules without debate. I have 
scen a pension appropriation bill carrying nearly one hundred millions 
pass within an hour, I haveseen a District of Columbia appropriation 
bill like this, whereon the filibusters have contrived to waste the last 
six days, pass the House in twenty minutes. 

Through the party of obstruction we must with this the first bill of 


many blaze the path of duty. Thisspecial order is the only way to pass 
an appropriation bill. This side has tried every expedient, has ex- 
hausted patience, and consented to a weary waste of public time. 
Only forty days for work remain. 

To-day the right of the majority to rnle—in either end of this Capi- 
tol—according to the Constitution, is denied. 

ae others falter elsewhere, we will not falter at this end of the Cap- 
itol. 
Let us hold up the hands of that gallant soldier and pure President 
whose brave message called back the country to a juster judgment of 
the achievements of this Administration and Congress. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Let us pass the money bills and defeat the revolutionists who are 
contriving to paralyze Congress and starve the Government. 

We can and‘ will stand here with a quorum of Republicans to do 
right, to pass the elections bill should it come back, to pass now the 
money bills for the Government of the people. We will goon with 
the people’s business, do it well, wisely, and bravely, and challenge 
with high confidence the judgment of the people in 1892. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. McKiniry]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has eight minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It must be manifest-—— ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What time has been occupied by the otherside? 

The SPEAKER. Twelve minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY, It must be manifest, Mr. Speaker, not only to 
the members of this House, but to the country, that the minority in- 
tend by every possible obstruction, under parliamentary law and out- 
side of parliamentary law, to stop all of the legislation of this Con- 
gress, until it shall be settled that a certain bill (the election bill) now 
pending in another branch of this Congress shall be Jaid aside or de- 
feated. So that we might, at the very beginning of this discussion, 
and the further discussion that looks to the making of rules for the 
future business of Congress, as well understand the position of our ad- 
versaries touching the remaining business of this Congress, 

And this position, Mr. Speaker, is not new. We witnessed in the 
Forty-fifth Congress and again in the Forty-sixth Congress the same 
purpose upon the part of gentlemen on that side of the Chamber at that 
time to repeal certain portions of the election laws then in force, and 
they went so far at that time as to declare that no supplies should be 
voted for this Government or for any department of this Government 
unless those supplies carried with them a repeal of certain provisions 
of the election laws then found upon the statute books of our country, 
and which were obnoxious to the Democratic party. 

Mr. TUCKER. And we succeeded, too. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. ‘Thecontest to-day, Mr. Speaker, is the samecon- 
test as that of twelve years ago. It is simply presented in another 
form. It is the same issue and with the same purpose in view. The 
minority, who were then the majority, say that no business shall be 
done in the House of Representatives, not even the e of the neces- 
sary appropriation bills, unless this side of the Chamber shall turn its 
back uponan election law tosecure the rights, the constitutional rights 
of American citizens. [Applause on the Republican side.] Isay the 
question then is the contest now, one and the same, and I give gen- 
tlemen on that side of this Chamber notice thatso far as this majority 
is concerned it does not propose to turn away from that law looking 
to honest elections and an honest ballot. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] If that measure shall come from the other branch of Congress 
to this before the 4th day of March this majority will stay here until 
the clock strikes 12 on that day, the last day of this Congress, to put 
upon our statute books a provision to secure the American citizens 
their constitutional suffrage inevery part of the Republic. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. And we are not to be driven away by clamor or 
abandon our plain duty because of the obstructions offered on the other 
side, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Thegentleman from Ohio had hisday yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The Chairdid not permit the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to discuss another question a few moments ago 
when the resolution was pending. Now the gentleman from Ohio is 
proceeding to discuss another matter, and he is not in order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is replying to remarks 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I submit that debate is not in order, Mr. 
Speaker, and I hope the Chair will rule upon my point. [Cries of 
“Regular order! ’?} 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ido not propose, Mr. Speaker, to enter the field 
of abuse into which gentlemen on the other side have attempted to 
lead us. I could not cope with certain gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber if I chose toin that line. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
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I could not if I would, and would notif I could. [Applause on the 
Republican side,] No public man has ever received such bitter as- 
sanits as have been heaped upon the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in a most impudent and offensive manner by certain gen- 
tlemen onthatsideoftheChamber. [Derisive jeers on the Democratic 
side, and a cry, ‘‘They were deserved !?’] 

I want to say to them when they say it is ‘‘ deserved ” that what- 
ever the criticism is, if deserved by the gentleman who presides over 
this Honse, that criticism is to be shared in by every one of his col- 
leagnes on this side of the House [applause on the Republican side of 
the House]; for there has not been anina parliamentary ruling made 
by the Speaker from the beginning of the Fifty-first Congress until now, 
when any question has been raised upon it, that has not received the 
approval of the majority of the House of Representatives. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] y 

Mr. SPRINGER. How about the country ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentlemanasks, ‘‘Howabout the country !”’ 

Mr. CRISP. How about the silver bill? 

Mr. MoKINLEY. Ido not intend to be led away from the discus- 
sion I had undertaken. 

Mr. CRISP. How about the silver bill? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand all about the silver bill; and the 
action of the Speaker, although for the momenta majority reversed 
his action, wus ultimately approved and confirmed by a yea and nay 
vote in the House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr; SPRINGER. How about the country? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Gentlemen on your side of the Chamber helped 
tosustain it. They say, ‘‘ You lost the elections last fall,” So we did; 
but we are the agents of the public will until the 4th of March next, 
and we propose to exercise our rights and execute the trust they com- 
mitted to us, until that time. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And manufacturers turned off their employés 
for not voting your ticket. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Now, the gentleman from Ohio had a chance to 
exhibit his qualities for Speaker yesterday, and he ought to let me 
alone to-day. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say I have had occasion to look into 
therecord to discover how rauch time has heretofore been occupied upon 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; and I find that in the 
Forty-seyenth Congress it took one day, in the Forty-eighth Congress 
it took one day and two hours, in the Forty-ninth Congress it took less 
than one day, and in the Fiftieth Congress it took two hours less than 
a full legislative day; while eight days have already been spent on this 
bill and we have only reached the fifth page, and there are more than 
fifty pages of the bill. Snubstantialamendments and legitimate debate 
would not have occupied to exceed asingle day, certainly not more than 
two days. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That was a business Congress. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. It wasa business Congress undoubtedly. I wish 
I had the time to quote from my distinguished friend from Texas. 

Mr, MILLS. You may take the time if you will give me fime to 
reply. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have here somo most excellent talk upon this 
question of filibustering by the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. MILLS. Imovye to extend the timeof the gentleman from Ohio. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order”? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will beg leave of the House, Mr. Speaker, to 
print in my remarks this statement of the length of time that has been 
taken on appropriations, ` 

Mr. MoMILLIN. We have no objection to that. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection, 

The statement is as follows: 


Days of debate on approprittion bills, 


Congresses. 
Bills. 


Forty-ninth, | Forty-eighth, |Forty-seventh. 


if O 


see} One day (less)} One day... | One hour... One day. 
«| One and one- | One day (less)} One day......... Four days, 
half days. 


Two and one- Ono-half day. 
half days. 
One-half day.| One day, 


lumbi 
Pension sesse Few minutes.. Do, 
Indian........ ...,..| Two days... One day (less) Do. 

half days. 

Legislative, ex- | One day (less)| Three days.....) Two days...... Fourand one- 

secures andju- half days. 

cial. 
MilitaryAcademy} One-half day..| Few minutes.) One-half day..| One-half day. 
NRF vcs ccsscrssncsce nes ne ARY.. sesse ENAX an one- Onenn day | Five days. 
alf days. 
Post -Office De- | Four and one-+ One-half day.. Do. 
tment. half days. 

Riverand harbor; Three days | Five days ..... Fifteen days.. Do. 


(failed). 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to recommit the reso- 
lution with instructions, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will present his motion. 

Mr. BLAND. There is so much disorder I can not hear, 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The House will be in order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLAND moves to recommit the pending resolution with instructions to 
report back for consideration the following resolution: 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 4075) to provide a unit of 
value and for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other purp and that 
said bill be the special order in the House immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Tuesday, January 27 instant, and if not disposed of on ssid day this 
order to continue from day to day until said bill is finally disposed of,” 

Mr. McCOMAS. I mako the point of order on that resolution, Mr, 
Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that the instructions 
therein contained are not in order and are not germane, for another 
matter was pending in the House; and it would not bein order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on this question once. We 
are acting now under the previous question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, that does not prevent the point 
of order being presented. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it does. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But I can show the Chair that the Chair himself 
has entertained a motion to recommit to this committee giving instrué- 
tions as to what should be done, > 

The SPEAKER. Giving instructions; but this is a different thing, 
This is nőt in order; it is not germane. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, Iwill undertake to show the 
Chair [cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] if he adheres to that, with all defer- 
ence, that the matter ought to be settled deliberately; and I shall not 
take the time of the House unnecessarily. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman is participating in dilatory tactics 
and is not in order. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I will be able to show the House, Mr. S er, 
that Mr. Speaker CARLISLE entertained a motion similar to this, pro- 
viding for an entirely different proposition, and it was submitted and 
the question recommitted. I can sustain my position on this question 
by reference to the rulings of two Speakers,‘ yourself and Mr. Speaker 
CABLISLE. 4A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. LI appeal from the decision of the Chair, and on that 
I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iriso to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. ; 
4 Me. BLAND. Debate has always been considered in order on an 
appeal. How can a point of order be decided unless there can be some 
explanation or debate, some intelligent consideration of it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. - 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the decision of the Chair 
go to the extent of holding that the entire motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is out of order or that only so much of it as—— 

The SPEAKER. If any part of it is out of order it is all out of 
order, j 

Mr. BLAND. Now I hope we may have some discussion on the 
point, because we are able to show, if the Speaker will permit, that 
when a similar motion was made in a previous Congress Speaker CAR- 
LISLE admitted it, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and the 
gentleman from Missouri appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. We have a right to discuss that question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. CANNON. I move to Jay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the ap- 
peal be laid on the table. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the Chair decide that the appeal taken by the gentleman from Missouri 
is not debatable? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. McMILLIN, The Chair holds that? 

The SPEAKER. That is the view of the Chair. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, We wanted to know what rulings we were op- 
erating under. 


Mr. BLAND. Does the Chair rule that where a point of order is 
made it is not debatable —— 
The SPEAKER. It is not debatable under the present circum- 


stances. 

Mr. BLAND. And that there can be no debate on an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair on a point of order? Do I understand that? 
Task the Chair that question. Is not an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair debatable? 
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The SPEAKER, It is not debatable at the present time. 
Mr. BLAND. At what time is it debatable? 
The SPEAKER, ‘This one is not debatable at all. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to say that 


the Chair—— 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to lay on the table the appeal from the 


decision of the Chair. 


on the table will 


say ‘‘ay’??—— 


Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Tho question was taken; andit was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 146, nays 123, not voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 
Adams, Darlington, Lehlbach, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lind, 
Anderson, Kans. . Dolliver, ge, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey; MeéComas, 
Atkinson, W. Va, Dunnell, McCord, 
aker, Syang, McCormick, 
Banks, ‘eg ope McDuffie, 
Bartine, Featherston, McKenna, 
Bayne, inley, McKinley, 
Beckwith, Flick iles, 
Belden, Flood, Miller, 
Belknap, Gear, Moffitt, 
Bergen, t, Moore, N. IL 
Bingham, Greenhalge, Morey, 
Boothman, Grosvenor, Morrill, 
Boutelle, Grout, Morrow, 
Bowden, Hall, Morse, 
Brewer, Harmer, Mudd, 
Brosius, Haugen, Niedringhaus, 
Brower, Hays, E. R. O'Donnell, 
Browne, Va. Henderson, Il. O'Neill, Pa, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hermann, + Osborne, 
Burrows, Hill, Payne, 
Caldwell, Tritt, Payson, 
Candler, Mass, Hopkins, Perkins, 
Cannon, <ellcy, Peters, 
Carter. Kennedy, , ‘ost, 
Caswell, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, 
Cheat i Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Clark, Wis, Kinsey, Raines, 
Clark, Wyo. Knapp, y 
Cogswell, Lacey, Teed, Iowa 
Coleman, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Connell, Laidiaw, Rife, 
Craig, Langston, Banter. 
Cutcheon, Lansing, Sanfo: 
Daizell, Laws, Sawyer, 
NAYS—123. 
Abbott, Cothran, Holman, 
Alderson, Covert, Hooker, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Lane, 
Andrew, Crain, Lanham, 
Bankhead, risp, Lawler, 
Baris, Hauers: Tox. ester oy 
EES, ummings, r, Va. 
Blanchard, n, Mansur, 
Bland, Davidson Martin, Ind. 
Blount, Dibble, Martin, Tex, 
Boatner, Dickerson, McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Edmunds, McClellan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, M >, 
Brickner, Enloe, MeMillin, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McRae, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, Mills, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, 
Buckalew, Forney, Moore, Tex, 
unn, Fowler, Norton, 
Bynum, Geary, O'Ferrall, 
Campbell, Goissenhainer, O’Neall, Ind, 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, O'Neil, Mass, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Outhwaite, 
ruth, Grimes, Owens, Ohio 
Catchings, Hatch, Parrett, 
Cheadle, Hayes, W. I. Paynter, 
Chipman, Haynes, Peel, 
Clarke, Ala Heard, Perry, 
Clements Hemphill, Pierce, 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Pindar, 
Cobb, Herbert, Quinn, 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Allen, Miss. Dunphy, Mason, 
Arnold, Ewart, McAdoo, 
Barnes, Fitch, McCarthy, 
Bliss, Frank, Milliken, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, Morgan, 
Brunner, Gifford, Mutchler, 
Bullock, Hansbrough, Nute, 
Burton, Hare, tes, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. 
ancy, Houk, Penthgton, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Pickler, 
Cooper, Ohio Lee, Price, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lewis, Randall, 
De Lano, fagner, Rockwell, 
Dockery, aish, Rowland, 


As many as are in favor of laying the appeal 


Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, NL 
Smith, W. Va, 
Sinyser, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, ‘ 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 


~ Sweet, 


Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, T, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
1) ham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 

ey, 
Tillman, 


Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. V: 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the table. 


The following additional pairs were announced : 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Hour with Mr. KILGORE. 


Mr. T. M. Browne with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. Nure with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the vote be recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think any error has been 
made? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the right to de- 
mand a recapitulation. That right has always been accorded meni- 
bers. Iask that the vote be recapitulated. 

aho SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think that any error has been 
made? 7 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not say that I believe anything of that 
kind; but I ask to have the vote recapitulated in accordance. with 
former precedents. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Clerk will recapitulate the vote. | 

The vote having been recapitulated, the result was announced as 
above stated. ~ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
tions—— 

Mr. BAYNE, I-make a point of order upon the motion. 

The SPEAKER, What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr, BAYNE. That there has been one motion to recommit, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not hear the gentleman’s point. 

The SPEAKER. Only one motion to recommit is in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have not had one such motion. The Chair 
declined to entertain one that was offered. That does not deprive the 
House of the right to vote upon a motion that is inorder. The House 
has not yet acted upon anything of the kind. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Otherwise a member unfriendly to a proposition, 
by first obtaining the floor and making a motion to recommit, might 
exclude a bona fide motion of that kind. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; a gentleman on the other side might make 
a motion to recommit in a form not in order, so as to prevent any one 
on this side making a proper and admissible motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was on that ground that Speaker CARLISLE held 
that an amendment to a motion to recommit was in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make thefurther point that this motion is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order that the motion is dilatory. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be read; it will show on its face whatitis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MCMILLIN moves to recommit the resolution with instructions to report 
back a resolution providing for the reading of the remainder of the bill and set- 
ting apart two days, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the considere 
ation of the bill named therein. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. That provides for an extension of the time—— 

Mr. CANNON. It is perfectly evident to everybody that it is dil- 
atory. x 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is apparent from the whole 
course of the proceedings to-day that the motion is a dilatory one, and 
therefore declines to entertain it. [Applause onthe Republican side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Lappeal from the decision of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to entertain the appeal, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Chair has that power—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets to exercise the power, but ex- 
ercises it believing that he is performing the duties enjoined upon him 
by the rules of the House. pclae on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair declines to entertain that motion upon 
the same ground, _. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. Uponthesame ground! Tinsist upon the motion 


to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The-gentleman from Illinois understands. The 
question is now on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MCMILLIN (pending the count). I ask for a division. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 124, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


I move to recommit with the following instruc- 


YEAS—153. 

Adams, Brewer, Connell, ‘unston, 
Allen, Mich. Brosius, Copes Ohio Gear, 
Anderson, Kans. Brower, Craig, est, 
Atkinson, Pa, Browne, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa, Greenhalge, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Buchanan, N. J. Dalzell, Grosvenor, 

ker, Burrows, Darlington, Grout, 
Banks, Butterworth, Dingley, ‘all, 
Bartine, Caldwell, Dolliver, er, 
Bayne, Candler, Mass, Dorsey, Haugen, 
Beckwith, Cannon, Dunnell, ig bes R 
Belden, Carter, oni Henderson, Ill, 
Belknap, Caswell, Farquhar, Hermann, 
Bergen, Cheatham, Featherston, Hill, 
Bingham, Clark, Wis. Finley, Ae 
Boothman, Clark, Wyo. Flick, oP ins, 
Boutelle, Cogswell, Flood, ey, 
Bowden, Coleman. Frank. Kennedy, 
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Kerr, Iowa Monitt, Rife, Taylor, J. D, 
Ketcham, Moore, N. H. Rowell, horas, 
Kinsey, Morey Sanford, Thonipson, 
Knapp, Morrill, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo, 
Lacey, Morrow, Scull, Townsend, På, 
La Follette, Morse, Sherman, Turner, Kans, 
Laidlaw, Mudd, Simonds, Vandever, 
Langston, | O'Donnell, Smith, Jll. Van Schaick, 

nsing, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, W. Va, Waddill, 
Lawes, Osborne, Smyser, Wade, 
Lehlbach, Payne, Snider, Walker, 
Lind, Payson, Spooner, Wallace, Mass, 
Lodge, Perkins, Springer, Wallace, N. Y. 
McComas, Peters, Stephenson, Wickham, 
McCord, Post, Stewart, Vt. Wiliams, Ohio 
McCormick, Pugsley, Stivers, Wilson, Ky. 
McDuffie, Quackenbush, Stockbridge, Wilson, Wash. 
McKenna, Raines, Struble, Wright, 
McKinley, Randall, Sweet, Yardley. 
Miles, Ray, Sweney, 
Miller, Reed, Iowa Taylor, Ezra B, 
Milliken, Reyburn, Taylor, IN. 

NAYS—124. 
Abbott, Cothran, Hooker, Quinn, 
Alderson, Covert, Lane, Reilly, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lanham, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Rankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Sayers, 
Barwig, Cummings, - Maish, Seney, 
Biggs. Davidson, Mansur, Shively, 
Blanchard, Dibble, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Bland, Dickerson, Martin, Tex, Spinola, 
Blount, Dockery, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Edmunds, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Fithian, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Forman, McRae, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Mills, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Geary, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Gibson, O'Ferrall, Turner, N. Y. 
Campbell, Goodnight, O'Neall, Ind. Vaux, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, are, Outhwaite, Whitelaw, 
Caruth, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Catchings, Hayes, W. I. Parrett, Wiley, 
Chipman, aynes, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala, Hemphill, Peel, Willcox, 
Clements, Henderson, N, C. erry, Williams, Ill, 
Clune, Herbert, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Holman, Pindar, Wilson, W. Va. 
3 NOT VOTING—S4. 

Arnold, Dunphy, Mason, Rowland, 
Barnes, twa McCarthy, Russell, 
Bliss, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Scranton, 
Browne, T. M. Flower, se ope Stahinecker, 
Brunner, +inord, Niedringhaus, Stone, Pa. 
Ballock, Hansbrough, Nute, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burton, > Oates, Tracey, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind Washington, 
Clancy, ouk Penington, Wheeler, Mich, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Whiting, 
Cooper, Ind, Kilgore, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Cutcheon, Lawler, Price, > Yoder, 
Dargan, e, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Magner, Rogers, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. HEARD, on this vote. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, has the vote been re- 
capitulated? T desire to have it recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman surely does not wish to waste four 
or five minutes in that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Task to have the vote recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will not insist. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I must insist upon it. This is a 
most important vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman has norightto insist uponit. The rules do not give any 
such Jent It is a merely personal request, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that perhaps the easiest way to 
get through with it is to have the vote recapitulated. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. ‘The easiest way is always to do 
right, and I am glad to see that the Chair is disposed to do right in 
spite of the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is not in order. 

Mr. WHEELER, ofAlabama. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] was notin order either. I was simply saying that I was glad 
to see the Chair disposed to do right regardless of the protest of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. > 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I observe from the recapitulation 
that my vote is not recorded. I voted upon the second roll call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

Mr. OuTMWaAtre’s name was called and his vote was recorded, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to move to reconsider the vote on this 
resolution, in view of the fact that we have not time enough left in which 
to execute the order made by the resolution. 

Mr. ROWELL, I make the point of order that that is a dilatory 
motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER, It can not be dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to appeal respectfully from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that he declines to entertain the appeal. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair will certainly allow me to state that 
we have not time enough left to execute the order. 

The SPEAKER. The House resolves itself into the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Burrows, will please take the chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I seel have been entrapped and I want to change 


my vote back to how it was at first. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks that onreflection the gentleman 
from Illinois will probably prefer toleave his voteasitisnow. [Langh- 
ter. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. Oh no; I wantto place my vote where it belongs, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Burrows in the chair. J 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, under the special 
order, which the Clerk will now read. 

Mr. McCREARY. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that at the time the 
committee rose on yesterday we were considering a point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Maryland on an amendment which I 
had submitted to his motion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the order under which 
the committee is operating. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately after the passage of this resolution the House 
shall resolve itselfinto the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12729), which shall be open 
toamendment, in accordance with the rules, in ay of its paragraphs without 
further reading; that at 5 o'clock p. m., unless the bill is sooner ready, it shall 
be reported to the House with the amendments, if any, adopted by the com- 
mittee, and the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and amendments to its final passage. 


Mr. SPRINGER. What becomes of the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some question in his mind as to 
whether the proceedings, under the point of order, would not fall after 
the adoption of the special order. The committee is now acting in 
accordance with the special order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I will immediately resolve any 
doubts in the mind of the Chair upon that subject by withdrawing 
the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


order. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman has no right to withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr, McCOMAS, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I renew it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am on the floor, Mr. Chairman, and have not 
yielded it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have a right to renew the 
point of order. The gentleman has no right to withdraw it after it ig 
made and debated and then claim the floor for another purpose. That 
is a parliamentary trick that the Chair can not afford to give the sanc- 


tion of his name to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order. The Chair 
has not made any ruling. ‘There is no necessity for criticisms upon 
the action of the Chair in advance of any action. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. We have every confidence in the 
Chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY. There is, Mr. Chairman, a very easy way out of 
the difficulty; that is, to rule upon the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Maryland, 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘There need be no confusion in regard to this 
matter. The Chair understands the gentleman from Maryland to 
withdraw the point of order. Does the Chair understand the gentlee 
man also to withdraw his motion to close the debate? 


And I renew the point of 


I wish now to offer an amendment. 
The gentleman from Maryland withdraws the 


But only for that purpose, 
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Mr. McCOMAS. Ido withdraw the motion. ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave renewed the point of 
order, and I now renew the motion, 

Mr. McCREARY. And I renew the amendment. which I offered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I deny the right of the gentleman from Mary- 
Jand, when he makes a motion to close debate and an amendment to 
the motion has been offered, making the time one hour, to withdraw 
the motion without the consent of the committee after it has been de- 
bated, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. «But there has been no action taken 
upon it, 

Mtr. McCOMAS. Thold thatthe rule fixing the time for the discus- 
sion of this bill in the Committee of the Whole takes away all of the 
effect of my point of order, and also the necessity for a motion to close 
debate on any paragraph of the bill. The order of the House super- 
sedes any action which the committee may have taken, 

Mr. McCREARY. What was done in the House has no bearing 
upon the point of order raised in the Committee of the Wholeas to the 
limit of debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Necessarily it does, The House could close the 
debate at once. The committee may have desired to debate the bill 
for days. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. In the interest of the discussion of this bill, for 
which gentlemen have claimed to be so anxious, I desire that the 
House should use the time up to the final vote on the bill in debating 
and discussing it and offering amendments. For that reason I with- 
draw the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. And I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, + Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Iaska ruling on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland withdraws his 
point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY, But it has been renewed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And I raise the point of order that the commit- 
tee is now proceeding under instructions of the House which has 
limited the debete on all amendments until 5 o'clock to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the. committee will be in order there is no 
difficulty about this matter. The gentleman has a right to withdraw 
his motion: and now the committee is proceeding under a special or- 
der which requires that the balance of the bill shall not be read, but 
shall be open for amendment. The gentleman from Maryland rises to 
amend the bill, and is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iappeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, That is right; use up the little time you have 
with your dilatory motions. [Cries of “Sit down!” on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan will be responsible to his own constituents and I will be responsi- 
bie to mine. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I did not catch the mellifluous language of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I said that if the gentleman 
from Michigan would be responsible to his own constituents for his 


action here I would be responsible for mine. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is utterly impossible to transact business in 


this confnsion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Irise for a parliamentary inquiry. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to recognize any gentleman 
in this confusion. Sage 

Mr. SPINOLA. Not for a parliamentary inquiry ? > 

The CHAIRMAN. Not for any purpose. 

Will the gentleman from Maryland have the kindness to send up his 
amendment? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. On page 17, in line 2—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave taken an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until the com- 
mittee isin order, Ifthe gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McConras] 
will state his amendment—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr, MCCOMAS. On page 17, in line 2—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman permit the amendment to 
pay stated ? The Chair will recognize no one until the committee is in 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to allow me to offer an 
a.nendment on page 6? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
EES] to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky—- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, The Chair made a decision 


that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] had the right to 
withdraw his motion to limit debate, as we were proceeding under the 
special orders From that I appeal. ‘Therefore the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is not in order. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I make the point of order that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is dilatory. 

Mr. BIGGS. How do you know it is? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It is obviously, on the face of it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if I can be heard-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With great respect to the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], I understood the Chair to 
say that he recognized me, and I insist upon the appeal. This is a 
very important matter-—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
withdraws his motion to close debate upon the paragraph and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] renews it. The Chair 
held that, as the House has adopted a special order governing the pro- 
ceedings of the committee, the committee must now proceed under the 
special order, From that ruling the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] appeals, 

Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the appeal is debatable. 

Several MEMBERS on thé Republican side. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave the floor on that, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to be heard—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why is the appeal not de- 
batable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because the original proposition to close debate 
is notdebatable. The proposition to close debate, like the proposition 
for the previous question, is not debatable, and therefore the appeal 
isnot debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Oh, it is notthat. [Cries of 
“ Regular order!’ on the Republican side, ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the attention of the Chair to-a rule 
of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that isnot the question. 
The Chair has decided that we were proceeding under the order of the 
House, and upon that proposition has made a certain decision, I have 
appealed from that decision—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is quite sure that the gentleman from 
Kentucky understands and knows that a motion to close debate is not 
debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is not the question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman— [Cries of ‘ Regular order!” 
on the Republican side.] Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The gentleman from Maryland moved to close debate. I moved 
to amend that motion by closing debate in one hour—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that perfectly. 

Mr. McCCREARY,. Yes, and that question is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 


‘fell with the withdrawal of the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 


land. As many as believe that the judgment of the Chair shall stand 
as the judgment of the committee—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. McCREATY. Ihad not yielded the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] — 

Mr. McCREARY,. I have not yielded the floor, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a rule. 
I do not propose to waste time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize gentlemen in this 
confusion, : 

Mr. McCREARY. What became of the amendment that I offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman that his 
amendment fell with the withdrawal of the original motion. 

Mr. McCREARY. TI appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, One appeal is already pending. x 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is one appeal already pending. Two ap- 
peals can not be pending at the same time. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the Chair allow the rule to be read which I 
wish to call to his attention ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My point of order is this: That all 
these motions made so far by gentlemenon the other side are contrary 
to and in contravention of the spirit of the order of this House just 
adopted, and the Chair should hold that they are dilatory and for that 
reason out of order. The object of them is to break down the order 
of the House in Committee of the Whole. [Cries of “Louder!” on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the committee have the kindness to be in 
order? 
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Mr, BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have read a rule of 


e House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until the com- 
mittee is on order. [Cries of "Regular order!” ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to know what the question is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal of confusion in 
the Hall and we can not hear what is being said. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal of 
confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. SPINOLA, — Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until the com- 
mittee is in order. 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr, Chairman, I can not hear what the gentleman 
from New York is saying. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have a substantial amendment to offer, for the 
enfranchisement of the colored man. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to admonish the committee 
that the time under the special order is going on, and the Chair will 
Tecognize no one until the committee is in order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I have a substantial amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair trusts that the gentleman from New 
York will be in order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, to 
know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not recognize any parliamentary 
inquiry until the committee is in order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wanted to know if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland has been sent up to the desk? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order until the committee is in 


order. 

Mr. DORSEY (to Mr. SPINOLA). The Chair states that the com- 
mittee must come to order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I beg pardon. I will wait a moment then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the committee will be in order 
after awhile. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the Chairif itis not the rule in com- 
mittee,and that it has been uniformly held, that debate on an appeal 
in the Committee of the Whole can only be closed by unanimous con- 
sent, there being no rule of the House touching the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. In answer to the parliamentary inquiry, tho 
Chair will state that an appeal from a decision on a motion to close 
debate is not debatable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave not debated it. Isimply asked the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a well-settled principle of parliamentary 
law that if an original proposition is not debatable any motion made in 
relation to itis not debatable, This is well settled. A motion was 
made to close debate. That motion was not debatable, and as the gen- 
tleman withdraws that motion now it can not be debatable, for if a 
motion to close debate is not debatable then the withdrawal of the mo- 
tion to close debate is not debatable, and it is on that the appeal is 
taken. The question is: Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee? 

co BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Chair obscures this dis- 
tinction—— 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the “ayes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McComas and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky, were appointed as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 75. 

Mr. McCREARY. Idemand the yeasand nays. [General laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. So the decision of the Chair stands as the judg- 
ment of the committee. The gentleman from Maryland proposes an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On I7, in line 2, strike out the word “fiye " and insert “ten ;" so that it 
will read “ten thousand dollars.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substantial amend- 
ment to that of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will please be 
in order. One amendment isnow pending. Does the gentleman pro- 
pon an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 


Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly I do, sir. I offer a substitute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be ized. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Irise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of offering a 
maanunl substitute to the amendmentoffered by thegentleman from 
ryland. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 2], 


The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Maryland hasthe floor 
on an amendment and he is entitled to debate it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Before I state the object of the amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Under theoper- 
ation of this order must the committee rise at 5 o’clock whether they 
are voting, debating, or what not? Must the conmittee rise at 5 
o’clock whether we are voting or debating at that hour? 

zo CHAIRMAN. There is no question about the terms of the 
order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the commissioners have in- 
formed me, in a letter in response to a letter addressed to them, that 
$5,000 for this purpose is not suficient, because the sum, as they say, 
for damages under condemnation proceedings for streets already ex- 
ceeds the $5,000 we have allowed, and aggregate nearly $10;000. 
Therefore we offer the amendment to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert 
ae ten. 7) 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Chairman, I would like to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Maryland, and that is whether he does not think, 
on the very inquiry he has now made in reference to the rule that re- 
quires a vote at 5 o'clock or that the committee rise at 5 o'clock, 
whether we have proceeded or not to consider this very amendment, 
that there should fe a longer time for debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr, MCCOMAS. In answer to the distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi I will state that I have been trying for six days to get a chance 
to offer that amendment and haye not had an opportunity to do so be- 
cause of the discussion of newspaper items. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘Then I respectfully ask him further if he does not 
now at least want it considered. I want to debate it myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Maryland has 
expired. The gentleman from New York offers an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section to the bill the following: 

“That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and theyare hereby, 
directed to report to Congress on or before January 1, 1892, a plan providing 
for the restoration of local self-government to the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia whereby each citizen of the ago of twenty-one years or upwards, with- 
out regard to color or previous condition of servitude, may be entitled to vote 


for all general officers necessary to administer the government of the District 
upon a basis in accordance with a republican form of government,” 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that that 
is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not surrender the floor, Mr. Chairman. 
[Laughter.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York will himself per- 
ceive that his proposition is not an amendment tothe one now pend- 
ing, and if he will withhold it forthe present the Chair will recognize 

m later. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will wait a few moments. [Langhter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS offered the following amendment: 

Amend by inserting, at the end of line 11, page 6 of the bill, the following: 

“And when such assessment shall have been completed, the commissioners 
of the District shall transmit to Congress a statement showing the total 


assessed 
value of each block and of each separate fractional block, including the improve- 
ments thereon, within the city limits,” 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose that amendment. 
Under the latitude which has been allowed in the debate thus far upon 
this bill I desire to call the attention of members of the committee —— 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I was about to make the point of 
oner o that amendment that it is very wide and is not in order on 
this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to make the point of order. Tho 
gentleman from Ilinois will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do not waste the time. 
five minutes before 5 o'clock. [Laughter] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, as I was observing, I desire to di- 
rect my remarks principally to the statements made by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] when this bill was under consideration 
the other day, in relation tothe proposition to provide free schoolbooks 
for six different grades only in the schools of the District of Columbia. 
Iam heartily in favor of that provisionof the bill. The only criticism 
that I have to make upon it is that in my judgment it does not go far 
enough. I believe that not only in the District of Columbia, but in 
every State in the Union, free schoolbooks should be furnished for every 
gradein every school. It is the boast of this country that we have free 
public schools. Largesums of money are levied and collected annually 
for the purpose of building public schoolhouses and furn them, 
and employing teachers for the benefit of the school children of tho 


country. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not confining himself to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point 


We have only twenty- 
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of order that the gentleman from Illinois is not confining his remarks 
to the amendment before the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman evidently does not understand m 
position. Iam coming totheamendment by slow degrees. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self within the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, large sums of 
money are provided annually to procure able and competent teachers 
to instruct the children in our schools, but under the system which 
requires the parents to procure schoolbooks for their children hun- 
dreds and thousands of children in every State in the Union are de- 
prived of the benefits of the public schools. In the city of Washing- 
ton there are hundreds of children who are utterly unable to provide 
themselyes with the hooks necessary to give them the advantages of 
the public schools of this city. Wherever the system of free school- 
books has been tried, it has resulted beneficially to the community. 

The State of New Hampshire has adopted that system; the State of 
Maine has adopted it; the State of Massachusetts has adopted it; and 
in those States the consensus of opinion is not only that it has proved 
beneficial to the community at large, but that a Jarge percentage of 
children who, under the other system, would grow up in ignorance 
have been provided with ample means for acquiring and have acquired 
acompetenteducation. The principal point which the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] made was that a discrimination should be 
made between the rich and the poor. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, 
that would be an invidious discrimination. The gentleman claimed, as 
Tunderstood his argument, that poor children should be provided with 
books if their parents would make the proper representations to the 
school authorities that they were unable to provide the books them- 
selves; and it is against such a discrimination as that that I enter my 

rotest. 

2 Unfortunate but proud-spirited people will not publicly admit, as 
the gentleman’s position requires them to, that they are the subjects 
of charity. They prefer to let their children go without the benefits 
rather than to thus proclaim themselves paupers. Gentlemen may 
argue that it is a foolish prideand that parents who love their children 
and desire to see them receive some little education at least will not 
hesitate to avail themselves of the privilege of procuring free school- 
books on these conditions, The experience and observation of the best 
educators this country has produced are against this ment. 

A familiar illustration can be farnished by a comparison of the cit- 
izens of somo of the States in the Union where the ideas of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia have prevailed with some of those States where 
we have the public-school system administered in its true spirit. Be- 
fore 1860, under the statutes in the State of Virginia, in order that 
the children of school age might get the benefit of the school money 
provided by the State, the parent was compelled to make afidavit in 
substance thathe wasa pauper. What wasthe result? The wealthy 
class was educated largely by private tutors and then sent to the acad- 
emies and colleges. The great mass of the free white citizens were 


unable to give such educational advantages to their children, and be- 


ing prond-spirited they neglected or refused to make the n ac- 
knowledgment which would entitle them to public money for school 
purposes; and the result was, as shown by statistics, that they grew 
up in ignorance. i 

In Illinois and Michigan and other of the Northwestern States no 
such invidious requirements hayebeen made upon pots man, Our 
public schools have been open to richand poor alike. The best instruct- 
ors that money could hire have been employed, and the public schools 
have been patronized by all classes, The poor man’s son has sat at the 
same desk with the son of his wealthy neighbor, and has contested, 
and often successfully, for the school honors. This system of educa- 
tion has done away with all class feeling and has given us in Illinois 
and neighboring States a population of intelligent, high-spirited, and 
honorable men and women, who are a credit to American citizenship. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. There is an 
amendment pending; is there any amendment pending to that amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is not. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to submit an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must first recognize the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who offered the pending amendment, and 
then he will ize the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, it seems to me that this amendment, 
which has for its purpose the furnishing to Congress of informationin 
regard to the assessed value of property in this city, ought to be adopted. 
We know from the testimony of citizens and from what has appeared 
in the newspapers that whole blocks of property in this city have been 
assessed largely below their real value, and it occurs to me that if a 
fair and impartial assessment of the real estate of this District were 
madethe present rate of taxation would yield largely more revenue 
than the wants of the city would require, and thus Congress might be 
enabled to reduce the rate of taxation. > [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘*Vote !’] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to close debate on the paragraph and all 
amendments thereto. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that motion is hardly neces- 
sary. The vote can be taken at once. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Am I entitled to have my motion submitted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly, if the gentleman insists npon it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope it will not be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put the question. 

i Mr. ROGERS. I move to amend so as to allow ten minutes for de- 
ate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the point of order that the gentleman can 
not make that motion while the committee is dividing. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwas on the floor when the Chair commenced to 
put the question and was endeavoring to make myself heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair accepts the statement of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas and entertains the amendment. The gentlg¢man 
moves to amend by making the time ten minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, I make a point of or- 
der that the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas is notin order. 

Mr. FOWLER. I hope the Committee of the.-Whole will be allowed 
to perfect this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order; and the 
question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas. 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. ROGERS was re- 
jected, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. BLOUNT to close de- 
bate, it: was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], which has already been read. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being on a division ree for by Mr. SAYERS)—ayes 74, noes 113. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I now desire to submit my proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, Ina moment. The gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. ADAMS] desires to be recognized. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave sent an amendment to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. ADAMs] 
will have the kindness to give way for a moment, the Chair desires to 
recognize the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], a member of 
the committee, who has an amendment to submit. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I offer thé amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Add at the end of line 9, page 38, the following: 

‘t Provided, Thatthe Metropolitan Railroad Com 
bia shall pay and satisfy to the District of Columb 
approvalof this act the full amount ofthe ju 


of the District of Colum- 
within six months from the 
ent rendered against the said 
company by the supreme court of the District of Columbia at the suit of the 
said District, in cause numbered 22458, at law, on the dockets of said court, with 
the costs of said cause and interest on the amount of said judgment from its 
date until paid. and that upon tho failure of the said company so to pay and 
satisfy said judgment, co: and interest within the time aforesaid the charter 
of the said company shall me forfeit, and all its rights, privileges, and 
franchises as a body corporate shall cease and determine: And prov: Surther, 
That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company of the District of 
Columbia shalt pay and to the District of Columbia, within six months 
from the approval of this act, thef ullamount of the judgment rendered against 
the said company by the supreme court of the District of Columbia at the suit 
of the said District, in cause number 22457, at law, on the dockets of said court, 
with the costs of said cause and interest on the amount of said judgmentfrom 
its date until paid, and that upon the failure of the said company soto pay and 
satisfy said ju enes nois and interest within the time aforesaid, the charter 
of the said company shall become forfeit,and all ita rights, privilegés, and fran- 

as a body corporate shall cease and detérmine.” 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Two judgments were obtained in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia in favor of the District, one against 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company for $147,000 and one against the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company for over $40,000, on 
account of work done and material furnished therefor in the repair and 
improvement of the streets between the tracks of these roads, and two 
feet on either side thereof. Under the law the companies were re- 
quired to do this work without expense to the District. They failed 
and neglected to do it, and it was done by the District and became a 
lawful and proper charge against the companies. They refused to pay 
it, suits were brought with the result above stated, appeals were 
taken in these cases, and by decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States the judgments were reversed solely upon the statute of 
limitations. : 

Some of the officials of the District in office at the time the work was 
done, and whose duty it was to protect the rights of the District, were 
also stockholders and officers in one of these railroad companies then 
and for some time thereafter. This fact may explain why suit was not 
brought in time. These companiesarenotpaupers. They have made 
large profits, enjoying valuable franchises granted by the public. It 
is is simply dis, ul that under the circumstances they should he 
allowed to hold theadyantagethusobtained. The amendment merely 
requires them, notwithstanding the statute of limitations, to do their 
duty under the law. The payment of these judgments, including in-° 
terest from date, would put in the Treasury for the District about 
$200,000, justly due it for money long since expended by it for the 
benefit of these companies. I call attention to the following extract 
from a recent report of the attorney for the District, A. G. Riddle: 

In the Supreme Court of the United States, where a number of District cases 
are still pending, but two causes were heard on their merits namely, thecases 
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of the Metropolitan Railroad Company against the District and Brown against 
the District. The former case was begun by the District in the supreme court 
of the District, and had for its et ie the recovery from the railroad compan 
of the amount expended by the District in paving the spaces between and ad- 
jacént to the tracks of the company, which, law, it was the duty of the com- 
ytodo. Inthe court below the District obtained s judgment for upwards 
of $147,000, and the railroad company sued out a writ of error. The canse was 
argued in the Supreme Court at the last term, and on the 21st instant that court 
rendered its decision, xererning the judgment below on the ground of error in 
the rulings on the question of limitations and directing the court below to en- 
ter judgment for the defendant. I haye not had an opportunity to see the 
court's opinion, and have no knowledge of its language, except such as I have 
derived m the newspape> reports; but, ifthe court’s judgment be as re- 
ported, it seems to me to putan end to the case, as well as to the similar cases 
against the Washington and Georgetown and Columbia Railroad Companies. 

The work sued for in these cases was done by the District at various times 
from October, 1572, to January, 1874, except a very small part, which was not 
finished until July, 1875. Under the ruling of the Supreme Court, the actions 
by the District should have been brought within three years after the doing of 
the work. I came into office in November, 1877, too late, according to the court, 
to have saved the District's rights, except as to the work done in 1875, even had 
LTimmediately brought the suits. But in point of fact I was wholly unaware of 
the claims against the er Roe ay until some time after taking office. The mat- 
ter first came to my attention in the winter of 187579, in connection with cer- 
tain questions presented to me in relation to the revision of the s assess- 
ments on streets traversed by the roads. It was then too late to save the Dis- 
ae sihis as to any of the work, if the statute of limitations should be held 
applicable. 

he matter came to the attention of Congress, and the House Committee on 
the District called before it the presidents of the companies, and, although I 
was not present atthe conference and was notinvited and had no opportunity 
to be, I was informed that it was there agreed that statements of fact should be 
made up and submitted to the supreme court of the District for its decision as 
to the liability of the companies, it being further agreed that the question of 
limitations should be waived. After months of ineffectual efforts to procure 
the making up of the statements I caused statements of the cost of the work 
to be prepared and demand of payment made upon the companies, This I fol- 
fone by bringing the suits, and I was met at the threshold by the plea of lim- 
tations, 

As to this point the responsibility for the situation rests upon those in office 
before my connection with the District began. I think that, without regard to 
technical questions of law, the companies should in justice pay forthe workin 

uestion, and I urge it upon you to bring the matter promptly and forcibly to 
the attention of Congress, which body, under its reserved rights as to alter- 
pee or repeal of their charters, can, if it sees fit, quickly bring the companies 
O terms. 


i I also ask attention to the opinion of the Supreme Court, as fol- 
ows: 


Metropolitan Railroad Company vs. Distsict of Columbia. Error to the su- 
preme courtof the District of Columbia, No.5, Argued November 22, 1888; 
decided October 21, 1899. 


The District of Columbia is a municipal corporation havinga right to sueand 
be sued and is subject to the ordinary rules that govern the law of procedure 
between private persons. 

The Maryland statute of limitations of 1715 which is in force in the District 
of Columbia embraces municipal corporations. 

The sovereign power of the District of Columbia is lodged in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and not in the corporation of the District. 

This court expresses no opinion upon the question whether when the right 
of property in highways and public places is vested in a municipality an asser- 
tion of that rightagainst purprestures or public nuisances is subject to the law 
of limitations, 

An action by a municipal corporation to recover from a street railroad com- 
po the cost of maintaining pavements in a street which the company is by 

ts Sea bound to maintain is not an action upon the statute, but one in as- 
sumpsit. 

Assumpsit. Verdict for the plaintiff and judgment on the verdict. The de- 
fendant sued out this writ of error. The case is stated in the opinion. 

Mr. Nathaniel Wilson and Mr. Walter D. Davidge for plaintiff in error. 

Mr. Henry E. Davis and Mr, A. G, Riddle for defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Bradley delivered the opinion of the court. 

‘This was an action brought by the District of Columbia in November, 1830, 
to recover from the Metropolitan Railroad Company the sum of $161,622.52, 
The all cause of action was work done and materials furnished by the 
plaintiff in paving certain streetsand avenues in the city of Washington at va- 
rious times in the years 1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, and 1875 npon and in consequence 
of the neglect of the defendant to do said work and furnish said materials in 
accordance with its duty as prescribed by its charter. 

The defendant was chartered by an act of Congress dated July 1, 1864 (13 
Stat., 326, chapter 190), and amended March 3, 1865 (13 Stat., 536, chapter 119). By 
these acts it was authorized to construct and operate lines or routes of donble- 
at ck railways in designated streets and avenues in Washington and George- 


wn, 

The first section of the charter contains the following proviso: '‘ Provided, 
That the use and maintenance of said road shall be subject tothe municipal reg- 
ulations of the city of Washington within its corporate limits.” Of course this 
provision reserves pace control over the road and its operations on the part 
of the authorities of the city, The fourth section of the charter declares, “that 
the said corporation hereby created shall be bound to keep said tracks and for 
the space of two feet beyond the outer rail thereof and also the space between 
the tracks at all times well paved and in good order without expense to the 
United States or to the city of Washington.” The fifth section declares "that 
noming in this act shall prevent the Government at any time at their option 
from altering the grade or otherwise improving all avenues and streets occupied 
by said or the city of Washington from so altering or improving such 
streets and avenues and the sewerage thereof as may be under their respective 
authority and control; and in such eyent it shall be the duty of said company 
to change their said railroad so as to conform to such grade and payement, 

It is on these provisions that the claim of the city is bansi, 

The amended declaration sets out in great detail the grading and paving 
which were done in various streets and avenues along and adjoining the tracks 
of the defendant and which it is ayerred should have been done by the defend- 

. ant under the provisions of its charter, but which the defendant neglected and 
refused to do. 

The defendant filed twelve several pleas to theaction, the eleventh and twelfth 
being pleas of the statute of limitations. Issue was taken upon all the pleas 
except those two and they were demurred to. The court sustained the de- 
murrer and the cause was tried on the other issues and a verdict found for the 
plaintiff. (4 Mackey, 214.) 

he case is brought here by writ of error which brings up for consideration a 
bill of exceptions taken at the trial and the ruling upon the demurrer to the 
pleas of the statute of limitations. Itis conceded that if the court below erred 


in sustaining that demurrer the judgment must be reversed. That question will 
herefore be first considered. 

It is contended by the plaintiff that it (the District of Columbia) is not amen- 
able to the statute of limitations for three reasons: first, because of its dignity 
as partaking of thesovereign power of government; secondly, because it isnot 
embraced in the terms of the statute of limitations in force in the District; and, 
thirdly, because if the general wordsof the statute are sufficiently broad to in- 
clude the District, still municipal corporations unless specially mentioned are 
not subject to the statute. 

1. The first question, therefore, will be, whether the District of Columbia is 
or isnot a municipal body merely or whethér it has such a sovereign charac- 
ter or is so identified with or representative of the sovereignty of the United 
States as to be entitled to the prerogatives and exemptions of sovereignty. 

In order toa better understanding of the subject under consideration it will 
be proper to take a brief survey of the government of the District and the 
changes it has undergone since its first organization. 

Prior to 1871 the local government of the District of Columbia on the east 
side of the Potomac had been divided between the corporations of Washington 
and Georgetown and the levy court of the county of Washington. George- 
town had been incorporated by the Legislature of Maryland ns early as 1789 
(Davis's Laws, District of Columbia, 478), as Alexandria had been by the Leg- 
islature of Virginia as early as 1745 and 1779 (Davis's Laws, 533, 541); and those 
towns and cities were clearly nothing more than ordinary municipal corpora- 
lions with the usual powers of such corporations. When the Government of 
the United States took possession of the District, in December, 1800, it was di- 
vided by Con into two counties, that of Alexandria on the west side of the 
Potomac and that of Washington on the east side, and the laws of Virginia 
were continued over the former and the laws of Maryland over the Jatter; and 
a court called the circuit court of the District of Columbia was established with 
general jurisdiction, civil and criminal, to hold sessions alternately in each 
county; butthe corporate rights of the cities of Alexandriaand Georgetown and 
of all other corporate ies were expressly left unimpaired except asrelated to 
judicial powers. (See actof February 17, 1801,2Stat,,103, chapter 15,) Asupple- 
mentary act passed afew days later gave tothe circuit court certain administra- 
live powers, the same as those vested in the county and levy courtsof Virginia 
and Maryland respectively; and it was deciared that the magistrates to be ap- 
<a should be a board of commissioners within their respective counties and 

nave the same powers and perform the same duties as the Jeyy courts of Mary- 

Jand. These powers related to the construction and repair of roads, bridges, 
ferries, the care of the poor, etc. (Act of March 3, 1801, 2 Stat., 115, chapter 25.) 
On May 3, 1802, an act was passed to incorporate the city of Washington (2Stat., 
195, chapter 53). It invested the mayor and common council (the latter being 
clected by the white male inhabitants) with all the usual powers of municipal 
bodies, such asthe power ks pass by-laws and ordinances, powers ofadministra- 
tion, regulation and taxation, amongst others specially named the power “to 
erect and repair bridges, to keep in repair all necessary streets, avenues, drains, 
and sewers, and to pass regulations necessary forthe preservation of the same 
agreeably to the plan of said city.” Various amendments from time to time 
were made to this charter and additional powers were conferred. A general 
revision of it was made by act of Congress passed May 15, 1520 (3 Stat., 553, 
chapter 104). A further revision was madeand additidnal powers were given 
by the act of May 17, 1818 (9 Stat., 223, chapter 42), but nothing to change the 
essential character of the corporation. 

The powers of the levy court extended more particularly to the country out- 
side of the cities; but also to some matters in the cities common to the whole 
county. Itwas reorganized and its powers and duties more specifically defined 
in the acts of July 1, 1812 (2 Stat., 771, chapter 117), and of March 3, 1863 (12 Stat., 
799). By the lastact the members of the court were to be nine in number and 
to be appointed by the President and Senate. 

In the first year of the war, August6, 1561 (12 Stat, |, chapter 62), an act was 

ed “to create x Metropolitan police district of the District of Columbia and 
to establish a police therefor.” The police had previously been appointed and 
regulated by the mayor and common council of Washington; but it was now 
deemed important that it should be underthecontrolofthe Government. Thq 
act provided for the appointment of five commissioners by the President and 
Senate, who, together with the mayors of Washington and Georgetown, were 
to form the board of police for the District; and this board.was inyested with 
extraordinary powers of surveillance and guardianship of the peace. 

This general review of the form of government which prevailed in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and city of Washi n prior to 1871 is sufficient to show that 
it was strictly municipalin its cha randthat the Government of the United 
States,except so far as the protection ofits own public buildings and property was 
concerned, took no part in the local government, any more than any State gov- 
ernment interferes with the AS pe administration of its cities, The officers 
of the Departments, eyen the President himself, exercised no local authority in 
city affairs. It is true, in consequence of the large property interests of the 
United States in Washington, in the public parks and buildings, the Govern- 
ment always made some contribution to the finances of the city; butthe residue 
was raised by taxing the inhabitants of the city and District, just as the inhab- 
itants of all municipal bodies are taxed. > 

In 1871 an important modificatiom was made in the form of the District gov- 
ernment; a Legislature was established with all the apparatuaor a distinct govs 
ernment, By the act of KORRA of that year, entitled “An act to provide a 
government for the District of Columbia” (16 Stat., 419, chapter 62), it was en- 
acted (section 1) that all that part of the territory of the United States included 
within the limits of the District of Columbia be created into a government by 
the name of the District of Columbia, by which name it was constituted "a body 
corporate for municipal purposes,” with power to make contracts, sue and be 
sued, and “to exercise all other powers of a municipal corporation not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution and laws of the United States.” 

A governor and Legislature were created; alsoa board of public works, tho 
latter to consist ofthe goyernor as its president, and four other persons, to be 
appointed by the President and Senate. To this board were given the control 
and repair of the streets, avenues, alleys, and sewers of the city of Washington 
and All other works which might be intrusted to their charge by the Legislative 
Assembly or Congress. They were empowered to disburse the moneys raised 
for the improvement of streets, avenues, alleys, and sewers, and roads and 
bridges, and to assess upon adjoining property, specially benefited thereby, a 
reasonable proportion of the cost, not exceeding one-third, The acts of thia 
board were fel to bs binding on the municipality of the District in Barnes vs. 
District of Columbia (91 U. S., 540). It was regarded as a mere branch of the 
District government, though appointed by the President and notsubject to the 
control of the District authorities, 

This constitution lasted until June 20, 1874, when an act was passed entitled 
“An act for the government of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

’ (18 Stat., 116, chapter 337). By this act the government established by 
the act of 1871 was abolished, and the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, was authorized to appoint a commission, consisting of 
three persons, to exercise the power and authority then vested in the governor 
and board of public works, except as atterwards limited by the act. By asub- 
sequent act, approved June 11, 1878 (20 Stat., 102, chapter 150), it was enacted that 
the District of Columbia should “remain and continue a municipal corpora- 
tion,” as provided in section 2 of the Revised Statutes relating to said District, 
and the appointment of commissioners was provided for, to have and to exer- 
cise similar powers given to the commissioners appointed under the act of 1874, 
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All rights of action and sults for and against the District were expressly re- 
served in stalu quo. ‘ 

Under these different changes the administration of the affairs of the District 
of Columbia and city ril Washington has goneon in much thesame way, except 
achange in the depositaries of power and in the extent and number of powers 
conferred upon them, Legislative powers have now and the municipal 

ovetrimenitds confined to mere administration. The petit of corporate ex- 
tence is continued, and all actions and suits for and against the District are 
preserved unaffected by the changes that have occurred. 

In view of these laws the counsel of the plaintiff contend that the government 
of the District of Columbia is a department of the United States Government, 
and that the corporation is a mere name and not a person in the sense of the 
law distinct from the Government itself. We can not assent to this view. It 
is contrary tothe express language of the statutes. That Janguage is that tho 
District shall “remain and continue a municipal corporation,’ with all rights 
ofaction and suits forand againstit. Ifit were a department of the Govern- 
ment, how could it be sued? Can the Treasury Department be sued, or any 
other Department? We are ofopinion that the corporate capacity and corpo- 
rate liabilities of the District of Columbia remain as before, and that its charac- 
ter as a mere municipal corporation has not been changed, The mode of ap- 
oe its officers does not abrogate its character as a municipal body politic. 

Ve do not suppose that it is necessary toa municipal government or to mu- 
nicipal responsibility that the officers should be elected by the people. Local 
self-government is undoubtedly desirable where there are not forcible reasons 
againstits exercise, Butit is not required by any inexorable panapa 

All municipal governments are but agencies of the superior power of the 
State or government by which ey, are constituted and are invested with only 
such subordiuste powers of local legislation and control as the superior legis- 
lature sees fil to confer upon them. The form of those agencies and the mode 
of appointing officials to execute them are matters of legislative discretion. 
Commissioners are not unfrequently appointed by the Legis ature or executive 
of a State for the administration of municipal affairs or some portion thereof, 
sometimes temporarily, sometimes permanently, It may be demanded by mo- 
tives of expediency or the exigencies of the situation; by the boldness of cor- 
ruption, the absence of public order and security, or the necessity of high ex- 
ecutive ability in dealing with particular populations. Such unusual constitu- 
tions do not release the people from the duty of obedience or from taxation or 
the municipal body from those liabilities to which such bodies are ordinarily 
subject. 

Protection of life and property are roves perhaps in greater degree than 
wht ack be in such cases under elective magistracies; and the government 
of the whole people is preserved in the legislative representation of thie State or 
General Government. ‘Nor can it in principle,” said Mr. Justice Hunt in 
the Barnes case, ‘be of the slightest consequence by what means these several 
otticers are placed in their position, whether they are elected by the people of the 
municipality or'appointe pi the President or a governor, The people are the 
recognized source of all authority, State and municipal, and to this authority 
it must come at last whether immediately or by a circuitous process.” (Barnes 
vs. District of Columbia, 91 U, S., 540, 545.) 

One argument of the plaintiffs counsel in this connection is that the District 
of Columbia is a separate State or sovereignty, according to the definition of 
writers on public law, being a distinct political society. This position is as- 
sented to by Chief Justice Marshall, speaking for this court in the case of Hep- 
burn vs. Elizey, 2 Cranch, 445,452, where the question was whether a citizen of 
the District could sue in the circuit courts of the United States as a citizen of a 
State. The court did not deny that the District of Columbia is a State in the 
sense of being a distinct political community; but held that the word “State” 
in the Constitution, where it extends the judicial power to cases between citi- 
zens of the several “States,” refers to the States of the Union. It is undoubt- 
edly true that the District of Columbia is a separate political community in a 
certain sense, and in that sense may be called State; but the sovereign power 
of this qualified State ig not lod. in the Sp pie pe of the District ot lüm- 
bia, but in the Government of the United States, Its supreme legislative body 


ngress. 

‘The subordinate legislative powers of a municipal character which have been 
or may be lodged in the city corporations or in the District corporation do not 
make those bodies sovereign, Crimes committed in the District are not crimes 
against the District, but against the United States. Therefore, whilst the Dis- 
trict may in a sense be called a State it issuch in a very qualified sense. No 
more than this was meant by Chief Justice Taney when in the Bank of Alex- 
andria vs. Dyer, 14 Pet., 141, 146, he spoke of the District of Columbia as being 
formed by the acts of Congress into onë separate political community, and of 
the two counties composing it (Washington and Alexandria) as resembling 
different counties in the same State; He reason whercof it was held that parties 
residing in one county could not be said to be "beyond theseas” or ina difer- 
entju iction in reference to the other county, though the two counties were 
subject to different laws. 

Weare clearly of opinion that the plaintiffisa sat corporation having 
aright to sue and be sued and subject to the ordinary rules that govern the law 
of procedure between private persons. 

2. But the supreme court of the District supposes that municipal corporations 
are not embraced in the words of the statute of limitations. Letus see whether 
that view can be maintained. 

The statute in force in the District is that of Maryland, passed in 1715, chapter 
23, The act as regards personal actions is substantially the same as that of 21 
James I. It commences with a preamble, as follows: “ Forasmuch as nothing 
can be more essential to the peace and tranquillity of this province than the 
quieting the estates of the inhabitant thereof, and for the effecting of which no 
better measures can be taken than a limitation of time for the commencing of 
such actions asin the several and respective courts within this province are 
brought, from the time of the cause of such actions accruing.” 

It is then enacted, ‘that all actions of trespass quare clausum fregit, all actions 
of trespass, detinuc, sur trover, or replevin * * *; all actions of account, 
contract, debt, book,or upon the case * * * ;allactions of debt forlending, 
or contract without speciality * * ~ ,shall be sued or brought by any per- 
Aon or persons within this province * * * , shall be commenced or sued 
within the time and limitation hereafterexpressed, and notafter; thatistosay, 
the said actions of account and the said actions upon the case. upon simple 
contract * * * , and the said actions fordebt. detinue, and repleyin * = * 
within three years ensuing the cause of such action, and not after,” (1 Kilty's 
Laws, April, 1715, ¢. 23.) There is nothing in any part of the act to restrain the 
generality of this language: ‘AN (enumerated) actions sued or brought by any 

rson or persons within this province * * * shall be commenced within 

hres years.” Corporations are "persons" inthe law. There is no apparent 
reason why they should not be included in the statute. It is conceded that 
private corporations are included. On what ground, then, can municipal cor- 
porations be excluded? Notonthe ground that they are not "persons, forthat 
ined exclude private corporations, They are therefore within the terms of 
he law. 

3, Are they not also within the spirit and reason of the law? They are cer- 
tainly within the reason of the preamble. Itis just as much for the public in- 
terest and tranquillity that municipal corporations should be limited in the time 
of bringing snitsas that individuals or private corporations should be. The 
reason stated in the preamble for the passage of the law applies to all; and, 
moreover, it shows that the objects of the law are beneficent ones and therefore 


that it should be liberally construed, It can not apply to the sovereign power 
of course. Norestrictive laws apply to tho sovere: ea unless so expressed, and 
especially no laws affecting a right on the Frond of neglect or laches, becaus6 
neglect and laches can not be imputed to him. And it matters spor whethérthe 
sovereign be an individual monarch or a republic or State, e principle ap: 
plies to all sovereigns. Thereason usually assigned for this prerogative is that 
the sovereign is not answerable for thedelinquencies of higagents, But, wha 
ever the true reason may be, such is the general law, such the universal law ex- 
cept whereit is expressly waived. The privilege, however, is a prerogative one 
and can not be challenged by any person inferior to the sovereign, whether that 
person be natural or corporate. 

It is scarce! Steet A to discuss further the question of the eet trad of 
the statute of limitations to a purely municipal corporation when it is em- 
braced within the general terms of the law. It was expressly decided to be 
applicable in the cases of Kennebunkport vs. Smith (22 Maine, 445); Mt Se ot ag 
vs, First Presbyterian Church (8 Ohio, 298); Cincinnati vs. Evans (5 Ohid St, 
594); St. Charles County vs, Powell (22 Missouri, 525); Armstrong vs. Dalton (i 
Devereux, Law, 568); and other cases cited in the notes to Wood on Limitations, 
section 53; and to2 Dillon on Municipal Corporations, section 668,third edition. 
Judge Dillon, in the section Jast cited, accurately says: "Theo doctrine is well 
understood that to the sovereign power the maxim ‘nullum tempus occurrit 
regi’ applies, and thatthe United and the several States are not without éx- 
press words bound by statutes of limitations. 

Although municipal corporations are considered as public agencies exercis- 
ing in behalf of the State public duties, there are many cases which hold that 
such corporations are not exempt from the operation of limitation statutes, bpt 
that such statutes, nt least as res all real and personal actions, run in 
vor of and against these corporations in the same manner and to the same ex- 
tent as against natural persons, In Evans rs. Erio County, 66 Penn, pei a 
228, Sharswood, J., says, “That the statute of limitations runs against a SAA 
or other municipal corporation we think can not be doubted. Theprerogative 
is that of the sovereign alone, nullum tempus occurrit retpublice, Her ntees 
though artificial bodies created by her,are in the same category wit natural 
persons.” See also Dundee Harbor Trustees vs, Dougall, 1 Macqueen H L., 
Cas..317,. But we forbear to guo further authorities on the subject. Wehold 
the doctrine to be well settled. . 

Vhat may be the rule in regard to purprestures and public nuisances by en- 
croachments upon the highways and other public places it is not necessary to 
determine. They are generally offenses against the sovercign power itself, and 
as such no length of time can protect them. Where the right of property in 
such places is vested in the municipality an assertion of that right may or may 
not be subject to the law of limitations. We express no opinion on that poin 
since it may be affected by considerations which are not involved in the presen 
case, 

The court below, in its opinion on the demurrer, suggests another ground 
having relation to the form of the action on which it is Pre erent that the plea 
of the statute of limitation in this case is untenable. It is this, that the action 
is founded on a statute, and that the statute of limitations does not apply to 
actions founded on statutes or other records, or specialties, but only to such as 
are founded on simple contract or on tort. We think, however, that the court 
is in error in supposing that the present action is founded on the statute, It is 
an action on the case upon an implied assumpsit arising out of the defendant's 
breach of a duty op arate by the statute, and the required performance of that 
duty by the plaintifiin consequence. This raised an implied obligation ones 

artof the defendantto reimburse and pay to the plaintiff the moneys expended 

n that behalf. The action is founded on this ee obligation: and not on 
the statute, and is really an action of assumpsit, ‘The fact thai e duty which 
the defendant failed to eats was a statutory one does not make the action 
one uponthe statute, Theaction isclearly one of those described in the statute 
of limitations. 

The case of Carroll vs. Green (92 U. 8., 599) isstronglyin point. That wasabill 
against stockholders of an insolvent bank to enforce their liability for double 
the amount of their stock, according to the provisions of their charter. It was 
held by this court that the lability of the stockholders arose from their accept- 
ance of the charter and their implied promise to fulfll its requirements, and 
that the legal remedy toenforce it was an action on the case, to which the stat- 
ute of imitations would apply; and hence that it applied to a bill in sone A 
founded on the same obligation. To the same effect is the case of Beatty's Ad- 
ministrators vs, Burnes’s Administrators (8 Cranch, 98), where an action for 
money had and received was brought, underthe Maryland act of 1791, againsta 
pes who had received from the United States ons Aaa for land situated inthe 

istrict, which land was claimed by the plaintiff to poong to him, This court 
held that inasmuch as the form of the action was covered by the statute of lim- 
itations of Maryland, it could be pleaded in bar, notwithstanding the action 
was given by the statute of 1791. So, in McCluny vs. Silliman (3 Pet., 270, 277), 
it was held that the statute of limitations of Ohio was pleadable to an action on 
the case brought against a receiver of the land office to recover oe for his 
refusing to enter the plaintifs application in tlie books of his office for certain 
lands in his district. It was contended that such a case could not have been 
contemplated by the Legislature; but the court held that the action was within 
the terms of the statute, and that this was suflicient. Many more cases might 
be cited to the same point, but it is wholly unnecessary. 

The judgment must be reversed and the cause remanded, with directions to 
enter judgment for the defendant on the demurrer to the pleas of the statute of 
limitations; and it is so ordered. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The point of order is that the 
amendment is not germane to the bill; and, besides that, it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that it hits a railroad company. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, 'Thegentleman from Pennsylvania makes a point 
oforder against theamendment, The Chairsustains the point of order. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I hope the point of order will not be insisted 
upon. This amendment simply requires this corporation to pay judg- 
ments for the improvement of their tracks by the Government, a work 
which they were required by law to do themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In order to get the question before 
the House, T appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I thought I was to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman in a 
moment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like, with very great respect 
to the Chair, to appeal from that decision, in order to test the sense of 


I make a point of order on the 


1646 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 21, 


the House on the question as to whether this railroad shall be com- 
pelled to pay its debts. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, this is all dilatory. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas appeals from the 
St go g Ss air. Tys aaan is, ses the decision of the Chair 
stand a3 the ju ent of the committee 

Mi B CISION, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I understood 
the gentleman from Kansas to have taken an appeal from the decision 


of the à 
Mr. ERSON, of Kansas. T did. 
CKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to submit a few re- 


Mr, B 
marks pending the question on the appeal, 

Thets are in this bill several increases of salary and some changes of 
law whic are obnoxious to points of order when made against them, 
if the bill had heen properly considered as is the custom in the consid- 
eration of such bills. 

Now, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComwAs] indicated in 
the course of his remarks that there was a desire on his part to have 
the bill fairly and fully considered. I will not say it is notso; but 
I will say that the gentleman from Maryland has manifestly indicated 
a preference for this mode of passing the bill over the regular one. 
There was not a single moment of time when this bill was before the 
committee, from the time it was called up, as soon as the debate had 
begun, when the gentleman sought to limit debate, that his views in 
that rêi were not assented to; onceon the motion of the gentleman 
from Kéntucky [ Mr. McCreary] it was made forty minutes, at another 
tie, byan agreement between the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS] and myself, tho debate was limited to thirty minutes on an im- 
portant provision of the bill, and the gentleman from Maryland asked 
pat it be extended ten minutes longer, servis Sad in all; and the 

hird time he sought to have the debate closed by a motion, to which 
an amendment was offered, whereupon he raised the point of order, 
which was discussed for a long time in the committee, and which I 
am glad to know the Chair decided against him on an appeal which I 
made but a little while ago on a similar motion. 

Itis to be presumed that the gentleman from Michigan, the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, notified the gentleman from Maryland 
as to what would be his decision on the point of order. Then the rule 
under which we are now operating came in. Now, I say this whole 
thing indicates that the gentleman from Maryland did not desire to 
close the debate, for it is manifest that he has not taken the steps nec- 
essary to do it. 

This bill, I desire further to say, upon a statement made the other 
day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who helped to prepare the 
bill [Mr. MuTCHLER], a member of the subcommittee, appropriated 
a sum larger than the reyenues of the District will be for the coming 
year, and in this present year there will probably be a deficit at the 
time the bill for this year passes; we will be confronted soon with a de- 
ficiency in thereyenues of the District of Columbia of nearly $3,000,000. 

A MEMBER. More than $3,000,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. More than $3,000,000, fora 
part of a debt that is maturing. We will also be met with a deficit 
growing out of the appropriation for parks and other improvements, 
All of these matters will necessarily le the next Congress, and will 
come in under the appropriations in this bill that are now retained in 
the bill, but which would be properly ruled ontif the bill could have 
been properly considered on points of order. 

It is no answer to such criticisms as have been made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, in large part, in his opening address, and also made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER] that there has 
been time wasted in political debate on the bill. Weall know that 
time has been taken upin that manner, Therehas been no hypocrisy 
on either side in respect to tbat question, The Democratic party wants, 
of course, the House to go as slowly in such matters as it well can go, 
while gentlemen on the other side want it to go just as fast as it pos- 
sibly can. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN], in his crit- 
icisms on the bill, which I do not repeat and which probably are not 
entirely just, but are so in part, has stated some of the objections to 
the form in which the bill was presented. 

Now, the gentleman from Maryland and gentlemen of the other side 
of the House had a remedy. It was the remedy provided under the 
rules. It was one which could be put into effective operation immedi- 
ately. There was no time when the gentleman from Maryland pri- 
vately asked for a cessation of debate, that he was not cheerfully and 
promptly met with n response from this side. Hence, there is no 
necessity for the application of this gag rule. There was no necessity. 
for the overriding of the ordinary methods of parliamentary practice 
in dealing with such matters—the refusal of the Speaker to recognize 
amotion to reconsider a motion to go into Co ttee of the Whole 
to consider a bill of this magnitude with less than an hour’s debate. 
It was perfectly clear, whether we had wasted the day ornot, that the 
time under any circumstances was not suficient for the consideration 
of such a measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


expired, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do I understand that the 


time is limited to five minutes? Does the rule confine me to that 


time? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think tho Chair is mis- 
taken, with all deference to him; but I will not question the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it has been held so hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I am, andI have aright to be, sur- 
prised at the statements and comments made at the end of this debate 
by the gentleman from Kentucky who has just taken his seat, a de- 
bate which has been prolonged six days, after every honest effort on my 
part has been put forth to facilitate the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA., ‘You would be a great deal more surprised if some 
of the rest of us could get at you. [Laughter] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have sought to have the bill considered by para- 
graphs upon its merits for amendment and debate, and yet we find the 
gentleman from Kentucky, a member of the same committee, who ont 
of the committee it wonld seem ought to have been actively assisting 
in the passage of the bill, where he approved it, one of the foremost 
amongst those protracting the discussion, delaying action, retarding its 
progress in every manner, inviting debate on all political subjects, and 
wasting, not only the time of the committee, but by that policy allow- 
ing the Police Gazette in sections to be put into the debate by gentle- 
men on that side of the House, Everything was for delay. 

Station-house reports have been read in the course of the debate, and 
have gone into the RECORD. Everything has heen discussed except 
this bill. Itis a bill which has been approved by members of both 
sides of this House on this committee. It is a bill which gentlemen 
have not attacked, because they dared not attack it upon its merits. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do TI understand the gentle- 
man to say here publicly that the members of the subcommittee and 
of the minority of the committee approved of all of this bill? 

Mr. McCOMAS, No. Itisa bill of a thousand items, and ont ofa 
thousand items the school books and one or two other items have met 
with the objection of a minority of the committee, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Then the gentleman ought 
not to make the statement which he has just made, that the members 
of the committee upon both sides have found no fault with the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Gentlemen differed from us upona few items, but 
gentlemen on that side and on this side agree upon perhaps nine hun- 
dred and ninety or nine hundred and ninety-two items out of a thou- 
sand, and no effort has been made here by them to discuss the few items 
of difference; but the effort has been simply to delay the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield —— 

Mr.SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. McComas] 
give way for a moment? 5 

Mr. McCOMAS. In the time that now remains to me, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are some propositions here which I wish 
to get out of the way. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] for a question. $ 

siol SPRINGER. I want to have some of these propositions con- 
sidered —— 

Mr, McCOMAS. I do not yield for that purpose, 

Mr. ROGERS. | I desire to offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gontleman from Maryland declines to yield, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCosras] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr, McCOMAS, I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know whether the parts of the bill 
against which points of order were made or reserved are to be retained 
in the bill at 5 o’clock. There are several provisions here that are 
clearly subject to the point of order, and I desire that those provisions 
shall go out of the bill before the committee rises. 

Mr. VAUX. Will not the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coas] it—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Those matters can not be considered until they 
are reached, and gentlemen have made no effort to reach them, but 
have made every effort to delay the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VAUX. Will not my young friend, whose modesty is so great, 
yield just one minute ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Twould be very glad to yield to the gentleman 
for a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. I call time on the gentleman from Maryland. His 
time is up. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROGERS. TI call the attention of the gentleman to the fact-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee will be in order gentlemen 
will not be obliged to talk so loud. 


m 
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Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to inquire of the Chair whether, under the operation of the special 
order, it is necessary to submit a motion that the committee rise, 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Oh, no. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Or whether the committee will rise at 5 o’clock 
by virtue of the operation of the special order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit the following 
amendment—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a vote on my appeal. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope this amendment will be voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will please be in order. The 
amexim¥at of the gentleman from Arkansas is not in order at this 
time. An appeal is pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us have a vote on the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is-upon the appeal of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. As many as are of the opinion 
that the decision of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee will say ‘‘ay.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 78. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair 
stands as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers. [Cries of ‘Regular order!” on the Re- 

ublican side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The hour of 
§ o’clock having arrived, the committee will rise, under the order of 
the House, r 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 

the chair, Mr. Burrows reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12729) making appropriations for the support of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and under the order of the House reported the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right—under the order of the House, not 
of the committee. 

Mr, McCOMAS. And the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Under theorder of the House under which we 
are now acting, there was a provision as toamendments, but there was 
no provision made for the consideration of points of order. This bill 
is in several instances obnoxious to a point of order in that it contains 
legislation which is contrary to existing law or which changes exist- 
ing law. The inquiry I wish to submit to the Chair is, what oppor- 
tunity, if any, is there to submit those points of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is none. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is none! 3 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
of Regular order !??] 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; it has gone like an iridescent dream. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

Resoleed, Thatimmediately afterthe passage of this resolution the House shall 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the farther considoration of the bill H.R. 12729, which shall be open to amend- 
inent in accordance with the rules in any of its paragraphs without further 
reading; that at 5 o’clock p. m., unless the bill is sooner ready, it shall be re- 
ported to the House with the amendments, ifany, adopted by the committee; 
and that the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments to the final passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I resume my motion that the 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis not a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have been in session for five hours—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is perfectly evident that it is 
a dilatory motion, and declines to entertain the motion or to submit 
it to the House. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right, then. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote on all 
the amendments, 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote is demanded on the amendments, 
and the Clerk will report the first amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, is a question of high privilege in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Nota question of high privilege? 


[Cries 


The question is on the amendments, which the 
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The SPEAKER. Nota question of high privilege. 


Mr. SPINOLA. 


I simply wanted to announce the fact that David 

B. Hill has been elected United States Senator for the State of New 

York. [Laughter and loud a 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, line 16, before the word “heretofore,” insert the word “and,” and 


pplause on the Democratic side. ] 


in line 18, strike out the word “and” and insert the word or,” 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 67. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. CANNON. 


The question was taken 
ing 111; as follows: 


I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


We may just as well have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


YEAS—153. 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa, Langston, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Lansing, 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lehlbach, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingloy, Lind, 
Baren pon ver, Tag e, 

n rsey, cComas, 
Bartino, Evan: MeCor, 
Bayne, Farquhar, McCormick, 
Belden, Featherston, MeDunie, 
Belknap, Finley, McKenna, 

rgen, Flick MeKinloy, 
Bingham, Flood, Miles, 

m Frank, Miller, 
Boutelle, Funston, Mofiitt, 
Bowden, Gear, Toore, N. 
Brewer, Gest, ore; 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Morrill, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Morrow, 
Buchanan, N.J all, Morse, 
Buckalew, Harmer, Mudd, 
Burrows, Haugen, Matchier, 

utterworth, Hays, E. R. Niedringhaus, 
Caldwell Teard, O'Donnell, 
Campbell, Henderson, IN. O'Neill, Pa. 
Candler, Mass, Hermann, Osborne, 
Cannon, Hil, Payne, 
Carter, Hitt, Payson, 
Caswell, Holman, Porkins, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Poters, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Post, 
k, Wyo. Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Clements, Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, 
ell, Ketcham, Raines. -~ 
Coleman, Kinsey, Randall, 
Connell, Knapp, Ray, 
Cooper, Ohio Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Craig, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Culberson, Tex. Laidlaw, Rife, 
NAYS—67. 
Abbott, Cobb, Hooker, 
Alderso Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, 
Allen, AI Cothran, Lester, Va. 
ankh K Covert, Mansur, 
ig, Cowles, Martin, Ind. 
Biggs Crain, Martin, Tex. 
Blanchard, Crisp, McAdoo, 
Bodtner, Cummings, McClellan, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dickerson, McCreary, 
Brickner, ockery, McMillin, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, McKac, 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis, ills, 
Bunn, Forney, Montgomery, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Oates, 
Carlton, Goodnight, O'Ferrall, 
Clarke, Als. Haynes, Outhwaite, 
Clunie, Herbert, Parrett, 
NOT VOTING—11L 
Anderson, Miss, Enloe, Maish, 
Andrew, wart, Mason, 
Arnold, itch, McCarthy, 
Barn Fithian, McClaminy, 
Beckwith, Flower, Milliken, 
Bland, Forman, Moore, Tex. 
liss, Fowler, Morgan, 
Blount, Geary, Norton, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, Nute, 
Brower, ifford, O'Neall, Ind. 
Brown, J. B. Grimes, O'Neil, Mass, 
Browne, T. M. Gront, Owen, Ind. 
Brunner, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio 
Bullock, Hare, Paynter, 
Burton, Hatch, Penington, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, W. I. 5 
Caruth, Hemphill, Phelan, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N.C. Pierce, 
Chipman, Houk, Price, 
cy, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 
Comstock, Lane, Ric n, 
~ Lan Robertson, 
Davidson, Lawlor, Rockwe! 
Lano, Lee, Rowland, 
Dibble. Lester, Ga. Rusk, 
ell, Lewis, Russell, 
Dunphy, Magner, Scranton, 


_ So the amendment was agreed to. 


; and there were—yeas 153, nays 67, not vot- 


Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 


Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Pa. 


Williams, Til. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
wW t. 


Yardley. 


Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N, Y. 


Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Wilson, Mo. 


Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, HL 
Spinola: 

pino. 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stoc 
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Following are the additional pairs, for the rest of the day: 

Mr, DUNNELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. y 

Mr. Houk with Mr. MOORE, of Texas, 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr, CHEADLE with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr, MILLIKEN with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. HEMPHILL, 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. Crary. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON, of North 
Carolina] is detained from the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. BYNUM. I voted on the second roll-call, but I do not think 
the Clerk recorded my name, 

The name of Mr, BYNUM was called, and he voted ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. It is after 5 o’clock. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, at the end of line 25 of page 3 of the bill, the following: 

“And provided further, That the sum total '’—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Maryland will make 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS, If you do not you will not have a quorum here. 

The Clerk continued as follows: 

Provided further, That the sum total of the accounts so allowed shall not ex- 
ceed in amount $20,000, and that the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall report to the hext Congress the amounts so allowed and to whom. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my request 
for a separate vote on each amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it and desire a separation of this propo- 
sition. I demand a division of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, you hear me; I demand a division 
of the amendment. 

Fre SPEAKER, The Chair willbe glad to hear the gentleman from 

Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will hear me. 
sion of that amendment, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not think that is in order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read and the Chair will 
see that it contains two distinct substantive propositions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We have already voted upon it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that 


the call for a division is too late. 
You mean that the Speaker heard it 


I ask for a divi- 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 
too late, do you not? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, An amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole is not divisible. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. [Aftera pause.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task for a division on that. 3 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 6, . 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted and there is no quorum 

resent, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How do you know that? 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 118—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of order that no 
quorum was present and that none had voted. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman know until the vote is 
announced ? ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. I heard it. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairhas not announced it. On this question 
the ayes are 118 and the noes are 6. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted and that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrulesthe point that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I also make the point that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes the point that no quorum is present. [After counting the 
House.] ‘There are 174 members and more present. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 34 mea- 
bers voted in the affirmative—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER counted the other side and announced that 137 mem- 
bers had voted in the negative. 

Mr. SPRINGER. | Mr. Speaker, someof the gentlemen counted voted 
on the other side. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that the Chair 


did not request members to stand up and be counted, but went on 
counting them without making that request. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that he made the usual re- 
quest. 

Mr. ROGERS, The Chair is mistaken about that; I was listening. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is mistaken himself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not wish to have any doubt about 
it, Gentlemen who are in favor of ordering tellers will rise in their 
places and be counted. 

Upon a rising vote, 44 members voted in the affirmative. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speakerappointed Mr. SPRINGER and 
Mr. MCCOMAS. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 125; and 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 3, not 
voting 186; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Lelilbach, * Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Lind, Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Lodge, Sawver, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Mason, Scull, 
ker, Doliiver, MeComas, Sherman, 
Banks, lorsey, McCord, Simonds, 
Bartine, Evans, McCormick, Smith, MI, 
Bayne, Farquhar, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Featherston, McKenna, Snider, 
Belknap, Finley, McKinley, Spooner, 
Bergen, Flick, Miles, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Forney, Miller, Stivers, 
Boothman, Frank, Moffitt, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston Moore, N.H. Sweet, 
wden, Gear, Morey, Sweney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Greenhalge, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
rewer, Grosvenor, Morrow, Taylor, I. 
Brosius, Hall, Mudd, Taylor, J.D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Mutchler, . ‘Thomas, 
Buckalew, Hays, E. R. Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Burro Henderson, Ill. O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell, Hitt, O'Neill, Pa, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. Holman, Osborne, Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Parrett, Vandever, 
Carter, Kelley, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Perkins, Waddill, 
Cheatham, Kerr, Iowa Peters Wade, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Post, Walker, 
Clark, Wyo. Kinsey, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clements, Knapp, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
well, Lacey, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, La Follette, Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa slant 
Cooper, Ohio Langston, Reilly, Yardley. 
Cowles, Lansing, Reyburn, 
Craig, Ws, Rife, 
NAYS—3. 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Martin, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—186. 
Abbott, Cummings, Lawler, Rowland, 
Alderson, Dargan, ` Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Lester, Ga, Russell, 
Andrew, e Lano, ster, Va. Sayers, 
Arnold, Dibble, wis, Seranton, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dickerson, Magner, Seney 
Bankhead, Dingley, Maish, Shively, 
Barnes, Dockery, Mansur, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Smyser, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Biggs. Edmun McCarthy, Springer. 
Blanchard, Ellis, McClammy, Stalilnecker, 
land, Enloe, McClean, Stewart, Ga. 
liss, Ewart, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Fitch, McMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Boatner, Fithian, McRae, Stockbridge, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Flower, Mills, Stone, Ky, 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Brower. Fowler, Moore, Tex. Stone, Pa. 
Brown, J. B. Geary, Morgan, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Morse, Tarsney, 
Browne, Va. est, Norton, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brunner, ibson, Nute, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Gifford, ates, Tracey, 
ullock, Goodnight, O' Ferrall, Tucker, 
Bunn, Grimes, O'Neall, Ind, Turner, Ga. 
urton, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, N. Y. 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Bynum, Ture, Owen, Ind. Wallace, Mass, 
Campbell, Harmer, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Hayes, W. I Payson, Wheeler, Mich 
‘aruth, Haynes, Peel, Whitelaw, 
Catchings, Heard Penington, Whiting, 
Cheadle, Hemphill, orry, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Wike, 
Clancy, Henderson,N.C. Pickler, Wiley, 
Clarko, Ala. Herbert, Pierce, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Hermann, Pindar, Wiilcox, 

b, Hill, ce, Williams, Ill. 
Comstock, Hooker, Quinn, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ind Houk, Randall, Wilson, Mo, 
Cothran Kerr, Pa. Richardson, Wilson, W. Va, 
Covert, Kilgore, Robertson, Yoder. 

Crain, ne, Rockwell, 
Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Rogers, 


On this vote the following-named members were paired: 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. Beckwiti with Mr, GEISSENITAINER. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. Morritr with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. ° 

Mr. Morse with Mr. MANSUR. : 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. GEST with Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. TUCKER. : 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. I voted in order to make a quo- 
rum, but I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired on this bill with 
my colleague [Mr. ALDERSON]. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to withdraw my vote. 
prehension. Iam paired. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER directed Mr. RAy’s name to be called; and he voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman has not brought himself within the rule, so as to 
be entitled to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was noted as present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Isuppose, however, that be- 
fore he has a right to vote the names of those noted as present must 
be announced. The rule requires the announcement, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, asa matter of convenience to the mem- 
ber, directed his name to be called. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
the Chair. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of members 
present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Atkinson of West Virginia, Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. Butterworth, 
Mr. Cobb, Mr. Dingley, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Hill, Mr. Hooker, Mr. Kilgore, Mr. 


Lester of Virginia, Mr. Martin of Indiana, Mr. Mills, Mr. Montgomery, Mr. 
Outhwaite, Mr. Rogers, Mr. Springer, Mr. Taylor of Tennessee, Mr. Wheeler of 


I voted under a misap- 


I do not mean to criticise 


, Alabama, and Mr. Williams of Illinois, 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that there are two members in the gallery, Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, and 
Mr. MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, whose names have not been called among 
those present and not responding. I -wouldlike to ask as n parliamen- 
tary inquiry whether it is not competent to call them? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. Itwill then 
be seen whether the gentlemen indicated by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. KELLEY] are recorded. They may be recorded as voting. 

The Clerk having recapitulated the vote, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I desire to correct the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. I voted on the first roll-call, before I went 
to the gallery. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, The record shows that the gentleman voted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to inform the gentleman from Ohio that he 
is not the ‘‘Mr. Taylor’’ I referred to. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I understood the gentleman used my 
initials. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 143, the nays 3. 
There is no quorum present, as the Clerk informs the Chair, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iask consent that the House now take a recess 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think we had better meet 
at the usual hour. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, since the other side of the House seems to 
be emptied and we have nota quorum, I move that the House ad- 

ourn. 
3 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to know 
whether it is not perfectly natural that the House should be empty at 
this hour—dinner time. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. Before putting the question on the motion to ad- 
journ the Chair desires to submit a request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] to print in the RECORD some remarks with 
extracts in relation to an amendment offered by him in Committee of 
the Whole to-day. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed, $ 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
OWENSBOROUGH HARBOR, KENTUCKY. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of the 
harborofOwensborough, Ky,—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


XXTI—104 


REPORT OF THE ZOOLOGICAL PARK COMMISSION. 
Letter from the secretary of the commission for the establishment of 


-J| a Zoological Park in the District of Columbia, transmitting the final 


report of said commission—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Massachusetts were introduced 
and referred as follows: r 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the house of 
representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relating to the 
passage of a general bankruptcy law by Congress—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in favor of honest money—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolutions of Massachusetts Legislature, in favor 
ofa national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature, against Senate bill 
for the freecoinage of silver and in favor of honest money—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature, in 
favor of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

ae: resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature, against the free 
coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 
favor of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of hon- 
est money—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts, in favor of a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, against the bill 
providing for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. Š 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CANNON: 


Resolved, That on Saturday, January 24, at 4 o'clock p. m., unless the bill H. 
R. 13043 (legislative appropftation bill) shall have been reported to the House by 
the Committee of the Wholediouse on the state of the Union, the sald commit- 
tee shall be discharged from its further consideration, with all amendments 
pending thereto, and the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
thereon; 

That on Wednesday, January 28, at 4 o'clock p. m,, unless the bill H. R. 12732 
(naval appropriation bill) shall have been reported to the House by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the said committee shall 
be discharged from its further consideration, with all amendments pending 
thereto, and the previous question shall be considered as ordered thereon; 

That on Friday, January 30, at4o’clock p.m, unless the bill IT. R. 13069 
(diplomatic and consular appropriation bill) shall have been reported to the 
House by the Committes of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
said committee shall be discharged from its further consideration, with all 
amendments pending thereto, and the previous question shall be consideredas 
ordered thereon; 

That on Tuesday, February 3, at 4 o'clock p. m., unless the bill H.R.12922 
(Military Academy appropriation bill) shall have been reported to the House 
by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the said com- 
mittee shall be discharged from its further consideration, with all amendments 
pesaing thereto, and the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
thereon; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: 


Resolved, That immediately after the reading of the Journal on EN A 
January 22, the House shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
Ifouse on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 12782, making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, upon 
which general debate shall be confined to three hours, after which the bill shall 
be open to amendment under the five-minute rule, and thatat5 o'clock on Fri- 
day, January 23, unless the bill issooner ready, it shall be reported tothe House 
with amendments, if any, bate. ey by the committee, and the previous question 
shall be considered as orde on the billand amendments to the final passage; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. CANNON: 


Resolved, That clause 6 of Rule XXIII be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

“ Provided, That whenever a general appropriation bill shall haye been con- 
sidered for two days under the five-minute rule it shall be in order to move that 
said bill and all amendments, sioner or pending, be reported tothe House, 
which motion shall not be amendable or debatable; ™ 


to the Committee on Rules, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H.R. 7813) to place the name of James H. Wal- 
ton on the pension rolls, accompanied by a report (No. 3536)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. ‘ 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.2100) for the relief of Col. 
Thomas P.O’ Reilly, reported, asasubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13267) 
for the relief of Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly; which was read twice, and, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3537), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13150) to transfer officers on the 
retired list of the Army from the limited list to the unlimited list and 
to reduce the limited list from 400 to 350, accompanied by a report (No. 
3538)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12682) to reappoint War- 
ren C. Beach a captain in the Army and to place him on the retired 
list in addition to the number now authorized, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3539)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3680) granting a pension to Peter 
Zimmerman, accompanied by a report (No. 3540)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXJI, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 11193) granting a pension to James Wilcox, Company 
C, Fourth United States Infantry—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12355) granting a pension to James Wilecox—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LANGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13262) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national industrial university for the education of colored 
persons, residentsof the United States—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13263) to grant 
to the Seville Southern Railway Company a right to trestle across the 
shoal water between mainland on Charlotte Harbor to Pine Island, 
thence to La Costa Key—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13264) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida, at a point near As- 
tor, in Volusia County—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13265) toamend an actentitled “An 
act relating tothe record of willsin the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
July 9, 1888—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13266) to provide for the payment 
of bonds of the District of Columbia falling due July 1, 1891, and July 
Land 26, 1892—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 13268) to place bags on the free list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13269) to punish intru- 
ders on the Jands of the five civilized tribes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles” 


were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to 
Peter William Frederick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase ot 
pension to Alonzo R. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H, R. 13272) forthe relief of Rafael A. 
Bayley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 13273) granting a pension to Sue C. 
Eva—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13274) for relief of Ellen Ho- 
gan, Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13275) for the relief of Samuel M. Ross—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) for the relief of Isham Tooley, of Tomp- 
kinsvilie, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13277) to correct the military record 
of R. V. Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 13278) granting a pen- 
sion to W. M. Moody—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 13279) for the relief of James Big- 
ler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13280) granting 
a pension to Annie E. Lawrence, widow of Levi Lawrence, late first 
lieutenant Company F, Twenty-fifth Massachusetts Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13281) to grant a 
pension to Jesse Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) to grant a pension to Jesse Nelson—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 13283) granting a pension to Frances 
Adela Salisbury—to the Committee on Invalid Peaid: 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 13284) to correct the 
military record of Jonathan Murphy, of Grant County, Indiana—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 18285) for the relief of Zaddock 
Meadors—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13286) for the relief of E. W. Pelliter—to the’ 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13287) for the re- 
lief of John W. MeKee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13283) for the reliefof Evaline Metz—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13289) for the relief of Aaron Wilhite—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13290) for the relief of Anderson Wilhite—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Sara A. Collins, president, and Julia 
A. Tanner, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Cortland, N. Y., asking prompt and favorable action on Senate bill 
4173—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition and papers asking that the name of Mrs. Amanda M. 
Cardner, of Liverpool, N. Y., widow of Edson D. Cardner, late lieu- 
tenant Third New York Cavalry, be placed upon the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the regulations and limitations of same—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Job Hodson and 38 others, citi- 
zens of Williams County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George Hodson and 41 others, citizens of same place, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Resolu- 
tions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in opposition to the Senata 
free-coinage bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures, 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of masters of coastwise vessels to Con- 
gress for a breakwater in Lynnhaven Bay, Virginia—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Norfolk, 
Va., for same improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Memorial for relief of the widow of Rafael A. 
Bagley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens of 
Erie County, Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of the option bill, H. 
R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Grange No, 578, New Berlin, N, 
Y., concerning inequality of appropriations for the various Depart- 
ments—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GEAR: Letter of J. R. Taylor in regard to the pension of 
W. F. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of Highland Alliance and of High- 
land Township, citizens of Tama County, Iowa, for passage of the But- 
terworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association 
of Moultrie County, Illinois, for woman suflrage—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 238 citizens of Frontier County, No- 
braska, asking an appropriation for feed and seed fordrought sufferers 
of Southwest Nebraska—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of James Winebrenner and 50 others, 
citizens of Green Center, Noble County, Indiana, praying passage of 
House bill 5353, known as the option bill, defining options and futures 
and imposing special duties upon dealers therein; declaring that the 
bill was introduced in January, 1890, and that the timethat has elapsed 
since its introduction has afiorded ample opportunity for the public 
discussion of the effects of the evil it proposes to suppress upon the 
legitimate grain, cotton, and hog growing interests of the country, and 
asking for its immediate passage—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Saturn Farmers’ Alliance, of Whitley County, 
Indiana, praying immediate passage of House bill 5353, known as the 
option bill, defining options and futures, declaving that the so-called 
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business of dealing in options as it is commonly practiced on boards 
of trade isas clearly a mere gambling device asa ‘‘ wheel of fortune” 
or a faro lay-out and as such entitled to no more consideration at the 
hands of the lJawmaking power—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temiperance Union) signed by George Boiler, J. F. Briggs, Oliver M. 
Tuttle, and 69 others, citizens of Winthrop, Me., praying passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. ; y k 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Additional evidence on claim of Charles 
A. Larkin for removal of charge of desertion; affidavit of N. B. Bar- 
ron and letter of Col. George E. Lemon to affiant—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. - 

Also, letter of Capt. F. C. Ainsworth, to accompany House bill 
9838, for same pur, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavit of claimant, for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, another affidavit of claimant, for same purpose—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, f 

Also, papers in connection with theapplication of the same claimant, 
for same purpose, accompanied by a letter from Hon. B. M. Cobb—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, letter from J. C. Brougan to the Adjutant General, and the 
latter’s reply, to accompany the same bill—to the Committee on Mili- 
. tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Martin Landes, private, Company J, Seventh West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, to accompany the bill (H. R. 9839) to cor- 
rect affiant’s military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Robert Henderson and 42 others, 
` citizens of Geary, Kans., asking for the passage of the ex-prisoners-of- 
war hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Bion S. Hutchens and 132 others, citizens of Clay 
Center, Fara, asking passage of same measure—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, 3 

Also, petition of D. R. Gordon and 42 others, citizens of Abilene, 
Kans., for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association No. 1955, of Ohio, in favor of the antioption bill, H. R. 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Crawford County, Ohio, in favor of the same 
micastre—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jacob Reitz and 19 others, citizens of Tuscarawas 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition, affidavits, and other papers, for pen- 
sion of Barbara Schreiner, toaccompany House bill13256—to the Com- 
mittce on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of James W. Perkins, for 
his pay, bounty, and discharge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of Peoria County (Illinois) Grange, No. 
` 33, relative to the tariff on farm machinery—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. F 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Resolutions from Pulaski County, Illi- 
nois, favoring passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of W. L. Porter and 52 others, citizens 
of Seville, Medina County, Ohio, praying passage of the option bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, resolution of Farmers’ Alliance of Seville, Ohio, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of the F. W. Halsted Post, Hennepin 
County, Minnesota, in favor of the Lodge election bill—to the Select 
Committee on the Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. yy 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance, Mound City, Minn., for bill to 
prohibit dealing in options and in futures in grain—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hennepin County, Minnesota, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wright County, Minnesota, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of citizens of Ramsey County, Minnesota, in favor of 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Medina, Minn,, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance ofStockholm, Minn., in favor 
of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Lathrop, Minn., in favor 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Medina, Minn., in favor of 
game measurc—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hennepin County, Minnesota, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St, Paul, Minn., in 


favor of an appropriation for artesian wells for irrigation purposes—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, s 

ty Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of certain citizens of Tazewell County, 
Illinois, for the speedy passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Big Grove Alliance, No. 52, Mason County, Illinois, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Preamble and resolutions of Manhattan 
Club, in opposition to the force bill—to the Committee on Elections, 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition (circulated by the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Mary E. Dego, president, and Emma B. 
Shafer, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Pine 
Bush, New York, representing 60 members, praying passage of the 
bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of 
the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of certain citizens 
of Pennsylvania, for passage of the option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. r 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of William F. Grissom, 
of Franklin County, Alabama, praying that the Commitice on War 
Claims refer his claim, together with all papers and proofs relating 
thereto which were submitted to the Southern Claims Commission, to 
the Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 22, 1891. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
will be read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwould suggest that, by reason of the inclemency 
of the weather and the lateness of the session yesterday, we haye not 
a quorum here this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Gorman, Pasco, 
Bate, Davis, Hale Sawyer, 
Berry, Dixon, Harris, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Iliscock, konp, 
Casey, Farwell, Kenna, e, 
Cockrell, Faulkner, McConnell, Walthall. 
Cullom, Frye, Manderson, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Twenty-seven Senators have answered to 
their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imoye that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 2 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the 
order of the Senate is executed. > 

After a little delay, Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. HOAR, Mr. REAGAN, Mr, 
SANDERS, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Witson of Iowa, Mr. PADDOCK, Mr. 
SPOONER, Mr. STEWART, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. TELLER, Mr, HAWLEY, 
Mr. PLATT, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. BAR- 
nour, and Mr. Gray entered the Chamber and answered to their 
names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes a, m.), 
Forty-five Senators have responded to their names. A quorum is pres- 
ent. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question, I suppose, is upon the approval of 
the Journal, which has just been read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the pending question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon that I propose to address the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday, which has just been read, furnishes a record which is without 
parallel in the history of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. Has the Senator 
concluded? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not seek to interrupt the Senator, 

Mr. ALDRICH. These proceedings disclose two facts beyond any 
question: first, thatitis the determined policy of Senators sitting upon 
the other side of the Chamber, & minority of this body, to prevent any 
legislation or any action by the Senate unless their views or their wishes 
as to certain measures shall be to by this side of the Chamher; in 
other words, that, unless they shall be allowed to dictate what measures 
shall receive the consideration of this body, the order in which they 
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shall be considered, and their final disposition, public business is to be 
entirely suspended. 

We have upon this side of the Chamber, notwithstanding the fre- 
quent reassuring declarations made by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Gorman], long been aware of this purpose, but yesterday all dis- 
guises were thrown off and this purpose was not only disclosed in ac- 
tion, but was made apparent by the addresses made upon the other 
side of the Chamber. 

Before 11 o’clock on yesterday I had said for myself and for this side 
of the Chamber that the motion which was made to correct the Journal, 
and which was the only subject before the Senate upon yesterday, 
would be agreed to by unanimous consent. That statement was re- 
peated a number of times by other Senators upon this side. 

Notwithstanding that fact, for more than twelve hours the discus- 
sion proceeded nominally upon that motion, but really upon the bill to 
regulate elections, which has been recently before the Senate, and 
upon the resolution submitted by me to amend the rules of this body. 

e Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] reminds me further in 
that respect that the presiding officer had made a statement to the 
Senate which removed all issue between the Senators on either side of 
the Chamber as to that precise question of amending the Journal, and, 
as I havealready stated, we offered upon this side to agree to the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland unanimously. 

Now, this declaration of purpose on the part of the members of the 
minority of this body is, in my opinion, of such a character that it 
can not fora moment be acceded to. In fact, to agree to this intoler- 
ant and outrageous domination of a minority as to the proceedings of 
this body would be to strike a serious blow at free institutions. Itis 
in fact revolution. 

I desire at this point to read a statement made in the Senate by a 
former distinguished Senator from Georgia. I read from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of June 19, 1879. Mr. Hill, of Georgia, said 
upon similar proceedings which then took place in this body: 


Here isa measure that has been debated at the last session of Congress, de- 
bated in the other House and debated in this. It has been debated at this ses- 
sion of Congress for weeks. Gentlemen say that itis aconstitutional right that 
they have to speak in their own way and in their own time, and if a majority 
of this body differed with them they have a right to sit in their seats and refuss 
to vote, and thereby prevent legislative action. Thatis the point which I say 
in my judgment is ra rounonseyi because there is no escape from it, 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is the mildest possible form of revolution. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Ah, Mr. President, government may be destroyed just 
as effectually by nonaction as by malaction; and if one member of the Gov- 
ernment ia justified under the Constitution in refusing to perform his duty 
every member of the Government is justified in refusing to perform his duty 
and government becomes an instantaneous failure. It is no mild form of revo- 
lution; it is one of the most insidious forms ofrevolution possible. Itis arevo- 
lution that you ean not meet by force and suppress by force. 

Now, I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that this idea is not 
original, though it may be original in this Senate; I donot know, but I under- 
stand from elder members of the Senate that for the first time in the history of 
this Senate the Lei which we witnessed last night have occurred; that is, 
gentlemen have sat here and refused toyote. I donot know whether it is true 
panes and I do not state whether it is true or not, 
solf— 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let me correct the Senator. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Please excuse me, friend. Ido not know whether it 
is so or not, and it does not make any difference whether it is so or not; but 
certainty it is the first time I have witnéssed it. Itis the firsttime I have heard 
of its being enacted on this floor. I haye heard of it in the other House; I have 
heard of it in the other legislative bodies, and sometimes it has been excused 
and sometimes it not been, and gentlemen generally excuse it to their own 
conscience by pleading thatsome othergreatend isto beaccomplished. Ispeak 
formyself, and I wantto enter now my protest upon this record agains! the 
idea that gentlemen have a right to sit in their seats and refuse to perform their 
affirmative, positive duty under the Constitution for the purpose of obstructing 
the legislation of the country one hour. ` 

I said to the gentlemen that this idea was not original. Iam not going tore- 
open the controversy. This is not the first time I have discussed it. Itis not 
the first time I have considered it, A little over two years ago, for a higher 
and greater purpose than-the purpose of allowing one ortwo memberstomake 
speeches, fora higher and greater purpose than allowing a debate to progress 
one day, and for the purpose, as was alleged, of preventing a gigantic fraud, 
the doctrine was advanced that gentlemen had the constitutional right, by dil- 
atory motions and sitting in their seats, to prevent the accomplishment ofa 
positive duty, That doctrine was asserted by intelligent enun and they 
said they violated no constitution in doing it; and if the doctrine is right they 
had as much right to sitin their seats and refuse to vote or to make dilatory 
motions to prevent the completion of the Presidential count as the Senator 
from Wisconsin has or any of the gentlemen on the other side have to prevent 
the passage of a bill or to delay the passage ofa bill. If you havea right todo 
it for one purpose you have a right to do it for any purpose; and the purpose 
then was avowed, 


That is on the electoral-count bill. 


I carefully considered it; I held it then to be revolutionary. I believed it 
to be revolutionary, I believed it would be revolutionary although it wasio 
prevent an acknowledged and unmitigated fraud, 

Mr. STEWART. On what bill were those remarks made ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The army appropriation bill. This is from the 
speech of a Democratic Senator from the Democratic State of Georgia. 
Mr. TELLER. What is the date of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. June 19, 1879. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator please inform us who sat in their 
seats and refused to vote? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of the Republican members of the Senate, 

Mr. VEST. Some! Two-thirds of them; three-fourths of them. 

Mr. RANSOM. Nine-tenths, 


Iam speaking now for my 


Mr, ALDRICH. ‘That does not justify revolution, according to my 
notion. Several Republican Senators did vote and more did not yote. 

Mr, GRAY. Only three Republicans voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bearing upon this, I desire to have read paragraph 
835 of the first volume of Story on the Constitution. S 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read by the Chief 
Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

835. It may seem strange, but it is only one of many proofs of the extreme 
jealously with which every provision in the Constitution of the United States 
was watched and scanned, that though the ordinary quorum in the State Legis- 
latures is sometimes less, and rarely more, than a majority; yet it was said 
that in the Congress of the United States more than a majority ought to have 
been required; and in particular cases, if not in all, more than a majority of a 
quorum should be necessary for adecision. Traces of this opinion, though very 
obscure, may perhaps be found in the convention itself. To require such an 
extraordinary quorum for the decisions of questions would in effect be to give 
the rule to the minority instead of the majority, and thus to subvert the funda- 
mental principles of arepublican government. If such acourse wero generall 
allowed, it might be extremely prejudicial to the public interests in cases whic 
required new laws to be passed, or old ones modified, to preserve the general 
in contradistinction to local or special interests. If it were even confined to 
particular cases, the privilege might enable an interested minority to screen 
themselves from equitable sacrifices to the general weal; or, in particular cases, 
to extort undue indulgences, It would also havea tendency to foster and facil- 
itate the baneful practice of secession, a practice which has shown itself even 
in States where a majority only is required, which is subversive of all the prin- 
ciples of order and regular government, and which leads directly to public con- 
yYulsions and the ruin of republican institutions. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Before I pass from the citation from the remarks 
of the Senator from Georgia I will say that the question then before the 
Senate was upon the passage of the army appropriation bill over tho 
President’s veto, the House having inserted a provision asa rider upon 
that bill which was agreed to in the Senate, repealing certain provis- 
ions oflaw. The question involved there wasan entirely different one 
from the one involved in this discussion. It was whether a majority 
of Congress should be allowed to dictate to the Executive the terms 
upon which the supply bills should be passed in order that the Gov- 
ernment might be carried on. That wasan entirely different question 
from that lately before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. : 

Mr. TELLER. I want tosay thatthat was virtually acontest whether 
the present election laws should be repealed on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it was a question about the right of the Sen- 
ate or the propriety of the Senate and House dictating to the President 
the terms upon which an appropriation bill should be passed. 

Mr. TELLER. The other House saw fit in the appropriation bill 
to practically repeal the then existing election laws by a provision put 
in the bill. The Senate at that time was Democratic as well as the 
House, and the contest in this body was whether the minority would 
allow that to be done. I was a member of the Senate at that time 
and I have some recollection of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thequestion then was whether the minority would 
submit to a demand that certain legislation should be repealed or the 
Government starved to death. That was simply the question involved. 

Now, I am not saying this in justification —— 

Mr. TELLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon, that was not the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There may be a difference of opinion between the 
Senator and myself. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The question was whether we should agree to put 
in certain provisions or defeat the whole appropriation. It was a ques- 
tion then whether the majority or the minority of Congress should con- 
trol, and the minority controlled in that case. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me? ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement made by the Senator from Colorado 
is tantamount to the question as stated by me. I see no difference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to the Senator from Texas for a question? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I prefer to yield to one Senator ata time. I will 
hear the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest, in addition to the statement being made 
by the Senator, that the bill then before the Senate provided for the 
repeal of the law authorizing the appointment of special deputy mar- 
shals of election. The law which it proposed to repeal was itself 
as a rider upon a military appropriation bill, so that if it was right to 
puta rider on to pass the law it could not have been wrong to put a 
rider on to repeal the law. : 

Mr. STEWART. I should iike to inquire—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Task if under any circumstances it is proper to 
decline to vote and to use all other means within the rules to defeat a 
bill. Is it proper under any circumstances? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I do not think opposition should be carried 
to that extremity. 
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Mr. STEWART. On no bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Onno bill, I think that would be revolution, as 
was stated by the Senator from Georgia very plainly and explicitly. 

Mr, STEWART. Let me ask another question, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Ishall have to ask the Senator to excuse me, be- 


cause—— 

Mr. STEWART. 
be all, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Go on. 

Mr. STEWART. Is it under any circumstances proper for the Sen- 
ate to violate its own rule for the purpose of reaching a result? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not quite understand what the Senator means 
by his question. I think that when a bill is under consideration the 
body is bound to follow in its legislative functions the rules that it has 
adopted for its government untii they are changed. That question is 
not before the Senate now, but I think it is clearly within the right of 
the Senate, under the Constitution and in accordance with the provis- 
ions of the unwritten parliamentary law in every country in the world, 
to change its rules. It is an inherent right belonging to the organiza- 
tion of the body if not expressly delegated by the Constitution itself, 
to change its rules at any time and in any manner that it sees fit. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, 
admitting, as he asserts, that it is the rightof every deliberative body 
to change its rules, if in proposing to change them the existing rules 
must not control the action of the body in bringing about that change. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not ifthe existing rules are of such a nature that 
action can be prevented. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I understand the Senator to assert--—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it becomes necessary, Mr. President, in order 
to change the rules of auy body to have unanimous consent, and there 
is a member of that body who has the physical power to talk indefi- 
nitely, then he has the power to prevent action as to any change of its 
rules; and that can not be tolerated by any legislative body for a mo- 
ment. À 

Mr. HARRIS. Then will the Senator allow me to ask him further? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI understand this declaration of a moment since 
it amounts to this: that, upon a resolution proposing to change the 
standing rules of the body, he asserts that in our proceedings in con- 
sidering that resolution we may ignore the existing rules of the body, 
may ruthlessly violate the standing rules of the body, and may do, re- 
gardless of the rules that were made to control our action, whatever a 
bare majority of the body may choose todo. Is that what the Senator 
assumes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the Senator is puttiug words into my mouth 
which I did not use and he is making an application of them which I 
did not make. 

Mr. HARRIS. The words were not stronger than those used by the 
Senator. 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made no statement such as the Senator from 
Tennessee imputes to me; but I will say, if he seeks to make the ap- 
plication of the statement which I did make to the present conditions, 
that, in the first place, it is not within the competency of the Senate 
to establish a rule which will prevent our successors or the Senate at 
any time, under the Constitution, from changing its rules; and I will 
say further, for theinformationof the Senator, that I do not think there 
is anything in thepresent rulesof the Senate—if he desires me to make 
such a statement—which prevents the Senate from changing its rules 
at any moment. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to say, when I spoke of the different 
conditions at the timethat Mr. Hill made his speech in 1879, that this 
revolutionary conduct was justifiable under any circumstances what- 
ever. I do not think itis. The minority ina body have certainly 
the right to debate questions fully and freely. They have a right to 
show their opposition to a measure in every possible way consistent 
with their duties to the country and to the Senate; but when they un- 
dertake to say, as they do in this case, that, unless we lay aside a cer- 
tain bill or submit tothe order of business which they shall dictate, no 
legislation of any kind shall be proceeded with in a session which ex- 
pires by limitation, as this one does, within thirty-five days from this 
time, I say that the action is revolutionary in the highest degree, and 
can not be tolerated by any self-respecting representative of asoyereign 
State or of the people of the United States. 

Senators upon theother side did not show their obstructive purposes 
yesterday solely by debating a question which had been agreed to by 
unanimous consent, to the exclusion of all other business; but they 
absented themselves from the Chamber. They ridiculed the mandate of 
the Senate which sought to compel or request theirattendance. They 
remained in the Capitol and in committee rooms of the Capitol, refus- 
ing to attend the sessions of the Senate upon the order of the Senate 
itself. They gave to the official representatives of this body discourte- 
ous answers. 

Now, Mr. President, I understand, as every member of the Senate 
does, that it is within the range of possibility for the Senators on the 
other side by these obstructive and dilatory motions and this intermi- 


T wish to ask just one more question and that will 


nable debate to prevent for a time, and possibly for all time, legisla- 
tion by Congress at this session. : 

Another fact which is disclosed by yesterday’s proceedings is that 
the present rules of the Senate are wholly inadequate and ineffective 
to prevent such obstructive and dilatory proceedings. e even can 
not ask that the rules of this body be enforced without giving serious 
offense to Senators on the other side of the Chamber. Exultant, de- 
risive, defiant, they have set at naught all the precedents of the Sen- 
ate, the power of its officers, and been remiss in their constitutional 
duty to appear here and answer whenever business is in order in the 
Senate. I say that this condition of affairs discloses the fact that the 
rules of the Senate as they now exist are fatally defective to prevent 
insidious but dangerous revolution of this kind. 

The method taken by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
yesterday is only one of the innumerable methods which might be 
taken by Senators on the other side to prolong discussion indefinitely 
and to prevent the action of the Senate upon any question which might 
come before it, and some new device will probably be adopted when 
this question is disposed of. I do not wish the Senators on the other 
side to understand that we do not know and realize that under the 
present rules of the Senate we are completely at the mercy of the mi- 
nority, however small it may be, so long as they have the capacity to 
talk, and that capacity seems to exist in a number of Senators upon 
the other side to a remarkable degree. 

Mr. President, I have said that the method taken yesterday is only 
one of very many. When this disappears some other willappear. We 
understand that as wellas you, and it will be necessary before the pub- 
lic business can be proceeded with in an orderly and constitutional 
manner that the rules of the Senate shall be changed. If it is impos- 
sible to change the rules of the Senate, then there is nothing left > 
us to do but to allow you to take possession of the Senate and manige 
its affairs according to yourown notions, The nominal majority of the 
Senate sits upon this side of the Chamber and is properly held respon- 
sible for the legislation of the Senate, but with responsibility we should 
have power. If we have no power to legislate upon any subject ex- 
cept by your consent and by acceding to your domination, then the re- 
sponsibility does not properly belong to this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER, Will the Senator allow me a moment tomakea sug- 


gestion? 


an VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not just now. I will later on. 

If the power to control legislation, either by obstructive methods or 
by an actual majority upon the roll-call, belongs to your side of the 
Chamber, then weare willing tosubmit, and you will find noobstruction 
from this side to any order of business which you may decide upon 
hereafter. Now I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. In discussing the question of responsibility I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator to a very significant remark made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the other day when we had 
the silver bill under discussion. If Iam not mistaken, that Senator 
threw the entire responsibility for that legislation upon this side of the 
Chamber. I merely desired to call the attention of the Senator to that 
fact as he was passing along. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if you have a majority on this ques- 
tion, which I believe to be the question of all questions before the 
American Senate, then you are entitled to the responsibility and en- 
titled to all that it implies, and we are a minority and to.be treated as 
such, and we shall submit to the rule of the majority. 

What is the actual condition in which we find ourselves to-day ? 
As 1 have already stated, but thirty-five days of this present session 
of Congress remain. Forty-six days have elapsed, which have been 
given, with the exception of a few days—I do not remember the exact 
number—to the consideration of one bill, and yet Senators say that 
they have not had time to discuss the measure properly. 

Freedom of debate, that inestimable privilege which belongs to eve: 
legislative body in this country, isonly the means to secure an end. 
It was intended, and its greatest use, its only use in fact, is to secure 
wise and proper legislation and to prevent that which is unwise and 
improper. When this means is used to destroy or to prevent all leg- 
islation, it is not freedom of debate, bué it is a revolutionary proceed- 
ing taken in the name of liberty. 

The distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is now 
giving me his attention, opened the discussion of the bill to which I 
have alluded, by a speech very able and very exhaustive, which occu- 
pied three legislative days of the session. Ido not find any fault with 
this, From his position asa representative of the minority it was per- 
haps not an unusual length of time upon a bill of this importance, buf 
I suggest to that Senator that, if his associates upon that side should 
understand freedom of debate to mean an occupancy of an equal length 
of time, but twenty-seven Senators could possibly haye spokenin the 
entire session to the exclusion of everything else. Is that freedom of 
debate? The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], now absent 
from his seat, said yesterday that it was not only free debate, but full 
debate that was necessary. If the other Senators in this Chamber had 
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occupied the samelength of time in the discussion of this question as 
was occupied by the Senator from Delaware the whole legislative year, 
if it had been possible to continue the session for that length of time, 
would have been occupied in a full discussion of this one measure. 
Was any such right ever contemplated by or granted to the members 
of any legislative body in providing for freedom of debate in this or any 
other body? Certainly not. 

If the time which has been occupied by some two or three Senators 
upon the other side should be the rule which should apply to the re- 
mainder of the session, not more than eight or ten Senators could pos- 
sibly be heard from now until the 4th of March. Is this the liberty 
of debate which is characterized by all the great writers as one of the 
muniments of free government? Certainly not. 

Back of this bill and back of this pending rule, what legislation is 
there that the Senate is obliged to act upon if the Government is to 
continue? In thefirst place, none of the large appropriation bills have 
been acted upon by the Senate. They are all yet to receive its legis- 
lative sanction, every one of them, as Iremember, and the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] confirms my recollection. 

Besides, thereis the apportionment bill upon which representation in 
the next House of Congress and in the next Electoral College is based, 
certainly a bill of great importance. There is the bankruptcy bill, 
which is now on our Calendar. There is the pure-food bill reported 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock], the Conger lard bill, 
and many other measures of great public importance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 
him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply want to suggest to the Senator that if he 
will move to proceed to the consideration of any one of the appropria- 
tion bilis or any one of the bills he has mentioned I think he can get 
the unanimous consent of Senatorson this side of the Chamber to doso. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘That is in exact confirmation of what I have 
stated already two or three times this morning, that if we will yield 
to the dictation of the minority of this body and let them say what 
legislation we shall adopt and the manner in which we shall adopt it, 
then everything is all right, then freedom of debate is to be forgot- 
ten, if you please. That is extremely generous on the part of the mi- 
nority as represented by the distinguished Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, then they were what 
he calls the minority of the hody, and yet they were in the majority 
of this body to set this bill aside in favor of the silver bill, and when 
you tried to call it up again you had to ask the Vice President of the 
United States to help you out of the rut. 

Mr. SPOONER. That made a majority. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That made a constitutional majority, 

Mr. MORGAN. Not of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly it did, because the Vice President has 
the constitutional right to votein case ofatie, Ithink, however, that 
is not a very serious question. 

Yesterday several Senators stated that one of the reasons why they 
were proceeding with this irrelevant discussion at this time was the 
fact that an amendment to the rules had been introduced by me which 
was hanging over them. This measure they chose to denominate as a 
“gag rule” and to characterize it by similar epithets. 

Now, what is the nature of the resolution which I submitted as an 
amendment to the rules? It simply provides, and that is all there is 
of it and the only practicable possible effect of it, that, after a meas- 
ure has been under debate in the Senate for a reasonable length of 
time, debate upon it may be restricted, but that one-half an hour’s 
time should be assigned each Senator and the representative of every 
State. The closure must be voted by a majority of the Senate in the 
first instance, and after that we havea possible forty-four hours’ debate; 
and I submit to Senators, and I submit to the country, that half an 
honr is quite as long a time as any one needs to express his opinions 
upon any bill in the nature of fair debate upon it. 

I believe myself—I suppose I am in a minorityin the Senate on that 
point—but I believe the time is soon coming, if it is not already here, 
when, owing to the great amount of business in the body and the in- 
crease in its membership, a previous question, an absolute previous 
question, will be found necessary. With all this importantlegislation 
pending, unless we are willing tamely to submit to the judgment or 
inclinations of the Senator from Tennessee and to every single Senator 
upon the other side of the Chamber, we can not pass any one of these 
important bills in the present state of the rules, I say that this con- 
dition is intolerable and it becomes the duty, in my opinion, the 
most positive duty of this body in some way and by some method to 
go change its rules as to allow the Senate to proceed in aconstitutional 
and an orderly manner to discharge the great functions which are im- 
posed upon it bylaw. Believing this sincerely, I now move, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by me on the 29th day of December. 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. GORMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the motion besubmitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I donot yield thefloor. Task thatthe resolution 


may he submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. You can not. do that, 

Mr. HARRIS. As part of the Senator’s remarks he can have the 
resolution read if he chooses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I make the motion, and I ask that the 
motion be put. ` 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise to a question of order that the motion is not 
now in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis in order. 
tion to the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task the Chair to have Rule II read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Chair state what the motion is first. 

Mr. HARRIS. That may be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Aupricit] that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of a resolution which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A resolution by Mr. ALDRICI proposing an 
amendment to the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Tet the resolution be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: ` 


Resolved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of tho Senate ba 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been under consider- 
ation for a reasonable time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall bo 
mado. Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
geoon shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. If the Senate shall 

ecide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take precedence ofall other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, if any, then pending, and upon the measure in its 
successive stages, according to the rules of the Senate, but without further de- 
bate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be permitted to speak 
upon the measure, including all amendments, not more that once, and not cx- 
ceeding thirty minutes, 

“After the Senate shall have decided to close debato as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but a motion to adjourn or to take a when such 
motionsshall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When eitherof said 
motions shall haye been lost or shall have failed ofasecond, itshall not be inor- 
der to renew the same until one Senator shall hayo spoken upon the pending 
measure or ono vote upon the same shall have intervened. 

oh EAr E i ie imetcamns po under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect ofa 
quorum shall be in order untilit shall haye appeared ona division or on the 
taking ofthe yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

nie Penine inher a underthe foregoing rule all eter oforder, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or proceeding of any kind shall be in order. 

“For the forezoing-stated pu peat ELN EREE rules, HETOHET, IX, 
X, XIL XIX, XXII, XXVII, VIII, XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 


Mr. HARRIS. TIaskthat Rule II beread upon my question of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The rule will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Rene IN. 
COMMENCEMENT OF DAILY SESSIONS, 


1. The presiding officer having taken the chair and a quorum being present, 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read, and any ke ein the 
entries corrected. The reading of the Journal shall not be suspended unless 
by unanimous consent; and when any motion shall be made to amend or cor- 
rect the same, it shall be deemed s privileged question and proceeded with un- 


til disposed of. 
2. A quorum shall consist of a majority of the Senators duly chosen and 


sworn. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that Rule VIII be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Rule VIII will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Rete VIII. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon motion 
the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, and continue such con- 
sideration until 2 o'clock; and bills and resolutions that are not objected to 
shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak 
once and for five minutes only upon any question; and tho objection may be 
interposed at any stage of the procecdin but upon motion the Senate may 
continue such consideration; and this order shall conimenge immediately after 
the call for “concurrent and other resolutions,” and shalt take precedence of 
the unfinished business and other special orders. Butif the Senate shall pro- 
ceed with the consideration of any matter notwithstanding an objection, the 
foregoing provisions touching debate shall not apply. 

All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any mat- 
ter shall be determined without debate, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, my point of order is this: The cor- 
rection of the Journal is a question of the highest privilege. The un- 
finished business this morning is the motion of the Senator from Mary- 
land to correct the Journal of day before yesterday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Tam quite as well aware of that as the Senator, and 
I do not propose to debate it. Iam stating the question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will for the present hear dis- 
cussion on the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unfinished business is the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ], made on yesterday morning, to cor- 
rect the Journal of the previous day’s proceedings, and the pending 
question when the Senate adjourned last night was the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH] to lay upon the table the 


Iam willing to submit the ques- 
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appeal of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] from the decision of 
Chair upon a question of order. Rule ITI requires that it shall be 
proceeded with until itis concluded. That is my point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the question before the Senate—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I deny that I debated, and I object to debate upon 
the question of order. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis right. Let us vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Chair to say that he would listen 
to discussion on the point of order for the time being. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I shall withdraw my objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chaircan not do that. [Cries of “Vote!” 
“Vote!??] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I decline, in view of the objection—— 


Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection. [Cries of “‘Question!”’ 
t Question!” ] ¢ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the manifest objection on the other 
side—— 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. GRAY. There is no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection on this side of the Cham- 


ber. 
cae ALDRICH. Well, objection is made on this side of the Cham- 
er. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to haye—— 

Mr. GRAY. The Chair asked that it might be debated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand it is solely with the indulgence of 
the Chair that any debate can be allowed, and with that understand- 
ing I would not occupy more time than the Senator from Tennessee 
has oceupied in stating my understanding of the present situation of 
affairs. 4 
Mr. BLAIR. Any debate will proceed subject to the objection of 
any Senator, I suppose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Atany ime. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifitis to proceed subject to objection at any time 
and to be cut off at any moment at the will of any Senator, I shall ob- 
ject to any debate at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator wants to debate it and the Chair is 
willing to hear debate, I am willing that the door shall be thrown wide 


open. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will for the present hear dis- 
cussion on the point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TI will state, then, the parliamentary position as I 
understand it. At the expiration of the morning hour, which under 
the present order of the Senate is 11 o’clock, the subject under consid- 
eration was the approval of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 
Pending that question, which is nota privileged question and not made 
a privileged question by the rules of the Senate or by parliamentary 
practice in this or any other body, I make a motion which I am au- 
thorized to do by the rules, by Rule VIL which has been read, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a resolution upon the Calendar and which 
has been before the Senate for consideration, 

Now the Senator from Tennessee interposesan objection on theground 
that the unfinished business is the motion'to lay upon the table an ap- 
peal, which came over, as he claims, from yesterday, upon an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

I submit that if there is any unfinished business which comes up 
after the morning hour, then itis the very resolution which I now move 
to take up. Pending the question of the approval of the Journal, the 
‘Journal stands, making this resolution the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, and until that question is disposed of, the resolution itself is 
necessarily the unfinished business before the Senate. Ofcourse, ifthe 
amendment should be adopted to the Journal and we should strike out 
the action of the Senate as set forth therein, then perhaps some other 
question might be the unfinished business. Ifthe questionsuggested by 
the Senator from Tennessee is a question of privilege, he can not, by that 
suggestion, take me off the floor on my motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of a particular order of business, Iam not certain abont it at 
this moment, but he might, perhaps, after the rule was up, be permitted 
to make a motion to proceed to the consideration of another question, 
which might be a question of privilege or it mightnot, Thatisa ques- 
tion that the Senate can notdecidehere. The question now before the 
Senate, and the only question, is my motion, which must be proceeded 
with and disposed of by the Senate without debateand without the con- 
sideration of any other question. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to ask the Senator whether he claims that 
it was the duty of the Chair to lay the resolution before the Senate at 
11 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. I have moved to take up the resolution 
submitted by me exactly as the Senator from Nevada himself the other 
day moved to take up the silver bill pending the election bill. That 
isthe motion I have made, and Ihave made it under precisely the same 


circumstances under which the Senator made the motion I haye alluded 
to. Now, I claim that the resolution is itself the unfinished business, 
but to avoid any possible questions which may arise I have made the 
motion, which is clearly in order. 

As to the claim that the reading or approval of the Journal is a priv- 
ileged question and the necessity of disposing of it before any other 
motion is made, I ask that a portion of the Journal of Thursday, June 
19, 1879, first session, Forty-sixth Congress, be read, commencing with 
the beginning of the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who was President of the Senate at that time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Thurman, of Ohio, was then President pro 
tempore of the Senate, and Senators upon the other side will judge of 
the value of the precedent when the names are read upon one side or 
the other of that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THURSDAY, June 19, 1879, 


The President pro tempore called the Senate to order and stated that, owing to 
the Lys Se of the session yesterday, the Journal had not been completed, and 
asked that its reading be postponed until it be finished. 

Mr. Conkling having objected, 

The President pro tempore stated that so much of the Journal as had been made 
up would be read, and the Journal of yesterday's proceedings having been read 
as far as it was written up, 

The President pro tempore announced that the presentation of petitions and 
memorials was in order; 

When 

Mr. Conkling raised the question of order that, under the first ruleof the Sen- 
ate, no business could be transacted until the Journal had been read, 
is The President pro tempore overruled the question of order raised by Mr, Conk- 

ng. 

From the decision of the Chair Mr, Conkling appealed to the Senate; and 

On motion by Mr. Hereford that the appeal lie on the table, 

The yeas were 33, and the nays were 4. 

On motion by Mr. Hereford, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who votedin the afirmative are: 

Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Call, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hilt of 
Georgia, Houston, Jonas, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Maxey, Morgan, 
Pendleton, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Voorhees, Walker, 
Wallace, Whyte, Withers. 

Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs, Booth, Burnside, Morrill, Windom. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask that the names of those who refused to vote and 
endeavored to break the quorum, and did break the quorum on that 
occasion, may be read also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no objection to having the whole Journal 
read if the Senator desires. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal does not state the names of 
those who were present and not voting. 

Mr. PASCO. I haye the list here. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal of June 19, 1879, 
as follows: è 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro tempore directed the rollto be called; and 

Fifty Senators answered to theirnames, 

A quorum being present, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford that the appeal lie on 


the table, 
The yeas were 26 and the nays were 4. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Journal does not show that fifty Senators were 
then present and answered to their names on the call of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it does not. 

Mr. PASCO. I havea list of those who refused to yote on that oc- 
casion, and I ask that those names be read also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the reading of the whole 
Journal if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. HOAR. LI insist that the reading shall proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal does not appear to state the 
names of those who answered on the cal) of the Senate. . 

Mr. PASCO, I havea list of the names here, and I ask that it may 
be read. Itisfromthe RECORD. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator can put thatin in his own time, if he 
desires to do so. f 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that it may be put in asa part of the record now 
being read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can put it in when he gets the floor, 
I have no objection to its going in, but I prefer that he shall putitin 
in his own time. : 

Mr. PASCO. Itis a list of those whosucceededat the time in break- 
ing a quorum. Ì 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the reading proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The yeas and nays having been heretofore ordered, f 

Those who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs. Bayard, Beck, Call, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis af West Virginia, 
Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, Jonas, Lamar, 
Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Voorhees, 
Walker, Whyte, Withers. 

Those who voted in the negative are; 

Messrs. Allison, Booth, Burnside, Morrill. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr, Bayard called the attention of the Chair to the fact that there were Sen- 
ators present and not yoting; and haying named Mr, Chandler, asked that 
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ee the seventeenth rule of the Senate he be required to assign his reasons 
erefor. 

Whereupon, 

ee President pro tempore directed the name of Mr, Chandler to be called; 


an 

Mr. Chandler declining to vote, and assigning his reasons therefor, 
poe Presiding Officer (Mr. Harris in the chair) submitted the question to the 

nate. 

And on the question, 

Shall Mr. Chandler be excused from voting? 

The yeas were none and the nays were 33. 

On motion by Mr. Conkling, ~ 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 

None voted in the affirmative. 

Those who voted in the negative are : 

Messrs. Lae doit Beck, Call, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis of West 
Virginia, Eaton, Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, 
Jonas, Jonesof Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, 
Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, Walker, Wallace, 
Whyte, Withers. 

The number.of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro lempore directed the roll to be called; and 

Fifty-one Senators answered to their names. 

A quorum being present, and 
inne uestion recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford that the appeal lie on 

e table, . A : 

‘The yeas were 32 and the nays were 3. 

- The yeas and nays having been heretofore ordered, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs. Bayard, Keck, Call, Coke, Davis of Ilinois, Davis of West Virginia, 
Eaton, Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, Ran- 
ifn Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, Walker, Wallace, 

thers. 

Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs. Burnside, Kirkwood, Morrill. 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro tempore counted the Senate and announced that a quorum 
was present. 

Mr. Saulsbury, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be ”— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Omit the resolution and read the next sentence. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. Pruden, his secre- 


tary: 
Mr. President, the President of the United States has approved and signed— 
Mr. ALDRICH. Omit that and read the next sentence. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The President protempore announced that the morning hour had expired, and 
called up the unfinished business of the Senate at its last adjournment, 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is all I desire to have read. 

Pending the reading of the Journal, the Senate proceeded, after dis- 
cussion and after a question had been raised and sustained by a Demo- 
cratic Senate, to the consideration of other business at the conclusion 
of the morning honr, precisely as I propose to do by the motion which 
I have submitted. 

As the Vice President has suggested that he will only care to listen 
to brief remarks, I do not wish to cite a large number of authorities 
in the other House and in this bearing upon the same question, because 
I think the precedent is so clearly in point that no further suggestion 
or argument on my part is necessary. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Rhode Island has stated that ac- 
cording to the Journal of day before yesterday as it now stands and 
was read yesterday morning at the desk his resolution is now the 
pending question before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I beg the Senator’s don. Idonot make 
that point. I was merely saying that this would be true if that Jour- 
nal stood; but I rely entirely upon the status of my motion made in 
my place as a Senator. - 

Mr. RANSOM. I understand the Senator exactly, and we do not 
disagree about that. He states as the fact, the parliamentary fact, if 
I may call it so, that according to the Journal of day before yesterday, 
as read yesterday morning, his resolution is the pending question. 
Then, according to the Journal, the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to-day is not necessary. Itis outof order. It is in no 
sense proper, because if the Journal stands uncorrected, the Journal 
undertakes to declare, and he says it does declare, that his resolution 
is the pending order. 

Now, theSenator from Maryland immediately at that point submitted 
a motion to correct the Journal that was read yesterday morning; and 
it must be manifest that before the Senate can proceed definitely to 
any business beforeit that Journal must be corrected. The correction 
of that Journal is preliminary and antecedent to any business that can 
be done. Imagine fora moment the condition of the Senate in pro- 
ceeding upon a Journal which has been admitted not to speak the truth, 
which records a falsehood, which records in truth a parliamentary im- 
possibility; and in the face of that fact the Senator from Rhode Island 
proposes to step over, togoaround, tofiank that parliamentary obstacle, 
and by a coup d’éat to do away with the Journal of the Senate, ignore 
it, put it aside; and he moves to proceed to the consideration of a res- 
olution which he says has already, according to the Journal, been taken 
up and is the order of the Senate. 

What, Mr. President, is the Journal for? How can the Senate pro- 
ceed in good order unless the Journal is right, unless there is rectitude 
andtruthinit? Youcan not go beyond the step to correct the Journal. 


Irespect the precedents of the Senate; I ought to respect the prece- 
dents of the Senate. The authority which the Senator from Rhode 
Island has read here is not parallel with the case before us. ‘The ques- 
tion here is, is the Journal correct? It has been admitted that it is 
not correct. Isay it isa parliamentary impossibility that it can be 
right, and with the permission of the Chair I shall demonstrate it, 

At 11 o’clock day before yesterday, the 20th of the month, the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island called up his resolution. Uponthe proposition 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to amend the rules being taken up, 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] promptly submitted a point 
of order. The peint of order was entertained by the Chair. It was 
attached to the proposition, and it could not be taken from it except 
by order of the Senate; yet the Journal, which was read yesterday morn- 
ing, the Senator from Rhode Island declares, states that his proposition 
had beenadopted by the Senate. Adopted by theSenate? Howcould 
it be adopted by the Senate unless the President had first disposed of the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Tennessee? ‘The Journal 
should be corrected. It declares a parliamentary impossibility; it is 
not true; and the Senate can not go around it or about it or jump over 
it to consider anything else. The rule declares that it shall be dis- 

of. Itis a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it is plain that this resolution can 
not be taken up and can not be adopted without a violation of the rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit that is not the question now before the 
Senate. The question is a point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam going to speak to the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the point of order. 
Discussion can only proceed on that question. 

Mr. STEWART. The identical question as to whether the rule 
shall be disregarded is involved in the motion that was pending yes- 
terday, whether a Senator can be taken off his feet and a measure put 
before the Senate without having the vote declared after debate oe 
ceased. ‘That is what we were doing in the discussion yesterday. 

It has been suggested that that was a trivial matter. It was by no 
means trivial; it was vital. It was a right that had been maintained 
from the foundation of the Government and never violated during all 
the heated discussions and controversies fora hundred years. During 
the time the Democratic party was in ascendency and when the ques- 
tion of slavery was agitating the country and the proposition forits ex- 
tension, and while the Senate staid in session—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator that 
the question is on the point of order raised by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. HARRIS] against the motion offered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIG]. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam coming to that. I do not suppose if the 
point is to be argued that the Vice President will undertake to con- 
trol my line of argument. 

I say during all these controversies, as aggressive as the Democratic 
party was in the extension of slavery, the Senate staid here for months 
and allowed the minority to talk, as was done in 1860 and at other 
memorable periods, and never attempted to take a Senator off his feet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit that that question is not germane to the 
point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, Isay the question which was before the Sen- 
ate and that went over as unfinished business was a very high ques- 
tion of privilege. If there can be any question of privilege that sur- 
passes all others it is the right of a Senator toproceed under the rules; 
and that question was involved in the question pending when the Sen- 
ate adjourned last night. Do Senators say that that question, which 
is more important than any other, involving a right which has been 
preserved inviolate for a hundred years during all the controversies, 
shall not be settled now and that itisnot paramountto this? If thatis 
nota privileged question, what can bea privileged question? Aboveall 
others it is the most important of any, and it went over as the unfin- 
ished business. I say that it is a privileged question and can not be 
laid aside until it is d of and the Senator can proceed in order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. It is before the Senate as unfinished business. It 
continued until we adjourned last night. It is before the Senate as 
unfinished business, and it may as well be disposed of in limine, be- 
cause this proposed rule can never be adopted withont a revolution 
from the nature of the proceedings that were taken to place the reso- 
lution before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to render his ruling 
on the point of order. 

Mr. KRELL. Mr. President, the Constitution requires that 
each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings and from time to 
time publish the same. Now, here is a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a particular resolution when the question of the verity of 
that Journal which the Constitution requiresshall be kept is before the 
Senate and undecided. It is a question of the highest privilege and 
was so decided on yesterday. It was brought before the Senate and dis- 
cussed as such, andon a motion of the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
makes this motion, an appeal from the decision of the Chair upon the 
yeas and nays is now the unfinished business before the Senate, 
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Mr. President, it does seem to me that it would be a monstrous de- 
cision to say that we shall lay aside that question of privilege, that 
question of the highest order, and take aSenator from the floor who is 
discussing it in a fair and legitimate way, and take up a resolution. 

Mr. STEWART, Will the Senator allow asuggestion? The ques- 
tion pending isas to whether thisresolution is before the Senate or not. 
The very question pending is where the resolution is; and it is a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege where the resolution is, whether it is be- 
fore the Senate or not. That question can not be ignored and the reso- 
lution taken up until we determine whether the resolution requires 
any action taking it up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say that that question must be decided. The 
Senate can not afford to undertake to trample downits rules, I sayto 
you, Mr. President, I say to the opposite side of this Chamber, it is a 
dangerous precedent. It will come home to trouble any party that 
undertakes to override and trample under its feet the rules of the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, here is a question as to whether the Journal shall be 
corrected. The Constitution requires us to keep it, the Constitution 
requires us to publish it to the world, that the world may know and 
see our proceedings. That isa question of the highest privilege, and 
now the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to trample it under his 
feet and to trample under his feet a question of the highest privilege 
and of order and to take up another question; and by doing that he 
proposes to take from the floor a Senator discussing the very motion 
which he himself has made, and which is now pending,upon the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR, Idesire to correct what I conceive to be a misappre- 
hension on both sides of the Chamberas to the question pending at the 


adjournment last night, and which, it is alleged, constitutes the un-, 


finished business. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] was engaged in due and or- 
derly discussion of the subject before the Senate, the proposed amend- 
ment of the Journal. Speaking at considerable length and the Cham- 
ber becoming thin, the Senator from Tennessee raised the point whether 
there was a quorum present, and proceeding under the rule to obtain 
a quorum several times repeated was the exact matter which was under 
discussion during the remainder of the evening up to the adjournment, 

There being no quorum present, a motion being made that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to compel the attendance of absent Sena- 
tors, the motion being declared carried, theSergeant-at-Arms entering 
upon the execution of the order, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate had made 
the order giving such directions to the Sergeant-at-Arms. The Chair 
decided that his motion was at that time out of order. An appeal 
from the decision of the Chair was taken to the Senate, which appeal 
the Senator from Rhode Island moved to lay upon the table, and all the 
subsequent proceedings were upon the question whether the decision 
of the Chair should be sustained or whether the appeal should be laid 
upon the table. Had a quorum been obtained, had that been disposed 
of, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would have been entitled to 
the floor and would have proceeded in the discussion of the question 
before the Senate. 5 

So the motion which the Senator from Rhode Island makes this morn- 
ing simply sets aside the entiresubject-matter, and it has nothing what- 
ever to do with the particular privilege of the Senator from Missouri 
to proceed in discussing that subject-matter, If that were set aside to 
be taken up atsome subsequent period the Senator from Missouri would 
be entitled to the floor. This isa larger motion which is made. It 
is one to set aside’the entire subject-matter and tosubstitute for it the 
consideration of this proposed amendment of the rules under the Con- 
stitution. 

I wish to observe that the Constitution in providing that a journal 
shall be kept makes no suggestion as to the time when that journal 
shall be made up or the time when the proceedings with reference to 
its correction and its accuracy shall be taken and-completed by the 
Senate. Such proceedings may be at the end of the session; they may 
be midway in the session; they may be daily, according to the conven- 
ience and necessity of the Senate itself. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the only question before the Sen- 
ate now is a question of order, and thut is whether the Senate hasa 
right under our rules to proceed to any particular business that it 
chooses to consider after the morning hour. - 

A privileged question has no more right on our Calendar than any 
other question. A question involving the right of a member to his 
seat or involving the correction of an error in the Journal is called a 
privileged question and naturally stands first to be determined, but 
the Senate can at any time displace a privileged question or any other 
question that is pending before it by a majority vote. ‘The rule ex- 
pressly provides that after the morning business and after the morning 
hour any Senator who may obtain the floor may move to take up any 
other proposition. It is not necessary for him to move to postpone, 
but he may move to take up any other proposition, whatever may be 
the nature and character of that proposition. 

The pending question may be a privileged question, but that does 


not prevent the Senate, by a majority vote, from taking up any other 
question whatever. The rule, it seems to me, is so plain and the 
practice has been so constant that whatever might be the judgment of 
ibe cone in a particular case, there ought not to be any donbt about 

e rule, 

We displace a privileged question every day by the ordinary mornin 
business under the rules of the Senate. We expressly provide that 
after the morning hour, pending any question whatever, it makes no 
difference what it is, the Senate may proceed upon motion to anything 
else on the Calendar. Now, is there anything clearer than that ? 

The Senator from Rhode Island, waiting until after 11 o'clock, 
which by the express order of the Senate now is the end of the morn- 
ing hour when we are meeting at 10 o'clock, moved to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution. If the Senate prefer to consider a 
privileged question, the question about correcting the Journal, itis 
within their power to do so. If they choose to fix the salary of a page 
rather than to proceed with this privileged business they have a right 
to doit. Itis a question purely for the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, but I am now through. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator in what consists the 
character that is termed privileged. If what the Senator from Ohio 
says is correct wherein consists the significance of that term? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can be called up by right at any time, but as 
a matter of course the Senate may refuse to take up a privileged ques- 
tion. It has been done a dozen times, a hundred times, in our pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. GRAY. What becomes of that portion of the rule declaring it 
a Som question which also says it shall be proceeded with until 
dis: of? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatprovision ends with the day, and it can not 
be taken up except as the unfinished business of the day before. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let me answer one question before I hear my 
friend from Kentucky. There is no doubt about that provision. It 
isa mere Uirection of the Senate. The Senate may itself proceed to 
any other business and there is no restraint upon the power of the Sen- 
ate to so proceed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the question of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator from Ohio hold the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to be a privileged matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ido not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The consideration of the rule p 
Senator from Rhode Island, the Senator from Ohio admits 
ileged matter ? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. That I do not think is material; but Ido not care 
whether itis or not. I think any question, the pay of a page, might 
be before the Senate and be taken up and considered and disposed of 
before the highest question of privilege, if a majority of the Senate so 


Certainly; but I do not want to get away from 


by the 
not a priv- 


say. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, with the permission of the Senator from 
Ohio, Isimply want to say that he does not claim that the motion 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island involves a matter of privilege. 
He could not claim it; he is too good a parliamentarian. He knows 
that under the rule a proposition to amend the rules of the Senate can 
not be considered without one day’s notice given. Every privileged 
matter can be considered instantly. Now, if that is nota privileged 
matter—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is arguing the question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. A question of privilege is pending before the 
Senate, and it is an effort now to displace a question of privilege to 
bring before the Senate a matter that is not privileged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The right to frame our rules is a constitutional 
power given to us expressly by the Constitution of the United States. 
Theright to correct onr Journalis an ordinary incident and would have 
been disposed of in two minutes. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not now. Wait until I get through with my 
friend from Kentucky. The right to amend its rules is an incident to 
every legislative body, and it is the foundation right upon which our 
powers rest, because without the power of making our rules we should 
be as helpless as a band of children withoutateacher. Butas we have 
the power to make rules we are guided by those rules. 

As to the correction of our Journal, that isa mere incident and ought 
to be disposed of in a moment, and it would have been disposed of in 
two minutes upon the declaration of the presiding officer that there 
was an error in it; but Senators chose, as they had a right to do, todi- 
vert that simple matter, which would have been corrected in a moment, 
into a discussion in order to prevent the Senate from exercising its plain 
constitutional power. 

Now, I say the Senate here has the right to assert its power upon the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. He simply moves the Sen- 
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ate to take up a particular proposition, and I do not care what that 
proposition is, the motion isin order and the Senate must determine 
that question. 

- Mr. HARRIS. I want to.ask the Senator a question if he will al- 
low me. He says that the proposition to amend our rules is the exer- 
cise of a constitutional power. ThatIgrant. Now, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Ohio if there be any proposition pending before 
the Senate of the United States that is not pending in the exercise of 
a constitutional power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to the relative importance of these-motions I 
do not think that the Senator and I would differ. The making of our 
rules is the highest fundamental power of the Senate of the United 
States. We are in respect to that the exclusive and sole controlling 
power, while in to other powers we are simply a co-ordinate 


branch of the legislative department of the Government. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 


Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the Constitution of the United States 
impose upon each House of Congress as an imperative duty the keep- 
ing of a Journal? 

. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. < 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask the Senator how we can properly 
proceed to do anything until that constitutional requirement has been 
complied with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose a minority of this body should take the 
position that we shall not do what is required by the Constitution, that 
we shall not correct the Journal, as they do now say; that we shall not 
debate the question of correcting the Journal, but we shall debate a 
question not before us? 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Nobody has said that, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose they go on for fourteen hours, until mid- 
night, holding that position, debating it, and preventing us from doing 
what the Constitution requires us to do, is the Senate so utterly pow- 
erless that that thing must go on continuously, day after day, and upon 
the pretext of correcting the Journal we are to dissolve the Congress of 
the United States? No, sir; the Senate of the United States has the 
power at any moment under its rules, after the morning hour, to pro- 
ceed to any question whatever upon the Calendar. Thatis as clear as 
day, and it is the rule that asserts the power of the Senate atits pleas- 
ure to proceed to anything. Nothing is so sacred, no question is so 
privileged, as to be beyond the power of the Senate to say what it will 
do from time to time and from day to day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can the Senate take a Senator off the floor who is 
entitled to it by virtue of his right to make a speech, as is proposed to 
do by this proceeding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator must know-that that has been done 
hundreds of times. i 

Mr. BUTLER. I neverheard ofit before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senatorfrom Nevada [Mr. STEWART l stoppen 
the debate on the election bill by a motion, and nobody q ned the 
right of the Senate to take up another bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not my question. The question I put to 
the Senator from Ohio is whether the Senate has a right to violate a 
right which a Senator has acquired, that is to say, when occupying his 
position, delivering a speech to the Senate, has the Senate the right to 
take him off the floor by the interjection of other business by a vote ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does it every day. y 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator will excuse me, I will state that if 
any one is entitled to the floor I am. I made the motion on an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and if anybody had the floor at the close 
of business Jast night it was myself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I put the arerio to the Senator from Rhode 
Island and ask him toanswerit. HastheSenate the right to take him 
off the floor by a vote now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not when I am entitled to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a question of privilege. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very glad the Senator has answered it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itisadmitted by the Senator from Ohio that the 
Constitution of the United States imposes the duty upon this Chamber 
to keep a Journal ofits ingsanda correct Journal. Now, Isub- 
mit that the effort w is being made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island is not in the direction of a compliance with that provision of the 
Constitution. He by his motion now proposes to do something other 
and different. The Journal has not approved. Its correctness 
has been challenged, and the question pending here is to correct that 
Journal, if indeed it be erroneous, or approve it, in order that we 
shall obey the mandate of the organiclaw ofthisland.- The Senator 
from Rhode Island makes a motion entirely in a different direction and 
his proposition is to go at something else and leave the mandate of the 
Constitution unobeyed. 

Bird GORMAN, Mr. CARLISLE, and Mr. STEWART addressed the 
air, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


y SSR PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask if the Chair desires for his guidance further 
discussion on the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair does not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I make the point of order that debate is no 
longer in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Maryland and he will hear him. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Chair had recognized me. Now, I want to 
submit to my friend-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no disposition to interfere with the Senator 
from Maryland; but the rule of the Senate requires that the point of 
order shall be decided without debate. By practice, understand, the 
Chair, feeling sometimes the need of advice, is permitted notto change 
the rule at his will, but by common consent to ask for 2 discussion. I 
inquired of the Chair if he desired further information on this point ot 
order for his guidance. The Chair replied that he did not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr.SPOONER. I made the point of order that in that event further 
debate was certainly not in order, if it was in order at all; but I have 
no desire to make that point as against the Senator from Maryland. I 
give notice, however, that after he shall have concluded I shall ask the 
Chair to rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to makea suggestion to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. When this question was presented by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that isas to debate, unanimous consent wasasked, 
when the Chair suggested a willingness to hear debate, TI believe it 
was theSenatorfrom New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] whosuggested thatif 
consent was given it must be with the understanding that any Senator 
might interpose an objection at any time, to which I replied that un- 
less the debate could proceed without securing such right, but any 


Senator could cut it off at his own will, I should object to any debate. 


Thenitwasagreed that thedebate might proceed. Itakeit for granted 
that it must be done on the understanding that such objection was not 
to cut off any debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Thestatement made by the Chair was that 
the Chair would for the present hear discussion on the point of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That was as I understood it, and I certainly did 
not agree for one to indefinite debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nor lL 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish tosay that I understood no such suggestion as 
that stated now by the Senator from Tennessee. I understood that I 
had a right, or any other member of the Senate, to interpose an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The RECORD will show that I said unless it was per- 
mitted to every Senator to debate I should object to any debate. The 
RECORD will show that I said so as distinctly and as loudly as I could. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not dispute the Senator's statement, but I say I 
did not hear it. 

Mr. HARRIS. As to that, of course I know nothing. 5 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there is scarcely an instance in the 
history of this body when it is appealed to where Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber have not been treated fairly. When the Senate 
had secured a quorum this morning the presiding officer directed that 
the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings should be read. Immediatel 
upon the conclusion of the reading, and before it had been approved, 
the Senator from Rhode Island asked consentto make a statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President,I the Senator’s pardon; I took 
the floor on the pending question, which was the approval of the 
Journal. 

Mr. GRAY. Of yesterday’s proceedings? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator took the floor on the question of the 
approval of the Journal of yesterday, as he states, and asked the con- 
sent of the Senate to make a statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked no consent of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, you stated that yon desired to make a gen- 
eral statement in regard to the condition of business of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said I took the floor upon the pending question. 

Mr. GORMAN, Andhe madea statement. Now, theSenator from’ 
Rhode Island, I trust, will not be excited. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iam notin the slightest excitement; Inever was 
calmer in my life. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will not deny that he made a speech 
and arraigned this side of the Senate and charged us with delaying 
the business, and that he then made a motion (after his statement) to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As disclosed by the record of yesterday’s proceed- 


ings. 
Mr. GORMAN. Very good; as disclosed by the records of this Con- 
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gress, if you please. Make it as broad as you please. Now, I ask 
the consent of the Senate, in fairness, to be permitted to answer the 
statement of the Senator from Rhode Island and not to be confined to 
the technical question before the body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will agree that after the proposed rule is taken 
up the Senator shall have all the time that he pleases, which he woul 
have of course, under the rules, without my consent. x 

Mr. BLAIR. He may want until the 4th of March. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, within reason; I will modify it. I think 
the Senator will have ample opportunity, and I have no doubt he will 
take the occasion to express his views upon any question which may 
be before the Senate at any time, 

Mr. GORMAN. [hardly think that even the Senator from Rhode 
Island would be so unfair as to insist upon his last statement. He 
made a statement here arraigning this side of the Chamber that it 
might have its effect upon the vote which we are abont to take. Now, 
is it not fair and no more that you should permit areply to it at this 
time and before this vote is taken? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator would say to me frankly that he is 
in doubt abont the vote of any Senator on the other side and that they 
need encouracment by any remarks of his, I should not object to it; 
but Ido not think there is a necessity for any such consumption of time 


on his part. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Rhode Island can not pettifog 
in that way. I put the direct proposition to the other side, Will you 
permit me in fairness to reply to what has been stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island upon a matter that has no direct bearing upon the 
point that issoon to be decided by the Chair?, Iask the other side—— 

Mr. SPOONER, Is any one interrupting the Senator or dictating 
to him what he shall say? He has the floor, I withdraw my point 
of order as against him. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Rhode Island renewed it, I un- 
derstood. : 

Mr. SPOONER. No, he did not; he only asked a question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. Then I understand that I have the 

ission of the body, and I will proceed. I consider that as equiva- 
Tent to an admission that I am at liberty to proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Not necessarily; not indefinitely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iobject toindefinitedebate. After the resolution 
is taken up the Senator from Maryland or any other Senator will have 
a right to debate the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, itis well enough for us to go back 
and look at the history of this case, and see the steps that have been 
taken with a view 

Mr. ALDRICH. , Mr. President, I object to any discussion as to what 
led up to this condition or what has happened heretofore; and I must 
insist, so faras Tean, under the rules of the Senate, that the discussion 
shall be strictly upon the point of order before the Senate, and brief at 
tha 


t. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that discussion 
should be confined to the question now before the Senate, which is the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. TELLER. I want the President of the Senate to cite me the 
rule that authorizes the Senator from Rhode Island to call any Senator 
to order for the manner in which he is discussing any question before 
the Senate. It is the first time I ever heard that question in the Sen- 
ate. For one, I am prepared to enter my protest against anybody act- 
ing as the censor of any member of this body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asthe Senator makes aremark somewhat personal 
in its character, I will say that when a Senator is proceeding out of 
order against the express rules of the Senate, any Senator has the right 
to raise a question of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that he can not show any 
rule of the Senate which requires any Senator to speak in this body 
germane to the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the point I make. I claim that the 
first clause of the twentieth rule provides that a point of order shall be 
decided without debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator from Maryland is going on by per- 
mission of the Senate, as T understand he is, and by the special per- 
mission of the Senator from Rhode Island, who seems to be the bossin 
this matter, he is allowed to proceed according to the rules of the Sen- 
ate as he sees fit. He must be either taken from the floor or he must 
be allowed to proceed in his own way. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is the rule, I object to further debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis too late, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— « 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair again repeats the statement 
which he made, that the Chair will for the present hear discussion on 
the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the President allow me to suggest that the 
Chair has no power to make a question debatable that is not debatable. 
The question was mooted between Senators, and I should like for the 
Chair to have the Reporter show the last remarks that were made when 
the final agreement was reached that this matter might be debated. I 


distinctly stated that unless the door was thrown wide open I should 
object to any debate, as I had a right to do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Tennessee mean to say that 
his satemene made at that time constituted unanimous consent of the 
Senate 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido mean to say exactly that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I disclaim —— 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Keporter read what was said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes no difference whatever what the Senator 
from Tennessee said; he is not the Senate nor the representativeof the 


te. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. He does not profess to be, but he professes to be one 
Senator having as much right on this floor as any other Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It takes more than one Senator to make a nnani- 
mous agreement for the Senate. 

Mr, HARRIS, So it does; but the debate proceeded upon the con- 
dition that was then stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No such condition would be enforced except by a 
statement from the Chair and by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. It takes only one Senator, Mr. President, to violate 
an agreement, and I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was no agreement made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland is entitled 
to the floor. 2 

Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senator to yield tome. I want to suggest 
that it does not lie in the mouth of the Senator from Rhode Island to 
object to this discussion when he accepted the full privilege under the 
agreement stated by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was after I made the motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do trust we may go on without 
these personalitiesand proceed in aregularand legitimate way. What 
I desired was to contribute something to the promotion of the public 
business and the public welfare, and I trust that my friends on the 
other side will permit me to go on in an orderly way and that we may 
dispose of this question as soon as it can properly be done. I want to 
discuss the point of order as well as everything connected with it, and 
I must be permitted to do it in my own way. 

For the benefit of the Chair and for the benefit of the Senate,I will 
quote a decision upon this very point made by a very distinguished 
gentleman who presided over the House of Representatives for quite 
a number of years and afterwards was honored with the position that 
you now occupy. He was associated with all the great men of the war. 
He was the idol of his party during a part of his public life. When 
he presided over the deliberations of the Senate an attempt was made 
upon a technicality to suppress the greatest man that Massachusetis 
has honored with a seat in this body since Mr. Webster, one whose 
name will go down to history with the great men of this nation, radi- 
eal in his politics as he was, but great. I refer to the late Charles 
Sumner. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] attempted upon a motion, 
similar to the one pending to-day, to suppress him and confine his re- 
marks to the technical question before the body. The point was raised, 
and Vice President Colfax made his decision, which has never been 
questioned from that hour to this. It will be found in the Congres- 
sional Globe, page 1293, February 29, 1872, a resolution having been 
offered by that distinguished Senator from Massachusetts to investi- 
gate the purchase of arms by the French. It went through a long de- 
bate until finally it came to a point of order made by the r from 
Ohio that the Senator from Massachusetts must be confined to the dis- 
cussion of the point before the Senate. Vice President Colfax said: 

The Chair will state the question again if no Senator objects. He does not 
desire to detain the Senate by restating it. The Chair decides that by the usage 
of the Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts being entitled to the floor on an 
ap 1, the Chair can notrestrain him by his own opinionsas to the pertinency 
of his remarks to the question before the Senate; that by the usage of the Sen- 
ate the Senator himself is to be the judge of their relevancy to the question. An 
appeal is taken from that decision. The Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN], 
stating that he believes it to be a wrong decision, appeals, and the Chair 1 
state that if the decision is reversed he will with great pleasure execute what 


will then be the declared will of the Senate. The question is, “Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?" : 


Upon that vote the yeas were 28 and the nays were 18, sustaining 
the decision of the Chair that aSenator on the floor hada right to judge 
for himself what should be the line of his argument. The yeas who 
sustained the Vice President were— 

Messrs. Caldwell, Casserly, Davia of West Virginia, Frelinghuysen, Gold- 
thwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stevy- 
enson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—2s, 

Those in the negative were— ; 


Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Morton, Nyo, Osborn, 
Sherman, and Wright. 


Before the yeas and nays were taken theSenator from Vermont said: 


Mr. Epmunps, Though I haye no opportunity to explain my vote, I feel 
obliged to vote "nay ™ on this precise question. 
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From that day to this, Mr. President, every member of this body 
has considered that question settled. _ 

Sir, I can not present this case without tracing it up from the be- 
ginning, as I understand it. What is the condition, Mr, President? 
The Senator from Rhode Island saysit is necessary to change the rules 
of the Senate, in an arbitrary way, that the public business may pro- 


Mr, President, we have passed through, in the last forty or fifty 
years, great political contests, and the rules of the Senate have been 
found ample to enable us to conduct the public business. It is not 
necessary to go into details, but take this Congress for an example. 
Here we have had the experiment tried in the legislation of the coun- 
try of the most arbitrary rules that could be devised by the mind of 
man, where the power has been placed in the hands of three men in a 
body that must act upon every measure that becomesa Jaw. Under 
those rules the legislation has gone on. 

- Compare it with the result in this body where we have had free dis- 
cussion. History will record the factthat here, where we have had free 
discussion, a greater amount of business has been transacted. It will 
record the fact that that discussion has enabled us to detect many of 
the errors and outrages that were contained in measures that have come 
to this body without consideration or without opportunity to debate 

em. It is admitted on all sides, it was admitted by the Senator 

m Massachusetts upon the pending elections bill, that the discussion 
here had brought the necessity for amendments to his own bill. 

In August last we had two measures before this body. One was the 
tariff bill, under the charge of the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
other was the election bill, that the Senator from Massachusetts claims 
is so necessary for the purity of the ballot and the protection of human 
rights. Here we were in August with both of these bills before the 


body. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], anxious to lay the 
foundation of a rule which would close debate, presented his motion 
to amend the rules. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
having in charge the measure which he had most at heart, found those 
two great measures here together, with no definite time for Congress to 
adjourn, no time fixed by the Constitution until the 4th of March next. 
There was a majority on the other side of the Chamber, a majority in 
the House of Representatives, and you had the carnest support of the 
Executive— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senator will—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Massachusetts willstate 
his point of order. 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator from Maryland is not discussing the mat- 
ter which the Chair submitted to the Senate. : 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator was out when the question was sub- 
mitted to the Senate for its decision. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has twice repeated the state- 
ment which he made, which was that the Chair will, for the present, 
hear discussion on the point of order. The Chairhopes that the Sena- 
tor will not oceupy much longer time on the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam discussing the point of order, Mr. President. 
I have been doing precisely as the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] did. Iam coming in my own way to the point which the 
Chair, I hope, will decide correctly later on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator from Maryland will allow me, the 
speech which I made was not on a point of order and not by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate. I had taken the floor in my own right 
on the question then before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN, I know how difficult it is for me to make the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island understand any argument I make. I have 
never succeeded in doing that since he and I have been in the Senate 
and I never hope to; but I trust the Senator will content himself and 
let us go on in an orderly way and not be constantly interrupting the 
proceedings. 

Mr. President, these two great measures were before this body. 
One, a8 we understood it on this side of the Chamber, affected the rights 
of every citizen of the United States and threatened the States them- 
selves, and was destructive of home rule, of local self-government; the 
other, the one which was in charge of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
we regarded on this side of the Chamber as a measure which was in- 
tended to rob four-fifths of the people of the United States for the bene- 
fit of the otherone-fifth. You had time to consider both. It was your 
duty, if you believed it necessary for the promotion of the best inter- 
ests of the people, to retain Congress here until December to pass both 
those bills. 

You probably would have had the power to do it, but the Senator 
from Rhode Island in charge of the measure which was expected to 
bring thrift to the few men who are engaged in certain industries 
made up his mind that he and his party and the country would be 
content if they could only take the money of the people; and while 
the Senator from Massachusetts shouted once and feebly for the liber- 
ties of the people and a free ballot and a fair count, when he looked at 
the balance sheet and saw how much his section of the country was to 
get by the passage of that infamous tariff bill, hesmiled and submitted 


to the decree of the Senator from Rbode Island and the remainder of 
his friends on that side, and let liberty, freedom go, and a pure ballot 
go, so that a favored few might wax fat and strong at the expense of 
the consumers. 

Then there was another thing. The Senators on that side supposed 
and believed—for the atmosphere was full of it—that with the passage 
of that measure, the tariff, they could control the elections. 

There was scarcely a Republican, from the one who holds the highest 
position in the land to the lowest, who did not believe that with thé 
arbitrary power which had been exercised elsewhere, with the bait 
which had been held out to all who could be bought, the country was 
theirs. You went before the people, and they responded. It was 
flashed over the wires that Massachusetts had repudiated the Repub- 
lican party. Rhode Island swept into the Democratic column; the 
Western States rolled up Democratic majorities. Such an uprising of 
the people has not heretofore occurred; your force bill and gag rule 
were involved in the contest, and, therefore, the people have determined 
this question. A 

Mr. President, when wecame back here in December the Senator from 
Massachusetts was met with this condition, having willingly surren- 
dered to the Senator from Rhode Island to pass his tariff measure with 
a feeble protest and with the other declaration made by him upon the 
floor that, if it went over, there would not be time in the short session 
of Congress to consider such an important bill. That was his declara- 
tion. Isay, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts made the 
declaration when his bill went over at the regular session and we had 
determined to adjourn Congress sine die, that if that action was taken, 
that was the end of his bill; thatit could not be considered at the 
short session of Congress. 

Now, sir, with the elections against you, you ofthe Republican party, 
under the lead of the Senator from Massachusetts and under the lieu- 
tenancy of the Senator from Rhode Island, brought your bill forward 
on the very second day of the session, a bill that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and the Republican party by its vote had declared could not 
be properly considered at this session, but you began its consideration 
on the second day of the session. You have pressed it to the exclusion 
of all other business of the body. Ithas been kept here so that noth- 
ing whatever of consequence might be considered until we reached the 
point where eight Senators on the other side of the Chamber made up 
their minds that they would have the financial bill considered. 

Those of us on this side of the Chamber said at once, ‘We will go to 
the consideration of the bill; we will domore; we willagree, as we have 
agreed, on all the matters pertaining to the business of the Government 
which are necessary either for its financial affairs or in the way of ap- 
propriations, that we will limit debate by unanimous consent.’’ Mr. 
President, we limited debate on thesilver bill on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and we made the time so short 
that the Republican Senators themselves were compelled to ask for an 
extension. So, Mr. President, up to this point there has been no ob- 
struction whatever on this side of the Chamber, except upon the dis- 
cussion of the force bill and this clôture rule; and I want to say to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that there has not been, there is not now, 
and there is not likely to be any obstruction to measures necessary for 
the support of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the majority or the minority to decide what is 
necessary ? 

Mr. GORMAN, I did not catch the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. DAWES. Who is to determine what is necessary for the sup- 
port of the Government, the minority or the majority ? 

Mr. GORMAN. In this case, Mr. President, it is not necessary for 
me to go over that to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
and his party determined at the last session that the election bill was 
not necessary for the support of the Government. When you had all 
the time before you from August to December, yes, even until the 4th 
of March next, to pass it, you postponed it with the declaration that it 
could not be properly considered at this session of the Senate. So you 
have determined that question. What are the measures that are neces- 
sary? The Senatorknows what they are. He has measures under his 
charge that are necessary for the support of the Government and to 
carry on the Government. He has great appropriation bills under his 
charge, two or three of which are in this body and in the hands of the 
Committee on Appropriations, They are absolutely necessary and 
they are of that class of legislation which is as well known as the Sena- 
tor himself is known. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I resent the statement of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that there has been any obstruction. There has never 
been obstruction upon the business matters of this body. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] have been for months and months laying the 
foundation and trying to make the excuse for the p e of this rule. 
There is nothing like it in the history of the body. It is true that in 
the past attempts have been made, resolutions have been offered, the 
matter has been discussed, but never before in the history of the Sen- 
ate, so far as I can find it in the records, has such a persistent attempt 
been made fo lay the foundation for such a rule and such an attempt 
made to place the minority in the position, or to attempt to create the 
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impression that we are in the position, of delaying and obstructing, as 
has been done in this case. í 

The Senator from Rhode Island began iton the tariff bill by wanting 
to fix a day for voting upon that measure without giving any time 
whatever for its consideration and knowing perfectly well when he 
made the suggestion that it would be rejected. He contented himself 
after he got his agreement to vote upon the tariff bill, and then came the 
Senator from Massachusetts with resolution after resolution changing 
the rules of the Senate, and the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] and other Senators on that side of the Chamber. When 
we came to the consideration of the measure at this session, on the 
second day of the consideration of the election bill the Senator from 
Massachusetts asked consent to have the vote taken upon it on the fol- 
lowing Friday, ali for the purpose of creating the impression that we 
were unnecessarily delaying action. Think of it, Mr. President, that 
he should have made such an effort on the second day of the considera- 
tion of such a measure! He followed it up, and I think asked that the 
final vote on his election bill should be taken every Friday for three or 
four Fridays. 

Why he always selected Friday to ask that the bill should be voted 
upon I do not know, unless he wanted to crucify the liberties of the 
American people on Friday. [Applause in the galleries.] He fol- 
lowed it up. He endeavored to make the impression always that we 
were obstructing, and the Senator from Rhode Island, lying close to 
his flank, ‘‘ fat and saucy ’’ over the tariff, regarding, I suspect, that 
by that he got the advantage of the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts last year in getting his measure through, felt in honor bound, 
I suppose, to come to his relief, and to come to it in this revolutionary 
way, 2 way that has never been before suggested in the history of the 
body. 

NOW, Mr. President, what is that rule? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator from 
Maryland that an hour and twenty-five minutes have already been oc- 
cupied in the discussion of the point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Buta very small portion of it by myself, Mr. Pres- 
ident. I will conclude as soon as I can, unless the Chair is specially 
anxious to cut me off. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready torule upon the ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no limit, I think. Ido not think there 
is any suggestion of a limit to my remarks, Mr. President, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the duty of the Chair to rule upon 
the question without debate. The debate proceeds by courtesy. 

Mr. GORMAN, ‘The courtesy has been extended to me; and I trust 
I shall be able to get through in a few minutes more. I have stated 
the causes which led up to the present condition of affairs as succinctly 
asIcould. Ishould have been glad of the opportunity to elaborate 
them. 

Now, Mr. President, we come along to the proposition before this 
body. There has been an attempt, as I have shown, and a systematic 
attempt, to put this side in a false position. I desire to say again that 
if the Senator from Rhode Island and Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber desire to go on with the public business, to take up such 
matters as the whole country are interested in, the great appropriation 
bills, ete., we will meet you now, as we would have done at any hour 
during the session, with an anxious desire to consider them carefully 
in committee and speed them through the Senate as fast as we possibly 
can with a view to fair legislation. It is therefore your matter and 
yours alone if the public business is delayed. 

There is one thing, Mr. President, which may as well be understood 
now as at any other time, and that is while on a measure such as the 
one pending, or on a proposition such as you make to violate therules 
of the Senate in making a new rule, or in the of a law which 
we believe to be in violation of the Constitution of the country, we will 
stand and fight it under those rules with the fullest and the freest and 
the fairest debate, let the consequences be what they may. We will 
appeal to the American people to sustain us, because we are looking 
alone to their rights. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Now, Mr. President, what is the technical point? ‘There can not be 
any question, in my judgment, as to what is before this body. The 
Senator from Rhode Island had read a few moments ago the Journal 
ofthis body, quoting it as a precedent for the action he is now taking. 
What was that action? The Senate had remained in session so long 
that it wasa physical impossibility for the clerks to complete the 
Journal, so that when the Senate met only a part of the Journal was 
prepared and could be read. The point of order was made, possibly 
for the purpose of delay, that the entire Journal must be read before 
the Senate could proceed to business. The Senate determined other- 
wise in the public interests. There was no question as to the correct- 
ness of the Journal, but in the closing hours of the session the public 
weal required that forthe momentthe Senate should goon with the 
presentation of petitions and memorials and other matters until the 
clerks could produce the Journal and then have it read and approved. 
That was Mr. Thurman’s position. 

There is another thing that occurred at the last session, A good 
authority on the other side of the Chamber, or he ought to be, the Sen- 


ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], came in here on Friday, the 1st 
day of August, 1890, as will be foundin the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
on page 8721. After securing a quorum: 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of T aae proceedi was read. 

Mr. Epuunps, I move toamend and correct the Journal in the first ragrapli, 
where the absence of a quorum was disclosed, by inserting what the truth is 
as it appears in the RECORD: 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to their 


names ;"" 
* . * * * * . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves toamendand 
correct the Journal by the insertion of the names of those who responded upon 
the oe the roll of the Senate yesterday morning. Is the Senate ready for the 
oar SHERMAN, I willaskif that has been the custom of the Senate hereto- 
Tho PRESIDENT ta tempore, It has not been the custom. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt very much whether the Senate ought ina particular 
case to make a departure from the rule, 

Mr, Epmunps. I mean to have it general hereafter, all the time, and that is 
what it oughtto be, The rule requires that the Journal should tell everything 
that takes place. : 

And so the discussion went on, the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont holding that the first thing in order in the morning was the ap- 
proval of the Journal, and he required bya vote of the Senate, or he 
had by a vote of the Senate, the Journal amended by inserting the list 
of those who happened to be present at the call, a thing which had 
never been done before. That was at the last session and that is the 
rule of the body. 

Now, Mr. President, you are called upon by a portion of your party 
in the Senate to overrule this precedent of last year and to overrule 
every precedent. There is no authority or precedent which can be 
cited which would sustain you in so ruling. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shonld like to ask my honorable friend from 
Maryland what the circumstance of a motion to amend the Journal, 
such as my honorable and distinguished friend made the day before 
yesterday, and that which I made on the occasion referred to, has to 
do with the question of what subsequent motion may be made before 
the Journal is finally disposed of. I made no such motion and no 
such question was pending at that time. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Vermont moved to amend the 
Journal the momentafter it was read, that beinga matter of the highest 
privilege and the first question to come before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I admit, the question being on approving the 
Journal, that I moved to amend it, as the Senator did two days ago 
with entire propriety, both of us beingin orderin making that motion, 
because we got the floor to do it and the Senate either agreed or dis- 
agreed—I think they disagreed—to my motion. I wanted to have the 
names of the Senators present entered so far as the Journal goes, and 
that was all there was to it. Thequestion whether it was competent, 
as Judge Thurman decided and the Democrats sustained him in doing, 
to go on with some other thing before the Journal was disposed of, I 
submit is quite another question. ` It may be right or it may be wrong 
one way or the other, but that is not the same question. 

Mr, GORMAN. I understand, but I should like to ask of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont as a matter of fact, is it not the first and highest 
question and the only questionyou have before the Senate, that you 
must dispose of the Journal before you can proceed with any other 
business? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I answer no. 

Mr. GORMAN. Whatdoestheralesay? I ask theSenator to read 
the rule. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave read the rule a good many times even be- 
fore my honorable friend came here to so well represent the State of 
Maryland. ‘The rule is perfectly familiar to everybody. It says that 
the Journal shall be amended, shall be considered, and the question 
shall be continued until it isdisposed of. It is disposed of for the time 
being by taking up anything else, just as in respect to the credentials 
ofa Senator. [Laughter.] Idid not know that I had made a witty 
remark, Iam glad I have. It is exactly like the credentials of a 
Senator, which are, as a matter of course, of the very highest privilege, 
higher than a question of rules, because, first, we must have a Senate 
before we can haye any rules, 

Now, it has been decided in this Chamber with universal consent, as 
I believe, at any rate the Senate decided —though I can not recall the 
exact precedent at this moment, of course—the credentials of a Sena- 
tor having been presented and being a question of the highest privilege 
to be continued until disposed of, they may bedisposed ofin any way, 
by proceeding to other business, by reference to a committee, or what- 
ever. So that, I submit, the honorable and distinguished Senator is 
quite wide of the mark asto what he has referred to having theslightest 
application to the subject that is now in hand. > ; 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, I shall at this point again 
read the rule after the statement of the Senator from Vermont, who is 
regarded by everybody inthis conntry as one of the most distinguished 
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lawyers we have here. Iam not a lawyer, and I confess, after the | to do a certain thing within a certain time or ata certain time, or ab- 


statement the Senator has just made, I rejoice that I never was a mem- 
ber of that profession. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So doT. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Vermont says we can proceed to 
otber business before approving the Journal. Rule III, clause 1, says 
that— 

1. The presiding officer having taken the chair and n quorum being present, 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read, and any mistake made in the 
entries corrected. Phe reading of the Journal shall not be suspended unless 
by unanimous consent; and when any motion shall bs made to amend or cor- 
rect the same it shall be deemed a privileged question and proceeded with un- 
til disposed of. 

Mr. President, those of us who are not Jawyers take a common sense 
view of affairs and interpret language as honest men do, according to 
its real meaning, and I think there is a majority in this country of my 
class, and there will be no question as to their determination of this 
question, no matter what the Senate may do. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President—— . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Vermont states that this rule 
is complied with when the question is temporarily disposed of by tak- 
ing up something else. I submit to every Senator upon that side of 
the Chamber whether that is the real meaning of the rule or the real 
purpose of the rule. It is the only case where, so far as I know under 
the rules of the Senate, any particular matter is made privileged, and 
the express mandatory provision, according to the rule, is that it shall 
be proceeded with until it is disposed of; that is, decided, concluded, 
settled by the final action of the Senate or ay the final action of the 
President of the Senate, if he has any power in the premises, 

Now, as the Senator from Maryland has yielded tome, I should like 
to have it understood that I may proceed for ten or fifteen minutes to 
discuss the real question before the Senate, and I am not disposed to 
proceed to do that without an understanding in advance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s a I did not hear him, 

Mr. CARLISLE. TI had stated, inasmuch as the Senator from Mary- 
land had yielded to me and I had started to say something upon this 
rule, that I should like to have the privilege of calling the attention 
of the Senate for perhaps five, ten, or twelve minutes to the actual 
question before the Senate, and nothing else. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not take the floor in that 


way. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would not take it in that way without notify- 
ing the Senate, 

+ Mr. SPOONER. I hope when the Senator from Maryland has con- 
et the Senator from Kentucky may have the privilege which he 
esires. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is all I want, because this isa question of 
very great importance to the Senate, in my judgment. 

Mr. SPOONER.. The Senator from Kentucky is an able parlia- 
mentarian, and he discussed the point of order yesterday, confining 
himself entirely to that, and I think would do so again to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ofcourse I shall be very glad to hear the Senator 
from Kentucky if he desires to go on and it is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate. Ishall conclude what I have to say with this statement to em- 
phasize it, that at no time during this Congress has there been any ob- 
struction on the part of the minority to the ordinary public business 
of the Government, and there would not be now, nor will there be for 
the remainder of the session, except that we shall insist upon a full 
discussion of questions which are purely political. Ifthe majority of 
the Senate desire to go on with the business, as has always been the 
case, as has been the universal rule of both parties, no matter which 
was in the majority, fixing their order of business, as has been the 
custom between the two sides of the Chamber, we will meet them 
with a patriotic desire to pass such legislation as may inure to the 
benefit of the whole people, giving them the full liberty, as the party 
in the majority ought to have, to determine npon what questions they 
desire to submit to the country, as we did in the case of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this is a question of the very 
gravest importance, because upon its decision depends the integrity of 
the proceedings of this body not merely for to-day, but perhaps for all 
time tocome. The Senate, in the exercise of its constitutional power 
and in the exercise of a power which, in my judgment, every legislative 
assembly possesses inherently, withoutany express grant, has adopted 
a code of rules for the government of its ings, and the question 
presented for our consideration now is simply whether or not the Sen- 
ate will, in proceeding to amend its rules, abide by them as they exist 
or violate them. It is said by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SirrMAn] that a proposition to amend the rulesof the Senate is 
a matter of such high privilege that for the purpose of reachingits con- 
sideration everything else pending before the Senate may be disre- 
garded, withoutregard to the requirements of the rules already in force, 

Lagree thatif the Constitution of the United States or any law passed 
in pursuance of the Constitution of the United States contained a man- 
datory provision requiring the Congress, of either House of Congress, 


solutely to do a certain thing without specifying a time, then it would 
be the duty of Congress or the duty of that particular House, as the 
case might be, no matter what might be pending when the proper time 
arrived, to lay it aside and comply with the requirements of the Con- 
stitution orlaw; butno such question is presented here. The Constitu- 
tion simply provides that ‘‘each House may determine the rules of its 
proceedings,” a grant of power which, as I have already said, in my 
judgment, was unnecessary, because by the constitution of every leg- 
islative assembly it must have the power to regulate its own proceed- 
ings in a manner not inconsistent, of course, with the fundamental law 
of the Iland. 

This provision, Mr. President, is a simple recognition oraffirmation 
of a right which would have existed without it, but the Constitution 
also contains seventeen separate and distinct grants of power to Con- 
gress to legislate over various subjects, and one general grant to make 
all laws which may be necessary to carry into effect the powers dele- 
gated. 

Now, sir, it may be better said—it can be said with more force— 
that the Senate may, in the manner in which the Senator from Rhode 
Island now proposes, pass from the consideration of its own Journal 
and take up a bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States, or a bill to regulate commerce, or any other 
bill relating to the subjects over which it has power expressly dele- 
gated to it by the Constitution, than it can be said that it can pass 

rom it merely for the purpose of amending its own rules. 

‘There is no mandatory provision of the Constitution involved in this 
question, and no lessa parliamentary authority and constitutional law- 
yer than General Garfield expressly stated this proposition in a some- 
what celebrated debate which took place in the other end of the Cap- 
itol, a debate, by the way, which arose upon an appeal from a decision 
on a question of order arising out of anondebatable question. General 
Garfield said, speaking of the Constitution: 

Tt empowers each House to make rules, and one of the rules which this House 
has made prescribes how the rules shall be amended. 

His argument was clear and conclusive to establish a proposition 
that the House, when it was proceeding to amend its rules, must proceed 
in accordance with the rules as they exist, and not in violation of them, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, of course, will recognize the 
difference between privileged questions and questions of privilege. 
There is a wide and well-known difference between these two classes 
of questions. Mr, Cushing states what a question of privilege is: 

1499. The very existence of a legislative assembly, to say nothing of its power 
of acting with freedom and efficiency, depends so entirely upon the mainte- 
nance of what are denominated its privileges, and of the privileges of its indi- 
vidual members, that all questions relating to these subjects are deemed of 
paramount importance, and are allowed to supersede for the time being any 
other question which may then be under consideration. 

When, therefore, any question of this kind arises, as, for example, when mem- 
bers are attacked with force and violence, either within the precincts of the 
house or on their way thither; or are obstructed in entering the house, eithér 
by violence or insult; when the proceedings of the house are disturbed or in- 
terrupted, either by members or strangers; when the freedom of debate and 
proceeding is attempted to be overawed by mobs or armed force without or 
when a personal quarrel takes place between two or more members within the 
house; inallsuch cases the house will proceed at once, laying aside, or rather 
soppana withoutany vote, all other business, to consider the matterin which 

eir 


privileges are involved, and, if necessary, to bring the subject before the 


house; a member speaking may even be interrupted in his s in the same 


manner as if he had been guilty of a breach of the orders of the house, 

These are given as instances of questions of privilege. They are 
questions which affect the rights and safety of its members, the free- 
dom of debate upon its floor, and the honor, dignity, and independ- 
ence of the body itself, and when one of these questions arises the 
house will proceed instantly from the consideration of whatever may 
be before it and take up that high question and decide it, 

But a privileged question is a very different thing. 

The same author says: 

PRIVILEGED QUESTIONS. 

1507. Questions of this description are those to which precedence is given bes 
forehand over other questions of the same nature by some general or special 
order of the assembly. 

Now, sir, I have read from Mr. Cushing to show what are questions 
of priyilegeand what are privileged questions. Everybody will con- 
cede that the Senate has before it now, on the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, no question of privilege. No assault has been 
made upon any member, no quarrel or affray has occurred upon the 
floor, no disorderly proceedings have occurred in the body, no assault 
has been made upon its integrity or its independence or its rights in 
any respect. We are legislating in the usual and ordinary way under 
the Constitution. Buta privileged question was pending at the time the 
Senator made his motion, a question expressly made privileged by the 
third rule, A proceeding to amend the rule is nota privileged question 
by any ruleofthe Senate. Mr. Cushing confines those questions to cer- 
tain subjects, which haye been given preference by some special order 
of the assembly. I read it again: 


Questions of this description are those to which precedence is given before« 
hand over other questions of the same nature by some general or special order 
of the assembly. 


Now, it is proposed that a question which is acknowledged to be a 
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privileged question under our own rules, shall be laid aside, aban- 
doned, suspended for the purpose of taking up one which has never 
been made a privileged question by any rule of the Senate or by any 
rule of parliamentary law, simply upon the ground that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States allows or recognizes the right of each House 
to determine the rules of itsown proceedings. Why, sir, it delegates 
to each Honse, as I have already said, the power to legislate over a 
great number of subjects, and you have as much right to suspend the 
reading of your Journal, refase to decide a motion to correct that 
Journal, and abandon the proceeding then pending for that purpose, 
and take up any other ordinary matter of legislation, as to abandon it 
for the purpose of taking up this. The rule of the Senate is that this 
question is privileged and shall be proceeded with until disposed of. 

Mr. President, if the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island shall 
be agreed to ask what becomes of the Journal of the Senate of the 
day before yesterday and yesterday. When the Senate adjourns on 
the 3d of March next of course the Journal of that day’s proceedings 
can not be read and approved, because there will be no Senate here there- 
after to do so, and no law or rule of the Senate can require an impos- 
sibility; and moreover when the Senate adjourns on the 3d of March 
next—the legislative day of the 3d, although we generally sit as a mat- 
ter of fact on the 4th—no proceedings can thereafter occur based upon 
what is shown by the Journal of a preceding day. Now, our proceed- 
ings day after day, while the Senate remains in session, are based each 
one upon the proceedings of the day preceding it, and until the Senate 
has read and has approved the Journal it has no substantial or legal 
foundation under the Constitution or its own rules for what it is doing. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I 
wish to call his attention to the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] this morning took the floor upon the proposition that 
the clôture rule was the pending question before the Senate and an- 
nounced that he had the right to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
ment and took the floor on no such proposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I hope the Senator will let me proceed on this 
particular point. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iam willing to let the Senator proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I misunderstood the Senator from Rhode 
Island. Ishould like to know what he did take the floor upon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My proposition was that the proceedings on each 
succeeding day are based upon the assumption that the proceedings of 
the day before were regular and valid and have received the approval 
of the Senate, as required by the rules. Suppose, Mr. President, that 
the day before yesterday a vote had been taken in the Senate upon a 
bill from the House of Representatives and it was declared from the 
chair that the bill had passed, and it had been sent to the President 
of the United States for his approval and signature, but it had been 
discovered yesterday morning that the bill had not passed in fact and 
a motion was made to correct the Journal so as to show what actually 
oceurred in this body. The Senator from Rhode Island says you can 
abandon this proposition to correct your Journal and leave this bill 
in the hands of the President for ten days to receive his signature, 
when every man here knew personally that. it never passed this body 
at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to be understood that the 
status of a bill before the President depends upon the Journal of the 
Senate? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It depends upon whether it passed the Senate or 


not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1t depends upon a fact which is certified by the 
presiding officer of this body, whether it passed or not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, and behind that certification is pre- 
sumed to be a lawful, regular action of this body, because the officer 
has no right to certify until that action has been had, and in the case 
supposed by me it is discovered afterwards that no such action was 
had 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the President 
of the United States examines the Journal of the two Houses? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all. That is exactly what I do not say. 
I say the President of the United States does not examine your Jour- 
nals and therefore he will go on and sign the bill, which never passed 
the Senate at all, and attempt to make ita law of the land. A mis- 
take has been made, as was made the day before yesterday, which the 
pending motion is designed to correct, and the officers of the House pro- 
ceed in the regular discharge of their duties to certify what was done. 
The President never comes here to ascertain whether a mistake was 
made or not. He looks only, as the Senator from Rhode Island says, to 
the certification made by the officer of the Senate, and it is discovered 
that that certification in fact, while it appears to be correct on the 
Journal, ought never to have been made because the Journal itself was 
incorrect. A 

Mr. GIBSON, Isthere any power to correct an error in the Journal 
subsequently in such a case as that supposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky except by a repeal of the act? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Perhaps not so long as our Journal stands uncor- 
rected. Ifan act were sent to the President for his signature, which 


I made no such state- 


the Journal itself did not show to have been passed, the courts might 
look at the Journals to determine the question, but when the Journal 
itself shows that it passed, although that showing is false and erroneous, 
no court in the United Statescan correct it, and it becomes a law with- 
out the consent of one of the branches of the Legislature. 

Mr. President, I conclude my remarks with a repetition of the state- 
ment that this is a matter of the very gravest importance, and Sena- 
tors on both sides of the Chamber should approach its consideration in 
a spirit of absolute fairness and justice. None of us can obtain an ad- 
vantage by violating the rules of this body. If the motion made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island is sustained, the result is simply that 
Rule ITI of the Senate has been abrogated, not by the Senate, but by 
the officer appointed by the Constitution to preside over its delibera- 
tions. Thatrulestandsas plain, as explicit as the English language can 
make it, and there can be no mistake about itsmeaning. The motion 
to correct the Journal is a privileged question—not a question of priv- 
ilege, but a privileged question—and the plain rule adopted by the 
Senate provides that it shall be proceeded with until it is disposed of. 
How disposed of? Disposed of by abandoning its consideration and 
proceeding to the consideration of something else? ‘The motion now 
made does not present a privileged question under any rule of the Sen- 
ate, and yet in order to consider it we are asked to abandon a priv- 
ileged matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, Iam sure the Senator does not wish 
to misstate my motion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing in the rules of the Senate or in 
the usages of the Senate or under ordinary parliamentary law or any 
other authority which would prevent the Senator from Kentucky or 
any other Senator moving, if this motion shall be carried or lost, to 
take up the question of the approval of the Journal of yesterday or day 
before yesterday. It is no abandonment of the question; it is simply 
proceeding under therules of the Senate to the consideration of another 
question; that is all. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Rule HI reads: 


The presiding officer having taken the chair and a quorum being present, 
the Journal of the preceding day shall bo read, and any mistake made in the 
entries corrected, The reading of the Journal shall not be suspended unless by 
unanimous consent; and when any motion shall be made to amend or correct 
oe ne S shall be deemed a privileged question and proceeded with until 

sposed of, 


Mr. ALDRICH. But, if the Senator will excuse me for one mo- 
nient—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Heconfusesthesituation, I think, before the Senate 
at thismoment, The question which was pending when I made the 
motion was not the question whether the Journal of day before yester- 
day should be amended. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘That was the first question. 

Mr. ALDRICH, WNo;I beg theSenator’spardon. The question be- 
fore the Senate was, the Journal of yesterday having been read, whether 
that should be approved. The question of the approval of the Jour- 
nal of day before yesterday was not before the Senate, is not before the 
Senate, and can not get before the Senate, however high a question of 
privilege it may be, except upon the motion of some Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, I have read the rule, and I will 
not detain the presiding officer a moment longer, for the purpose of 
showing that when this motion is once made it continues before the 
body until disposed of; and when your Journal was read this morning 

the very first question which it was the duty of the presiding officer 
to put to the Senate was upon the motion made by the Senator from 
Maryland to correct the Journal of the day before. Until that was 
done not another motion could be entertained under this rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will rule upon the point of 
order. S 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I object to further debate. It has 
been protracted to an indefinite length. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not find any rule bearing 
upon the question of amending or approving any other Journal than 
that of the preceding day, and is therefore of opinion that the motion 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island is in order, the morning hour 
having expired. 

The Chair will avail himself of the present occasion to say that he 
has no pride of consistency nor any desire to do otherwise than to ad- 
minister the rules of the Senate as he understands them with entire 
impartiality. It will be his pleasure as it will be his duty to execute 
all decisions of the Senate, whether they support or overrule his de- 
cisions, to the best of his ability. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuppose the opinion of the Chair as submitted is 
intended to overrule the point of order that I made upon the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the intention of the Chair, 

Mr. HARRIS. It is then overruled ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is overruled. 

Mr. HARRIS. From that decision I appeal. 


1664 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is, Shall thedecision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. [ask for the yeas and nays on the appeal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now let the question be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? The Secretary will call 
the roll on sustaining the decision of the Chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when: his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled), On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perriagrew.] If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. CARLISLE (when hisname was called). Under the arrangement 
made yesterday, transferring my pair with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. PIERCE] to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], 1 am 
at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. Otherwise I should vote 
ting n è 

Me. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corquitr]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylyania [Mr. Quay]. I see the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. W1Lson] is not present, and if it will be agreeable to 
the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. WILSON], who is paired with him, I will 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], which will enable the Sen- 
ator from Iowa and myself to vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I consent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. Prerce’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Prerce] is paired, by a transfer of pairs, with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. He is necessarily absent. : 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. QuAyY’s name was called). I was 
requested to announcethat the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr. Quay] 
is detained from the Chamber by illness. His pair, I believe, has 
been announced, through a change of pairs, with the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Wirson]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Ishould vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were 

resent, = 

Mr. TURPIE (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called). I 
wish to say that my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is detained by illness 
and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. If 
present, my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 4 

Mr. BLODGETT. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Hampshire pir CHANDLER]. If that Senator were present, I should 
vote “nay. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). The senior 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] was obliged to leave for his home 
yesterday on matters of importance to him, and I am paired with him 
on all matters connected with the consideration of this proposed rule. 
Having inadvertently voted, I ask leave to withdraw my vote. I have 
reserved the right to vote, of course, if my vote is necessary to make a 
quorum; but that is not necessary now, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask whether the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD] is recorded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that the Senator from Califor- 
na Mr. STANFORD] is paired with his colleague [Mr. HEARST], who 

s ill. 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 30; as follows: 


On this question I am 
If he 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Farwell Manderson, Shoup, 
Carey; Frye, Mitchell pooner, 
Casey, Hale, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Warren, 
Da Higgins, Piatt, Washburp, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, 
; NAYS—30. 
Barbour, Faulkner, Kenna, Stewart, 
te, George, McPherson, Teller, 
ry Gibson, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pasco, Vance, 
Carlisle. Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Coke, Har Ransom, 
Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
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ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Chandler, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blodgett, dae a Moody, , Stanford, 
Brown, Daniel, Pettigrew, ` Vest, 
Butler, Dawes, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Call, Hearst, Plumb, ` Wilson of Md, - 
Cameron, Ingalls, Quay, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 
The question recurs on the motion made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the question? Let it bestated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is, Will the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been read twice already. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH De- 
cember 29, 1890, as follows: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of the Senate ba 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been underconsider- . 
ation for a reasonable time, it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon beclosed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pendingsuch demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall be 
made. Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
EESE shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. If the Senate shall 
decide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take precedence ofal! other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, if any, then pending, and upon the measure in its 
successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but without further de- 
bate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be permitted to speak upon 
the measure, including all amendments, not more than once, and not exceeding 
thirty minutes. 

“After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall bein order but a motion to adjourn orto take a recess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said 
motions shall haye been lost or shall haye failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renew the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending 
Measure or one vote upon the same shall have intervened. . 

“Pending proceedings under the Toren ine rulenoproceeding in respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until it shall have appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting, 

“ Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule all questions oforder, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstractiye 
or dilatory motion or proceedings of any kind shall be in order, 

‘For Na eae pones the following rules, namely, VIT, VIII, IX, 
X, XH, XIX, XXI, XXVI, XXVII, XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I move to lay the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Itis too late. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It is not in order until after it is taken up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill 
can not be laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I raise the question of order that the motion made 
by the Senator from Maryland is not in order, and that the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution can not be laid on the 
table. After the resolution is taken up then the Senator from Mary- 
land can move to lay it on the table. | R 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be glad if the Chair would read any rule 
on the subject. Let us have the rule read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is ordinary parliamentary law. 

Mr. GORMAN. TI call the Senator from Rhode Island to order now. 
I want the Chair to decide this matter without any interference on our 


rt. 

Pathe VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair does not find any rule beating 
upon the point raised. He will therefore put the motion made by the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. I demand the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). Iam 
the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL {when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota {Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, Ishould 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name wascalled). Under the arrange- 
ment for the transfer of pairs that was suggested on the former roll 
call, I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. QuAy’s name was called), I desire 
to announce that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] stands 
paired for the day, by a transfer of pairs, with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Witson]. The Senator from Pennsylvania is detained from 
the Senate by illness. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr, TURPIE (when the name of Mr. VoornEES was called). I wish 
to announce again the pair of my colleague [Mr.. VOORHEES] with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. My colleague would vote 
“yea” on this motion. 


paired with 


I am paired with the 


1891. 


The roll-call was concluded... 

Mr. ALLISON. On this question I am paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. If he were present, I should vote 
st nay.’? 2 e 

Mr. DANIEL. I'am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Squier]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ I presume he would vote 
nay.” ; = 

Mr. VEST. I wish to announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—39, 
Barbour, Faulkner, Kenna, Stewart, 
Bate, George, McPherson, 'Teller, 
Rerry, Gibson, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman Pasco, ance, 
Carlisle, Y, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Coke, Tarris, Ransom, 
Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—35. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Shoup, 
Carey, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Casey, Hale, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Warren, 
Davis, Higgins, Platt, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, 

ABSENT—23, 

Allison, Chandler, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blodgett, Colquitt, Moody, Stanford, 
Brown, Daniel, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Butler, Dawes, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Call, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Ma. 
Cameron, Ingalls, Quay, 


So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘'TheSecretary will call the roll on agree- 
ing to the motion made by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. 
ALLEN answered to their names. 

Mr. RANSOM, Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the Senator rise? 

Mr. RANSOM. Iriso to a point of order, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A point of order is not in order during 
the roll-call. 

Mr, RANSOM. Lrose, sir, and addressed the Chair before the roll- 
call commenced, and continued in it, if that point is insisted on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair assures the Senator that he 
did not recognize his voice. 

Mr. RANSOM. TI have been in the Senate a long time and have 
known a roll-call recalled to allow a point of order to be made when a 
Senator was on the floor addressing the Chair at the time when the call 
was begun. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. RANSOM. Does the Chair rule me out of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair thinks a point of order is not 
in order during a roll-call, after the first name has been responded to. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will have 
unanimous consent to make his point of order. He rose about simul- 
taneously and believes himself that he rose in time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears no 
objection, and the Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. RANSOM. I havea right to make my point of order. Mr. 
President, this is the point of order that I make: As the Journal of 
the proceedings of day before yesterday reads, the proposition now sub- 
mitted to the Senate and upon which the vote is to be taken hasalready 
been adopted by the Senate, although morally we know the Journal 
speaks a falsehood. There stands the Journal declaring that on the 
20th day of January the proposition ef the Senator from Rhode Island 
was decided in the-aflirmative, I submit, with thataction of the Sen- 
ate now pronounced upon the Journal, it is out of order for the Senate 
to take this proceeding upon the pending proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not think the point of 
order well taken. The ro)l-call will proceed. 

Mr. RANSOM. From the ruling of the Chair I beg leave to appeal; 
and upon that appeal I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the Chair ought to state what we are to 
vote on, The Chairshould state the proposition, so that we may have 
no confusion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair on the point of order raised by the Senator from North Carolina 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. What was the point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. What was the point of order? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Chair please state the point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been stated already. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I want to hear it stated again: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
North Carolina to restate his point of order. 

Mr. RANSOM. At the request of the Chair, I will restate the 
point of order. Itisthat the Journal containing the proceedings of 
the 20th of January, as read yesterday morning and as now standing, 
declares that the proposition submitted by tle Senator from Rhode 
Island has already been adopted by the Senate. It was carried, says 
the Journal, affirmatively. Andif I may state the point of order still 
further, I say that for this body now to go on and adopt the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island in the face of that fact is against any 
rule of order and cannot be done without declaring by implication 
that the Journal is false. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on sustaining the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GORMAN, T insist on the Chair stating the motion. All these 
questions ought to be stated from the chair. Let the Chairstate what 
we are voting on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will then ask the Senator from 
North Carolina to submit his point of order in writing. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good; do that. 

Mr. RANSOM, Ifthe Chair will give me time, I shall do it. [A 
pause.] Mr, President, I submit my point of order in writing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair will read the point of order 
made by the Senator from North Carolina: The point of order is that 
the motion to take up the resolutionis not in order because the Journal 
of the 20th instant, as read on the 21st, showsthat the resolution was 
taken up on the 20th, and, if that be true, it then became and is now the 
unfinished business, The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

ae EDMUNDS. Tunderstand the Chair to have overruled the point 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has overruled the point of order. 

Mr, HALE. And an appeal has been taken. 

Mr. GORMAN. The vote is now whether-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Whether the decision of the Chair shall 
stand as the judgment of the Senate. f 
oe GORMAN. ‘To vote ‘‘yea”’ upon this question is to sustain the 

lair? 
rate VICE PRESIDENT. Avote “yea” sustains the decision of the 

air. 

Mr. GORMAN. And to vote ‘‘nay”’ is to sustain the point of order 
made by the Senator from North Carolina? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. BUTLER, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which I wish the 
Chair or somebody who is versed in parliamentary law will answer. If 
the Journal was not correct, or if, in other words, the Journal had not 
been questioned, would not this proposed rule be before the Senate? I 
understand that if the Journal is admitted to be correct it is already 
before the Senate. I donot understand why the Senator wants now to 
ure another vote to bring up the resolution again if itis before the 

enate, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in effect the point of order raised 
by the Senator from North Carolina, which the Chair has already de- 
cided. ‘The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 


judgment of the Senate? ‘The roll-call will proceed. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. 3}LODGETT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 


Mr. BUVLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
mtor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘nay. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Having transferred 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when the nameof Mr. VOORHEES was called). Iwish 
to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. VoornrEES] with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. My colleague is detained by 
illness, | I wish to state also that, if present, my colleague would vote 

nay. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 36, nays 27; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McConnell, Sanders, 
Allen, Evarts, MeMitlan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Casey, Hale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Dav Higgins, Platt, Warren, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Plumb, Washburn, 

Iph, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 

NAYS—27. 
Barbour, Blackburn, Eustis, Gibson, 
Bate, Carlisle, Faulkner, Gorman, 
Berry, Coke, George, Gray, 
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Hampton, _MePherson, Pugh, Vanco, 
ý Morgän, Ransom, Vest, 

Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Keagan, Walthall. 
Kenna, yne, Turpie, 

ABSENT-25, 
Allison, Cockrell, Moody, Teller, 
Blodgett, wince: hi eS Ww, Voorhees, 
Brown, Daniel, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Dawes, Quay, Wolcott. 
Call, Hearst, Squire, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Chandler, Jonesof Nevada, Stewart, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On the point of order raised by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina |Mr, RANsom] the decision of the Chair is 
sustained. ‘The roll will be called on the motion made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, what is the motion before the body? I ask 
the Chair what is pending now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion to proceed with the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
which has been read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, Irisetoa point oforder. Rule 
XXI provides that— 

1. All motions shall be reduced to writing, if desired by the presiding officer 
or by any Senator, and shall be read before the same shall be debated, 

I suggest that the Senator from Rhode Island has not reduced his 
motion to writing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is not a debatable resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I raise the point of order that it is too late, after the 
roll-call has commenced, to raise a point of order. ‘The point of order 
raised by the Senator from North Carolina was admitted by unanimous 
consent. s 

Mr. GORMAN. The roll-call had not commenced. I have a right 
to have the motion reduced to writin 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXI 
MOTIONS, 


1. All motions shall be reduced to writing, if desired by the preian officer 
or by any Senator, and shall be read before the same shall be debated. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not adebatable motionin the opin- 
fon of the Chair. 
Mr. GORMAN, ‘‘All motions ’’—I ask the Chair to read it again— 


“all motions shall be reduced to writing, if desired by the presiding 
officer or by any Senator, and shall be read.” 

Mr. HOAR. Before they are debated. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point of order raised by the Senator from 
North Carolina was not debatable, and the Chair held that it must 
be poe writing. I only ask that we may have a fair hearing on 
both sides. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chaironly intended to state that the 
motion itself was not debatable. 

Mr. GORMAN. But I ask for a right which I am entitled to under 
Rule XXI, and I ask the Senator from Rhode Island, so that the Jour- 
nal may not make any mistake hereafter, that he reduce his motion to 


writing. 

Mr. DOLPH. I rise toa point of order, and that is that it is too 
late to raise a point of order. The roll-call had commenced. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; there has not been a response to the roll- 


call. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from North Carolina was permitted to 
make his point of order by unanimous consent, and I object to any 
point of order being interposed now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That roll-call was completed half an hour ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is notdebatable. TheSen- 
ator from Maryland makes a request, the Chair understands, of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

I do, under the twenty-first rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Rhode Island com- 
ply with the request ? 

ae DOLPH. I hope the Chair will pass upon the point of order 
that I raise. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairthinks the point not well taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator from Oregon to order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order made by the Senator from Oregon is not well taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. My point of order is that the motion made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island does not fall within the rule cited by the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what the Chair has decided on a 
former point, 


Mr. GORMAN. ‘That has already been decided. 

Mr. SPOONER. The rule refers only to debatable motions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will read the motion made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island: ‘‘I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the following resolution.” The resolution has 
been read. Does the Senator from Maryland desire to have it read 
again? 

Mr. GORMAN. 


again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like tostatein this con- 
nection that he had no intention of causing any inconvenience to the 
Senator from North Carolina in asking him to submit his point of order 
in writing, but as it was somewhat lengthy the Chair was apprehensive 
he might not correctly report the remarks made by the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. I understood the Chair perfectly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Upon reflection, so as to make the Journal exactly 
correct, I think we should have the resolution read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Read the motion again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be’again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion: 

* Resolved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of the Senate be 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

Ht When any bill, resolution, or other question shall haye been under consider- 
nation for a reasonable time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall be 
made, Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
ero shall forthwith be taken thereon withont debate. If the Senate shall 
decide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take precedenco of all other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, if any then pending, and upon the measure in its 
successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but without further do- 
bate, except that oat Senator who may desire shal! be permitted to speak 
upon the measure, including all amendments, not more than once, and not ex- 
cecding thirty minutes. 

"After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but a motion to adjourn or to take arecess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said 
motions shall have becn lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renew the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending 
measure or one vote upon the same shall have intervened, 

one renalne proosa Es undertheforegoing rule no proceeding inrespect.of a 
quorum shali be in order until it shall haye appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and young, 

“* Pending procecdi: under the foregoing rule all questions of order, whether 
upon ap or oth shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or gaor: motion or proceedings of any kind shall be in order. 

“* For the foregoing ment a the following rules, namely, VII, VII, 
TX, X, XII, XIX, I, XXVII, XXVII, XXXV, and XL, are modified.’"” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called, 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called), I again announco 
my pair with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER]. 
ee BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote " nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
ment I have already announced, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this question I am paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. If he were present, I should vote 
t: yea. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Corgurrr]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is ordinarily paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], but by a transfer of pairs 
he is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. ALLEN, I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
Squire] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to supplement what was stated in regard to 
the pair of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prence] with tho 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] bysaying that thatarrange- 
ment will stand until further announcement, so that it will not have 
to be repeated at every roll-call. z 

Mr. WALTHALL. My colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has been presentand responding all the 
time, and I supposed he was present on this roll-call. If he be not 
present and my vote be not necessary to make a quorum, I withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Mississippi bas not 
voted on this call. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to reannounce, upon this call, the absence of 
my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES], who is paired with the Senator from 
South ar [Mr. Moopy]. My colleague would vote “‘nay”? if 
presen 


No, sir; I do not care to have the resolution read 


Iam paired with the 


Under the arrange- 
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Mr. DANIEL, I wish to state that:I am paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and that I have observed the pair on 
every vote that has been taken. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will ask whether the Senator from California 
[Mr. STANFORD] is recorded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Heis recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood that he was paired with his colleague 
[Mr. Hearst]. As he has recorded his vote in the affirmative, it will 
be very proper to transfer the pair of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the 
Senator from California { Mr. HEARST], soas to enable the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to vote, and I make that transfer. 

Mr. DANIEL. With that understanding, I voto ‘‘nay.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] stands recorded as voting ‘‘yen.’’ y 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated that unless my vote be necessary to make a 
quorum I desire to recall it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—36, 
Aldrich, Evarts. MoMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Casey, Tale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Stauford, 
Davis, Higgins, Platt, i Stockbridge, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Plumb, Warren, 
Dolph, Hoar, Power, Washburn, 
Edmunds, McConnell, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—32, 

Barbour, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, 

te, Faulkner, Ken Stewart, 
Berry, ibson, MePherson, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, ‘Turpie, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Cockrell, SR Payno, Vest 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—20. 
Allison, Call, George, Pierce, 
lair, Cameron, Hearst, Quay, 

Blodgett, Chandler, Ingalls, Squire, 
Brown, Colquitt, Moody, Voorhees, 
Butler, Dawes, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS, I rise to inquire what has become of the question of 
order that I raised on the 20th, when this same matter was supposed 
or announced to be before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution be read. j 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read. Iwill then put my in: 
quiry to the Chair, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Atprici 
December 29, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of the Senate be 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“When any bill, resolution, or other goon shall havo been under consider- 
ation for a reasonable time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate'thercon be closed, On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall bo 
made, If such demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
paeron shall forthwith be taken thereon withoutdebate, If the Senate shall 

ecide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take precedence of all other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, ifany, then pending, and upon the measure in its 
successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but without further debate, 
except that rat Senator who may desire shall be permitted to speak upon tho 
measure, including all amendments, not more than once, and not exceeding 
thirty minutes. 

“ After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but a motion to adjourn or-take a recess, when such 
motion shall be seconded by a my Heke in the Senate. When cither of said 
motions shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renow the same until one Senator shall haye spoken upon the pending 
measure or one vote upon the same shall have intervened, 

“ Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no proceedingin respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until it shall have gppeared on s division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

“Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule all questions of order, 
whether upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no ob- 
structive or dilatory motion or proceedings of any kind shall be in order. 

* For the foregoing stated purposes the following rules, namely, VII, VIII, IX, 
X, XU, XTX, XXII, XXVII, XXVUI, XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 


Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HARRIS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the Chair hold that the question presented by me on a former 
day is still pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair first recognized the Senator 
who made the motion; he will then hear the Senator from Tennessee 
upon the point of order. . 


Mr, ALDRICH. Iyicld to the Senator from Tennessee for that 
p 


mrpose. 
. Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Chair if my question of order presented 
on the 20th is still pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order made by the Senator from Tennessee should have been made be- 
fore the Senate had agreed to take up the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island; and that it can not be made after the reso- 
lution has been taken up by a vote of the Senate, 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair overrule my point of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the point-—— 

Mr. DANIEL. It was made before the resolution was taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. My point of order was made on the 20th. The 
Chair has held that it was necessary to take this question up to-day, 
and by a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate it was taken up to-day. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Debate is not in order on this question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No debate is in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam stating facts, and not debating. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand, but whether they are facts or other- 
wise, debate is not in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. Did not the Senator from Rhode Island move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. And was not my question of order pending, made 
on the 20th? 

.Mr. ALDRICH, I understand the Chair to overrule the Senator's 
point of order. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let the facts be understood and let tho 
Chair rule. 

Mr. GRAY, 
with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will entertain the point of or- 
der again. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isuggest that the Senator from Tennessee state 
his point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. It has been stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘TheSenator from Tennessee stated his point of order 
on the 20th, but the Senator from Tennessee can state it again if the 
Senator desires him to do so, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot desire it if the Chair does not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will enable the Senator to understand it if he will 
give me his attention. 

Mr. ALDRICH, No, I do not careto understand it, f 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuppose you do not care to understand it. I im- 
agine you want tò understand anything else other than that. 

Mr, PASCO. I suggest that the point of order raised by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee be read from the RECORD containing the proceed- 
ings of the 20th. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read from the Journal. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On motion by Mr. ALDRICH thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolutionsubmitted by him December 29, 1590, to amend the rules to provide a 
limitation of debate under certain conditions, and for pees to modify 
Rules VII, VII, IX, X, XII, XEX, XXII, XXVI, XXVIII and XL, 

It was determined in the aftir: ve. 


Whereupon, f 
Mr. Hanns raised a question of order, 


Mr. President, the question carries the point of order 


pet hE that the notice pren by 
Mr. ALpnict was not sufficiently specific to meet the requirements of Rule XL, 
as it did not specify the parts of the rules propona to be suspended, modiñed, 
or amended, and the pu thereof; and t the proposed rule materially 
modifies Rules V an X and neither of theso rules is mentioned in the no- 
tice as rules pro; to be suspended, modified, or amended. 

Pending which, 

The Vice President announced that the hour of 2 o'clock had arrived, eto. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will modify the ruling which 
he made a few moments ago, and express the opinion that thepoint of 
order is not well taken, for the Chair is of opinion that the purpose 
and spirit of the rule are stated in the resolution submitted hy the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FAULKNER. From that decision I take an appeal, Mr. Presi- 
dent, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Chair please state the question again? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chairhasoverruled the point of ordersubmitted 
by me on the 20th instant. 

Mr. BATE. Let us understand it, 

ripe ede ii The question is on the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia appeals 
from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that appeal, Mr. President, I desire tosay—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The appeal has not been stated by the Chair, as I 
understand it, I ask that the appeal may be stated by the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that, certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the point of order be stated and the appeal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the precise question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order will be gain stated. 

The Chief Clerk again read the entry in the Journal of the proceed. 
ings of the 20th instant. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Tennessee 
to allow the Chair to state what the question is. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, with pleasure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the point of order 
raised by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], which has just 
been read; and on that the Chair states that he is of opinion that the 
point of order is not well taken, for the reason that he is of opinion 
that the purpose and spirit of the rule are stated sufliciently in the 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And from that an appeal has been taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, And from thatan appeal has been taken. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the pending question, and I do not think 
the decision of the Chair ought to stand as the judgment of theSenate, 
for divers and sundry reasons, some few of which I will assign. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr, President, I object to debate on the appeal. 

Mr, HARRIS. The Senator may very well say that he objects; but 
it does not amount to very much practically. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to debate upon the appeal to be submitted. 
Evidently there can be no progress made in business in this way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He rises to a point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; then heonly has aright to state his point 
of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
not in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that debate isin 


order. 
[ ‘Order !"] 


I make the objection that debate upon the appeal is 


Mr. BLAIR. At the election of the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, linyoke in all sincerity and earnest- 
ness the careful attention of every Senator to the literalisms and the 
‘spirit, intent, and meaning of the fortieth rule of the Senate, adopted 
under ae authority of the Constitution of the United States. It pro- 
vides that— 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely— 


And I beg the Senate to emphasize the word ‘‘precisely’’— 
the rule or part thereof to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the pur- 
pose thereof. a 

Now, in the first place, I deny that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] has given any notice whatever of his intention to 
amend or suspend the rules of this body. He introduced a resolution 
upon one day, and two or three days thereafter he reintroduced a pre- 
cise copy, word for word, of the same resolution, alleging at the time 
that the former introduction of the resolution was intended by him as 
anotice. Butit bears none of the features of a notice, not having the 
language of a notice in any part of the resolution so offered. 

In that resolution—admitting, for the sake of the argument, that it 
may be regarded as a notice—he specified, under the requirements of 
Rule XL, Rules VII, VIII, IX, X, XIX, XXIIT, XXVII, XXVIII, 
XXXV, and XL as rules to be suspended, modified, or amended, hut 
does not specify what part of any one of these rules is intended to be 
modified, amended, or suspended. In that respect his notice is in- 
sufficient under the literalisms as well as the spirit and meaning of 
Rule XL. 

But a more serious objection even than that is found in the fact that 
Rule V, the standing rule of the Senate, provides, among other things, 
in clause 2: 

2, If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as tothe presence of a quorum, the presiding officer shall 
forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll. > 

And the proceedings under the call shall go on as regulated by that 
rule. Rule Vis not one of the rules specified by the resolution of the 
paor as a rule which he proposes either to suspend, to modify, or to 
amend. 

The same may be said as to Rule VT, in respect to the presentation of 
credentials ofa Senator-elect. His proposed resolution materially modi- 
fies Rule VI, but that rule he does not specify in his notice as a rule that 
he proposes to amend, or to modify, or to suspend. 

The first clause of Rule VI reads as follows: 


The presentation of the credentials of Senators elect and other questions of 
A E ee ea Eo rarer tie 
while the Senate is dividing. Ee BERT SESS 

The proposed rule provides that when it is put in operation no busi- 
ness other than that upon which debate is closed shall be in order; and 
Rule XX provides that when a question of order is submitted to the 
Senate, or an appeal from the decision of the Chair, the question is de- 
batable; but the proposed rule says it shall be decided without debate. 

It also distinctly modifies the plain and literal meaning of Rule XX; 


and that, too, is not a rule that he has notified the Senate of any in- 
tention upon his part to modify or to amend. 

Therefore this motion to proceed to the consideration of this resolu- 
tion now, in the absence of notice, as required by Rule XL, modifying 
materially, indeed abrogating, the most important portion of Rules 
V, VI, and XX, is in direct and open Violation of the plain literalisms 
and spirit of Rule XL, which demands such notice in writing before 
any such proposition can be submitted to the Senate. No notice what- 
ever has been given up to this good hour as to any intention on the 
part of the Senator from Rhode Island or any other Senator to modify, 
amend, or suspend any part of either of the three rules that Ihave 
mentioned, V, VI, and XX. 

Therefore the Chair has, by his decision, violated the plain letter and 
spirit of Rule XL by deciding against the question of order raised by 
myself, and if the Senate shall sustain that decision it will put itself 
in the attitude of openly, willfully, deliberately, and flagrantly violat- 
ing the standing rules of the Senate adopted under the authority of the 
Constitution and intended to guide and control the presiding officer and 
every Senator upon this floor so far as the conduct of the business of 
the Senate is concerned. If the Senate has reached the point that the 
Chair seems to have reached, of a readiness to openly, willfully, and 
deliberately violate the literalisms of the standing rules that have been 
made to control our action here, wehave indeed, Mr. President, reached 
the point in this body, the last that I had supposed on the face of the 
earth where the point of absolute, willful, and deliberate revolution 
would assert itself and raise its hideous head and exert its force. 

In order that there shall be no doubt about these facts I will read the 
provision of the resolution that I say abrogates the most important and 
material part of standing Rule V of the Senate: 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule, no proceeding in respect ofa 
quorum shall be in order until it shall have appeared, on a division or on the 
taking of yeas and nays, that a quorum is not present and voting, 

Now, let us see how that tallies with the provisions of Rule V, to 
which I have already referred. 

Tf, at any time— 

I read from clause 2 of Rule V— 

If, atany time during the daily sessions of the Senate,a question shall be 
taised by any Senator as to the presence of aquorum, tlie presiding officer shall 
forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll, etc. 

This proposed rule says that no proceedings whatever shall be en- 
tered upon in the Senate with respect toa quorum until the absence 
of a quorum has appeared by a division of the Senate or by a yea-and- 
nay vote, abrogating absolutely the provisions of the second clause of 
Rule V. 

Again: 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule all questions of order, whether 


upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or proceedings of any kind shall bein order, 


Rule XX provides that— 

A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings, except 
when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senate, shall be de- 
cided by the presiding officer without debate, subject to an appeal to the 
Senate; when an appeal is taken any subsequent question of order,which ma 
arise before the decision of such appeal, shall be decided by the presiding ofti- 
cer without debate. Any subsequent question, not this one, but any question 
subsequent to the one pending, shall be decided without debate, 

Under the proposed rule every question of order, whether upon ap- 
peal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate. Yet the notice, or 
the paper that is claimed as a notice, does not specify Rule XX, orany 
part of Rule XX, as one of the rules that it proposes to modify, or to 
suspend oramend. ‘Theserules have to be absolutely ignored. They 
have to be openly, willfully, and deliberately violated by this Senate, 
if the Senate:shall decide to sustain the decision of the Chair as the 
judgment of the Senate with respect to the construction and the duties 
under a proper construction of Rule XL of this body. 

But upon this general question, Mr. President, I will submit some 
considerations, having in view all of the questions involved. 

Mr. President, the fifth section of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides— 

That each house may determine the rules of its proceedings. 

Under this authority the Senate has determined and established the 
rules of its proceedings. 

They are found in this Manual, numbered from I to XL inclusive, 
and they are the supreme law to you, as the presiding officer, and to 
me and every other Senator. So far as the proceedings of the Senate 
are concerned, what is called general parliamentary law has no place 
here except in cases, if there be such, where the Senate has made no 
rule foritself. Therefore, in dealing with the pending resolution, which 
proposes the establishment of a new and wholly unprecedented rule, 
we must be governed by the rules already constitutionally established. 

‘The first two lines of the proposed rule confess the impropriety of 
its adoption by providing ‘that for the remainder of this session the 
rules shall be amended by adding thereto,’’ ete. ~ a 

If such rule be wise and proper for conducting the business of tho 
Senate, why limit its operation to ‘‘the remainder of this session??? 
Why not urge it as one of the standing rules of the Senate for the fu- 
ture as well as present? 
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What emergency exists at this particular time or during the present 
session that demands the adoption of a rule which so radically changes 
the methods of the Senate adhered to for the last eighty-four years in 
dealing with questions pending before it? 

I beg Senators to pause, consider, and scrutinize this proposed rule 
before they record their votes for it. 

It provides that ‘when any bill, resolution, or other question shall 
have been under consideration fora reasonable time’’—it does not say 
who shall judge of the reasonableness of the time, but when it shall 
have been under consideration for a reasonable time—“‘it shall be in 
order for any Senator to demand that debate thereon be closed.’’ 

The time necessary to the proper consideration of any bill, resolu- 
tion, or question depends upon the importance of the question. 

We all know that a reasonable time for the consideration of some 
questions may be ten, twenty, or thirty minutes, while in the consid- 
eration of some other questions months may be profitably employed. 

But under this provision of the proposed rule any one Senator may 
demand and a bare majority of the Senate may decide to gag the Sen- 
ate and close debate even though forty-three Senators may feel that it 
is vitally important to the country and themselves to debate the ques- 
tion further. Isthis just to the twenty-onesovereign States whose rep- 
resentatives are thussilenced ? 

But in addition to this and quite as important, if not more impor- 
tant, the rule cuts off the right to propose amendments and forces the 
Senate to vote yea or nay upon a bill, no matter of what length or of 
what degree of importance, without the power to propose amendments 
or suggest changes which would tend to perfect it, 

To illustrate the absurdity of such method of legislation, take the 
pending bill, the force bill, as it is not inaptly called. x 

As sent to us from the House it contains fifty-seven sections and 
seventy-six pages of printed matter. 

The Senate committee reports the House bill back to the Senate 
with one amendment, which is intended asa substitute for the whole 
House bill, and this substitute contains thirty-nine sections and fifty- 
seven pages of printed matter. So that we have under consideration 
ninety-six sections of legislation, whichcover one hundred and thirty- 
three pages of printed matter; and under this rule, if adopted, there 
can be but one amendment offered to the House bill and but one 
amendment offered to the Senate substitute. Both House bill and 
Senate snbstitute contain many provisions which a very large mi- 
nority of the Senate believes to be unconstitutional, and most if not 
all of their provisions impolitic, unnecessary, and mischievous, 

Yet this proposed rule says to the Senate and to each Senator, ‘*You 
shall not suggest the errors, imperfections, and impolicy of this bill by 
debate; you shall not be permitted to put yourself on record by pro- 
posing or voting for amendments to perfect it. You shall vote yea or 
nay upon it just as itis.” ; 

Tn addition to this, when debate is closed under it and while it isin 
operation, it dispenses with all morning business, You can not pre- 
sent a petition, make a report from a committee, or introduce a bill or 
resolution. Nor can you receive a message from the President of the 
United States or from the House of Representatives, however impor- 
tant and urgent such messages may be, Nor can you present the re- 
port of a conference committee or the credentials of a Senator elect or 
raise the question of the presence of a quorum, eyen though there may 
not be a dozen Senators present. It reverses all the traditions and all 
the precedents of the Senate, and in my opinion is intended to accom- 
plish a purely partisan purpose, a purpose not demanded or desired by 
any considerable portion of the American people. 

The fact that it is intended to force the passage of the Federal 
election bill is too thinly disguised to deceive anybody. 

That measure was not an issue when the Fifty-first Congress was 
elected; but the passage of this bill in the House and the earnest 
efforts of the Republican majority to pass it in the Senate during the 
last session made it a distinct issue in the election of the Fifty-second 
Congress, and in that contest it was condemned and repudiated by an 
overwhelming majority of the people. 

It is a measure based upon the single idea that the people of the 
States can not be trusted to control the election of their own Repre- 
sentatives and that it is necessary to send officers and agents of the 
Federal Government, clothed with extraordinary powers, to supervise, 
oversee, and control them in the performance of duties purely State, 
and not Federal. There is, in my opinion, no measure of policy suf- 
ficiently important to justify us in thus gagging the Senate or putting 
this wrong and insult upon the States, 

But, however this may be, Lassert with absolute confidence that there 
is no measure, the immediate passage of which is of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify the Senate in adopting a rule which abridges the right 
of free speech, gags its members, and not only cuts off debate, but de- 
nies them the right to perfect the measure by amendment. 

The Constitution provides that ‘Congress shall make no Jaw * * * 
abridging the freedom of speech or of the press.” 

Mr. President, where is the absolute freedom of speech more impor- 
tant to the interests of the people and to civil liberty itself than in the 
American Senate? And especially so, when you consider the fact that 
the Senate is the only legislative body in the Federal Government 
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a absolute freedom-of debate and unlimited amendment are per- 
mitted. 

Let the strong hand of the Federal Government take control of the 
elections in the States; cut off the freedom of debate and amend- 
ment in the Senate, and you have created a despotism under which 
self-government and civil liberty are but names, fading memories of 
the earlier and better days of the Republic. The constitutional rule 
throughout this country is absolute freedom of speech in the Senate 
and everywhere else, and, but for the constitutional authority given 
to each House of Congress ‘‘to determine the rules of its proceedings,” 
neither House could constitutionally or rightfully abridge or limit the 
right of debate. From March 26, 1806, the Senate has had no rule 
that cnt off general debate or amendment. From that time to this, 
general debate has been absolutely free, and the right to offer amend- 
ments unlimited except when and only when the Senate has, by unani- 
mous consent, agreed to take the final vote on a pending measure at a 
named hour, and this agreement is never made while there is a single 
Senator who wishes either to debate or amend further. 

There have been at different times various propositions to limit de- 
bate in the Senate, but no proposition such as this has ever received 
even respectful consideration at the hands of the body. 

In July, 1841, Mr. Clay suggested that in his opinion the time had 
arrived when the Senate shonld adopt the hour rule or the previous 
question, but the mere suggestion provoked such a storm of opposition 
that he abandoned it and did not even offer a resolution for that pur- 


pose. s 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HARRIS. With pleasure. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iask the Senator from Tennessee whether it is 
not a fact that upon the oceasion to which he refers more than one 
member of the Senate—the Senate at that time being composed of very 
able and distinguished men—announced distinctly that they would re- 
sist if necessary by physical force any attempt to abridge the freedom 
of speech in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is certainly true, Mr. President, as the record 
shows. $ 

On the 27th of July, 1850, Mr. Douglas offered n resolution to ap- 
ply the previous question in the Senate, but on motion of Mr, Atchison 
it was laid on the table without even a division of the Senate. 

On the 22d of August, 1850, Mr. Underwood offered a resolution to 
make it in order to lay an amendment on the table without carrying 
the bill with it. The resolution was Jaid upon the table without di- 
vision. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Tennessee 
to yield to me for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis very evident that there is no quorum of this 
body present. The other side, who have gone on with this matter 
without regard to the rules, do not even remain to hear what is said. 
I ask for a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland having 
raised the question of no quorum, the Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dixon, Kenna, herman, 
Allison, Edmunds, McConnell, Shoup, 
Bate, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Berry, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Frye, Paddock, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Warren, 
Carlisle, Harris, Plumb, Washburn 
Casey, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Towa, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Toar, Sanders, Wolcott. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have responded to 


their names. A quorum of the Senate being present, the Senator from 
Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was proceeding to refer to some precedent propo- 
sitions to limit debate in the Senate, when interrupted by the roll-call, 
and was about to refer to the proposition made by Mr. Hale, of New 
Hampshire. On the 5thof April, 1862, Mr. Hale, of New Hampshire, 
offered the following: 


Resolved, That the Senate may at any time during the present rebellion, by a 
vote of a majority of the members present, fix a time when debate on any mat- 
ter pending before the Senate shall cease and terminate, and the Senate shall, 
when the time fixed for terminating the debate arrives, proceed to vote with- 
out debate on the measure and all amendments pending or that may be offered. 


It was laid before the Senate the next morning and debated by Mr. 
Davis and Mr. Trumbull, until the expiration of the morning hour, 
and was never heard of again. 

This proposition was limited to the duration of the war, and evi- 
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dently intended to facilitate the passage of war measures; but even 

then, where the exigencies of the greatest war of modern times might 

demand prompt legislative action, the Senate refused to entertain the 
roposition. E ; : 

On the 10th of March, 1870, Mr. Hamlin submitted the following: 

Resolved, That whenever any question shall have been under consideration 
for two days it shall be competent, without debate, for the Senate, by a two- 
thirds majority, to fix a time not less than one day thereafter when the main 
question shall be taken; but each Senator who shall offer an amendment shall 
vad a eS five minutes to speak upon the same, and ono Senator a like time 

o reply. 

It was referred to the Committee on Rules and never reported back. 

This proposition required a majority of two-thirds to close general 
debate on the bill, and left the right of amendment unlimited, with 
five minutes’ debate for and against amendments; but even in this form 
the Senate refused to entertain it. ó 

On the 25th of March, 1870, Mr. Wilson offered the following: 

Ordered, That the Select Committee on the Rules be instructed to consider the 
expediency of adopting a rule for the remainder of the session providing that 
whenever any bill has been considered for two days the question on ordering it 
toa third reading may be ordered by a two-thirds vote of the Senators present 
and voting. 3 

Objected to by Mr. Thurman and went over. 

On April 14, 1870, it was agreed to and went to the committee, and 
was never reported back, ; 

This proposition was limited to the remainder of the session and re- 
quired a two-thirds vote to order a bill to athird reading, which order 
would cut off amendments, but leave debate free and untrammeled. 
But the Senate would not adopt it. 

On March 17, 1873, Mr. Wright offered the following: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Rules be instructed to 
inquire into the propriety of so amending the rules as to provide: 

First, That debate shall be confined and be relevant to the subject-matter be- 
fore the Senate. 

Second. That the previous question may be demanded cither by a majority 
yote or in some modified form, 

Third. For taking up bills in their regular order on the Calendar for their 
disposition in such order, prohibiting special orders, and requiring that bills 
not finally disposed of when thus called shall go to the foot of the Calendar un- 
less otherwise directed. 

It came up next day and was debated and postponed to the Ist day 
of December following, and was never heard of afterwards. 

On April 26, 1872, Mr. Scott submitted the following: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall be in order pending an ap- 
propriation bill to move to confine debate on the pending billand amendments 
thereto to five minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, and the motion 
to limit debate shall be decided without dobate. 

April 29, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, amended as follows: 

And no amendment toany such bill making legislative provisions, other than 
such = directly relate to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be re- 
ceived. 

And, so amended, it was agreed to; but it will be seen that it was 
limited to the present session and to appropriation bills and amend- 
ments thereto, and, under it, a motion to postpone was debatable, and 
debated without limit, as the record shows. 

On February 14, 1873, Mr. Anthony offered the following: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall be in order at any time to 
move a recess, and, pending an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate on 
amendments thereto to five minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, 
and such motion shall be decided without debate; and no amendment to any 
such bill making legislative provisions, other than such asdiroctly relate tothe 
appropriation contained in the bill, shall be received; and no sptcial orders 
shall be made during this session. 

"Agreed to on the 15th February. 

On May 18, 1874, Mr. Morrill, of Maine, offered a resolution, a pre- 
cise copy of the foregoing with the following proviso added: 

Provided, That this order shall not extend to the Post Office appropriation 

Agreed to. x 
It will be seen that this resolation was limited to the present ses- 
sion and proposed to limit debate only on amendments to appropria- 
tion bills, not on the bill itself or any other question than amendments 
to appropriation bills. 

On January 19, 1875, Mr. Morrill, of Maine, offered the following: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall be in order at any time to 
move arecess, and, pending an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate on 
amendments thereto to five minutes by any Senator, on the pending motion, and 
such motion shall be decided without debate. 

Agreed to, d 

And on March J, 1876, Mr. Morrill, of Maine, moved an exact copy 
of the aboye resolution, which was agreed to. But, as in the other 
cases, the rule was limited to the present session and to amendments 
to appropriation bills. 

On June 25, 1884, Mr. ALLISON offered the following: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of the present session of the Senate it 
shall be in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment, oron all 
amendments, to any appropriation bill then before the Senate, be limited to 
five minutes for Senator, and thatno Senator speak more than once 
on the same amendment in form or in substance. The question on such mo- 
tion shall be determined without debate, 

Agreed to. 3 

But it was limited to present session and confined to amendments on 
appropriation bills. 


While these various resolutions limited debate upon amendnientsto 
appropriation bills, none of them limited debate upon the bill itself 
except one, and that did not limit the absolute freedom of debate upon 
a motion to postpone the consideration of the bill. 

So, I assert with absolute confidence that from the 26th day of March, 
1806, there has been no proposition to limit general debate in the Sen- 
ate that has not been rebuked as an attack upon free speech and upon 
the rights of the States and the people and dangerous to well-consid- 
ered legislation as well as to civil liberty. They haye been, as they 
ought to have been, invariably defeated. : 

From 1789 to 1806, when the ‘‘previous question” was recognize 
by the rules, its operation was invoked but four times that I have been 
able to find upon a somewhat careful examination of the record. 

But, Mr. President, as to the importauce of the absolute freedom of 
debate and unrestricted and unlimited right of amendment in the 
Senate, I have the carefully prepared and deliberate opinion of an em- 
inent statesman and scholar, and one of the best parliamentarians. that 
occupy seats upon this floor. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] ina com- 
munication to The Youth’s Companion, published in Boston, Mass., on 
the 13th of November, 1890, presents this question so much more 
clearly and forcibly than I can hope to do that I trust he will pardon 
me for quoting him and allowing him to make the argument for me, 
better, far better than I can hope to make for myself. 

His communication is upon the parliamentary methods of the United 
States Senate, in comparison with other legislative bodies in this and 
other countries, and isone of which any statesman and ripe parlia- 
mentarian may well be proud. 

After discussing the parliamentary methods of various legislative 
bodies, including our own House of Representatives, Mr. Hoan said: 

The Senate, also, differs from the House of Representatives and, I believe, 
from all other legislative bodies in this country, in that the “ previous question” 
and every other device for pesing an end to debate, except that of unanimous 
agreement, is unknown to its procecdings, 

The “previous question,” according to the practice of parliamentary bodies 
here, is introduced by a motion that tho main question be now put. In the 
House of Representatives itis put without debate. In some assemblies adebate 
is allowed, wliich, however, is confined strictly to the question whether or 
not the vote shall be taken at once, without permitting any discussion of the 
merits of the pending measure. 

If the “previous question” is ordered, there can be no further debate, and, 
what is commonly of quite as much importance, there can be no further 
amendment. The measure must be adopted or rejected as it is; so that mem- 
bers are put in the awkward position of being compelled to vote against a 
measure containing things which they approve or for a measure containin, 
some things which they dislike, without a chance to perfect it or to reco 
their opinion on particular parts or clauses. Measures are passed or defeated 
without giving opportunity to the members of the body either to instruct their 
associates by discussion or to perfect the measure by suggesting amendments, 

There are also in other legislativo bodies limitations on the time of debate, 
either by general rules or by special orders passed by the majority in particu- 
lar cases, But inthe Senate there can be no limit upon debate except by unan- 
imous consent. 

In this assembly speech is absolutely unfettered. [Every measure can be dis- 
cussed fully without restraint and amended without limit; Thisis of immense 
importance not only to the perfection of legislation, but also to the dignity of 
the Senato, and, in my opinion, to civil liberty itself. 

I repeat the last sentence because it is worthy of carnest emphasis. 

Mr. President, unfettered debate and unlimited amendment being of 
‘immense importance,” incalculable importance, ‘‘not only to the 
perfection of legislation, but also to the dignity of the Senate and to 
civil liberty itself,” I am sure that, whatever other Senators may do, 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts will never give his approval 
or support to any rule that fetters debate or limits the right of amend- 
ment, to any rule which jeopardizes the dignity of the Senate and 
civil liberty. 

Nor will he consent to any rule which compels Senators ‘‘to vote 
against a measure containing things which they approve or for a meas- 
ure containing some things which they dislike, without a chance to 
perfect it or to record their opinions on particular parts or clauses,” 

In the article referred to, the honorable Senator also says: 


An attempt was made by Mr. Clay, during the Presidency of John Tyler, to 
introduce the hour ruleand the “ previous question" into the Senate, The Dem- 
ocratic minority threatened forcible resistance. Some of Mr. Clay's political 
friends flinched from his support, and the plan was given up. 

It will be readily seen how great conservative force is exerted by a body so 
constituted, in which discussion and amendments are unrestrained, even in 
the matter of ordinary legislation; but the Lfouse ‘of Representatives has vol- 
nutarily placed itself at a disadvantage through a provisos of the Constitution 
which was intended to secure for it a special dignity and privilege. 


Mr. President, the disadvantage here referred to by the honorable 
Senator is found in the rule and practice of the House of Representa- 
tives to limit both dehate and amendment by the previous question, 
such rule as is here proposed for the Senate. 

In speaking of the constitutional provision which requires all bills 
for raising revenue to originate in the House and the claim of the 
nied of the right to originate all the great appropriation bills, he 
said: 

I have not space here to explain what Ihave fully explained elsewhere, how 
this provision, coupled with the “previous question” in the House, gives the 
power of fullest discussion and amendment of thoss bills in the Senate, while 


as they are finally shaped the House common! them not only without 
discussion and amendment, but even in ignorance of what they contain, 


Mr. President, can there be found a more conclusive reason against 
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limiting the right of debateand amendment in the Senate than is found 
in this suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

While one House of tho legislative department is so fettered by its 
rules as to prevent full debate and amendment to great and important 
measures, is it wise or safe to the country to gag the other House so 
as to render it impossible to freely and fully debate and suggestamend- 
ments to important legislative propositions in the other ? 

As “the House commonly passes them not only without discussion 
and amendment, but in ignorance of what they contain,’? I am sure 
the Senator from Massachusetts will never consent to put the Senate 
in the same unenviable attitude, 

In this able and admirable article the Senator, referring to the ra- 
pidity with which governmental policies may be changed insome other 
countries, says: 

But in the United States the process of ek isslow andis meant tobe slow. 
To any new law there must go the assent of the President, whose term of office 
is four years, and of the Senate, where the votes of Delaware, Rhode Island, and 
Nevada equal those of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. Indeed, it may 
well be expected that instances will happen where the majority of the House 
will bo of one political opinion for. ppenerstion and the majority of the Senate 
ofanother. That has been the case during twelve of the last fourteen years, 

If atiy citizen be disposed to be impatient under this restraint upon the sill 
of the majority, let him remember that it was in this way that our fathers laid 
the foundation of their Government below the frost, 

They meant that it should declare the will of the people, but the will so de- 
clared was to be mature, deliberate, well considered, its sober second thought. 
They were building for centuries, not for hours. They were presoribing the 
laws of health and growth fora might national life, compared with whose du- 
ration years, terms of Presidential o 
pulsationof an artery. 

Mr. President, I defy the ingenuity of the human brain to answer 
the logic of these suggestions of the Senator from Massachusetts or 
snecessfully combat them. 

Sudden and frequent changes in the policy of the Government are 
hurtful to all the great interest of the country and rat and imper- 
fectly considered legislation is dangerous to the rights of the States and 
the people. 

Legislation in a Government like ours should reflect none other than 
tthe mature, deliberate, and well-considered will of the people, their 
sober second thought.’’ 

Absolute freedom of debate, with the right of unlimited amendment, 
may be and doubtless is sometimes abused; but there are none of the 
privileges enjoyed by humanity that are not subject to abuse. 

As legislators we can better afford to submit to any amount of abuse 
of the right of free speech and amendment thanto the passage of meas- 
ures without full, mature, and deliberate consideration. 

The greatest evil that can possibly result from the abuse of the right 
of unlimited debate and amendment is the postponement of a meas- 
ure to another Congress; but if such measure is demanded by paoue 
interest and a matured public sentiment, the people may be confidently 
relied upon to send men to Congress who will enact it into law. 

It is better, much better, that we make haste slowly than to dis- 
pose of ma questions promptly, but without the fullest, most ma- 
ture, and deliberate consideration. 

Even if it is admitted that the pending measure is wise, just, nnd 
necessary to the proper administration of the Government and well- 
being of the country, what justification can De found for thus unduly 
pressing its consideration upon this short session of the Senate (limited, 
asitis by the Constitution, to the 4th of March) to the exclusion of the 
great appropriation bills, which should be carefully considered and 
which must be passed, and many other measures important in them- 
selves and important that they be acted upen at the present session. 

Every Senator knows that if the pending measure should become a 
law to-morrow it would have nothing to operate upon until November, 
1892, as no Representatives to Congress are to be elected until that 
time, and under the Constitution the Fifty-second Congress must meet 
on the first Monday in December, 1891, and will have eleven months 
in which to pass any and all laws necessary to regulate that and sub- 
sequent elections, if any shall be deemed necessary. 

I can find no reason for the persistent earnestness with which this 
measure is pressed at this session unless it be the resolve of the Re- 
publican majority to give prompt and unmistakable evidence of the 
truth of the declaration of a prominent and leading Republican re- 
cently publicly made: 

That hereafter the Republicans intend to do their own voting, their own 
counting, and their own certifying. 

Mr, President, if there was no object in view other than an assumed 
necessity for this legislation, if there were no partisan objects and 
purposes to be accomplished by it, there is not, in my opinion, a Sena- 
tor upon this floor who would not agree with me in the declaration that 
it can wait. The first session of the Fifty-second Congress will have 
abundant time to perfect and pass all necessary legislation on this 
question before the next election. 

But, as a matter of cold fact, we all know that the earnestness with 
which this bill was pressed during the last session of Congress made ita 
distinct and prominent issue in the election of November, 1890, and we 
all know that if, in connection with other issues, led the Republican 
party to the most disastrous defeat ever experienced’ by any one of the 
great political parties of the country in either modern or ancient times. 


co, genorations of men, are but as the 


_ Yet, in the face of that almost unanimous verdict of the people and 
in open defiance of emphatically pronounced popular will, from the 
first day of the present session its consideration been pressed to 
the exclusion of all other business, however important, except when 
eight Republican Senators voted with all the Democratic Senators (on 
Monday, the 5th of January) to consider the financial measure reported 
from the Committee on Finance with the hope of giving some measure 
of relief to the business interests of the country and averting, if pos- 
sible, a threatened and probable financial panic, which, if it occurs, 
must carry bankruptcy and ruin to a large proportion of our most enter- 
prising citizens. 

Ten days were devoted to the consideration of that measure, but on 
the 15th day of the present month this pet measure of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is thrust upon us again, and for two days and two nights 
we sat here without recess or adjournment, and all other legislative 
days since the 15th, debating its provisions and endeavoring to perfect 
it and make it less objectionable by amendments, and now weare con- 
fronted by this new rule, which proposes to seal the lips and silence the 
voice of the representatives of sovereign States upon a question which 
proposes to degrade the States of the Union below the level of a self- 
governing people, and which degrades the Senate below the dignity 
and respectability of a deliberative bedy. 

I sincerely trust that neither party prejudice nor party zeal will ever 
accomplish such result in this land of self-governing freemen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr."President—— 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Does theSenatorfrom Tennessee yield? ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator is through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not yielded the floor, 
as the Chair understands, 

Mr. ALDRICH. T understood he had concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield the floor? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I understand the contention of 
the Senator from Tennessee it is that the resolution now before the 
Senate by a vote of the Senate for consideration can be objected to by 
him on the ground that the notice which I gaven submitting it, or 
on making the motion, was defectiveorinsufiicient. Now, in addition 
to the reason given by the Vice President in overruling the point of 
order, there are two other reasons which to id mind are absolutely 
conclusive as to the correctness of the decision of the permanent presid- 
ing officer of the Senate. 

‘The rule which the Senator from Tennesseo cites as the basis of his 
claim is Rule XL, which reads as follows: 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, seed on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
ores proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose 

It will be noticed that this rule only applies to motions made to sus- 
pend, modify, or amend therules. Now, I suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee that the notice upon which I rely, so far as I do rely upon 
notice, for making this resolution in order was made on the 28th day of 
December, and on the 29th of December I moved in the open Senate, 
in accordance with previous notice, the resolution which is now pend- 
ing, and if any point of order conld be made at any time as to the 
sufficiency of the notice to make the motion, that was the time, and 
the only time, at which the point could be raised; but the motion was 
made without objection. 

Mr. GRAY. When was that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the 29th day of December, 

Mr. GRAY. When the rule was introduced? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When I made a motion for the amendment of the 
rules, the day after the notice was given, or two days after the notice 
was given. Iam notsure about that. I think it was one day, the 
motion having been made without ohjection. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what that 
motion was on the 29th? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to establish a certain rule as provided 
by the resolution. I introduced the resolution, which of course was 
making the motion. Itwasa motion to adda now rule, ineffect. The 
motion having been made without objection, I repeat, and haying been 
before the Senate from the 29th of December until the 20th of January 
without objection, and on the 20th of January having been taken up 
by the Senate by a vote for consideration, and having again on this gay 
been taken up for consideration, it is too late to raise the point whic 
could only haye been made upon the presentation of the motion itself. 
If this were not so, the point could be raised at any time upon any 
question that has been before the Senate for consideration by the direct 
vote of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 

ield? 

z Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator say the introduction of the resolu- 
tion was the making of the motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably it was, by every principle of par- 
liamentary law. 
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Mr. GRAY. When that was introduced no action of the Senate was 
asked; on the contrary, it was expressly understood by the proponent 
of the resolution that the matter was to go over, and the atténtion of 
the Senate was not drawn to the phraseology, the framework. or the 
structure of that noticeinany respect. Does not the Senator therefore 
think that the time when action is proposed by the Senateis the proper 
time to raise the question of order as to the competency of the notice ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not when the rule provides that objection must be 
made when the motion is made. The rule runs against the motion and 
not against the question of consideration. It can be made at no other 
time except when the motion is made. The notice was given publicly, 
It included the resolution itself in the precise’terms that it was after- 
wards offered. It was a notice to the Senate as to the form of the 
notice and as to the form of the resolution, and the whole question was 
submitted to the Senate as early as the 28th of December. If there 
was any objection to the form of the notice, the Senators on the other 
side had ample time to investigate that question before the motion was 
made, I repeat, the rule runs against the motion, and not against the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless I misunderstand the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and—and that is possible—he says the point of order should have been 
made instantly upon the making of the motion, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Exactiy. 

Mr. GRAY. In December? z 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That isthe very object—— 

Mr.GRAY. Itwasabsolutely impossible to make that point of order 
without the opportunity to examine the framework and structure of 
the proposed rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator had the opportunity afforded by 
the notice, which was submitted to the Senate in accordance with the 
rule, It is the object of the rule that twenty-four hours’ notice shall 
be given that time may be afforded to investigate that question, to find 
outwhether the rule proposed modifies any other rule or is for any other 
purpose, and to ascertain the sufficiency and adequacy of the notice. 

. Mr. FRYE. And it remains on the table an entire day before it is 
taken to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. -Of course itremains on the table and has remained 
on the table from that time to this. So that, I submit, if any point 
of order at all can be made in this case, which I think I shall be able 
to show hereafter can not be made, it must have been made at the time 
the motion was made—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will pardon me, as I do not wish to take 
the floor after he is through, I should like to understand this matter, 
if he will allow me, in the way of an interlocutory debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The notice was given and the motion was made, but 
was not acted upon or proposed to be acted upon by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, as I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a different question. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not the very reason and the sense of the rule which 
the Senator is now discussing that at any time before serious consid- 
eration of the rule is proposed by the Senator, a point of order which 
goes to the regularity of the proposition is fundamental in its nature 
and es to be in order under the very rule the Senater in now 
quoting. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Obviously not, for otherwise the rule would have 
said that no motion shall be considered by the Senate except under 
certain conditions, which it does not say. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island te the first two lines of Rule XX, which read: 


A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings, except 
mene the Senate is dividing. S zi Dine 


Mr. ALDRICH. That isa different question entirely. 

Mr. HARRIS. “A question of order may be raised at any stage of 
the proceedings,” 

Mr. ALDRICH, Ido not deny that, in the parliamentary sense, 
the Senator may submit his question of order to the Senate at any 
time. That is undoubtedly true, but, having been submitted, it be- 
comes the duty of the presiding officer to rule that it is incompetent 
as an objection against this action, to overrule, in other words, the ques- 
tion of order, as the Vice President has done. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator point me to the rule he has just 
quoted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Rule XU is the rule in question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me. I came into the Sen- 
ute Chamber just as the colloquy between the Senator from Rhode 
Island and the Senator from Delaware began, and perhaps did not hear 
exactly what the Senator from Rhode Island had said. Do I under- 
stand the Senator from Rhode Island to insist that the point of order 
should have been made upon the notice itself? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, when the motion was made, upon the motion 
as provided by the rule, 

Mr. GRAY. That rule I ask the Senator to refer me to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Rule XL. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I mean the rule that refers 
to the time when the point of order should be made, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I do not say there is any rule of that kind. I 
am taking my position upon general parliamentary law. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that no point of order could possibly be made against 
the resolution until it was before the Senate in some form for action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. | It was before the Senate for that purpose, for the 
purpose of examination and ascertainment, on the 28th of December. 
The motion was made on the 29th of December. ` 

Mr. CARLISLE. To take up the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I beg the Senator’s pardon. The motion was 
made in accordance with notice,and the Senate on the 20th of January 
proceeded by a vote to take it up. 

Now, my contention is that the point of order, if good at all—and I 
think I shall show hereafter that it is not—if it was pertinentat all, 
mnst have been made when the motion was made; but in any event 
that the action of the Senate by a vote in taking up this motion for 
consideration was such that the point of order fell with it, if any had 
existed prior to that time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. AsI understand it, the question the Senator is 
now discussing is not a question as to whether the point of order was 
well taken if it had been taken in time, but the Senator insists that it 
was not taken at the proper time. The suggestion that I make to him 
is that when he first made his motion, as he expresses it, but I would 
say when he first introduced his resolution—because that is what it is— 
it was not before the Senate for consideration in any form whatever and 
could not be until the Senate had voted to take it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yon mightas well say that a pointof order should 
be made against a bill or joint resolution when a Senator rises in his 
place and introduces it, as to say it should be made here when a Sena- 
tor introduces his resolution. It can not be done until the resolution 
is up for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that, under the 
rule requiring that no bill shall be introduced until certhin conditions 
shall have been complied with, a bill having been introduced by gen- 
eral consent, without objection, and having been taken up by a vote of 
the Senate without objection, he could then raise the point of order 
that the conditions of introducing the bill had not been complied with? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not the point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is precisely analogous to this. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Thatis not the point. The Senator had a right 
to introduce his resolution to amend the rules which he specifies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon; I had no right to make 
that motion except by giving previous notice, as Ldid. ` 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Senator gave the notice, and the Senator 
had a right to introduce some resolution, therefore, in accordance with 
that notice, and he afterwards introduced his resolution. The Senate 
could not stop to determine whether that resolution was in accordance 
with the notice or not until the resolution was taken up. Itis not a 
case where a Senator had noright to introducea bill until he had given 
notice. The Senator had given notice to the Senate and had advised 
theSenate what it was that he proposed to do with regard to the amend- 
ment and modification of its rules. That gave him a right to bring in 
the resolution to modify those rules; and when he bronght it up, if it 
did not conform to thenotice he had given, it was subject to a point of 
order whenever the Senate reached it for consideration, and not before. 
That is the point I make, 

“Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator probably did not hear my original 
statement. Perhaps I had better restate the grounds upon which I 
base it. 

The rule provides, and provides only, that no motion shall be made 
to amend the rules, ete., except upon previous notice. The objec- 
tion runs under the rule solely against the motion to amend, and not 
against the question of consideration by the Senate itself. ‘The notice 
haying been given, the motion haying been made in accordance with 
the notice, and the Senate having voted to proceed to the consideration 
of this resolution on two separate occasions without objection, that ac- 
tion of the Senate, taken by unanimous consent, constituted a waiver 
on the part of everybody as to any point of order which might have ex- 
isted, ifany, at any time. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is the very point in controversy. My con- 
tention is that a Senator could not waive that, for he had no oppor- 
tunity to waive it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis a question of regularity, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER] very well suggests to me, and it must 
have been made, and could only have been made when the motion was 
offered, and that is the object of the notice. 

Mr. GRAY. Which motion is the motion to consider? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; the motiontoamend. This rule does not 
apply to motions to consider at all. It has no reference to motions to 
consider. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The rule does not, but the point of order is applica- 
ble to that. 

- Mr. ALDRICH. I beg theSenator’s pardon. He can not raise the 
point of order except upon this rule, which provides that no motior 
shall be made. It is not a question of consideration. 
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The next point is—— j 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me before he passés from 
that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The rules provide that, after we have gone through 
with the preliminary condition of giving notice and the resolution 
has gone to the Calendar, it can not be considered by this body until 
itis reached on the call of the Calendar or until some Senator has 
moved to proceed to the consideration of it and the Senate has taken it 
up. When that motion is made no debate and no suggestion of any 
kind whatever is in order under the rules—— 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator begs the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The only time when it was in order, I submit to 
the Senator from Maryland, under the rules, was at that precise mo- 


ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why, Mr. President, you can not submit a point of 
order or make an inquiry as to the propriety of a matter untilit is be- 
fore the body. TheSenator from Rhode Island can not cite an instance 
in the history of the Senate wheresucha point has been made or where 
advantage has been taken of sucha technicality, even if it could be de- 
scribed by that name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not rely entirely upon the point I have al- 
ready stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould judge not, and I should like to see the 
Senator, who is chairman of the Committee on Rules of this body, cite 
to the Senate a single instance in the history of legislation where it has 
ever been held that a point of order could be made upon a bill, a reso- 
lution, or a motion, until it had come before the body for consideration. 
By common sense, as well by the strict letter of the law, I as aSenator 
have no right, no power, no opportunity, to raise any question what- 
ever about it until that time. ‘Therefore, if that be true, the Senator 
from Tennessee raised the question of order at the first moment that it 
was possible-for any Senator to raise it. I will agree to surrender the 
whole point in the case if the Senator can instance a single case to the 
contrary in the history of any legislative body controlled by English- 
speaking people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maryland misapprchends my 
position about the matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And he certainly misapprehends the character of 
the rule itself. We have anotherrule which provides that all bills shall 
be read, unless otherwise ordered by unanimous consent, three times 
on three separate days. It is customary every day for bills to be passed 
toa second reading by unanimous consent and be referred to commit- 
tees. Now, does the Senator mean to say that, when a bill has been 
referred toa committee, reported back by that committee, and placed 
upon the Calendar, and a motion made and adopted to proceed to 
the consideration of that bill, it is competent for a Senator to object 
to the consideration of the bill on the ground thatit had not been read 
twice upon two separate days? : 

Mr. GORMAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is another analogous case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Letusseerightthere. Wecando anything in this 
body by unanimous consent, it makes no difference what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Thatis what we have done in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. We apparently can not do much without. unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin ought not to make 
that suggestion. TheSenator has succeeded very often. Wecan do any- 
thing by unanimous consent. In the case referred to, the bill had 
practically been read by the order of the Senate; but I say to the Sen- 
ator from-Rhode Island that he can not amend one of these bills, he 
can not make the point that the bill is not in conformity with the rules 
of legislation, or anything in connection with it, until it comes up by 
the order of the Chair or is called from the Calendar on the motion of 
a Senator. 
_  Ifitis done upon the motion of a Senator, then a point of order or de- 

bate to show that it ought not to be taken up can not be had under 
the rules. So that the time a point of order can be raised is when the 
Senate by a yote has determined that the subject is before the body. 
At that moment the Senator from Tennessee did it, and that was the 
only moment possible for him to do it. I repeat, the chairman of the 
Committee on Inles, who ought to have a great responsibility in this 
matter, before yiolating what has been the usage of the Senate from 
time immemorial, ought to produce one case at least where it has been 
held that a point of order was not made in time, it being, as we con- 
ceive, the only time that it could be made, when the subject-matter 
was before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will submit, in answer to that suggestion, that 
there probably never has been a precedent of this kind in the history 
of the Senate. I can not imagine astate of affairs, except onelike this, 
where every conceivable question of order is being raised obviously for 
the purpose of delay, when such a question ever could havearisen in the 
history of the Senate, and I presume the question never has been be- 
fore the Senate in any form before. 
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Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me one other suggestion, I 
will promise not to interrupt him again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has said that there bas been no precedent 
for a ruling of the kind which he is now debating. So much the more 
important that the precedent now to be made shonld be made care- 
fully and with due consideration, and it is only because I am impressed 
with that duty that I presume to trouble the Senator now by inter- 
tupting him. 

The rule reads, in substance, that no such motion as has been made by 
the Senator, or attempted to be made, to suspend, modify, or change the 
rules, shall be in order—clear, emphatic, and express negative words— 
and it does not require a point of order to establish the infirmity or 
the absolute nullity of any motion to change a rule that does not com- 
ply with this fortieth rale under that language, so that no motion 
to change the rules shail be in order unless notice in writing is given. 

Now, suppose the Senator from Rhode Island had made a motion 
to change the rules when no notice at all had béen previonsly givenin 
writing, a case in which there was not the scratch of a pen to be pointed 
to as a notice in writing, does the Senator from Rhode Island for one 
moment contend that at any point of time down to an actual vote upon 
such a proposition this point could not be raised and the infirmity of 
oe monon or attempted motion, be called to the attention of the 
Senate 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest in that connection that ordina- 
rily when we are considering appropriation bills we go on and dis- 
cuss them awhile, and sometimes when we are about to take a vote on 
an amendment the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will 
say, “‘I interpose a point of order on the amendment,” notwithstand- 
ing it has been discussed a long time and theamendment is ruled out. 
That is the ordinary course in such cases. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will observe that the rule by its construc- 
tion and framework decides this whole question for the Senate. It 
says in so many words that such a motion, not founded upon a writ- 
ten notice, shall not be in order. So that it can not require any tech- 
nical raising of that point at any particular time in order to make it 
proper that the Chair should rule upon it. The Chair might of his 
own motion call the attention of the Senate to that fact and rule that 
such a motion was out of order, or any Senator who discovered it would 
have laid upon him the duty to call the attention of the Chair at any 
time to that fact. It isan infirmity that would be inherent in that 
motion and which does not require a surgical operation in order to ex- 
tractit or bring it to view. Itisa motion that has no right and ne 
legal existence before the Senate under the express rule of the Senate, 
and therefore whenever it appears either to the Chair or upon the sug- 
gestion of a Senator to the Chair the point of order must ex necessitate 
be a proper thing to consider. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the effect of this rule and its lan- 
guage is that no motion can be made unless certain conditions have 
been complied with. Buta motion was made by unanimous consent 
without objection, thè resolution went upon the Calendar without ob- 
jection, it was moved in the Senate that the consideration of it be 
proceeded with without objection, and the Senate voted to consider it 
without objection, and it is now too late to raise the question that the . 
motion could not have been made on account of defective notice; ag 
it would be too late, if a motion or a bill were before the Senate, to 
raise an objection that it had not been read when it had been read 
actually by unanimous consent, a waiver of the rule by unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. Some rule is waived at every session of the Senate 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no unanimous consent in this case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] suggests to me, if there is anything in the point of order, if 
it had been made in time, the resolution would not have gone on the 
Calendarand the motion would not have been properly before the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY, Was unanimous consent asked to make the motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unanimous consent was not asked, but unanimous 
consent was given. ‘There was no objection, 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Then the Senator does not mean—I only want to know- 
his meaning—that technically this notice was given or this motion was 
made by unanimous consent, but only that there was no objection mado 
at the time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a different thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Delaware think that if this 
resolution had been taken up and had been under debate for a week ~ 
it would have been in order to make the point that requisite notice 
had not been given? : 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. Let me say tothe Senator from Wisconsin, 
suppose the Senate of the United States had been proceeding under a 
mistake, the mover of the resolution being under a mistake that he 
had filed a notice when he had not, and we had gone on to debate this 
proposal to amend the rules, and it had been discovered by the Secre- 
tary calling it to our attention, or the Senator from Wisconsin, for in- 
stance, that there had been no written notice under the rule; in such 
a case does the Senator suppose that under that rule which says that 
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no motion shall be in order to amend the rules without a written no- 
tice, it would not be his duty to call the attention of the Chair to it, 
and equally the duty of the Chair to pass upona question of that kind 
when so raised? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that unanimous consent may be granted 


upon a request or I think it may be taken as granted by the actionof | gin 


the Senate sub silentio. 

Mr. GRAY. But unanimous consent was never asked, and I take 
it—I never heard the question raised before—that what is called unan- 
imous consent, which is so potential in every parliamentary body, can 
never be taken to be given unless it is first asked and the Chair puts 
the question, ‘Is objection made ?’? and says he hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There is another aspect of the case upon the state- 
ment of which I think the Senator from Delaware will see the absurd- 
ity of his position. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator allow me?- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Excuso me a moment; I want to answer the point 
made by the Senator from Delaware. 

Suppose this point of order was a good one, what is the rule that has 
been violated and what would be the effect of sustaining the point of 
order raised? That the motion shall not prevail. Now, if the point 
of order is sustained -——— 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is the 
effect of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Tho rule says no such motion shall be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In other words, it shall not be made. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. It says such a motion shall not be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When made. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does that mean when made it shall be considered ? 

Mr. GRAY. It shall not be in order, 

Mr, SPOONER. Suppose the Senate waives that and enters upon 
the consideration of it? 

Mr. GRAY. Idonot know any language that is plainer than the 
language of the rule, that no such motion shall be in order, and noth- 
ing can be before the Senate unless it is in order. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will sus- 
pend. The Chair must insist that the maintenance of orderly debate 
and the rules of the Senate shall be observed, and Senators desiring to 
interrupt a Senator speaking shall address the Chair and receive the 
permission of the Senator who has the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whether I have the floor or not. 
Gentlemen all around me seem to be speaking. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield first to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. If it be true that the fact of the Senate haying 
voted to take this motion up for consideration makes if in order, then 
I do not see why that rule does not apply in the ordinary course to ap- 
propriation bills which we have here. When a Senatoroffers an amend- 
ment to such bills and no objection is made I have known discussion 
to go on for an houror two, and finally the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations says, ‘‘If this debate goes on I shall raise the point 
of order thatthe amendment isnot inorder.” I have known Senators, 
when their own amendments were ding, to sit down without un- 
deriaking to defend them for fear the point would be raised. I have 
known such a discussion to go on for an hour or more before the point 
would be raised and the amendment would be ruled out of order by 
the Chair. That is a common practice. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Excuse me a moment. I want to answer what 
the Senator from Nevada has said. 

Mr. STEWART. I have not got through. When a Senator moves 
to take up a resolution the rule is that the voteshall be taken withont 
debate. There can be no amendment to the motion totake up. It 
must be decided without debate. When it is taken up here, which is 
the very first time it can be reached, a Senator makes his point of or- 
der that it can not be considered because it is notinorder. Therenre 
many things that are out of order and that can not be considered. 

Suppose we had a bili which originated here raising revenue and it 
had been brought before the Senate and had been discussed. If any 
one discovered it wasa bill raising revenue, he would say: ‘* This is not 
in order; we have no power to originate a bill of this kind,” and 
the Senate would be compelled to rule it out of order, no matter at 
what time in the discussion that point was raised. You can not de- 
termine that until you have had the bill up for consideration. You 
can not name any time when this point could be made until the sub- 
ject is before the Senate. You can make motions out of order, but 
they can not be considered in the Senate when attention is called to 
the fact that they are ont of order. This is very plain. The reso- 
lution is brought before the Senate and when the Senate comes to in- 
vestigate it sees the proper notice has not been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say just a single word in answer to the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Nevada that the rule to which he 
refers in regard to amendments to appropriation bills can only be en- 


forced and applied when an amendment is reached, and at no other 
time, and that is that it is mot analogous to the case now in dispute, 
Mr. DAWES and Mr, KENNA addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from West Vir- 


ia? , 
Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. There isin the House of Representatives an express 
tule that no appropriation bill shall contain any matter of independent 
legislation or that shall change existing law, and yet from time im- 
memorial that rnle has been considered as waived mnless someone at 
the moment the bill is reported reserves all points of order pertaining 
toit. There never has been any departurefrom that for the last thirty 
years at least. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to ashort 
colloquy which occurred at the time he offered this particular propo- 
sition. It is very short, and it is better perhaps that I should read it: 


Mr. Atprici. In accordance with previous notice, I offer a resolution as 
an amendment to tho rules, 

The Vice Prestpentr. The resolution will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows, 

Then the proposition, which is now the subject of discussion, upon 
which the point of order is made, wasread, and atthe close of the read- 
ing— 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the convenience of Senators I ask thatthe resolution may 
be printed in bill form and go over. 

lio Vick PRESTDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask, before the rcsolution is passed over, if 

this is a substitute for the noticethat was given or is this the resolution ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. This is the resolution offered in accordance with the notice. 


Mr. COCKRELL. And in pursuance of the notice that was given the other day? 

Mr. Atprici. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CocKRELL. Now, Mr. President, Task if itis in order to make a motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not now, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not now, the resolution having gone over. Whenever the 
resolution comes up I take it it will be in order to make that motion, but the 
resolution is not now before the Senate. 

If that statement be correct, the resolution never was before the 
Senate. But the colloquy continues: 

Mr. COCKRELL: How was it taken from the Senatet 

Mr. ALDRICH. By my having asked that it go over under the rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. the request of the Senator take it over without any ac- 
tion of the body? 

Mr. Auprici. Unquestionably, under the rule. 

Mr. Frye. It is the same as an objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator consider that he offered the resolution and 
then objected to it so as to make it go over? 

Mr, Atpricn. Yes, sir; that is the practical effect of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right, Mr. President. 

The practical effect of the proposition of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and is that he may stand in his place and offer this proposition to 
amend the rules, and, while so occupying his place and in possession 
of the floor, by the entering of an objection which carries the proposi- 
tion over, cut offany point of order from being made against it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not see how the Senator can arrive at that 
conclusion. 

Mr. KENNA. I donot see how any other conclusion can be arrived 
at on the statements I have read from the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only question after the motion was made was 
upon the question of consideration—whether it should be considered 
at once or whether consideration should be postponed until a sub- 
sequent day, and the effect of my action at that time was simply to 
postpone the consideration. If the pointof order was agood one, which 
I say it was not, the resolution could never have been introduced, 
could never have gone over, and would never have gone upon the Cal- 
endar, and the point would have been sound if the objection was vital. 

But I will now go on with the next reason why I think the decision 
of the Chair should be sustained by the Senate. The provision of the 
rule simply requires a Senator to usehis own best judgment in stating 
the effect of a proposed amendment, and the differentrnles and parts of 
rules which are modified by its provisions. Now, to say that, becauso 
a Senator who gives the notice believes that the proposition would 
affect certain rules and because some other Senator believes that it af- 
fects certain other rules, the notice is defective, it seems to me, is put- 
ting a very erroneous construction upon the rule itself. Forinstance, 
the resolution which is now before the Senate has a number of pend- 
ing amendments offered by the Senatorfrom Texas [ Mr. RraGANn]and 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAs], which would change 
completely the character of the amendment itself, 

Does the Senator mean to say that those amendments can not bo 
acted upon because they might affect some rule which was not in- 
cluded in the original notice? Does the Senator mean to say, because 
he believes that this proposition will affect the firstrule of the Senate, 
or the tenth rule of the Senate, which may be a question of constrne- 
tion to be decided at some time in the future by the Senate itself, I am 
to be bound by his construction at this time after the resolution is be- 
fore the Senate for action? In giving that notice I tried in good faith 
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to state what the rule required, the purpose of the resolution, which 
was stated by the terms of the resolution itself, and which, of course, 
is the very best evidence of its purpose and intent. I was notobliged 
to do that, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] says. Un- 
questionably Iwas not. But Istated, as far as I could, the rules and 
parts of rules specifically, under the rule, which I thought were to be 
modified by its provisions. 

Now, the Senator from Tennessee cómes in and says he thinks that 
anotherruleis modified; or some other Senator, after this point of order 
is disposed of, might get up and say he thought some other rule was 
modified or changed in some obseure respect by the provisions in this 
proposed amendment. As the Senator from Wisconsin very well sug- 
gests, some other Senator, the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], for 
instance, might suggest that the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] 
was not correct in his construction of the amendment. ‘The only pur- 
pose of that rule was to prevent surprises in the nature of amendments 
to the rules, and it requires that a Senator suggesting an amendment 
shall give notice of its purpose and state the rule or the rules which he 
believed would be modified, or that it is his intention to modify, by the 
provisions of the amendment, and he is bound to state also his under- 
standing of the‘purpose of the rule. When thatis done the fall re- 
quirement of the rule is complied with; but itis perfectly competent 
for theSenate to amend that rule in any direction so thatit shall modify 
not only the rules named by me, but any other rules of the Senate. 

The Senator from Tennessee certainly can not claim that, if his own 
contention is correct, the notice is notadequate as to the modifications 
and suspensions of the rules which are named. Where is he to draw 
the line? There has been by this notice a substantial and honest at- 
tempt made to comply with the requirements of the rule, and I sub- 
mit that they have been fully complied with. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to ask 
him if he asserts that he has given any notice to the Senate of his in- 
tention to suspend, modify, or amend Rule V, Rule VI,.or Rule XX? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not claim that I have, and I do not admit that 
it is necessary that I should. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 
he had given such notice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then does not the Senator admit that, before he can 
amend any one of the rules of the Senate or propose to amend them, 
he must under Rule XL give one day’s notice of such intention and 
specify the rules or parts of rules which he proposes to amend, modify, 
or suspend? 

Mr ALDRICH. Not by any means. ItiscompetentthatI shonld, 
thisresolution being before the Senate, move to strike out, if you please, 
the first rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator consent to read Rule XI as a part 
of his answer to my question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked the Senator if he did notadmit that, before 
. he could, under the rules of this body, propose to modify any standing 
rule of the body, he was bound to give one day’s written notice of that 
intention, specifying the rule or part of rule that he proposed to amend, 
modify, or suspend. Then I asked him if he would consent to read 
Rule XL as a part of his answer to that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated to the Senator from Tennessee, what I now 
repeat, that a proposition to amend the rules, which the Senator from 
Tennessee must admit is to that extent a notice given to the Senate, 
can be amended by the Senate itself, upon themotion of any Senatorto 
nmend any orall the other standing rules ofthe Senate, without notice, 
and when this question is here before the Senate and the Senate has 
jurisdiction of the subject it is within the competence of the Senate, 
notwithstanding the nature of the notice which has been given, sup- 
posing the resolution to be here properly, by its own act to change any 
orallofitsrules, Isubmit that thenotice given by me was competent, 
was adequate, and sufficiently expressive of the purpose of the resolu- 
tion and of the different rules that were intended to be amended by it 
as provided by Rule XL. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question, 
if it will not disturb him? I understand that we are interrupting him 
a good deal, but I do not propose to take the floor when he sits down, 
and therefore I ask the privilege of interrupting him now. I willask 
him—for he is better acquainted with the rules than I am—whether 
it is not the case under Rule V of the Senate that, if any member shall 
call the attention of the presiding officer or suggest to the presiding 
officer the absence of a quorum, it is thereby made the duty of the 
presiding oficer to direct the Secretary to call the roll. Is not that 
clause apart of Rule V? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Then TI ask the Senator whether in his resolution there 
is not the following: 


Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no procoeding in respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until it shall haye appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays thata quorum is not present and voting. 


I ask whether that provision does not modify or change the rule to 
which I have just referred. 


I ask the Senator if he contends that 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am suggesting to the Senator, if I havo made my- 
self understood, and I am not sure that I have, that whatever might be 
held by me or any other Senator to be the ultimate effect of. the reso- 
lution, it was not necessary that I should set forth in the notice every 
conceivable effect which it might have, by implication or otherwise. If 
that were so, then, of course, each Senator might have an idea of his 
own as to whether—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator what his idea is as to the effect of 
that language on Rule V, whether or not it changes or modifies it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My present impression has nothing to do with the 
purpose which I had in view. 

Mr. GRAY. Would the Senator object to saying what his present 
impression is as to the effect of that language on Rule V? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwouldanswer that by stating my next point, which 
I think will give the Senator a sufficient answer upon that branch of 
his inquiry. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course the Senator can answer in his own way. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President — 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, I have not been present at all of the 
discussion, and the suggestion lam abouttomake may have been made 
by some other Senator, but I desire to say that I do not myself believe 
thet Rule XL applies to anew rule which by implication modifies some 
previous rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave not reached that point, 
that up next. s 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest that the modification or change which is 
contemplated by Rule XL, where itis provided that notice shall be 
given, does not apply to the adoption ofa new rule which by implica- 
tion modifies a previously existing rule, unless it proposes to change 
the language of that rule. _Itis analogous to the constitution of aState 
which provides that no actshall beamended by mere reference to title, 
ban that every act amended, or the section amended, shall be set forth 
at large. 

It has always been held, so far as I know, that that does not apply 
to an independent act which modifies an existing act of legislation 
by implication, but only relates to the amendment of an act or a sec- 
tion of an act by striking out words or inserting words, so that it may 
not be necessary to look through a’ whole volume of statutes to com- 
pare the amendment with the text of previous statutes in order to de- 
termine what amendment has been made. In other words, that amend- 
ments by implication are not included in the prohibition. Certainly 
this is an analogous case, and it can not be contemplated that, where 
a new rule is adopted, which may by implication affect others without 
changing the language, any notice in regard to that is required at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Oregon for 
his very valuable statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. Otherwise, as suggested by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER], it would be necessary that a Senator giving 
notice should be infallible. He must determine as a matter of law in 
advance and mention every rule which would be in any way affected 
by a proposed change, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President —— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to see if I understand ths 
contention of the Senator from Oregon ? for I am not sure that I do. 
Does he contend that underthe rule of the Senate which says that ‘‘no 
motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule or any part thereof 
shall be in order except on one day’s notice in writing,’’ and so on, 
he may nevertheless propose a new rule of the Senate which shall be 
directly contrary to existing rules and in effect abrogate them without 
giving any notice whatever? Is that the extent of his contention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, in the next point I 
shall make I will state my views on that subject. 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the contention of the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The contention of the Senator from Oregon is simply 
that Rule XL does not apply to the adoption of a new rule which by 
implication modifies a previous rule, unless it is proposed to change 
the language of the existing rule. 

Mr. GRAY. _ His contention is not, then, as I understood it, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask my friend from Rhode Island if he will 
allow me to make a suggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. j 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido notexactly understand how the question of 
unanimous consent enters into the consideration of the question under 
the appeal now before the Senate. Iunderstand the ruling of the Chair 
to be, not that the point of order was made too late, but that the point 
of orderitself, assuming thatit was made in time, was not a good point, 
and was for that reason overruled. Therefore the only question before 
the Senate is not as to whether the point of order was made in time, 
but whether, assuming it was made in time, it was a good point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating to the Senateas well as I can, in my 
feeble way, the reasons why the Chairshould be sustained. Iam not 
confining my position in sustaining the opinion of fhe Chair to the one 
point so well stated by the Vice President in overruling the point of 
order of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 


I propose to take 
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Now, I will say, thirdly, in regard to this matter, that my opinion 
with that ofthe Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dori], that no no- 
tice whatever was required in this case. The purpose of Rule XL, if 
it be read carefully, will be apparent. It seems to me that upon mo- 
tions to suspend the rule the purpose thereof should be stated in the 
notice given by the Senator; in other words, if aruleis to besuspended 
in regard to the consideration of a particular measure or bill notice 
must be given as to the particular matter. In case where certain rules 
were to be modified or amended by changes in the text of the rules 
themselves notice must be given of the rules to be modified oramended 
and as to the exact language and as to the manner in which they shall 
be modified or amended. 

Butin this case, a new rule is to be added to rulesof theSenate, which 
is only to be operative under certain conditions and in certain cases, 
not modifying or suspending or amending the general rules of the Sen- 
ate, but establishing a new ruleas to certain particular cases and under 
certain particular circumstances. An amendment of the rules of this 
kind does not require the notice provided for by Rule XL. Therefore 
my giving the notice in this case was a work of surplusage. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, I ask the Senator why did he specify any rules ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Simply outofabundantcaution, I knew the nature 
of the contest in which I was engaged; I understood the keenness, the 
ability, the ingenuity, and the technicality of the Senators. on the 
other side of the Chamber; and I knew that I should be met from 
the first day that this resolution was introduced until it was finally 
acted upon by the Senate by a storm of objections and points of order 
raised ky men who are veterans in the service, whose service extends 
through almost the entire history of the last half century, not only in 
this House but in the other, and I was anxious, so far as possible, that 
no loophole should be left, so far as my action was concerned, by which 
this question should be displaced. 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask him if his proposed rule does not modify the 
eleven rules which he enumerates in the resolution, and also Rule V, 
Rule VI, and Rule XX. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notas currentrules. It establishes an additional 
rule for the guidance of the Senate under certain conditions. As cur- 
rent rules every one of them remains intact. 

Mr. HARRIS. But is not there an absdlute conflict between those 
standing rules to which I have referred and the rule that the Senator 
proposes to adopt? $ 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no conflict whatever under all ordinary 
conditions. These rules all remain intact. : 

Mr. HARRIS, When yourrule is put in operation and the Senate 
is acting under it, does it not modify the eleyen rules that you have 
enumerated, and Rule V and Rule VI and Rule XX? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No, sir; not as applicable to the ordinary business 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me tomake 
one suggestion to him? Suppose we should introduce a rule for the 
government of the Senate in joint convention with the House of Rep- 
resentatives for any other purpose, a condition of things to which the 
present and existing rulesof the Senatedonotapply; thereisno rule for 
thatspecialemergency; and suppose we need something. Now, itwould 
not be necessary, in providing, for instance, that no member should 
address the Chair or that the motions should be made as they were 
under the electoral-commission statute only when one member made 
it and another indorsed it—it would be necessary to go over all the or- 
dinary rules of the body and specify that this rule which is made for 
a particular occasion is intended to modify the general rules of the 
Senate. This new rule proposes to deal with a condition of things 
which could not exist under the old rules of the Senate, and they are 
making their own rules for that condition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have one other question I want to submit to the 
Senator, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts has stated my 
position better than I could do it myself. 

Mr. HOAR. That is impossible. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘There is one question in addition I wish to submit, 
and I think itis my last. I want to know if the Senator intends to 
adhere to his declaration of a few moments since. If his rnle does not 
modify the rules that I have specified, why is it that he puts into his 
own resolution this language? 

For tho foregoing stated purposes the following rules, namely, VII, VII, 


Mr. HOAR. Out of abundant caution. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave said that. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island does not need any 


gestion. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave already made the suggestion. 
Mr. HARRIS— 


alt VIH, IX, X, XII, XIX, XXII, XX VU, XXVIII, XXXV,and XL, are modi- 


The Senator thought when he introduced his resolution that he was 
modifying those rules or he would not have put that language in, and 
now, if I understand him, he thinks he does not modify any rule, 


su 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iput it in, as I have already stated to the Sen- 
ator, out of abundant caution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Superabundant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; superabundant caution, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire very well suggests, and toanswer just such hypercrit- 
ical objections as have been made by Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr, President, I think I can sum up my answer tothe point of order 
made by the Senator from Tennessee in three phrases: The point ot 
order comestoo late; thenotice is adequate, if notice was required; and, 
third, that no notice is required under the rules for this amendment. 
And now, Mr. President, as I have been very liberal in listening and in 
yielding to Senators, I move to lay the apyfeal on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Maryland —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair not recognize my motion? Imade 
a motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator. The 
question is on the motion made by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is that motion ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator state his motion again ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My motion is to lay the pending appeal on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the motion be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the appeal be laid on the table. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘That is, the pending appeal. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task that it may be reduced to writing, so as to 
haye no mistake about it. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 882) for the 
relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, deceased, having been pre- 
sented to the President on the 8th instant for his approval and not hay- 
ing been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it origi- 
nated within the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United 
States, had become a law without his approval. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 21st in- 
stant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 
Towa; 
An act (5. 507) to-provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

An act (S. 3417) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Haverhill, in the State of Massa- | 
chusetts; and - 

An act (S. 2405) to provide for the purchase of a site and the crec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Lewiston, in the State of Maine. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to return to 
that body the bill (S. 82S) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow 
and administratrix of William Perine, deceased. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message alsoannounced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the following enrolled billand joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 1384) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of Minnesota; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print the enlogieson Hon, Edward 
J.Gay. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending an appropriation to complete 
the public building at Leavenworth, Kans, ; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to offer 
a resolution for reference to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the additional sum of $150 is appropriated, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate, to pay for additional maps and prints to nc- 
company the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the maritime 
canal of Nicaragua, 

Mr. GORMAN. How does that resolution get in? 
Mr. MORGAN. T offered it. I usk its reference to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. * 
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Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. , 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented the following resolution of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts; which was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and 


laid on the table: 
CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1891. 


Resolutions relating to‘the passage of a general bankruptcy law by Congress, 


Whereas the laws of the several Stgtes and Territories relating to settlements 
by debtors with their creditors are conflicting in their provisions and often un- 
just to both debtor and creditor; 

Whereas the want of a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies tends to 
the curtailment of business through lack of confidence by business men, and 
beccynes a cause of financial stress entailing injury and loss; and 

Whereas under the Constitution of the United States the right to pass a gen- 
eral bankruptcy law is reserved to Congress: 

Beitresolved, That the Senators and Representatives from this Commonwealth 
in the Congress of the United States are hereby requested to use theirinfluence 
to obtain the sage at the present session of the bankruptcy bill now before 
Congress, entitled * Anactto establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States, N 

Kesolved, ‘That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to each of the Sena- 
torsand Representatives from this Commonwealth in the Congress of the United 
States. 


Adopted. 


Hovsr or REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1891. 


EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 
EDWARD A, MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Hon. E. R. Bumpus and 30 
other citizens of Terrell, Tex., and the petition of the Board of Trade 
of San Antonio, Tex., praying for the passage of the Torrey bank: 
ruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 4914) for the relief of A. M. Shan- 
non & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 
12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes: in which it requested the concurrence ol 
the Senate. 

SARAH E. E. PERINE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of the 
House of Representatives for the return of the bill (S. 828) for the re- 
lief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William 
Perine, deceased; and by unanimous consent the request was ordered 
to be complied with and the bill returned to the House of Representa- 
tives. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

ABSENT SENATORS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read, 

Mr. GORMAN. Reserving any point of order, the resolution may 
be offered. 3 : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read for informa- 
tion subject to objection. f 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to inquire and report to the Senate, at as early a day as practicable, 
whether clause 3 of Rule V of the rules of the Senate is such a compliance with 
the requirements of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution as to the manner 
in which the attendance of absentmembers may be compelled as to authorize 
less than a quorum of the Senate when in session to compel the attendance of 
absent members, and whether a direction by the Senate, less than a quorum be- 
ing present, to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to compel the attendance of 
absent members—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I object now to the reception of the 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
over. 

Mr. GORMAN. LTobject to the resolution being entertained at all; 
it is out of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to any further business and call for the 
regular order. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order! 

Mr. GORMAN. All right, I agree to that. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order—— 

Mr, BERRY. Didnot the Senator from Oregon introduce something 
just now by unanimous consent? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; he tried to do so. 


Objection is made; the resolution will go 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. ALDRICH. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will be read. 

‘The Secretary read, as follows: 


I move to lay on the table the appeal taken by the Senator from Tennessee 
pis HARRIS] from the decision of the Chairoyerruling the point of order raised 
y that Senator. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this motion the yeas and nays haye 
been ordered; and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 
if he were here. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quax]. Otherwise I should vote 
(E na ? 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 
I should vote ‘yea,’’ 


Mr. CASEY (when Mr, Prerce’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. aA is paired with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. ~ 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE'S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VOORHEES’S name was called). Iwish to 
state that my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is absent and is paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. If present, my col- 
league would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] recorded ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my vote. I anypaired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to my colleague [Mr. KENNA] and 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ Í 
Mr. ALLISON. On this question I am paired with the Senatorfrom 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yen.” 

Mr. PLUMB (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. A moment ago I voted, 
supposing the Senator from Missouri was in the Chamber, As he is 
not present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDCER] is paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. On the previous roll 
call it was my duty to make thesame announcement. . I supposed the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr] was in the Chamber, but 
afterwards found be was not. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 28; as follows: 


Is 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts, Manderson, Shoup, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Carey, Frye, Morrill Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hale, Paddock, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Power, 
Dixon, loar, Sanders, 
Dolph, McConnell, Sawyer, 

NAYS—2. 
Barbour, Eustis, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart, ` 
Berry George, Morgan, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasco, Turpie, 
Carlisle. Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, ugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—27. 
Allison, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Kenna, , Stanford, 
Brown, Dawes, Moody, Vest, 
Butler, Hearst, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
1, Hiscock, Pierce, Washburn, 

Cameron, Ingalls, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chairis sustained. 
The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, a great deal has been said in the 
way of intimation and insinuation that the transaction of the public 
business of the Senate has been unnecessarily delayed; that the busi- 
ness of the Senate has been impeded and its disposition delayed; that 
very little work has been done in the Senate; that this side of the 
Chamber is proving an obstruction to the proper disposition of the pub- 
lic business, When Ilook at the records and the facts, and see them 
as they are, I am really astonished at the forbearance and indulgence 
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shown by this side of the Chamber and the assistance which has been 
extended to the majority in order to enableit to dispose of its business 
in a regular and proper way. : 

Mr. President, you may search the annals of Congress for years and 
years past and you will fail to find one where so much public business 
was disposed of from the beginning to the end of the first session of a 
Congress as was disposed of from the beginning to the end of the first 
session of the present Congress, which adjourned on the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, 1890. 

Mr. President, look atthe Calendar. The point reached whenit was 
last under consideration was a bill reported December 17, 1890. All 
the bills which were reported prior to the Ist day of October, 1890, had 
been called for consideration, and either disposed of or they had re- 
ceived consideration until objection was made, and they were placed 
under Rule VIL or Rulo IX. Now, I challenge any Senator to show 
where at so early a stage the Senate had, in the consideration of the 
Calendar of private and public bills, reached and passed over, consid- 
ered and disposed of, all the bills as has been done at this session. 

Mr. President, there had been no accumulation of business in the 
Senate until the present bill was forced upon the consideration of the 
Senate to the exclusion of everything else, not only after the morning 
hour, but, in most instances, during the morning hour. Up to the 
11th day of December last the Senate had passed 1,112 bills, of which 
the Honse of Representatives had passed only 525, leaving 587 bills 

by the Senate awaiting considerationand action in the so-called 
deliberative branch of Congress, where deliberation has ceased. 

The number of House bills passed by the House of Representatives 
was 1,348, of which the Senate has disposed of 900, leaving only 448 
bills of the House of Representatives unacted upon by the Senate, and 
of these 8 have been reported to the Senate and indefinitely post- 
poned, leaving only 440 bills. The number of billsin the Senate acted 
upon by the committees, reported back to the Senate, and by the Sen- 
ate indefinitely postponed and disposed of was 536, besides concurrent 
resolutions and other resolutions and orders of various kinds. 

Now, I say that is a record which can not be excelled or equaled in 
any of the past Congresses; and that business was done by the aid and 
co-operation of the minority of this body and without any clôture rule, 
without any previous question, in pursuance of the t cardinal prin- 
ciples which thedistinguished Senator from Massachusetts has held up 
e Soe Sata elements which distinguish the Senateand makeit the 

y it 

Mr, HOAR (in his seat). The body it was, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, I believe I will accept the amend- 
ments ted in alow tone by the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and say that it was the Senate that was and not that Sen- 
ate that has been made by the efforts which havo very recently becn 
pressed upon the attention of the Senate, 

Dir. President, pene von said by my good friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr, ALDRICH] in the remarks he madealittle before 12 o’clock 
last night, that this side of the Chamber had only so‘many Senators 

t, forgetting to count the very small number on the opposite side, 
nsufficient to constitute a quorum or todo any business, intimating 
that we are absenting ourselves upon the roll-call, etc. I beg to say 
that such insinuation and innuendoes do not come very well from our 
ich Sepa friend from Rhode Island, nor the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Ihave in my hand a Journal of the Senate of the United States, of 
the first session, Forty-sixth Congress, 1879, and that shows some very 
remarkablo proceedings. Iwill notsay that they were dilatory; I will 
let them speak for themselves. Quite a large number of Senators then 
present are still members of this body. They may have forgotten the 
proceedings at that time, and by way of refreshing their memories I 
will call their attention to some of them. 

Mr. President, I have before me the Journal of the proceedings of 
the Senate of June 18, 1879, The question was upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the army appropriation bill: 

Ordered, That the amendments be engrossed and the bill read n third time. 


On the question, Shall the bill pass? 
It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 47, nays 4. 


The bill was about to be passed, when 


a motion by Mr. Carpenter, at6 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m., that the Senate 
adjourn, 
It was determinod in the negative—yoas 21, nays 30, 
$ s * à s $ . 
On motion by Mr, Conkling, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, $ 
The yeas were 4aud the nays were 30. 
* £ ` s 


a . s 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr, Chandler that the Senate pr 
ceed to the Donsidorslion of executive business, = 

The yeas were 4 and the nays were 29. 

‘The yeas and nays having been heretofore ordered, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs, Camcron of Pennsylvania, Davis of Illinois, Morrill, Voorhecs, 

Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs, Bayard, Bell, Call, Coke, Davis of West V. Eaton, Garland, 
Hampton, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, Jonas, Jones of Florida, 
Kernan, Lamar, MeDonald, Max Morgan, Pendieton, Randolph, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Slater, West, Walker, Wallace, Whyte, Withers. 

The number of Senators yoting not constituting a quorum, 


The President pro tempore directed the roll to be called; 

Pending which, 

On on by Mr. Carpenter, af 6 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m., thatthe Senate 
adjourn, 

twas determined in the negative—yeas 2, nays 23. 

On motion nf Mr. sna | 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 

‘Those who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs. Burnside, Davis of Illinois. 

Those who voted in the ni ve are: 

Messrs. Bayard, Call, Cameron of Penusylvania, Coke, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Eaton, Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Houston, Jonas, Jones of 
Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, Randolph, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vest, Walker, Wallace, Whyte, Withers. 

So the motion was not agreed to, 

The number of Senators yoting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro tempore directed the roll to be called; and 

Forty-nine Senators answered to their names, 

A quorum being present, and 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. Conkling that the Senate 
proceed: to the consideration of executive business, 

The yeas and nays having becn heretofore ordered, 

‘The yeas were l and the nays were 29. A 

- * . . HA » 


* 
On motion by Mr. Carpenter, at 7 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m., that theSen- 
ate adjourn 


It was determined in the negative—yens 0, nays 25. 
La + 


- i * . * 
On motion by Mr. Carpenter, at 7 o'olock and 50 minutes p. m., that the Sen- 
ateadjourn, 
It was determined in the negative —yoas 1, nays 21, 
No quorum. 


On motion by Mr. Whyte that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request 
the attendance of absent Senators, 
It was determined in the aflirmative—yeas 21, nays 0. 
. * . * > . * 
On motion by Mr. Carpenter (at 8o'clock and 10 minutes p. m,), that the Sen: 
ate adjourn, i 
It was determined in tho negative—yeas 14, nays 23. 
-> - . + 


- . 


* 
On perry by Mr. Conkling, that farther proceedings under tho call be dis- 
It was determined in the negative—yeas 4, nays 22. 
* r > * * 


On motion by Mr. Carpenter (at 8 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.), that the Sen- 
ate adjourn, 
It was determined in the nogative—yeas 3, nays 21, 


No quorum voting, and the motion was not agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. Conkling, 
Ordered, That further proceedings underthe order be dispensed with. 
eas motion by Mr. Carpenter, at 8 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m., that the Sen- 
ate adjourn, 
It was determined in the negative—yeas 18, nays 25, 
Onmotion by Mr. Conkling, 
‘The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present. 
A . . =- > * * 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
A quorum being present, and 
The question recurring on the motion of Mr, Conkling, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, 
The yeas were 4 and the nays were 26. 
* 


kd s 5 * * a 
The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
The Presiding Officer directed the roll to be ed, when 


Forty-two Senators answered to their names. 
On motion by Mr. ALLISON, at 9 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m., that the Senate 


ms Ap Heh 
t was determinod in tho negative—yeas 14, nays 26, 
The motion was not agreed to, 


Mr, Blaine raised a question of order that, Mr. Eaton not haying responded 
when his name was called, his vote was not properly recorded under tho seyen- 
teenth rule of the Senate, and in contravention of the rules of tho Senate, 
~ The ascii Oficer (Mr, Whyte in the chair) overruled the question of or- 

‘or, an > 

From the decision of the Chair Mr, Blaine appealed to the Senate, 

On motion by Mr. McDonald, that tho appeal lic on the table, 

The yeas were 27, the nays 0, 

* * > . « * . 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The Presiding Officer directed the roll to be called; and fifty-one Senators 
answered to their names. 

Then tors present constituting a quorum, and 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr, McDonald, to lay the appeal 
on the table, 

The yeas were 29, the nays 0, 

. * ` . * * * 
A quorum being present, 
Onmotion by Mr, pes Gn at 10 o'clock p, m., that the Senate adjourn, 
It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, nays 25, 
On motion by Mr, Blaine, 3 
The yeas and nays boing desired by one-fifth of the Senators prosent, 
* 


So the motion was not agroed to. 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The Presiding Officer directed the roll to be called; and 

Forty-four Senators answered to their names. 

Pibquesiivcreemping oe iin mollan af Me: MaDonald, to Tay ths appotol 

ie question recurring on the motion of Mr. MeDonald, Crs ro 

Mr. Blaine on the tablo, ¥ 

The yeas were 25, the nays 0. 

4 . 


The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
The Presiding ONicer directed the roll to be called; and 
Forty-one Senators answ o their names; and 
A Bo Seago recurring on the motion of Mr. McDonald, to lay the appeal on 
36 e, 
The yeas were 27 and the nays0. 
- * * 


* . * i 
The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
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On motion by Mr. Burnside, a$ 10 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m., that the Sen- 
ate adjourn, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 25. 

. + + - * * . 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The Presiding Officer directed the roll to be called; and 

Forty-one Senators answered to their names, 

A quorum being present, 

On motion by Mr, Allison that Mr. Whyte be excused from further attendance, 

On motion by Mr. Carpenter to amend the motion by adding thereto the 
words “and all other absent Senators,” 

Tho yeas were 3, and the nays were 26. 

On motion by Mr. Conkling, the yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of 
the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the afirmative are: 

Messrs. Kirkwood, Pendleton, Windom. 

Those who voted in the negative arc: 

Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Call, Cockrell, Davis of West Virginia, Eaton, Gar- 
land, Groome, Hampton, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, McDonald, Maxey, Morgan, Randolph, Slater, Vance, 
Vest, Walker, Withers, 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

On motion by Mr. Hereford, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request 
the attendance of absent Senators, 

Mr. Conkling raised a question of order that the motion was not in order, 

The Presiding ONicer overruled the question of order, and decided that the 
motion was in order; 

From which decision Mr. Conkling appealed to the Senate, 

On motion by Mr. Hereford, that the appeal lie on the table, 

The yeas were 25 and the nays 0. 


Here were a distinguished Senator from Iowa, another distiugnished 
Senator from New York, and another distinguished Senator then from 
Maine, now the distinguished Secretary of State, among others, who 
were present and participating in the proceedings; the distinguished 
Senator from Wieconsin, Mr. Carpenter, and Mr. Chandler partici- 
pating in the proceedings and yet not voting, sitting in their scats in 
the Senate Chamber, 


The number of Senators voting not constituting aquorum, the Presiding Of- 
ficer directed the roll to be called. 


I could go on for an indefinite time, showing the same thing; but I 
understand that my friend from Florida [Mr. Pasco] has made a col- 
lection from the RECORD, not from the Journal, and I will ask him at 
the proper time to give the Senate the benefit of his labors. 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr, Hereford to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators, 
It was determined in the aflirmative—ycas 22, nays 0. 
+ E ,. * > g * 
On motion by Mr. PADDOCK, at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes m.m., that the Sen- 
ate adjourn, 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 7, nays 2L 


They had had an all-night session. 


On motion by Mr. PADDOCK, that further proceedings under the order be dis- 
pensed with, 

The ycas were 7 and the nays were 21, 

* > a 


- * + * 


The number of Senators yoting not constituting a quorum, 

On motion by Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, that farther proceedings under 
the order be dispensed with, 

The years were 4 and the nays were 23. 

ba * * La * * k 
The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum of the Senate, 
On pice by Mr. PADDOCK, that further proceedings under the order be dis- 
pensed with, 
The yeas were 6 and the nays were 16. 
* s . = s + e 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quoram, 

The Presiding Ofiicer directed the roll to be called; and 

Thirty-two Senators answered to their names, 

On motion by Mr. Burnside, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to compel 
the attendance of absent Senators, 

On motion by Mr, Rollins to strike out the word "compel ” andinsert in lieu 
there of “request.” 

It was determined in the negative. 

The question then recurring on the motion of Mr. Burnside, 

It was determined in tho affirmative. 

On motion by Mr. Withers, at 11 o'clock and 50 minutes a. m, (Thursday), 

The Senate adjourned, 


On Thursday, June 19, the Senate met at12 o’clock m., within ten 
minutes alter the adjournment of an all-night session, Then it was 
that— 


The President pro tempore called the Senate to order and stated thatowing to 
the length of the session of yesterday the Journal had not been completed,and 
asked that its reading be postponed until it is finished. 

Mr. Coukling having objected, 

The President pro tempore stated that so much of the Journal as had been 
made up would be read; and the Journal of yesterday's proceedings having been 
read so far as it was written up, 

The President pro tempore announced that the presentation of petitions and 
ESE was in order; 

en 

Mr. Conkling raised the question of order that, under the first rule of the 
Senate, no business could be transacted until the Journal had been read. 
eae ces pro tempore overruled the question of order raised by Mr. 

nkling. 

From the decision of the Chair Mr. Conkling appealed to the Eenate; and 

On motion by Mr. Hereford, that the appeal eon the table, x 

The yeas were 33 and the nays wero 4. 

> * . » a * * 
On motion by Mr. Hereford, 
The yeas and naysbeing desired by one-fifth of the Sonators present, 
. La - a < Ld * * 


The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
The President pro tempore directed the roll to ; an 
Fifty Scnators answered to their names. 


A quorum being present, 
és ser uestion recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford, that the appeal lie on 

e e, 

The yeas were 26 and the nays were 4. 

+ * . La 

During the roll ca 

Mr. Bayard called the attention of the Chair to the fact that there were Sena- 
tors present and not voting; and, having named Mr. Chandler, asked thatunder 
ae seventeenth rule of the Senate he be required to assign his reasons there- 

or; 
Whereupon 
The President pro tempore directed the name of Mr. Chandler to be called; 


and 
Mr, Chandler declining to vote and assigning his rcasons therefor, 
a. Presiding Officer (Mr. Harnrts in the chair) submitted the question to the 
nate; 
And on the question, 
Shall Mr. Chandler be excused from voting? 
The yeas were none and the nays were 33, 
* a > * 


* . - 


« * 


The number of Senators voting not constituting pe eae 

The President pro tempore directed the roll to be called; and 

¥ifty-one Senators answered to their names, 

A quorum being present, and 

een nestion recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford, that the appeal lio on 

the table, 

The yeas were 32 and the nays were 3. 

id = . © = * + 


The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
The President pro tempore counted the Senate and announced that a quorum 
was present. 


. hd > . s 


* 

The President pro lempore announced that the morning hour had expired, and 
called up the unfinished business of the Senateatits last adjournment, namely, 
the bill (FAI. 8.2175) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, the question being on 
the amendment by Mr. Blaine to the amendment proposed by Mr. Conkling; 


car Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the consideration of the 
said bill; and, 

Pending debate, 

On motion by Mr, Thurman, at 3 o'clock p, mM., 

The Senate adjourned. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, Isoughtan opportunity to present this 
matter at the time the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
called for the reading of the Journal of Thursday, June 19, 1879, as the 
reading did not disclose the names of those who presented themselves 
for the pape of making a quorum, it being my wish and desire to 
make the record complete and perfect. But I suppose it did not suit 
the purposes of the Senator from Rhode Island to have that complete 
and perfect record laid before the Senate, and he objected to the intro- 
duction of the complete record at that time. 

I afterwards sought the opportunity, before the Vice President an- 
nounced hisdecision; but the Vice President thought that the time had 
come when his decision should be submitted to the Senate; and I was 
again unable to present the full record. But by the courtesy of the 
Senator from Missouri, and not with any desire to take up any of the 
time of the Senate, I should like now to read that list, Itis part of 
what occurred on the 19th of June, 1879. Theincomplete Journal had 
been read and Mr. Conkling had submitted to the Chair that the full 
Journal of the day’s proceedings should be read and demanded the 
reading of the wholeproceedings. ‘The Journal was read, and, the read- 
ing of the first rule having been asked, the President pro tempore said: 

It is the opinion of the Chair that the Senate can not be prevented from trans- 
acting business by a failure to write up all the Journal, and that the rule does 
not require an impossibility, F, 

As far as the Journal has been written up it has been read. The rest of it, in 
the opinion of the Chair, must be read hereafter ; therefore the Chair overrules 
the point of order made by the Senator from New York, 

From that decision the Senator from New York [Mr. Conkling] ap- 
pealed, and the vote as read at the request of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [ Mr. ALpDRIcH], was—yeas 33, nays 4. The names of the ab- 
sentees were not recorded in the Journal, and I asked that the record 
might be completed by the addition of the names of the absentees. 
They were as follows: 

essrs. Allison, Anthony, Bell, Blaine, Bruce, Butler, Cameron of 
Pennsylyania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 
Dawes, Edmunds, Farley, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, agit Pee Hill of 
Colorado, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kellogg, Kirk- 
wood, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, McPherson, Paddock, Platt, 
Plumb, Rollins, Saunders, Sharon, Teller, Thurman, Vest, Williams. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senatorallow me onemoment? I wish tosay 
to the Senator that, as he has read my name among the names of the 
absentees, I think he will find, by looking at the RECORD of June 14, 
that Iwas called to Massachusetts at that time, and I was absent dur- 
ing the whole of those proceedings. I wish, however, before I com- 

lete my statement, to say, for candor requires that I should say, that 

f the Senator should look at the proceedings of another year—I have 
forgotten whether before or afterwards—he will find that I did take 
tin a similar arrangement I was absent during all those proceed- 
ings, 80 that I had nothing to do with that gare case; but I re- 
there was an occasion in the history of the Senate where I did 
take part in such proceedings. 

Mr. PASCO. Then, although the Senator from Massachusetts was 
not present on that occasion, yet he did justify such a proceeding by 
his example at another time. 
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Mr. HOAR, The fact which I have stated I thought it due to can- 
dor to state. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Florida kindly tell me the 
date of the RECORD he is reading? 

Mr. PASCO. June 18, 1879, page 2172, ninth volume, part 2, of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me for one minute, as 
he appears to imply, by reading my name among others, as people 
who seceded, as Story says in his work upon the Constitution of the 
United States, I will state that on looking at the Journal of the Sen- 
ate—I may not be exactly accurate about the precise date—it will be 
found that the last time I appear to have been in the Senate and vot- 
ing was on the Gth of June; and I am perfectly safe in saying that at 
the time when these transactions took place I wasnot in the city escap- 
ing from a vote, but was either ill myself or, on account of the illness 
of some of my family, was entirely away and knew nothing about it 
until the transaction was completed, I was sure the Senator would, 
as he has very kindly done, allow me to state that. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not making any charges, Mr. President, against 
any of these Senators, This measure seems to have had the entire ap- 
proval of the body of Republican Senators generally, There was no 
word of condemnation from a single Senator at that time. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont may have been at issue with his party with regard 
to the propriety of these proceedings. It wasall rightif he was. I 
was simply presenting therecord. If any of theSenators I have named 
who aré here now wish tosubmitany excuse for or explanation of their 
acts, [am perfectly willing to give them time to doit. I will read, 
however, the names of the Senators who were then in the Senate and 
who are here now still as members of it: Messrs. ALLISON, CAMERON 
of Pennsylvania, DAWES, EDMUNDS, HOAR, INGALLS, JONES of Ne- 
vada, PADDOCK, PLATT, PLUMB, and TELLER, 

Among the distinguished Senators who were also present, and who 
have been recognized as leaders in their party, were Messrs. Blaine, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Hamlin (once Vice President of the United States), 
Kirkwood (once a Cabinet officer), and a number of other Senators. 

I merely wished to present this record, Mr. President, not to make 
any comments on it, and I thought it would be an appropriate time 
and place to introduce it when the Senator from Rhode Island was 
presenting the Journal ofthatdate. I thank the Senatorfrom Missouri 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, whatever has been done during 
this session of the Senate by this side of the Chamber, there are prec- 
edents to sustain it, precedents on the opposite side of the Chamber, 
and precedents of the most distinguished Senators who have occupied 
seats in this Chamber. But no such proceedings have been resorted to 
as those I have read. Our proceedings have been legitimate; they have 
been parliamentary; they have not been dilatory or obstructive. We 
have engaged in a fair and legitimate discussion of this great question 
involved in this gag ruleand force bill. We have discussed it as webe- 
lieve it ought to be discussed in order to be presented before the Ameri- 
can people. 

During the first night’s session that we had here, Mr. President, it 
will be remembered that we were proceeding with the discussion with- 
out ever raising a question in regard to a quorum being present, though 
everybody saw and knew there was no quorum. ‘The distinguished 
Senatorfrom Montana [Mr. SANDERS] raised the question ofa quorum, 
and then nothing further was done during that entire night’s session, 
because there never was a quorum here to enable the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of business. 

Now, Mr. President, who is responsible for a quorum not being here? 
Is the minority alone to beheld responsible? Is there nota divided re- 
apos lead It is a very violent charge to hold that the minority 

one is responsible because no quorum is here for the transaction of 
business, The majority, upon that side of the Chamber, when they 
can not haye their way and force things to suit themselves, charge 
their failure to the minority; and when the majority on that side have 
control, then they charge all the responsibility again upon the minority. 
This is a very strange procedure. Now, Mr. President, the Senators 
who are attempting to force this bill through are those who are re- 
sponsible for the quorum. I think, in proportion to numbers, there 
have been as many Senators present on this side as on that side. 

Mr. President, we heard of this cléture rule for a long time before it 
was introduced. Why, do you know, Mr. President, that I never 
could get myself up to the belief thatsach a rale would be brought in 
here? Why? While I ama young man, young compared with the 
age of a nation, I and my children (I have five boys) have been taking 
The Youth’s Companion, and we had been reading from the able pen 
of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts. I did not believe that 
the Senator from Rhode Island would have the hardihood, I willalmost 
say impudence, tocomeinto this Senate Chamber withsuch a resolution 

-as this, when he knew that the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who is leading in this fight upon the force bill, was bound to 
oppose that resolution. 

Mr. President, youcan scarcely imagine how I appreciate thisYouth’s 
Companion. [Laughter.] I holdin my hand The Youth’s Compan- 
ion of November 13, 1890, printed or published in Boston, the center 
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of knowledge, learning, patriotism, devotion to precedent, to law, and 
to parliamentary rules. I want to read this article in full, and if pòs- 
sible, I want it printed in the RECORD, and then I shall ask that itbe 
printed as a document of the Senate, with a large blank space left all 
around it, so that it may be framed and hung in the parlors of the loyal 
people of this country, and adorn tlie walls of our libraries and our 
colleges, particularly the institutions for the education of the young; 
that it be hung where the rising statesmen of this country, the youth 
who aspire to tread in the footsteps of those who oceupy high official 
positions in life to-day, may see it and be improved and enlightened 
by it: 
THE SENATE. 
[By Senator GEORGE F, Hoan.) 


The word “Senate” comes from the Latin word sener, It meant, at first, an 
nssembly of old men. People used to believe that only old men were fit to make 
laws. This is shown by thetitles of the chief lawmaking assemblies of differ- 
ent countries, some of which are still in use, The Latin senatus or patres con- 
scripti (conscript fathers), the Greek gerousia (from geron, old man), the Saxon 
alderman or elderman, the French seigneur, preserve the traces of this early 
usage. 

Jn some cases where the name is kept, mature age is no longer required for 
the office. The Constitution of the United States provides that “No person 
shall bea Senator whoshall not have atiained to the age of thirty years and been 
nine heres a citizen of the United States, and who shall not, when elected, be 
an inhabitant of that State for which he shall be chosen.” 

But the State Legislatures, in the appointment of Senators, have adhered 
much more closely to the theory from which the body derives its name than 
the Constitution itself requires. The average age of the persons who now com- 
pose the Senateissixty years. Ithas butecight members who are less than fifty 
years old and not ono less than forty-five. 

The Government established by the Constitution of the United States differs 
from those of other countries in many things, but especially in five essential 
particulars, 

First. There isa large domain from which Government is altogether excluded. 
Wherever in America the people have created a State or nation, they havesaid 
to it, Thus far shalt thou come, and no farther. There are some things which, 
under no circumstances, shall any government be permitted to do.” 

Second. The powers of sovereignty are divided between the nation and the 
States. The nation exercises those sovereign powers which affect our dealings 
with other countries, including the powersof war, peace, treaties, and the regu- 
lation of foreign commerce; those which affect the dealingsof the people of the 
different States with each other, including the establishment of post offices, a 
bankruptcy system, currency and the government of the Territories, which are 
the common property ofall the people, 

‘To the national Government is committed also the duty of guaranty to each 
State of a republican form of government, and preventing the State from in- 
fringing the new constitutional provisions which secure personal freedom, 
equality before the law, equality of political power, to all men born or natural- 
ized within the United States. 

For all purposes of commerce and foreign intercourse we are a Republic, a 
unit, speaking with ono voice; forall purposes of domestic government we are 
forty-four republics, various, diverse, each free to seek its own welfare, tomake 
its own laws, to regulate its own institutions in its own way, only by an irre- 
sistible central power prohibited from doing wrong and constrained to do right 
in those things which are essential to republican liberty. 

Third. These forces of State and nation are kept by the authority of the Su- 
preme Court from exceeding their appointed bounds, cither by invading cach 
other's province or by entering the domain which the Constitution prohibits to 
thelawmaking power. 

The Supreme Court can prowounce null and void any statute which violates 
the Constitution, whether passed by Congress or by a State Legislature. The 
mandates or prohibitions of this august tribunal mnst be obeyed by every ex- 
ecutive officer. 

Fourth. In the National Government itself the character of a nation composed 
of the whole people of the United States and that of a confederacy of distinct 
States are inextricably blended, 

The Executive is chosen by electoral collegesin which each State, in addition 
to a number of electors proportioned to its population, is entitled to two, corre- 
sponding to the number of its Senators. The manner of choosing electors is 
determined by the States. If these colleges fail to elect, the choice is mudo by 
the House of Representatives by an election in which every State has an equal 
vote. 

One of the two Houses of the National Legislature is chosen by direct vote of 
the people in districts of equal population. The other is chosen by the State 
Legistatnres, each State being entitled to an equal number. 

This conception, Dr, Lieber thinks, ‘‘is the chief American contribution to 
the common treasures of political civilization. It is that by which America 
will influence other parts of the world more than by any other political insti- 
tution or principle.” 

Fifth. The fifth essential peculiarity of the Government of the United States, 
perhaps the most essential of all, is that with which we are now to deal, the 
constitution of the Senate. 

The men who framed the Constitution had studied thoroughly all former at- 
tempts at republican government. History was strewn with the wrecks of 
unsuccessful democracies, Sometimesthe usurpation of the executive power, 
sometimes the fickleness and unbridled license of the people, had brought 
popular governments to destruction. To guard against these two dangers they 
placed their chief hope in the Senate. 

In the first place they made ita perpetual body, The President lays down 
his office at the end of four years. If any obstacle prevent the election or in- 
duction of his successor, the executive power itselfis in abeyance. The House 
of Representatives has but a short life. A new one must be organized overy 
two years, and a large part of its term is often consumed ijn the process of 
organization. S 

But the Senate is indestructible. The Senate which was organized in 1789 at 
the inauguration of the Government abides and will continue to abide, one and 
— same body, until the Republic itself shall be overthrown or until time shall 

no more, 

The individual Senator has a fixed term of six years. One-third of the body 
go out of office every two years. But the body remains in sufficient numbers 
to pass upon the title of new claimants to their seats and empowered to per- 
form all its constitutional functions. The term of office of the Senator is six 
years, longer than that of any other officer under the Constitution, save only 
the judges, who are appointed to hold office for life. 

The Senate also, alone of all the departments of Government, is unchangeable 
and indestructible by any constitutional process. 


Mr. President, I am astonished thatsome of my Democratic brethren 
here are not absorbing the principles which are being set forth in this 
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document that I am reading. They do not seem to appreciate itat all. 
Tam astonished that my Democratic brethren are not listening to these 
great cardinal principles which are ably and eloquently portrayed by 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts. I want them to hear 
them; they are precious truths. 


The Senate also, alone of all the departments of Government, is unchange- 
able and indestructible by any constitutional process. In any other respect the 
Constitution may be changed, if both Houses of Congress, by a two-thirds vote, 
or a convention asked for by two-thirds of the States, propose them and three- 
fourths of the States ratify them. But no State, without its. consent, can be de- 
prived of its equal vote in the Senate. 

While the members of the other House are elected by a direct popular vote, 
and under the established practice the electors of the President and Vice Pres- 
ident are chosen by a direct popular vote to perform a function in which they 
exercise no discretion, but merely execute the will of the bodies by whom they 
were nominated, the Senator is appointed, or, as we usually say in referring to 
the process, elected, by the Legislature of the State. 

This method of choice, by eed who themselves are chosen men, of weight 
in the community, and also hold an important public office, discharging in the 
public view a duty for which they are responsible to their constituents, secures 
care, deliberation, and discretion in the selection, It also preserves the equal 
power of the States in national legislation, since no law can pass which is not 
approved both by a majority of the representatives of the people and by a ma- 
jority of the representatives of the States. 

The great advantage of two branches of a Legislature is secured not only by 
having all laws passed upon by two houses, but by having those two houses 
represent different constituents and interests. 

The Senate also differs from the House of Representatives, and I belicve 
from all other legislative bodies in this country, in that the ‘“‘previous ques- 
tion” and every other device for putting an end to debate, except that of unan- 
imous agreement, is unknown to its proceedings. 


Mr. President, I will read that last paragraph again. 


The Senate also differs from the House of Representatives, and I believe 
from all other legislative bodies in this country, in that the ‘previous question” 
and every other device for putting an end to debate, except that of unanimous 
agreement, is unknown to its proceedings. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, where is the Senator from Rhode Island? 
I do not see him in his seat, He ought to be here to hear this. How 
has he dared to come in here with this device for cutting off debate? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— `. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the Chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. In the absence of my colleague—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yourcolleagueis righthere absorbingeverything. 


(Laughter. ] 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Order! 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to say that I 


never enjoyed myself so much in my life, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri never before made so good a speech in his life. 

Mr. DAWES. Notwithstanding my colleague is still here—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenator from Missouri will please 
suspend, Applause in the galleries and disorder on the floor of the 
Senate must cease, and the Senate must proceed in order. 

Mr. DAWES. The inquiry I desired to make in the presence of my 
colleague was if the Senator from Missouri could not draw a distinction 
between freedom of debate and eternity of talk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, we will see whether his colleague drew 
any distinction between freedom of legitimate debate and even eternity 
to all eternity of talk: 

The “ previous question,” according to the practice of parliamentary bodies 
here, is introdu by « motion “that the main question be now put.” Inthe 
House of Representatives it is put without debate. In some assemblies a de- 
bate is allowed, which, however, is confined strictly to the question whether or 
not the vote shall be taken at once, without permitting any discussion of the 
merits of the pending measure. 

Ifthe ‘previous question” is ordered, there can be no further debate, and, 
what is commonly of quite as much importance, there can be no furtheramend- 
ment. The measure must be adopted or rejected as it is; so that members are 
put in the awkward position of being compelled to vote against a measure con- 
taining some things which they approve or for a measure containing some 
things which they dislike, without a chance to perfect it or to record their 
opinion on particular parts or clauses. Measures are passed or defeated with- 
out giving opportunity to the members of the body, either toinstruct their asso- 
ciates by discussion or to perfect the measure by suggesting amendments, 

There are also in other legislative bodies limitations on the time of debate— 

Will the senior Senator from Massachusetts now give me his ear? 
Mr. President, he seems to be given up to hardness of heart, and rep- 
robateness of mind, and eyen these touching appeals from his distin- 
guished colleague fall without any impression upon him: 

There are also in other legislative bodies limitations on the time of debate, 


either by general rules or by special orders ape by the majority in particular 
cases. Butin the Senate there can be no limit upon debate except by unani- 
mous consent. 


Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the Senator what heisreadingfrom? It 
is very interesting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam astonished at the Senator from Louisiana 
asking that question. Iam reading from the great letter of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], published in The 
Youth's Companion as a mighty beacon light, a cloud by day anda 
pillar of fire by night to guide the footsteps of American youth. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have just come into the Chamber, and that is my 
apology for asking the question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The language is so eloquent the Senator ought 
to have recognized it at once. 
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Mr. GIBSON. I presumed it was the essay 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BERRY. Wil] the Senator state when that was published in 
The Youth’s Companion ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. November 13, 1890. 

There are also in other legislative bodies— 

I will quote that again— < 
limitations on the time of debate, either by general rules or by special orders 
passed by the majority in particular cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH entered the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You have lost a great deal, my good friend from 
Rhode Island, by not being here to hear all this. 

Mr. FRYE. He has heard it read three times already in the Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Never so well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nor with such emphasis. 

Mr. COCKRELL: 

But in the Senate there can be no limit upon debate except by anantmous 
consent. In this assembly speech is absolutely unfettered. Every measure 
can be discussed fully without restraint and amended without limit. This is 
of immense importance— . 

I quote it again— 

This is of immense importance, not only tothe perfection of legislation, butalso 
to the dignity of the Senate, and, in my opinion, to civil liberty itself, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL, With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. -On the 10th day of August last, I think, I introduced 
in the Senate arule which in substance is that which is now pending. 
Early in November following the introduction of that rule I corrected 
the proof of this article, of which the Senator will kindly give me the 


date once more, if he has it. 
It is published in The 


Mr. COCKRELL. Thearticle is not signed. 
Youth’s Companion, of November 13, 1890. 

Mr. HOAR. Three months after the introduction of the rule which 
Thad draughted and introduced in the Senate, and when I corrected the 
proof of the article, I had the rule before me, and examined it to see 
whether there was any inconsistency in the twostatements. So it does 
not seem to me that there is any inconsistency whatever, as I shall have 
occasion to show and as I think will be easily understood when I ad- 
dress the Senate more at length. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator object if I ask him when thatarticle 
was written ? 

Mr. HOAR. The article was written during the previous summer, 

Mr.STEWART. It was corrected in November? 

Mr. HOAR. It was corrected in Noyember. 

Now, Mr. President, this rule preserves everything which that ar- 
ticle declares should be preserved for the sake of maintaining the dig- 
nity of the Senate. 

. Mr. HARRIS. Does it preserve the right of amendment ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it does. 

Mr. HARRIS. Where? 

Mr. HOAR,’ Let me make my statement. 

In the first place, the Senate is not to apply it until after reasonable 
debate, according to the provision of the rule itself. Inthenext place, 
after that reasonable debate has been had and the Senate adopts this 
clôture, it provides for a half-hour’s farther debate for every member 
of the Senate who chooses to avail himself of it. In the third place, 
it provides for putting the question upon all amendments then pend- 
ing and all amendments of which notice may then be given. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does this proposed rule make that provision ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it makes that provision. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The Senator is wholly mistaken about the rule pend- 


ing. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it has not followed the rule which I introduced. 

Mr. HARRIS, I refer to the rule pending here. Ido not know 
what the Senator refers to, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the rule which is pending here—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The proposed rule excludes every amendment except 
pending amendments, and there can be but one amendment pending 
to the substitute and one amendment to the House bill. 4 

Mr. HOAR. Then it is not in accordance with my judgment or 
opinion in that particular. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I should like to have the Senator's opinion as 
to what it ought to be. 

Mr. HOAR. I have given an opinion of what it ought tobe. It 
ought to contain a provision that every amendment of which any Sen- 
ator shall then have given notice shall be entertained. 

Of course, Mr. President, the Senate has other duties besides the 
mere talking, as I think the American people by this time very thor- 
oughly understand and belieye, and one is that the work which the 
Senate is here for is not to talk, but to legislate. That is the one con- 
stitutional purpose of the creation of the Senate. Now, when this 
greatand generous provision for every Senator uttering his opinion is 
used for the purpose of preventing, not the purpose of aiding, legislation, 
as we haye seen by one Senator who, after spending four days and part 
of four nights in debate, proceeds to read a historic essay which he brought 
in printed in typewriting, having no more todo withthe pending meas- 
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ure than the Mosaic code, or when the Senatorson a question whether 
it is in order to take up the resolution for clôture make long day 
speeches, as we heard yesterday from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] on another totally different subject, that is not the freedom of 
debate. 

There is nothing in that article which says for a moment that by 
reason of the freedom of debate it shall bein order fora minority of the 
Senate to spend days and nights and weeksin talking about something 
else than the subject before the Senate, thereby overthrowing the great 
constitutional function of the Senate as a legislative body. ‘There is 
not a syllable, there is not an utterance, thereis not a plirase, there is 
not a thought in that article which the Senator from Missouri has in 
part read which I do not stand by and which I will not defend to the 
extent of my feebleability against allcomers. Butit would bring that 
very estimate of the Senate of the United States itself into deserved 
disgrace and contempt if, claiming the right without limit, within the 
bounds of reason, and to amend a pending measure, you are to be per- 
mitted to be abused by a minority by making talkabout mutters which 
are not pending measures, which havenothing to do with the business 
before the Senate, or by proposing amendments. 

Mr. President, itis a notorious fact that the Senator from Rhode 
Island having this matter in charge has been told from some source 
that if his resolution went in as it was originally proposed amendments 
enough could he offered on that side of the Chamber to consume in 
reading the entire time from the present day until the 4th of March, 
when we are to adjourn under the constitutional limitation of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I askthe Senator from Massachusetts a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair understands that the Seng- 
tor from Massachusetts is speaking by the courtesy of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator from Missouri going to read the rest of 
thearticle? I hope so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall do so in the morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. Referring to the observation of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as to what he terms the reasonableness of debate, may I 
inquire of that Senator who is to be the judge of the reasonableness of 
debate. In other words, if a Senator gets upon the floor to discuss a 
public question which he considers of vital importance, who but him- 
self is to judge for him as to whether his remarks are reasonable if 
they continue ten minutes, or thirty minutes, or one hour, or three 
hours, or twelve hours? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the body —— 

Mr. HOAR. I willanswer that question. Within all reasonable 
limits and bounds, undoubtedly the Senator himself; but the Senate of 
the United States are not fools—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Some people think they are. 

Mr, HOAR. The American people are not fools. The Senate 
knows, the American people know, every Senator knows, when this 
concession to the dignity and authority of the great office which each 
Senntor holds is abused, and when it is attempted to defeat the con- 
stitutional will of the American people as expressed by every consti- 
tutional law-making body, by gentlemen getting up here and making 
long talks about matters which have nothing whatever to do with the 
subject under discussion, Youcan not goon presuming in favor of the 
dignity of eighty-eight or one hundred Senators against the notorious 
fact which is thrust in our evcry moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has not answered my question. 

Mr. HOAR. I have. I say within reasonable bounds; but when 
those reasonable bounds are transgressed-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Who is to judge of that? 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenateitself must judge, just as we judge of every 
other instance of misconduct. Isay, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned one other sentence, I say that 
an attempt to defeat law-making in this country by the Congress of 
the American people by the processes of long debate and of taking up 
time, the attempt which we have seen at this very session, is as much 
a conspiracy against the Constitution and the constitutional liberty 
and the constitutional right and the national authority of the Amer- 
ican people as was the rebel congress that metat Richmond, [Ap- 
plause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. GRAY. Was that true of the attempt in 1879 ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Order! 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order must be proseryed in the gal- 
leries and on the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if that 
was true in 1879, when that side of the Chamber filibustered ? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question I was going to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ihave the floor, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend one mo- 
ment. The Senate will be in order. Senators will resume their seats, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri yield—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator will wait one moment. 
The Chair insists that the Senate shall be in order, that Senators shall 
resume their seats, and that business shall proceed inorder. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. May I offer an amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is only to oferan amendment, I yield. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is the convenience of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to complete his remarks in the morning I will now make a mo- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nevada simply wants to offer 
an amendment to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I give notice of an amendment which 1 desire to 
have printed. 

Mr. ALLISON, And read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it beread, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “whatever,” in line 13, down to and including 
the word “debate,” in line 17, and insert the following: *‘and debate on pend- 
ing amendments and such amendments as may be offered while the measure 
is under consideration shall be limited as provided in Rule VIIL 

After the word “motion, where it occurs the second time in line 22, insert 
the following: ‘*torecommit with or without instructions to Iny on the table.” 

Strike out all of lines 20, 30, 31, and 32, 

After the word “rule,” in line 83, insert the following: ‘Rule XVIL shall be 
suspended, and.” 

Mr. GIBSON. - I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Louisiana gives no- 
tice of a proposed amendment, 

Mr. GIBSON. Itis in line 10, after the word ‘majority,’ to insert 
‘of two-thirds of the Senators present.” a 

The PRESIDING- OFFICER. The amendment will be ordered 

rinted. 

n Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will now yield to 
me I will move—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yicld 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I move that the Senate take n recess from now 
until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. 

Mr, BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question. Will the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] be eu- 
titled to the floor at that time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He certainly will. 

Mr. BERRY. The Chair took the otherSenator from Missouri off the 
floor and yielded it to the Senator from Rhode Island without the con- 
sent of the other Senator, and I want it understood before we azree to 
the motion that the Senator from Missouri will be entitled to the floor 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill take care of the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably the Senator from Missouri will 
be entitled to the floor to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mo- 
tion is not debatable. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island moves that the 
Senate take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 60’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) the 
penta took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, January 23, 1891, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 


The proposed amendment will be 


AFTER THE RECESS. 
(Continuation of legislative proceedings of Thursday, January 22, 1891.) 

The recess having expired, the Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., 
Friday, January 23, 1891. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration or 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
DRICH], upon which the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. 
ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr, HOAR, I wish to correct a statement which I made or am re- 
ported as having made yesterday. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] asked me when the article which the Senator from Missouri is 
quoting was written. I replied that the article was written during the 
summer. What I think I said was that it was written during the pre- 
vious summer. However that may be, the article was unquestionably 
written in the summer of the year before, because we were in Wash- 
ington until the Ist or 2d of October last year. But it contains my 
opinions at the time when it was published on the 13th of November, 
when I examined the proof, and my opinions to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that there is no quorum present, I ask 
that the roll be called. 


Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for a mo- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dawes, * McTherson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bate, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Faulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 
Casey, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gorman, Pasco, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hale, Plumb, Turpie, 

Coke, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hoar, Miga penh 

Davis, McMillan, Sanders, 


Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] 
is detained at his residence by serious illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-eight Senators have answered to 
their names. No quorum is present. z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request absent Senators to come in. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

After a little delay, Mr. McConNELL, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. WASH- 
BUEN, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. PLATT, Mr. Jones of Arkansas, and Mr. 
ALDRICH entered*the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (at11 o'clock and 10 minutesa. m.). Forty- 
five Senators have responded to their names. A quorum is present. 
‘The Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow meto in- 
troduce-a joint resolution, which I ask to have referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Printing. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imust reserve ali points of order under the decision 
of the Chair yesterday. Let the resolution be read forinformation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretury read as follows: 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, Tint in the distribution of journals, books, and public 
documents now authorized by law to incorporated bodies, institutions, and as- 
sociations, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
include ench college founded on or sustained in part by a land grant or appro- 
priations from Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam compelled to object toany business whatever 
except the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senatorfrom Missouri permits me to add one word 
to what I said last night, which I should haye said then but the Sen- 
ate was about adjourning and Imade my remarks as compact as pos- 
sible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield with great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. What I desired to say was that I put this proposition 
exactly as I should if the case had arisen in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. I suppose there is nobody on this floor or elsewhere 
who would not-state in the strongest language which he could com- 
mand the importance to that tribunal of absolutely free and untram- 
meled discnssion; that no member of the court should be curtailed in 
stating his opinions to his brethren or in suggesting any modification 
of any judgment which that court were about to pronounce or were 
expected to pronounce that occurred to him. 

But suppose it could be conceived of that august tribunal that in the 
case of some great controversy about to pass into judgment affecting 
the interests of large portions of the American people, exciting their 
feelings, four members of the nine should undertake alternately to read 
opinion day after day and night after night and week after week, 
one taking turns with the other, and having read aloud all the deci- 
sions that had been made sincs the foundation of the Government, and 
in that way prevented the action of the court altogether or postponed 
it until the judgment would cease to be efficient and effectual, would 
anybody doubt that it would be the duty of the majority of that great 
tribunal tointerpose and to adopt some rule which would put a stop 
and limit to the length of opinions or the number of arguments which 
should be made by the minority? and would anybody claim that that 
action was inconsistent with the fullest respect for untrammeled free- 
dom of discussion or suggestion when it was used in good faith ? 

Itis an affront almost to the name, it is an affront to the character 
of that illustrious bench even to suppose possible what I have sup- 
posed, but that bench is certainly no more important, no more august, 
no more illustrious, no higher in its constitutional functions than the 
Senate of ihe United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when the Senate took a recess 
yesterday evening I was reading that very able article of the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts, in regard‘to the Senate, which is 
a specific answer to what he said yesterday evening and also this morn- 
ing. Iwill now finish the reading of that article, and I shall be com- 
peHed to ask the Senate to have it printed as a separate document in 


order that we may treasure it up and have it bound with other valu- 
able documents to transmit to our children. 
I closed yesterday evening on this paragraph or section of the letter: 
In this—— 


Referring to the Senate— 


assembly speech is absolutely unfettered. „Every measure can be discussed 

fully without restraint and amended without limit. This is of immense im- 

hho sp not only to the perfection of legislation but also to the dignity of the 
mate, and, in my opinion, to civil liberty itself. 

An heer was made by Mr. Clay, during the Presidency of John Tyler, to 
introduce the hour rule and the ‘previous question '’ into the Senate. e 
Democratic minority threatened forcible resistance. Some of Mr. Clay's po- 
litical friends flinched from his support, and the plan was given up, 

It will be readily seen how great conservative force is exerted by a body so 
constituted, in which the discussion and amendment are unrestricted, even in 
the matter of ordinary legislation. 


I will quote the last sentence again, Mr, President: 


It will be readily seen how great conservative force is exerted by a body so 
constituted in which the discussionand amendmentare unrestri seven in the 
matter of ordinary legislation, Dutthe House of Representatives has volunta- 
rily placed itself atadisadvantagethrough a provision of the Constitution which 
was intended to secure for it.a special ty and privilege. In the conven- 
tion which framed the Constitution there was an earnest controversy between 
the States, which insisted that the representation in both Houses of Con- 
gress. should be according to population, and the smaller States, which urged 
that the representation of the States should be equal, 

It scemed for a good while that this difference could not be reconciled and 
that the convention must break up without Spite weer anything. The dif- 
ference was reconciled by what is known as the Connecticut compromise, by 
which the States are to be equally represented in the Senate, but as an equiy- 
alent all bills for raising revenue must ate inthe popular branch; butthe 
Senate may proposo or concur with amendments, as on other bills. The House 
of Representatives claims, and the Senate for a long time has yielded the olaim, 
that this gives the House the exclusive power of originating all the great ap- 
propun bills by which the Government is carried on. 

I haye not space here to explain what I have fully explained elsewhere, how 
this provision, coupled with the “previous question ™” in the House, gives the 
powcr of fullest discussion and amendment of these great bills in the Senate, 
while as they are finally shaped the House commonly passes them not only 
without discussion and amendment, buteven in ignorance of whatthey contain, 


Mr. President, it may be that you did not fully comprehend the sig- 
nificance of that last sentence. I will read it again: 

Ihave not space here to explain what I have fully explained elsewhere, how 
this provision, coupled with the “ previous question” in the House, gives the 
power of fullest discussion and amendment of these t bills in the Senate, 


while as they aro finally ao poe the House commonly passes them not only 
without discussion and amendment, but eyenin ignorance of whatthey contain. 

Oh, how truly the distinguished Senator has pictured the proceed- 
ings of a representative body, once representative, but no longer delib- 
erative. Itseems that this article was corrected in November last, 
after the proceedings in the Honse of Representatives in the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress, and I am sure no more scathing disap- 
probation of gag rule has ever been administered to that House from 
this side of the Chamber than is contained in the paragraph I have read 
and reread. He proceeds: 

The passage of measuresalso under ension of the rn 
important bills are carried throngh the House without deba 
is unknown to the practice of the Senate, 

In England the use of the veto power isnow unknown. The chief executive 
ofiicers of tlestate represent the majorily of the House of fg ota teehee EA 
when that majority changes. The House of Lords hayo a concurrent share in 
legisintion, but they do not venturelong to maintain an opposition to the public 
will as represented by the Commons. If they should undertake to do so, the 
creation of new peers in sympathy with the Commons would soon overcome 
theirresistance. So, notwithstanding theirhereditary monarchy and hereditary 
legislative chamber, when England changes her d the will of her people 
finds prompt expression in her jaws. 

fin in the United States the process of change is slow, and is meant to be 
slow. 

“But in the United States the process of change isslow, and is meant 
to be slow.” No great measure is to be hurried through without the 
fullest deliberation, consideration, and amendment. The processes of 
legislation, of change of re. laws, must be slow. I wish the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island would heed this in his reckless efforts here to 
trample under his feet the parliamentary usage of this deliberative hody 
during the past century. But I will proceed: 

To any new law there must go tho assent of the President, whose term of 
ofice isfour years, and of the Senate, where the votes of Delaware, Rhodo 
Island, and Nevada equal those of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. In- 
deed, it may well be expected that instances will happen where the majority of 
the House will be of ae? seer opinion for a generation and the ority of 
the Senate of another, t has been the case during twelve of the last four- 
teen years, 

Ifany citizens be disposed to be impatient under this restraint upon the will 
ofthe majority, let thom remember that it was in this way that our fathers laid 
the foundation of their Government below the frost. 

Let-me say to the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island, pushed 
and urged forward by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
if those Senators have become impatient let me commend to them the 
words of deliberation and wisdom and prudence and foresight which 
the Senator from Massachnsetts wrote to the youth of this great coun- 
try and of coming gencrations only in November last: 

If any citizens be disposed to be impatient under this restraint upon the will of 
the majority, let them remember that it was in this way that our fathers laid 
the foundation of their Government below the frost. 

I commend to the prayerful consideration of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts now in his wild and reckless impatience these 
words, He seems to have forgotten them. I proceed now: 


They meant— 


by which so many 
or consideration, 
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Thatis, referring to the fathers— 
They meant that it should declare the will of the people. But— 


“ But,” mark the phrase— 


“But the will so declared was to be mature, deliberate, well considered, its 
sober second thought, 


Will the Senator from Massachusetts give us a chance to take a sober 
ee thought? Will he himself take a sober second thought? I 
pro z 


They were building for centuries, not for hours, 


Great thought ! 


They were building for centuries, not for hours. They were prescribing the 
laws of health and growth for a mighty national life, compared with whose 
duration years, terms of Presidential office, generations of men, are but as the 
pulsation ofan es rons 

The Senate, also, shares with the President the great power of making trea- 
ties. This is expressly declared by the Constitution to be part of the lawmak- 
ing power. Treaties duly ratified become the Jaw oftheland. ‘They repeal all 
formerlaws with which thoy areinconsistent. They can only be repealed them- 
selyea by new treaties or by later laws to which, of course, the consent of the 
Senate is essential. 

Such is our great constitutional barrier against popular error or caprice. 


‘Such is our great constitutional barrier against popular error or 
caprice.” Shall the great constitutional barrier be maintained and 
preserved and handed down to coming generations? is the question now 
before the Senate. Upon that question in November last, after ma- 
ture-deliberation, the Senator from Massachusetts delivered a deliber- 
ate, well-matured, second-sober-thought opinion and judgment. Now 
-he proposes, through the instrumentality of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, whom he has put forward here to press this clôture rule, to 
trample under his feet every principle and every sentiment and every 
emotion and every thought contained in this great article which he 
wrote for the youth of the country. 


The Senate—— 
He proceeds— 

is ashield equally impenetrable against the usurpation of executive power. 
Beautiful figure it is! 


The Senate is a shield equally impenetrable against the usurpation ofexecu- 
tive power. Congress may by Inw vest the appointment of inferior officers in 
the President alonc, in the heads of the Departments or in the courts of law. 
But embassadors, public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, all 
officers not inferior, and all other officers whose appointment as above is not 
vested in the President, heads of Departments, or courts, can be appointed onl 
ae the advice and consentofthe Senate. This includes also, it should be noted, 
all officers of the Army and Navy. 

The Executive can act only through these instruments. It is unlikely that 
he would ever find many servants in any attempts upon the liberties of the 
people among public officers whose appointment has received the approval of a 
majority ofabody representing all the States of the Union. 

ut there is another security. Thatis the jurisdiction of the Senate asa high 
court ofimpeachment. The House of Representatives can place every national 
officer, including the President, upon his trial before the Senate for treason, 
bribery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors. Judgment ae conviction 
may extend to removal from office and perpetual bh No on to hold and 
enjoy any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. The par- 
ne owas of the President docs not extend to cases of conviction upon im- 
peachment, 

We have had, fortunately, during our first century, little occasion to resort 
to this power. But James Monroe declares that “The right of impeachment 
and of trial by the Legislature is the mainspring of the great machine of gov- 
ernment. Itisthe pivot on which itturns. If preserved in full vigor and exér- 
cised with perfect snbestrtty every branch will perform its duty." 

Every executive officer who shall seck to usurp power or who shall in any 
way commit high crime or misdemeanor in office, may be impeached by the 
House of Representatives and tried before the Senate, and, on conviction, re- 
moyed from office and adjudged incapable of holding office forever thereafter. 
It has been doubted whether an officer can be impeached after he has left office, 
either by resignation or the expiration of his term. But the Senate has twice 
held that he is still subject to impeachment. 

Over every public ofticer, whether he be tempted to abuse or usurp power or 
to gain wealth by corrupt means in office, hangs during his whole life the dread 
of what the Federalist calls the “awful discretion” of the Senate to try him in 
the presence of the whole American people, and to visit him with the perpetual 
infamy of its sentence. r 

The limit upon the number of the Senate is an added security for its perform- 
ing its conservative functions, Experience has shown that, however calm and 
dignified and wise individual men may be, they become easily subject to passion 
and excitement when assembled in large bodies. James Madison said that,‘‘had 
every Athenian citizen been n Socrates, every Athenian assembly would still 
have been a mob,” 


Mr. President, I have finished reading this very great article. As I 
said yesterday evening, I almost feel humiliated when I think of the 
course of the Senator from Rhode Island in bringing this resolution in, 

~whichhe-must-haye done without the consultation, advice, or approba- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. I was still more astonished 
yesterday evening when the Senator from Massachusetts, in the ex- 
planation which he was giving after I had commenced the reading of 
this article, said: 
Now, Mr, President, this rule preserves everything which thatarticle declares 
should be preserved for the sake of maintaining the dignity of the Senate, 

Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts intended 
the words ‘‘this rule”? to refer to the pending resolution presented by 
the Senator from Rhode Island and now before the Senate. Ido not 
want to misconstrue or misinterpret the language of the Senator trom 
Massachusetts. I want to meet his position fairly and squarely, and I 


say now I can not see what else he referred to in that sentence npon 
page F777 of the RECORD, near the top: 

Now, Mr. President, this rule preserves everything which that article de- 
clares should be preserved for the sake of maintaining the dignity of the Senate. 

Mr, Harris. Does it preserve the right of amendment? 

Mr. Hoar, Yes, it does, 

Mr, Harris, Where? 

Mr. Hoar. Let me make my statement. 

In the first place, the Senate is not toapply it until after reasonable debate, nc- 
cording to the provision of the rule itself. In the next place, after that reason- 
able debate has been had and the Senate adopts this clôture, it provides for a 
half hour’s further debate for every member of the Senate who chooses toavail 
himself ofit. Inthe third place, it provides for putting the question upon all 
amendments then pending and all amendments of which notice may then be 

en. 
ne Harris. Does this proposed rule make that provision? 

Mr. Hoar. Yes, it makes that provision. 

This resolution seems to be very much in the position of the force 
bill itself. Itis brought here and itis urged by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and he draws to his alliance the Senator from Rhode Island 
and others to pass the force bill, and then they bring in a resolution to 
stop debate. No one has yetventured to explain exactly the meaning 
and operation of the force bill or election bill and no one has under- 
taken yet to explain exactly the provisions of this resolution. We 
have charged that the Senator from Massachusetts was not the author 
of the bill which is now pending, neither the House bill, nor the sub- 
stitute, and therefore it was proper and appropriate.that he should not 
undertake on the floor of the Senate to make a specific definition and 
explanation of its terms, 

It seems that we have the same spectacle exhibited herein regard to 
this proposed rule, The Senator from Massachusetts is pressing the 
rule, the contents of which he himself does not know, and this rule is 
to be Reeded, and Lodged, and Davenported, and Hoared through this 
Senate, as measures have been through the other body, without con- 
sideration and without deliberation and without any knowledge of 
what they really are, 

I will show the Senator from Massachusetts that he does not com- 
prehend the resolution as it is before the Senate. The Senator said 
when he reviewed this article in November last that he had before him 
the resolution. I do not intend to attempt to misconstrne—— 

Mr SPOONER. What resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Waitamoment. I do not undertake to attempt 
to misconstrue the resolution referred to by the Senator. The resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island had not been introduced in No- 
vember last. 

Mr. SPOONER. T understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say that he had before him the resolution which he himself had intro- 
duced, 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘hat is whatI was goingtoshow. The Senator 
said he had the resolution before him, referring previously in his article 
to a.resolution which he himself had introduced. I say in that lan- 
guage he could not have referred to the Aldrich resolution, because 
that was not introduced until the 23d day of December. Ihave in 
my hand the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts which was 
introduced on August 9, 1890, Miscellaneous Document 204, referring 
to the closing of debate. It says: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by, sodini the following: 

* When any bill orresolution shall have been underconsideration for a reason- 
able time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that debate thercon be 
closed. If such demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
question shall forthwith be taken thereon without further debate, and the pend- 
ing measure shall take precedence of all other business whatever. If the Sen- 
ate shall decide to close debate, the question shall be put upon the pending 
amendments, upon amendments of which notice shall then bogireni and ppi 
the measure in its successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but 
without further debate, except that every Senator who may desire shall Sedat 
See to speak upon the measure not more than once and notexcceding thirty 
minutes. 

“After such demand shall have been made by any Senator no other motion 
shall be in order until the same shall bave becn voted upon by the Senate, un- 
less the same shall fail to be seconded. ` 

“After the Senateshall have decided to close debate no motion shall bein order 
but a motion to adjourn orto take a recess, when such motion shall be seconded 
bya ority of the Senate. When either of said motions shall have been lost 
or shall have failed of asccond, it shall not be in order to renew the same until 
one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending measure or one vote upon 
the same shall have intervened.” 


Yesterday evening the Senator, as I remember, referred to a resolu- 
tion he bad introduced on the 10th of August last. That was 4 mis- 
take. The Senator offered substantially the same resolution on the 
19th of August last, Miscellaneous Document 219, as a substitute for 
the resolution submitted by the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] on the 18th of August. This brings me down to the language 
of the Senator, the language I have read, and the explanation I have 
given: 

Now, Mr, President, this rule preserves everything which that article declares 
should be preserved for the sake of maintaining the dignity of the Senate. 

Let us take up the Aldrich resolution just as it is. It was intro- 
duced on December 23, 1890, Miscellaneous Document 33: 


Resotved, That for the remainder of this session the rules of the Senato bo 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“When any bil), resolution, orother question shall have been under consider- 
ation for a reasonable time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that 
debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, and 
pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn shall be 
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made. Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the 
uestion shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. Ifthe Sennte shall 
decide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other question, the measure 
shall take operas e ofall other business whatever, and the question shall be 
put upon the amendments, if any, then pending, and upon the measure in its 
successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but without further de- 
bate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be permitted to speak 
upon the nicasure, including all amendments, not more than once and not ex- 
ceeding thirty minutes. = 

“After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order buta motion to adjourn or to take a recess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said 
motions shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renew the sanie until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending 
measure or one vote upon the same shall haye intervened, 

"Pending procesan under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect ofa 
quorum shall be in order until it shall bavo appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that s quoruniis not present and voting. 

“Pending proceedings under the foregoingrule all questions of order, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no obstructive 
or dilatory motion or proceedings of any kind shall be in order. 2 

“For the foregoing stated pares the following rules, namely, VIT, VIIT, TX, 
X, XII, XIX, XXII, XXVII, XXVIII, XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 

Mr. President, the Senator yesterday contended before the Senate 
that the rule now pending here permittedamendments, Thelanguage 
of it is: 

And the question shall be put upon the amendments, ifany, then pending. 

How many amendments can be pending? Two amendments to the 
original bill and two tothe substitute. To the original hill, the House 
bill, one amendment can he pending and an amendment to that amend- 
ment, and thatis all. That would make two amendments, but not 
to the bill. One would be an amendment to the measure itself and 
the other an amendment to the amendment, and that is all that contd 
be pending. So it is with the substitute. An amendment can be 
pending to that and an amendment to that amendment. So that 
really there can be only two amendments pending at the time the 
clôture rule is to be enforced, and yet the Senator from Massachusetts 
gets up on this floor and says that that resolution is in pursuance of 
the spirit and letter of this article in The Youth's Companion. Two 
amendments, as I say, alone can be pending. Now, let us see what he 
Bays: 

In this assembly— 

The Senator says in his letter 
speech is absolutely unfettered. Every mensure can be discussed fully with- 
out restraintand amended without limit, 

What is the meaning of that “and amended without limit?’? And 
yet he proposes here to fetter debate. Ife proposesagag rule with one 
hand upon the mouth of the Senate, and with the other, holding it by 
the throat, he strangles it. Now, mark yon what he says of freedom 
of speech and unlimited debate: 

Every mensure can be discussed fully without restraint and amended with- 
out limit. This is of immense importance— 

Immense importance— r 
notonly for the perfection of legislation, but also to the dignity of the Senate 
and, in my opinion, to ciyil liberty itself. 


And yet here we behold the Senator trampling down the principles 
of civil liberty itself by this rule, the very principles which he de- 
elared were essential to the maintenance of civil liberty in this country. 

But what is this resolution, Mr. President? Ihave read it. In ad- 
dition to cutting off amendment and restricting all amendments to 
two simply, and in addition to the gag rule which it imposes in re- 
straint of debate, of discussion, of exposure, it has some other peculiari- 
ties about it. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
Sting to the language, because it appears in his resolution as well 
as here: 

Ifsuch demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, the ques- 
tion shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. 

Here is a bold proposition to enable three out of five Senators on this 
floor, if only that number are present, to pass a rule to limit debate 
and prohibit amendments, to gag the Senate inits discussion and its 
right to offer amendments. Now, mark you, it does not say ‘'a ma- 
jority of the Senate,” but it says “a majority of the Senators pres- 
ent.” This is put in specifically. Thereisanobjectinit. Itis only 
a majority of the Senators present that is required. 

It is wholly immaterial whether that majority is a majority of the 
Senate or not; Isay no such proposition has ever been made in the 
Senate of the United States before. In other portions of this resolu- 
tion ‘‘a majority of the Senate’’ is spoken of, but here, when it is 
proponi that the demand shall be seconded, it is only to be seconded 

y ‘‘a majority of the Senators present.’? Noquorumof the Senateis 
necessary, no majority of the Senate is necessary. Three Senators, 
two favoring and one opposed, could enforce the gagrule. Is this 
right, is it honest, isit fair, isit just? Isthis the kind of proceeding 
the Senator from Massachusetts desires to see inaugurated in this great 
conservative body ? 

There are other provisions which Ishall not consume the time of the 
Senate now in discussing, as they are apparent upon the face of the res- 
olution itself. The rule proposes to modify or to some extent to re- 
pan Rule VII, inregard to the introduction of morning business; Rule 

IIT, in regard to the order of business prior to 2 o'clock; Rule IX, in 
regard to the order of business subsequent to 2 o’clock; Rule X, inref- 


erence toall special orders; Rule XII, in regard to voting and the callin; 
of the yeas and nays and the excusing of Senators; Rule XTX, p, 
to debate, imterruptions, transgressing the rules, taking down the words 
ete.; Rule XXII, which treats of the precedence of motions; Rule 
XXVII, reports of conference committees are to be excluded; Rule 
XXIX, messages from the President and the House of Representatives 
are to be ignored and refused; Rule XX XV, thatno session with closed 
doors can be held; and Rule XL, suspension and amendment ofthe rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator, or rather I ask 
the Chair to ask the Senator from Missouri, if he will permite to 
make a suggestion to him on the point just preceding the one he has 
now been speaking of on the subject of Senators present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 
Missouri, who I know means to be fair and just in his criticisms on 
these words ‘‘Senators present,’’ to a clause used, I believe, in pre- 
cisely the same words in the Constitution of the United States, and 
which has never been understood to mean a majority of Senators pres- 
ent unless there was a Senate to do business, that isa quorum; that 
is under the head of the powers of the President, on page 53 of our 
Manual here, the second clause: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
maketreaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur, 

The very language as to Senators present that is contained in this 
proposed rule, Isubmit, therefore, to my friend, without taking his 
time, that his commentary upon that is entirely erroneous, if he will 
allow me to say I of course mean no offense by that—that he is 
mistaken; that ‘‘Senators present’? mean Senators present in a Senate 
capable of doing business, just as the Constitution says aboutit. I 
thank the Senator for permitting me to call his attention to it. 

Mr, COCKRELL, What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Page 53 of the volume I have. It is under the 
head of the Presidential powers in the Constitution, and it is the second 
clause of the second section of Article II of the edition that Ihave ofour 
book of rules, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It says: 

THeshall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur, 

Mr. President, I do not think that that would mean anything less 
than a quorum. I do not think that clause of the Constitution would 
give the Senate in executive session the power to advise and consent to 
the ratification of a treaty unless there is a quorum present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iagreo with the Senator entirely, and the same 
thing, as my friend from Massachusetts [Mr, Hoar] reminds me, isin 
the clause about impeachment, I think everybody understands that 
when the words ‘‘Senators present’’ occur in the Constitution or any- 
where else they refer to Senators present in a Senate capable of doing 
business. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Constitution is a very different instrament 
from a mere rule of the Senate. Wherever any business is referred to 
in the Constitution to be transacted by the Senate or the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Senate or the House meant by such language is that 
provided for in section 5 of Article I of the Constitution: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majerity of each shall constitute a quorum to do business, 

In other words, the constitutional limitation is that there must be 
a majority of the Senate or House to do any business, except only that 
they can secure a quorum by requesting or compelling the presence of 
absent members, but they can do no business, they can only perpetu- 
ate their existence until they can get a quorum. 

But, Mr. President, here is a rule which has no provision in it and 
no reference to a majority of the Senate and as to what isa quorum 
of the Senate to transact business. It ignores largely all the other 
rules and says ‘‘a majority of the Senators present,” and that you 
can not raise the question of a quorum unless there isa yea-and-nay 
vote taken on a division disclosing less than a quorum, and that is in 
thesubsequent Ses tgs 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Vermont, 

Mr..EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if my friend will pardon me for a 
single moment, he surely can not contend that it is necessary either to 
insert or to refer to the Constitution of the United States or the fan- 
damental constitution of this bodyin makinga rule. When, therefore, 
the rule says a ‘‘majority of Senators present,” or whatever, may do 
a certain thing, it is just the same as if the Constitution were written 
into every line of it, and using the same language that is used in the 
Constitution. 

The Senator referred to what I was about to call his attention to; 
thatis, tothe latter part of the very same rule, which evidently was 
most carefully drawn in order to repel the idea of any possibility of 
counting a quorum or doing anything else by the action of the Senate, 
other than what should be done by a majority of the whole Senate vot- 
inguponit, Notice how carefully it is said, ‘‘ presentand voting,” so 
that there can be no counting people as present, and so on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allow me to ask theSenator one question, to get 
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at his understanding. His understanding, then, is, ifsuch demand be 
seconded by a majority of Senators present, that majority of Senators 
present must be a majority ofa quorum? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ndotibtedly, just as clear as words can make it, 
taking the Constitution into view and the rest of the rule as well. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to add—thonghit does not 
strengthen the argument of the Senator from Vermont in the least, but 
it shows how.common that phraseology is—the same phrase is used also 
in the matter of conviction on impeachment, ‘‘ two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present,” without saying two-thirds of the whole Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But in the Constitution, you know, there is an 
express requirement thata majority is necessary to do any business, 
and therefore it supposes the presence of a quorum. I am disposed 

‘to attach a great deal of significance to the interpretation given to this 
tule by the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], be- 
cause in reading this rule over and comparing it with other rules that 
were introduced on the subject of the previous question, I can see the 
handwriting of the distinguished Senator from Vermont very plainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very strange that you could understand it, 
for you could not read my handwriting very well, nor anybody else. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will probably account for my being misled 
according to the interpretation of the Senator in using the words “a 
majority of the Senators present,’’ but, if the demand must be seconded 
by a majority of a quorum, asa matter of course there is no ground 
of criticism. - I would not criticise it or say anything of that kind, 

_ because a question of that kind should be settled by a majority of a 
quorum. 

In its further provisions, in addition to modifying the rilés to which 
I have referred, after the cliture resolution has been adopted, each 
Senator can speak once and not exceeding thirty minutes, and the Sen- 
ate is practically to continue until the business is disposed of, and only 
two amendments can be offered. This brings us to the point of the 
question of the clôture resolution. I desire to discuss this proposed 
rule fairly and in the light of precedent and authority and reason. 

The first Senate of the United States under the Constitution assem- 
bled on Wednesday, March 4, 1789. No quorum, however, appeared 
until April 6. On April 6 a quorum appeared. That was on Mon- 


day. On Tuesday, April 7— 
Messrs. Ellsworth, Lee, Strong, Maclay, and Bassett were appointed a com- 
mittee to prepare rules for the coyernment of the two Houses in cases of con- 


ference, and to take under consideration the mannerof electing chaplains, and 
to confer thereupon with acommittee of the House of Representatives. 

‘The same committeo were also to prepare rules for conducting the business 
of the Senate, 

One of the very first motions in the Senate was to establish rules, 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. As the Senator is considering the clôture rule, so 
called, I desire to say to him that undoubtedly there will he an amend- 
ment offered, and I have no question adopted, which will give not ex- 
ceeding one day for the consideration of all amendments of which no- 
tice shall theretofore have been given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thank the Senator for the suggestion; but it is 
a queer way of legislating to bring a bill in here and keep it before 
the Senate for fouror five months. The election bill was reported, I 
believe, some time in August last, was it not? Iam not certain. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not remember. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I willthank the Secretary to inform me at what 
a“ the bill was reported from the Committee on Privileges and ‘Elec- 

ons. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will certainly admit that after a bill isre- 
ported and is on the Calendar or on the table is the only opportunity 
tor the offering of amendments. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘The bill was reported August 7, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On August 7, 1890, this bill was reported from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. The first amendments 
that were submitted by the friends of the bill or by the Senator in 
charge were only submitted last week. We have been discussing the 
bill for nearly a month uponcertain clauses and a Senator comes inand 
moves toamend it, Here we have had a resolution lying before us 
eversince the 23d of December and other resolutions ever since April 
last. The watchful Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
always in the lead insuch matters, on April 23, 1890, submitted a res- 
olution for the previous question. This resolution has been beforeus 
and was introduced on the 23d of December. It has been discussed 
and is now under discussion, and if these amendments are to be made, 
why are they not made so that we shall have an opportunity of dis- 
cussingthem? Why arethey not proposednow? A very slight amend- 
ment may make a very material alteration, and it might havea decided 
effect upon the discussion. 

I, however, do not know what amendments will be offered, and there- 
fore I can only discuss the resolution as it is printed and now before 
the Senate, and my criticisms of the resolution as it is must be legiti- 
mate until the amendments are offered and agreed to. I should hope 
for the sake of the Senate that numerous amendments would be made 
to the resolution. But, as I was proceeding to state, this committee on 


the 13th day of April, 1789—I read from the Annals of Congress—made 
its report: 

The report of the committec to pre 
the Senate was read, and ordcred to lie for consideration. 


re rules for conducting the business of 


On April 16 the report of the Committee on Rules was agreed to and 
printed. These rules were nineteen in numberand they arefound in the 
Journals of Congress, upon page 20 of the Annals of the First Congress, 
from 1789 to1791,volume 1. There are so many different prints of the 
Annals that the pages do not all agree, I believe: 

Resolved, That the following rules, from No. 1 to 19, inclusive, be observed : 

1. The President having taken the chair anda quorum bein, present, tho 
Journal of the preceding day shall be read, to the end that any m: o may be 
corrected that shall have been made in the entries. 

2. No member shall speak to another or otherwise interrupt the business of 
the Senate, or read any printed paper,while the Journals or public papers are 
reading, or when any member is speaking in nny debate. 

3. Every member when he speaks shall address the Chair, standing in his 
place, and when he has finished shall sit down. 

4, No member shall speak more than twice in any one debate on the same day 
without leave of the Senate. e 

5. When two members shall risc at the same time the President shall name 
the person to speak; but in all cases the member first rising shall speak first. 

6. No motion shall be debated until the same shall be seconded. 

7. When a motion shall be made and seconded it shall be reduced to writin 
if desired oy, the President or any member, delivered in at the table, and rea 
by the President before the same shall be debated. ° 

8. While a question is before the Senateno motion shall be received unless for 
an amendment, for the previous question, or for postponing the main question, 
or to commit it, or to adjourn. f 

Rules VIII and IX contain what is called the previous question: 

9. The previous question being moved and seconded, the question from the 
Chair shall be: “Shall the main question be now put?” And if the nayspre- 
yail the main question shall not then be put, 

10. If a question in dcbate contain several points, any member may have the 
same divided, 

11. When the yeas and nays shall be called for by one-fifth of the members 

resent, each member called upon shall, unless for special reasons he be excused 
by the Senate, declare openly and without debate his asacnt or dissent to the 
question. In taking the yeasand nays and upon acall of the House the names 
of the members shall be taken alphabetically. 

12. One day’s notice at Jeast shall be given of an intended motion for leave 
to bring in a bill. 

13. Every bill shall receive three Se als previous to being passed; and the 
President shall give notice at each, whether it bo the first, second,or third; 
which reading shall be on three different days unless the Senate unanimously 


direct otherwise. 

14. No bill shall be committed or amended until it shall have been twice read, 
after which it may be referred to a committee. 

15, All committees shall be appointed by ballot, and a plurality of votes shall 
make a choice. 

16. When a member shall be called to order he shall sitdown until the Presi- 
dent shall have determined whether he is in order or not; and every question 
of order shall be decided by the President without debate; but if there bea 
doubt in his mind he may call for the sense of the Senate. 

17. Ifa member be called to order for words spoken the exceptionable words 
shall be immediately taken down in writing, that the President may be better 


enabled to judge of the matter. 

18. When a blank isto be filled and differentsumsshall be proposed the ques- 
tion shall be taken on the highest sum first, 

19. No member shall absent himself from the service of the Senate without 
leave of the Senate first obtained. 


I have read these rules because they are very short and because the 
large majority of them are rules of the Senate to-day, although it may 
be under different numbers. The rules of the Senate which I have 
read remained in force substantially, with now and then an additional 
amendment, or clause, or rule, until the 26th day of March, 1806. 
However, during the interval between 1789 and 1806 a number of res- 
olutions were passed in regard to amending the rules and in adding 
tothem. November 1, 1891, it was— 

Ordered, That Messrs. Burr, Butler, and Robinson be a committee to revise 
the rules and report such alterations and additions as may be necessary. 

On the 3d of March, 1797, a motion was made ‘to expunge the thir- 
teenth rule. Iwill read the thirteenth rule: 


13. Every bill shall receive three readings previous to its being passed; and 
the President shall Fixe notice at each, whetherit be the first, second, or third ; 
which readings shall be on three different days unless the Senate unanimously 
direct otherwise. 


This motion to expunge this rule I suppose was in the interest of 
hurrying business through, and it was negatived. Then a motion was 
made to suspend the same, and that was also negatived. You willsec 
it was just at the close of a session of Congress. On the 20th of June, 
1797, a motion was made to add after the fourteenth rule a new one, 
as follows; this is an addition to the rule: A 

And when a motion shall be made for striking out any period, section, or 
clause in a report, resolution, or bill, it shall always be in order to move an 
amendment or amendments of such period, section, or clause, and such amend- 
tapat et seamen shall always be decided before the question on striking 

That is substantially the rule of the Senate to-day. But further 
consideration was postponed, and on the 23d of June the resolution 
itself was postponed until the next Congress. 

January 9, 1798, a motion was made to amend the nineteenth rule by 
adding certain words toit. ‘The motion was referred to a select com- 
mittee composed of Senators Tracy, Anderson, Livermore, Goodhue, 
and Payne, and on June 8 Mr. Tracy, from the committee, reported 
an addition to Rule XTX. It was read and ordered to lie for consid- 
eration; and on June 25, 1798, the Senate took into consideration the 
report, which was agreed to, and the addition made to Rule XIX. 
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On December 5, 1803,,on motion that it be— 


Resotved, That when any bill, resolution, or amendment shall be a on, 
no reconsideration shall take place on the same-day, unless mo for by a 
member in the majority; nor shallany reconsideration of a bill, resolution, or 
amendment take place the succeeding day, but with the consent of four-fifths 
ofthe House— 


it was that this motion lie for consideration. On December 12, 
1803, the Senate took into consideration the motion made on the 5th 
instant, and it was agreed that this motion be referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Dayton, and Baldwin to consider and report theroon to the Sen- 
ate. 
On January 13,1804, Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred said resolution, made report, which was read and ordered to lie 
for consideration. 

In the first session of the Ninth Congress, 1803-06, proceedings for a 
revision of the rules were taken. January 10, 1806, it was— 


Resolved, Thata committee be appointed to take into consideration the rules 
for conducting business of the Senate of the United States, and report to the 
Senate such alterations and amendmonts, ifany, as they shall judge proper; and 

Oran That Messrs. Anderson, Tracy, Baldwin, Bradley, and Adams be the 
committee, 


On March 13, 1806— 


Mr, Anderson, from the committee to whom was referred on tho 10th of Jan- 
uary last the motion for a revision of the rules for conducting business in the 
Senate, mado report; which was read, and ordered to lic for consideration. 


On March 18, 1806— 

The amendments reported by the committee to the rules for conducting busi- 
ness in the Senate were considered as in Committee of the Whole; and having 
been farther amended were adopted and reported to the House. 

Ordered, Tnat they pass to a third reading. 

That was March 18, 1806. On March 21— 


The amendments reported to the rules for conducting business in the Senato 
were read a third time, and further amendment proposed. 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be postponed. 


On Wednesday, March 26, 1806— 

Tho Senate resumed the amendmonts reported to the rules for conducting 
business in the Senate, and, having agreed to further amendments, the rules 
were adopted, as follows. 

Mr. President, up to that time there had been nineteen rules, with 
some additions. This revision of the rules made forty standing rules 
of the Senate. I want to call special attention to this revision of the 
rules. As a matter of course we have very little preserved of what 
was said in the Senate during the consideration of those rules, and, in 
fact, as to the consideration of the business of the Senate at that time. 
The rules, however, as amended and agreed to on that day, are printed 
in full, and they leave out all reference to a previous question. 


While a question is before the Senate no motion shall be received unless for 
an amendment, for postponing the question, or to commit it, or toadjourn, and 
the motion for adjournment shall always be in order and decided without de- 

te. 


Mr. President, you will see that this isalmostidentically Rule VIII 
as adopted April 16,1789. Rule VIII there reads: 

8. While a question is before the Senate no motion shall be received unless for 
an amendment, for the previous question, or for postponing the main question, 
or to commit it, or to adjourn. 

Rule VIL adopted in 1806 leaves out the words *‘for the previous ques- 
tion” and leaves out the word ‘‘main,’’ and reads “for postponin 
the question,” and then adds ‘‘and the motion for adjournment shal 
always be in order and decided without debate.” 

Rule IX in the revision of 1806 reads: 

9. If the question in debate contains several points any member may hayvo 
the same divided. 

Rule IX in the old revision was: 

The previous question being moved and seconded, the question from the 
Ohair shall be, “Shall the main question be now put?”’ and if the nays prevail 
the main question shall not then bo put. 

So that role in its entirety was abandoned and left out of the revision 
in 1806. Ihave not had the time to get an accurate account of the 
few times that it was attempted in the Senate of the United States be- 
tween 1789 and March, 1806, to invoke the previous question, I un- 
derstand from the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that there were only four efforts made during that time, so far 
as the search of the records of Congress discloses, to invoke the aid of 
the previous question, - 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have made a careful examination of the record, and 
I find that from 1789 to the time when the previous question was 
dropped out of the rules in 1806 the motion for the previous question 
was made only four times, and one of the four was upon a preamble, 
and the Chair held the motion ont of order. But it was invoked and 
put in operation three times within that period. 

Nr. COCKRELL. We do not have any full account of the circum- 
stances under which the rule was attempted to be carried into force 
those four times and was actually carried into force three times, but it 
is sufficient to say that the Senate was willing to abandon the rule en- 


tirely. 
Mr. President, from 1806 up to 1841 we had no further attempt to 
amend or change the rules or bring in the previous question, I want 


to give as brief an account as I can of the effort that was made by Mr. 
Clay in 1841, under the Presidency of John Tyler, which was referred 
to by the Senator from Massachusetts in his instructions to the youth 
of the country. He says: 


An attempt was made by Mr. Clay, during the Presidency of John Tyler, to 
introduce the hour rule and the “previous question’ into the Senate. The 
Democratic minority threatened forcible resistance. Some of Mr. Clay’s polit- 
ical friends flinched from his support and the plan was given up. 


Now it scems that in that Congress in 1841, in the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, anew rule was adopted, or, itmay be, enforced, for closing de- 
bate. An important measure, deemed so to the Administration of Mr, 
Tyler, which was then represented by Mr. Clay, was pending in the 
Senate and had been discussed for some time, On July 12, 1841, an 
important measure, the fiscal bank of the United States being under 
discussion, and some considerable discussion having taken place, Mr. 
Clay, after making a speech in reply to Senator Wright and others, but 
particularly in reply to Senator Wright, of New York, said: 


He could not help regarding the opposition to this bill as one eminently 
calculated to delay the pnblic business, with no other object that he could see 
than that of protracting to the last moment the measures for which session 
had been expressly called to give to the people. This, too, was atn time when 
the whole country is crying out inann agony of distress for messures of relief. 
Does the Senator believe it practicable or within the contemplation of the ma- 
jority to propose a bill, or that it could be passed, or a bank formed for the 
management of the public fund in which the Government was to have no in- 
terest? What then was the use—and he would put it to the candor and consid- 
eration of the Senator himself—what was the use of urging such amendments 
mene, cree to protract discussion and kill time, without any hope of practi- 
cal results? 

‘This was now the third week in which the Senate had been enga; in the 
discussion of this bill. If thesame proportion of time is lostin theo House, 
considering the proportionate number ofits members, instead ofgetting through 
the business of this extra session in July it will be the last of autumn before it 
can be done. He would urge upon the gentlemen opposite some consideration 
for the just expectations of the country and of the majority, and not pursue a 
course that would lead to an inference that embarrassment and delay were the 
objects aimed at. 

Mr. Wright in reply said: 

He did not mean to consume more time than he Judged necessary for tho 
honest discharge of his duty to his constituents and to the whole country. 
much he hoped he would permitted to do without feeling under any ne- 
cessity of restraint on account of incurring the severe displeasure of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. Le[Mr. Wright] did not know until now that the opinions 
which he had been repeating over and over in this Chamber for the ijast three 
years were at jast new to the Senator or that the expression of them on this 
very appropriate occasion should excite so much of his ineffable surprise. 


Mr. GRAY. From whom is the Senator reading? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is from Senator Silas Wright, jr., of New 
York. Mr. Clay, in reply to what the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Wright] and others had urged, said: 


What was the case tho other day on one motion for an amendmentthat there 
could haye been no rational hope of ing? There were no less seven 
speeches on that side and not a word on this; yet the decision was so decided) 
against it as to show that it was nothing buttime thrown away, for no end. He 
did notattribute to the Senators any motives for delay. He only spoke of the 
matteroffact. Headmitted that his side had had its share of time tomature the 
bill; but that was their right as the friends of the measure; they were entitled to 
such time as was requisite in perfecting it, He did not doubt that the Senators 
on the other side concei they were following the path of duty and acting 
conscientiously, according to the opinions they entertained, in trying to defeat 
the measure, or, if they could not do that, render it as odious as lein the 
eyes of the world, in order that it might ultimately fail. He recollected a paral- 
Jelinstance, During the war with Great Britain, Mr. Pickering and some others 
denounced a Joan which went to carry on the war, and endeavored to dissuade 
capitalists from embarking in this loan. 


I now read from the proceedings of the Senate of July 15,1841. Mr. 
Clay then said he would be glad if the Senate would take up the loan 
bill reported from the other House, and after some discussion he con- 
tinued: 


When at the early part of the session he had urged upon the Senate the ne- 
cessity of action and the example this grave body ought to show of Er 
in the public business, he was met by the opposition with the cry of what is 
the use of such hurry? the other branch of Congress would be so far behind 
that it never could catch up. The cry was ‘‘ Why precipitate business? there is 

lenty of time for discussion ; ge onas we may we shall be in advance of the 

House.’ Now, what was the fact? They were absolutely behind the House; 
the Jand bill, this bill, ond others had beon by that body; and with all 
those important measures before them, taking up their time, it was asked why 
they had not brought it up earlier. The House had been treading on the heels 
of the Senate, and at last got the start of it a long way in advance of the busi- 
ness of the session. 

The reason was obvious. The majority there is for action, and has secured 
it. Some change wascalled forinthisChamber. The truth is thatthe Tepe A 
here control the action of the Senate and cause all the delay of the public busi- 
ness. They obstruct the majority in the dispatch of all business of importance 
to the country, and particularly those measures which the majority is bound to 
give to the country without further delay. Did not this reduce the majority to 
the necessity of aflopting some measure which would place the control of the 
business of the session in their hands? 
must be resorted to. 

Now, as to the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina, could he 
really beserious? Could he imagine fora moment thatafter all that had passed 
about the Treasury note scheme the presont Administration could entertain 
such a proposition? 


Mr. Clay said further: 


But,as he had indulged in anticipation, to put the matter beyond doubt, he 
[Mr. Clay] would have the Senator to know that he would resort to the Con- 
stitution and act on the rights insured in ít to the majority by passing a mens- 
ure that wonld insure the contro! of the business of the Senate to the majority. 
If ho did not adopt the same means which had proved so beneficial in the other 
House, he would haye somothing equally eficient to offer. He had no doubt 
of the cheerful adoption of such a measuro when it should come before the Sen- 
ate. So fùr from the rule being condemned, he would venture to say that it 


It was impossible to do without it; it 
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would be a approved. It was the means of controlling the business, 
abridging long and unnecessary speeches, and would everywhere be hailed as 
one of the greatest improvements of the age. He thoughtit would be neces- 
sary to resort to similar means or some other to give the majority a control of 
the b ess in the Senate. 

Look at the facts in this case. Here already three weeks and a half hadbeen 
spent in amendment after amendment to this bill, being discussed and debated 
atas full oe as if the whole bill was on its final passage. Yet if a proposi- 
tion is urged te confine debate to the merits or demerits of each amendment, 
there is an outcry made about abridging the liberty of speech. Wassucha 
course as that adopted on the other side proper? Was it-such as would be tol- 
erated by the American people? Did Senators on the other side think that tho 
People would complain that speeches were cut off which would prevent the 

ublic business from being carried on? No such thing; but they think they 

now the people. Now,he knew the people too, and he knew they were not 
going to complain about the abridgment of long speeches in Congress. They 
want their business to be done; they wantaction, and notso much talkabout it. 

The people will be very giad to find they can get the measure they are so im- 
patient for carried through without the useless delay of waiting for long 
speeches to be delivered. He recollected once meeting with one of the most 
intelligent and truly sensible men it had ever been his good fortune to be ac- 
quainted with, and he was struck with a remarkable saying of his; it was that 
he considered it utterly impossible for any man, he did not care what his genius 
was, to k sensibly or usefully on any topic for more than a quarter of an 
hour. What, then, he (Mr. Clay) would say, was the use of such speeches as are 
here made? There were 240 members in the other House; if each was to con- 
sumean hour, when woulda session terminate? And yet the restriction would 
be complained of. The greatest grievance complained of by the people with 
regard to Congress is the delay Sapo business by long speeches. 

Mr. King said the Senator complained of three weeks and a half having been 
lost in amending his bill. Was not the Senator aware that it was the Senator 
himself and his friends had consumed most of the time?’ But now that the mi- 
nority had to take it up, the Senate is told there must be a gag law. Did he 
understand that it was the intention of the Senator to introduce that measure? 

Mr. Cray, I will, sir; I will. 

Mr. Krva. I tell the Senator then that he may make his arrangements at his 
boarding house for the winter. 

Mr, Cray. Very well, sir. 

Mr. KixG. Did not the Senator in the beginning of the session press forward 
his favorite measure, the bank bill, by removing the rubbish, as he called the 
subtreasury, declaring that it could not be delayed a moment, in order to give 
to the people this bank bill? The subtreasury was repealed to make room for 
this splendid bank; ard now that was to be set aside all at once to make room 
for something else, while the delay was to be charged -upon them. The loan 
bill was now to be forced. It was the bank bill at the varnan of the session. 
If there was any real necessity for it then it existed still, He (Mr. King) to test 
that point was ready,and he would undertake to make the proposition for his 
friends, to get through with their amendments to-day and to-morrow and let 
the bill go to the vote on Saturday or Monday at furthest. 

No, no; thatwouldnotdo. TheSenatordid notnow wanttoriskthat. Some 
of his friends were absent; they must be waited for. With whom then was the 
delay? The Senator from Kentucky had forgotten his own course and that of 
his friends whon they were in the minority. katthe panic session. Did 
they not consume six months in debating aS measure however trifling in it- 

for political effect, and were he and his friends to be restricted from pre- 
senting their views on measures so momentous? 

He (Mr. King) was truly sorry to see the honorable Senator so far forgetting 
what is due to the Senate as to talk of coercing it by any possible abridgment 
of its free action. The freedom of debate had never yet been abridged in that 
body since the foundation of this Government. Was it fitor becoming after 
fifty years of unrestrained liberty to threaten it with a gag law? He could tell 
the Benatoe that, peaceable a man ashe (Mr, King? was, whenever it was at- 
tempted to violate that-sanctuary he for one wou d resist that attempt even 
unto the death. Perhaps all this was uncalled for, but the occasion would be 
some excuse, He was for testing the question of the Senator's power to carry 
his bank bill. Let it be called up now, and let the country judge between the 
Senator and the opposition whose was the fault of delay. 


I now read what Mr. Benton, of Missouri, said: 


Mr. Benton would take this opportunity tosay a word on this menace, so often 
thrown out, of a design to stila debate and stop amendments to bills in this 
Chamber. He should consider such an attempt as mucha violation ot the Con- 
stitution and of the privileges of the Chamber as it would be for a military 
usurper to enter upog us at the head of hissoldiery and expel us from ourseats. 

It is not in order, continued Mr. Benton, it is not in order, and would bea 
breach of the privilege of the House of Representatives, to refer to anything 
which may have taken place in that House. My business is with our own 
Chamber, and with the threat that has so often been uttered on this floor, during 
this extra session, of stifling debate and cutting off amendments by the intro- 
duction of the previous question. 

With respect to debates, Senators haye a constitutional right to speak; and 
while they speak to the supiese before the house there is nọ power anywhere 
to vop them. Itisaconstitutionalright. When a member departs from the 

uestion, he is to be stopped ; it is the duty of the Chair—your duty, Mr. Presi- 

nt—to stop him, and it is the duty of the Senate to sustain you in the discharge 
of this duty, We haverules for conducting the debates, and these rules only re- 
quire to be enforced in order to make debates decent and instructive in their 
import, and brief and reasonable in theirduration. The Government has been 
in operation above fifty years, and the freedom of debate has been sometimes 
a , especially during the last twelve Beats when those out of power made 
the two Houses of Congress the arena of political and electioneering combat 
nst the Democratic administration in poner: 
he liberty of debate was abused during this time; but the Democratic majority 
would not impose gags and muzzles on the mouths of the minority; they would 
not stop their speeches; considering, and justly considering, that the privilege 
of speech was inestimable and inattackable, that some abuse of it was insepara- 
ble fromits enjoyment, and that it was better to endure a temporary abuse than 
to incura total extinction of this great privilege. 

But, sir, debate is one thing and amendments are another. A long speech, 
wandering off from the bill, is a very different thing from a short amendment, 
directed to the texture of the bill itself and intended to increase its beneficial, or 
to diminish its prejudicial, action, These amendments are the pointto which I 
ee aoe and to the nature of which I particularly invoke the attention of 

e Senate. 

By the Constitution of the United States, each bill is to receive three read- 
ings, and each reading represents a different stage of proceeding and a differ- 
ent mode of action under it. The first reading is for information only; it isto 
let the House know what the bill is for, whatitscontents are; and then neither 
debate nor amendment is ex: ed and never occurs except in extraordinary 
cases, The second reading is for amendment and debate, and this reading 
usually takes place in Committee of the Whole in the House of Representan- 
tives and in quasi committee in the Senate. The third reading, after the bill 
is engrossed, is for passage; and then it can not be amended and is usually 
yoted upon with little orno debate, Now, it is apparent thatthe second read- 
ing of the billis the important one, that it is the legislative, the lawmaking 


reading, the one at which the collective wisdom of the House is concentrated 
upon it, to free it from defects and to improve it to the utmost, to illustrate its 
nature and trace its consequences, 

The billis drawn up in a committee or it is received from a Department in 
the form ofa projet de lof, and reported by a committee, or it is the work of a 
single member and introduced on leaye, The bill, before perfected by amend- 
ments, is the work ofa committee, or of a head ofa DS pee aa or of a single 
member, and, if amendments are prevented, then the legislative power of the 
House is annihilated; the edict of a secretary of a committee, or of a member, 
becomes the law, and the collected and concentrated wisdom and experience of 
the House has never been brought to bearuponit. The previous question cuts 
offamendments; and, therefore, neither in England nor in the United States 
until now, in the House of Se hes marie ies has that question everbeen applied 
to bills in Committee of the Whole on the second reading, 

This question annihilates legislation, sets at naught the wisdom of the House, 
and expunges the minority. It is always aninvidious question, butseldom en- 
foreedin England and butlittle used In the early periods ofourown Government. 
It has never been used in the Senate at all, never at any stage of the bill; inthe 
House of Representatives it has never been used on asecond reading of the bill, 
in Committee ofthe Whole until the present session—this session, so ominous 
in its call and commencement, and which gives daily proofof its alarming ten- 
dencies, and of its unconstitutional, dangerous, and corrupting measures, The 
previous question has never yet been phe in this Chamber; and to apply it 
now, at this ominous session, when all the old Federal measures of eH years 
ago are to be conglomerated into one hugeand frightful mass and rushed through 
by one convulsive effort; to apply it now, under such circumstances, is to muz- 
zie the mouths, to gag the jaws, and tie up the tongues of those whose speeches 
would expose enormities which can not endure the light, and present to the pco- 
ple these ruinous measures in the colors in which they ought to be seen. 

The opinion of the people is invoked; they aro said to be opposed to long 
speeches and in fayorof action. Butdo they want action without deliberation, 
without consideration, without knowing what we are doing? Do they want 
bills withoutamendments, withoutexamination of details, withouta knowledge 
of their effect'and operation when they are passed? Certainly the people wish 
nosuch thing. They want nothing which will notbear discussion. The people 
are in favor of discussion and never read our debates with more avidity than 
at this ominous and critical extraordinary session, But I can well conceive ot 
those who are against those debates arid want them stifled. Old sedition-law 
Federalism isagainstthem; the cormorants, who are whetting their bills for the 
prey which the acts of this session are to give them, are against them; and the 
advocates of these acts, who can not answer these arguments and who shelter 
weakness under dignified silence, they are all weary, sick, and tired of a con- 
test which rages on one side only, and which exposes at once the badness of 
their cause and the defeat of its defenders. Sir, this call for Action! Action! 
Action! as it was well said yesterday, comes from‘those whose cry is, Plunder! 
Plunder! Plunder! 

The previous question and the old sedition law are measures of the samc 
character and children of the same parents and intended for the same pur- 
poses. Thy are to hide light, to enable those in power to work in darkness, 
to enable them to proceed unmolested, and to permit them to establish ruinous 
measures without stint and without detection. The introduction of this pre- 
vious question into this body, I shall resist as I would resist its conversion into 
a bed of justice—lit de justice—of the old French monarchy for the registration 
of royal edicts. In these beds of justice, the parliament formed into a bed of 
justice, the kings before the revolution caused their edicts to be registered with- 
out debate and without amendment. Theking ordered it, and it was done; his 
word became law. On one occasion, when the parliament was refractory, Louiz 
XIV entered the chamber, booted and spurred, a whip in his hand, a horse- 
whip in his hand, and stood on his feet until the edict was registered. This is 
Sk has been done in the way of passing bills without debate or amendment 

n France. 


I now quote from the other Senator from Missouri at that time, Mr. 
Linn: 


Mr. Linn said it was an old Scottish proverb, that threatened people live 
longest. He hoped the liberties of the Senate would yet outlive the threats of 
the Senator from Kentucky. But,if the lash was to be spies he wouldrather 
it wasapplied at once than to bealwaysthreatened with it. ‘There is great com- 

laint of delay; but who was causing the delay now growing out of this threat? 

Jad it not been made, there would be no necessity for repelling it.. He knew 
of no disposition on the part of his friends to consume the time that ought to 
be given to the public business. Ifehad never known his friends, while in the 
majority, tocomplain of discussion. Heknew very well and could make allow- 
ances that the Senator from Kentucky was placed in a very trying situation, 
If he brought forward measures that were questionable he had to encounter 
resistance, But he wasin the predicament that he had pledged himself to carry 
those measures, and, if he did not, it would be his political ruin. He hadevery- 
thing on the issue; hence his impatience to pronounce judgment against the 
right of the minority to discuss his measures. 


Mr. President, this certainly seems to paint in exact colors the situa- 
tion of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Clay hoped the Senator would allow him to say that on no occasion had 
he offered to pronounce judgment. 

Mr. Linn said he had understood him to say that if the Senate was disposed, 
as he thought it oughtto do, they would adopt the sameruleas the other House. 

Mr. Clay said certainly, he meant that. 

Mr, Linn said very well; ifthe Senator was in such a critical condition as to 
be obliged to say he can not get his measures through without cutting off de- 
bate, why does he not accept the proposition of taking the vote on his bank 


bill on Monday? Ifhe brings forward measures that have been battled against 


successfully for a quarter of a century, is it any wonder that they should be op- 
posed and time should be demanded to discuss them? 

Mr. President, think of it! Here is a proposition to bring forward 
any other measure of public business except this one which had been 
disenssed and battled for for over a quarter of a century, and it was the 

rticular one which Mr. Clay said must be passed under the gag rule. 

t is the same way here. Here is the force bill; it was defeated in a 
Republican Congress in 1875, in the closing session of the Forty-third 
Congress, where the Republican had a majority, I believe, of two- 
thirds and all the branches of administration, and the present distin- 
guished Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, was then Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. It has been brought before the country prior to 
this time; it has been brought before it for a quarter of a century, and 
now it must be taken up or nothing else. 

We said tothem: “Take up the silver bill.” Itwastakenup, We 
joined in the votes to dispose of it. We it; if was necessary 
legislation. We haye said timeand again, take up any billofpublicim- 
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portance, any public measure for the interest of the people, and not this 
old matter that has been before the country for over a quarter of acen- 
tury, and we will join you in hastening action upon it. Wesay soto- 
day. Take up your pure-lard bill; take up your bankruptcy bill; take 
up any of the pone measures which the country is petitioning for 
from one end of it to the other, and upon which you receive petitions 
day by day whenever you allow them to bepresented. Takethem up; 
we will join you. We will consider them; we will be as brief as itis 
possible to bein theirdiscussion. But if you insist upon this old meas- 
ure, merely partisan, not indorsed by one-half of your own party, we 
gay to the Senator from Massachusetts, we say to the shadow of the 
Lodge that is behind him pressing him forward, we must discuss this 
measure; we are entitled to discuss it in all its bearings and in all its 
ramifications; and we have done nothing else. 


Mr. Linn said very well; if the Senator was in such a critical condition as to 
be obliged to say he can not get his measures throngh without cutting off debate 
why does he not accept the proposition of taking the vote on his bank bill on 
Monday? If he brings forward the measures that have heen battled against 
successfully fora quarter ofa century is it any wonder that they should be op- 
posed and time should be demanded to discuss them? The Senator is aware 
that Whiggery is dying off in the country and that there is no time to be lost; 
unless he and his friends pass these measures they are ruined. All he should 
say to liim was, pass them if hecould. If, in orderto do it, he is obliged tocome 
on with his gag law, he [Mr. Linn] would say to his friends, let them meet 
him like men, He was not for threatening, but if he was obliged to meet the 
crisis he would do itas became him. The rules adopted were always forthem- 
selves and againsttheminority. What wasthisloan bill? Was it, like Treas- 
ury notes, to pay out for claims duc? No, it was to anticipate claims not due. 
Why not, then, hold it over and meet the claims due in the shortest and most 
obvious way? The hu isso great that to get it passed we are threatened 
with a measure which will consume a whole week in discussion, 

Mr, Clay,from his seat, asked: Did the Senator mean to say a week would 
be consumed in executive session? 

Mr. Linn said he did not; he meant that a week would be consumed in the 
discussion of the gag law. 


The matter again came up on July 16: 


Mr. Clay asked the indulgence of the Senate to take up theloan bill. He felt 
rsuaded that gentlemen on the other side bad no disposition to throw imped- 
ments or embarrasments in the way of the Treasury; and after what he had 
stated yesterday in relation to its condition he felt convinced they would see 
the necessity of some promptactiononthe bill. Indeedif it were not passed on 
at once there would be no telling what the consonance might be. Ie would 
call theirattention to the Treasury note bills, which had been passed Late 
on the same day they were received or at most in not more than a day after, 
The bill before them was the same in effect, simply changing the mode of ef- 
fecting the same object. Ie submitted therefore to the candorand aap! of 
gentlemen on the other side whether it would not be better tolet the bill before 
them pass and relieve the Treasury, and reserve their opposition until the duty 
bill came up, or land bill, when they would have ample opportunity to offer 
their views. 

Mr. Wright was willing to extend tothe majority the same aid as had been 
given by them to his friends when in ower forsupplying the wants of Govern- 
ment by the Treasury note bills. But he contended that this bill was not of the 
same character, not to supply the temporary wants of Government, but to fur- 
nish means which would render it possible to dispose of one entire branch of 
the publio revenue. In that sense, and that alone, he should oppose the bill. 
It would be desirable to get through with the vill under consideration before 
another was taken up, which it appeared to him might be done, and the loan 
bill postponed three or four days, considering the amount stated by the Sena- 
tor to be in the Treasury, and the accruing revenue, 

Mr. Clay said the spirit of the Senator was creditable to him and similar to 
that by which he was usually actuated. But he was incorrect in his assertion, 
and the design of this bill was not to proyide for the distribution of the pro- 
cecds of the lands, If the land bill was passed it would not take effect till 
next year, and with the:money derived from the lands this bill was still neces- 
sary. It was the duty bill which Senators could oppose on this ground, and 
not the Joan bill. 


This ends the discussion of the gag rule as proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky, Mr. Clay, in 1841. It was called the hourrule or the 
previous question at that time. It was totally abandoned and no fur- 
ther effort was made. No such rule was ever actually introduced into 
the Senate; the Senate was simply threatened with it, and that was 
all 


Mr. President, the next effort that was made to limit debate in the 
Senate was in 1850. Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois, July 22, 1850, 
gave notice of his intention to introduce a resolution to change the rules 
£0 as to apply the ‘‘ previous question,” July 27, 1850. 

Mr. Douglas, in pursuance of notice, introduced the following res- 
olution: 


oman That the following be and the same is adopted asa standing rule of 
e Senate: = 

“That the * previous question ’shall be admitted when demanded by a major- 
ity of the members of the Senate present; andits effect shall be to put an end to 
all debate and bring the Senate to a direct vote: first, upon a motion to commit, 
if such motion shall have been made; and, if this motion does not prevail, then, 
second, upon amendments reported by a committee, if any then, third, upon 
pendingamendments; and finally, where such question shal have been deci ed, 
where none shall have been offered, or where none may be pending, then it 
shall be upon the main question or questions leading directly toa final de- 
cision of the subject-matter pending before the Senate. 

“On amotion for the previous question and prior to the seconding of the 
same, a call of the Senate shall be in order; but, after a majority shall haye sec- 
onded such motion, no call shall be in order prior to a-decisior® of the main 
question. On a previous question there shall be no debate. All incidental 
questions of order arising after a motion shallhave been made forthe previous 
question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or 
otherwise, without debate.” 

Wednesday, August 28, 1850, the following, submitted by Mr, Donglas on the 
27th of July, came up for consideration. 


That is the resolution just as I have before read it. Then ‘‘on mo- 
tion of Mr, Atchison, the resolution was laid on the table,’’ and that 


ended the effort of Stephen A. Douglas to introduce the previous ques- 


tion. 
x Mr. EDMUNDS. We must be very careful to be correct, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Vermont? - 
Mr. COCKRELL. I yield with pleasure. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS, I merely wished to inquire whether there was a 
Woes by the yeas and nays or otherwise on that motion to Jay on 
he table. 
Mr. COCKRELL. When the Senator rose to ask me the question 
I was just in the act of stating that it was absolutely so unanimous 
that there was not even a division or a yea-and-nay call, Mr. Dou 
las had no following, not even sufficient to call for the yeas and na 
and there was not one in the Senate) who wanted adivision. I have 
read just what the Congressional Globe says. 
On motion of Mr. Atchison, the resolution was laid on the table. 


He was one of the Senators from Missouri at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was that tho last of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatwas the last of that resolution. 
of August, 1850, Mr. Underwood said: 


On the 224 


The PRESIDENT, It.can not be considered now. 

Mr, UNpERrwoop. Then I ask that it be Inid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution wiil be read, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, As an amendment to the rules, that a motion may be made to Ia: 
any proposition to amend a bill or resolution upon the table, and, if it prevail, 
the proposed amendment shall be laid on the table, but the bill or resolution 
shall not go with it.” 


On September 27, 1850, Mr. Underwood said: 


I rise to ask the Senate to take upa resolution which I offered some time ago, 
proposing to amend our rules so as to authorize a motion to be made to Jay an 
amendment on the table without carrying with itthe bill. I propose, ifthe Sen- 
ate will take it up, to amend it so as to make it applicable alone to the appro- 
priation bills. I putitto the Senate, if we had a rule of that sort, whether it 
would not bean immense saving of time at the end of the session. 

I pauone that proposition now and ask Senators whether it would not beex- 
pedient now to adopt that amendment to the rules, so that the multitude of 
amendments that are offered to the Secon bills may be laid upon the 
table at the pleasure of the Senate, and thus cut-off a great deal of unprofitable 
or unnecessary debate. We haye seen the evil resulting from discussin 
amendments day after day, thereby procrastinating the final action on the b 
1 propose to confine the amendment tothe appropriation billsalone, for the mero 
purpose of saving time. 

5 os HUNTER, I hope this resolution will not be taken up, It will lead to 
ebate. 

a Mr. EOOD If any gentleman says he wishes to dobate it, I will with- 
raw it, 

Mr, Hoxter, I shall feel compelled to debate it. 

Mr. Unperwoop. Then I withdraw it. 


That was the end of that movement. On April 4, 1862, Senator 
Hale, of New Hampshire, said: 


I give notice ofa new rule to the Senato that I shall propose. 
obliged to give notice before I can call it up. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Senate may at any time during the present rebellion, by 
n vote of the majority of the members preseas fix a time when debate on any 
matter pending before the Senate shall cease and terminate; and the Senate 
shall, when the time fixed for terminating the debate arrives, to vote 
ee debate on the measure and all amendments pending that may be of- 

ered.’ 


‘All amendments pending that may be offered.’’ 
the following occurred: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning business within 
the morning hour, the Chair will call up the special order, as the hour for its 
consideration has nearly arrived, which is the unfinished business of the last ses- 
sion of the Senate, the confiscation bill. 

Mr. HALE. The morning hour has not quite expired. I gave notice of anew 
rule on Friday, and I should like to have a vote of the Senate upon it. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis in order if the Senator calls for its consid- 
eration. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution— 


Being the same resolution I have just read. 


Mr. HALE, I do not desire to discuss the resolution. Itis a matter that hasbeen 
discussed a great while and the Senate understandsit. Isimply ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. š 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Davis. Mr. President, I do not see any need for the adoption of the reso- 
lution orfor a change in the standing rules of the Senate with respect to debate, 
The resolution seems to contemplatea change to exist only during the present re- 
bellion. Ido not know of any unnecessary delay in debate or inany other way 
that has taken place on the passage of any measure to suppress the present re- 
bellion through the Senate, On thecontrary, I think there is a most commend- 
able disposition throughout the whole Senate, and amongall of its members, to 
hasten to a reasonable amount the consideration of measures the tendency of 
which is to bring this war to a close. 

If the gentleman had proposed an amendment of the rules restricting all meas- 
ures to be introduced at the present session of Congress to measures necessaril 
or properly connected with the suppression of the present rebellion, I think it 
would haye had much better reason and sense init. It seems to me that the 
honorable Senator who proposes this reform in our rulescan not seriously con- 
template that it will apply to any measure for the raising of the ways and means 
to carry on the war, because we all know that there has been no disposition 
manifested by any party in the Senate, or by any member of the Senate, to re- 
tard unnecessarily the of any such measurethroughthebody, Itseems 
to me it must have for its object the restriction of debate on measures not nec- 


Of course I am 


On April 7, 1862, 


* and we reall 
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essarily connected with the war,’ I think there is noneed forit atall in relation 
toany matter or any class of subjects that haye come, or may belikely to come, 
before the Senate for its consideration. Ido not believe thatthe freedom ofdo- 
bate, which is tolerated by the rules ofthe Senate, has been so much abused as 
to make such a change as that at all necessary orproper. I thcrefore hope that 
the resolution will not be adopted. ~ 
Mr, Cotnamer. It has been regarded for s lon: 
sistent with the dignity and self-respect of this 
ie when itis necessary, without having any rule or gag aboutit, It was con- 
sidered that they were not so numerous nor 60 exccedingly taken with the de- 
siro of stump speaking but what when they discussed a subject they would 
discuss it at a proper time and takethe vote when they had done. They have 
been enabled to restrain themselves by that course without any sacrifice of the 
ublic service and highly to their own respect and to the respectability of the 


Te edesie to mo, sir, that at this period, when one-third of our number is gone 
have not anything like as much oocasion forsuch a rule, we may 
yet endure that freedom of discussion which can be indulged among gentlemen 
without detriment to the public interests; and I therefore trust that we shall 
not adopt an ing of this kind. It may be said we will notuseit. Sir, it 
should notex' The very voting for it seems to imply a necessity for it. I do 
not belicve that necessity exists; nor do I think that the progres of this session 
orihep of this body during tnis rebellion show that there is any 
occasion for it. The moment it is adopted, then will begin a scramble unbe- 
coming the dignity of the body. 

Mr. President, I commend that language to the Senators who are 
pressing this measure, this gag rule, upon this body. 

The moment the day and hour is fixed for taking a vote, to-morrow or any 
other day, then there will be a scramble for the floor tosee whether a man can 
have ano rtunity to be heard. Such a course, so undignified and unbecom- 

toa y likethis, of our limited numbers, I say is not to be invited by the 
adoption of any rule of this kind. I desire—andI think Imay doit with safety, 
for I donot much trespass on the time of the Senate—that this resolution, un- 
called for and unnecessary, may not be adopted at this period of the session. 

The morning hour expired and it was passedover. That ended that 
effort to gag the Senate, to suppress debate, to limit and cutoff amend- 
ments, and compel the Senate to pass measures without full and fair 
consideration. 

The next effort was made on March 10, 1870, when Mr. Hamlin, 
then a Senator from Maine, submitted a resolution to close debate, 
poren was referred to the Select Committee on the Revision of the 

Mr. Hamlin sabmitted the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Revision of the Rules: 

*t Resolved, That whenever any question shall have been under consideration 
for two days, it shall be competent without debate for the Senate by a two- 
thirds majority to fix a time not Jess than one day thereafter, when the main 
question shall be taken; but each Senator who shall offer an amendment shali 
pe eraon five minutes to speak upon the same, and one Senator a like time 

in reply. 

You see that isa mild form. When a question had been considered 
two days, then it was to take a two-thirds majority to fix a time, not 
less than a day, when the main question should be taken and amend- 
ments offered at pleasure. That was the last of that proposition. 

On March 25, 1870, Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, offered the fol- 
lowing order and asked for its present consideration: 

Ordered, That the Select Committee on the Rules be instructed to consider the 

jency of adopting a rule for the remainder of the session pro that 
whenever any bill has been considered for two days the question on ordering 
it to a third reading may be ordered by a two-thirds vote of the Senators pres- 
ent and voting. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for an 
interruption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lunderstood the Senator was attempting to give a 
full sper bers the debates upon the resolution to permit a motion to 
amend to be laid on the table without carrying the original proposition 
with it. I think he omitted a somewhat important discussion on that 
amendment, among others a speech froma very eminent Democrat, 
Senator Cass, in which he advocated the measure. I will send it to 
the Senator now if he desires to read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me see where it is. 

Mr. DOLPH. The resolution was taken up on page 1688 of volume 
24, part 2 of the Congressional Globe, August 28, 1850. On page 1689 
Mr. Underwood, of Kentucky, gives his reasons for favoring the reso- 
Intion, and on Page 1690 General Cass makes some pertinent sugges- 
tions in favor ofthe amendment. I will send the volume ofthe Globe 
to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator give me tho first reference he 
has there? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The resolution is taken up on page 1638 of the Globe, 
August 28, 1850. On the next page Mr. Underwood addresses the 
Senate in favor of the resolution, and on the following page General 
Cass made some very pertinent suggestions, stating that he thought 
some wisdom still resided in the peopleand they knew something that 
they did not get through Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had my attention called to this, but in the 
memorandum of what Idesired to quote I did not have that reference. 
I inadvertently remarked that what I said was ail that was said on the 
Underwood resolution. The Senator is correct. On thesame day that 
the resolution of Mr. Douglas was laid upon the table, August 28, 
1850, Mr. Underwood’s resolution, which had been offered on the 22d, 
was taken up for discussion, and it was discussed by Mr. Underwood. 


time in our history as con- 
y that they should stop talk- 


I will read some of those extracts. I will not take up the time of the 
Senate in reading all of the debate. 3 


Mr. Brapecury. I move to Jay the resolution on the table, 

Mr. UxbERWooD. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment, to allow me to say half a dozen words. 

Mr, Brapevry. I willdo go, if the Senator will renew the motion. 

Mr. UnpEr Woop. Iwill do it, but I shall vote against it, the floor being ob- 
lained by me on a condition of that sort. The effect of that amendment will 
be to enable us to get clear of long debates upon amendments to a bill or origi- 
nal resolution. It will have something of the effect of the previous question, 
though not wholly the same. It will separate the amendment from the origi- 
an Sop era te it will be a great time-saver, and I hope the Senate will 

I AOW, renew the motion of tle Senator to lay the resolution on the table, but 
I hope the Senate will yote against it. 

The question was tiken on laying the resolution on the table; and there were— 
ayes 13, noes 18; so the motion was not agreed to. The question then recurred 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. Huster. This is animportant innovation upon our rules, 

Mr. BUTLER {in his seat). Very important. 

Mr. TELLER. Task the Senator if he will allow me to interrupt 
him a moment to make an inquiry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has the 
pending resolution in charge, the chairman of the Committee on Rules, 
I suppose, how longatime we are to be given on this debate. I should 
say, by way of excuse for making the inquiry, that I desire tosubmit 
some few remarks on this question if I can, builam notin a condition 
to do so to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave been hoping to be able to get the floor to 
make a request of the Senate that we might agree upon some time to- 
morrow or next day when the vote should be taken upon the resoln- 
tion; and, if theSenator from Missouri will yield to me for that pur- 
pose now, I shall be very glad to try to arrange some time for the final 
disposition of this question. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator why he asks that 

uestion. 

2 Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator refer to me? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator from Missouri to ask me 
that question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. . 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the question because I suppose it is pretty 
thoroughly understood, at least that has been the rumor and I sup- 
pose it has reached everyone, that there is to be a stage in the discus- 
sion on this resolution when debate will be cut off arbitrarily, and 
there will be no opportunity to proceed beyond that, and without prob- 
ably very much notice to Senators who desire to speak, and I desire to 
speak myself. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to give notice that I wish to speak on this 
subject. . 

Mr. TELLER. I desire tospeak on the subject, but Iam not pre- 
pared to do it to-day, even if I could get the floor, and thatis the reason 
I wanted the information. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. i 

Mr.GRAY. How can theSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
possibly give the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] the information 
which heasks? I had supposed that the Senate itself would determino 
that matter and that when debate is closed the vote willbetaken. I 
do not suppose the Senator from Rhode Island is capable of giving such 
information. Ishould be very sorry to belong to this body if he was. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose it has been the heretofore that the 
Senate by unanimous consent has always settled the question as to the 
time for taking the vote—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will allow the Senator from Colorado to finish 
his remarks, and then I will yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. TELLER. I wassayingwhathad been the custom. I suppose 
the Senator who has charge of this resolution does not make any pre- 
tense, although I hear some undertone sort‘of protest to what I am 
saying from him, but that there is to be anew and different rule 
adopted now for the purpose of bringing debate to a close, such as has 
never taken place before in the Senate. Thereis to be what I believe 
the French call a coup d’ at, something by which we are to be brought up 
all at once toa vote, whether weare ready to yoteornot. Ifthe Senator 
does propose any such extraordinary method we are at least entitled 
to have a reasonable time to debate and to know what he calls ‘‘rea- 
sonable.” Heretofore ‘a reasonable time,” Isuppose, has been a ques- 
tion for the Senate. Now it seems that it is about to become a ques- 
tion for some individual, whoever that may be. I ask the question in 
perfectly good faith for the purpose of finding ont how long we may ex- 
pect to have an opportunity to speak. If I can not speak within the 
time, of course I shall have to forego making any remarks. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish simply to say—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not yield to two Senators at once, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Texas [ Mr. REA- 
GAN] has the floor. 
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Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in the 
face of the flagrant violation of the rules of the Senate which occurred 
yesterday on a kindred question, may well make the inquiry to ascer- 
tain when the rules are again to be so violated as to prevent debate on 
this great and interesting question. I simply desire to say that I have 
afew words to say upon it. I shall not oceupy much time, but [hope 

` there will be some reasonable time given for the discussion of a meas- 
ure of this sort, which is to revolutionize the method of doing business 
in the Senate. 

Mr, GIBSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Colorado a question. 
If, as the Senator fran Colorado suggests, it is within the power of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, supported by a bare majority of the Sen- 
ate, to arbitrarily cut off further deste, I ask what is the necessity 
for this rule of clôture or gag Jaw, because w jority may at any time, 


through the Senator from Rhode Island, stop debatearbitrarily. Why, 
therefore, establish a rule? > 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Missouri yield 


to the Senator from Coloratio? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield tothe Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER, I will say to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GID- 
SON] that I imunable to answer. Iam not capable myselfof diseuss- 
ing this question or understanding it in a way that makes any distinc- 
tion between action upon a rule and action tipon a bill. Of course I 
baye heard it said several times here that it is a constitutional duty to 
fix the rules. It is o constitutional duty also for us to proceed upon 
bills and vote upon them. It seems to me if the power exists any- 
where to close debate, it existsas much on a bill as it does on a rule. 

I do not care now to discuss that question. I only rose for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether I shall have an opportunity to discuss it 
later. I want to get, if I can, some idea when the debate will close. 
Somebody, Mr. President, under this new theory has got to say when 
the debate closes. Heretofore, as I have said, debate has been closed 
by the unanimous consent of the Senate. Now, it seems that power 
is to be turned over to somebody else. I have not inquired who that 
is going to be—it is quite immaterial tome—hut I should like to know 
snp date when it is to be determined, when the rule is to be put in 

orce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I presume it is not necessary to discuss or take up 
the time of the Senate in discussing hypothetical questions, I take it 
for granted that there can be no closure of debate upon this resolution 
except by the action of the Senate itself and that no individual is 
therefore to be able, if he were so d to arbitrarily assume func- 
sn which can only be exercised by the Senate acting in its own ca- 
pacity. i 

Therefore I do not care to cross any bridge, imaginary or otherwise, 
which may be suggested by the Senator from Colorado or any other 
Senator, until I reach it, so far as I am concerned personally, but Ido 
ask the Senate that some time may be fixed at which the vote may be 
taken upon this resolution; and I now ask unanimous consent, if the 
Senator from Missouri will yield to me for that purpose, that debate 
be closed on the pending resolution and amendments and the vote 
taken to-morrow afternoon at 5 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if Senators upon the other side 
would consent—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] wants 
toaska question. Lethim ask the grenon and then I will see whether 
T shall yield for the request of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. TELLER. I wished to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, the 
representative of the Committee on Rules, if I have misstated the pur- 
pose of the committee. Ofcourse, I do not claim to have the informa- 
tion officially, butitis well understood in this Capitol and out ofit, inthe 
newspapers and elsewhere, that there is to be an arbitrary closing of 
debate (and I did notsuppose that was a question the Senator was sensi- 
tive upon or disputed), and I wanted to know when it would takeplace. 
If the Senator can not tell us, I suppose we shall go along in the dark, 
until that superior mind which is to control this body in the future 
shall determine when that crisis has arrived. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What became of my request for unanimous con- 
sent? . 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield tome a moment? IfI maybe 
pardoned for interposing, I hope the Senator from Missouri will yield 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, because the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island has made a proposition which is entirely usual 
and is the proper, orderly method which the Senate has heretofore al- 
ways taken when if is desired to close debate at a specific time, to wit, 
by unanimous consent; and I think that the proceeding of the Senator 
from Rhode Island in asking that he might get unanimous consent for 


to-morrow or at any other time is entirely regular, and I hope the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will allow him to make the request. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the reasonableness of my request will strike 
all Senators on the other side with the same force that it does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator was quite regular when he made 
the request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. COCKRELL, One moment. I will yield if it does not take up 
too much time. I have no objection to the Senator putting the ques- 
tion, if it does not lead to debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to my friend from Missouri that Iam 
not responsible at this time for taking the time from him in discussing 
this question, and want to say only a word in answer to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as to the suggestion he has made, rather 
by insinuation than in any other manner. I wish tosay that it is not 
my intention nor, so far as I know, the intention of any one upon this 
side to proceed to the disposition of this question in any manner ex- 
cept such as would be recognized as proper and correct by any person 
who has a proper understanding and a "paren of the situation we 
arein, I expect and intend, so far as I have any control in this mat- 
ter, to use every reasonable effort to secure an early disposition of the 
resolution. The state of the public business and every consideration 
urge me to do this. Just when or how that will be done will depend 
very largely upon the Senate itself; but I conceive it to be my duty to 
press this matter for consideration with all the skill and all the zeal 
which I possess. 

Mr. TELLER. Thechairman of the Committee on Rules must have 
some idea, for undoubtedly his committee have conferred somewhat 
about it, as to what is a ‘treasonable time” to allow the debate to pro- 
ceed. Iam notnowraising the question as to what the chairman calls 
“reasonable.” ‘We can tell better by that, 

Mr. ALDRICH. ` That idea was indicated by the request which I 
made to the Senate that the vote should be taken at 5 o’clock to-mor- 
row. Idonot understand as yet whetherthat request has been granted 
or not, Iask unanimous consent that the vote may be taken at the 
time indicated by me. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the Chair now repeat the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] asks unanimous consent that the vote on the pending meas- 
ure and the amendments may be taken at 5 o'clock to-morrow after- 
noon. Is there objection? [‘‘Yes.’? ‘‘Yes.’?] 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending this question I yield the floor to Sena- 
tors to discuss it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairso understood by the Sena- 
tor taking his seat. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave the floor, I understand, on that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad indeed that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island has made the suggestion. That has been the 
universal custom from the beginning. It is the way in which all pub- 
lic business has been transacted from the organization of this body. 
It is the orderly, certain way of securing results, and, Iam glad to 
say, by adhering to it in tho past we have succeeded in passing all the 
legislation which has been necessary for this great people, who have 
grown from a few millions to 62,000,000. 

But, Mr. President, the length of debate, the time to be consumed 
upon a proposition, is determined by the circumstances and the im- 
portance of the measure. The proposition now pending, coming, asit 
does, under the peculiar circumstances and in the peculiar way in 
which it has been brought before this body, makes it necessary that 
we should proceed with caution and proper deliberation. 

We are taking a step which, in my judgment, overturns the whole 
history of this body. The measure itself comes before the body under 
most peculiar circumstances. It has been brought here by the deci- 
sion of the Chair and the vote of the majority of this body in direct op- 
position to every rule of parliamentary law, both specific, as provided 
by the rules of the body, and general parliamentary law, and no in- 
stance in the history of legislation can be cited where such action has 
been taken as was taken during this day’s session; that is, during the 
calendar day of yesterday, but of to-day’s session, as we only had a re- 
cess from 6 o'clock last evening until 11 o'clock this morning. 

Mr. President, Ido not at this moment propose to characterize the 
action which has been taken, but it will be, I trust, fully and com- 
pletely stated, and stated often, for I regard itms one of the most un- 
fortunate that will be found in the records of this body, and I 
believe that the time will come, when, by an almost unanimous vote, 
we shall follow the action of Congress upon another memorable oces- 
sion, when General Jackson by a resolution was condemned, and this 
body passed an order drawing around that resolution adeep black 
line. So I believe the time will come, when, by common consent of 
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men of all parties, we will draw a deep black line around the Journal 
of the Poea of this day. 

Good government and orderly conduct of the business of 62,000,000 
of people, in my judgment, are involyed in this proposition. Freedom 
of and all that follows in its wake are to be determined by the 
resolution now pending. In my judgment, Mr. President—and i speak 
alone for myself—I thinkit is the most revolutionary proposition which 
has eyer been presented. I think if it is enacted and we should he 
bound by it, its consequences can not be measured by any man, not to 
the South, but to the North, and to the West, and to the entire coun- 
try. It jeopardizes all business interests, in my judgment, and the 
good conduct of our local governments in all the States of the Union. 
Mr. President, such a proposition, if I have properly characterized it, 
ought to have at least fair debate before we are brought toa vote upon it. 

As to the manner of determining the time when the vote is to be 
taken, I am delighted that the Senator from Rhode Island recognizes 
thatit ought to be done in the usual way, by consent, not by the ipse 
dixit of one man, who has been honored by his fellow countrymen with 
the second highest office, and whose reputation for intelligence as a pre- 
siding officer and for his fairness as a presiding officer he has yet to 
make. 

So vast and important are the results which are to follow the adop- 
tion of this gag rule that I submit to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
there has not been sufficient discussion upon the pending resolution. 
Therefore, for the time being, I object to fixing any time for its con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland objects. 

Mr. DAWES. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to saya 
single word ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr, President, I wish to say, in answer to the re- 
marks of my friend from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], that while I made 
this ees in good faith, and intend to make every suggestion 
which it is possible for me to make looking in the direction of securing 
an early settlement of this question, if that attempt fails, as it will 
fail, I judge, from the objection now made by the Senator from Mary- 
land, I shall use every effort in every direction to secure what I deem 
a be absolutely imperative, early action by the Senate upon this reso- 
olution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dori] called my attention to some part of the discussion of Mr. 
Underwood’s resolution. Ihave quoted the proceedings of August 22, 
1850, when it was presented, and then the proceedings of September 
27, 1850, when Mr. Underwood withdrew it. I did not quote what was 
done on the 28th of August, 1850, the day that Mr. Donglas’s resolu- 
tion was laid on the table. On that day the resolution of Mr. Under- 
wood came up. Mr. Bradbury moved to lay it on the table; that was 
withdrawn, and Mr. Underwood said: 

I will do it, but I shall vote against it, the floor being obtained by me onacon- 
dition of that sort. The effect of that amendment will be to enable us to get 
clear of long debates upon amendments to a bill ororiginal resolution. It will 
haye something of the effect of the previous question, though not wholly the 
same. It will separate the amendment from the original resolution, and it will 
be a great time-saver, and I hope the Senate will adopt it. 

I now renew the motion of the Senator to lay the resolution on the table, but 
I hope the Senate will vote against it. 

And the Senate did vote againstit, and the resolution was not laid on 
the table. At that time this question was discussed by Mr. Hunter in 
opposition to it and by Mr. Underwood in favor of it. Mr. Under- 
wood said: 

I did not expect to debate this question, but I must be permitted to make a 
few remarksin reply. This rule will not prohibit any gentleman offering an 
amendment from debating his proposition to amend. 

Whenever a bill or reaolation is pending and any one wishes to amend it, he 
obtains the floor to make his motion to amend, and he can be heard. Court- 
esy, as well as the rules of the Senate, gives him the fullest latitude in being 
heard when he makes his proposition. Afterhe shall haye been heard as the 
mover of the amendment, I want to place it in the discretion of the Senatethen 
to get clear of the amendment, if it pleases to do so. Ifthe majority consider 
the proposition of such importance that they desire to entertain it for debate, 
they will not, if the motion is mado, lay it on the table. 


Mr. Dickinson said: 


I havo great distrust as to the propriety of invading any old parliamentar 
custom which has been racticed, so long. There may be instances when jt js 
desirable, for the sake of promoting the public interest, to get rid of debate; 
but those instances, I think, are very rare indeed in their occurrence, In my 
a en Fe sò far from Toone condemning full debate, we ought, as n gèn- 
eral rule, rather to encourage it. Freedom of discussion is the great safety 
valve of our institutions and doubtless saves us from the commission of many 
an error. 

Many questions are brought before us here which when first introduced we 
do not understand, and in order that we may understand them we are led into 
research; and thus the mind of this body not only becomes enlightened, but 
that of the public also. Anxious as I sometimesam to see matters acted upon 
speedily, I am still unwilling to see the whole parliamentary practice of the 
world overturned for the purpose of obtaining the end proposed. Ishallthere- 
fore vote against this proposition in any form. 


Mr. Douglas was opposed to it because it did notgo far enough. As 


the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorp] kindly called my attention to 
that, I will read what Mr. Cass said: 


Mr. Cass, Mr. President, I ade) wish to say one word, and that is to ex- 

press the high gratification which I feel on finding that wo have got so able a 

Sener to the new doctrine of '* progress as the honorable Senator from Ken- 
ucky. 

Now, I am inclined to be of the same opinion as the Senator from ee ener 
I have no bellef in this parliamentary law as belng the best law in the world 
or that this nation would be ruined withoutit. There is ‘progress’? in that 
law, as well asin ae uer and Ithink we have noright to say that we will not 
changé it because it has been practiced in the House of Representatives and in 
the Senate, 

We should make a rational inquiry into the matter, and not avow that we 
will support the present rule because it has been Jonginuse. Iam not fright- 
ened at the idea of innovation orchangein our parliamentary law, The erok: 
ress’? to which the honorable Senator from Kentucky alludes is as applicable 
to thatlaw as to any other law; and I suppose we have scarcely gota stationary 
Senator upon this floor, so stationary as to say that the law shall never be 
panged or that it is the hest law that ever wasor ever can be continued in op- 
eration. 

Mr, President, Iam s friend of freedom of discussion; but atthe same time 
I must be permitted to say that I believe that the people of this country know 
a great deal which they have never learned from Congress; and I fully believe 
that they are fully competent to discuss every question that arises here. That 
is my belief; and if I had not that belief my doubts as to tho stability and ex- 
cellence of our institutions would be much greater than they now are. That 
is my opinion as to the capabilities of the American people. Still, lam per- 
fectly willing to sustain freedom of discussion, 

But T heard the honorable Senator from South Carolina just now talk about 
the celerity of our movements, after we have been here nine months and done 
nothing. I should liketo know what slowness is. [Laughter.] 

It is well known that the slowness of our movements is a matter of reproba- 
tion from one end of the country tothe other, Do you believe that when a 
matter has been discussed here daily for two or three weeks by minds fully il- 
luminated, we do not understand the subject? Why,sir, many of those ques- 
tions which we have discussed here are so well understood that if Solomon 
were to come down with all his wisdom he could not suggest a new idea or 
even a new word in which to clothe anold one. The subject isexhausted, and 
yet we are to be told that the American people do not understand it and we are 
to go on neang : 

Now, I have nothing to do with the mechanical part of this business. I do 
not see bow that can affect the freedom ofdiscussion. Here is an amendment 
to a bill which, if a motion tolay that amendment on the table should prevail, 
carries the bill with it. It is proposed so to alter the rulo ns to obviate this car- 
rying s bill with an amendment in such a case; and it seems to me that such 
an alteration, instead of limiting discussion, will promote it, Idonotsee how 
it is to stop discussion atall. It seems tome both natural and proper that, if 
you havea bill under consideration and have had an amendment to it discussed 
for a certain length of time, you should dispose of that amendment, so as to 
allow the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the main question, 


After some other discussion another bill came up, Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that motion was not a motion for the previous question nor was 
ita motion to limit debate. It wassimply a motion made by Mr. Un- 
derwood that any Senator might move to lay on the table a pending 
measure without carrying to the table with the amendment the origi- 
nal proposition; and that has been embodied in the rules of the Senate 
for many years. I read Rule XVII: 

Rute XVII. 
AMENDMENT MAY BE LAID ON THE TABLE WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO TITE BILL. 

When an amendment proposed to any pending measure is laid on the table 
it shall not carry with it or prejudice such measure, 

We have had the same thing here, Mr. President, during the present 
session. A motion was made to Jay upon the table, and it was car- 
ried. So that ended that discussion. 

Now, Mr. President, I go to the proceedings of March 25, 1870, wher 
Mr. Wilson said: 

lL offer the following order and ask for its present consideration: 

* Ordered, That the Select Committee on the Rules be instructed to consider 
tho expediency Bh snop nar a rule for the remainder of the session providing 
that whenever any bill hasbeen considered for two days the question on or- 
dering it to a third reading may be ordered by a two-thirds vote of the Senators 
present and aren, E 

Mr. THURMAN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being made, it will lie over. 

Now I come to the proceedings of the Senate of April 14, 1870. The 
resolution of Mr. Wilson having gone over, it was placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The next resolution was one submitted by Mr. Wilson on the 25th of March 
as to the expediency of adopting a rule for the remainder of the session fixing 
n time when the question on ordering a bill to a third reading shall be put. 

Mr. Witsox, I ask to have the resolution read. 

The Vice PRESIDENT, It will be reported in full, 

The Secretary read as follows; 

“Ordered, That the Select Committee on the Rules be instructed to consider 
the expediency of ado Snes rule for the remainder of the session providing 
that whenever any Dill has en considered for two days the question on order- 
ing it to a third reading may be ordered by a two-thirds vote of the Senators 
present and voting.” 

Mr. Witson. I hope it will be allowed to go to the committee. 

The Vice PRESIDENT, It is a resolution directing the committee to-inquire 
into the expediency of adopting a proposed rule. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The resolution went to the committee, simply instructing the com- 
miltee to consider the propriety of it. No action was ever had there- 
after. That ended that movement, Mr. President. Now, I come to 
March 17, 1873, when Mr. Wright, of Iowa, offered a resolution: 

Mr. Waren. I offer a resolution, 

The resolution was read, ns follows; 

“Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Revision of the Rules be instructed to 
inquire into the propriety of so amending the rules as to provide— _ 

“First, That debate shall be confined and be relevant to the subject-matter 
before the Senate. 

“Second, That the previous question may be demanded either by a majority 
vote or in some modified form. 
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“Third. For taking up bills in their regular order on the Calendar; for their 
disposition in such order; prohibiting special orders, and requiring that bills 
not finally disposed of when thus called shall go to the foot of the Calendar, un- 
less otherwise directed.” 

Mr, THURMAN, When was that resolution offered ? 

Mr. Wriaur. I have just offered the resolution. It is a resolution of inquiry 
to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. THURMAN, I object to its present consideration, 

Mr. Wrrent. I give notice that Ishall call up the resolution to-morrow morn- 
ing. Insk that it be printed. > 
ú The Vick Presment. The order to print will be made, if there be no objec- 

on. 


The resolution was ordered to be printed. On March 19, 1873, Mr. 
Wright called np his resolution and Mr. Thurman, of Ohio, spoke against 
it. Iwill read some parts of the remarks: 


Mr. TourMan, Mr. President, I hope that resolution will not be taken up now. 
It ought not to be pressed in so thin a Senate as this. I know the Senatorfrom 
Iowa yea is simply a resolution of inquiry; butitisa resolution to inquire 
about w. the Senate itself knows just as much as any committee can know, 
Itis an inquiry about matters entirely within our own knowledge. ‘The only 
duty a committee could have would be to tell us what we know ourselves and 
perhaps to draw some rule according to its own notions. Ido not see that it 
alters the case in the least that this is a resolution of inquiry. 

Lhope it will not be taken up for anothcr reason. It must necessarily give 
rise to s long discussion; it can note otherwise. Itean not be that the whole 
panos of the Senate, from the foundation of the Government to this day, isto 

overturned without due consideration. For instance, if I am in order in 
speaking about the resolution itself, here is a Breen on that debate is to be 
confined to remarks that are germane to thesubjectunderconsideration. Why, 
sir, it was decided more than sixty years ago that the Senate would not trustits 
presiding officer with the decision of the question whethera Senator's remarks 
were germane; and for this very plain reason, that the presiding office of this 
body is not chosen by the Senate; he is chosen by the people, wholly independ- 
ent of the Senate, under no control of the Senate whatsoever; and to give to an 
officer chosen in that way the right to decide whether a Senator’s remarks are 
ermane to the subject or not, to give him a control over the debates of this 
y, would be utterly indefensible. But I do not want to go into the merits of 
this resolution unless it istaken up. I hope that it will not be taken up now, 
but that we shall proceed with the matter that is properly under consideration 
before the Senate, 

Mr..Wriciur. I must confess my utter surprise that there should be any ob- 
jection to the passage of this resolution. The Senator from Ohio says that the 
Senate understands this question just as wellas a committee does, The same 
thing might be said of every resolution of inquiry that is introduced here, and 
the consequence would be that you never would get any matter to a committee 
for inquiry and report to this body. meg 

I think that the fair way to dispose of this question is that you shall get it to 
a committee, let them examine it, and it may be that they will not report in 
favor of a single proposition that I propose in this resolution, My object is 
simply to get it to a committee for inquiry; let them report it here, and then 
we can discuss it if discussion becomes necessary, How else can we get the 
question before the Senate legitimately except through a committee? 

I know the questions that are involved in this resolution have been spoken 
of frequently in the session just closed, and indeed ever since Ihave had the 
honor of s seat in this body: whether it were better that debate should be 
confined to the subject matter before tho Senate ; whether it were better that 
we have a previous question in some form; whether itwere better that we take 
up the Calendar in its order and dispose of the cases upon the Calendar, or to 
have special orders made from time to time and haye all the unseemly scenes 
that we have in this body in reference to the taking up of bills out oforder, and 
me eefi struggle that we have on this floor for precedence in the hearing 
of bills. 

My objectsimply is that we shall have these matters reported on from a com- 
mittee for the purpose of expediting the business of the Senate. If, when the 
committee comes to investigate these matters, they find it better to adhero to 
the rulcs as they stand now, then wellenough, If they deem it advisableto ro- 
port some amendments on these subjects, then we can discuss those amend- 
ments and consider what is best to be done. But I confess I do not see how 
we arcto get these matters legitimately before the Senate unless through a 
committee. As I have already said in answer to the suggestion that the Senate 
understands this question as wellasany committee, the same objection might 
be made to every proposition torefer any question Ín this body. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not solicitons about having this resolution pressed 
at this time. It occurs to me, however, that the Senate is about as full now as 
we can expect to have it during the morning hour at any time, If it be deemed 

‘better to pass it over for a few moments, until more of the Senators come in, I 
shall have no objection. 

Mr. Davis, Allow me to ask the Senator a question. When does he expect 
thisreport? At this session? 

Mr. Wricur. Whenever the committee get ready, LTunderstand that if this 
matter is referred to the committee they can report at the next session, the 
subject being before them, without s re-reference at the next session, 


Mr. SHERMAN then spoke in favor of the resolution and Mr. Bayard 
addressed the Senate against it. Then Mr. Carpenter said: 


Mr. President, I entirely concur with the Senator from Delaware who has 
justtaken hisseat. There ought to be one place in this Government where there 
can be, not only free debate, but full debate. There is another body of yery 
honorable men, to which I can not refer, but of which I have heard more or 
Jess, of whose doings I have seen some things, where a previous question ob- 
tains, and I certainly shall never vote nor give the slightest encouragement by 
any vote of mine to establish a previous question here, 


Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator kindly give me a reference to the 
volume and page? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. Iread from page 115 ofthe CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 1, Forty-third Congress, special session of the Senate 
in 1873: 


When has this privilege of debate ever been abused? In the four years I have 
been here, neyer within my knowledge. On twoorthree exciting occasions we 
have *‘sat it out,” as the phrase is; we have spent the night. Is it not far better 
for Senators to take that inconvenience once or twice in the course of a session 
than to establish a binding rule here, which substantially stops debate? In my 
judgment no time will be saved by it. A man is making a speech. Some one 
gets up and calls him to order, because he is wandering from the point. Itisa 
very nice question to determine, until aman has got through, whether he has 
been wandering from the pointornot. There is agrent deal of collateral learn- 
ing that may be at the end of a speech broughtin and tacked on to the subject, 
which seems while it is progressing to be SouTey irrelevant, 

Some man thinks the speaker has got over the line; he gets up and calls him 
to order; the Chair sustains the point of order; he appeals, and then we go off 


into a debate on the iesi order as to whether the man speaking is inside 
the rule or outside. In my judgment any attempt toestablish such a rule here 
would waste the time of the Senate, forit can not be expected that Senators who 
desire to discuss a measure, and who think they are within the rule, if they 
should be called to order and ruled by the Chair to be out of order on that sub- 
ject, would submit to it without a pretty full discussion. When you get tothe 
question of the appeal from the decision of the point of order, then you arecer- 
tain to hear the man say what he desired to say, for the purpose of showing 
that his speech was in order, and that would bring you right back where you 
were before, except that you would hayo had the row and ill-feeling that result 
from a point of order sustained and an appeal taken to the Senate, 

My friend from New York [Mr. Conkling] suggests that a row is alwaya in 
order. Ithinkitis. It tends to purify the atmosphere, I am for a row my- 
self; butat the same time I prefer to have it out of the regular course of busi- 
ness rather than in it. 

As the rule of free debate, in my judgment, since I haye been here, which is 
a very short time of course, has never been abused, I take it it never was be- 
fore or it would haye been changed. I certainly shall not vote for a change, 
and I shall vote every time I can get a chance not to change it. 

Mr. Casseriy. Mr, President, I am in favor of a reference to the Committee 
on Rules with respect to the third division of thisresolution. I thatthere 
should be some rule as to the orderly and convenient taking upof bills. The 
effort and contest frequently ca Nba here to enable a Senator to get the floor 
to call up.a bill are such as ought to be remedied, if possible. This diMculty 
with a difident person almost disables him from properly attending to the most 
necessary business committed to his care. So we should have a rule by which 
every Senator should haye his day, as of right, in potting a bill in his charge 
before the Senate. Hence,if this resolution shall amended, as I shall ask 
the Senate to amend it, by striking out the first and second divisions, I should 
have no objection to it. 

But, Mr, President, for onc, lam not willing to leave to any committee the 
rightto determine, oreven to pb) as whether we shall havea previous question 
in this body or not, Of this I will speak apin presently. 

That debate should be confined to the subject-matter before the Senate Lagree 
is desirable; yet, I say no rule is required on the subject. Inmy time here, 
more than four years, I call to mind but a single case where, by n deliberate act 
ofa Senator, there was a discussion ofan important subject entirely foreign to 
the question then before the Senate. 

Lam reminded there was one other case of the same kind. It was where a 
Senator about to leave this body, and unable to obtain any other opportunity 
to express his views on n subject which the Senate had charged him and others 
with in committee, was compelled to avail himselfof that mode of addressing 
the Senate. Thus there were twocases in more than four years, one of them a 
case of absolute necessity, where the subject, the Louisiana case, was ono of 
the utmost gravity; while the other and the earlier case was one of great gray- 
ity, in which a good many Senators were very desirous of hearing the Senator 
who spoke. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Carpenter] never was more correct than 
when he said just now that the contests certain constantly to arise upon points 
of order made with respect to the real or supposed irrelevancy of a speaker 
would consume more time than the speech if it went on, 

* * 


a 

The roposnion for n previous question is still moro objectionable. Such 
arule is s mply a power in the majority for the suppression of debate. To 
such a rile I never can consent. The Senate of the United States, at least, 
should have an unlimited freedom of debate. How wretched is the condition 
ofa minority which has not the poor privilege of making its complaints to the 
country! Such a rule puts it in the power of a majority to work a practical 
destruction of free discussion. I do not think, sir, the experience we have had 
of the workings of the previous question in the legislative history of this coun- 
try is calculated to induce us to adopt it here. 

Why, sir, it is the destruction of all true parliamentary discussion, If it be 
true—though it is not Iwho say so—that parliamentary oratory in its bestsense 
has almost disappeared from one House of Congress, as is said by many of our 
best thinkers on thesubject, it is owing undoubtedly more to the previous ques- 
tion, with ita natural ally, the one-hour rule, than to any other one cause, 

Such are my convictions on this part of the subject that I, for one, will never 
so much as vote to take up a resolution which implies that the previous ques- 
tion in the Senate is eyen open to consideration, 

Li 


* * * . . 


> 

Mr. TaunmMan, Mr. President, I wish to saya few words more. The Senator 
from Lowa says that if this resolution is not referred to a committee it is of no 
use to refer any resolution toa committee, Ido not see the force of that rea- 
soning átall. We can refer an inquiry to a committee very properly where we 
nre not ourselves possessed of the facts, 

Why, Mr. President, let me say that this matter goes still further, The moment 
you adopt a previous question in the Senate, the moment you confine and 
limit debate as the first clause of this resolution does,‘from that moment the 
weightand powerand influence ofthe Senate in this conntry will begin todecline. 
Sir, there was a time when the House of Representatives was the great power 
in this Government, Then the Senate sat with closed doors, and no word of 
its debates went to the country; but from the moment the Senate opened its 
doors and debated in. public the influence of the Senate began to increase until 
its relative influence in the country became greater than that of the House of 
Representatives, But, sir, it would not have become greater than that of 
the House of Representatives, even with open debate, had it not been for the 
hour-rule which was adopted in the House of Representatives and its previous 
question, That fs the truth about it, and long-sighted men in that House saw 
itand predicted it when the hour-rule was adopted: that that was signing the 
death-warrant of the influence ofthe Houso of Representatives in this country; 
and it has proved to be true, 

Sir, begin this in the Senate, curtail debate here in some impatient haste of a 
majority that can not bear to hear even discussion of questions, in that spirit 
of despotism that would stop all debate whatsoever, in that spirit thatsays that 
deliberative bodies in which public measures are discussed are 2 nuisance, and 
that it is best to have nodiscussion at all—let this first step be taken, and from 
aust very day the decline of the influence of the Senate in this country will 


gin. 
Mr. President, there is no necessity whatever for this measure, Ican Snes 
for my friends on this side of the Chamber. I can appeal to the record. Who 
have n here in greater proportion to their numbers, during the long and te- 
dious and weary nights of the session that we often have, when there is no 
speaking against time, when there is no disposition whatever to waste time, 
but when we are compelled to sit here in order to discharge our public duties 
and do the public business? Look at your Journals andsce what party in this 
body is here in the greatest proportion of its numbers, 
a * 


> * * * - 


Mr. Astuony. I am notin favor of limiting debate in the Senate, but Tam 
perfectly willing that this resolution shall go to the Committee on Rules; and, 
in voting to take it up, I do not wish to be misunderstood. 


The question was on taking up the resolution. On a division there 
were—ayes 21, noes 24; and on the yeas and nays being ordered and 
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taken, there were—ycas 25, nays 30. So the Senate refused to con- 
sider the resolution then. 

On March 20, 1873; Mr. Wright, said: 

Mr. Wriaitr. In the absence of the Senator from New York, who is not in 
his place, I offer the following additions to the rules of the Senate, and ask that 
ther be printed, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

s ved, That the following be added to the rules of the Senate: 

“RuLE—, No debateshallbe inorder unless it relate to or be pertinent to tle 
question before the Senate. 

“Rore—, Debatemay be closed at any time upon any bill or measure by the 
nanti Atih a of the Senators present, after notice of twenty-four hours to 

aste 

“Rote —. Allbills shall be placed upon the Calendar in their order and shall 
be Gry paeYe of in such order unless postponed by the order of the Senate, All 
spocial orders nre prohibited except by unanimousconsent; and bills postponed 
shall, unless otherwise ordered, go to the foot of the Calendar.” 

Mr. Tarurman, Let that resolution lie over. 

The-Vick resipent. The Senator from Ohio objects to the consideration of 
the resolution. Does the Senatorask to havyeit printed? 

Mr. THURMAN, It had better be printed. 

Mr. Wuicur. My motion was that it be printed and referred to the Commit- 

' tee on Rules. 

Mr. TacreMan. No; let it lie over. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. Objection being made to its consideration, the resolu- 
tion will lie over untilto-morrow. Theorder to print will be made if there be 
no objection, 

On March 21, 1873, Mr. Wright called up the resolution, and after 

considerable discussion as to whether it should be taken up, which 

was participated in by Senators SHERMAN, Thurman, and Howe, Mr. 
Wright himself said: 

Mr. Wricur. Thon I make that motion. Instead of the motion to lay upon 
the table, T move to postpone the further consideration of this subject until the 
first a. of the next session. 

Mr. Davis. Will not that be in the nature ofa 

The Vick PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks not. 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Them n was agreed to. 

Consequently it was postponed until the beginning of the next ses- 
sion of Congress, and that ended the matter for good. It was not 
bronght upagain. 

Now, Mr. President, I am tracing, in consecutive order, the proceed- 
ings upon the previous question and on limitation of debate, and T 
now come to the p ings in 1883. 

On the 2d. of March, 1883, the Senate instructed the Committee on 
Rules to sit during the recess with reference to modifying and simpli- 
fying the rules of the Senate, 

On December 10, 1833, Mr. Frye submitted a report, No. 2, and a 
resolution for a new edition of the Mannal, in accordance with the 
suggestions of the report, and two hundred copies of that were ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

On December 13, 1833, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered the report of the Committee on Rules, as also on the 18th, 
19th, and 20th of December, 1883, and on January 7, 1884, the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee on Rules was resumed, and was 
continued on the 8th, 9th, 10th, and 11th; and on the 11th of January, 
1884, the report of the Committee on Rulesas amended wasadopted, and 
the rules were ordered to take effect on and after January 21, 1884. 

Now, Mr. President, I have carefully noted all this discussion inre- 
gard to these rules, and in the entire discussion there is not one word 
of reference to the previous question. Then how does it come up? 
Mr. President, I have before me this report entitled: 

SENATE RULES AND JOINT RULES OF THE TWO HOUSES OF CONGRESS. 


Table of contents. 
Senate rules. 


Memoranda explanatory of Senate rules, 
Code of joint rules. 

Memoranda of code of joint rules. 
History of joint rules. 


In this report, Mr. President, the original rule as adoptedin the Sen- 
ate is printed in the first column under the head of *‘ Original rule;’’ 
then in the next column is the amended form of that rule; and then 
in the third column, under the head of *‘ Present rule,” are the pres- 
ent rules of the Senate at that date; and in the fourth line, under the 
head of ** Proposed rule,’’ is the rule reported by the Committee on 
eet Tn the first column, under the head of “‘ Original rule,” is this 
remark: 


= ses? order? 
‘he question is on the motion 


Rete XXII. 
a In the original fated ot a Set Sonea apt 16, ee the previous guon 
on was recognized, but in the revision of Maro! 1806, it was tt 
has not since that time been admitted. 2A aaia 


Under the head of “Amended form” there isa blank. Under the 
head of “Proposed rule’? I will read this rule that was proposed by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], nowa member of this body, from 


the Committee on Rules: 
Reve XXI. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. The ious question shall be admitted when demanded by n majority of 
the Senators present, if a quorum, and its effect shall be to put an end to all de- 
bate, and bring the Senate to a direct vote, first, upon a motion to commit, if 
stich motion shall have been made; and, if this motion does not prevail, then, 
second, upon amendments reported by a committee, ifany; then, third, upon 
pending amendments; and, finally, whero such questions ll have been do- 
cided, or where none shall haye been offered, or where none may hip ponaiog, 
then it shall be upon the main question or questions leading directly ton fina 
decision of the subject-matter before the Senate, But when the previous ques- 

nsliall have been ordered, the Senator in charge of the pending measure shall 
bo entitled to the floor for onc hour to close the debate, which time ho may 


po in his own right or may yield to any Senator or Senators dosiring to 
5: farthe: 


T: . 
ar call of the Senate shall not be in order after sin orem question is or- 
dered, unless it shall appear upon an actual count by presiding officer that 
a quorum is not present. 

3. On a motion for the previous question there shall be no debate; all inei- 
dental questions of order arising after a motion shall have been made for the 
previous question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on ap- 
peal or otlierwise, without debate. 

Under the head of ‘‘Memoranda explanatory of Senate rales’? I 
find under Rule XXII the following: 

Rute XXII, 
: PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

Thisis a new rule. In the first code of rules adopted by the Senate, April 16, 
1789, the *‘previous question was recognized. It was dropped in the revision, 
of 1806 and has not been admitted in the Senate since tiat time. A rule for iho 

revious question was submitted to the Lear nto f Mr. Douglas, July 27, 1850, 

hirty-first Congress, first session, and was tabled at the same session. ‘April 
4, 1862, Thirty-seventh Congress, second session, Mr. Hale proposed a rule pro- 
viding “that during the present rebellion” the Senatè might by a sn piesa 
vote fixa limit to debate, and it was indefinitely popon . Ata special ses- 
sion of the Senate, March 20,1873, Mr. Wright submi arule-as follows: *De- 
bate may be closed at any time upon any bill or measure by the order of two- 
thirds of the Senators present, after notico of twenty-four hours to that effect.” 
The consideration of this rule was indefinitely postponed. 

Now, Mr. President, in the ‘‘ Memoranda explanatory of Senate rales 
and proposed changes,” etc., is this preface: 

The original code of Senate rules was adopted at tho first session of the First 
Congress, April 16, 1789, and embraced nineteen roles in number. Tlie first re- 
vision of the rules was made March 26, 1806 (Ninth Congress, first session), and 
twenty-one new rules were added tothe original code. The second revision 
was made January 8, 1820 (Sixteenth Congress, first session), and five new rules 
were added to the number then in force. The third revision was -mnde Febru- 
ary 14, 1828 (Twentieth Congress, first session), und three new rules were added, 
making the number of rules in force after this revision forty-eight. 

The code of rules adopted at this time (February 14, 1528), was in force with- 
out revision for some forty years, although in the interim some of the rules em- 
braced in the code were amendedand modified. The fourth revision was made 
March 25, 1868 (Fortieth Congress, second session), by a committee, of which 
Mr. Anthony was chairman. -In this revision no m: changes were’ made 
in the existing rules, excepting to incorporate in the code such amendments 
and modifications as hnd been made since theformerrevision. Five new rules 
were added in this revision, increasing the number of rules to fifty-three. 

The fifth and last reyision was made January 17 1877 (Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, second session), by a committee of which Mr. Ferry was chairman, In 
the different revisions which have been made, the original rules, adopted in 
the early Congresses, when the Senate was a small body, have heen preserved 
and appear with searcely any modifications in the present code. The Senate 
having increased largely in numbers and neste reps methods and prac- 
tices having materially changed, the necessity for a thorough revision of the 
rules me Apparent. = 

In the present revision, the aim has been to simplify the code as far as pos- 
sible by embracing under one rule, with different clauses, all the rules relating 
to the subject matter now scattered through the code, and conforming the rules 
to present practices in the Senate, where such practice does not conflict with 

arliamentary law, and whereit lias been so steadily adhered to as to make it in 
‘fact, unwritten law. ‘The pro: rules haye been arranged in systematic or- 
der, beginning with the rules relating to the commencement of daily sessions, 
appearance of a quorum, and following the order of business of the daily ses- 
sions. 

Now, Mr. President, I have carefully gone over all the proceedings 
in regard to the previous question in the history of the entire Senate, 
from its organization in 1789 to the present time. The result of it is 
that in the rules first proposed to the Senate in 1789 the previous ques- 
tion was contained in the eighth and ninth rules, and they continued 
until March 26, 1806, when the rule was dropped, practically aban- 
doned, left ont entirely, and since that time efforts have been made, 
feeble efforts (one by Mr. Clay), in 1841, again in 1850, in 1862, 
and in 1873, and then in 1883 by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE]. 
Iromember very distinctly the report that was madein that case, and 
it isremarkable that that rule, presented to the Senate asitwas by the 
Senator from Maine, from the Committee on Rules, and printed in its 
report, and urged by the committee, should haye been abandoned. 

The Senator from Maine has exhibited intenseinterest in the passage 
of the previous question. When he was chairman of the Committee 
on Rules why did he not press the rule and report it to the Senate in 
1883? There it is in his report No. 2, made to the Senate, recom- 
mended in the report and urged. Now, why was it not brought up in 
the Senate? I challengeany oneto take the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and examine page by page through the entire discussion of that subject 
of the revision of tho rules in 1883 and 1884 and find one word uttered 
in favor of that Rule XXII for the previous question. It was £0 an- 
tagonistic to the better, sober, second thought of the Senate that the 
Senator from Maine had to abandon it. 

That was only eight years ago, Mr. President, when the Senator from 
Maine had to abandon all idea of haying a previous question adopted 
in the Senate, and that previous question was a mild measure compared 
with the resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. Aupricit]. 
It was a very moderate measure compared with that of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. It was not nearly so completely a gag rule, arule that 
practically prohibits any debate or the offering of amendments. 

Now, Mr, President, what isthe necessity for this amendment now ? 
Why is it that this question is to beso pertinaciously pressed upon the 
Senate at this time? What is the necessity for this gag rale? Why 
is it that in this closing session of the Fifty-first Congress we are called 
upon to passa gag rule which will enable a bare majority of the Sen- 
ate to take up any measure withont debate, and when in its opinion 
debate has proceeded sufficiently far to force its passage without any 
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amendment, and that rule only to last during the presentsession? If 
it is a wholesome rule, why should it not be a permanent one? If it 
is a wise and judicious rule, why shall it not be made permanent? 
Why is it to apply only to this session? 

Why, Mr. President, it is useless to disguise the matter. This res- 
olution is for the purpose of enabling the Senate by a bare majority, 
if they can get it, to passa bill known as the force bill. That is the 

‘ only object on earth. It is to pass the force bill, the Lodge.bill, the 
bill that has grappled the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
and has him in its deadly embrace so that he can not get away from 
it. Theshadow of the Lodge bill hangs darkly over him, its arms em- 
bracing so that he can not get away from it. He is determined that 
that bill shall be passed by the Senate. He knows, and I know, snd 
all of us know that if it were left to the calm, sober, second thonght 
of the Republican majority of the Senate alone, without any partisan 
pressure, that bill could not pass with a majority of that Republican 
majority. 

Let the Senator from Massachusetts divest this measure of any par- 
tisan action. Let him take away from it the pressure of the Czar of 
all the Russias who is pressing it upon the attention of the Senate 
here. Let him take away from it the fear of Lodge that is overshadow- 
ing him. Let this measure come up as.an independent measure, irre- 

ective of any politics, as a measure upon its own merits, and would 
the Senator from Massachusetts be pressing itas he is? Would he be 
pressing it when he knows that if the Senate were to follow the doc- 
trine in the article written by him and published in The Youth’s Comi- 
panion, in that able address to the youths of this country, he conld not 
pass that bill even if every Democratic Senator was absent and all the 
Republicans were present and all of them voting; he could not get a 
majority for it? 

Why, Mr. President, this measure is presented as if a handful of 
Democrats on this side of the Chamber were obstructing the entire Re- 
publican party. We deny it. Weare only demanding fair play and 
legitimate discussion of this old question which has been before the 
country for a quarter of a century, a question which the Republican 
party has repudiated, repudiated in 1875. We are opposing what a 
bare majority of a Republican majority is attempting to cast upon the 
people unbidden and uninvestigated, It has notcome here, Mr, Presi- 
dent, with the entire assent of the Republican party. 

Isayto-day, and the Senators on the other side know it, if they could 
throw off the shackles which the Senator from Massachusetts has 
thrown around this measure, making it a partisan measure and bring- 
ing to bear every partisan influence that partisan ingenuity can bring 
to bear—he knows perfectly well that there is not a majority of the 
Republican voters of the United States in favorof this bill. Take this 
bill and Jeave it to a vote of the Republicans of Missouri. Why, Mr. 
President, if would not get anything like a minority of them. It is 
not demanded by the Republicans of the United States, and it is a 
sham and a fraud when it is undertaken npon this floor to make itap- 

that a minority, a Democratic minority here, is fighting against 
the solid Republican party. : 

No, Mr. President, no. The Republican party has not indorsed this 
measure, and I am glad of it. I would feel mortified and ashamed if 
the old Republican party that has battled solong in this country should 
go before the nations of the earth to-day, in this period, confessing 
that the American people were no longer capable of self-government. 
Oh, what a humiliating spectacle, that a great political organization 
should place itself in the attitude of confessing before the world that 
the people of the United States are no longer capable of holding an 
election! ‘Think of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
going home to the people of his State and upon the stump telling 
them face to face: ‘You are no lo competent to hold an election 
for Representatives in Congress by your Republican State authorities, 
You must let meand the Federal Administration send yousome United 
States deputy marshal to take you and lead you up to the polls and 
tell you how to vote and when to cast your ballot.” 

Now does the Senator from Massachusetts believe any such thing as 
that? And yet that is what this bill p I say that they have 
no right, Mr. President, to say that this isa Republican measure which 
the Republican party is unanimously attempting to force upon us. I 
say itis a merely partisan measure which a bare majority, a partisan ma- 
jority of the Republican majority, is undertaking to thrust down the 
throats of the American peopleand against the better judgment of the 
Republicans of the United States. I believe to-day that if it were left 
to the Republican party, the intelligent vote of the Republican party, 
it would have a majority against it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts knows how reluctant many Senators 
are to take up this measure to the exclusion of everything else. Yet 
it is pressed, and the rules of the Senate, freedom of debate, limitation 
of amendment, offering of amendments, must be destroyed simply for 
the purpose of passing this one measure. 

Mr. President, what isthe pretense? They say there have been some 
long speeches made on this side of the Chamber. They complain of the 

Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] speaking so long. Who pro- 
voked it? Who forced the issue, Mr. President? A constitution has 
recently been adoptedin his State. Of the convention which framed 


that constitution he was a member. That constitution has been at- 
tacked in this debate and dragged in by those who are pressing this 
force bill, and he had a right, it was his duty to reply to that attack, 
and reply at length. 

Other matters have been drawn into this debate. The race ques- 
tion has been drawn into it, and other questions, great questions, ques- 
tions which can not be settled by legislation; and because Senators 
have discussed them from both sides we are told and it is charged 
that this debate is merely for delay, merely for procrastination, Itis 
a great question. It is the question which the people of the United 
States settled when they achieved their independence from the Brit- 
ish Government, that they were capable of self-government. It is the 
question whether the Congress shall now declare to them that they are 
no longer capable of holding elections for Representatives in Congress. 
Tt is a question as to whether the taxpayers of the United States shall 
be taxed anywhere from $15,000,000 to $30,000,000 to pay hireling 
deputy United States marshals and others to stand around and watch 
them and, if a free citizen does not do just as the prejudiced deputy 
marshal may direct, to arrest that free citizen and thrust him into 
prison and deprive him of the right to vote, 

That is the guestion, Mr. President. It is not a question here as to 
the amendment of the committee before the Senate even. Do we not 
all know thatthat is not the bill practically? It is not the Senate sub- 
stitute that is staring us in the face and against which we are forced to 
battle. IJtis the Lage bill as it came from the other House pure and 
simple. Thatis the bill we are fighting. You know and we know 
that if the Senate substitute passesand it goes into conference the con- 
ferees of the other House will compel the conferees of the Senate to 
yield and the House bill will be agreed to pure and simple, and it will 
be brought in under the clôturo rule and will be shies! That is the 
question. Itisnota modified form of the force bill that we have to 
consider, butit is the Lodge-Davenport bill pure and simple. Doyou 
think that the Senator from Massachusetts, with the dread of this bill 
hanging over him and his failure to secure its pane woul fail to 
yield up all theSenate amendments and let the bill go throngh and be 
known to prosterity as the Lodge-Hoar bill? 

Mr, President, I am astonished at the Senator from Massachusetts 
pressing the bill with so much pertinacity and persistency. Ie strikes 
in every direction, at friend and foe. The Lodge virus seems to have 
placed him in the condition of a rattlesnake in dog days, blinded by 
the intensity of its own virus it strikes in every direction; he is as apt 
to hit one thing as another. Here the bill is; it must be kept here. 
The silver bill, financial measures, the appropriation bills, everything 
else must be subordinated to the whims and caprices of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, until he can do what? Untilhe can trample upon 
his entire life record by this one act; until he can give stultification to 
the noblest sentiments he has ever written to the youth of this coun- 
try; until he can gag the Senate and prevent amendments and prevent 
free discussion. 

Think of what the youth of this couutry will say when they read his 
essay, as I hope to haveit printedsothatit.can be stuck up in a handsome 
frame in illuminated type and have recorded below it the vote of the 
Senator from Massachusetts forthis gag rule, suppressing debate, cutting 
off amendments by a bare majority of a majority, trampling under 
the feet all the traditions of this grand body, the Senate which he has 
portrayed in such brilliant and impressive colors to the youth and chil- 
dren of the country. Ife has held up this great body to them as one 
of the grandest bodies on earth, to which in their brightest anticipa- 
tions they may aspire, and yet when he has crowned it with all these 
honors and glories he tramples them all under his feet and writes the gag 
law in the Senate, suppression of debateand prevention of amendments 
to correct measures. 

Mr. President, E do not see how itis possible for the Senator to vote 
for this resolution. We only ask for fair and full discussion. . We have 
not had it, Mr. President. Not one solitary Senator bas yet under- 
taken to analyze this force bill as it passed the other House. It has 
been abandoned as a dead, pestiferous, stinking thing, not to be con- 
sidered in the Senate, and yet itis the measure thatis really to be 
voted against, not the comparatively mild substitute—mild compared 
with the original—of the Senator from Massachusetts, but the original 
bill. Noman has undertaken on this floor to explain it, and in my 
judgment, with due deference to all the distinguished names which 
are connected with these bills, there is only one living man who can 
explain it, and that is John I. Davenport.> He is the only man who can 
take the bill section by section and explain it in all its minutia and 
its operations and tell you exactly how it could be carried out; and I 
confess that I have a suspicion that he is somewhat of an interested 
party, as he is living ofthe existing lawsand hopes tosee a new bureau 
established in the executive branch of the Government, a bureau of 
elections, with a life office in it, and a handsome salary, and as amat- 
ter of course he will be put at the head of it. ~ 

Mr. President, what does the Lodge bill mean? NoSenator has ex- 
plained it tous. The Senator from Massachusetts even has not at- 
tempted to explain to us all of the provisions of the Senate substitute. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner] came nearer than any of 
theminexplaining it. Why dothey not take up this bill and discuss it 
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section by section and tell us what it means, tell us how many United 
States marshals can be appointed underit, tellus what will be the opera- 
tion of it, tell us how much it will cost, and let the people understand this 
new-fangled machinery that is to be introduced in the administration 
of the Government when you tell them that they are no longer capable 
of selecting a Representative in Congress. 

Oh, humiliating confession! What a spectacle to present to the re- 
publics of the world who are imitating our example, who have estab- 
lished their republican governments upon ours and are depending upon 
us for their maintenance and support to a large extent. We have led 
the way; the eyes of the world are upon us. Wehave tried to demon- 
strate that man is capable of self-government. We have devised a re- 
publican system by which we leave to States and communities the right, 
the power, and the privilege of controlling and governing themselves; 
and now, after the lapse of a hundred years, we are told by the Senator 
from Massachusetts and the coterie under the influence of the combi- 
nation which has brought this bill here that they are no longer to be 
trusted; that the people of Massachusetts, of Missouri, and of the other 
States are no longer capable of holding an election for a Representa- 
tive in Congress, 

They may elect electors for President of the United States; they 
may elect governors; they may elect their judiciary, their supreme 
judges, their circuit judges; they may elect their State representatives, 
senators and members of the house; they may elect their county and 
township and town officials, but they can not be trusted to elect a Rep- 
resentative to Congress unless they have a parcel of United States dep- 
uty marshals around the polls watching them and telling them how to 
behave themselves and how to march up to the polls and where to 
cast their ballots. Oh, shame on you, my friend from Massachusetts, 
when you attempt to force upon the people of this country such a hu- 
miliating confession as this! 

Say to the good people of Massachusetts, in your own towns, thatyou 
have maintained there for centuries, that you are no longer capable of 
holding a general election unless you haye a pateel of deputy marshals 
there! How would my good friend, the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWES] feel, if he were to go back there to his great town, 
which, I believe, is one of the largest and oldest in the State main- 
taining a town organization, and tell them they were not capable of 
conducting their affairs, of holding an election, unless they had some 
deputy United States marshals standing around the polls? 

Mr. President, where are these deputy marshals to come from? Are 
they to be translated from somecelestial country? Are they to be above 
human beings? Who is to select them that they are to consider them- 
selves holier and purer and better than the great mass of the intelli- 
gent voters of the United States? Who will endow them with more 
knowledge and discretion and jadgment and patriotism than the great 
mass.of the people? Why will they know more about the laws and 
methods of electing a Representative in Congress than the voters of 
the various counties and precincts in the United States? Think of a 
majority merely of the Republican party in the Senate telling the peo- 
pe of the United States you can not be trusted any longer to elect a 

Representative in Congress ! - 

I can not believe it will be done, Mr. President. I do not believe 
that enough of the Republican majority in the Senate will vote to stul- 
tify themselves and to say that their constituents do not know how 
and are not fit to elect a Representative in the House of Representa- 
tives without the aid and intervention of deputy United States mar- 
shals.. I do not believe that the Senators will vote that way when it 
comes to the test. I shall hope not, for the name, and the honor, and 
the glory of our old Republic of the United States, which stands to-day 
before the nations of the earth as a great exemplar. 

Mr. President, I am glad to see my friend, the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], in hisseat. Thatreminds meof a 
letter [have,addressed to him, L am very fearful thathe has never seen, 
and I think itis but right and proper that I should read it to him in 
order that he may see how one of his former constituents and Repub- 
lican friends views this measure: 

WEATHERFORD, TEX., August 25. 


Sin: While I haye no personal es egi with you, but being a native of 
Vermont State, I feel justified in addressing you to utter até ter feeble 
though it may be, against the sero be ofthe Federal clections , and to urge 
upon you and your colleagues in the Senate the utter needlessness of such a 
aes and some reasons that seem to me so strong why it should not becomea 

aw. 

And it seems to me that from the fact that Iama Republican and voted for 
Harrison and Morton; that I lived in a Republican State until I was twenty- 
nine years of age; thatmy only brother was a Union soldier and died in actual 
service; that I myself enlisted in the Union Army, but was not mustered into 
service on account of my being but fourteen years of age; that my father, a Re- 
publican and an Abolitionist,sat in the first Republican convention and sup- 
ported vigorously Scott, Frémont, Lincoln, Grant, Hayes, and Garfield, Imen- 
tion these things simply to show that I have been bred in your political faith 
and ought to be firmly fixed in the doctrines of your party. 

WhatIfeeland shall try to express ought to have some weight, for surely the 
feclingsand pions of Southern Republicans merit some consideration at the 
hands of Republicans ofthe North. [have lived in Texas eleven years. My four 
lHving children were born here, and two of my children are buried here. [have 
lived a portion of thattime in Northern Texas and the remainder of the time in 
Southern Texas. 

My business has been such that I have trayeled in the cars and by private 
conveyance in all parts of the State, and have been among all classes of its peo- 
ple. Lam usually credited with keeping my ears and eyes open, and I afirm 


without fear of contradiction thata man’s politics (his being known to cvery 
one to be a Democrat or Republican) has as little effect, so far as the treatment 
of himself or his family is concerned in business or socially, at school, at church, 
in the courts—nay, even at the ballot box—as it does in Vermont or Minne- 
sota, and itcan not be justly said that this applies only to Texas, for the rcason 
that Texas is largely peopled with natives of all the other Southern States, and 
very many of Meat A recently moved here from those States. 

lean truly say that I have oftén been filled with astonishment and wonder 
at the universal acquiescence of these people in their defeat and the results of 
the late war, and any Northern man must marvel at it who comes here and , 
areor mingles freely among these people, when he remembers whatan awful 
war it was. . 

I know that Abrabam Lincoln's character is almost universally respected and 
admired among Southern men; I know they almost universally feel that the war 
ended for the best, that it has been and is better for the South that slavery 
as an institution passed away with the war, and if there is here and there n 
man who feels at all soré it is a feeling caused more, I believe, by some phases 
of carpetbag reconstruction as it took place in some portions of the South than 
by any occurences during or direct and necessary results of the late war. 

The chief cause, in my opinion, for the feeling of alarm and anxiety that ex- 
ists throughout the South—and it does exist and is genuine and occasioned by 
the proposed passage of the Federal election bill—is that the people of the 
South fear a repetition of those occurrences. 

I feel certain that if President Harrison and the supporters of this measure 
in the House and Senate could visit this country and travel through the South- 
ern States, talk with and observe these people in their places of business and 
in their homes, they wouldacknowledge that Congressman LANHAM of this dis- 
trict, in his recent speech in the House upon this measure, uttered tho truth 
and nothing more, But red need not do even that if they are o to convic- 
tion, Let them ask the solid men of Boston, who recently made such heavy 
and permanent investments’ in Waco, Dallas, and Fort Worth, Tex., or your 
neighbors, the Vermont capitalists, that have invested thousands upon thou- 
sands of dollars in Texas cities, men who know these people by actual business 
and social contact with them. 

Let them ask the Hon. Charles N. Fowler, president of the Equitable Mort- 
gage Company of New York and a prominent Republican, whose company is 
constructing a railroad and developing a coal mine in this very county, and the 
invastcnentis the result of his own personal investigation, he having been here 
several times. Ask him if there is any more need of a Fedoral election law in 
the South than inthe North, Ask Russell Harrison, who has traveled all over 
the State very lately, or Mr. Gould, who recently staid over two months here, 
if they think the verdict at Appomattox needs affirmation. 

Ask the members of the Grand Army of the Republic, who gathered from 
every city, village, and cross-road post office throughout the South in Boston 
recently, whether they think the war is over or not, whether they think there 
are any verdicts of the late war to be affirmed, and ifa single business oop 
fessional man among them all says that the Southern Republicans need a Fed- 
eral election law to protect them in their property orrights, then I will confess 
that Lam an abnormal idiot; that I have departed from the faith of my fathers 
and am wandering in strange waysand following false gods; that Ido not know 
n happy, free, and prosperous country when I am living in it,and move back 
North and teach my children that it is all a mistake, that the war is not over; 
that I have been dreaming for the last eleven ycars in thinking that peace and 
harmony prevail in this section. ~ 

It may be urged that frauds have been perpetrated in isolated cases and ne- 
groes deprived of their right to vote. But suppose this true. Is it necessary 
to pass this election bill which is a menace to the whole South because of what 
has occurred in some sections ofthe Sonth? Arethere noother ways or means 
to be used to insure a free vote and a fair count but by the passage of this law? 

In conclusion I must say that I wait with anxiety the action of the Senate, 
and I know of many Southern Republicans who do, as we can not see anything 
but trouble ahead for us who have come here to live among these people ifthe 
bill becomes a law, for human nature is much the same here as atthe North. 

Ifthere is to be another crusadeand a re-enactment of the disgraceful scenes and 
fearful outrages that I am fully convinced were perpetrated under the guise of 
reconstruction by many of the vandal and reprobate carpetbaggers who bore 
the same relation to the Republican party after the war thatthe camp followers 
who pillage and rob the dead and dying after a battle do to the fighting portion 
ofan army, then will we Southern Republicans indeed have reason to cry out, 
“Good Lord, deliver us from our friends, the Republicans of the North, and the 


protection they insist on forcing on us.” 
FRANCIS GRANGER, 


Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
United States Senator from Vermont, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I interrupt my friend from 
Missouri? : ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorrit in the chair). 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it right to say that the person, or the pro- 
fessed person, who appears from that print to have been said to havo 
written such a letter, has not done me the honor to send the letter to 
me; and that isall I knowaboutit. I should guess that it was a fab- 
ricated performance, intended to promote the operations of resistance 
that are going on here now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The letter speaks for itself. It was published 
in the St, Louis Republic and is a genuine letter, the insinuations of 
the Senator from Vermontin regard to his former constituent and fel- 
low-Republican to the contrary Sent 

Mr. President, I have spoken of the Lodge billas the real bill, Now, 
T read from a paper that professes to be independent, the Washington 
Post. Its principal editor was once Republican Postmaster-General 
and an ardent Republican, and I sappose that the Post can not be ac- 
cused of partisan prejudice. . 

The inside history of the Lodge force bill hasatlast leaked out. As former] 
draughted, itconta! med proyimons for the use of the Australian ballots, to be oni- 
cially provided, and for the nomination of independent candidates for Congréss 
hy not less than 500 voters, who could have the names of theircandidates placed 
upon the official ballots. With these provisions the measure was widely in- 
dorsed at the North by labor organizations and ballot reformers. The former 
saw an opportunity for nominating independent candidates and the latter saw 
a check put to the open purchase of voters. Such a bill would bein many ways 
useful North and South. Such a bill was introduced, and would have passed 
the House bad not a cloud appeared. It was at first no bigger than a man's 
hand, butitgrewlikeacyclone. Itwas the Farmers’ Alliance, South and West. 

Astute Skipper Regn saw it and he went to First Mate LODGE and in sub- 
stance said: "We will havet) reef oursailsalectle, Strikeout those kangaroo 
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ballot and independent nomination clauses. If we let these Alliance people 
have such an opening they will nominateindependent candidatesin every dis- 
trict out West, and knock us out of at least twenty seats. If they want to run 
independent candidates we can’t help it, but we can’t afford to encourage them 
in running by furnishing a secret ballot and paying their election expenses to 
boot.” 


So the bill was turned over to John I. Davenport, and he trimmed its claws 
so close that they look and feel like ingrowing toe nails, å 


Mr. President, we have how it came about. 

Some of my Republican friends over there have contended that the 
Republican party was pledged to this measure in its national utter- 
ances, etc, I take it that James G. Blaine is a pretty good representa- 
tive of the Republican party; he was its standard bearer in 1884, and 
T want to read an extract from his letter of acceptance: 


It would be agreat calamity to change these influences under which Southern 
Commonwealths are learning to vindicate civil rights and adapting themselves 
to the conditions of political tranquillity and industrial progress, If there be 
occasional and violent outbreaks in the South against this peaceful progress, 
the public opinion of the country regards them as exceptional and hopefully 
trusts that each will prove the last. 

Mr. President, I have extracts here from a number of business pape 
deprecating this bill—nonpartisan papers. Iread an article now from 
‘the American Grocer: 

BUSINESS MEN AND THE FORCE BILL. 


Asa general rule we think that business journals should not interfere with 
partisan politics, but there are political measures which are so intimately asso- 
ciated with the welfare of the whole country that it becomes the duty of every 
business man to speak out and let himself be heard upon them. 

At Appomattox, General Grant said to General Lee: *‘Tell your men to take 
their horses home with them to help them make their crops,” and afterward 
uttered the immortal words, ** Let us have peace.” 

The people of the South accepted their defeat in ppoapars and wentearnestly 
to work to retrieve their fortunes, with a result which has challenged the ad- 
miration of the world; but just as the New South is emerging from its dark- 
ness, with its labor contented and its resources developing by a union of 
Southern effort and Northern capital, certain politicians, actuated by the same 
spirit which General Grant rebuked, now come forward and for partisan pur- 

ses seek again to stir up strife between the North and the South by propos- 
ing what is popularly known as “the force bill,” a Federal election law which 
Lincoln, Grant, and Garfield, the t leaders of the Republican party, if alive 
to-day, would unhesitatingly condemn, and which every fair-minded man must 
pronounce as unwise as itis unnecessary. Even intelligent colored men are 
already found protesting against it assure to result in detriment to their race, 

The conditions at the South aresuch that until the colored people have grown 
in intelligence, toleration, and virtue the white race must necessarily be the 
dominantrace. Northern Republicans who visit the South and see for them- 
selves admitthis. The property of the South is being taxed to educate the col- 
ored people, and in time they will rise to the responsibilities and duties of 
eleseenality ; but to attempt to employ bayonets in regulating elections in a Re- 
publican country a quarter of a century after the war is a step backward that 
“the common sense of most’? will not indorse and that the dominant party 
will find to be as bad policy from a Republican party point of view asit is un- 
timely and unus 

Among the first to condemn it will be the men in blue who fought against the 
men in gray and who sympathize more with the sentiments of their great 
leader than they do with those who seek to speak for the Republican party 
to-day. Atany rate, it is time for the business men of the United States to pro- 
test in the name of the country’s welfare against such legislation as the force 
bill, and that they will protest earnestly and vigorously the leaders of the Re- 
publican party will find out in 1892, if they do not before. 


Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer than I anticipated 
or desired. I wanted to discuss this infamous clôture rule, a proposi- 
tion to gag Senators, to cut off amendments, to stop debate, to rush 
measures through the Senate without due consideration, without any 
effort at proper amendment, _I should like to haye said more upon the 
force bill, and I had hoped while that bill was up that an opportunity 
would be offered me to speak upon the iniquities of many of its pro- 
visions, the uselessness of many of its provisions, the extraordinary 
expense that will be imposed upon the American people by that meas- 
ure, which will be anywhere from fifteen to thirty million dollars, 

I wanted to speak of the provisions which prevent the accounting 
officers of the Treasury from even having an opportunity of examining 
andauditing theaccountsof these deputy marshals, a privilege you deny 
to all the regular deputy marshals and to United States marshals and 
district attorneys. There are many things in the bill which I desired 
to discuss, but as this is the rule I shall not detain the Senate longer 
by discussing those provisions except simply tosay that I do hope and 
trust that when this measure comes to a vote before the Senate, if it 
ever shall, it will be defeated. I do not believe it is to the interest of 
the Republican party. I believe as firmly as I stand in my seat that 
it will be the death knell of the Republican party in the struggle of 
1892, and that politically it is to the interest of the Democratic party 
that it should be passed. 

But, Mr. President, I do not want to see any such law as the meas- 
ure proposed placed upon our statute books under a Democratic Ad- 
ministration or a Republican Administration. Partisan politics will 
override in times of partisan strife and contention, and they may not 
be controlled by the wiser and more conservative heads in the party, 
and I say it is a dangerous power to place in the hands of any execu- 
tive administration, Republican or Democratic. _I say that it will not 
benefit the Republican party in the South. : 

The injury that it will do to the South will be to create anew race 
antagonisms that are rapidly dying out. You can not settle by law 
the status, socially, religiously, and politically, of any two distinct 
races of people. You might pass ten thousand laws declaring the Chi- 
nese upon the Pacific coast citizens of the United States and entitled to 
all the rights and privileges and immunities of citizens, and place them 
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by the express terms of law upon political and social and religious 
equality with the American white citizens there, and yet you could 
not make them mingle in social relations; the Jaw would be a perfect 
dead letter, 

You can not pass a law which will prescribe what particular people 
any gentleman shall admit into his private residence. It is his castle. 
You can not regulate by law the social and business relations. It is 
useless to attempt it, and whenever you do attempt it you only create 
greater friction and greater strife and greater restlessness; you do no 
one any good. : 

But, Mr. President, this is a dangerous bill; there is no good in it. 
The people of the United States in every Congressional district are 
competent to hold an election for Representatives. If they are com- 
petent to elect a Presidential elector, why can they not elect a Repre- 
sentative in Congress at the same time? If they are competent to 
elect governors, supreme judges of their States, judges of the circuit 
courts, and others at the same time and place, why are they not com- 
petentto elect their Representatives in Congress? Why shall you have 
a portion of the citizens of the United States as guards ? 

Mr. HAWLEY rose. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why shall the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who rises now to address me, when lie goes 
home to vote in Connecticut, have a deputy United States marshal to 
march him up to the ballot box and show him where to deposit his 
ballot and how to vote the Repnblican ticket? 

Mr, HAWLEY, I never saw a marshal who was regarded as an 
enemy, nor a soldier of the United States either, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut will 
Suspend amoment, Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon of the Chair. I took it for granted 
he did from his kindly observation. I merely want to ask him, in 
order to assist him in making his speech as Jong as possible, what he 
thinks of the Federal regulations for the election of Senator? If there 
is any body in a State competent to act in its own matters it is the 
Legislature in the choice of Senator, and yet every step of the Legisla- 
ture in the choice of Senator is ordered and directed by a Federal 
statute, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not one particle of supervision over the 
election of representatives and senators in the General Assembly ofa 
State. There is nota sign of a letter on the statute book that refers 
to the election of those State oflicers. 

; Mr. HAWLEY. The whole process is laid down by the Federal 
aw. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notabit of it. There isnot a scratch of the pen 
on any statute that has ever existed or even been suggested that pro- 
poses to interfere with the right of the electors of a State in electing 
a representative in the lower house or a State senator. Here the 
matter stands. The Senator from Connecticut can be elected without 
Federal supervision. 

The people of Connecticut are competent to go and vote for their rep- 
resentatives and senators for their town or election districts, and these 
representatives and senators meet under the State law and regulations 
and hold an election for Senator and elect the Senator from Connecti- 
cut to this great conservative body; and then he comes around and 
says to his people, ‘‘ You can elect the men who elect me. Thatisall 
right. You can do that without deputy United States marshals, But 
you can not elect a Representative inthe Lower House of Congress, for 
whom you vote at the same time you vote for a State representative 
and a State senator, unless you have Federal supervision, with deputy 
marshals to attend and supervise all registration and all the parapher- 
nalia provided by this bill,” 

Mr. President, I hope this bill will be remitted to its tomb, its final 
testing place, where it may rest for all time to come. [Applause in 
the galleries.] - K 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules of the Senate prohibit any 
demonstrations of applause in the galleries. The Chair hopes that 
this admonition will be sufficient and that it will not be found neces- 
sary to clear the galleries. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is a matter of sincere regret to me 
that the debate which ensued upon the resumption of the considera- 
tion of the elections bill, and which was proceeding regularly, and, I 
think, for the edification of the Senate, at all events for the edification 
of the country, should not have been allowed to proceed uninterrupt- 
edly without the interposition of this drastic, rude, violent rope on 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island in the resolution which is now 
before the Senate for consideration. 

There was no necessity forit. It wasa violation of all the prece- 
dents that have obtained in this body for a hundred years. Nothing 
had occurred in this body in the course of the debate upon the elec- 
tions bill that was any warrant for turning back the current of history, 
violating American traditions, trespassing upon that liberty of all lib- 
erties, the liberty of debate, the freedom of speech, the freedom of 
speech in this body, as dear and as sacred and as important to the main- 
tenance of our institutions as the freedom of the press, its correlative. 
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Those of ns who were opposing in our own way and by fair argument 
seeking to show the unfairness and impropriety of the bill had not vio- 
lated any of the proprieties of debate, We had not transgressed the 
rules that govern the orderly conduct of business and of discussion in 
parliamentary bodies among English-speaking people, There was no 
necessity upon the face of things that could have justified the inter- 
position of the rude, arbitrary proposition that is made in this resolu- 
tion in anything that has happened hitherto on either side of this 
Chamber. 

For, Mr. President, it isa significant fact that this great question 
which has been thrown into this arena has not (as it should not), thank 
God, divided this Chamber on party lines. When wespeak of thema- 
jority and the minority it is not a partisan majority or a partisan mi- 
nority of which we speak. Itis assumed that there is a majority in 
favor of this bill. If so, itis not a partisan majority. It is assumed 
that a minority only is opposing it. If true, it is not a partisan mi- 
nority nor one made upon party lines. I say that is a matter for con- 
gratulation when the fundamental rights of American citizens and the 
institutions of free government are brought into question and into de- 
bate. ‘It is a fortunate thing that that should beso. I should, in- 
deed, have something of despair of the Republic if a question like this 
were to divide the country on thelinesthatdivide the two great parties 
which biennially struggle for supremacy at the Dallot box. 

Anil what is true of this body is trux of the country, Mr. President, 
It can not have escaped the intelligent observation of patriotic and 
duty-loving and country-loving Senators that public opinion in this 
country has not divided upon party lines, Those who are hest informed 
as to the drift ofpublic opinion, those who conduct the great newspapers 
ofthis country, have given us an evidence of public opinion that can not 

- be disregarded and ought not to be overlooked. 

Why, sir, the press, I mean the great leading newspapers that mold 
on the one hand public opinion and on the other reflect it, are divided 
in their opposition to or their advocacy of this bill by no party lines, 
Influential, able papers that support Republican policies and Republican 
methods, that represent the Republican party at all elections, de- 
nounce this bill as severely, many of them in terms as unmeasured as 
have been used by anyone upon this floor. I would not take up the 
time of the Senate, even in a cursory review of what these great in- 
dexes of public opinion point to, were it not for the importance of this 
phase of the question, for we have been told here more than once and 
by more than one Senator that this is the struggle of a partisan minor- 
ity to obstruct the will of the majority who are charged with the re- 
sponsibility of legislation here. 

What public opinion do the promoters of this measure represent out- 
side of that opinion which comes from tight and close party organiza- 
tion as seen here in this Capital city of our country? What public de- 
mand, whether of Republican or Democratic citizens, do the promoters 
of this measure represent that has evidenced itself before this body? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GRAY, Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask my friend what measure he 
is referring to? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam referring to the elections bill. : 

Mr.SHERMAN. Oh! I supposed that this was a question as to 
whether on the whole a majority should not assert its pre to pass, 
not the elections bill particularly, but any bill, or whether a minority 
of this body should have the power by the abuse of debate to prevent 
the majority from expressing the will of the majority, That is the 
question, Ido not intend to be led off into any discussion about the 
proposed election law; the Senator spent two days in denouncing that 
measure, and I supposed now he would come to the question, in view 
of the present condition of the Senate, composed of eighty-eight mem- 
bers, whether, according to the example of deliberative bodies in all 
countries and from our own experience here within the last week es- 
pecially, a case has not arisen when it is imperative that the majority 
should either abandon its power or stbmit to the will of the minority, 
so that we can not take up a single measure and debateit but it is met 
all the tinre by discussion upon a bill that is not now pending before 
the Senate. Now, I should like to have my friend from Delaware—— 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if the Senator is going to take advantage 
of my courtesy to read me a lecture as to how I shall continue the de- 
bate upon this clôture measure, I leave that to his own sense of pro- 

riety. 
g Mr. SHERMAN. It is not exactly that; but I should like to hayo 
the opinion of the Senator from Delaware upon the question now pend- 
ing. That is the question to be discussed, I think. 

Mr. GRAY, Mr. President, age and long experience in public sery- 
ice, I grant, give to the Senator a great many privileges which I would 
be one of the last to disregard, I respect his experience and his long 
and illustrious career as a public servant. But still I draw the line 
here, that not even his eminent services, nor his age, nor his experi- 
ence gave him any right to interrupt me in order to administer a re- 
proof as to the manner in which I chose to address myself to the ques- 
tion now before the Senate. 
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I will say to the Senator from Ohio, whom I do respect, that I was 
discussing what seemed to me the utter absence of any necessity for 
this clôture rule, and, as it came as an interruption to the debate on the 
elections bill, I was trying to point ont, in my own imperfect way, I 
admit, that the discussion upon that bill had hitherto been conducted 
within the lines of propriety and usage in the Senate; that the billit- 
self was of such great importance and attacked such fundamental in- 
terests that the opinion npon it in the country had not been divided 
upon party lines; and I was proceeding to demonstrate that position. 

T shall proceed, Mr. President, in that line, because in my humble 
opinion, notwithstanding what the Senator from Ohio says, I consider 
it pertinent, absolutely relevant to the question now before the Senate 
to consider the state of opinion, to which I invite the attention of the 
Senate. It may not bea pleasant thing to the Senator to know that 
even his own party does not stand behind him in pressing thismeasure 
that we consider so odious and so absolutely inconsistent with the 
traditions of American liberty. 

The great city of Philadelphia, with its able and well-established 
press, has given no uncertain voice ns to the policy of this bill. The 
press of that great city, notwithstanding that it is often called, and I 
do not know but justly called, the stronghold of the Republican party 
in this country, at least so far as its great cities are concerned, with its 
constant, unyarying, and enormous Republican majorities rolled up 
ever since the year 1860, when it gave its vote to Mr. Lincoln for the 
Presidency—I mean its leading newspapers, which reflect its public 
opinion as well as nid in forming it, present this remarkable fact, that 
out of ten newspapers only one supports this bill. I shall mention 
the papers that are against it, at least which do not advocate if. 

The Inquirer, an old Whiz paper, afterwards a Republican paper, 
always unfaltering in its devotion to the fortunes of the Republican 
party, supporting its candidates at every election, ably conducted, 
widely cirenlated—i have read it since I was alle to read—that paper 
opposed this bill. The Evening Telegraph, another paper of large cir- 
culation, always supporting the Republican party, never failing in its 
devotion to the cardinal doctrines of Republicanism, also op this 
bill. The Evening Bulletin, another paper of Republican faith, of long 
standing, of conceded ability, and of eminent fairness in the treatment 
of publie questions, also opposes this bill. ‘The Evening Call, likewise 
a Republican paper, opposes this bill. The Philadelphia Record, a 
Democratic paper, opposes this bill—a paper of as large a circulation 
asany, I believe, in the city, unless itis the Public ger, The Pub- 
lic Ledger, owned and edited by that eminent philanthropist whose 
name has been associated with all the great movements of social prog- 
ress for generations, Mr., George W. Childs, honorably known all over 
this country, opposes the bill. The Times, an independent paper, 
professing neither Democracy nor Republicanism, opposes the bill. 

Mr, President, it isnot merely idle wordstoread this catalogue of these 
great fingerposts of public opinion and of the drift of public sentiment. 
It means something. It means that there is after all deposited in the 
American heart a love for American traditions and for local self-goy- 
ernment that has madethis Republic of republics possible on this con- 
tinent. Party lines (it is a matter of congratulation to say it and 
know it) do not go below the surface. Down below party lines and 
distinctions lies the great bed-rock of American liberty and of Ameri- 
can self-government; and when you seck to array a party on a queg- 
tion against those fundamental ideas of American liberty you count 
without your hest, and your followers refuse to forget that they are 
Americans when they are challenged as Republicans or as Democrats, 

But that is notall the evidence that has come to us about this matter 
of which I am speaking. We have no right to turn deaf ears to the 
voice of the people as it comes to us through the press. We are here 
not, I admit, to sacrifice conscience and conviction to what may appear 
to be a wave of public feeling or public sentiment, but we are equally 
on the other side if we avert our faces from those who would tell us 
what the sentiment of the country is and close our cars to the voices 
that would admonish us. 

How is it in the city of Boston? The leading paper of Republican 
faith, one of the oldest, one of the most respected, that has been almost a 
Bible to the partisans of that party for generations, opposes this bill, 

Mr. MORGAN. To what paper does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GRAY. The Advertiser. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. F 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator with him the editorial from the Bos- 
ton Advertiser, to which he refers, as proof of what he has stated? 

Mr. GRAY. I think I have it, and I shall produce it before I got 
through. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishonld like the Senator to do so, for I do not under- 
stand that to be the position of the Boston Advertiser myself. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I have the paper here, 

So, Mr, President, in the great metropolitan city of New York; I 
will not stand here and detain the Senate by calling the roll of the 
newspapers of that city. Youallknowthem; you read them; theyare 
upon your desks every day. They are dealing in no flippant and idle 
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denunciation in regard to this bill, but in’serious admonition and ap- 
peal to those who are intrusted with the great responsibility that rests 
upon us; they are daily pleading that the bill may be laid aside in or- 
der that the great interests of this Government and country and its 
people may be properly attended to by appropriate sh rt tenes 

So with the West. I do not pretend to have a list of the papers of 
the West which are opposed to the bill. There are many more than I 
have here noted; but I have reason to believe—as every Senator who 
chooses to interest himself in regard to the matter of public opinion in 
regard to this bill can convince himself—that the opinion of that great 
region of our country, without regard to party, is opposed to the bill 
in respect to which we are invoked to apply this drastic measure for 
shutting off debate—I was going to say gag law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Just as well. 

Mr. GRAY, Perhaps it is justas well to call thibgs by the right 
name, even if that name offends ears polite. 

The Omaha Bee, a an paper, calls this bill a “hateful sec- 
tional measure, a force bill which has been repudiated by the press 
and public sentiment of the North, South, East, and West.’’ 

The Minneapolis Journal, which I am informed is a Republican 
paper, says: 

The Federal clection bill has been switched off to a side-track, whero, like 


a good many ‘empties’ of the railroads, it is to be hoped it will rest forgotten. 
Itisa good riddance. Letit-go. 


The St. Paul Pioneer Press says: 


Itis something to be thankful for that the bill for Federal control of elections 
has received what appears to be its fi ing stroke, This dreary measure has 
blocked the way of business for weeks, It has become more and more distaste- 
ful to the country every day. The longer debate on it was continued the fewer 
friends it found. Nobody wanted it except a few infatuated politicians, who 
had succeeded in giving it a.party standing. Probably not more than one- 
third of the Republican Senators really believed it a wise measure, It has 
threatened the country long enough with its promise of the erection of an un- 

recedentedly powerful Federal machine. It isa dead duck, and the country 

s heartily glad of it. 


Thatis from theSt. Paul Pioneer Press. The St, Louis Globe-Demo- 
crat I believe isa good Republican paper, as good Republican papers go, 
It says in an article entitled, ‘‘ The election bill dead:’’ 

The force bill is dead beyond any hope of resurrection, and its advocates 
should make the bestof the situation, It is useless toquarrel with facts. More 
than half of the Republican masses are opposed to legislation of that sort, and 
their influence is making itself felt in the Senate. The bill has passed ont of 
the domain of practical politics, and it has no further interest except as an 
exaniple of a poltoy which the Republicans should take espocial pains in the 
future to avoid. 

Mr. President, that means something. It means something more 
than the opinion of the individual editor. The conductor of a great 
paper that depends upon a Republican constituency for its success and 
its patronage would not idly and incautiously and without due re- 
flection utter opinions of that kind unless he were sure of the grounds 
upon which he uttered them and of the support with which they were 
_ to be met, 

I spoke of the Philadelphia Inquirer. Let me read just a short 
passage from an editorial from the Philadelphia Inquirer, to which I 
have just alluded: 

The Inquirer does not like to antagonize anything that the majority of the 
leaders of te Republican party deem of importance, 

Of course it does not. It only gives greater weight to a Republican 
paper when it does, and of course it does not like to antagonize it. 

But it feels that it has a duty to perform when it advises the Senate, in the 
name of the Republican party of Pennsylvania, to lay aside the political discus- 
sion on the elections bill and take up more important legislation. If Repub- 
licans sere united on this bill it would not say a word, but it believes that the 
great bulk of the party is opposed to any further waste of timo, and it knows 
Tull well that as far as Pennsylvania is concerned not one person in one hun- 
dred either understands the bill or cares whether it is passed or not. 

Now, I have here an editorial from a Denver paper, which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has laid on my desk. 

Mr. TELLER, The Denver Republican. 

Mr. GRAY. A Republican paper, I believe? 7 

Mr. TELLER. It is the leading paper of the State and of that sec- 
tion of the country, 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad to know that itis a paper entitled toso much 
consideration. Let me read what it says about tho elections bill: 

No well-informed person will deny that Congress has the power to enact a 
law regulating Congressionalelections; but it does not follow that every intel- 
ligent person will admit that Congress ought at the prosent time to exercise 
this power. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. President—— ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. i 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to state that the proprietor of the pa- 
per an editorial from which the Senator has just read is the gentleman 
whose name has been sent in by the President as one of the monetary 
commissioners, and he will be confirmed at the first opportunity. 
$ a GRAY. Iam glad to know that he has the imprimatur of the 

resident. z 


Mr. SANDERS (in his seat). Is he a good man? . 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Read this editorial and you will think he is. 
Mr. GRAY. He was formerly a Senator in this body, I believe. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. He was. 

Mr. GRAY. Says this editorial: 


There is no doubt that the Democrats in the Southern States are guilty of 
gross violations of the rights of Republicans at clections— 


And therefore he must be a Republican— 


but the discussion of the question whether the elections bill now pending in 
the Senate should be passed does not rest alone upon the consideration of the 
fact that these outragesare committed. The question still remains as to whether 
the proposed Jaw would correct the evil complained of by protecting Southern 
Republicans in the oxercise of the elective franchise, If the Jaw would not 
accomplish this, it would be better not to enact it, 

Even though we admit that the proposed law would correct the abuses re- 
ferred to, it still does not follow that the Senate ought to thebill. Some 
thingsare lawful which are not expediont, This is particularly true in politics. 
The matterof patina tia hie always be considered when the question is as 
Hes whether a measure loo upon as partisan should be adopted at a particular 

me, 

The enactment of a law governing Federal clections would not fill up the 
measure of the duties of the Republican party, There are many other subjects 
with respect to which the country needs tho action ‘of the Republican party. 
The leaders of the party Earby banned right to force it over a precipice and 
thus prevent it from taking its proper place in the future government of the 
country. 

Itis a very serious question as to whether the passa 
this session of Congress would insure the defeat of the Republican party in 
1892. In considering this pns of the subject we may admit everything that 
the advocates of this bill e , and after making all these admissions we may 
still assert that at this time its passage would be inexpedient, There isa strong 
sentiment in the North which demands that interference with the local politics 
ofthe Southern States shall be abandoned for the future. 

This Northern sentiment which condemns the elections bill is by no means 
confined to the hg arbor peat NY There are thousands of stanch Republicans 
who might refuse to vote the Republican ticket in 1892 if this bill were to be- 
come a law. The fact that Senator Cameron, of Pennsylvania, and Senator 
STEWART, of Nevada, have declared themselves against the bill is an indication 
of the truth of this assertion. 

The discussion of the elections bill should be brought toa y close. The 
passage of tho bill at this time would probably be unwise, the continuance 
ofthe discussion interferes with the transaction of much more important busi- 
ness, 

Mr, WOLCOTT. May I interrupt the Senator a moment further? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. When I interrupted the Senator from Delaware 
and called his attention to the proprietorship of the paper, the Senator 
from Montana [Mr.SANDERS] asked me in a very audible voice if 
the proprietor of the paper was a good man, I desire to say in re- 
sponse to the Senator from Montana that he was a former Senator in 
this body and was admitted withont contest. 

Mr, SANDERS. I knew that. ; 

Mr, GRAY. Mr. President, I am not going to weary the Senate 
much longer with repeating the expressions of opinion merely of news- 
papers, to which I have referred, some of which I have not mentioned, 
but I have already spoken ofthe Evening Telegraph. I had some cx- 
tracts from the Philadelphia Bulletin which I can not lay my hand on, 
but I may perhaps find them before I get through. But let me read 
just one word besides from the Evening Telegraph of which I have 


of the clections bill at 


spoken. Here is avery lateone, January 19: 
If there was ever a time when the Republican party stood in need of great, 
patriotic leaders, if ever there was a time when it needed to be saved from 


the policy of unpatriotic leaders, itis now. It is confronted to-day by one of 
the greatest perils which haye ever ened its perpetuity; itis beset bymon 
who arecither blind or indifferent to the consequences of their efforts to make 
the Republican party responsible for oneof the most unrepublican measures 
which have ever marked the history of a great popular political organization, 

These men, inspired by reckless partisanship, intoxicated with power long 
enjoyed and much abused, feeling that they have forfeited the confidence and 
respect of the country, are struggling with desperate energy and with the pro- 
posed use of forbidden expedients to retain their power by the creation of elec- 
tion machinery which in cht \ er of the country will, if pas in successful 
operation, deprive the people of their heretofore unquestioned right in times of 
peace and tranquillity to manage and control the election oftheir public servants. 

The efforts of these leaders to make a Jaw of the Federal elections bill, as they 
were exhibited in the prolonged Senatorial day of the 16th instant and the no- 
tice served upon the Senate, when it was found that those efforts had failed, to 
set up a gag rulo, for the purpose of depriving the minority, almost equal in 
numbers and quite equal in character, to the majority, of its rights, should fill 
the mind not only of the South, but of the entire count y with alarm. 

That is a long editorial and I will not detain the Senate by reading 
itthrough, Ihave read enough to let the Senate understand its pur- 


rt, 

Poite. ALDRICH. What per is that? 

Mr. GRAY. The Philadelphia Evening Telegraph. Therehas been 
not only one, but there have been twenty editorials in that paper to 
the same effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the politics of that paper? 

Mr. GRAY. Itisa Republican paper to my own knowledge and 
has never failed to support the Republican ticket in the city of Phila- 
delphia from the time the Republican party was born until the present 
time, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to hear the opinion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania on that subject. 

Mr. GRAY. My own opinion is as good as that of anybody else on 
that question, because I live within the circle of circulation of the 
Philadelphia papers. I have read the Evening Telegraph twenty-five 
years, every day that I have read any newspaper, and I know it has 
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neter faltered in supporting the Republican party in any biennial elec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There isno rule that conduces better 
to preserving order than the rule which requires when a Senator is to be 
interrupted his consent shall first be obtained through the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. - I beg pardon of the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to that rule because it has been so habitually di ed. 

Mr. GRAY. One great paper in the extreme Northwest, the Port- 
land Oregonian, which bas been the standard there of the Republican 
party, I believe and as I am informed, for a great many years, opposes 
the passage of this election bill. 

I have some other extracts from newspapers, not to weary the Sen- 
ate with reading them all, but just that I may demonstrate the truth 
of what I say and that it may be observed by the language and style 
of argument used by these papers that it is not a merely formal oppo- 
sition, it is not the opposition of indifference, but it is the pronounced 
opposition of conviction that is voiced by these great guides of public 
opinion. 

So far as this matter of public sentiment is concerned, the evidence 
of the press, the evidence of those whose high position, occupation, and 
past employment give them a peculiar right to speak is not to be dis- 
regarded. Here is a note of the opinion of a gentleman who has been 
often lauded on this floor, a gentleman whose acquaintance I have not 
the honor to possess, but by reputation, certainly, he is entitled to a 
respectful hearing when he speaks about a matter in regard to which 
he has peculiar opportunities of information. I refer to General S. C. 
Armstrong: 

The question is discussed in the last issue of the Southern Workman, the or- 
gan of the Hampton (Va.) Institute, which represents the views of General S. 
C. Armstrong, a Union soldier and a Republican. Admitting thatthe bill aims 
ata great evil, the article insists that the evil is one which can not be cured by 
legislation. ‘The time for political reconstruction,” it says, ‘‘has, we think, 
passed. The so-called ‘force bill’ is of a piece with other legislation that has 
utterly failed. Five years of hard ie eet cruel necessity—followed by 
about ten years of lawmaking, broug t us to the only pone reconstruction, 
that suggested by Senator HAWLEY," when he said, in 1875: * There is asocial, 
and educational, and moral reconstruction of the South needed that will neyer 
come from any legislative halls, State or national; it must be the growth of 
time and education and Christianity.” The Workman holds that there is a 
steady and great advance in the condition of the négro, and adds: “Let us 
alone; give us a chance to make men of ourselyes,” 

I hope that phrase, ‘* Let us alone,” nsed in this connection by this 
Union soldier and Republican, will not meet with the insolent sneer 
that I have heard come from the other side of this Chamber when re- 
peated by gentlemen whose heart strings were wrung by the debate on 
this question. ‘‘Let us alone in our State institutions, let us manage 
our own destiny,’ has been the appeal under the Constitution of the 
United States and under the institutions of our country. That was 
met in this Housa and in the other with the sneer, ‘‘ Yes, that is what 
the counterfeiters say, ‘Let us alone;’ that is what the felons say, 
‘ Let us alone,’ when the officer seeks to take them to State prison.” 

I submit that language of that kind and a retort of that kind is not 
the language or the retort of patriotic, liberty-loving American citizens, 
who can take their brother American by the hand, whether he lives 
North or South, and say, ‘* We have a common country and a common 
destiny that we will work out together under the laws and constitu- 
tions of our own country.’’ When General Armstrong uses the same 
janguage, I will expect a more respectful treatment of that plea: 

Let us alone— 1 

He says— 
give us a chance to make men of ourselves js the idea of the negro who expects 
to support himself by hard work of musclé and brain. Letthem alone polit- 
ically; train teachers and leaders; teach their young the best methods and the 
dignity of labor; give them ideas, and let them fight it out. 

Mr. President, going very cursorily over these great evidences of pub- 
lic sentiment, let me ‘call the attention of the Senate to another, a 
different one, but a concurring one, the resolution of a great body of 
American citizens representing perhaps more industrial workers of this 
great land than any other that ever assembled; I mean the resolutions 
that were passed by the convention of the National Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union of America in national council assembled. Now, 
it will not do to say that this is demagogism, that this is the heady 
resolve ofa lot of immature and inexperienced men, and that it is for- 
eign to the purpose for which they had assembled. ‘'Thatis sometimes 
said. 

I have heard this treated in that way by those who are in favor of 
this bill, that the Farmers’ Alliance did not truly represent the people 
whom they profess to represent, but I do not think we need pause to 
consider such objections as that. Whether we agree or differ in opin- 
ion, we are not to be overcome and, dominated by resolutions of any 
body ofmen however respectable or however large; but, Mr. President, 
I contend that a representative body, like the Farmers’ Alliance, repre- 
senting men who have as large a stake in the interests of this country, 
in the destiny of this country, in the future of this country, as any 
similar body can have, is entitled, atleast, to respectful consideration. 
Now, what do they say? The resolutions are as follows: b 


Whereas the President of the United States in his annual message to Con- 
gress recommends and urges the immediate passage of the measure known as 


the Lodge election bill; and whereas said bill involves a radieal revolution in 
the election machinery of the Union, both State and national, and its passage 
will be fatal to the autonomy of the States and cherished liberties of the citi- 
zens; and whereas said bill is partisan in spirit and will be partisan in its appli- 
cation, thus revitalizing the gory ghost ofsectional estrangement; and whereas 
in the holy war which we have declared ee sectionalism the firesides a 
the farmers of the North, East, South, and West are the citadels around whi 
the heaviest battles are being fought, and to the end that victory may crown 
our crusade let fraternity and unity reign: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of. Amer- 
ica in national council. assembled, That we do most solemnly protest against 
the passage of said Lodge election bill, and we mostearnestly petition ourSen- 
ators to employ all fairand legal means to defeat this unpatriotic measure, 
which can result in nothing but evil to our common and beloved country. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this preamble and resolutions be forwarded 
to each Senator in Congress. 

Mr. President, that seems to me like the language of dignified, sober, 
and patriotic men. They certainly believed in what they so resolved. 
If that be so, with all these accumulated evidences that I have pointed 
out to the Senate from the press, from individual citizens, can it be 
true that those who are advocating this bill and who are now proceed- 
ing to ask the Senate to pass this drastic measure that is to stop de- 
bate and put the minority of this body upon this bill absolutely in the 
power of the majority—can it be that itis one the advocacy and ur- 
gency of which are proper and right and supported by that public 
opinion in thiscountry which must always in the end govern and con- 
trol its destiny and policy ? 

I do not think so. I do not think that you are justified, let me say 
with due respect to my colleagues who differ with me in this matter, in 
asking the Sengte to put behind it all its traditions of parliamentary 
procedure which have obtained for a hundred years, in order that you 
may pass a bill, no matter how conscientious you may bein itssupport 
or how sincerely convinced of its necessity or propriety, unless you 
also believe that you have the support of the public sentiment of this 
country, and I do not believe that you can undertake to convince your- 
selves that you have that support in the face of all the evidence to the 
contrary. 

So, Mr. President, I allude to this not for the purpose of advising 
anybody, for I have no right to advise anybody as to his duty, but to 
appeal, so far as I am able, to those who differ with me to pause and 
consider the situation in which we find ourselves with this measnre to 
stop debate, this proposed gag law, or, to use what ought to be its proper 
designation, this clôture proposition, for I like the foreign word bet- 
ter than any attempted American paraphrase. I do not want it to be- 
come Americanized. It has not the accent of American liberty from 
one end of it tothe other. Let us call it by its foreign name, clôture. 

I say that the time you take to bring that measure in is inopportune; 
that you are not justified in pressing it to the exclusion of all other 
business. You had this force bill on your tables at midsummer, this 
bill with reference to which this clôture resolution is proposed. Itlay 
there with one other great measure, the measure for tariff taxation, 
which occupied us all of the summer and half of the autumn, and you 
deliberately chose between the two which should occupy the attention 
of the Senate and which should be postponed in its consideration. 

You could have passed either, but you deliberately said: *‘ We will 
pass the one,” that is the tariff bill, and!thenin the short session, that 
has always been devoted to the passage of the necessary appropriation 
bills and those measures of special urgency which the nation justified 
you in considering, that you would take this bill up, knowing that the 
session was limited, knowing that the time was short, at the very close 
of the Fifty-first Congress, and proclaim that that bill must be pressed 
throngh even if you had to trample upon the rights of a protesting 
minority in order to pass it. 

Now, that is not right. You could have done otherwise. There are 
times when you can pass this bill or any other without violating any 
of the usages which have governed parliamentary procedure in this 
body for a hundred years; and you have no right to come in here in 
this short session, after deliberately postponing it, when you could have 
taken it up last summer, when there was ample opportunity for debate 
and when debate would have exhausted itself and the bill would neces- 
sarily have been voted upon; and yet you said, ‘We will not only 
postpone it, but we will put it in the last weeks of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress and we will crowd it through, even though we have to disregard 
the rights of free debate,” so important, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] says, to the civil liberty of this country. That 
is not fair. Ido not believe the American people have sustained or 
will sustain you in a proposition of that kind. 

Let the bill go over to the next Congress. Why, you have waited 
ahundred years; can you not wait ninemonths? You have done with- 
out it in all your past history; can you not wait until the ides of next 
December and then bring it before the Congress of the United States? 
Then there will be time to debate it and debate will exhaust itself and 
not interfere with its being disposed of as full debate now, I concede, 
must. You can not have full debate on this question in the closing 
weeks of a Congress that expires by constitutional limitation so soon. 
Why can you not relegate it to the next Congress? What is the rea- 
son? 

J am speaking of the force bill now. Why, this very clôture reso- 
lution or one that had the same name, although not the same, when 
introduced into the English Parliamentin the House of Commons, was 
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debated from February until the next November and until the last 
day of November, ; 

Mr. STEWART. And it had been debated the year before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. STEWART. I merely wished to make that remark. 

Mr. GRAY. It had been debated the year before, as the Senator 
from Nevada says, and yet you tell us that you must pass this bill in 
the remaining weeks and in the closing hours of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, even if you have to destroy the liberty of debate in this body 
and the freedom of speech, which has never been questioned ina hun- 
dred years of its glorious history. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 7 

Mr. STEWART. After months of debate in the House of Commons, 
it having been under consideration for two years, there was no attempt 
to pass the cléture in violation of the existing rules, as is attempted 
now. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from -Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? ; 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to understand the remark of the Senator 
from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Isaid there was no attempt to pass it in violation 
of the existing rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The clôture. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where? 

Mr. STEWART. In the British House of Commons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was passed by a process there, if the Chair will 
permit me, which in the Senate of the United States, I imagine, will 
not be attempted. They simply suspended the opposition for the day 
and sent them out of the House. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That was the only way they could do it. That was 
the only way that was open to those who were attemping by a similar 
measure in the Houseof Commons to throttle the free speech that had 
lived there and flourished there for many generations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Delaware will excuse me a 
moment, I had hardly completed my statement. 

Mr. GRAY. I knew what the Senator was going to say, for I am 
not unfamiliar with the history of the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A few days prior to the adoption of the clôture 
the speaker of the House of Commons, as he said, by a right superior 
to the rules of the House of Commons, had terminated the debate in 
the presence of the same gehtlemen who were afterwards excluded, 
notwithstanding their most earnest and vehement protests, and put 
the question to the house notwithstanding the attempt on the part of 
a number of members of Parliament to exercise what the Senator from 
Delaware is properly denominating the freedom of speech. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I was aware of the fact that this party 
who propose this violence to free speech were driven to therevolution- 
ary method of surpeniing and driving out of the house the opposition 
members, and I tell the Senator from Rhode Island that he never can 
hope to succeed in the American Senate with his proposition until he 
has power to suspend and drive out of it the minority that sits on this 
side. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Order! Order! 

The-PRESIDING OFFICER. The peoplein the galleries haye been 
once admonished. ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to notify the 
doorkeepers that upon a repetition of disorder the disorderly persons 
are to be ejected from the galleries. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator allow me to make another sug- 
gestion ? 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that we are living here undera rule 
oforder, parliamentary and constitutional law, and I think noattempt 
will be made, notwithstanding the menacing attitude of the Senator 
from Delaware, to excludehim or any other member of the Senate from 
its deliberations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the majority will go on. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no fear that the majority will not goon, It 
will go on just as long as there is an American Senate here, and will 
go on in the orderly fashion it has gone on for a hundred years. 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to finish my sentence. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishonld like toask the Senator two questions put in 
one: first, whether he claims that there is any differencein the consti- 
tutional power of a majority of the Senate and the constitutional power 
of a majority of the House of Representatives to establish a previons 
question? If there be no difference in his mind, does he think it 


would be justifiable for a minority of the House of Representatives 
to resist forcibly the previous question. , 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave said nothing about a minority anywhere resist- 
ing forcibly. 

Mr. HOAR. I was asking the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave heard no proposition, I certainly entertain none 
myself, that the minority should forcibly resist any proposition it is 
competent for the majority to make under the rules of the Senate and 
the Constitution and laws of our country. Of course, there are some 
things that are not imaginable—unimaginable things, that ifattempted - 
by the majority would be resisted by the minority. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think there is any différence between 
the constitutional power of the Senate and that of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to establish a limitation of debate? 

Mr. GRAY. I think there is no difference atall in the power, and I 
agree so entirely with the Senator from Massachusetts himself in regard 
to this whole matter that I want to preserve in one body of this Con- 
gress, at least, the freedom of speech and.the liberty for full debate 
which is so necessary to be preserved, in order that the wisdom of our 
institutions may be vindicated and the country that we represent ina 
legislative capacity preserved from improvident legislation. 

T agree with him that the difference between the Senate and the 
House of Representatives is altogether in favor of the Senate and that 
it is important that that difference should be preserved; that there is 
good reason for the historical fact that in all the years of our history, 
having rounded out a full century of freedom under our Constitution, 
no attempt to gag free speech or limit debate has ever been attempted 
or enforced in the Senate of the United States. Iagree with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts when he says that in the Senate: 

Every measure can be discussed fully without restraintand amended without 
mit, 

I agree with him when he says: 

This is of immense importance, not only to the perfection of legislation, but 
also to the dignity of the Senate, and, in my opinion, to civil liberty itself. 

That is why I am here in my own imperfect way, but with all the 
earnestness that any man is capable of bringing to the discharge of 
public duty, appealing to my friends on the other side to agree with 
me, to agree with the Senator from Massachusetts, that this measure 
isa stab, a blow at civil liberty in this country. Liberty does not 
easily or soon recover from the wounds inflicted upon it by its enemies. 
Heeret lateri Iethalis arundo. It will be a long time before the arrow is 
plucked from its side if once it shall ever be lodged there. 

The limits that the discussion of this question naturally lay down 
for it are not very wide, I confess, so far as this clôture resolution is 
concerned, but they are wide enough to touch all the interests of sixty- 
four millions of people. They are large enough to project themselves 
into the future and affect generations yet unborn. ‘Then, there is no 
apology needed for the humble individual who now addresses the Sen- 
ate, or for any other Senator, for taking the time and challenging the 
attention of his fellow-Senators when a proposition of this kind ismade. 

Why, Mr. President, what is this resolution? What does it pro- 
pose? 


That for the remainder of this session— 


Why, Mr. President, the very first four words is a confession of the 
iniquity and impolicy and impropriety of this proposed measure. 
“For the remainder of this session,’’ Why for the remainder ofthis 
session and not for all time? If it is a good thing, one to be com- 
mended to Senators, one that is to be approved by the people whom 
we represent, then it is good not only for this session, but for all ses- 
sions, Why this timidity? What have wedone that we should for- 
feit now those rights which have obtained in the past and are toobtain 
again in the future? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I mayremind the Senator from Delaware of what 
he is perfectly well aware, that on many occasions in respect of ap- 
propriation bills an order limited to that particular session has been 
made, which was a clôture more complete than the one embraced in 
this resolution, and which no Democrat objected to, so far as I now re- 
member, although there may have heen individuals on both sides who 
objected to it; so that the circumstance that this is limited to this ses- 
sion is not without precedent. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, Mr. President, I am not dealing with those things 
that are done for expedition of business by that practical-minded peo- 
ple of whom we are a part, and which are constantly done by unani- 
mous consent. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was not by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GRAY. I know how business is forwarded; I know how the 
mind of the American people works in the practical grooves laid down 
by its ancestors. We arenot the Gallic, we are not the Latin race; we 
are not doctrinaires about this thing. Weare practical, and we carry 
business throngh by facilitating its progress every day by unanimous 
consent. It shows the genius of our people for parliamentary govern- 
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ment. Weare practical. We have made it a study, an art. To de- 
part from it would interfere with, obstruct, ahd embarrass business. 

To give a man the liberty of walking in at a door is a very different 
thing from putting handcufis on his wrists and driving him atthe point 
of the bayonet. It is the difference between free will and individual 
liberty, which will disport itself one way or the other, but generally in 
proper paths and in right directions, and the policy of selecting the 
path and driving the man ahead of youinit. One is freedom and the 
other is despotism, though they both may seem to be the same and 
bring the man to the same goal. 

No, Mr, President, there is the confession of the iniquity of this bill 
in its first four words and in its first line. It goes on: 

When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been— 


Now listen— 
shall have been under consideration for a reasonable time, 

How wellthatsounds! How euphemistic the phrase! Why, all ab- 
solutism deals in these mild and pleasant-sounding phrases. ‘‘ Why, 

people, do not be worried; your liberties are notin danger; free- 
om of debate is not threatened; all wesay is ‘When any bill, resolution, 
or other question shall have been under consideration for a reasonable 
time.’ Nobody can object to that. Do you object to it, Mr. A? Do 
you not think when ‘a reasonable time’ has elapsed that debate ought 
to cease?” ‘*Oh, yes; and Mr. B says the same thing, and so you 
go through the whole catalogue and you find affirmative answers; but 
when it comes to the other question, what is ‘‘a reasonable time?” and 
who is to be the judge of a reasonable time? and where do you provide 
in that resolution a criterion for reasonable time? then I should like to 
know what the answer of the Senator who supports this resolution is 
going to be. 

Why put it there at all except as a misleading catchword, some- 
thing that will appeal to a certain off-hand spirit of fairness in the 
American people, something to catch the first-blush opinion when you 
read it? But look how unmeaning itis. Mr. President, we are not 
children; we are men; we are endeavoring to deal soberly and intelli- 
gently with important legislation. Tell me what this means: 


When any bill, resolution, orother question shall have been under considera- 
tion fora reasonable timeitshall bein order for any Senator to demand that de- 


bate thereon be closed. 

Nobody is named in the order. It is not when the President of the 
Senate thinks it is ‘‘a reasonable time.’ In the clôture rule of the 
House of Commons it is there to rest upon the opinion of the Speaker. 
That was at least sensible and meant something. The clôture rule in 
the House of Commons read that ‘‘ whenever in the opinion of Mr. 
Speaker the debate shall have continued & reasonable time.” Why 
did not this resolution say ‘* Whenever in the opinion of the President 
of the Senate?’’ It wonld have been much better to say that than to 
leave this in the air, unless you confess it does not mean anything, 

When debate shall haye continued ‘‘ fora reasonable timeit shall be 
in order for any Senator to demand” that it ‘be closed.” If the Presi- 
dent of the Senate is not to be the judge and the majority of the Sen- 
ate is not to be the judge, then any single Senator is to be the judge 
for himself and compel the President of the Senate to entertain that 
motion when he thinks ‘‘a reasonable time ’’ has been consumed. 

Now, what sort of a rule of procedure is that for a body of Ameri- 
can citizens? Is the Senate of the United States to adopt a rule that 
will make it subject to the caprice of one Senator? If my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] comes in in the morning and his breakfast 
has been a good one and he feels at one with the world, he will allow 
debate to run on with his natural amiability of character; butif things 
have gone wrong with him,ifhis breakfast has not been well digested, 
and irritation, that can come to the best ofmen, comes to him, after a 
few minutes he may get up and say, ‘‘ This debate ought to stop;” it has 
gone on ‘‘areasonable time,” in his opinion, and the President must 
entertain his motion, 

I would rather have this resolution say at once, ‘‘ When any bill or 
resolution shall have been under consideration for a reasonable time in 
the opinion of the Senator from Vermont,” for then he would have some 
responsibility thrown upon him; everybody would be looking tohim and 
the whole people of the United States would have him in full view as to 
how he discharged that great duty; but when there is no responsibility 
upon anybody, when a Senator can make up his mind that ‘‘a reason- 
able time” has elapsed, then I say that we are without chart or com- 
pass, that we are without rule for our guidance, and must depend upon 
the whim and caprice of the passing moment for the enjoyment of the 
simplest rights of debate in a parliamentary body like this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido, with pleasure, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entirely unjust to the proposition 
when he says that any Senator by caprice or good-will or ill-will can 
dispose of this question. It is the Senate of the United States, which 
the Constitution declares shall be a majority of it to do business, not 
aminority. Iwilladd, however, forthe benefit of my honorable friend 
and his associates, after all that has taken place, that if he can get 


the rule amended in the way that he proposes and leave it to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, the debate would be closed within less than thirty 
minutes, [Laughter.] 

. GRAY. I was not wrong then, Mr. President. I am sorry the 
Senator did not enjoy his breakfast this morning. Perhaps he will 
enjoy it more another morning. It only illustrates my proposition. 
Seriously, the Senator is mistaken in saying that the Senate has any- 
thing at all to do with this matter of having this motion put. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say that, if theSenator will pardon me. 
I want to obey the rules. I did not say that. I said that the rule 
provided that any Senator might raise that question and any Senator 
can raise, as we have seen in the last four or five days and fora good while 
before, any question he likes, and then it was for the body and not for 
him to determine whether the debate has gone on long enough. 

Mr. GRAY. The resolution does not say so, Mr. President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithinkitdoes.  . 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The resolution and the Senator from Vermont differ, 
that isall I can say. Iam not speaking about the fact that the Sen- 
ate after a motion is before the body may deal with it as it pleases—I 
am speaking of the putting of the motion at all—whereas in the English 
House of Commons it is not competent for a member upon his own mo- 
tion at any time to raise that question and haveit put, but it can only 
be after the speaker has notified the house that debate has proceeded 
for a reasonable time that he can do so. By this resolution, when- 
ever & bill or resolution has been considered for “‘a reasonable time” a 
Senator may put the motion. À 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; make it, not put it. 

Mr. GRAY. I am not versed, perhaps, in parliamentary law. I 
mean make the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? i 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that the speaker of the British House of Commons is a nonpar- 
tisan, elected as such, and really is intended for the protection of the 
minority. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. Iwascoming to that, but the Senator from 
South Carolina has opportunely suggested it. The clôture- rule of the 
House of Commons depends upon the judgment of Mr. Speaker, and 
when he thinks that a debate has proceeded for ‘‘a reasonable time’’ 
he may cause the motion to be put or make a statement, after which 
any member of the House may put the motion, but that speaker is, as 
we all know, a nonpartisan. He does not represent a political party 
in any sense, as the Speaker of the House of Representatives, as the 
Vice President of the United States, or as the President pro tempore ot 
the Senate represents one. He holds through all administrations. 
Why, there was a speaker, whose name I do not now recall, who held 
his high position for forty years, and he continued to administer the 
rules of the House of Commons without regard to the mutations ot 
fortune of politics through all administrations, and itis for that reason 
that they thought they could safely trust him with this great admin- 
istrative duty, I sup 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator from Delaware to remember, as 
I am sure he does, that the speaker of the House of Commons, how- 
ever much of interest we may have in British procedure—and I confess 
I have nota great deal—but, taking that for an illustration, the speaker 
of the House of Commons is always 2 member of that body. He can 
not be a member of that body unless he is elected by the constituency 
whence he comes; and there are parties in Great Britain, as there are 
in the United States and always have been, as intense in their feelings 
and views as we gentlemen on the two sides of this Chamber are now 
about ours. The party in the majority inthe House of Commons nom- 
inates their speaker, whom the Crown graciously approves, according 
to their course of affairs, and that man, therefore, goes out of the ranks 
of his partisans into the chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. And there he stays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just as the President pro tempore of the Senate 
here or the Speaker of the House of Representatives goes to the chair. 
Having got there—I do not wish to interfere with my friend from Dela- 
ware by making too long a statement as he knows perfectly well—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iam always glad to hear the Senator. He does notin- 
terrupt me. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Likeevery other partisan, like my friend from Ten- 
nessee[ Mr, HARRIS], whom I haveoftenseenin the chair, he ceases to bea 
partisan just as far as human nature is capable of allowing a man to do. 
That is true there and it is true here, and the cases are therefore, I 
think, with great respect, just alike. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator need not put any restraint upon himself 
in interrupting me. - I am always glad to have my speech decorated 
with the remarks of the Senator from Vermont, 
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I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to this 
fact: I understand that a speaker of the House of Commons must have 
been a member of the House. He must have been sent there as other 
‘members are sent, first as the nominee and then as the member-elect 
of a political party; but there is this difference, let me submit to the 
Senator from Vermont, that when the speaker is taken from the body 
of the House of Commons and placed in the chair and his selection 
approved by the Crown he is there by usage and prescriptive right, so 
to speak—if I may use so strong a word—without regard to the suc- 
cesses or to the defeats of the political party to which he belongs. 

It may have been in the majority when he was placed there and he 
may continue as the Speaker long after it has been in the minority, 
and he socontinues. Therefore, he is taken outof partisan polities in 
a sense very different from that in which the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives or the President pro tempore of the Senate is taken 
out. He is taken out very much as a judge of a United States court 
is taken out. They are partisans when they are appointed, that is, 
they are members of political parties, and if they are fit to be judges 
they have strong convictions, but when they are placed upon the bench 
they are independent of the fortunes of political parties for the tenure 
of the place which they hold: Isubmit to the Senatorand the Senate 
that the difference between the presiding officer of the House of Com- 
mons and the presiding officer of the Senate of the United States isas 
wide as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? ` 

Mr. GRAY. Tdo. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator from Delaware to again re- 
member, as he will perfectly, that, according to the English constitu- 
tion (they call it an unwritten constitution), nowadays a Parliament 
can only last for seven years at the most, and if may be dissolved by 
the Crown at any time within the seven years. 

Now, this partisan elected man who comes to be speaker when the 
fortunes of his political party have gone into the minority, he always 
being of the majority party when elected, and there is a dissolution of 
Parliament, whether he is to continue to be speaker any more or to 
have a chance to be speaker any more depends upon his going back to 
his constituents and getting re-elected. If his party, when they come 
back to the new House of Commons, continue to be in the majority, 
very likely he will be, as he is very often and for a long time has been, 
elected speaker again; and we have known in our own country thesame 
thing tohappen. If it happens that the opposing political party, Tory 
or Whig or whatever their names may now be, come into power, he is 
no more speaker. The majority party name their man for speaker and 
` the Queen always approves. So I submit, with great respect to my 
friend, that his supposed difference of these analogies is not quite 
accurate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to read an 
extract bearing on this point? + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Louisiana ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. , 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, Bryce, a member of Parliament and author. of 
The American Commonwealth, says, in an article published in the 
October number of the North American Review what I will read, bear- 
ing upon this particular point, He says: 

Butin Parliament the speaker and the chairmen of committees (whom for 
shortness I generally include when I refer to the speaker) are and have always 
been nonpartisan officials. Each, no doubt, has on to a party and has 
been chosen on the proposition of a party leader. But the speaker is deemed, 
once he bas assumed the wigand gown of office, to have so distinctly renounced 
himself of all party trappings that, if he is willing to go on serving in a new 
Parliament in which the party to which he belonged is in a minority, the ma- 
jority is, nevertheless, expected to elect him anew. 

Thus Speaker Brand, although he had once been whip of the Liberal party, 
was re-elected speaker in 1874 by the Tory party, which had then gained a ma- 


jority, and served on till 1883, Thespeaker is not permitted, so long as he holds 


office, to deliver any party speech outside Parliament or even to express his 


opinions on any party question, andin tho chair itself he must be scrupulously 
fair to both parties, equally accessible to all members, bound to give his advice 
on points of order without distinction between those who ask it. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I have pointed ont what I still 
conceive to be the very wide distinction between the position and ten- 
ure of the presiding officer of the House of Commons and that of the 
presiding officer of the American Senate or of the American House of 
Representatives, which makes sensible, in that respect at least, the 
clôture rule adopted in 1882, relieves it from the absurdity, at least, of 
language like this, It would haye been just as well to say, when any 
bill is under consideration, ‘‘It shall be in order for any Senator to 
move that debate shall close.” 

It might just as well have said that and left out the phrase ‘‘reason- 
able time.’ It is only—I was going to say intended, and would say 
intended, if I could be thought to do so without any disrespect to the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules—to deceive somebody and make 
him think that whenever a movementof that kind is made it is only 
made when reasonable time has been consumed in debate. 

Now, what is reasonable time? How can you limit debate ina body 


in which free speech obtains by prescribing that the judgment of the 
Senators or of a majority of Senators shall limit it and still say that 
free speech does operate? You can not eat your cake and have it too 
You can not be free and submit your freedom tothe determination and 
will of some one else. Free speech in parliamentary bodies means 
something. It means nothing if you say it can only continue so long 
as a majority, if you please, should will toallow. The two things are 
contradictory. Free speech as long as the majority of this body think 
it reasonable is just as much not free speech a8 if you were to say free 
speech should no longer be an attribute of the Senate of the United 
States. 

Words are nothing. It is the substance that we must consider when 
we are dealing with matters of this high import. Absolutism has no 
place in American institutions anywhere, in the legislative branch any 
more than in the executive branch of the Government. Absolutismis 
at war with American freedom and with American liberty everywhere. 
You can not have a little absolutism in the Senate of the United States 
without diminishing and detracting from the fabric of American lib- 
erty byso much. Absolutism, whether of a crowned monarch or of a 
dominant majority, is clearly, unless it is restrained in its encroach- 

-ments upon those who are subject to its power—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How about the absolutism of the minority? 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. You can not have the absolutism of the 
majority without crushing under the feet of the majority the rights of 
the minority whom it seeks to control. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How about the absolutism of the minority? 

Mr. GRAY- One moment, if you please, I do not wish to be in- 
terrupted so. It is all a farce to talk about the reasonable limit of 
debate in the opinion of majorities, if you are to be content that free 
speech and liberty of debate have any place longer in American insti- 
tutions. 

You say that the power of obstruction must be put down, must be 
taken from the minority, that it is intolerable, this opportunity and 
liberty of obstruction that the minority has, when the majority makes 
up its mind. Verywell. Let us destroy the power of obstruction and 
you have destroyed free parliamentary government. Obstruction is 
the very weapon of liberty in all English-speaking countries. There 
is no unimpeded path for a majority to walk in, no unobstructed road 
for its will to be worked through, unless that road and that path lead 
to despotism. Obstruction in parliamentary proceedings bya minority 
has been the fruitful source of some of the grandest achievements of 
human liberty that this world has known. You can not do away with 
it. You can not destroy it without at the same time doing away with 
the muniments of freedom and destroying liberty itself. 

We can put up with obstruction, we can pay the price of our liberties, 
Mr. President; we can dispense with the haste and with the so-called 
business methods that ob insome parliamentary bodies, because we 
are willing to pay the price of liberty. Ifyou wanta smoothly work- 
ing machine, if you want a governmental framework that will produce 
at the least expense and intheshortest time given results, then I say go 
to yourdespotism, go to a crowned czar, or go to an unrestrained major- 
ity, an unobstructed majority, and there you will get results ily, 
quickly, and inexpensively, without cost of time. But you will get 
other results too. The spirit of freedom will have to die and the 
spirit of American liberty will have to suffer a fatal lesion before that 
desirable state of things can be brought about. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Delaware 
yield to me? 

Mr. GRAY, Iam very anxious to get through and Iam sure the 
Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only want to ask one question. * 

Mr. GRAY. Iam limited as to time, because I am obliged toleave 
the city to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to ask a question; I do not wish 
trespass upon the Senator’s time, 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. wish to ask the Senator how it would do toadd 
to the constitutional provisions now existing that ‘‘a majority of the 
Senate be a quorum to do business’? the words which the argument of 
the Senator implies ought to be there: “But no vote shall ever be 
taken on any matter without the consent of the minority ?”’ 

Mr. GRAY. Ah, Mr. President, that doesnotapply at all. I have 
just granted you and admitted, for the sake of the argument, that the 
institutions gf our country and the rules by which parliamentary free- 
dom has been protected are quite expensive, that they cost much in 
time, much in patience, much in wear upon the temper of those who 
are in the majority, but unless we are brought to see that the cost is 
too great we must pay it. ' 

I recollect, sir, when I, a boy, first observed the workings of the 
laws He my State, I yer sitting in a oon where there was a 
poor, lame negro, tattered, ignorant, and brutish in appearance, who 
had been indicted for stealing a pair of chickens. warty Ae anna 
jurors had sat upon his case and returned a true bill. Twelve petit 
jurors had been selected from a panel of forty-eight and they were 
trying the case. 
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A district attorney paid by the State was prosecuting the indictment. 
A judge of a superior court sat upon the bench, watchful and careful 
of the rights of the prisoner. And I, in the bumptious wisdom of ex- 
treme youth, said: ‘‘How absurd all this expense and ceremony and 
procedure and paraphernalia to try a poor drunken negro for stealing a 
pair of chickens! Why did not a justice of the peace take him to the 
whipping:post (which we havein Delaware) and punish him and let 
him go. I had near me, to whom I was making the remark, an old 
farmer friend, who was wise, as some farmers are. He put his hand 
upon my arm and said: ‘‘ My young friend, itis all true what you 
said about the cost of time and the ceremony and trouble thatit takes 
to try that poor negro for stealing a pair of chickens, but I want you 
toreflect, my young friend, that it is the price we pay for our liher- 
ties. 

And so it is, Mr. President. It would have cost a few cents to pun- 
ish him by the Austrian method orin Germany orin France perhaps— 
I do not know; I have not been in those countries—but it costs more 
than that to punish him in an American State. Isay it did not cost 
too much. And so I say, Mr. President, that though you may be im- 
patient of obstruction with the rules that have obtained in English- 
speaking parliaments for so many years, giving opportunity to the 
minority to obstruct; though you may fret and fume and grow excited 
over that obstruction; though time may be wasted; though money may 

- be taken from the Treasury; yet it is more important—inconvenient as 
T admit it to be—it is more important that we should pay that price 
than that you should be allowed to strike down the least of these great 
muniments of American and English liberty. 

Mr. President, we can, as I said before, wait nine months for this 
bill to be considered, as we have waited one hundred years. No branch 
of the Government is dependent for its existence and operations upon 
its passage. It is notan appropriation bill, except so far as the appro- 
priation necessary for its own administration is concerned. You can 
turn it over to a Congress where obstruction can not defeat a vote upon 
it. You can take it up where debate will exhaust itself, and you will 
not be driven to put this rude, arbitrary, and cruel clôture upon the 
right of free speech in this body. 

Turn it over to the Fifty-second Congress. Ah, my friends, why 
not? Do you say you can not trust them? Do you dare to rise in 
your place and say you will not trust the representatives of the Ameri- 
can people to deal with this nine months hence as well as you can deal 
with it now? Does it lie in our mouths as Senators of the United 
States to give any such miserable reason as that? ‘Then you say it is 
party expediency, for there is nothing else left; and party expediency 
is an excuse, an argument that must shrivel and die in the presence 
of considerations such I have been attempting to urge. 

If this bill had been taken up when it was brought over from the 
House of Representatives you would have had a free course and ample 
time to dispose ofit. Iadmitasmuch. Debate would have exhausted 
itself. But you said, “No, we willnot takethat time; we will not put 
it in that parliamentary situation; but we will, protest or no protest, 
override and trample under foot the rights of the minority; we will 
press it in the closing hours of the Fifty-firat Congress, with only afew 
weeks in which to dispose of it. We will put aside all other business. 
We will let the pensioners of the United States go without any appro- 
priation to pay their pensions. We will let the Army, now out there 
on the frozen plains of Dakota, go without their monthly stipend. 
But this bill must pass in these few weeks that ought to be devoted 
to considering their interests and to providing for their maintenance. 
The Navy may be unprovided for. * The shipyards, where the keels 

„of the new American Navy are lying, may be idle, but this bill must 
pass now and at no othertime. It must pass before the ides of March, 
because we say that we are a majority and the minority must give way 

-and remove the obstructions they make in our path.” 

Mr. President, you have arrived at a state of things in which the ob- 
struction does exist, I admit. But it exists by reason of the constitu- 
tion of your Congress under the Constitution of the United States. It 
exists by reason of the nature and the framewofk of our Government. 
Yon have no right to say that you will pull down this fair fabric erected 
by our fathers in order that absolutism may reign in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Now, this proposed rule provides: 

After the Senate shall have decided to close debate as herein provided, no 
motion shall be in order but a motion toadjourn or to takea recess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate, When either of said 
motions shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renew the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending 
ineasure or one yote upon the same shall havo intervened. 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until it shall haye appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and yoting. 

Thereby repealing a rule that has heretofore goyerned the Senate and 
is one of its code of rules (Rule V), which declares that at any time a 
Senator may make the point to the Chair of no quorum the Chair shall 
immediately direct the Secretary to call the roll. It‘directly repeals 
it, and yet no notice is given that that rule shall be so repealed or 
changed. And yet Rule XL says that a motion to change the rules or 
modify them or qualify them or abrogate them shall not be in order 
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unless previous notice in writing for one day shall have been given 
specifying the rule to be diingat, modifed, altered, or abrogated. 

And yet here we stand with this proposition before the Senate, vio- 
lating the rule upon its face at the very outset; and I contend that I 
have the right now tocall the attention of the presiding officer of the 
Senate to that fact and ask that it be passed upon by him ana by the 
Senate—as to whether the rule is properly before the Senate and can 
be considered under the rules that must govern this body. 

Mr. 8 ART. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido, 

Mr. STEWART. It will be observed that that rule anticipates pro- 
ceeding without a quorum, and a Senator is not at liberty to suggest 
that there is not a quorum present when business is being transacted. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not speak now of the enormity of the rule. I 
only want to suggest this very radical and fundamental objection, that 
here we are attempting to change a rule of the Senate, and in so doing 
violating an express rule of the Senate, a rule which says that no mo- 
tion to change a rule or abrogate it shall be in order—it does not re- 
quire any point of order to be made—unless notice is given in writing 
for one day, specifying by number the rule or rules to be changed or 
modified or abrogated by the proponent. 

Now, Mr. President, our rights are being violated by the majority, 
if there be a majority. Ido not believe there isa majority of this Sen- 
ate in favor of a violent proceeding like this, and will not believe it 
until it has actually been called out at the desk from the tallies of the 
clerks. I will not believe that here, when we are attempting tomake 
an important rule to stifle debate, you ruthlessly, and without reason 
or excuse, will violate the rules that already govern this body. You 
can not do that* without injuring the integrity of this Senate. You 
can not do that without injuring its dignity and its reputation as a 

rliamentary body. Therefore I can not believe and will not be- 
lieve, as I said before, until the votes are counted at the desk, that a 
majority of this body will agree to any such thing. 

As the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] says, this undertakes 
to provide that we shall proceed without a quorum to do business, 
practically violating the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator read the particular line or para- 
graph he now refers to providing that the Senate shall proceed to do 
business without a quorum ? 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The language of the proposed rule is: 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect of a 
quorum shall be in order until it shall have appeared on a division or on the 
taking ofthe yeas and nays that a quorum is not presentand voting. 

So we can sit herefor a wholeday or a whole night, orfor both, with- 
out a quorum, and it will be out of the power of any Senator, as it is 
in his power now, under the rules, to call the attention of the presid- 
ing officer to that fact and have the roll of the Senate called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senate be able to do any business then ? 

Mr.GRAY. It ought to have heen—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The proposed rule says that on a division or on 
the taking of the yeas and nays there must be a quorum, and not one 
to be counted, but a voting quorum. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Vermont is of opinion that the 
only business of the Senate is to vote, and not to consider and to dis- 
cuss and to be present—assisting, as the French say, when they attend 
a place of meeting—if he thinks that is not a part of the duty of aSen- 
ator, then he is quite right. But I have always conceived that under 
the law the Senate might proceed without an actual vote each day on 
any question, whether principal or subordinate, ancillary or otherwise, 
with a part of the business of the Senate, and that it just as much re- 
quires the attendance of Senators as any other part of their business. 
If the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont he true, then one Sen- 
ator or two Senators could transact all the business, and the sound of 
these little electric bells could alarm the other Senators and bring them 
in from the cloakrooms, the lounges, and committeerooms, and they 
could come and vote and go ont again, and in this way the whole busi- 
ness of the American Senate might be transacted. 

That does not comport with my ideas of the proper constitution of 
the Senate of the United States or with the due decorun and dignity 
which onght to obtain in the transaction of its business. I do not 
know how long Rule V has been in existence, but I should think a 
great while, So that that rule seems to be one of the most necessary 
rules, one that a parliamentary body would make at the very outset 
when it attempted to regulate its own proceedings. 

I do not know how that may be asa matter of fact, but I will venturo 
the assertion, without knowing exactly, that that was an ancient rule 
of this body; at all events, it is one that has approved itself, both to 
this body and the other House of Congress, and it is there for a wise 
purpose, It is there in order that the duties of a Senator may not be 
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evaded by any Senator and in order that the actual presence of States 
in this body may be secured when matters are being discussed or pro- 
posed for consideration. 

It isall obvious enough. Why should'it be done away with in 
order to pass one bill of the character of this elections bill, popularly 
known as the force bill? Why, Mr. President, tyranny the world 
over pursues tlie same methods and seeks its ends in the same devious 
ways. It is one thing, whether it rests with the Czar of Russia or 
makes itself felt among the snows of Siberia, or whether it is claimed 
by a majority of a house of Parliament or in the Congress of the 
United States, Itis the working out of the will of the person who 
holds the power, irrespective of the will and the liberty of those upon 
whom it is operating. 

Why, I know that there never was a proposition made to subjugate 
a free people, to establish a despotism anywhere, certainly in what 
are called modern times, that it was not done with high sounding 
phrases. This proposition is that when a ‘‘reasonable time’? has 
elapsed, and not before—it might have said ‘‘ and not before,” and we 
would not be better off—shall debate be closed. 

When King George wanted to work his will upon his dependent col- 
onists he did not upbraid them and denounce them. He ‘‘ wanted to 
subserve the happiness and welfare of his beloved subjects in the col- 
ony of Massachusetts Bay’’ was the same resounding phrase or pre- 
amble of some kind that preceded every act and every manifesto of the 
tyranny of that king towards this country. It is always so. Wher- 
ever absolute power is deposited it is impatient of contradiction, im- 
patient of obstruction. We have been slow in learning that lesson, 
Human nature is the same to-day that it was a thousand years ago, 
and we owe our liberties not so much to the increase in intelligence, 
great as it has.been, and the diffusion of knowledge and education, as 
to the sturdy resistance of those upon whom absolutism was sought to 
be worked. 

Tt was the resistance of the barons that wrested the charter from 
King John. It was the resistance of the common people that over- 
threw the Stuarts. It was the resistance of the ‘‘embattled farmers ” 
who fired the shot whose echo ‘* sounded round the world” that over- 
threw the tyranny of King George. And it will be the resistance of 
the plain people of America of this day and generation that will thwart 
and destroy and make null all the attempts of any set of men, whether 
they be a majority or a minority, to control their liberties and destroy 
their freedom, 

Institutions, Mr. President, that have been erected and grown up 
during all these struggles are what protect freedom and liberty to-day 
throughout the world, wherever they obtain. Benevolence will not do 
it. Tyrants are benevolent; kings are benevolent; monarchs are ami- 
able. They do not desire the suffering or the unhappiness of their 
subjects. But will that make you more content, Mr. President, to 
live under a monarch or a despotism, that the personal character and 
the disposition and the temper of the monarch are such that in all 
private contact he is lovely and amiable and attractive? No, Mr. 
President, we do not hold our liberties upon the reasonableness of the 
majority. 
_ We do not hold our liberties upon the reasonableness of the majority 

any more than we hold them upon the good will or benevolence of an 
individual tyrant. We have surer muniments of freedom than that, 
and unless we maintain them (and God willing we will maintain them), 
then we shall lose all they were intended to guard. 

I have here the clôture resolution as it was introduced into the House 
of Commons. Itis not very long. It was introduced into the House 
of Cominions in 1882 and afterwards became the rule of that House: 

That when it shall appear to Mr, Speaker, or to the chairman of a committee 
of the whole House, during any debate, to be the evident sense of the House, or 
of the committee, that the question be now put, he may so inform the House 
or the committee; and if a motion be made “that the question be now put,” 
Mr. Speaker or the chairman shall forthwith put such question; and ifthe same 
be decided inthe affirmative the question under discussion shall be put forth- 
with: Provided, That the question shall not be decided in the afirmative ifa 
division be taken unless it shall appear to have been supported by more than 
two hundred members or unless it shall appear to have been opposed by less 
than forty members and supported by more than one hundred members. 

So, Mr. President, in the first place, there is this difference which I 
have already pointed out, that the time of the close of the debate must 
appear reasonable toa fixed and determined arbiter, Mr. Speaker, whose 
character and tenure of office have already been discussed. 

Mr. HOAR. And that is higher than a majority of the Senate? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not agree that the majority of the 
Senate of the United States or of the House of Commons would be a 
safer repository than Mr, Speaker in order to initiate the motion. In 
addition to the necessity of a fixed and statutory or ee majority, 
there is also the further safeguard that to this judicial and impartial 
officer, the Speaker, it must have also appeared, ‘before it can even be 
put to the House, that a reasonable time has. been consumed in debate. 
Thestatatory majority—I know 200 is not a majority of the wholenum- 
ber of those who are entitled to sit in the Honse of Commons — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are about 680, I believe, 

Mr. GRAY. Somewhere between five and six hundred, I under- 
stand. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Over 600. 

Mr. GRAY. I will not dispute that, though I am inclined to think 
I am right. $ 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are about 675. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet Iam informed on good authority—and if I 
had time, which I have not, I should be able to show to the Senate— 
that two hundred is more than a majority three hundred and sixty- 
four days out of three hundred and sixty-five days, because the people 
who have a right to sit in the House of Commons are very numerous, 
as the Senator from Vermont says, and except upon very important 
occasions and at very long intervals there never is anything like an at- 
tendance of a majority of that House actually in the chamber. The 
chamber will not hold more than one-halfof them; thereareno accom- 
modations even for seating the membership; but on some great epoch 
in the national history the ‘‘ whips” are sent out and the old country 
squires are brought down from their country seats and from their hounds 
and fox hunts, and they come in, booted and spurred very often, in 
in order to respond to the “‘ whip” and give their vote at these rare in- 
tervals, but in the ordinary transactions and the ordinary debate 200 
is more than a majority of the House of Commons as it is usually con- 
stituted for the purpose of the transaction of business. ‘There is not 
in that rule so proposed and adopted anything like the drastic force and 
the stringent capacity for injustice that there isin the rule proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. President, we do not want to cross the Atlantic and take exam- 
ples from England, certainly in these latter days, as to how we shall 
govern the proceedings of the Senateof the United States. It isamost 
significant fact, one pregnant with instruction and pregnant with warn- 
ings to the American people, that the first time in the history of the 
English House of Commons that any attempt was ever made to check or 
limit the freedom of debate was made in order to suppress home rule 
in Ireland. ; 

Go out and tell the American people, go ont and tell our naturalized 
fellow-citizens from that stricken and unhappy isle, that we are taking 
a page from the history of the English Parliament, where they were 
attempting, with all the power of money and aristocracy and prescrip- 
tion, to crush out independence and home rule in that oppressed por- 
tion of the world; that it was in order that Irishmen might be gagged 
in the House of Commons, that their mouths might be closed when 
they attempted to assert the freedom of speech that belonged to them 
as representatives of their nation and their people, that this prototype 
of the rule to throttle free speech in the Senate of the United States 
was passed; thatit was only because the patriotic representatives from 
that liberty-loving and liberty-defending island were driven from the 
House of Commons that they were enabled to work their will and for 
the first time to blot the fair page of English parliamentary history 
with a measure of tyranny like this. I say, go out and tell the Amer- 
ican peopleand the naturalized citizen of this country from that island 
that that is the example you are following here in order to destroy 
home rule in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

. Mr. HOAR., Idesire to ask the Senator if that measure was not 
adopted under the lead and direction of William Ewart Gladstone, the 
great leader of the Home Rule party to-day ? 

Mr. GRAY. I trust, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. He is the great leader of the Home Rule party to-day 
to whom they are all devoted. who, although he is now a leading Home 
Ruler, has not changed his opinion in that respect. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President, I trust that the conversion which took 
place in that great English statesman after 1882 will take "eer some 
equally distinguished American statesmen in 1891, and that they may 
repent of this foul blow which is threatened against home rule in the 
United States of America, [Applause in the galleries, ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Delaware will sus- 
pend, Persons in the galleries have been warned on more than one 
occasion that no demonstrations of approval or disapproval areallowed 
in the galleries. The Sergeant-at-Arms has been directed to notify 
the doorkeepers to eject from the galleries any parni who make any 
demonstrations, If itis repeated an order will be directed to clear 
the galleries. 

Mr, ALDRICH. , Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. Am I to infer from what the Senator says that 
Mr. Gladstone has changed his opinion about the necessity of a rule 
for closing debate in the House of Commons, a rule adopted not only 
under his leadership, ashas been very well suggested by my friend from 
Massachusetts, but concurred in by leaders and members of both of 
the great political parties of Great Britain? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Mr. Gladstone at the time he led his 
party in the adoption of thatrule was the inveterate, uncompromising 
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foe of home rule in Ireland. He was deafto their appeals. He would 
not listen to the argument or to the speech of those who were defend- 
ing its people and pleading for its women and children. But, sir, 
since that unhappy day Mr. Gladstone was great enongh and big 
enough and grand enough to put behind him the errors he then com- 
mitted and to come out and place himself at the head of that gallant 
band of Englishmen who are fighting to-day for the liberty of Ireland, 

No, Mr. President, we do not need to cross the Atlantic yet for ex- 
amples to follow in order that we may stifle debate on the floor of the 
Senate of the United States. That example does not commend itself 
to the good sense and to the patriotic instincts of the American people. 
Clôture, this foreigner, with strange air and mien, who can not talk 
the English-American speech, who has not the accent of liberty on 
his tongue, comes here and is knocking at the door of the Senate for 
admission and tobe takeninand madeathome. It may doin France; 
itmay doin Austria; it may doin Germany; butit willnot thrive when 
transplanted on American soil; and I predict thatit will witherand die 
before another year has rolled around. 

What did Bentham say, that great political philosopher ? 

In France the terrible decrees of urgency for the closing of discussion may 


well be remembered with dread. They were formed for the subjugation of the 
minority and for the purpose of stifling argument which they dreaded, 


And thatisthe purpose here. It is the purpose everywhere where it 
has ever beenapplied. Inthe countries where it obtained as an institu- 
tion, censorship of the press went hand in hand with it. You can not 
stifle free debate and also keep a free press, You will-after awhile 
getimpatient of the strictures and the criticisms ofa free, untrammeled 


Tess. 
> Alien and sedition laws are of kindred blood with this rule. They 
did not flourish long in American soil. But they were good men who 
voted for thesealien and sedition laws. Icansee them now with their 
periwigged heads and their ruffled shirts and their buff vests and shad- 
belly coats, the very essence of respectability. They represented the 
conservative classes. They were good fathers, and good husbands, and 
good citizens, and good neighbors, and they were somewhat shocked 
and scandalized at the freedom of the press, and they said, as the 
Senator from Vermont would say or hassaid in substance, ‘‘Oh, we do 
not oppose liberty; it is license that we oppose. We do not oppose 
freedom of debate; it is only unreasonable freedom of debate that we 
oppose.” And so they said, ‘*The liberty of the press is dear to us; 
but, my friend, you must recollect there is a difference between liberty 
and license, 

“ License will not do. Liberty of the press we grant that. Let us 
see the article. Well, that may do; it is coming very near the verge 
of license though, and, if it does, then the alien and sedition law, scan- 
dalum magnatum, must-apply, and the editor must abide the pains and 
penalties. You must recollect in conducting this sheet that you are 
not to cross the line. Liberty we ought tomaintain. Liberty! We 
all love liberty. Liberty of the press is one of the watchwords of free- 
dom. But license, oh, that isa different thing. License tends to the 
demoralization of the community; license tends to the sapping of the 
foundations of social order, and it will not do to tolerate it.” 

And so Senators will find, when you attempt to draw the distinction 
between freedom of debate and what is unreasonable freedom of de- 
bate, that you will run into the same shadowy ground, and you will 
find yourself trespassing upon the liberties that belong toall American 
citizens, and you will find you can not erect any standard between 
liberty and license; you have got to leave it to work itself out by the 
good sense of the people themselves; and that has served from the þe- 
ginning until now to save us from all the results that were prophesied 
from untrammeled liberty of the press. 

Mr. President, this measure is obnoxious to every sentiment of Ameri- 
can freedom. Its companions are such as I have described. It must 
go hand in hand with alien and sedition laws and with thecensorship 
of the press, as it has in all the countries whence the clôture, this 
foreigner, this exotic, has come. 

I do hope, I do believe, I express the confidence now as an American 
Senator, that there will be no line drawn in that alley that shall sepa- 
rate the friends and opponents of this measure, but that the votes will 
cross that line and there will be a majority—I trust not a partisan 
majority, but a majority of American Senators who will continue to 
vindicate the great principles of American liberty and parliamentary 
freedom as they have existed for a hundred years in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 828) forthe 
relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Per- 
ine, deceased, with an amendment in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

RECESS, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate take a recess until to-mor- 
tow morning at 11 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate took 
a recess untilto-morrow, Saturday, January 24, 1891, at 11 o’clocka, m. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 
(Continuation of legislative proceedings of Thursday, January 22, 1891.) 

The recess having expired, the Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock 
a. m., Saturday, January 24, 1891. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate resumes the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
DRICH], upon which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a quorum present? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 
Allison, Hiscock, 


Davis, Reagan, 


Barbour, Dawes, Hoar, Sandera, 

Berry, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

Blair, Dolph, McConnell, Sherman, 
Butler, Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Cameron, Faulkner, MePherson, Stewart, 

Carey, Frye, Manderson, Stockbridgo, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Mitchell, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Platt, Vest, 

Daniel, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that the Senator from North 
Dakota [{ Mr. CAsEy] is detained from the Senate temporarily this morn- 
ing by public business and is unable to be present at this roll-call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered to 
their names, There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absenteees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the 
order of the Senate is executed. 

Mr. CULLOM answered to his name. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 5 minutes a.m.). A 
quorum is now present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that I answered my name 
when it was first called, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not heard by the clerks. The 
Senator from Tennessee moves that further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam quite anxious, on account of one or two exceed- 
ingly important nominations, that there should bea very brief execu- 
tive session. Does the Senator from Nevada object? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not, if itis not to occupy any considerable 
time. 

Mr. FRYE. 
the outside. 

Mr. STEWART, I yield for that purpose. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, s 

Mr. FRYE. I move tbat the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. = 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate resumes the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, AL- 
pkIcit], and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. [ask permission, if it will not interrupt the Senator 
too much, to present some morning business. 

Mr. RANSOM. Do not. 

Mr. DAWES. It is ont of order, I know. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Nevada will proceed. _ 

Mr. STEWART. Before proceeding with my remarks I desire to 
offer the amendment of which I gave notice and which has been printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the worfl "whatever," in line 13, down to and including 
the word “debate,” in line 17, and insert the following: ‘and debate on pend- 
ing amendments and such amendments as ey be offered while the measure 
is under consideration shall be limited as provided in Rule VIE.” 

After the word “motion,” where it occurs the second time, in lino 22, insert 
the following: “to recommit with or without instructions, to lay on the table,” 

Strike out all of lines 29, 30, 31, and 32, ai 

After the word “rule,” in line 33, insert the following: “Rule XVII shall be 
suspended, and.” 


It could not occupy more than five or ten minutes at 


The Senator from 
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Mr. FAULKNER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the demand seconded? 

Mr. PLATT. Onwhat? Onalltheamendments? Thereare three 
or four separate amendments. F 

Mr, GORMAN. We can separate them. Let us first order the yeas 
and nays on all. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Theyeas and naysare ordered on the first 
amendment, the Chair understands. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand that the yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the entire amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There are four amendments, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand, but theSenator offers itas oneamend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer it as an entirety. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is one amendment, but divisible. 

Mr. STEWART. It is in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The yeas and nays have been ordered on 
the first amendment, the Chair understands. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand there are four amendments proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada? 
The VICE PRESIDENT, There are. 


Mr. HOAR. Ofcourse only two can be in order at one time. 
Mr. FRYE. Only one, unless it isan amendment to another amend- 


ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Tunderstand theSenator from Nevada offers a single 
amendment to the resolution, which contains several propositions, upon 
which afterwards any Senator may demand a division. What we now 
ask is that the yeas and nays may be ordered upon the amendment as 


offered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, ‘The other side have a right to have the yeas and 


nays ordered on any amendment that is pending, but if when we look’ 


at it it is more than one amendment, then the yeas and nays can only 
be ordered on that part of it that is in order, being one amendment. 
If under the name of one amendment the Senator from Nevada has 
offered four distinct amendments, not one amendment to another, of 
which you could have two, I agree—— 

í eat GORMAN. Mr. President, we can not hear one word.on this 
side. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is notof much consequence, I was only stat- 
ing what the Senator from Maryland would agree to, I have no doubt. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let the amendment be again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. STEWART'S amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The yeas and nays are ordered upon that, are 
they not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shell the amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada be considered as one? : 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, they are to be so considered. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The yeasand nayshave been ordered upon 
it. The Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the first question that presents it- 
self at this time is, why the business of the session is suspended for 
the purpose of considering this proposed rule? It certainly is not for 
the pu of providing a permanent and efficient rule for the govern- 
ment of this body. The first clause in the resolution discloses the fact 
that itis but a temporary expedient. It reads as follows: 

‘Thatfor the remainder of this session the rules of the Senate be amended by 
adding thereto the following. 

This drastic rule is only intended, then, for the remainder of the 
present session. The question then arises, what has happened or what 
is pending 

TO RENDER NECESSARY THIS DEPARTURE 
from the ordinary proceedings of theSenate? Why this interruption 
of the business of the Senate at the last session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, when no appropriation bills have been passed; when numerous 
important measures are P perpen when if the Senate were devoted to 
the business at hand and should work day and night to the end of the 
session, it would hardly be possible to find time to complete what must 
necessarily be done by this Congress? Why is all the important busi- 
ness of legislation stopped and a proposition introduced 
THAT IS UNAMERICAN, 
that is contrary to the genius of our institutions, and that has never 
been found necessary in the hundred years of this Senate’s existence? 
Through all the contests that have taken place such a resort has never 
been found necessary before. It is a proposition that never was con- 
sidered in the British Parliament during all the years and during all 
the ages when the people of that country were struggling for freedom; 
it is a proposition, I repeat, that was never entertained by the British 
Parliament during the years 
IT WAS STRUGGLING FOR LIBERTY. 


It only came under consideration when liberty was to be suppressed. 
Has it come to this, after all the parliamentary history of free people 

in England and the United States, after all poses of the Anglo- 

Saxon race for liberty, that the American Senate shall stop business 


and change the order of things to suppress discussion at this time? 
It seems to me that we should pause before we press this question. 
It should not be pressed unless there is imminent danger to the Re- 
public, unless there is some great emergency whereby the civil liberty 
can not be preserved without it. Nothing else will justify such a pro- 
ceeding at this time. If what the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoan] observed the other day be really true, I admit that we should 
now suspend business. I will call attention to his declaration of the 
situation. If what he says be true, 


THEN WE ARE INDEED IN REVOLUTIONARY DAYS 


and must resort to every means in our power to preserve the Govern- 
ment, The Senator from Massachusetts on the day before yesterday 
made the following statement: à 

II Sie! be paned one othersentence, I say that an attempt to defeat law- 
making in this country by the Congress of the PAA? e by the proc- 
esses of long debate and of taking up time, the attempt which we have seen at 
this very session, is aa much s conspiracy against the Constitution and the con- 
stitutional liberty and the constitutional right and the national authority of the 
American people as was the rebel congress that met at Richmond, 


If that be true, it may be a justification for these proceedings. But 
the question arises, isit true? On thecontrary, is not the reverse true? 
If I understand the elections bill correctly, the principle of it if carried 
into effect would be more à 

PREJUDICIAL TO HUMAN LIBERTY THAN SECESSION ITSELF. 


With secession we should still retain local government. With Fed- 
eral officers superintending local elections in every State in the Union 
there is no more homerule for America; and when that is destroyed all 
is lost. The proposition lying at the foundation of the bill is more dan- 
gerous than secession, because with secession the different governments 
occupying the country might enjoy freedom in their own jurisdiction; 
but with Federal supervision of local elections 


THERE CAN BE NO LIBERTY. 


It was never contemplated by the framers of the Constitution, not 
evensuggested by any of them, that Federal officials should manage local 
electionsofany kind, not even the election of members of Congress, much 
less the election of State officers and electors of President and Vice 
President. I have examined so far as I might the discussions that 
arose oyer the provision of the Constitution under which this power is 
claimed, and it never was suggested that there should bea Federal 
officer at the polls. The provision in the Constitution which grants 
this power was not much considered in the debates; the debates were 
meager upon the subject; but when it came before the people it met 
with serions opposition. It took all the eloquence and persuasion 


OF HAMILTON AND MADISON 


to satisfy them that it would not be any infringement upon their civic 
liberties. The provision is contained in section 4 of Article I of the 
Constitution: 


The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in cach State by the Legislature thereof; but the 
Congress may atany time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to 
the places of choosing Senators. 


Congress may ‘“‘ make or alter such regulations.” Thereasonassigned 
by Mr. Madison for this provision was very simple and very sugges- 
tive, and the reason assigned when this provision was under discussion 
must by implication exclude any other and very different reason. Mr. 
Madison said: ; 

The necessity of a general government supposes that the State Legislatures 
will sometimes fail or refuse to consult the common interest at the expense of 
their local convenience or prejudices. The policy of referring the appointment 
of the House of Representatives to the people, and not to the Legislatures of 
the States, supposes that the result will be somewhat influenced by the mode. 
This view of the question seems to decide that the Legislatures of the States 
ought not to have the uncontrolled right of regulating the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections, These were words of great latitude. It was 
impossible to foresee all the abuses that might be made of the discretion- 
ary power. Whether the electors should vote by ballot or viva voce, should 
assemble ag this place or that place, should be divided into districts or all meet 
at one place, should all vote for nll the Representatives or all in a district vote 
for a number allotted to the district—these, and many other points, would de- 
pend on the Legislatures, and might materially affect the appointments, When- 
ever the State Legislatures had a favorite measure to carry, they would take care 
so to mold their regulations as to favor the candidates they wished to succeed. 
Besides, the inequality of the representation in the Legislatures of particular 
States would produce a like Hace agi in their representation in the National 
Legislature, as it was presumable that the counties hav: the power in the 
former case would secure it to themselves in the latter int danger could 
there be in giving a controlling power to the National Legislature? Of whom 
was it to consist? First, of a Senate to be chosen by the State legislatures. If 
the latter, therefore, could be trusted, their Representatives could not be dan- 
gerous. ndly, of Representatives elected by the same people who clect the 
State Legislatures. Surely, then, if confidence is due to the latter, it must be 
due tothe former. It seems as improper in principle, though it might be less 
inconyenient in practice, to give to the State Legislatures this great authority 
over the election of the Representatives of the people in the General la- 
ture, as it would be to give to the latter a like power over the election of their 
representatives in the State Legislatures, 


The inconveniences that might possibly arise, if this power were not 
granted, are tersely pointed out by Mr. Madison. Judge Story in re- 
viewing it uses the very same argument over again and suggests that 
they had a case in point; that Rhode Island, during theexistence of the 
Confederation, refused to send delegates at a time when important 
measures were pending and thus had defeated the measures. 
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THE CONSTITUTIONAL POWER WAS PROVEN NECESSARY, 

When this provision was attacked Mr. Hamilton came out in three 
elaborate articles in favor of it, each one assigning that the sole pur- 
pose of it was to prevent a failure in sending members to Congress. 
There was no suggestion that the United States should do more; not, 
certainly, of sending its officers to superintend the elections. It was 
simply to provide that elections should be held, and all that Hamilton 
claimed for it was that elections should be held by the people for mem- 
bers of Congress, and that they should have that privilege 


INDEPENDENT OF THE STATE LEGISLATURES. 


That is all he claimed for it. That, he said, was the scope and 

pas of the provision; and with that understanding it was adopted 
y the States. = 

If he had suggested that the Federal officials would be sent into the 
States to superintend the elections, the Constitution could not have 
been adopted. The suggestion was never made by anyone. It was 
discussed on other lines. The reason given was that it embodied a 
power to preserve the Union by preventing a failure of elections; Con- 
gress might define the place and manner, so that, if the States failed to 
legislate, the people would still have a chance to send their representa- 
tives. That was all that was claimed for it,and even that was regarded 
as dangerous, and over this provision there was more trouble among the 
States than over all the balance of the Constitution. 
as more objectionable than any other provision. 

Mr. MITCHELL, May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield to 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. STEWART, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How does the Senator reconcile the position he 
has taken just now in regard to the construction—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Wecan not hear a word the Senator has said and 
I do not think it has been possible for the Reporter to have heard him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The question is how the Senator reconciles the 
position he has taken as to the construction to be placed on that clause 
of the Constitution he is discussing with the legislation, to which he 
gave his consent, I think, some years since, providing the manner in 
which United States Senators should be elected. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill come to that. I doubt whether it can be 
reconciled. That law was passed for the purpose of correcting frauds 
in New York City. It wasnotintended fortheSouth. It was inserted 
on the suggestion ofa delegation from that city. The late Senator 
from New York, Mr. Conkling, made application to me, when I had 
a of the bill, to see that delegation and see ifsomething could not 

one, 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator contends that Congress had the 
power to do it. 

Mr. STEWART. As to the legislation referred to—- 

Mr. MITCHELL. Irefer to the act of Congress providing for the 
manner in which Senators shall be elected. The Senator misunder- 
stands me entirely. I ask how the Senator from Nevada reconciles 
the position he is taking now as to the construction of the clause of 
the Constitution he has just read with the act of Congress heretofore 

—I forget the date of it—providing for the manner in which 
nited States Senators shall be elected? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, I did misunderstand you; I thought you re- 
ferred to the supervisors of election law. In regard to the election of 
United States Senators, there is no unwarrantable Federal interference. 
The Congress of the United States in providing the time and manner 
of electing United States Senators confined itself exactly within -the 

rovisions of the Constitution. It has fixed the time and manner and 
eft the Legislatures elected by the people of the States free as to the 
conducting of the elections. 


IT HAS PLACED NO FEDERL OFFICIALS OVER THE LEGISLATURE, 


‘There are no marshals therein. There are no supervisots within 
their halls. The representatives of the people of the States alone are 
there, free to act of their own volition. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield to 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The clause of ihe Constitution is the same as to 
the power of Congress, and it is a question of power, and not a ques- 
tion of policy nor a question of extent of the exercise of power, The 
same clause, the same language that confers the power upon Congress 
to regulate the time and manner of election of members of the House 
of Representatives applies to the power in reference to the election of 
United States Senators. 

TEET TT IS THR QUESTION OF POWER 
that I am talking about. I agree with a good deal the Senator says, 
but wholly disagree with him as to his construction of the constitu- 
tional provision he is discussing. 

Mr. STEWART. Iunderstand the question perfectly. Itisa ques- 
tion of power, and Congress has kept itself within its constitutional 
power in regulating the time and manner of electing Senators, but 


It was regarded | 


IT HAS EXCEEDED ITS CONSTITUTIONAL POWER 
in attempting to control local elections, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. WHasnottheSupreme Court decided that the power 
existed in Congress to pass such a law? 

Mr. STEWART. I will come tothatina moment. That is one of 
the darkest pagesof our history, and Iam going to use it as an illustra- 
tion of the iniquity of legislation of this character if you willallow mo 
to proceed. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not answer my question. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not propose to stop now, but I am going to 
comment upon it more at length hereafter than I can do at this time. 
If Senators will only allow me to proceed in order, I will meet each 
one of these points in due time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 
I only asked him a question. I know of no Senator who interrupts 
oftener by questions than the Senator from Nevada himself, 

Mr. STEWART. Iam perfectly willing to be interrupted, but one 
does not want to mix up a constitutional argument with too many 
questions in anticipation of what is coming. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
rupt him again. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam perfectly willing to be interrupted when I 
am on any particular point, but Ido not care to be interrupted on a 
questions am not at the time discussing. 

Mr. SPOONER. I begtheSenator’spardon, Perhaps I was obtuse. 
I thought when the Senator was discussing the constitutional power of 
Congressin this respect it would be pertinent toask himif the Supreme 
Court of the United States had not decided that the power existed. 

Mr. STEWART, J have that decision here. r: 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question upon the 

int he is now on. 

Mr. STEWART. I decline to be interrupted. I know it is very 
annoying to men who have preconceived notions to have them exploded. 
(Laughter.] I know they do not like it. Ishould not if I oceupied 
that position, If I had declared that what was being done to delay 
the passage of this bill was equivalent to secession, 

WAS AS CRIMINAL AS SECESSION, 
I should not like to have the attention of the country called to the fact 
that this bill is an attempt to subvert the liberties of the people by in- 
terfering with local elections. Before I further proceed I wish to call 
attention to some of the provisionsof this bill, sothat we may have the 
facts before us. 

Mr, HOAR. I desired to ask the Senator a question on the point he 
was just departing from, but if he objects of course I will not do it. 

Mr. STEWART, T object until I get some of these facts before the 
country. Do not get nervous. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR., No. 

Mr. STEWART, We find on page 15 of this bill a provision for the 
appointment of supervisors and for a sufficient number to attend to and 
supervise all the precincts. We find on page 21 of the bill a provision 
that the supervisors are election officers, and that there are thus to be 
United States election officers at every precinct of the United States at 
the next election. We find on page 29 a provision that allows these 
election officers to pass upon the qualification of voters and also to 
swear them. We findon page 71 that the polls may be surrounded by 
marshals. We find on page 83 that the marshals of the United States 
in any judicial district shall appoint special deputy marshals and shall 
require from each of them a report, etc. It is required on page 87 that 
there be an assignment of such deputy marshals as shall be appointed, 
and the marshal shall be governed as to the number by the request 
of the chief supervisor of elections, 

These marshals have extraordinary powers. 

THEY CAN KEEP ORDER AND ARREST WITHOUT WARRANT, 

In fact, their power is only limited by the extent of their discretion 
or their audacity. What kind, what class of men will naturally be 
found in such employment? We well know that business men will 
not hire out torun elections, that men who engage in political elections 
for pay as a rule—I mean those who run them, who keep order on the 
outside, who challenge, who attend to the business for pay—generally 
belong to a class of professional politicians. Then the chief of these 

rofessional politicians holds office during good behavior, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question upon 
the point of what he is now discussing ? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. v 

Mr. SPOONER. Do the marshals under this proposed law possess 
powers any different from those conferred upon them by the existing 
law ? 

Mr. STEWART. They may not, but they are now confined to 
cities of over 20,000 inhabitants. By this bill they will infest the en- 
tire country. pee 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator vote for the existing law ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly I did. Now you have got the point, 

Mr. SPOONER. I have got that much anyhow. 


I shall not inter- 


+ 


1891. 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1709 


Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to say, if the Senator will allow me, 
that their powers are practically the same, but the. deputy marshals 
are selected by the chief stperyisor of elections. They are not selected 
by the marshal. . 

Mr. STEWART, If the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
desires me to take up that point now, I will say that I voted for that 
law for the purpose of meeting what was supposed to be a great emer- 


gency 
ON ACCOUNT OF FRAUDS 

in the city of New York. I objected to its general application in the 
South; I objected to its application in the rural districts on general 
principles; I confined it to great cities. I think that law was subject 
to abuse, that it contained provisions that never should have been 
enacted; but, because that was an abuse to some extent, does it follow 
that we must wipe out local elections altogether? Besides, that very 
law illustrates the danger of 

TRAMPLING UPON THE RESERVED RIGHTS OF THE STATES, 

One extrems bringsanother. That lawis now treated by Senators as 
constitutional ww, asa legitimate exercise of the functions of govern- 
ment. A very different state of things existed then from what exists 
now, and to that I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Wis- 
consin. That law was passed under a different state of things, a dif- 
ferent condition of legislation than now exists, and it is provided-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not claim, I suppose, that the 
constitutional power depends upon the state of facts that may exist? 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I will explain my 
point. When that law was passed the States were at liberty to fix 
a time of electing members of Congress. They had then the power 
toprevent any interference with theirlocal elections. Congresshad not 
atthattime exercised its supervisory power to fix the time. The States 
then could have fixed a time for electing members of Congress, so 
that there would have been a separate election, and, with a separate 
election, Federal officers would have no powerto control the local elec- 
tions in the States or interfere with the election of electors of President 
and Vice President. That law was passed in 1870. 

In 1872 Congress passed an act fixing the timeof electing members of 
Congress on the Tuesday after the first Monday of November every 
two years. That put the election of Congressmen on a day when the 
Congress well knew all the State elections were being held, and most 
of them were being held by virtue of constitutional provisions that 
could not be changed fora term of years. Not only that, but Congress 
has power to fix the time for electing Presidential electors. It has 
fixed the time for holding the election of Presidential electors on the 
Tuesday after the first Monday in November each four years. So Con- 
gress has by these various acts putall the elections together. 

IT WAS NOT THK WORK OF THE STATES. 

By this bill you can have hundreds, yea thousands, and perhaps hun- 
dreds of thousands of officers under the pay of the National Government 
s0 asto control every poll as election officers, with paramount authority 
over State officers, with power to arrest State officers, with power to 
continct theelection, with power to administer oaths; in other words, 

wiri EXCLUSIVE POWERS, 
Thisis by Congressional legislation, which makes it impossible for the 
States to assert their individual rights, and such laws have been passefl 
ae the act to which the Senator from Wisconsin alludes became a 
aw. 

Judge Story, in reviewing this matter, speaks of the utter impossi- 
bility of the representatives of the people exercising this power in away 
toaffect the reserved rights of the States. I read trom Judge Story on 
page 285: 

Nor can it be said, with correctness, that Congress can in any way alter the 
ahi! or qualifications of voters. The most that can be urged, with any show 
of argument, is that the power might in a given case be employed in such a 
manner as to promote the election of some favorite candidate or favorite class 
of men, in exclusion of others, by confining the places of election to particular 
districts and rendering it impracticable for the citizens at large to partake in 
the choice. 

He said that there was no possibility of interfering with the rights of 
the people. Judge Story had not known of the wit of the modern 
politicians; he had not fathomed it. 

HE NEVER HAD SEEN A DAVENPORT 
when he wrote that, or he would have known there were other means 
of circumventing the Constitution and interfering with the reserved 
rights of the States. The Constitution provides that— 


Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof may di- 
rect, a number of electors, equal to the whole number of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress; but no Senator or 
Representative, or person holding an office of trust or profit under the United 
States, shall be appointed an elector. 

The States shall appoint them. 


The Congress may determine the time of choosing the electors and the day 
on which they shall give their votes; which day shall be the same throughout 
the United States. 

Leaving out other State officers, Congress has fixed a day for the 
election of Presidential electors. It has also fixed a day for the election 
of members of Congress, except in two or three States, as Vermont, 
Maine, ete., and it has also fixed the identical day for electing Repre- 


sentatives in Congress and of electors of President and Vice President. 
What becomes then of the rights of a State to appoint electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States if 500,000 Federal officers, 
paid by the money of the Government, with power superior to the 
State officers, are to be distributed at every polling place? 

WIAT IS TO BECOME OF THE LIBERTY OF THE PEOPLE? 


With the power and patronage of the Executive, with the veto power, 
with the appointing power, with the power to construe laws, which 
amounts almost to the dispensing power, how can the ple resist 
this army of paid officers? If this bill becomes a law it will be treated 
as you are attempting to treat the elections law now on the statute 
books, as a part of the Constitution. -If you committhis wrong, it will 
be urged in excuse of further wrongs. 


THE DEMANDS OF DESPOTISM ARE NEVER SATISFIED 


If the Senate of the United States deliberately decides that a Presi- 
dent, who is 2 candidate for re-election, may send to the polls as many 
marshals as he sees fit to promote his re-election, you will mexicanize 
this country and you will have the same person elected or no election 
at all unless the people rebel. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Nevada yield 
to me for a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield to 
the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nevada, in the line of his argument, to the fact that the supervisors 
are already endeavoring to interfere with the State elections and are 
making charges for ballot counting in the State elections for members 
of assembly in New York. If the Senator will turn to the accounts of 
Mr. Davenport, contained in the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which was transmitted to us December 20, 1890, he will find a 
statement of Mr. Davenport’s charges. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. DANIEL. With the permission of the Senate I willreadit. I 
read from a letter addressed to Hon. William Lawrence, First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, from J. Altheus Johnson and Douglas Binns, 
who were two clerks in the Treasury Department sent to New York for 
the purpose of reviewing the accounts of Mr. Davenport and making a 
return tothe Treasury Department. They say, on page 8 of Senate 
Executive Document No. 22, Fifty-first Congress, second session: 


mira.. 
The seventh item of the account is as follows: 
“To filing 5,057 supervisors’ returns of canvass of votes, at 10 cents each, $505.70.” 


Then they state: 


These are returns made by the supervisors of the number of votes cast in their 
respective election districts. The supervisors canvassed and counted the votes 
that were cast for cach of the cight tickets that were voted, and made returns 
thereof to the chief supervisor, as per printed blanks hereto attached and 
marked Exhibit F, There were seven hundred and twelve election districtsin 
the city, and a return was made from each district of the number of votes cast 
in each of the ballot boxes used thereat, 

(On the margin, inredink:) Suspend this for consideration.—W. L. 

These 5,057 returns are, therefore, classed as follows: 


Returns of votes for electoral ticket 
Returns of votes for city and county 
Returns of votes for judiciary............... 
Returns of votes for Congressional tick 
Returns of votes for assembly ticket ... 
Returns of votes for city (aldermen) ticket. PR 
Returns of votes for constitutional amendment 


TTP ORM ss siiao aaosassoiusiosrosevessisie Scscasascbsene voot? lasedssdtiaetavedesees! a ovens eb epee s.. 5, 057 


In making this charge Mr. Davenport has evidently construed section 2018, 
Revised Statutes, requiring supervisors ‘personally ""—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. WilltheSenatorallow me? Ido not wish tomake 
a speech, but simply to ask a question. „ 

Mr. DANIEL. Let meget through reading the Cetin tn 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply want-to ask whether this is offered in ex- 
planation of the constitutional argument made by the Senator from 
Nevada? 

Mr, STEWART, It is offered to show 


HOW YOU INTERFERE WITH LOCAL ELECTIONS, 


Mr. DANIEL. It continues: 


In making this charge Mr. Davenport has evidently construed section 2018, 
Revised Statutes, requiring supervisors ‘personally to scrutinize, count, an 
canvass each ballot cast, whatever may be the indorsement on the ballot or in 
whatever box it mey have been placed or be found,” as requiring them, in the 
discretion of the chief supervisor, to prepare returns of all officers voted for, 
State as well as Congressional. If this be the correct construction of that sec- 
tion, then the charge should be allowed as made, But it is not apparent that 
such is the truc intent and meaning of that section. is rg ahi which sets 
forth the purpose of the law and which must be appealed to in be pak its 
every portion, declared: ‘To the end that each candidate for the office of Itep- 
resentative or Delegate in Congress may obtain the benefit of every vote for 
him cast,” the supervisors shall "“ personally scrutinize, count, and canyass each 
ballot cast." 


I leave that document with the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatillustrates the beginning of thisthing. That 
is the initial step to serutinize and count and examine all the ballots, 
for what purpose? For the purpose of seeing if the Congressional elec- 
tion is fair? That is one of the incidents. As I said before, if you 
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place an army of officers at each poll the incidentals will be the rule 
and whatis within the legitimate authority of the Government will be 
‘the exception. These officers will be there to control the elections. 
What a power this would be in 

‘THE HANDS OF AN UNSCRUPULOUS PRESIDENT, 
if we should ever elect one, or ofan ambitious President who thought 
it was necessary that he should be elected because he was the best man 
to control the elections! Yon haveputin this bill a continuous appro- 
priation, You are unwilling, to submit to the people each year the 
question whether they will live under this system of government. 
You have put in permanent appropriations because you can not trust 
the people to carry this law into effect, and the use of the money ap- 
propriated is within the discretion of the parties to be benefited. The 
use of Government money at elections will be limited only by the de- 
sire of the candidates for election, and we all know that 

THAT I3 NOT A GOOD LIMITATION. 

With unlimited power to draw in various ways from the Federal Gov- 
ernment money to control local elections, where is the liberty of the 
people? What chance of success will those have who are against the 
Administration that may happen to bein power? The Federal officials 
can arrest their opponents, put them in jail, and an inquiry can hehad 
afterwards, but the election goes along all the same. Are the Ameri- 
can people prepared for such a procedure? 

Now, in order to accomplish this purpose, in order 

TO MAKE A MONARCHY OF OUR REPUBLIC, 
it has been found necessary to resort to revolutionary measures, to deny 
that this Senate is longer to be governed by law, and, as I propose to 
show, tho law has already been plainly and palpably violated in the 
house of its friends during the consideration of this motion. Because 
Senators here insist upon their legal rights, to be governed by tules, to 
prevent the subversion of the institutions, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HoAn] tells us that this is more criminal than secession it- 
self. He will find in the United States the criminals too numerous to 
punish. No party ever dared to put such a plank in its platform; no 
party ever dared to go before the people and pretend that it would 

t Federal officers over local elections throughout this country. The 

mocratic party has never so declared and the Republican party has 
never so declared. 

We are told that this is according to Republican principles. I deny 
it. Ifit had been putin the platform and discussed before the people, 
President Harrison could not have been elected. Who can say that a 
glimmer of this enormity has not flashed upon the people or that the 
election bill did not haye something to do with the last election? I 
tell you if the people of this country are jealous of anything, 

IT IS OF TIE SACRED RIGHT OF HOME GOVERNMENT. 

From home government, from local government, liberty grew. It 
has been contended for for hundredsof years, and ourrace is theonly race 
thateverenjoyedit. The Anglo-Saxon racecontended forit through all 
the struggles of its history. These struggles established parliamen- 
tary governmentin Great Britain. When our ancestors came here they 
were planted in little communities, and they had the council house and 
the town mecting as the safeguards of liberty and self-government. 
They planted their institutions on local government as the only safe 
foundation. That principle became so strongly embedded in the hearts 
of the people that 

WHEN KING GEORGE ATTEMPTED TO RULE 
from his throne and to dictate to and control the humble citizens of 
America, who loved these free institutions more than life and were will- 
ing to go forward and engage in a struggle with all the world if neces- 
sary for the maintenance of home rule, he found not only stubborn but 
desperate resistance, + 
Local government was the foundation stone of our Republic. No 
dared to put in its platform a suggestion that it would trample 
upon this sacred right. 

KINGS HAVE LOST THEIR HEADS AND CROWNS HAVE FALLEN 
because they dared tread this dangerons ground. The history of this 
country is crowded with straggles for liberty. Sometimes these strug- 
gles have beon unavailing, sometimes resisted by arbitrary power, but 
the Anglo-Saxon has moved forward in this and every other country 
wherever he has planted a colony, and has established home rule, and 
will forever maintain it. 

The effort of Great Britain to strangle home rule in Ireland will be 
a failure. The Anglo-Saxon, although he may be enraged for a time 
and may be prejudiced and do wrong, can not carry Englishmen with 
him for a permanent enslavement of any part of the people of that 
empire. You can not crush out home government until you destroy 
the people who established it. You are powerless when you infringe 
upon thesacred rights ofthe people, and the Republican party recognized 
that principle at Chicago. I will read the plank in the platform which 
is held up tous, We are called traitors by newspapers who have lost 
their heads or have objects to gain, because 

WE DARE TO DEFEXD THE RIGHTS OF THE PEOPLE, 

I commend the platform to those papers and to those men who would 
read Republicans out of the party because they adhere to the principles 
of free government. : 
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It is as follows: 

We affirm our unswerving devotion to the National Constitution and to the 
indissoluble Union of the States; to the autonomy reserved to the States under 
the Constitution; to the personal rights and liberties of citizensin all the States 
and ‘Territories in the Union, and especially to the supreme and sovereign right 
of every lawful citizen, rich or poor, native or forcign born, white or black, to 
cast one free ballot in public elections and to have that ballot duly counted. 
We hold the freeand honest popular ballot and the just and equal representation 
ofall the people.to be the foundation of our republican government, and demand 
effective legislation to secure the integrity and purity of elections, which are 
the fountains of all public authority. We charge that the present Administra- 
tion and the Democratic majority in Congress owe their existence to the sup- 
pression of the ballot by n criminal nullification of the Constitution and laws of 
the United States. 

Of course that last clause alludes to the suppression bf the colored 
vote in the South. Beitso, Acknowledge all that is claimed for it, 
and itis bad enough. It is not theproblem now before us. Let that 
be as it may, is that a reason why the people of all the States shall be 
denied a free ballot? If that be so, is it a reason 

WHY FEDERAL OFFICERS SHALL SUPERISTEND LOCAL ELECTIONS 
throughout the States, as they must under this bill at the next election, 
and as they must continue to do, so faras the clection of electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President is concerned, if this bill becomes a law? The 
time of electing Presidential electors can not be changed by the States. 
The Congress has power to mix State clections with Congressional 
elections, and it has done so by fixing the same day for both elections. 

Little did the people think when they were dealing with this negro 
question that it was necessary to sacrifice their liberties, their right 
of self-government, to accomplish the abolition of slavery and the en- 
franchisementofthe colored man. I tell those who regard the condition 
of the South as an evil that there are other remedies provided in the 
Constitution for its abatement which do not involve the destruction of 
local government. When the people of the United Stateshaye come to 
the deliberate conclusion, and their will is legitimately expressed, that 
any State in the South has not a republican form of government, itis 
the duty of the Government of the United States to guaranty such 
form by such methods as may be appropriate. Then you will deal 
with a single case; then a free people will deal with it; then it will not 
be dealt with by a people who have no liberty themselves or whose ofi- 
cers are 

PLACED LIN POWER BY EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE 
and the money of the United States. 

Again, there is another remedy provided in the Constitution. When- 
ever any State shall deny to any of its male citizens over twenty-one 
years of age the right to vote, there shall be a corresponding reduction 
in the number of Representatives of that State. We must guaranty to 
each State a republican form of government. We can denythem rep- 
resentation if they deny suffrage to any portion of their male citizens. 
These are plain provisions. But you must not, in order to accomplish 
these desirable ends, deprive the citizens of other States of a free bal- 
lot. There is no stronger declaration in favor of this right than is 
found in this same Republican platform. None can be draughted 
stronger than that, I was present and voted for it. I approved it 
then and I approve it now, every word of it, . 

BUT I DO NOT APPROVE A SUBVERSION OF IT. 

Will any man contend that the Federal Government has a right to 
appoint officers who shall control the election of the Presidential elect- 
ors? Butstill the election of Representatives and Presidential electors 
is fixed at the same time by Congress, and no man will assert that an 
army of Federal officers at the polls, under the pretense of conducting 
Congressional elections, would not control all the elections. Is it not 
the boast of those who claim the good effects of the Federal election 
law in New York that it stops frauds in State elections, and have not 
the papers boldly advocated it on.that ground, and is not the main pur- 
pose put forward by them that by it you can control State elections? 

STATE ELECTIONS MAY BE FRAUDULENT. 

Violence will sometimes occur in States. The people in governing 
themselves have committed many excesses; they have frequently done 
wrong, and their wrongs have been held up by tyrants from time im- 
memorial as an excuse for despotism. The incapacity of the people to 
govern themselves has been proclaimed, and the fall of our Govern- 
ment, based on the theory of free suffrage, has been predicted on ac- 
count of the excesses that occur, but those very excesses haye been im- 
portant lessons. They have taught the people how to govern. Tho 
frauds in elections in the city of New York challenged the attention 
of the country, and the people of the various States are now engaged 
in using every possible method to secure honest elections. 

If left tothemselves, with increasing intelligence and education, they 
will work ont the problem. It is more hopeful than it was in tho be- 
ginning; itis more hopeful than it was three hundred years ago; it 
grows more hopeful daily. They will work it out if you will leave 
them alone.. If they can not work it ont, ifthe problem istoo dificult 
for them to solve, free government must perish, = 

Who shall say that the United States marshals and supervisors will 
dono wrong? Who shall say that the paid agents of Federal power 
will dono wrong? Is the history of the past any evidence that they 
will not? What has been the history of our own country? Look at 
the grievances that were endured by the colonies on account of im- 
perial appointees. See how they oppressed the people. Read the his- 
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tory of any other country and tell me if the appointees of imperial 
power have been more just and have done less wrong than the people 
would do to themselves if let alone. Ifan example of that kind can 
not be produced, we will not return to monarchy. No example in all 
history will show 
THAT THE SATRAPS OF IMPERIAL POWER 

have been more just in their dealings with the people than the people 
have heen with themselves. 

Iam unwilling to try this experiment of permitting Federal officers 
to control local elections by any device whatever. It is in violation of 
the Constitution andis revolutionary and wrong. It is worse than se- 
cession, because it strikes at the vitals of liberty. Freedom might 
exist in a State with the country divided in parts. Liberty will be 
gone when the Federal Government interferes with the right of a man 
to vote, If the citizen can be arrested and taken from the polls, if he 
can be incarcerated, if he has a superior over him at the ballot box, 
then liberty is gone. 

And while there is such a measure as this pending, contrary to the 
rule, independent of the law, Senators say to those who would uphold 
the law and exercise the principles of home government ; 

- THAT THEY ANE WORSE THAN TRAITORS, 
_ Haye fanaticism and greed of power reached such a point as this? 
Is there no limit to the audacity of men who would subvert the Con- 
stitution ? 

Now, I propose to call attention for a few minutes to what has been 
done by the Senate in its attempt to adopt this clôture rule and show 
that the Jaw has been violated. First, by what authority were rules 
made? The Constitution furnishes that authority. It provides that— 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 
r. 


Each House may make rules for its orderly proceeding, but when they 
have made those rules the majority are bound by them as much as the 
minority. Every writer on parliamentary law tells ns that the object of 
rules is to restrain the majority and protect the minority. That is 
why this power was given, and when a rule is made it is as much a 
law as an act of Congress which has been passed by both Honses and 
signed by the President. It is alaw made by the authority vested in 
the Senate, and it governs the members of that body, the majority as 
well as the minority. 


THESE RULES HAVE BEEN TRAMPLED UNDER FOOT 
by the presiding officer of this Senate. We findin Rule XL a provision 
how the rules may be amended, and that is binding also: 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, orany part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely thernle 
or part propo: to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose 
thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unanimous consent 
of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII. 

The rules can not be amended without notice specifying the section 
to be repealed, suspended, or modified. Now, this proposed rule sus- 
pends and affects many of the rules. It affects them all. Itis anew 
mode of procedure, I will call attention to one feature of it that goes 
to the organization of the Senate itself, and we will see how the stand- 
ing rules are affected. By Rule V when there is not a quorum present 
any Sonator may suggest the want of a quorum, then it shall be the 
duty of the presiding officer to order theroll-call and ascertain if there 
is a quorum; and no business can be done when there is no quorum 
present. 

Now, for the purpose of doing business when there is no quorum, 
for the purpose of enabling Senators to go into the cloakroom and 
avoid hearing this measure discussed, to enable them to keep out of 
their seats and to make it impossible to call them back until we come 
to yote on some question pending, they desire to suspend Rule V by 
the terms of the gag rule propos by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
It may be excusable, it may be they do not want to hear this measure 
discussed, it may be more convenient to retire when discussion is going 
on. This is the provision in the proposed rule which abrogates Rule 
V and puts it in the power of the Senate to keep business going al- 
though there may not be three members here: 


Pending the proceedings under the as rule no proceeding in respect 
of a quorum shall be in order untilit shall have appeared on a division or on 
the taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 


They assume that it is not necessary for them to become enlightened. 
THEY PREFER DARKNESS RATNER THAN LIGNT. 

This business is to be put through without argument and in pvr- 
suance of some supposed political necessity. -The argument is closed; 
you do not want to hear any discussion upon this question; and there- 
fore you will require no quornm for debate and yon will deny to the 
minority who happen to be on the floor the power to call fora quorum. 
Yon limit the motion to adjourn so that they can not adjourn, You 
say further that thereshall be only certain motions to adjourn. Grant 
this, and you can compel the debate to continue while you sleep in 
committeerooms and cloakrooms and listen to none of the debate, 
That provision it seems to me was designed to throw contempt upon 
the arguments of those wbo protest against this proceeding. 


But we are told that the Supreme Court has decided that the power 
to controlall elections exists in Congress, andthatis anendofit, Ah! 
THE SUPREMM COURT WAS ORGANIZED TO DECIDE CASES, NOT TO RUN POLITICS, 


The Supreme Court is an important factor, however. The great 
respect that is entertained for it in this country and throughout the 
world is all derived from its judicial character, from its purity, from 
the fact that itis nonpartisan. The judges hold their tenure for life. 
The court has become illustrious throughout the world for its justice. 
Every American is proud of our Supreme Court, of our Federal courts. 
The people haye been proud of them in the past and will be in the fu- 
ture unless they are dragged into the filthy pool of politics and cease 
to become the safeguards of the rights of man. To those courts the 
litigant appeals with confidence. There is no political bias there, 
There he may obtain justice, and upon the confidence of the peoplein 
the tribunals of justice the stability of our institutions rests, 

The Constitution gives the courts such jurisdiction in certain cases 
as Congress shall prescribe. The original jurisdiction amounts to noth- 
ing. Itislimited toembassadors and contests between the States. All 
the remainder is by statutory regulations. Take away 

THE JURISDICTION CONFERRED BY CONGRESS, 


and it is as powerless as a page of the Senate to affect any political re- 
sult. In the first section of the third article the Constitution provides 
for the establishment of courts; the second section provides what may 
be Federal questions in the discretion of Congress; and the third sec- 
tion provides: 

In all cases affecting embassadors, other public ministers,and consuls, and 
moie te whee a State shall bo a party, the Supreme Court shall have original 
jurisc > 

That is all ofthe original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. Isnot 
that court dependent upon Congress and the Executive for all its power 
which can affect the fate of political parties? Is it fit to be appealed 
to in this contest? Is it fit to determine these questions which are re- 
served for Congress to determine? Shall the Federal courts 


BE THE ARBITERS OF POLITICAL RIGHTS? 


Can they secure them to the people without power or patronage? 
The very first election case that went before the Supreme Court under 
the Federal election law showed the absurdity of submitting a political 
question to thatcourt. The judges were divided on political lines, as 
everybody will be and must be when dealing with political questions. 
The Republicans decided that the law was constitutional; the Demo- 
crats held that it was not. There were only two Democrats, it is true, 
but if there had been a Democratic majority the decision would haye 
been the other way. 

Now, look at the narrow view taken of this question by the majority 
of the Supreme Court. The narrow view taken of it shows that they 
had not comprehended the magnitude of the question atall. The 
language of the court is most significant, and I desire to call particular 
attention to the way they treat the question, how they mystify and 
how they dodge the main facts, and assume false premises as the basis 
of their decision. 

Mr. BUTLER. From what case is the Senator about to read? 

Mr. STEWART, I am reading from Er parte Siebold, 100 United 
States Reports, 392: 

Asa general rule, it is no doubt expedient and wise that the operations of the 
State and National Governments should, as far as practicable, be conducted sep- 
arately, in order to avoid undue jealousies and jars and conflicts of jurisdiction 
and power. But there is no reason for laying this down as a rule of universal 
application. It should never be made to override the plain and manifest dic- 
tates of the Constitution itself. We can not yield to such a transcendental view 
of State sovereignty. The Constitution and laws of the United States are the 
supreme law of the land, and to these every citizen of every State owes obedi- 
ence,whether in his individual or official capacity, There are very few subjects, 
it is true, in which our system of government, complicated as it is, requires or 
gives room for conjoint action between the State and national sovereignties. 
Generally, the powers given by the Constitution to the Government of the 
United States are given over distinct branches of sovereignty from which the 
State governments, either expressly or by necessary implication, are excluded. 

I think this is a case where they are ms 

EXCLUDED BY NECESSARY IMPLICATION. 

But in this case expressly, and in some others by implication, as we have 
scen in the case of pilotage, a concurrent jurisdiction is contemplated, that ofthe 
State, however, being subordinate to that of the United States, whereby all 
question of precedency is eliminated, 

In what we have said it must be remembered that we are dealing only with 
the subject of elections of Representatives to Con . If, for its own conven- 
ience, a State sees fit to sclect State and county oflicers at the same time and in 
conjunction with the election of Representatives, Congress will not be thereby 
deprived of the right to make regulations in reference to the latter. We donot 
mean to say, however, that for any acts of the officersof election, having exclu- 
sive reference to the clection of State or county officers, they will be amenable 
to Federal jurisdiction; nor do we understand that the enactments of Congress 
now under consideration have any application to such acts, 

The court say thatif the States choose through State action to haye 
their elections at the same time with Congressional elections they 
must take the consequences, and they did take the consequences. State 
officers were arrested by Federal officials, charged with crime, punished 
for acting contrary tothe laws of Congress in conducting the State elec- 
tion in the city of Baltimore, and the court say it was the fault of the 
State in commingling State and Federal elections. But is it the fault 
of the State if the elections of electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent and Representatives in Congress are commingled? 
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HAS NOT CONGRESS COMMINGLED THEM? 
Is it the fault of the States if at the next general election State and 
Federal officers are elected at thesame time? If this bill should become 
a law most of the States will be unable to change the time of electing 
State officers before the next election so as to rid their local elections 
from Federal interference. 

Many of them are trammeled by their constitutions, which can not 
be amended before the next general election. AN of them would be 
embarrassed by the vast expensesuch a change would involve. Is not 
the manifest object of this bill to 

ENABLE FEDERAL OFFICIALS TO CONTROL LOCAL ELECTIONS? 

If not, why is it pressed at this time, when it is not in the 
power of the States, if this bill becomes a law, to rescue from Fed- 
eral interference the election of State officers at the next general elec- 
tion? Is not the intention of this bill to take from the States the power 
reserved to them by the Constitution to appoint electors of President 
and Vice President? If not, why isit that the billis now pressed while 
the laws of Congress require that the electors of President and Vice 
President and Representatives in Congress shall be elected at the same 
time? Ifthe framers ofthis bill had notintended to control the elec- 
tion of President by Federal appointees they would have provided a 
different time for the election of members of Congress from that pre- 
scribed for the election of Presidential electors. No court can say that 
it is the fault of the State if Federal officials exclude the State officers 
from participationin Presidential elections, The State can not separ- 
ate these elections. Congress has the power to fix both and has already 
fixed them upon the same day. 

EXECUTIVE POWER ALREADY OVERSHADOWS CONGRESSIONAL PROCEEDINGS, 

It overshadows all financial operations; it overshadows the business 
of the country. It is now proposed to place at the disposal of the 
Federal Executive legions of paid political wirepullers and roughs to 
secure his re-election. Would not the liberties of the people be in dan- 
ger if this bill should become a law ? 

I will read further-from the decision of the Supreme Court, which 
is very suggestive: 

It must also be remembered that we aro dealing with the question o7 power, 
not of the expediency of any regulations which Congress has made. That is 
not within the pale of our jurisdiction. In exercising the power, however, we 
are bound to presume that Congress has done so ina judicious manner; that it 
has endeavored to guard as far ns possible against any unnecessary interference 
with State laws and regulations, with the duties of State officers,or with local 
prejudices. It could not act at all so as to accomplish any beneficial object in 
preventing frauds and violence, and securing the faithfal performance of duty 
at the elections, without providing for the presence of officers and agents to 
carry its regulations into effect. It is also difficult to see how it could attain 
these objects without imposing proper sanctions and penaltiesagainst offenders, 

The court say they could not act at all without imposing penalties 
and without making supervisors and marshals Federal officers. Does 
the court mean to say that Congress can not provide separate elections 
and exercise all the powers conferred by the Constitution to prescribe 
the times, places, and manner of holding Congressional elections, with- 
out overpowering and superseding State officers engaged in governing 
local elections; that the reserved rights of the States must be des- 
troyed to enable Congress to exercise the power to prescribe times, places, 
and manner of holding Congressional elections? Does anybody sup- 
pose that the Constitution would have been adopted if there had been 
a suspicion that there was lurking anywhere a provision which was 
utterly destructive of the right of self-government? ‘Cheintimation that 
Congress can not exercise all,the power conferred by the Constitution 
stultifies the intelligence of the tribunal which makes it, whether that 
tribunal be the court or Senate. 

I maintain, if Congress can not regulate elections 

WITHOUT EXCROACHING UPON THE RESERVED RIGHTS OF THE STATES, 
the people will not tolerate any such Congressional regulation what- 
ever. Those rights arefirst and paramount within their limits. The 
most sacred of them is the right of local government, and Congress has 
no right in exercising this pretended power to interfere with them, and 
el ally has it no power when it may exercise the power conferred 

thout interfering with States’ rights. It can fix a different time and 
carry out the provisions of the Constitution without overawing the peo- 
ple in the choice of their officers. 

You say you want to remit this to the courts. I reply it is nota 
question for the courts. It is aquestion we mustdecide. We can not 
shirk the responsibility. The court must be preserved to decide cases, 
and not beingulfedin the whirlpoo! of political controversy. Thecon- 
flicts of party never have been designed for that forum. If is co-ordi- 
nate, it is true, but co-ordinate only as it is held sacred. It is taken 
for granted that it knows no powerexcept to maintain its mandates in 
the cases which it decides, That is its power, and while it confines 
itself there no one can criticise the court. It is historical in this coun- 
try that the court was nearly destroyed by dragging it into politics. 
By going outside of 

THE QUESTIONS LEGITIMATELY PRESENTED IN THE DRED SCOTT CASE 
and deciding political questions the court was very nearly ruined. 
And now has it come to this, that the Republican party is going to im- 
itate the bad example of the Democratic party, which has been so much 
condemned, and drag the courts into this struggle, a struggle between 
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imperial powerand the people sustaining the right of self-government? 
How powerless will be the courts in that conflict, 
A CONFLICT WITICH NAS OVERTURNED THE POWER OF KINGS, 

The views of the minorityin the Dred Scott case were approved by 
the people and those of the majority were condemned. The views of 
the minority in the election case to which I have referred will be in- 
dorsed by all who love liberty, while the decision of the majority will 
be referred to as 

AN APOLOGY FOR USURPATION AND WRONG. 

What is the watchword of progress, the foundation of liberty? It 
is home rule. For what reason is it that the Anglo-Saxon can recover ` 
liberty when lost? Because he is willing to sacrifice life for self-goy- 
ernment, How was it with the French and other nations who have 
struggled for liberty? When our Revolution came we were fighting for 
established principles, for home government, and when we drove back 
the Britons our condition was that of law and order. When the 
French tore down the Bastile they had nothing upon which to rebuild. 
They hated everything in the past, for everything was associated with 
tyranny. They had no guide, They tore down the fabric and at- 
tempted to build anew, It took time, The government they formed 
fell, but rose again. The struggles, the blood, the carnage were re- 
peated, and may again be repeated. The love of liberty in the French- 
man is unconquerable, but he has been deprived of local self-govern- 
ment so long that he has no sure foundation upon which 

TO BUILD REPUBLICAN INSTITUTIONS, 

The experience of the last hundred years has been valuable to him. 
Now, for the first time, the French Republic exhibits unmistakable 
signs of perpetuity. If the Frenchman when he tore down the Bastile 
had understood the principles of local self-government, monarchy could 
not have returned to oppress the people and mock their efforts to es- 
tablish free government. 

The difference between a repnblicand a monarchy is that the former 
is governed by law, the latter by the caprice of autocratic power. To 
violate the rule of law and to inaugurate the arbitrary power of a ma- 
jority in disregard of law the rule under consideration is proposed. 
Law protects minorities and majorities alike. The Constitution author- 
izes each House to make rules for its government to restrain the im- 
petuosity of arrogant majorities. The necessity for such restraint is 
illustrated by the eagerness of the majority to destroy the right of self- 
government by the passage of a bill which has never been sanctioned 
by the people. 

I call the attention of the Senate to Jefferson’s Manual to show the 
object of rules and their necessity. But before doing so I desire 

TO SHOW A PLAIN VIOLATION OF THE RULES 
of this Senate, which under the Constitution are equally binding with 
a law of Congress. 

The consideration of this proposed rule of which notice should have been 
given and of which no sufficient notice had been given is a violation 
of the Jaw which governsthis body. Itisarule for thesnecial purpose 
of gratifying temporarily the ambition of the majority. In other words, 
itis a rule toavoid all rules, and it can not be adopted without the ab- 
rogation of rules, without revolution. Do you believe that the country 


WILL JUSTIFY Us IN REVOLUTIONIZING THE SENATE 


to accomplish such a purpose as I have described? What is the object 
ofrules? I read from Jefferson’s Manual, page 199: 

Mr. Onslow, the ablest among the speakers of the House of Commons, used 
to say, “It was a maxim he had often heard when he was a young man, from 
old and experienced members, that nothing tended more to throw power into 
the hands of administration and those who acted with the ier pike of the 
House of Commons than a neglect or departure from the rules of proceeding; 
that these forms as instituted by our ancestors operated as a check and control 
on the actions of the majority, and that they were in many instances a slielter 
and protection to the minority against the attempts of power.’ So far the 
maxim is certainly true and is founded in sense; that as it is always in 
the power of the majority, by their numbers, to stop any improper measures 
proposed on the part of their opponents, the only weapons by which the minor- 
ity can defend themselves against similar attempts from those in power are the 
forms and rules of proceeding which have been adopted as they were found 
necessary from timeto time,and are become the law of the House, by a strict 
adherence to which the weaker party can only be protected from those irreg- 
ularities and abuses which these forms were intended to check, and which the 
wantonness of power is but too often apt to suggest to large and successful ma- 
jorities, (2 Hats,, 171,172.) 

That is the only object of the rules. The majority can protect it- 
self without rules, but they are designed to protect the minority. I re- 
gret to be compelled tosay that in this Senate Chamber the rights of 
the minority under the rules of this body have been disregarded by the 
Vice President and that violation is approved by a majority of Sena- 
ators. Contrary to the rgles, an amendment was proposed of which no 
adequate notice had been given and which was clearly out of order, 
but which was declared to be in order. Itis further proposed—we 
need not disguise it—to pass this rule by a violation of the rules; by 
denying the right of discussion according to the rules of this hody. 
Such usurpation is always in the interest 

> OF TYRANNY AND UNWARRANTED POWER. 

Those who oppose this proceeding stand on the precedents in this 
country for a hundred years and on the precedents of Great Britain 
during all her trials for five hundred years, precedents that neyer haye 
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been violated in either Europe or America, by Parliamentor the Senate 
of the United States, except in one instance, whenit was violated tosup- 
press Ireland and for no other purpose. Itwas violated in the interest 
of depotism against astrugglingpeople. Ifsuch purpose is carried out, 
if the rules of the Senate are violated to pass this bill, it will not be 
the end of the discussion. The people will be alarmed; the people will 
rise up, and you will hear a louder voice than you heard in the last 
election. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat). Not louder than we hear now. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad I am able to speak so that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is able to hear me. 


I SUPPOSED HE WAS DEAF TO REASON ENTIRELY. 


I supposed his anxiety to trample upon the rights of the people was 
so intense that he could hear nothing but the clang of the deputy mar- 
shal’s revolver, the thud of the policeman’s club, and the howls of the 
mob at elections. 

We have gone far enongh in the violation of the rules of the Sen- 
ate, rules born of the great struggle for representative government, 
It is time to pause. 

THE LAST ELECTIONS ARE AN EVIDENCE OF THAT FACT, 

It willnot do tolay it tothe tariff altogether, for the tariff was an issue 
on which the President was elected; the tariff was before the people; 
it was discussed; there were two parties on that question; but this bill, 
forced through the House of Representatives, comes here and is exhib- 
ited to the people after the party came into power by their votes. They 
were called on to sustain the Republican party in making it a law. 
The people refused by overwhelming majorities. You now propose to 
pass the bill against the will of the people expressed at the ballot box. 
They answered your proposal to interfere with local elections from 
the Atlantic to the Rocky Mountains. Are you deaf to that answer? 
On the Pacific coast the bill was never discussed. They did notrealize 
that it was to be an issue. It was not discussed or defended or al- 
Iuded to in my State during the canvass, and the people passed upon 
öther issues. But those who went forth proclaiming that they would 
pass this bill have either had greatly reduced majorities or 

THEY WAVE BEEN ELECTED TO STAY AT HOME, 

In view of this admonition, with a two-thirds Democratic majority 
in the House of Representatives, Inppeal to my Republican brethren to 
halt before they step over the precipice, destroy the party, and place 
it in an attitude from which it can never recover, for if there arises a 
suspicion that our party for any purpose will sacrifice the right of the 
people at the polls to elect theirown officers, that is the end of the Re- 
publican party. I appeal to you in behalf of the Republican party to 
stop in this mad career, 

Iltis time to stop. Pass the necessary legislation, satisfy the people 
that you will adhere to your platforms and that you are in favor of 
protecting the reserved rights of the States, but that in any purpose 
which you may have, no matter how laudable, no matter how neces- 
sary, you will refrain from laying hands upon the Constitution or 
trample under your feet its provisions. You must take that ground 
or you ean not sustain your party. The party can not live unless it 
is planted on solid ground such as was set forth in the Republican 
platform at Chicago. 

I say that this bill, mixing local and Federal elections, mixing Con- 
gressional and Presidential elections together, and providing Federal 
officers to supervise them, is a step you ought not to take. 

I warn you as Republicans. 


I HAVE BEEN A REPUBLICAN FOR MANY YEARS. 

I have stood by the party; I have never faltered to sustain it; Ihave 
never voted for any other. Iam a Republican and I now want to save 
the Republican party from this fatal leap. It is putting itself in con- 
flict with the people. You had better take warning from the late elec- 
tion. You must be in touch with the people in all you do if you ex- 
pect them to sympathize with you and sustain you. 

Tappeal in behalf of the Constitution, in behalf of free government, 

IN BEHALF OF LAW. 

T appeal to you to stop this proceeding and cease to violate the rules, 
cease to trample the Constitution under your feet, for if you proceed 
you must fail. There is but one judgment that can be pronounced by 
a free people upon the violation of the Constitution which yon pro- 
pose. Stop now and save the party! Above all, [appeal to you to re- 
frain from attempts to deprive the people of a free ballot, uncontrolled 
by Federal power. Leave the election of State officers and Presi- 
dential electors to the State, according to the guaranties of the Consti- 
tution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtTTin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SANDERS obtained the floor, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iask the Senator from Montana to allow me to 
interrupt him fora moment that I may make a request of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Montana yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr, SANDERS, Ido. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Task unanimous consent that the debate upon the 
pending resolution be limited to half an hour to each Senator, and at 
the close of that debate—— 

Mr, VEST. I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That we vote upon the pending resolution and 
amendments without further debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that the speeches hereafter be limited 
to one hour to each Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We object to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Then I ask, further, that the vote may be taken 
upon the pending resolution on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We object to that for the present. 

Mr. VEST. Why does not the Senator put his request in writing 
and just put it in the RECORD? He intends it for publication merely. 
He knows it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ican not hear the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. VEST. I ask why he does not simply put his request in writ- 
ing and let it go into the RECORD at once. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not quite understand the point made by the 
Senator from Missouri. Does the Setiator raise the point that my re- 
quest must be in writing? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; I do not care about that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Rhode Island to ask unanimous consent to these several proposi- 
tions—— 

Mr. VEST. There is objection here and the Senator from Rhode 
Island knew that we objected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had no reason to know there would be objection. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator has been declaring here for a week that 
this side of the Chamber is acting for delay and would agree to no time 
for a vote. d 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the contrary— 

Mr. VEST. Ifhe said anything here at all, he said that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know that, but on the contrary—— 

Mr. VEST. He must believeit or not believe it. If he believes it, 
wliy does he make this request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the contrary, the Senator from Missouri has 
protested every day with equal vigor that there was no such disposition 
on that side of the Chamber, and these requests are made for the pur- 
pose of testing the sincerity of those declarations of our friends. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand that ob- 
jection is made to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of course. 

Mr. VEST. Of course there is objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask, then, whether the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART], whom I do not see in the Chamber, or the Senators 
upon the other side are willing to fix any time when they will allow a 
vote to be taken on the pending resolution. e 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not fix atime now, Mr. President. As 
soon as we ascertain how far the debate is going to extend then we 
may be able to ascertain a time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was just going to observe that I know several 
Senators who are anxious to be heard upon this question, and it would 
be impossible to tell how long they desire to address the Senate until 
after they havespoken. It will certainly be unfair in the Senator from 
Rhode Island to ask us to fix any time atall. After that is done and 
they are through he can make the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. SANDERS, Mr. President, the resolution before the Senate 
touching the progress of the public business in the course of this de- 
bate has to some extent been Jost to view. In the presence of public 
pending measures of possibly larger import the mind and the speech 
of those who have considered this matter have leaped beyond the im- 
mediate contention and have grasped the wider view. 

I do not mention this fact, Mr. President, to make any complaint. 
I think what has been said touching the pendency of this anlatan, 
which it is alleged curtails the freedom of debate, is based upon a mis- 
apprehension of definitions and terms, There is a difference between 
freedom of debate and unlimited debate. Thereisa difference between 
freedom of debate and the right to invadeany organization or any forum 
and there to speak indefinitely. The right to freedom of debate is not 
an individual right, but is a right that appertains to all, and it can not 
be sacrificed to the rights of mere individuals. 

If upon mathematical principles and dogmatic assertions the right 
to freedom of debate in this forum means unlimited debate we shall 
come to that condition of affairs where we shall divide the ordinary 
sessions of the Senate into forty-four different periods and assign to each 
State an equal length of time. So long as the conduct of affairs is left 
to a majority it must be permitted to determine the various items of 
business that are to occupy our attention, the length of time accorded 
to each, having regard to their relative importance to the people, and 
it is no invasion of any individual or municipal right for a majority so 
to proceed, 
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But this entire discussion has seemed to progressin this regard upon 
the proposition that itis the right of Senators and the interestsof States 
municipally considered that are tobe aloneregardea. But behind the 
Senators upon thisfloor are the people themselves whose opinions within 
the limits of the Constitutionit is our solemn duty to weave into written 
law. Itis their rights that are supreme and above ours. It is their 
convictions that are to be embodied in policiesand words. Norshould 
their rights and interests and directions be thwarted because it is al- 
leged there are individual or official rights that may so sacrifice the 
time that belongs to the people that their august commands shall not 
be obeyed. 

Thad prescribed to myself an humble duty of answering a single 
grievous accusation which has been made by those who are opposed 
to the bill known as the Federal election bill, that it was born in the 
night and was sought to be crowded through the Senate in the early 
twilight of morning withont consideration and in defiance of the will 
of the people; but I am so beholden heretofore to the unfailing cour- 
tesy of this body, a courtesy which I wish in behalf of myself to ac- 
knowledge and which I am satisfied I might also acknowledge in be- 
half of those other gentlemen who with me are new upon this floor 
(exceeding in number I believe I may say any number of newly ad- 
mitted Senators who haye heretofore occupied seats in this Chamber 
sines the organization of the Government), that I think I may presume 
upon that courtesy to say a word or two beyond what [had prescribed 
to myself, 

In the first place, I think it wise that we shall stop and inquire in 
the abstract what proposition is embodied in this proposed Federal elec- 
tionlaw. It is proposed by it to throw a flood of light, so far as light 
can be commanded by the Federal Government, upon the processes of 
those persons who act by virtue of State authority and attempt in the 
other House of Congress to determine who shall be members thereof. 
The House of Representatives has come to the Senate with this bill 
and has said, ‘‘such is the condition of affairs that the House of Rep- 
resentatives is not the embodiment of the supreme will of those who 
by the Constitution and laws of the United States are entitled to create 
it.” Itis a matter primarily that concerns that House, and the ordi- 
nary deferences that are shown by one House to the other appeal to us, 
unless there beinsuperable objections, to accept their statement of the 
truth and to give to them the remedy which in the judgment of the 
members of that House is adequate to the correction of a great wrong. 

In formertimes when people acknowledged the divine right of kings 
and an heir to the throne was to be born, they surrounded the bed- 
chamber with the high ministers of state, and no lady of the land could 
plead any engagement of society or business as against the command 
of the royal authority that that chamber should be guarded sacredly, 
that there should be no intrusion upon the royal line, of foundlings 
picked upin the slums. This was done to preserve the line of author- 
ity, that royal power should continue where, by the divine command, 
it had been placed. In humble imitation of that transaction, not to 
be belittled now that we have fallen upon more enlightened times, we 
stand here to see that the authority and power of the citizens of the 
United States find deliberate and peaceful and rightful expression 
in those organisms which by the Constitution are created for the en- 
actment of law. 

Meant therefore to facilitate simply so small an object as that, with 
a bill fitting and appropriate in a feeble and quiet way indeed to com- 
pass it, great questions of philosophy have intruded themselyes upon 
this floor, have occupied the attention of scholars and orators here, and 
we have finally reduced this discussion down (for I am not going into 
it in detail) to the naked proposition whether in the last two hundred 
years the world has progressed in the right direction. Stripping this 
discussion ofall verbiage, of all subterfuges, of all the honeyed words 
by which it is sought to be covered up, we are confronted here now, 
after James Otis and Samuel Adams are dead, with the naked and bald 
proposition that an oligarchy is preferable.to a democracy. 

I care not how gentlemen, with reference to this discussion, squirm 
orexplain. Nakedly and boldly we are told in these last ten years of 
the nineteenth century that the great discussions of two centuries are 
in vain, and that the drift of public sentiment towards the right of 
man to govern himself has been not only a miscarriage, but a mistake. 

I have been interested, if not instructed, by those criticisms that 
haye been made upon the organic laws of several Commonwealths in this 
land, ‘whereby it has been sought to limit the right of sufirage to peo- 
ple who possess certain literary qualifications or had not violated the 
criminal laws under which they lived. Concerning the propriety of 
any attempt to erect a literary qualification which should entitle or 
deny to a man the right of suftrage, opinions differ. There are always 
doctrinaires, men who themselves can read, who are arguing with more 
or less wisdom that that should be the test whereby it shall be inex- 
orably determined whether a man shall have a voice in the making of 
the laws under which heis toliye, That thesubjectis one of no incon- 
siderable difficulty and that the finite mind can not frame in words 
a test that shall be philosophic and just, if there be any limitation at 
all, must be readily conceded. 

A half century ago there floated through the literature of our land a 
poem describing the philosopher’sscales. They were methods by which 


the moral and intellectual qualities of each individual were to be de- 
termined. If that romance could be woven into actual fact we could 
philosophically prescribe a rule where, by weighing a man, we could de- 
termine whether his intelligence and morality and patriotism brought 
him to a given standard or not; we could determine wherein the scale 
of weighing individuals the right ofsufirage would begin. But nobody 
who has discussed this question, nobody who claims that there should 
be an educational. test governing the right to vote, has ever claimed 
that that test was absolutely philosophic or absolutely satisfactory. 
The most literary man in the country may be unpatriotic and may be 
wicked. Education tending, indeed, to drive sellishness and baser 
passions out of the human mind, does not always succeed, and there 
are educated villains who vote, and vote wrong, and there are illiter- 
ate people who vote, and vote right. 

But that discussion is entirely aside from anything that is presented 
in this body. A government, democraticin form, making a test of such 
a character and quality as to operate in exceptional instances, in my 
own view is unwise. Itnevertheless has a large support in the convic- 
tionsofa great many very excellentpeople. Butmy experience, extend- 
ing over a wide area and with many classes of men, has demonstrated 
to me that patriotism, morality, and intelligence are not necessarily 
confined to those who possess literary qualifications. I am willing to 
leave that discussion with the Senators from Massachusetts and Colo- 
rado and the otherStates where that qualification exists, to wrestle with 
it as to them shall seem mect. 

But that is not the question that is involved in this discussion and 
is not the basis upon which hostility to this legislation stands. It is 
here and now boldly and baldly asserted that it is right, that it is phil- 
osophic, that it accords with the past traditions and present interests 
of these people that a majority of the citizens of a Commonwealth in 
the United States be excluded from the ballot. There is, therefore, 
asserted here the divine right of kings, not bound up, indeed, in a sin- 
gle individual, but distributed through a small class chosen by them- 
selves. 

Now, I am notabout to proceed with an argument thata democracy 
is preferable to an oligarchy. 1am not going to proceed to read from 
authorities the various arguments by which for at least two centuries 
the world has been enlightened upon this theme. I content myself 
with dismissing it very much in the language of William Pitt in his 
speech upon the bill to tax America in 1776, when he said: 

I came not here armed at all points with law cases and acts of Parliament, 
with the statute book doubled down in dog’s ears to defend the cause of lib- 

On such a subject I will not debate pointsof law, but rely for the defense 


erty. 
of liberty on a general principle, a constitutional principle. It isa ground on 
which I stand firm, on which I dare meet any man. 


Mr. Clay,upon the floor of the House, in the year 1818, in endeavor- 
ing to assist the Republics of South America in theirstruggle against 
their mother country, speaking of their people, said: 3 

But it is sometimes said that they are too ignorant and too superstitious to 
admit of the existence of frec government. * * * Ideny the alleged fact of 
ignorance; I deny the inference from that fact, if it were true, that they want 
capacity for free government. * < * The fact is not therefore true that the 
imputed ignorance exists; but if it does, I repeat, I dispute the inference. It is 
the doctrine of thrones that man is too ignorant to govern himself; their parti- 
sans assert his incapacity in reference to all nations; If they can not command 
universal assent to the proposition it is then demanded as to particular nations, 
and our pride and our presumption, too, often make converts of us. * * * 
Self-covernment is the natural government of man. 


I think that extract from Mr. Clay throws a flood of light upon the 
gulf which lies between the proposition to exclude temporarily and for 
exceptional reasons a few of any particular nation and an attempt to 
deny to the majority of that nation a right to control its destinies. 
This question is not a newone. Two hundred years ago last year 
John Locke, in his Essay on Government, said: 

The great question which in all ages has disturbed mankind and brought on 
them the greatest part of those mischiefs which have ruined cities, depopulated 
countries, and disordered the peace of the world, has been, not whether there 
be power in the world,nor whenceitcame, but whoshould hayeit. The settlin, 
of this point being of no smaller moment than the security of princes, an 
the peace and welfare of their estates and kingdoms, a reformer of politics, one 
would think, should Jay this sure, and be very clear in it; for if this remain 
disputable, all the rest will be to very little purpose; and the skill used in dress- 
ing up power with all the splendor and temptation absoluteness can add to it, 

thout showing who has a right to have it, will serve only to give a greater 
edge to man's natural ambition, which of itself is but too keen. What can this 
do but set men on the more eagerly to scramble, and so lay a sure and Jasting 
foundation of endless contention and disorder, instead of that peace and tran- 
quillity which is the business of government and the end of human society? 


I am perfectly certain, Mr. President, that no man can have sat in 
this Chamber and listened to this argument from people who claim 
they are more immediately interested in this legislation than others 
without having a deep impression made upon his mind. Iam per- 
fectly certain that no one who has sat on this side of the Chamber has 
not had his mind and heart opened to a conception of every difficulty 
under which those Commonwealthslabor. I am perfectly certain that 
through that portion of the country in which these difficulites exist, 
possibly in a lesser degree, there is a fixed and unalterable purpose to 
see that the institutions of good government in those lands are made 
secure. 

But I know, in the light of what Mr, Clay said as to the temptations 
under which we all labor to exaggerate the wrongs of political opPo- 
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nents, the drngers which their advent to power would bring, we shall 
insist upon being very certain that there is put in peril some institu- 
tion of the country, and peril imminent, peril certain, and peril abid- 
ing before we shall consent that there shall be erected in the nineteenth 
or twentieth century a government not of the people, by the people, 
and for the people within the limits of the United States of America. 

Still less do I undertake to belittle the disorder that from the close 
of our late civil commotions attended the attempt to re-establish in cor- 
rect relations with the Government of the United States State govern- 
ments there. Suspicious that these difficulties have been grossly ex- 
aggerated, conscious that the conditions which surrounded those com- 
munities made orderly progress impossible, a time when there was 
neither peace nor war, 2 time when every industrial and social organ- 
ization was shattered in the dust, I could not expect, unless divine wis- 
dom had charge of affairs, that everything should progress in an orderly 
manner, and that those communities in their earlier lives, under their 
reorganizations, should manifest that ‘“‘ unity and married calm of 
states” of which Shakespeare speaks. 

I think I may say, further, that much of that disorder arose from 
other conditions of society there—and I say these things without blam- 
ing any individual. Of course where private fortunes were shattered, 
where the pressing needs of families required the exclusive attention 
of men theretofore conducting public affairs, they were necessarily in 
a greater or lesser degree withdrawn from those avocations. But it is 
a fufther fact, attested by many evidences in the Government archives 
and elsewhere, that the passions of that war for the time being so soured 
persons identified with those States, and to whom we should all look 
for their wise rehabilitation, that they denied their contribution of ad- 
vice and wisdom and labor and sacrifice to that great work. 

I undertake to affirm in this presence that if the wise and prudent 
and intelligent people in any community of the North, soured by 
existing conditions, should withdraw in sullen hostility their advice 
and assistance from the conduct of public affairs, rain as wild and as 
sweeping as came to the South would be visited upon the Common- 
wealths that were thus abandoned to theirfate, ‘‘ Eternal vigilance ”’ 
of the ignorant is not ‘‘the price of liberty,” but it must be the vigi- 
lance of the wise as well. 

Now that we have fallen upon happier times and now that the pas- 
sions of those contentions have ina measure subsided, now that those 
men, with their fortunes re-established and their patriotism reinspired, 
have taken hold of the conduct of those matters, I have an abiding 
faith that, in conjunction with the humble and the poor, with the 
illiterate and the ignorant, every institution of civil liberty, every in- 
stitution of good government will be as secure in their hands as it isin 
those great Northern States that are forever inviting into their midst 
and forever receiving a large influx of peoples unaccustomed to the 
habits and ideas of democratic government, not comprehending the 
language in which their laws are written, in which intercourse is con- 
ducted; in which their literature is established. 

Nay, those great perils do not confront alone these States that haye 
within their limits peoples of a different color, but confront as well 
those States that have within their limits a newly arrived population 
unfitted by all their traditions and history to take hold of the delicate 
mechanism of government and conduct it wisely and well. It is our 
habit and policy, in so far as we may, to have these large arrivals of 
foreign migration first comprehend our written speech and conduct, 
so far as they can, their affairs in our own tongue. We strive by all 
the processes that are possible to be used to educate them in the prin- 
ciples of liberty, which, as they are impelled by individual selfishness 
and patriotism, it is not a difficult lesson to teach or learn. 

This occupies much of our time. It occupies more of our solicitude. 
But we have rescued every Commonwealth from all the perils which 
this mighty influx has placed upon it from time to time. It is nota 
very long task before men begin to take an interest in public affairs. 
We then on and take possession of newer arrivals, until we are 
building up in all those Commonwealths a complex community, com- 
posed of various races of men, but equally taking an intelligent and 
effective interest in the conduct of public affairs and separating upon 
public issues according as their views of interest and duty require. 
Nothing that has occurred since this great influx of populations began 
has seemed to place in peril the existence of wise and liberal govern- 
ments throughout the land. This high example, the result of much 
reflection and much toil, we commend to all persons who are surrounded 
by like perils and who would rescue the institutions of their country 
from the shipwrecks which are threatened. 

The criticisms which have been made of this bill touching its con- 
stitutionality I dismiss with a single observation. The Constitution 
of the United States, having given to Congress the power to make rules 
and regulations for the election of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, has not minimized or belittled that plenary power thus 
granted by a prior provision that individual States in the firstinstance 
might make those regulations, nor by a further provision that Congress 
might alter the regulations of the State so made. It stands as if it 
were a grant of power originally conferred upon Congress to make such 
regulations as would secure to the people the certainty that their voices, 
expressed in the forms of law by men upon whom the law has cast the 
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privilege of the franchise, would find expression in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

The accusation that this bill is born of sectional animosity is un- 
worthy of a reply. God knows that from the heart of heart of every 
man and woman within the limits of these United States there goes 
out tothe peopieof-these-Commonwealths thus surrounded and thus 
complaining an abiding and an abounding wealth of affection. No- 
where in any Republican spot or place can Janguage be found that 
would indicate that in the heart of its possessor there was any rancor 
or any revenge or any hatred. It was the purpose of the people of the 
United Statesswiftly, upon thesurrender of thearmiesof the late Confed- 
eracy, inofficial action to put behind them every memory and every recol- 
lection and every lesson—not every lesson, indeed—but every word hav- 
ing reference to that strife. They meant to keep their eye toward the 
morning sun, and therefore they petrified into organic laws the con- 
ditions upon which those States should be admitted to normal rela- 
tions with the Government and should accept whatsoever of assistance 
and aid, patriotism and power, could suggest on the part of their sis- 
ter Commonwealths to speed them on their way. = 

This bill that is before this Senate is a bill of peace. It may be 
beaten, but by beating it you simply remit to future discussion the 
question whether the processes by which that commotion was ended 
shall be the final determination of it or no. On the fourth day of next 
March this Congress may adjourn with this bill not a law, with asense 
of deep and grievous wrong rankling in the bosoms of one-tenth of 
our citizens—nay, more than that—with the consciousness that in- 
justice is being perpetrated in the light of day that is not only known 
to a majority of the peoplo but is known by all. 

You may continue that condition of affairs, I do not say how long, 
for it is not my purpose to be a prophet here; butin so much as you 
have separated theclasses of your citizens, as you have allowed a portion 
of them to be denied participation in the conduct of the Government, 
you have thereby increased day by day as the hours roll by the widen- 
ing gulf between those who are admitted to citizenship and those who 
are denied that boon; you make denser the ignorance of those whom 
you forbid to enjoy with you this great heritage; you build up within 
the limits of these Commonwealths a proletariat and a set of pariahs. 
Yea, you invoke abiding and abounding mischief for the fature, not 
merely in this forum, not merely before these people, but even above and 
beyond them; forthere, if there be anything truer than another, itis that 
the farmer at his home,at his fireside andin his field, the miner at work 
in the bowels of the earth, the artisan at workat his bench, and the 
laborer at his daily toil, the people of these United States have deeply 
in their heart of hearts an immutable sense of justice. They can not 
be silenced. Neither honeyed words, nor yet defiant words will anni- 
hilate that sense of justice. They entertain a purpose as deep as ever 
man ed that the contentions which found embodiment in the 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments of our Constitution, 
which settled forever the controversies to which they allude, shall not be 
merely a piece of literature in the books, but shall remain a tangible 
and palpable fact in history. They mean that the fifteenth amend- 
ment shall not be— 

A painted Jove 
With idle thunder in his lifted hand. 

But the plea of inopportuneness is also made against this bill. It 
is said that there is ‘‘order in Warsaw.” 

It is said that normal processes are, in one way and another, work- 
ing out a solution of this problem. And all kinds of vagaries and 
prophecies are afloat in regard to a change which shall consist with the 
annihilation of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. Against this plea of inopportuneness I put immutable 
justice, The time todo right is here and now. Against this discus- 
sion whether it is wise that we shall have regard to race in determin- 
ing who shall exercise the suffrage I put the fifteenth amendment of 
the Constitution as having settled that matter nt once and for all, As 
against the present and commanding duty to see that that amendment 
is made a fact in our organic law and that the rights which it describes 
are sccured to the humblest citizen I put the oath which you admin- 
ister when we take our seats in this Hall. It is never inopportune to 
obey your oath. It is never inopportune to do justice. It is never 
inopportune to weave around the humble and the lowly citizen of the 
United States the panoply of protection that shall make his humblest 
rights secure. 

But it is further said upon the whole there is financial prosperity in 
the South, and that the passage of this law will arrest it or at least 
disturb it. Iam reminded by that plea of the ponderous speech of 
the great Englishman when he said: *‘ It was the boast of Augustus 
that he ‘found Rome of brick and left it of marble.’’’ But he adds: 
* How much nobler shall be that sovereign'’s boast who shall have it 
to say that he found law dear and left it cheap; found it a sealed 
book, left it a living letter; found it the patrimony of the rich, left it 
the inheritance of the poor; found it the two-edged sword of craft and 
oppression, left it the staff of honesty and the shield of innocence.” 

It is said that race hatred will be excited by this bill. I pray that 
there may be no confusion of speech when that phrase ‘‘ race hatred”? 
isused. Is there in the length and breadth of this land anywhere a 
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solitary individual guilty of a skin not colored like our own who will 
hate any race the more that it has come to his rescue and has secured 
to him the privileges which, by the organic law of the country in which 
he was born, to whose prosperity and experience he has ministered— 
that it has secured to him those fights beyond question? Certainly 
not. The race hatreds, therefore,diminish to this consideration: That 
notice isserved upon us thatif we shall be obedient to the oaths which 
we have taken, if we shall carry out the Constitution which is the meas- 
ure of individual and collective right, somebody will hate those to whom 
these rights are thus secured. 

I can not conceive that that argument is of controlling import. I 
know that when human passions are worked up to the degree that 
they have been worked up over this question, very intelligent and 
sober-minded men create in their own minds chimeras,and difficulties, 
and dangers that the facts do not justify when the event transpires. 

It has been twenty-five years since some of these men to whom this 
boon of the elective franchise was accorded wereslaves. That isa time 
during which human beings may have Jearned much. Among the 
homes of their ancestors,among theinstitutions where they were reared, 
surrounded by the neighbors upon whom their infantile eyes first 
looked, twenty-five years might certainly embody much of education 
touching the great interests of the country of Which they are a com- 
ponent part. 

It is twenty years more than we require for the most ignorant im- 
migrant that comes to our land to instruct himself in the mysteries of 
democratic government, wholly new to him, and, in some instances, 

trified in a language of which he is entirely ignorant. I do not be- 

ieve that the question that was submitted to the Commonwealths of 
the South twenty-five years ago is the question of to-day. Conditions 
have changed. Education has instructed this class of people. Be- 
sides that, a large number of individuals in that country to-day nre 
voters who were never slaves. I believe, therefore, that the prophesies 
of evil which we hear are the visions of persons frightened, rather than 
instructed by their wisdom and by the probabilities tonching human 
action. I believe that we have had experience enough in our history 
to demonstrate that these dismal things which are prophesied of and 
concerning this race of people have no foundation in fact. 

I believe, further than that, the very instant we allow a political 
party to paint the atrocities of their political competitors, to pnt into 
speech the dangers which they do or do not believe would result from 
the accession of their opponents to power, and allow them because of 
that opinion of theirs to exclude them from the franchise, that mo- 
ment we haye destroyed democratic government throughout the length 
and breadth of this land. 

I said, and I said truly, that it was the purpose of the people of the 
United States that our former sectional difficulties should be at once 
and forever ended and should have no lot or part in existing or future 
discussion. They meant that that rebellion, wicked and pitiful as it 
was, should never be mentioned on either floor of Congress, not be- 
cause they were ashamed of their relations to it or ofanything that they 
did with reference to it; but they never willconsent that there shall 
be, by stealthy approach or otherwise, any encroachment upon those 
immutable principles of public law and public justice that they have 
woven into their constitution as part and parcel of that settlement. 

If within six years from the time you have adopted the fifteenth 
amendment you may trample it under foot, if you may tear itin pieces, 
and upon its fragments stand in the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives and say that the rights which itsecured shall be held in contempt, 
as issaid over and over and over again, they have a vague apprehension 
thatin six, orten, or twenty, or sixty years more, if you please, a short 
time in the life of a nation, that amendment may be destroyed, and you 
may proceed to the fourteenth amendment, and then to the thirteenth, 
until you have eradicated all the progress that we made by those mighty 
sacrifices of those fouryears. It is perfectly certain that whatever may 
be said of individual apathy, whatever may be said of the appeals of 
eapitnl, whatever may be said of editors whose indigestion places them 
in discord with public convictions, it is perfectly certain that, if there 
is one thing deeper in the hearts of the people of the United States than 
another, it is that democratic government within the limits of the 
United States shall remain forever. 

I stand amazed at the audacity of this propcsition. What has been 
the drift of public thought and action during the two hundred years 
that have transpired since the quotation from Mr. Locke which I have 
read was published? What is the drift of things to-day? Why, the 
morning dispatches even bring us news that in the mildest form of 
kingly government that exists on the earth, one whichit might be sup- 
posed would reconcile men to live under itstraditionsand institutions, 
traditions and institutions under which they were born, there are civil 
commotions of a character and quality that imperil kingly power. It 
was the contagion of our example that destroyed the first and the last 
empire or kingdom on the continent of America. 

It has gone back to Europe, whence it came, and thrones are totter- 
ing there. And shall it be given tous to abandon the great lesson 
which we have taught, to expurgate from our Constitution and from 
our other great state papers the immortal declaration of Thomas Jeffer- 
son that ‘‘sovernments derive their just powers from the consent of 
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the governed,” and allow to be erected within the limits of the United 
States a government that is avowedly based upon the fact that it cir- 
cumvents the wishes of a majority of its people? 

This is a large task that is proposed. If at the close of this century 
we are going to about-face, are going back a century or two centuries 
in human history until the divine right of a superior race, a minority, 
to rule shall be again established, we have a large task in the history 
of the world to perform. 

We must have expurgated editions of John Milton and John Locke 
and Hooker and all the great writers who philosophically have under- 
taken to treat of human government. We must have expurgated edi- 
tions of the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the 
United States. Yes, as my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] so 
well suggests, we have got to have the New Testament submitted toa 
revision, and those sentences in it that are the boiled-down essence of 
divine wisdom and that have inspired men to reach their present high 
condition, have got to be driven out of existence and away from the 
eyes of the women and the children and the men, not only of this 
land, butofalllands. And when we have done all this it would be idle. 
In the human heart are sentiments which can not be eradicated so long 
as it beats. The ponderous tread of the generations is in a single 
direction. 

Whoso shall abide by the impulse and accept it shall be made 
stronger and nobler and better; and whoso shall challenge it in its on- 
ward march, him shall it grind to powder. : 

I have been pleased, and I will not say I have not been instructed 
by the frequent appeals that have been made to us to halt in this at- 
tempt to secure the living spirit of the Constitution instead of the cold 
literature which it embodies, by the pictures of peril in which we put 
liberty. To turn the calcium light, from whatever sources it may 
come, upon the action of the people, in order to see precisely what 
they do, and to see that that which they have done they have the 
benefit of, is going to result, according to the prophets of evil that 
croak around this discussion, in the destruction of the rights of the 
people; and literature that was born of resistance to kings, that was 
born of resistance to privileged classes, that was the literature that 
voiced the purpose of the common people whose aspirations were 
thwarted, is recited in this Chamber as if it were argament against 
this action of ours. 

Why, sir, my own relations to this bill are possibly colored some- 
what by a consciousness that I possess that it will be of abiding use 
and will prevent abiding mischief in the Commonwealth in which I 
reside, All over this land the sonrces of power are being day by day 
stealthily corrupted. The triple hags of party rancor, race hatred, 
and corporate greed are stirring their hell-broth of civil commotion in 
this land. Itis time that every process by which they seek to cor- 
rupt the sources of power, to misdirect the expression of it when it has 
once found expression, be exposed and that the purpose of the peo- 
ple be given strength in our body politic. 

No chain is stronger than its weakest link. Enough has transpired 
in our history, and is transpiring to-day in the various Commonwealths 
of Connecticut, Colorado, New Hampshire, Nebraska, and Montana, 
and in other places, to excite the solicitude of the thoughtful and 
the anxiety of the patriotic. That weakest point in democratic insti- 
tutions, as organized under our Constitution and not supplemented 
by this law, is the transmission of power existing primarily in the 
people, and in those people that by the Constitution and law are given 
the right to vote, from the individuals who possess it to the oflicers 
and the organisms who are to exercise it, a sort. of umbilical cord, as 
it were, that in the infancy of authority connects the people with their 
representatives, 

Whoever undertakes to weaken that, whoever undertakes to prevent 
its being strengthened, is an enemy to his country; and whoever un- 
dertakes to belittle the importance of any effort to strengthen it at- 
tempts to sacrifice the public good upon the altar of a desire to wield 
power that does not legitimately belong to him or to his party. 

If we may assail to-day the rights of people because they are not of our 
complexion and color, to-morrow we may select the next class of people 
weakest in numbers or authority or in intelligence and sacrifice them, 
and having compassed the destruction of these two classes we May go 
on conquering and to conquer. 

But I beg leave to say that every event in history makes it certain 
that there is a line in that direction which you can not cross without 
stirring up strifes that nobody would desire to have stirred—that weird 
specter which 


From his horrid hair 

e Shakes pestilence and war. 

And who believes that within the limits of the United States labor is 

going to secure its reward when one-tenth of the laboring classes are to 

be excluded from participation in the conduct of the Government which 

they support and maintain? Iam very well aware of organizations 

that exist whose principles have not wholly crystallized into chosen ex- 

pression, but who are nevertheless groping in the dark for the ultimate 

truth to which they will finally arrive and which profoundly concerns 

their welfare. I say I am well aware of such societies, and I look upon 
them with entire patience in all their mistakes and shortcomings. 
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No man can leap instantly into the complex system of government 
and comprehend the subtle and intangible forces that operate upon 
human prosperity. Butso long as these men are thinking the matter 
over, 8o long as they are willing that upon their operations there shall 
be thrown the flood oflight which public discussion gives, so long every 
institution of our country is secure. 

Tt was a profound truth embodied in a formula of words worthy to 
be written in gold, that ‘error is powerless so long as truth isleft free 
to combat it,” and upon thehustings, at the homes of the people, upon 
Senate floors, and upon the platforms of the various organizations of our 
people, they are coming to consider upon this matter and will ulti- 
mately arrive at the true solution of existing economic difficulties, 
Doubtless it will take time. Doubtlesscrude propositions will find tem- 
porary support. But these things are sifted by processes larger than 
discussion here, and out of it all there will. be evolved the ultimate 
grain of truth, a profound remedy for evils which the people see, but 
ae they haye not wholly been able to embody and describe in 
wor 

For this purpose to them one thing is necessary: that that which 
they say, that that which they-do, that that which they believe, that 
that which by their ballot they declare shall be a rule of action, shall 
find expression in those bodies which were created to be the embodi- 
ment of the public will. If you shall deny to those people such ex- 
pression and such action, you have gone far in the direction of disorder 
and civil war. 

I was amused yesterday at a little inventory presented by the hon- 
orable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], involving, I should think, 
twenty or thirty men out of the 63,000,000 of people constituting this 
Commonwealth, supposed to be in greater or lesser sympathy with the 
political party with which I am tosome extent identified, who had ex- 

ressed an opinion that the Constitution of the United States, as embodied 
in the last amendment to it, could forego all oaths for its enforcement, 
and that those of us who had taken and subscribed an oath that we 
would support, protect, and defend it might well forego that solemn 
duty, because, forsooth, possibly in our oaths the word ‘‘now’’ was 
omitted. I desire, Mr. President, to say that there is no newspaper 
that has been appointed the tribunal to express the popular will. 
Opinions are as variable as the shade. 

What influences and interests operate now and then to produce a 
condition of public sentiment which I do not know how better to char- 
acterize than as a condition of moral flabbiness I do not undertake to 
say. I undertake to say that in those places where authoritatively 
the people of the United States have expressed their will they have 
with no uncertain sound declared their purpose and desire that these 
amendments to the Constitution should stand as the bulwark and 
shield against all forms of oppressions, no matter how humble the in- 
dividuals oppressed might be. And, as to the possible possessors of 
wealth who control here and there a newspaper, I desire to call the 
attention of this Senate for a moment to a few facts in history which 
are an utter and a supreme answer toall the imputations that have 
been cast upon the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
or those who agree and believe with him that this bill ought to be 
passed, for having suddenly sprung the bill upon thepeople and press- 
ing it through with undue haste. 

The fifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States was 
effected after wise deliberation, afterample discussion, and was theex- 
pression of the popular will. In all that has transpired on this floor, 
if we shall except the solitary extract from the religious newspaper 
published at Little Nock, in the State of Arkansas, there has been no 
proposition to repeal that amendment. As a necessary sequence to 
that amendment, whenever it is disobeyed, laws fitting and proper for 
its enforcement or to expose its violation are the supreme and pressing 
duty. And so when, in 1874 and 1875, the ple of the United States 
saw this amendment torn in pieces and den under foot, they ex- 
pressed in those forums where that expression would not be impertinent 
or irrelevant, their convictions of the public duty of the Congress of the 
United States. From that time until this in those forums they have 
repeated that expression. So that I can say of the bill now pending: 

Tis not the hasty product of a day, 
But the well-ripened fruit of wise delay. 

T bave thought it would not be improper to see what had been done 
on this subject in those tribunals where the people have assembled in 
their representative capacity over. the length and breadth of this land 
to formulate in words the primal and the essential purposes that they 
have in view, and which, after being formulated, are presented to all 
the people for their ratification or rejection. 

And going to that great Republican convention which assembled in 
Chicago in 1868, and speaking, not indeed of the fifteenth amendment 
of the Constitution, but of a law that had in viewa like purpose, they 
declared that— ~ 


The guaranty by Congress of equal suffrage to all loyal men at the South 
was demanded by every consideration of public safety, of gratitude, and of jus- 
tice, and must be maintained; while the question of suffrage in all the loyal 
States properly belongs to the péople of those States, 

They further declare: 


That wo recognize the great principles laid down in the immortal Declara- 


tion of Independence as the true foundatien of democratic government; and 
we hail with gladness every effort toward making these principles a ees ES 
ality 4 every inch of American soil.—Republican Platform, May 20, 1863, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 


Four years thereafter, meeting again in Philadelphia, they declared 
that— 


2. The recent amendments to the national Constitution should be cordially 
sustained because they aré right, nòt merely tolerated because they are law, 
and should be carried out according to their spirit by appropriate legislation 
the enforcement of which can safely be intrusted only to the party that secured 
those amendments. 

3. Complete liberty and exact equality in the enjoyment of all civil, political, 
and public rights should be established and effectually maintained throughout 
the Union by eflicient and appropriate State and Federal legislation, Neither 
the law nor its administration should admit any discrimination in respect to 
citizens by reason of race, creed, color, or previous condition of servitude. 


They further declared: 


16, The Republican ard Sb creep to respect the rights reserved by the peo- 
ple to themselves as carefully as the powers delegated by them to the States 
and to the Federal Government. It disapproves of the resort to unconstita- 
tional laws for the purpose of removing evils by interference with rights not 
surrendered by the people to either the State or National Government, 


I ought before leaving the action of the convention of 1872 to say 
that the people of the United States, with a unanimity seldom mani- 
fested in their history, certainly seldom in times of peace, indorsed and 
adopted as an appropriate expression of their views that platform which 
I have read. 

Assembling again in Cincinnati in 1876, they said: 


2, The Republican party has preserved these governments to the hundredth 
anniversary of the nation’s birth, and they are now embodiments of the great 
truths phoned at its cradle: ‘That all men are created equal; that they are en- 
dowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, 
liberty, and the pacentest happiness; that for the attainment of these PEREOS 
ernments have been instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” Until these truths are cheerfully obeyed, or, if 
need be, vigorously enforced, the work of the Republican party is unfinished, 


They further resolved that— 


3. The permanent pacification of the southern section of the Union and the 
complete protection ofall its citizens in the free onjoyment of all their rights is 
a duty to which the Republican party stands sacredly pledged. The power to 
provide for the enforcement of the principles embodied in the recent constitu- 
tional amendments is vested by those amendments in the Congress of the 
United States; and we declare it to be the solemn obligation of the legislative 
and executive departments of the Government to put into immediate and vig- 
orous exercise all their constitutional powers for removing any just causes of 
discontent on the part of any class and for securing to every American citizen 
complete liberty and exact equality in the exercise of all civil, political, and 

ublic rights. To this end we imperatively demand a Con and a Chief 

Executive whose courage and fidelity to these duties shall not falter until these 
results are placed beyond dispute or recall. 


It isa sad commentary that in that day vague suspicion haunted 
the people lest indeed this great purpose of theirs should not be woven 
intolaw. They therefore proceeded to the adoption of the amendment 
now to some extent involved. 

In 1880, after the adoption of the fifteenth amendment, the Repre- 
sentatives of the people who acted with the Republican party again 
assembled at Chicago, and they there declared that-— 


8. Equal, steady, and complete enforcement of the laws and protection of all 
citizens in the enjoyment of all privileges and immunities guarantied by the 
Constitution are the first duties of thenation. The dangerof a solid South can 
only be averted by the faithful performance of every promise which thenation 
made to thecitizen. Theexecution of the laws and the punishment of all those 
who violate them are the only safe methods by which an endurin, can be 
secured and genuine prosperity established throughout the South. Whatever 
promises the nation makes the nation must perform,and the nation can not 
with safety toroa ve this duty to the States. 

The solid South must be divided by the peaceful agoncies of the ballot and 
all opinions must there find expression; and to this end honest voters must be 
protected against terrorism, violence, or fraud, and we affirm it to be the duty 
and the purpose ofthe Republican party to use all legitimate means to restore 
all the States of this Union to the most perfect harmony which may be practica- 
ble; and we submit tothe practical, sensible people of the United States to mid 
whether it would not be dangerous to the dearest interests of our country at th 
time to surrender the administration of the National Government to a party 
which seeks to overthrow the existing policy, under which we are so foarexcus 
and thus bring distrust and confusion where there is now order, confidence, an 
hope,—Republican platform, June 2, 1880, Chicago, Ill. 


In June, 1884, the Republicans again assembled at Chicago, and they 
declared that— 


We denounce the fraud and violence practiced by the Democracy in Southern 
States, by which the will of the voter is defeated, as dangerous to the preserya- 
tion of free institutions, and we solemnly arraign the Democratic party as be- 
ing the guilty recipient of the fruits of such fraud and violence. We extend to 
the Republicans of the South, regardless of their former party affiliations, our 
cordial sympathy, and pledke to them our most earnest efforts to promote the 
passage of such legislation as will secure to every citizen, of whatever race and 
color, the full and complete recognition, possession, and exercise of all civil and 

litical rights. * * * Asserting the equality of all men before the law, we 
fold that itis the duty of the Government in its dealings with the people to 
mete out equal and exact justice to all citizens of whatever nativity, race, color, 
or persuasion, religious or political. We believe in a free ballot and a fair 
count, 


In 1888, when the present Congress of the United States was elected 
and the present Chief Executive, against the patronage then in the pos- 
session of the Democratic party, the Republican party, as a declaration 
of its conviction and a promise of what it would do, declared that—- 


We reaffirm our unswerving devotion to the National Constitution and to the 
indissoluble Union of the States; to the autonomy reserved to the States under 
the Constitution; tothe personal rights and liberties of citizens in all the States 
and Territories in the Union, and especially to the supreme and sovereign right 
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of every lawful citizen, rich or poor, nativo or foreign born, white or black, to 
cast one free ballot in public elections and to hayethatduly counted. We hold 
the free and honest popular ballot and the just and equal representation of all 
the people to be the foundation of our republican Government, and demand 
effective legislation to secure the integrity and purity of elections, whichare the 
fountains of all public authority. We chargo that the present Administration 
and the Democratic majority in Congress owe their existence to the suppression 
sine ballot by a criminal nullification of the Constitution and laws of the United 
tes. 

Now, I submit, Mr. President, that there are petrified in words, not 
in detail, the provisions of the law now pending in this body for dis- 
cussion, and unless we desire to betray the people of the United States, 
who at great sacrifice of time and toil wrested and rescued this Goy- 
ernment and the House of Representatives and the Chief Executive 
from a political party that they believed were indifferent inthis matter, 
unless we desire to betray them, the supreme and solemn duty hereto 
fulfill their commands is upon us, 

Why, sir, they did this under circumstances of discouragement such 
as seldom fall to the lot of a party. Forty or fifty men elected to the 
electoral college, without consulting the people for whom they were 
apportioned to the States from which they came, notwithstanding all 
that, the people of the United States, with the high purpose of making 
their Constitution the supreme law, in the face of a discouragement, 
said, ‘‘ We will have a Congress that will pass sach legislation as in its 
judgment and ours will make the fifteenth amendment a factin Amer- 
ican history.” 

I ought notto stop, Mr. President, from a record of what has been 
said by the peoplein this essential and primary capacity in which they 
have met in their political conventions without recalling some other 
utterances coming from other political parties. The Democratic party 
in 1876, when they came nearer electing their President than they had 
done before for sixteen years, and when some of them even at this late 
day are not wholly satisfied hut that by some of the processes set in 
motion their candidate was entitled prima facie to the insignia of au- 
thority, itself declared: 

For the Demo of the whole country, wo do here reaffirm our faith in 
the permanence of the Federal Union, our devotion to thé Constitution of the 
United States, with itsamendments universally accepted asa final settlement 
of the controversies that engendered civil war, and do here record our stead- 
fast confidence in the perpetuity of republican self-government. 

In absolute acquiescence in the will of the majority, the vital principle of re- 
publics; in the supremacy of the civil over the eae authority; in the total 
separation of church and state, for the sake alike of civil and religious freedom; 
in the equality of all citizens before just laws of their own enactment; in the 
liberty of individual conduct, unvexed by sumptuary laws; in the faithful edu- 
cation of the rising generation, that they may preserve, enjoy, and transmit 
these best conditions of human happiness and hope, we behold the noblest 
er pry of a hundred years of changeful neta but. while upholding the 

nd of our Union and great charter of these our r) gns, it behooves a free peo- 


ple to practice also that eternal vigilance which is the price of liberty.—Demo- 
cratic Platform, June 27, 1876, St. Louis, Mo. 


That sounds so much like its illustrious author that I need not re- 
call his name. 

I ought to recur to the Democratic party and its platform in 1872, 
assembled at Cincinnati, accepting as its assertion of principles a plat- 
form theretofore prepared by the Liberal Republican party, as it was 
called, being entitled to that cognomen because it lacked some of the 
liberality of the party from which it sprang. It said: 

1, We recognize the equality of all men before the law, and hold that itis 
the duty of government, in its dealings with the people, to mete out equal and 
cu eos to all, of whatever nativity, race, color, or persuasion, religious 
or 

2 We pledge ourselves to maintain the union of theso States, emancipa- 
tion, and enfranchisement, and to oppose any reopening of the questions set- 
tled by the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments of the Constitu- 
tion.—Liberal Republican Platform, May 1, 1872, Cincinnati, Ohio, 


In 1880 the Democratic party again declared in its convention: 


Fourth. The right of a free ballot is a right preservative of all rights, and 
must and shail be maintained in every part of the United States.—Demver atic 
Platform, June 22, 1880, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


In 1884 the Democrats, assembled, by their representatives, on the 
10th of July, at Chicago, declared: 


That the preservation of personal rights, the equality of all citizens before the 
law, the reserved rights of the States, and the supremacy of the Federal Goy- 
ernment within the limits of the Constitution will ever form the true basis of 
our} ies and can never be surrendered without destroying that balance of 
rights and powers which enables a continent to be developed in peace and so- 
cial order to be maintained by. eans of local self-government. 

But it is indispensable for thé practical application and enforcement of these 
fundamental principles that the Government should not always be controlled 
by one political party, Frequent change of administration is as necessary as 
a constant recurrence to the popular will. Otherwise abuses grow and the 
Government, instead of being carried on for the general welfare, becomes an 
instrumentality for imposiag heavy burdens on the many who are governed 
=) the benefit of the few who govern. Public servants thus become arbitrary 

ers. 


July 5, 1883, the Democratic convention again assembled, at St. 
Louis, and desiring to meet the approval of the American people after 
these years of forgetfulness of the fifteenth amendment, declared: 


Chiefamong its principles of party faith are the maintenance of an indis- 
soluble union of free and indestructible States now about to enter upon its 
E Era N N gy Repay ete progress and renown, devotion toa plan of goy- 
ernment regulated by a written constitution strictly specifying every granted 
power, * * * Inevery departmentand branch of Government under Demo- 
cratic control the rights and the welfare of all the people have been guarded 
and defended, every public interest has been protected, and the equality of all 
our citizens before the law, without regard to race or color, has been steadfastly 
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maintained. Upon its record thus exhibited and upon the pledge of a continu- 
ance to the people of the benefits of Democracy, it invokes a renewal of popular 
trae vA the re-election of a Chief Magistrate who has been faithful, able, and 
pruden 

A party known as the American National party, which assembled in 
1875, at Pittsburgh, declared; 

5. That the civil equality secured to all American citizens by articles thir- 
teenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth of our amended Constitution should be pre- 
served inviolate, 

The Prohibition Reform party which met May 17, 1876, at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, declared: 

Second. The abolition of class legislation, and of special privile; 
Government, and the adoption of equal suffrage and eligibility to o 
out distinction of race, religious creed, property, or sex. 

As a part of its principles, on February 22, 1878, the party known as 
the National party declared: 

Fourteenth, We believe in the supremacy of law over and above all perish- 


able material, and in the necessity of a party of united people that will rise 
above old party lines and prejudices. 


The National Liberal platform, adopted by a convention of delegates 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, September 14, 1879, declared: 


2. National protection for national citizens in their equal clyil, political, and 
religious rights, to be guarantied by amendment of the United States Constitu- 
tion and afforded through the United States courts. 


The National (Greenback) party at Chicago, I., June 9, 1880, de- 
clared: 


Tenth, We denounce as dangerous the efforts every where manifest to roatrict 
the right of suffrage. 


The Independent Republican party in 1880 declared in fayor of: 


in the 
ice, with- 


1. The continuance on the statute book of laws protecting the rights of voters 
at national elections. But national supremacy affords no pretext for interfer- 
ence with the local rights of communities; and the development of the South 
from its present dofectiye civilization can be secured only under constitutional 
methods, such as those of President Hayes. 

I have not read these, Mr. President, except to say that, whenever a 
time shall come that we shall teach the people of these United States 
when they assemble in their primary capacities in political conven- 
tions and place a formula of words embodying their views upon record 
and submit it to the people for their ratification or rejection that 
those words areidle and that you hold their opinions thus expressedin 
contempt, you have gone a great ways toward alienating their affec- 
tions from democratic government, or, rather, you have gone a great 
ways towards convincing them that democratic governments in fact do 
not exist here, although in form they seem to do so. 

All of this speech is irrelevant. ‘The question as to who is entitled 
to vote has been embodied in a law not now up for discussion and which 
nobody here“has proposed to repeal. There are processes for its aboli- 
tion if it shall be found harmful to the individual rights of citizens or 
to the securities or sanctities of human government. That is the or- 
derly way by which it must be repealed, if at all. Says the divine 
Hooker: ‘‘There can be no less acknowledged of law than that her seat 
is the bosom of God, her voice the harmony of the world.’’ If we aro 
going to abandon law, if every man is to be a law unto himself, an- 
archy is already here. 

It is convenient to divert public attention from the discussion of ab- 
stract questions by making arguments to individuals, by endeayoring 
to hold up to scorn some person appointed by the Jaw to conduct af- 
fairs of great delicacy and of high duty, and therefore much opposition 
has been manifested to this law because, in acity where itis enforced,” 
there has been appointed one of the citizens of that State, Mr. John I. 
Davenport, whose action has come in here for comment and amplifica- 
tion and condemnation and denunciation, and I do not know but that 
I might add vituperation as well. 

The great offense of Mr. Davenport seems to have been that he was 
a geographer. Ido not know ofa more instructive mate not except- 
ing our own Centennial Map, that has ever been printed, than a map 
of which Mr. Davenport is the compiler, and I do not know but I 
ought to add, having regard to the notes and explanations which ac- 
company it, also the author. It is the map of a block in the city of 
New York, bounded by Bayard and Canal streets and by the Bowery 
and Elizabeth street. From it it appears that the total population in 
June, 1870, was 396; in January, 1871, 394; total of males, native, nat- 
uralized, and alien, twenty-one years of age and upwards, 147. The 
registration of this block in the years before mentioned is as below 
stated: 

In 1868, 247; 1869, 573; 1870, 579; 1871, 351; 1872, 71; 1873, 66; 
and so on, 61, 68, and 82. The national election law of May 31, 1870, 
was first enforced in 1870. The national election law of February 28, 
1871, was first enforced in 1872, when the registered yoters from this 
district fell from 351 to 71. The map itself contains adeseription of 
each house, the number of individuals who live in it, the number of 
males of the age of twenty-one years residing therein, and it shows 
that this block was honey-combed with fraud until that fraud paled 
under the mere observation of impartial men appointed by the courts 
of the United States for the southern district of New York. I ask 
leave that that map may be printed as illustrating my remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair hears no objection, 


GYVAVE 


LS 


A SPECIMEN BLOCK IN THE CITY OF NEW YORK. 


15th E. D., Nov., 1870; 10th E. D,, 1871; 18th E. D., 1872, 14th E. D., Nov., 1870; 10th E. D., 1871; 18th E. D., 1872. 
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The registration of this biock was, in the years below men- 
tioned, as below stated: 
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Mr. SANDERS, Isaid, Mr. President, that one of the reasons which 
had induced me possibly to take the view I have of this law was the re- 
sult of the need of itin myownState. Itseemstobethe opinion of some 
honorableSenators upon this floor that, ifanybody shall submit hisright 
toan office to investigation by the tribunal authorized by law and that 
right to oflice is vindicated, somehow orother that title is thereby weak- 
ened. It seems to me that so farasthatisconcerneditis wisestand best 
to make sure of the gradual transmission of power from the people to the 
authorities who are ultimately in their behalf and name to exercise it. 

In the State of Montana, at a recent election, personal ambition and 
corporate greed assembling a large body of men, many of whom were 
wholly. unacquainted with the affairs of this Government, in the 
woods, in an unoccupied and unfrequented region, extracted from some 
officers there, as they supposed, under the forms of law, a return 
whereby the people of that State were denied the conduct of their own 
affairs. A partial and mutilated history of that transaction found ex- 
pression at a former session of this Senate. Ultimately and finally 
that matter was probed to the bottom, and it was found by a judi- 
cial tribunal competent to determine, in a controversy of which it had 
jurisdiction, and by a court absolutely unanimous upon proof that was 
unquestionable, that there was there concocted a base forgery and an 

_attempt to wrest from the people of Montana their sovereign authority 
and power. 

I am not going to delay the Senate by asking it to listen to the ar- 
guments by which those facts were made manifest. Suffice it to say 
that, if there beanything in the logic of figures, if it was true that the 
division of the funds which were stolen from the corporation of New 
York by Mr. Tweed and his confederates was traced to each one of 
them by the indisputable logic of figures by Mr, Tilden and Mr. EVARTS 
and the other gentlemen who co-operated with them in that transac- 
tion, so it was made incontestibly certain that there was an attempt on 
the part of a few people, for personal aggrandizement, to wrest the birth- 
tight of the people of Montana from their hands. 

I bave in my possession the ninth volume of the Montana reports, 
where there was, upon all the proofadduced, a judicial determination 
of the questions that were there involved, holding that, in the contro- 
versy between two citizens as to whether, in and about that transac- 
tion, the returns from that top of the Rocky Mountains were or were 
not the returns of the proceedings of the electors at that point, and with- 
out reference to technical objections, and upon the substantial merits 
of the controversy, the returns themselves were the concoction of some 
ofthe individuals appointed to supervise an election, and in no way or 
manner responded to the votes that were actually cast at the ballot box 
there at precinct 34, in the county of Silver Bow. I had occasion to pass 
by it the other day. There was not a human being living where that 
precinct was; the cormorant and the bittern possess it, the owl also and 
the raven dwelt in it, and there were stretched out upon it the lines of 
confusion and the stones of emptiness. 

I will ask leave of the Senate, without reading it, to publish as a 
part of my remarks the decision of the court in the case to which I 
have referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
none. 

Mr. SANDERS. It is in the ninth volume of Montana reports, the 
case of Lloyd rs. Sullivan, found on page 584, Iwill hand it to the 
Reporter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Leave is granted. 

[The decision is appended to Mr. SANDERS’S remarks. ] 

Mr. SANDERS. What is the great objection to this proposed law ? 
It is found in the fact that it makes reasonably certain that fraud shall 
not have its reward. Our existinglawsand their condition put usinto 
this most remarkable condition, thatif a person cañ be found wicked 
enough, base enough, criminal enough to subvert the popular will as 
expressed in the ballot box, and furnish to the individual who has not 
been elected the prima facie evidence of his authority, thereupon the 
crime, in the first place, is made secure, and in the next place, by the 
multiplication of these instances, all forms of punisitment for such 
crimes are made impossible. 

The great merit of this proposed law is that, although there may be 
fraud—lI donot expect, in fact, that the millennium will come when the 
President shall approve this bill—it makes it exceedingly uncertain 
whether the concoctors of that fraud will ever become its beneficiaries. 
It makes it reasonably certain that they will not. It puts into the 
hands of an impartial tribunal, a nonpartisan tribunal, an investiga- 
tion of the question whether that party shall be entitled to the prima 
facie evidence which entitles him to go to the House of Representatives, 
and there, in conjunction with other persons who have in like manner 
wrested authority from the people of the several Con ional districts, 
vote one another into office. 'Thatis the chief merit of this bill. 

I do not expect indeed that it will secure the absolute integrity of 
elections, but it puts into the only tribunal known to our Government 
that is nonpartisan in its character an investigation of the question as 
to who is entitled to the prima facie authority. It is said we have no 
nonpartisan tribunals, It is said that courts themselves are actuated 
by partisan motives. It is intimated, if not said, that to such an ex- 
tent does partisanship permeate them as that we can not rely upon them 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


any more than we can upon party caucuses or party officers not sur- 
rounded by the panoplies and traditions and decisions of courts of law. 
If the United States is so honeycombed with partisanship as that the 
judicial tribunals no longer administer justice, if the law is not above 
magistrates, as Cicero affirmed, thenindeed have we gota long distance 
towards anarchy and destruction. 

But, in the name of the courtsand with a wide observation of them, 
I repudiate the imputation. A judge is placed upon a point where he 
is the observation of all men, and if he betrays by ahair’s breadth from 
unworthy motives the immutable justice, the Jaw as it is written in 
the books, the law which is ‘‘ the voice of God and the harmony of the 
world,” he becomesinstantaneously the local point of ‘‘ million fingered 
scorn.’’ Itis just that it should be so. Inallour history, whilethere 
have been grievous mistakes, while there have been errors uncorrected 
and errors corrected, we have maintained the integrity of our judicial 
tribunals, and we intend to maintain it to the end. 

It is far better to remove the cold and mathematical calculation of 
who has voted and how he has voted into the serene sky of nonparti- 
san indifference, as manifested by judicial tribunals, than to put it into 
the boiling caldron of partisan rancor and partisan strivings, where the 
strife is for triumph more than truth. 

There is no occasion, Mr. President, to deal with ideal conditions of 
society. With all the legislation of which we are capable, human 
nature will remain much asit is. There will be instances where the 
will of majorities will have been circumvented; there will be instances 
where it will find legitimate expression. 

Tt is one of the happy circumstances of our form of government that 
the presence of a Federal law is its own executor. It is not ordinarily 
necessary to appeal to officials to see that it is enforced. In the pres- 
ence of the august expression of 63,000,000 of people within the limits 
of that domain confided to them the mere expression and formulation 
of their will in words has found a ready obedience from all patriotic 
citizens. 

So when this law is placed upon your statute book and it shall go out 
through all the length and breadth of this land, happily to be invoked 
only where it is imperatively needed, it will be leaves for the healing 
of the nation. We shall have encouraged our fellow-citizens at the 
South to act harmoniously together; we shall have destroyed the idea 
that upon this orb races haye such relations to each other as that they 
are essentially and necessarily hostile; we shall have placed certainly 
the right to limit individuals who shall govern it upon the secure foun- 
dation ofobedience to the Jaw and the Constitution of the country un- 
der which we live; we shall have held before the ignorant motives and 
ambitions which will incite them to become good citizens. 

I know full well the anxieties that surround this debate. These 
galleries are filled with men whose aspirations, hopes, and despair find 
little expression on this floor; a race of people from the night of time 
oppressed, bowed down, trampled upon in every form and circumstance 
of contumely that wickedness could invent, thrust into this continent 
not of their own volition, made the servants, the unwilling servants, 
of a haughty and arrogant people, but all the time yielding to the in- 
fluences that surrounded them, becoming more and more harmonious 
with the civilization in which they existed, until finally, without fault ot 
theirs, they became the subjects and the objects of a great civil com- 
motion. ‘Their loyalty to their masters, their loyalty to the great im- 
pulse of freedom underwhich their masters went down in the tempests 
of war, has been the admiration of orators and poets, and will remain 
their admiration to the end of time. 

What sorrow will come to them if we shall be disobedient to our 
oaths, if we shall be forgetful of the Constitution, if we shall not re- 
member the stern commands of the people who elected us to represent 
them on these floors, if we shall forget the plaintive appeal of the House 
of Representatives for some legislation whereby the legitimacy of its 
organization may be acknowledged, and if we shall forget the further 
fact that ‘‘law is the voice of God and is the harmony of the world,” 
and possesses all its sanctions because it emanates from an unquestioned 
authority and power, I will not assume topaint. Corrupt the source 
of that power and there is an end to its sanctity; it will not be a dis- 
grace to have disobeyed it. 

So, through the contentions of these times and as a result of all this 
struggle and sacrifice and toil, we shall probably not live to see a per- 
fect government nor exact civil order. Ont of it all, we can at most 
hope to evolve that time foretold by the poet when— 

* * * the common sense of most shall hold a fretful realm in awe, 
And the kindly earth shall slumber, lapt in universal law. 


[Applause in the galleries, ] 


APPENDIX. 


Lloyd, appellant, vs. Sullivan, respondent (9 Montana Reports, 578-613), 

BLAKE, C. J.—Thie is an election contest between Lloyd, the appellant, and 
Sullivan, the respondent, who were candidates for the office of sheriff of the 
county of Silver Bow at the election held in 1889, The certificates of the nomi- 
nation of Lloyd by the Republican and Sullivan by the Democraticconyventions 
were properly filed. The official abstract of the vote cast at the election, ac- 
cording to the canvass which was made October 14, 1859, gave Lloyd 3,490, and 
Sullivan 3,363 votes. There was no other canvass of the vote for these parties, 
but the county clerk issued the certificate of election to Sullivan. 


1891, 
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The statute which governs the procedure and trial of the an ehehhe ke this 
rocecding provides as follows: * All contests of county officers shall be tried 
n the propercounty, and when an elector shall wish to contest such election 
he shall file with the clerk of the board of county commissioners, within ten 
days after such person shall have been declared elected, a statement in writ- 
ing, specifying the grounds of contest, verified by affidavit, and such clerk 
} issue to the contestant a notice to appear at time and place specified in 
the notice, before the district court.’ (Comp. Stats., fifth division, section 1013.) 
Then follows this section: **Section 1014. The district judge, at the time spe- 
cified in the notice (and it shall appear by the sheriff's return that notice has 
been duly served on the contestor) shall proceed to try such contests. Each 
party shall be entitled to subpmnas and subpoenas duces tecum, as in ordinary 
cases in law, and the district court shall hear and determine in such manfier 
as shall carry into effect the express will of a majority of the legal voters, as 
indicated by their votes for such ofice, not regarding technicalities or error 
in spelling the name of any candidate forsuch office; and the clerkof said court 
shallissue a certificate to the person declared to be elected by said court, which 
shall be presumptive evidence of the right of said person to hold such office, 
and he shall be entitled to enter upon and hold said office until such decision shall 
be reversed on appeal.’’ In pursuance of these statutory requirements, the 
Pry r notices were filed, issued, and served by Lloyd, an answer was made 
by Sullivan to the statement of contest, and a replication was filed by Lloyd. 

It will be necessary to observe carefully some of the proceedings upon the 
trial, and to prevent any flesh aioe coda! thereon they will be recited in the 
language of the court below. The following judgment was entered February 
24,1890: “This cause came on euan for trial on the Ith day of February, 
1890, before the court sitting without a jury; whereupon witnesses were cx- 
amined and other evidence introduced on the part of the contestant and re» 
spondent respectively, and the evidence being closed, and the argument ot 
counsel heard, the cause was submitted to the court for consideration and de- 
cision; and after duc deliberation thereon the court delivers its findings and 
decision in writing, which js filed, and orders that ia Amn be rendered in 
accordance therewith, Wherefore, by reason of the lawand the findings afore- 
said, it is by the court ordered, declared, and adjudged that, atthe general elec- 
tion held in the county of Silver Bow on the first Tuesday, being the first day 
of October, 1889, the respondent, Eugene D. Sullivan, received a majority of all 
the legal votes cast in said county at said election for the office of sheriff of said 
county of Silver Bow, and was and is duly elected to said office,”’ 

The findings of the facts, which are fiNeenin number, contain thisstatement: 
“The evidence in the above-entitled cause having been fully heard, together 
with the argument of counsel for the respective parties, and the same having 
been submitted to the court for decision, the court, in response to the written 

uest of the parties, makes the following findings of facts from the evidence, 
and its conclusions of law thereon.” 

Thereupon Lioy (filed a notice of his intention “to move the court to vacateand 
setaside the decision of the court rendered in the above cause, and to granta new 
trial of said cause.” The statement which was “approved and allowed " March 
31, 1890, by the judge of the court below, contains the testimony which was in- 
troduced upon the trial, the exceptions which were sayed by the appellant, and 
the specifications of the “particulars in which the evidence is insuflicient to sus- 
tain the findings and decisions of the court.” 

Upon April 3, 1890, “the motion fora new trial herein, heretofore taken under 
advisement, is by the court overruled, and to which ruling of the court plaintiff, 
by counsel, duly excepts.” ‘The notice of appeal states ** that the contestant 
in the above-entitled action hereby appeals to the supreme court of the State 
of Montana from the order of the district court of the second judicial district 
of the State of Montana, overruling contestant’s motion forn new trial of said 
action, and refusing a new trial thereof, made and entered in said court on the 
3d day of April, A. D.1890,” 

At the threshold of this inquiry the respondent contends that the motion for 
a new trial does not lie, and the court has no jurisdiction of the appeal. 

The statutes and constitutions of the States vary’ materially, and it must be 
admitted that the decisionsare not harmonious upon this question. The law 
of this State, which has been cited, evidently contemplates that the judgment 
of the district court shuill not be final, for ita terms expressly limit the right of 
"the person declared to be electod ” to ‘enter upon and hold said office until 
such decision shall be reversed on appeal, The construction sought to be en- 
forced by the respondent renders this provision nugatory and deprives theng- 
grieved party of asubstantial right. In Payne vs. Davis (2 Mont., 382) the value 
of the property involved in the controversy was $50; the act of the Legislative 
Auboribly declared that this court shall have jurisdiction in civil cases * where 
the amount in dispute excceeds $100." Upon the motion of the respondent to 
dismiss the appeal we held that "statutes must be so construed as to maintain 
the right of appeal, if the established rules of interpretation are not violated ;'' 
and adjudged that the restriction was inconsistent with the organic sct of the 
Territory, which allowed appeals ‘‘in all cases from the final decisions" of the 
district court, and therefore void, The case was then heard and determined 
upon its merits. popredu the statute concerning the subject wasnmended 
and now provides as follows: 

“The supreme court shall haye appellate jurisdiction in all cases tried in the 
district courts."’ (Code Civ. Proc., section 697.) Let us consider some sections 
of the Code of Civil Procedure, “A judgment or order in a civil action, except 
when expressly made final by this act, may be reviewed as prescribed by this 
act.” (Section 418.) "An appeal may be taken to the supreme court from the 
district courts in the following cases: First, from a final judgment or any part 
thereof entered in an action or special proceeding commenced in those courts 
or brought into those courts from other courts; second, froman order granting 
or refusing a new trial.” (Section 444.) 

The constitution declares that the appellate jurisdiction of the supreme 
court shall extend to all cases at law and in sauny (Article VIII, section 3.) 
And it is claimed by the respondent that an elestion contest is not included by 
the word *‘cases,"’ which has a technical meaning. 

This construction would confine the jurisdiction of this court within narrow 
bounds. But itis obvious that full effect has not been given to every part of 
the instrument,which in this matteris its own interpreter. The eleventh sec 
tion uses this language in defining the jurisdiction of the district court: The 
district court shail have original ok ee inall cases at Jaw and in equity,”’ 
Then follows this phrase *‘including all cases,"’ which are enumerated, suchas 
‘proceedings in insolvency, actions to prevent or abate a nuisance, ail mat- 
ters of probate, actions of divorce and for annulment of marriage, and for all 
such special actionsand proceedingsas are not otherwise provided for.” The 
framers of the constitution have plainly ignored the familiar signification 
which is attached in the reports to ‘cases at law” and “ cases in ise A This 
view ia confirmed by this section: *' There shall be but one form of civilaction, 
and law and equity may be administered in thesameaction."' (Article VII, sec- 
tion 28, 

The fifteenth section of the snme article is of vital force in this discussion. 
‘Writs of errorand appeals shall be allowed from the decisions of the said dis- 
trict courts to the supreme court under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by law.” Construing these provisions together it is clear that the appellate 
urisdiction of this court extends to all cases, actions, and proceedings which 

ve been finally decided in the district courts, Our jurisdiction is in sub- 
stance similar to that of the supreme court under the Territorial government, 
and this objection could haye been urged with equal power before the period 
of transition to statehood. 


The case of Heyfron vs, Mahoney (ante, 497), which wasan election contest 
under the statutes, supra, for the same Paco, was filed July 8, 1899, in the su- 
preme court of the Territory, and was upon the docket during three terms, 
Theableand learned counsel for the aeeponarey never questioned the jurisdic: 
tion of the = pase court, and argued the cause upon its merits. 

The cases of Dorsey vs. Barry (24 Cal., 449) and Casgrave vs, Howland (24 Cal., 
457) support the position of the respondent, that the power of the court which 
tries an election contest ceases upon the entry of the judgment, and that it can 
UERN trial or reopen the issues of law or fact. This conclusion is 

ed by the construction of this section of the code of civil procedure of the 
State of California: "Either party aggrieved by the judgment of the court may 
appeal therefrom to the supreme court, as in other cases of appeal thereto from 
the county court.” (Section 1126.) This is found inthe title which provides for 
“contesting certain elections.’ When we consult the chapter regulating ap- 
peals from county courts,” it will be seen that they are limited to “an order 
granting or refusing a now trial in the cases designated in this section.” 

Election contests are not specified in the “ cases’ which are enumerated, but 
in this State the district court possesses jurisdiction of the same matter, and the 
practice has been uniform that the appellate court will not consider the eyi- 
dence in the record when there is no motion fora new trial. (Allport cs. Kel- 
ley, 2 Mont, 343; Chumaseéro vs. Vial, 3 Mont., 376; Largey vs. Ledman, 3 
Mont., 472; Broadwater vs. Richards, 4 Mont., 78; Twell vs, Twell, 6 Mont,, 19; 
Alder Gulch Con. Min. Co. vs. Hayes, 6 Mont., 31; Blessing vs. Lias, 7 Mont., 


On an appeal from ajudgment, the judgment roll alone is brought before this 
court. (Chumasero ts, Vial, supra; Clark vs. Baker, 6 Mont., 153; Princeton 
Mining Company vs. First National Bank of Butte,7 Mont., 530.) In Chumasero 
vs. Vial, supra, we said: ‘' This appeal has been taken from the judgmentalone, 
and the only questions before usrelate to the conclusions of law, which must be 
drawn from the facts.” The case of Princeton Mining Company vs. First Na- 
tional Bank of Butte, supra, was tried by the court without a jury, and Mr, 
Justice Bach in the opinion says: ‘There was no motion fora new trial made; 
therefore we are to conclude that all of the findings are supported by the evi- 
dence; that there was no evidence to sustain the findings requested and re- 
fused, and that where there is no finding on any issue the court found in favor 
ofthe plaintiff upon that issue. Such is the rule laid down by the statutes and 
from theauthorities,”” 

This procedure was followed in Heyfron ts. Mahoney, supra, and has been 
adopted in some States. (Govan vs. Jackson, 32 Ark.,553;-Dobyns vs. Weadon, 
50 Ind,,298; Hadley vs. Gutridge, 58 Ind., 307.) Weare therefore ofthe opinion 
thatthe appellant was compelled by the adjudications of this court to resort to 
the practice which is therein defined, 

It now becomes necessary to refer to some of the findings of the facts by the 
court below which are properly before us for review. 

"5. The returns of the election at precinct 34 were delivered to the clerk of the 
board of county commissioners by thesaid W. A, Pennycook, one of the judges, 
in-person, some time between the Istand 15th days of October, 1889. * * * 
The said returns contain the proper tally sheets and extensions, the names of 
the candidates voted for, the number of votes received by each, and fin full 
length, in words duly certified by the judges and clerks who lield the said elec- 
tion at said precinct. * * * The signatures to the said returns arein the true 
and genuine handwriting of the judges and clerks of election at said precinct, 
and from an inspection of said returns the number of votes cast and for whom 
cast can be easily ascertained. 


7. The said returns from said precinct 34 show upon their face, and the court 
finds the fact to be, that 174 votes were polled thereat at said election, and that 
the respondent, Eugene D, Sullivan, received at said precinct 165 votes, and the 
contestant, John E. Lloyd, 9 votes, Atallthe other precincts of said county, as 
shown by the returns thereof, respondent received at said election 3,363 votes, 
and the contestant 3,490 votes; so that, counting the votes cast at precinct 34, 
together with the votes cast at all the other precincts of said county, for the 
oflice of sheriff, the contestant, Lloyd, received 3,499 votes, and the respondent 
3,528 votes, a majority of 29 votes for said office in favor of said Sullivan, and 
the court so finds the fact to be. 

‘11, The polls were closed at 6 o'clock, as announced, and thereafter, durin: 
the evening and night of sald day, the said judges proceeded to canvass es, 
count and make out the returns of the votes cast at said precinct. 

“12. That A. N., Anderson and Thomas O'Keefe, who were sworn asclerks of 
election at said precinct 34, performed none of the clerical work thereat, but all 
the clerical work was performed by the judges, and principally by Pennycook, 

15, On the whole evidence the court finds that the said election, held at pre- 
cinct 34 in said county, on the Ist uy of October. 1859, was fairly and honestly 
conducted; that no fraud was committed or attempted at said precinct by the 
election officers or others; that such ir larities as occurred thereat were 
without fraudulent intent and resulted in injury to no one, and did not affect 
the result or the fairness of the election; that all voters registered for said pre- 
cinet who applied to vote were permitted to vote; thatno intimidation or undue 
influence was exercised or attempted upon the voters by any one; that the said 
judges and clerks, nor either of them, did not mark any ballot after its deliy- 
ery by the voters to the judge of election, nor were said ballots marked by the 
OL bad of election in any manner, except by the official stamp placed thereon 

efore they were delivered to the voters; and that the said returns from the said 
Nerang express and show the true and correct result of said election held 
thereat. 

It is apparent from the finding of the facts that the election of the appellant 
or respondent to the office in controversy aoe upon the vote of the precinct 
numbered 3f, inthe county of Silver Bow. The court below decided that the 
returns which had been rejected by the board of canvassers were valid and 
exhibited the true count of the ballots which had been cast by the Joyal voters. 
This is the battlefield of the judicial conflict. Weare surprised thatthe counsel 
for the respondent maintains that “the question of fraud in the conduct of the 
election at presents #4, which was thrust intothiscase by contestantagainst the 
objection of respondent, is an immaterial matter and can not be considered as 
an element in itsdetermination,” ‘This was the main issue atthe trial upon 
which testimony was offered by both parties, and the objections of therespond- 
entupon similar grounds were overruled and the court found distinctly thereon, 
and rendered judgment accordingly. 

The record shows that Sullivan had commenced an action against Lloyd, and 
that, upon a question raised by counsel, the court said: '*In these two cases 
there is only one point to decide, and that is as to who is entitled to this office, 
Itseems to me that it is unnecessary to try both of the cases. The court is only 
desirous to determine the rights of these parties on the evidence that may be 
presented to it. I think that from the pleadings presented in these two cases 
the case of Lloyd vs. Sullivan presents all the issues between these parties and 
the issue of that will determine the whole matter.” The statement of contest 
says that the county clerk, “disregarding his plain duty, * * * issueda 
certificate of election to the said office to the said Sullivan; that the said clerk, 
in support of his said illegal action as hereinbefore set out, claims to haye knowl- 
edge of the return of a large number of votes for the said Sullivan as returned 
from precinct 34, said county, and which said returns were not included in the 
said abstract of votes, and which said votes, if they had been so returned, would, 
in fact, give to the snid Sullivan the highest number of votes for the said office; 
that in fact and in lawthere were no legal returns presented to said canvassers 
from the said precinct 34, * * Thatthere were no legal returns, as by law 
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in'such cases provided, ever or at all received by said canyassers."" Theanswer 
denies these allegations. 

The transcript shows that the appellant at all times assailed the returns of 
this precinct, and the conduct of the officers thereof, and pointed out specific- 
ally his objections. The respondent did not flea demurrer to the statement 
of contest, or move io make any part thereof specific and certain, or by any 
pleading attackthesame. In Heyfron vs. Mahoney, supra,we considered briefly 
the nature of this proceeding, and held that it was proper toallow the grounds 
to be amended to conform to the proof. Ifthe court below had sustained this 
objection of the ie epg the appellant could propose amendments in com- 
pliance with the ruling, and the same issue would have been heard and deter- 
mined. But we think thatthe trial wasconducted upon the correct theory and 
interpretation of the pleadings. 

‘This view is entertained by distinguished lawyers, whose opinion upon the 
issue involved in the contest is entitled to great respect. Hon. GrorGce Gray, 
of Delaware, delivered a speech in apace 1890, in the Senate of the United States 
regarding this matter, and said: ““Lhad intended, but I will not detain the 
Senate longer by doing so, to refer to the opinion of the court of the State of 
Montana, after the Territory had become a State, in n cause that was propery 
before it concerning the election of the sheriff of Silver Bow Sa eet n whic 
the whole conduct of that election at precinct 34 was gone into judicially, and 
pasm found and determined. * * = Inthe caseto which I have just al- 

uded, decided in February, the court makes certain findings. They are very 
interesting; of course not binding on the Senate, but certainly persuasive as 
the judgment of a court upon the facts that were in contest before it in a case 
pleaded to issue, and in which the issue involved the integrity of these polls.” 
(2 ConGressionaL RECORD, page 3104.) 

The fifteenth finding of fact, supra, is then quoted by the honorable Senator 
who has a bias for the respondent. We have read carefully every speech and 
document relating to the admission of the Senators from this State, and can not 
find any expression of dissent from this remark regarding the issue to be inves- 
maaa by the court below. When we reflect that every observation in that 
high body of legislators attracts searching and intelligent criticism,the unanim- 
ity upon this point is convincing. Aba 

The branches of this extensive examination may be treated in four divisions, 
and we will discuss, in the first place, the conduct of the officers of the election 
at precinct 34, and thestatutes governing them. 

ltappears that there were three persons who served as judges of election 
W. A. Pennycook, John Morrison, and William O' Reagan, the first two named 
being appointed as Republicansand the lasta Democrat. Thestatute requires 
the num to be five and that yacancies shall be filled on the morning of the 
election by the voters, (Stats., sixteenth sess., page 140, sec, 21, Comp. Stats., 
fifth diy., sec. 1011). 

“The said judges shall choose two persons, haying the same qualifications 
me ves, to act as clerk of the election.” (Comp. Stats., fifth div., sec. 

A.M. Anderson and Thomas O'Keefe were evidently selected for this purpose. 
Anderson, the sole officer of the election who testified at the trial, was called 
by the respondent, and we quote from the record his answers to questions: 

““Pennycook wanted me to act as clerk, and I refused, but he said to stay 
around and he would do it for me,” 

“There was another clerk appointed, too?” 

“Yes, sir. Tom O'Keefe." 

“Did he act as clerk?” 

“T don’t think he did." 

“ Who did the clerical work?” 


“Yes, sir.” P 

“So that the clerks did not do the work; that work was done by the judges?” 

“Yes, sir. Iwent Sway, abont eight minutes to 7.” 

“The polls were cl then?” 

“Yes, sir. whey closed the polls at 6 o'clock.” 3 

S id Ponny say anything about going away?" 
A ENON asked himat 6 o'clock if I could go, and he said, ‘Yes, you can go 

o work. 

The witness testified that he worked the night before and the night after 
the election, and upon cross-examination said: 

“You say that you came down according to Mr. Pennycook’s orders to act as 
clerk of that election?” 

“Yes, sir; he sent for me,” 

“As a matter of fact did you ever write a line in that election?” 

“I never did.” > 

‘* Who showed you the election returns after the close of the election?” 

“Pennycook.” 

“Where?” 

“He showed it to mo when he came back from town.” 

“When he came back from Butte?” 

“The next time I saw him,” 

“Where did he have them?” 

“He had the papers in his hands.” 

“ eae certify that they (the returns) were correct?’ 

sir. 
“How did you know that they were correct if you did not keep them your- 
oP 


“No, he rme, 

i pain di you see Pennycook after that (the closing of the polls and going 
o work)?’ 

“T don't know if it was a day or two days." 4 

You didn’t see him the next morning?” 

“No, sir; I wentright to bed when i came from my work.” 

“You didn’t see him the second day after that?” 

“I think I saw him that nightat 12 o’clock when I was eating my supper. I 
saw him then.” 

* What night was that?” 

“The second or third night after election.” 

* Whatare the duties which the law devolyes ore the clerks of an election?” 

‘Previous to votes being taken the clerks of election shall take and sub- 
scribe the following oath: HA B, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will 
perform the duties of olerk of the election according to law and the best of my 
ability, and that I will studiously endeavor to prevent fraud, deceit, and abuse 
in conducting the same.’ (Comp. Stats., fifth div., sec. 1015.) At the opening 
and before the closing of the polls “one of the clerks under the direction of the 
ier shall make proclamation of the same,” (Comp. Stats., fifth diy., sec, 
1017. 


The clerks of the election shall enter the name of the elector and number in 
the poll book, (Comp. Stats., fifth div., sec. 1017.) 
Upon the adjournment of the polls the clerk lin the presence of the judges 


compare their respective poll lists, compute and set down the number of votes, 
and correct all mistakes that may be discovered according to the decision of 
the board, until such poll lists shall be made in all respects to correspond, 
(Comp, Stats., fifth div., seo. 1024.) 

The ballots and the poll lists agreeing or being made to agree, the board shall 
then proceed to count and ascertain the nuniber of votes cast, and the clerks 
shall set down in their poll books the names of every person voted for, and, at 
full Jength, the office for which such person received such votes, and the num- 
ber he did receive, the number being expressed at full length, such entry to be 
made as near as circumstances will admit, in the following form: * * * - 

Certified by us: wand 

an 


C, 
Clerks of Election. 
MN, 
oO 


' 


Attest: 


Judges of Election. 
(Comp, Stats., fifth div., sec. 1030.) 


The judges of election shall then inclose and seal one of the poll books, un- 
der cover, directed to the clerk of the board of county commissioners ot the 
county in which such election washeld, and the packet thus sealed shall within 
three days from the closing of the polls be conveyed by one of the judges or 
clerks of election, to be determined by lot, to the post office nearest the house 
in which said election for such precinct was held, and register and mail the 
Sg eto sats of the board of county commissioners, (Comp. Stats., fifth 

Va, SCC, F 

All the statutory provisions requiring theservices of the clerks of the election 
at precinct 34 were deliberately violated by the three judges. The clerks were 
selected with the understanding that they did not possess the necessary quali- 
fications and that they should not perform their lawful duties. The poll book, 
which is mentioned in the last section, was delivered personally by Pennycook 
to the county clerk. Thereisnoevidence to prove the time when the poll books 
and returns were prepared, but Anderson did not affix his signature until the 
unusual hour of sob coh Sd upon the second or third day after the election, and 
the name of his co-clerk, Keefe, was not visible. In the mean time Pennycook 
had visited Butte and returned, and it is needless to say that it Bram po se (oh 
known then from the news of the election which had m recei that the 
vote of precinct 34 Se turn the scale in the county of Silver Bow and the 
State. Ile was compelled to make another trip to Butte and carried the poll 
book, which for some inexplicable reason had not been putin proper form as 
promptly as the law demands. 

“As soon asthe polls of tho election shall be finally closed, the judges shall im- 
mediately proceed to canvass the vote given at such election and the canvass 
shall be public and shall continue until completed.” (Comp. Stats., fifth div., 


sec. 1027. 

John Wilson testified that he and Charles Omo were in this polling place about 
7.30 o'clock, p.m, 

“Did somebody put him (Omo) out?” 

“He was told to go out.”’ 

“By whom?’ 

k; oh Rh e Shy 
“What else did he say to him?” 

“I don’t know as I heard him say anything, except that he had no business 
there, he said.” 

“What did Omo say?” 

“ He stepped out.” 

Charles Omo testified: 

“ What else did you see him (Pennycook) do while you were there?” 

“ He stopped very shortly when I stepped in, and says, ‘What can I do for 
you?’ “Isaid,'Is notthere ey hein in here todrinkorsmoke?' ‘No,’ he says, 
` there is nobody allowed in here and the polis are closed; pane step out.” I 
said I supposed this wasa public place, ‘Not at present; please step out.’ I 
did not Poe and he jumped up and came overto where I wasand said, ‘Please 
step out.” 

“What did you do when they told you to go out?” 

“Looked around and then stepped over to the door and Pennycook took me 
by the shoulder and said, * Please step out,’and Isaid ‘ Allright’ and walked out, 
and he shut the door behind us,” K . 

‘Who told you that this was not 2 public place? ™ 

“Pennycook." 

“Did these gentlemen say anything to you about it?" 

“Morrison said ‘The best thing you can dois togo outand attend to your busi- 

m 
"AT bouias McCann testified that he voted “the straight Democratic ticket, ox- 
cept two men.” 
* Were you there after the polls were closed?" 
“v n 


I was. 
i Did you go to the polls after they were closed?” 


0, sir. 
“Why did you not?" 
“I could not getin.” 
“Did you try to get in?” 
“Yes, sir.” 
“Why couldn't you getin?" 
"The judges wouldn't let me,” 
"Did you notice an g peculiar about this place?” 
**Nothing, only the door was locked.” 
“Did you try it?” 
“Yes, sir.” 
“Do you know who was inside?” 
“ Pennycook and Morrison; that was all I saw." 
“How did you see him?" 
“Isaw Pennycook open the door once or twice.” 
hea igs fie won ser to the persons inside when you tried to get in and found 
o door loc ; 
“I told them that I thought anybody could go in there that wanted to." 
"What did they reply?” 
“That they could not.” 
“You were there until half past 9?" 
"Yes, sir; about that time; I went to bed between half past 9 and 10,” 
aoe they (Pennycook and Morrison) in there all that time?” 


es, sir. 

Dennis O'Neil testified that he was “electioneering” at this precinct and 
“voted for the Democratic candidates.” 

“You say that you went up tothe polling place after the polls were closed, and 
thatthe only reason that no person was allowed in there was what Pennycook 
BA Ot aas they were drunk?” 

es, sir. 
4 n oe you know that the other men who went there and asked for drink were 
Trunk?’ 
“No, sir.” 
“You don't?” 
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“T know that they was not,” 

“You know that men went there and asked for admission who were not 
drunk?! 

“Yes, sir.” 

From this and other evidence which is containedina voluminous record and 
can not be pora at length, it is proved that O'Reagan,one of the judges of the 
election, did not discharge his grave public task after the polls were closed. 
Pennycook and Morrison conducted privately the canvass,and excluded all 
persons from a privilege secured by the statute, The testimony does not proye 
that one citizen ever saw a ballot produced from the box at this precinct or 
heard it read or tallied. There was no public canvass, The record does not 
disclose any reason for the assumption by Pennycook and Morrison of the labor 
and responsibility which should have been shared by five judges aud two clerks 
of the election, = 

The certificate of the returns is irregular. 

“ Certified by us this 2d day of October, 1859. 

“Attest: 

tW, A. PENNYCOOK, 
“JOHN MORRISON, 
“WILLIAM O'REAGAN, 

. ‘Judges of Election. 
“THOMAS O'KEEFE, 
“A.N. ANDERSON, 

“ Olerks of Election.” 

The statute supra requires the clerks to certify and the judges to attest the 
number of votes received by each person. : 

Second. We will now comment upon the anomalous features of the returns 
of precint $4. The statute provides that the name of every elector shall be pro- 
nounced “with an audible voice” by the judges to whom his ticket may bede- 
livered before the same shall be put in the box, and ‘'the clerk of the election 
shall enter the name of the electorand number in the poll book,”’ The voters of 
the precinct were numbered consecutively from 1 to 174, and the poll book shows 
that they cast their ballots in the following remarkable order: The tliree 
judges, the two ¢lerks, and the remainder in alphabetical array, according to 
the capital letter, from John A, Anderson to Robert Youngberg. This isthe 
list: 


i j 
No.| Names ofyoters. | No.| Names of voters. || No.| Names of voters, 
| || 
| 
1| W. A. Pennycook. 59 | Al. Gilles. 117 | J. P. McDonald, 
.2 | John Morrison. 60 | E. Gronlund. 118 | John McLeod, 
3 | Wm. O’Reagan. 6L | Wm. Goodwin. 119 | B. McHugh. 
4 | Thos. O'Keefe. 62 | John Gustafson. 120 | John McAvoy. 
5 | A.N. Anderson. 63 | O. Gilhooley. | 121 | J. M. McFadden. 
G | John A. Anderson. || 64 | A. Green, 122 | D. McCarthy. 
7 |S. Alworth. 65 | Thos, Huson, | 123 | J. W. McPike. 
8 | Hen. Anderson, 66 | Matt Hoynes. 124 | Y. McCann. 
9 | Alex. Anderson. 67 | Pat Hannigan. 125 | Chris. Nelson. 
10 | H. Abraham. 68 | A. Henderson, 126 | Oscar Niemi. 
11 | N. E. Album. 69 | D.H De 127 | M. Neylan. 
12 | Swan Anderson. 70 | Chas. Hälstrom, 128 | Ole Nelson. 
13 | James Bush. 71 | T, Henrickson. | 129 | C:N: A 
14 | C. Beaudet. 72| M.F, HE 130 | Thos. O'Reilly, 
15 | Wm. Beattie. 73 | Wm. Huldberg. 131 | D. O'Leary, 
16 | John Berggren, 74 | Ole Hanson. | 132 | A, Olsen. 
17 | Frank Brady. Matt, Isaacson, 133 | O~Olsen. 
18 | H. Broderick. 76 | O. Johnasson. 134 | D. O'Neil 
19 | Wm. Broes. 77 | A. Janson. 135 | Em. Olander. 
20 | John Bauehr, 78 | J. F. Johnson. G. Punnell. 
21 | Noble Britton. 79 | A. Johnson. 137 | Ed. Pouley. 
23 | A. Brooks. 80 | Ole Johnson. 138 | John Peterson. 
23 | J.J. Brandt. 81 | Sam Johnson. 139 | John Pecsenge. 
24 m. Burns, 82 | Chas. Johnson, 140 | Frank F. Price. 
25 | P. Bystrom. 83 | Frank Johnson, 141 | Chas, Pidgeon. 
26 | B. A. Borjosson, S | R. Keopke, 143 | John Pierson, 
27 | Frank Carry. 85 . Knutson, 143 | R. Pollock. 
28 | M. Cannavan. 86 | J. M. Kelly. 144 | A. Pederson. 
29 | T. H. Cridland. 87 | A. Kehren. 145 | Jos. Preston. 
30 | M. Cowley. 88 | John Kaskela, 146 | J. T. Pogson. 
34 | O. Campbell. 89 | Nels Kukola. 147 | C. F. Peterson. 
32 | J. Clark. 90 | M. Kearney. 148 | Johu Petterson, 
33 | Tom Cavanaugh. 91 | W. F, Keefe, 149 | A. Rod, 
34 | Chris. Carolin. 92 | Robt, Kelly. 150 | John Reynolds, 
35 | P. Cuisere. 03 | Ed. Leary. 151 | A. Richter, 
36 | J. Cos; re. 9i | Fred Levett. 152 | Jas. Ryan. 
37 | ©. Cassidy. 95 Lang. 153 | Geo, Ramberg. 
38 | D. Docicco. 96 | D. J. Lynch, 154 | J. Rourke, 
39 | G. Dociceo. | 97 | A. Linden, 155 | Ole Rosenson. 
40 | M. Doherty. | 98 | N. Linden, 156 | Owen Slaven. 
41 | John Durkin, 99 | A. e. 157 | H. Smith, 
42 | ©. A. Dahlgren. 100 | Jere Larkin. 158 | J. Stanger, 
43 | John Delavan, 101 | Jan. Linfears. 159 | Chas. Swanson. 
44 | Joe Davis, ' 102 | C. Lindgreen. 160 | Jas. Steele. 
45 | Jas. Douglas. 103 | E. Larson. 161 | L. Subat. 
46 | Martin Deacy, 104 | C. Laudergren. 162 | John Smith, 
47 | Thos. Dunn, 105 | C. Larson. “163 | L. Studness. 
48 | M. Dougherty. || 106 | Otto Leyer. 164 | O. Stream. 
49 | R. Eagelson. 107 | Wm. Maher. 165 | Wm, 
50 | Jas. English. 108 | Jno. Mulligan. 166 | R. Thompson. 
51 | 0. M. Frikson. 109 | John Moriarty. - 167 | Ed. Wesner, 
52 | LN. Fish. 110 | J. Moran. 168 | R, Williams. 
53 | Mike Flaherty. 111| P.W. rphs 169 | Jas. Whalen, 
54 | Chas, Fenton. 112 | J.P. Murphy. 170 | E. Williams. 
55 | T. F. Gibbons, us „Norfin. 171 | J. Waline. 
56 | Jas- P. Gallagher. || 114 | R. Mooney. 172 | Pat, White. 
57 | Tom. Gallagher. 115 | J. Murey. 173 | Jolin West. 
53| Wm. Grant, 1l6 | L.K. Moore. 174 | Robt. Youngberg, 


The official ballot at the precinct contained the names of eighty-two candi- 
dates for State, county, and township officers, to wit: Member of Congress, 
governor, licutenant governor, secretary of state, attorney-general, treasurer, 
auditor, superintendent of ublic instruction, clerk of supreme court, chief jus- 
tice, two associate justices, district judge, county clerk, sheriff, senator, ten rep- 
resentatives, three county commissioners, clerk of court, treasurer, county 
superintendent of schools, surveyor, assessor, coroner, public administrator, at- 
torney,two justices of the peace, and two constables. The Republican and 
Democratic paraos had respectively made nominations for these positions, and 
the constitution was submitted for approval. Each of theseall voters ex- 
one fully his right of suffrage according embody the 

gures. 
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1 Democrat had, including constitution, 165 votes, MAKINE ene pares ayer 
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20 Republicans had 3 votes, making ........ccccceseerrerseseseessenseerereeeeverseeseessevense 
5 Republicans had, including constitution, 2 votes, making. 
1 Republican had, including constitution, L vote, making... 

10 Republicans had, including constitution, 4 votes, making ... 
4 Republicans had, including constitution, 5 votes, making... 
1 Republican had, including constitution, 9 votes, making... 
1 Republican had, including constitution, 6 votes, MAKING... 


Total A. is sevsévoversevenin sesegtivd sob ye0te we coped sus en tuspubonpovyvesces bybboeses coevearesteniee AG 
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One hundred and seventy-four voters had 42 votes to cast, 7,308 votes. 

Such mathematital exactness upon the part of so many voters is unprece- 
dented. When we remember that the Australian system rele find that 
a mark was placed opposite the name of each candidate and thats large num- 
ber of these persons had recently obtained the right to vote through declara- 
tions of their intention to become citizens of the United States, the result seems 
to be wonderful. At the same time, the proposition for the issuance of bonds 
in the sum of $25,000 for school purposes excited a slight interest, and only 91 
voters expressed their wishes thereon. 

We will illustrate these views by a reference to the vote of the other precincts 
of the county of Silver Bow and the State upon the adoption of the constitution 
and the choice of a member of Congress. 


Vole of Silver Bow County, in 1889, for Congressman and constitution, 


g Constitution. 3 
a 3 
a < | sale 
g g |38| 8 
E g = 
Eo E $ 2 3 
s S 3} i) 
a] & S & 
208 | 253 85 4i7 
| 108| 12 21 215 
IL 21 280 
871 2 643 
139 l4 290 
236 l4 365 
190 14 30L 
131 17 204 
277 24 419 
241 26 390 
125 21 237 
260 22 485 
233 30 382 
PEER. l NETEN 88 16 207 
15 | Parrott......... 199 65 378 
16 Meaderville. 162 12 278 
17 |. 75 9 185 
18 203 25 827 
19 13 2 63 
20 &s 18 187 
21 53 4 121 
22 77 lL 206 
23 18 3 4 
H 15 5 35 
26 142 7 186 
27 8 l4 
28 2 23 
29. 13 27 
30 22 30 
31 38 
32 6 10 
33 7 ll 
962 7,022 


j 

No polls were opened at precinct No. 25. 

The following was the result in the State: 

Carter, 19,922 votes; Maginnis, 18,264 votes; total for Congressman, 38,186 
votes; forthe constitution, 24,676 votes; against the ONA votes; 
total upon the constitution, 26,950 votes, leaving a difference of 11,236 votes. 
Although the percentage of nonyoters upon the submission of the constitution 
when compared with the votes recorded for the Congressional candidates is 
high and substantially the same throughout Montana, in precinct 34 the rule 
does net operate and every elector voted according to the face of the returns. 
Even iu precincts 32 and 33 where only 10 and 11 votes respectively were polled 
this average is unchanged, The number of voters in the county at this election 
isshown by another table to have been 7,329. 


When we consult the returns of these precincts for the candidates 
for the offices which we have mentioned, it will be seen that there isa 
great difference between the possible and the actual vote. The num- 
ber of citizens who failed to signify their choica in some respects is so 

lar that the average can be applieil generally. 
ote of Silver Bow County in 1889 for officers: 


ey Possible | Actual | Differ- 
Precinct No, Voters.) “vote. | vote. | ence. 
| 
447| 18,827 | 17,860 467 
221 9, 061 8,242 819 
296 12,136 | 10,418 1,718 
661 27,101 | 25,115 1, 986 
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i z Possible | Actual | Differ- 
Precinct No. Voters. vote; vote. | ence. 
12,018 | 11,304 | 914 
: 4,883! 1,025 
12,915 | 12,992 823 
8, 487 8,224 263 
17,712 | 16,597 1,115 
17,015 | 15,590 1,425 
0, 9,345 659 
21,115 8, 68E 2,429 
16,154 | 15,209 1,145 
9,143 7,949 1,194 
16,072 | 14,879 1, 19° 
12,587 | 10,890 1, 
81159 | 7,081 1,073 
13,981 | 12,540 1,441 
, 665 2; 292. 373 
7,216 6, 408 808 
5,084 4,530 554 
9, 06L 8,042 1,019 
1,517 1,385 132 
1,47 1,332 144 
p +217 573 
615 520 95 
1,148 835 313 
1,080 936 144 
1,240 2,319 203 
2,520 1,082 208 
410 393 17 
daveb oueede dnneve beeses 451 433 18 
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7,329 300; 268: | 276,286 | 23, 982 
*No election held, Tei i 


Another peculiarity of this vote, which, however, commends it to our favor, 
is the triumph which the supporters of the constitution achieved. It is the 
Bie ae that has been reported in any precinct of similar numbers, 

ing 172 votes for and 2 votes against it. 


While this question was not debated during the campaign from a partisan 
standpoint, the votes thereon were apportioned in the same manner as if they 
had been for the Democrats and againstthe Republicans. The county of Silver 
Bow, without precinct 34, was Republican, and the insignificant part of the bal- 
lots that was returned for its candidates under these conditions must be noted 
as strange and without an exemplar in Montana. 

Third. We will review the testimony proving that actual fraud was perpe- 
trated at precinct 34. 

Before the record is examined it should be observed that most of the persons 
whose namesare registered upon the poll book of the precinct were employed 
at the time of the election in building a railroad near that point and vanished 
when the work was finished, It was therefore difficult to pognes them upon 
the trial as witnesses, and the number who testified was 10 out of 174 voters, 
The appellant offered in evidence two subpcenas with their returns duly veri- 
fied, showing the names of the voters at precinct 31 who could not be found, to 
establish diligence upon his part to procure theirattendance. The objection of 
the respondent to their introduction upon the grounds that they were irrelevant 
and immaterial was sustained by thecourt. The statute, supra, provides that 
“each party shall be entitled to subp@nas and subpoenas duces tecum as in ordi- 
nary cases in law.” 

We affirmed the ruling of the court in Heyfron ys. Mahdéney, supra, that these 
papers should be admitted for this purpose. 

In Blue vs, Peter (40 Kans., 717) the court said; “In addition there were sub- 
pæœnas issued for about ninety of those claimed by Peter to be fictitious voters, 
and the return of the officer shows they were not to be found in I; r Town- 
ship, * * * The failureto find the residence of so large a number of pur- 
rted voters is more than suggestive and to our minds a very strong proof of 

‘raudulent voting.” The effect of this error upon the rights of the parties will 
not be further considered, but the circumstances afford a satisfactory explana- 
tion of the failure of the contestant to bring into court all the voters of the pre- 


cinct, 

Charles Johnson testified that he was a registered voter of precinct 34 and 
that he did not vote at this clection. Hisname is upon the poll book as one 
who then and there voted, and is numbered 82. 

Five voters, Axel Anderson, Charles Lindgreen, John A. Anderson, A. Green. 
and John Petterson, did not vote upon the constitution, 

Axel Anderson testified : 

“Did you vote for the constitution or against it?” 

“I did not vote at all for that.” 

Charles Lindgreen, testifying through an interpreter, said: 

” Did he vote for the constitution or against it?” 

“He did not.” 

John A. Anderson testified : 

“Did you vote for the constitution or against it?” 

I No, sir; Ileft that blank.” 

He also swore that he marked the ballots for A. Green and John Petterson, 

Did you mark the constitution on eitherof them?” 

**No, sir.” 

G. Pennell testified: 

“ And you did not vote at all for Carter and Maginnis?” 

* For neither.” 

C, Lind m testified: 

* Who did he vote for?" 

"Martin Maginnis and two Republicans,” 

“Did he vote forthe balance of the Democrats besides the Republicans?” 

“ No, sir.” 

“Did he only vote for three persons on the ticket?” 

“Only three.” 

G, Pennell testified that he marked his ballot for “all the Republican candi- 
dates except four,” and three Democrats, Toole, Richford, and Caplice. 

Axel Anderson testified that he “voted the Republican ticket,’ exceptinga 
Democrat who “was one of the last ones on the ticket.” 

John A, Anderson, A. Green, and John Petterson voted for “ the straight Re- 
publican ticket.” 

The time when the witnesses deposited their ballots is generally given in their 
testimony and can bestated as follows: 

Michael F. Hogan, 80’clock ; John Morrison, quarter past 8 o'clock ; O. Lind- 
posen; 10 o'clock; D. O'Neil, half past 100’clock; Axel Anderson, 1or 2o'clock; 

j}. Pennell, 3 to 4 oook Raat Joħn A, Annaan; A. Green, and John Petter- 


gon voted together, but the hour is not reveal 


Axel Anderson testified that he left his ticket with Pennycook, who lield it 
in his hand as he went out, and also said: 

“Do you undertake to say that that ticket was marked or stamped by Pen- 
nycook after you handed it to him or before?” 

“After.” 

“ Are you sure of that?” * 

“Yes, sir,” 

C, Lindgreer testified : 

“After he had marked his ballot, what did he do with it?” 

Tie gave it to Pennycook."" 

" What did Pennycook do with it?” 

“He put a mark on it and put it in the ballot box.” 

"What kind of a mark did he put on it?’’ 

"He had something like that” [the official stamp]. Drs 

Charles Omo, the witness above named, further testified that he and Charles 
Wilson went into the voting place after the polls were closed, and saw Penny- 
cook and Morrison there. 

“What were they doing when you went in?” 

“This Pennycook was doing some kind of stamping work there,” 

“What with?” 

“With a stamp.” 

“ Was it anything like that [the official stamp] on the table?” 

“Yes, sir; something similar,” 

“What was he stamping? '' 

“Ballots,” 

“What kind of looking papers were they for size and color, etc.?” 

“About 6 or Sinches in width and 20 or 24 in length.” 

“What else did you sce him do while you were there?” 

(Then follows the answer which is given ante, page 596.) 

“When he jumped up did you see anything else?” 

; “The only thing that I noticed was a bunch of papers that he had been sit- 
ting on,” 

“What were the papers? ” 

“I could not say; I took them to be ballots. 
jumped up off the chair.” 

On eross-examination this witness answered: 

* How many times did this gentleman stamp these papers?” 

“Once only.” 

** Positive?” 

“Yes, sir,” 

John Wilson, the above-named witness, corroborated the testimony of Omo, 
and.in reply to questions by the court, said: 

“How many did he stamp?” 

“ He must have stamped probably two.” 

“Tn how long atime?” 

“Just a short bit, probably a minute.” 

“Was that all he stamped while you were in there?" 

‘Phat was all I noticed.” 

‘Were you in there longer than the time he occupied in stamping two 
papers?!’ 

“I don’t think I was.” 

* Did he have poyang clse there except papers?” 

“Tie might have lind a pencil” 

“Did you see any books or check list there?” 

“No, sir, I did not take notice to it.” 

“Did you see what impress this stamp left on the paper?” 

“No, sir,” 

“Where was Onto at this time?” 

“He was in there." 

The foregoing testimony was not contradicted by any person and no effort 
was made by the respondent toimpeach one of the witnesses. Pennycook and 
Morrison, who must possess the best evidence upon all the issues concerning 
the vote of precinct 34, were not put upon the stand, Through the remarks of 
counsel in the argument we learn that Pennycook during the trial was in Scot- 
land and Morrison wasin Colorado, This case in some of its phases has In- 
vaded the Senate Chamberand been expanded to national proportions, and the 
materiality of their testimony can be readily understood; but the subpcna of 
the appellant could not command Pennycook and Morrison to appenr before 
the court and tell the truth. 

When, therefore, the evidence which was produced is weighed these facts are 
established: some person voted in the name of Charles Johnson during his 
absence. All the electors of the precinct did not vote for or against the consti- 
tution. Pennell did not vote for either candidate for Congress, Lindgreen 
marked only three out of cighty-two candidates upon the ballot. Three voters 
east “the straight Republican ticket," Axel Anderson marked all the Repub- 
lcan candidates except one, probably a constable, and Pennell voted for three 
Democrats and thirty-seven Republicans. Pennycook marketillegally some 
ballots after ea e BAC him to be deposited in the box. The voters did not 
march to the polls in alphabetical array and the poll book does not disclose the 
number or order of those who yoted, Pennycook and Morrison stamped bal- 
lots after the polls wereclosed, and Pennycook had a packars under him when 
Wilson and Omo were present and uired to leave the polling place. 

The returns of precinct Hare fraudulentand do not state truly the vote which 
each candidate for office received at the last election, And voters who had a 
right to be present when the votes were courted were ejected from the polling: 
place by the judges when they were stamping ballots after the closing of the 
polls. 

Fourth. We will apply to the facts the principles of the law which are laid 
down by the anthorities. 

The extraordinary length of this opinion restrains us from collecting the cases 
which throw light upon this subject, and we shall rely upon the doctrines which 
arè stated in the textbooks, Itis admitted by all that the statutes regulating 
elections are designed to protect the precious yf As of suffrage by securing an 
impartial count of the ballots and the choice of the people for public trust. ‘The 
duties of the clerks of an election ate as essential and as distinctly defined as 
those of the judges, so that they can be checks upon each other and vindicate 
the purity of the ballot box. 

While many of the statutory requirements are directory and the form is al- 
ways subordinate to the substance, they are nevertheless considered by the leg- 
islative department safeguards of the voter in the exercise of this privilege of 
citizenship. They have been violated with impunity by the officers of precinct 
34 with the purpose of defeating the will of the people. Waivying the pointthat 
the returns are not properly certified, what legal weight attaches to them ? 

Mr. Paine says in his work on elections: “ Poll books duly certified and re- 
turned are prima facie evidence of the truth of their contents; but the pre- 
sumption sọ raised may be rebutted by proof that they are fraudulent and fic 
titious to such an extent as to render them wholly unreliable.” (Section 592.) 
Mr. Mechem writes in his treatise on public officers: “It is presumed that the 
officers of election have done their duty and that the returns made by them are 
a full and fair statement of the true result, and this pecans is to be given 
effect until they are shown to be unreliable.” (Section 227.) 

Mr. McCrary, in his treatise on elections, says: “The return must stand until 
such facts are proven as to clearly show that itis nottrue. When shown tobe 
fraudulent or false, it must fall to the ground.” (Section 536,) “Ifan officer of 


They fell to the floor as he 
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the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud upon the ballot box, the 
better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity of his official acts, even 
though the fraud discovered is not of itself suflicient to affect the result. The 
reason of the rule is that an officer who betrays his trust in one instance isshown 
to be capable of the infamy of defrauding the electors, and his certificate is there- 
fore good for nothing. * * * We repeat, therefore, the opinion expressed in 
a former chapter that a willful and deliberate fraud on the part of such an of- 
ficer, being clearly proven, should destroy all confidence in his official acts, ir- 
respective of the question whether the fraud discovered is of itself sufficient to 
change the result.” (Section 539.) 

The nature of the proof toestablish fraud is absolutely defined in Wheat rs. 
Ragsdale (27 Ind., 206), and Mr. Justice Elliott, for the court, says: ‘Direct and 
positive proof of the alleged fraud would in such a case bo more satisfactory to 
the court or jury trying thecase. Such frauds, however, are seldom committed 
in the presence of those who are not participants in them, and if only direct and 
positive evidence were admissible few, if any, of them would be brought to 
light. We are not aware of any reason why frauds upon the ballot box and 
thereby upon candidates for the offices to be filled may not as well be estab- 
lished by circumstantial evidence as frauds of any other character.” In the 
American and English Encyclopedia of Law the rule is. stated as follows: 
“While fraud is not to be presumed, itis equally true in election as in other 
cases that itis usually proved by circumstantial evidence. It would be very 
difficult, and generally impossible, to provë an agreement between the parties 
who committed the fraud; and,if no circumstantial evidence was recognized 
as suficient, the frauds would generally go unrebuked.”’ (Volume 6, page 354.) 

In Littlefield rs, Green (Brightly'’s Leading Cases on Elections, 494), the court 
observes: "The names of the first 668 voters,as appears from the poll books, 
appear to have been registered and voted in alphabetical and numerical order. 
* * * Oneof them (the officers who conducted the election) swears that he 
can not account for the names mppeering in alphabetical order on the poll books 
from A to Zand Z to A,but thinks that men voted in thatorder, a thing impos- 
sible and incredible.” When, where,and by whom were the poll books and 
returns of precinct 34 made? The transcript may be searched in vain for any 
answer to these important inquiries. No witness ever saw the name of one 
voter recorded in the poll book. 

In Knox County vs. Davis (63 111., 417), the court views, as a circumstance tend- 
ing to prove fraud on the part of the officers of an election, their conduct, and 
says: ‘Again the moderator of the election has absented himself or absconded 
since the proceeding was instituted, so that his'evidence could not be had.” 

In Russell vs, McDowell (83 Cal., 170), which was an election contest affecting 
the oftice of sheriff, the supreme court of California referred to similar conduct 
and Mr. Chief Justice Beatty said: 

"Officers of election are, like all other persons, presumed to know the law, 
and their deliberate omission to follow directions designed to prevent fraudulent 
voting certainly calls for explanation. It casts suspicion upon their integrity, 
and is sufficient iret ad to make ont s case of fraud. No doubt such omis- 
sion is susceptible of explanation, and we are very willing to believe that the 
officers of these precincts erred through ignorance of the law and were not ac- 
tually guilty of fraudulent intent. 

“But as the case is presented we can not indulge that presumption. The 
officers were not called as witnesses, as they should have been,to prove that 
they acted as they did through ignorance and not with fraudulent purpose, 
and in the absence of any rebutting proof on this point we feel constrained to 
hold that the contestant made outa case of malconduct on the part of the clec- 
tion boards, * * * Here no proofin rebuttal was offered and the evidence for 
contestant stands are teens uncontradicted.” These authorities are directly 
in point and we hold that the commission of fraud at the election in precinct 34 
has been shown by both direct and circumstantial evidence. 

Whatistheremedy? Ifpossible, the pollshould be purged and the legal vote 
should not be suppressed by reason of the maleonduct of the officers of the elec- 
tion, Theabsence of the citizens of the precinct is an obstacle which can not be 
oyercome. Howcan the legitimate ballots be ascertained? If we reject the 
returns we can reasonably presume that the vote of precinct 34 upon the consti- 
tution wasin thesame ratio as the remainder of the countyof Silver Bow. A 
calculation upon this basis demonstrates that this yote should liave been 112 and 
that Pennycookand Morrison may have tampered with 62 ballots. 

The constitution was not endangered, mad thers was no urgent demand for 
the tet 3 of the whole yote of precinet3{ upon the question, but, inthe prep- 
aration of the overwhelming majorities for certain candidates upon the ballots 
from governor to constable, policy probably dictated that there should be no ex- 
ception. There should also haye been a difference between the possible and 
actual yote of this precinct of 584 votes or thereabouts; but, contrary to the rule 
which prevalen in A T rard place of the county, none is returned. This 
is notthe mode of settling the contest, and we must seek relief elsewhere, Upon 
what rests the burden of proof under these circumstances? 

Paino writes, in his work on elections, **When a poll book is so impeached 
the burden of proving legal votes by other proof is thrown upon the party claim- 
ing them.’ (Section 592.) ** When the proceedings are sọ tarnished by fraud- 
ulent, negligent, or improper conduct on the part of the officers that the result 
of the election is rendered unreliable the entire returns will be rejected and 
the parties left to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast for 
them.” (Section 596.) In Phelps vs. Schroder (26 Ohio St.,558) the court held: 
"Where a polling book is impeached for fraud and rejected as prima facie 
evidence it does not follow that the legal voters who had yoted at the election 
will be disfranchised or that the candidates will be deprived of the legal votes 
they actually received at the election in the township.” 

When the poll book was rejected the yay was open for either party by testi- 
mony other than the poll book, and in addition to it, to have proved the num- 
ber of legal votes he received in the township. * * * ‘Ofcoursethe burden 
of proof would haye been on the party Claiming the Jegal votes.” The last sen- 
tence of section 539, supra, McCrary on Elections, is the following: “The party 
taking anything aan election conducted by such an officer must prove his vote 
by evidence otherthanthe return.” Inthe Americanand English Encyclopedia 
y Law, page 353, it is written: "Fraud destroys the value of returns as evi- 

ence. 

‘The fraud does not invalidate the legal votes cast, but by destroying the pre- 
sumption of the correctness of the returns it makes it necessary that any person 
who claims any benefit from the votes shall prove them; and where no proof 
is offered and the frauds are of such a character that the correct vote can not be 
determined the return ofthe precinct will be rejected, The findings ofthe court 
show that the majority for Lloyd in the remaing precints ofthe county of Silver 
Bow was 127, Under the authorities Sullivan wonld be compelled to prove that 
he received at least 150 of the 174 votes in precinct 34 (assuming that the last 
number represents the legal voters)in order to obtain any majority. No evi- 
dence of this description was offered by the respondent, 

Some of the citations refer to the legal necessity for rejecting the vote of apre- 
cinet under the facts appearing in the record, and all the authorities Jead to this 
conclusion. In American and English Encyclopedia of Law, page 334, we read : 
“But if the irregularities are so great that the election is not conducted in ac- 
cordance with Jaw, either in form or substance, where they are matters of sub- 
Blance, and render the result uncertain, and where they are fraudulent and 
the result is rendered uncertain thereby, the returns should be set aside, and 
the persons required to prove the legal votes cast for them, 

Where the incompetency, inefliciency, and reckless disregard of the essential 


requirements of the law prevail to such an extent that the acts of the officers 
must be deemed unreliable, this will, of necessity, have the same effect as fraudu- 
lentaction, and be ground for rejecting the returns, Says Mr. McCrary in his 
work on elections: ** While a mere irregularity which does notaffectthe result 
will not vitiate the return, yet, where the provisions of the election law have ` 
been entirely disregarded by the officers and their conduct has been such as to 
render their returns utterly unworthy of credit, the returns must be rejected. 
In such a case the returns prove nothing,” (Section 476, 3d ed.) 

We therefore conclude that the findings of the court below regarding the 
legal effect of the election held upon the Ist day of October, 1889, at precinct 34, 
are contrary to the evidence and should be set aside, The returns thereof do 
not show the true result of the votes which were cast for the candidates, includ- 
ing the contestants for the office of sheriff. The officers did not canvass, count, 
and make said returns. The election was conducted in violation of the laws 
regulating the same, and the opportunity was afforded for the perpetration of 
crimes against the “(pint Ya of the ple. Ballots were illegally marked after 
they h been delive to the jud to be put in the x. The official 
stamp was unlawfally placed upon ballots by one of the judges after the polls 
were closed. Fraud was committed by the officers of the election to such an 
extent that the actual vote of the precinct can not be ascertained, and there- 
turns are valueless as evidence and must be rejected. 

When these findings are discarded, the official vote of the board of canyassers 
of the county remains unaltered, and Lloyd should have been declared the per- 
son who was duly elected to said office. 

It is therefore ordered and adjudged that the judgment be reversed with costs, 
and that the case be remanded to the court below with instructions to entera 
judgment that John E. Lloyd was duly elected sheriff of the county of Silver 
Bow aforesaid for the term beginning with the date of the admission of the 
State of Montana into the Union and ending on the first Monday in January, 
1893, and make the necessary orders to carry into effect this judgment. 

Harwood, J., and DeWitt, J., concur. 


Mr. MORGAN Mr. President, the question before the Senate, in the 
narrowest point of view, is whether the Senate will change the rules, 
under which it has operated for a century, for the purpose of enabling 
the majority in this body, who do not represent the majority of the 
people in the United States by any means, to pass a bill that does not 
receive the approval, it appears, of any political party in the United 
States. 

When a measure of this magnitude, espoused by the President of the 
United States, can not be said to command the respect and approba- 
tion, or at least the tolerance, of the party to which he belongs, but 
excites the opposition of some of the most distinguished and able gen- 
tlemen who belong to his party in the Senate, it can scarcely be said 
that it is entitled to the right of precedence over all other legislation 
under rules that are peculiarly prepared for its enactment and for no 
other purpose. 

Complaint has been made here that debate on this bill has been pro- 
tracted. Ithas not been protracted beyond the interest the country 
feels in it, nor beyond the convictions of duty of Senators who have 
spoken upon it on both sides of this Chamber, The debate, it is true, 
has been a long one, butI believe I haye nev€r—I know I have never— 
heard a debate in which there has been so much attention paid to his- 
tory, to law, to public policy, to right and justice, and so little de- 
parture from the true line of debate into the field of political acrimony 
and heated controversy as have characterized this present debate. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], who is now about to 
retire from this Chamber with the honors which he has won here added 
to those that have already crowned him, almost the leading citizen of 
the United States, in his remarks made upon this bill on the 15th of 
January, said: 

Mr. President, I shall not feel it at all necessary to repeat the arguments that 
have been presented on this side of the Chamber, but only to show, if I may be 
at all successful in the effort, how important this matter is to the people of this 
country, to the two Houses of Congress, to the political party that is in charge 
of the conduct of the Government, and not. less important to the portions of 
the country where the operations of this bill are expected to be most energetic 
and where they are, in my judgment, most necessary. 

I have no complaint to make, Mr. President, of the length to which the dis- 
cussion in the consideration of this bill in the Senate has been protracted. A 
parliament, a congress, is the place primarily of debate. It is here that are as- 
sembled in authentic representation the opinions of all portions of the country 
and all views among the people. Here it is that, face to face, with such de- 


corum, with such eloquence, and with such logicas may be ongni to bear we 
are to hear, to search, to answer, and to resolve in legislation this great ques- 


tion. 

Especially is it important for us to try to arrive at a better understanding, 
upon trustworthy evidence, of what the feelings, the opinions, and the purposes 
of the Democratic party have been as bearing on the general subject of the in- 
tegrity and purity of elections. It is alike important to ascertain this in 
such a manner thatit shall be satisfactorily accepted in the sections of the coun- 
try where it is supposed the integrity and the purity of the elections are most 
threatened; and, haying done this, to spread the results of such consideration be- 
fore the people of the rest of the country, so that in their opinions, in their pur- 
poses, in theiractions, they shall behold their duty as clttzens, and, havinga - 
share in the legislation of Congress, know how to conduct themselves, 

Ishall not make any further reference to the delay that has occurred 
in the matter of debate after reading that preliminary statement from 
the Senator from New York, who is a venerable lawyer, who, in his 
diplomatic career, has added so much renown to his country, and who, 
I am glad tosay, in making his final argument before the Senate of the 
United States; has left usa memorial and an example of the character- 
istics of debate in this body which should attend all of our delibera- 
tions hereafter. 

It is a very greatsurprise, Mr. President, to the people of the United 
States that any party should have found itself in such a category—I 
say ‘‘party,’’ I mean any faction of a party, for, although they arein 
the majority in this body, they are not the entire Republican party, 
even in this body—that any faction of a party should have found itself 
in such circumstances as thatit was found necessary to resort to a very 
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extraordinary movement here for the purpose of preventing debate upon 
this measure and forcing a vote upon it before it had been sufliciently 
examined. 

I am glatl also to see that the younger members of this body do not 
all participate in that feeling of strife and desperation which character- 
izes the honorable Senator who is leading in this matter of forcing the 
clôture upon the country—that foreign word of bad reputation, likely 
to become a word in American nomenclature that will carry with it 
bitter feelings as long as it is uttered by the human tongue. 

About tio hours or two hours anda halfago the Senator from Rhode 
Island[ Mr. ALDRICH], who has become very conspicuous in the advocacy 
of the closing of dehate by compulsion and who has made himselfequally 
as conspicuous by disconrteonsly rising and rushing gentlemen off of the 
floor who actually had the right to be on the floor, by, not a polite re- 
quest that they should retreat, but by interjecting himself between the 
Senator and the Senate so as to rub him outand prevent him from say- 
ing anything—that Senator got upon the floor two hours and a half ago 
and proposed to this side of the Chamber to consent that the speeches 
to be made upon this measure hereafter should not exceed a half hour, 
and then, that being rejected, in a spirit of very remarkable liberality, 
he enlarged ittoan hour. He did not go beyond that, however, and 
we felt very much gratified that he did not find it necessary to say two 
or three hours, for that would have deprived us, if we had consented to 
it, of a part of the speech we have just heard in favor of clôture. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] had the floor at the time 
the Senator from Rhode Island got up, and had made a few remarks in 
opening his speech, which has been an interesting one, and he has con- 
tinued for two hours and a half in utter contempt and disregard of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Why, sir, I regret that a Senator who has been here as long as the 
Senator from Rhode Island, who fancies himself in the lead of a great 

ty in the United States and in the Senate upon this clôture, should 
pu had such a bucket of cold water poured upon him as the Senator 
from Montana has seen proper to empty upon his defenseless head in 
the two-hour-and-a-half speech he made immediately after that invi- 
tation. 

What did the Senator from Rhode Island want todo? Did he an- 
ticipate that the Senator from Montana, the young and fresh and vir- 
gin State, in the purity of its robes of righteousness just now appearing 
upon the floor, should want to occupy too much time or that perhaps 
he might say something a little indiscreet in the argument of this great 
question? Why should he interpose, unless it was that he wanted to 
ent his colleague down to a half hour’sdebate upon this question? He 
knew we would not accept the proposition when he made it. Know- 
ing that, he did not have any difficulty in making it, any more than he 
had the other morning when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
who was on the floor of the Senate the previous evening when the Sen- 
ate was adjourned because there was no quorum present, and when his 
speech was broken into in the middle and he had not exhausted his 
argument by any means, and he had the right to the floor when the 
question came over—the Senator from Rhode [sland ruthlessly thrust 
hirsself in and took the floor from the Senator from Missouri, and I 
am very sorry to say that the Vice President sustained him in it. 
There may be reasons for it, but they are not upon the record. The 
history will go down to posterity as one of ruthless invasion of the 
rights of a Senator in order to get a temporary political or strategic ad- 
vantage in this body. 

Mr, President, this bill hasa history, a legislative history, to which I 
propose to refer for a very few moments. Perhaps we shall find out 
from that recitation what has been the reason of the great pressure for 
closing the debate and forcing a vote in the closing hours of this Con- 

when the Calendars are loaded with bills that the people are 
ooking to with great attention and apprehension also; at a time when 
the people are fearing that the Congress of the United States will not 
come to their relief in their financial matters, their business affairs, and 
will not exert the powers of this Governmentin their behalfso as to pro- 
tect them against disasters that are as yet unseen, but are so nearly pal- 
pable that we can almost touch them by reaching out the hand to the 
near future. 

This bill had its origin in the House of Representatives, following a 
message of the President of the United States urging such legislation, 
and it was brought into that House from the committee, after having 
been offered before in the House and referred to the committee, on the 
19th of June,1890, The bill was called up and debated fora few days 
afterit was reported on the 19th of June. It passed the Houseof Repro- 
sentatives on the 2d of July, 1890. It had shortshrift in that House, 
Mr. President, we are informed—I am not able to state it as a matter 
of fact, because I can not refer to anything of that sort, but we are in- 
formed that that bill was like a child born out of season; it came 
misshapen into the House of Representatives,and time was not permit- 
ted to straighten it up and get rid of its deformities there, but it was 
rushed through in order to meet a political exigency. 

Between the time of the meeting of that Congress and the passage of 
that bill through the House the little majority in that body was in- 
creased from, I believe,three, by the expulsion of six Democrats from 
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that body, The manner in which that was done, the want of substan- 
tial reason for the expulsion of Mr. Jackson, Mr. Pendleton, Mr. Cate, 
Mr. Compton, Mr. Wise, and Mr, Turpin from that House, it is not 
necessary for me to go inte now,and-perhaps it would not be proper 
that I should do so, for it is not a part of the duty or the business ofa 
Senator, I suppose, to question the rightfulness and the propriety and 
the honesty of the action of the House of Representatives; but we have, 
between the time of the organization of that House and tho passage of 
that Hill, the expulsion from that body of six Democrats, some of them 
among the ablest men in that body. 

Those who were candidates for re-election, of these expelled mem- 
bers, have all been sent back by the people, So that the justice of their 
expulsion upon the grounds of fraud or impropriety of conduct in the 
elections which sent them there in the first place has not been sustained 
by the people. The people have reversed the action of the House in 
this and in many other cases of like kind, and some of those gentlemen, 
not all, but some who were driven out of the House are back there 
already occupying their seats, and a large number of the others will be 
in the next House of Representatives. 

But why was it necessary to expel six members of that House from 
the time the House sat until this bill passed? Why, sir, it was neces- 
sary to do it in order to get a convenient chance to hold a quorum to 
pass the bill. 

What were we doing in the Senate while that was goingon? We 
were bringing new States and new Senators into the Union with 
startling rapidity. At the time this Congress met you did not have 
enough Senators in this body, counting ont those gentlemen who are 
opposed to this bill, to pass it. You had need of recruits, and you 
opened your recruiting office and you got the recruits and they came 
here, and they are here now, representing States all of which do not 
contain as much population as the State of Alabama, and there are 
eight of them. The Senators from Montana were admitted April 16, 
1890; from North Dakota, December 4, 1889; from South Dakota, De- 
cember 2, 1889; from Washington, December 2, 1889; from Wyoming, 
December 1, 1899, and from Idaho, one of them December 29, 1890, 
and another January, 1891. 

This bill, when it came from the House of Representatives, having 
been passed by that body on the 2d day of July, 1890, was received 
here on the 7th, and it was Jaid on the table ofthe Senate. On the 
25th day of July it was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. Why was all that time allowed to elapse between July 7 
and July 25 with this bill lying on your table and not referred to 
committee ? : 

Mr. TELLER. 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. TELLER. J think the RECORD will show that when that bill 
come over I asked that it should lie on the table. I did that at the re- 

uest of the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
pr. Hoar] who was not present that morning, but who knew it was 
coming. I had nothing further to do with it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iknow. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts was here 
very soon afterwards, and he knew, of course, the bill was lying on the 
table, this great bill in which the country has had such an immense 
interest atstake. Everybodysaysthat. But there it continued to lie. 
The Senator from Massachusetts did not take it up from July 7 until 
July 25, eighteen days. That precious time, Mr. President, if it had 
been employed in the consideration of this bill, in its debate and dis- 
cussion in this body, might have had a very essential effect and influ- 
ence upon its destiny. 

The committee then reported it back on the 7th day of August. 
Well, I am not going to complain that they took from the 25th day of 
July until August 7 to report if back; for, when they came to consider 
this misshapen thing that came trom the House of Representatives 
they found it necessary to strike ont every line and syllable of it and 
to bring it before this body as if it were a new-born creature. They 
struck out of it the jury-packing clause and the bayonet-at-the-polls 
clause and a number of other clauses. They recast the entire bill. 
They were not satisfied with the form in which it came from the House 
of Representatives, and they brought in an entirely new project here 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections. That bill was placed 
upon the Calendar, and remained here, with certain feeble efforts to 
get it up, until after the Senate had been filled up with the new Sena- 
tors from the Republican party coming from the Northwest, and it was 
understood, of course, and expected, of course, that when those Sena- 
tors took their seats in this body they would be the advocates of this 
bill. It has not turned out that they were so in every particular. 

The tariff bill then came along and there was no difficulty at all in 
getting the Senator from Rhode Island to push the tariff bill against 
the elections bill, the reason, of course, being that the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is an adept upon all questions of tariff taxation and 
who is one of the pets of the plutocracy of that section of the world, 
found it was a convenient thing for his people, it was a mine of riches 
that he should open up and set his people to work to draw the wealth 
up and secure it in his bin before anything else was allowed to be done, 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 


Yes. 


1891. 
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andso that tariff was interposed, andit was all very gratifying, nodoubt, 
to the Senator from Massachusetts in one respect. He had not as yet 
got enough Senators on that side from the new States to overcome the 
powerful opposition of Senators of the Republican party from older 
States, who have taken the floor in a spirit of heroic devotion to their 
country and its Constitution and have opposed this measure. 

That was just as well known to the Senator from Massachusetts be- 
fore these Senators made their deliverances by votes and great argu- 
ments upon this floor as it is known now, and he waited for his ma- 
jority, he waited for his recruits. He wanted tohave his army strong 
enough when he got his bill before the Senate to force it through this 
body by any means, foul or fair, that could be used in n legislative 
way. 

Then in the earlier part of the session the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLATR], who is notin his seat and will not much longer 
be in that seat, because the people of New Hampshire have found fault 
with him, occupied six weeks of the attention of this body upon a sin- 
gle bill, against which, when the Senate came to divide, there was a 
powerful and a crushing majority. Why was not that time utilized 
to some degree or to some extent in the consideration of this great and 
important measure? 

Now, after all these delays and for these reasons, after this bill that 
has been delayed by a constraint and force of circumstance that the 
Senator from Massachusetts has found embarrassing his action in his 
own party and on his own side of the aisle, he is found here, with the 
assistance of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is simply paying a 
debt to him, to engineer through this body a clôture thatis a surprise, 
an astonishment, and a grief tothe whole American people. That the 
Senate of the United States should have worked a hundred years as a 
continuous body, under the administration of the majestic men who 
have occupied these seats and who have adorned the history of this 
country, without having in a single instance in time of war or in time 
of peace found it necessary to resort to a measure of this kind to close 
debate and force a bill by merestrength of numbers through this body— 
after this wonderful example and wonderful testimony in favor of the 
proceedings of this Senate heretofore and of the rules by which we 
have been governed, itis a strange and anomalous, yes, sir, a frightful, 
thing to the American people that this should be done now. 

Those Senators who have laid this plan of action, who have waited 
here, as their friends have also waited in the uther House, for the re- 
cruiting of their numbers until they could pass the bill, will go down 
to posterity, Mr. President, as the most ruthless invaders of the rights 
of minorities in legislative bodies that have ever lived in the history 
of this country or any other. Historians are challenged to point out 
a parallel instance. The clôture in the House of Commons has been 
referred to here, and the name of that eminent man, Mr. Gladstone, 
has been quoted as authority for introducing here the British method 
of closing debate upon this matter. Not only are we referred to the 
British method of closing debate as authority for the pending resolu- 
tion, but the Senator from Massachusetts in the last session of this Con- 
gress, when he took the floor to recommend in his opening speech the 
poe of this bill to the American people, laid the foundations of 

is argument, as he has laid the foundationsof his bill, in British stat- 
utes. Hereferred in his argument tothe fact that the British statutes 
which relegated the appointment of supervisors or managers of elec- 
tions to the control of the courts in Great Britain had worked well, and 
it was from those British statutes that hedug up the rootof this bill that 
he is so earnestly endeavoring to plant in American soil. 

Outside of Great Britain, even in the most despotic countries where 
elections are permitted, where the people have any right to vote, we 
find no harsh oyerseership to interfere with the right of the people to 
assemble at the polls and to cast whatever of suffrage is permitted to 
them under the laws of the county in which they live; but Great 
Britain has had, for years together, antagonized to its landed aristocracy 
what might be called, not arebellions element, but a liberty-loving 
element. ‘The characteristicof a Britishstatesman is the love of domi- 
nation, rule by absolute power, until you come to question his rights 
and privileges and his authority. When he has a colony under his 
control or when there isa component part of the kingdom of Great 
Britain, not made up of Englishmen, who have ideas of government 
that are peculiar in some senseto themselves, the Briton at once throws 
himself back upon what hé conceives is his divine right to rule and con- 
trol other men, justas the Senator from Massachusetts does, and hede- 
mands that al! other people and communities shall submit themselves 
to his will, and that they shall receive at his hands law and judgment 
and justice as he chooses to measure it out, and that they shall do it 
without complaint. 

So, in dealing with the Irish people, that quick-tempered, high- 
strung, talented,splendid race of men,in whose utterances and through- 
out whose entire history genius sparkles like the stars in the heavens, 
when they came in contact with the Irish and wanted to rule them, 
the Briton found that the Irishmen still had a flavor of ancient liberty in 
their mouths and a desire that they should enjoy some of the home 
rule for which their patriots had shed their blood through centuries 
and centuries. The Briton concluded that, although they had a place 


in the Parliament and were the peers in that respect of any man who 
came from England, Scotland,or Wales, they should be choked down 
by a rule that would prohibit them from haying a word to say when- 
ever the speaker of the House, supported by a certain number of that 
body, should decree that they should cease debate and remain silent. 
Then it was, Mr. President, that there was planted in the Irish heart 
that feeling of resentment and bitterness which will rankle there until 
after awhile it will either burst the bonds of this imprisonment or else 
Treland will perish. 

British ideas of domination, of absolutism, of election laws and gag 
laws, appear in the Senate. The Senator from Massachusetts borrowed 
his law from the British statutes. He borrowed his clôture from the 
history of the suppression of the Irish people in the Parliament of Great 
Britain; and that region of country referred to by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS] as the region to which this law was to be 
made particularly applicable—the Southern States—is the part of 
this land against which the Senator from Massachusetts desires to use 
his clôture and in which he desires to plant this root of bitterness 
which he has dug from British soil, to the total perversion of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, nottraditional merely, but as it has been 
received and passed upon by actual precedent and actual vote and actual 
administration now for a round century. 

So that when we are told that we must cease debate we are told 
that the voice of liberty must die within us. As we are not yet dead, 
neither is liberty dead within us, and as we hope for the resurrection, 
by the mercy and providence of God, so, by the power of the Amer- 
ican people, we hope that we shall yet be saved with our liberties un- 
tarnished and unimpaired, 

We plead with the Senate for this and we hope that we shall not be 
chastised because of our long and earnest importunity. 

I have now said what I desire to say about the history of this prop- 
osition for clôture in this body. I will not stop to characterize it an 
further than I have done, because, Mr. President, words are unavail- 
ing to give a real impression of the horror with which I look upon it. 
If it were now the fact that the Senate of the United States was dis- 
cussing a proposition to cedeAlabama to the Government of Spain 
and to consort her with Cuba under the horrors of a military despotism 
that prevails in that land, I should not feel more concerned about the 
destiny of my people and my State than I do when I find the traditions 
of the fathers are all to be set aside, the precedents disregarded, and 
the SOPRA HOD as I think I can demonstrate, violated, ruthlessly vio- 
lated. 

The people of the United States are not demanding this measure, 
They have had statutes that are like it in every particular, but two or 
three, that are unimportant to it asa system of law to preserve the 
purity of elections, now for nineteen or twenty years upon the statute 
book, In the execution of those Jaws, with all the rigidity of admin- 
istration that it was possible to bring to bear, the Attorney-General re- 
ports this in regard to election crimes: . 

There were pending July 1, 1890, 8,683 criminal prosecutions, namely,68 for vio- 
lation of customs laws, 4,075 for violation of internal-revenue laws, 534 for vio- 
lation of post-office laws, 336 for violation of election laws, 61 under naturali- 


zation laws, 269 underthe intercourse laws, 162 under the pension laws, 7 under 
the civil-rights acts, 57 for embezzlement, and 3,114 miscollancous prosecutions. 


Not4 per cent, of the prosecutions now pending, which doubtless reach 
back with reference to the date of the alleged commission of offenses for 
four or five or six years—not 4 per cent, of those prosecutions are under 
the clection laws, and yet thereis not one single crime mentioned in this 
bill that is not to be found particularly defined and the punishment 
particularly prescribed in the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
they exist to-day. After you have passed this bill and put your sickle 
into the harvest you will not reap any more victims with this new bill 
than you have done under the old, so far as the offenses are concerned 
for the violation of which men are to be tried in the courts. You may 
get more political power under this biH than you do under the exist- 
ing law, but you will do it by giving better shelter to fraud and crime. 

We have had recently an election on the 4th day of November in 
every State and every Territory of the American Union, except Alaska, 
and I want to put it to the Senate of the United States, but more es- 
pecially to the people of the United States—for I must say, with all 
due respect, that I have more respect for the masters than I have for 
the men, and I want to put it, therefore, to the Senate of the United 
States and to their masters, the people of the United States—where in 
all this great and broad land on the 4th of November was there inter- 
ference with an election by anybody? ‘What crime was committed at 
the ballot box? Who is impeached of having gained his election in 
the manner mentioned by the Senator from Silver Bow in all these elec- 
tions on the 4th day of November? 

Why, sir, there is not a whimper of complaint. Nobody has a word 
to say aboutit. Peace and orderand propriety and law and the faithful 
administration of it pervaded the whole United States in the election on 
the 4th of November, and here comes the report of the Attorney-General 
of the United States, in which herecitesall the cases thatare now pending 
in thecourts upon thesubjectof elections, astoall previous elections, and 
they donotamount to4 percent. ofthe controversies and indictments that 


1728 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 22, 


are pending in the United States courts for the violation of the laws of 

the United States. Where then isthe necessity, where the urgent need 

of this measure for the defense and protection of the rights and liberties 

a people of the United States in that sacred privilege of casting the 
ot? 

Just at the moment when crime has disappeared and when the elec- 
tions are confessedly fair throughout the country new laws are de- 
mandedand new party machinery must be rigged up, for the reason that 
the country is Democratic. 

In the face of evidence like this the assertion that there is any neces- 
sity for the passage of this law now, which amounts to any degree of 
emergency, is utterly absurd; in the face of these facts that assertion 
is a bald falsehood. No man can truthfully make it or sustain it; no 
man can prove it. The people of the United States will takeany man’s 
assertion that there is a necessity for this law now emergent and com- 
pelling, and they will compare it with that statement which shows 
that not 4 percent. of the crimes that are upon the dockets of the United 
States courts result from the election laws, and when they have tongued 
their expressions upon the clamorous breeze it will swell to a storm of 
indignation when they say ‘‘that statement is false; your accusation is 
false; your pretended ground for emergent action here and the tearing 
down of the rules of the Senate and the traditions of the fathers is alla 
piece of by-play. You have some other motive. There is some party 
necessity that you recognize that comes to the front and that you are 
bound to support, and in order to do it successfully you resort to false 
accusations.’? No man will ever escape it, Mr. President; no man can 
ever sponge out that decree which is already recorded in the hearts of 
sixty-two millions of American people. You can notrecall it; you can 
not reverse it; you can not prevent their future action from being regu- 
lated by it, and they will rise upon you and they will reassert their lib- 
erties against you in spite of your false declarations and the pretended 
necessity you find here for emergent action on the clôture. 

Mr. President, during the last five or eight years in this country the 
different States of the American Union, for reasons that are entirely 
satisfactory to them and entirely justify their action, have been indus- 
triously engaged in the reformation of their laws in regard to elections. 
There has been introduced into the United States, after long debate,a 
system that I believe had its origin in Australia, which has been adopted 
with more or less of modification by a number of States of this Union; 

„a system which has drawn to its support some of the ablest minds in 
the Union and which has concerned very deeply every legislative body 
that has assembled as yct in the United States in the different local 
governments, 

The marked improvement in the security of the privileges of an 
honest and unrestrained ballot that has taken place in virtue of and in 
connection with this new system of legislation has been amongst the 
most gratifying of the evidences of the progress of the American peo- 
ple and of the success of their unaided powers in securing to them- 
selves purity of government through the assistance of their own local 
institutions. That suggests to my mind, Mr. President, the inquiry 
why it is that Senators shonld assume that they possess more virtue 
than the people who sent them here; that they are better than the Leg- 
islatures that elected them; that they, because they have received, or 
bought, or in some way secured a comniission from a Legislature, have 
risen to that superlative dignity of character and talents and abilities 
and moral elevation as that they are now ready to lay down the law to 
their own States and all the rest of the States of the American Union, 
and are ready to affirm that they understand the local interests in 
every State more intimately and better than the representatives of 
those States within the bodies of their own Legislatures. 

The people haye gone on in these nurseries of liberty that we so 
proudly style the American States and they have built up their elec- 
tion system so as to guard the pony and sanctity of the ballot. Does 
any Senator here suppose that he has a more correct idea of the value 
and sanctity and purity of the ballot than the members of the Legisla- 
ture that sent him here or than the people who elected those Legisla- 
tures? Have we got into that pharisaical condition, Mr. President, 
that we are becoming the mentors of the people of the United States 
in all of their affairs and that we must draw to us, as power always 
draws, with the suction and grasp of the octopus, all within its reach; 
that we must absorb the powers of the people of the United States in 
order that we may do better for them than they can do for themselyes? 

Are there Senators who have such magnificent conceptions of their 
own abilities? I dare say there must be. I know there are, for this 
bill is an emanation from the minds of just such men, and yet there 
are men in the State Legislatures and men in private life who would 
shame these Senators with what they know about government, and 
who could in point of virtue, morality, and respectability, in every 
sense of the word, at least claim to be their peers. Why, then, are 
we here dictating to the people of the different States the methods by 
which they shall control their elections and certify their Representa- 
tives to the Congress of the United States? Whois it that sits in the 
other House? The people of the United States by their Representa- 
tives, and they would not have them there if, like Switzerland or some 
other of the smaller republics that have existed, the people could meet 


in a body and do their own Jegislation. They would not intrust their 
liberties into the hands of men to whom they delegate authority and 
whoswear before Almighty God that they will be true to the Constitu- 
tion under which it is delegated; the people would not do it if they 
could conveniently assemble in the different Legislatures and transact 
the business for themselyes. The business is so important in its char- 
acterthat they would not undertake to delegate it to any set of men in 
the world if they possibly could avoid it. But the men who sit in that 
House are the mere Representatives of the people. 

What people? The people of each State separately and distinctly. 
That is the way they are chosen; that is the way they are sent. ‘Those 
are the people they represent. Are they better than the people they 
represent, and will these men at last say to the people who elected 
them, ‘‘Wedo not think it is safe for you to make out commissions for 
us and send us to the Congress of the United States. We would prefer 
to put the power in the hands of somebody else, and we would rather 
have disinterested nonresidents to come into your midst and determine 
the question of your elections than to leave it to you and to those by 
whom you are surrounded”? : 

So in this body the States come here to sit; the little States and the 
big ones sit together, and with equal power and a suffrage thatcannot 
be made unequal, even with the consentof the States. The Constitu- 
tion says, *“‘ without the consentof theStates,’’ but there isno way pro- 
vided for the consent to be given for unequal suffrage here. Rhode 
Island, in the lead of this clôture, says to theState of Texas, ‘‘ Besilent. 
Don’t you speak any more aboutthis matter. Don’topen your mouth 
about itatall. Ihave heard you until Iam satisfied. I don’t think 
that reasonably you can have anything more to say, and if you are two 
hundred and twenty-six times bigger than I amit makes no difference.’? 
[Laughter.] ‘I cansitin this body and I can choke youdown.’’ That 
is a magnificent privilege for Rhode Island, we willsay; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, itonly illustrates the balance of sovereignties in this Senate Cham- 
ber and only shows a reason why every one of them should be treated 
with perfect courtesy, and why each of them should have aright to pre- 
sentas against a bill of thiskind all the arguments that show, or fend to 
show, even in the imaginations of Senators, grounds why, under the 
Constitution of the country, this thing can not be done. 

Why is it that the States have taken up this subject and haye under- 
taken to provide these laws, the Australian ballot and other systems 
of very careful legislation for the control of the elective franchise within 
their borders? One reason is the dissemination of the negro popula- 
tion amongst the Northern States. They are pulling up and leaving 
the South. They are going off into the Northern States, and the peo- 
ple of those Northern States begin to find that it is necessary to purify 
the methods of their own elections and to control them with a closer 
hand than they have done heretofore, in order to control that class 
of population. 

Another reason is that immigration to this country has changed very 
much of late and at least 90 per cent., if not 95 per cent., of the States 
of the American Union admit men to vote who are twenty-one years 
of age and come to the United States from foreign countries, not upon 
being naturalized and made citizens, but merely upon the filing of a 
declaration of an intention to become citizens; 95 per cent. of the con- 
stitutions of the States of the American Union have got that provision 
inthem. Sothat the right to cast the ballotin all these States, except 
four or five, does not depend upon naturalization or citizenship in the 
United States, but depends upon State constitutions and the mere option 
of the man who comes from abroad, which he may never carry out at 
all so as to become naturalized, if he chooses not to do it, to go into a 
court or a clerk’s office and there file, under oath, a declaration of his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States. 

Of late, the Irish immigration, which formerly afilicted the Repub- 
lican party so deeply, has ceased to 2 great extent. I do not know ex- 
actly why. The German population is ceasing, doubtless for the rea- 
son that our vast domain of arable land in the Northwest has been 
largely taken up, and Austro-Hungarian immigration and Italian im- 
migration is taking its placeand coming in, the surface coming first, 
with all the accumulations of trash and vice that are always found on 
the surface of things. Thatiscoming firstand going ont into theStates, 
spreading itself, with all its vicious and villainous attributes and char- 
acteristics, into the body of the people of the United States. And, hay- 
ing a right under the State constitutions to make a declaration merely 
of their intention to become citizens and thereupon to be admitted into 
the suffrage equally with us who were born and raised here, the States 
are compelled to guard the ballot box with systems of laws suited to 
the peculiar condition of each State. 

Congress can never do this successfully, The States must have great 
and varied powers when they can do this. They do it every day. 
Why do you not undertake in this bill to prevent that in some way ? 
Why do you not so correct the State constitutions by acts of Congress 
as to prevent unnaturalized foreigners from voting? That really isa 
growing evil that has given rise virtually to the Australian ballot. 
That is amongst the most pronounced of the reasons why the States of 
the Union in later years have been engaged in the reformation of their 
election laws to control these men casting their ballots under the per- 
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mission given to them now foracentury, that they should come in here 
and exercise freely with us the power to control, by the will of the 
majority, this great Government of ours, this complex and beautiful 
system, which the wisest jurist sometimes finds himself unequal to 
the task of balancing’in all of its great and essential functions. 

The States invite foreign people to come here because we wish to ex- 
tend to all people of the world the largest opportunity for the enjoy- 
ment of the liberties of American citizenship. The vicions among 
thémcomein‘here and infest ourcominunities. They goto New Orleans, 
and there they set up their secret conspiracies that are called the Mafia, 
a brigandage that is imported from Italy. They go into Pennsylvania 
and Ohio, and there they take possession of mines and work forsmaller 
wages than other men will work for, and they can not be excluded, 
because these great States invite them and make them in every essen- 
tial particular citizens from the moment almost that they land. The 
States are handling these people and the questions concerning their 
political rights and powers with success. ‘Therefore we find that the 
States of the American Union are doing far better, far more for the pro- 
tection and purification of the ballot, than the Congress of the United 
States can ever hope todo. All the boasted wisdom of the Senate is 
not adequate to this great task, The Senate is not wiser, after all, 
than all the Legislatures that have chosen the Senators now on this 
floor. A 

There have been riots in New York, in Philadelphia, in Ohio, and in 
other Northern States in respect of elections, but here let me remark, 
Mr. President, with absolute and undeniable truth, that there are no 
election riots in the South,” Yon can not point out an instance. You 
can not find a parallel in all Sonthern history with the riots that have 
taken place in Philadelphia, in New York, in Boston, in Cincinnati, and 
in Chicago, The riotous conduct in respect of elections in Northern 
States has drawn the attention of the sober-minded and good people 
of those States to the necessity of exercising the powers of the local 
sovereignties for the purpose of protecting the ballot box, and these 
local sovyereignties have just as clear and distinct effect upon the purity 
of elections and just as beneficial, as compared with any power that 
the Government of the United States can exert, as they have in protect- 
ing life or liberty. s 

Who would think that the Congress of the United States, with all 
the appliances at hand and all the vast sums in the Treasury, could 
be trusted in the different States of the American Union to protect life 
against assassination or murder, or property against arson or mob vio- 
lence? Who is there bold euough to undertake to supplant and drive 
away from the protection of the rights of the people those guaranties 
which the guardianship of the States throws around every hearthstone 
and everyindividual? We have just as much reason for trying to sup- 
press murder in the States through the assistance and agencies of Con- 
gress as we have to suppress violence or any other irregularity at the 
elections for Congress or elsewhere. 

There is another reason, and a most potent reason, too, why the 
Australian ballot has been resorted to in the Northern States, and that 
is the notorious use of money in elections. 

They charge us, Mr. President, with using shotguns in elections at 
the South. These myths that have been nurtured like the bacteria in 
the blood, until they have produced diseased minds on the part of our ac- 
cusers, bring them to their feet from time to time here to charge the 
people of theSouth with the use of theshotgun at elections. They donot 
come oat and tell us when, where, or how. They do not point out the 
men, they do not mention the instances, but covering themselves be- 
hind that shelter, which a false accuser always adopts, of a general 
statement, not consisting of any particulars at all, they utter these dec- 
larations against us. 

Itis not true, Mr. President. These imputations against communities 
were not in the slightest degree true, and, if true in regard to any 
special instance, the explanation would always be that there had been 
some aggression or that some drunken man, some purblind fool, had 
concluded he would make himself notorious, and, in doing so, has 
drawn down a thousandfold more the reprobation of the community 
in which he lives than he has eyen the censure of those Senators who 
get up here and make themselves conspicious and notorious by utter- 
ing calumnies against the South. 

But, sir, we hayenot used money. We have hada little of it, though 
we are poor. We contribute to the commerce of this country from a 
single crop in the South more than three hundred millions annually. 
Wedonot consume very much ofit. We havesomemoney. Wehavea 
Republican community thatanybody knows, if we chose to use the se- 
ductions of money upon, that we could use it broadcast. 

Who would like to have an easier job, if his conscience was bad 
enough, than to take some silver dollars and go out and buy elections 
in the South? What is it you can not buy from the great body of the 
Republican partyin the South? What is it they have not sold where 
they could find a purchaser? And yet, Mr. President, we have not 
done it. In all their accusations they do not. bring that against us. 
If we had used a little money, the accusations would not have been 
made, the informers would not have been about to send up their com- 
munications through newspapers and letters to Senators to get them 
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to parade them before the world as accusations against the South. No, 
sir, we have disdained it. Wehave not tried to corruptanybody. Our 
cause is not one, Mr. President, that in our estimation will bear the 
taint and tinge of corruption. We think it isan honest cause and 
worthy ofanhonestdefenseby honestmen. Hence it is we do not resort 
to bribery. Wedo not have to raise great election fands in the South 
forthe purposecarryingelections. Wedo nothire missionaries to go out 
and look after the polls and look after the people and dicker with them 
for their votes. 

But how is it on the other side of the line, whence the accusation 
against us comes? What is the meaning of the millions of moneys 
thatare contributed so liberally? What is the meaning of that disgust- 
ing expression that emanated from a Republican, perhaps a Senator, 
that the manufacturers would have the “‘ fat fried ontof them’ inor- 
der to carry on elections? What is the meaning of ‘ blocks of five?” 
What isthe meaning of the enormoussubscriptions of money that have 
been made by men and to men, as trustees, who stand at the very head 
of the church, wonderful developments of modern piety, and sanctity, 
and purity ?- What use was to bemadeof that money? Canany man 
say? That it was a corrupt use there can not be a question. That 
American citizen who will befoul his own country andits laws by going 
to his neighbor or his friend or his political associate to furnish him 
with money to corrupt and to carry an election better deserves to be 
sureeiey with the walls ofa penitentiary than a Southern horse thief 
would be. 

That is one reason why you want an Australian ballot in the North. 
Honest men up there haye become disgusted with those methods; they 
want tostopit, and the only way they have found yet by which they 
could do it was to give a man a booth to vote in, an official ticket with 
the names of candidates printed on it, and then let him go by himself, 
when no eyeis observing him, mark the ticket to suit himself, carry 
it to the ballot box and deposit it—to be a free man just fora moment, 
and in that moment of real liberty to exercise the functions of a real, 
true American citizen. Hence the people of the Northern States have 
found it necessary to concern themselves about free elections, and I am 
very much gratified that they have done it. I hope the South will fol- 
low the example of adopting within their States some system equiva- 
lent to the Australian ballot for the protection of the sacred right of 
voting. 

That, Mr. President, is the constitutional and the indispensable duty 
of the States of this Union. At the time of the formation of-the Con- 
stitution every one of them except Rhode Island had a constitution of 
its own. Rhode Island came in under a British charter and lived a 
long time under the British charter, and she has not worn the British 
out of her woof and warp yet; it is there yet. These States all had 
charters and they had the right to exercise the powers necessary to the 
work of controlling elections. 

The Supreme Court spoke historically about this matter in the case 
of Minor vs, Happersett, from Missouri. Mr. Justice Waite, who wasa 
Republican, delivered theopinion of the court; and I wish to read alittle 
history as he has recorded it in that book for the purpose of showing 
that the States of the American Union, at the laying of the foundation 
ofour Government, exercised all of these rights for themselyes, and npon 
what basis they exercised them. $ 

This was a question as to whether a woman in Missouri had a right 
to vote under the fifteenth amendment. She went to the polls and 
attempted to exercise her privilege and wassentaway. ‘Thereupon she 
brought her suit for damages, and the case found its way finally into 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and it became necessary for 
that court to make some statements about the law and the manner in 
which the Government was organized for this particular purpose: 


If the right of suffrage is one of the peste. panle of a citizen of the 
United States, then the constitution and laws of Missouri confining it tomen are 
in violation of the Constitution of the United States, as amended, and conse- 
quently void. The direct question is thercfore presented whether all citizens 
are necessarily voters. 

The Constitution does not define the privileges and immunities of citizens, 
For that definition we must look elsewhere, In this case we need not deter- 
mine what they are, but only whether suffrage is necessarily one of them, 

It certainly is nowhere made so in express terms, The United States has no 
yoters in the States of its own creation, 


That is a very strong statement, and one which I hope will stand for 

and all in spite of the efforts made in this bill to give to the United 

tates the same control of voters as ifthey were Federal voters and were 
not State voters. 


The elective officers of the United States are all elected directly or indirectly 
by State voters. 


That is something also that is very worthy of remembrance when we 
are considering the pending bill. 

The members of the House of Representatives are tobe chosen by the people 
of the States, and the electors in each State must have the qualifications requi- 
site for electors ofthe most numerous branch ofthe State Legislature, Senators 
nro to be chosen by the Legislatures of the States, and necessarily the members 
ofthe Legislature required to make the choive are elected BY, the voters of the 
State. Each State must appoint in such manner, as the Legislature thereof may 
direct, the clectors to elect the President and Vice President. The times, places, 
and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives are to be 
prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but Congress may at any 
time, by law, make or alter such regulations, except as to the place of choosing 
Senators. 
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Now I turn to the history here stated: 

When the Federal Poppaeu was naopen: all the States, with the excep- 
tion of Rhode Island and Connecticut, had constitutions of their own. These 
two continued to act under their charters fromthe Crown. Uponan examina- 
tion of those constitutions we find that in no State were all citizens permitted 
to vote. Each State determined for itself who should have that power. Thus, in 
New Hampshire, “every male inhabitant of each town and parish with town 
privileges, and places unincorporated in the State, of twenty-one “Beard of age 
and upwards, excepting paupers and persons excused from paying taxes at 
their own request," were its votors; in Massachusetts, every male inhabi- 
tant of twenty-one years of age and upwards, having a frechold estate within 
the Commonwealth of the annual income of £3, or any estate of the yalue of 
£00;"" in Rhode Island, “such as are admitted free of the company and society" 
of the colony; in Connecticut such persons as had "maturity in years, quiet 
and peaceable behavior, a civil conversstion, and 40s. freehold or £40 personal 
estato,” if so certified hy the selectmen; in New York, “every maleinhabitant 
of full age who shall have personally resided within one of the counties of 
the State for six months immediately preceding the day of ciection * * * if 
during the time aforesaid he shall have been a frecholder, possessing a frec- 
hold of the value of £20 within the county, or havo rented a tenement therein 
of the yearly value of 40s,, and been rated and actually palid taxes to the State; 
in New Jersey, “allinhabitants * * * offallage whoare worth £50, procla- 
mation money, clear estate in the samc, and have resided in the county in 
which they claim a vote for twelve months immediately preceding the clec- 
tion;” in Pennsylvanin, ‘every frecman of the age of twenty-one years, hav- 
ing resided in the Statetwo years next before the election and within that time 

id a State or county tax which shall have been assessed at least six months be- 

fore the election; in Delaware and Virginia, ‘as exercised by law at pres- 
ent;” in Maryland, “all freemen above twenty-one years of age having n frec- 
hold of 50 acres of land in the county in which they offer to vote and residing 
therein, and all freemen having property in the State above the value of £90 cur- 
rent money and having resided in the county in which they offer to vote one 
whole year next preceding the clection; ™ in North Carolina, forsenators, ‘all 
freemen of the age of twenty-ono years who have been inhabitants of any one 
county within the State twelve months immediately preceding the day of elec 
tion and possessed of a frechold within the same county of 60 acres of land for 
six months next before and at the day of clection.” 


And so in regard to South Carolina and Georgia, covering the whole 
of the then States of the American Union, 

In this condition of the law— 

Says the Supreme Court— 


in ee in the several States it can not fora moment be doubted 
that if it had been intended to make all citizens of the United States voters, the 
framers of the Constitution would nothave left itto implication, So important 
a change in the condition of citizenship aa it actually existed, ifintended, would 
have been expressly declared. 


I shall not detain the Senate by further reading of this opinion ex- 
cept as to one or two brief extracts. 

It is true— 

Says the court—: 
that nat United States guaranties to every State a republican form of govern- 
men 

‘The question hasbeen raised here whether the present constitution of 
the State of Mississippi was republicanin form, whether it was such an 
one as that Congress might not pass this proposed election law for the 
purpose of rectifying and straightening up what had gone wrong in 
Mississippi. 

It is alsotrue that no State can pass a bill of attainder and thatno person can 
be deprived of life, liberty, or tty without due process of law. All these 
several provisions of the Constitut ion must be construed in connection with the 
See Deets of the instrument and in tho light of the surrounding circum- 


I beg the Senate to remember that that is thestatementof the court, 
for I shall have use for it farther on. I repeat it: 


All those several provisions of the Constitution must be construed in còn- 
* nection with the other parts of the instrument, and in the lightof the surround- 
ing ciroumstances, X 
The guaranty is ofa republican form of government. No particular govern- 
ment 1s designated as republican, neither is the exact form to be guarantied in 
any manner designated. Hero, as in other parta of the instrument, 
we are compelled to resort elsewhere to ascertain what was inten F 
The nty necessarily implies a duty onthe part of tho States themsclycs 
to ps ide such a government, All the States had governments when tho Con- 
stitution was adopted, In all, the people participated to some extent, through 
their resentations elected inthe manner specially provided. These govern- 
-ments the Constitution didnot change. They were accepted precisely as they 
were, and itis, therefore, to be presumed that they were such as it was theduty 
of the States to provide. Thus we have unmistakable eyidence of what was 
republican in form, within the meaning of that term as employed in the Con- 


stitution, 

As been seen, all the citizens of the States were not invested with the 
right of suffrage. In all, save perhaps New Jersey, this “ene was only be- 
stowed upon men and nob upon all them. Under theso umstances it is 
certainly now too late to contend that a government is not republican, within 
the meaning of this guaranty in the Constitution, because women are not made 


voters, 

Then the court go on to argue still more fully to their final conclu- 
sion that the law of the State of Missouri which confined the right of 
suffrage to males of twenty-one years of ago or upwards was not in vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States. 

But, Mr. President, the contrariety of provisions in the various State 
constitutions not merely as to the qualifications for suffrage, but also 
as to the manner of conducting elections was so great, the differences 
were so palpable and in some instances were so extreme, that when 
the Constitution came forth as the frnit of the joint efforts of these 
great States thus organized and thus put into operation, it must bo 
conceded that it would require a powerful exigency in publicaffairs to 
justify the slightest invasion of the laws of the States either as to the 


qualification of electors or as to the manner of holding and conducting 
elections, and especially as to the right to hold and conduct them, ir- 
respective of the particular manner in which the voting might be done. 

Thus we haye seen that the ballot, with all of its powers and inci- 
dents, is of State origin and method, as was declared in the case of 
Minor rs. Happersettin Missouri. The count and credentials based on 
the ballot are by State authority, and all the officers chosen at every 
election in the United States are State officers, . 

The Presidential electors, Senators, members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives are the only officers the people chcose who are connected with 
the Federal Government, and as to the choice of each of these different 
classes of officers each of the State constitutions had its péculiarities at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution, which it was not found 
necessary to change, and the Suprenie Court says that each of these 
States was republican in form; that no objection was taken to this dif- 
ference in election laws; that the Constitution of the United States was 
not in hostility to any of these State constitutions, and, one constitu- 
tion not being in hostility with another, itresults, from every construc- 
tion that every statesman in the American Union, whether Whig, or 
Democrat, or Republican, or Federalist, has ever placed upon that in- 
strument, that the constitutions of the States as they stood at the time 
of the adoption of the Federal Union are as much organic law and as 
much entitled to permanency in our system as the Constitution of the 
United States, for the Constitution of the United States was framed 
with the express and direct purpose that it should not conflict with the 
constitutions of the original thirteen States that were drawn into the 
American Union. p į : 

Nota single American State found it necessary to change a word in 
its constitution, in order to find itself in harmonious union with the 
other States under the Constitution of the United States. Yet it is 
now asserted that Congress can repeal any constitution of the original 
thirteen States, so far as it ordains what we are now pleased to term 
“the manner” of holding elections for members of Congress, 

Now, we must remember that the only officers who have any func- 
tions connected with the United States Government that in any sense 
represent the people of the United States are the two Houses of Con- 
gress and the President of the United States, and that each of these 
States at the time of the formation of the Union had its own peculiar 
system, not merely of qualifying electors, but alsoof directing the man- 
ner in which the voters should exercise their right. 

Mr. President, we hear it said here often, it is one of the catchwords 
of debate, it seoms to me, which Senators delight to dwell upon as if it 
was a sort of axiomatic statement of a proposition which was unan- 
swernble, that a man in Massachusetts has as much right in the free- 
dom and liberty of a man to vote in Alabama as he has in his own 
right and freedom and liberty to vote in Massachusetts, Now, what 
an absurdity that is in connection with this case of Happersett. We 
find that widows had the right to vote in New Jersey when the Con- 
stitution was formed. The Supreme Court admits it. We find that 
there were property qualifications and alienage qualifications attached 
to the right to vote in Rhode Island and in Connecticut. We find that 
each one of tho States had a different system of qualification for the: 
electors, so that a man in Massachusetts did not have the same broad 

wer of suffrage that a man had if South Carolina, for in South Caro- 

ina and Georgia in the beginning they adopted that broad, wise, and 
liberal system which all the States of modern admission have come 
practically to adopt. Certainly no woman in Virginia or Massachu- 
setts had the right to vote; that was conceded by the constitution of 
New Jersey to widow women. i 

Now, here was this drawing together into one commo. nd ofunion 
of all the different States, each State being composed of its citizenship 
and nothing else. Rocks and hills and mountains high do not make 
States. Men andonlymenmake States. These men in these different 
States had different powers and rights and privileges of suffrage, so 
that a man in Massachusetts did not have as much weight and inilu- 
ence as a man had in South Carolina upon the destinies of the Amer- 
ican Government, and where we find this inequality existing now in 
the State governments, such, for inst*nee, as has been recently or- 
dained in the new constitution of Mississippi, there isnot only no ground 
of Be po about it, but Senators, after getting up here and growling 
through speeches of hours in length, wind up by admitting that it is 
none of their business. 

Equality of the right to vote isnot theattribute of State citizenship. 
Equality of rights and privileges is an attribute of citizenship of the 
United States, and notof the different States.” 

The Supreme Court says, in Happersett’s case, the United States have 
no voters. There is not a voter in the United States; no, noteven in 
the District of Columbia. Ispeak of the States, and not of the Terri- 
tories. Who can assert that his right to vote is in the remotest de- 
gree derived from the Governmentof the United States? If the States 
choose to make rules for themselves to regulate the suffrage, no man 
in Massachusetts has a right to complain of what we do in Alabama 
unless we violate the fourteenth or the fifteenth amendments. His 
power is not affected in the least by the number of voters that vote or 
are silent in an election in Alabama. 
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To show more distinctly the power of the States over the elections for 
Congress, let ussuppose thata vacancy occurs in the representation from 
adistrictin Alabama. What does the Constitution provide about that? 
Why, that it may be supplied by an election to be held under a writ 
issued by the executive of the State. How are you going to find 
out whether there isa vacancy? The Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives would certify to the governor of the State that there was 
ayacancy. Why do yougotohim about it? Why do you not supply 
it yourself? ynot pass a law that the governor need not be notified, 
that the House knows when a districtis vacant, and, the Congress hav- 
ing provided a means of electing, the House will send out its agents to 
hold the election and get the certificate and seat the man, whether the 
State likes it or not? Why do younotdo that? Because the sover- 
eign right of choosing theso Representatives is in the State and not in 
either House or in the Congress of the United States, for the firstarticlo 
of the Constitution of tho United States, after vesting the legislative 
power in Congress, says: 


The Houso of Representatives shall be composed of mombers chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualineations requisite for electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. 


Mr. President, the purpose of this bill is to rob the States of their 
powers over the elections of members of Congress and gather them into 
the grasp of Congress. Now, we may move upon this citadel by slow 
approaches, by zigzags and ditches and fortified flanks and the like 
of that, but the general march is toward the citadel, the general pur- 
pose is to rob the States of their control over their own Representatives; 
and after we have drawn them sufficiently within the power of Congress 
to make the mere question of the legal qualification of the voter a mat- 
ter of no concern then we shall have usurped the whole power, and 
the Congress of the United States will dictate to the people of the United 
States as to every man who shall take his seat in this body and in the 
other House. The people will ho heard of no more, Your boasted lib- 
erties will all be gone. Those who are now, or think they are, your 
masters will become your slaves, your servile serfs and tools, to work 
the bidding of dirty, bribed demagogues. 

The movement begins with providing Federal certificates instead of 
State commissions to the members of the House of Representatives. 
There is where it begins. It will only end when Congress shall com- 
mission Senators and Presidential electors. Why, sir, when that sage 
from New York [Mr. EvAnts] was on this floor recently debating 
this bill, feeling himself possessed of the spirit of the bill and accom- 
modating his argument to what he knew was its purposes, I asked him 
the question whether or not a Senator was an officer of the United States 
Government, and immediately he answered me from the fullness of his 
heart and in the confidence of his belief, ‘‘Certainly he is;’’ and when 
I remonstrated by saying that the Constitution was against it and the 
decisions of the courts were against it and the decision of the Senate 
was against it, the Senator made no reply, but on the next day that 
remark did not appearin the RECORD; that utterance, which is the very 
soul of this bill, was lost to history. 

If the honorable Senator had openly maintained for one-half hour his 
ground, as he does yet maintain it-by never having denied it, this bill 
would have goneinto thin air at the very first pass that an opponent made 
against it, for if Senators and Representatives are oflicers of the United 
States they are not officers of the State, the States have not anything 
more to do with them, and the United States Government can find its 
own ways and means of perpetuating its Senators here, and the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. 

Right there comes the radical difference, right there is the point of 
division, right there is the usurpation of this bill, Just at that point 
is the place where tyranny and despotism set out on a new march, re- 
yersing all the traditions of the century and reversing every precedent 
that the American people ever thought that they had established. 

Now, let me call yonr attention to the first clause of this bill, just 
to show you what it is, and how, in a few words, it gives absolute ex- 
ecutive power to the chief supervisors of elections: 

That the chief supervisors of elections now in ofllee— 

Not hereafter to be selected or appointed— 


That the chicf supervisors of election now in office, their successors, and such 
supervisors of elections as may hereafter be appointed under any law of the 
United States are charged, in their respective judicial districts and in such Con- 
gressional districts the majority of the counties of which are within their ju- 
dicial districts, bothin person and by and through the supervisors of election 
who may, from time to time, be appointed, with the supervision of elections at 
which Praretecnre tre or Delegates in Sonica aro voted for, with the enforce- 
mentof the national election laws and with the prevention of frauds and ir- 
regularities in naturalization. 


I have been astonished that any set of gentlemen, who imagined even 
that they were constitutional lawyers, would so far pervert the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the purpose of giving some supposed 
adyantage to a political party, or for any other purpose, unless it was 
to destroy absolutely the Government, could ever have given their con- 
sent in the face of the Constitution of the United States to this decla- 
ration that the chief supervisors of election now in office are charged 
within theirdistricts with the enforcement of the national election laws. 

These national election laws, be it remembered, are, on both sides 


of the Chamber, said to be very important laws. They are laws that 
carry with theni great political consequences. They are laws that 
affect the right of States to representation both in the Senate and in 
the House of Representatives. They are laws that carry with them 
penalties that imprison men in penitentiaries for longterms and mulct 
them in tremendous sums of damages running up to as high as $5,000, 
So they are very important laws. Who is charged with the execution 
of these laws? Chief supervisors of elections now in office! 

Whom does the Constitution of the United States charge with the ex- 
ecution of all Federal laws? The President of the United States, 
This bill ex industria cuts out the President of the United States en- 
tirely. He can not remove Jolin I. Davenport. He can not give an 
order to John I. Davenport any more than I can. No judge of any 
court in the United States can give to him an order. No man can in- 
terfere with him in the execution of this law, because this bill, if it is 
constitutional, says that he is charged with the execution of this law. 
These supervisors are to run an independent department of the Gov- 
ernment and are to be responsible to no one. 

This, Mr. President, isa very important matter, and I want to look 
at it in the light of authority as well as of argument. In Article II, 
section 1, of the Constitution there is this provision: 

The Executive power shall be vested in a President of tho United States of 
America. 

In Article TI, section 3, after reciting other duties that are made in- 
cumbent on the President, we find this proyision—and I wish to call 

c attention of the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman in charge 
of this bill, to it, if he will give me his attention just amoment—in 
ae 3 of Article IL of the Constitution, the concluding clause reads 
thus: 

He shall take care that tho laws be faithfully executed and shall commission 
all the ofileers of the United States. 

Then he takes an oath as President that he will faithfully execute 
the laws and obey the Constitution of the country. 

When we, in the beginning of the Government, came to organize a 
Cabinet of legal advisers and assistants to the President we began with 
the Secretary of State. Later on in the argument I may read those 
statutes for the purpose of proving beyond all controversy the position 
I now take. The Secretary of State is put directly under the control 
of the President and is moro directly under his personal control than 
any other officer, because the President has the control of the diplo- 
matic power, and the Secretary of State is his lawful Cabinet officer, to 
execute his will in that particular. Tho Secretary of the is 
put ahh ed under the control of the President. In the constitution 
of his office various reports are required to be made by him. But he 
is not an independent officer. TheSecretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy are put especially and peculiarly under the control of the 
President of the United States. The Postmaster-General is also put 
directly under his control. And so it goes through the Interior De- 
partment, and the Department of Justice, and now the Department of 
Agriculture. The Attorney-General is put under the control of the 
President and is bound to give information and advice upon the state 
of the Jaw, upon the requirement of the President. 

Now, let me ask why it is that all these great Cabinet officers were 
put directly under the personal control of the President of the United 
States, so that they must carry out his will in regard to every matter, 
according to law, unless the law expressly says that this officer must 
account to or report to somebody else? How could there be an execu- 
tive head to the Government of the United States unless he had the 
right to execute the law, unless it was one of the duties of his office? 
It could not be done. You can not put a provision of that kind in the 
law, to make any man in the United States who holds a public office 
take the placo of the President of the United States in this very impor- 
tant particular. 

Mr. President, I have been utterly surprised to find that a lawyer 
of the ability of the Senator from Massachusetts could haye 
over this point without seeingit. HetakesJohnI. Davenport, blinded 
by his desire to wreak his political vengeance upon the people of the 
South—he abrogates the Constitution of the country and puts Dayen- 
port in a position as independent of the President of the United States 
as the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States is and 
as the presiding officer of the Senate is, 

Our Government is constituted of three departments, each independ- 
ent of the other. What is the result of this? The Supreme Court 
can notcontrol Congress; the Supreme Courtcan not control the Presi- 
dent; the President can not control the Supreme Court; the President 
can not control Con, and Congress can not control the President 
ot the Supreme Court except in the way of voting supplies and in en- 
acting laws that do not infringe the constitutional duties of the Presi- 
dentand the judicial department for the government of the country. 
The independence of these various departmental powers of the United 
States is the very sheet anchor of the liberties of the country. 

Without this independence there is no such thing as American lib- 
erty, and with it there isa liberty of a new creation, where human 
rights have found their citadel, never to be disturbed by the hand of 
tyranny and wrong. 
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This bill, flouting its impudent assault upon the Constitution of the 
United States in the face of Congress and of the American people, in the 
eager desire of its authors to press what they suppose are its party ad- 
vantages, destroys this feature of the Constitution of the United States 
and gives to Davenport and other chief supervisors powers in which they 
areabsolutely independent of the President and of the courts. Who 
can control them? No man who lives. Pass this bill and concede its 
constitutionality, and there is not that human being in this world who 
ean control John J. Davenport or any other chief supervisor, and there 
fire some of them very much worss than John I. Davenport, as I shall 
show before I get through. 

Now, I wish to read some definitions of power from the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I will read from 4 Wallace, 407. When 
Tread the case, or a part of it, that was argued at very great length 
by-able men, the Senate will at once reach the same conelusion the 
court did, and which it delivered througlr its then Chief Justice, Salmon 
P. Chase. The Chief Justice, in delivering the opinion of the court, 
Says: 

A motion was made some days since, in behalf of the State of Mississippi, for 
leave to file a bill, in the name of the State, praying this court perpetually to 
enjoin and restrain Andrew Johnson, President of the United States, and E. 0. 
O: Ord, general commanding in the district of Mississippi and Arkansas, from 
orea or in any manner carrying out certain acts of Congress therein 
named. 

The acts referred to are those of Murch 2 and Murch 23, 1867, commonly 
known as the reconstruction acts, 

The Attorney-General SA binas to the leave asked for upon the ground that 
no bill which makes a President a defehdant and seeks an injunction against 
him to restrain the performance of his duties as President should be allowed 
to be filed in this court. 

This point has been fully argued, and we will now dispose of it. 

We shall limit our inquiry to the question presented by the objection, without 
expressing any opinion on the broader issues discussed in argument, whether 
in any ease the President of the United States may b> required by the process 
of this court to perform a puray ministerial act under a positive law or may 
te held amenable in any case otherwise than by impeachment for crime. 

* Thesingle point which requires consideration is this: Can the President be 
restrained by injunction from carrying into effect an act of Congress alleged to 
be unconstitutional? 

It is assumed by the counsel for the State of Mississippi that the President, 
in the execution of the reconstruction nets, is required to perform a merely min- 
isterial duty. In this assumption there is,we think, n confounding of the terms 
ministerial and executive, which are by no means equivalent in import. 


I beg the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] 
to a decision that I think destroys his bill: 

A ministerial duty, the performance of which may, in propor cases, be ro- 
quired of the head of a department, by judicial process, is one in respect to 
which nothing is left to discretion. It isa simple, definite duty, arising under 
conditions admitted or proved to exist, and finposed by law. 

The case of Marbury vs, Madison, Secretary of State, furnishes anillustration. 
A citizen had been nominated, confirmed, and appointed a justice of the peace 
for the District of Colunibia, and his commission had been made out, signed, 
and sealed. Nothing remained to be done except delivery, and the duty of de- 
livery was imposed by law on the Secretary of State, It was held that the per- 
formance of this duty might be enforced by mandamus issuing from a court 
having jurisdiction, 

So, in the case of Kendall, Postmaster General,vs. Stockton & Stokes, an act 
of Congress had directed the Postmaster General to credit Stockton & Stokes 
with such sums as the Solicitor of the Treasury should find duo to them, and 
that officer refused to credit them with certain sums so found due, Itwas held 
that the crediting of this money was a merely ministerial duty, the performance 
of which might be judicially enforced. 

In each of these cases nothing was left to discretion. There wasnoroom 
for the exercise of discretion, The law provided for the performance 

„Ofa certain specific act, aud the law provided that its performance might 
be required by mandamus. The specific act required of Jolin I. Dav- 
enport and other supervisors here is to enforce the law about elections, 
the whole body of the law, and also about naturalization, political and 
executive, broad judicial determinations under the law asto the neces- 
sity for its exercise, and the oceasion and manner of putting it into 
judgment and into execution, and in all that, and in everything, in- 
dependent of the President of the United States or anybody else. 

For some reason, that we must endeayor to ascertain, this bill is to 
create the only office in the United States, not named in the Constitu- 
tion, that is entirely above the control of any department of the Gov- 
ernment, in the exercise of its discretionary powers: 

Very diferent is the duty of the President in the exercise of the power to see 
thatthe lawsare faithfully executed and among these laws theacts named in the 
bill. By the first of these acts he is uired to assign generals to command in 
the several military districts and to detail sufficient military force to enable 
such officers to discharge theirduties underthelaw. By thesupplementary act, 
other duties are imposed on the several commanding generals, and these dutics 
must necessarily be performed under the superyision of the President as Com- 
mander-in-Chief. The duty thus imposed on the President is in no just sense 
ministerial, It is purely executive and political. 

We have been discussing here about ministerial duties and judicial 
duties, but we have said nothing, so far, about executive and political 
duties. Executive and political duties, as well as judicial powers, are 
combined in the ‘‘charge’’ which this proposad statute gives to the chief 
supervisors of the enforcement of this law. While we are nursing our 
wrath against other communities and trying to visit vengeance upon 
men who are just as good as we are, we had better be paying a little 
attention to our oaths to support the Constitution of the United States, 
and not destroy the powers of the executive head of this Government 
by putting them in the hands of John I. Davenport or any other man. 
No court will sustain it. They can not do it, 
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You may strike these words out. of the first section, and yet they 
merely describe what is in the bill and indicate its purpose. Youcan 
can not eliminate this violation ofthe Constitution from your bill with- 
out striking out everything except the enacting clause, It is there to 
stay. The fatal defect runs through the whole structure of the bill, 

When we talk about the distinction between judicial and ministerial 
powers, let us not overlook these other distinctions mentioned by the 
Supreme Court of the United States as to executive and political power. 

It is clear, beyond question, that this bill gives to the chief super- 


‘visors the same description of power that the Constitution gives to the 


President when it declares that ‘‘the executive power shall be vested 
in a President of the United States of America’? and when it swears 
him that he ‘‘will faithfully execute the office of President’? and 
charges him that ‘‘he shall take care that the laws be faithfully ex- 
ecuted.’? 


An attempt on the part of the judicial department of the Government to en« 
force the performance of such duties by the President might be justly charac- 
terized, in the language of Chief Justice Marshall, as “an absurd and excessive 
extravagance.’ 

It is true thatin the instance before us the interposition of the court is not 
sought to enforce action by the Executive under constitutional legislation, but 
to restrain such action under legislation alleged to be unconstitutional— 


And therefore void— 


but we are unable to-perceive that this circumstance takes the case out of the 
general principles which forbid judicial interference with the exercise of exec- 
utive descretion. 


The decision of the court would have been the same if the laws that 
the President was enforcing in Mississippi were plainly unconstitutional. 
It was a question of the power of the Supreme Court to interfere with the 
head of a co-ordinate department in the exercise of powers not purely 
ministerial, It was decided that no other department had that right. 

There, Mr. President, is the law laid down in a broad and unmis- 
takable way, that the judiciary will have no right tointerfere, after this 
bill has become a law, with this officer who is exercising executive and 
political discretion as to the manner of its performance. 

The court proceeds: 


It was admitted in the argument that the application now made to us is with- 
outa precedent; and this is of much weight against it. 

Hadit been supposed at the bar that this court would, in any case, interpose 
by injunction to Bie ees the execution of an unconstitutional act of Congress, 
itean hardly be doubted that applications with that object would have been 
heretofore addressed to it. st 

Occasions hayenot been wanting: 

The constitutionality of the act for the annexation of Texas was vehemently 
denied, It made importantand permanent changes inthe relative importance 
of States and: sections, and was by many supposed to be pregnant with disas- 
trous results to large interests in particular States, But no one scems to have 
thought of an anplication for an injunction against the execution of the act by 
the President. 

And yet itis dificult to perecive upon what principle theapplication now be- 
fore us can be allowed and similar applications in that and other eases have 
been denied. 

‘The fact that no such application was ever before made in any case indicates 
the mpcerat judgment of the profession that no such application should be en- 
tertained. - 

It will hardly be contended that Congress can interpose inany case to restrain 
the enactment of an unconstitutional law; and yet how can the right to judi- 
cial interposition bynes such an enactment, when the purpose is evident 
and the execution of that purpose certain, bs distinguished, in principle, from 
Ve right to such interposition against the execution of sucha law by the Presi- 

ent? 


How would it sound, Mr, President, if a bill had been ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading here in the Senate, after it had passed the 
House of Representatives, and some one interested against the bill 
should go over to the Supreme Court and ask foran injunction to pre- 
vent the Senate from passing that bill? What would be the character 
of such an application in contemplation of constitutional lawyers? Of 
course it would be a mockery. 

The court further says: 

The Congress is the legislative department of the Government; the Presi” 
dent is the executive department. Neither can be restrained in its action by 


the judicial depart mont, thougli the acts of both, when performed, are, in proper 
cases, subject to its cognizance. 


Let them go on and act, and, after they haye acted, the court can 
act; but it can not prevent them from acting according to their own 
discretion. 

The court continues: 


The impropriety of such interforence will be clearly seen upon consideration 
of its possible consequences. 

Suppose the bill filed and the injunction prayed for allowed, Ifthe President 
refuse obedience, it is needless to observe that the court is without power to 
enforce its process, If, on the other hand, the President complies with the 
order of the court and refuses to execute the acts of Congress, is it not clear 
that a collision may occur between the executive and legislative departments 
ofthe Government? May not the House of Representatives impeach the Presi- 
dent for such refusal? And,.in that case, could this court interfere in behalf of 
the President, thus endangered by compliance with its mandate, and restrain 
by injunction the Senate of the United States from sitting ns a court of impeach- 
ment? Would the strange spectacle be offered to the publie world of an nt- 
tempt by this court to arrest proceedings in that court? 

‘These questions answerthemselves, 

It is true thata State may file an original Dill in this court, and it may ba 
true, in some cases, that such a bill may be filed against the United States; but 
we are fully satisfied that this court bas no jurisdiction of a bill to Sajam the 
President in the performance of his official duties, and that no such bill ought 
to be received by us, 

Ithas been suggested that the bill contains a prayer that, if the relief sought 
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can not bo had against Andrew Johnson as President, it may be granted against 
Andrew Johnson asa citizen of Tennessee. But itis plain thatrelief as against 
the execution of an act of Congress by Andrew Jolinson is relief against its 
execution by the President. A bill pam aninjunction against the execution 
of an act of Congress by the incumbent of the Presidential office can not be 
received, whether it describes himas President oras acitizen of a State. 


Now, there we havea judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in a cassin point, as to the absolute necessity of keeping separate 
the powers of the different great departmentsofthisGovernment. Now, 
sir, you confer upon the chief supervisors of elections now in office or 
hereafter to be in office in this bill the power that the Constitution of 
the United States says that only the President has in respect of the en- 
forcement of the laws of the United States, a part of the executive 
power of the United States. You confer it upon chief supervisors of 
elections, and you say that they are charged in their respective judicial 
districts with the enforcement of the national election laws and wita 
the prevention of frauds and irregularitiesin naturalization. The Presi- 
dent has nothing to do with it. The supervisor is not made amenable 
or responsible to the President. 

If yon give this power of executive control and enforcement in re- 
gard to the election laws of the United States to anybody, you are 
bound to give it to somebody who is responsible to the President, and 
to give it to anybody as chief supervisor and not connect him with 
immediate responsibility to the President of the United States is sim- 
ply to grossly and absurdly violate the Constitution of the land. 

So we start ont in the consideration of this bill with this plain, broad 
defect in its system: it violates the Constitution of our country. 

Suppose you should go into a Federal court after this bill has passed 
and file a bill there to enjoin John I. Davenport from arresting eight 
thousand men who are supposed not to have proper certificates of nat- 
uralization, or from taking men arrested in the morning of the election 
day and penning them upin iron cages, one hundred, and two hundred, 
and three hundred in a cage. Suppose yon were to go into a Federal 
court and ask that court for an injunction or probibition against him 
to prevent him from doing that thing. Ifthe court should hold that 
the biH was constitutional it would say that Congress had vested in 
John I. Davenport and the other chief supervisors all the executive 
power necessary for the enforcement of that law, and we can no more 
interfere with him than we could in the case of Andrew Johnson where 
he was executing in the State of Mississippi an alleged unconstitutional 


aw. 

Mr. ALDRICH, As the Senator from Alabama is willing to suspend 
his remarks, I move that the Senate take a recess until Monday morn- 
ing at 12 o’elock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Davis in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island moves that the Senate take a recess until Mon- 
day next.at 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until Monday, January 26, 1891, at 12 o'clock m, 


AFTER THE RECESS. 
(Continuation of legislative procecdings of Thursday, January 22, 1891.) 


The recess having expired, the Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock m., 
Monday, January 26, 1891, 

The VICE PRESIDENT called the Senate to order and said: The 
Senate resumes the consideration of the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], upon which the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAan] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr, EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to send up an order for 
printing certain papers? 

Mr. KENNA. We can not hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iobject, Mr. President. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave some morning business I should like to get 
in myself. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr, President, on Saturday, when the Senate took 
a recess, I was trying to present a view of the first section of the elec- 
tions bill characteristic of the entire measure, and which is amerely pre- 
liminary description of the scheme of legislation that is involved in 
the rege of this proposed law. I wish to call attention to it again 

riefly. 

My proposition is that the Government of the United States is di- 
vided under the Constitution into three departments and that no office 
can be created in the United States that is not assignable in its duties 
to one of these departments. We have not any power to create in the 
United States an office that is entirely independent of the control of any 
one of those departments, and when we undertake to do it we violate 
the whole frame of the Government. The bill provides— 

That the chief supervisors of clections * * * a wR Se ith 


ro charged 
the enforcement of the national election lawsand with the prevention of frauds 
and irregularities in naturalization. 


The enforcement of a law belongs to the executive power; the pre- 


vention of frauds and irregularities in naturalization belongs to thejudi- 
cialpower. Wemayjustas wellundertake toconfer upon thesupervisors 
of elections legislative powers as to give them either the executive or 
the judicial powers that are provided for in this bill. 

I have thought very much about this to ascertain whether it were 
possible to strike out that declaration in the preliminary part of the 


hill, and thereby change the character of the measure, and I am satisfied 
that itis not. The change of greatest importance that is made in the 
existing state of the law on the subject of national elections by the 
bill is the increase of the powers of the chief supervisors in the Con- 
gressional districts und giving them an entirely independent function 
of government. 

The purpose of that, of course, is to introduce into the United States 
anew method of certification of members of Congress, so as to exclude 
the States from having anything to do with sending out returns or cer- 
tificates of the election of members to the House or to the Senate. 
The House is contemplated now. The Senate will after awhile be in- 
cluded in that same arrangement, for when the absolutism of the Con- 
gress of the United States has been established in one instance and it 
has setits face in thedirectionof usurping powers and supplyingits mem- 
bership whenever it may be needed, the Senate will very certainly be 
included in the operation of the statutes, because the language which 
gives the power to Congress to interfere with the organization of the 
House, or to provide a manner of organization, or to provide the per- 
sons who shall constitute the membersof the House applies with equal 
force, as everybody admits, to the Senate, _ 

I have wondered why the framers of this new departure in legisla- 
tion should have undertaken to give to the chief supervisors of election 
this very extraordinary power, for it must be remembered, as I said 
the other day when I had the floor, that this bill does not subordinate 
the chief supervisors of elections to either of the heads of the depart- 
ments of the Government of the United States, neither to the Presi- 
dent, to Congress, nor to the judiciary—I mean now in regard to the 
administration of the law as we shall leave it when it has passed both 
Houses and has been signed by the President. After this proposed 
act becomes a law, ifit ever shall, by the approval of the President, 
until Congress shall alter it it will stand as an assurance in favor of 
the chief supervisors of election in the different districts of the United 
States that they are entirely independent of the control of any depart- 
ment of this Government, 

It is equivalent to the organization of a new department in the Gov- 
ernment; and, as I said, I have been at a loss to understand why that 
should beso. Ihave found some light thrown upon that question 
rather conjecturally by some newspaper comments which I will bring 
to the attention of the Senate. The President of the United States in 
recommending to Congress legislation in regard to the election laws has 
indicated very clearly the point in which he thinks these laws need 
improvement. He says in his last annual message: 


It is not, therefore, a question whether we shall have a Federal election Jaw, 
for we now have one and have had one for nearly twenty years, but whether 
we shall have an effective law. The present law stops Ao short of effective- 
ness, for it surrenders to the local authorities all control over the certification 
which establishes the prima facie right toa seat in the House of Representa- 
tives, This defect should be cured. 


That is as far as I need now read from the message in order to show 
the precise point in which this bill introduces a new feature into the 
administration not mérely of the election laws, but of the Government 
of the United States. The bill which is now before the Senate had 
been reported to this body when this message was sent in here, and of 
course the message had reference to the bill. The President of the 
United States there saw, if he took pains to look into the subject atall, 
that his executive powers were encroached upon by this bill and that he 
was voluntarily abdicating them in favorof the different supervisors of 
elections in the different districts of the United States. 

It is the first instance in which I remember having seen such an 
action on the part of any of the officers of the United States, when 
they would come in and voluntarily make an abdication of a very im- 
portant part of their authority into the hands of some other person, 
some new agent of the law selected, in his place and stead, to do the 
things which the Constitution requir:d him to do, which he has 
sworn that he will do, and in reference to which the Constitution, in ad- 
dition to what is said to other officers on subjects of this character, con- 
tains an express charge to him that he will see that the laws are faith- 
fully executed. He says that the law is ineffective; that the present 
law stops just short of effectiveness, for it surrenders to the local au- 
thorities all control over the certificates which establish the prima facie 
right to a seat in.the House of Representatives. It is, then, for the pur- 
pose of securing that particular feature of the law that this message 
was sent in, and that feature was in the bill at the time the message 
came here, 

Now, why should the President of the United States, in order to ac- 
complish this purpose, yield into the hands of the chief supervisors of 
elections in the different districts this power which the Constitution 
confers upon him and enjoins that he shall exercise to enforce the na- 
tional election law? What act of Congress has ever heretofore in any 
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case whatsoever, in auy emergency, however great or pressing, taken 
from the President of the United States the power to enforce the na- 
tional legislation and give it into the hands of some third person? That 
has never been done, and I trust it will not be done in this case, al- 
ue the President invites that it shall be done in his message to 


ngress, 

The President of the United States wanted to have the moral con- 
trol over all the supervisors of elections in this country, and he ex- 
pected to gain it by two’propositions which are contained in this bill. 
The first is that (every chief supervisor in the United States to-day 
being a sep) they should he confirmed in their offices by this bill 
during their natural lives and beyond the power of courts orauy other 
tribunal in the United States to displaċe them. So he takes that corps 
of officers appointed and in office, all of them being of his party, and 
he has them confirmed by the statute for life. Then he confers upon 
these officers plenary power to enforce this law, and power just as 
great as he would have himself under the Constitution, if the law is 
constitutional and if the chief supervisor were not interposed or inter 
seartnra for the purpose of taking off of his hands a duty that he must 
perform. 

Now, he knows that these men being in office for life, being Republic- 
ans, his moral power over them is just as great as if he had the actual 
legal right to instruct them in the performance of every oncof their dn- 
ties. But, Mr. President, it would be an unseemly and scandalous 
thing to place in the hands of the President of the United States the 
power to control the elections of this country. A man who has served 
but one term and is a candidate for nomination foranother could hardly 
be expected to recommend to the Congress of the United States that 
they would put that power in his hands. 

So the President of the United States did not have the moral cour- 
age to ask Congress to take these powers, unseemly as they are, and 
phice them in his hands, and place them under the control of the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government; but he says, instead of that: 
“ Put these supervisors, who are all Republicans, in for life; put them 
beyond the power of anybody to remove them. Then take enough of 
my powers out of my hands as President of the United States to give 
them a thorough independence of action in their offices, which I can 
not control actually, but, the moral control being with me, I will take 
the chances of having these men to uct for me, and with me, and under 
my advice, and under the domination of the Republican party, so that 
the results hereafter will not be mistaken.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, that is rather a painful attitude for the Presi- 
dent to be in. It is still more painful that the country should be 

laced in that situation towards the executive head of this Republic. 

mmenting upon that state of affairs, the New York Times of Janu- 
ary 25 says: 

Both the gag rule and the force bill are in fact Administration measures, and 
notin a way or degree thatentitles them torespect because the President is the 
chief of his party. They are worse than Jovi devices; they are devices for 
the promotion of the personal designs of Mr. Harrison. That centleman be- 
lieves that they will give him a renomination whether his party desire it or not 
and that they may givo hima re-clection whether the people wish it or not. 
Beyond all doubt the great majority of the American people are opposed to the 
force bill. It is far from certain that a free vote of the Republicansalone would 
not be against it. As a means of whips SANTIH the next election it is hope- 
less, But by tho creation of a great mass of political appointments in Demo- 
cratic States it is believed by Mr. Harrison that it would give him the control of 
the next Republican national convention, and it is hoped by him that it would 
give him the control of theclectoral vote nextyear. Itis for this, and for this 
alone, that the Senatorial Republican leaders are making what we can not but 
regard as their disgraceful phe It is a comfort to bestia to believe that if 
they succeed in this struggle they only invite disaster in the wider one. The: 
may think that the end justifies the means, We are confident that they will 
find that the means will defeat their end. 

If I had made that utterance upon my own responsibility of course 
it would have had neither wei Bac ‘tolerance at the hands of the 
alleged majority on the other side of this Chamber, but coming from 
a great Northern journal, that at least has the capacity for taking an 
impartial view of the situation and of expressing the opinion that the 
American people, or a large portion of them to say the least, entertain 
in regard to this new and peculiar feature in the bill, andin the action 
of the President, and in the recommendations of his message, it seems 
to me that it is worth while that we should give attention to it. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the journal, if the Senator please? 

Mr. MORGAN. The New York Times of Sunday. Imust say that 
I regard this feature of the bill, which, as I have said before, is a char- 
acteristic of the whole measure, as being an innovation upon the power 
of the Executive of the United States the like of which never was at- 
tempted before and which in its results must be entirely revolution- 
ary. You might just as well say that General Schofield shall have in 
his charge the enforcement of the military laws of the United States, 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding, or the Admiral of the 
Navy'shall have in his charge the execution of that portion of the mil- 
itary laws of the United States which relate to naval affairs and naval 
operations, the President to the contrary notwithstanding, or that the 
Secretary of State shall have charge of diplomatic relations and diplo- 
matic functions, the President of the United States to the con 
notwithstanding—you might just as well say that any member of this 
body, the Vice President, shall have the power to enact laws, the pres- 


ence of the Senate to the contrary notwithstanding, as to take out of 
the organic structure of the different departments of the Government 
of the United States some of the most important of their powers and 
confer them upon an individual, so that in the exércise of these powers 
his conduct shall be absolutely unquestionable and shall be entirely 
discretionary. 

I wish to read also from the same paper, as I have the subject now 
under consideration, some further remarks and criticisms about the 
attitude of the Senate just at this moment of time upon the question 
that is now being so seriously pressed upon our attention, that the 
minority of this body are obstructing, as it is said, by debate, the prog- 
ress of legislation upon this particular bill. The article is headed 
“The *hold-over’ House.” 


The question that is now agitating Congress is one that is apt to arise, and 
that generally does arise, whenevera House “holding over " is to be succeeded 
by one ofa different political complexion. When the Sensteand the President 
are of the same politics as the outgoing House, there will be an effort to crowd 
into the session between the Congressional clection and the next 4th of March 
legislation favorable to their party and correspondingly offensive to the minor- 
ity about to becomo a majority. This latter party will, of course, resist such 
legislation by mater the expedients for delay with which parliamentary law 
furnishes them. That is to. say, the last session of n Congress under the con- 
demnation of the people will necessarily be a filibustering session. 

It is perfectly idle for the members of the transient and precarious majority to 
complain of this, as they are rathor foolishly doing at present. Every man of 
them knows perfectly well that he would bo doing the same thing if his party 
were in opposition, and an appeal to the ple is futilo when the question at 
issue Haatast been submitted to the people and decided against the majority in 
the existing Congress. Yet this is what the eg bee have been doing in 
both Houses. Senator ALDRICH yesterday read the Democrats a solemn lecture 
upon their criminal conduct in “ filibustering" to prevent the passage of ‘a bill 
intended to put the control of elections to Congress in the hands of agents of 
the Republican party, and in the House Mr. McKintry has been doing tho 
samet ing and further been guilty of the absurdity of calling himself and 
his fellow-Kepublicans “agents of the popular will,” 

Of course this is nonsense. The Republicans are the agents of the popular 
will of November, 1885, when the people did not know what use they were go- 
ing to make of their agency. Since the people found out, the Republicans in 
Con are tho discredited agents of the popular will, and they would be the 
discharged renis but for the curious anomaly in our system by which n dis- 
credited legislature is allowed to go on for four months exercising functions of 
which the people have shown their will that it should be deprived. 

Of course such a condition gives rise to filibustering. But the anomaly and 
the injury of it do not lio in the danger offilibustering. They lic in the danger 
that a di ted and desperate party may be able to foist upon the country 
legislation that the country has rejected, in spite of all that filibustering can do 
topreventit. Thatis the real offense against tho principles of representative 
povoa and it is that offense that the Republicans in Congress are trying 
tocommit. 

It is as idle to complain of this as to wedi eas of filibusteriug. Ifthe Sse, sr 
licans were in the minority they would filibuster to prevent the Pastore of bills 
hostile to their party. Ifthe Democrats werein the majority we have no reason 
for supposing that they would not use their power asthe Republicans aro using 
theirs. Itis only fair, however, to say that the Democrats have not shown in 
national politics that beliefin a divine right of their party to govern the coun- 
try, without regard to what the country may think aboutit, which Republican 
leaders have so oftencxhibited and acted upon. Ina general way, however, 
either party will doin itsown behalf whatever itis permitted to do, unrestrained 
by anything short of panve law. 

The real grievance is the anomaly that makes it Romin for a defeated party 
to go on acting as if it were the victorious party, mplaint of this is not idlo 
and ought not to be futile. It is not altogether clear just how this anomaly 
came about. Itisnotembodied in the Constitution, and the casual circumstance 
that the early inaugurations of the Presidents happened to be fixed for the 4th 
of Marchis probably responsible forit. A hundred years agos journey from tho 
most remote part of the country to the Capital was a long and tedious business, 
and before beginning his service a Congressman-elect needed time to put his 
private affairs in order. Perhaps four months was not too long atime for all 
this, but it is an absurdly tone time now. Inauguration day can not easily be 
changed, since the Constitution secures a term of four years to the President. 
But there is nothing to preventan amendmentof the statute by which the Itep- 
resentatives shall take office, ag all other office-holders do, on the Ist of Janu- 
ary succeeding their election. 


The elections spoken of in that newspaper were somewhat remark- 
able. Thereare twenty-four Senators on this floor advocating the force 
bill and the gag rule from the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Delaware, Illinois, Michigau, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Nebraska, Iowa, and Montana, and the majority 
against the force bill in those States was 184,500 in the last election. 
If our Government were as liberal to the people as the British Govern- 
ment these Senators would not dare keep their seats here and vote for 
the bill against the popular expression. 

The popular expression, numbering as it does a total majority of 
about 800,000 votes, would have been responded to on the other side of 
this Chamberand the parliament would havebeen dissolved under the 
British constitution. The Parliament would have been compelled to 
yield to it, and the entire cabinet of the Queen would bave gone out 
of ofice under such a rebuke as the people have given to the force bill 
on the 4th day of last November, for no man can deny—at least he can 
not deny to the satisfaction of anybody but himself{—that the force bill 
was one of the issues that went before the people in the last November 
election and against which the people prononnced a sedate and crusli- 
ing judgment, 

I read a statement from another journal: 


In November the people gave their verdict. 

Itcaused the most clearly defined and overwhelming political revolution 
eyer known in the history of our Government. 

In the vote ofthe whole country for Representatives in Congress the Deno- 
cratic majority over the total Republican vote was 800,576. Ina total yote of 
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nearly 10,000,000 for Representatives .he Republican candidates were in smi- 

nority of 1,332,202, while the regular Democratic vote exceeded that of all other 

Seer E> Nate Farmers, Prohibition, Independent, and Labor com- 
ed—2 

A Republican majority of H in the present House was converted inton Dem- 
ocratic Son td of 157 In the next Congress. 

In seventeen Northern States the total vote cast was within less than 7 percent. 
And in these States the Democratie gain in 
the popular voto was over 602,000! In 1883 the Republicans carricd every one of 
these seventeen States, In 1890 the Democrats carried twelve of them, The 
House of Representatives was made Democratic by a safe working majority 
without counting a single member from the South. 


So the Democracy of the Union finds its solidity in the Northern 
States now, and not in the South. The South is a mere appanage at 
this time, a sort of tail to the kite. It is the Northern people who 
have solidified in favor of the Democratic party. 

Now, under these circumstances do Senators feel that they are justi- 
fied and compelled by party allegiance or party domination or party 
patronage to follow the President of the United States in his recom- 
mendation that they shall relieve him of some of the executive powers 
enjoined upon him in the Constitution and place those powers in the 
hands of the chief supervisors of election in the different Congressional 
districts in the United States? for that is precisely the issue. 

There is no disguising it; there is no evading it. The country will 
perfectly understand as plain a matter as that. The President of the 
United States, not being willing to come in with his message and claim 
for himself the power to execute the clection laws of the country, begs 
Congress to take the execution out of his hands and putitinto the hands 
of selected agents already in office, whose political characteristics and 
political obedience to the will of the President are just as well ascer- 
tained before these men act as they will be afterwards. 

I stated the other day that the purpose of this bill was to rob the 
States of their power of certifying or making returns of elected Con- 
gressmen and to gather all of these powers into the grasp of Congress. 
The movement begins with providing Federal certificates, instead of 
State commissions, for members of the House of Representatives. It 
will only end when Congress shall commission Senators and Presi- 
dential electors as well. 

I grant that the commission of a member of the House or of the Sen- 
ate is not his clection. Either House may admit a man to sitin either 
body without any comniission or any certificate at all, if it chooses to 
do so, for each House is the judge of the returns made to it. Whatare 
the returns that are made to the Senate and to the House of Rep- 
resentatives? They are not usually or necessarily a statement of the 
votes that are cast for Senators in the legislative body. Certainly 
they are not statements of the votes that were cast in the Cougres- 
sional district fora member of the other House. The return to the 
House of Representatives from the State governments consists of a cer- 
tificate made under the great seal of the State by the governor, who 
is acting upon the authority of certificates made to him in pursu- 
ance of State laws, and who has determined through the constituted 
agencies and authorities of the State government that a certain person 
has received a majority or a plurality, as the case may be, in an elec- 
tion for a member of the House of Representatives in a particular dis- 
trict. Those are the returns, 

The Constitution says that each Honse shall be the judge of the re- 
turns of its members, that is to say, Mr. President, each House shall 
be satisfied in its own judgment as to what are sufficient returns, and 
it makes no difference what formalities the law may enact or that the 
act.of Congress may prescribe for the coming in of these returns or the 
manner in which they shall be certified, either House in the exercise 
of itsindependent constitutional power has the right to set sside all the 
returns and all the certificates of every kind and character, and act di- 
rectly upon the question whether or not n member who presents him- 
pelf is entitled to be seated in the body, and after that action has been 
taken by either House no man in the world can question it. 

I haye seen Senators seated on this floor withont any return. I re- 
member when the Senator from New York, Mr. Conkling, on one oc- 
casion had been elected by the Legislature of New York and no cer- 
tificate had come here, no return had come here, and nothing but a 
telegram of a private character sent to him or some of his friends could 
he presented in this body for the purpose of showing that he had been 
elected a Senator; and he upon that return was received by the Sen- 
ate, who had no doubt of his election, and -he was sworn into ofice. 
Senators here remember that circumstance, perhaps, as well as I do. 
There was a case where the Senate set the precedent of disregarding all 
formalities of returns as provided in the act of Congress or any State, 
the laws of the State of New York, or any other law. Exercising their 
constitutional right to judge of the returns they seated the Senator 
from New York in this body upon a telegram. The Senate of the 
United States did not do that hastily or inconsiderately. Many of 
the ablest and oldest of the Senators on this body who were Senators 
at that time were present. The subject was remarked upon, but no 
man found any ground for an objection to the authority and power of 
the Senate to say to Mr. Conkling, ‘‘ Comein and be sworn at this desk 
asa Senator from New York. Your returns satisfy us." 

Mr. President, the commjssion or the certificate, therefore, is not 


the office, and Congress can not make it the office, and Congress can 
not make the certificate the repository of the office or of the official 
power, and Congress can not make the right to hold the office depend 
upon the certificate, for either House at any time can annul or disregard 
and set aside the certificate and revoke your solemn legislation hers 
just as if it never had gone upon thestatute book. 

So, Mr. President, a bill to require the Secretary of the Senate to 
place on the rolls of this body the name of a Senator who is commis- 
sioned by the President would bea queer subject of debate in the other 
House. Suppose thatsome Senator came here with a commission from 
the President of the United States and presented it to this body as 
showing his right toaseatin it. That would be a very strange and 
anomalous proceeding. Butif there was a vacancy from his State the 
Senate of the United States conld set that piece of writing aside, that 
commission, aside, and proceed, without reference to that or anything 
else, to determine that the returns of the election here were satisfactory 
to them, for non constat, every Senator in this body might have been 
present at the moment of the clection of that gentleman and might 
have witnessed it with his own eyes. 

They are satisfied with the returns and therefore they seat the man 
in this Chamber, the House at the same time indulging in wild criti- 
cism upon the action of the Senate in seating a man in this body upon 
a Presidential certificate. What right would the House, in a case of 
that kind, have to make a criticism upon our conduct? What right 
has the House of Representatives ever had to question the fact that 
Mr. Conkling was seated in this body upon a telegram? What busi- 
ness is it of theirs or of any other depariment of this Government if 
we choose to seat any man in this body upon our oaths here that he is 
å Senator elected from a State? None at all. à 

So, on the other hand, Mr. President, what business is it of ours what 
shall be the credentials of a member of the House of Representatives, 
upon what returns he shall be seated, what shall be the characteristics 
of the returns as to the statement of facts, majority of votes polled, or 
anything of that kind? What interest have we got in it asa Senate? 
None whatever; and we are passing Jaws here now for the purpose of , 
regulating the returns to the House of Representatives and giving to 
the certificates of those returns a certain legal effect, which may be 
utterly disregarded by the House of Representatives at any moment 
they see proper, and we can not call them in question abont it, 

Then what are we doing here? What is the object of our legisla- 
tion? Ifwe require a certificate of election in favor of a member of 
Congress to pass around through the hands of Federal officials on a by- 
road, ehh ve the circuit court of the United States, into the hands of 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, and there give to it a cer- 
tain legal significance and thereby drive out a certificate that the State 
authorities have issued and delivered into the hands of the man that 
the State las determined had been elected, what are we doing in re- 
spect to giviug actual validity to the election of the person who holds - 
the United States certificate? 

We are doing simply a vain act, something that the House can dis- 
regard at its pleasure, something that no man in that House is bound 
to execute, unless it may be the merely ministerial officer of the House, 
and Ido not believe he is bound to execute it, for the House can re- 
lieve him of that duty by a simple vote or resolution ina moment. If 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives were to refuse to receive one 
of these certificates provided for under this act andenroll it and should 
thereby deprivea man who heli that certificate from taking his seat in 
the House and-the House of Representatives on a majority voteshould 
say, ‘‘That is well done; that man was not entitled to his seat, but 
the other man was entitled to his seat,’’ your penal enactment against 
that Clerk would go into thin air in a moment. The House would 
simply nullify your act and the Clerk would be scot free and no court 
in Christendom could convict him after that judgment of the House. 

Then, what are you doing here? Passing a law that nobody is bound 
to respect, passing a law that carries with it no penalties, no right, no 
privilege, when the House of Representatives sees proper to put its foot 
down upon it and crush it into atoms, 

Mr. President, it is idle fora lawyer to talk about legislation and 
passing Jaws to which there are no sanctions.’ They are mere expres- 
sions of opinion; they are mere resolutions, If you pass a law against 
me or to control my conductin any way and I have the right tosay that- 
that law is null and void by my election, I have the right to setit aside, 
thatisnotlegislation, forno mandatory legislation in the Congress of 
the United States or in any other legislative body can be conditioned 
upon its final acceptance by any person who isto be affected byit. That 
isnotalaw, Thatisa mere resolution. That is what is in this bill, 
and there is no more than that in it; and after we have enacted it here 
we will find that so far as this certification is concerned, andso far as we 
undertake to control the House of Representatives in giving indulgence 
to or affirming the validity of these certificates, we have accomplished 
nothing. We may assemble a mob in the House of Representatives, 
which for the moment of time, being in a majority, may usea good deal 
of that brute force that is now strangely characteristic of legislative 
bodies in the United States for the purpose of gaining an organization 
and through that organization, whether it is right or whether it is 
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wrong, pressing along until they finally accomplish all the purposes of 
a political party. 

We may do that, Mr. President; and that is the purpose of this 
whole business. Thisschemeis designed by the Presidentof the United 
States and his followers for the mere purpose of lodging in the House 
of Representatives a nominal majority which, after they have been 
placed therein virtue of a law that the House hasa right to annul and 
set aside, may be able to and will be able, when they get there by the 
power of a majority—which seems to be such a precious word and 
thought in the mindsof Senators on the other side of the Chamber now— 
by the power of a majority hold on to that organization and vote out 
every man who is honestly entitled to a seat in the body. 

What means all of this trouble, turmoil and difficulty in the various 
Legislatures of New Hampshire, Connecticut, Nebraska, Colorado, and 
elsewhere through your Northern States—what does it all mean? It 
means, Mr. President, that members of political parties and factions 
of political parties and men interested in getting themselves into power 
have learned from us that what they have to do is to seize upon a legis- 
lative body, get the occupancy of the chambers, and then to work oat 
the destruction of their political opponents or enemies—seize in this 
way upon the powers of State governments, and afterwards hold them 
at their will and pleasure, until they think proper to give up that 
power, a thing that they never think proper to do. : 

I think I would be justified, Mr. President—because it is trae, and 
perhaps I have just as much right to speak the truth as anybody—in 
referring to the fact that in the Southern States there never was a strife 
of this kind except when the carpetbaggers came down and were wrang- 
ling and quarreling among themselves about the capture of Legisla- 
‘tures, Thatis not a characteristic of Southern action in legislative 
departments and bodies, but how prevalent is it here now! Where 
did this new and abnormal action on the part of the Legislatures of the 
various States find its precedent? It found it in this body; it found 
it in fourteen or fifteen election cases that have occurred in the United 
States where seats of members of this Senate have been contested in 
this body upon the ground that the Legislatures had no authority to 
clect them or else upon the ground that bribery brought Senators here. 
That is another trouble we do not have in the South. We do not have 
any Senators there who are accused of buying their offices, 

With a view of making this matter a little plainer, if I can, I will 
refer to the powers that are conferred by this bill upon the chief su- 
pervisor of elections, and if I take Mr. Davenport’s case as an illus- 
tration, I will take it only as an illustration. Hiscase has been made 
conspicuous by the manner in which this Jaw has been administered 
heretofore, and we know from that, or we think we do, or we fear we do, 
about the manner in which it will be administered hereafter. 

I wish now to call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the powers that are conferred by this bill upon the chief supervisor 
and I will undertake to point out as far as I am able to do it—I donot 
know that I shall be able because of the confusion in the text of this 
bill—those powers that are new and those that are old, those that ex- 
ist now under the laws heretofore enacted. I have read the general, 
broad scope of language in which the chief supervisors are charged 
with the execution of this national election law. ‘There is a peculi- 
arity in the lauguage of that first secfion of this statute in respect of 
the powers of the chief supervisors to prevent frauds and irregularities 
in naturalization. 

The process of naturalization has always been a judicial proceeding 
in this country. Ido not think we have ever had any naturalization 
laws, except some statates that naturalized men because they were 
soldiers in the Army, without application to a court, but we have had 
no system under which a man conld change his allegiance from a foreign 
government and assume allegiance to the United States Government 
otherwise than through the action of a judicial tribunal. 

Now, what is meant here that ‘‘the chief supervisoris charged with 
the prevention of fraud and irregularities in naturalization?” We will 
take up irregularities first. What are irregularities in naturalization? 
They must be defective petitions or defective proof or defective judg- 
ment rendered upon the proof or defective record evidence of what has 
transpired in the court. How can a private citizen, not a judicial ofi- 
cer, not on the bench, not having the right judicially to enforce the 
naturalization laws, execute this function confided here to the chiet 
supervisor of preventing irregularities in naturalization? - 

Isnotthatanimpossibility? Unless you can intrude the chief super- 
visor of a district into the circuit court or district court or into a State 
court, any court where naturalization is permitted and carried on—how 
is he to ‘‘ prevent’’—for that is the language—‘‘ irregularities in nat- 
uralization?’’ Is the supervisor an oflicer of the court? Thestatute 
does not sayso. We have otherstatutes which make other men the ad- 
visers of the court. The district attorneys are looked upon as the 
legal advisers of the courts. They belong to the advisory jurisdiction 
of the country; they belong to the executive branch of the Government; 
they are appointed by the execntive branch of the Government; and 
they, like the Attorney-General in his functions in regard to the Presi- 
dent and heads of Departments, are made, by the statute and by the 
Constitution also, the legal advisers of the courts, 


Now, in one capacity or the other the chief supervisor must get into 
that court, State or Federal court. He must either have a right to 
go on the bench and take the judge off and determine upon the reg- 
ularity of naturalization, or else he must have the right of the President 
or the district attorney of the United States to stand by and advise the 
court in regard to irregularities. But is he a pimp and an informer? 
Is he that? You do not say so. Why not say, if that is your mean- 
ing, that the function of this man is to go about and hunt up the pri- 
vate record of individuals and get the facts together and bring them 
to the attention of the court, and thereupon to get the judgment of 
the court whether the naturalization is right or whether it is wrong? 

Then we will take up the other subject of preventing frauds and ir- 
regularities in naturalization. He is charged with the duty of pre- 
venting frauds in naturalization. That can not be done unless he sits 
in judgment upon the evidence which is lying at the foundation of the 
right of naturalization, either outside of the court or inside of the court. 
It is the duty ofa judge to prevent fraud in naturalization, and no man 
can stand by and tell the judge what he shall do or what he shall not 
do in exercising his function to prevent such fraud, But here you 
have it. 

` Now, that is superadded to the other clear and distinct violation of 
the Constitution of the United States in taking a part of the executive 
power from the hands of the President of the United States and confid- ~ 
ing it to the chief supervisors of elections, and condemns this first sec- 
tion of this proposed act absolutely, and strikes out of it all of the 
machinery of the act that relates to the same subject to which I have 
been speaking, for the bill says—and I will repeat it; it can not be re- 
peated too often—that these chief supervisorsof elections ‘tare charged 
* * * within their respective judicialdistricts * * * withthe 
enforcement of the national election laws.” Thenext duty of the chief 
supervisors is found in the third section of the proposed act: 

Itshall be the duty ofthe chief supervisor of electionsin each judicial district, 
to whom application shall have been made under this act, in due and senson- 
ble time, to inform a circuit judge of the United States for the circuit in which 
his judicial district ia situate that he has business to present to such circuit court 
in respect to the next ensuing election, 

Now, this high and mighty functionary thus clothed with the pow- 
ers of the President in the enforcement of the law, freed from the con- 
straint and control of any and every body in the world, notifies a judge 
of the cirenit court of the United States, When does he notify him? 
“In due and seasonable time.’ 

Who determines what is due and seasonable time? Nobody but the 
high and mighty, not the President, not any judge, only the high and 
mighty determines whatis aseasonable time. He takes his time, makes 
it a convenient time for himself, does not consult even the convenience 
ofthe court, and whatdoes heinformthe courtof? ‘*Thathe has busi- 
ness to present to such circuit courtin respect of the next ensuing elec- 
tion.’’ He, not the country, not the people of a Congressional district; 
he, the high and mighty, has business to present fo the circuit court 
in respect of the next ensuing election for Representatives or Delegates 
in Congress. What then occurs? 

Whereupon it shall be the duty of such circuit judge, and he is required within 
ten days thereafter, to open, or cause to be opened, the circuit courta}the most 
convenient place in such judicial district for the purpose of transacting all such 
business pertaining to registration or election matters as may, under the laws 
of the United States, there be transacted and done. 

He is not a suitor in the court; he does not come in with a petition 
and ask to be heard, or as‘a defendant there to make a matter ofstate- 
ment of defense. “He comes in with a mandate. He comes in as the 
President of the United States would comeifhe had similar power under 
a statute, and informs the circuit judge that it is necessary that aterm 
of the court should be held within ten days of the time he sees proper 
to summon him, aud that he must attend at some suitable place, to be 
named in the mandate, then and there to open his court, and to deal 
with such mattersasshall be brought before him concerning an election. 

Now, we see how the power of the chief supervisor rises in its majestic 
form above liberty, above rights, above communities, above the Con- 
stitution, and above the President. There he stands in his awful 
grandeur and rules the courts as one in authority. 

The court when so opened shall be always open for the transaction of such 
business untilthe second day succeeding the election. 

Some judge must stay there to keep acourt open. I have never 
known a court yet that was kept open when the judge was away. So 
whether there is a district judge substituted or whether there is acir- 
cuit judge summoned by the high and mighty, he must stay there and 
keep the court open for ten days and until the second day succeeding 
the election, staying there under the admonition and command of the 
chief supervisor, only him and no one else. 

Mr. KENNA. Willit interrupt the Senator for me to make asug- 
gestion to him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PLATT in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be glad to hear from the Senator, 

Mr. KENNA. Under that clause in the bill, for instance in the 
fourth judicial cirenit in which Maryland-is, where five States are cme 
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braced and seyen judicial circuits, I believe that demand upon the 
circuit judge max be made by seven different chief supervisors for 
seven judicial districts. 

Mr. MORGAN. And on the same day. 

Mr. KENNA. And on the sameday. So the judge of that circuit 
must within ten days after that demand comes in put seven separate 
and distinct courts in operation at the same time and continue them. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Then ithe does not do it, if he can not do it, there 
is another provision in this proposed law by which the chief supervisor 
may proceed to appoint supervisors and have the business transacted, 
You make it impossible in some of the districts of the United States 
for the judges to exercise this function, absolutely physically impossible, 
and thereupon you devolve the duty of appointing thesuperyisor upon 
the chief supervisor in the respective districts. Ifthe President of the 
United States, with such a man as that under his thumb, can not get 
a nomination, national conventions are harder to work than I thought 
they were; but if he ever gets an election under the provisions of such 
an act as that the people of the United States would be very much 
duller and weaker than I think they are. 

Mr. President, I do not like to go through with this bill. It isa 
shame, it is an outrage; this whole bill is. It is a piece of political 
patchwork and machinery that would not do credit toa pothouse poli- 
tician, It is filled up with incongruities, absurdities, contradictions, 
violations of the Constitution of the country, the like of which no bill 
before ever did contain, and I think after we get through with this 
one there will never be another like it. I know what its fateis now 
if you pass it, Senators; the people will pass you by after you have 
done this; it isabout the last bill that you will have the opportunity to 
pass when you thrust this measure down the throats of the American 
people with a gag law. 

Now, the next thing is to open a recruiting office for the benefit of 
the chief supervisor in the district. He wants to find out who in the 
district or in some precincts of the district is interested in carrying 
on elections and who is mean enough to quit his work, if he has got 
any to do, and go off and serve the Government for five, eight, or ten 
days at $5 a day and become the tool of the party to do its dirty work, 
That is what he wants to find out; and we put an invitation in here, 
a sort of bid to such people as that in the fourth section of the bill, 
when we say: ‘ 

Any male citizen of the United States of good character, a resident and quali- 
fied volerin the city or town, county or parish, or in the Congressional district 
in which shall be situated the place in which he is to discharge his duties, and 
who can read and write the English language, may, at any time between the 
close of one Congressional election and the holding of the next succeeding eleo- 
tion at which an election for Representatives or Delegates in Congress is by 
law required to be held or at which a special election is ordered to fill a ya- 
cancy, apply, over his own signature on such blank form as the chief supervisor 
may prescribe, to be appointed a supervisor of election. 

We shall have plenty of applications. 

So the chief supervisor has the right to prescribe the form of the 
application, putting in all the conditions that he may choose to put 
in, and if you let him prescribe the conditions and the form he is very 
apt to find ont who his friends are before he gets through writing and 
sends off his blank forms. 

Now, a male citizen of the United States, a resident and qualified 
voter in the city or county, town or parish, ete., in which he is to be 
appointed, may apply to be madea supervisor. In some of these States, 
in one at least, we have ratified a constitution at the present session of 
Congress in favorof female citizens of the United States. Irefer to the 
State of Wyoming. Why put ‘‘ male citizens’’ in here? 

Why, Mr. President, if I were going to trust to the honesty of the 
pecple of Wyoming for an election, I would trust the women there 

fore I would the men, if they are Mormon women, for Mormon or 
not Mormon they are better than the men of Wyoming. Men who will 
cater to the condition of affuirs and sentiments in a State for the pur- 
pose of getting the votes of women to put them into office and confer 
power upon their little States that aronot entitled to representation in 
Congress according to the basis of representation, are not as good as 
the women, if they are Mormon women, whom they invite to vote. I 
would trast the women. Why do you putin “male citizens of the 
particular district?’ You exclude every woman in Wyoming when 
you do that, although she is entitled to vote. 

The chief supervisor of elections inany judicial district who has receivedany 
petition provided for in section 2 of this act shall thereafter, from time to time, 
Prepare, present, and certify to such circuit court lists of persons whom he shali 

slieve to be eligible for appointment as supervisors of election in the place or 
paces for which petitions for supervision lave been received: in preparing such 

ists the chief supervisor shall not be contined to the applications he may hare 
received,and lists may be presented for each place from which a petition for 
the supervision ofthe registration or the election shall have been received, until 
the court shall have nenonton for the city or town, for the county or parish, or 
for the entire Congressional district such numberof supervisors of election ns 
the chief supervisor shall believe to be sufficientto enable him to properly pro- 
vide for the filling of all election districts or voting precincts within his juris- 
diction and the filling of all vacancies which may from any cause be created or 
arise, whtich number shall not, however, be less than double the whole number 
of supervisors which each such city or town, county or parish, or entire Con- 
gressional district is entitled to the services of. 

Now, there we drop the qualification that he is to be a citizen or à 
voter, When the chief supervisor comes to make up his list he is not 


confined to persons who are citizens or voters. That qualification 
which applies to persons who make application to be appointed is not 
extended to the appointees of the chief supervisor. He selects them 
and he makes out lists and submits the lists to the court. 

Who is there to object to his list, to canvass it, to criticise it, to 
point out the personal objections or any other objections that may exist 
to the appointment of these supervisors? Nooneatall. He makes 
up his list, and not only does he make up a list of the number that 
may be requisite in each district, that is to say, three supervisors for 
each precinct, but double the number, so that he shall have always on 
hand a large contingent, i 

Now, these supervisors are not required to be of different political 
parties. Those whom the chief supervisor selects may be all of the 
sume party. So you place within the control of the man, under this 
Dill, who is charged with the enforcement of the election Jaws, the 
power to select his agents, to enforce it at his will aud pleasure, and 
they need not be citizens even of the State in which the power is tobe 
exercised, 

Mr. President, while Iam on that branch of the subject I want to 
read a little history just to show how this matter has been transacted 
heretofore. I read from the report of the committee of which Mr. 
SPRINGER was chairman in respect to the case of Lot Wright, United 
States marshal in the State of Ohio. 

Section 2028 of the Revised Statutesas it exists now, modified, yousee, 
in this particular by the bill which is under consideration, provides: 


No person shall be appointed a supervisor of election or a deputy marshal, 
under the preceding provisions, who is pata he the time of his appointment, a 
qualified voter of the city, town, county, parish, election district, or voting pres 
cinctin which his duties are to be performed. 


That is the law as it stands, and the bill changes it so as to give the 
supervisors a larger swing and to permit them todo under the sanction 
of the law what I shall now proceed to show was done in Ohio con- 
trary to the law, and in Cincinnati it‘was met with a mob thatit seemed 
for a time would overturn civil government in that city. 

The committee speaking of the appointment of these deputy mar- 
shals—— 

Mr. GRAY. What year was that? 
Mr. MORGAN. In 1884. The committee say: 


Statutes. 

In addition to these general deputies appointed in the suburban villages of 
Hamilton County, Marshal Wrightappointed many others, who were nonresi- 
dents of the State of Ohio, to actas general deputy marshals, 


Soin this bill it is purposely provided that not only deputy marshals, 
but supervisors of election may be appointed of classes of persons who 
are not residents of the State in which they are appointed. 


He furnished the committee a list, which is printed on page 309 of the testi- 
inony, but could not give theirplaces of residence. This listembraces only about 
130 names; but Mr. Wright did not know how many others were appointed of 
whom he had no record. Heclaimed that the general deputies appointed by 
him would not exceed 150; but he admitted that his clerks signed his name to 
commissions and thathe did not keep a record of those appointed. He did pur- 
chase, however, 1,300 metallic bad and 2,000 ribbon badges, purchased in sep- 
arate lots of 1,000 each, to be worn by his deputies on election day. 

The testimony developed the names of quite a number of persons who were 
appointed whose names do not appear in any of the published lists. The 
whole number of special and general deputy marshals Sh a yr whose names 
are given is 1,501. But Marshal Wright, in his letter to the Attorney-General 
of October 29, already referred to, says that he had employed special deputy 
marshals as follows: 68 men for more than two days and 1,600 men two days 
each, He also says: 

* In addition to the above force I had many others who did excellent service 
(not under pan 

He therefore senta season upon the Treasu 

uired to pay the special deputies. But on December 2, the day upon which 
the House of Representatives passed the resolutions authorizing this investi- 
gation, he presented his account before the United States circuit court in Cin- 
cinnati for approval, in which he showed indebtedness to such deputies to the 
amount of only $14,105. The names of the deputies to whom payments were 
made at this time amounted to only 1,313. Subsequently 5§names were added 
to the list, and these were paid $695. He seems to have paid as Meene depu- 
ties 130 men less than he says he employed, and the sum of $3,065 less than he 
said he owed on this account. 

The published list of general deputies does not disclose their residences, bub 
the testimony showed that Charles Adams, after whose name "Sixth ward" is 
written, was then a citizen of Colorado and holds a position in the Post-Office 
Depariment. W. F. Crawford isa prerano inspector at Austin, Tex, W, I. 
H. Llewellyn, after whose name “Sixth ward" is written, is agent ofthe Mes- 
calero Apaches, in New Mexico. 


That was the general muster of deputy marshals who were summoned 


for $17,860 as the sum re- 
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into Cincinnati on that occasion for the purpose of controlling that 


election, 
Mr, GRAY. May Task the Senator from Alabama if that states any- 
where how many deputy marshals were employed who were not under 


pay? 
Mr. MORGAN, I think it does not. 
Mr. GRAY. That seems to be a very surprising statement. 
Mr. MORGAN, I thinkit does not. Hereportsthe whole number 


7 h 
. GRAY. There would seem to be no limit at all to the power 
of a marshal to appoint deputy marshals who are willing to volunteer 
for such partisan work; and that is‘ very dangerous power, it would 
seem to me. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that was done under a law which required 
every deputy marshal to bea citizen of the State, 

I will read further from the report of the House committee: 


TESTIMONY OF POLICEMEN, 


James F, Ferrill, a policeman, and resident of tho city for thirty ycars, testi- 
fied that at precinct A, Sixth ward, there were about one hundred colo: dep- 
uty marshals, armed with bull-dog revolvers. He said they were mostly stran- 
gers to him; that there were two hundred or three hundred more colored men 
about the polls at that precinct than he had ever scen atany previous election; 
that they interfered with tho police in the discharge of their duties; that in tha 
morning when the polls were opeaed the gangway leading to the polls was 
crowded with colored men, many of them marshals, for an hour or two; that 
they were voting and that many of them he had neverseen in the ward before; 
that the employment of deputy marshals in that precinct was entirely unnec- 
merely and that they contributed in no way toward keeping the peace at the 


po: 

Anthony Donnelly, s policeman of twelve years’ oxperience and a resident 
of the city for over thirty years, testified that he was well scquainted with the 
residents of the Twentieth ward; that he was on duty atprecinct Bof that ward; 
that in the morning, about 6 o'clock, when he arrived, there was a great crow 
abont the polls, e E colored men; that when the polls opened tho 
colored marshals stood on both sides of the gangway and took complete posses- 
sion of and blocked up the approaches to the polling place; that fully twenty- 
five of those who acted as marshals were strangers to him, persons whom he 
had neverseen; that there were fully fifty colored and ten to twelve white mar- 
shals about the polls allday; that quite a number of strango colored people 
came there during the day in squads of three to six and voted; that when 
challenged they swore their votes in; that the colored marshals would protect 
and encourage them, telling them to swearin their votes; that the conduct of 
the marshals was overbearing; that they were armed with clubs and revolvers; 
that it was dangerous to beabout the polls during the day; that when any dis- 
turbance arose the marshals displayed their clubs and pistols; that after the 
polls closed, about 9 o'clock at night, riots occurred near the corner of Sixth 
and Freeman streets, in which colored marshals and citizens icipated, and 
that two policeman and one colored marshal were killed and several citizens 
wounded; that a great many shots were fired and general alarm produced. 

It would be tedious and unprofitable to recite the many acts of violence and 
disorderthat occurredduringtheday. Many innocent persons were the victims 
of assault and stray shots. On two occasions mobs of citizens, infuriated hy the 
conduct of colored deputy marshals at the polls, assaulted the marshals and 
other colored persons, and two unoffending colored men were set upon, 
through the streets, and cruelly beaten. 

Another colored man, who was mistaken for a colored marshal whohad fired 
into the crowd near the polls, was chased through the streets by a mob of boys 
and men, and narrowly escaped. 

The wards in which the greatest disturbances were had were the Sixth, 
Eighth, Eightcenth, Nineteenth, and Twentieth. These wards were generally 
those in which there were large Democratic majorities. In other wards of the 
city the election wasconductedina quict manner, witha few unimportant ex- 
ceptions, 

THE MULLEN CASE. 


It has already been stated that the sten phic report of the testimony in the 
caso of The United States vs. Michael Mullen was by agreement printed asa 
of the testimony taken by your committec. It was on the part of 
Wright that such facts as were disclosed in the Mullen trial justified 

the extraordinary efforts made by him in the appointment and arming of dep- 


uty mars 

Mullen was a lieutenant of police in the city of Cincinnati, About ll o'clock 
on the night previous to the election he received a telephone message from the 
chief of police of Co n, Ky.. stating that a large number of negroes were 
about to cross the bridge connecting thetwocities. He inferred that they were 
Kentucky negroes, coming to Cincinnati to vote illegally, and went at once 
towards the bridge in order to look after them. He learned they had gone to 
negro boarding houses on the landing, and at once proceeded there, where he 
found an unusual number of colored people, 

He caused the arrest at two different houses of fifty to seventy-flve negroes 
and took them to tho Hammond strect stationhouse, where they were p. 
in a basement room, where tramps and vagrants were permitted to sleep when- 
ever they desired todo so. Tbe negro prisoners and a number of tramps, white 
and black, remained in tho stationhouse during the night and until about 6 
o'clock on Tuesday evening, the day of the election. Lieutenant Mullen, in 
his testimony, and others, insisted that the door of the room was not locked, 
and that the imprisoned persons could have walked out any time. This wasa 
a es point in the case. 

è case was dis of by agreement to the effect that a nole should be 
entered all the defendants except Lieutenant Mullen, and that heshould 
lead ty asto one count and be acquitted as to all others in the indictment. 
e count upon which a plea of guilty was entered charged defendant with 
preventing John Venableand other persons from voting at tho October elec- 
tion. There was no doubt that eight or ten of the persons arrested by Licuten- 
ant Mullen were rogular boarders at Venabie'’s boarding house and were legal 
voters at the clection. Hence his plea of guilty to the charge of preventing 
these persons from voting. 

The court sentenced Lieutenant Mullen to one year’s imprisonment in the 
county jail, and he is now serving out his sentence. 

It appears that Marshal Wright did not know of the Mullen arrests untilafter 
the polls closed on election day. He could not, therefore, hayo been actuated 
in hiscourse by anything that Lieutenant Mullen did. Tis counsel only claimed 
for him that his conduct was justified in view of such facts as were developed 
in the Mullen trial, and uponinformation that came to him from various sources 
ho Hie effect that gangs of repeaters were flocking to Cincinnati from all parts 
ofthe country. 


Thero is no doubt that such rumors and reports camo to his knowledge, but 
s careful investigation and an earnest effort on his part to secure a fair elec- 
tion would have led him to adopt some such course as was recommended by 
the citizens’ committee, of which Mr. Ingalls was chairman, If his informa- 
tion wero correct the methods adopted for averting the threatened outrages 
were rather calculated to aggravate them than to prevent their occurence. 


COXCLUSION. 


From the testimony taken by your committee it will appear: 

That the deputy marshals appointed by Marshal Wright were largely in cx- 
cess of tho necessities of the situation ; 

Thatthey were appointed as Republican partisans and political workers, and 
in most cases prostituted their official positions to partisan ends; 

That they were armed with revolvers and other deadly weapons furnished 
by the national committee of the Nae iene party; 

That many of such deputy marshals so appointed and armed were notorious 
criminals and men of known vicious and brutal habits,and many uf them wero 
nonresidents of the Stato of Ohio; 

That many of such deputy marshals, acting under the orders/of Marshal 
Wright, aided, abetted, and encouraged fraudulent voting, intimidation of 
voters, and committed gross outrages upon the clective franchise and the rights 
of honest voters; 

That the employment and payment of special deputy marshals on the day 
after the election was without legal warrant, and all moneys paid to such per- 
sons for services on that day were illegal, and the sums so paid should be re- 
turned to the United States Treasury ; 

That the appointmentof depury marshals who were nonresidonts of the State 
of SUES was without warrant, and constituted a gross usurpation of authority; 
phat the appointment of deputy marshals was in many other respects irreg- 
ular, illegal, and an unwarranted abuse of his official trust. 

Wherefore your committee are of the opinion that Lot Wright, United States 
marshal for the southern district of Ohio, has been shown by the testimony 
herewith submitted to have committed high crimes and misdemeanors; that 
he has been guilty of usurpation of authority and violation of law in the man- 
ner set forth in the preamblo to the resolutions adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 2d day of December last. 

In view of the impracticable nature of oigo pean ES procecdings and espe- 
cially at thislate day of Congress, your committee will not recommend the adop- 
tion of articles of impeachment in his case. 

The committee ask leave to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PLATT in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from Alabama will yield to me, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12500) makingan apportionmentof Representatives in Congress among 
the several States under the Eleventh Census, and upon that motion 
T cali for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, of course I shall not object to the 
motion, but I must say that I am called upon to yield at a very inter- 
esting period of my remarks, which I hope I never shall have the op- 
portunity to resume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama does yield for that purpose. Will the Senator 
from Colorado once more state his motion? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R, 12500) making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of abill the titleof which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H.R. 12500) making an apportionment 
of Representatives in Congress among tho several States under the 
Eleventh Census, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this motion the Senator from 
Colorado demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to lay the motion on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
lay the motion of the Senator from Colorado on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon which—— s 

Mr. COCKRELL. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. The motion of the Senator from Colorado requires 
a direct vote, I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill 
can not be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
fact that the yeas and nays haye been ordered does not prevent a motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the point of order. The point of 
order is that a motion to proceed to the consideration of any bill can 
not be laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have some doubt about that question, but the 
Senate the other day, upon motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], voted upon the precise question which is now involved, and 
the Vice President, then in the chair, decided that the motion was in 
order. However, I have some doubt about its correctness. . 2 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that the Senator from Rhode Island did not 
ask an appeal? 

Mr. ALDRICH, 


I suppose. 


Ididnotaskan appeal, and so the precedentstands, 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1739 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was expressly decided by the Senate in the 
Torty-third Congress, on a very important question, the Pinchback case, 
that a motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill could not be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had never heard the motion made in the Senate 
until it was made by the Senator from Maryland the other day under 
precisely the same conditions we are nowin. The Vice President held 
the motion to be in order, and no appeal was taken, and it stands asa 
precedent for whatever it may be worth on this occasion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As theChairremembers the rule, the 
only provision on the subject of a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion ofa bill is that it shall be determined without debate. The pres- 
ent occupant of the chair thinks that a motion may be made to lay 
such a motion on the table and understands from what has been said 
that that has been the ruling of the Vice President. Therefore the 
Chair will hold that the motion isin order. TheSenator from Oregon 
moves to lay the motion of the Senator from Colorado upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I have ageneral pair 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] and the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Donpir] is paired with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. By an arrangement the pairs have been transferred so 
that the Senator from Oregon and myself may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Hiactns]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. Prerce’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Prerckr] is paired with the Senator from Ses (Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called), On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gmson]. If he were 
present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VooRHEES’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. VOORHEES] is detained at his residence by illness, and is 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], If present, 
my colleague would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. I transfer the pair to my colleague [Mr. Pasco] and 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. DAWES. Has the juniorSenator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT] 
yoted ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 
Mr. DAWES. I am paired with him. Otherwise I should vote 
ae ea’? 


Mr. DANIEL. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE]. By authority of the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART] I transfer that pair to the Senator from California [ Mr. 
STANFORD] who is absent, and being thus at liberty to vote—— 

Mr, ALDRICH. I doubt theauthority of the Senator from Nevada 
or any other Senator to pair the Senator from California [Mr. STAN- 
FORD] in that way upon this question, 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that I have no authority to pair him, 
but I have his statement, distinctly made before he went to New York. 
I did not know he was going, but he told me he was in favor of taking 
up this bill and it is unfair to pair him against it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California has told me distinctly 
on many occasions, as he has many other Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, that he is in favor of the pending resolution and in favor of 
its consideration; and I think it is taking a very unfair advantage of 
the Senator from California to pair him on this question unless upon 
special authority. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that it is a question for the Senator from Virginia himself. If 
he is satisfied from the information he has obtained that he is keeping 
faith with the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] and with his 
pair, it is for him to decide, and not for the Senator from Rhode Island, 
or myself, or anybody else. 

Mr. ALDRICH: ‘The Senator from Nevada says expressly he has 
no authority to pair the Senator from California on this question. 

Mr. STEWART. I had a conversation with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. He objected to various provisions of this proposed rule, but 
he is in favor of a rule generally; and I asked him then with regard to 
going on with business, He said he was decidedly in favor of taking 
up this particular bill, the apportionment bill, and would vote forit. 
That was all of the conversation. ‘There was no further conversation 
about pairs, but that is his position. 

Mr. DANIEL, I will not consent to vote with any question as to 
the propriety of my doing so. If the Senator from Nevada takes the 
responsibility to pair the Senator from California, then I shall vote, but 
I could not under any dispute as to my action feel at liberty to vote, 

Mr, STEWART. Mr. President—— 


Mr. ALDRICH, I desire to emphatically dispute the right of any 
Senator to pair the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] unless 
he has that authority in writing or in some manner which would 
make it absolutely certain that he desired to be paired. 

Mr. VEST. When was that ever required in the Senate before? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never has been required that I know of, and I 
do not understand that the Senator from Nevada claims he has any 
authority from the Senator from California. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why require it now ? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not claim any anthority —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Just one word more. It is very evident that this 
vote is to be controlling in this matter; that it is to be the decisive 
vote; and I submit to every member of the Senate that it is not 
right—— 

Mr. BUTLER. This is not debatable. I call the Senator from 
Rhode Island to order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotfair or just to placea Senator in the position 
in which the Senator from California will be placed by this action. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not claim the right to pair the Senator from 
California, but I do claim theright to exonerate any person with whom 
he is paired, because I am certain he would want to be recorded, from 
what he told me distinctly, against this motion to lay on the table. 
He stated distinctly that he would vote to take up the apportionment 
bill, I take the responsibility of exonerating others. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I can not vote under the circumstances. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. Tt he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave the consent of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. CoLgurrr] to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup], 
and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Omrthis question I am paired with the Senator from 
Kansas [ Mr, INGALLS]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. During my temporary absence from the Chamber a 
pair has been transferred by my colleague, so that I stand paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew]. If the Senator 
from South Dakota were present I should vote “nay.” _ 

Mr. ALLISON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. INGALLS] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], and I 
vote ‘‘yea.”? 

Mr. HARRIS. How is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] is not 
paired, and I have been requested to make that transfer. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Srovur]. 3 

Mr. CULLOM. That has been done. 

Mr. BERRY. He has already been paired. One Senator can not 
be paired twice. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the result be announced. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarys] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] in order that I may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT, Iam generally paired with my friend from Mas- 
mohua [Mr. DAwEs], and, as Tam present, he is at liberty to vote, 
as Iam. -7 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave transferred my pair, with the consent of the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], to the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Suoup]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Coqurrr] 
does not understand the situation. He stands paired with the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. SHour.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. - I desire to inquire whether a pair has been an- 
nounced with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Snovr], « 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoL- 


Quitr), 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia has voted. 

Mr. VEST. He has not voted. , 

Mr. HARRIS. Not understanding the proposition, he proposed to 
vote, ean on explanation I understand the Senator from Gecrgia has 
not voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I misunderstood him in the confusion. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was stated over here, I do not know upon what 
authority, that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Suoup] has already been 
paired, I believe, with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
has just stated that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Idesire to call the attention of the Chair—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to any debate. Let the result of the vote 
be announced. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island is out of order. 

Mr. HOAR. It never was heard of, where one Senator was paired 
with two by accident, that it was not allowed to be explained. 

Mr. GORMAN. It hasbeen explained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I call the attention of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the fact that the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
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VOORHEES] is already paired, I think, with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 
Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] is 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. An announcement of that kind was made. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘That enables the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn] to vote. In myjudgment the Senator from Georgia [| Mr. CoL- 
QUITT] has a right to vote; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon; the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr, 
Moopy]. 

Mr. PUGH. Let the result be declared. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A pair was announced between the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
goal I think it should be properly arranged between the two 
sides—— 

Mr. RANSOM. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island has explained the 
situation as he finds it, and I hope the result of the vote will be an- 
nounced. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] 
is paired with the Senator from California [Mr, HEARST]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to any debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator from Colorado can take 
me off the floor. 5 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Itis very apparent that nothing can take the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island off the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I call the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and to order. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the result of the vote be announced. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe under the rule the Senator from Rhode 
Island must take his seat while the question of order is being settled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina will 
state his point of order, t 

Mr. BUTLER. My point of order is that the roll has been called, 
that under the rule the result must be announced, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island is discussing —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The arrangement of pairs between the two sides 
has always been a matter of discussion—— 

Mr. HOAR. It is a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa question of the highest privilege, and I doubt 
the authority of the Senator from South Carolina or any other Senator 
to call me to order for undertaking to arrange pairs between the two 
sides so that no Senator shall be paired with two Senators. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am acting upon my own authority, whether the 
Senator from Rhode Island desires it or not, and I insist on my point 
of order, 

Mr. RANSOM. Regular order. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it is the uni- 
form practice in the Senate to allow discussion or explanation with 
reference to pairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). Before the 
result is announced, my action having been called in question hy the 
Senator from Rhode Island, I wish to know distinctly whether I have 
n right to vote. I understand from Senators who sit near me that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is absent and without a pair. 
Therefore I transferred my pair-—— i 
Mr. ALDRICH. A pair was announced between the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] and the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 


HEES]. 

ate FAULKNER. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island had listened 
to me when I rose before, he would have found how the pairs stand 
and that they are all right. The Senator from South Dakota: [Mr. 
Moopy] is paired with the Senator from California [Mr. Hearst] and 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voormees] is without any pair, That 
entitles the transfer to be made in accordance with the arrangement. 
suggested by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the result be announced. 

Mr, HARRIS. Announce the result. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Quay, 
Allen, Dolph, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds. McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Carey, Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye, Morrill, Warren, 
Cullom, Hale, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawley, Piatt, 
Dawes, Hiscoe Power, 
= NAYS—35, 
Barbour, Coke, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Walthall. 
Call, Gray, Pugh, Washburn 
Cameron, Hampton, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Reagan, Wolcott. 


Cockrell, Jonesof Arkansas, Stewart, 


JANUARY 22, 
ABSENT—19. 
Blodgett, Gibson, Pasco, Shoup, 
Brown, Hearst, Pettigrew, Squire, 
Chandler, lliggins, Pierce, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Moody, Sanders, 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. WoLcorTT’s motion on the table. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 24th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 77) toprovide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oregon; 

An act (S: 1724) granting a pension to Charles Stenger; 

An act (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson; 

An act (S. 4070) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H, Lo 
Van; 

An act (S. 4167) granting an increase of peusion to Sarah V. Azpell; 
and 

An act (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8.3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mce- 
Intosh; 

An act (S. 3976) granting a pension to George A. Perkins; 

An act (S. 4506) granting a pension to Frederick Slawson; and 

An act (S. 4507) granting a pension to Johanna Teubner. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The question recurs on the motion mado 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment 
of Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Eleventh Census; on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I transfer that pair to the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], and vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Tam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.?? 7 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). In accordance with 
ihe announcement made at the taking of the last vote by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Dorr] I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.Grnson]. If he were 
present, I should note ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when Mr. VOORHEES’S name was called). I de- 
sire to state that my pair with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr, HIG- 
GINS] has been transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES]. Both Senators are absent. 

The call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 35, 
nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gornmn, Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Canieron, Hampton, Pugh, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Mud, _ 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wolcott. 
Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Stewart, 

NAYS—3i. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Quay, 
Allen, Dolph, MeConnell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Biair, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Carey, Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye, Morrill, Warren, 
Cullom, Tinle, Paddock, Wilgon of Towa, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, 

ABSENT—19, 

Blodgett, Daniel, Moody, Shoup, 
Brown, Gibson, Pettigrew, Squire, 
Call, Hearst, Pierce, Stanford, 
Chandler, Higgins, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Sanders, 


So the motion wasagreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12500) makin, 
an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the severa 
States under the Eleventh Census. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, where a man falls down, that is the 
place for him to getup again. Let the Republican party pass the edu- 
cational bill and all will be well. [Cries of ‘Regular order !’*] 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, have I leave tohang up my “‘ bruised 
arms for monuments?’ [Laughter. ] 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill reported by Mr. HALE from the Com- 
mittee on the Census, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., Thatafter the 3d of March, 1893, the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of 356 members, to be apportioned among the several 


States as follows: 

Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 6; California, 7; Colorado, 2; Connecticut, 4; Dela- 
ware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1; Ilinois, 22; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 11; 
Kansas, 8; Kentucky, 11; uisinna,6; Maine,4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 
13; Michigan,12; Minnesota,7; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 15; Montana, 1; Ne- 
braska, 6; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire,2; New Jersey, 8; New York, 34; North 
Carolina, 9; North Dakota, 1; Ohio, 21; Oregon, 2; Pennsylvania, 30; Rhode 
Island,2; South Carolina,7; South Dakota, 2; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 13; Ver- 
eel Virginia, 10; Washington, 2; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 10; Wyo- 
ming,1, 

Src, 2. That whenevera new State isadmitted to the Union the Representa- 
tive or Hoe oh apa ot assigned to it shall be in addition to the number 356, 

Src, 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment the number to 
which such State may be entitled in the R areal and cach subsequent Con- 

ress shall beelected by districts composed of contiguous territory and contain- 
ing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. The said district 
shall be equal tothe number of the Representatives to which such State may 
be entitled in Congress, no one district electing more than one Representative. 

Src, 4, That in case of an increase in the number of Representatives which 
may be given to any State under this apportionment such additional Repre- 
sentative or Representatives shall be elected by the State at large, and theother 
Representatives by the districts now prescribed by law until the Legislature 
of such State in the manner herein prescribed shall redistrict such State, and if 
there be no increase in the number of Representatives from a State the Repre- 
sentatives thercof shall be elected from the districts now prescribed by law 
until such State be redistricted as herein prescribed by the islature of said 
State, 

See That all acts and parts of nets inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pesled, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— À 

Mr. BLACKBURN, With thepermission of the Senator from Maine 
Isimply rise to ask that the report accompanying the bill be read, as 
well ns the views of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. ‘That, of course, the Senator is entitled to have done, 
but before the report is read I wish to state that the bill as reported 
from the committee is precisely the bill as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to hear the Senator from 
Maine. This is an important question. I think the Chair ought to 
be able to make the Senators take their seats or go into the cloak- 
rooms. There ought to be that much power in the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Senators 
will retire to the cloakrooms who are conversing in the rear of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. As I stated, the bill is precisely the bill which passed 
the House of Representatives, making the nuniber of Representatives 
in the Fifty-third Congress 35€. There is, I think, but one amend- 
ment that has been offered to the bill, and that is the series submitted 
by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. Before the reading of 
the reports I believe the Senator from Minnesota desires that his 
amendments shall be read, so that the Senate may see just what ques- 
tions are before it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isend to the desk my proposed amendments and I ask 
that they may be read. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In section I, line 5, strike out the words "fifty-six" and insert inlieu thereof 
the word“ wht i 

In section 1, line 8, strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seven.” 


Insection 1, line 26, strike out the word “seven” and insertin lieu thereof the 
word “eight.” 


In section 1, line 28, strike out the word * fifteen” and insert in licu thereof 
the word ‘‘sixtcen,” X 

In section 1, line H, strike ont the word *four™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “five.” 

In section 2, line 3, strike out the words +' fifty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘sixty.” 


Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], who isin charge of the bill, in order that the Senate 
may act intelligently upon the amendments proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr, DAvis], I ask that we may have read the report 
accompanying the bill and then the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee. Before the reading of the reports, as I see that the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAyrs] is in his seat, I observe that that Sena- 
tor offered on December 29 certain amendments to the bill. I presume 
those amendments are superseded by the amendments which he offered 
on the 12th of January. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘They are superseded by the amendments just read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report of 
the committee and the views of the minority. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. HALE 
January 13, 189i, and read to page 5, when 

Mr. DAVIS said: I suggest that no useful purpose is subserved by 
reading those tables and I do not think it was the intention that they 
should be read. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope that they willbe read. This whole matter is 
new, and I am trying to follow it and inform myself about it, 


Mr. DAVIS, Is it intended to have all these tables read? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, I think so. 

an PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report on page 6, at ‘‘ Table 
A.” After reading for some time, 

Mr. HALE. I desire to make a suggestion, and that is that the 
reading of these recapitulations, which was called for by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], may be dispensed with. I want to sug- 
gest to him, as that is very fatiguing and laborious to the clerks, that 
he waive the request and allow the Secretary to read the appendix on 
pages 24 and 25, then the views of the minority as submitted by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and when that is done, as the 
Senator from Minnesota desires to address the Senate, and under the 
circumstances which have been before us to-day he is not prepared, I 
ask that the bill be informally laid aside untir to-morrow morning, 
giving Senators an opportunity to examine the bill, and meantime 
take up the Calendar, or, as the Senator from Minnesota has suggested, 
take up pension cases or appropriation. bills, as may be preferred. 

Mr. HOAR. I should Jike to have the Senate take up the bank- 
ruptcy bill if there be no other business ready. 

Mr. HALE. Of course there is plenty of business ready. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Indian depredations bill, for instance. 

Mr. HALE. My suggestion is only in the interest of the expedition 
of business and in order to give the Senator from Minnesota an oppor- 
tunity to speak. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask, with the leave of the Senator from 
Maine, to take up the bankruptcy bill. ee 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not do that, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Weean not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Che Senator from Massachusetts asks me to yield to 
take up the bankruptcy bill. That, of course, I can notdo. The Sen- 
ate has decided to consider the present bill, the apportionment bill. 
That is before the Senate; and my request, which, of course, could only 
obtain by unanimous consent, is that after the report proper had been 
read then the bill be informally laid aside to be taken up to-morrow 
morning, in order to give Senators an opportunity to examine it and in 
order to give the Sevator from Minnesota an opportunity to prepare 
his remarks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nobody objects to that; but will the Senator 
from Maine yield to a suggestion for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isit not his purpose, in reaching this agree- 
ment by unanimous consent, to have the disputed Journal of the Sen- 
ate corrected by unanimous consent, and then lay aside the pending 
bill and take up the Calendar of pension cases, as he suggests, until to- 
morrow, when the consideration of this bill will be resumed ? 

Mr, HALE, I think that is a yery good suggestion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Then let us do that. 


Mr. HALE. I consent to that, for one. ` 
Mr. DOLPH. I object to any order of business being outlined in 
this way. i 


Mr. BERRY. I did not hear the Senator from Oregon. 


Mr. DOLPH. Isay that I object to the order of business being out- 
lined as stated. 
Mr. HOAR. I wish the Chair would state from the desk my request 


that the bankruptcy bill be taken up, and then if it be objected to that 
will appear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw his request? 

Mr. HALE. No; I should be very glad to have the arrangement 
made in the interest of expediting the publie business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the tables in the report be dis- 
pensed with, that the remainder of the report of the majority and the 
views of the minority be read, and that then the pending bill be laid 
aside informally until to-morrow’s session—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. At 2 o'clock, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 2 o'clock, asthe unfinislied busi- 


ness. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before that request issubmitted to theSenate 
I desire to ask what was the suggestion made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Did I understand the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to ask that this bill be informally laid aside in order that the 
general bankruptcy bill might be taken up? 

Mr. HALE, Iso understood the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. If I may have unani- 
mous consent I wish to say that I understood the request of the Sena- 
tor from Maine involved, after this matter which has been suggested 
was disposed of, the bill going over until to-morrow, leaving us with 
the rest of the day undisposed of, and I requested, if that were done, 
that the rest of the day might be devoted to the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Only to-day? 

Mr, HOAR: Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to call up the labor bills, 
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Mr. FAULKNER, I understand that at 2 o'clock to-morrow the 
pending bill is to be considered as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE, Undoubtedly. - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thero is no doubt of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be the unfinished business 
under this arrangement, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I just wanted thatunderstanding. Then itis 
proposed, as I understand, that the Calendar be proceeded with this 
evening. We want it understood that there are exceptions: that the 
proposed rele which has now been postponed and the elections bill 
shall not be considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shall not bo brought up. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no understanding on that subject. 

Mr. HALE, Ido not think we necd go into that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine as stated by the Chair? 

Mr. KENNA. Thereis. Unless there is some understanding that 
the proposition which has just been laid aside by a vote of the Senate 
is not to occupy the time from 10 to 12 o’clock to-morrow, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made and the reading 
of the report will proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senate should take a recess to-night until to- 
morrow at 10 o'clock and its attention is to be occupied with the mat- 
ter that has just been laid aside, then I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr, GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Maine will make hisstate- 
mentagain. I do not think it was understood on this side. Will the 
Senator repeat his statement? 

Mr. KENNA. For reasons satisfactory to myself and which I need 
not state, I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1s there any objection to the request, 
the Senator from West Virginia having withdrawn his objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be stated once more. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have just come into the Chamber and I shall be 
very glad to know what the request is. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish tosay, ifthe Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR] claims that the undisposed-of labor bill is entitled to the rest 
of the day, I think that under the understanding on both sides of the 
Chamber that would probably prevail over my request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam perfectly willing to accept the suggestion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to take the bankruptcy bill up for 
consideration either for the rest of this day or until finally disposed of, 
provided it does not displace the bill the Senate isnow considering. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. BLAIR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thisdebateis proceeding by unani- 
mons consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Weare ready to consent either that labor bills 
or pension bills be considered, or both. 

Mr. COCKRELL, No, not by a good deal do I assent to the Jabor 
baL 

Mr. ALLISON. $, of course, do not wish to speak out of order. 
The Chair says debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. I desire 
simply to say, in order, that Ishall beglad, at any moment when there 
is au opportunity, to ask the Senate to consider appropriation bills. 

Mr. LE. I think my request had better not be embarrassed by 
connecting it with any subject to be taken up after the pending bill 
shall be informally laid aside. If that consent can be had now, then, 
after reading the formal part of the report, the text of the report—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to suggest that the request was not 
complete. Does the Senator add anything to the request he made? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I wish the unanimous consent to include the 
approvnl of the Journal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Maine should modify his 
request to this extent, that the two Journals of the Senate which were 
not approved shall be approved and disposed of; that suficient time 
shall be allowed for the transaction of the ordinary morning business, 
the presentation of bills, and matters of that sort, and that after that 
the Senate itself should determine its order of business, either to go 
on with the Calendar or take up such business as may be agreed upon 
then, with the understanding that the apportionment hill becomes the 
unfinished business to-morrow morning after the ordinary routine morn- 


ing business is disposed of. Mr. HALE. I will repeat the proposition. It is that the reading 
Mr. HALE. If consent can be gained to that proposition that would | of the tables and recapitulations in the report from the Committee on 
be satisfactory. the Census be dispensed with and thatthe text of the report of the ma- 


jority and the views of the minority he read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And the appendix. 

Mr. HALE. And the appendix, the tables to be printed in the 
RECORD; that then the bill be informally laid aside to come up to-mor- 
row at 2 o’clock as unfinished business, and that the Journalsof the last 
two days’ session be read and approved. 

Mr. DAVIS. To-morrow? 

Mr. HALE. To-day; then morning business is to be received and 
after that the disposition of the time is to be with the Senate. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]? The Chairhearsnone, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Now I hope the Secretary will proceed with the read- 
ing of the text of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report 
and the views of the minority. The report is as follows: 

The Committes on the Census, to whom was referred tho bill H. R. 12500, 
having had the samo under consideration, beg leave to submit the following 
Tye matter to which this bill relates was thoroughly investigated by the Coni- 
mittee on the Eleventh Census of the House of Kepresentatives, and their re- 
pos is adopted by your committee, who report back the bill and recommend 

ta passage. 
[Houss Report No, 3289, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ] 


Mr. DUNNELL, from the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, submitted 
the following report (to accompany H. It. 12500): 

The Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, to whom was referred H. R. 
12000, H. R. 12265, H. R. 12403, H. R. 12500, and H. R.12503, providing for the appor- 
tionment of Representatives among tho several States as provided by Article 
XIV, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States, respectfully report that 
they have considered the subject of such apportionment and report back H.R. 
12500 witha favorable recommendation. The bill Hrovidies that after the 8d day 
of March, 1893. the House of Representatives shall be composed of 356 members, 
aasigned as follows: 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to make this suggestion, that by 
unanimous consent—and it can only be done by unanimous consent— 
the further reading of the tables in the report be dispensed with and 
the report of the majority and theappendix to that report be read, and 
then that the report of the minority be read and the tables of each be 
inserted in their proper place in the RECOED as a part of the report, 
but not read; and, when that is through, that by unanimous consent 
the Journal be disposed of and morning business be received, and when 
thatis done, if there is any time left, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the unobjected pension cases which are now piling up 
on the Senate Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. To the last part of the proposition Ichject. T want 
the Senate to determine what it will take up. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think if the Senator from Missouri will modify 
his request, leaving out the last provision, and allow the Senate to de- 
termine afterwards what bills on the Calendar shall be proceeded with, 
there will be no difficulty. There seems to be an understanding that 
we go to the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; we can notdo that. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my request, coupling with it the proposi- 
tion that the Journal of the last two days be approved and morning 
business be received. Ns 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have order. We can not hear the Senator, 

Mr. HALE. It is my proposition as originally made, with an ad- 
dition to if that after the text of the reports has been read, without the 
tables of figures, but the tables to be incorporated in the RECORD, the 
Journals of the last two days’ session be approved aud morning busi- 
ness be received. After that, what shall be done for the rest of the day 
is in the hands of the Senate, and I do not think it had better be con- 
nected with this request, 

Mr. KENNA. Do I understand that the pending measure goes over 
informally ? 


Mr. HALE. It goes over informally, to come up as the unfinished 9) Michigan. 12 
business to-morrow morning. 6 | Minnesota . 2 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks nnan- | Californi Ll eta yer Z 
imous consent that the further reading of the tables in the report of | Gonnesticut i I 
the majority and in the views of the minority be dispensed with, that 1 6 
the remainder of the report be read and also the views of the minority, 7 l 
and that then the further consideration of the pending bill be post- z 3 
poned until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 3 E 
Mr. HALE. Informally laid aside. 13 | North Carolina.. 9 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Informally laid asido until 2 o'clock 75] oa an at 
to-morrow, and that then the Journals of the Jast two days be approved. + 11 | Oregon ~.. 2 
Mr. COCKRELL. Be read and approved. 6 | Pennsylvania. 30 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that the Journals of the last two ME eh caren ae 
days be read and approved. Is there objection? . 13 | South Dakota ... 2 
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It will be seen that the following States retain their present representation : 

Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Maryland, etapa ae Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, New York, 
North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South Da- 
kota, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wyoming. 

It will be further seen that the bill gives to cench of the following States ono 
additional member: Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Georgia, Kansas, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey, Oregon, Washington, and Wis- 
consin, 

Two additional members are given to each of the following States: Illinois, 
Minnesota, Pennsylvania, and Texas. 

Three additioual members are given to the State of Nebraskn. 

Twenty-six of the forty-four States retain their present representation. Thir- 
teen States each gain one additional meniber, Four States each gain two ad- 
ditional members, and one Stato gains threo. 

f The aggregate increase over the presentmemborship of the Houscis twenty- 
four, 

Your committee here insert the following portion of the report of the Super- 
a ofthe Census to the honorable Secretary of tho Interior November 
25, 1890: 


Verified population of the United States in 189. 


THO EUSA SERCO ai tevicinacaussadcovsevivicnpienssoverenssearsusesybie Sakei 62,022,259 
———s 

North: Atlantic: diyistor....ccssscserssesororvsscorsssesrsacecoveensvesovasevsecsvers Ley $01; 545 

DLAC vosisen sithan wocvoncdecgetesapivseveubsvvenaiacve vivsducestisppubdtecesaterbysdveWebsecaibulverene, COOLS OGG: 


New Hampshire..., 
Vermont.....,.... 
Massachusetts. 
Rhodo Island... 
Connecticut.. 


New Jorsey .. 
Pennsylyania .......... 


South Atlantic division .ssssssssssrse sssevorres sees SE DIET LOREEN . 8,857,920 


S IIL AEA 
West Virginia.. 
North Carolina... 
South Carolina... 


» 1,837,853 
sevoerecevecee B01, 422 
E 


Northorn Contrat diviston w.ccscssccsissscccssscasnccsasvosseyyesseyessnnsabe sveees 22) 002) AO 


ie eeneneee 


3,672, S16 


1,427,096 


E 


Southern Central divisions... ssossssssses ése ocosssrsussssosésassiostsonransasesse 10; 972, 893 


Kentucky... 
Tennesseo 
Alabama, 
Mississippi. 
Louisia: 


AXEQUEO8 „iis pecccceneessee ses 1,128,179 
Oo 


AVeatern GUVISIGN ioesye rres copyes connsscoosocere sissasunasycorevssncen svspsseesscnsuesen (0/027) O18 
Montana 132, 159 
Wyoming.. 60, 705 
Colorados... 412,198 
New Mexico, 153, 593 

59,620 
207, 905 
45,761 


Messrs 
Washington..... 


The United States.. tenesse 62, 622, 250 


North Atlantic division 17, 401, 545 
South Atlantic division..... 857, 

Northern Central division 22,362, 279 
Southern Central division. ++ 10, 972, 893 


Western division,,.......-s00 


From this aggregate population of the United States, namely, 62,622,250, your 
committee subtracted the egate population ofthe District ef Columbia RAA of 
the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Utah. Tho remainder 
was 61,908,906. With this number difforent ratios were obtained by taking as a 
divisor any proposed numbor, Each number was taken from to 375. The 


x Including 5,338 persons in Green County, in Indian Territory, claimed by 
‘exns, 


ratio in the first instance was 
this ratio it was found that ten 


sas 


73, Dividing the population of each State by 
tes would each lose one from their present 


representation and that in two instances fractions would remain considerably 
morethan s molety. The old and new methods of computation were used, 
These methodsare explained elsewherein this report. Trials were made un- 
tila number was found that;would give a ratio which ina 
each Stateagainst any loss in its membership and inno 
fraction. This number was foundto be356. The ratio was 173,901, Thenum- 
her ofmembers obtained on evon division was339, Tho additional 17 needed to 
mate the number 356 was secured by giving another member to each of the 
These States and the fractions remain- 


States having left to it a majorfraction. 


ing are here given : 


Alabanin ..... 
California 


Maryland NY, 


Massachusetts ....ccccccccopereseesers 


0 
Rhode Island . 


Virginia ... 
Wisconsin .. 


A 


CORON orres 


nnee san ANNI 


plication would secure 
nstance leave s major 


90, 871 


It will be seen by an inspection of Table A in the Appendix, which is made n 
part of this report, that all the major fractions remaining from a division by the 
ratio 173,901 are absorbed in finding the 17 needed to make the number 856, 

Your committee have not deemed the number fixed in this bill an unreason- 


able increase in the membership of the House. 


A much large: 


r increase las 


been urged by many members. An inerease in the membership of the House 
has been mado in every dhe pe adele act since 1789, RA A in that passed in 


1843, when there was n 
be of interest: 


Constitution, 1789, ratio 30,000, whole number of Representatives... 
Tirst Census, 1703, ratio 33,000, whole number of Representatives... 
Second Census, 143, ratio 33,000, whole number of Representatives 
Third Census, 1813, ratio 35,000, whole number of Re resentatives. 


Fourth Census, 1823, ratio 40, 
Fifth Consus, 1833, ratio 47,700, w. 


whole number of 
ole number of Representatives... 
Sixth Census, 1813, ratio 70,680, whole number of Representatives... 
Seventh Census, 1853, ratio 93,423, whole number of Representatives, ... 
Righth Census, 1803, ratio 127,381, whole number of Representatives 
Ninth Consus, 1573, ratio 131,425, whole number of Representatives . 
Tenth Census, 1883, ratio 151,911, whole number of Representatives . 
Eleventh Census, 1893, ratio 173,901, wholo number of Representativ: 


uction of 15, At this point the 


‘epresentativ: 


ollowing table will 


65 
105 
M41 
18L 
213 
240 
233 
233 
213 
293 
325 
s55 


re 


In connection with the above table the following exhibit will be of value: 


At the reques 


Population of the United States, 


Aten e RAs Aes Sennen teist henehen ane seaneatebeeners te eeeeseebenaeeers recession attt 


t of the chairman of the committees the Superititendent of tho 
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Census furnished the following tables, and also the appendix which was used 
when tho last apportionment bill was under consideration: 


Tantr A.—Population, ratio, fractions, and members of Congress for cach Stale on 


States, 


Popuila- 
tion, 


84, 385, 


SrHrey 
= 
XS 


HrppjH 
g 


Ratio, 1: 186,473. 


presentatives 
on even division. 


No. of Re: 


ae 


oomtGawnesSoBrewrewane 


fa] 

p3 

A 

Š 
si 
Fraction | = 
resulting. 4 3 
& 
EE 

3 

S 

2 


332| 31s | 3,290,140 


en p 
uab bavaos 


total number of members from 332 lo 375. 


292, | 


333. 


Ratio, 1: 185,012. 


on even division. 


3 
Pi 
= 
s 
= 
g 
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TABTE A.—Continued. Tante A.—Continued, 


337, 
Ratio, 1: 183,705. 


É 359, 
Ratio, 1: 183,162. | Ratio, 1: 182,622. 


332. 333. 
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32 66,461 |-32 | 32 4,189 | 32 | 32 101,757 | 32 New York..... -| 32 171,133 | 33 | 33 6,670 | 33 | 33 
North Carolina . 8 35, ol 8 139,531 | 9| 8 143, 923 9 North Carolina.......| 8 161,267 | 9| 8 165, 539 2) 8 
North Dakota... Milenia Vib s BI IARE n E kd PA 1 | North Dakota...) L 634) 1) 1 1,168 |} 1) 1 
MOBO ceteris 19 | 150,552 | 20 |19| 161,078 | 20] 19 | 171,500 | 20 | Obiore 20 606 |-20 | 20| 41,206 | 20.| 20 
OTETON sssssesossssnensseocse] 1] 128411] 2] 1] 128,965) 2] 1) 129,514] 2 1| isiess} 2| 1| 132,916] 2| 1 
Ponnsylvania ........] 23| 68,016 | 28 | 28| 83,553 | 28 | 28 930 | 28 28| 159,654 | 29) 23) 174,586 | 29 | 29 
Rhode Island... | 1| 160,150| 2| 1| 160,708] 2| 1] 161}253| 2 1| 163,42) 2| 1| 163,055 | 2| 1 
South Carolina... G| 89,013] 6| G| 42,377] 6] 6 631 | 6 6j 58, 6| 6| 61,83) 6) 6 
il 143452) 2| 1| 141,003] 2| 1| m55] 2 1) 146,723) 2| 1) 147,257) 2| 1 
9| 99,314] 9| 9| 105,300} 9| 9| 109241 | 10 +] 9] 128.793 |10| 9| 133,559 |10| 9 
i2| 251 |12|12| 17,899|12|12| 24,457 | 12 12 (008 32) 32) 106, OLE: | 13) 12 
1| 147,000/ 2| 1| 147,020] 2| 1] wasi1609|] 2 1 , oS ed ed Ue 
8| 173,132] 9} 8| 177,564] 9] 8| 181,956] 9 9! 17,215) 9| 9 2 021) 9| 9 
s| 1| Jeksi 2| 1) 164588] 2| 1| 165,137) 2 1 ` Pf eee ll UR Ne 
West Virginia... ] A| 24370] 4| 4 5| 4] 4 782| 4 4) 34,454) 4) 4 6,590 | 4) 4 
WISCONSIN sesemon] D) 18,676 | 9] 9 ; 9| 9 603 | 9 9 y115] 9) 9} 52,921) 9) 9 
Wyoming ssccssccccssccce| I fessecessrsccesec] I| firinne] L| L forsirane] Ly WHOMMUE servsesesesennseee] L arsssamasernrere] L| L frsereeerw osef Lj L 
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TABLE A.—Continued, TABLE A.—Continued. 


343. 345, 319. . 350. 351, 
Ratio, 1: 177,889. | Ratio, 1: 176,883. | Ratio, 1: 176,379. 


Ra Ratio, 1: 179,968. | Ratio, 1: 179,496. 
ò ó A ò |v 
2 EIR bg. £ ; A Ee. d 
se =e © Ize Q 38 $ TE 9 ise 3 
32 Š se SENIE žo ze 32 SERE 5 
PENS ee Seige BEJE og ge ‘SSE BHE og 
2 2:5| Fraction EE 5 Fraction Fea e Fraction Fe zz be HE Fraction FE $a S3 
ag resulting. aS Sa resulting. gs Ag resulting. as ae 35 fa resulting, gs Sg F 
2 gig g Elgg 
Bs RERE ERE Re BE 28155 28S Ek 
Se ig |e 4 Sg e SE z |o8 a jog 2 
3? g |s° 5 |S 5 Š £ |° E Ca 3 
Z & z IG fe Z IZ k Z o 
United States ...,..|823 | 3,118,487 [343 |328 | 3,287,739 |344 3,276,899 | 345 849 |831 | 3,753, 545 1350) 333 
a=] = — | SSS. =O ——TS — eui ey 
Alabama sisiran] 8 69,081} 8] 8 73,273 | 8 | 8 77,449 | 8 8| 8 97,93} 9| 8| 101,985 | 9 
p 6 45,127 | 6| 6 48371 | 6| 6 51,503 | 6 6| 6 66,881} 6| 6 69,905} 6 
J 6] 125,478] 7| 6| 128822) 7| 6| 131,454] 7 7| 6| 146,832] 7| 6| 149,856] 7 
2 51,214 | 2| 2 562,362 | 2| 2 53, 2 2| 2 asa | 2) 2 59,440] 2 
Connecticut... 4 24,290} 4] 4 386 | 4| 4 28,474) 4 4| 4 38,726] 4| 4 40,742 | 4 
Delaware . > A EEE LL ES o O a D ES T ES Oy E Y OERE TEA o U E Bg CARN | eet 
Florida... 2 30,438 | 2] 2 v48 | 2| 2 32,530 | 2 2a 37,656 | 2| 2 83, 2 
Georgia... 10 $2,433 | 10 | 10 37,672 | 10 | 10 42,893 | 10 10 | 10 63,523 | 10 | 10 73, 10 
Idaho, ... PEETI OLIN LH PEON bay En 8) oer N i 251 aE il REEE ME A Skul O nk 
Tllinois...... | 21 36,019 | 21 | 21 7,023 | 21 | 21 57,985 | 21 22 | 21 +808 | 22 |21| 122,392) 22 
Indiana . 12 26,500 | 12 | 12 2,788 | 12 | 12 30,052 | 12 12 | 12 , 808 | 12 | 12 75,586 | 12 
Towa.. 10| 106,976 |11 |10| 112.216 | 11 |10| 117,436 | 11 11/10] 143,066 | i1 |10| 148,106 | IL 
T|. 163,652) 8|- 7| 167, 7| 179,974 8| 8 12,032 | 8| 8 16,064 | 8 
10 53,715 | 10 | 10 58,955 | 10 | 10 64,175 | 10 10 | 10 89,805 | 10 | 10 94,845.| 10 
35, 6| 6 33, 6| 6 41,911 | 8 6| 6 57,2891 61 6 60,313 | 6 
8| 119,610| 4| 3| 121,182 | 4| 3} 122,748) 4 4| 3| 130,437| 4| 3] I3LH9| 4 
5| 139, 6| 5| 142; 6| 5| 145,160| 6 6 157,975 | 6| 5| 160,49 | 6 
12 73,039 | 12 | 12 79, 827 | 13 | 12 $5,591 | 13 i3 |12| 116,347|)13| 12] 122,395) 13 
Michigan... Wt} 108,477 |12 |11| 114,241 |12 |11| 119,983 | 12 12 |11| 148/176 | 12 |11| 153,720 | 12 
Minnesota... 7 838, 7 42, Nd, 45,704 | 7 OH E 63,645 | 7| 7 67,173 | 7 
Mississippi.. Hie, 26,156 | 7| 7 29, Til a, 33,478 | 7 ven 51,419 | 7] 7 54,917 | 7 
chet haben 14| 152,296 | 15.) 14] 159,682 }15)14| 100,910] 15 15 | 15 25,939 | 15 | 15 33,499 | 15 
W koniana DIO Llr 2 W H POTAE s i 1 DPhil EERON ALUN Ba E EAE FR 
5 56,450 | 6| 5| 159070| 6| ö i 6 | Nebraska | 5 6| 5| 174,49, 6] 6 6 
Lhee Ad ainena] ILM) ak inanin) 25) NOVAGE. | 2 Di) GA EOE tk Pe a NEA eo. 
1.2 ,546| 2| 2 16,594] 2| 2 17,633; 2|N | 2 2| 2 22,764 | 2| 2 28,772 |- 2 
8 8| 8 5189| 8| 8 n305 | 8] Ne | 8 8| 8 29,869 | 8| 8 901| 8 
s A OB 41,617 | 33| 33 58,909 | 33 | 33 76,135 | 33 +1 33 34) 33 | 160,714 | A |34 967 | 34 
North Carolina.........) 8 | 174,011 8:| 178; 9| 9 2,933 | 9 9 9| 9 26,000} 9| 9 90,536 | 9 
North Dakota. 1 2227| 1| 1 2,751) 1) 1 3,273} 1 1 1] 4 5,836] 1| 1 6,30) 1 
Oh LO. .cser0006 20 62,476 | 20 | 20 72, 956 | 20 | 20 83,306 | 21 4| 20 21 | 20.| 134,658 | 21 |20| 144,736 | 2L 
1j 183,27] 2) 1] 133,79| 2| 1| 134,321] 12 A 2| 1| 186,881| 2| 1] 197,888] 2 
Pennsylvania. 29 23,746 | 29 | 29 $8,942 | 29 | 29 54,080 | 29 29 30 |29| 128,407 | 30 |29} 143,023) 3 
Rhode Island... 1| 165,014] 2| 1] 165,533) 2] 1] 166,000) 2 Sipai 2| 1| 168,623) 2| I| 169,127} 2 
6 $3,297 | 6| 6 71,3411 6) 6 74,473 | 6 6 6| 6 89,851} 6| 6 92,875] 6 
1| 148,316) 2) 1 840| 2) 1] 149,302) 2 1 2| 1f 351,025) 2| 1] 152,429] ‘2 
9| 143,090] 10} 9| 117,80 |10| 9| 152,504] 10 9 ici 9] 175,571|10| 9| 180,107 | 10 
ARY fiver 112 69,619 | 12 | 12 75,907 | 12 | 12 82,171 | 12 12 18 | 12 2,927 | 13 | 12] 118,975 | 13 
Vermont seese 1| 151,930) 2| 1| 152,454| 2| 1] 162,076] 2| Ve 1 2| 1] 155,589] 2| 1] 156,013] 2 
Virginin., sses. 9 81,552} 9| 9 36,268 | 9| 9 0, 9 | Virginia... ses 9 9| 9 64,033 | 9| 9 68, 9 
Washington. 1 „898| 2] 1 169,422 | 2| 1| 169,914| 2 | Washington ... 1 2| 1| 172,507; 2| 1| 173;011| 2 
West Virginia. 4 40,826 | 4| 4 42,922] 4| 4 „010 | 4 | West Virginia... 4 4j 4 55,262) 4| 4 67,278 | 4 
Wisconsin... 9 62/452 | 9| 9 67,168 | 9| 9 1,866 | 9| Wisconsin sisu. 9 9| 9 94,933] 9| 9 99,469 | 10 
Wyoming... Li ETA (it Lilvccossvvew severe] S W E Lifesrveopeptveveves|: C NV YOUNG TESEN A 1 LJ Tifosersssssssse] Li] Lifessa] E 
346. AT. 818, 2 ae 


352. 
tio, 1: 175,878. Rati 


Ratio, 1: 175,927, | Ratio, 1: 178,412. Ra Ratio 
334 


Ratio, 1: 177,89, 


Ratio, 1: 174,884. 
835 


United States ....../329 5,055 [S46 30 3, 483, 503 (A7 [331 8,422,329 | 348 United States...... 8,553, GAL |852 | | 3,705, 683 | 354 
DSS SS a SS SSS SS SS eS | — 

8 81,601 | 8| 8 $5,721 | 8| 8 8 8 113, 045 9 

Arkansas.. 6 54,617 | 6| 6 57,707 | 60| 6 6 6 78, 875 6 
California | 6| 34,568) 7| 6 ( 7/ 6 7 6 158, 826 VE 
Colorado..... 2 534| 2| 2 565,374 | 2| 2 2 | Colorado......... 2 62,430. 2 
Connecticut. 4 30,550 | 4] 4 82,610 | 4| 4 4 | Connecticut.. 4 46,722 4 
L fissu A Liisi Lilk 1 | Delaware.. s E A T 

3 33,568) 2| 2 ; 2| 2 2 | Florida .. 2 i) 2 

10 48,083 | 10 | 10 ; 10 | 10 10 10 | 10 83,563 | 10 | 10 88,513 | 10 

oa | ETE e ies Pr rere LA | 1 1 M A E E H A i E dl 

21 68,884 | 21 | 21 79,699 | 21 | 21 2L ok „892 | 22 | 21 787 | 22 

J 12 45,280 | 12 | 12 51,460 | 12 | 12 12 12 |1 «856 | 12 |12 7% | 13 

10 122,626 | 11 | 10 127,776 | 11 | 10 1l il 163,056 | 11 

7 174,607 | 8| 7 178, 212 8 8| 8 ,064 | 8| 8 23, 024 8 

10 69,365 | 10 | 10 74,515 | 10 | 10 10 11 | 10 104,845 | 11 | 10 109,795 | 1r 

6 45,025 | 6| 6 48,115; 6| 6 6 G| 6 66,313 | 6| 6 69, 6 

3 124,305 | 4| 3 125,850 | 4| 3 4 4| 3 134,919 | 4| 3 136, 434 4 

5 147,755 | 6| 5 150,330 | 6| 5 6 | Maryland..... 5 6| 5 165,495 | 6 5 167, 970 6 

4 12 91,819 | 13 | 12 999 | 13 | 12 13 | Massachusetts 128,407 | 13 | 12 134,335 | 13 | 12 140,335 | 13 

IL 125,692 | 12 -| 11 131,357 | 12 | 11 12 | Michigan s.s 159, 23) | 12 | 11 164,720 | 12 | 11 170,165 | 12 

a 337| 7| 7 52,942 | 7| 7 7 5 THOT: 75,173 | 7| 7 77,638 7 

Mississippi.. i He f 37,111 | 7 | 7 40,716) 7) 7 7 7\ 7 61,957 | 7) 7 65, 412 7 
Missouri. em ecees l4 174,206 | 15 | 15 3, 15 | 15 15 41,014 | 15 | 15 43,499 | 15 | 15 55, 92 15 
Montana se. s EE EEN OG MS T E U OTS E O gh acesct ced 1 PESSA | AI i O EOSTA Mia A E GA PETENS | T 
Nebraska 5 64,275 | 6| 5 ¥ 6) 5 6 G2; 6| 6 6| 6 |, 606 6 
Nevada ..... PRESAR ULM EE e a C DL Na ATRA o H ate i 1 TEER o U D O A D a E U ERA G y 
New Hampshire........| 2 ,676 | 2| 2 19,706 | 2| 2 2 774 | 2) 2 772) 2) 2 „702| 2 
New Jersey ....... aes heres 13,517 | 8| 8 637 | 8| 8 8 37,99 | 8| 8 41,901} 85] 8 45, 861 8 
New York ........... 33 93,262 | 31 | 33 110, 257 | 34 | 33 34 18,001 | 34 | 34 967 | A| HA 51, u 
North Carolina .,. 9 7,004) 9} 9 12,239; 9| 9 9 3,045) 9| 9 „538 | 9) 9 43,901 9 
Nortli Dakota... X wi 8702] 1} 4 4, 1] 1 1 | North Dakota. 6,841} 1| 1 7,310! 1| 1 7, 1 
š | 20 93,776 | 21 | 20 104,076 | 21 | 20 21 | Ohio... 154,756 | 21 | 20 161,786 | 21 | 20 174,636 | 2) 

a} 134,840] 2] 1 135,355! 2| 1 2 | Oregon Pry 137,889 | 2) 1 138, 2j 1 138, 883 2 

Pennsylvania... 2 69,131 | 29 | 29 83,066 | 29 | 29 30 | Pennsylvania.. 157,552 | 30 | 29 172, 023 | 80 | 80 11,4% | 3 
Rhode Island ... 1 166,579 | 2) 1 167,004) 2| 1 2 | Rhode Island........ 169,628; 2] 1 170,127 | 2] 1 170, 622 3 
South Carolina.. 6 77,587} 6| 6 80,677 | 6| 6 6 | South Carolina . 95,881 | 6) 6 98,875 | 7| 6 101,815 | 7 
South Dakota 1 149,881 | 2] 1 ý 2j 31 2 | South Dakota. 152,930 | 2| 1 153,429 | 2) 1 924 2 
Tennessee... 9 157,175 | 10 | 9 161,810 | 10 | 9 10 nnessee. 8,738 | 10 | 10 13,7 10 | 10 18,678 | 10 
Texas,..... 12 88, 12 | 12 94,579 | 13 | 12 13 | Texas..... 124,987 | 13 | 12 | 130,975 | 13 | 12 | 136,915} 13 
Vermont.. 1 153,495 | 2| 1 154,010 | 2| 1 2 | Vermont. 156,544 | 2| 1 157,%3 | 2} 1 533 2 
Virginia...... 9 5, 9] 9 50,272 | 9) 9 9 | Virginia ...... 73,078 | 9| 9 77,56 9; 9 024 9 
Washington...... 1 170,463 | 2| 1 170,983 | 2) 1 2 | Washin; 173,512 | 2| 1 174,011} 2| 1 174,506 | 2 
West Virginia. 4 086) 4j- 49,146 | 4| 4 4 | West Virginia K 4j 4 L 4\ 4 63,258 | 4 
Wisconsin.. sess. 9 76,587 | 9| 9 $1,172) 9| 9 9 | Wisconsin s 103,978 | 10 | 9 108,469 | 10 | 9| 112,924) 10 
A DEAT M E OARE o E Ee E ESA bee M Eaa S i OETA MES A E G) E S Gs e E Sa E | 
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TABLE A.—Continued. TABLE A.—Continued. 


361. We 362. 4 363, 
Ra Ratio, Ratio,1: 171,493. | Ratio,1: 171,019. | Katio, 1: 170.548. 
3 $ |8 i3 È 8 $ 18 PERE: È 
>a ce toe & |è A Pu & j2 s & |Z. Ai 
ss 6 [Se 2 SE 2 2g 2 ise 8 ise 2 
se = S2 es 132 fa s2 Z glaS a ise = 
H LA E AEE A 22 E E E -FA (EE 
States, E Fraction Fi H Fraction 33 E Fraction BS States. E Fraction Fes $2! Fraction gs ve Fraction gs 
Ga) resulting, a2 a z| resulting. FEEL resulting. aS Ag) resulting. |2 §| & z resulting. = 3/5 =|resulting.|29 
EE ERRE PEISE E 3s Baise egg’ as 
Lo REISS EE ok as rei REISS 28/56 g% 
os z |25 z4 |28 z of 4 joe a joe z 
$ S jS 2 pS = io = is? iS js |= 
fi 2 ah N -E A S a Ael lis en 
{338 | 355 {339 o BAL | 3,150, 299 lss7 United States. ......345 | 3,109,783 {361 [346 | 8,099,924 (362 lss 3,200,535 | 363 
= === == —— = ==, = 5 C > 
8 9] 8 9| 8 g 8 9| 8 9j 8 148, 633 9 
6 6| 6 6| 6 6 6 7| 6 7| 6 104, 891 7 
6 7) 6 7| 6 7 T 7| 7 TaT 14, 294 7 
2 2| 2 21-2 2 2 2/ 2 2) 2 71,102 2 
4 4j 4 4) 4 4 4 4) 4 4/4 64, 065 4 
1 i we vb WE 1 1 1; 1 af Def 2 1 
2 2| 2 2] 2 2 2 7 21-2 2) 2 2 
10 31 |10 11 | 10 il 10 122,423 | 11 | 10 11 |10 11 
VR Eare ste E) i E WATE: 1 1 ér 1/1 a ot 1 
24 22 122 2231:22 23 505 | 22 | 22 22)| 22 22 
12 13 | 12 13 | 12 12 13 | 12 13} 12 13 
wee} 10 11 |10 1l |11 11 11 |11 687 | 11 |11 11 
8 8| 8 8| 8 8 8| 8 „9H | 8| 8 8 
10 1l |10 11/10 10 11 | 10 148, 445 | 11 } 10 11 
6 6| 6 6| 6 6 6| 6 92,473} 7) 6 7 
3 4| 3 4/3 8 4| 3 148,029 | 4| 3 4 
5 6/ 5 6| 6 6 6| 6 16,276 | 6} 6 6 
12 13 | 12 13 |12 13 13 | 13 15,696 | 13 | 13 13 
12 12 | 12 12 |12 12 2 |22 41,061 | 12 | 12 12 
7 Ti T A BEC 7 8) 7 101,663 | 8) 7 # 
7 Tih 7. -Aj id 7 | Mississippi 7 7| 7 92,467 | 7| 7 & 
15 15 | 15 15 15 15 | Missou 15 16 | 15 113,599 | 16 1 15 16 
1}. Lit yt) fe E 1 1}. eh) LI Di fivetes desea IER 1 
6 6| 6 6! 6 6 6 6| 6 27 6} 6 6 
1}. | 1] 2 PASE 1 1 DU E WS T D | 1 L 
2 2] 2 2| 2 2 2 2-2 B4492 2192 2 
8 8] 8 53,7253 | 8| 8 8 8 8| 8 76,781 | 8| 8 8 
34 34) 34 85,219 | A | A 35 A 35| 35 12,188 | 35 | 35 35 
9 9| 9 52,833| 9] 9 9 9 9| 9 78,7760] 9} 9 0 
1 RF 8,818} 1} 1 1 | North Dakota. 1 by 11,800} 1} 1 1 
21 21 |21 20,395 | 21 | 21 21 | Ohio... 21 21 | 21 80,917 | 2 | 24 y 21 
1 2/1 139,860 | 2] 1 2 | Oregon 1 2J T 142,748] 2} T 3; 2 
30 30 | 30 40, 984 | 30 | 30 50 30 31 | 20 127,444 | 31 | 30 141,574 | 31 
1 2) 1 171,60 2) 1 2 | Rhode Island.. 2 2) 2 3,468) 2) 2 4,410 2 
6 7| 6 107,743] 7] 6 7 | South Carolina. 6 21 6. 125,085 | 7] 6 127, 861 7 
1 21] 2 154,007] 2/ 1 - 2 | South Dakota. 1 - H o! 157,789 | 2] 1 158, 200 r) 
10 10 | 10 23,503 | 10 | 10 10 | Tennessee. 10 10 | 10 57,328 | 10 | 10 62,033 | 10 
12 13 | 12 148,711 | 13 | 12 13 13 13 | 13 12,276 | 13 | 13 18,389 | 13 
1 2/2) 158,521] 2) I 2 1 2| 2) 161,403) 2) 1) Mts) 2 
9 9| 9 90,871 | 10 | 9 10 9 10| 9 116,509 | 10 | 9 121,049 | 10 
2 , a 2 1,583 | 2] 2 2 2 2| 2 782| 2] 2 2H 4 
4 63,230 | 4| 4 67,190 | 4| 4 4 4 4| 4 78,718 | 4| 4 ), 602 4 
9] 117,361 |40| 9f 121,771|10)| 9 10 9 10| 9| 147,709|10] 9| 151,913 | 10 
Wryoming...... L Voscoosasdsassiase] TA] (db fosvsveveesacvscse | s G p a E 1 1 A lee a y G eee 4 De Rea l= ok: 
38. A 359, 3. 305. Io 306, 
Ratio, 1 172,930. | Ratio, 1: 172,418. | Ratio. 1: 171,969, tio, 1: 170,079, | Ratio, L: 169,013. | Ratio, 1: 169,150. 
United States .....4 341) 8,312,923 | oe 3,302, 427 | 359 sj 3,119,912 | 4 United States..,..... 47 | 3,409,757 [365 |547 | 3,568,103 | 366 
= Å= a S sO: = = =] as 
Alabame w......0rse0s0000) B 9] 8 9) 8 137, 265 9 | Alabania .. 9} 8 y 
6 6| 6 7| 6 96, 365 6 | Arkansas. 7| 6 7 
6 7| 6 A E 4,3417 | 7 | California. yA y i 7 
2 2| 2 2j 2 68, 2 | Colorado... 2| 2 z 
4 4| 4 4| 4 58, 352 4 | Connecticut. 4j 4 4 
1 H AE RILE oer oe] 1 | Delaware . 1} 1}. I 
2 2| 2 2] 2 47,484 2 | Florida.. 2432 +196 2 
10 11 | 10 1l |10 117,663 | 14 11 | 10 141,223 | 1 1L 
1 1} 1}. + Ea Hg by earn E Dh) WS E | 2 1 
22 22 | 22 22 |2 b| 22 22 | 25 865 | 23 23 
12 13 | 12 13 | 12 123.776 | 13 13 | 12 048 | 13 13 
IL u [i upi , ll 1 |n 46,153 | 11 1L 
8 8| 8 8| 8 5IL 3H 8 8| 8 70,192 | 8 8 
10 li |10 11 | 10 133,915.) 11 1L | 10 162,505 | 11 11 
6 6| 6 6| 6 $6:773 | 6 7| 6| 100,909] 7 7 
3 4| 3 1| 3 115,179 4 4| 3 152,247 | 4 4 
6 6| 6 6| 6 10,576 6 6| 6 24,712 | 6 6 
12 13412 13 | 13 „H6 | 18 13 | 13 33,974 | 13 13 
12 12 | 12 12 f 12 30,261 | 12 12 | 12 58,533 12 
7 8| 7 8] 7 43 8 SiT 114,535 | 8 8 
7 T| TF 7| 7 85,817 7 8| 7 102,309 | 8 8 
15 15 | 15 15 | 15 99,6419 | 16 16 | 15 134, 989 | 16 16 
1 1] Lh. Mo PL A A. s Ei) Vises 8 EE ae 1 
6 6| 6 6| 6 PA 6 6| 6 n 6 6 
1 N B g e S eeoa E | A LPEE s 1 1 
2 2| 2 2| 2 „592 2 2| 2 2 2 
8 8] 8 8| 8 69,181 8 8| 8 88,029 | 8 8 
u 35 | 34 35} 34) 150,907 | 35 85 | 35 61,398 | 35 35 
9 9] 9 9] 9 70, 226 9 9] 9 91,43 | 9 10 
1 L4 1 r kj ps £ 10,750 1 1] 1 13, 106 | 1 1 
21 21 |21 50, 2t |21 00,967 | 21 22 | 21 110,413 | 22 22 
1 zJ 1 141,319 | 2| 1 141,793 2 23] 1 1H, 154) 2 z 
30 30} 30 34,574 | 30 | 30 944 | 3L | Pennsylvania. 31 | 31 1t |31 31 
1 2| 2 610} 2| 3 1,568 2 | Rhode Island . 2| 2 6,2850 | 2 2 
6 7) 6 116,461; 7| 6 119, 335 7 7| 6 133,471 | 7 T 
South Dakota... 1 2) 1) 15, 2) 1] 156,639} 2 2| 1| 159,195) 2 2 
Tennessec... 10 10 | 10 43,038 | 10 | 10 47,823) 10 10 | 10 71,383 | 10 10 
12 13 | 12 166, 147 | 13 | 12 171,895 | 13 13 | 13. 30,554 | 13 13 
Vermon 1 2| 1 159,974 | 2] 1 160, 453. 2 2j 1 162, 809 1 2 
Virginia....... 9 lo| 9 103,915 | 10} 9 103,259 | 10 10| 9 129,463 | 10 | 9 10 
Washington 3 2) 2 4,494; 2] 2 5,452 2 21 2 10,164} 2) 2 2 
West Virgin 4 KA 73,002 | 4| 4 74,918 4 4j 4 84,312) 4| 4 4 
isco: 9 310| 9 134,843} 10| 9 159 | 10 10; 9 160,363 | 10 | 9 10 
1 EA lovesstccoiaveast A] A 1 1| Lfosesesesssossssse A IT ak 
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TALE A.—Continued. 


Ratio, 1; 168,659, 


368. 


Ratio, l: 164,231, 


Ratio, l: 167,775. 
3 $ ig big 2 
Se S ise S ise Ey 
gS = las 2 igs 3 
Rg BRIER Sigs s$ 
$2 Fraction |5=/35| Fraction igs $z Fraction |52 
Eq | resulting. |2 =) 5 =| resulting. |2 5) 5 =} resulting.|2 ¢ 
go Eels Belge Ee 
Ag 2m5 RES 28 
oh a fos 4 jos z 
3° ERGS 2 16° £ 
Z Z 1G E Z Š 
SAS 367 |350 | 3,377,970 1368 |351 | 3,367,971 | 369 
8 9| 8 167,169} 9| 9 2, 042 9 
6 7| 6 118,793 | 7| 6 121,529 2 
7 DT 30,513; 7| 7 83, T 4 
2 2) 2 75,7. 21 2 76, 648 1 
4 4/4 73,834) 4| 4 75, 158 2 
1 rd 262401 1 718 1 
2 2| 2 54,960 | 2| 2 55, 872 1 
10 11} 10 155,043 | 11 | 10 „603 | 17 
T int 3 A Wa We Pree, ee E iy ie) RSE  g 
22 22 122 4 269 }.23 | 22 301| 23 
12 13 | 13 56,401 | 13 | 13 11,329 | 13 
n 11 | 11 61,355 | 11 | 11 66,371 | 11 
8 8| 8 81,28 | 8| 8 84, 896 8 
1l 11} 11 8094 | 11 | 11 13,110 | 11 
6 7| 6 109,201 | 7} 6 111,937 7 
3 413 156,393} 4| 3 157,761 4 
6 6f 6 s 6| 6 35,710 6 
13 13 | 13 51,910 | 12 | 13 57,868 |- 13 
12 12 | 12. 75,117 | 12 | 12 £0,589 | 12 
7 8| 7 ' 8| 7 127,401 8 
7 8| 7 111,983 | 8| 7 115,175 6 
15 16 | 15 155,719 | 16 | 15 162,559 | 16 
1 s Uy Ue ty Peers cy Vs Ol OTEA ST 
6 0f 6 524) 6) 6 „ 260 6 
1 Dh Lol PERESAN E E D H enone SR | 
A2 2| 2 40, 2; 32 40, 2 
8 9| 8 99, 9j 8 102, 733 9 
35 35| 35 109,768 | 36 | 35 125,723 | 36 
9 10| 9 103, 10| 9 107,972 | 10 
i ETER 14,488 | 1 1 14,944 1 
21 22 |21 139,465 | 22 | 21 149,031 | 22 
1 2) 3 145,536 | 2] 1 145, 992 2 
31 31 | 31 42, £53 | 31 | 31 „989 | 31 
2 2| 2 9,044) 2) 2 9,956 2 
6 7156 141,7 71 6 144, 499 7 
1 2|-2 160,577 | 2) 1 š 2 
10 10 | 10 85, 10 | 10 89,768 | 10 
13 13 | 13 48,520 | 13 | 13 52,418 | 13 
1 24 1 264,191 | 2] 1 164,647 2 
9 10| 9 141,01 | 10| 9 i 10 
2 2] 2 12,928 | 23| 2 13, 840 2 
4 4/4 89,870) 4) 4 094 5 
Wisconsin... 9 19 | 10 4,570 | 10 | 10 A 10 
Wyoming... 1 LD E: O ESAS mY DEE E [ae yl Se 1 
B O | E P R 
Ratio. 1: 166,870. | Ratio, 1: 166,422. 
United States......, (S54 | 3,131,396 [371 3,171,774 | 372 
Alabama seisesosssesiiso | D 7128| 9| 9 11,187 | 9 9 
ATERDEAS....-..409. 6 124,253 | 71 6 959 | 7 7 
California sesssses.m 7 '86;883| 7| 7 49,010 | 7 7 
Colorado sisisi 2 77,556 | 2| 2 78,458 | 2 2 
Connecticut... Bris (are t 76,974) 4) 4 78,778 | 4 4 
Delaware... scerserserssoven] 1 1,172; 1] 1 1,623} 1 1 
2 780} 2) 2 57,682 | 2 2 
0 lj} tlt 1,783 | 1b iL 
s M EA] EESE E 1 1 
23 | 22 155, 211 |23 | 22 23 
13 | 13 23,004 | 13 13 
1 |u 76,326 | 11 11 
$|.8 92,136 | 9 8 
11 | 11 23,085 | I1 1 
6 114,661 | 7| 6 117,367 | 7| 6 7 
3 159,123 | 4) 3 160, 47) 4/3 4 
6 33,464) 6| 6 41,170 | 6| 6 6 
13 63,770 | 13 | 13 „033 | T3 | 13 13 
12 $6,037 | 12 | 12 91,419 | T2 | 12 13 
7 130,579] 8} 7 133,730 | 8| 7 8 
7 118,333] 8] 7 121,510} 8| 7 8 
| 16 2,048 | 16 | 16 , 264 | 16 | 16 16 
Lissie Li] anaa 4d) 1 
6 51,981] 6] 6 57, 6| 6 6 
af M E SERES wR pa p Be eee S E e 1 
2 41,888] 2| 2 700) 2| 2 2 
8 106,365 | 9f 8 109,973 | 9| 8 9 
35 141,618 | 36 | 35 157, 403 | 36 | 36 36 
9 112,058} 19 | 9 116,117 | 10 | 9 10 
North Dakota... 1 15,398 | 1] 1 5,849) 1) 1 1 
0 21 158,575 | 22 | 22 1,176 | 2 | 22 22 
1 146,4416 | 2| 1 6897] 2| 1 2 
81 71,063 | 31 | SL 55,044 | 31 | 31 832 | 32 
2 10,864 | 2| 2 11,7 2| 2 12,662 2 
6 117,2 | 7| 6 149,929 | 7| 6 152, 617 7 
pps 161,487 | 2| 1 161,933} 2] 1 62, 2 
10 94,308 | 11 | 10 98,818 | 11 | 10 103,298 | 11 
13 6, 13 | 13 65,213 | 13 | 13 72,037 | 13 
1 165,101 | 2} 1 165,5521 2| 1 166, 000 2 
9 150,091 | 10 | 9 154,150 | 10 | 9 158,182 | 10 
2 14,748 | 2| 2 15,650 | 2| 2 16,516 2 
4 93,510 | 5) 4 95,314) 5| 4 97,106 5 
ites nde 10 12,070 | 10 | 10 18,150 | 10 | 10 10 
Wyoming... ) E A s N ES O ESAS (i l (fie i Eees 1 


TABLE A.—Continued, 


878. 374. | 875. 


Ratio, 1:165,976. | Ratio, 1:165 Ratio. 1: 165,000, 


E 


è | 
p 2 (8 È IB. A 
Se 2 jSe 2 {Se © 
se = į 2s = EE a 
cE = Zick “glaz 5 
zz ea A E os 
Z| Fraction |$ 2/27] Fraction |$ 2|87 EE 
5s resulting. gales resulting. sass g4 
= So 25 Same g 
= 5| zeme] zg" 8 28 
os < los z |5 = 
6° s |° = |s = 
Z m 1% a z & 
aout 357 | 2; 373 loss 2,957,568 1374 tony 375 
= == = = 
9 19,233 | 9| 9 23,229] 9] 9 27,207 9 
6 132,323 | 7| 6 134,987 | 7| 6 137, 639 7 
7 46,2988 | 7| 7 49,406 | 7| 7 52,500 7 
2 2) 2 81,1341 | 2) 2 82,018 2 
4 4; 4 81,130) 4| 4 $5, 898 4 
1 1| 1 2,961) 1] 2 8, 403 1 
2 2| 2 60,358 | 2| 2 61, 242 2 
hh u| 16,501 | 11 | 11 21,363 |. 11 
Ti Ee}! Di RR LEERT a A E TEA R 
23 23 115 | 23} 23) 29,281] 23 
13 13 40,483 | 13 | 13 46,234 | 13 
il it 91,044 | 12 | 11 95,906 | 12 
8 8 102, 9f 8 106,375 9 
% tl asses | 7| o] or) 7 
6 
8 3 4j 4 726 4 
6 6 6| 6 51,850 6 
13 13 13 | 13 92;773 | 14 
12 12 13 | 12 112,80 | 13 
7 8] 7 8| 7 146, 196 8 
7 8| 7 8| 7| 133,970) 8 
16 16 | 16 16 | 16 87,744 | 16 
1 A If a UA ED Ei cai ees ae t 
6 6| 6 6| 6 7 6 
1}. a Di Ea Y EAE SES a A 
3 2| 2 2| 2 2 
8 9| 8 9| 8f 12,213] 9 
36 26 | 36 26 | 36 51,613 | 36 
9 10| 9 10| 9 152,137 | 10 
1 EGE 1; 1 17,629 1 
22 20,811 | 22 | 22 23 |29 40,336 | 22 
1 147,791 | 2] 2 2| 1 148, 677 2 
3l 112,758 | 32 | 3t 32 | 31 140,224) 33 
2 1354| 2| 2 2j 2 15, 326 2 
6 155,293 | 71 6 157,957 | 7! 6 160, 609 7 
1 162,832 | 2] 1 63,276} 2] 1 163,718 2 
10 107,758), IL |10 112,198 | 11 | 10 116,618 | IL 
13 77,835 | 13 | 13 83,607 | 13 | 13 89, 13 
2 470| 2| 3 1,58] 2| 2 2,242 pd 
9} 162,196 | 10| 10 660 | 10 | 10 ` 10 
2 7,438 |° 2) 2 18,325] 2| 2 19, 210 2 
4 93,590 | 5| 4 100,6686 | 5| 4 102,434 5 
10 27,120 | 10 | 10 31,560 | 10 | 10 35, 10 
Wyoming... eA e a EN EI cA EA E Ut naea | ok 


ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 


TABLE B.—Present members of Conaress and compendium of members undercensus 
of 1890 from 332 to 375. 


sil 


= 


heed 339. A 312. T 345. 


Alabama nse S] 8 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8) 8] 8 
Arkansas s.e] 5] 6 6| G6} 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| G} 6| 6| 6 6 
California .........) 6] 6 6) CO] SF 6) 61'S) BOF Tye a 7 
Colorado scs] L] 2 2] 24 2) 2] 2) 2) 3) 2/32] 2] 2 
Connecticut...) 4] 4 4) 4) 4) 4) 4| 4) 4) 4) 4) 4) 4 4 
Delaware....s) 1] 1 EIE U Pie Villa ON ie fl beers Ut bay OY Pe IST E 1 
Florida....- seess] 2] 2 24 23) 2 e a 82) 2 218 elas 2 
10 | 10 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 19 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 

A DDI AAS fetes as a Da HB tg Fi 1 

20 | 20 21/21) 21) 21) 22] 20) 21) 2) 21|2|21] at 

13 | 12 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12} 12) 12 

11 | 10 10} 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 |10 | 11 | 1t} 1L 

Kansas... vA ley | 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8] 8| 8 8 
Kentucky ........) IL} 10 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10} 10 | 10| 10} 10} 10] 10 
Louisiana.........) 6| 6 G6} 6| 6| 6] 6| 6| 6| 6) 6! 6| 6 6 
Maine ....., PY a 3|~3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 4] 4} 4] 4] 4 
Maryland s... 6) 5 5) 6| 6| 6 6| 6| 6|.6} 6| 6} 6 6 
Massachusetts... 12 | 12 12 | 12| 12 |12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 |12 |1$]|.13 
Michigan’..,.....| 11 | IL TL} AL) WL] | AL} at | al | WL) 12) 12) is} 12 
Minnesota........) 5) 7) 7] 7] 7] 7] Zi AER Zl Tl 7) FP 2 7 
(Ue Wee hn We A Vi fe EA Era bay A wea Ae A Weer ra Play ol BR 7 

H | TA) 14] 14 | 16) 18] 24 | 14 | 15 | 15 | 15] 15 | 15} 13-) 15 

Dy Dy RYE Loe | AFET | ee 2 Be 1 

3| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6] 6| 6| 6| 6] 6| 6 6 

BA A a ey Oe) Sa a a PR F SP gel e N e e S 1 
NewHampshire; 2| 2| 2| 2| 2] 2| 2| 2| 2] 2| 2] 2} 2] 2 2 
New Jersey ...... Tt 8| 8] 8| 8] 8| 8] 8| 8} 8] 8].8] 8] 8 8 
New York.........| 34 | 32 | 32| 82 | $2.| 32 | 33 | $3 | 33 | 33 | 38 | 33) 33} a3 | 33 
North Carolina,|) 9/ 9| 9/ 9} 9] 9| 94 9| 9] 9| 9} 9) 9| 9 9 
North Dakota...) 1) T| 1| T| 2/ 1| 1] 1] 2) 1) a} 1] ais 1 
ONI0....6..2c0ee0ses] 2L | 20 | 20 | 20 | 20| 20 | 20 | 20] 20) 20} 20} 20.1 20 | 20) 21 
Oregon. snae 1] 2] 2) 2] 21-2] 2/2] -2)-2]-2) 2) 2] 2 2 
Pennsylvania...| 23 | 23 | 23 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 29 | 29 | 29 | 29 | 299] 29 | 29 | 29! 22 
Rhode Istand...! 2! 21 21 2! 21:2) 21 2! 21 21 21 21 21g! 9 
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Taste B,—Continued. 


-u 
ei... | te | 
States, fe oe bs 335. 1236. |. 1340. 341. (342. (343. 344. 
nrin 
South Carolina.| 7| 6 6| 6 6 6| 6| 6 6 
South Dakota...) 2| 2 2:2 2 2} 2) 2 2 
nessee.........| 10 | 9 9| 9 10 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 
Texas. 11 (12 |1 12 | 12 12 12 | 12 | 12 |12 | 12 
Vermo a 21 2 2/2 2 2| 2] 2] 2 
Virgin |10| 9 9} 9 9 91-9) 9 9 
Washington...) 1 | 2 2} 2 2 2| 2| 2 2 
West Virginia.| 4| 4 aj 4 4 4) 4| 4 4 
Wisconsin „| 9| 9 9j 9 9 9| 9| 9 9 
Wyoming........) 1f 1 If 1 1 yl ie iy feos Ot Pe 
346. stzlats s,s 36 85335465, |530 275850, 
8| 8| 8| 8| 9} 9] 9| 9} 9| 9| 9] 9| 9| 9 9 
6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6} 6| 6| 6) 6] 6) 7 6 
A pa w i See 61 ER Ut y i i 2 Di) War E he Ur LY Sol le rA a a 7 
PERF ZI 2 Zl Bl Si -2) VSlo2t 2 zy si gs 2 
4| 4) 4] 4) 4] 4] 4] 4] 4] 4| 4] 4) 4) 4 4 
1 bi EA ah Pek a Ea as Ca OR ee oh pa vi GRE ok 1 
2|-2| 2|-2|/ 2).24 2| 2} 27-2) 2) .2]2) 2 2 
z 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 
Idaho sacs] Db 2] o E By aed tj] E El 1 pos a Bs DR A 1 
Ti OlS...5000se000-] 21 | 21} 21 | 22-22 | 22 | 22 | 22) 22 | 22 | 22) 22] 22) 22) 22 
Indiana ........... | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 |122 | 12} 12 |12 | 13) 13 |.18} 13 |13 |13| 13 
ILIA Lf em Wa f 6 aa i b alt ben tp) Glue) Wr a) 11 
&8/ 8| 8| 8) 8| 8) 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8 8 
10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11| 1 [11| 11 
6| 6| 6| 6) 6} 6| 6| 6} 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6 6 
áj áj 4j 4] 4/4) 4] 4| 4) 4| 4| 4) 4) 4 4 
6; 6/ 6| 6| 6| 6| 6} 6| 6| 6| 6| 60| 6| 6 6 
13 | 18 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 138.) 13 |} 13-}13) 13 
12 | 12} 32 | 12| 12 | 12| I2 | 12 | 12| 12 |12 [12 | 12.1.12 | 12 
Be Ra Di di 2 a EAN Ea e el ST (Wee i el $9 a 8 
(a CAN Ly UCAS Pie Ad OT ee) ELA Me PRR Ad TI Ad ty 0 Pag 7 
=| 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 | 16 
DERRAT ANRIA Ta seh a Sy fs a EE EAA 1 
6| 6] 6) 6] 6| 6| 6| 66| 6] G/ 6| 6| 6 6 
AR Pes CS dabei fal be th AT ate Qt T 1 
N. Hampshire... 2| 2| 2] 2] 2] 2} 2} 2} 2) 2] 2] 2] 23} 2| 2 
New Jersey...) 8| 8| 8| 8| 8} 8f 8/ 8| 8} 8| 8| 8| 8| 8 8 
New York ........ S4 | 34 | 34] 34} SA | 38 | Sh | B4 | SH] SK | Sh) 55) 35135] 35 
9] 9| 9| 9| 9| 9| 9] 9| 9] 9/9 9) 9| 9 9 
A E Ui Cis) fs S E e s e eye ae Sh) ao Sa e E a ee) hts Ps: 1 
21 | 21 |21 | 12] Qu | 21 | 21 |21|21 |21 |21/21|2 |321| 21 
r e A AEE a 2) 2) 2) a Sa A ES- a 2) 2h 2) e e A 38 2 
29 | 29 | 30 | 39 | 30 | 30 | 39 | 30 | 30 | 3 | 30 | 30 | 30| 30| 31 
2| 2| 2| 2; 2| 2| 2) 2| 2) 2| 2) 2) 2) 2 2 
CAI T A Wi 4 LA ELR ECA EA Vaa Cee! Ce A r gs E a a fl d 7 
2) 2| 2| 21 2] 2| 271/31 B22) 21-22] 2 2 
10} 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | I0 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 19 | 10 
12 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 |33 | 13 | 13 
9) DY a Wie f El Us 3) E a e Ba Ui 2 e I et Wt Sp aT a 2 
9| 9] 9| 9) 9] 9| 9} 9) 9) 9110) 10}10) 10} 10 
2) 2) 2| 2| 24 2| 2| 2) 2| 2| 2) 2|2| 2 2 
West Virginia...| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4] 4| 4| 4| 4| 4| 4 4 
Wisconsin.. ...... 9| 9| 9] 9| 9/10 |10 [|10 |10 | 1o |10 {10 |10 |10| 10 
Wyoming.) LA RES A ERA TA 2) AE a 1 
States, 861.) 362.) 363,/ 364.| 365.) 366. 367. 968, ii le s. 
Alabama ss. 9f 9| 9} 9| 999| 91 91 9) 91 9| 9| 9| 9 9 
Arkan (if Fal Tb O TAE TRTA del wed ee NAAT 7 
TAAT o n: Deen pv A y e ZT ST SS a TN Th ID PZ r A r d 7 
Colorado nesca 2O 2) 2) 2) 2) 2] 2) 2) 2) 2| 2| 2) 2 2 
Connecticut...) 4| 4| 4| 4) 4] 4| 4] 4] 4| 4) 4| 4] 45 4 4 
IAWATE <5) DT] Li 2} 2) LT] 2} 2} Lj ri ri] zi zpaja. 1 
Fioridé OAA 2] 212 | 2) 22] 2 2) 24 2] 2 2) E 2 
oe) IL f Ij | Ar fia j1 |E) aL] IL} an] at} ar}arja1} a 
a ù a! U) Te Bey EA G E V pan S es Os S e ie) WB iE E S a ki fet 1 
z «| 22 12212 | 22) 23 | 23 | 23:| 23] 23 |23 |23| 23 |23 |23| 23 
Indiana ............{ 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 |13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 
TOWRA ..csccseseccoees| UL | UL | 12 fI) Hh} 12} 1b] 12] a} 1b] ab} 12] 12 
Kansas...... ~». S| 8| 8| 8| 8] 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 9| 8| 9| 9 9 
Kentucky.........| LL | TL) 22 | 12) 31} 1] 1] 12) a) 12} at} ah} at} at] 21 
Louisiana.......| 6) 7) 71-7) 7) 7) 71 7) 71 7) 7) 7) 71 7 7 
Maine........./ 4) 4] 4) 4) 4) 4) 41 4) 4) 4) 4) 4] 4) 4 4 
Maryland -| 6| 6| 6| 6} 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6| 6] 6| 6 6 
Massachusetts...) 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 14 
Michigan........,.) 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 |12 |12 | 12 | 12 | 13 |12 |13 |13 |13 | 13 
Minnesots......-| 8| 8| 8] 8} 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8 8] 8 8 
reach pitas 7|_7| 8|.8| 8| 8| 8| 8| 8] 8| 8| 83| 8| 8 8 
Missouri........| 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 |16 |16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 
NAT or CAREER n 1] À O V S 2} 1) 2) 2] 2} 1] Lb] lp E N ER N 1 
| 6] G6] 6] 6| 6] 6] 6| 6| 6] 6| 6| 6] 6| 6 6 
LRA Was) Ss) LL Ye UY abo a Dis er > OY se) De 3) 1 
2) 2) 2) 2] 2) 2h 2) 2) 2] 2) 2) 2) 24 32 2 
8] 8; 8} 8| 8| 8} 9| 9| 9] 9) 9| 9| 9) 9 9 
35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 3s | 36 | 36 | 36 | 36 | 36 | 36 
naj 9| 9| 9| 9| 9/10) 10/10/10] 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 
North Dakota...) 1} 1| 1| 1) 2 1| 1 1} 1 1 1 1G (ere OS gaa 1 
OHIO... csevecscsrroves| ZU f 21 | QU | 22} 22 22-23 | 22°) 22 | 22} 23} 22} 22) 22) 22 
Oregon sema 2} 2) 2) 2-2) 2] 2) 2) 2) 2) 2S) a) a} 3 2 
Pennsylvania...) 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 31 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 
Rhode Island,,..| 2| 2| 2} 2] 2] 24 2/ 2} 24-2} 2| 2] 2] 2| 2 
South Carolina.) 7) 7) 7) 7) 7| 7) 7| 7) T| 7%) 7) T| FT] 7% 7 
Bonth Dakota..| 2| 2) 2! 2] 2) 2) 2| 2| 2) 2) 2) 2) 2) 2 2 
Tennessve........., 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 14 | 11 
Texas........ s)| 13 |13 | 13 | 13 | 13 413 |13| 13| 13 |13 |13 |13 |13 |13] 13 
VerMónta s.s 2! 21 24-24 21:2) 2) at 2) 2! 2) 2) 21 28 2 


TABLE B—Continued. 


10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 
2| 2| 2| 2) 2) 2] 2) 2) 2 


ROBERT P. PORTE 
Superintendent of Census. 


APPENDIX, 


THE MOIETY QUESTION—GENERAL WALKER’S LETTER TO NON, S. S. COX, 


At the requestof the late Hon. S. S. Cox, Genera! Walker, then Superintend- 
ent of the Tenth Census, addressed that gentlemen the following letter, which 
is here reprinted at the suggestion of Hon. M. H. DUNNELL, chairman of the 
House Committee on the Eleventh Census, for use of comniittee: 5 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1881. 


Dear Sik: In response to your request, I would say that T seo no correct 
principle underlying the practice of giving an additional Representative to all 
States having a moiety of the number of inhabitants taken as the divisor in de- 
termining the number of Representatives to which each Stateshall beentitled 
under the census, 

In my view, the only logical method is to take at the outset the final number of 
Reprosentatives, which number shall be used as a divisor in obtaining the ratio 
of Representatives to UA det pik The ratio so obtained should be applied in 
succession to the population of each State. This process will yield in the ag- 
gregate a number somewhat less than the number of Representatives originally 
taken. The difference should be made up by assigning to the States having 
the largest fractions additional Representatives. Whenever a sufficient num- 
ber of additional Representatives have been assigned, on account of fractions, 
to make up the total number taken, such assignment should cease, 

If that number be exceeded, as in the case of the assignment of additional 
Representatives on account of a moiety, the ratio of representation is thereby 
changed, whether that excess be one or more, à new ratio is determined, and 
the work has to be done all over again, It might easil Soe aa that upon the» 
new ratio another State would be found to have s fraction in excess of the 
moiety, and therefore entitled upon the same principle to an additional Repre- 
sentative. The addition of such a Representative, however, giving a new to- 
tal, would again chango the ratio, and the application of that ratio might find 
still another State in excess of the moiety, and soon. 

Linclose a series of tables which afford a practical illustration of this process, 
In Table I, I have taken 23 communities, which we may assume to be the coun- 
ties of n State, nanied A to W, inclusive, having an aggregate population of 
120,000. Taking the total number of Representatives at 200, we have 1 Repre- 
sentative to every 6°90 inhabitants. Applying this ratio in succession to the 
population of the several counties, we have 190 Representatives assigned upon 
even division, as appears in column 3, while there is an aggregate of fractions, 
shown in column 4. of 6,009. Assigning 10 additional Representatives accord- 
ing to the highest fractions, we have, in column 5, the total 200, the original 
number of Representatives taken, 

Here, according to my view, the workshouldstop. If, however, assignments 
are to be made upon a moiety, we find the county named G receiving an addi- 
tional representative, its fraction being greater than one-half of 600, fhe num- , 
ber of représentatives, now, however, has become not 200, but 201, and the ratio 
is no longer 1 to 600, but 1 to 597. Applying the ratio in succession to the popu- 
lation of the several counties, as in Table If, we have an aggregate number of 
192 representatives upon even division, withan aggregate of fractions reaching 
5,376. Assigning 9additional representatives upon the highest fractions, we have 
the total number 201, the number last taken, but there still remains one county, 
U, having a fraction in excess ofthe moiety. 

This county, therefore, upon the moiety principle, must receive an additional 
representative, which, however, would make the total number 202, and change 
the ratio to 1 to 504. Now, if G was entitled to an additional representative 
by reason of havinga fraction in excess of the moiety of 600,which was not the 
number of inhabitants to a representative, U is equally entitled to an addi- 
tional representative because it has a fraction in excess of the moicty of 597, 
which és the actual number of inhabitants toa I A er RSNET But if U re-- 
ceives an additional representative on account of its moiety, then the num- 
ber of representatives mes not 20i, but 202, and the ratio becomes 1 to 
5H. Applying this ratio to the population of the several States in succession, 
asshown In Table II,we have the numberof 194 representatives assigned upon 
even division, : 

Giying8 additional representatives upon the highest fractions, we have the 
number 202, according to the scheme; but this still leaves onecounty, Q, having 
a fraction in excess of a moiety of 694. Now, upon the moiety principle, Q has 
justas good a rightto have an additional repressntative as U or G in the in- 
stances previously taken. If, however, this claim is to prevail, the number of 
representatives is again changed, namely, to 203, and the ratio isagnin changed 
namely, to 1 to 591; a new distribution takes place, as seen in Table IV, an 
again a claimant for an additional representative appears in I, which has a frac- 
tion ara being more than one-half the number (591) of inhabitants to 4 repre- 
sentative. 

The result of giving I an additional representative is shown in Table V, 
where, with a total number of 204 representatives, yielding the ratio 1 to 583, 
there still appears a new county, O, which claims an additional representative 
on precisely the same grounds as G,U,Q,orI, namely, as having a fraction 
equal toa moiety of the number of inhabitants to a representative. And so 
this thing might go on masmay 

I see no rational conclusion, therefore, but that the number first taken, 
through which, as a divisor, to obtain the number of inhabitants for a repre- 
sentative, should be maintained, and so many additional representatives, and 
only so many, be assigned upon fractions as are needed to make up the original 
number, To go beyond this is to lose all hold on any principle governing the 
matter. $ 

Very respectfully yours, 
FRANCIS A. WALKER, 
Superintendent of Census, 


Hon, 8. 8, Cox, 
House of Representatives. 
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Illustrative Table I77—Continued. 


Mustrative Table J, 
{Number of representatives, 200; ratio, 1: 600.] 


i 2 at 
1 2 3 
Numberof ties a 
i repre- 
Number o; Name of county. Ste, sentatives represent- 
x Population! .. ePre- ¥-| on even atives as- 
Name of county. AL county: Revenues division. 
division. fag wt E a a 
M 4; a 8 = 
Na i 7 
A 10,155 16 0. $ 410 7 7 
B. 9,531 15 PY 3,929 G 7 
(0 8,731 l4 Q. 8,879 6 6 
Ld Pee, 7, 683 12 R. 3, 689 6 6 
E 6,989 il 8. 8, 600 6 6 
E 6,020 19 T., 3,331 5 6 
G 5, 72% 9 U. 3,299 5 6 
H 5,739 9 Vv 3,049 5 5 
I. 5.027. g 227 si| w. 1,229 2 2 
s pua a ze 9 a 
» S31 I 8 Ossetere sereset] | 220, 000 %4 202 
Henn 4,801 8 = 8 aod 
4 vA 2 
N. ne ren 7 41 7 * In excess of the moiety of 594. 
O. 4,410 7 210 7 p 
P. 3,929 6 329 7 Tilustrative Table IV. 
De 3,879 6 279 6 [Number of representatives, 203; ratio, 1:591] 
T. 3'331 Bo E 6 1 2 3 5 
3,049 9 
véi Sa 7529 2 29 2 Number of Final num- 
Population! _ Repre- Tof 
DORA TE EE T 120, 000 | 199 | 6,000 | 200 Name of county. of county. sentatives | result- resent- 
an ion oven as- 
vision, 
*In excess of the moiety of 600, a signed; 
Illustrative Table II. - A 10,155 17 17 
[Numberof representatives, 201; ratio; 1: 597.] B. 9, 53L 16 16 
i mo o : 
> D. ` 13 
1 2 3 4 5 E. 6,989 1 12 
F, 6,020 10 10 
G. 5,721 9 10 
Numberof Pad aioe num- | H. ape! 4 D 
repre- raction rof ) G 
Name of county. e rpenaon sentatives | result- | represent- | J. 5,373 9 9 
county. | oneven ing. | ativesas | K 4,831 8 8 
division. signed. 4, 801 8 8 
4,752 8 8 
ato : 7 
A. 10,155 17 17 ` 7 
B 9,531 15 16 3,929 6 7 
o 8,731 14 13 3,879 6 7 
D. 7,683 12 13 3,689 6 6 
E: - 6,989 -1L 12 3,600 G G 
F. 6, 020 10 10 3,331 ao 6 
G. 5,721 9 10 3,299 5 6 
H 5,730 9 10 3,049 5 5 
5,027 8 8 | W.. ee = = 
“a 
x E 3 A PPA a a aR 195 203 
i ao f = 
i 8 . i 
N SAI 7 zi In ex of the moiety of 591 i 
0. 4,420 T 7 Tilustrative Table V. 
pe 3, 929 7 i ë : 
Q. 3'879 6 A [Number of representatives, 204; ratio, 1: 583.] 
R. 3,689 6 6 
Ss. 3, 00 6 6 
3,331 5 6 
U. 3, 299 5 5 
W T2 2 2 
a 
x = Population ber of 
a IAA" Name of county. sentatives re) 
nn | ai mmocoteonsty. |_| ofeounty "on ven pes 
division. signed. 


* In excess of the moicty of 597. 


Mlustrative Table IT. aaa a 
[Number of representatives, 202; ratio, 1:594.] 8,731 15 
ae 7,683 13 
6,989 12 
1 2 6,020 10 
5,721 10 
r 5,730 10 
Number o ame 2 
Population! _ TEPre- 4 831 8 
Name of county, of county: sieus ry sot 3 
4,752 8 
division. neon 7 
+ 
x 7 
Pe 10,155 17 57 x 
B 9,531 16 27 eed 1 
o. 8,731 1s 415 3600 8 
D. 7, 653 12 555 33L 6 
6,929 11 455 3) 299 6 
F 6, 020 10 80 3019 5 
G 5,721 9 375 1,229 2 
H. 5,739 9 334 inna 
1. 5,027 8 275 mv 
J 5,373 9 27 9 
K.. 4,831 8 79 8 
L. 4,891 8 49 8 * Exactly the moiety ot 583. 
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The views of the minority, submitted by Mr. DAvis January 13, 
1891, are as follows: 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on the Census, are unable to 
agreo with the report of that committee on H. It. 12500, and submit the reasons 
for their dissent. 

These reasons are illustrated and, in our opinion, arc sustained in many rc- 
spects by the history of the seycral apportionmonts since 1792, and it is there- 
fore deemed proper to set out somo portions of that history. 

Two methods of apportionment have obtained. The first method assumed “a 
common divisor or ratio of representation, which being applied to the separate 
population of the respective States, but, rejecting fractions, the number of Rep- 
reséntatives allotted to each isascertaiued. (Mr. Polk inhis report, May 3, 1832, 
upon the amendments of the Senate to the apportionment Sey 

The second method is that the population of cach State shall be divided by 
acommon divisor, and that in addition to the number of members resulting 
from such division a member shall be allowed to cach Stato whose fraction èx- 
ceeds a moiety of thedivisor, (Mr. Websterin his report, April5, 1832, by which 
the Senate amendments discussed by Mr. Polk were presented.)" 

The difference of opinion was concerning representation for = moiety of the 
divisor. Mr. Polkhelid such representation unconstitutional, Mr. Webster as- 
serteditsconstitutionality. The first method obtained until the apportionment 
under tho consus of 1549. In making that apportionment the opinion of Mr. 
Webster prevailed, and has eversince furnished the rule,save in some excep- 
tionalcases hereafter mentioned, and which donot impeach tho correctness of 
the foregoing statement, ` 

The first general apportionment bill was disapproved by President Washing- 
ton because it allowed a Representative to each of several States fora fraction 
under 30,000. While no principle of apportionment was stated in the bill, this 
was the mathematical result of its provisions, that New Hampshire should 
have 5 members, Massachusctts 10, and so on, Roving foreach State. This 
was s manifest violation of the mandate of tho Constitution, that “tho number 
of Representatives shall not exceed 1 for every 30,000, but cach State shall be en- 
titled to at least 1 ey pupaid 

Underthe census of 1800 Congross distributed 141 members among fifteen States. 
Mr. White, of Delaware, endeavored to secure an additional member for that 
State for a fractional romainder of 23,811, but the proposition twas negatived as 
unconstitutional, 

In the Twelfth Congress the House, proceeding upon the census of 1810, placed 
the ratio at 37,000 and distributed 180 members. The Senate, on motion of Mr. 
Bayard, reduced the ratio to 35,000, and then gave to Delaware on additional 
member, making the total 181. 

In the Seventeenth aae thee o raad upon the census of 1820, an effort 
was made for tue first time to abandon an equal ratio for all the States and to 
adopta number which wotld make the average to each member within cach 
State Sun This proposition was not approved, and a bill passed upon the 
basis of a ratio of 40,000, resulting in 212 members and allowing no Tepresenta- 
tion for fractional remainders, 

In the Twentieth Con: , proceeding upon the census of 1530, Mr. Polk ro- 
ported in the House of Representatives an apportionment bill based upon the 
ratio of 43,000, which produced 210 members and which allowed no representa- 
tion for fractional remainders over 30,000, The result was favorable to Ten- 
nossee and to New York, but was unfayorabletothe New England States, The 
House reduced the ratio to 47,300, which diminished the fractions, but which did 
not change the distribution of the menibers. 

‘The bill passed the House of Representatives and was referred in the Senate 
to asolect committee of which Mr. Webster was the chairman. Hisreport(Sen- 
ate Documents, first session, Twenty-second Congress, vol. 3,p. 119) presents 
an exposition and discussion of the two methods of apportionment, and it pro- 

sed an amendment to the bill upon the rule hereinbefore set forth. 
his amendment did not prevail. But the principle upon which it was framed 
wasadopted in the act making the apportionment under the census of 1810,and 
has aver wae obtained. The moat material portions of Mr. Webster's report 
are as follows: 

“The Constitution, therefore, must be understood not as enjoining an abso- 
lute relative equality—becauso that would be demanding an impossibility—but 
as requiring of Congress to make the apportionment of Representatives among 
the se’ States necording to their respective numbers, as near as may be. 
That which can not be done perfectly must be done in a manner as near perfec- 
tion as can be. If exactness can not, from the nature of things, be attained, 
then the greatest practicable approach to exactness ought to be made, 

"Congress is notabsolyed from all rule merely because the AEA) naib hes 
tice can not be applied. In such a case approximation becomesa rule; it takes 
the place of that other rule which would be preferable, but which is found in- 
applicable, and becomes itself an obligstion. of binding force. The nearest ap- 
proximation to exact truth or exact right, when that exact truth or that exact 
right can not itself be reached, 2M abe in other cases, not as matter of discre- 
tion, but as an intelligible and definite rule, dictated by justice and conforming 
to the common sense of mankind, a rule of no less binding force in cases to 
errs itis applied and no more to be departed from than any other rulo or ob- 

gation, 


- *- . . - . * 


"The next thing to be observed is that the Constitution prescribes meyer 
ticular process by whichthis apportionment is to bo wrought out. It has plainly 
prescri the end to be accomplished, namely, the nearest approach to relativo 
equality of representation among the States; and whatever accomp!. 

end, and nothing else, is tho true process, In truth,if, without any process 
whatever, whether elaborate or easy, Congress could perceive the exact pro- 
portion of Sy (nega power rightfully belonging to each State, it would 
perfectly fulfill its duty by conferring that portion on each, without reference 
to any process whatever. It would be enough that the proper end had been 
obtained. And it is to be remarked further whether this cnd bo attained 
best by one process or by another, becomes, when each process has been carried 
through, not matter ofopinidn, but matter of mathematical certainty. 

“Tf the whole palaton of the United States, the population of each State, 
and the pro: nu: tof the House of Representatives bo all given, then, 
between two bills apportioning the members among the several States, it can 
be told, with absolute certainty, which bill assigns to any and overy State the 
number nearest to the exact proportion of that State; in other words, which of 
the two bills, if cither, apportions the Representatives according tothe number 
of the States, respectively, as near ns may be. 

“If, there’ s particular process of apportionment be adopted and objection 
be made to the ananas or inequality of its result, itis surely no answertosuch 
objection to say that the inequality necessarily results from the nature of the 
process. Before such answer could ayail it would be necessary to show either 
that the Constitution prescribes such process ay makes it n o rthat 
there is no other mode of proceeding which would produce less inequality and 
less injustice. If inequality which might have otherwise been avoided be pro- 
duced by a given process, then that process isa wrong one, Itis not suited to 
the case should be rejected. 

* Nor do the committee perecive how it can be matter of constitutional pro- 
priety or validity, or in any way a constifutional question, whether tho process 
which may be Sppliek to the case be simple or compound, one process or many 
processes, since, in tho end, it may always be seen whether the result be that 


which has been aimed at, namely, the nearest practicable approach to pracise 
justice and relative equality, A 

“The committee, indeed, areofopinion,in this case, thatthesimplestand most 
obvious way of proceeding is also tho true and constitutional way. To them it 
appears that in Rpt Arita into effect this part of the Constitution the first thing 
naturally tobe done is to decide on the whole number of which the Houso is to 
be composed, ns, when under:the same clause of the Constitution a tax is to be 
anh eho among the States, the amount of the whole tax is, in the first place, 
to besettled. When the whole numbor of the proposed House is thus ascer- 
tained and fixed, it becomes the entirerepresentative power of all of the people 
inthe Union. It is, then, a very simple matter to ascertain how much of this 
representative power each State is entitled to by its numbers; if, for example, 
tho House is to contain 40 members, then the number of 240 oxpresses the rep- 
resentative power of nl! the States, and a plain caleulation readily shows how 
much of this power belongs to each Stato, 

“This portion, it is true, will not always nor often be expressed in the wholo 
number, but it may always be precisely exhibited by a decimal form of expres- 
sion. Ifthe portion of any State be seldom or neverono exact tenth, one exact 
fifteenth, or one exact twentieth, it will still always be capable of precise deol- 
mal expression; as one-tenth and two-hundredths, one-twelfth and four-hun- 
dredths, one-fiftcenth and six-hundredths, and soon. And the exact portion 
of the State being thus decimally expressed, will always show to mathematical 
certainty what integral number comes nearest to such exact portion. 

“For example, in a House consisting of 240 members tho exact mathomatical 
proportion towhich her numbers entitle the State of New York is 38.59. Itis 
certain therefore that 39 is the integral or whole number nearest to her exact 
Piowortion of the representative power of tho Union. Why then should she not 

aye39? Whyshouldshe have 40? Sheis not quite entitled to39; that number 
is something ‘more than her right; but allowing her 39, from the necessity of 
giving her a whole number and because that is the nearest whole number, is 
poe the Constitution fully obeyed when she has received the thirty-ninth mem- 


T 

“Is not her proper numberof Representatives then apportioned to heras near 
asmaybe? And is not the Constitution disregarded when the bill goes further 
and gives her a fortieth member? For what is such s fortieth member given? 
Not for her absolute number, for her absolute number does not entitle her to 
39. Not for the sake of apportioning her members to her numbers as near as 
may be, because 39 is a nearer apportionment of members to numbers than 40, 
But it is given, say the advocates of the bill, because the process which has been 
=e gives it. 

“The answer is, no stich process is enjoined by tho Constitution. The case 
of New York may be compared or contrasted with that of Missouri. 

"Tho exact proportion of Missouri,in a general representation of 240, is 2,6. 
That isto say, it comes nearer to three members than to two, yet itis confined to 
two. But why isnot Missouri entitled to that number of Representatives which 
comes nearest to her cxact proportion? Is tho Constitution falfilled as to her 
while that number is withheld, and while, at the same time, in another State, 
not only is that nearest number given, but an additional member mvi also? 

“Is it an answer with which the people of Missouri ought to be satisfied when 
it is said that this obvious injustice is the necessary result of the process 
adopted by the bill? May they not say with propriety that since three is the 
nearest whole number to their exact right, to that number they are entitled 
andtho process which deprives them of it must be a wrong process ? 

* > . * > . >» 

“The wholenumber of Representatives of which the House is to becomposedis 
Poan, limited. This number, whateveritis, is that which is to beappor- 
tioned, and nothing else can be apportioned. This is the whole sum to be dis- 
tributed, If, therefore, in making the apportionment, somo States receive less 
than their just share, it must necessarily follow that some of tho other States 
have received more than their justshare. Ifthere be one State in the Union 
with less than its right some other State has more than its right, so that the ar- 
gument, whatever be its force, applics to the bill in its present form as strongly 
as it can ever apply to any bill. 

. s. s = » hd * 

‘Tho rule has been frequently stated. It may bo clearly expressed in either 
of two ways. Letthe rule be thatthe whole number of the proposed House 
shall be apportioned among the several States according to their respective 
numbers, giving to each State that number of members which come nearest to 
her exact mathematical part or proportion; or, let therule bo that the popula- 
tion of each Stato shall be divided by a common divisor, and that, in addition 
to the number of members resulling from each division, a member shall be al- 
lowed to each State whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the division, 

* * - < = * 

** Either ofthese is, it seoms to the committee, a fair and just rule, capable of 
uniform application, and operating with entire impartiality. There is no want 
ofa common proportion or a common divisor, there is nothing leftto arbitrary 
discretion. Iftho rule in either of these forms be adopted it can never be 
doubtful how every member of any proposed number for a House of Repre- 
sentatives ought to be assigned. Nothing will be leftin the discretion of Con- 
gress, the right of each State will be a mathematical right, easily ascortained. 
mbout which there can bo neither doubt nor difioulty, and in the application of 
the rule there will be no room for preference, partiality, or injustice. 

‘In any case, in all time to come, it will do all that human means can do to 
allot to cvery State in the Union its proper.and just proportion of representative 
power. And itis because of this, its capability of constant application, as well 
as because of its impartiality and justice, that the committee are carnest in rec- 
ommending its adoption to Congress. Ifit shall be adopted they beliove it will 
remove s cause of uneasiness and dissatisfaction gaint or liable to recur 
with overy new census, and place the rights of the States in this respect on a 
fixed basis, of which none can withreason complain. Itistruethatthere may be 
some numbers assumed for the com position of the House of Representatives, to 
which, if the rule were applied, the result at bal give a membor to the House 
more than was proposed. But it will always bo easy to correct this by altering 
the proposed number by adding ono to it or taking one from it, so that this can 
be considered no objection to the rule,” 

The opinion of Mr. Webster did not prevail at that time, but, as we havo be- 
fore Sbeekyens it obtained ns to the census of 1540 and has ever since furnished 
the rule. 

In enacting for the apportionment under the census of 1810 the House of Rep- 
resentatives placed the ratio at 50,179 and the membership at 217, Tho Senate 
mbes ai menibers for fractions, and the House of Representatives finally con- 
curred. 

‘The census of 1850 was preceeded by a statute providing for the method and 
principle of the apportionment (o be made upon that census. To the ge 
viding for taking the census of 1550 sections were added on the motion of Rep- 
resentative Vinton, of Ohio, fixing the number of the House of Representatives 
at 209 and directing the Secretary of tho Interior to divide the population en- 
titled to representation by 200, and to dividethe Sopiaues of each State by tho 
quotient thus obtained as a ratio, assigning to each State a representation for 
each full ratio of its population and one for each fraction until the entire 200 
should be exhausted, Tho number of members was increased to 233, 

In making the apportionment under the census of 1860 the House of Repro- 
sentatives passed n bill in framing which 233 was taken as the basis. To this 
number the House of Representatives added 6 members to represent largo frac- 
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tions in ns many States. The Senate, in aeng upon 
basis of 233, added 8 to that number, namely, 2 to the 
the House, and gave an additional member each to two other S| namely, 
Illinois and Minnesota, The billas thus amended became a law, r which 
the membership was 241. 

In enacting for the apportionment under the census of 1870, the House of 
Representatives passed s bill framed A cee the Vinton plan, directing an bar a 
Uonment of 275 members to be mado by the Secretary of the Interior. Ths 
pera apa the number to 300, but the House refused to concur and the 

was lost. 

Two years afterwards the House of Representatives (Forty-second Congress, 
second session) passed a bill apportioning 283 members on the following plan: 
la ka, Oregon, and Nevada—had ulation less 


this bill, ets! to the 
6 that had been added by 


Four States—Delaware, Nebras. A id 

than the ratio obtained by dividing the population of the United States by 283. 
One member was therefore assigned tocach of these States. Thesum oftheir pop- 
ulation was then subtracted from tho entiro a Hest ee of tho States and the 
remainder of that population was divided by 279 for a new ratio, upon which 
the apportionment of all the States (excepting the above four) wasmade. In do- 
ing this ¢ seventeen States received each one member for fractional remainders. 
This bill was approved February 2, 1872. 

Subsequently, in the sanie session and on the 5th day of March, 1572, Mr. Mer- 
cur, from the Comimittee on the Judiciary, reported to the House of Represent- 
atiyes A bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act for the a of 
Representatives to Congress among tho several States according to the Ninth 
Census,’ approved February 2,1872." The facts were that under the act of Feb- 
ruary2, 1872, noStatessuifered diminution ofmembership excepting New Hamp- 
shireand Vermont. These States fellfrom 3meniberseachto2cach. Thomem- 
bership had been fixed by the act of February 2 at 283. 

Had the number of members not been thus increased over what the member- 
ship of the House of Representatives then was under the next preceding appor- 
tionment, the loss of Representatives would håve been: New York,3; Penn- 
sylvania,2; Ohio, 2; Connecticut, 1; Massachusetts, I; Kentucky,1; Maine,1; 
Ithode Island, l; Vermont,l; New pshire,l. By increasing the meniber- 
ship to 283 each of those States excepting New Hampshireand Vermontretained 
the Geos cscs it had under the last preceding apportionment. The injustice 
to New Hampshire and Vermont was manifest. y 

ït is stated in the report npon this supplemental bill; “The recent actionof 
Congress in increasing the size of the House to233in order tosave eight States 
from a diminution in the numberof their Representatives has indu the com- 
mittee to recommend a further increase of nine members, making the whole 
number292, which is belicved to be the smallest number that, upon an equitable 
and constitutionalapportionment, will leave each State with at least its present 
representation.” i - 

This report presents a table made up upon the basis of 292, by which cach of 
nine States, namely, New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, Pennsylvania, In- 
diana,Tennessee, Louisiana, Alabama, and Florida, obtained one member more 
than it had under the act of February 2, 1872. The ratio under this proceeding 
wns 131,425. The moiety of this ratio is 67,212}. New Hampshire and Florida 
had each less than this moiety. New Hampshire had 55,450; Florida had 56,223. 

The report states as to this: ** The committee, however, in addition tol2mem- 
bers assigned tofractions by the above table, assign oneto New Hampshire and 
one to Florida, making in alla House of 292. The reason for this is that greater 
injustice will be done these States by not giving it (sic) the additional Repre- 
sentative than to the other States by giving it.” 

The bill became a law. 

After the census of 1850 the House of Representatives passed n bill apportion- 
ing 319 members, on the Vinton plan, but the measure failed to the Senate. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress (Irat session, 1832) a bill was introduced pro- 
viding for the apportionment of 320 members, as follows: 


Alabama ..... Mississippi cose .cecis eccsecsosecsseeeveve.cvees 7. 
Arkansas... Migsourl,.....cccsss l4 
California ......,. Nebraska ....,.0 3 


Colorado ......4 NRO... scrccceeverveveses toveevoscseceess 
New Hampshire .........cccsosscecerseenevses, 2 
Now JDOrSO 9 1oiec.<s vccses so vcesssmnesscee sa cee 


New York........ 


G iré ssussšrisiso 'eobeooees North Carolina... 
TUBB Ss sodsossosisstosio tinoto stase cospeveseese “ZL | ORIO toisssssssss ose 
TOW. 0.04 sacceerse serorei sy 


Rhode. Island.........esssrrn 
South Carolina j 


Minnesota sesseses s. oe 8 


Pending the bill, Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, offered the following amendment: 

Strike ont all of section 1, after the enacting clause, and insert these words: 
That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shal! be composed 
of 325 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: 


Alabama Missisippi ote dened tesese ov sevenee 6 
Arkansas......-. M o DNE RE I EA 1 


California... 


shoe 


ts 
sapRePo 


wesersesenecssere LO 
seeceeses seer 1 


mee eetere pene ee ren 


Michigan.. esse. ed 
Minnesota TOTEEN EE: G o DURSA toypen Wee Sieg eae Ce 


This amendment was agreed to. Tho bill as thus amended passed the Houso 
and was passed by the Senate on February 21, 1882. Under this amendment of 
Mr. Axprenson the gain and loss wereas follows: Gain—California, 1; Florida, 
T; Illinois, l; Kansas, 1; South Carolina, 1; Texus, 1; Wisconsin, 1, Loss— 
gv ing Shh 1; Rhode Island, 1. 

The bill as reported by the committee fixes the membership of the House of 
Representatives at 356. The method by which this number was agreed upon 
is stated in the report as follows: 

“From this aggregate ppatatin of.the United States, namely, 62,622,250, 
your committee subtrac! e aggregate M2 at para of the District of Colum- 
bia andof the Territories of Arizona, New exico, Oklahoma, and Utah. The 


remainder was 61,909,905, With this number different ratios were obtained vs 
taking asn divisor any pores number. Each number was taken from 

to 375. The ratio in the instance was 186,473. Dividing the population of 
cach State by this ratio it was found that ten States would each lose one from 
their | rae representation and that in two instances fractions would remain 
considerably more than a moiety. The old and new methods of computation 
Were used. 

“These methods are explained elsewhere in this report. Trials were made 
until a number was found that would give a ratio which in application would 
Secure each State against any loss in its membership and in no instance leave 
a majorfraction. This number was found to be355, The ratiowns173,001. The 
number of members obtained on even division was 339- The additional 17 
needed to make the number 356 was secured by giving another member toeach 
of the States haying left to it a major fraction.” 

This is the first attempt, so faras the undersigned nro advised, to make the 
mere production ofan equation the desideratum of an apportionment bill. 

No such estoppal of justice by a merely mathematical process has ever before 
been proposed so faras our researches inform us. It means simply thatit isthe 
duty of Congress in ma’ an apportionment to compute on the basis of dif- 
ferent numbers of membership (from 332 to 375 in the present case) and to take 
that number of which the excess afteran even division will be just the number, 
no more, no less, that will be equal to and be absorbed by the States having a 
moicty or more of the ratio. 

This desideratum (if ft can be considered such)is so obvious that it would 
naturally occur to legislators whenever engaged in the duty of making an ap- 
portionment. If it ever has thus presented itself it has heretofore always been 
rejected. Unbroken precedent since the apportionment under the census of 
1849 confirms this observation. 

Mr, Webster seems to have had in contemplation thesituation here presented 
asto Missouri ce is stated hercinafter), namely, an instance where the num- 


might give a member to the House more than was proposed; 


thing to be persisted.in and E ies inviolably, he would haye stated, in 
answer to the objection, that it would be the duty of Congress to ascertain and 
to adopt that number of members which wonld exactly take up and appropri- 
ate the excess remaining for distribution after an even division. Ie was not 
hampered by any such arithmetical embarrassment. He considered that any 
number that seemed best calculated to do justice to each and all the States 
could be taken, and that in that case, whenever (as is usually the case) the result 
will give a member to the House more than was proposed,” to “correct this 
by altering the proposed number by adding one to it or taking one from it.” 

Indeed, a largo portion of Mr. Webster's report is com of a refutation 
of the contention that the power of Congress ends with exhaustion of the 
“process.” 

The computer is always strenuous for his process. It is not necessary in the 
pet instance to question its correctness or its applicability so far as it gocs, 

ut when it is exhausted other considerations intervene and other methods 
may, as Mr, Webster maintained, be properly employed. The computer asserts 
that the distribution for fractional remainders in excess of a moiety must cease 
yehenever such fractional remainders are absorbed, notwithstanding one State 
with such aremainder may be left pid Songer The processor the method thus 
becomes the thing to be sustained, and the object to be attained must fall short 
ofa more perfect attainment, because the process has reached its mit of opera- 
tion and has become impotent. 

This is the opinion of Mr, Francis A. Walker, expressed in his letter of Jan- 
uary 15, 1881, appended hereto and to the report of the committee. But his ar- 
gument ab inconvenienti sacrifices the Constitution to arithmetic. Mr. Webster 
maintained that the constitutional requirement that "Representatives and di- 
rect taxes shall be apportioned among the several States which may beincluded 
in this Union according to their respective numbers,” means that such appor- 
tionment shall be "as near as may be.” His argument to sustain this expo- 
sition has never been answered in any attempt to reply to it. 

He demonstrated that to disregard the major fractional remainders was not 
complying with this constitutional requirement “as near as may be,” and that 
representation for such fractional remainders is à nearer approximation than 
to deny representation for any fraction whatever. It results that the right of 
representation for & fraction in excess of a moiety of the ratio is as clearly the 
constitutional right of any State as itis its right to a Representative for the full 
ratio. Thisbeing so, todenyto a State having such a remainder its Representa- 
tive because the arithmetical process has exhausted its power of operation is 
to deny as constitutional right of the State thus situated, and to place it in dis- 
parity with all the other States. 

Ifitis constitutional to award to one or to several States membership on 
account of a fractional remainderofa moiety or more of the ratio, it is unconsti- 
tutionalin any instance orupon any pretext to deprive another State having 
such a moicty or more, but less than tho favored State, fornootherreason than 
that the process does not, to usea homely phrase, furnish enough to go around. 
In such a case representation is apparently apportioned according to numbers 
as to certain States, and is unquestionably not apportioned according to num- 
bers as to the State that is thus deprived. 

Mr. Webster perceived this and held that in such s case there should be an 
addition of a member, departing from the mathematical process which had 
become impotentto fulfill the constitutional requirement. 

The letter of Mr. Walker, to which these observations are applicable, was 
written xs advisory to the apportionment under the census of 1380. 

The variations of membership under a rigid application of the process for 
which such complete efficacy is claimed, may be illust from the tables 
themselves. Tennessee starts with 9 members on a basis of S2 members. She 
rises to 10 on s basis of 336, She recedes to 9 on 337. She regains 10 on 338,* 

A similar perturbation oécurs in the tables upon which was based the appor- 
tionment under the census of 1880. Alabama gained 1 Representative on the 
basis of 299 members, increasing from 7 to 8 members at that point, but lost 1 
at 300, falling back to7, This was called the Alabama paradox.’! An elabo- 
rate mathematical explanation by Mr. Walker is found in Executive Document 
No. 65, Vol. 18, Forty-sizth Con: session. 

When this paradox appeared in the case of Alabama the consequence of her 
loss of 1 member was stated by Mr. Walker to be that “in the assignment of 
additional Representatives upon fractions, acoording to the total number of 
800, Illinois and Texas receive an additional Representative each, while Aln- 
bama loses that which she gained at 299. = 

It is probably a correct supposition that ifthe apportionmentin the abovein- 
stance been made upon the basis of 300 the “learned arithmeticians " would 
have vindicated their process by the sacrifice of substantial justice and consti- 
tutional right, and would have insisted that Alabama should suffer the loss and 
that Ilinois and Texas should retain their increase. 


* Arkansas rises from 6 to 7 members on the basis of 359, but falls to 6 meni- 
bers on a basis of 360, > 
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It is the opinion of the undersigned that Arkansas, Minnesota, Missouri, and 
New York ought tohayeeach 1 more Representative than is provided by this 
bill. Ifthe question of total membership and the bho of computation are to 
be considered this increase should rest on the basis of 359 members for that pur- 
pose, adding 1 for Missouri for the reason that she has a fractional remainder 
pm ly in excess of a moiety of the ratio, which, as itis the lowest of 18 States 

ving sucha remainder, can not be satisfied by the surplus of 17 left after an 
even division. New York is allowed but 34 Representatives by the billas re- 
ported, No number between 356 and 360, inclusive, can well be considered. 

By fixing the membership at 555 on a ratio of 173,901, one-half of which is 
86,950}, the following States are left with remainders whichare barely less than 
a moiety of the ratio: 


Minnesota 
New York 


When it is considered that by increasing the number of members (from 356to 
859, only 3) each of these States rises to overa moiety, and that Missouri also 
attains 92,464, and that by tliis slight addition to the membership Arkansas at- 
tains 93,491, Minnesota 91,600, New York 131,62l—in all, including Missouri, 
415,266—a most cogent reason is expressed by tho fact itself why the rights of 
nearly half a million people should prevail over the result under a membership 
of 356,which resultis merelya mathematicalachievement. These States should 
receive an Additional member each. We do not deem it essential that such an 
act shall be complicated by any particular consideration of ratios as produced 
by division of any number constituting the total membership, so long as is the 
fact in the present instance. No other States suffer diminution or disparity, 
The fact that 356 produces such consequences and the fact that the remedy is 
so easy and wrongs no other State are to our minds conclusive thatthe num- 
ber 356 ought to be abandoned. 

Of courso, however, the increase determines approximately the number and 
ratio to be adopted. Tt will be found that 359 meets every requirement except- 
ing as to Missouri, which ought to receive satisfaction of her right under the 
principle established by the logic of Mr. Webster, because the failure as to Mis- 
souriis that she is the cighteenth and lowest State having a fractional re- 
mainder exceeding a moiety of the ratio,and there are but 17 members to be 
distributed. 

Placing the cy patane H at 356, the ratio is 173,901, one-half of which is 86,950}. 

On this basis Arkansas is entitled to 6 members and has a fractional remainder 
of $4,773; Minnesota is entitled to7 members and has a fractional remainder of 
$4,519; New York is entitled to $4 members and has a fractional remainder of 


annie the number of members at 357, the ratio is 173,414, one-half of which 
UA 

Upon this basis Arkansas has a fractional remainder of 87,695, but her mem- 
bership remains at 6; Minnesota has a fractional remainder of 87,928, and her 
membership remains at 7; New York has a fractional remainder of 101,777, and 
her membership rises from 1 to 35, 

Taking 958 as the number of members, the ratio is 172,930, one-half of which 


86,165. 

‘Arkansas, with a fractional remainder of 90,599, has still 6 members; Min- 
nesota, with a fractional remainder of 91,316, rises from 7 to 8; while NewYork, 
with a fractional remainder of 118,233, remains at 35. 

! Taking 359 as the number of members, the ratio is 172,448, one-half of which 


86,224, > 

Upon this basis Arkansas, with a major fraction of 93,491, rises from 6 to7 
members; Minnesota, with a major fraction of 91,690, rises from 7 to 8 members; 
New York, with a fractional remainder of 131,621, remains at 35 members; 
while Missouri, with a fractional remainder of 94,461, remains at 15 members, 
the number which sho acquired upon the basis of 356 members, 

With 359 as a divisor, no State loses any representation, There remains 17 
excess to be absorbed by the fractional remainders after division, The States 
getting an additional member by the distribution of this 17 are: 


New York... 


Oregon........ 
South Carolina.. 
South Dak 


Alabama... 
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[r] 
3 

P ja b pd peh pd ja jt 


But the 17 excess is not enough to supply all the States having more than a 
moiety of 172,448, so Missouri, which bas the lowest major fraction, must, if the 
principle of the bill recommended is applied to it, be left out and thus be de- 
prived of representation. She is the only State thus deprived which has more 
than a moiety of 172,448. 

Minnesota stands next above Missouri, exceeding her by only 2,220. 

It is the opinion of the undersigned that one should be added for Missouri. 

The bill should, in our opinion, be amended as follows: 

Strike out from line 5 of section 1 the words " fifty-six" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “sixty.” g 

Strike out from line 5 of section 1 the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “seven,” 

Strike out from line 26, in section 1, the word “seven” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “‘eight,”’ 

Strike out from line 23, in section 1, the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “sixteen.” 

Strike out from line 34, in section 1, of the bill, the word “four” and insertin 


lieu thereof the word “five. 
In section 2, line 3, strike out the words "fifty-six," and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “sixty.” 
C, K. DAVIS. 
J. H. BERRY. 
RUFUS BLODGETT. 


[The Tables A and B appended to the minority report, as well as 
the appendix, are identical with those of thereportof the majority in 
the preceding pages. ] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Under the agreement the bill will 
now be laid aside until to-morrow, at 2 o'clock, when it will be taken 
up as the unfinished business. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented the credentials of GEORGE G. VEST, 
chosen by the Legislature of Missouri a Senator from that State for the 
ne beginning March 4, 1891; which were read and ordered to be 

ed. 


JOURNAL OF TUESDAY’sS PROCEEDINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next question under the agree- 
ment before the Senate is theapprovalof the Journal of last Tuesday’s 
proceedings. ThatJournal has been read once and anamendment offered 
to strike out certain words, The Secretary will report theamendment 
offered. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out’ the words— 

It was determined in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready forthe question? 
‘A Mr. GORMAN. On that question the yeas and nays have heen or- 

ered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the yeas and nays 
were ordered. ; 

Mr, CULLOM. Iinquire if the Senator from Maryland desires the 
yeas and nays now. ` aetna 

Mr. GORMAN. Task unanimous consent to withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. My understanding is that there was no opposition 
to the correction of the Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The yeas and nays were ordered, but I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the call. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFIGER. Without objection, the demand for 
the yeas and nays will be withdrawn and the question is on the amend- 
ment. [Putting the question.] The amendment is agreed to. Shall 
the Journal as amended be approved? 

The Journal as amended was approved. 

JOURNAL OF WEDNESDAY’S PROCEEDINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal of Wednesday’s pro- 
ceedings has also been read, but no amendment was proposed to it. 
That Journal will be regarded as approved, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none, and the Journal of Wednesday’s proceedings is 
approved. - £ 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. GORMAN. In view of the arrangement entered into a few min- 
utes agọ, I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet at 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the agreement, morning busi- 
ness will now be received. Petitions and memorials are first in order. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made by Congress 
fora dry dock and naval station on Port Orchard Bay, Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McCONNELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Idaho; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 

- EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, Idaho. 

I, A. J. Pinkham, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of Senate concurrent resolution 
No. 11, which was filed in this office the 19th day of January, A, D. 1891, and 
admitted to record. 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State, at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 21st day of January, 


A. D, 1891, 
[SEAL] A. J. PINKHAM, 
Sécretary of Idaho, 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 11 (Weiler), requesting our Senators and Rep- 
resentative in Congress to support the resolution introduced in the House of 
Representatives by Con: man CUMMINGS, of New York, asking our Gov- 
ernment to protest and remonstrate against the Government of the Ozar in 
the persecution of the Jews in Russia. 

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, view with hor- 
ror and dismay the cruel persecution of the Jewish citizens of Russia by the 
Government of that country, . 

We believe that the Government of the United States, true to its traditional 
sympathy with the unjustly oppressed of every race, religion, and nationality, 
should, in the name of common humanity, raise its voice in protest, doing what 
in its power lies to rescue these unfortunates from an impending fate as cruel 
as itis undeserved, 

We are aware that our Government is powerless to interfere in the internal 
affairs of Ruasia. We feel, however, that an carnest expression deprecating 
the inhuman, barbarous treatment of the Russian Jewish people, coming from 
so augusta body as the Congress ofthe United States, could not fail to wield a 
moral influence upon the Government of the Czar, 

We respectfully submit that such a remonstrance is, in our gocemen’ per- 
missible. Ifthe charges made by Russia against its Jewish aubjects be true, it 
is certainly an unfriendly act to force them upon other nations. If the charges 
be false, then it is alsoan unfriendly act on the eae of Russia to first pau ze 
and then expel them in a dependent state, either to perish miserably in the 
eyes of the civilized world or to become charges upon the pity and charity of 
powers in amicable intercourse with its Government. 

Your memorialists therefore respectfully ask you to support the resolution in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives by Congressman CUMMINGS, of New 
York, requesting our Government to protest and remonstrate against the evils 
herein set forth. And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 

Resolved, That one copy of this memorial be forwarded to exch of our Sena- 
tors and Representative at Washington. 


13, 1891. Passed S te. 
January enate. JOHNS. GRAY, 


President pro tempore of the Senate, 


January 17, 1891. Passed the House. 
F, A. FENN, Speaker of the House. 
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(Indorsed:) I hereby certify that the within senate concurrent resolution No. 
11, providing for a request to our Senators and Representative in Congress to 
support the resolution introduced by Congressman CUMMINGS, of New York, 
protesting against the persecution of the Jews in Russia, originated in the sen- 
ate of the Legislature of the State of Idabo during the first session. r. 

M. C. ATHEY, Secretary of the Senate. 


P SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Boisé City, Idaho. 
Filed this 19th day of January, 1391. 
A. J. PINKHAM, Secretary. 


Mr. MCCONNELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Idaho; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, as follows: r 
DEPARTMENT OF TIIE INTERIOR, Secretary's Office, Idaho. 


I, A. J. Pinkham, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed isa full, trus, and complete transcript of house substitute for senate 
concurrent resolution No. 9, which was filed in this ofice the lth day of Janu- 
ary, A.D. 1891, and admitted to record. 

as testimony whereof; T have hereunto set-my-hand and affixed the great seal 
ofthe State. Done at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 16th day of January, 
A.D. 


D. 1891. 
[SEAL] A. J. PINKHAM, 
Secretary of Idaho. 


House substitute for senate concurrent resolution No. 9. 


Whereas the people of Idaho view with alarm the efforts of the enemies of 
American prosperity to reduce the tariff on lead and lead ores, for the reason 
that if a, should successful in their attack upon the present tariff and re- 
peal existing laws or materially reduce the importation tax on lead and lead 
ores, it will paralyze the most important industry in our State, upon which 
every other industry and interest in the State depends to'a greater or less ex- 
tent, and would peers eae throw out of employment hundreds of our citi- 
zens and compel them toseck other employment and other homes, and at once 
cut off from our mineral product of wealth, realized from our natural resources, 
nearly $10,000,000, the product of our lead-silyer mines, and bring disaster to the 
State: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the senate of the Slate of Idaho (the house of representatives con- 
curring), That the Legislature of the State of Idaho protests against the repeal 
orsny modification of the importation tax on lead or lead ores, and our Sena- 
tors and Representative in Congress are urged to use their best efforts to pre- 
vent any change in existing laws touching this subject; and 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the lead-producers’ 
and miners’ convention to be held in the Chamber of Commerce in Denver, 
Colo., on the 13th instant, and one copy to each of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress: 

January 9, 1891. Passed the House. 

F. A, FENN, Speaker of the House. 
January 12,1991, Passed the Senate, 
JOHN S. GRAY, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 


(Indorsed:) I hereby certify that senate concurrent resolution No. 9, for which 
the within house substitute for senate concurrent resolution No.9 has been sub- 
stituted, being Huri against any reduction of the importation tax on lead 
and lead ores and urging Senatorsand Representatives in Con, to useevery 
effortto prevent same, originated in the senate of the Legislature of the State of 


Idaho during the first session, 
M. C, ATHEY, Secrelary of the Senate. 


SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Boisé Cily, Idaho, 
Filed this lith day of January, 1591. 
A.J. PINKITAM, Secretary, 


Mr. McCONNELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Idaho; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, as follows: j 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Secretary's Office, Idaho, 


I, A. J. Pinkham, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed isn full, true, and complete transcript of Senate concurrent resolution 
No. 10; which was filed in this office the 15th day of January, A.D. 1891, and ad- 
mitted to record. 

In testimony whereof, I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the ones Done at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 16th day of January, 


A. D,189 a 
(SEAL. } A! J. PINKHAM, 
Secretary of Idaho. 


— 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 10 (De Lemar). 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, would respect- 
fully represent to your honorable bodies that the unjust discrimination now 
being made by the United States assay office at Boisé City, Idaho, against the 
producers of silver bullion which does not contain any gold, and also against 
the producers of silver bullion which contains less gold than the law now re- 
quires, inflicts great loss and hardships upon the miners, laborers,and mer- 
chants of the State of Idaho, without any benefit whatever accruing to theGen- 
eral Government, 

We would respectfully state that itis the custom of the various United States 
assay offices to purchase all bullion of 500 fineness or over, making 500 fineness 
the lowest limit which thus contains $10.34 gold and one-half ounce of silver per 
each ounce of bullion, for which said assay office pays the full New York market 
quotation of the day such bullion isreceived, the General Government thus pay- 
ing all express and refining charges and even the return exchange on moneys 
thus paid out at Boisé City, while all silver bullion containing gold of a less 
quantity than $10.34 per each ounce of bullion is thus rejected, compelling the 
miners to pay four times as large express charges as does the General Govern- 
ment, and in addition pay for refining such bullion and the shipment to New 
York City, where such bullion is invariably sold to speculators, who only offer 
the same to the General Government when the price suits them. 

des the great loss by discrimination, the miner must either wait seven or 
eight weeks before he receives returns for bullion so sold or borrow money at 
heavy Western interest rates from the banks to pay his just debts to the laborers 
and merchants who furnish him with supplies, 
We ae submit that such discrimination is more flagrantly unjust 
since under the act of July, 1890, called the ‘** Windom act,” authorizing the 
Secretary of the United States Treasury to issue silver certificates upon all sil- 
ver purchased, which silver certificates are thereby made a legal tender for all 
debts, both peau and private, chus enjoying the full purchasing power of gold. 

We would further state that the purchasing Ly the General Government of 
all silver and gold bullion at che United States assay offices nearest the mines 


will remedy this great wrong and better enable the Government to guard 
against the purchasing of foreign bullion at points where such foreign bullion 
intermixes with bullion produced from American mines. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representative are hereby requested to use 
all necessary means to bring the object of this memorial to the attention of Con- 


gress. 

And be it further resolved, That the secretary of state be respectfully requested 
to transmit a copy of this concurrent resolution and memorial to our Senators 
and member of Congress. p; 

January 13, 1891, passed the senate. 

JOHN S. GRAY, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 


F. A, FENN, Speaker of the House. 
(Indorsed:) I hereby certify that the within senate concurrent resolution No. 
10, being memorial to Congress requesting that silveras well as gold bullion be 
purchased at United States assay oflice at Boisé City, originated in the senate 
of the Legislature of the State of [Idaho during the first session. 
M. C. ATHEY, Secretary of the Senate. 


SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Botsé City, Idaho. 
Filed this 15th day of January, 1891. 


January 14, 1891, passed the bouse. 


A. J. PINKHAM, Secretary. 


Mr. MCCONNELL presented the following petitions of citizens of 
Idaho, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of David Chapman and 18 other citizens of Moscow, Latah 
County, Idaho; 

pak of Alliance No. 91, of Moscow, Latah County, Idaho; 
an 

Petition of 5. A. Haworth and 30 other citizens of Idaho. 

Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Mur- 
ray County, Minnesota, favoring the passage of the farmers’ antiop- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Middleton, Mrs, Ella A, 
Glass, and 101 other citizens of Alexandria, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a national com- 
mission on the subject of social vice; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the following petitions and resolutions from the 
State of Minnesota, praying for thespeedy passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Peter A. Peterson and 41 other citizens of Big Stone 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Ira M. Cady and 16 other citizens of Magnolia Township, 
Rock County, Minnesota; j 

Petition of A. S. Stephens and 8 other citizens of Brown’s Valley, 
Traverse County, Minnesota; : 

Petition of B. F. Fixson and 18 other citizens of Minnesota; 

Petition of Fred. Dockendorff and 22 other citizens of Barnum, Carl- 
ton County, Minnesota; 

Petition of John Deulin and 41 other citizens of Barnum, Carlton 
County, Minnesota; - 

Petition of Michael Caven and 39 other citizens of Blue Earth County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of E. W. Colby and 10 other citizens of Minnesota; 

Petition of George T. Oldham and 12 other citizens of Todd County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of P.O. French and 11 other citizens of Yellow Medicine 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of William H. Happel and 25 other citizens of Houston 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Herman Bergard and 12 other citizens of Mound Prairie, 
Houston County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Buran Alliance, No. 769, of Minnesota; 

Resolutionsof Barnum Alliance, No. 1195, of Moose Lake Township, 
Carlton County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of citizens of Brown County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Good Thunder, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Solid Rock Alliance, No. 1220, of Birch Dale, Todd 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Alliance 1206, of Looney Valley, Houston County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Lincoln Alliance, No. 718, of Lake Benton, Lincoln 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Fish Creek Farmers’ Alliance, No. 600, of Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Magnolia Farmers’ Alliance, No. 845, of Magnolia, 
Rock County, Minnesota; 

Petition of E. R. Rice and 25 other citizens of Todd County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of B. F. Warren and 34 other citizens of Murray County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of L. Johnson and 32 other citizens of Fillmore County, 
Minnesota; a 

Petition of J. M. Sprague and 8 othercitizens of Blue Earth County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of F. E. Titus and 39 other citizens of Fillmore County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of M. Gainor and 38 other citizens of Blue Earth County, 
Minnesota; 


Petition of M. O. Lakensgaard and 22 other citizens of Nicollet 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of C. L. Weber and 28 other citizens of Dodge County, Min- 
nesota; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1147, of Benton County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of George Pappenfus and 29 other citizens of Benton County, 
Minnesota; and 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Slayton, Murray County, Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. DAVIS also presented the petition of J. C. Miller, of Marshall, 
Minn. praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of J. A. Smith and 39 other citizens of Nebraska; 

Petition of James Wallace and 26 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; i 

aen of H. P. Rogers and 18 other citizens of Buffalo County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of Joseph Stewart and 5 other citizens of Boone County, 
Nebraska; 

x soana of Cumming Park Alliance No. 650, Custer County, Ne- 
raska; 

Petition of John Cooney and 37 other citizens of Custer County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of George Winder and 19 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolution of Blaine Alliance, No. 735, of Antelope County, Ne- 


braska; 
Resolutions of Black Hill Suballiance, No. 1428, of Sartcria, Buffalo 
County, Nebraska; 


Petition of Frank Rochrich and 22 other citizens of Sartoria, Buf- 
falo County, Nebraska; 

Petition of A. M. Ross and 10 other citizens of Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Boone Alliance, No. 4195, Nebraska; 

Petition of H. W. Kessler and 23 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Farmers Alliance No. 794, Nebraska; 
5 erage of L. H. Ingersoll and 33 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 

raska; 

Resolutions of Alliance No. 638, Custer County, Nebraska; 

Paroi of O. H. Maze and 8 other citizens of Custer County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of J. F. Spicer and 16 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 


raska; - 
Resolutions of West Lyma Alliance, No. 1039, of Harvard, Clay 
County, Nebraska; 3 
Resolutions of Blaine Alliance, No. 469, Hastings, Nebr. ; 
Petition of B. B. Snodgrass and 40 other citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska; 
Resolutions of West Grove Alliance, No, 1442, Ashland Cass County, 


Nebraska; 

: gia! of O. J. Wortman and 35 other citizens of Cass, County, Ne- 
raska; 

i r of Progressive Alliance, No, 1099, of Banner County, Ne- 
raska; 

‘ peon of A. Barton and 11 other citizens of Blaine County, Ne- 
raska; : s 


PP ast katy of delegates of the Blaine County (Nebraska) Farmers’ 
iante; 

Petition of J. L, Cropper and 54 other citizens of Sargent, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of H. M. Street and 43 other citizens of Broken Bow, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Lake Shore Alliance, No. 1023, of Nebraska; and 
; Prapa of Jacob Beck and 86 other citizens of Burt County, Ne- 

braska. : 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following memorials remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, through its president; 

Memorial of the Grocers’ Association, of Baltimore, Md.; and 

Memorial of the Wholesale and Retail Grocery Trade and General 
Merchants, of Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Omaha Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 4329, authorizing official investi- 
gations of the electrical industries, and the manufacture of electrical 
apparatus and their uses, as applied to otheraindustries of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to liceon the table: 

Petition of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois; 


Petition of Lodge 4724, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of 


Tlinois; 
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eann of Burritt Lodge 4241, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, 
of Illinois; 

Petition of citizens of Winnebago County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of Hickory Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of Jersey County, Illinois; 

Petition of Restick Alliance, of Whiteside County, Illinois; 

Petition of Jersey County (Illinois) Assembly, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Minois; 

Petition of Williamson County Assembly, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of Illinois; 

Petition of Otterville Lodge, Farmers*Mutual Benefit'Association, of 
Jersey County, Illinois; 

Petitions of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois; 

Petition of Delhi Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, Jer- 
sey County, Illinois; and 

Petition of citizens of La Salle County, Ilinois. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of District Assembly 1139, Farmers' Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, of Jasper County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly 683, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association of Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly 1531, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association of Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly 935, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association of Ilinois; 

Petition of members of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of 
Union County, Hlinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2771, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois. 

Petition of District Assembly 1309, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 411, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Tlinois; > : 

Petition of District Assembly 101, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1455, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 586, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Tllinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1643, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 544, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 178, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2386, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1450, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 3343, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 331, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2106, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of Distri¢t Assembly 2495, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 366, Farmers’ Mutnal Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 665, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of menibers of subordinate District Assembly 1676, Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Ilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2387, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Hlinois; 

Petition of Oak Ridge Lodge 1782, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of IHinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 737, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Ilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1669, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso: 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 210, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion of Tilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2400, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Ilinois; 

Petition of Subordinate Assembly 1748, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 946, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion of Ilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 3856, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 3325, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois: 
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Petition of District Assembly 1279, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 645, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1967, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2040, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of Ilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 120, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; 3 

Petition of District Assembly 1517, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; 

Petition of Lodge 1346, Farmors’ Mutual Benefit Association of Il- 
linois; 

Petition of District Assembly 858, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Ilinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 1585, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; : 

Petition of District Assembly 82, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 726, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 301, Farmers' Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2600, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Illinois; 5 

Petition of District Assembly 1515, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Ilinois; and 

Petition of District Assembly 2269, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associ- 
ation of Ilinois, 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic 
on the table: 

Memorial of Lodge 2705, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of 
Glenarm, IL; 

Memorial of officers and 30 members of Union No. 145, Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union of Mlinois; 

Memorial of Union No. 54, Schuyler County (Minois) Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union; 

Memorial of officers and 12 members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union No. 202, of Livingston County, linois; 

Memorial of officers and 14 members of Union No. 133, Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union of Macoupin County, Ilinois; 

Memorial of officers and 17 members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union of Illinois, No. 94, of Menard County; 

Memorial of 21 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 76, of Ilinois; 

Memorial of officers and members of Union No. 36, Henry County 
(Illinois) Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union; 

Memorial of officers and 36 members of Union No. 207, Graymount 
(Illinois) Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union; > 

Memorial of officers and members of Union No. 116 and 144, of Jack- 
son County Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Minois; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 133; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 113, of 
Illinois; 

Memorial of officers and 18 members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union No. 166, of Illinois; 

Memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois; 

Memorial of certain citizens of Illinois; 

Memorial of officers and 36 members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union No. 236, of Scott County, Illinois; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 85, White- 
side County, Illinois; 

Memorial of members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 245, of Illinois; 

Memorial of Union No. 7, Jackson County, Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Memorial of 15 members of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union No. 150, of Illinois; 

Memorial of Union No. 173, Henry County, Farmers’ Alliance uu 
Labor Union of Jllinois; : 

Memorial of officers and members of Alliance, No. 85, Carroll County, 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Memorial of 18 members of Alliances No. 212, Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Memorial of members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of 
Illinois, No. 29, Jo Daviess Connty, Illinois; 

Memorial of Alliance No. 89, Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
of Illinois; 

Memorial of secretary and 10 members of Alliance No, 241, Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Memorial of George Grimes, secretary, and 16 members of Alliance 
No. 230, of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Memorial of Ida Fullmer, secretary, and the members of Alliance 


ye 255, of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Montezuma, 
inois; 

Memorial of Wrightsville Alliance No. 151, of Illinois; 

Memorial of the members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 118, of Illinois; and 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 125, of 

ois, 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of 14 members of Union No. 159, of Pike County (Illinois) 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 147, of Mor- 
gan County, Dlinois; ~ 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 234, of 
Scott County, Dlinois; 2 

Petition of president and secretary Farmers? Alliance and Industrial 
Union No. 98, Randolph County, Ilinois; 

Petition of president, vice president, and 19 members Cottonwood 
Alliance of Pike County, Illinois; 

Petition of the secretary and members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union No. 239, of Illinois; 

Petition of 16 members of Union No, 228, Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Minois; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 257, of 
Woodford County, Illinois; 

Petition of officers and 14 members of Union No. 181, Farmers’ Al- 
Tiance and Industrial Union, of Macoupin County, Illinois; 

Petition of secretary and 28 members of Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union, No. 40, of Morgan County, Ilinois; ‘ 

Petition of officers and 22 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union No. 117, of Pearl, Ill.; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 231, of Liv- 
ingston County, Illinois; 

Petition of 18 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 226 of Illinois; 

Petition of the president, secretary, and members of Farmers’ Al- 
liance and Industrial Union No. 220, of Morgan County, Dlinois; 

Petition of 17 members of Alliance No. 120, Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Illinois; 

Petition of 13 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
of Illinois, No. 106; 5 

Petition of the members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 108, of Cass County, Illinois; : 

Petition of the officers and 20 members of lodge No. 127 of Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union, of Barrows, Green County, Minois; 

Petition of the officers and 7 members of Jefterson County Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union No. 157, of Illinois; 

Petition of the officers and 44 members of lodge No. 142, Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union, of Independence, Pike County, Dlinois; 

Petition of the officers and 20 members of lodge No. 186, of Scales 
Mounds, Jo Daviess County, Illinois, Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union; and : 

Petition of the officers and 7 members of lodge No. 204, Farmers’ 
Allianee and Industrial Union, of Hancock County, Ilinois, 

Mr. CULLOM also presented a resolution of the Chicago (Iil.) Law 
Institute, favoring the passage of some bill for the relief of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Saybrook, Ill., praying for 
the passage of the Torrey hankrnptey bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Western Pennsylvania Sabbath 
Association of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of the Blair Sun- 
te Gis bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

He also presented the following petitions. ing for the passa: 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were pet oie f talie on the table: 

Petition of the Wholesale Grocers of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

Petition of the Drug Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of Orr, Painter & Co., of Reading, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY also presented a petition of the United Labor League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and vicinity, praying for the è of the interna- 
tional copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., praying for the early conclusion of all legislation relative 
to finance; which was ordered to lie on tho table. 

He also presented a petition of the late members of Company E, Two 
hundred and second Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying for 
the enactment of a Jaw authorizing the Second Auditor of the Treasury 
to settle their claims for portion of bounty still due them; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Harmony Council, No. 53, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, praying for the pesage of the bill 
to restrict immigration, as reported from the Committee on Immigra- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
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He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Federal elections bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Citizens’ Republic Club, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Petition of the War Veterans’ Club, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of the Republican members of the house of representatives 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY also presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie‘on the table: 

Petition of Porter Township, Huntington County, Pennsylvania, 
Farmers’ Alliance; 

Petition of Harding, Britton & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of citizens of Otter Creek, Mercer County, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the acquisition 
of additional property for the extension of the post-office facilities at 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of the Legislature of Missouri; which wasread and ordered to lie 
ou the table, as follows: 


STATE OF MISSOURI, z 
City of Jefferson, House of Representatives, ss: 

I, Abner 8. Smith, olilef clerk of the house of representatives of the Thirty- 
sixth General Assembly, do hereby certify that on the Idth day of January, 1891, 
the following resolution was introduced into and passed the house. 

ABNER 8. SMITH, Chief Clerk. 


SrventH DAY, AFTERNOON SEssION, 
Wednesday, January 14,1891. 


Whereas the adulteration of food, Grogs, and liquors exists to such an alarm- 

ing extent as to involve every article of diet, drugs, and drink; and 
Vhereas theseadulterations are often harmful to health andalwaysinjurious, 
and are frauds when sold under a deceptive title; and 

Whereas one of the products of the hog, one of the largest agricultural inter- 

ts, on which depends in a great measure the market for our Western corn, is 
adulterated to such an extent as to be excluded from several of the European 
netstat thereby greatly injuring one of our principal agricultural industries: 

erefore, 

Resolved, That the house of representatives of the Missouri General Assembly, 
now in session, do ask and urge the members from our State in the Senate of 
our National Congress the importance and necessity of promptly enacting laws 
to prevent the false branding and adulteration of all food products, including 
mire and drugs. 

esolved, That a copy Gf these resolutions be forwarded to Hon, F, M, Cock- 
RELL and Hon, GEORGE G. Vest, at Washington, D, 0. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of the Legislature of Missouri; which was read and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


To the Hon. Fraxcis M, Cockre tn, 
United States Senator, Washington, D.C.: 

Thereby transmit to you the following resolution: 

“Whereas the Judiciary Committee of the National Mouse of Representatives 
of the United States has ‘Teeth reported a bill in which it recommends the 
enactmentof alaw prohibiting aliens and unnaturalized foreigners from owning 
or acquiring title to real estate in the United States, with an amendment to the 
roposed by said committee, that all American lands now owned by un- 


same, y 
ers shall at the expiration of ten years be forfeited to the 


naturalized forei 
Government; an 

"Whereas said report isin entire conformity with the views of the members 
of this house upon said subject of alien ownership of land: Therefore, 

Resi by the house of representatives of the General Assembly of the State of 
Missouri, That the herein-recited bill and amendment meetits hearty approva 
and indorsement, and that we hereby urgently request the members of the Mis- 
souri delegation dn Congress to use the most effective means within its power 
to secure the passage of said bill, and that a copy of this resolution for- 
warded to our Senators and Representatives at Washington; 
which was introduced into an pores by the house of representatives of the 
Rarer wan een Assembly of the State of Missouri, on the 16th day of Jan- 
uary, A.D. à 

Atrue copy of the original as introduced as passed, 

A OHAS. L. ROWLAND, 
Assistant Chief Clerk, 
JEFFERSON CITY, 
January 17, 1891. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of the Legislature of Missouri; which was read and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


STATE or Mrssourt, 
Cily of Jefferson, House of Representatives : 

I, Abner S. Smith, chief clerk of the house of representatives of the Thirty- 
sixth General Assembly, do hereby certify that on the 19th day of January, 
1991, the following resolution was introduced into and passed tho house. 

A, S. SMITH, Chief Clerk. 


Resolution relating to the tariff and the free coinage of silver, 


Whereas the prevailing “hard times’’ and industrial depression that exist 
throughout the country are the result of protective-tariff taxes imposed for the 
. enrichment of the few at the expense of the many, and the manipulation and 
contraction of the currency by the money kings of Wallstreet and the national 
banks, which have depressed the prices of all farm products; and 
Whereas it is a well-established principle of our free representative form of 
Government that the taxing power vested in Congress by the Federal Consti- 
tution can only be rightfully and constitutionally exercised for the pu of 
raising a sufficiency of revenue to meet the expenses of Government adminis- 
tered in all of its branches upon principles of the most rigid honesty and the 
strictest economy; and 
Whereas holding with the United States Supreme Court that" to lay with one 
hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen and with the 
other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprisesand build 
up private fortunes is none the less a robbery because itis done under the forms of 
law and is called taxation ;" and believing with Thomas Jefferson in the doctrine 
of "free commerce with all nations,” but that so long as revenues for the sup- 


port of the Federal Government are raised in part by tariff taxes, such taxes 
should fall upon the luxuries of life and not on the necessaries, nor upon raw 
material; and believing further that tho silver-coinage act passed at the first 
session of the present Congress is a fraud upon the people: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the house of representatives of the Thirty-sizth General Assembly 
of the Staté of Missouri, That, to the end that the cost of books, periodicals, and 
newspapers may be cheapened, and the trusts and combinations which con- 
trol the production of those articles which are essentially necessary to tho 
farmers and laborers of the country in their every-day life and work may be 
destroyed and the cost of living be reduced, our Senators in Congress be in- 
structed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to use their in- 
fluence and their votes to have placed on the free list all paper and pulps used 
in the manufacture of paper, binder twine, cotton ties, barbed wire, and wire 
rods for fencing; lumber, white lead, and paints; all agricultural implements 
and edge tools; coal, tin, and tin plate, blankets, worsteds for men and women's 
clothing; all kitchen and table ware, and allraw material used in the manu- 
facture of any of the above articles. 

Resolved further, That, in order that the volume of money may be increased, 
we favor tho free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Resolved, That we can not too highly commend the course of our Democratic 
Senators and MNepresentatives in Congress for their courageousand consistent 
advocacy of the rights and interests o re in favoring free coinage and 
opposing the imposition of protective-tariff taxes. 

‘esolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress by the chief clerk of this house, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Mechanics’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., dated January 13, 1891, tothe Congress of the United 
States, in behalf of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill and its 
immediate consideration by the Senate. It is quite a long petition 
and is avery importantone, I move that it be printed as a miscellane- 
ous document and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented the following petitions, praying for 
the passag e of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: j 

Petition of Everett Pattison and other citizens of St. Louis, Mo. ; 

Petition of the Robert D. Patterson Stationery Company, F. J. Com- 
stock & Co., and other business firms of St. Louis, Mo.; and 

Petition of W. T. Brantley and other citizens of Cheraw, S. C. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ialso presentresolutions of the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City, Mo., dated January 20, 1891, urging the favorablecon- 
sideration of the treaty between the Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribes of 
Indians and the United States through the Cherokee Commission, I 
believe it was, for the purchase of some 4,000,000 acres of land imme- 
diately west of Oklahoma Territory, and the ratification of the pend- 
ing bill, which I think is Senate bill 4890, by the Senate at the present 
session. I believe that bill has already been reported to the Senate 
and is now on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will lie on the table, 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented a petition of the St. Louis (Mo.) 
Butchers’ Union, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Lanndrymen’s National Associ- 
ation of America, praying for the passage of House bill 5357, known 
as ‘‘the Morrow Chinese exclusion act;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the following petitions of Farmers’ Unions of Mis- 
souri, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table: 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 3 and 740, of Adair 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 25, of Bates County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 542, of Barton County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 1133, of Caldwell 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 614, of Cass County, 
Missouri; 

Kenon of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 730, of Carroll County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 341, of Cape Girardeau 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1806, of Chariton 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 243, of Coop County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 360, of Dunklin County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 66, of Daviess County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 591, of Gentry County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 715, of Henry County, 
Missouri; j 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 25, 247, and 548, of 
Jefferson County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 126, of Knox County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 148, of Linn County, - 
Missouri; 
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Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 559 and 698, of 
Macon County, Missouri; 
atition of Farmers and Labors’ Union No. 1113, of Madison County, 

issouri; 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 631 and 926, of 
Moniteau County, Missouri; = 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1184, of Newton 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 767, of Nodaway 
County, Missouri; 
eateries of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1993, of Osage County, 

issouri; 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 20 and 1104, of 
Phelps County, Missouri; : 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union Nos. 319 and 1360, of 
Stoddard County, Missouri; 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1091, of Ray County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmersand Laborers’ Union No. 627, of Vernon County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmersand Laborers’ Union No. 571, of Adair County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of E. H. Hutson and J. H. Wilkerson and other members 
of Farmers and Laborers’ Unions of Missouri; 

Petition of James King and 78 other citizens of St. Leuis, Mo.; 

Petition of H. W. Westbrook and 23 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of John Horner and 34 other emiployés of the painting de- 
partment of Haydock Brothers’ Carriage Factory, of St. Louis, Mo.; and 

Petition of Charles Schroeder and 86 merchants of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented the following memorials, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Memorial of John Horschman and 28 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of Joseph Schmitt and 37 coworkers of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of John T. Star and 10 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 


fo. ; 
Memorial of Frank J. Keller and 17 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0.5 

Memorial of William F. Houston and 10 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo. ; 

Memorial of ©. B. Gougherty and 11 other wage-workers of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of Henry Loehrs and 15 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of Joseph Sneider and 6 other merchants of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of Anderson Brooks and 12 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 
Memorial of William Hoffstetter and 20 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo. ; s 

Memorial of John H. Seewald and 24 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of Gust. A. Wise and 32 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of F. Bus and 22 other wage-workers of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of George W. Scoville and 27 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo. ; 

Memorial of George W. Kumpff and 21 other workingmen of St. 
Lonis, Mo.; 

Memorial of George Bramlage and 14 other wage-workers of St. 
Lonis, Mo. ; 

Memorial of Gus Braneinghaus and 16 other wage-workers of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of Lawrence Higgins and 15 other wage-workers of St. 
Lonis, Mo.; 

Memorial of Louis Bender and 9 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of Thomas Elliott and 41 other workmen of St. Louis, Mo. ; 

Memorial of George F. Decker and 40 other wage-workers of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of J. Stephens and 57 other workmen of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of George Munroe and 15 other workmien of St. Louis, Mo. ; 

Memorial of George U. Winter and 10 other merchants of St. Louis, 
Mo. ; 
Memorial of John Dempsey and 96 other wage-workers of St. Louis, 


Mo.; 
Memorial of J. H. Kearns and 47 other workingmen of St, Louis, 


Mo.; A 

Memorial of Charles Carroll and 125 other workingmen of St. Lonis, 
Mo.; 

Memorial of T. J. Nicholson and 25 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


Mo.; 

Memorial of William Zimmerman and 53 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of Fred Schriver and 33 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 


aga of Timothy Hennessy and 43 other workingmen of St. 
uis, Mo. ; 
Memorial of William Merkel and 14 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0. 

Memorial of Edward Fitzgerald and 94 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

Memorial of H. B. Meyer and 26 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0.3 
Memorial of Herman Welzer and 27 other employés of different man- 
ufacturers in St. tans Mo.; 
Memorial of Frank J. Schaefer and 31 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
Mo. ; : 
Memorial of Arthur A. Vogel and 29 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0.3 
Memorial of John F. Ruth and 18 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
0.5 

Memorial of Maurice Hartnett and 22 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0.5 
Memorial of Robert Fisher and 49 other workingmen of St. Louis, 
Mo.; 
Memorial of James Ryan and 49 other workingmen of St. Louis, Mo.; 
Memorial of Charles A. Fetzold and 39 other workingmen of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 
Memorial of Charles Matt and 35 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


Mo. ; 
Memorial of J. T. Hettinger and 59 other workingmen of St. Louis, 


0.5 
aia of George Woodley and 26 other laborers of St. Louis, Mo.; 
an 

Memorial of M. Johnson and 17 other workingmen of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of George Bailey, E. H, Purdie, 
Mrs. Bessie P. Cutler and 74 other citizens of Winthrop, Me., praying 
for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the Federal election bill; which were ordered to lie on the table; 

Petition of Republican city and county committee of the Fifth Con- 
gressional district of Kentucky; 

Petition of the Colored National League of Boston, Mass.; and 

Petition of citizens of Montgomery County, North Carolina. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of business houses of Boston, Mass, ; 

Petition of business houses of Boston, Mass.; and 

Petition of business houses of great commercial importance, of Bos- 
ton, Mass. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill 4173 to provide for a national commission 
of inquiry in regard to social vice; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented a resolution of the house of representatives of 
Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1891, 
Resolutions in favor of honest money. 


Whereas the people of Massachusetts believe in honest money and Jook to 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to defend a sound currency; 


and 

Whereas they believe in a conservative regulation of the currency and con- 
demn its inflation either by the issue of inconvertible paper money or by the 
free coinage of the depreciated dollar; and 

Whereas a bill has just passed the Senate of the United States providing for 
the free coinage of silver and its unlimited purchase by the United States 
Government at a fixed price; and 

Whereas this measure will debase our currency and imperil the commercial 
credit of the United States and endanger the prosperity of all its citizens, and 
particularly the welfare of the wage-carners: 

Resolved, That we hereby exprsis our thanks to our Senators for their oppo- 
sition tosuch a measure, and that we request them and our Se (shorter tae in 
Congress to use every effort to defeat not only the proposed unlimited purchase 
of silver by the national Treasury at extortionate rates, but also any measure 
including free coinage or tending in any way to debase our S 

Resolved, That we request our Senators and Rèpresentatives in ngress to 
use their influence to secure the adoption by the chief commercial nations of 
the world of a fixed ratio between gold and silver, 

Resolved, That these resolutions communicated to Congress, and that a 
copy thereof be transmitted to each of the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this Commonwealth. 


House oy REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1891. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk, 


EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club of Massachusetts in favor of honest money and remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill forthe free coinage of silver; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented the petition of Howard W. Spur & Co. and 13 


Adopted. 
A true copy. Attest: 


other leading wholesale grocers of the city of Boston, Mass., praying 
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for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered tolie 

nn neadi the 1 for the passage of 
e presen ollowing petitions, praying for the o 

the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were i to lie on the table: 

Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 

Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass. ; 

Petition of citizens of North Dighton, Mass.; and 

Petition of citizens of Springfield, Mass. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the memorial of Charles H. Allyn and 37 
other citizens of Corsicana, Tex., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented 2 petition of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, praying Congress to pass a bill for the final ad- 
judication and settlement of private land claimsin that Territory; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows. 


Council memorial No. L 


Tothe Senate dnd House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas there is urgent necessity for the enactmont by the Congress of the 
United States of a law establishing a court or tribunal whose duty it shall be to 
hear and determine ns to the validity, character,and extent of claims made to 
lands by communities and private individuals within the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, and which aro based upon grants or concessions alleged to have been made 
by the Governments of Spain and Mexico: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, That 
the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby, requested to enact at 
once ù law that will create a court or tribunal with power to hear and adjudi- 
cate allsuch claims in a prompt and speedy manner, and the general features 
of the bill upon this subject that was nce passed by the lower House of Con- 
gress meets with the commendation of th dy, but this body most earnestly 
protests against such portions of such bill as provide that the court thereby cre- 
ated shall sit or hold any of its sessions in the city of Washington, believing 
that if such s provision is retained in the bill and the same becomes a law, 
great injustice would be done to a large number of claimants in this Territory 
and that if they shall be compelled to present their claims before a court or 
tribunal in Washington City the ganged cost and expense in doing so would 
be a practical denial of the right and their claims would of necessity have 
to be abandoned. 

Resolved, Thats copy of this memorial be forwarded to Hon. ANtTos10 JOSEPH, 
Delegate in Congress from this Territory, with a request that he present the 
samo to the Senate and House of Representatives, and also that a copy thereof 
shall be sènt to the President of the United States, Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and President of the Senate, 

Approved January 10,1891. 


Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Cleveland (Ohio) Vessel- 
Owners’ Association, praying for the passageofthe bill for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Detroit River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Louis Benton and 47 other citizens 
of Delaware County, Ohio, and the petition of R. S. Holman and 48 
other citizens of Springfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bili; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Maplewood Farmers’ Alliance, No. 49, of Maplewood, 
Shelby County, Ohio; 

Petition of G. M. Davis and 31 other citizens of Morrow County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of H. J. Stall and 87 other citizens of Williams County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Ç. W. Longwell and 37 other citizens of Sycamore Town- 
ship, Wyandot County, Ohio; 

Petition of Thomas A. Wells and 19 other citizens of Delaware 
County, Ohio; i 

Petition of H. R. Ketch and 7 other citizens of New California, 
Union County, Ohio; 

Petition of John S. Allen and 37 other citizens of Kinsman, Trum- 
bull County, Ohio; 

PetitionofJ.S. Detrick and 36 other members of Maplewood Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 49, of Shelby, Ohio; 

Petition of O. E. Perry and 15 other citizens of Logan County, Ohio; 

Petition of W. L. Clark and 31 other citizens of Harrison, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Ohio Farmers’ Suballiance, No. 356, of 
Station 15, Harrison County, Ohio; ‘ 

Petition of John P. Sinclair and 27 other citizens of Montgomery 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Philo Farmers’ Alliance, No, 465, of Ash- 
land County, Ohio; 

Petition of H. S. Loomis and 21 other citizens of Deerfield, Portage 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Holmesville Farmers’ Suballiance, No, 
47, of Holmesville, Holmes County, Ohio; 

BP hc of C. B. Freeman and 42 other citizens of Marion County, 
io; 

Resolutions of the members of the Marion Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
126, of Ohio; and 

Petition of J. W. Rowe and 10 other citizens of Staunton, Fayette 
County, Ohio, 

Mr. PAYNE also presented the petition of the Fostoria Glass Com- 
pany, Messrs, Isaac Harter & Co., and the Fostoria Shade and Lamp 
Company, of Fostoria, Ohio, praying for the enactment of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr, HAWLEY ted the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor: 

Petition of Louise M. Wood, ne Carrie M. Clark, secretary, 
a the Woman’s Relief Corps, and 34 other members, of Stafford Springs, 

mn. ; 

Petition of E. A. Cleveland, W.C. Miner, and 73 other members of 
Harmony Temple of Honor, of Stafford Springs, Conn. ; 

Petition of Jennie T. Miner, Mrs. Augusta F. Taft, and 58 other mem- 
ee of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unionof Stafford Springs, 

nn.; anf 

Petition of W. C. Miner, Martha A. Nichols, and 65 other citizens of 
Stafford Springs, Conn. 

Mr, HAWLEY also presented the petitionsof Brown, Thompson &Co, 

and eight other leading firms of Hartford, Conn., praying for the passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the following petitions, praying for 
the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic 
on the table: 

Petition of T. T. Braaten and 14 other citizens of Norman County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of John Lehman and 8 other citizens of Mayhew, Benton 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Thomas Flanegan and 39 other citizens of Rico County, 
Minnesota; ; 

Petition of Samuel Bellig and 50 other citizens of Sleepy Eye, Brown 
County, Minnesota; ; 

Petition of James Rowe and 29 other citizens of Kilkenny, Le Sueur 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of Edward McGee and 19 othercitizens of Moulton, Murray 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of T. O. Tehce and 26 other citizens of Alma, Marshall 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of R. J. Hall and 21 other citizens of Stevens County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of Michael Austin and 21 other citizens of McLeod County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of L. W. Elle and 16 other citizens of McLeod County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of Gottlich Birnstihl and 8 other citizens of Nobles County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Walter Bean and 16 other citizens of Westbrook, Cotton- 
wood County, Minnesota; 

Petition of C. J, Sharratt and 14 other citizens of Lyon County, Min- 
nesota; 

Petition of Levi Gardner and 18 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of William P, Schmitt and 34 other citizens of Brown County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of J. T. Montgomery and 45 other citizens of Brown County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of F. M. Kennedy and 19 other citizens of Brown County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Swan Nelson and 41 other citizens of Whitfield, Kandi- 
yohi County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Rockwell Alliance, No, 520, of Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Alta Vista Farmers’ Alliance, No. 781, of Lincoln 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutionsof Alliance No. 980, of Fairview Township, Lyon County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Whitfield Farmers’ Alliance, of Kandiyohi County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Center Farmers’ Alliance, of Patton, Minn. ; 

Resolutions of H. M. Iverson, John C. Amundson, Fosten Torkel- 
son, and Christ. O. Mindrum, of Clay County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Brookfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 710, of Minnesota; 

Petition of E. B. Rice and 25 other citizens of Todd County, Min- 
nesota; ‘ 

Resolutions of Murray County Farmers’ Alliance, of Minnesota; 
Petition of A. C. Bisbeo and 8 other citizens of Nevada Township, 
Mower County, Minnesota; 

Petition of George Downs and 23 other citizens of Cottonwood 
County, Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Lenora Alliance, No, 853, of Lenora, Minn. ; 

Petition of J. W. Smith and 17 other citizens of Nicollet County, 
Minnesota; and 

Petition of J. A. Dodge and 21 other citizens of Dodge County, 
Minnesota. À 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying for 
the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Petition of 16 citizens of Carroll County, Iowa; 

Petition of 28 citizens of Story County, Iowa; 

: Petition of 40 citizens of Hanover County and Allamakce County, 
owa; 
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Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Sherman Center, Story County, 
Towa; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Allamakee County, Iowa; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Allamakee County, Iowa; 

Petition of 85 citizens of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Petition of 22 citizens of Dallas County, Iowa; = 

Petition of 62 citizens of Butler County, Iowa; 

Petition of 40 citizens of Grundy County, Iowa; 

Petition of 12 citizens of Webster County, Iowa; 

Petition of 25 citizens of Adams County, Iowa; 

Petition of 16 citizens of Union County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1507, of Dallas County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Grundy County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 2944, of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1868, of Butler County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1871, of Butler County, Iowa; 

Petition of Hardin Creek Farmers’ Alliance, ot Webster County, Iowa; 

Petitior of Farmers’ Alliance 1665, of Adams County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1544, of Hardin County, Iowa; 

Petition of 8 citizens of Polk County, Iowa; 

Petition of 18 citizens of Winneshiek County, Iowa; 

Petition of 7 citizens of Mitchell County, Iowa; 

Petition of 22 citizens of Page County, Iowa; 

Petition of 31 citizens of Iowa County, Iowa; 

Petition of 9 citizens of Clay County, Iowa; 

Petition of 11 citizens of Clarke County, Iowa; 

Petition of 43 citizens of Cherokee County, Iowa; 

Petition of 20 citizens of Carroll County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1341, of Winneshiek County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1194, of Toledo, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1874, of Carroll County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1510, of the State of Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1051, of Iowa County, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1544, of Hardin County, Iowa; 

Petition of Center Farmers’ Alliance, of Page County, Iowa; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No, 1866, of the State of Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also presented the petition of 16 citizens of 
Union County, Iowa, praying for the speedy passage of the antioption 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petition of 47 business firms of Creston, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the immediate consideration and passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the pending copyright bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of 91 educators of the United States; 

Petition of the Typothet« Society; and 

Petition of 187 librarians of twenty States and the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. PLATT also presented a petition of citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., 
and a petition of the Connecticnt State Board of Trade, praying for 
the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. X 

He also presented a memorial of the Connecticut State Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage by Congress of the silver- 
coinage bill passed by the Senate; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Canterbury, Conn., pray- 
ing for the passage of a law giving States jurisdiction over original 
packages of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Centerfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 419, of Ohio; 

Resolutions of officers and members of Clarkson Subordinate Farm- 
ers’ Alliance,-No. 43, of Clarkson County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Maple Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 3, of Morrow 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of the Citizens and Farmers’ Alliance, No. 41, of Seville, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of the South Pulaski Farmers’ Alliance, No. 529, of 
Williams County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Johntown Farmers’ Alliance, No. 371, of 
Fayette County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Sycamore Farmers’ Alliance, No. 223, of Sycamore, 
Wyandot County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Coitsville Farmers’ Alliance of Coitsville Township, 
Mahoning County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Concord Alliance, of Delaware County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Washington Farmers’ Alliance, No. 570, of Tusca- 
rawas County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Kinsman Farmers’ Alliance, No. 332, of 
Kinsman, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Protective Farmers’ Alliance, No. 183, of Wayno 
County, Ohio; 


Resolutions of members of Red Oak Farmers’ Alliance, No. 530, of 
Brown County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Keystone Farmers’ Alliance, No. 405, of Keystone, 
Jackson County, Ohio; - 

Resolutions of members of Venice Farmers’ Alliance, No, 168, of 
Seneca County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 498, of Griggs Corners, Ashta- 
bula County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of members of Big Sandy Farmers’ Alliance, No. 129, of 
Ohio Farmers’ Alliance, of Stark County, Ohio; 

Petition of Clarkson Subordinate Farmers’ Alliance, of Clarkson, 
Columbians County, Ohio (110 members); 

Petition of L. W. Strong and 41 other citizens of Seville, Medina 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of W. L. Hopkins and 87 other citizens of Middlefield, 
Geauga County, Ohio; 

Petition of J. G. Salsbury and 17 other citizens of Williams County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of I. M. Allen and 21 other citizens of Fayette County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of W. B. M. Gehan and 11 other citizens of Coitsville, Ma- 
honing County, Ohio; . 

Petition of Henry Nowlesand 19 other citizens of Stark County, Ohio; 

Petition of J. C. Shunk and 39 other citizens of West Township, 
Columbiana County, Ohio; 

Petition of O, J. Vine and 12 other members of Second Good Hopo 
Alliance, Stark County, Ohio; 

Petition of L. C. Murphy and 19 other citizens of Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Daniel Onssatt and 40 other citizens of Plain Township, 
Wayne County, Ohio; 

Petition of Charles Brooks and 9 other members of Ohio Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Clermont County, Ohio; 

Petition of J. E. Bartramand and 31 other members of Griggs Allianco, 
Aslitabula County, Ohio; 

Petition H. C. Falter and 43 other citizens of Venice Township, Sen- 
eca County, Ohio; 

Petition of P. D. Machamer and 39 other citizens of Bannus Alliance, 
Stark County, Ohio; 

Petition of Joseph Hale, jr., and 22 other citizens of Keystone, Jack- 
son County, Ohio; 

Petition of D. A. Metzgerand 21 other citizensof Jeromeville, Ash- 
land County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Washington Alliance, No. 502, Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Washington Township, Holmes County, Ohio; 

Petition of William Heimburger and 30 other citizens of Washing- 
ton Township, Holmes County, Ohio; 

Petition of William Tiutchinson and 33 other citizens of Greens 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of Jacob M. Bushey and 30 other citizens of Holmoesrille, 
Holmes County, Ohio; 

Ko of William Gardner and 12 other citizens of Brown County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Samuel Cropt and 22 other citizens of Marion County, 

Ohio; and 
gts of E. A. Johnston and 27 other citizens of Richland County, 
Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN also presented a petition of the Cleveland (Ohio) Ves- 
sel-Owners’ Association, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
Detroit River tunnel bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented the memorial of 8, T. Crawford and 20 
other prominent citizens of Pueblo, Colo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill and eos a ee law such as the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which was ord to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., praying for the passage of House bill No. 9798, to establish 
a court for the settlement of Mexican land claims; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., 
praying for the passage of an act for the amendment of an act to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service, and encourage the say- 
ing of life from shipwreck; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

e also presented the petition of Georgo Crilley, a citizen of the 
United States, praying for relief from the Government for loss caused 
by ‘‘the Des Moines Jand steal,’’ so called; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Manchester, 
N. H., praying for the creation of an international monetary commis- 
sion, and the adoption of the bimetallic standard; which was referred 
to the Commitee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the twenty-fifth annual convention of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, praying 
for the passage of certain House billsin their interest; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, 
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He also presented the following petitions, Praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of William H. Parker and 18 other citizens of Whitefield, 
N. H.; and 

Petition of J. H. Watkins and 28 other citizens of Walpole, N. H. 

Mr. VEST. I present the memorial of a large number of representa- 
tive farmers and cattle-raisers in attendance at the St. Louis Fair from 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Iowa, Mis- 
gouri, Kansas, and Colorado, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill. The memorial is not very long, and, coming from 
the source it does, at their request I ask that it be printed as a miscel- 
laneous document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON, There are so many petitions pro and con respect- 
ing this measure that if we are to have a miscellaneous document on 
one side I think we had better have one upon the other. I hope the 
Senator from Missouri will not press the request. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no personal feeling or wish about the matter, 
but I prefer the request of these gentlemen, some of whom are con- 
stituents of the Senator from Iowa whom I had the pleasure of meet- 
ing when the Select Committee on the Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products was in session in his State. If he wants to take the respon- 
sibility of objecting, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to printing—— 

Mr. VEST. It is a short memorial, it isvery accurately drawn, and 
it comes from representative men. I can speak accurately as to my 
own State and Southern Iinois. The memorialists remonstrate 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill and give reasons therefor. 
If the Senator has no objection, it can go into the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. I prefer that itshould be printed as a miscellaneous 
document. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say a word in regard to the matter, and I 
want to appeal now to the Senator from Missouri. I have here a large 
number of petitions and memorials on both sidesof the question. The 
language of all the petitions is substantially the same. The weight 
to be attached to them grows out of the character of the signers. It 
seoms to meif we are to priat anargument on this question on one side 
we ought to print the argument on the other, 

But, what is more important still, we ought to emphasize the judg- 
ment of the signers by printing their names. I have here petitions 
signed pro and con from probably 3,000 or 4,000 people, and I appeal 
to the Senator whether we do not by printing these memorials enter 
upon an indefinite expansion of miscellaneous documents with a view 
to thesolution of this one question which if we were to apply to other 
questions would make miscellaneous documents coextensive with the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Weshould not print an argument in favor 
of one measure more than another. 

Mr. HALE. I object, Mr. President, to the printing. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to state that if thisdocument came from 
one State only I should not prefer the request, even at the instance of 

‘these gentlemen, but it comes from all the Western States. 

Mr, HALE. I must object tothe printing of documents upon either 
side of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is, when ;we begin to print petitions and 
memorials there is no end to it, and if they are noted on the Journal 
and appear in the RECORD in the customary form that is as fair for one 
as the other, x 

Mr. VEST. I will withdraw the memorial, and I notify the Sena- 
tor from Maine that I shall take the very first opporiuntty when the 
bill comes up to make some remarks and to put this memorial in the 
remarks, and I think it will then go into the RECORD. Iam notas- 
tonished that the Senator from Maine is opposed to printing it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Leave will be granted to withdraw 
the memorial. 

Mr. VEST presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of B. ©. Wilson & Son, of Warrenton, Mo.; 
ae of Excelsior Manufacturing Company et al., of St. Louis, 

0.3; and 

Petition of Compton & Sons’ Lithograph and Printing Company, 
of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the house of representatives of 
the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, praying for Congres- 
sional legislation to prevent the adulteration and false branding of food 
products; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Baker Union No. 2878, of De Kalb County, Missouri; 

Petition of Cameron District Grange of Clay, Clinton, Caldwell, 
Daviess, and De Kalb Counties, M‘ssouri; 

Petition of William N. Farr and other citizens of Andrew County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of William K. Jackson and other citizens of Andrew County, 
Missouri, and resolutions of West Star Alliance, No. 98, of Fillmore, 
Mo, and of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 803, of Bullion, Mo.; 


Petition of Nodaway Island Farmers’ Alliance, No. 3, and petition 
of Jobn R. Moore et al., of Andrew County, Missouri; 

Petition of Netsan Cole and other citizens of Adair County, Missouri; 

Petition of J. T. Remington and 35 other citizens of Livingston 
County, Missouri; and 

Petition of the Butchers’ Union of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr, VEST, I also present resolutions of the Commercial Club of 
Kansas City, Mo., favoring the treaty recently made by the Cherokee 
commission with the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians for the purchase 
of their lands west of Oklahoma Territory. I ask that they be rê- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL, A bill on that subject has already been reported 
and is on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolutions lie on the table, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the table, a 
bill on that subject having been reported. 

Mr, VEST. Iam not so certain but that the resolutions ought to 
go, if the bill has not been reported, to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, as they relate to a treaty, and the question as to whether the 
Indian tribes are foreign nations or not has not been settled by the Su- 
preme Court. Let the resolutions lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolutions will lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a resolution of the house of representatives of 
the General Assembly of Missouri, favoring the placing on the free list 
of paper, barbed wire, agricultural implements, edged tools, binding 
twine, cotton ties, wire rods, lumber, coal, tin and tin plate, worsted 
for women and children’s wear, kitchen and table ware, and also for 
the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a resolution of the house of representatives of the 
General Assembly of Missouri, favoring legislation forfeiting to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, at the end of ten years, lands held in 
this country by aliens and unnaturalized foreigners; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution of the State Grange of Missouri, in 
favor of legislation against adulteration and false branding of food prod- 
ucts; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of St. Albans, Vt., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Laundrymen’s National Associa- 
tion of America, praying for the prompt and immediate passage of what 
is known as the Morrow Chinese exclusion act, regulating the subject- 
matter of the exclusion of the Chinese; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of H. S. Miner and other citizens 
of Rockford, Towa, and the petition of W. V. Smith and other citizens 
of Colo, Iowa, praying for the speedy passage of a law giving the sey- 
eral States authority to control the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation of butter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

He also presented the following petitions for the speedy passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Highland Alliance, No. 1446, of Montour, Iowa; 

Petition of E. A. Merritt and 10 other citizens of Tama County, Iowa; 

Petition of R. B. Arnold and 10 other citizens of Monroe County, 
Towa; 

Petition of C. H. Graves and 14 other citizens of Howard County, 


owa; 

Petition of A. C. Francis and a number of other citizens of Union 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of T. J. McCleary and a number of other citizens of Polk 
County, Iowa; 

Petition of St. Charles Alliance, No. 1889, of Iowa; 

Petition of A. M. Walker and a number of other citizens of Mitchell 
County, Iowa; s 

Petition of Oak Grove Lodge, No. 4940, of Iowa; 

Petition of D. G. Clark and a number of other citizens of Charles 
City, Iowa; - 

Petition of J. Hendrix and 23 other citizens of Muscatine and Louisa 
Counties, Iowa; 

Petition of Grant Alliance, No. 685, of Iowa; 

Petition of Hazel Dell Alliance, No. 1870, of Iowa; 

Petition of R. M. Van Patten and 10 other citizens of Clarke County, 
Towa; 

Petition of J. D. Shook and 15 other citizens of Butler County, 
Iowa; 

Petition of James Fleming and 21 other citizens of Sac City, Iowa; 

Petition of A. H. Gatton and 30 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of A, A. Bestline and 21 other citizens of Greene Township, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of M. C. Dingley and 14 other citizens of Buchanan County, 

Towa; 

Petition of White Maple Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1241, of Iowa; 

Petition of R. Linet and 15 other citizens of Sioux County, Iowa; 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1761 


Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, farmers and citi- 
zens of Sweetland Township, Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Petition of Smithfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1253, of Iowa; 

Petition of W. Henderson and 42 other citizens of Pocahontas County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Plover Farmers’ Alliance of Iowa; 

Petition of F. T. Hawley and 20 other citizens of Butler County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Lowell Alliance. No. 1882, of Iowa; 

Petition of Denis Stapleton and 5 other citizens of Washington County, 
Towa; 

Petitions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 687, of Iowa; 

Petition of 35 citizens of Clay County, Iowa; 

Petition of Alliance No. 1191, of Iowa; 

Petition of A. A. Brown and 31 other citizens of Muscatine County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Alliance No. 1542, of Iowa; 

Petition of Nolo Lodge Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1880, of Iowa; 

Petition of A, W. Weller and 10 other citizens of Emmet County, 
Towa; 

Petition of O. E. Edwards and 12 other citizens of Webster County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Prairie Grove Allfance No. 864, of Iowa; 

Petition of Alliance No. 1671, of Iowa; 

Petition of Blocket Farmers’ Alliance of Bert, Iowa; 

Petition of Beaver Center Alliance, Dallas County, Iowa; 

Petition of James Sigerson and 17 other citizens of Dallas County, 
Towa; 

Petition of D. A. Beck and 20 other citizens of Palo Alto County,. 
Towa; 

Petition of Prairie Grove Alliance No. 864, Sioux County, Iowa; 

Petition of W, D. Hearn and 10 other citizens of Plymouth County, 
Towa; and 

Petition of Thomas Hanna and 8 other citizens of Kossuth County, 
To 


wa. 

Mr. ALLISON also presented a petition of A. C. Francis and a num- 
ber of other citizens of Union County, Iowa, praying for the speedy 
passage of House bill No. 5353, defining options and futures; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy en- 
actment of a law giving the several States authority to control the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds 
in imitation of butter: 

Petition of George H. Fuller and a large number of citizens of Rock- 
well, Iowa; 

Petition of C. F. Crane and a large number of other citizens of Ply- 
mouth, Iowa; 

Petition of William Brown and a large number of other citizens of 
Mason City, Iowa; 

Petition of M. L, 
Towa; and 

Petition of J, D. Denison and a large number of other citizens of 
Clarion, Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON also presented a memorial of Farmers’ Alliance No. 
1081, of Guthrie County, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill and favoring the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. X 

Mr. BARBOUR presented a petition of the Norfolk (Va.) Chamber 
of Commerce and the petition of captains engaged in the coastwise 
trade, praying that an appropriation be made to form a harbor of safety 
and refuge in Lynn Haven Bay, near Cape Henry; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Paint, Oil, and Drag Club 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of L. L. Selvig and 30 other citizens of Polk County, Wis- 
consin; 

Petition of J. W. Dean and 37 other citizens of Polk County, Wis- 
consin; 

Resolutions of Little Falls Farmers’ Alliance, No. 122, of Little 
Falls, Polk County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Otto Thingould and 36 other citizens of Barron County, 
Wisconsin; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 61, of Maple Grove, Barron 
County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Robert Heberlien and 11 other citizens of Douglas, Mar- 
quette County, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Levi Wallace and 25 other citizens of Vernon and Mon- 
roe Counties, Wisconsin; 

Petition of Ole Samuelson and 13 other citizens of Vernon and Mon- 
roe Counties, Wisconsin; : 

Petition of Henry Schauf and 18 other citizens of Ithaca, Richland 
County, Wisconsin; : : 


XXII—111 


‘ 
Ware and a number of other citizens of Coggon, 


Petition of August Hittand 34 other citizens of Alma, Buffalo County, 
Wisconsin; - 

Resolutions of Richwood Alliance, No. 131, of West Port, Richland 
County, Wisconsin; and 

Petition of G. M. Clark and 40 other citizens of Richland County, 
Wisconsin. J 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Mount Airy, N. C., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Grand Rapids (Mich. 
Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lar 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 4741, relative to the coasting 
trade of the Great Lakes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Hoge Alliance, of Leavenworth County, Kansas; 

Petition of Prairie View Alliance, No. 43, of Bentley, Kans, ; 

cher of Reno Alliance, No. 1699, of Leavenworth County, Kan- 
sas; an 

Petition of Equity Alliance, No. 1975, of Johnson County, Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB also presented three memorials of citizens of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1950, of 
Ellsworth County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2120, 
Lynn County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ -Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Leavenworth County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Washington County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Smith County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Ford County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Neosho County, Kansas; à 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Rush County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 2170, of 
Smith County, Kansas; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1700, of 
Leavenworth County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Talso present a petition of citizens of Hayes City, 
Kans., praying for the passage of a bill to quiet the title of the Otoe 
and Missouria reservation lands; which I ask may be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, a fact that seems to have 
escaped his memory, thatthat subject is before the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then Isuggest achange of reference. Isuggest that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘That reference will be made. 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the petitions of John Shearer, James 
Shelton, Mrs. Eli Cox, and 95 other citizens of La Cygne, Kans., and 
Jeff Allen, Mrs. E. W. Messenger, and 80 other citizens of Weir, Kans., 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Waterville, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON, _I present twenty-six resolutions and petitions 
yery numerously signed by citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill. Isubmit with thema memorandum showing 
their exact character, and I ask that they be separately noted in the 
RECORD and ordered to lie on the table, as the bill to which they refer 
has been reported and is on the Calendar. 

The petitions were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

Petition of M. Oakley and 40 other citizens of Nebraska; 

Petition of A. C. Fenderson and 19 other citizens of Butler County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of the members of Progressive Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
980, Sartoria, Buffalo County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1003, Buffalo County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of B. P. Reynolds and 11 other citizens of Boone County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of D. R. Baker and 17 other citizens of Chase County, Ne- 
braska; 


of 
1073, of 
2340, 
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2294, 
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Petition of James Long and 7 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

a xeeen of J. W. Smith and 9 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
raska; 

Petition of C. H. Linseott and 34 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of N. A. Johnson and 8 other citizens of Cuming County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of A, H. Veemer and 21 other citizens of Cuming County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of the Elm Island Farmers’ Alliance, No. 663, Nebraska; 

Petition of Henry Oak and 14 other citizens of Cuming County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of W. T. Croft aud 6 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Myrtle Alliance, of Custer County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Excelsior Alliance, No. 1797, of Verona, Clay County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Michael Yaeger and 19 other citizens of Clay County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Collum Alliance, No. 901, Cedar Creek, Cass County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Coburgh Alliance, No. 723, of Custer County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of R. H. Clifford and 14 other citizens of Coburgh, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of Frank W. Hinze and 17 other citizens of Banner County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Union Alliance, No, 1268, Cedar Rapids, Boone County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of A. J. Barney and 20 other citizens of Boone County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of the Subordinate Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1897, of Cum- 
ing Township, Cuming County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Sargent Alliance, No. 563, of Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Tappan Valley Alliance, No. 480, of Custer County, 
Nebraska; r 

pees of Jacob Beck and 86 other citizens of Burt County, Ne- 
braska; 

Petition of H. M. Street and 43 other citizens of Broken Bow, Custer 
County, Nebraska; and 

Petition of Charles A. Betz and 30 other citizens of Sargent, Custer 
County Nebraska, z 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of 16 business firms of Key West, 
Fla., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., praying for the passage of a bill establishing a United States 
land court for the settlement of private land claims in the Territories 
of Utah and New Mexicoand the States of Colorado, Nevada, and Wy- 
oming; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented petitions of members of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union residing in twenty different counties of the 
State of New York, praying for the passage of Senate bill 4173, to pro- 
vide for a national social vice commission of inquiry; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 20 members of Grange No. 578, of 
New Berlin, N. Y., praying thata copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL 

RECORD he sent to every school district in the United States; which 
- was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New York State, praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of W. J. Vintz and 12 other citizens of 
Indian River, N. Y., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. s 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of L. 8. Ross, B. Gibbs, F. R. 
Lubback, W. B. Wortham, John D. McCall, Richard Harrison, John 
T. Craddock and many other citizens of Texas, remonstrating against 
To posse of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition signed by 40 citizens of Cin- 
cinnati, Obio; Messrs. Brice, Higbee & Co., the Dazell, Gilmore & 
Leighton Company, of Findlay, Ohio; the Central Glass Company, of 
Wheeling, W. Va. ; Challenor, Taylor & Co., (limited), of Tarentum, Pa. ; 
Bryce Bros., of Pittsburgh, Pa.; the Riverside Glass Works, of Wells- 
burgh, W. Va.; and William McCully & Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which wereordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of F. M. Gibbins and 13 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 


Petition of F. M., Gibbins and 10 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

Petition of G. W. Coplin and 21 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; 

Petition of B. F. Cligs and 36 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions of the Latah Farmers’ Alliance, No. 101, of Latah, Spo- 
kane County, Washington; 

Petition of T. H. Burns and 4 other citizens of Spokane County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions of Pioneer Farmers’ Alliance, No. 12,0f Cheney, Spokane 
County, Washington; 

Petition of J. H. Schench and 39 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

Petition of ©. A. Belfree and 38 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 121, of Garfield; Wash.; 

Petition of D. H. Fetrick and 9 other citizens of Garfield County, 
Washington; 

Petition of W. J. Kelly, and 13 other citizens of Garfield County, 
Washington; 

Resolutions ofBellplain Farmers’ Alliance, No. 124, of Garfield County, 
Washington; 

Petition of Harrington Alliance, of Harrington, Wash., signed by 
William Yarwood, president, and Frank Brown, secretary; and 

Resolutionsof Covello Alliance, No. 98, of Covello, Columbia County, 
Washington, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of E. H. Ellisand many other 
citizens of Oklahoma Territory, addressed to the Senate, urging the rat- 
ification practically of the treaty between the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
Indians and the opening up of the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation 
as soon as possible. As all tho subject-matter of the petition may not 
be embraced in the bill which has been reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in regard to the ratification of that treaty, I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of Mrs. Sabina O'Callaghan, of 
Charleston, 8. ©., praying compensation from the United States Gov- 
ernment for use, occupation, and damage to certain property at Charles- 
ton, S. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 65 citizens of Staten Island, New 
York, praying for the appointment of a national commission to inves- 
tigate social vice; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of Turner Brothers & Newcomb and 
other citizens of Portland, Me., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to Jie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Textile Pub- 
lishing Company of New York, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, Tippecanoe Lodge, No. 4865, of the State of Indi- 
ana, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States conferring the right of suffrage upon women; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, i 

He also presented a communication from the Republican State 
League of Kentucky, praying for the passage of the elections bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the United Brotherhood of Carpen- 
ters and Joiners’ Union, No. 465, of Long Island City, N. Y., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution providing for 
woman suffrage; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the United German Democracy of 
the city and county of New York, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Lodge election bill; which was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented" petition of iron-molders of Union No. 51, of 
the State of Indiana, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
securing to the women of the United States the right of suffrage; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of A. T. McAllister, of Hazelton, 
Pa., remonstrating against tho passage of the Lodge election bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Medfield, Mass., praying for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to. prohibit the manufacture or sale of alcoholic liquors; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Healso presented a petition of the Textile Workers’ Progressive Union, 
No. 8, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution providing for woman suffrage; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Union of ters and 
Joiners, No. 234, of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for woman suffrage; which was ordered to lie on the table, X 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of citizens 
of Ogden, Utah Territory, congratulating the Senate upon the passage 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1763 


of the silver bill and urgingits in the House of Representatives; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Arnold, Constable & Co., of the city 
of New York, praying for favorable action on the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a telegraphic petition of the Dry Goods Importers’ 
Association of New York City, praying for favorable action on the Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a communication from the secretary of New Mex- 
ico, transmitting a memorial of the Legislative Assembly in regard to 
the creation of a court to adjudicate Spanish land grants in that Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts; which were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows : 

ComMOXWEALTI OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1891. 
Resolutions in favor of honest moncy. 


Whereas tho people of Massachusetts beliove in honest money and look to 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to defend a sound currency; 


an 

Whereas they believe in a conservative Ay dhe of the currency, and con- 
demn its inflation, either by the issue of inconvertible paper money or by 
the free coinage of the depreciated dollar; and 

Whereas a bill has just passed the Senate of the United eins Ne for 
the free coinage of silver and its unlimited purchase by tho United States 
Government at a fixed price; and 

Whereas this measure will debase our currency and imperil the commercial 
credit of the United States and endanger the prosperity of allits citizens, and 
particularly the welfaro of the wage-earners: 

Resolved, That we hereby express our thanks to our Senators for their oppo- 
sition to such a measure, and that wo request them and our Represent- 
natives in Congress to use every) effort to defeat not only the proposed un- 
limited purchase of silver by the national Treasury at extortionate rates, but 
also any measure including freo coinage or tending in any way to debase our 
currency. 

Resolved, That we request our Senators and Representatives in Pkt hie to 
use their influence to secure the adoption by the chief commercial nations of 
the world of a fixed ratio between gold and silver. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be communicated to Congress, and that a 
copy thereof be transmitted to cach of the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1891. 
EDWARD A, McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk: of the House of Representatives. 


CROW CREEK INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and or- 
dered to be printed, as follows: i 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter of the Secretary of tho Interior, accompanied bya 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who transmits a draught ofa bill 
for compensating the Indians of the Crow Creek reservation for tho loss sus- 
tained by them by reason of their receiving less land per capita in their dimin- 
ished ES than is to be received by Indians occupying other diminished 
reservations. ~ 

The matter is presented for the early consideration of the Con 

BENJ. RRISON. 


Adopted. R 
A truc copy. Attest: 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1891. 


REPORT ON GUN FACTORIES AND STEEL FORGINGS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and Houseof Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter of the Secretary of War, accompanied by the 
final report of the Board on Gun Factorics and Steel Forgings for high-power 
guns, and appendices thereto. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1891. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the message, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committce on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest, as that item will be appended to some ap- 
propriation bill, that it ought to go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Otherwiso it should go to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. DAWES. That is right. 

ZOULOGICAL PARK. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the final report of 
the commission for the establishment ofa Zodlogical Park in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to mo Committee on tho District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: What became of the report re- 
specting the Zoölogical Park ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotobjecttothe reference. I think thesubject 
will have to be considered by the Committee on Appropriations, but I 
have no objection to its going to the District Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the impression that 


the Committee on the District of Columbia has heretofore had consid- 
eration of the subject; but if agreeable the report will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, COCKRELL. There is nothing but an appropriation abont it, 
It ought to goto the Committee on Appropriations, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will bereferred to the Committee on Appropriations, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the gov- 
ernor of the Territory of Utah, inclosing a report of the commission- 
ers of public schools of that Territory for the year ending December 
31, 1890; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of the 
Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Columbia for the year 
1890; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from George White, president of the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company, transmitting the annual report of that 
company for the fiscal year ending April 30, 1890; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 12293) to granta pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; and 

A bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex. . 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4423) granting a pension to Matilda S. Thompson, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A hill (S. 1736) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C, 
Griswold; 

A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf; 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (II. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

A bill (H. R. aoe) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of 
the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
Margaret Dolan; 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A bill (ĦA. R. 6516) authorizing anincrease of invalid pension to Wil- 
liam H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7789) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCul- 
] 


och; 
A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 
A bill (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. S. Sutliff, widow 
of John D, Sutliff; 
A bill (H, R. 12946) granti 
A bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria 
Schram; 
A bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; 
A bill (H. R. bbe granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 
A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid; 
A bill (H. R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late 
a volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 
A bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 
A bill (H. R. raast) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders; 


a pension to Lydia P. ry Bee z 
oc 


A bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary S. Wheeler; and 

A bill (H. R: 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Call; and 

A bill (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes. 

Mr. SAWYER, from tho Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i R. 12123) granting a pension to Sopris Wenzel; 

A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle; and 
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A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine S. Hansel, late 
Wilson. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 12312) to'grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman; and 

A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to General Isaac 
F. Quimby. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary E. Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R.8125) granting a pension to Frederick B, Sells; 

A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards; 

r ee (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to General Nathaniel Prentiss 
anks; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; 

A bill f H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bris- 


tor; 

A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston; and 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and 
for other purposes, to report it with amendments. I desire to give 
notice that at some opportune time during the present week I shall 
ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad 
Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain 
points, where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 
West Virginia and Kentucky, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent; 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. 6636) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 1634) for the felief of William M. Robinson; 

A bill (S. 4856) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 

A bill T R. 5546) granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight; and 

A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of Robert Hall. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Benjamin C. Shaw, late major of the Forty- 
seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, praying to be allowed 
a pension, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 4915) 
granting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw; which was read twice by 
its title. f 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4916) for the relief of Theodore 
R. Timby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4917) to provide for the execution 
of certain treaty provisions with the Quapaw Indians, and for other 
purposes; which.was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4918) granting a pension to Margaret 
A. West; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4920) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Egolf; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4921) granting a pension to Thomas 
Hamill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4922) to grant a pension to Nancy 
Jane Knetsar, of Moline, IlJ.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 4923) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Crow tribe of Indians, in the State of Montana, and 
to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 4924) to provide the times 
and places for holding terms of the United States courts in the State 


of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4925) to provide for the establishment. 
and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the State of Idaho; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S.4926) to reorganize the Marine 
Band; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Mr, HALE introduced a bill (S. 4927) providing for the publication 
and distribution of the reports of the Eleventh Census; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4928) for the establishing, in con- 
nection with the colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts, schools 
of normal instruction in the culture and training of domestic animals; 
which was read“ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4929) for establishing in the colleges of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts departments for the instruction 
of girls and women in useful occupations and the arts of home life; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The bills I haye just introduced are very brief and 
relate to important subjects, which I am not hoping will be fully con- 
sidered by this Congress, but which I believe will come tobe fully con- 
sidered by future Congresses and ‘become laws at some time. I ask 
that they be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS, What are the papers? 

Mr. BLAIR. Two very short bills that I desire to have printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has aright to have them read if he 
wishes to and then have them printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘They are very brief. They are in the nature of a few 
Jast words, and I hope there will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bills will be ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD in the absence of objection. ‘The Chair hears none. 

The bills are as follows: 


A bill (S. 4928) for the establishing, in connection with the colleges of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts, schools of normal instruction in the culture and training 
of domestic animals, 

Be it enacted, ctc., That for the purpose of increasing the happiness, usefulness, 
and value of domesticanimals, and forthe prevention of cruelties inflicted upon 
them by reason of the ignorance now 5o general in regard to the notions and 
dispositions of the dnmb creaturesin whose usefulness and yalue the peopleare 
so deeply interested, and for whose condition and happiness they are responsi- 
ble, that there be established, in connection with each of the colleges of agricul- 
ture and the mechanic arts which is supported or assisted by the United States, 
a normal-school department for the instruction of pupilsand teachersin the na- 
tures and dispositions of animals,and in the art of their culture, training, and 
improvement for human use; and that in such department provision be made 
for practical experiments and illustrations in the training of animals, ns wellas 
in the science of animal life and economy in its relation to the welfare of both 
manand beast. 

Seo, 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act there is 
hereby appropriated the sum of $10,000, to be paid annually to each of said col- 
leges, out of moneys în the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


A bill (S. 4929) for establishing in the colleges of agriculture and the mechanig 
arts departments for the instruction of girls and women in useful occupa: 
tions and the arts of home life. 

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby established in each of the colleges of 
agriculture and mechanic arts supported by or assisted by the United States a 
female department, to be chiefly under thecontrol and management of women, 
for the education of and training of younggirlsand women and for their training 
as teachers in the arts of cooking, sewing, care of health, and nursing of the 
sick, and in all the different departments of household care and work which are 
necessary in the homes of farmers and mechanics and in the homes and families 
of all who obtain their living by manual toil, to which may be added such further 
instruction in the common and useful and ornamental arts and occupations of 
which manual labor is an element, and in such otherspecial knowledge asshall 
serve to render girls and women more capable of self-support, or which may 
enable them better to discharge the duties of wives and mothers and promote 
the happiness of home life among the people. 

Sec. 2, That to carry out the provisions of this act there is hereby appropri- 
ated, and shall be hereafter annually appropriated, from the moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4930) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Knapp; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4931) to reimburse the depositors 
of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by 
the failure of said company; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. TI think the bill shonld go to the Committee on 
Finance. I think that committee has had the subject in charge hith- 
erto. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ihave no objection to that reference. 

The VIGE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4932)-for the re- 
lief of Harvey E. Maccoun; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 4933) for the felief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4934) for the relief of Charles 
L. Scudder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4935) granting an increase of pension to 
James D, Kirkpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. = 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill |(S. 4936) for the extension of 
letters patent to Albin Warth, of Stapleton, in the county of Rich- 
mond and State ot New York, for an improvement in mechanical 
movements, dated May 26, 1874, No. 151457; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 151) authorizing 
the distribution of public documents to land-grant colleges; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL subsequently said: The chairman of the Committee 
on Printing suggests to me that the joint resolution which I introduced 
in relation to the distribution of public documents to land-grant col- 
Jeges should be referred to the Committee on Printing. Iask that the 
reference may be changed in that way. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reference will be changed and joint 
resolution referred to the Committee on Printing, in the absence of ob- 
jection. E 
, Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
152) authorizing the printing of a history of the monument erected by 
the United States Government to commemorate the close of the Revo- 
lutionary war at Yorktown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


* Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

j Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Coast Defenses I 
offer an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1592, and for other purposes, which 
isan amendment providing an appropriation of $1,000,000 for the 
establishment and maintenance at some point on or near the Pacific 
coast of a plant for finishing and assembling the parts of heavy guns 
and other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy, and also au- 
thorizing the President to appoint a board of army and navy officers 
to locate the most suitable site for the erection of such a plant, 

This is the same amendment reported by me from the Committee on 
Coast Defenses at the last session, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and which I advocated before them. I hope this 
amendment will receive fayorable consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lalso offeran amendment intended to be proposed to 
the same bill, providing for the appropriation ofa sum sufficient for the 
construction of the coast defenses recommended by the Board of For- 
tifications and Other Defenses, to be available from year to year until 
expended. I move that the amendment be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed. r 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ialso ofer an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the Indian appropriation bill, appropriating $5,000 additional for 
the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of ‘‘An act pro- 
viding for the allotment of Jands in severalty to the Indians residing on 
the Umatilla reservation, in theState of Oregon, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1885. By the terms of the original appropriation 
the amount was to be refunded to the Government out of the proceeds 
of the sales of lands, but the appropriation has been exhausted and it 
is necessary to make an additional appropriation. With the amend- 
ment I send to the desk, to be referred to the committee, a copy ofa 
letterfrom the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the 
Interior, and I ask that theamendment, together with the accompanying 
papers,;may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Talso offer an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill making appropriations for the support of the govern- 


ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes, providing for the appropriation of $5,000 


to carry into effect the act recently passed by Congress, entitled ‘‘An 


act to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District 
of Columbia.” 

I also offer an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill ap- 
propriating the sum of $1,550 for the purpose of enforcing the provis- 
ions of the same act during the present fiscal year, no appropriation 
having been made for that purpose. 

I submit with these amendments a letter from the health oflicer of 
the District, showing the necessity for the appropriations. I move 
that the amendments, with the accompanying papers, be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. f 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. DOLPH. I also submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, providing for the pur- 
chase of historical manuscripts relating to the District of Columbia; 
which I move be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


ABSENT SENATORS, 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer a resolution for reference to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to inquire and report to the Senate at as early a day as practicable 
whether clause 3 of Rule V of the rules of the Senate is such acompliance with 
the requirements of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution, as to the manner 
in which the attendance of absent members may be compelled, as to authorize 
less than a quorum of the Senate when in session to compel the attendance of 
absent members, and whether a direction by the Senate, less than a quorum be- 
ing present, to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to compel the attendance of 
absent members, as provided for in said third clause of Rule V, is 4 sufficient 
warrantand authority to the Sergeant-at-Arms to authorize him to use force, if 
necessary, in bringing absent Senators to the Senate Chamber. 


Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. VANCE. Letit be printed and go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and go 
over. 
COIN AND PAPER MONEY. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
of the amount of each kind, coin and paper money,in existence in the United 
States at this time, the average amount of cach held by the aan fh the pur- 
poses for which held, the amount of each held by the banks and banking insti- 
tutions of the country, so far as known or can be estimated, the amount of each 
in actual circulation among the people, together with the reasons upon which 


the Secretary bases his opinion as to the amount of each kind of money, paper 
and coin, in the United States. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer is hereby directed to print 5,000 copies of 
Miscellaneous Document No. 37, this session, and deliver them to the docu- 
ment room, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I move that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are we through with morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there further morning business? 

Mr. HALE and Mr. PADDOCK addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. = 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senate to proceed to tle consideration of 
House bill 11120. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
against that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator rise to morning busi- 
ness? 

Mr. HALE. LI rise abont a question as to the order of business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, under the unanimous agreement—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIH is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. TI yield to the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HALE. Ido not ask the Senator toyield. Under the unani- 
mous agreement made by theSenate to-day, a part of the programme was 
to be the reading and approval of the Journals of the last two days. 
Has that been done? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has been done. 

Mr. HALE. Then I haveno further question to ask. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 


Is the morning business concluded? I protest 
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bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. It is 
Calendar No. 1984. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, 
moth tages T move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 

at bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from New Hampshire moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H.R. 11120) providing for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will state it. 

Mr. HALE. If the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire pre- 
vails, will it in any way interfere with the coming up of the appor- 
tionment bill as the unfinished business at 2 o'clock to-morrow? 

Mr, BLAIR, Iwillstate thatif the bill is now taken up [shall treat 
it as subject to that agreement, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a decision from the Chair as to that. 

Mr. FRYE, As I was at the time the agreement was made the oc- 
cupant of the chair, I will state that by unanimous consent the ap- 
portionment bill went over until 2 o’clock to-morrow, then to be the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. Against everything? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwanttosugyrest totheSenator from New Hampshire 
that instead of moving to take up his bill he ask unanimous consent 
to call it up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Idid so and that was objected to. I began by ask- 
ing unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is very clear to my mind if the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire is carried and we should adjourn upon 
that bil], technically under the rules the bill of the Senator from 
New Hampshire would be the unfinished business to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated, and will state again, that if the Senate shall 
decide to take up at this time the bill I have named I shall treat that 
action of the Senate as subject to the agreement to proceed with the 
apportionment bill at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Several mornings since, in the morning hour, the 
bill known as the Indian depredations bill was taken up and considered 
until the expiration of the morning hour, and then went over as the 
unfinished business. We are- now, so to speak, in the morning hour, 
and I think it is due to that proposition, onaccount of its importance 
and on account of its precedence at this time, that it shall be consid- 


The question is on the motion of the Sen- 


i I do not think it will take more than an hour to dispose of the 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator does not claim that there is any 


such thing technically in the morning hour as unfinished business. 
Mr. PADDOCK, Not technically, of course, but it would require 
a motion to take the bill up if there should be objection. It is at the 
head of the Calendar of unobjected cases. It was read at length, 
partially considered, several statements made in support of the bill, 
etc. Itis ina situation where it is entitled to be taken up at this 


time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr BLAIR]. 

The question being put, a division was called for—and the ayes 
were 23. s 

Mr. BLAIR., Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN,” Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the demand forthe yeas and nays will be with- 


drawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the demand for the moment. Let the 
contrary vote be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Those opposed to taking up the bill will 
please stand until they can be counted. 

Seventeen Senators voted in the negative. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote discloses that there is not a 
quorum present. f 

Mr, SPOONER, Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask forthe yeas and nays upon the motion which I 
submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] ‘The ‘‘ayes’’ appear to have it, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, if I may be allowed to say a word-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The “ayes” have it, and the motion is 

to. 

The Senate thereupon (at 4 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m., Monday, 
January 26, 1891) adjourned until to-morrow, ‘Tuesday, January 27, 
1891, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Exccutive nominations received by the Senate January 24, 1891, being leg- 
islative day January 22, 1891, 


SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES. 


` Amos G. Warner, of Nebraska, to be superintendent of charities for 
the District of Columbia, as provided for in the act making appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia, approved August 6, 1890. 


GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Wilbur F. Lunt, of Maine, to be general appraiser of merchandise, 
to succeed J. Lewis Stackpole, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


James B. Lindsay, of Beaver City, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at McCook, Nebr., vice Sterling P. Hart, whose term of office will 
expire February 27, 1891. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Samuel Bucknell, to be postmaster at National Stock Yards, in the 
county of St..Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of Gilbert B. 
Forster, whose commission expires February 14, 1891. 

Edward M. Harriss, to be postmaster at Duquoin, in the county of 
Perry and State of Illinois, in the place of Julien S. Palmer, whose 
commission expired January 20, 1891. 

Edward Sorin, to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State of Indiana, whose commission expires February 
14, 1891. : 

Jobn H. Whetstone, to be postmaster at Iowa City, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Iowa, in the place of George Paul, whose commis- 
sion expires January 29, 1891. 

Alexander Smith, to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the parish of 
East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana, in the place of Alexander J. 
McGregor, resigned. 

John G. Orr, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of Berkshire 
and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William J, Coogan, whose 
commission expires January 27, 1891. 

Charles A. Perley, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts; the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by Jaw, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1891. 

Miss Julia R. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts; the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1891. 

_ Alvin D. Pettit, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Gratiot 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Daniel C. Johnson, whose com- 
mission expired January 20, 1891. 

Ella L. Kempe, to be postmaster at Montevideo, in the county of 
Chippewaand State of Minnesota, in the place of Ella L. Kempe, whose 
commission expires February 14, 1891. 

Fred. Seebach, to be postmasterat Red Wing, in the county of Good- 
hue and State of Minnesota, in the place of Willett W. DeKay, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1891, 

Ira D. Warren, to be postmaster at Zumbrota, in the county of Good- 
hue and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1891. 

Charles C. Hilton, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Missouri, in the place of Peter S. Latsch, 
whose commission expires January 29, 1891, 

Ephraim R. Bee, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Furnas and State of Nebraska; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1891. 

George W. Ferree, to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of Clay 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of James W. Carson, whose com- 
mission expired January 7, 1891. 

Rush O. Fellows, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of 
Nemaha and State of Nebraska, in the place of David Campbell, whose 
commission expired January 10, 1891. 

Adrian H. Kriegsmann, to be postmaster at Blue Hill, in the county 
of Webster and State of Nebraska, in the place of Edgar Hilton, whose 
commission expired January 10, 1891. 

Chauncey H. Greene, to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Andrew W. Bing- 
ham, whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

John Mason, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of Grafton 
and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Chauncey A. Fellows, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Mrs. Annie E. Sartwell, to be postmaster at Whitefield, in the county 
of Coos and State of New Hampshire; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

John H. Ackerman, to be postmaster at Englewood, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in the place of Francis H. Dema- 
rest, whose commission expired January 10, 1891. 
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William Camberbeach, to be postmaster at Orange Valley, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Joseph T. 
Mathews, whose commission expired January 10, 1891. 

James C. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of Edward A. Quayle, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Garry A. Willard, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of Francis A. Willard, 
whose commission expires February 3, 1891. 

William F. Benjamin, to be postmaster at Roseburgh, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Oregon, in the place of William N. Moore, 
whose commission expired January 5, 1891. 

Henry A. Groman, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Owen A, Luck- 
enbach, deceased. 

Miss Elizabeth V. Neyman, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
J. Neyman, deceased. 

Prince R. Stetson, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county of 
Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Calvin Goodman, 
whose commission expired May 18, 1890. 

John Clinton, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county of 
Haywood and State of Tennessee, in place of Daniel Bond, whose com- 
mission expires February 26, 1891. 

Robert C. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Tennessee, in the place of Mary B. Johnson, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1891. 

Charles F. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Chittenden and State of Vermont, in the place of George W. Beck- 
with, whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Hervey L. Coe, to be postmaster at Port Washington, in the county 
of Ozaukee and State of Wisconsin; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said. office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1891. 

Aianza A. Bailey, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Uintah and State of Wyoming, in the place of Wilson Dillen, resigned. 

CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Marcus W. Acheson, of Pennsylvania, to be United States circuit 
judge for the third judicial circuit, vice William MeKennan, resigned, 
under section 714, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William H. Luce, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine, to succced Joseph E. 
Moore, whose term of office has expired by limitation, 

REVENUE SERVICE, 

First Lieut. Horatio D. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be a captain in 
the revenue service of the United States, to succeed Capt. John Mc- 
Gowan, deceased. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Col. Daniel W. Flagler, to be Chief of Ordnance with rank of brig- 

adier-general, January 23, 1891, vice Benét, retired from active service. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 24, 1891, 
COMMISSIONERS ON INTERNATIONAL COIN AND COINS. 

Nathaniel P. Hill, of Colorado, to be a commissioner to consider the 
establishment of an international coin or coins. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to bea commissioner to consider the es- 
tablishment of an international coin or coins. 

William A. Russell, of Massachusetts, to be a commissioner to con- 
sider the establishment of an international coin or coins. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 22, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o°clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H: MILBURN, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to read the Journal of the 
proceedings of yesterday. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker-—— 
Mr, FORDER, I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
resen 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will count the House. 
Mr. ENLOE. I move a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 
Mr. ENLOE. Iam glad to be informed of the fact. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Why is the motion not in order? 
Mr. ENLOE, Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, Ss 


The SPEAKER. The Chairis counting for a quorum and begs that 
he may not be interrupted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Chair has counted once. Is this the 
second count? 

The SPEAKER (having concluded the count of the House). One 
hundred and sixty-cight members are present and the Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. l 

Mr. SPRINGER, I fail to fnd so many, but I presume the Speaker 
counted far cnough—— 

» The SPEAKER. The Chair is sorry the gentleman from Ilinois 
made a failure in his attempt. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. ENLOE. I challenge the correctness of the count by the Chair. 
Will the Chair listen? 

Tie SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the Jour- 
nal. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the Chair hear my objection? 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair overrules the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Overrulesa challenge as to the accuracy of his count? 

The SPEAKER. He does. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then there isno appeal from the figures of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. No appeal whatever. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I make the point of order that the Clerk is not 
reading the entire Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willread the Journal in the usual way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the Clerk shall read the entire Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that the Clerk is doing so. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Heisnot. I beg the Chair’s pardon, he is skip- 
ping. I make the point of order that the Clerk is not reading the en- 
tire Journal, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that the Clerk is reading 
the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We is reading a portion of it, but not all of the 
Journal, There was a yea-and-nay vote on ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the approval of the Journal, to which the Clerk has paid no 
attention. 

The hee The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair refuse to entertain my point of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the Clerk omitted 
entirely to read the yea and nay vote to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. It is not customary to read the list of names of 
those voting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is customary when called for. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the Jour- 


nal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Speaker, when the reading of the names 
is demanded and the gentleman has a right to demand the reading of 
the names, they must be read; otherwise the Journal is not read. 

The SPEAKER. The list of names is the same as that printed in 
the Reconp. It is precisely the same. Does the gentleman claim 
that it is not accurate as appears in the Journal? 

Mr. SPRINGER. How do I know unless it is read? 

Mr. DORSEY. The gentleman from Illinois ought to be careful or 
there will be another candidate for Speaker of the next House knocked 


out. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman ask for the reading of the 
names ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Ido. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has always been granted when the demand was 
made. 

The SPEAKER. It has never been customary to read it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Always, when the demand was made. 

Mr. ENLOE. How does the Chair know that the Clerk has read 
what appears in the RECORD, unless he has compared it himself? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair is so informed. 

The Clerk will proceed to read the entire Journal. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal up to 
the hour of adjournment. 

Mr. SPRINGER, _I desire to have that portion of the Journal read, 
which is also printed in the RECORD, containing the executive com- 
munications, lists of resolutions, and other matters of that kind intro- 
duced and referred on yesterday, They werenot read, but they form 
a part of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the entire Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no reason to belieye—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN ae Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr, McKINLEY (continuing). That there isany inaccuracy in the 


{Journal which has just been read. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. And my purpose is, after a few minutes of de- 
bate, to call for the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Upon the approval of the Journal? 

Mr. McKINLEY. If any gentleman on that side of the House de- 
sires five minutes I will be glad to yield to him; after which I will 
occupy a minute or two myself and ask a vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that he demand the 
previous question now, and the twenty mtnutesallowed under the rule 
will be all I will ask. I willbe frank to say that five minutes will not 
be sufficient for what I wish to suggest. 

Mr. ROGERS. Whatis the question and who made any motion? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Did anybody make a motion ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I shall have to ask for an extension of thetime, 
as I will want more than five minutes. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ican not say what I have to say in that time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the Chair answer my inquiry ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has answered the gentleman’s inquiry. 

MEROS: I have propounded another that he has not an- 
gwered. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman have the kindness to state it? 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will have the kindness to state it. 
I asked who made any motion to approve the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. It is not needed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ah, well, then I desire to amend it—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the quickest way out would be for the 
gentleman to move the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] will listen to the proposition —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has five minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have stated that I can not say 
what I desire to say in five minutes. I do not wish to be cut off—— 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] will 
permit me, I do not think there is any desire to prolong the debate un- 
necessarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio does not yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question, then, on the ap- 
proval of the Journal, if he does not yield. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] isen- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But he must either use his time or else yield the 


floor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
MOoMILLIN] that Ihave no desire to cut him off from any debate touch- 
ing the Journalitself. If, after he has occupied five minutes, he de- 
sires two or three minutes in addition thereto, I shall be glad to yield 
itto him. What I desire is to save this waste of time which is con- 
stantly going on. s 

Mr. BLAND. You maysave aroll-call by permittinga little debate.’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
knows that I am not in the habit of wandering from the subject under 
consideration very much, nor of consuming unreasonably the time of 
the House. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Will ten minutes be enough for the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Ten minutes will probably be as much time as I 
will need. 

Mr. McKINLEY. ; I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. MCMILLIN] that if he occupies that time without any further 
understanding other gentlemen on this side who desire to be heard will 
be cut off. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I do not desire 
by any discussion of the question to cut other gentlemen off, and, that 
being so, the gentleman can take whatever course he sees fit. 

I will state to my friend, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], 
that I realize if I occupy ten minutes I cut other gentlemen off from 
the right to the twenty minutes we would get on this side after the 
previous question shall have been ordered, and Ido not want to be placed 
in that attitude, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move the previous question. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I desire to debate the proposition for a few min- 
utes, and then I shall demand the previous question, the gentleman 
tom Tennessee declining to take the ten minutes which I have offered 

Mr. MCMILLIN. TI havestated my reasons for that course, that I 
do not wish to cut off other gentlemen who are desirous of being heard 
in the twenty minutes io which we would be entitled. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to remind the gentleman from 
Tennessee, in order that there may be no misunderstanding about it, 
thatafter the debate which hasalready taken place, if the House orders 
the previous question, there can be no further debate. 

Mr. McADOO. ‘There has been no debate yet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There has been no opportunity for debate yet on 
the question of the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. — I donot wish to cut offother gentlemen, although 
I did wish to say something pertinent to the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no debate yet, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
the business of the House will proceed more rapidly if gentlemen on 
this side are allowed the time to which they are entitled. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered and then there can be twenty 
minutes’ debate on a side. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the House to understand the 
meaning of its action. If the previous question is now ordered, no 
further debate will be allowed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no debate allowed as yet, and 
I hope the gentleman from Ohio— 

Mr. MCKINLEY. WhatI desire to accomplish is to saye time and 
go on with the business of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The way to save time is to observe the rules. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. My only desire is to saye time. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman from Missouri to ask that the previous question 
may be considered as ordered without a yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. BLAND. Without a yea-and-nay vote on the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that that is what 
we have been trying to suggest. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I believe it will save time, and therefore I ask 
that the previous question may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question may be considered as ordered on the 
approyal of the Journal—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. With twenty minutes’ debate on either side. 

The SPEAKER. And no roll-call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No roll-call on what? 

The SPEAKER. No roll-cail on the previous question or on the 
approval of the Journal. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was not included in the proposition of my 
colleague [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND, Oh, no; that was not my proposition. My request 
was only with reference to the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, Well, the Chair simply desires to understand what 
the proposition is. 

Mr. BIGGS. We will make our own contract. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope there will be no roll-call on either proposi- 
tion, but my request only related to ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair wants to understand. 

Mr. BLAND. My proposition was simply that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered. I do not think there will be a roll-call 
on either, and I certainly hope there will not. 

The SPEAKER. If unanimous consent is given no roll-call will 
be possible, That is the reason why the Chair asked the question. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I ask unanimous consent that the pfevious ques- 
tion be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that the previous question be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none; and accordingly 
the previous question is ordered. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
MCKINLEY] is recognized to control twenty minutes and the- gentle- 
man from Tennessee is recognized to control twenty minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will be obliged if the Chair will 
indicate when i have occupied twelve minutes, 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now to state wherein the Journal is incorrect 
as to yesterday’s proceedings by reason of improper rulings of the 
Chair. The rules provide explicitly that after the previous question 
has been ordered a motion shall be entertained by the Chair to re- 
commit either with or without instructions. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have order. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to state that the disorder is not 
on the left of the Chair. [Cries of Oh!” “Oh!” on the Democratic 
side.] Willgentlemen bein orderontheright? Will gentlemen please 
take their seats? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
the rule: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its DENARO, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 
mita motion to commit, with or without instructions, toa standing or select 
committee. 

On yesterday, sir, a special rule was reported from the Committee 
on Rules, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] moved to 


The following, Mr. Speaker, is the language of 
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recommit it with instructions. The Chair held that that was not in 
order, because the subject-matter was not germane. I then moved, 
Mr. § aker, concerning that bill, and that bill only, the following 
(it will be remembered that the bill had not been read in full, forty 
pages of it not having been read or considered): 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the point of order 
thatthe motion is dilatory. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be read; it will show on its face what it is. 

The Olork read as follows: n 

“Mr. MCMILLIN moves to recommit the resolution with instructions to re- 

rt back a resolution providing for the reading of the remainder of the bill 

nd setting apart two days, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
consideration of the bill named therein.” 

Mr. McMtiiu1s. That pce for an extension of the time—— 

Mr. Cannon, Itis perfectly evident to everybody that ‘it is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is 2 thas rom the whole course of the 
proceedings to-day that the motion is a dilatory one, and therefore declines to 
entertain it. [Applause on the Republican side, 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Kanpoa from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to entertain the appeal, 

Mr. MoMi.urs, The Chair has that power—— 

Bae SPEAKER. The Chair regrets to exercise the power, but exercises it be- 
Heving that he is performing the duties enjoined upon him by the rules of the 
House, [Applause on the Republican side.] 


In other words, the Chair held that the proposition to read a bill 
making appropriation of millions, that had not been read and was to 
be passed without reading, was dilatory. Just before that the Chair 
had made the boast that in everything wherein he had acted in this ses- 
sion and the last he had been sustained by the House. This is the first 
time that thisruling haseverbeen made. Priorrulings had been made 
by the present Speaker, and a prior ruling had been made by his pred- 
ecessor, Mr. Speaker CARLISLE, in direct conflict with this; and I so 
stated. I then appealed from the ruling of the Chair and the Chair 
declined to entertain that appeal. In other words, the Chair refused to 

ive the House the only opportunity it was possible for it to have to 
etermine whether it would sustain him or not; and he preferred, it 
seems, to sustain himself 

Mr. Speaker, what are the rulings on this question? It is not my 
custom to make motions that are not in order if I know it. I have 
tried to demean myself as became one who felt thata responsibility 
rested upon him, 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, Mr, CARLISLE in the chair, and chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Morrison] reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That on Saturday afternoon, the Ath of July, the House shall take 
a recess from 5 o'clock until 8 o'clock p. m., the evening session being devoted 
exclusively to the consideration of such bills as may be Veber an by the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds; that the evening session herein pro- 
vided for shall continue not Iater than 11 o'clock p.m. 


This was for consideration of bills reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, When that came up for consideration, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Henley], after a colloquy that I 
will not take time to read, said: 


The Sreaxen. The previous question has been ordered, but the gentleman 
has the right to make a motion to recommiit. 

Mr. Hentey. Imove,then,that this resolution be recommitted to the Committee 
on Rules with instructions to report a resolution appropriating the session of 
Saturday night for the consideration of land-grant forfeiture bills—the North- 
ern Pacific land forfeiture. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California put his motion in such a 
form that the Chair can submit it tothe House? The gentleman firstmeéntions 
land-grant forfeiture bills generally and then he names a particular bill, 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. Henley). Make it general. 

Tho SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand whether the gentleman in- 
tends the business of that evening session to be the consideration of all Jand- 
grant forfeiture bills generally or only the Northern Pacific—— 

Mr. HENLEY. The Northern Pacific. 

Several MEMBERS, Make it general. 

Mr. Morrison, I call for the regular order. 

The Speaker. The gentleman from California moves that this resolution be 
recommitted with instructions to report it back with a substitute providing for 
a session on Saturday evening next, beginning at 8 o'clock, for the onside 
tion of the bill to forfeit the land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Sir, there was here a different bill proposed in the motion to recom- 
mit, and Mr. Speaker CARLISLE held that that was in order, and under 
that ruling necessarily the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] to recommit with instructions fixing a day for the con- 
sideration of the silver bill was unquestionably in order. So was my 
motion in order yesterday. But I come down still further, Mr. 
Speaker. We do not have to rely on the rulings of your predecessor 
to show that the Chair was in error in his ruling, with all deference, 
But before I pass from that, we voted on that proposition by yeas and 
nays, and it carried. The resolution was recommitted, and my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] is one of the gentlemen 
who voted in the affirmative to reecommit the resolution, with Mr. 
Henley’s instruction. 

Mr. Speaker, on the 1st day of last May the following resolution was 
introduced from the Committee on Rules by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr MCKINLEY]: 

The Committee on Rules, to which were referred sundry resolutions relating 
to bills before the Judiciary Committee, reerrecerely. report the following reso- 
lution as a substitute, and recommend that it do pass: 


“Resolved, Thatimmediately after the passage of this resolution the House pro- 
ceed to consider, in the order named, Senate bill No. 1, relating to trusts; House 


bill 6941, meron Bet copyrights, and House bill 3316, relating to bankruptcy, and 
then such other billsas the Judiciary Committee may éall up, to continue until 
the close of the session of Friday.” 


On page 4087 of the RECORD I made this inquiry: 
Mr. McMituts. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
You were in the chair, Mr. Speaker, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. j 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Isitin order now to move to recommit this report, with in- 
struction, to the Committce on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. McMittrs. Then I move to recommit the report tothe Committee on 
Rules, with instructions to report a resolution fixing aday for the consideration 
of the trust bill by itself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to recommit the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Rules with instructions to reporta resolution fixing 
a day for the consideration of the trust bill alone, 


The question was taken, and it was voted upon by the yeas and 
nays. 

Now, I do not wish to put the Speaker in the position of going 
further than he really did. I admit that the ruling does not goso far, 
because the question was not raised so as to include the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, although it was in order. But the ruling, 
Mr. Speaker, of your predecessor does go that far, and the ruling is 
counter to the one that you made yesterday, refusing to entertain a 
motion to recommit the resolution from the Committee on Rules. The 
two rulings you made are in direct conflict with each other. 

What are the exigencies before us that we are to have one set of rul- 
ings in the last session of this Congress and another set this session, by 
the same presiding officer, on the same subject? All woe ask, Mr. 
Speaker, is fair playin this fight. [Cries of “Oh!” on the Republican 
side.] I know it sounds like a joke to the other side that anybody 
wants fair play; but it is a fact nevertheless. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied twelve minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I will not consume further time, as I have 
agreed to yield the remaining eight minutes to other gentlemen. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But my friend will observe that no point of order 
was made upon Mr. Henley’s motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; and no man dreamed that one would lie on 
that motion. The parliamentary inquiry I made was answered by the 
Speaker and settled the question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But no ruling was made upon the point, 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The Speaker stated thatit was inorderthen. If 
it was in order then, how is it that it was not in order yesterday? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, He simply entertained it, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has just read that 
the only question the Speaker answered was whether a motion to com- 
mit with instructions was in order, 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you entertained my instructions then and 
you refused to entertain them yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis very true, because it was under different 
circumstances. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under different circumstances? 

The SPEAKER. Entirely. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, the parliamentary question was 
exactly the same. 

The SPEAKER, By no means, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Exactly the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the gentleman later. 

Mr.CUTCHEON, In that case it related to the same subject-matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. So did the one yesterday. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If gentlemen on the other side do not desire to 
occupy further time I ask for a vote on the approval of the Journal, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [| Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to another portion of 
this record which I think deserves special mention. At 5 o'clock on 
yesterday, after the House had been in continuous session for five hours, 
I moved to adjourn. The Speaker held, without any point of order 
being made, that the motion was dilatory, that he could not entertain 
it upon the ground that it was a dilatory motion. Now, I want to 
submit in all candor and fairness to the other side of the House [laughter 
and cries of “Oh!” ‘‘Oh!? on the Republican side] whether if that 
motion had been made by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
ComAs] in charge of this bill they do not think it would have been re- 
garded as in order and entertained by the Chair. Therefore, it comes 
to this—and this is the meaning of this action of the House and of the 
Speaker on yesterday—that when a motion is made by a memberof the 
minority ofthe House the Speaker may decide it to be dilatory and re- 
fuse to put it, while if itis made by a member of the majority it is not 
a dilatory motion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is because actions speak louder than words, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply means that the Speaker has assumed, 
and the majority behind him has assumed, that this side of the House 
can make no niotion under the rules unless the Speaker is pleased to 
entertain it, and the Speaker will not permit even an appeal from his 
decision; so that the rights of the minority on this floor are completely 
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surrendered and we have norightto make any motion here, according to 
the oes of the Chair, unless the Chair is pleased to grant us that 
rivilege. 

7 The Chair has refused to entertain motions of the highest privilege 
when made upon this side of the House, to-wit, the motion to reconsider, 
whith until this session has always been deemed n motion of the high- 
est privilege, and, on yatay, the motion to adjourn, which in all 
legislative bodies throughout the civilized world is regarded as always 
in order. The Chair refused on yesterday to entertain the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to recommit with in- 
structions—a motion put into the rules for the very purpose of en- 
abling the minority of the House to get an expression upon a motion 
when that expression has been prohibited under tho operation of the 
previous question. So that all the safeguards thatare provided in the 
rules for the protection of the minority have been swept away by the ac- 
tion of tho Speaker, and that action, I am sorry to say, has up to this 
time when submitted to the House been sustained by his friends on 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER., The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Tyield one minute to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, as I stated yesterday, the Speaker re- 
fused toallow any debate upon my motion on an appeal, and the House 
voted upon it without debateon information. Now, since we have un- 
doubted precedents showing that that resolution was unquestionably 
in order, I intend, the next time a rule of a similar sort is presented to 
the House, to again make a similar motion, and I hope that after gen- 
tlemen haye heard the citation of precedents to-day, showing that such 
à motion is undoubtedly in order, I shall be sustained in the proposi- 
tion. Forunquestionably whenSpeaker CARLISLE held a similarresolu- 
tion to be in order no gentleman in the House on eitherside questioned 
its being in order. That is a matter of precedent and a matter of his- 
tory. And the present Speaker, in the first session of this Congress, did 
not hold differently. Isay that my motion was in order, and I will 
test the Houseagain upon a similar resolution when the occasion offers, 

The SPEAKER. e time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nesses [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think the parliamentary situation 
which this House has reached under the directiomof the Chair may be 
stated to be this: That the minority has at last come to that point 
where in the estimation of the Chair and of the majority of the House 
the minority has no right except the right tokeep silence. Weare not 
permitted to amend, not permitted to debate, not permitted to make 
any motion to recommita measure, not permitted to make a motion to 
adjourn, not even permitted to insist on the reading of the bill; so that, 
as I have said, under the rulings of the Chair the minority on this side 
has no rights left here except to sit and vote, or to sitand be counted, 
if we do not choose to vote, or to abandon our seats on this floor. 

Now, I do not want to comment on the conduct of the Speaker per- 
sonally, because the Speaker and the individual who holds that high 
office may be considered in two different capacities. The Speaker, at- 
cording to the theory of our Government and according to the theory 
of parliamentary government everywhere, is, or ought to be, the organ 
of the House of Representatives. He should be the servant of the 


House. He was created by the House. But from time to time, by 
Sete out and grasping more power, by making arbitrary rulings, 
and, if I must say it, by usurpation of the authority that belongs to 


this House, he hassucceeded at last in centering in the Speaker’s chair 
all the powerand all the authority that belongs to this House. Iwant 
to say that in characterizing the conduct of the Speaker I do not mean 
to analyze the character of the individual. I hope that the character 
of the individual would better stand analysis than the conduct of the 
presiding officer of the House will stand criticism. 

I notice in the RECORD this morning that the able coadjutor of the 
Speaker upon tho Committee on Rules, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], has submitted and sent to the Committee on Rules a 
proposition which looks to the absolute abandonment of the code of 
rules which we were told was adopted here for the purpose of expedit- 
ing the public business, and is intended to complete the parliamentary 
despotism which the Speaker has sought, in season and out of season, 
to establish here, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to make an observation. 
While during this debate the question has been nominally upon the 
approval of the Journal, which is a statement of facts, the discussion 
has really been upon the propriety of certain rulings of the Chair, And 
the Chair is very much surprised that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MOMILLIN ] should produce as rulings made either by the present 
oceupantof thechairorby his predecessor what was done when no ruling 
in fact took place. A ruling is ordinarily made upon n point of order, 
and if no point of order is made the action taken is never considered 
to be a precedent. Both in the case which the gentleman cited in this 
Congress and that which he cited in the year 1886, no point of order 
seems to haye been made; and consequently there was no ruling by the 
Chair. Unanimous consent does not establish precedent. But there 


has been a ruling, made by the immediate predecessor of the present 
occupant of the chair, a ruling which the Chair had in mind and will 
have read to the House, a ruling which, as he has no doubt, governs the 
matter, 5 

The Clerk read as follows from the House Journal, July 27, 1886: 


Mr. Henley moved the previons question; 

Pending which, s 

Mr. Hrrr moved to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands with 
instructions to report the Senate bill for which s substituto had been adopted, 

Mr. Sprixcrr made the pointof order that the said motion was notin order, 
for the reason that the textof the Senate bill had been stricken out by the House 
and new matter inserted, and that it was not in orderto propose the insertion of 
matter which the House had just rejected. 

Tho Speaker sustained the said ROSY oforder, and held it was not inorder to 
move the recommitment of a bil with inatructions to app Oe matter which 
would not be in order if offered asan amendment in tho House. The House 
had just voted to strike out the text of the Senate bill and insert an new propo- 
sition, and it was not therefore in order to do indirectly by way of recommit- 
ment that which could not be done directly by way of amendment, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the principle stated in the rnl- 
ing just read the present occupant of the chair made lis decision, and 
he intends to adhere to it; and that decision had the approyal of the 
House. Consequently the Journal makesan accurate statement of fact. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the Speaker indulge me one moment? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLEN. As the Speaker has expressed surprise at my ad- 
duction of the authorities, he will remember that in the ease which T 
quoted involving his own action I rose first and made the parliamen- 
taryinquiry whetherit would be in order torecommit the bill, and the 
Speaker ruled that it would. The stricture I made upon the Speaker 
was founded on the fact that he on the occasion referred to ruled that 
this motion was in order. 

The SPEAKER, He did say thata motion to recommit was in or- 
der, and a proper one was. When the motion was actually made no 
question was raised as to its propriety, and therefore no decision made. 
Yesterday the Chair ruled the same motion notin order on the ground 
that it was plainly a dilatory motion. 

The Chair desires that the House may understand this question, be- 
cause these frequent bickerings do not seem to add very much to the 
dignity of the assembly or of the occasion. Tn using this language the 
Chair wishes to make noroflection upon the gentleman from Tennessee, 
whose course he does not animadvert upon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I try to keep my conduct so free from suspicion 
that I am not prompt to suppose that anyone else intends to im- 

ug it, 
Mr. Speaker, the point to which I wanted to call the attention of the 
Chair was that the report on which Mr. Speaker CARLISLE roled vas 
not from the Committee on Rules at all. The jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Rulesisdifferent from that of other committees. Ithas per- 
haps a hundred things pending before it, Ido not think the cases are 
analogous at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks his action is analogous to the 
decision in the precedent just read and that the principle is entirely 
coyered by that precedent. 

Now, in practical proceedings it is possible touse any motion as a dila- 
tory motion. Gentlemen may, as it seems to the Chair was done yes- 
terday, pursue a course of motions entirely proper in themselves, but 
which, taken in all their connections, mean 4 destroyal of the order of 
the House. It was to prevent this that the Chair was ordered by the 
rules of the Honse to entertain no dilatory motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to interrupt the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will permit the Chair to conclude 
his statement. It isjust as much an act of disorder to use an orderly 
motion in a disorderly manner as it is to make physical difficulties. 

A member may interrupt the proceedings of a legislative assembly 
by loud and violent language, by obstreperous manner, or by miscon- 
ducting himself in the various other ways that can be imagined. He 
may also do it by submitting motions which, while admissible under 
ordinary rules, are manifestly made for the sole purpose of delay and 
to hinder the action of the House. That may be protracted to such an 
extent that the good order whichshould prevail in such a legislative 
assembly as the House of Representatives absolutely requires that the 
Chair should not entertain such motions; and the Chair must act on 
one of a series of motions and continue it in order to enable the House 
to transact its legitimate duties. 

The business of a legislative body, among other things, is to legis- 
late, It shonld not permit its legislative duties to be wantonly and 
constantly interrupted by its own members, even if they do it by 
means of the most ordinary and recognized motions. 

The Chair desires to say this much in order that the ground of its 
action in regard to these rulings may be understood by the members 
of the House; and he sincerely hopes that there may be in future no 
further personal matters interjected in connection with the duties ot 
the Chair ahd the business of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘There will not be if the Chair will confine himself to 
the rules of the House, 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Theonly thingin which I will beg the indulgence 
of the Chair further in that connection is to remind the Chair of the fact 
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that by another rule of the House, which I did not have time to read 


during the few moments I occupied the floor, the motion I made could. 


only be made once during the legislative day, and the Chair was not 
to be troubled or could not be further troubled with such a motion, 
and hence that it could not have been consirued as a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. The fact that from the hour of the meeting of the 
House, at 12 o'clock, until 4 o'clock in the afternoon the entire time 
was consumed before the rule was adopted was evidence enough to the 
mind of the Chair; and the action in respect to the Journal which con- 
tinned fordays and the scenes of disorder which prevailedin the House 
in connection with all of its proceedings were amply sufficient to satisfy 
every member of the House who gave the matter dispassionate con- 
sideration that the observations of the Chair are just; and the Chair 
repeats that he sincerely hopes such scenes may cease for the future for 
the credit and dignity of the House of Representatives. [Applause on 
the Republican side. 

Mr, BLAND. They will cease when the Chair rules according to 
proper parliamentary law. s 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe Chair will permit me—— 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Tyield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON J. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair indulge me just a moment in re- 
gard to the decision to which he referred a moment since? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I have yielded to the gentleman from Tliinois 
(Mr. HENDERSON], 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be obliged if the gentleman from 
Ohio would allow the gentleman from Illinois on the right of the Chair 
to be heard. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The pointof order cited by the Chair was one that 
I made myself and [ think I ought to be permitted to explain the cir- 
cumstances. [Cries of '‘ Regular order!’’ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FLOWER. Why, the Speaker has just asked you to keep quiet 
over there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That point of order I made, on the occasion re- 
ferred to, does not apply to the proposition ofthe gentleman from Mis- 
souri pending on yesterday. Thepoint there made was that the House 
had already decided the very question that the motion involved, and 
that you could not repeat the question indefinitely afterthe House had 
decided it ina different form. That was all. 

Hut, Mr. Speaker, I am of opinion, if the Chair will indulge mea 
moment further, that the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri 
would be in order as anamendment to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the rules, being an additional order of business to be 
fixed by the House, the subject-matter being the transaction of busi- 
ness, and not the subject-matter of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is clearly of the other opinion, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speake: 

TheSPEAKER, How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, with reference to 
some remarks by myself on yesterday, I desire to say at this time that 
during the nearly sixteen years in which I have had the honorto occupy 
a seat on the floor of this House I have very seldom occupied the at- 
tention of this body unless I had something to say that I thought 
might be of interest in connection with legislation then pending or 
with proceedings before the House then pending, But I have sat here 
and witnessed exhibitions on the part of some of the members of this 
Honse which I confess have greatly surprised me at different times. 

I do not deny the right of a member on the opposite side of the 
Honse to criticise the action of the Speaker, provided it is done in a 
gentlemanly and proper manner; and I do not know that I am to set 
myself up as to what is gentlemanly and what is proper in that con- 
nection. But I have witnessed scenes here when it did seem to me 
that members of this House brought disgrace uponit, so much so that 
an honorable man would almost feel a temptation to resign his office and 
retire to private life. 

Mr. BYNUM. We have never had such scenes as you have exhib- 
ited on that side. We have not resorted to fisticuffs over on this side 
of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am not justifying this side of the 
House, nor do I object to any proper and legitimate criticism upon the 
action of the Speaker. I yield toevery member the right to do that. 
But I do not think that members have the right to rise here day after 
day and openly and defiantly insult the Speaker of the Honse, because 
when you do that you insult every member on this side of the House. 
This side is responsible for the Speaker. This side placed him in the 
position which he occupies now; and I do not hesitate to say that in 
my judgment he has endeavored to be fair and just, and has been much 
fairer to some gentlemen on the other side of the House than I had 
supposed it possible for a man to be under such circumstances. [De- 
risive laughter on the Democratic side, ] 

Now, what I would like, Mr. Speaker, would be to see this House 
go to work and consider matters of legislation in an orderly and decent 
manner. I think that good order is one of the first laws to be ob- 
served everywhere, and it ought to be observed in matters of legisla- 
tion, and especially in a body which claims to be a deliberative body. 


r— 


Mr. MAISH. Thereis good authority forsayingit has ceased to be one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It is no part of my purpose to say 
who brought about that result.. I said yesterday that when these in- 
sults should occur again I would demand that the words be taken 
down; but some of my friends on this side say, ‘No, that is exactly 
what members ‘want, to take up the time of the Ifouse,’’ and they have 
insisted that I should not do so, But I do want to say that I would 
like to see the proceedings of this House go forward from day to day 
in an orderly manner, and in a way that would reflect no dishonor or 
discredit upon us and those we represent or upon the country. [Ap- 


planse on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, we must be satisfied by this time 
of the correctness of the Journal, and therefore I ask a vote on its áp- 


proval. 


The SPEAKER. The question is o 
As many as are in favor will say ‘‘ay. 
Was the previous question ordered? 
The previous question was ordered. 


Mr. MILLS, 


‘The SPEAKER, 
is on the approval of the Journal. 


n the approval of the Journal. 
y! 


The question 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr, SPRINGER) there were—ayes 114, 


noes 75. 


So the Journal was approved. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BIDI. 


The SPEAKER, 


The Clerk will continue the roll-call on the amend- 


ment which was under consideration at the adjournment of the House 


last night. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in ordertohaye the amendment read? 


The SPEAKER, 


It can be done by unanimous consent. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 


ment be read. 


Mr, McCOMAS. It is the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] limiting the amount to $20,000. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, at the end of line 25 of page 3 of the bill, the following: 

“Provided further, That the sum total of the accounts so allowed shall not ex- 


ceed in amount £20,000 and that the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall report to the next Congress the amounts 80 allowed and to whom.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 253, nays 4, not vot.. 
ing 74; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 

Abbott, Couper, Ohio Kelley, Osborne, 
Adams, Covert, Kennedy, Owen, Ind. 
Alderson, Cowles, Kerr, lowa Owens, Ohio 
Allen, Mich. Craig, Ketcham, Parrett, 
Anderson, Kans. Culberson, Tex., Kilgore, Payne, 
Anderson, Miss. Culbertson, Pa. Kinsey, Paynter, 
Andrew, Cummings, Knapp, Peel, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, ACeY, Penington, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, La Follette, Perkins, 
Atkinson, W, Va. Darlington, Laidlaw, erry, 
Baker, Davidson, Lane, Peters, 
Barnes, Dingley, Langston, Pierce, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Lan F, Pindar, 
Barwig, rsey, Lansing, Post, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Lawler, Pugsley, 

den, Edmunds, Laws, Quackenbush, 
Belknap, Ellis, Lee, uinn, 
Bergen, Enloe, Lehibach, dail, 
Biggs, Evans, Lester, Ga, y 
Blanchard, Eon abi Lester, Va. Reed, Iowa 
Bland, Featherston, Lind, Reilly, 
Biount, Flick, Lodge, Reyburn, 
Boothman, Flood, Maish, Richa: Ne 
Boutelle, Flower, Mansur, Rife, 
Howden, Forman, Martin, Ind. Robertson 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, Martin, Tex. 
Brewer, Fowler, Mason, Rowell, 
Brosius, Funston, McAdoo, Rusk, 
Brown, J.B. Gear, McClammy, Sayers, 
Browne, Va. Geary, McClellan, Scull, 
Buchanan, N.J. Geissonlaincr, MoComas, Seney, 
Buchanan, Va. G MeCormick, Sherman, 
Bunn, Gibson, McCreary, Shively, 
Burrows, Goodnight, MeDufie, Simonds, 
Bynum, Greenhalge, McKenna, Skinner, 
Caldwell, Grimes, McKinley, Smith, Il. 
Campbell, Grosyenor, MeMillin, Smith, W. Va. 
Candler, Ga. Grout, McRae, Smyser, 
Candler, Mass, Hall, Miles, Snider, 
Cannon, Hare, Miller, Spinola, 
Carter, Harmer, Milliken, Spooner, 
Caswell, ‘atch, Mills, Slophenson: 
Cheadle, Haugen, Moffitt, Stewart, Ga. 
Cheatham, Hayes, W.T Moore, N. H. Stewart, Vt, 
Chipman, ays, B. R. Morrill, Stivers, 
Clancy, Haynes, Morrow, Stockbridge, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Morse, Stockdale, 
Clark, Wis, Henderson, IL Mutchler, Stone, Mo, 
Clark, Wyo. Herbert, Niedringhaus, Struble, 
Clements, Hermann, Nute, - Stump, 

bb, ill, Oates, Swoe, 
Cogswell, Hitt, O'Donnell, Sweney, 
Coleman, Holman, | O'Ferrall. Taylor, T.B. 
Connell, Hooker, O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, Ill. 
Cooper, Ind. Hopkins, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. Dy 
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Taylor, Tenn, Turner, N. Y. Washington, Wilson, Ky. 
Thomas, Vandever, Whitelaw, Wilson, Mo. 
Thompson, Van Schaick, Wickham, Wilson, W. Va. 
Tillman, Vaux, Wike, Wright, 
Townsend, Colo. Waddill, Wiley, Yardley, 
Townsend, Pa, Wade, Wilkinson, Yoder. 
Tucker, Walker, Willeox, Š 
Turner, Ga, Wallace, Mass, Williams, Ill. 
Turner, Kans. Wallace, N. Y. Williams, Ohio 
NAYS—4. 
Fithian, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
NOT VOTING—7. 

Allen, Miss. Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Raines, 
Bankhead, Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Rockwell, 
Banks, Comstock, Houk Rowland, 
Beckwith, Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Russell, 
Bingham, Crain, Lewis, Sanford, 
Bliss, Crisp, Magner, Sawyer, 
Boatner, n, McCarthy, Scranton, 
Breckinridge, Ky. De Lano, McCord, Springer, 
Brickner, Dibble, Montgomery, Stahinecker, 
Brookshire, Dickerson, Morey, Stone, Pa, 
Brower, Dockery, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Dunphy, Mudd, Send 
Brunner, Ewart, Norton, Wheeler, Ala, 
Buckalew, Finley, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Mich. 

ullock, Fitch, Outhwaite, hiting, 
Burton, Frank, ayson, Whitthorne, 
Butterworth, Gifford, Phelan, Wilson, Wash, 

riton, Hansbrough, Pickler, 

Caruth, Hemphill, Price, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. HOUK with Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr. THOMAS M, BROWNE with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr, RUSSELL with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Price, 


Mr, Buriss with Mr. WHITING. 


Mr. De LANo with Mr. ROWLAND. 
Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. TRACEY. 
Mr. Comsrock with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 


Mr. McCOMAS, It has been read by the gentleman from Texas. 

- Mr. BREWER. I trust the gentleman from Maryland will with- 
draw his objection, if the amendment is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That matter had better come up in an assessment 
bill, which I apprehend will soon be brought into this House. Itis a 
part of an assessment bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed fora third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the passage. 

The-question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the yeasand nays on this bill. It is im- 
portant to have the yeas and nays on this bill, as it has not been read. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 86, not 
voting 105; as follows: 


Mr. EWART with Mr. MAGNER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. CLUNTE. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. Brrron with Mr, CARUTH. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

The resultof the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 12 to 16, page 5, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“The register of wills shall Lah enh papers in connection with appointment 


of guardians to enable indigent boys to enlist in the United States Navy, as 
provided by law, without making any charge therefor,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr, SAYERS. Would it be in order now to ask unanimous consent 
to offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. There is one more amendment yet to be presented 
to the House. After that is reported the Chair will present the gen- 
tleman’s request, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 17, line 2, strike out the word ‘‘five” and insert the word “ten” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Maryland in charge of 
the bill give attention? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
desires unanimous consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS, I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment 
which I will read: 

Amend by inserting, at the end of line 11, page 6 of the bill, the following: 

“And when such assessment shall have been completed the commissioners 
of the Districtshall transmit to Congress astatement showing the total assessed 


value ofeach block and of each separate fractional block, including the im- 
provements thereon, within the city limits.” 


Mr. McCOMAS. Personally I favor the amendment, but I must 
object. Ihave no authority from the committee to accept such an 
amendment, and I do not know the sense of the House. Therefore I 
must object to unanimous consent. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, 
ment reported. y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland objects. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the amendment be reported. 


I would like to have the amend- 


YEAS—140. 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa, Lind, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, Lodge, Sanford, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Mason, Seull, 
Atkinson, Pa, Darlington, McComas, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va, Dolliver, McCord, Simonds, 
Baker, Dorsey, McDuitic, Smith, TL, 
Bartine, Dunnell, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Evans, McKinley, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Miles, Snider, 
Belden, Featherston, Miller, Spooner, 
Belknap, Finley, Mofitt, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Flick, Moore, N. H, Stivers, 
Boothman, Flower, Morey, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morrill, Swect, 
Bowden, Gear, Morrow, Sweney, 
Brewer, Gest, orse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Mutchler, ‘Taylor, Il. 
Browne, Va. Grout, ute, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N.J. Harmer, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn, 
Burrows, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Hays, B. R. Osborne, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Ga, Hermann, Owens, Ohio Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Payne, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Hopet Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Kelley, Peters, Waddill, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Post, Vade, 
Cheatham, Kerr, lowa Pugsley, Walker, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Quackenbush, Walince, N. Y. 
Clark, Wyo. Kinsey, Raines, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Knapp, Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Lacey, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Laidiaw, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio pete Reilly, Wright, 
Craig, Lehibach, Reyburn, Yardley, 
NAYS—86. 

Abbott, Edmunds, Maish, Skinner, 
Alderson, Ellis, Mansur, Spinola, 
Allen, Miss. Enloe, Martin, Ind, Springer, 

arwig, Forney, Martin,Tex, Stewart, Tex, 
Biers, Fowler, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Geary, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Goodnight, McRae, Stump, * 
Brookshire, Hare, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Bunn, Hatch, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Hayes, W.I. es, Turner, N. Y. 
Campbell, Haynes, O'Neall, Ind, Vaux 
Chipman, Heard, arrett, Washington, 
Clarke, Ala, Hemphill, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clements, Holman, veel, Whitelaw, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Penington, Wike, 
Covert, Lane, erry, Wiley, 
Cowles, Lanham, Pierce, Wilkinson, 
Culberson, Tex. Lawler, * Quinn, Williams, Il, 
Cummings, Leo, Richardson, Wilson, Mo, 
Davidson, Lester, Ga, Sayers, 
Dockery, Lester, Va. Seney, 

NOT VOTING—I105. 

Adams, Cooper, Ind, Houk, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Miss. Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Rogers, 
Andrew, Crain, La Follette, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Crisp, nsing, Rusk, 
Banks, D: n, ws, Russell, 
Barnes, De Lano, Lewis, Sawyer, 
Bingham, Dibble, Magner, Seranton, 

liss, Dickerson, McAdoo, Shively, 
Blount, Dingley, McCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Dunphy, IcClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, MeCormic Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Brower, Fithian, Mills, Stone, Pa, 
Brown, J. B. Flood, Morgan, Taraney, 
Browne, T. M, Forman, Mudd, Tracey, 
Brunner, rank, _Niedringhaus, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Norton, 7 Vandever,— 
Buckalew, Gifford, O'Ferrall, Wallace; Mass. 
Bullock, Grimes, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Mich. 
Burton Grosvenor, Outhwaite, Whiting, ` 
Carlton, Hall, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Phelan, Willcox, 
Caruth, enderson, Ill. Pickler, Wilson, Wash, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Pindar, Yoder. 
Clancy, Henderson, N. 0. Price, 
Clunie, Itt, e, 

4 Hooker, Robertson, 
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So the bill was passed. 

During the roll call, 

Mr. VAUX (when his name was called) said: I can not vote for an 
appropriation bill that hasnever beenreadin the House. Ivote ‘‘nay.’’ 

‘The following additional! pair was announced: 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, for the rest of 
the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection to the passage of the res- 
olution presented to the House the other night, the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Represent- 
atives the bill (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and adminis- 
tratrix of William Perine, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was put, and the resolution was adopted. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct a statement that was 
made by the Chair in reference to this bill. The Chair stated it was 
owing to some mistake made by the Enrolling Clerk. The mistake 
was made at the Clerk’s desk here. The Chair understands that by an 
oversight the bill wassent to the Senate without the substitute adopted 
by the House. It is necessary that the bill should be recalled to per- 
mit theamendment to be engrossed and the bill to be properly messaged 
to the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint res- 
olution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1384) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Mankato, in the State of Minnesota; 
and 
, Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print the eulogies on Hon. Edward 

. Gay. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval es- 
tablishment. Pending that I would like to ask my colleague on the 
other side what arrangement will be satisfactory in regard to general 
debate. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ithink thisside of the House will be satisfied with 
two hours and a half. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will move that general debate be closed 
at the end of four hours, two and a half hours to be conceded to the 
other side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine is that general debate shall 
close in four hours, two and a half to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] and the remainder by the gentleman 
from Maine, Is there objection? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before that order is carried out I would ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a small resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Noother business can be done but that now. The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the gentleman from Maine. 
The question is on the motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

- The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the time of the 
committee for only a few minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill has not been read, I believe, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, Task unanimous consent that the 
preliminary reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Tobject. Wehave just passed an important 
appropriation bill without reading it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] objects, and the bill will be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Chairman, I understood that the two hours 
and a half explanation of the bill would be satisfactory to the other 
side without this perfunctory reading of the bill, which can give no 
information whatever. I hope that my colleague on the committee 


[Mr, HERBERT] will be able to arrange with his friends on that side 
so that we may have unanimous consent to dispense with the first 


reading. 

Mr. HERBERT, Task my friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDI- 
SON] to withdraw the demand for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to appear indelicate or unrea- 
sonable, but we have just passed an appropriation bill appropriating 
$5,000,000 without reading it, and I think this bill ought to be read, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Chairman, at this stage of the session and in 
view of the delayed condition of the public business, I shall not detain 
the committee by any extended remarks. The appropriation bill for 
the nayal service this year has been formulated upon estimates fur- 
nished by the Department aggregating $33,331,580.11. The appropri- 
ations recommended in the bill just read amount to $30,955, 965.78. 
The amount of the appropriations for the current fiscal year was $24,- 
136,035.53, including $1,000,000 appropriated for the purchase of nickel 
ore or nickel matte, of which appropriation, I may state parenthet- 
ically, only about $50,000 has been used for the purchase of nickel for. 
experimental purposes. 

Tt will be seen, therefore, that the appropriation bill now submitted 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, calls for $6,819,930.25 more 
than the last previous annual appropriation; but it will be observed 
that no part of this increase is due to any addition to the ordinary 
expenditures of the naval establishment. ‘The amount of the increase 
represents the increased expenditures necessary to meet the actual ob- 
ligations of the Government accruing during the year 1892 upon con- 
tracts for the construction of ships and their armor and the necessary 
expenditures upon vessels now under construction in the navy yards, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I should like some information as to the amount 
which has been expended for the construction of the Navy during the 
last six years and the amount for which the Government is now ob- 
ligated. I know that the gentleman is well acquainted with the facts, 
and I would be obliged to him if he would give me that information 
in brief form. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. - Mr. Chairman, to meet the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, which is very pertinent, I will incorporate in my 
remarks a tabulated statement giving the detailed figures of all the 
expenditures that have been made for the increase of the Navy since 
the construction of our modern stecl war vessels began, including the 
estimates made for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, If the gentleman can without inconvenience, 
I wish that he would give me now, approximately, the aggregateamount 
spent for construction during the last six years and the total amount 
for which the Government is obligated by contract. What I want to 
get at is about how much money we have expended under the recent 
movement to reorganize the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave a table here showing the amounts, butit 
would take some time to go through it and make the additions, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not want the details now, but only the 
total. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave the figures here and will give: the gen- 
tleman the information he seeks later. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has referred to an appropriation of 
$1,000,000 for the purchase of nickel, of which he says a small propor- 
tion has been expended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. About$50,000. 

Mr. HEARD. If I understand the matter correctly, that appropria- 
tion of $1,000,000 can not be used in a general way for the purposes of 
the Navy, butstands asa special appropriation dedicated to the special 
purpose for which it was made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam glad the gentleman has called attention to 
that point. That money is specifically appropriated for the purchase 
of nickel ore, or nickel matte, for use in the manufacture of armor 
plate, and is to be expended under the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Mr. HEARD. And it can not be used to swell this general appro- 
priation ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has nothing to do with the general appro- 
priations for carrying on the construction of vessels, And in connec- 
tion with that special appropriation I may as well say at this point 
that the expenditure so far has been merely for the purchase of a suffi- 
cient amount of nickel ore for the construction by American manufac- 
turers of nickel-armor plates, which are to be subjected to further 
tests in order to determine the merits of the different kinds of armor 
and the different percentages of nickel. 

This increase in the amount of the appropriation asked for this year, 
amounting to $6,819, 930,25, is made up of $5,322,500 to meet the ob- 
ligations already incurred upon vessels authorized prior to the assem- 
bling of the Fifty-first Congress, Only $1,497,430.25 of the amount 
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appropriated in this bill is to be applied to work on the vessels author- 
ized at the first session of the present Congress. 

The estimates of the Department as originally furnished to the House 
called for $13,712,379 as the entire amount that would be expended 
under the Bureaus of Construction and Repair and of Steam Engineer- 
ing on all the vessels under construction from October 1, 1890, to the 
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. The committee elimi- 
nated the amount which would be expended during 1891, and that 
has been certified to the Appropriations Committee for a deficiency 
item of $1,605, 950.26. 

Jt is only necessary to say, in explanation of how this deficiency 
arose, that it is largely due to the unusual, unexpected, and very grati- 
fying promptness with which the Department has been enabled to get 
the vessels authorized during the last session under contract and un- 
der construction, so that an amount which the committee had no rea- 
son to anticipate will be expended upon those vessels during the fiscal 
Eo 1891, the aggregate required upon all the authorized vessels dur- 

g the remainder of the current year amounting to $1,605,950.26. 

Taking that amount from the original aggregate estimatessubmitted 
by the Department, of $13,712,379, we have $12,106,428.74 remaining 
as the estimated amount to be expended during the next fiscal year 
under the two bureaus which have charge of the construction of the 

- hulls and machinery of all the vessels. Since these estimates were 
- first made, in December, although they had been very carefully pruned 
and examined atthe Department, the departmental officers have again 
gone over the figures with great care in order to reduce the amount 
asked for to the smallest possible sum that will meet the actual re- 
quirements of the coming fiscal year; and by this revision the esti- 
mates for the Bureaus of Construction and Steam Engineering have 
been reduced to $11,349,347.32, a reduction, as will be perceived, of 
$757,081.42 from the estimates of $12,106,428.74 originally submitted. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that these estimates were 
submitted upon the vessels authorized prior to the present bill, in 
which we haveauthorized the construction of one additional fast cruiser 
at a cost not to exceed, exclusive of armament, $2,750,000; and there- 
fore the committee have left in the ameunt to be appropriated under 
construction and steam machinery this sum of $757,081.42 to be used 
on account of the construction of that cruiser in connection with the 
other vessels during the coming fiscal year; and with that provision 
for the additional vessel proposed under this bill the committee have 
left the entire amount of appropriation under those two bureaus at 
the amount originally fixed. The exact figures were twelve million 
one hundred and six thousand and some odd hundreds of dollars, and 
the committee put in the bill the even sum of $12,107,000. 

Thave in my hand a tabulated statement of the entire appropria- 
tions which have been made since the inauguration of what is known 
as the new Navy, since we began the eyolution from wooden to steel 
ships. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] desire the 


gate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Tho gate only. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Commencing with the first appropriation for the 
first of what are known as the *‘Roach ships,” under the act of March 
3, 1883, there has been appropriated up to and including the act of 
March 2, 1889, under the head of increase of the Navy, $33,257,326.41. 
That is the amount appropriated on account of these vessels of the new 
Navy up to the assembling of the Fifty-first Congress. By adding to 
that the amount of $8,120,000, appropriated at the last session for the 
vessels previously authorized, and on account of the three battle shi 
one cruiser, one torpedo craiser, and one torpedo boat, mathoriced it 
the act of June 30, 1890, we haye the sum of $41,377,326.41 represent- 
ing the amount appropriated up to the present time for the construction 
and armament of the vessels of the new Navy. The details are given 
in the following table: 

Appropriations for the increase of the Navy. 


The act of March 3, 1833, authorized the construction of the following vessels, 
known as the Roach vessels : 


Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, Dolphin......... nE ETEN ROSE DASR S . $1,303,961. 41 
Appropriations were mado for the construction ofthe Roach vessels,as follows: 
By act of March 3, 1883..........::escesssene PE avec eahcad EATA $1, 200, 000, 00 

Act of July 7, 1834: 


2, 150, 100, 00 


Act of March 3, 1835 (deficiencies) : 
Bureau of Construction and Repair ........... Seceibeese 
Bureau of Steam Engincering .........cccsssercsonseees 


$75, 857. 23 
85, 983. 57 


- 162,319.80 
40,162. 61 


teen rep eneene ra een en ee neneentesssenseeetegces 


Bureau of Ordnance: 


Deficiency for gun carriages and powder........ 22,000.00 
Deficiency for labor at Washington yard....... 60, 000. 00 
Deficiency, freight and material cepa 48, 913, 00 
Foreign and domestic bills... 87, 294.84 
Deficiency, oxisting covtracts. 83, 655.16" 


438, 801.00 


Act a March 30, 1888: 


ureau of Construction and Repair... arkis $40, 000.00 
Bureau of Ordnance... ..cccceseevveee ea cenasenn oe pvesad uae veosee 175, 000, 00 
Bureau of Navigation.....cccceseseeee adecoseetepbovneeert sosote 1, 500. 00 
$217, 500. 00 
Total appropriations for Roach yeasols.......... sceseeverwere 4,508, 964, 41 


RECAPITULATION. 


Appropriations for Roach vessels. 
Appropriated by— 
ACt March 3, 1883.5 5...s+sscssesssasavinernsssevedeanes onsen ssvevedsesvayeevenseseesen 914900, 000, 00 


Act July 7, 1884... 2, 150,100, 00 
Act March 3, 1885...........-+ one 162, 340.80 
Transfer from Construction and Repair: 
Appropriation May 6, 1885 40,162.61 
Act of July 26, 1836 .. 458,861, 00 
Act of March 39, 1883 217,509. 00 
MOLALA vocistecessrssrsastssscauscccasbotneseys DS irasi EATERS «æ 4,308, 964. 41 


INCREASE OF TITE NAVY. 


By act of March 3, 1885: 
Vessels authorized March 3, 1885 (Newark, Charleston, York- 
town, Petrel) ......... E EA A A EE I VER AL tease +e $1,895, 000.00 
By- act of August 3, 1886: 
Vessels and monitors, August 3, 1886 (Baltimore, Vesuvius, 
Maine, Amphitrite, T: Cushing, Puritan, Monadnock, . 
Terror, and $150,000 autho: dto bee nded on construc- 


tion plant, navy yards New York and Norfolk) ...............04 2,500, 000,00 
Armament: ‘Includes yessels under act March 3, 1835, and 

BSF ti tori OMRON assisi seekaracksicss caccrataetect asss tn srs isisa EATEN » 1, 000, 000. 09 

By act of March 3, 1337: 
Gunboats and cruisers authorized March 3, 1887 (Philadelphia, 

San Francisco, Concord, and Bonnington)...ccrmre-cesssserseecesenvere 1,500, 000. 00 
Monitors and vessels authorized Ma 3, 1885, and August 3, 

1836 (Newark,Charleston, Yorktown, Petrel, Baltimore, Vesu- 

vius, Maine, Texas, Cushing, Puritan, Monadnock, Terror, 

Amphitrite, and Miantonomoh) o.....c.cceecseceseeccessrenseteene Riias 2,420, 000. 00 
Vessels for coast and harbor defense (Monterey). aes , 000. 00 
Armament of all of above vessels. ean , 802.00 
Armor and gun steel, above vessels...... sss OATES, Aii , 000, 00 


By act of September 7, 1888: 
Construction and machinery: 


Armored cruiser No. 2, protected cruiser No, 6, cruisers Nos. 
7,8,9,10,and land all vessels theretofore authorized..... 3,500,000, 00 
Stecl practice Vessel........seccsssoee sereetsrssces EERE tuveer „ _ 260,000.00 
Armament (for all new ships)........:.ss0008 so TETEE ES aeseseeeseres 2, 000, 000. 00 

By act of March 2,1889: 
Construction and machinery: 

Armored steam cruising monitor, dynamite cruiser No. 

2, gunboats Nos. 5 and 6, 1 ram, and all vessels theretofore 
authorized. ....ssssssssssrsssss TERS wie 4, 0557000. 00 
Four steam tugs...... cvoyeveee: cae teesey overs 09 
Armor and armament (for all new ships) ar Sta 09 
Testing rapid turret guns and re-enforce ridges 00 
Otel RET TESA. S TE AE tessa tia 28, 948, 362, 00 

RECAPITULATION. 
Appropriated by— 

"Act March REISS A sl R ths EEEN E N TS tL OME OUT UG 
Act August 3, 1886 3,500, 000.00 
Act March 3, 1887. weds 11, 048, 562, 00 
Act September 7, 1889.. 5, 760, 000. 00 
Act March 2, 1889.. 6, 745, C00. 00 
Total ....... 28, 948,362.00 
i 


TOTAL RECALITULATION. 


Amounts appropriated for Roach vessels... 
Amounts appropriated for other vessels.. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 
Limitation of cost of vessels. 


Chicago, Atlanta, Boston, Dolphin... ibconsabonoed 308, 064.41 
Newark........+ 300, 000, 00 
100, 000, 00 
520, 000, 00 
275, 000. 00 
500, 000. 00 
350, 000.00 
500, 000. 00 
Se 500, 000. 00 
Cusliing 100, 000. 00 
Puritan 3, 178, 016.00 
Philadelphia, San Francisco... 3,000, 000. 00 
Concord .......+ 550, 000. 00 
Bennington... 550, 000, 00 
Miantonomo 
Montercy......... 2,000, 000, 00 
Armored cruiser No.2.. 3, 500, 000, 00 
Protected cruiser No. 6, 1, 800, 000. 00 
Cruiser No. 7.....,+-++» . 1,100, 000.00 
Cruiser No.8. + 1,100,000.00 
Cruiser No.9..., . 700,000.00 
Cruiser No.10......... 700, 000.00 
Cruiser No.11 .. 700, 000.00 
Practice cruiser .. "i 260, 000, 00 
Armored steel cruising 1,500, 000. 00 
Dynamite cruiser No.2... ‘ 450, 000, 00 
Gunboat No.5, gunboat No. 6 ..s.sssesssseresess belive 700, 000. 00 
Ram, harbor defense (no limitation). 
RADUT iiss veds secu ssenccoy seseesicscessvest sconces sista AEE N TE 35,000.00 
Steam tug. 35,000.00 
Steam tug. 35, 090, 00 
Steam tug ........... aione e 35, 000. 00, 
Indiana, coast-line batt! Dias 4, 009, 000, 00 
Massachusetts, coast-linc battle 4, 000, 000. 00 
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Oregon, coast-line battle ship.... 
Cruiser No.12..,....... à 

Torpedo cruiser. ae 
Torpedo boat..,...... sonis PONSET a 


Total, exclusive of armament.......... . D51, 607, 010.41 


There aro very many gratifying features in connection with the de- 
velopment of our naval establishment which it would give me great 
pleasure to dwell upon if I thought the time were opportune; but I 
deem it more important that we should proceed as promptly as possi- 
ble with the consideration of the bill, I have no excuses to make for 
the increase which this appropriation bill shows over its predecessor, 
because itis simply a provision to meet the expenditures and obliga- 
tions of the Government authorized by previous law. I may say here, 
as itis proper I should say, that this appropriation for the coming 


fiscal year represents so far as the vessels authorized up to this timo 
are concerned, the culmination of the increase of expenditure. 

We have been authorizing vessels from time totime; they have been 
reaching various stages of completion, and during the year 1892 a 
larger number of those vessels will be in a condition to have a larger 
expenditure made upon them than at any previous time since we be- 
gan the construction of the Navy and Jarger than is likely to oceurin 
the future at the rate at which we have hitherto pro; In evi- 
dence of that, I may call attention to the fact that while the estimates 
show that the expenditures on this account during 1891 amounted to 
$10,336,300.76, and the estimates for 1892 are $11,349, 347.32, the esti- 
ie: aa 1893 upon all the vessels at present authorized are only 

7,158, 604. 
This is more elaborately shown in the accompanying table: 


Expenditures to October 1, 1890, and estimated expenditurcs from that date, on new ships now under construction or authorized, exclusive of armor 
and armament. 


Vessels. 


Date of act. 


4,083 (91, 052, 070.46 . 

725 | 323,224.56 850. 

Maine. G, 648 | 1, 065, 934. 62 i 

Texas.. 6,314 | - 469,627.38 } 

Cushing. 100 96, 209.59 5,000. 

Puritan*.... 0,060 | 535,537.10 69,500. 

Monadnock*, 3,815 223, 180. 46 192, 000. 

..| Amphitrite” 3,815 | 261,065.75 | 173,000. 

TOrror™ ....0s000 3,815 436,115. 44 107, 000. 

Philadelphia, 4,300 | 1,389,201. 84 181, 000. 

San Francisco «| 4,083 | 1,245, 551. 97 463, 848. 

Concord .... 1,700 | 402,014, 43 131, 600. 

«| Bennington... 1,700 390, 591. 89 131, 600. 

„| Miantonomoht... 3,815 926,722. 15 27, 830. 

Monterey ..... 4,003 609, 815, 22 631, 422. 

=. 8,150 23,141.46 895,500. 

5,500 12,179. 42 823, 280. 

3, 000 151, 825. 65 488, 500. 

3,000 | *162,531.31 | 556, 000. 

2,000 170, 904. 53 330, 750. 

srs] Cruiser No. 10... „| 2,000 170, 853. 44 330, 750. 

se| Orulsor NO. AL scan eccecesndpocase 2,000 36,019.65 | 363, 960. 
«| Armored steel cruising | 3,130 B, SOL. BL | seiis 


monitor. 
Dynamite vessel No. 2. 


Gunboat No.5... +000 5,142.77 
Gunboat No. G... s... 1,000 3,076.72 
Do..... Ram for harbor defense. .....| 2,050 3,354. 82 
June 30, 1890..., Cruiser No. 12 7,300 439, 00 
Doise ove pee 8, 500 2, 072. 68 
8,500 1,991.68 
8,500 2,017, 68 

112 |... 


Balance due on miscellane- 
ous contracts and minor 


Balance of appropriation 
on hand Octo! 


Deficiency, 1891... 
Or in round num 
as reported ..........000 


Sree iret 


September 7, 188S...| Steel practice vessel............ 138 3,400.75 


10, 336, 300. 76 


1, T: a ease ser Ansans 8,957, 811.25 |.. 

sce] 1,399, 459.51 scone i 
1,400, 000, 00 |scsssscevsssevseeee INEAN PEE MAE: AS Rene my Eee yes 
~~ 22,500.00 157,500.00 | 76,000.00 


Estimates. Total ex- 


Date of 

Total esti- Mand estis” se 

1992. mates. aus 

120.00 |$1, 889, 190,46 1891 

a 350.00 | 331,574. 1890 

000.00 100.00 | 2, 121; 034. 62 1893 

518, 420. 00 840, 00 | 2, 268; 467. 83 3893 

00 000.00 |} ` 101, 209; 59 1890 
00} 124,738. 00 

si 55, 733.00 | 3,214, 690.75 1893 

00 

00 181,000.00 | 1,570,201. 84 1890 

26 463, 818.26 | 1, 709, 400. 23 1890 

00 131,600.00 | '533,614:43 1891 

00 |. 131,600.00 | 522,191. 89 1891 

00 500. 00 } 35,880.00 | 962, 102.15 1892 

50 106. 00 “| 1,214) 528.50 | 2, 824,843.72 1893 

00 533. 32 <} 3, 329, 033. 32 | 3, 352, 174. 78 1893 

00 800.00 1,772, 080. 00 | 1,754, 259. 42 1893 

00 500. 00 H8, 000.00 | 1, 099, 825. 65 1893 

00 000, 00 937, 000,00 | 1, 099,531. 31 1893 

00 375.00 519, 928. 00 690, 832. 53 1893 

00 375.00 519,928.00 | 690,781.44 1893 

00 000. 00 657, 6S2. 00 693, 701. 65 1893 


$|28388388 
8| 2338383328; 


115 $49; 847,89 | esorsosi cesses seve: 


256,000.00 | 259, 400.78 1893 


* Subsequent to act of August 3, 1835. 


+ Subsequent to act of March 3, 1887. 


Nore,—An estimate has also beon submitted for 1892 for $400,000 for equipment, and it is probable that about $200,000 more will be required in 1893 and 1894. 


From this it will be seen that during the coming fiscal year we reach 
a point where many of these vessels will be completed, and during 
that time the aggregate expenditure for the construction of all the ves- 
sels reaches its maximum in amount. In other words, Mr.Chairman, 
we are passing the apex of expenditures in this regard. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But are you not providing for the construction 
of other vessels, and will you not thereby again increase expenditures 
at some future time for the same reason that you are now suggesting? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It isimprobable that the annual expenditure will 
be so large again under ordinary circumstances at our present rate of 
progress. For instance, in the present bill we haye only authorized 
the construction of one ship, at a cost of $2,750,000, and it would re- 
qois a large and rapid and continued authorization of vessels to bring 

e amount in any year up to so large a sum as will be required for 
the current year. We have been progressing rapidly for a few yearsin 
the construction of our Navy, and it was necessary that we should do 
80, because we had no modern ships and had already delayed so longin 
providing for them. It has been deemed wise, therefore, to authorize 
the construction of the first of our new vessels with a considerable de- 
gree of rapidity. 


The figures of the Department show that so far as the vessels now 
authorized are concerned the fiscal year 1892 is exceptional in the way 
of expenditures, because so largea number of vessels authorized, some 
as far back as 1885, provision for which is included in this bill, are 
reaching such a stage that during the coming year the obligations of 
the Government under contracts and the necessary expenditures on 
vessels now building in the navy yards will reach, as I have already 
shown, a sum nearly twice as large as will be required in 1893. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Can the gentleman give information to the com- 
mittee as to the increase of $6,819,930.25 under the head of ‘Increase 
in the Navy?” \Whatamount is due to authdrizations of former Con- 

resses ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I haye already stated that, bub I will repeat it 
for the information of the gentleman from Indiana. this increase 
of $6,819,930.25, $5,322,500 is to be applied to vessels authorized prior 
to the assembling of this Congress and $1,497,430.25 will be applied 
upon the three battle ships and other smaller vessels authori by 
the last Congress. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to be able to say that tho necessity 
for this appropriation during the coming fiscal year is due to the very 
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commendable and creditable as well as gratifying efficiency which the 
Department has reached in dealing with these matters of design and 
construction, so that last«year when the bill authorizing the construc- 
tion of three modern battle ships—vessels of larger size and vastly 
more powerful than have ever before been attempted in this country— 
was approved on the 30th day of June, 1890, on the following day, 
July 1, 1890, the Department was able to issue advertisements giving 
the general features of all the ships, and within three months from 
the day of the approval of the authorizing act of Congress the con- 
tracts were signed, under detailed specifications furnished by the Navy 
Department, for three ships that are believed by the best informed ex- 
perts to represent in all the features of their design the most formi- 
dable fighting vessels that eyer have thus far been put under construc- 
tion in any part of the world. 

In relation to the general provisions of the bill, Mr. Chairman, Ihave 
only to say that the ordinary expenditures of the Department areshown 
to have been decreased rather than increased in the last year. We have 
raised nobody’s pay; we have authorized no new oflices. The appro- 
priations for the current ordinary expenditures of the Department, as 
will be shown by reference to the report, amount to $13,589,327.83, 
which is a reduction of $667,069.75 as compared with those of the pre- 
vious year. The bill is reported by the unanimous voice of the com- 
mittee, and I am unaware of any item that has not the approval of 
every member. 

I have no desire to say anything further at present, and will reserve 
the remainder of my time, yielding the floor to my colleague on the 
other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HERBERT. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr, SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I can only, in the time yielded me 
by the gentleman from Alabama, briefly call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the expenditures which have been incurred and which are esti- 
mated as necessary to be incurred in the construction of the vessels 
that have been authorized. On the 2d of December last I addressed a 
communication to the Secretary of the Navy, and the statement which 
has been furnished me in response leads to a conclusion quite different 
from that presented by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 
The statement to which I refer, Mr. Chairman, shows that the sum 
total of expenditures, actual and estimated, will amount to $40,560,- 
856.84, exclusive of the cost of armor and armament. 

It must be bornein mind, Mr. Chairman, that this sum does notin- 
clude the expenditures made in the construction of the Chicago, Boston, 
Atlanta, Dolphin, Yorktown, Petrel, Charleston, and Baltimore, nor the 
expenditures upon the Puritan, Monadnock, Amphitrite, Terror, and 
Miantonomoh prior to August 3, 1886, and March 3, 1887. = 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
What correction does he make in my statement in regard to the $40,- 
000,000 of which he speaks? 

Mr.SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say that the sum total 
of the new vessels would reach a certain amount. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] 
een me the aggregate amount of the appropriation. This is another 
thing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave then misunderstood the gentleman. Thestate- 
ment from the Department also omits the cost of dynamite vessel No. 
2 and of the armored steel cruising monitor which were authorized 
by the act of March 2, 1889. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Dynamite vessel No. 2 has not been constructed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Both vessels are authorized to be built. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, but they haye done nothing toward con- 
structing them. 

Mr. HERBERT. And do not propose to this year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Nevertheless they are authorized to be built, and 
may be built, unless Congress should forbid. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No appropriation has been made for them. 

Mr. SAYERS. A general appropriation has been made. The last 
naval bill contained an appropriation of $5,000,000 for the construction 
of vessels that had been authorized and that were to be authorized. 
if Şi mistake not, there is a similar provision in the bill under consid- 
eration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give me attention, I will 
endeavor to show the cost of these vessels, so faras I have been able to 
obtain it from the Navy Department. I shall arrange the vessels into 
groups to correspond with their dates of authorization. 

In the first group may be classed the Puritan, Monadnock, Amphi- 
trite, Terror, and Miantonomoh. They aremonitorsand originally cost 
the Government about $6,439,190.47. ‘Towards the close of Mr. Robe- 
son’s administration as Secretary of the Navy, a very few days before 
his term of office expired, an order was made by him, without author- 
ity of law, to reconstruct these vessels, which had cost the sum which 
I haye named. From the date of that order until March 4, 1885, there 
was expendedin their reconstruction $5, 682,469.17. The expenditures 
since made and estimated as necessary to complete them amount tothe 
further sum of $4,176,738. 90. 

So that, Mr. Chairman, not taking into the account the original cost 
of these vessels, we find the sum total of expenditures, actual and es- 


timated, upon them, exclusive of the cost of armor and armament, to 
be $9,859, 208,07, 

In the second group, that is,those authorized by the act of March 3, 
1883, are the Dolphin, Boston, Atlanta, and Chicago. They were be- 
gun in 1883,and all of them were completed in 1887 except the Chicago, 
which was not commissioned until April 17, 1889. 

I have not been able to obtain the full and complete cost of these 
vessels, On the Ist day of July, 1889, they were appraised under an 
order of the Secretary of the Navy, and their value, notincluding their 
armor and armament, was fixed at $2, 900,000. Since then $87,996 have 
been expended upon them. 

Not regarding their actual cost, but taking their appraised value as 
a basis, and adding to it subsequent expenditures, we have the sum of 
$3,987,996 as the cost of these vessels, not including their armor and 
armament, 

In the third group, those authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, 
we have the Charleston, Yorktown, Petrel, and Newark. 

The Yorktown was commissioned on the 23d day of April, 1889, and 
under the order of the Secretary of the Navy was appraised at $520,- 
000, not including her armor and armament. Since then $21,654.30 
have been expended upon her, making the cost of this vessel, taking the 
appraisements as a basis, $541,654.30, not including her armor and 
armament, and if to this we add the amount expended upon the other 
vessels to October 1, 1890, and the estimates to complete them, we 
will find the cost of this group, exclusive of armor and armament, to 
be $3,471,361.91. 

The fourth group, authorized by the act of August 3, 1886, com- 
prises the Baltimore, Vesuvius, Cushing, Maine, and Texas. The first 
three of these vessels, Mr. Chairman, have been completed at a cost of 
$2,022,969.27, excluding armor and armament. ‘The expenditures on 
the Maine and Texas to October 1, 1890, and the estimates tocomplete 
them, notincluding armor and'armament, amount to $4,387,502. Add- 
ing these two.sums we have $6,410,471.27 as the cost of this group of 
vessels, exclusive of their armor and armament. 

In the fifth group, authorized by the act of March 3, 1887, are to be 
found the Philadelphia, San Francisco, Concord, Bennington, and Mon- 
terey. The expenditures on them to October1, 1890, and the estimates 
to complete them, not including their armor and armament, will ag- 
gregate $6,159,842.11. 

The sixth group, authorized under the act of September 7, 1883, con- 
sists of the New York, protected cruiser No. 6, Raleigh, cruiser No. 9, 
cruiser No. 10, cruiser No. 11, steel practicing vessel, and Cincinnati. 

Their cost, exclusive of armor and armament, will, it is estimated 
at the Department, reach the sum of $9,670,507.56. In the seventh 
group, authorized under the act of March 3, 1889, are to be found gun- 
boat No. 5, gunboat No. 6, the ram for harbor defense, dynamite ves- 
sel No. 2, and the armored steel cruising monitor. 

Expenditures have been made and estimates given as to cost of com- 
pletion only upon the first three of the vessels named in this group, 
and they aggregate $1,629, 470.31, not including armorandarmament, 
Only $3,301.31 have been expended on the armored steel cruising moni- 
tor, and no estimates have been given for its completion; and in the 
case of dynamite vessel No. 2 no expense has been incurred and nG 
estimate as to cost of construction has been furnished me. 

The eighth, or last group of vessels authorized under the act of Juno 
30, 1890, embraces cruiser No. 12, Indiana, Massachusetts, Oregon, 
torpedo cruiser, and torpedo boat No. 2. 

The amount expended to October 1, 1890, and estimated to complete 
them is $12,711,521.04, exclusive of armor and armament. 

Summing up the cost of these vessels in their several groups, notin- 
cluding armored steel cruising monitor and dynamite vessel No. 2, and 
accepting the appraisement of the vessels, valued on July 1, 1889, asa 
basis of calculation with reference to them, we find that the expendi- 
tures incurred and’estimated as necessary to their completion upon 
forty vessels of the ‘‘new Navy’? will reach $53, 900,396.27, exclusive 
of the cost of their armor and armament. 

Without going, Mr. Chairman, into details as regards the cost of 
ordnance for these vessels, not including torpedoes and ammunition, I 
have been informed that the expenditures already incurred and esti- 
mated as necessary for the purpose, will reach thesum of $10,501,814.05 
for thirty-eight of the vessels, As to what may be necessary in the 
matter of ordnance for the remaining four vessels I have not been ad- 
vised. 

Adding the cost of ordnance to that of hull and machinery, we have 
$64,810,336.34 as the sum total of these classes of expenditures for 
ordnance for thirty-eight vessels and for hull and machinery for forty 
vessels, leaying four of the vessels heretofore authorized unprovided 
with ordnance and two unproyided with hull and machinery. 

Tt must not be forgotten that the armor has not been included. 
Upon this point, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read a portion of a 
communication which I have received from the Navy Department and 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Nore.—It is impracticable at present to make an estimate approaching accu- 
racy of the final cost of the armor on any of the vessels now under construction. 


| The price of the armor intended for the five [three?] double-turreted monitors,the 
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Maine, Texas, and Monterey, now under contract to be manufactured by the 
Bethlehem Iron Company, could be given; but this will probably be modified 
by questions of premiums, freight, method or system of manufacture, and bal- 
listic tests, Regarding the armor which will be placed upon other vessels and 
for which no contract has yet been made, the bureau is not in a position to 
make any estimates beyond those of an extremely general character for the 
reasons already ene as affecting the Bethlehem contract, and it being, at this 
date, a matter of doubt as to what system of armor, whether simple or nickel 
steel, will be adopted for these vessels. The item armor is therefore excluded 
in the estimates which are tabulated. 


Mr. SAYERS. It will be readily seen, Mr. Chairman, that it would 
be exceedingly difficult to approximate the cost of the armor of these 
vessels, The Department has not been able to state an estimate upon 
whielrit could safely rely. i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is the grand total? 

Mr. SAYERS. The construction of forty-two vessels has been au- 
thorized, and from the best information that Ihave been able to obtain 
the ordnance for thirty-eight vessels and the hull and machinery for 
forty vessels will cost not less than $64,383,946.34. My opinion is that 
these vessels, if all completed, will entail an expenditure of not less 
than $75,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not yet alluded to the item of equipment. 
The Secretary has estimated for $400,000 for this purpose for 1892, and 
hesays that it is probable that $200,000 more will be required for 1893 
and 1894. These charges must be inelnded in the general cost. 

The necessity for large appropriations will be pressing upon us. For 
the present fiscal year there will be a deficiency of $1,398,459.51; for 
the year 1892 an appropriation of $11,506,847 will be required for hulls 
and machinery; for 1893 $7,234,604 for the same purpose; and in1894 
$1,529,799. 

In addition to these sums an expenditure of not Jess than $8,085,350 
will be needed for ordnance after the 30th day of June next. 

When it is considered, Mr. Chairman, that as soon as these forty-two 
ships have been completed and commissioned the enlisted force of the 
Navy must be largely increased, entailing additional expenditures as 
to pay, clothing, and subsistence, it occurs to me that Congress has 
gone far enongh in providing for a new navy and that the construc- 
tion of no other ships should be authorized. The cost of maintaining 
these vessels will be very heavy indeed. They arenot long-lived. They 
must be repaired quite often. At the proper time I shall therefore 
move to strike ont the provision in the bill which looks to the build- 
ing of another ship," 

[Here the hammer fell, 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to allow me a 
few minutes more. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has two minutes 
more, the Chair understands, the gentleman from Alabama yielding 
that much time to him. 

Mr. SAYERS. My object in asking farther time was to obtain in- 
formation from the gentleman from Alabama as to the entire cost of 
the new vessel, including armor, armament, hull, and machinery. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The estimate for the vessel is $2,750,000. It is 
not to be an armored vessel, but a swift cruiser. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatwould not be the total cost, 
armor, equipment, and ordnance. All will bo necessary to the vessel. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would be glad to hear the colloquy between 
the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 


You must include 


pired., 

; Mr. HERBERT. Iyield now to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCADOO], but I understand that he has some time given him by 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HocsAN] was going to speak at this time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If there is any dispute about the division of the 
time I will occupy it myself on the martyrs’ monument. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McAnoo] will take the floor in the time yielded to him by the 
chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is that the understanding? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McAnoo] will permit me a moment, I desire to meet the wishes of gentle- 
men on the other side so far as I can, and therefore I haye yielded 
them two hours and a half of the time for general debate, and I have 
also agreed to give an additional twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]; but I would prefer that some gentle- 
man who opposes this bill should occupy the floor now. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] can 
speak now if he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
recognized, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to occupy the floor 
at this time. 

Mr. HERBERT, 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to have an oppor- 
tunity to secure some data to use in considering this bill in one of its 
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aspects, Butit hascome abont that Imustnow speak without time to 
do so, From the remarks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
and the remarks of the chairman of the committee [Mr. BoUTELLE], 
itis evident that each succeeding Administration vies with its prede- 
cessors in expenditure for the construction and armament ofa new navy. 
From the statements made by these gentlemen upon opposite sides of 
the Honseit is difficult todetermine exactly how much has been already 
expended by the Goyernmentin the construction of ships of war of dif- 
ferent kinds and characters and their armament, or for how much the 
existing contracts obligate the Government. 

In other words, there seems to be a difference of perhaps $20,000, 000 
between the one side and the other in a matter in which there ought 
not to be a dollar of difference. It ought to be possible to present to 
this House an exact statement of what that part of our new navy 
already finished has cost us and also of what that portion of it which 
is still unfinished is to cost us. If I were to make an estimate from 
what I have heard this afternoon I should say that we had already ex- 
pended over $40,000,000 and that this bill provides for an additional 
expenditure of some $16,607,000 more; that those two sums would not 
cover by many millions the amount for which we as a Government are 
under contract and which the taxes upon the people will be obliged to 
meet hereafter. It may be safe to say that the cost of the new navy 
at present planned for will be somewhere between $75,000,000 and 
$100,000,000. That is about as near as we can come from the data 
furnished this afternoon, If I had more time or if the gentlemen who 
have spoken had had more time to make their statements, we might 
arrive more nearly at the correct amount. ; 

It is not my purpose to discuss this bill critically. My object in 
taking the floor at this time is to discuss the reconstruction of the Navy 
in connection with the subject of building up the merchant marine of 
this country, so far as that is provided for in the bill which is now sus- 
pended over this House, known as the tonnage bill orsubsidy bill. If 
an opportunity is given the gentleman who has that bill in charge to 
present it to the House, it may come up again at the end of the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

One feature of that bill is such that I can commend it, though ob- 
jecting seriously toanything and everythingin the nature ofasubsidy or 
bounty toany industry in this country. I refer to that peculiar feature 
of the bill which provides that some of the bounty which is to be paid 
shall he paid to vessels of a certain character, hereafter to be built, the 
plans and specifications for the construction of which are to be subject 
to the inspection and control of the Navy Department, so that each 
yessel when completed shall be of such a character that, if the United 
States Government should at any time desire to take possession of it 
for war purposes, it would be suitable forthe uses of the Government. 

That is an unobjectionable feature of the bill, because there is a di- 
rect appropriation of the money of the people for the uses of the peo- 
ple and for the national defense. But to the other features of the bill 
I do object, and speak against the bill at this time, because, from the 
peculiar course of the Committee on Rules of this House, there may be 
no opportunity for me to discuss the bill tothe extent that I should de- 
sire. That committee may conclude that debate upon that bill is un- 
desirable and damaging and shut it off summarily, as they are wont 
to do in such cases, 

The bill provides that there shall be paid, out of moneys in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to any vessel, 
whether sail or steam, registered pursuant to the laws of the United 
States, and which shall be engaged in the foreign trade, plying between 
the ports of the United States and foreign ports, as follows: Ifa steam 
vessel of not exceeding 11 knots speed when loaded, or if a sailing ves- 
sel, the sum of 10 cents per gross register ton for the first 500 miles or 
fraction thereof sailed outward and the same sum for the first 500 
miles or fraction thereof sailed inward on any voyage or voyages; 10. 
cents per gross register ton for the second 500 miles or fraction thereof 
sailed outward and the same sum for the second 500 miles or fraction 
thereof sailed inward, and 20 cents per gross register ton for each thou- 
sand miles thereafter, and pro rata for any distance sailed less than 
1,000 miles after the first thousand miles sailed. The payments at the 
rate of 20 cents per ton for each 1,000 miles sailed, as herein provided, 
shall continue for the term of ten years at that-rate, and thereafter for 
another term of nine years at a reduction of 2 cents per ton each year 
upon each 1,000 miles sailed and pro rata for any less distance. 

There is class legislation of the worst kind; for it is intended to tax 
the whole people for the pecuniary benefit of a small number of them, 
I do not recognize the right of a temporary majority in this Congress 
now or at any other time to take from the earnings of labor, even in 
the smallest sum, to put into the pockets of capitalists additional 
wealth. I know that the advocates of this species of robbery are wont 
to sneer at such views of this legislation. They wish us to regard itas 
having to do solely with our ‘‘commercial independence” and ‘‘na- 
tional defense.” The abstraction of the public funds from the Treasury 
for private uses, as contemplated by this bill, will not contribute to 
either sufficiently to justify our imitating one of the worst paternal 
features of European Governments. 

Whiie striving to put money into the purses of their constituents at 
the expense of ours, they eloquently inyoke us to be ‘‘drawn away 
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from and lifted above the merely material consideration which might 
influence usin the discussion of ordinary questions,” I might have 
been moved by this appeal, if I could have put away from my mind 
the ‘‘merely material considerations” in the interest of their constifu- 
ents only, which these orators discloseas they progress in their argu- 
ments. 

In 1872 a measure similar to this ono in some degree was pending be- 
fore Congress. It was a bill to secure an increased annual appropria- 
tion to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, in the nature of a subsidy 
for the transportation of mails and other purposes. That company had 
been receiving a large subsidy from the Government since 1865, and in 
1872 they sought and obtained an increase of $500,000 perannum more, 

I could quote many eloquent and stirring es from the speeches 
made in Congress in favor of that subsidy similar to those uttered in 
fayor of this bill. How the good of the country depended upon its 
immediate passage! How we should build up our commercial inde- 
pendence and stay the decline of our merchant marine! The enemies 

- of that epi ie corrupting legislation were attacked as the foes of 
the proposed bounty bill are now assailed. Soit went through both 
Houses and became a law. 

Then, as now, the Republican party controlled both branches of 
Congress. Somehow, an investigation was set on foot in a subsequent 
Congress. ‘Then was it developed that ‘‘ merely material considèra- 
tion” had cut quite a figure in influencing that legislation. There 

was nearly a millioninit. Anofficerof the House—the Postmaster— 
handled $125,000 of the corruption fund; the rest of the $900,000 was 
put into other hands, chiefly into the hands of lobbyists. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether any of that money purchased 
a single vote for the passage of that act, and I do not know that tho 
lobby which has been mentioned as active around this House during 
the consideration of this bill is working in any such corrupt way to 
secure its passage. ButImay think thatI am ‘‘ drawn away from and 
lifted above merely material considerations,” while opposing a meas- 
ure of this kind against their scheming in its favor. 

“This is not a political measure,” says one of its promoters on this 
floor. Ah! Iam glad of that. We may then expecta fair chance 
to discuss it. We may hope to see some gentlemen on the other side 
against it. It will be well forthemifthey are. Especially may those 
gentlemen who represent inland districts in this Congress, and who 
are back with their constituents the next, prudently take this oppor- 
tunity to recover some of their lost ground in the publicconfidence. 
Look at the bill. Itis a plain proposition to mortgage the income of 
the Government to the amount of atleast one hundred millions. The 
Commissioner of Navigation—the zealous advocate of the measure— 
urging everything in its favor with almost reckless extravagance, tries 
to make it appear that abont $48,800,000 will answer for the first ten 
years. 

No reliance can be placed on such estimates from such sources in such 
cases as this. It is not clear that the bill makes a ent appro- 
priation; but it certainly is intended to create an unavoidable obliga- 
gation for the full amount that may bo claimed during the twenty 
years under its provisions. Let no member who disapproves this 
method of using the people's money content himself with the thought 
that subsequent Congresses can refuse to appropriate it. Certainly they 
can, and very probably they will; but that does not excuse the shirk- 
ing of one’s duty here and now. Letus prevent the wasting of the 
amount proposed for the first year, as well as for all the other nineteen. 
This evil, once fastened upon the people, may maintain its 

But a word here as to this incurring of a new national debt. The 
ppyscmnnenns for 1892 nearly equal the estimated revenue for that year, 

en the latter is collected and the former expended, together with 

the deficiency appropriations that will be necessary, there will be 
nothingof ourannualincomeleft. What additional charges have been 
made or are proposed to be made by this Congress besides that carried 
ue this bill? The sugar bounty, $7,000,000 or $8,000,000, with pre- 
dictions fora Shs increase. The peresno appropriation of several 
millions for the Federal election bill, and wit the week there has 
been reported favorably in the Senate a bill to guaranty $100,000,000 
e bonds for the Nicaragua Canal. There are other instances besides 
these. pe 

When you get all these prodigal propositions through, you may look 
around in vain for the Republican party in the Western and Northwest- 
ern States. The cyclone of popular condemnation will have carried 
away even the stones of its former foundation in the farming commu- 
nities. Two years ago we talked of a surplus in the Treasury. My 
colleague from Ohio [Mr. MOKINLEY], in one of his stump speeches 
during the campaign of 1888, said, ‘‘ The Democratic party was troubled 
about how to handlethatsurplus; they know more abouta deficiency.”’ 
Well, the deficiency and the Democratic party are about to come at the 
same time, and both largely on account of the Republican party know- 
ing too well how to dispose ofa surplus. Itis given out by the friends 
of this subsidy that our foreign commerce is increasing under the re- 
cent tariff. If that be so, the tariff act does not accomplish its pur- 
pose. The framer of that measure announced thatit was an American 
tariff for American producers, to shut out foreign competition. If Ger- 
man productions are now coming here in greater quantities tham here- 


tofore, it is nothing more than a temporary accession. It does not 
mean_continued greater importations and greater revenue. The gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] in his remarks a few days ago 
said that ‘‘our cargoes had multiplied under the tariff that has ex- 
isted since the waras never before.’ This is the common statement 
of an easily refuted proposition often made in defense of a protective 
tariff. Inthe annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
on the foreign commerce of the United States for the year ending June 
30, 1890, on page 15, is a table to which I callattention. It is a state- 
ment of our exports and imports from 1843 to 1890. Our commerce 
and thus our cargoes are shown therein. I ask the earefulattention of 
the committee to this table, the best authority contradicting such claims 
as those made by the gentleman from Maine, I extractthe following: 
TOTAL EXPORTS AND IMPORTS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


ASTRO ENO AAS E veocs iis bicoke jauedites oy i tecstaeseehZinee SEak tees $317, 885, 252 


Ini 1860 they WOTC. s1-s-seeereseee 687, 192,176 
Showing an increase of... 369, 306, 924 


Or an increase of 116 per cent, in ten years. This was in ten years of 
low-tariff times. 


In BOT EGY. WeTO. ccc secoss ves serecesvvnvessecanstvoess buvebsesivebscessebpreoeststenenensen 
In 1877 they were. 


Increase 
Or 52% per cent. in ten years. Ihave taken the first ten years after 
the war and its immediate effects had ceased. 


In 1877 the total of our commerce was. 
In 1887 the total of our commerce was, 


AAneenAee pane EDAE SEE GM ENERO ON ERASER EOEED ssreptirs pesEH OED Seeee re beeneNe ate bee 


+ $1,053, 798, 346 
- 1,408,502, 979 


354, 804, 033 


Or 33} per cent. in ten years, 

This is a fair showing of our cargoes since the war and before. 

In neither ten years of the tariff that has existed since the war have 
our cargoes multiplied one-half as fast as they did in the last ten years 
beforethe war. It may be of interest to note, also, that the general ex- 
ports of Great Britain, of Germany, and of France have increased from 
what they were in 1880, while those of the United States have fallen 
off. Protection statesmen consider exports only as desirable commerce. 
Theincrease for Great Britain was about $142,000,000; the increase for 
Germany was about $77,000,000; the increase for France was about 
$29,000,000; while the decrease for the United States was about $62,- 


Draw what conclusion you may from these facts, surely it can not 
be that a protective tariff increases the cargoes of our exports. I do 
not claim anything more. ‘There are many things besides laws that 
influence the commerce of the world, the exchanges of commodities be- 
tween the nations of the earth. 

To listen to the lofty periods of the promoters of this subsidy one 
might suppose that its only objects were grandly humanitarian or nobly 
patriotic. Descend to a scrutiny of the results sought to be obtained, 
Enter upon the practical questions involved. Who will be directly 
benefited by the money of the people which is to be givenaway? Not 
the sailor on or connected with the vessels to whom this money is to 
be paid nor any of the labor connected with our commerce. ‘‘The 
wages paid to American crews are, on the average of the fleet, much 
higher than to crews of foreign ships, and they always have been higher 
since we had a merchant marine,’’ says Commissioner Bates in his let- 
ter to the chairman of the Committes on Merchant Marine and Fisher- 
i Thenin the nextsentence he discussed the tariff justa little. Hear 

im: 

This difference in wages has not been duo to duties on forcign goods, but 
mainly to the acttvity and skill of our seamen and the opportunities existing 
fora livelihood ashore. 

This is rank heresy for a protectionist. Butits truth is equally ap- 
plicable to all our labor. Further on in his letter Mr. Bates said, when 
speaking of the reduction in crews of British sail ships: 

These ships, averaging 1,188 tons each, now carry only two men to the 100 tons, 
Thirty-five years ago, when American shipping st some show to keep the 
sea, carrying from two to three men to the 100 tons, British ships of equal size 
carried three to four men to the 100 tons, and other nations from four to five. 

Proof again that it was the activity, energy, and skill of our seamen 
that guarantied them the better wages, just as it isin the other oc- 
cupations of labor in this country. e Commissioner says our supe- 
riority in this respect has departed, our crews are composed of 90 per 
cent. of foreigners and aliens. But the bill will correct this evil, say 
its friends. k at section 3. It will restore the energy, skill, and 
superiority of seaman, they claim. Perhaps 80. 

y objection to that section is that itisasubterfuge. ‘‘The Dill 
is to withdraw our young men from their westward home-secking back 
to the old-time sea pursuits,” says the gentleman from Maine. For 
the convenience of the ship-owners if is provided in section 3 that it 
shall only be necessary for the members of the crew to have declared 
their intentions to become citizens. Part of the}process of shipping 
crews hereafter in vessels receiving this subsidy will be to take men 
who haye not had sufficient interest in our Government to become 
citizens thereof into a court and have them declare such intentions, 

Is this a patriotic thing to do—bribe the outcasts of the world to as- 
sume our citizenship by 2 job as stoker or roustabout? ‘‘ Suppose we 
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buy our ships in Liverpool, shall we get our sailors in Hong-Kong?” 
eloquently writes the Commissioner of Navigation. Oh, no, sir. Give 
our ships a subsidy, and under this bill they will find Lascars, Congo- 
lians, Nanki-Poos, and Yang-tse-Kiangs enough to work them, when- 
eyer it may suit their convenience to bring over such a human cargo 
to ship for future passages. The passage of this bill might benefit a 
small portion of the labor of the country. Tho strongest argument in 
favor of the McKinley bill was that the better wages of our working- 
men depended upon our protective-tariff system. I will read a few 
illustrations as to how it works since the passage of that bill: 
A dispatch from Trenton, N. J., December 10, says: 

Tho Manufacturing Potters’ Assooiation, consisting of owners of potteries 
making sanitary waro in this city, Baltimore, and East Liverpool, held a mect- 
ing in this city on Tuesday,and decided to reduce the wages of the operative 
potters from 10 to 20 per cent. 

The pottery business is one of the chief bereficiarics of the tariff. The new 
tariff law docs not increase the rates of aey but the McKinley administrative 
bill accomplished indirectly an increase o from 5 to 15 per cent. The manu- 
facturers respond by reducing wages. 

A few days carlier than this there was n reduction in the wages of the mule- 
spinners in the M c Mills, Lowell, Mass. Theexcuse for this wasthat the 
wages were higher than in Fall River; but this was denied by the Manufac- 
turers’ Gazette, which informs us that “to equalize tho wages of the Lowell 
spinners with those of Fall River would require an advance of from 23 to 35 per 
cent. ; " andthe Boston Commercial Bulletin lately said that there was a ‘strong 
inclination on the part of manufacturers [in River]to cut down wages, and 
thus follow the example of Lowell mill men.” 

Immediately after the passage of the McKinley bill the wages of the em- 
ployés in the ee factory at Catasaqua, Pa., were reduced, so that the general 
effect of the bill appears to be to afford ital enlarged opportunities of mak- 
ing profits and compel labor to take smaller wages than before. 

he Scottdale Rolling Mill and Pipo Works and the Charlotte Farnace, at 
Scottdale, Pa., have shut down indefinitely. One thousand men are thrown 
out of employment... 
A dispatch from Ishpeming, Mich., January 11, says: 

Tho iron mines of Marquette County have decided on a 10 per cent. reduction 
right through. Very few men will be discharged, but the reduction in wages 
has been found necessary in view of ths present demoralized condition of the 
ore market. In the Menominee and Gogebio ranges several thousand men 
have been shang erm 

In the mills at Thompsonville, Conn., the hours of labor were increased, mak- 
ing an indirect reduction of 10 percent. in the wages of the operatives. Amem- 
ber of the firm of E.S. Higgins & Co. told a New York Commercial Advertiser 
reporter that his firm would probably find it necessary to reduce wages, 

A dispatch from Newark, N. J., November 17, says: 

There is trouble among the spinnersin the Clark O, N. T, spinning mills hero 
and at Kearney, N. J., and should theystrike, as they threaten to do, about four 
hundred and fifty men, boys, and girls will be outof work. Superintendent 
Herbert Walmsley and his assistant overseers are again blamed for the griey- 
ances of which the men complain. Mill No, 1 isnt Newark, and mills Nos. 2 
and Sareat Kearney. In Newark, the men say, it was agreed to give the men 
$33 every two weeks, in one millin Kearney $5, and in tho other $36. The men 
were told that only by the retention of the customs duties on their products 
could they expectto get an Increase of wages or even to have their wages kept 
atthose rates. Nevertheless, since last March, the spinners say, their wages 
have been gradually reduced, and since pane) rare the McKinley tariff law 
there has been a further reduction ofat 1 9 per ce 

There was a reduction of wages in one of the Clark thread mills soon after 
President Harrison succeeded President Cleveland. 


General Manager James M. Swank, of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, expresses his opinion on the condition of the iron trade in 
the Bulletin of the association, as follows: 

The iron trade of this country starts off badly at tho Soy ei of the new 
year. The South Chicago Steel Plant of the Illinois Steel Company has been 
closed; the furnace-owners of the Shenango and Mahoning Valleys threaten 


to bank or blow out their furnaces if coke prices and freigh! 


trates are not further 
reduced, a threat which means as much as anything else that the demand for 


pig iron has fallen off; thestrike of thecoal-miners in the Birmingham district 
Son tidtios, and the tendency to blow out furnaces in the district has not been 
checked, all of which means that orders for Alabama pigiron are not now press- 
ing HoN upon tho makers. 

Prices of nearly all iron and steel products are weak, and a gencral reduc- 
tion in wages seems to be inevitable. 

We are sorry to notice a disposition among some workingmen not to accept 
their share of the shrinkage in business and in values which now everywhere 
exists in this country. The great majority of iron and steel workers, however, 
take a sensible view of the situation. There will be nostrikes in the iron trade 
this winter. But 5,000 of Carnegic’s men must take lower wages. 


I do not propose to go into the tariff discussion further to-day. I 
recently saw in one of the ne pers of the country two columns of 
short paragraphs showing the differentinstances in which in protected 
industries of the United States the wages of labor have been dimin- 
ished since the passage of the recent tariff legislation. I haye observed 
only two instances in which there has been anincrease of wages in the 
same period, and both of those were in industries which can not be 
said to be protected, one being the case of a railroad company that 
had increased the pay of its employ(s, the other was of telegraph oper- 
ators. 

But to réturn to my argument on the subsidy bill. While the tariff 
legislation was intended to prevent commerce, this subsidy legislation, 
it is claimed, is to promote it. Whata contradiction! A perfect para- 
dox. Both come from the same source. Both are sustained by that 
statesmanship which has promulgated the doctrine that it were better 
for American enterprise if the oceans that surround us were seas of fire 
or that our home market should be hemmed in by a Chinese wall. 

Pursuing the inquiry as to who will receive the direct benefit of this 
bounty, we should see whether it will do any good for the producers 
of the bounty. We have had some experience heretofore in subsidiz- 
ing American lines in the foreign trade, We have paid ont some mil- 


lions in that way. Ido not find a history of those transactions nor a 
showing of their result in this book of 500 pages, called the report of 
the committee. Why this omission? Was there nothing good to be 
shown ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, The gentleman will find in the majority report 
a statement of every dollar expended on subsidies heretofore. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. But what I wanted was not only an exhibi- 
tion of the amonnt of the expenditure, but some showing of some ben- 
efit having resulted from such expenditure in the past. Any such ex- 
hibit I say is omitted both from this book and from the report. Did 
you know of any? 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman willallow me tosay that the state- 
ments of the report to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] refers are very largely conjectural; the cost of this proposed 
policy can only be tested by the trial. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What does the gentleman characterize as ‘‘con- 
jectural?’’ our statements as to the expenditures to be made under 
this bill ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The statements as to the amount of this subsidy, 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Not at all; the cost is calculated exactly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no; the report on this point consists partially 
of figures and partially of the commentary of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ovrn- 
WAITE] yield for these interruptions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not yield any further. 

This report does show that some of the foreign governments re- 
quire from ship lines, as a return for their subsidy, that they shall 
reduce their freight rates upon certain products of the conntry, thus 
aiding the shippers thereof in the trade competition with their foreign 
rivals. Itis not so in this bill, nor was itso in former subsidy bills, 
The bounties gave no such result. 

The giving of those millions toship-owners did not reduce the prico 
of our carrying to market one cent upon all the grain, flour, meal, cot- 
ton, and manufactures which we exported during the life of those sub- 
sidies, 

This could have been shown, if those subsidies had been of any ben- 
efit to producers, either agricultural or manufacturing, in this country 
by reducing one iota the charges they had to pay for carrying their wares 
to market. 

A few days ago there appeared in the Washington Post a short in- 
tervyiew with Mr. C. A. Griscom, of Philadelphia. Who this gentle- 
man is I do not know, but he speaks like a ship-owner, here to assist 
this legislation through. He makes this important admission: 


No, the passage of the subsidy bill will not give American ship-owners such 
advantage that they can make lower freight rates than foreign ships. 


Mr. Chairman, I trust members of this House, especially from agri- 
cultural districts, who think of voting for this bill, will make a note 
of this declaration. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Supposing what the gentleman has just said is 
true; if the bill sueceeds in doing what it is designed to do, thatis, pro- 
ducing greater competition, would not this increased competition pro- 
duce lower freights, not directly but indirectly? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman says, ‘‘if this bill succceds.’? 
I propose in the line of my argument to show that it will not succced, 
and that this is conceded by the best friend of this bill and its pro- 
moter, the Commissioner of Navigation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I wanted to ask the gentleman this other 
question: If the bill does not succeed in building up greater competi- 
tion by bringing into this trade a larger number of vessels, would not 
the cost be far below the figures which thegentlemangives? Inother 
words, is not the cost dependent upon the building up of greater com- 

tition—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all or very slightly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And if we should not have tho increased num- 
ber of vessels with the increased competition, would not the cost neces- 
sarily be far less than the gentleman estimates ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I shall show by Commissioner Bates that the 
number of vessels hasnothing to do withthecompetition. There isthe 
difference between us as to the definition of competition. It does not 
necessarily mean number of vessels in the foreign trade. 


Again Mr, Griscom says: If the tonnage bill is passed it will only enable our 
ship-ownersto engage in foreign commerce by putting them ona sort of equality 
with the ship-owners of other countries. We will then be in a position to com- 


pete, but not to carry at less rates, 

I repeat, ‘‘not to carry at less rates.” Of what value is it to our 
producers to haye more vessels running out of our ports to foreign 
ones if these vessels do not carry at less rates? There has not been of 
recent years any see vessels, as I shall show by the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation further on. 

Thus if is clear that the money to be paid out under this bill, if it 
should become a law, is to remain among the profits of the men who 
first receive it, the ship-owners and steamship companies. 

The men engaged in this business do not expect to pay and will not 
pay their labor any more than they have been paying. This subsidy 
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policy will not diminish the freight rates at all, for these men will not 
takeoff anything on account of receiving this subsidy; and hence it goes 
to swell the profits of the ship-owners and the ship companies without 
any corresponding return to those who must pay the freight. As inthe 
ease of the Pacitic Mail, they can afford to spend an immense sum of 
money to further their schemes. It is shown by the testimony in that 
investigation that there is another class of our fellow-citizens who may 
temporarily profit by the voting of these subsidies, ‘some of the dealers 
in these steamship companies’ stocks in Wall street.” Ireceivedin my 
mail last week a paper called the Wall Street News, with a blue-pencil 
mark around one paragraph. I suppose other members received the 
same. ‘This publication shows the fact to which I have before called 
attention: that one of the companies interested in securing this legista- 
tion in order to send up its stock has already spread the ramor on the 
street that this billistopass. Gentlemenhere who areso anxious toget 
up the bill to prohibit *‘ gambling in futures ’’ might embrace the op- 
portunity to strike down at least one instance of that kind. 

There is another class intended to be benefited by the bill—the ship- 
builders, the capitalists who own the shipyards. They are hard to 
satisfy. Since 1872 they haye been permitted to import free of duty 
the chief materials used in building ships for use in our foreign trade. 
Every time the tariff has been revised by its friends additional favors 
have been extended to them. The recent bill gives them all these 
advantages and more too, for it increases the list of materials which 
they may import untaxed and permits this privilege not only as to 
vessels for our foreign trade, but also as to vessels for ‘‘ foreign account 
and ownership,’’ so that they may compete in the ship markets of the 
world. 

Read the articles which they may have untaxed, and notice how 
many of them are also used by the farmers of the country, but not 
untaxed: “Lumber, timber, hemp, manilla, wire rope, and iron and 
steel řods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, tees, angles, beams, and bolts and 
copper. 

Mr. Chairman, I would call the attention of gentlemen from Ne- 
braska, Kansas, Iowa, and Minnesota to this state of things and ask 
them if their constituents are not patriotic enough to suffer these di- 
rect discriminations in our tariff law against them and also vote that 
part of the tax which they pay upon these necessary articles shall also 
be paid out of thé Treasury into this favored industry. If they are 
not, they can not satisfy the Maine ship-yards’ love of country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit me one observation 
at this point? I stated, I believye,in my openingremarks on the ship- 
ping bill the fact that the concessions made by the last tariff bill in 
reference to the building of ships had been demanded by the Demo- 
cratic party for the last ten years; and we have gone just as far as pos- 
sible in the direction of allowing the importation of imported mate- 
rial. Four years ago in the Shipping Committee the entire contention 
was that we could build up the whole American marine provided we 
allowed the importation of these plates, angles, etc.,mentioned by the 
gentleman; and I as one member of the committee contended four 
years ago that it was fair to try that experiment, There wasa Demo- 
cratic request for the adoption of this policy, and the request has been 

nted, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not want to say anything further on that 
point; I am not making any criticism in that regard; I am only criti- 
cising the overreaching spirit of this particular industry—shipbuild- 
ing—and showing that those engaged in it are not satisfied with 
what has beendoneforthem. Werelieve them of taxation upon many 
articles for which we tax ourselves. Now they ask that part of thetax 
we pay shall go to enrich them. To what end is this patriotic self- 
denial required? ‘‘To restore our merchant marine to its lost footing 
in a practical and speedy way.” But how? No advocate of the bill 
hasshown us. They quote the subsidy policy of European Governments 
and insist that we must follow these examples of European monarchical 
policy. But as the friends of this measure insist thatits opponents are 
influenced by British emissaries to favor British theories, it may be well 
briefly in reply to call the attention of the House to a letter from Mr. 
John Codman, one of the most illustrious men of this country, a man 
who, having been a common sailor, has risen to eminence as a ship- 
owner. In this letter he most emphatically challenges the proof that 
anyone has been influenced by British emissaries to oppose this bill. 
He, having protested against such legislation as this, has also offered a 
considerable reward for proof that anyone has been influenced by British 
emissaries to oppose this bill. His repeated challenge has never been 
met, It can not besquarely met, orthat would bavebeendone by some 
of the active lobbyists working in favor of this bill. AsIsaid amoment 
ago, the friends of this bill demand that we shall follow British legisla- 
tioninthisline. They become angry ifanyone suggests that the British 
subventions are only fair pay for postal services or that they are now 
paid to but 2 per cent. of their shipping. Sa far as I am concerned it 
matters not whether they constitute fair mail pay or a considerable 
additional bounty. I follow no such inapt example. 

The empire of Great Britain is distributed all over the world; upon 
every sea she has her colonies, Her scattered territorial possessions 
are many times larger than the whole United States, and her subjects 
outside of the islands comprising the United Kingdom are numbered 


by hundreds of millions. She needs frequent communications and 
great means of transportation for political reasons between the colossal 
members of her mighty empire. She also seeks and prizes the mar- 
kets of the world. ‘She gathers her raw materialsin every clime, takes 
them home untaxed to give labor to her millions, and her argosies 
laden with her finished products sail unto all the peoples of the earth, 

With her statesmen commerce is peace and prosperity. We need 
not imitate her Government, but we could take some valuable lessons 
from her liberal policy. She maintained the high protective policy as 
we are doing, until her industries were in the most deplorable condi- 
tion that they have been during the century, so that upon every street of 
her manufacturing cities, upon every field of her farms, in every hamlet 
and every village of the great domain of the United Kingdom, the voice 
of distress and starvation, of the agony that attends the deepest pov- 
erty, was heard from her working people. 

It was these facts that induced some of her statesmen who had pre- 
viously rejected the idea of an approach toward freer trade, to accede 
to the popular cry for relief. That their working people have greatly 
improved in their condition since the change, no one denies. That 
fact is never questioned, though often concealed. 

As to whether the policy proposed in this bill will sueceed in pro- 
ducing the result which is claimed for it and upon which its promo- 
ters defend it in this House, Ishall now saya word. Iholdinmy hand 
a letter from the Commissioner of Navigation addressed to the chair- 
man of this committee. I read these words from that letter: 

J desire to say the main thing lacking in building and running American 
ships is not cheapness and low wages— 

Not cheapness and low wages, I repeat— 
butthe control of trade and regular employment. 

Will some friends of this measure, when they have the opportunity 
to take the floor, show to this House how the granting ofasubsidy tothe 
owner of a steamship line is going to bring about the control of trade; 
how the paying of money out of the Treasury of the United States to 
some steamship company is going to give to the ships of that company 
regularemployment? Shall we pay them to remain idle. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman let me call his attention to 
anothersuggestion in the statement of Mr. Bates before this committee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have marked various other passages of this 
letter on which I desire to comment, 

Mr. BLOUNT. _ [donot wish to interrupt the gentleman, of course, 
without his consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it in this connection? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thinkit is, materially so. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Ishall be very glad to have the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman asks how this subsidy is going to 
benefit the commerce of the country by paying this subsidy into the 
pockets of the ship-owners, and I wanted to call his attention to a very 
singular statement which appears in the testimony or statement of the 
Commissioner of Navigation before this committee, made last Febru- 
ary. He says: ; 3 
In this connection it is important that the bounty shall be put atthe com- 
mand of vessel-owners, sò that it shall avail in the purchase of a part or the 
whole of cargoes. 

So thatif they can not get cargoes by the ordinary competition of ves- 
sels engaged in trade, they may use the money to purchase them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, That, [ think, Mr. Chairman, will hardly meet 
the approval of the American people. No other capitalists are helped 
to quite such an extent. 

But I proceed with these suggestions of Captain Bates in this letter 
to the chairman of the committee. After the sentence which I have 
just quoted, which quite contradicts the gentleman from Maine— 

I desiro to say the main thing lacking in building and running American 
ships is not cheapness and low wages, but the control of trade and regular em- 
ployment— 

He goes on: 

The time was when it was competition, but now it is preference— 

The gentleman from Michigan suggested to me during the course of 
this discussion that it was a questionof *‘competition;’’ but this expert 
seems to have avery differentopinion. Hesays it is ‘* preference ?— 
the preference of ore ae merchants and alien underwriters that controls the 
employment of our ships. 

How is a bounty to ship-owners going to get rid of that preference 
which is held for particular lines of ships? What makes this prefer- 
ence? h 

He says: 

Foreiguers control our Serer ine Decne the operation of our commercial treas 
ties has enabled them to grasp and hold our commerce and to share among them: 
selyes the navigation that is rightfully American. 

Are our commercial treaties at fault? Willa bounty obviate this dim- 
culty? Willa subsidy to the ship-owners do away with it or change 
this state of affairs ? 

Again, Mr. Bates says: 

What we may think is American commerce, and should yield employmentta 


ourships in the forelim trade, belongs to merchants and owners of foreign na- 
tions.and is preferably insured and protected by foreign underwriters and for- 
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cign flags. Withouthome employment nomarinecan last. An American ma- 
rine can not exist on foreign sustenance, and hence dies. 

I call special attention to this language of the expert from whom I 
am quoting, A ship-owner’s bounty is no remedy for such evils: 

If Congress needs to bo convinced of the futility of competition for employ- 
ment of American ships in foreign trade, let it look into history. Take six 
months of the year isss. atSan Francisco, in the grain trade. During the month 
of August twelve British but not one American ship was chartered; and for 
three months, while twenty-seven British and one German ship sailed, not a 
single American in tho trade left the port. 

You thus see that it was not for want of American vessels there to 
accept these cargoes. That is very plain. 

For the six months named, on the average for each month of the British fleet 


awaiting charters, in PROP STEED to vessels disengaged, 45 percent. got cargoes 


and 40 per cent. saile ‘or the same period, of the American fleet awaiting 


charters, 7.8 per cent. of vessels obtained cargoes and sailed. Of the German 
vessels 50 per cent. received charters and 23.1 per cent. sailed. Thus the Brit- 
ish flag had a preference over our own in our own port of 5} to 1, 

No bounty you could give will change that state of affairs. 

‘i Our ships were offering for charters at rates much below the British all the 
me. 

Can a bounty be of any benefit to our ships under such circumstan- 
ces? They were atthat very time offering to take the cargoes at much 
less rates than the British ships demanded and received, yet they could 
not get the cargoes. 

In the last week of October, British iron ships were asking and receiving 20 
per cent. and British wooden ships 5 per cent. more than American yessels 
could obtain when they did secure engagements. 

American ships were there in the harbor waiting for cargses and the 
American ships were well manned and were better built. The Amer- 
ican ships in every sense of the word, according to this authority on 
shipping, were better ships, were safer ships, and were those which 
ought to have had the commerce, but for.some reasons ‘‘preference,’”’ 
not ‘‘competition,’’ dictated who should carry forth the cargoes from 
American harbors, and the dictation wasa preference for the foreign ves- 
sels. 

With the showing of the Commissioner of Navigation, believing it to 
be a production of a truthful man, thoroughly skilled in the matter of 
which he writes, an enthusiast in favor of American shipping, taking it 
up and analyzing it carefully, there is nowhere init a justification for 
spending a single cent for subsidizing any steamship line or any ship 
line out of American harbors at this time. - 

Then I return to the proposition that if there were in the bill only 
the provision to which F alluded favorably in the opening of my re- 
marks, that hereafter vessels which are to be built for commercial 
purposes should have their plans submitted to the Naval Department 
and should be constructed in such a manner as to become helpful ad- 
junets of the American Navy in case we had necessity for them, I could 
vyote some reasonable compensation for them. But when its provisions 
are not calculated simply to build up the merchant marinein this way 
and are intended to put large sums of the people’s money into the coffers 
of capital invested in one direction, and not to benefit any otherclass of 
our American citizens except ship-owners and the owners of shipyards, 
I say this subsidy bill should-not be permitted to pass this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. HERBERT. How much time did the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWATITE] occupy? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT, I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to occupy the time of the commit- 
tee, and inasmuch asit isnow late and asthe gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] would not wish to begin this evening, I trust there 
will be no objection to an adjournment until to-morrow, so as to let 
the gentleman from Alabama speak to a full House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the spirit of our agreement, which was 
very liberal or intended to be so, involved the use of the time this 
afternoon to a reasonable extent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I will say tothe gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
BouTELLE] that I will very cheerfully waive my time for the purpose 
of giving the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] an oppor- 
tunity of speaking to-morrow. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
will use the time allotted to him, taking it out of the time of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I was suggesting that the committee rise, with 
the understanding that no time shall be occupied to-morrow except by 
the gentleman from Alabama, I waive the thirty minutes which were 
yielded to me. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, How much time does that leave remaining to 
that side? 

Mr. HERBERT. It leaves about fifty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Which you will occupy? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM] asks five minutes and I will yield it to him now if he wishesit. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not wish to occupy the time now. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘That will leave fifty minutes to our side, and I 
will not occupy more than that time, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwanttoaccommodate my colleague, but I think 
if other gentlemen upon that side are going to speak they ought to 
speak now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There is no time lost, as the gentleman will see, 
because we waive the time which would be occupied between now and 
the hour of adjournment. 

Mr. HERBERT. That would be thirty minutes, and the gentleman 
from Indiana waives that time. ‘ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much time will that Jeave? 

Mr. HERBERT. That will leave fifty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Are there eighty minutes yet remaining? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, it just leaves fifty altogether. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Would there be eighty minutesif the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] had not yielded his time? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, I think there would be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwillaskthe Chairman how much time has been 
occupied on the other side, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama in‘charge of the 
time upon that side has used one hour and fourteen minutes. There 
is one hour and sixteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then we would haye about fifty minutes remain- 
ing if the thirty minutes yielded to the gentleman from Indiana are 
taken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. HERBERT] that he reserve one hour for his own use to-morrow. 

Mr. HERBERT. No other gentlemanexcept myself will speak upon 
this side to-morrow. 

Mr. BOUTELLE,. Itis understood, then, that to-morrow the gentle- 
man from Alabama is to use the rest of his time. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thatthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT] is to use fifty minutes to-morrow ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the remainin 
on that side is fifty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. With that understanding I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the naval appropriation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 
_ Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. BLAND. 


g timo 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WALKER, Task unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the consideration of the bill which I 
hold in my hand and that it be considered in the House. Itis foran 
appropriation to continue a public building which has been fenced up 
in the center of my city for two years. The Senate have passed it 
unanimously and the House committee have unanimously reported it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much does it involve? 

Mr. WALKER. It was for $250,000, and they have cut it down to 
$150,000. The citizens themselves contribute $100,000 to buy the lot. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Regular order. > 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The motion isalready pending. I made it. 
Mr, WALKER. Thope thegentleman willallow this to go through. 
‘The motion of Mr. BouTELLE was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 31 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


TRANSPORTATION OF WITNESSES IN ALASKA. 


Letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of 
a communication from the Attorney-General in relation to providing 
means for the transportation of witnesses and for the arrest of mur- 
derers in certain parts of Alaska—tothe Committee on Appropriations, 


ONIO RIVER. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the examination and 
survey of the Ohio River between the mouth of Green River, Kentucky, 
and the city of Evansville, Ind.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


TIONESTA CREEK, PENNSYLVANIA. j 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the examination and 
survey of Tionesta Creek, Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 
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HENRY I. POPE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
acopy of the opinion and findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry L. Pope against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD: Resolution of the house of representatives of the 
Legislature of the State of Missouri, requesting the support of the 
members of Congress from said State for a bill proposing to forfeit all 
lands owned in the United States by aliens after ten years from date 
of its passage—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by the 
house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, re- 
lating to the passage of a gencral bankruptcy law by Congress—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the house of representatives of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in favor of honest money—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, in fayor of a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of 
honest money—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Concurrent resolutions of the Indiana Legisla- 
ture, in favor of an amendment to the Federal Constitution providing 
for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people—to the Com- 
mitiec on the Judiciary. è 

By Mr. BLAND: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
State of Missouri, favoring the passage of the bill to prevent alien own- 
ership of lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
State of Missouri, favoring the passage of the bill to prevent alien own- 
ership of lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clauso 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: $ 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 


Resolved, That on Friday, January 23,1891, immediately after the passage of 
this resolution, House bill No. 9014, to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 
shall be considered, and after one hour of such consideration the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered, and the vote taken upon the bill and re- 

rt of the Committee on the Judiciary recommending nonconourrence in the 
nate amendments thereto and agreeing to a conference thereon; 


to the Committee on Rules.. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order, whenever the Committee of the Whole 
House rises from the consideration of a general appropriation bill, for the mem- 
ber in charge of the bill to move that the committee be discha: from the 
further consideration of such bill, and said bill be read a third time and put 
upon its final passage, which motion shall be decided without debate; and, if 
decided in the affirmative, the bill and snch amendments as haye been adopted 
in the committee, or were pending, shall be acted upon by the House as if the 
previous question had been ordered on the bill to its passage; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: r 

Mr. MCCORMICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12504) fixing the com- 
pensation of the assistant attorneys in the Department of Justice, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3541)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committeeon Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction 
of a draw, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over 
the Missouri River near Omaha, Nebr., accompanied by a report (No. 
3542)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8879) to provide 
for the appointment of an official indexer of public documents, re- 
ported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13292) to provide for the in- 
dexing of public documents; which was read twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No, 3543), referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11586) for the 
relief of Frederick Engelhardt, accompanied by a report (No. 3544)— 
` to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committce on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the following bills; which were severally 
ease to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion: 


A bill (H. R. 628) appropriating the sum of $30,000 for the enlarg- 
ment and improvement of the United States Government building at 
Greensborough, N. ©. (Report No. 3545.) 

A bill (S.4683) to provido a suitable site for a post office in the city 
of Providence, R.J. (Report No. 3546.) 

Mr, LEHLBACH also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7992) 
for the erection of a public building at Newburyport, Mass., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3547)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13291) to divide the State 
of Kansas into an eastern and a western judicial district, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 13293) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Ionia, State of Michigan—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 13294) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Amanda M. Cardner, of Liverpool, N. Y., widow of Edson D. Cardner, 
late lientenant Third New York Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to Car- 
oline A. Burghardt, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13296) granting a pension to Mary M. Craig Had- 
ley, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13297) grantinga pension to Martha A. Wood Fur- 
geson, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.13298) granting a pension to Florence Petigrew 
Lithgrow, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, 
an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 13300) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FITHTIAN; A bill (H.R. 13301) granting a pension to Jacob 
Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R, 13302) for relief of W. A. Dram, 
5 am DEEEIO of A. Dram, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13303) for the relief of Henry Fowler, of Gama- 
lie], Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13304) for relief of Alexander Ritter, of Gamaliel, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13305) for the relief of William A, Walthall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 13306) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of John Wagner Haseltine—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. Lane— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEAULL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13308) for the relief of 
Henry R. Greene—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13309) for the relief of Henry C. Haynes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ae R. 13310) for the relief of Nelson Purcell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13311) for the relief of Willis E, Wallace—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 13312 ting a pension to Cath- 
arine Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 13313) for the relief of John Barron— 
to the Committce on Nayal Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXT, the following potitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Resolutions-of a meeting of business men in 
Faneuil Hall, Boston, against the free coinage of silyer—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Ex-Prisoners of War Association 
of Davis County, Kentucky, for passage of the bill in behalf of the 
Union ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Louis Druirs and 31 others, citizens of Fond du Lac 
County, Wisconsin, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of W. K. Hobart and 22 others, of Henry County, Iowa, 
in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G, A. Curt and 42others, of Manistee, Mich., in 
favor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolution of Post No. 211, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of New York, in fayor of same measure—to theCommittee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Averill and 168 others, of Maine, in favor of 
same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fred Warner and 80 others, of Monroe County, New 
York, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Frank Mase and 123 others, residents of Saginaw, 
Mich., in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of John Field and 631 others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in behalf of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of E. B. Hyde and 68 others, of Montana, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Peter B. Agar and 50 others, of Delaware, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry B. Pierce and 80 others, of Massachusetts, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of T. M. Mozingo and 130 others, of Kentucky, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. H. Spencer and 105 others, of Missouri, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. G. Kinsley and 45 others, of Vermont, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of B. F. Goodwin and 40 others, of Iowa, in favor of 
same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. E. Gregory and 231 others, of California, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of N. H. Gaines and 154 others, of the State of Penn- 
sylymnia, for same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Alvin P. Hovey and 462 others, of the State of In- 
diana, for same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William 8. Harlanand 195 others, of the State of 
Washington, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitionof Augustus C. Pane and 200 others, of Virginia, in fa- 
yor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Grierson and 250 others, of Illinois, in favor 
of same measure—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of A. F. Coleman and 225 others, of Michigan, in favor 
of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William H. Backus and 863 others, of Ohio, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. R. Nary and 1,064 others, of the State of Kan- 
sas, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. W. Slater.and 2,109 others, of the State of New 
York, for same measure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Petition 
of the committee of 100, of Boston, asking that appropriations be made 
for the support of schools among the Indians to the full amount esti- 
mated to be needed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL; Resolutions of a mass meeting at Faneuil Hall, 
Boston, Mass., against the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Pennsyl- 
ae favoring the option bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition in reference to immigration into the 
United States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Breeda, Carroll County, Iowa, in favor of the law to control the man- 
ufacture and sale of butter imitations—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of F. E. Jatho and 14 others, citizens of same county 
and State, in favor of the speedy passage of the antioption bill (H. R. 
5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1874, of same county and 
State, for same measuro—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Robert Wiley and 22 others, citizens of Greene 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of West Maple Alliance, No. 1241, of Greene County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles Hanna and 17 others, citizens of Kossuth 
County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. = 

Also, petition of the Blackbat Alliance, Burt, Towa, for samo meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of O. E. Edwards and 12 others, citizens of Webster 
Conny, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 


Also, petition of Callender Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1880, Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. W. Wells and 11 others, citizens of Emmet 
onal: Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committec on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Allianco No. 1542, of Iowa, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Higley and 19 others, citizens of Independ- 
ence Township, Palo Alto County, Iowa, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in pension case of Mary B. Peck, House 
bill 13138—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Citizens’ Association of Boston, relative to aliens 
being naturalized—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, protest against abolishing tax on alcohol used in arts, from 
Albany Chemical Company—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Resolutions of Lincoln Centre Ali- 
ance, Iowa County, Iowa, in fayor of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of 
Sweetland Township, Muscatine County, Iowa, in favor of same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 38 citizens of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 31 citizens ef Iowa County, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, HAYNES: Petition of H. H. Tucker and 25 others, citizens 
of Sandusky County, Ohio, asking passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Buckeye Farmers’ Alliance, of Sandusky County, 
Ohio, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Lucey Crowell Alliance, of Sandusky County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. R. Tucker and 28 others, citizens of Sandusky 
County, Ohio, asking passage of same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Papers in relation to improve- 
ment of Harlem River—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petitions of citizens and farmers of Wasco 
County, Oregon, favoring passage of the Butterworth option bill—to 
the Committet on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the miners of New Mexico, protest- 
ing against the removal of the duty from Mexican lead ores—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 46 members of Star Alliance, Nebraska, 
urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of Nebraska, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Star Alliance, Nebraska, demanding passage of 
same measure— to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Butler County, Nebraska, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions against free coinnge—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petitionof Arthur L, Gillespie and 28 others, 
citizens of Whitley County, Indiana, praying passage of House bill 
5353, known as the option bill, and saying “‘ that after carefully weigh- 
ing this discussion we are profoundly impressed with the conviction 
that the giganticgambling device known as ‘short’ selling, on which one 
party agrees to sell what never did and never willexist, isa potent 
cause in producing ruinous agricultural depression, from which the 
country has greatly suffered ’’—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Bischoff Alliance, No. 56, of Allen County, In- 
diana, in favor of the immediate passage of the option bill, defining 
options and futures, declaring that the point has been reached when it 
clearly appears that the gamblers must be stopped or the producers 
must be deprived of the fruits of their labor—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Affidavit of Capt. Ross Griffin, to ac- 
company House bill 13284, to correct the military record of Jonathan 
Murphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Letitia Pollard, of Shenandoah 
County, Virginia, praying that her war claim be transmitted to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: Petition of Henry R, Greene, for a 
especial bill—to the Committee on Claims: 

By Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, asking Congress to pass Senate bill 4173, to provide for a national 
commission to investigate the subject of the social vice—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of Charles W. Wilkins and 25 
oran, for passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 
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Also, petition of Ohio Farmers’ Suballiance No. 47, Holmes County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Warwick Farmers’ Alliance, No. 587, Tuscarawas 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions containing 101 individual signatures and 
559 representative indorsements, in fayor of a national Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of Haskell County (Kansas) Alliance, favoring the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. ` 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of the Ontario and Livingston Sheep- 
Breeders and Wool-Growers’ Association—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition (circulated by the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Perry, N. Y., representing 60 members, praying passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Jonas Foster and 27 others, citizens of 
Seneca County, Ohio, praying passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John K. Hord and 23 others, citizens of Crawford 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of John N. Rupel and others, citizens 
of St. Joseph County, Indiana, in favor of the arrears of pension bill, 
the pooner of war bill, the sums for the payment of same to be issued 
by the Government in form of Treasury notes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentneky: Petition of George R. Redford, Mem- 
phis, Tenn., for compensation for property taken by the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Timothy Tobey, of Memphis, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of John Larkin, of Shelby County, Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of L. H. Bishop and 16 others, citizens 
of Sioux County, Iowa, favoring passage of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. - 

Also, resolutions of Grant Alliance, No. 685, Towa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. y 

Also, petition of James Fleming and 24 others, citizens gf Sac County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. B. Stever and 27 others, citizens of Cherokee 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles Kaing and 8 others, citizens of Clay County, 
Towa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Prairie Star Alliance, No. 1866, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWEET: Petition and resolutions by 36 members of Moun- 
tain Meadow Alliance, No. 145, Latah County, Idaho, for passage of 
the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of certain citizens of Iowa, for passage 
of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of certain other citizens of same State, for a law to 
control the manufacture and sale of butter imitations—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of certain other citizens of same State, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance: 


of Windham, Ohio, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. ~ 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Hartford, Trumbull 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. D. Bacon and 39 others, citizens of same place, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of St. Clairsville, Ohio, signed by Mrs, H. E. Wel- 
day, president, and Mrs. Rufas Rose, secretary, urging passage of the 
bill providing for the appointment of a commission to investigate the 
evils of the liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. ` 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Sullivan 
County, Tennessee, asking passagé of the free-coinage bill,"and pray- 
ing for the establishment of a farmers’ loan bureau in the Treasury 
Department—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of 20 census enumerators in Huron 
County, Ohio, for an act granting enumerators more adequate com- 
pensation than that received—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 

Also, memorial of Model Township Alliance, Crestline, Ohio, for 
passage of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of S. N. Wilsh and 55 others, citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. C. Ohler and 28 others, citizens of Richland 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Ed. Johnston and 27 others, citizens of Plymouth 
Township, Richland County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of D. A. Mitzger and 21 others, citizens of Ashland, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. W. McSully and ten others, citizens of Richland 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Greentown Farmers’ Alliance, No. 363, of- Ash- 
land County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, memorial of Moravia Alliance, No. 364, of Huron County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Alliance No. 519, of Newville, Rich- 
land County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, memorial of Hazel Grove Alliance, No. 325, of Richland County, 
Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Philo Farmers’ Alliance, No. 445, of Richland 
County, Ohio, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of Henry C. Lerry and 37 others, citizens 
of Jersey County, Illinois, asking passage of the bill (H. R. 5353) de- 
fining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jersey County Assembly of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Jersey County, Ilinois, in favor of same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hickory Log Lodge, No, 5075, Jerseyville, Ill., for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Otterville Lodge, No. 4288, Farmers’ Mutual Bene- 
fit Association of Jersey County, Illinois, in favor of same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petitions of citizens of Jefferson 
County, Illinois, against passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. N 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 23, 1891. 2 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journalas read will beap- 
proved. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a short resolution, which will take but a minute. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SPOONER, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4376) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the Journal has 
not been read through and approved. : 

The SPEAKER. The Journal has been read and approved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not heard any voteon 
the approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the usual request tothe House that 
without objection the Journal would be considered as approved. ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the Chair did so he did it 
in a wholly inaudible voice, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair, of course, considered that the House 
agreed to it. If the gentleman states that lhe intended to object, the 
Chair will not insist that his point is too late. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘I submit, with all respect, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Chair can not find six gentlemen on this side of the- 
House who heard the Chair make that announcement. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman states that he intended to object 
the Chair does not propose to insist that the Journal was approved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, 
that Iam satisfied that not six gentlemen on the floor about me heard 
the Chair submit that question. If the Chair put that question on the 
approval of the Journal, Mr. Speaker, no gentleman on thisside heard it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman can object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was listening and did not 
hear if. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen on the left of the Chair heard it put. 

Mr. PAYSON. I heard it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I heard it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was sitting by the gentleman from Arkansas 
and paying attention, and I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply desires to state that he does not 
intend to insist on the Journal haying been approved, because it is a 
question for unanimous consent, and the Chair will put the question 
again on the approyal of the Journal. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I wish further, with respect, to 
request that when a proposition is put to the House it should be sub- 
mitted in an audible tone of voice. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the approval of the 
Journal? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido. 
Journal to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I trust the Chair 
will not put the question on the approval of the Journal without the 
whole of it being read. The Chair stated that proposition, and I trust 
that the reading will be completed. 

The SPEAKER. All the Journal has been read that it is customary 


o read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, does the Chair 
decide whether or notmy demand is a parliamentary or proper one, and 
has not the House the right to have all of that Journal read which it 
will becalled upon to approve? I make that demand, and if the Chair 
determines to ignore it, let that be with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman specify what has not been 


I wish the whole of the 


t 


read? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the Chair specify what 
has not been read? 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Arkansas specify what 


he claims has not been read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair has stated that 
there are portions which have not been read, and it is not for me to 
specify. We have a right to have the whole Journalread, and I wish 
to have read all that we shall becalled upon to approve. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
z Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Doesthe Speaker overrule niy 

emand? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will state what portion of the 
Journal has not been read the Chair will then rule upon it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, All that portion of the Jour- 
nal has not been read with respect to the executive communications 
and the like; and the Chair himself has admitted that parts of the Jour- 
nal have not been read, 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I makethepoint of order thatthe gen- 
tleman did not make his point at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairdoes notintend to recognize that point, 
The gentleman from Arkansas states that he did not hear the Chair 
put the question, and that he intended to object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair admits that there 
are portions whith have not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not state any portion of the 
gomon that has not been read. The question is on the approval of the 
Journal, X 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand the reading of the 
reference to executive communications. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the executive and other communications which become a part 
of the Journal; but, sir, it is not necessary for me to enumerate all the 
parts. The Chair admits that the Journal has not been read in full. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not admit or deny. The Chair 
has simply stated to the gentleman if he will state what he claims has 
not been read the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. MORSE. ‘The times and places of religious worship and rates 
of hack hire were not read, I suppose he means. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of ‘Arkansas. The references to executive 
and other communications haye not been read, 

The SPEAKER. It has not heen customary to read those parts un- 
less request has been made for their reading. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The request is being made. 

The SPEAKER, Will thegentleman state what parts of the Journal 
have not been read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iask thatall parts which haye 
not been read be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman specify any part that has not 
been read ? and then the Chair will rule upon that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the executive and other communications, mention of which 
he will find in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman request that they be read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask that the Clerk proceed 
to read those portions of the Journal referred to which is found on page 
1744; and all other parts of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman request that they be read? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do. 

Mr. ROGERS. I suggest that all the yea-and-nay votes taken yes- 
terday be read. 

The SPEAKER. It is toolate to make that demand, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have a right, as a member 
of this House, to require that all parts of the Journal which have been 
omitted shall be read, and the Chair can ascertain what portions have 
not been read from the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairstatesall the parts have been read which 
are ordinarily read. Doesthe gentleman insist on the reading of those 
parts which are not usually read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit that proposition 
and make that demand. I demand that all parts that have not been 
read shall be read. ` 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker — 

TheSPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Irise to inquire whether tho 
resolution introduced by Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR and the resolution in- 
troduced by Mr. GROSVENOR are not spread in full upon the Jonr- 
nal? 

The SPEAKER. They follow in due order. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (interrupting the reading), 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is so much confusion 
in the Hall that it is impossible to hear the reading, and, also, the 
Journal is read too fast for the reading to be carefally followed. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair hopesthe House will be in order. The 
Clerk will continue, 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. MOKINLEY and Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] is 
recognized, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be any controversy 
over the approval of this Journal, I shall occupy a few minutes and 
then demand the previous question, to the end that we save time on 
the final approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I would call the 
attention of the Chair to two or three errors in the Journal that ought 
to be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. McKINLEY. For what purpose? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to move a correction of 
the Journal as to two or three evident errors that appear in it. For 
instance, there are some petitions here which should be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions that appear in the Journal as haying 
gone to the Committee on Agriculture, I dare say that is an error. 
Perhaps it is a misprintin the RECORD and the Journal Clerk may have 
been misled by the misprintinthe Recorp. Otherwise there has been 
an erroneous reference. ‘There are two or three other errors of the 
same kind. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Are the Journal and the RECORD the same on 
those points or is there a difference between them? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Journal reads that these 
two petitions have gone to the Committee on Agriculture, and evidently 
either there has been a faulty reference or else there is a mistake in 
the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If there be any real error in the Journal I, of 
course, want it corrected. à 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It can be done by the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If itis the purpose of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to move to correct any real error in the Journal, I trust that he 
will ask unanimous consent for the correction to be made, whichI am 
sure will be very cordially granted on this side of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I call attention to theso 
errors now. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. But I give notice that if it is the purpose to de- 
lay the business of the House, if this proceeding is for that purpose, I 
shall occupy a minute or two in debate and then demand the previous 
question. s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not, of course, propose 
to go with the gentleman from Ohio into a discussion of my purpose. 
I sree my motion to correct the Journal, and if the gentleman does 
not thin 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I agree with the gentleman from Arkansas that 
if there is any real mistake in the Journal it ought to be corrected; I 
am sure gentlemen on both sides will all agree to that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I have pointed out two 
seeming mistakes, and a very brief analysis will show whether they 
are real errors or not, t 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ifthe gentleman will ask unanimous consent to 
correct any errors which he may have discovered, I am sure it will be 


given. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I bring these errors to the at- 
tention of the Chair. The Journal was read hastily and there was 
considerable confusion in the Hall—— 
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Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman speak a little louder? We 
can not hear him over here, 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You will findin the list of pe- 
titions a little below those introduced by the gentleman from Iowa—— 

-Mr. McKINLEY. It is understood, Mr. Speaker, that I yield only 
for the purpose of having these errors pointed out? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis understood. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I amcalling attention to what 
I think an error in the Journal. In the list of petitions, a little below 
oe presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BELKNAP], you will 

Mr, McKINLEY. On what page? 5 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Page 1745 of the RECORD. 
You will find there a petition by W. H. Hobart and 22 others of Henry 
County, Iowa, for the passage of the bill in behalf of the Union ex-prison- 
ers of war, which appears to have been referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. McKINLEY. ‘That is evidently an error. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iask to have the fact cor- 
rectly set forth in the Journal, and if the reference in this case is im- 
properly stated I ask to have the errorcorrected. I havenoobjection 
to its being done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that that error has been 


corrected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It has been corrected ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, I will call your atten- 
tion to another error where I trust the correction has been introduced 
since the Journal was read. A little below the petition to which I 
have just referred there isa ‘petition of John Field and 631 others, 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in behalf of same measure.” ‘This was 
reported by the Journal clerk and is published in the RECORD as hav- 
ing been referred to the Committee on Agriculture. If that error has 
not been corrected, I trust it will be corrected. 

, The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairunderstandsthat theseare typographical 
errors, committed at the Printing Office, and that such’ errors are al- 
ways corrected as a matter of course, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course we have nothing to 
go by, Mr. Speaker, except what is in the RECORD and what is read by 
the Clerk as the Journal; and when the Journal as read by the Clerk 
is approved by the House I do not see how it can be subsequently cor- 
rected lawfully, unless the question is brought back into the House. 

The SPEAKER, It has always been customary to make these ver- 
bal corrections, 

Mr. McKINLEY. It seems thatin this case the Journal is correct. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It does not. The Speaker 
Bas ASE stated that the correction that I called attention to was 


e. 

The SPEAKER. No; thecorrection had already been made. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understood the Speaker to say thatin the Jour- 
nal the error that the gentleman finds in the RECORD had been cor- 
rected, and that the proper reference appears in the Journal. That 
was my understanding. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I have called at- 
tention tothe Journal as read by the Clerk. The impression given out 
by the gentleman from Ohio is that in the Journal this matter was 
not read as printed in the RECORD and as stated by me. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That was the impression I obtained from the 
inquiry I made at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I suppose the gentleman is 
satisfied now that, through no fault of his own, his impression was 


wrong. ‘ 
Mr. McKINLEY. Iwill say to the gentleman that if I was wrong 
Iam ready at once to admit it ; and, if the Journal doesnot show that 
the proper reference was made, it oughttoshow it. Iunderstand from 
the Speaker that it does show it. 
The SPEAKER. A transcript of theso petitions is furnished by the 
Clerk for the RECORD and a corrected transcript is made for the Jour- 


nal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are 
two or three petitions that appear to have been lost. Here is the pe- 
tition of the ‘Ohio Farmers’ Suballiance, No, 47, Holmes County, 
Ohio,’’ referring to the passage of the antioption bill. 

A- MEMBER. What page? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Page 1746 of the RECORD. 
This petition which ap in the RECORD was notread by the Clerk, 
I wish to inquire whether any record has been made in the Journal of 
this petition of these members of the Farmers’ Alliance? Their peti- 
tion should be praperly recorded and respectfully referred to tho ap- 
propriate committee. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If that has been omitted from the Journal I ask 
unanimous consent—— 

TheSPEAKER. It has not been omitted; itis in the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then only the reading was 
omitted. There are two other petitions, the reading of which was 


omitted; at least I feel justified in saying that they were, as I listened 


very carefully and could not hear them mentioned. Here is the *‘pe- 
Aon of Warwick Farmers’ Alliance, No. 587, Tuscarawas County, 

io’? —— 

TheSPEAKER, What member introduced that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was introduced by Mr. 
OWENS, of Ohio. If that gentleman were here I presume he would be 
paying attention to this matter. That petition appears to have been 


ost. “ 

The SPEAKER. It is in the Journal and has been read. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I find also ‘‘resolutions-of 
Haskell County (Kansas) Alliance, favoring the option bill.” This 
was not read by the Journal clerk. 

The SPEAKER. That was introduced by whom? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. By Mr. PETERS. 

The SPEAKER. Itis in the Journal. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The Journal having been read in the 
hearing of the House, is not the gentleman bound to accept that rather 
than to go to the RECORD in this way? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit that this has cither 
been omitted from the Journal or not read. Of course the Horse has 
no means of knowing—— 

The SPEAKER. It is in the Journal and the Clerk informs the 
Chair that it was read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I must differ from the Clerk. 
I was listening carefully and marked the matter with great care. If 
it was read, it was not audibly read or not discerned by myself. Irec- 
ee such errors are liable to occur. [Cries of “Regular or- 
der! 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The Journal was approved. 2 


CHARGES AGAINST COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to a question of privilege and de- 
sire to be heard. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana states that he riscs 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I desire to send, Mr. Speaker, to the 
Clerk's desk and have this resolution read, as a prelude to the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of privilege. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. What I send to the desk is a necessary 
part of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order—— 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have it read first and then we can understand 
what it is. A 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that before the gen- 
tleman can trespass upon the time of the House to have read an article 
on which he bases a question of privilege, he muststate what the ques- 
tion of privilege is, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman should state his 
question of privilege. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I desire to do so, Mr. Speaker, but the 
paper I send to the desk is a necessary part of my statement, and I 
prefer to have it read by the Clerk in the hearing of the House rather 
than to read it myself, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was introduced and 
referred as follows: : 

By Mr. Coorsr, of Indiana: : 

“ Whereas the select committee now cha with theinvestigation of certain 
charges against Commissioner of Pensions, heretofore submitted to it, has 
been reorganized by reason of the retirement therefrom of one of its members 
under such circumstances as to suggest the necessity of a more extended in- 
Bayi pea of that officer and bureau; and 

“ Whereas it is charged in the New York World, St. Louis Republic, and other 
taiag pera papet of the’ United States that certain corporations have been 
created for t Spun of advancing real-estate ations in the city of 
Washington; that the said Commissioner isthe president of one, and that lead- 
ing offic’ in that Department are at the head of another such corporation; 
that the stock thereof has been openly offered and sold among the employés 
of said bureau: that a circular was issued containing, among other like state- 
ments, the following: 

“It is desired that all employés of the Pension Bureau who wish todo so 
shall be given ample opportunity to secure atock. 

sh; Sey this end the board of directors by unanimous yote passed tho following 
resolution : 

“*** Resolved, That preference be given Spee fe of the Pension Office to sub- 
scribe for the first 240 shares of the stock of this company, and that the book 
of the company be Kape open ten days for that papae 

“And that these things are done and advert: over the official signatures 
of snch employés is well known to said Commissioner; and 

“ Whereas in its issue of September 2, instant, and other recent issues, the New 
York Tribune, another leading newspaper, SERAY cha gross viola- 
tions of the law and misconduct in office on the part of certain employés in 
said bureau, all of which has been and is well known to said Commissioner, 
but which he condones and refuses to punish or correct; and 

*‘ Whereas heretofore, on the 9th day of August, 1890, Representative EXLOE, of 
Tennessee, introduced a resolution in which it was charged that one John Raum 
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was Rivertising himselfas an attorney practicing before said bureau, and claim- 
ing special facilities for the prosecution of certain classes of cases, coupled with 
astatement that he was a son of the Commissioner, and said resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Rules and never reported back to the House: 


Therefore, 
“Beit resolved, That said committee be, and it is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to investigate all said charges, and any like or kindred matters which 
affect the management of said bureau, whether it relates to the said Commis- 


sioner or any officer or employé thereof; 
to the Select Contmittes on Charges against the Commissioner of Pensions. 


Ms. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that does not pre- 
sent a question of privilege. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Tsubmit thatthere isnothingin the paper which 
has just been read disclosing the fact that a question of privilege is 
presented. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to show wherein 
it does present a question of privilege and asked to have it read for 


that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his questionof privilege, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will do so, Mr. Speaker, 

The resolution which has just been read by the Clerk was introduced 
by myself on the 4th day of last September. Under the rules of the 
House it was referred, either by the Speaker of the House or by the 
Clerk, to the select committee having in charge the investigation of 
certain charges theretofore made against the Commissionér of Pensions. 
On the 11th day of September following, the committee having that 
same resolution under consideration passed the following order: 

The committee met pursuant to adjournment— 

I quote from the minutes of the committee made by the clerk. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not quote what occurred 
in the committee. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 


Then I will state the facts as they did 


occur. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not state what occurred in 
committee, 

Mr. BLAND. But how can the gentleman from Indiana state his 
question of privilege unless he is permitted to state the facts on which 
itis based? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has aright to state his question 
of privilege, but he must do it under the rules of the House, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I propose to do so. 

I say that on the 11th day of last September the committee having 
the matter of the investigation of the charges against the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions under consideration passed a resolution directing 
its chairman to return the resolutions just read to the House with a 
recommendation that they bo referred to some other committee, and 
that the chairman of that committee has never performed the duty re- 
quired of him or directed to be performed by the committee. 

This, Mr, Chairman, I repeat, was on the 11th day of last Septem- 
ber. These resolutions recited charges of a grievous and damaging 
character against an important bureau of the Government, and itis the 
duty of the chairman of a committee, or of that member of the com- 
mittee haying charge of the execution of the will or special order of 


the committee, to perform the duty assigned to him. That has not | h 


been done. 

I therefore send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the follow- 
ing resolution, which I desire to offer as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I object to this. The gentleman 
presents no question of privilege. It is only a matter of censure of a 
committee out of the mouth of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BLAND. It is a question of the highest privilege as shown by 
the gentleman, because it refers to the integrity of thé proceedings of 
the House, 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana, Iask that the resolution be read, Mr. 

cer. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the select committee having in charge the investigation of cer- 
tain charges against the Commissioner of Pensions, to whom were referred, on 
the 4th day of September last, a preamble and resolution reciting additional 
misconduct and corruption in office on the part of said Commissioner, be di- 
rected to forthwith return said resolution to the House witha report of the pro- 
ceedings had thereon by said committee. 

[Cries of “Regular order !” on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I make the point of order that that does not in- 
volve a question of privilege. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to have the privilege of making a 
statement before the gostan of privilege is raised. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana has stated his question of privilege. The gentleman from Kan- 
5as—— z 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. But I desire to be heard—— 

The SPEAKER. Well, but the Chairhas not yetsubmitted the res- 
olution. The question of privilege must first be determined. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. On that I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. And the point of order has been made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio—— 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I desire to be heard upon that, Mr. 
Speaker. My question of privilege arises under Rule IX which pro- 
vides as follows: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings, 

I rest this question of privilege upon that clause which declares those 
questions privileged which relate to the integrity of the proceedings of 
the House. It has not been forty-eight hours since the Speaker has 
ruled upon a like question, involving the very same important matter. 
The Speaker announced, only a day or so ago, thata resolution requir- 
ing the Senate to return to the House a measure which had been sent 
over there by the House, for certain purposes of the House, was a priv- 
ileged question. i 

Tought not to be required to arguethat this isa privileged question, 
because if a member of a committee can take a bill which he is directed 
to report to the House, or a report of the proceedings of a committee 
which he is required to bring into the House, and put it in his pocket 
or lock it up in his desk and keep it there until one session of Congress 
has adjourned and another has met and half ed, then there is no 
security for the proceedings of the House and there is no longer any 
power in the House to protect itself against the conduct of its mem- 
bers. So Isay, Mr. Speaker, this resolution presents a question of the 
Fe sea privilege, involving the very integrity of the proceedings of 
this body. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the question as to whether this resolution 
should be adopted I desire to be-heard. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I make the point that the question of order must 
first be determined. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the question of order must first be de- 
termined. ‘The gentleman from Kansas—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have not yielded the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair understands the gentleman has finished 
speaking on the point of order, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I want. to be heard on the resolution 
itself, 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman can be heard on the merits of the 
resolution after the point of order is determined, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. With that understanding I am perfectly 
willing to yield. 

The SPEAKER) The Chair desires that there may be no misappre- 
hension about this. ‘The first question is upon the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been heard on that point. 
Does he desire to be further heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard upon 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That is not yet before the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If that is held to be privileged, then the gentie- 
man will have the right to speak upon that. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, As to the point of order, I desire to be 
further heard. 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘That is, if there is anything left on which to bo 
eard. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Ido not think the point of order-can 
possibly lie against this resolution, for the reason that it presents, as 
Thave said, a very material and important question involving the rights 
and privileges of the House of Representatives, Itis a part of the duty 
of the House of Representatives to inquire into the conduct and man- 
agement of the several bureausof the Government, as much so as to 
legislate or to discharge any of the other functions of this high body. 
This reSolution, which was introduced by me on the 4th day of last 
September, recited the fact, first, that a system of real-estate rings—— 

Mr. STRUBLE, I raise the point of order that it appears the gen- 
tleman is not discussing the question of order, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self to the point ofordér. ; 

Mr. STRUBLE. He is discussing the resolution or alleged resolu- 


tion, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will confine myself to the question. 
This resolution recites the fact that asystem of real-estate rings—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman is 
not speaking to the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that 
this resolution recites in substance that a system of real-estate rings 
has fastened itself upon the Pension Office, and that of one of those 
rings the Commissioner of Pensions has made himself the head and 
chief. I haye here—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self to the point of order, which is as to whether this is a privileged 
question or not. After it has been decided, if the House should con- 
clude this is a matter properly before it, then the merits can be gone 
into, but not otherwise. 

Mr. BLAND. If the resolution recites facts that ought to be in- 
vestigated and this committee has failed to investigate them—— 
mate SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] has 
the floor. 
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Mr. BLAND. I want to reply to the Speaker. Isay heisin order. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire, on the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], that the resolution be 
reported with this amendment: 
Strike out all after the word “ House” in the last sentence. 
I will ask to have it reported with that amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following: 
“Witha report of the proceedings had thereon by said committee,” 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Now read the resolution without that. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the select committees having in charge the investigation of cer- 
tain charges inst the Conimissioner of Pensions, to whom were referred on 
the 4th day of September last a preamble and resolution reciting additional 
misconduct and corruption in office on the part of said Commissioner, be di- 
rected to forthwith return said resolution to the House, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. The importance, Mr. Speaker, of the 
measure I was about to say is stated clearly in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a question of the importance of the 
measure, but it is a question whether it is a matter of privilege, and 
the Chair hopes the gentleman from Indiana will confine himself to 
that. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. This is one of the methods by which I 
have attempted to arrive at the fact that this isa question of priv- 
ilege. I do not think it can be a question of privilege, so high a ques- 
tion as that, without being:of some importance; and the greater the 
importance the higher the privilege. And it seems to me that Iam 
entitled to state the nature of the question upon which the point of 
order is made. ` 

The SPEAKER. Ifitisa question of privilege and whether it is 
simple or great, it is governed by the same rule. ‘ 

r. COOPER, of Indiana. Still, I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to 
have my pace set by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair must preserve order, and one of the 
methods of preserying order is to ask the gentleman to confine himself 
to the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have been endeavoring to do that, Mr. 
Speaker, to the best of my ability. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will do that, the matter will be 
free from matters which would not control in the decision. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. The Speaker can not tell whether it 

will control the decision until he has heard whatI have to say aboutit. 
` The SPEAKER. But itis perfectly evident that the gentleman is 
not speaking to the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. That may be evident to the Speaker, 
but I think I have been addressing myself to the point of order. 

oe SE enek. Does the gentleman propose to speak to the point 
of order 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I do propose to speak to this point of 
order. Iam endeavoring, as I was saying, Mr. Speaker, to show how 
it is a matter that affects theintegrity of the proceedings of the House. 
Now, if itis true, as I have said, and of the truth of that I hold the 
evidence in my hand, that a system of real-estate rings is being created 
in the Bureau of Pensions, and the — 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
ought not to be permitted to do under coverof discussing a point of 
order that which might be timely and well in a discussion of the merits. 

Mr. FLOWER. No investigation, it seems, is in order—not even of 
the Indian Bureau. - 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. BLAND, If there is nothing wrong in the action of the Com- 
missioner,then there is no privilege; if there is anything wrong it is a 
privilege and it affects the integrity of that committee. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to be heard on the 
question of privilege after the point of order has been passed upon. 
But I desire to say this, Mr. Speaker, that I do not wish that this reso- 
lution shall be trifled with, for in the last session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress a resolution was introduced by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Manning] to investigate this same Commissioner of Pensions 
when he was Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and that resolution 
was referred to a committee—— 

Mr, McCOMAS. We have nothing to do with the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman under the rules of the House must 
take his seat. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I desire to discuss that -—— 

The SPEAKER, Under the rules of the House the gentleman must 
resume his seat, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have not transgressed the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the gentleman to order and asks 
him to resume his seat under the rules. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Yes, sir; I was addressing myself to the 
point of order, Mr. Speaker. j~ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman must take his seat under the rules 
ofthe House. The Clerk will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. COOPER, ofIndiana. That is not necessary Mr, Speaker. If I 
am not in order I do not desire to proceed. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has taken his seat. 
Does the gentleman from Kansas desire to be heard ? 5 

Mr. BLAND. Irise toa question of order. I have the right—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair called the gentleman to order and the 
Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule XIV, clause 4: 

“If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case hoe 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without de- 
bate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at 


liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and if the case require it, he shall belia- 
ble to censure or such punishment as the House may deem proper." 


Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, the point of order that I make is 
that the Chair can not recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] before an opportunity is given to makea motion that the gentle- 
man from Indiana { Mr. Cooper] may proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman rose to make that motion. 

Mr. BLAND, I did. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, The Chair turned and called to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. The rule specifies what motion shall be made. 

Mr. BLAND. I rose for the express purpose of calling the attention 
of the Chair to that point, that, under the rule, he could not recog- 
nize the gentleman from Kansas until an opportunity had been given 
to some member to make a motion that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CoorEer] might proceed in order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is undoubtedly right 
in saying that a member has the right to make that motion, and had 
the Chair been aware that any member proposed to make it he would 
have recognized him for that purpose, as he now recognizes the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair gave no opportunity —— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri make the mo- 

i Kd 


on? r 
Mr. BLAND. I do make the motion; and I will make it again if 


necessary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. This isa question to be decided by the House 
without debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order!’?] I make the point of order that the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Missonri [ Mr. BLAND] is ont of order; 
and I desire to submit a suggestion to the Chair upon that point, be- 
cause I think it is important. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This isa question whichis to bedecided without 
debate, and the gentleman can not be keard except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I make the point of order 
that the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
is out of order; that it doesnot come under this rule, Thisis addressed 
to the discretion of the Chair, who is to decide the question of order, 
and he has the right to say to the member who is addressing him on 
the point of order that he does not desire to hear further argument, 
Now, without expressing any opinion as to whether the action of the 
Chair was proper or improper, I think that on all sides we agree that 
the rules of the House ought to be regarded, and I think the power of 
the Chair to stop debate on a question of order directed to him is one 
that we ought not to impair. Though I may disagree with the Chair 
on many matters, I think the Chair has the right to stop debate on a 
question of order in his discretion. R 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state the case to the House, 
because the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has made 
some observations which it is desirable that the House should pay at- 
tention to. The Speaker endeavored in every way possible to induce 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] to address the Chair npor 
the point of order in order. He did not exercise the power, which is 
inherent in the Chair, of saying that he did not desire to hear any- 
thing more, because he was perfectly willing to hearanything that was 
in order, but the gentleman from Indiana continued to proceed, as the 
Chair thinks, ont of order. The Chair then called him to order, and 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] now makes the motion that 
the gentleman from Indiana be heard further, in order, and that is the 
motion that is to be put to the House without debate, 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair properly states the question; and the’mo- 
tion which I have made is clearly in order. ; 

Thequestion was takenon the motion’of Mr. BLAND; and the Speakes 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a division. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 124. 
Mr. BLAND. Let us have tellers. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 142, not 


voting 72; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Barwig, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Boatner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 

Bynum, 
Canipbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Cuaruth, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clements, 


Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex, 
Cummings, 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Aniderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 

Bartine, 


Bayne, 
Beckwith, 


Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass, 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Allen, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Brower, 
Brunner, 
Buekalew, 
Bullock, 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Catchings, 
Clarke, Ala, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cothran, 


YEAS—117, 
Dibble, Maish, 
Dickerson, e Mansur, 
Dockery, Martin, Ind, 
Edmunds, Martin, Tex. 
Ellis, McAdoo, 
Enloe, McClellan, 
Fithian, McCreary, 
Flower, McRae, 
Forman, Mills, 
Forney, Montgomery, 
Fowler, Mudd, 
Geary, Mutchler, 
Geissenhainer, Norton, 
Goodnight, ates, 
Hatch, O'Ferrall, 
Hayes, W. I. O'Neall, Ind, 
Haynes, O'Neil, Mass, 
Heard, Outhwaite, 
Herbert, Owens, Ohio 
Holman, Parrett, 
Hooker; Paynter, 
Kerr, Pa. Penington, 
Kilgore, erry, 
Lane, Pierce, 
Lawler, Trice, 
Lee, Quinn, 
Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Lester, Va. Robertson, 
Lewis, Rogers, 
Magner, Rusk, 
NAYS—142. 
Craig, Laws, 
Culbertson, Pa, Leh) bach, 
Cutcheon, Lind, 
Dailzell, Lodge, 
Dingley, Mason, 
Dolliver, McComas, 
Dunnell, McCord, 
Evans, McDunie, 
Farquhar, MeKenna, 
Featherston, McKinley, 
Finley, Miles, 
Flick Miller, 
Flood, offitt, 
Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Funston, Morey, 
Gear, Morrow, 
Gest, Morse, 
Greenhalge, Nute, 
Grosvenor, O'Donnell, 
Grout, O'Neill, Pa, 
Hall, Osborne, 
Harmer, Owen, Ind. 
Haugen, ‘ayne, 
Henderson, Ill, Payson, 
rs Perkins, 
Kell Pugsl 
elley, ugsiey, 
Kennedy, Quackenbush, 
Kerr, Iowa ines, 
Ketcham, Randall, 
Kinsey, Reed, Iowa 
Knapp, Reyburn, 
Lacey, Rife, 
Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Langston, Rowell, 
Lansing, Russell, . 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Cowles, Hermann, 
Dargan, Hopkins, 
Darlington, Houk, 
vidson, La Follette, 
Lano, Lanham, 
Dorsey, McCarthy, 
Dunphy, McClanimy, 
Ewart, MeCormick, 
Fitch, MeMillin, 
Gibson, Milliken, 
Gifford, Moore, Tex. 
Grimes, Morgan, 
Hansbrough, Morrill, 
Hare, Niedringhaus, 
Hays, B. R. Peel, 
Hemphill, Peters, 
Henderson, Iowa Phelan, 
Henderson, N.O. Pickler, 


So the motion of Mr. BLAND was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. LANHAM, until 3 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, until Tuesday next, 
Until further notice: 


Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. PINDAR. 


Mr. GROUT with Mr. HEMPHILL, 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. TRACEY. 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. REILLY. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DARGAN, 


‘Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 


Stewart, Tex, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
‘Tillman, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Whitthorne, 


Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder, 


Sawyer, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W, Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stone, Pa, 
Struble, 
Phd 

weney. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 

homas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, : 
Yardley. 


Pindar, 
Ray, 
Reilly, 
Rowland, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Smith, M. 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Mo, 
Taylor, Il. 
cey, 
‘Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Van Schaick, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting. 


Mr. Buiss with*Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ROWLAND, 

Mr. FIANSBROUGH with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. HOUK with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

For this day: 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. Brower with Mr, BANKHEAD. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. BLAND. Task for arecapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the name of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] was called by the 
Clerk a second time. Hevoted ‘tay’? on the first roll-eall. Task that 
his vote be recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote, so that, if 
there is any reason to suppose there is an error, it may be corrected. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I observe that the name of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] isnotrecorded at all, 
He voted in the affirmative. [At this point Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Kentucky, entered the Hall.] Here is the gentleman himself. 

The SPEAKER. The name of the gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I voted on the first roll-call 
in the affirmative. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is now ready to decide the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to be heard a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not wish to hear further discus- 
mon unless the gentleman desires to be heard in favor of the point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to decide the question. 

The statement made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] 
is that a committee of this House adopted a resolution to report, for re- 
reference by the House under the twenty-second rule, resolutions which 
had been referred to that committee inregularorder. Hestates that a 
considerable length of time has elapsed since that action was taken by 
the committee to which the original resolution was referred; and he 
claims that this is a question of privilege involving the rights of the 
House and its method of doing business, The Chair thinksit is plainly 
so; that, the committee haying ordered a report of that kind, it should 
have been made ina reasonable time, and that the House has a right to 
make inquiry intothe matter and to decide what ought to be done under 


«| the circumstances. 


Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. I desire to be heard on the resolution 
which has beenread by theClerk. Iask thatthe resolution be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the select committee having in charge the investigation of cer- 
tain charges against the Commissioner of Pensions, to whom were referred on 
the 4th day of September last a preamble and resolution ah additional 


misconduct and corruption in office on the pert of said Commissioner, be di- 
rected to forthwith report said resolution to the House. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I think it important that 
this resolution should be returned to the House, both by reason of the 
fact that it recites matters concerning which the House has not only 
the power but theright to inquire and also because the resolution has 
been so withheld by the committee. Ido not submit this resolution 
or take this action with the view of reflecting discredit upon the com- 
mittee; it is not my purpose to do that, but simply to call the atten- 
tion of the House to what I consider a very important matter concern- 
ing which the House ought to inquire. 

This: resolution, Mr. Speaker, recites that certain real-estate rings 
have been organized, have fastened themselyes upon the office of the 
Bureau of Pensions, and that their methods of transacting business there 
are such as to call for investigation. I hold in my hand a published 
prospectus of one of these corporation rings, to which the name of the 
Commissioner of Pensions is attached as president, bearing along with 
it his official designation as Commissioner of Pensions. 

I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that any public official has the right to 
give the sanction of his official name or designation to any private en- 
terprise, no matter how pure or how important it may be, The Com- 
missioner of Pensions was chosen for the purpose of transacting the 
business of the Government, and he is entitled to put his signature 
with his official designation upon public documents only. 

A good deal of merriment was caused in the State of Ohioa few years 
ago by the mention of the fact that a governor of that State, who had 
been a member of a thriving business firm in Cincinnati, had signed 
his name to a commission as ‘‘R. M. Bishop & Co.” 

That, of course, cast no reflection upon the public service, because 
it was an inadvertence; but when a person holding a high office en- 
deavors to carry his official signature into private affairs and thereby 
give weight, dignity, and influence to enterprises in which he embarks, 
he violates the privileges of the office to which he has been chosen and 
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subjects the service of the Government to the danger of becoming identi- 
fied with enterprises of doubtful character. It is both indelicate and 
improper, and in my judgment can not be too severely condemned. 

T want to call the attention of the House to the character of this 
pamphlet which has been circulated through the Pension Office. This 
is a prospectus of a corporation many of which have been set on foot in 
the Bureau of Pensions since the presentincumbent has been in office. 
Like all the others created by him, it is visionary, though seductive. 
Tt is ‘made of such stuff as dreams are made of;’’ it is such as the 
“imagination bodies forth in form,” an “airy nothing.’? Of this char- 
acter of corporation I hold in my hand a specimen, I want to call 
your attention to some of the language used in this advertisement of 
this wildcat speculation in which the Commissioner of Pensions has 
used his official signature. 


Too much can not be said of the beauty of the place, where nature has been so 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Whatare you reading from now ? 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I am reading from this pamphlet to 

which I have just referred: 

The situation is high and rolling,the location healthy and pleasant, the scenery 
grand and picturesque, Magnificent vistas leading out as far as the oye can 
reach present themselves on every side, while below youa swift-flowing stream, 
through a beautiful yalley with sloping sides, winds itself away in the far dis- 
tance, Pure water and pure air aro found in their perfection at Charlton 
Heights; and such is the restfulness and harmony of the surroundings at this 
beatiful spot that sound sleep— < 

“Tired nature's sweet restorer” 
falls as “nolselessly on the cyelids as the snowflake on the bird’s wings.” 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
+ a + * * * * 

In addition to the other improvements now rapidly prourasslng: a hotel will 
soon be erected at a cost of $70,000 and furnished with all modernimprovements 
for health and comfort, including electric lights, elevators, baths, ete. An arti- 
ficial lake built upon a grand posie ornamented with bridges and arches, and 
Sopon with boats for rowing and fishing, will add beauty and pleasure to the 
place, 

{ Laughter. ] 
we Speaker, I have no doubt that there was but one other place 
which could rival the gorgeous splendor of this magical and enchant- 
ing spot, and that was the palace by the Lake of Como; and that, like 
this, existed only in imagination. It is eloquently described by the 


gardener’s son as— 
A deep vale 


Shut ont by Alpine hilis from the rude world, 
Near aclear lake margined by fruits of gold 
And whispering myrties, glassing softskies 
As cloudless, saye with rare and roseate shadows, 
As I would hayo thy fate— > 
Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] . 
. . s + * . " 
A palace, lifting to eternal summer 
Its marble walls from out a glossy bower 
Of coolest foliage, musical with birds 
Whose songs should syllable thy namo— 

Mr. Speaker. [Laughter and applause. ] 

This remarkable pamphlet winds up as follows: 

In these days of exaggerated statement and unqualified representations it is 
natural that the readers of this panes should desire to know something con- 
canny the accuracy of all that has been presented to them in its pages. Tho 
officers — : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the only question now before the House is the 
adoption of the resolution which he has submitted. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. This is the last sentence, Mr. Speaker, 
of this ee nand I am nearly done. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why, he is trying to please the Speaker; let him 


on. 
EO Mhe SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self to the question pending. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 
last sentence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must express the hope that the gentle- 
man will confine himself to the rules of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think we ought to charge something for putting 


this in our newspapers. 
Mr. MORSE. Isitpossible to get in on theground floor? [Langh- 


ter. ] 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. The gentleman asks if it is possible to 
get it on the ground floor. Now, just let me show you. Hoe says: 


In these days of exaggerated statement and unqualified representations, itis 
natural thatthe readers of this pamphlet should desire to know something con- 
cerning the accuracy of all that has n presented them in its pages. The offl- 
cers of this association named below, who are representative citizens and favor- 
ably known to the citizens of Washington, will cheerfully furnish all desired 
information. 

President, 


I hope I may be permitted to finish this 


GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
The suggestion there is, if you desire to get in on the ground floor 
you must call on the Commissioner of Pensions, [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this resolution recites the fact further that the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, ENLOEF] early in the session, under the 


rnlesof the House, submitted a resolution which recited the fact that 
the son of the Commissioner, Mr. John Raum, was advertising through 
the newspapers of the United States the fact that he was the son of his 
father, and that by reason thereof he had peculiar facilities afforded 
him for enabling claimants to get their cases through, and especially 
requesting persons having knotty or rejected cases to communicate with 
him. I have a létter sent-out by this same John Raum, written on a 
sheet with a letter-head which is as follows: 

Office of Green B. Raum, attorney and couyselor at Jaw, No. 1307 F street, 
northwest: 

With a stamp affixed thereon bearing the namo of ‘ John Raum, at- 
torney at law, 1307 F street, N. W., Washington, D. C.,’’ showing that 
the office of one isthe office of the other. Thisletter was written from 
Washington, D. C., March 28, 1890, and reads as follows: 

Dear Sm: In your pension claim you are required to furnish the following 
evidence: 

1. Testimony of any officer or first sergeant of your company and regiment 
showing when, where, and how you contracted sunstroke, gunshot wound of 
left index finger, and injury to great toe of right foot, and when and where you 
contracted rheumatism in the service. 

2. If you can't furnish the above, state the facts and reasons under oath and 
then furnish the testimony of comrades, 

3. Testimony of a medical officer of your regiment, showing treatment for 
above-named disabilities in thé service. 

4, Furnish the best obtainable evidence (medical, ifpossible) showing whether, > 
and, if so,to what extent, you have suffered from rheumatism and results of 
sunstroke from the date of your discharge to the present timo, 

If you want the address of comrades send me their names, 

Linclose blanks. 

Please comply with the order for examination sent to youin January, and 
also execute and return the fee agreements then sent, 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN RAUM. 

Here is a letter showing upon its face that the son of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions is drumming for business, and in his letter, in which 
he shows he has sent out a fee agreement to be signed, he shows that 
he is in possession of facts which he has no right to know unless he is 
the authorized attorney of that claimant, because by Rule LITI of the 
office no person is entitled to know the facts which he here shows he 
knows unless he is the authorized agent of that person, with a power 
of attorney on file. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in addition to that, this resolution recites the fact 
that the New York Tribune calls the attention of the public to the 
fact that there are numerous misdoings and malfeasances in office over 
in this bureau, I want to call attention to one of them, and then I 
will conclude. 

The Commissioner of Pensions created an: office in the bureau for 
another one of his sons and called it the office of appointinent clerk. 
There is nolaw which provides for an appointment clerk. This young 
man, Green B. Raum, jr., whom he thus put in office, is, witha young 
man who sits at his desk, virtually the power behind the throne that 
controls and dictates appointments, i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, only a few months ago this young man, who 
controlled the appointments oyer there, removed from office a man by 
the name of Charles Edelin, a soldier, a man of good character, a man 
who carries an honorable discharge both from the Army and the 
Navy, who served his country three years in the day of trial, and who 
was recommended to that bureau by the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
Mupp]. Mr. Edelin was removed on the 10th day of November, and 
in his stead was appointed Mr, Frederick A, Dyson, 2 colored man of 
this city, who at the time of his appointment was under indictment 
for keeping a disorderly, low place, and who, since his appointment, 
has been convicted in the district court on a trial by jury for keening 
an unlicensed bar, 

It is unnecessary for me to proceed further with the enumeration of 
causes for the adoption of this resolution. The House, it seems to me, 
ea see the necessity of a thorough and complete investigation of this 
office. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to reply to that part of 
the gentleman’s remarks in which he charged me with a neglect of 
duty, or rather more than that, in the alleged withholding of a report 
which I was instructed by the committee to make. 

The resolution which the gentleman has had read at the Speaker’s 
desk, and to which he has alluded as being introduced in September 
Jast, was referred to the special committee to investigate certain charges 
against General Raum. As soon as those resolutions were called to my 
attention I presented them to the committee. The committee carc- 
fully considered the matter, and after a full and free discussion de- 
cided unanimonsly that the resolutions were improperly referred; that 
the committee chosen to investigate these special charges had no power 
to go into any other investigation without an order from the House. 

On motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], my dis- 
tinguished colleague on that committee, by unanimous vote, the com- 
mittee instructed me to return that resolution to the House, with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the appropriate committee, On 
the very day the committee took that action, and within a single hour 
of the time that the vote was taken in that committee, I wrote ont a 
report and I returned the resolution with that report, at the hands of 
a page, to the Speaker’s desk, 
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Some six weeks ago thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coorrn] asked 
me what was done with the resolution. I explained the whole thing 
to him; told him, as fully, frankly, and freely, and as clearly as I could 
in the English Janguage, what I had done, and I have never given the 
matter a t ouens since. You can imagine my surprise, Mr. Speaker, 
that I should be charged here this morning with withholding a report 
that I was instructed by my committee to mako after having fully ex- 

lained to the gentleman from Indiana that I had made the report, 
Applause ou the Republican side. J 

I yield the floor to the gentleman from’ Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. In reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kansas I desire to say that I expressly disavowed any de- 
sire to cast any reflection on the gentleman who is chairman of that 
committee. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’on the Republican side.] I hope gen- 
tlemen will deal fairly; there is no occasion for this manifestation of 
feeling. 

Mr. MORRILL, The gentleman from Indiana knows that within 
six weeks he asked me about it, and I explained it to him and told 
him that I had made that report. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Has itever been made? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was sent to the Speaker’s desk promptly, within 
an hour of the action of the committee. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Itseemsit could not befound, Isay it 
e not been put upon the record and is no part of the records of the 

ouse. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is not my fault. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. And the file clerkhas twice searched to 
discover whether you made that report; but I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the statement of the gentleman from Kansas to me was 
followed immediately by a request from me upon the file clerk to see 
whether that was true [cries of ‘‘ Order!’ ‘ Order!’ onthe Republican 
site], and the file clerk, after making search—— 

The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has 
the floor unless he chooses to yield. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do not. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I thought I was recognized. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, I thought I was recognized to reply to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, you recognized yourself: + 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] 
yielded to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. The Chair 
permitted the gentleman from Indiana to proceed by general consent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here as the cham- 
pion or defender of any man. I have had nocommunication with the 
Commissioner of Pensions with regard to this investigation. I only 
want to contribute a few words to thé literature of the occasion. 

In tho first place, I want to protest in the name of fairness against 
the introduction here, under the form of an alleged privileged ques- 
tion, of attacks upon men who are not inyolved in any investigation 
before the House of Representatives. 

I do not understand that in this country a father is held responsible 
for the indiscretions of a son, if there are any indiscretions. I do not 
know that there are any in this case. Iam not aware that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, or the President of the United States, or a 
member of Congress even is held responsible because a son of his may 
have employed as a hostler somebody who has never paid bis license 
tax as a dealer in intoxicating liquor. It looks as if we were getting 
this whole subject upon rather a low plane of investigation and con- 
sideration, 

I do not know that it is necessary that a member of Congress whois 
fortunate enough to have a horse is compelled to trace ont the antece- 
dents of every man who wants to undertake thejob of groomingand feed- 
ing that horse, or holding him on the sidewalk, or doing any other thing 
that he is paid for. And it looks to mo as if my friend from Indiana, 
who has deyoted the first term of his career in Congress to the single 
effort of exposing alleged wrong ina public office, has gotten off the 
track and has gone after somebody who is not involved in the present 
consideration of the question at all. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow mea question ? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Well, I think not; butif it is simply a ques- 
tion, yes. If he wants to ask a question, all right. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I understood you to say that your un- 
derstanding of my remarks was that this was the employment of a 
hostler. My statement was that this young man, as appointment clerk, 
has given a position in the Pension Office to this man in order that he 
might use him as a hostler. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That feature of it is disclosed by the testimony 
taken on yesterday, which showed that the man was a messenger in 
the Pension Office and was a hostler outside after his work at the 
office was done, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, It is another question altogether. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is nota matter of any consequence which 
he was. Inthe nextplace, itsounds a little formidable to the galleries 
. and fo some locations it may sound formidable in the country, if the 


Commissioner of Pensions is engaged in some other business than that 
of his office or if he is interested in some other business. The whole 
point that the gentleman has madein regard tosome real estate some- 
where has no merit in it whatever. 

Ts it possible that every Congressman or every Government official 
is to be dragged up before the public for every utterance that he or 
somebody for him has made in regard to a matter of business? Tho 
gentleman from Indiana does not intimate that the publication which 
he has read is a false one. Hehas indulged in some flights of fancy, 
and has copied here 9 description of certain supposed surroundings 
of the Lake of Como, taken from the play of the Lady of Lyons; but 
he cane a great deal nearer a personification of the boys who ran after 
the gardener’s son and threw dirt at him than he has to a personifica- 
tion of the gardener’s son himself, [Laughterand applause onthe Re- 
publican side. ] 

Now, I have nothing to say at this time about the general scope of 
this investigation. When it comes here in the form of areport weshall 
be ready to dispose of it, and I hope it may come at an early day. 
When it does come here, I undertake to say now, Mr. Speaker, that 
there will not be a smell of the fire of corruption or malfeasance or non- 
feasance upon the skirts of the garments of Green B, Ranm, Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. [Applause on the Republican side.] Before the 

oung gentleman from Indiana was old enough to know the difference 
betien the American flag and the Confederate symbol, Green B. Raum 
had shed his blood on the field in defense of his country. [Derisive 
jeers on the Democratic side.] But certainly I expected such a sound 
as that, I expect it always tocome from thatside. The time appears 
to be coming in this country, Mr. Speaker, when it is unsafe fora man, 
if he wants to be respected, to mention the American flag. [Cries of 
‘Oh, no!” on the Democratic side. ] 

I shall not deviate from theline I was on; but before the young gen- 
tleman could tell the difference between the two ensigns Green B. 
Raum followed the flag of his country and upon the battlefield shed 
his blood to uphold the Union and the liberties of the people of the 
States. And afterward, ina position where any dishonorable man, any 
corrupt man, any man who had a tendency to eyil-doing as a public 
officer, might have made untold thousands of dollars, Green B, Raum 

ed through the whole ordeal, administered a great bureau of this 

overnment in times when it took honest men to stand unsmirched as 

ae did, and he had no criticism against him, Noone suspected his 
onor. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwould like thegentleman from Ohio to state whether 
or not he thinks it isan exactly proper proceeding that a member of a 
jury who is to try a case to come ont in advance and announce his confi- 
dence in the innocence of the accused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Istand upon the presumption of innocence, I 
stand upon the record of Green B. Raum—— : 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, Stand on your own record. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That criticismshonld have been addressed to the 
gentleman from Indiana, who is also a member of the jury. 

The SPEAKER. One ata time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Istand upon therecord of Green B. Raum, and 
the presumptionis that he is innocent, and the gentleman from Indiana 
takes his stand on his own declaration and assumes the contrary, 

~ But, Mr. Speaker, Ishall not yield further to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, because he punctuates the Recorp more than all of the rest 
of the members together with that sort of debate. 
Now, Mr Speaker, I will tell the gentlemen on that sidle—and many 
of them will agree with me, for many of them are just as faithful to 
this interest as I am—that there is contained in the little paragraph 
which I send to the desk, and which I ask the Clerk to read, something 
that the soldicrs of this country are vastly more interested in than they 
are in the question of who curries the horses of the clerks of the Pen- 
sion Office. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
WHAT THE PENSION OFFICE IS DOING—OVEL TEN THOUSAND CERTIFICATES I$- 
SUED IN FIFTEEN DAYS—TROUDLESOME INQUIRIES OF CONGRESSMEN. 
WASHINGTON, January 22. 

A statement prepared at the Pension Office shows that there wero issued dur- 
ing the first fifteen days in the present month 10,377 pension certificates, the 
larger portion of them being under the dependent pension act of June 27, 1890, 
Thisis said to be the largest number ever issued by the bureau during a like pe- 
riod. It wns stated thatthe large number of inquiries relating to pending cases 
daily received from members of Congress, all of which have to be answered, is 
Sonona interfering with the regular business of the office. One day last week, 
it is said. the inquiries of this character received nmounted to about2,086. For 
this particular day nearly the entiro adjudicating force of the office, which num- 
bers about 600 examiners, were detailed for the special duty of answering these 
queries. Attheclossof the day 3llinquiries remained unanswered, Thenum- 
ber of letters received of this character cach day during a session of Congress 


ranges from 600 to 1,500, and often a much larger number. The accumulation 
of this work keeps a large force constantly employed, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Speaker, that is a- matter that Green B, 
Raum is intimately connected with, and that is a result which the sol- 
diers of this country are vastly more interested in than in the points 
made by the gentleman from Indiana, at least so far as we have heard 
them this morning, $ 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow 
me to submit an inquiry, not about what he has just been saying, but 
about the matter at-issue? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under the state of facts re- 
vealed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], that he made 
the report in accordance with the order of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, with the recommendation that the resolution be referred to 
another committee, and that report having been mislaid or lost and 
nothing done about it since the 11th of September, what in the judg- 
mentof the gentleman from Ohio is the proper action for the House to 
take under that state of facts to find that resolution or supply its place? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a question very easy to settle, but I am 
not charged with the duty of settling it or of even giving an opinion 
about it. There is no trouble or complication about the solution of 
that problem. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman make 
such an amendment or offer such a resolution as will make efficient 
the solution which he has in mind? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I will not take any responsibility upon that 
pmi Now, Mr, Speaker, I yield the floor to the gentleman from 

inois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then my friend declines to 
give as House the benefit of that easy solution which he thinks can 

è had. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio has yielded 
to me, and I now yield & moment to my colleague from Illinois [Mr, 
HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have had no dispo- 
sition or intention to enter into any discussion of this question. The 
friends of General Raum from his own State have thrown no obstacle 
in the way of the fullest, fairest, and freest investigation of the charges 
that have been made against him. I haveexpected thatwhenthecom- 
mittee had made its report to the House I might have something to say 
in regard toit, butI do not think it is proper to discuss it beforehand; 
and it seems to me that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] 
has been persistently bringing this matter forward here with the view 
of putting intothe RECORD things that he regards as damaging to the 
character of General Raum at times when the friends of that gentle- 
man have no fair opportunity of meeting them. When this report is 
made, as I hope it will be made by the committee on investigation, 
I expect to have something to say upon the subject. : 

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, thisreport having been made as stated 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], stating that the Journal does not show 
a minute of it and that the resolution itself can not be found, itseems 
to me that in that condition of the case perhaps the better way would 
be to adopt this resolution, let it go to the committee, and let that 
committee report the fact of having made this report, and then the 
House will be in condition, upon that report, to take such steps, if any, 
as may be proper to supply the files. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to make a suggestion to the 
Honse in that regard. The rules of thé House provide that such a mo- 
tion shall be made in open House, The third section of Rule XXII 
provides that— 

Correction in case of error of reference may be made by the House in accord- 
ance with Rule XI on any day immediately after the reading of the Journal, by 
unanimous consent, oron motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction, or on 
the report of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred, 

If this resolution were withdrawn it would be in order to move th 
proper reference upon the report of the committee. There was evi- 
dently an error made in supposing that the report was to be sent to the 
Speaker’s desk or to the Clerk’s desk, as ordinary motions are. There 
is where the error seems to have occurred and if the Chair had had an 
opportunity to know about this matter beforehand he thinks he could 
have pointed out this remedy, which is very simple and could be ap- 
plied at any time. There was simply an error on the part of the geu- 
tleman from Kansas as to what was proper under the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to ask the Chair if that has not been 
a common practice in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not say that it has been a common 
practice. Sometimes members have brought propositions for references 
to the desk and the Chair has submitted them in the same informal 
manner in which submission has been made of the requests of mem- 
bers for leave of absence and matters of that sort. It has been done 
in that way as a mere matter of convenience. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am satisfied that more than fifty bills, in cases 
of tbat kind, have been returned from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions with a request for re-reference, and I remember distinctly that 
on one occasion the Speaker requested me to hand him the bills in- 
stead of taking up the time of the House in open session. 

The SPEAKER. Those are individual instances. The error is one 
which any member might make, because the correction is a new prac- 
tice under the new rule. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I think I will accept the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]; but first I 


desire to be heard a moment in response to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GROSVENOR]. x 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield the gentleman from Indiana 2 moment. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, In regard to the suggestions made by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] as to when I first learned 
the distinction hetween the Federal and the Confederate flag, I desire 
to say this, that I have never yet learned that ‘‘the flag’? wasa sym- 
bol to be used for the purpose of shielding anybody from investigation. 
I did hear it reported at one time that a certain lawyer of ability in 
defending a man accused of breaking into a smokehouse set up the 
defense that his client was not guilty because he ‘‘had fought at Stony 
Point,” and the jury returned a yerdict of acquittal for that reason. 

But I have never heard such a suggestion made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives as a good reason why we ought not to inquire into the 
conduct of one of our public servants. I think the gentleman is enti- 
tled to a copyright on that style of discussion here, 

As to the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON], for whom I have the profoundest respect, I desire to say that this 
matter is not a part of the investigation which has been pending and 
is in progress before the select committee; otherwise I should not have 
brought it here. It was not my purpose to come here with an irrele- 
vant matter. 

This had been ruled out in the investigation of questions pending in 
the committee already constituted; and as it was new matter entirely 
I brought it here last September for the purpose of endeavoring to ob- 
tain the direction of the House to this committee that it widen the 
scope of the investigation so as to embrace these charges which were 
so publicly made. Failing to have jurisdiction taken by that com- 
mittee after the resolution had been referred to it, I had to adopt the 
only and the last resort which a member of Congress has in such cases, 
that is, to call the attention of the House to the circumstances as they 
existed. And I submit that the action now proposed justifies what I 
did. 

I repeat, although the remark may not be received kindly, that I 
have the very highest regard for the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL], and I know that he has not done this purposely, Butas 
I now learn that this resolution has miscarried in some way I willsay 
that so far as I am concerned the result has been the same whether the 
resolution was suppressed on the Clerk’s table or in the committee 
room. What I want is to have the resolution brought before the 
House iy sucha manner that it can be lawfully disposed of and this 
matter brought to a trial. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman will allow mea word. This res- 
olution to which he refers was published in the RECORD, I believe, so 
that there is a copy of it in existence? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Oh, yes; it was published twice. I want 
to say further, if the gentleman will permit me, that on the 4th day 
of last December, in my place here in the House, I called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this resolution had been tabled some- 
where along the line, had been smothered. Since then I have made 
frequent efforts to find it and had not succeeded until now. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I think this whole 
matter can be readily solved; and for that purpose I desire to yield a 
moment to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]; but before 
doing i I would be glad to yield to my friend from Ilinois [Mr. 
Sarr]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. CoorER] that, while he and I were both too young 
to be in the war, yet General Raum comesfrom the district that I haye 
the honor to represent to-day, the old district which General John A. 
Logan represented years ago; and I am happy to say that from a care- 
ful investigation I believe, and from my knowledge of General Raum 
I know, that there has been no improper action on his part as Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. And I give notice now that when the investigating 
committee shall have made a report on this case I desire to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL], who, I think, can probably solve this whole question. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the original res- 
olution introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] last 
September, which I have just taken from the Clerk’s table; and in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the select committee to investigate 
the charges against the Commissioner of Pensions I report the resolu- 
tion back to the House with the recommendation that it be referred to 
the appropriate committee. x 

Mr. CANNON. Now will the gentleman from Indiana withdraw 
his resolution and let this report be made? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] to the fact that this document 
came from the files of the House, not from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should have said “the files of the House.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now I suggest that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cooper] withdraw his resolution and let the report be made, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, That is entirely satisfactory tome. I 
suppose it is the purpose of the gentleman from Kansas to ask the 
adoption of his report? ? 

Mr. MORRILL. That, of course, is with the House, 
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Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. All I desire is that this matter shall go 
to some committee and that the resolution shall not be misplaced in 


any way. 

` The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas reports back for 

proper reference a resolution the title of which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution relating to theinyestigation of the Commissioner of Pensions. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that this be 
referred—to what committee ? 

Mr. MORRILL. To the Committee on-Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the reference of the resolution 
as proposed, : 

Mr. MUDD. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment to 
make a statement in reference to a remark of the gentleman from In- 
diana when he occupied the floor, in which the removal of a constit- 
uent of mine from the Pension Office was referred to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I yield to the gentleman fora few moments. 

Mr. MUDD. It is perhaps due to myself to say, and the gentleman 
from Indiana I am quite sure will bear me out in the assertion, that 
no part of the information he imparted to the House about the removal 
of a colored soldier, appointed on my recommendation in the Pension 
Office, and the character of the man who was appointed as his successor 
was given by myself. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. That‘is entirely correct. 

Mr. MUDD. It was derived from sources of information resorted 
to by the gentleman from Indiana, with which I had nothing. to do 
and of which I had no knowledge. 

As to the correctness of the statement made by the gentleman, how- 
ever, I reserve comment for the present, [Cries of ‘‘ Question!” 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. ‘The gentleman is correct; I learned these 
facts from other sources entirely —— 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The question is on the change of reference rec- 
ommended. 

The motion was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. ENLOE. On that motion I raise the question of consideration 
in the interest of the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can not be raised. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘Then in the interest of the Private Calendar I hope 
the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Thisis private-bill day. 
for its legitimate pu 
The SPEAKER. 

from Maine. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 116, 
noes 66, 

Mr. ENLOE and Mr. GEISSENHAINER demanded tellers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, We mayas well have the yeas and nays at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 95, not 
voting 92; as follows: 


We ought to take the day 
T . 
The question is‘on the motion of the gentleman 


YEAS—li. 

pen Cooper, Ohio Lehibach, Russell, 
Allen, Mich. Craig, Lind, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa, Lodge, Scull, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Mason, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, McComas, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Dingley, eCord, Smith, lil. 
Baker, Dolliver, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va, 
Bartine, Dunnell, McKenna, Smiyser, 
Bayne, Evan Miles, Snider, 
Beckwith, , Farquhar, Miller, Spooner, 
Belden, Featherston, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Belknap, nley, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, Flick, oer Stivers, 
Bingham, Flood, Morr il, Stone, Pa, 
Boothman, Frank, Morrow, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morse, Sweet, 
Bowden, Gear, Mudd, Sweney. 
Brewer, Gest, ute, Taylor, E. B, 
Brosius, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Taylor, Il. 
Browne, T.M, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, Va. Hall, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N.J. Harmer, Owen, Ind. Thomas, 
Burrows, Haugen, Payne, Thompson, 

urton, Hays, E. R, Payso Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell Henderson, IIL Perkins, Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, ‘Mass. 1, Peters, Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Hitt, Fost, Vandever, 
Carter, Kelley, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wado, 
Cheadle, Kerr, Iowa nes, Walker, 
Cheatham, Ketcham, Randall, Wallace, Mass, 

lancy, Kinsey, Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clark, Wis. Knapp, Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
Clark, Wyo. Lacey, Rife, Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Langston, Rockwell, Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Laws, Rowell, Yardley. 
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NAYS—95. 

Abbott, Enloe, Mansur, Sayers, 
Alderson, Fithian, Martin, Ind. Seney. 
Anderson, Miss, Flower, Martin, Tex, Shively, 
Andrew, Forman, McClammy, Skinner, 
Barnes, Forney, McClellan, Spinola, 
Barwig, Fowler, McCreary, Springer, 
Bland Geary, MeRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, Montgomery, tone, Mo. 
Brickner, Goodnight, Mutchler, Stump, 
Brookshire, Hare, Vorton, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Heard, Oates, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Herbert, * O'Ferrall, Tucker, 
Bynum, Holman, O'Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga, Kerr, Pa. O'Neil, Masa. Turner, N. Y, 
Catchings, Kilgore, Owens, Ohio Vaux, 
Chipman, Lane, Parrett, Washington, 
Clunie, Lawler, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Lee, Penington, ike, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Perry, Wiley, 
Cummings, Lester, Va. Pierce, Williams, Il, 
Dickerson, Lewis, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Dockery, Magner, Richardson, Wilson, W, Va. 
Edmunds, Maish, Rogers, 

NOT VOTING—92. 
Allen, Miss, Covert, Henderson,N,C. Quinn, 
Bankhead, Cowles, Hermann, Reilly, 
Banks, Crain, Hooker, Reyburn, 
Bigg: Crisp, Hopkins, Robertson, 
Blanchard, Darran, Houk, Rowland, 
Bliss, Darlington, La Follette, Rusk, 
Blount, Davidson, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Boatner, De Lano, Lanham, Scranton, 
Brower, Dibble, Lansing, StahInecker, 
Brown, J. B. Dorsey, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Brunner, Dunphy, ak, Stockbridge, 
Bullock, Ellis, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Bunn, Ewart, McKinley, Tracey, 
Butterworth, Fitch, MeMillin, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, Gifford, Milliken, Wheeler, Mich. 
Carlton, Grimes, Moore, Tex. Whitelaw, 
Caruth, Grout, ol ea Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala. Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Hayes, W. I. Paynter, Willcox, 
Connell, Haynes, elan, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ind, Hemphill, Pickler, Wright, 
Cothran, Henderson, Iowa + Pindar, Yoder, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENITAINER, until further notice. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. WHITELAW, until further notice. 

Mr, VAN SCHAICK with Mr. Exxis, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Bunn, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if my name is re- 
corded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). 
recorded, 

Mr. HATCH. Because the Clerk did not call my name on the sec- 

‘ond roll; and as I am paired with my colleague, Mr, NIEDRINGIAUS, 
I did not desire my name recorded. 

Mr. LANHAM. I agreed to pair with the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] until 30’clock this afternoon. Ido not know 
whether notice of the pair has been given or not. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote and 
also to make a brief statement. 

Being a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I have no desire 
to embarrass the efforts of that committee in any manner; while at the 
same time the first bill on the Private Calendar is the bill (H, R. 
3209) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Lonisiana. I voted ‘‘no”’ 
on the motion of the gentleman from Maine, but for the reason stated 
I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, HERBERT], by an understanding 
agreed to last evening, is entitled to the floor for fifty minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Chairman, I have been a member of the com- 
mittee which reported this bill for the past six years. Political con- 
siderations have seldom obtruded themselves upon the deliberations of 
that committee. For most of the time there has been an entire absence 
of partisan feeling or purpose. Democrats and Republicans have de- 
voted themselves absolutely and wholly to the werk they were set to 
do. Theresult is that the progress we are making in building up a 
new navy is very gratifying. It has awakened again the pride that 
the American people has always taken in that arm of the service and 
has attracted public attention both on this continent and in Europe. 

What a glorious spectacle it would be, Mr. Chairman, if all the com- 
mittees of this House and if both branches of this Congress could con- 
sider every question as it rises as this Naval Committee has done for 
years past, on its merits; if we could consider the negro question when 
it is obtruded upon us in like manner as we haye considered the Chi- 


The gentleman is not 
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nese question, andif our sole purpose could always be to arrive atsuch 
a solution as was most conducive to the public welfare. 

Southern men have borne a dueshareof the patrioticlabor performed 
by this Committee on Naval Affairs; and I am sure E may say for all 
of them that they have done this duty with an eye solely to the secur- 
ity of the American people, the protection of their property, and the 
honor and glory of the American flag. But while these gentlemen have 
been performing that duty unostentationsly, every possible effort has 
been made by their political opponents to bring them into disrepute 
before the country they were serving. I suppose it is true that for 
years past there has been scarcely atrostrum in the Northern States 
that has not rung during every political campaign with fierce denun- 
ciations of these Southern men and the section from which they come. 
Theso things have not swerved them from their fixed purpose faith- 
fully to perform the duties they owe to the country. 

I have been speaking solely of one committee of this House, Mr. 
Chairman, and the good work done for the country by Southern men 
on that; but I might broaden my remarks and challenge criticism of 
the work done everywhere in this Congress in this House, and the 
other, by Southern men. They have stood squarely on the doctrine of 
Jefferson, economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly 
burdened. ‘They have at the same time always favored the reduction 
of unnecessary taxation, and we have never demanded anything for 
our section that we were not willing to accord to every other section 
of the country. 

If we haye claimed a part in the making of the lawsof the land and 
in the administration of the Government, it has been that we might 
aid in making laws for the good of all, and in administering the Gov- 
ernment for the benefit of all. Most of the members from my section 
since I have had a seat in this Congress have been Democrats; and I 
am proud to say, sir, that no lobby has ever been powerful enough, noin- 
fluences have ever been strong enough, to array any considerable portion 
of these Representatives in favor of any subsidy, of any scheme what- 
ever that was intended to benefit the few at the expense of the many. 
Subsidies for railroads, subsidies for shipping, increased subsidies to 
manufacturers, to be paid for in the sweat of the faces of the poor, have 
never heen able to count upon success by reason of votes from Democrats, 

But, while we claim to be ecanomists, we discriminate. While op- 
posing unjust taxation and unnecessary appropriations, we have al- 
ways been willing to vote every dollar that was necessary for the 
maintenance of the Navy of the United States. Ido not mean by that, 
Mr. Speaker, a navy equal to those of Great Britain or France, but 
a navy respectable in size and first-class in all its appointments, such 
a navy as will, at least, give to the world assurance of the power that 
lies behind it. And this is the position that is occupied, as I under- 
stand it, by all the gentlemen on this side of the House, whether they 
come from the North or fromthe South. Our purpose in maintaining 
a navy is that which lies åt the foundation of this Union, to promote 
the common defense and general welfare. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if any gentleman heresupposes that my friend 
from Texas [Mr. Sayers], who read some very formidable figures yes- 
terday in his argument against the new cruiser which is carried by 
this bill, does not occupy this position, they entirely mistake him. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr, HERBERT. Certainly. 

Mr, SAYERS. I want toassure the gentleman that while-I am in 
favor of an adequate navy I am totally opposed to the appropriation 
of public money in the present condition of the country and state of 
our revenues for the constriction of the ships authorized at the last 
session of Congress; and I propose, if the opportunity is offered, to 
move to strike out the ship provided for in this bill, for the reason 
that I believe enough ships have already been authorized. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam not misrepresenting my friend and have no 
intention whatever of placing him in any other position than that in 
which he has placed himself. Iwas abont to assert, and I do assert, 
in his presence that he is a friend of the American Navy. We may 
differ as to details, but I know well how the gentleman stands on this 
question. Six years ago when I happened to be presiding over this 
committce, he was at my side, and he was as able a lientenant in the 

t work that we commenced at that time as was my eloquent and 
enthusiastic friend, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

I heard the gentleman at that time, when the committee as then or- 
pues rted its first bill to authorize new ships, use some of the 

which he used yesterday, those relating especially to the cost 
a the five monitors which weanthorized to be completed, the Terror, 
the Amphitrite, the Monadnock, the Puritan, and the Miantonomoh. 
Those ships had been built up under Grant’s administration by Sec- 
retary Robeson without any authority of Jaw, as he contended then, 
and I fully concurred with him. They had been not only,as he thought 
and I thought, ill y constructed, but extravagance had been dis- 
played in their building. 

But the question we were to consider at that time was, finding these 
ships on hand, what we were to do with them. The committee con- 
cluded, with his full concurrence, that we ought to utilize them, and 
so we provided that they should be armored and completed. Now, at 
that time— 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman must not in that way put me inthe 
position of criticising either the last administration or the present ad- 
ministration in the work of reconstructing the Navy. Ihaveheardnoth- 
ing against the present Secretary of the Navy or any bureau officer. 
that would justity me in criticising them, but what I object to is fur- 
ther expenditures in the matter of increasing the number of vessels. 

Mr. HERBERT. Jam notmisrepresenting my friend or putting him 
in any false position, but I am simply saying that if at that time an 
attempt had been made to charge this proposed new navy with the ex- 
pense shown by the figures he read here yesterday for the work done by 
Mr. Robeson on those monitors, he would have said it was an injustice, 
that the programme we entered upon for the building ofships ought not 
to be charged with the full cost of these vessels. And yct yesterday, 
in reading the figures which show the total cost of the new navy that 
has so far been authorized, he included those figures. Isay in that 
respect—— i 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask my friend, when the Secretary of the 
Navy, at my request, on the 2d of December last, furnished me a list 
of vessels now in progress of construction, and among those vessels these 
very same monitors were mentioned, is it not my duty, when under- 
taking to show the cost of constructing the new navy, to also include 
the cost of these very vessels which are embraced in the new navy? 
That is what I want to know. ~ 

Mr. HERBERT. What I am saying, Mr. Chairman, is that my 
friend ought to have adverted to the fact which was within his knowl- 
edge, that a considerable portion of the expenditures shown by the 
figures he read, that is to say, the original cost of these vessels, had 
been ineurred years ago, and it would have been but fair for him to 
make that statement, T 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will do me the honor to read my 
remarks he will find that I have expressly shown the amount of ex- 
penditures upon these monitors prior to the 4th of March, 1885. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam not misrepresenting my friend in any way; 
but as my time is limited to fifty minutes I hope he will not inter- 
rupt me. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will state that I will avail myself of the five-min- 
ute rule to reply. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is right. 
T have not misstated them. 

Then again my friend also alluded to two other vessels which have 
not been constructed, and which, if he does not know it, I will tell 
him now are not at all likely to be built. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwould like to know if there is not an act authoriz- 
ing the construction of them. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam about to make a full statement if you will 
allow me. There is an act, as the gentleman knows, authorizing the 
second dynamite cruiser, but I think he knows it provides that that 
vessel shall never be built unless the first dynamite crniser proves to 
be a complete success upon trial. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. TheSecretary states that he does not contemplate 
building it. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The Secretaryin his report states that he does not 
contemplate building that, because he docs not think that the dyna- 
mite cruiser is asuccess. 

Mr. SAYERS. Suppose it should be. 

Mr. HERBERT. If that first vessel should be successful, then the 
Secretary would be ready to build the second. Then, again, another 
ship, called a cruising monitor, has been laid aside and is not to be 
built. Now, then, I pass from that point, and I hope I will he allowed 
to proceed. 7 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the cost of this new navy. In the first 
place, what is it and what are its prospects? Including the four Roach 
ships, which were authorized under the Arthur Administration, we have 
altogether, large and small, forty vessels that are expected to he built. 
‘Tyro of these are very small boats, torpedo boats, of which other na- 
tions have from one to two hundred and some even more; six of them 
are very small cruisers, classed as gunboats; the others are crnisers, 
several of which are completed and already at sea, and coast-defense 
yessels and battle ships, all of which are in process of construction. 

Under the present administration of the Department very rapid prog- 
ress is being made with these vessels. The Secretary states in his 
report that at the grand review to be held in connection with the 
World’s Fair in April, 1893, and which all the navies of the world 
will be invited to attend, he expects to have thirty-six of these ships 
in line. This includes, of course, the twelve or fifteen already com- 
pleted. Here is the list of vessels he expects to have then in commis- 
sion. 


I am merely stating the facts and 


Type. 
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r Ton- 
Name, Type. nage: 
ARMORED Vrssrrs—continucd, 
Sezond rate: ` 
Monterey ...... Monitor . 4,003 
Amphitrite... ANN : (6 ep 3,815 
Miantonomoh PEEN f 8,815 
Monadnock... aoa „| 3,815 
TERPOL stadin cesvacosenee at «| 3,815 
Third rate: 
Harbor-dolénsE TAM)... 06 sc .csicpenvicsconceavcsysacvabecdslevecsedivenccessnosncedsvyiiarnsd® syva 2,050 
UNARMORED VESSELS, 
Firat rate: 
CEIBE N OLO solic since secscavnedoucsssvovocshsenncouevrever edb ot debe lap pind joine SOAN 5,5 
Second rate: 
Chicago...... ,; Protected cruiser n... | 4,500 
DAM OTe 40s. ,s0secevecores sevcccecccccenvevcecosensssees sheng] iross LO veseneseverss sormi «| 4,400 
Philadelphia 4,300 
Newark... 4, 083 
San Franci 4,083 
Charleston. 3,130 
Boston seses. 5,189 
Atlanta 3, 189 
Raleigh 3,000 
Cincinna 3,000 
Third rate: 
Cruiser 9.... «| 2,000 
Cruise 10.... -| 2,000 
Cruiser 11.. 2,000 
Bonnington 1,700 
Concor 1,700 
Yorktow: 1,700 
Dolphin .... 1,455 
Gunboat No. 5.. 1,000 
Gunboat No. 6.. «| 1,000 
Fourth rate: y 
Vesuvius sss. .| Dynamite-gun vessel ...} 970 
Petrei.y ssn). F GUNDORE o ese monro osise 370 
Practice vessel . vend 535 
Torpedo 700 
Cushing .... 100 
Torpedo bo 112 


Now, these thirty-six ships will, including the ship carried in the 
present bill, constitute all that are now authorized to be built, except 
four. ‘These four will all be nearing completion and the thirty-six will 
all be completed by April, 1893, and when they are put in line at that 
review Americans can look at the comparison they will then be able 
to make between American and foreign navies with pride and gratifi- 
cation, because, taking them altogether, big and little, class for class, 
ship for ship, we expect to show a navy that is superior to any in the 
world, taking an equal number of ships, for seagoing qualities, for 
speed, and for efficacy in every respect. 

And why should it not beso, Mr. Chairman? Fortunately, we com- 
menced our shipbuilding programme after hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars had been expended by the nations of Europe in building up their 
modern navies, and we were able to utilize the experience that those 
nations had gathered from their costly experiments of the preceding fif- 
teen or twenty years. This programme can only be said to havo fairly 
begun during the Administration of President Cleveland, for then only 
were the foundations broadly and completely laid. Then Congress not 
only provided fornew ships, but also gave the money and authority to 
put ship yards in order, to contract for gun steel and armor, and to es- 
tablish a plant for the manufacture of high-power guns. Secretary 
Whitney proceeded with the utmost care, and time has so far vindi- 
cated the wisdom of every step that he took. 

He found well under way four ships, which haye since been com- 
pleted and which have attracted favorable notice throughout the world. 
He found at that time that we had abroad two naval officers making 
their headquarters, one in London and one in Paris, to observe and give 
us the information about the improvements made-in the navies of the 
world. We wero educating abroad at the same time a number of first- 
class young men who had graduated highest at the Naval Academy, 
We carefully cultivated these sources of information and improvement, 
and we somewhat increased the amount of money that was available 
for the education of these young men and for obtaining a knowledge 
of the new navies of the world. 

Progress fora time was necessarily slow because great caution was neces- 
sary where the expenditure of great sums of money were contemplated, 
for everyone knows that a modern navy costs money, and it was some 
time before Secretary Whitney, having informed himself of the latest 
plans abroad and having in some cases purchased the best of them, 
was able to begin in earnest the real work of building up the Navy. 

Now, in the first session of Congress under Mr, Cleveland’s Admin- 
istration, although we authorized seven vessels to be built, our expen- 
ditures then were brought down for the coming year to $13,907,887 
for the whole naval establishment. We very carefully pruned and 
everywhere brought the expenses down to the lowest possible limit, 
lower I believe than they had ever been since 1860, and though we au- 
thorized ships to be built, the progress in building those ships was 
necessarily so very slow for several years that the actual expenditures 


for several succeeding years continued to be small. But as new ships 
were being authorized in Congress after Congress, work was constantly 
acccumulating to be done and to be paid for in the future. 

In the mean time our designers in the Departments were acquiring 
experience; they were being aided by young men fresh from the prac- 
tical schools of shipbuilding in Europe; the facilities furnished by the 
Congress and tho Secretary of the Navy were being utilized; the gun 
plant established at Bethlehem under the contract made by Mr, Whit- 
ney has commenced rapidly delivering gun forgings; the great gun 
plant at the Washington navy yard has become, as Lieutenant Colonel 
Hope, of the English army (a great anthority on ordinance), says, the 
most perfect; it is turning ont guns which that same distinguished 
expert says are the most perfect in the world, , 4 

By means of that plant we. are building these guns at a constantly. 
increasing rate of speed, and Jam glad to say also at a very much re- 
duced cost. This same Bethlehem company was, under its contract, 
to begin long before this the delivery of armor plates. The dificulties 
it has encountered have delayed this work, and so have put off the 
payment of moneys that would otherwise have been expended before 
this time. But it promises now to commence delivery in the ensuing 
fiscal year, for which we are providing. 

In addition to all these causes of accumulating expenditures coming 
upon us now, the present Secretary, to expedite the new ships, has made 
another contract forarmor plates. Thisis with the Carnegie firm; and 
this, while it will hasten the completion, will also hasten the payment 
of the moneys. 

These are the reasons briefly stated, Mr. Chairman, why the present 
bill mounts up to the sum of $30,955, 965.78, 

The bill carries far more than the average expenditures of past years 
and more than the expenditures need to be in future, unless the ex- 
penses for 1893 shall approximate the same sum. But, if the figures 
furnished me by the Department shall prove to be correct, then, sir, 
not even the bill for next year will amount to as muchas this, includ- 
ing the new cruiser in the bill. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr, SAYERS], in 
order to show how much these new vessels were costing, went back, as 
I say, to 1872 and 1874, and took the first original cost of these moni- 
tors and added it to all the cost of those vessels which have been author- 
ized up to the present time, including the present one, and which are 
all to be completed before or during the fiscal year 1894; and he made 
rather a startling showing that our new navy, as at present provided 
for, will cost an immense sum, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself for a few moments 
to gentlemen on this side of the House, to Democrats. As I under- 
stand it, the Democratic party has always been in favor of a vigorous 
foreign policy and of a Navy which would enable us to enforce that 
policy. Go back to the Administration of Mr. Buchanan; take the 
last three years of that Administration, and see what were the ex- 
penditures for the Navy, including the new ships. I havea table here 
which shows that exactly. . 

During the three years 1858, 1859, and 1860 the expenditures for 
naval purposes of the United States amounted to $13,419,000, Our 
population then was 30,000,000. Then we had a fort crowning every 
eminence that looked out upon any of the approaches to any of our 
ports—at Boston, Mobile, New York, the mouth of the Mississippi— 
everywhere we had forts and guns and ammunition sufficient, in tho 
estimation of the naval officers of that day, with the aid of the Navy 
we then had, to fully protect and defend our seaports, 

The expenditures for the Navy alone, including shipbniging ayer- 
aged over $13,000,000. Our population, as I have said, was then 30,- 
000,000, That made the expenditure for naval defense 44 cents per 
capita. I have figured up the expenseof this shipbuilding programme. 
Beginning with 1886 I have taken the expenditures from that year to 
1894, nine years. I have put down accurately the expenditures up 
to and including the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, for which we 
are now providing. Then I haye estimated that the ordinary expendi- 
tures for the fiscal years 1893 and 1894 will be the same as the ordinary 
expenses for the year 1892, Then I add to that the total estimated 
cost of completing all the ships now authorized, also the sum, the bal- 
ance which will be required to complete in 1893 and 1894 the new ship 
carried in this bill—I say balance,'because part of the money to build 
it is in the present bill. Having done this I find that the average ex- 
penditure for these nine years, including the ordinary expense of main- 
taining the Navy, personnel and all, is $21,933,000. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, we have sixty-two and a half millions of peo- 
ple. Now we have got in our cities by the sea, subject to the assaults 
of an enemy, three times as much population and four times as much 
property as we had in 1860. Now we have noforts as we had in 1860. 
The old forts that we had then are useless, The guns that we had 
then are useless. We have nothing in the world to depend upon now 
to defend us against the attack of a foreign foe except this little Navy, 
the growth of which I have briefly sketched, consisting of forty ves- 
sels, and which the gentleman thinks is extravagant. And yet—and 
I desire gentlemen to take this fact into their minds—the figures I 


| have given show that our per capita expenditure to-day in building up 
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this new Navy, and in maintaining the establishment, personnel and 
all; amounts to only 35 cents, while the expenditure per capita for 
naval defense amounted to 44 cents in 1860. Here is the table: 


EXPENDITURES FOR TIE NAVY, 


« $14,053, 204.64 
14, 690, 927,.90 
11, 514, 649. 83 

40, 258, 842. 37 


ooo 
AFETON tN es sods. rene etal ipiis cue dhaaesisescerb¥idsbenl-asanaee sdtsenaanseeice 13, 419, 614.12 


$13, 907, 887. 00 
+ 15, 141, 126. 80 
16, 926, 437. 65 


> "14, 343, 965.78 
22, 898, 735.00 


196, 049, 134. 87 
In deficiency bill present year wccccescccesssesoovessses svesssenecccsenveseoere 1,350, 000. 09 


197, 899,131. 87 
21, 933; 239, 21 


PAV ELAR Gacesssbsvccevsisscsssecen cesecabpsosescsstdvnetsessessh sopace Ss becuse RREO 
* Ordinary expense, 

Or, per capita, 35 cents. 

Is any gentleman here afraid of figures like these? Can gentlemen 
who believe that this Congress owes a duty to the country at large 
justify themselves if they oppose so reasonable an expenditure as this 
for defense of the country? How long and to what extent we shall 
continue to increase the Navy will be a question to be decided in the 
future. In my opinion the time has not come now when we should 
refuse to authorize the one cruiser carried in this bill. 

In concluding what I have to say about this bill let me call atten- 
tion to the fact, Mr. Chairman, that since we entered upon this pro- 
gramme of building up the Navy wehave not increased the pay ofany of 
the officers, line or staff; we have not increased the number of officers. 
In fact the number now is smaller than it was years ago, by reason of 
the operation of the law passed in 1882 for the gradual diminution of 
the official personnel of the Navy, with which wa have not seen proper 
to interfere, 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, I desire to devote a few moments to the 
consideration of a cognate question, a bill upon which I submitted some 
observations a few days ago. This isa bill that is not demanded by 
the necessities of the Government, notsanctioned by any just principle 
of legislation, and in it you will find that wasteful, unjust, ruinous ex- 
penditure of the people’s money that may be justly denominated 
extravagance. Let me give gentlemen some accurate figures in re- 
lation to the subsidy bill. That billis advocated by certain gentlemen 
upon the ground that it furnishes a means of increasing our Navy. I 
contend in the first place that it will not have any such effect. 

The result of the subsidy legislation, if the subsidy is continued long 
enongb, may be to build up an American merchant marine; but, sub- 
sidize as long as you choose, you will never, by the operation of this 
bill, create vessels fit for naval service. Why? Simply because no 
unarmored vessel is now needed in the Navy unless it is very fast, 
We need just two classes of warships. One is the battle ship that 
ean fight, the other is the ship that can run away from battle ships and 
can overtake and destroy merchant vessels. I believe I may say it is 
the unanimous opinion of the Committee on Naval Affairs and of all 
who have looked into the question thatsmall ships and slow ships, unar- 
mored, are useless for nayal purposes. We have got a few of them 
already built which we can utilize, but we have all we want. There 
is not a member of the Naval Committee who would to-day for a mo- 
ment think of authorizing the construction of an unarmored cruiser 
that could not make 20 knots an hour. 

We want the few such vessels that we have for the purpose of dis- 
playing our flags in the ports of the inferior nations of the world, and 
there are other uses for those vessels, but we need now no more of 
them than we have already. Now, what does this bill propose? It 
proposes to subsidize all sorts of shipping, and my friend from New 

ork [Mr. FARQUHAR], when it was charged in the debate that it could 
not be told how much this bill would cost, stated that accurate figures, 
ton for ton, had been furnished by the Commissioner of Shipping. I 
have here those figures, and I wish to put them into the RECORD a3 a 
part of my remarks. 

This bill subsidizes in the first place the existing sailing vessels of 
the country, and everybody knows that they are not fit for naval pur- 
poses. Now, what will that subsidy cost according to these figures, 
the accuracy of which is vouched for by the gentleman from New 
York? But before I give you the cost let me first show you the an- 
ticipated effect of the subsidy, In the course of ten years the sail ton- 


nage eligible for the subsidy, as this Commissioner puts it, is to go down 
from 356,000 to 310,000. ‘That is the effect of paying this subsidy for 
ten years to that class of shipping. It will absolutely fall off 46,000 
tons. Now, the difference between the eligible and ineligible sail ton- 
nage is simply the difference between ships fit to carry any sort of 
cargo a long way and ships that are only fit to carry cargoes of inferior 
character or to carry any kind of cargoes a short way. This eligible 
tonnage, I say, will fall off 46,000 tons in ten years. 

How much will we have paid for it? The figures of the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation answer $8,657,000. Now, I ask the gentleman 
to explain for what purpose we should subsidize this shipping. I can 
only see one reason and that is the reason which the chairman of the 
committee gave in the committee to his colleague Mr. FITHIAN, when 
hesaid that he wanted to be perfectly fair to all classes of shipping 
and did not want any one to complain. Isuppose I might carry on his 
ert and say that if they did complain they would not sustain this 
subsidy. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HERBERT. I will yield simply for a question. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I only wish to suggest that the gentleman puts 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in a rather awkward position if he 
undertakes to place them in a position antagonistic to the shipping 
bill, 

Mr. HERBERT, Iam speaking now only for myself; I certainly 
do not speak for gentlemen who are in fayor of this subsidy. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Some members on your side made very good ~ 
speeches yesterday on this point. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
OvuTuWAITE] said he thought that the paragraph of the shipping bill 
in regard to the Navy was all right. 

Mr. HERBERT, Well, I am speaking for myself, not for any other 
gentleman. The meaning of the gentleman from Ohio has, I think, 
been misunderstood, but certainly he had not seen these figures which 
have been kindly furnished to me; if he had, I can vouch that he never 
would have said that this proposition was all right, if he did say it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I think it safe to say that probably a majority 
of the present Nayal Committee are in favor of the nayal features of 
that bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thatmay be. Iam speaking to this House; and, 
while it may be that a majority of the Naval Committee are in favor 
of this proposition, I do not know how the fact is, but I hope a ma- 
jority of this House will not be. And I am addressing myself to gen- 
tlemen from the interior, whose constituents get none of this bounty, 
Mr, Griscom, whose testimony was quoted yesterday, states, as the genr 
tlemen from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. DINGLEY] have stated 
on this floor, that this subsidy will not result in any reduction of 
freights. It is only 11 per cent. of the cost of running theships. The 
farmer gets no benelit from this measure. It all goes to the ship-owner. 
No part of it to the great body of the taxpayers of the country. 

Now how much is this to cost? The calculations I shall give you of 
ultimate cost are based on the figures furnished by the Commissioner 
of Navigation. The bill is to cost $47,000,000 inten years. I assume 
that, if the lobby is powerful cnough now to get this bill through for 
the benefit of this particular class, it will at the end of ten years, when 
these people are getting over $8,000,000 per annum, insist onand carry 
through this Housea bill which will continue the subsidy, at least to 
an extent equal to the basis on which the subsidy is to begin. 

Now, what are the figures as shown by its advocate, the Commissioner 
of Navigation? Hesays that in ten years we shall have increased our 
shipping enough to carry, instead of 12} per cent. of our present com- 
merce, 35 per cent. 

In other words, we shall by an expenditure of forty-seven millions 
of dollars gain in ten years 2} percent. a year of the shipping necessary 
to carry our present exportsandimports, Now apply the rule of three 
as I have done and see how long a time must elapse before we shall be 
able to carry 100 per cent. of our foreign trade. In thirty-nine years 
from this date, the gain being 24 per cent. a year, we shall be able to 
carry exactly 100 per cent. of our present commerce. How much will 
it cost? Within that time we shall have paid $505,000,000 to enable 
us to carry —— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Can the gentleman name any nation on the 
face of the earth that does itself 100 per cent. of its carrying trade ? 

Mr. HERBERT. My argument is in reply to yours and is based on 
your figures. There is not a gentleman who has made a speech on 
this floor in advocacy of your bill who has not started out by saying 
that we are losing millions and millions of dollars by the fact that 
our carrying trade is done by foreign vessels when we ought to do it 
ourselves. I take you upon your own hypothesisand your own figures, 
and I say it will take thirty-nine years according to these figures which 
you vouch for, and it will take $505,000,000 according to these figures 
to enable us to carry, what? What our commerce will bethen? No; 
what itis now. What will it be thirty-five years from now? If you 
go back thirty-nine years you find that our commerce has increased 
about fourfold. Suppose it only doubles in the next thirty-nine years, 
then you find that this scheme upon which you have entered will 

cost over a billion of dollars. 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. Thegentlemancertainly does not intend to make 
a travesty of figures and represent us as claiming that at the end of 
ten years we shall carry 35 per cent. of our present commerce, Our 
position is that we shall carry 35 per cent. of any commerce that we 
may have at the end often years. It isnot the equivalent of our pres- 
ent commerce that our figures deal with. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam simply quoting from your Commissioner of 
Navigation. 

- Mr. FARQUHAR. The Commissioner is correct, if you will read 
him properly. If our commerce at the end of ten years amounts to 
three thousand millions it is all the same; it is 35 per cent. of that 
amount that we shall carry. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman is mistaken, The Commissioner, 
in his letter, after explaining his calculations as to increase and cost 
for ten years, says: ‘‘If we had these fleets now we would carry 35 
per cent, of our foreign commerce, which has more than doubled in 
thirty years past.’’ This is exactly what I stated. Now, every man 
here knows that unless our foreign trade should meanwhile be crippled 
by some law which will absolutely build up a “ wall of fire,’’ as is 
sometimes contended for on this floor, so as to keep our foreign trade, 
it will have doubled in that time; and, if so, it will take a billion ot 
dollars in order to do this. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, why should the Republican party in the 
Senate and in this House present a new demand and indiscriminate 
subsidy for shipping when subsidies were condemned at the polls in 
the lastelection? The McKinley bill was a subsidy bill. It had an 
express provision for subsidizing sugar; and there was an admission 
in the report which accompanied the bill, or rather a statement, that 
this sugar bounty was a mere substitute for the tariff tax that had ex- 
isted before that time. Now, the people of this country condemned, 
by a majority hitherto unheard of, the McKinley bill, and in that con- 
demnation they condemned subsidies. Why, then, should you insist 
now, after that election, to carry out a policy which has been so con- 
demned by the people? That has not always been the course of the 
Republican party. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman yield for n question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield for a question only. 

Mr, COLEMAN. It is rather in the nature of a suggestion. 

Mr. HERBERT, Tf can not yield for an argument. 

Mr. COLEMAN, Isimply wish to make asuggestion which [think 
is pertinent in connection with what you are saying. The people did 
not understand the McKinley bill, particularly the cotton-planters of 
the South, who were told that it would cost them a great deal more 
than the law which had been repealed; when as a matter of fact the 
McKinley bill will bale the cotton of the South at 6 cents a bale less 
than was paid before the bill went into operation. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, if the gentleman from Louisiana thinks the 
people were not capable of understanding the legislation of this coun- 
try and if he thinks they did not understand the McKinley bill, let 
him go to them again with this McKinley billand its counterpart, the 
subsidy bill, and he will find that they are intelligent enough to ap- 
preciate it. There is no difficulty about that, no sort of doubt of it. 
The trouble was they did understand it and ungerstand it too well for 
your side of this House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman will Jet that bill go be- 
fore the country for a vote in 1892. 

Mr. HERBERT. If I had my way I would repeal that McKinley 
bill and go before the country on the repealing act. 

Mr. COLEMAN, ‘That is just the trouble. You wantto repeal the 
bounties on sugar—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I must beg not to be interrupted further, I ask, 
Mr. Chairman, why has the Republican party insisted on carrying out 
the policy thus condemned at the polls? That has not always been 
the policy of your party, gentlemen. In 1882 an issue was made upon 
the civil-service law. New York was carried on that question against 
the Republican party by an immense majority. The Republicans in 
both Houses of Congress at the session preceding that election had 
spat upon and condemned the proposition even to pass a bill that would 
prevent the levying of tribute on the clerks in the Departments, 

As soon as that cyclone wasover the Republicans came back here and 
made haste in the Senate to pass through that body the bill which be- 
came the present civil-service law and sent it to the House. Not only 
that, but in the convention of 1884 the Republican party assembled at 
Chicago passed a resolution referring, not in words, but unmistakably 
to that exploit, and boasting of if by saying that the Republican party 
had been in that and other matters ‘‘quickly responsive to public opin- 
ion. Those resolutions were reported to that convention by Hon. 
WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr. He is the same gentleman who three days 
ago in this House used this language: 

You my, we lostthe election. So we did; but weare the agents ofthe popular 
will until the 4th of March next, and we proposs to carry out our trust, 

Vow, I repeat, why do you now come back here after these elections 
and boldly and openly defy the will of the people? - Why is it that 
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you seem determined in spite of these warnings of the people to rush 
your bills through the House when the principles on which the bill is 
based, and in one case the bill itself, have been condemned? Will you 
contend that the force bill was notan issue in the campaign? Let me 
Tead here apart of the Republican platform of Massachusetts, on which 
the great issue was made. I read from a newspaper the following 
statement of facts. 

The Republican platform declared it to be “the plain duty of every Repub- 
lican Senator and Representative in Congress to labor unceasingly to place the 
measure known asthe Federal election bill, or some other equally effective 
law, upon the statute book of the nation;”” the Democratic, that ‘‘ we are op- 
posed to the scheme of à national election law.”’ In New Hampshire the Re- 
publican platform ‘demanded the speedy enactment into law of the Federal 
elections bill;” the Democratic ‘denounced the Federal elections or force 
bill.” In Michigan the Republicans “ urged the speedy enactment by Congress 
ofsuch laws asshall protectevery American citizen in the exercise of thissacred 
right” [to the ined the Democrats “denounced the Lodge force election 
bill, which passed the House and has the active support of the Administration, 
as revolutionary and unconstitutional.” 


What was the result in these three States. The ten Republicans 
and two Democrats of Massachusetts were replaced by seven Democrats 
and five Republicans; the two Republicans of New Hamphshire were 
replaced by two Democrats; nine Republicans and two Democrats of 
Michigan were replaced by eight Democrats and three Republicans. 
And as it was in these three States so it was every where throughout the 
land. Everywhere, North and South, East and West, the force bill was 
condemned. And yet you seek to pass it through here, justas you do 
the subsidy bill, when the people have spoken at the polls against it, 
What is the reason for this change of front? Whyisit that seven years 
ago you boasted of being ‘‘quickly responsive to public opinion,” and 
now you come in and openly defy it? ; 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will you yield for a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Only for a question. À 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Do you think the McKinley bill af- 
fected the result of the election in Ohio ? 

Mr. HERBERT, Ido not thinkitaffected it as much in the State 
of Ohio as in some other States, or there would not have been so many 
“spared monuments”? asthere are from that State; butit did affect the 
result every where throughout the country, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HERBERT. I must decline to yield. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Just foraninstant. I thinkIam entitled -—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg not to be interrupted further. I have but 
a few moments. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am asking the question, Why did you change 
front? Why were you quickly responsive, and why did you boast 
that you were quickly responsive to public opinion six years ago and 
why do you defy itnow? There must besome difference somewhere, 
and the only difference I can see is in the nature of the commands 
emanating from the people. You were willing to change front and 
vote for a civil-service bill, because whether that bill was passed or not 
the electors were left more or less free to vote as they pleased. If you 
refused to vote for the civil-service bill they were still free to vote con- 
demnation upon you for your failure to pass it. 

But these two bills you seek now to pass in defiance of the expressed 
will of the people are different. One gives you money with which to 
bribe your way into power and the other gives you power to coerce 
and to count at will. The subsidy bill begins by giving your friends 
what you admit is over two millions the first year and gradually in- 
creases the sum until in ten years it runs up to over $8,000,000 peran- 
num. Whatan immense sum to draw in popular elections or to use 
in corrupting Congress. 

All gentlemen who have examined this question know that when 
the Pacific Mail subsidy came here for a continuation of its bounty 
that it was getting from the Government, there was only about $1,000,- 
000 per annum involved; and the record made with that $1,000,000 
was the most disgraceful, except the Crédit Mobilier, that has ever dis- 
graced the name of Congress, 

The appropriations in this bill are continuous, and this corruption 
fand can never be taken away from the Republican party until their 
opponents get fall possession of both Houses of Congress and of the 
Presidency. That seems to be the reason, gentlemen, why in this case 
you are not willing to be quickly responsive to the command of the 

ple. 

Thad so it is with the force bill. You make the chief supervisor of 
elections in the several Congressional districts an autocrat. You give 
him absolute control over the Treasury of the United States, You 
make that appropriation indefinite, continuing, absolute, and without 
limit, and you hope that, with the aid of these subsidies and of this 
force bill, in defiance of public opinion you will be able to continue 
yourselves in power. 

Mr. COLEMAN. You know I voted against the election bill. 

Mr. HERBERT, Iam glad to say that the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana and two others on that side who know the state of affairs in the 
Sonth voted against the bill. 

Mr. COLEMAN. And TI was not re-elected either, 

[ifere the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. In the interest of the transaction of the public 
business I will merely say that I am sorry my friend and colleague 
[Mx. Herrerr] did not get his ships into action the other end to. 
While his very effective speech in behalf of the naval appropriation 
bill voiced the sentiments of the committce in a very able way, I do 
not suppose he desires to hold any of his colleagues responsible for the 
views which he has expressed upon various other topics since ho left 
the subject of the Navy. à 

As I said before, I am only sorry that he did not make his speech the 
other end to, so that he would have left upon the minds of the mem- 
bers of the House the very favorable impression with. regard to our 
Navy, which I think ought to have resulted from his cogent and per- 
tinent observations. 

I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McApoo}. 

Mr.McADOO, Mr. Chairman, I think that both ends of my distin- 
guished friend’s speech are good, that advocating the building of a mod- 
erate, efliciont navy and that opposing subsidies, and indeed I know of 
no better authority in this House or ontof it than theable, painstaking, 
careful, and conservative gentleman from Alabama [ Mr, HERBERT]. In 
taking leave of the committee, after cight years of continuous service 
upon it, I wish to say of him that I consider him, speaking generally, as 
safe a man to follow upon all questions relative to the Navy as any one 
who has ever served in this House; and in saying this I wish in no way 
to disparage the ability and zeal of other members of the committee. 
Having no personal or special local interest in naval rehabilitation and 
reorganization, his broad and catholic patriotism and robust Ameri- 
canism entitle him to the highly honorable designation of statesman. 
His stand on this question does infinite credit to the farsecing statesman- 
ship and the splendid nonsectional spirit of the Southern people in their 
phenomenal and unrivaled pro; 

The fathers who framed the Constitution seem, in the light of our 
experience, living under it, to have been inspired. They failed to pro- 
vide in that instrument for the support of a standing military estab- 
lishment, and the great Father of his Country, in what might be called 
his last will and testament to the American people, impressed upon 
them that they should not have any foreign entanglements and alli- 
ances; and in the instrument itself the defense of the country was left 
to a navy and the militia, who are the freemen of the vicinage. Now, 
while our fathers were careful to impress upon their descendants that 
the United States should never*become entangled in foreign politics 
and adjured them to avoid foreign complications, they were, in my 
opinion, very wise in providing for the proper defense of the coast. 

c aro told by the Apostle Paul that ‘‘none of us liveth to himself, and 

‘no man dieth to himself.’’ And, while this was a profound religious 
and moral suggestion, italso, in my opiuion, containsa lesson for states- 


men. 

We are told by recent scientific writers that by reason of the unsan- 
itary surroundings of the Russian dwellings in the great city of St. 
Petersburg during the rigors of almost Arctic winters we got the germ 
that set everybody all around the world to sneezing during the recent 
epidemic and drove so many to their graves. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the significance of the text and the illustration which I have endeav- 
ored to make use of here is that we are neighbors, if not brothers, to 
all mankind and must of necessity be vitally concerned in the affairs 
of all other persons and nations; that the action of the smallest factor 
of a man on this great globe affects the life and the well-being of 
evcry other man, the neglected, forgotten, and infected beggar spread- 
ing contagion and death to the highest in the state, the vicious nation 
compelling the virtuous to arm, and that, therefore, while our fathers 
were wise in advising us not to interfere in foreign politics, it was the 
logic of the situation that as we increase in wealth and population for- 
eign interests might interfere with us however carefully we might sepa- 
rate ourselves from them; and so there was made in the Constitution 
itself provision for a navy. 

Now, we do not want a splendid military establishment, whether it 
is of the Army or of the Navy (in fact the less Army the better), to be 
put in rivalry with the great establishments, the cost of which burden 
the people in Europe, and I for one would not on this floor, nor out of 
this House, advocate the taxing of the toiling and producing people of 
the United States to keep up a powerful military establishment or a 
väst and colossal navy to compete with the navies of Europe; if for no 
other reason, our tremendons pension and other burdens being about as 
much as we can bear; but, on the other hand, I would believeit crim- 
inal negligence, if nothing worse, that the long and exposed coasts of 
the richest country in the world, whose aggregated wealth excites the 
cupidity of mankind, should not be properly defended. The question 
of building a small, but eflicient navy, and of properly defending the 
seacoast and harbors of the United States, interests every citizen of 
the United States. 

When this bill was up in the last Congress there was an attempt to 
make it a local question. The Southern States especially are inter- 
ested in the free ingress and egress to the great Gulf ports. They have 
18,000 miles in the Southern States of water-way commerce. That 
commerce is not interfered with, asin the North, by icein the winter. 
Every stream that flows through those States is seeking salt water. 


That salt water is ridden by the navies of the world. Wehaveasyet, 
notwithstanding what we have expended, not a sufficient naval force 
to keep open the great Gulf and Atlantic ports into which these mag- 
nificent streams bearing the water-way internal commerce of the coun- 


try flow. 


In this connection the following from the Tradesman, published at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., is of interest, showing tremendous growth of com- 
merce, manufactures, and wealth in the South: 


WATER TRANSPORTATION, 


In addition to its1ailroads, the South has another means of internal trans- 
portation in the rivers, far superior to any other section of the country. The 
Southern rivers are generally larger than those of the North and West. The 
South has the Mississippi and all its numerous tributaries, and a number of 
other rivers, as the Alabama, empty into the Gulf, and the Sayannah, James, 
ete., into the Atlantic. The mileage of navigable streams in the South is twico 
as great, in comparison with area, as in the North, affording cheap and easy 
transit to market. Moreover, the Southern streams are never frozen over, and 
thus closed to navigation during a considerable portion of tho year, They must 
be taken into consideration in all questions of transportation, as they sid ma- 
terially in carrying produce to market, particularly heavy articles, such as coal 


-andiron. The mileage open tonavigation is being increased cach year. During 


tle past years noted improvements were made in the Mississippi River, while 
the Upper Tennessee was put in connection with the lower portion of the river 
and the Ohio and Mississippi by the Government canal around Mussel Shoals. 

Taking this into consideration, the South es the following means of 
shipping its products from the interior to market, in addition to the fact that it 
has such a long coast line accessible to the largest ocean vessels: 


Miles of railroad 


Miles of navigable streams... " 18, 923 
Total transportation Miltage,.ssesiserierisessressre oneco sóoserososseres- OQ; DAG 


This is three times as much ns France or England. 


Total production 


Coke and bitumi- of pig iron (ex- 


=, nous coal pig | Charcoal pig fron A 

E a a E, 

cs an erri- = si nes), 
tories. year ended 


June 30,| May 31, | June 30,| May 31, | June 30, 
1890. 1830. 1890, 1880, 1890. 


Tennessec.., 
Texas,....... e0sensecaesus|easceceos ors 
Virginia ....... uae 8, 326 
West Virginis.. 78,427 79,743 
Total 210,763 |1, 490,448 | 79, 348 189, 908 | 200,111 1, 040, 416 
Southern colton mills /1890. 
Tn operation. New, 
not Burned. 
States. Total. oes 
Old. New. Idle. | pleted. 
Alabama, 23 15.. 
Arkansas 4 2j. 
ks pip 1 EAE 
corgia... vi 2 
Kentucky . 5 A f|. 
Louisiana... 5 8j. 
lL 8 |. 
14 87 
South Carolina. 51 33 
Tennessee... 20 23 
'OXAS,.... 7 2 
Virginia... cccsssvssre ADINI {18 Hi 
Wat Ab S ees | ou | 230 | 
*Including one mill changed to woolen. 


+Three mills stopped during part of season. 
TRUE VALUATION OF PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH. 


Mr, Gannett, an expert, made for the Census Bureau a very carcfal estimate 
of the relation that the assessments boro to tho actual wealth of these States, 
Based on the percentage calculated by him, the true valuation of property in 
the Southern States to-day is: 

’ True valuation. 


Arkansas oo oF ae 
x TESS 
925, 283, 
1,491, 598, 
618, 092, 105 
Mississippi....... siss 467,593, 115 
North Carolina, 662, 857,143 
South Carolina.. uP 


9,752, 815, 635 


Total... sos soo sscoes vereever vor eseees ans cuyos ade penre sguney bee sobaen prossoose eheneeneness 


That is, the South is nearly half ns rich again to-day as when tho war swept 
over it to destroy its wealth. The condition of the Southern States during tho 
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past forty years, their advance, declino, and new advance, is best illustrated in 
the following table: 


7 Assessed Actual 
Year, wealth. wealth. 
$2,590, 358,692 |... esesesssessevosenes 
801,970, 635 | $2,368,209, 219 
3,533, 659, 120 
i , 000 
9,752, 815, 635 


. The South has made good the losses of the war and is better off now than in 
its flush days. 


We have to-day growing at the door of the Northwest of the United 
States the greatest maritime port that the world has ever seen; and I 
prophesy that within twenty years the commerce of Puget Sound will 
be equal to that of almost the northeast coast of the Atlantic itself. 
This extract from the pen of Mr. Moses P. Handy,who writes from in- 
vestigation, to Lippincott’s Magazine, is undoubtedly accurate, It 
confirms my own impressions formed while there: 

The commerce, present and prospcctive, of the State, is a topic so fruitful 
that it might well have an article to itself. The deep water and bold shores of 
Puget Sound and its geographical location piva the cities springing up on those 
shores an assurance of greatness which is impregnable. There is no bar to 
cross at the entrance to any of the harbers. “Ships can always enter the 
Straits of Juan de Fuca, and once inside no storm disturbs them.” This is the 
undisputed dictum of one of the highest authorities in the art of navigation. 
Pugot Sound is 5,000 miles nearer to Hong-Kong than is Liverpool, and by way 
of Puget Sound New York is brought 1,400 miles nearer to Canton than is Liv- 
e 1, Australia and all of Oceanica are nearer to Washington than to Eng- 
land; and China, Japan, and Siberia are thousands of miles nearer, 

With the consideration of Jess distance must be coupled the additional advan- 
tage that with the Japan current in their favor ships on the Pacific bound to 
Puget Sound can sail 20 miles a day farther than on other seas. The immense 
significance of these things with reference to the future of the Evergreen State 
can not be overestimated. By reason thereof the United States must sooner or 
later control the commerce of Asiatic countries with Europe and America (that 
of China with Great Britain is estimated at $30,000,000 annually), and on Puget 
Sound will rise one of the great cities of the world. Willitbe Seattle or Tacoma, 
or will they combine to make the metropolis of the Pacilic coast? That mat- 
ters little. Washington will be aseaport State of the very first rank; the waters 
of Puget Sound will be white with the sails of all nations, and its shores will 
teem with a population running into millions. 


So that when you ask me what personal or direct interest the popu- 
lation of our country have in the naval question, I say it goes home to 
every man, whether he lives in Indiana or Texas, in the new State of 
Washington or on the northeast coast of the Atlantic. If it ever is 
made a local or sectional question, then I say to those who will engage 
in preaching that new sectionalism, they will find themselves sur- 
rounded by a cordon on every side of immense communities in this 
great land within at least 700 miles of salt water er whose ports are 
affected by the Great Lakes on the north of us, arrayed against that 
sectionalism. That is the question, and I say frankly, therefore, that 
they must decide that matter for themselves. - 

The local, narrow, and superficial issue may be made by contending 
that they have had no benefit from the expenditures for the Navy in the 
way of building ships and making guns and that they are not di- 
rectly at the mercy ofa foreign fleet. This in truth is a specious and 
untenable statement of the case. Ifthe people in the central basin of 
the United States want to keep the political power which is now theirs 
they must hold it by acting wisely and with statesmanship and with 
such broad, catholic views as will protect the rights of all the people 
of the Republic. They are an intelligent, progressive, manly, indus- 
trious, independent,-and self-assertive mass of robust typical Ameri- 
cans, and can, I feel sure, be relied upon to prove equal to any emer- 
gency or responsibility. 

Now, having said this much in the general way as to this question 
not being a local one and that it concerns the man who raises corn in 
Kansas as much as the man who puts it on the ship at New York, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, San Francisco, or Tacoma, or those who use 
itin New Jersey, Massachusetts, or Alabama, I will say something 
with reference to particular criticisms of this bill. 

The first criticism made to this bill, as I understand it, is that the 
amount to be expended for work contracted for is very large, amount- 
ing to $75,000,000 for the modern vessels builtand ordered built. The 
gentleman from Texas, who is always careful, and has collected his 
figures honestly and laboriously, as he always does everything, and who 
is frank and ingenuous in every statement he makes to this House, I be- 
lieve puts the cost at $75,000,000, and the number of vessels correctly 
at forty-two that are to comprise the new navy. I think his figures 
aye much too large, but admit them for the sake of argument. 

Well, if these ships shall have been completed for $75,000,000, which 
is a large sum, then I for one am glad that thatamount has been ex- 

ended or will be expended, and that these ships shall be completed for 
tf amount; and, if these forty-two ships shall have been completed 
for that amount, I say it is the best investment the United States ever 
made, Forty-two ships that might stand between the farmers of the 
United States and a market on the scaboard and a market in a for- 
eign country isa cheap investment. Why, the pension appropriations 
in this session of Congress will be $160,000,000, I am told; and yet 


there are gentlemen on this floor who claim to be consistent who berate 
the expenditure of 50 cents forthe Navy who would vote for $150,000,- 
000,000 for pensions! ‘They would vote for pensions to wooden In- 
dians for rheumatism in their toss if somebody shook a ballot on elec- 
tion day behind its bunch of imitation cigars; they delight to deliver 
jong jeremiads about the burdens of government, the poor farmer, pa- 
ternal government, military display, and then by one vote saddle all our 
poor, hard-working people with a sum so great that the cost of all Eu- 
ropean military and naval establishments is a mere song by comparison; 
they would vote money by the bushel at the first touch of local pressure, 
and they would not expend a dollar for the defense of the seacoast of 
the United States. 5 

Iam not making any criticism of just expenditures for pensións or 
competing in ostentations display of political virtue. Were I doing 
so, I might justly claim that seaboard representatives, if animated by 
the same spirit, would vote solidly for subsidies to shipping. There 
are $22,000,000 appropriated for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
and that is for rivers and harbors that are of no use to you if your coast 
is besieged by a foreign fleet; millions for State canals. There are 
many millions appropriated for miscellaneous expenses dribbled outin 
ascertaining the habits of tumble-bugs; biology, paleontology, and the 
rélation of groundhogs to meteorology; dribbled out in making elabo- 
rate sketches of nowhere and profound treatises about nothing; and 
yet some gentlemen stand here and vote for all these things, voting for 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, evidently on the ground that Con- 
gress should be an eleemosynary institution to dole out pittances to 
the suffering people'of this land. 

Gentlemen, if I understand them, who are against this bill say that 
the next bill will be larger, and the next larger, in carrying out the ex- 
penditure for the construction of these vessels already provided for by 
law. Thatisnottrue. Theexpenditure for the vessels alrcady provided 
for by law willreach high-water markinthenextCongress. Thatis true. 
The noxt Congress will be obliged to appropriate more than its pred- 
ecessors to carry out the contract now in existence. And the reason 
is this: When, six years ago, under the management and thesplendid 
foresight and business ability of William C, Whitney, we began to build 
this new navy wehad not in this whole land a place where they could 
press the steel ingots to make the assembled guns orarmor. We were 
buying our armor abroad. 

To-day we are making the ingots and the guns, and foreign nations 
are coming here to learn the secret of the guns which we are making, 
admitted by English official experts to be the best made in the worl 
Then we could not find steel plate sufficient to keep the work in prog- 
ress. Gradually American genius and American capital and Ameri- 
ean ability and American labor have produced the plants that are turn- 
ing out the materials every day better and faster, and our private ship- 
building establishments, having learned by experience in the actual 
work, can build a ship now in three years which when we begin to 
build this navy would have taken ten years, and in one year that then 
would have taken three. These ships having been provided for in bills 
covering the last eight years and the establishments not being able to 
turn out the materials fast enough, our facilities having been limited 
and our experience none, the work went along slowly and the bills 
came in to be paid slowly. 

But now the whole thing has matured. We can build the ships 
faster, we have plenty of skilled labor, we have the materials, the 
work is going on rapidly, and the bills are becoming due for the work 
which has been ordered, That is why increased appropriations will 
be necessary. But after you have paid the largest amount, which will 
be next year, the expenditure, so far as the ships already ordered are 
concerned, will begin to decline, and the appropriation under the head 
of ‘‘Increase of the Navy,” unless you order more ships, will begin to 
go down, as is shown by the table prepared by the chairman of the 
committee, Next year, under the head of ‘Increase of the Navy,” 
there will have to be appropriated for bills likely, in the nature of 
things, to become due, $11,000,000, but in 1694 the necessary i 
priations will go down to $1,000,000. And yet I have been told by 
gentlemen here to-day that-this bill is a Jacob’s ladder in finance, go- 
ing up and up into the hundreds of millions, 

That, as I have shown, is not the case. The figures are so clearly 
and accurately stated in the report accompanying this billand in the 
remarks of my able colleagues on the committee, the chairman and 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, HERBERT], that it would be un- 
necessary iteration to repeat them. But, sir, the original and funda- 
mental objection here to this and kindred bills confronts us, for I have 
no donbt that in the minds of many opponents the question is not the 
kind of ship, but whether there shall be any ship at all, guns or no 
guns, defended or defenseless, 

If the statement were true that this bill would continue to go up 
indefinitely, for work now ordered, as it is not true, and yet the 
American coast was undefended and American cities were exposed, 
and we were obliged to have an efficient navy and a coast defense, our 
plain duty still would be to go ahead at any reasonable cost. Gentle- 
men say & navy is an expensive matter. Of course it is, a very ex- 
pensive matter. An army is an expensive matter, and in Europe, 
where the sword has caryed out the map of that continent likes 
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checker-board, the populations are groaning under the tremendous cost 
of the military establishments. 

Universal peace.is the cheapest thing in the world, if you can get 
it, but even individually we have law courts, policemen, gibbets, jails, 
and burglaralarms. As was said in a very noticeable article which ap- 

in the New York Sun during the holiday season, the strangest 
thing in this great century, with all its light and civilization and re- 
ligious feeling, is that men and nations are arming themselves as never 
before, the armaments of Europe never being greater than they are in 
this year of 1891, when we are supposed to have almost reached the 
apex of civilization, Christian charity, and brotherly love. 

While I venture the criticism that due allowanceis not made therein 
for the results of religion in modern civilization, I quote in part from 
this article: 

According to the ecclesiastical calendar the founder of Christianity was born 
into the world eighteen hundredand ninety yearsagoto-day. At His birth,we 
are told in Scripture, a multitude of angels appeared in the heavens, singing 
“Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward men.” 
When Jesus began His carthly missionin Galilee, His proclamation to mankind 
was, ` Repent, for the kingdom of heaven is at hand!’’ 

Nearly two thousand years have passed since then, and as yet peace, good will 
and bs ecot ase have not come. he kingdom of heaven is not yet established 
on earth, 

The world was never before armed for war as it is to-day. The greatest ex- 

nditures of Christendom are for the maintenance of armies and navies and for 

he supply of munitions of war. Every artand every science is enlisted in the 
business of dealing death and destruction to mankind, with the result that wars 
grow more bloody and their devastation more terrible. si 

When Jesus came upon the carth men fought hand-to-hand, or discharged 
arrows and javelinsat short range. Now, armed with weapons of precision, 
they fight at long range, and the field within which the slaughter may be ac- 
complished is vastly extended, Gunpowder was first employed in war nearly 
a century before the introduction of the modern art of SEE by means of 
which the message of Jesus has been sent throughout the world. In our day 
explosives far more violent than simple gunpowder are ee The caliber 
and the destructive force of great guns are increased steadily, and machine and 
magazine guns multiply the rapidity and deadliness of hostile fire. 

A great part of the patents granted by all Christian nations are for warlike 
devices, and one of the important industries of this penceful Republic itself is 
the manufacture of implements and munitions of war. Physics, chemistry, 
and mechanics are studied ceaselessly, to bring every force and element of nature 
to the aid of the soldier, The zeal with which the bunt for new means of kill- 
ing men is pursued is as great as the devotion of Professor Koch in his search 
for means of saving their lives. Not a day passes when war is not going on 
somewhere in the world, and all Europe, armed to the teeth, waits in expecta- 
tion of a conflict more gigantic and terrible than any which has occurred in the 
history of mankind. 


Somewhat in the same line the most earnest, eloquent, learned, hu- 
mane, goodly, and godly man in all the pulpits of Europe, Archdeacon 
Farrar, of London. Ina recent discourse he said: 


When we read of these frightful inventions, explosives of unknown force, 
guns of infinite destructiveness, torpedoes which go far under the sea to blow 
up navies; when we see man’s ingenuity exercised in the elaborations of dev- 
ilish engineering and international jealousy adding its dread quota to the 
miseries caused by commercial rivalry; when we seein Europe at this mo- 
ment atleast twelve and a half millions of armed men, doomed to lives of un- 
productive menace, amid groaning and tax-burdened populations, I ask you 
pear soems most likely to happen in our days, the dawn of that millennium, 
when 


The war drum shall throb no longer 
And the battle flag be furled, 

In the parliament of man, 
The federation of the world— 


or, rather, that Armageddon battle of the last days when the hosts of evil shall 
concentrate all their wrath forone last and deadly battle with the hosts of light. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, we are obliged to prepare to defend our- 
selves, if necessary, against the rest of mankind, whilst hoping and 
_ striving and waiting forthe higher civilization of the millennial period. 
To-day, in Chili, they have a revolution which puts at stake the lives 
and the property of American citizens. We have a controversy with 
Great Britain as to our rights in Behring Sea, about which opinions 
may differ; butif our flag is insulted—if those who represent us, as 
the administrators of our Government for the time being, should de- 
clare American rights had been wantonly infringed or arrogantly de- 
nied in a resort to force, then on that question we are all Americans, 
Yet our honor and our rights are being defended by what? By the 
Pinta, a tugboat... And down in Chili to-day, where the British navy 
has been massed to protect the humblest subject of the British flag, 
the American citizen, with his property and his life at stake and a 
revolution surging around him, has nothing but a few old wooden boats 
with cast-iron guns to rely upon for his protection. 

I have been told by gentlemen here that we should stop building a 
navy; and, if I understand aright my distinguished friend from Texas, 
he says we have reached a point where the expenditure is so large and 
the Navy so great that we should call a halt upon it. But what are 
the facts? Ina list beginning with England and including France, 
Russia, Germany, Holland, Spain, Italy, Turkey, China, Sweden and 
Norway, and Anstria, we do not come up to Austria, Austria hasfifty- 
six modern vessels. Yet distinguished gentlemen on this floor have 
urged, and I have no doubt will again urge upon the House, that we 
are trying to compete with a great modern naval establishment. 

England has three hundred and sixty-seven, or at this date nearer 
four hundred vessels, and almost every vessel on that list is a modern 
ship, armed with assembled guns, and with every provision which sci- 
ence can afford. When you speak of our forty-two vessels, most of 
them of an unarmored class, mere commerce-chasers, with our battle 


ships unbuilt, and then tell the American people that we have com- 
mitted them to the policy of competing with Great Britain, are you 
stating the facts of the case? Sweden and Norway, little countries in 
the northwest corner of Europe, with vast tracts of their land to the 
far north frozen, have sixty-four modern ships, more than equal to the 
American Navy. Here is the official statement: 


The effective force of the United States Navy, whenall the ships now author- 
ized are completed, excluding those whichby the process of decay andthe op- 
eration of law will by that date have been condemned, will comprise eleven 
armored vessels, of which only threearc battle ships, and thirty-one unarmored 
vessels, making a total of forty-two. 

The following statement showa the number of war vessels on the effective 
list of the principal te powers, bailt, building, or projected, at the present 
time, and exclusive of sailing and practice ships: 


Unar- 
Country. Armored, Haren. Total. 
76 291 367 
57 203 260 
49 119 168 
40 65 105 
24 70 94 
2 7 90 
19 67 86 
15 66 BL 
7 66 73 
Sweden and Norway 20 44 64 
Austria 12 44 56 


And the other day the London Times,in speaking of the controversy 
betweeen that country and ours, taunted us and said: ‘We have anayy. 
which is in being; the Yankees have a navy which is on paper. - If 
the Yankees want to fight with us, we will be charitable to them and 
send overthe old ferryboats of the Thames River to meet such of the 
Yankee Navy as has really heen built. This is substance, as I have 
not the excerpt at hand. 

Pardon me for saying it, my friends, but we have a national fault: 
that of taking things for granted. Abroad people speak of ‘* Yankee 
bluster;’’ they say we think we can do the impossible. We have 
really accomplished the seemingly impossible so often, especially dur- 
ing our own war, that we have become complacent and may be over- 
sanguine, 

Why, sit, a distinguished gentleman on this floor said to me this 
morning, “We can build a navy in thirty days.’’ He said: “I was 
up there myself and saw the monitor built, and it only took three 
months.” ‘‘Why,’’ said I, ‘‘we can build a monitor now iu twelve 
hours; we just make a mold and run the hot iron into it. But we 
do not build ships that way nowadays. That was a cast-iron ship.” 
We do well now if we build a modern steel and armored, double-tur- 
reted monitor type of yessel in two or three years, I am myself a 
friend of the monitor type, and wish we had many of them. 

Go down to the Washington navy yard and take an &-inch or a 6- 
inch assembled gun, and with it you could make holes in those old 
cast-iron monitors as easy as shooting rifle balls through a roll of butter. 

If we had any real naval conflict, such a vessel would be as useless 
as a stone and sling against a Springfield rifle. 

A modern ship is the acme of science, the very high-water mark of 
modern ingenuity. Here is a picture [exhibiting a paper] of a cruiser 
which has been built lately in Philadelphia, which no superior in 
the world. In the construction of that vessel every appliance of art 
and science known to mankind has been utilized. That shipis an ob- 
ject lesson, illustrating the forward march of mechanical ingenuity and 
science. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. I hope the gentleman from Maine will yield me a 
little more time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more, 

Mr. MCADOO. I agree with gentlemen who say that it is a singu- 
Jar waste of human ability and skill that it should be put into a war 
ship. But, sir, we confront every day hard, painful facts confronting 
the ideals for which we strive, and toil, and hope, and pray. Whilst 
there is one bad man anywhere, war is a possibility always. The re- 
formers who have undertaken to bring heaven down to earth by actof 
Congress have always left out of their theories the fact that all men are 
not good. When you make all men good, when you have a state of 
society in which every manis a God-fearing, righteous, just, true man, 
then you can erect any Utopia you want. But human nature has not 
changed. Telephones, telegraphs, steam, electricity, all the multi- 
tudes of inventions of modern times have not regenerated and made 
anew the wicked human heart of man, and until you do that war is 
always a possibility. The Patent Office has done mach. 

Now, before concluding I wish to say a word with reference to the 
type of ship provided in this bill. I have not approved these large 
ships; I do not approve of them. I believe that what we should do 
first of all is to defend the coasts and harbors of the United States. 
That is what the people are paying their money for, not for great ships 
to be commanded by admirals with epaulets and all the panoply and 
pageantry of display. Defend your harbors first. , That great and good 
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man, Thomas Jefferson, whose wisdom has stood the test of time and 
experience, was right when he advocated one hundred gunboats which 
you could draw off and put under a shed like a farmer’s wagon in time 
of peace, and put out in time of war to defend your harbors. 

If I had had my will in the last Congress, I would not have provided 
for building those three great battle ships, useful and powerful as they 
will undoubtedly prove themselves. IfI could not have both and 
must make immediate choice, I would have provided instead for build- 
ing ten little vessels that could goin ten feet of water, with four great 
guns each. In time of peace we could box them up and they would 
scarcely need a watchman to take care of them; but in time of war they 
could defend our harbors. I criticised the policy of building these 
large ships because it seems to me like putting all the strength of your 
army ona picket line, putting a hundred giants on the picket line, 
with nothing for them to fall back upon. 

I have refrained, and will now refrain, from trying to amend this bill 
as to the vessel provided for therein, because I am satisfied that the 
opponents of this measure, in the main, would not discuss types of 
akpa; but really do not wish to build any more vessels or make any 
further substantial provision for coast defense. I wish I could amend 
the bill by providing two or three small monitor type of vessels in lieu 
of this cruiser, spiendid as she will be in her class. In this view I 
think I am now joined substantially by the present very able and effi- 
cient Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy. In his last report he says: 


The type of ship which the Department would suggest for purely local pur- 
poses is an enlarged Puritan, of light draught, not more than t4 to 16 feet, of 
moderate speed, and intended absolutely for smooth-water cruising, but with 
such armor and armament as to make it, at the same time, irresistible and in- 
vulnerable against any single assailant. Twenty inches of armorand eight 13- 
inch guns would fulfill the prescribed conditions, It is aserious question, how- 
ever, whether greater advantages would not be painea by distributing the guns 
in two vessels instead of one; but, whicheyer plan is adopted, the general con- 
ditions of the problem remain the same. 

The ships would be intended exclusively forlocal purposes and would have 
a post and a station from which they would never be absent. Whilethe battle 
ships are of the first importance to concentrate along the coast, orin the waters 
not far removed from it, wherever they may be needed, the continuous pres- 
ence ofa sufficient number of harbor-defense vessels would stay the entrance of 
nn enomy until the battle ships could arrive. The typo of harbor-defense ships 
described is less expensive than the sea-going ships, and it answers, asno other 
type can answer, the requirements of American harbors. 

Should such a line of construction be adopted, the vessels so built should be 
regarded as distinctively for local protection. The movement towards the crea- 
tion of a naval militia, which has found expression in the legislation of four 
States—Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New York, and Pennsylvania—would 
receive additional strength and encouragement from the creation of this na- 
tional force reserved for local purposes. The harbor-defense ship would be- 
come the rally pene the armory, the drill hall, the parade ground, and the 
naval school of those young men who have shown such spirit and earnestness 
in the organization of the naval militia, It should be their privilege to become 
the principal source of supply for the complement, both of officers and men, of 
their local ship, and the result would be an addition of incalcuable strength to 
the naval resources of the country, 

If such a plan should be adopted it is reasonable to believe that Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, San Francisco, and the cities on 
Puget Sound would become centers of naval strength instead of being, as they 
are to-day, conspicuous examples of maritime weakness, and inviting objects 

- of maritime attack ; while these local forces, organized in complete harmony 
with the spirit of American institutions, would be welded together and trans- 
fused with the spirit of naval discipline by the small but efficient standing force 
which the country will always maintain. 

In conclusion I would repeat here the proposition that was laid down at the 
opening of my report last year, that neue purpose for which the United States 
maintains a Navy is not conquest, but defense,” The best guaranty of peace 
is a judicious expenditure for the Navy, such as will meet the necessities of the 
country. At the present time it has not such a force, nor will it have the force 
required eyen when all the ships now authorized are completed. The problem 
of naval construction has been Say pga almost beyond belief in the last eight 

ears. It only remains to add tothe number of vessels of types already in ex- 
tence, 

The price is not too high to pay if it affords the means whereby the United 
States, for the first time in many years, may be enabled topreserve and dofend 
its rights. War is a great calamity, but it is not the greatest calamity that can 

befall a free, intelligent, and self-respecting glad 

- B, F, TRACY, Sceretary of the Navy. 


Your big battle ship goes ont beyond your harbor to engage the ves- 
sels of the enemy. She draws 25 feet of water and is perhaps worsted 
in the engagement. She can not return to her own harbor, and hence 
she is liable to capture; and, Mr. Chairman, I hold that you can only 
defend harbors by floating batteries, because land batteries neverstopped 
a hostile fleet. They entered every harbor in Europe; they went up 
to and passed New Orleans in the late war, and they will do the same 
untotheendof time. Theonly way, therefore, I contend, that you can 
defend your harbors is by a fleet of floating batteries, which may be 
maneuvered like your battle ships, and I would first therefore have pro- 
vided the proper defenses by building a large number of these floating 
batteries, and then, after we had properly defended our harbors and 
seacoast in that manner, proceed with the construction of larger ships. 

Not that these being constructed will not be used or that they may 
not be utilized in possible entanglements with foreign nations which 
we can not avoid, because the great beehive of Europe must find an 
outlet somewhere foritssurplus population. Itis to-day following the 
old precedent set in ages gone by, robbing the helpless natives of Africa, 
carving up the unknown Dark Continent, casting lots for possession, to 
find an ontlet for their people; and the other day a Spanish war vessel 
sailed out into the Pacificabsolutely looking forsome little island some- 
where that the natives could not protect, for the purpose of claiming it. 
And so it goes on, the grand, gigantic, international land-grabbing trust 


of Europe holds together its combination for the purpose of stealing the 
lands of the helpless and dependent. 

On both sides of us, upon our own borders, we have foreign popula- 
tions, one speaking our own language, but not living under our flag; 
and we must take into consideration the possibilities that may come 
from their proximity. And, Mr. Speaker, when we strike down the 
drastic and barbarous declarations of war against commerce which we 
made during the last Congress, when we give greater freedom to our 
trade and enter into those commercial relations with South America 
which promise so much, we will need these ships and others to pro- 
tect our commerce then growing on a wholesome, true, and natural 
basis, as well as defend our coast against foreign aggression. 

If I had time I would like to fouch more fully upon these ques- 
tions—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCADOO. TI hope the gentleman will yield to me for a few mo- 
ments longer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would be very much pleased to do so, but I 
have already yielded the balance of the time on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-three minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. TI yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Mlinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, ever since the Committee of the Whole 
was instituted as a permanent institution in our legislative system it 
has been considered proper on the passage of the annual appropriation 
bills to discuss in that part of the debate which is called ‘* general de- 
bate”’ the policy of the Department of the Government for which the 
appropriations were made. But when we come to what is known as 
the five-minute debate on paragraphs and amendments I have always 
held that we ought to confine ourselves to a practical discussion of the 
provisions of the bill. This is my justification in asking the attention 
of the committee for a few moments now. 

My purpose is to point out what I regard to be an erroneous posi- 
tion taken by the Secretary of the Navy in respect to his right as head 
of the Navy Department to accept a bid from a firm on the great 
northern lakes for the construction on the northern lakes of the hull 
and machinery of a vessel which is intended to be used as a part of the 
naval force of the United States. 

The question arose on what is called the “practice ship’’ which we 
authorized last year or year before; and the Secretary refers in his an- 
nual report to the position which he took, and which I think is preju- 
dicial to my constituents and the constituents of every gentleman who 
represents a Jake district on this floor, in the following way: He first 
called for bids without limitation, except the limitation provided in 
the appropriation bill, and received only one bid. That was rejected 
because in his opinion the firm making the bid did not have the nec- 
essary plant, He thereupon readvertised, and on that readvertisement 
two bids were received: one from a Michigan firm and one from a firm 
on the seacoast, 

The firm of F. W. Wheeler & Co., of West Bay City, Mich., offered 
to build the hull and machinery of the vessel for $245,000, and the firm 
of Samuel L. Moore, Sons & Co., of Elizabethport, N. J., agreed to 
build it for $250,000, The Michigan firm was therefore the lowest 
bidder by $5,000. He rejected the lower bid and gave it to the other 
firm, the only reason he alleged for the action being stated on page 
8 of his report, in the following words: 

The firm of F. W. Wheeler & Co, were the lowest bidders, but the Depart- 
ment could not, under existing treaty stipulations, award a contract for the con- 


struction of a vessel of war upon the Great Lakes, and their proposal was there- 
fore rejected. 


That is all he says on the subject. 

+ If the Secretary had said that this Michigan firm was not in posses- 
sion of a proper plant, that would be alegitimate objection, If he had 
said that although they might build a vessel on the Lakes they could 
not deliver it to the United States Navy on tide water, that would be 
a legitimate objection. But when he merely puts it on the ground of 
the existence of treaty stipulations I think it is my duty and the duty 
of every other gentleman who is interested in shipbuilding on the 
Lakes to respectfully dissent from his conclusions. 

I have not the slightest intention of criticising the Secretary person- 
ally. He undoubtedly received advice from some one. He may have 
received advice from the legal adviser of the Navy Department, or from 
the State Department, or from some other source. My position is that 
he was either ill advised or, if he was well advised, then a state of things 
exists which requires the attention of all Congressmen representing the 
Northwestern States, ' 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is the gentleman of the opinion that under the 
treaty of 1817 our Government could construct war ships upon the 
lakes beyond the limit of that treaty ? 

Mr. ADAMS, I am just coming to that, and the gentleman will 
get his answer in a few minutes. Ido not know what treaty stipula- 
tions the Secretary refers to unless he refers to the so-called arrange- 
mentof 1817, to which my friend from Michigan alludes, That ar- 
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rangement was nota treaty in the strict sense ofthe term. It was not 
made by the Executive and the Senate. It was an arrangement, It 
is so styled in the Book of Treaties and Conventions, which I hold in 
my hand: 

An arrangement between the United States and Great Britain, made by Rich- 


ard Rush, esq., acting as Secretary of Department of State, and Charles a 
His Britannic Majesty's envoy extraordinary, ctc., concluded April 28, 1817. 


Thenaval force to be maintained upon the American lakes by His Majesty 
and the Government of the United States stiall henceforth be confined tothe 
following vessels on each side; that is: 

On Lake Ontario, to one vessel not exceeding 100 tons burthen and armed 
with one 18-pound cannon. 

On the upper lakes, to two vessels not cxcecding like burthen each and armed 
with like force. 

On the waters of Lake Champlain, to one vessel not excecding like burthen 
and armed with like force. 

All other armed vessels on these lakes shall be dismantled and no other ves- 
sel of war shallbe there built or armed. 

If either party should hereafter be desirous of annulling this stipulationand 
should give notice to that effect to the other, it shall cease to be binding after 
the expiration of six months from the date of such notice. 

The naval force so to bo limited shall be restricted to such services as will in 
no respect interfere with the proper duties of the armed vessels of the other 


party. 

This arrangement has been adhered to, to a certain extent, for many 
years, but ithas not been strictly complied with. Theonly ship of war 
that I am familiar with on the western lakes is the steamer Michigan. 
Iam quite sure she has more than one gun, and, as for an 18-pound can- 
non, it isan obsolete instrument of war, and I doubt whether any of 
our ships of war on the Great Lakes are armed in that ancient and 
obsolete way. 

The arrangement was simply an understanding between two Goy- 
ernments that neither party would maintain a substantial navy on the 
Great Lakes. During our civil war our Government, in consequence 
of actual and threatened raids from Canada, repeatedly increased our 
naval forces on the Great Lakes. The British Government protested, 
but our Government asserted that the necessities of the civil war re- 
quired the increase, intimating at the same time that they did not in- 
tend to continue the policy of maintaining a navy on the Lakes, But 
in 186465 that treaty was formally bronght to an end by the Govern- 
ment of the United States giving the six months’ notice mentioned as 
one of the stipulations of the treaty, and that action of the Govern- 
ment was ratified or approved by a formal vote of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and, I think, of the Senate. I believe it was a joint reso- 
lution. 

The war came toanend. Mr. Lincoln was assassinated. Mr. John- 
son succeeded, and his Secretary of State entered into correspondence 
with the British ministeras to whether the arrangement of 1817 should 
be maintained or not. Finally a letter from our Secre of 
State addressed to the British minister, I think, intimating that that 
notice might be considered as withdrawn. The notice had been form- 
ally given by the State Department, formally ratified by the House 
of Representatives; and the renewal of the treaty, ifit was renewed, 
was in this formal way. 

But Great Britain and Canada were not satisfied with the situation 
eyen on the basis of a substantial renewal of the arrangement of 1817. 
They proceeded to change the situation by enlarging the locks of the 
Canadian canals so that there might be a navigable channel between 
the Canadian waters of the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean. 

In this way the condition of things on which the arrangement of 
1817 was founded ceased to exist. The purpose of the arrangement 
was this. here being a great system of lakes there, to which the 
naval yessels of neither party could have access from the ocean, every 
yessel to be used there in time of war must be bnilt there. 

It was deemed wise to put the two parties on terms of perfect equal- 
ity by providing that they should not build or arm ships of war on 
the Great Lakes. Immediately after the conclusion of the civil war, 
the Canadian or British Government as I have already stated proceede: 
to change the status by establishing a navigable channel between the 
Great Lakes and the GulfofSt. Lawrence. The Canadian canals were 
enlarged and their Jocks were lengthened. 

These improvements are well under way and are so far completed 
that there is now a depth of nearly 14 feet of water, as I was informed 
within a year by an officer of the Navy Department, in all these ca- 
nals; and I see by an article which I cut from the Washington Post 
this morning that the Great Lakes are to be accessible from the sea and 
are to be the field of a considerable ocean commerce between Great 
Britain and Chicago and other lake ports. 

The statement which I cut from the paper is as follows: 

FROM ENGLAND TO CHICAGO—THE ESTABLISHMENT PROPOSED OF ANOTHER LINE 


OF STEAMSIIIPS. 
DETROIT, Mic., January 22. 

About two years ago a syndicate was formed in London whose object was to 
build and a aline of steamships to run from some point in England to 
Chicago, bringing out freight and carrying dressed becfand products back. 
Nothing was done at that time, owing to the fact that Canadian canals would 
not accommodate ships drawing 9 feet of water. Recently the shallowest canal 
has been so far improved as toafford a depth ofa little over 9 fect, and the proj- 
ect is being pushed with a vigor which indicates that the salt-water ships may 

soon be steaming up and down the Great Lakes. 
The agent of this syndicate is now on a visit to the different Inke cities mak- 
ing contracts for freight by the new lineand so far he has met with sufficient 
-success to satisfy him that the undertaking will be asuceess. The capital stock 


of the company will be $5,000,000 and there will be ten steamships built to be- 
gin with, ese steamships will cost from $125,000 to $150,000 each and will 
rm a weekly line, with two ships running wild. 


There is, I think, an inaccuracy in the newspaper statement which £ 
have read. It states that thedepth of the locks on the Canadian canals 
is tobe 9 feet. I believe it is to be 14 fect. 

So that now it is practicable to have a regular communication for 
commercial purposes between any point on the Great Lakesand Europe. 
So the situation of things is changed and the Great Lakes are access- 
ible to Great Britain and are not accessible to us, Therefore I in- 
sist that even if that treaty is in existence it ought not to be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend excuse me? He says the Great 
Lakes are not accessible to us. Why not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because we have not the canals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, but we have the right to the use of the 
Canadian canals to the Gulf of St, Lawrence. 

Mr. ADAMS. Wehave the right to go through the Canadian canals 
for cammercial es. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the same terms as Canadian vessels. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But we could not use them for war ships. 

Mr. ADAMS. But notfor war ships; and I willshow the gentleman 
the significance of my remarks by stating what I have been informed 
within a year by a naval officer that there are some twenty gunboats 
of the British navy that could go through all these canals and occupy 
the Northern Lakes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They would not be stopped, perhaps, until they 
reached the Detroit River. 

Mr. ADAMS. No. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do Innderstand that the deepening of the Wel- 
land Canal is claimed to do away with the treaty, if such a treaty ex- 
ists ? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; but it changes the situation of things so that 
whereas under that arrangement we were on an equal footing, neither 
we nor they having access to the lakes, we are not now on an equal 
footing, because we have not access and they have. 

Mr, HOLMAN. But was not that notice you speak of withdrawn? 

Mr. ADAMS. Itwas withdrawn in the manner I state, an informal 
withdrawal by the Secretary of State in President Johnson’s Cabinet 
after it had been formally made and ratified by a formal vote of the 
House of Representatives and Senate. 

But of course it is not a matter of great importance—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the language here, 

Mr. ADAMS. I would rather postpone this now, because I do not 
know how much of my fifteen minutes is left, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The question there of maintaining the force upon 
the lakes is the same as of constructing a vessel on the lakes—— 

Mr. ADAMS. That would bring me to the exact question I wished 
to discuss. Here was a firm, Wheeler & Co., of Michigan, who offered 
to build for naval p of the United States a steel practice vessel. 
It was not alleged that they did not have the necessary plant. It is 
not alleged that they were not a responsible firm. It was not alleged 
that they could not have transported that ship insome way to the sea- 
coast and tendered it complete to the Government. In fact, what fell 
from the lips of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WHEELER] on this 
floor a few days ago, he being a member of that firm, shows how they 
might have complicd with their contract. 

Last year they built an ocean steamer of 2,500 or 3,000 registered tons, 
took it apart, as all steel steamers can be, by taking out certain rivets 
and putting in bulkheads, sent it through the Canadian canals, put it 
together and sent it into the coastwise trade of the United States. It 
is now there, and transported a few days ago the largest of sugar, 
Iam informed, ever carried between New Orleans and Philadelphia.’ 
I was informed by that gentleman that the cost of taking that vessel 
apart, sending it through the canals and putting it together again was 
only about 2 per cent. of the $250,000 which the hull and machinery 

t. 


cost. í 

Now, I think that that very clearly shows whether this company 
could have built that practice ship. That was undoubtedly the inten- 
tion, and the inference is that Wheeler & Co. could haye done so. I 
think the time will soon come, on account of the improved facilities 
that have been obtained in Chicago, when right there in Chicago an 
ocean steamer of 2,500 or 3,000 tons burden will be built more cheaply 
than it could be built at any other porton the lakes, and therefore tho 
decision of the Secretary of the Navy is important as affecting not 
merely a single concern of West Bay City, Mich., but affecting the en- 
tire shipbuilding interests of the northern lakes. It is a great and 
growing industry. 

If we can build any part of the new American Navy and deliver the 
vessels so built to the Government on tide water we ought to be allowed 
to do so. It is in the interest not merely of our shipbuilding industry 
on the lakes, but it is in the interest of the Navy itself that our ship- 
yards should be allowed to compete with the shipyards of the seacoast, 

We ought not to be barred out by the Secretary of the Navy because 
of the stipulations of the arrangement of 1817, which either does not 
exist at all or if it does exist does not apply to the hull and machin- 
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ery of a vessel built on the lakes to be used only on the seaboard, and, 
if it does apply to such a vessel or the parts of such a vessel, then it 
ought to be terminated on the shortest possible notice. But I have 
no idea that the Canadian authorities would have made any objection 
whatever to the shipment through the canals of the hull and machin- 
ery which Wheeler & Co. proposed to construct for the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BREWER. I hope the gentleman from Mlinois will be per- 
mitted to continue his remarks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman’s time may be extended. 

Mr. ADAMS, I shall ask leave to extend my remarks in the REC- 


ORD. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwould be greatly pleased to extend the time 
of the gentleman from Nlinois, and yield time to other gentlemen if it 
were feasible; but the time is slipping away very fast. And, further, 
in view of the fact that the members of the committee have so fully 
refrained from occupying the time of the House, I think Iam justified 
in asking that we now consider general debate closed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is some time 
left for general debate. The time has not been exhausted, and I would 
like to hear further from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, [understand there isa remainder 
of time for the consideration of the bill and that I am to control it in 
behalf of the committee. We have no desire for further debate, and I 
ask that the bill be now read by paragraphs. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I make the point of order that while the 
gentleman has control of the time he has no right to give up the time 
to prevent discussion and that he can not do it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, I asked unanimous con- 
sent that gentlemen may extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is not the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine that gentlemen may extend their remarks in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. KERR. of Iowa, I object to that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask that theClerk may proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman has no right to make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Towa if he desires to address the committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield my time to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. -Mr. Chairman, I do not want to yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman can not yield to another gentle- 
man, and the Chair understands the gentleman from Maine has con- 
trol of the time. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I have not yielded to the gentleman from Towa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not in 
the chair part of the time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the chairman of the committee in charge of 
the bill can be permitted to address the Chair a moment—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Chair recognized me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentieman from Iowa yielded his time to 
the gentleman from Hlinois. The Chair holds that the gentleman 
can not do that. The gentleman from Maine has the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I hold the floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair in holding that I can not yield that time. 

Mr. KELLEY (to Mr. Kerr). You can take it back and use it 
yourself, Š 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And if I can not yield it, I can use it myself; 
and I claim the right to use it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the Chair holds otherwise I shall respect- 
fully appeal—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no difficulty about the matter at all. 
There are twenty-cight minutes remaining for general debate by those 
in favor of the bill. If no gentleman claims the floor—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I claim the floor, to control the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Maineclaims the floor, and 
the Chair respects his claim as chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this 
matter, that the understanding arrived at in the Honse—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman can not claim the right to occupy the floor for-the dis- 
cussion of the bill and then discuss the point of order. The time set 
apart was for the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the Chair will be able to obtain order in 
the committee. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the arrangement made 
in the House for general debate before we went into Committee of the 
Whole to consider this bil—— ` 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman has no right to consume the time of this committee in 
discussing a question that is not before the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the Chair will pro- 
ect me in my position on the floor. : 

.Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If you discuss the bill no objection will be 
made. Or else allow somchody else to discuss it, 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, as I said before, it was arranged 
in the House before we went into Committee of the Whole that general 
debate should continue for four hours—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I insist upon the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A desire wasexpressed by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House that two hours and a half might be granted to them 
for general debate, whereupon I proposed that four hours should be 
fixed by the House for general debate, of which two and a half hours 
should he yielded to gentlemen on the other side, to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Alabama, my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
HERBERT], tlie remainder of the time to be controlled by myself. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order-—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I occupied some twenty minutes of my time and 
reserved the remainder. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman is not confining himself to the question before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust I shall not be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine has twenty-eight 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. But not to discuss a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not direct the course of the gen- 
tleman’s discussion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of orderly 
procedure, I ask the Chair to rule once for all whether I am entitled 
to the floor and entitled to be protected against this disorder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I ask that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERE] be respectfully requested to resume his seat. [Laughter. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before I resume as seat, Task a 
ruling of the Chair upon the point of order as to whether the gentleman 
from Maine, in view of the opinion of the Chair that so many minutes 
were remaining for the discussion of the bill, has the right to consume 
the time set apart for that purpose in discussing a question of order. 
[Laughter. } - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled upon that question that there 
were twenty-eight minutes left for general debate, that the gentleman 
from Maine was recognized, and that the Chair could not direct the 
course of the gentleman’s remarks. The gentleman from Maine has 
the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, my simple purpose was to state 
that the time allotted tame, only twenty-two minutes of which was 
consumed by myself, had heen given to members of the committee on 
this side of the House if they should desire to employ it; but, as my 
colleagues on the committee were more anxious to proceed with the 
consideration of this bill than to occupy the time in addressing the 
committee, I supposed it was entirely competent for me to state that 
there was no desire on their part to use the remainder of the time, sò 
that we could proceed with the consideration of the bill under the five- 
minute rule, 

But if the Chair holds that under the arrangement made by the 
House the committee is precluded from dispensing with the flow of ora- 
tory and that we must have the entire time which was allotted for gen- 
eral debate oceupied in general debate, why, then, of course, I must 
redeem the obligations which I have incurred to members of my com- 
mittee and givethe time tothem. Iwantitdistinctly understood that 
while the committee would be glad at this timo to proceed with the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule, yet if the Chair 
holds that the timemust be consumed in general debate, and I under- 
stand that the Chair does so hold-— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so holds if any gentleman on the side 
to which the time belongs desires to oceupy it. Otherwise the order of 
the House would be nugatory. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will yield ten minutes to my colleaguo 
from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

i Mr. DOLLIVER. I donot care to address the committee at this 
time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. Chairman, if my colleague from Iowa 
has changed his mind I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. How much time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are fifteen minutes remaining” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to make a parliamentary ar 
I understood the chairman of the Naval Committee to congratulate the 
House on the fact that the members of the committee had not used any 
of the time in discussing the naval bill. I would like to know howit 
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happened that the House having under consideration the so-called sub- 
sidy. bill, and I having thirty-five minutes of my time remaining, the 
floor has been-taken away from me by certain gentlemen and the sub- 
me) bill discussed while I have been exciuded from the floor. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Before the gentleman proceeds, I wish to make 
the point of order that no resolution ought to pass, and it is not legiti- 
mate that any resolution should pass the House, providing for the con- 
sideration of a bill with time so apportioned between the twosides that 
no one in fact opposed to the bill can be heard at all, as has been the 

“fact in this instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the time of gentle- 
men on the left of the Chair was by agreement to be under the control 
of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The time was xussigned under the order of the 


House. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust the chairman of the Naval Committee will 
allow some gentleman opposed to the bill to discuss it a little. Mem- 
bers of the House who are not on the committee would like to listen 
to some criticisms upon the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to.a preliminary inquiry. After 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe] shall have spoken 
fifteen minutes, how much of the time will be left under the order for 
general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. None. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Wherein the world have the twenty- 
eight minutes gone? I was going to ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] have the remaining part of the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yielded only to the gentleman from Massą- 
chusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr 
SAYERS], in a speech which, if I understood it, was a criticism of this 
measure, took the broad ground that we have now enough ships in the 
American Navy and that he is opposed to even the single cruiser for 
which an appropriation is authorizedin this bill, It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that the objection to this bill and the just criticism is in 
the utter insufficiency of its authorization of ships. There seems to 
be an idea in regard to the Navy that every dollar spent upon it is 
money wasted. 

To my thinking there is no subject of appropriation before Congress 
which is of more direct benefit as an assurance of the prosperity and 
safety of the people of the United States than proper expenditures for 
the Navy and for harbor and coast defense. Itis all very well to say 
that we are not likely to become involved in war. Itis true that every 
thinking man would deplore a great war with another nation; yet no 
one can tell at what moment we may be precipitated into such a strug- 
gle. It is not many years since we had a difficulty with Spain which 
might easily haye grown into a conflict. A still shorter time ago we 
were on the verge of trouble with Germany. 

When France was building the canalacross the Isthmus it looked as 
if we might be called upon to enforce the ‘‘ Monroe doctrine” as we 
understand it, and protect that great artery of commerce. Such ques- 
tions as these may arise at any moment. There is never a day when 
we may not be compelled to fight in behalf of the honor, the interests, 
or the safety of the people of the United States. 

At this very time we have unsettled questions with Great Britain. 
No one who has followed those questions and observed them can doubt 
for one moment that they hang to-day unsettled by the last Adminis- 
tration and by this Administration because Great Britain knows that 
the great ports of the United States, the great seaboard cities with 
their millions of wealth and inhabitants, lie absolutely at the mercy 
of her cruisers. 

Great Britain knows that fact well, and that is why we reach no set- 
tlement with her. If we had our ports defended and a powerfal fleet 
these questions would not remain unsettled for three months, It is 
because England understands that the loss which threatens us in the 
case of sudden war is so great that they believe that any party and 
any Administration would hesitate long to take ground which might 
lead to hostilities. It is easy to presume too far on this belief, and in 
defense of national rights and honor the American people, I am glad to 
say, would be ready to fight, no matter what the first cost might be. 

At the same time, although we feel no doubt of the ultimate result 
of a struggle with any nation that may attack us, and although we fear 
no nation on earth, there is no use in disguising facts. It is a good 
deal better to spend a few millions now instead of many millionsafter 
war has begun. 

There can be no doubt in any one’s mind that the American people 
are as brave a people as live. ‘There can be no doubt that with our 
great resources and our vast population we can face fearlessly any na- 
tion on earth. But we can not fight successfully at the outset of a 
struggle if we have neither forts nor ships nor guns. We ought to 
have such provision, not for the sake of precipitating war, butfor the 
sake of assuring and maintaining honorable peace. The attitude of 


England to-day, unless it is greatly misrepresented, the attitude of 
the present Tory Government and of a portion at least of the Tory 
party, indicates a readiness to have a conflict precipitated with the 
United States. 

I trust that no war will arise out of the questions now pending, which 
are neither important enough nor of a nature to produce war between 
the United States and England. None the less, the great temptation 
to hostilities exists. Sois the temptation of a nation armed at all 
points to adopt an attitude beyond endurance with regard to another, 
when it sees that other nation weak in ships, weak in forts, weak in 
guns, unable to meet the first shock of war. As I have said, it is very 
easy to presume too far upon this state of things and upon the desire 
of the United States to be at peace with all the world. But the hard 
facts remain and human nature is human nature always. 

It is, therefore, well never to forget the old maxim of preparing for 
war in time of peace, becausein that way peace is best assured. We 
have no foe who can attack us on land. We need no army more pow- 
erful than that we now haye. If war should come it would be upon 
the sea that we must fight and by sea that we should be attacked. 
Naval power, as every one knows who has studied history, has had, 
from the days of Hannibal, more to do with determining the fate of 
nations than almost anything else. We are prone tooverlook and neg- 
lect it, but when we do we are blind to all the teachings of the past 
both in our own history and that of other nations. 

When we went into the war of 1812, we went in with the same 
boundless confidence which we now feel when the possibility of waris 
suggested. We met with disaster simply because we were totally un- 
prepared. ‘The first victories we gained were those won by the few 
ships we then had afloat; and to-day if we want to make our negotia- 
tions and diplomacy successful, if we want to have them worthy of 
the American name and of American honor, we must see to it that 
we have the means of defense to back us up. 

All of the new ships that thus far have been appropriated for are but 
trifling in numbers and force as compared with the great navies of the 
world. It is true that we are not a nation devoted to conquest, or 
annexation; but any one who watches the course of events must see 
that Great Britain is fortifying her posts all around this country, for 
bases of supply; that in the last two or three years she has been build- 
ing up the fortifications at Santa Lucia, that she is building up her 
fortifications all around our borders, and that she is drawing about 
this country a cordon of forts and bases of supply for a navy manifestly 
for use in case of war. 

It is well for us,then, to consider that the moment may come at any 
time in the affairs of a nation when in a burst of national anger war 
would be precipitated. Nations enterinto war as men enter into quar- 
rels, often on the slightest pretext. It is possible ‘‘greatly to find 
quarrel in a straw when honor ’s at the stake;’’ and if you touch the 
honor of the American people they are as likely to go to war, although 
the mission of the great democracy is peace, as any other nation of the 
world. ‘They would be a poor-spirited people indeed if they were not 
quick to defend their honor against the slightest touch; and I say to 
you, Mr. Chairman, that the naval bill, with proper appropriations for 
the Navy,isan expense more justifiable and more desirable than almost 
any other expenditure upon which Congress enters. 

We expend $20,000,000 annually for rivers and harbors; we expend 
millions for public buildings and for all expenses of Government in 
every direction, and yet members of this House undertake to grumble 
and find fault because weauthorize the paltry appropriation of $3,000, - 
000 to build a cruiser. If war should come on this country the ab- 
sence of a navy would cost us more millions than any navy that we 
conld ever think of building. 

There is nothing to my mind that appeals more broadly to the patri- 
olic sentiment of all Americans than a proper protection of our coasts, 
reaching all along the Atlantic, around the Gulf, upon the Jakes, and 
up the great west coast of the Pacific. This is a matter, Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me, where ull political parties should be a unit and 
where all diversity of feelings or of sentiment should cease. It isa 
question of the well-being, of the honor, and of the protection of the 
country itself. 

I shall vote for this bill. I believe that it isa reasonable and proper 
bill in all of its provisions. But I end as I began, with this criticism, 
that it does not go nearly far enough, If war should come, the people 
of the United States would never forgive those of their Representatives 
who left them, by a short-sighted economy, exposed to insult and dis- 
aster. If this Congress doesnotdo enough in thisdirection, it will come 
upon succeeding Congresses, no matter what party isin control. I be- 
lieve that the American people are determined that their coasts shall 
be protected, their cities notsubjected toinsult, and that when we enter 
into diplomacy we shall not always have hanging over us the threat 
that New York, Boston, Philadelphia, San Francisco, New Orleans, and 
our other seaport cities may be put to a shameful ransom because we 
want the courage and the generosity and the foresight in a time of pro- 
found peace and ample revenue to appropriate five, ten, or even twenty 
million dollars to provide an American Navy fit to protect the honor of 
the country and the safety of its people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much time is remaining? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will occupy the three minutes, Mr, Chairman, 
simply by making an observation that this naval appropriation bill is 
solely a bill to provide means to meet the obligations of the United 
States Government. Itisnots prospective bill. Itisnota bill launch- 
ing out into great enterprises in the future. It makes provision for 
the payment of money pledged by the Government upon contracts 
entered into and work in progress in the navy yards; and either this 
Congress will appropriate the money or the next will have to do it or 
repudiate the obligations of the Government. 

There has been no disposition on the part of the committee to at- 
tempt any shifting of responsibility, no purpose of evading the just 
obligations devolving upon us of providing for the fature. The fact 
that the political control of this body is to pass into the hands of our 
opponents next year has had no effect whatever upon our committee in 
dealing with this, the greatest obligation which rests upon us.. And, 
while this appropriation is larger than usual, as has been adverted 
to, the reasons are stated, and the committee have felt it their duty 
to report to the House for appropriation every dollar thatthe country 


is honorably and legally bound to expend for the purposes specified in- 


the bill during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for general debate has expired. The 
Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the pay of officers on sea duty; officers on shore and other duty; officers 
on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; admiral’s secretary; clerks to 
commandants of yardsand stations; clerks to pay masters at yards and stations; 
general storekeepers; receivin, ships and other vessels; extra pay to men re- 
enlisting under honorable discharge; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, 
and boys, including men in the engineers’ force and for the Coast Survey Serv- 
ice and Fish Commission, 7,500 men and 759 boys at the pay prescribed by law; 
in all, $7,300,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Innove the following amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, to come in at the end of line 8, page 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Savers: Add the following after the word “ dollars,” online 8, page2: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to incorporate in the next 
annual report a statement showing the name and tonnage of each vessel that 
has been completed since March 4, 1885, when authorized to be built, when be- 
gun, and when confmissioned, itsentire cost of construction, including armor 
and armament and its cost for repairs since completion, and also a statement 
showing the name and tonnage of each vessel not completed, when authorized 
to be built, when begun, the probable date of its completion, including armor 
and armament, and the estimated amount required for its completion, includ- 
ing armor and armament.” 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand the purpose of the gentleman from 
Texas, and have no objection to the amendment. I would prefer, how- 
ever, with his assent, that thatshall come in as a separate amendment 
in another part of the bill, where we have paragraphs of a more general 
character. This portion relates to the pay of the Navy, and I would 
prefer to keep the old forms intact. I will yield to the gentleman for 
the submission of his amendment hereafter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, Ihave no objection to complying with 
the gentleman’s suggestion, and I hope the amendment will lie on the 
table, to be considered when we reach the proper place. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say that I will confer with the gentleman 
from Texas privately as to the place where this should come in. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said by the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat [Mr. McApoo] that this Government ought to be prepared to 
defend itself and that we ought to have a navy. I find ina declaration 
made in the Democratic platform in 1884, on which our Democratic 
friends came into power, that one of the accusations against the Repub- 
lican party was that they had expended hundreds of millions of dollars 
in the creation of a navy that did not exist. Their statements went 
to the extent in some cases of saying that we had expended since the 
close of the war and up to 1884 the sum of $400,000,000 fora navy that 
at the time was absolutely worthless, 

Mr. BLAND. All of which was true. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know whether that was true or not. 
Tt was, perhaps, in the main true, for the changes constantly going on 
in naval warfare make almost all ships in this age experimental, and 
newerand better ones are constantly taking their place, the expense to 
the Treasury constantly going on. 

Mr. TUCKER. In the main true? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not say that the amount was as stated, 
but that the fact that the Navy was practically worthless was decidedly 
true. 

Now, our Democratic friends ought to have pursued a different pol- 
icy. They ought not to have expended so much money in the build- 
ing of a navy as, according to the complaint made in the platform, 
had been done previously. But I find that they did not change the 
policy. In 1885 there was only $1,885,000 which they had expended 
on our Navy. In 1886 it went up to nearly $4,000,000. In 1887 our 
Democratic friends spent $11,048,000 in a single year in the construc- 
tion of a navy. ‘The amount was $5,760,000 in 1888 and in 1889 
$6,745,000. Forty-one million dollars in a few years for big ships 
alone. 

_Now, Mr. Chairman, I hold that it is now a very serious question 
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whether every dollar of that money as a means of national defense is 
not absolutely wasted. I know that it is claimed by men who have 
studied the subject that the science of military engineeting has pro- 
ceeded to such perfection that ballooningin warfare can be so used that 
big ships for the coast defenses of the United States would be absolutely 
worthless as against an engineering force on the other side in the use 
of balloons and dynamite bombs, and that measures for the protection 
of our coast of similar character, involving only a few hundred thou- 
sand dollars, would be more eflicient as a means of protection by means 
of which the largest ships could be sunk. But however valuable the 
present defenses may now appear, the fact is that in a few years they 
may become worthless; and the true policy is to secure by proper en- 
couragement the elements of a navy, and then if the emergency should 
urise we can soon construct a navy. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the gentleman cite a case where a balloon 
has been used for the destruction of coast defenses? 

Mr. KERR, oflowa. Thegentleman must remember that the science 
of war has greatly progressed since we have had any practical experi- 
ence in that direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire a vote on his amend- 
ment striking out the paragraph? e 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isupposeit would be useless to call for a vote 
and would be a waste of time, and therefore I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentlemanfrom Missouri will give his at- 
tention, it is now seven minutes to 5, and I understand the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have no desire for a meeting this evening. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman propose to move that the com- 
mittee do now rise? If so, I will yield to him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I inove that the committee do now rise. I do 
so for the purpose of allowing the House to dispose of the evening ses- 
sion, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Burrows, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that the committee had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 12872) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the return, in accordance with the request of the House, of 
the bill (5. 828) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of William Perine, deceased. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Committec 
on Invalid Pensions to request unanimous consent that the rule for 
Friday evening sessions may be vacated so far as the session for this 
evening is concerned. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? $ 

Mr. BLAND. Unlessitis understood that we adjournat 5o’clock—— 

Mr. BOUTECLE. Iam going to move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Adjournment is sufficient any way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the com- 
mittee—— : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not yield. I make the request for unani- 
mous consent that the evening session be dispensed with for this even- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, asks unanimous con- 
sent that the rule whereby an evening session is required this evening 
be vacated, for this evening only. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that,the Chair will lay before the House, 
if there be no objection, the following requests of members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REPORT OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON TITE WORLD'S FAIR, 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, chairman of the Select Committee on the 
World's Fair, asks unanimous consent for the passage of the following resolu- 


lion: 
“ Resolved, That 2,000 additional copies of Report No. 3500 be printed for the 


use of the Select Committee on the World’s Fair.” 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS CLAIMS. 

Mr. Cocswe tt asks that a reprint may be made of Mr. MAnsun's repori (No. 
558) of the last session on findings of the Court of Claims in certain cases known 
as the French spoliation claims, 

WITHDRAWAL OF A BILL. 
Mr. Lee asks leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without Icaving 
copies, the bill (H. R. 11601) and accompanying papers, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
oan PINDAR asks leave of absence indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
y. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection these several requests will be 
considered as granted. l 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, that report on the French spolia- 
tion claims is very lengthy, and I do not think we ought to incur any 
additional expense on account of it, Therefore, I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made to the reprint of that report. Is 
there objection to any of the other requests? [After a patse.] The 
Chair hears none, and the requests are granted. 

The motion of Mr. BOUTELLE was-then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
EMPLOYES OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of the em- 
ployés of the War Department from December 1, 1889, to November 
30, 1890, and the sums paid to each employ6; also a copy of a letter 
from the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Treasury on the efi- 
ciency of the employés of the War Department—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

CLERKS AND MESSENGERS FOR THE INSPECTOR GENERAL'S OFFICE. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Inspector General of the Army in reference to the employment of ad- 
ditional clerks and messengers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BERWICK’S BAY, LOUISIANA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report of the examination and survey of Ber- 
wick’s Bay, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

HARBOR LINES AT PORTAGE LAKE, MICHIGAN. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a report 
upon the question of the establishment of harbor lines at Portage 
Lake, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Seeretary of War relating to the standard of em- 
ciency of the employs of the War Department—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY IN UTAH. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Attorney-General in relation to an appropriation of 
$2,500 for the erection of shops at the United States penitentiary at 
Utah—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XU, the following resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York was introduced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New York State, relative tothe improvementof Hudson River—to tho 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXI, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: z 
By Mr, COLEMAN: 
Resolved, Thata committee of three members of the House of Represonta- 
ee be Srerates by the Speaker to consider and report as to the advisability 
f provision being made for the payment of valid clainis of American citizens 
in connection with the Ni¢arigua Canal schenic, citlier by the Government of 
the United States or Nicaragua, or both; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


—_— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4033) for 
relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who served as nurse in the late 
war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3548)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary S. 
Day, accompanied by a report (No. 3549)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House, which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren, (Re- 
port No. 3550. ) 

A bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George Whitacre, of 
Huntington, Ind. (Report No. 3551.) 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 


vorably the bill of the House (H. R.9430) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against George W. Hayner, accompanied by a report (No. 
3552)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13236) for the relief of 
Hugh M. Henson, accompanied by a report (No. 3553)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr, BELKNAP, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to 
Caroline A. Burghardt, an army nurse, accompanied by a report (No. 
3554)—to the Committee of the Whole House. > 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 13247) to amend the charter of the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, accompanied by a Tê- 
port (No. 3555)—to tho House Calendar. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12443) to provide fo 
the erection of a Government building at Chicago, 11., patain panied 
by a report (No. 3556)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 13055) toamend an act entitled ‘An 
act for the construction of a bridge at South St. Paul, Minn.,’’ accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3557)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr, NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 12051) for the relief of Margarab Hitt, of 
Lincoln County, Missouri, accompanied by a report (No. 3558)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House, ` 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorabl 
the bill of the Senate (S. 2310} for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silda 
Staples, and the other sureties upon the oficial bond of James B. Rey- 
mert, executed to the United States on the 7th February, 1860, aš re- 
ceiver of public moneys, accompanied by a report (No. 3559)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13131) to authorize fie 
Norfolk and Western Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the 
Big Sandy River at certain points where the same forms the boundary 
line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3560)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committe on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 11929) to protect the lives of travelers and employés on railroads 
and the property ofrailroad companies in the District of Columbia, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3561) —to the House Calendar, 

Mr, BELKNAP, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 18298) granting a pension to 
Florence Petigrew Lithgrow, au army nurse, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3562)—to the Committce of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13266) to provide 
for the payment of bonds of the District of Columbia falling due July 
1, 1891, and July 1 and 26, 1892, accompanied bya report N . 3563)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Wood Furgeson, an army nurse, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3564)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were sevcrally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn. (Report 
No. 3565.) 

A bill (H. R. 12009) to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, widow 
of James H. Tennery, of Captain Griflin’s company, First Illinois, 
Black Hawk war. (Report No. 3566.) 

A bill (H. R. 12550) to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirkwood, 

. (Report No. 35 -) 

A bill (H. R. 12581) to increase the pension of Joseph Mason, of Dal- 
las City, Ill. (Report No. 3568.) 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9578) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory. (Report No. 3569.) 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Crimmins. (Re- 


port No. 3570.) 


A a (5. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott. (Report 


No. 3571.) 
RE x 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick, (Report 
No, 3572, 
A bill (S. pro ica pension to John Farrell. (Report eee 
A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rend 
in the war with Mexico, (Report No. 3574.) 
A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Levi Donley. (Report No. 3575.) 
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A bill (8.4487) granting a pension to John W. West. (Report 
No. 3576.) 

A pill (S. 4299) granting a pension to Nathan C. Moore, (Report 
No. 3577. 

Mr. SMYSER also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice. (Report No. 3578.) 


A bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young. (Re- 
port No, 3579.) 5 
A bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pension, to Mary Ellis, (Report 


No. 3580.) 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to 
Marcellus A. Stovall, accompanied by a report (No. 3581)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to 
Ira A. Stout, accompanied by a report (No. 3582)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on Pensions, reported withamend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 9876) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Agnes B. Collins, accompanied by a report (No. 3583)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 333) to open to homestead set- 
tlement certain portions of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3584)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R, 4365) for the relief of R. L. Jennings, late 
postmaster at Marshall, Tex., accompanied by a report (No. 3585)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11549) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Smith, accompanied by a report (No. 3586)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXIIT, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. PERKINS (by request): A bill (H. R, 13314) to provide for 
the execution of certain treaty provisions with the Quapaw Indians, 
and fot other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITELAW: ‘A bill e R. 13315) to authorize a survey of 
that portion of the Mississippi River south of the city of Cape Girar- 
denu, in the State of Missouri, to the Arkansas line—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 13316) establishing a lighthouse 
at Ahnapee, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, purae bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13317) for the relief of 
Frederick Ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H, R. 13318) granting a pension to Agnes 
C. Junot—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 13319) for the relief of Charles 
W. Buttz—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 13320) for the relief of James H. Bunn, 
of Oliver Springs, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 13321) for the relief of Thomas 
Stone's heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R.13322) granting a pension to Edwin H. Walker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensidiis. ` 
By Mr. McKINLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13323) granting a 
nsion to Mrs. Sarah A. Woodbridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 13324) to pension Lucretia Boyett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 13325) increasing the pen- 
sion of Sarah J. Mallory—to the Committee on Pensions. 


[j 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Hunt- 
ingdon County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the option 
bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of Frank Hoskins, for pay- 
ment of advances made in employment of assistant lightkeepers at 
Cherrystone, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Robert Sinnick- 


son, of Trenton, N, J., for establishment ‘of industrial army to con- 
struct national highways, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Young Men’s Republican Association of Asbury 
Park, N. J.,for passage of elections law—to the Select Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of the Bund for Liberty and Civil 
Rights, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in opposition to free coinage—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, against the 
same measure—to the Committce on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pension 
to Agnes C, Junot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Francis A. Osborn and Herbert 
L. Harding, president and secretary of Citizens’ Association of Boston, 
in relation to the naturalizaton of foreigners—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petitions from Clay, Benton, Carlton, Mar- 
shall, and Otter Tail Counties, Minnesota, favoring passage of Butter- 
worth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by George E. Middleton, Mrs. Ela M. Gloss, and 102 
others, citizens of Alexandria, Minn., praying for the appointment of a 
ee ast on the subject of social vice—to the Committee on Educa- 

ion. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Resolutions of Alliance No, 396, of Del- 
aware County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353, defining options and 
fntures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. C. Adams and 42 others, citizens of the same 
Paredes and State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of Big Walnut Alliance, No. 588, Ohio, in favor of 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. C. Moonhonse and 50 others, citizens of Morrow 
County, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Liberty Alliance, No. 508, Hardin County, Ohio, 
in favor of the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. A. Holmes and others, citizens of Hardin 
County, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Amalgamated Association of Iron 
and Steel Workers No. 125, of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, in 
favor of woman suffrage amendment to Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of wholesale grocers of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor of an 
amendment to the proposed bankrupt law—to the Committec on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition relative to the Chinese exclusion act— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Ole Johnson and 22 others, citizens 
of Barron County, Wisconsin, in favor of the antionption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Turtle Lake Farmers’ Allianco, No. 41, of Wiscon- 
sin, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Resolutions of Oak Grove Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Muscatine and Louisa Counties, Iowa, 
in favor of option bill—to the Committes on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Museatineand Louisa Counties, Iowa, 
for the same measure—to the Committce on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Telegram from the State officers of 
Towa, urging the granting of a charter to the Interstate Bridge Com- 
pany of Council Blufls and Omaha—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers from Mrs. Mary J. Philpot, president Young Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, Cedar Falls, Iowa, urging the passage of 
a bill providing for a commission of inquiry on the liquor traflic—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafe. : 

By Mr, HITT: Memorial and petition of 146 residents of Honolulu, 
for the suppression of liquor trafic in Congo State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affhirs. 

Also, petition and memorial of 106 residents of New Zealand, Siam, 
Mexico, and other countries, for the same measure —to the Committée 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial and petition of 267 residents of India, for the same 
measnre—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition and memorial of 299 residents of China, for the same 
mensure—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, memorial and petition of 64 Christianm inisters and others, resi- 
dents of Japan, for same measure—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition and memorial of 635 residents of Queensland, Aus- 
tralia, for the same measure—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition praying a pension for Hannah M. Sexton, 
of Blount County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition and affidavits in support of House bill No. 12619, for 
the relief of Thomas F. Lee—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr, KELLEY: Petition of 15 citizens of Star Township, Coffey 
County, Kansas, asking for a law to prevent the adulteration and mis- 
branding of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of P. O, French and 11 others, citizens of 
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Yellow Medicine County, Minnesota; also, of M. Caren and 37 others, 
citizens of Blue Earth County, Minnesota; also, of L. W. Colby and 11 
others, citizens of Minnesota; also, of T. A. Pinzel and 15 others, citi- 
zens of Le Sueur County, Minnesota; dlso, of ©. C. Peterson and 18 
others, citizens of Brown County, Minnesota; also, of J. M. Cady and 
15 others, citizens of Rock County, Minnesota; also, of Horace Ver- 
milya and 19 other citizens; also, of William McBrown and 19 others, 
citizens of Blue Earth County, Minnesota; also, of F, M. Kennedy and 
19 others, citizens of Brown County, Minnesota; also, of William P. 
Schmidt and 33 others, citizens of Brown County, Minnesota; also, of 
J. T. Montgomery and 39 others, citizens of Brown County, Minne- 
sota; also, of Levi Gardner and 19 others, citizens of Lincoln County, 
Minnesota; also, of Adolph Depping and 14 others, citizens of Lyon 
County, Minnesota; also, of Walter Bean and 14 others, citizens of Cot- 
tonwood County, Minnesota; also, of B, Biernsthiel and 8 others, cit- 
izens of Nobles County, Minnesota; also, of Frank Paukand 11 others, 
citizens of Nobles County, Minnesota; also, of J. N. Mullin and 12 
others, citizens of Blue Earth County, Minnesota; also, of E, W. Engel 
and 12 others, citizens of Jackson County, Minnesota; also, of E. Me- 
Gee and 19 others, citizens of Murray County, Minnesota; also, of 
James Bowe and 29 others, citizens of Le Sueur County, Minnesota; 
also, of Jesse Palmer and 50. others, citizens of Brown County, Min- 
nesota; also, of S. Bellig and 50 others, citizens of Brown County, 
Minnesota; also, of Henry Walter and 6 others, citizens of Lac qui 
Parle County, Minnesota; also, of W. S. Sanborn and 13 others, citi- 
zens of Yellow Medicine County, Minnesota; also, of L. I. Leeland 
and 17 others, citizens of Yellow Medicine County, Minnesota; also, 
of Frederick C, Schultz and 15 others, citizens of Lac qui Parle County, 
Minnesota; also, of G. P. Leadenburg and 14 others, citizens of Lyon, 
County, Minnesota; also, of J. B. Johnson and 5 others, citizens of 
Rock County, Minnesota; also, of Louis Tiller and 25 others, citizens 
of Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, of William Harty and 26 others, 
citizens of Elysian, Minnesota; also, of CormacGiblin and 16 others, 
citizens of Smith’s Mill, Waseca County, Minnesota; also, of A. Me- 
Cullom and 43 others, citizens of Blue Earth County, Minnesota; also, 
of B. Briggs and 8 others, citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, 
of B. Briggs and 8 others, citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, 
of F. D. Seaman and 14 others, citizens of Waseca County, Minnesota; 
also, of K. Torgerson and 18 others, citizens of Highwater, Lyon County, 
Minnesota; also, of C. Bingham and 37 others, citizens of Alta, Lincoln 
County, Minnesota; also, of S.L. Wait and 6 others, citizens of Lynd, 
Lyon County, Minnesota; also, petition of Jolin Wilkinson and 14 others, 
citizens of Waseca County, Minnesota; also, of P. Shipman and 18 
others, citizens of Lexington, Le Sueur County, Minnesota; also, of J. 
M. Cudy and 16 others, citizens of Magnolia, Rock County, Minnesota; 
also of J. C. Brown and 14 others, citizens of Lyon County, Minnesota; 
also, of Edward Ryden and 32 others, citizens of Bernadotte County, 
Minnesota; also, of Paul Kanne and 7 others, citizens of Le Sueur 
County, Minnesota; also, of Josef Kudinke and 47 others, citizens of 
Montgomery, Le Sueur County, Minnesota; also, of Jacob Mondry 
and 35 others, citizens of Montgomery, Le Sueur County, Minnesota; 
also, of Frank Stauk and 48 others, citizens of the samo place; also, of 
Godfrey Peterson and 19 others, citizens of Lake Sarah, Murray County, 
Minnesota; also, of J.B.Johnson and 5 others, citizens of Rock County, 
Minnesota; also,of Oshawa, Nicollet County, Alliance, Minnesota; also, 
of M. Gainor and 43 others, citizens of Blue Earth County, Minnesota; 
also, of the Alta Vesta Alliance, of Minnesota; also, of Ehrdal Alliance, of 
Minnesota; also, of Mapletown Alliance, Blue Earth County, Minnesota; 
also, of Triumph Alliance, Martin County, Minnesota; also, of Walter 
Alliance, Lac qui Parle County, Minnesota; also, of Alliance of Yellow 
Medicine County, Minnesota; also, of Nergeland Alliance, of Minnesota; 
also, of LeSueur County (Minnesota) Alliance; also, of Maxwell Farmers’ 
Alliance, Le Sueur, Minn.; also, of Cam Release Alliance, of Minnesota; 
also, of B. F. Warren and 34 others, citizens of Murray County, Minne- 
sota; also, of George Downs and 23 others, citizensof Cottonwood 
County; also, of T. S. Toresen and 37 others, citizensof Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota; also, of Prairie Alliance, Blue Earth County, 
Minnesota; also, of Murray County Farmers’ Alliance, Murray County, 
Minnesota; also, of Belview Alliance, Cottonwood, Minn. ; also of Lake 
Prairie Farmers’ Alliance, Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, of the 
Lincoln County (Minnesota) Alliance; also, A. O. Bjork and 18 others, 
citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, of M. O. Lokensgard and 
23 others, citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota; also, A. Fandell 
and 23 others, citizens of Lac qui Parle County, Minnesota, all praying 
for the speedy passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 109 citizens of Clay County, Nebraska, 
for the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Liberty Alliance, Clay County, Nebraska, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of Universalist clergymen of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 12209) to restrict 
immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
zation, 

Also, memorial of Baptist clergymen of the same city, for the same 
measure—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions adopted by a mass meeting of citizens of the same 


city, for the same measure—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. > 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Resolutions of Green Township Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Noble County, Indiana, in favor of passage of the option 
bill, and declaring that in asingle year these fictitious sales are madé 
in quantities far in excess of the producers’ power of the country in a 
hundred years if delivery were contemplated by the parties to them— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Shordon and 28 others, citizens of Allen 
County, Indiana, praying passage of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: Petition in favor of the antioption 
bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. C. Titus and 70 others, citizens of Minnesota, ask- 
ing passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John T, Jones and others, forsame measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of O. C. Williamsand 34 others, 
of Farmerstown, Holmes County, Ohio, for passage of the antioption 
bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, PARRETT: Petition of J. M. McKinney and others, farmers 
of Indiana, in favor of the speedy passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures, and i wap special taxes upon dealers therein— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperanco 
Union and 50 citizens of Genoa, N. Y., for a bill to prohibit traffic in 
alcoholic liquors—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Samuel Decker and 38 others, citizens 
of Seneca County, Ohio, praying passage of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committec on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Excelsior Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, No. 49, of Warren County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of A, W. Walker and 6 other citizens 
of Mitchell County, Iowa, in favor of the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. H. Griswold and 34 others, citizens of Charles 
City, Floyd County, Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 3 

Also, petition of St. Charles Alliance, No. 1887, Floyd County, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Nordrup Alliance, No. 1341, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition or Edgar Anderson and 22 others, citizens of Winne- 
shiek County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, ore 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Affidavits to accompany House bill 12986, 
for relief of Sallie A. Page—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of Fred. Gangloff and 28 others, members of 
Delhi Lodge, No. 3809, of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, 
Jersey County, Illinois, praying passage of the House bill 5353, defining 
and prohibiting dealing in options and futures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

‘Also, resolutions of same lodge, for enactment ofa law to define and 
prohibit dealing in options and futures—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal to be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that no quorum is present and that the Journal can not bo 
read without a quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). 
are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum being present, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House, and the 
Speaker announced that the ‘ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division, Mr. Speaker, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 7. 

So a call of the Honse was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following members failed to re- 
spond to their names: 


Sixty-four members 


Abbott, Bankhead, Bliss, Brunner, 
Adams, Banks, Boatner, Buchanan, N, J. 
Alderson, Barnes, Bowden, Buckalew, 
Alien, Miss, Bartine, Brickner, Bullock, 
Anderson, Miss. Beckwith, Brower, Bunn, 

Andrew, Bergen, Brown, J. B. Burton, 
Arnold, Biggs, Browne, T. M, Butterworth, 
Baker, Bingham, Browne, Va. Caldwell, 
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Campbell, Grout, Kongon Smyeer, 
Candler, Mass, Hansbrough, Moore, N.H. Spinola, 
Carlton, Harmer, Morey, pringer, 
Cheadle, Hatch Morgan, Stahinecker, 
Clark, Wyo. Hem hilt, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Il, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Coleman, Henderson, Iowa. Niedringhaus, Stockdale, 
Connell, Henderson, N:O. Norton, Stone, Pa, 
Cooper, Ind Herbert, Nute, Struble, 
Cothran, Hermann, O'Donnell, Stump, 
Covert, Hill, Osborne, Swency, 
Cowles, Hitt, Outhwaite, ‘Tarsney, 
Craig, Hopkins, Paynter, ‘Taylor, E, B. 
Crain, Houk, Payson, Taylor, J. D. 
Cummings, Kelley, Penington, Taylor, Tenn. 
Dalzell, Kerr, Pa. Perry, Tillman, 
Dargan, Ketcham, Peters, Townsend, Pa. 
Darlington, Kinsey, Phelan, Tracey, 
Davidson, Knapp, Pickler, Turner, N.Y 
De Lano, Lacey, Pierce, Vaux, 
Dibble, Lansing, Pindar, Wade 
Dickerson, Lawler, Post, Washington, 
Dolliver, Lester, Ga. Price, Wheeler, Mich. 
Dunnell, Lester, Va. Ray, Whitelaw, 
Dunphy, wage, Reyburn, Whitthorne, 
enloe, Magner, Rife, Wickham, 
Ewart, Mansur, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Featherston, Mason, Rogers, Willcox, 
Fiteh, McAdoo, Rowland, Williams, I). 
Flick, McCarthy, Rusk, Williams, Ohio, 
Flood, McClellan, sanford, Wilson, Ky, 
Forman, McCord, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash. 
Geary, McCormick, Scranton, Wright, 
Gibson, MoDufie, Seney, Yardley. 
Gifford, McMillin, Shively, 
Goodnight, Miller, Simonds. 
Greenhalge, Milliken, Smith, Ui. 


The following members subsequently appeared and their presence 
was noted by the Clerk under the rule: 

Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. ADAMS, Mr, ALDERSON, Mr. ANDERSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BANKS, Mr. BARTINE, 
Mr. BIGGS, Mr. BoATNER, Mr, BRICKNER, Mr, BUCHANAN of NewJersey, 
Mr. BUCKALEW, Mr. Bunn, Mr. BURTON, Mr. CANDLER of Massa- 
chusetits Mr. DALZELL, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. DUNNELL, 
Mr. ENLOE, Mr. FLICK, Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr. Grout, Mr. HOPKINS, 
Mr. KINSEY, Mr. LACEY, Mr. LANSING, Mr, LAWLER, Mr. LESTER ot 
Georgia, Mr. MAGNER, Mr. MANSUR, Mr. MAson, Mr. McCorp, Mr. 
MCDUFFIE, Mr. MOMILLIN, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Moore of New 
Hampshire, Mr. Norton, Mr. Nure, Mr. O'DONNELL, Mr. OvTH- 
WAITE, Mr. Payson, Mr. Smrrir of Illinois, Mr, Saryser, Mr. 
SPRINGER, Mr. STEWART of Vermont, Mr. SrocKDALE, Mr. STRUBLE, 
Mr. STUMP, Mr. Josepm D. TAYLOR, and Mr. WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety-five members respond. 
Withont objection, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Having read the Journal down to the record of the vote on allowing 
Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, to be heard further in order, the Clerk was 
proceeding without reading the vote in detail. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I notice that the 
Clerk is skipping the record of that vote. Let us see if the vote is 
properly recorded in the Journal. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the remark of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I say the Clerk is skipping 
the record of a vote, and we ought to know that we are properly re- 
corded in our vote on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the vote. 

The Clerk read the vote, and then the remainder of the formal part 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be approved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. Icall for the read- 
ing of the Journal in full. I called for it in the beginning and I call 
for it again now. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr, Speaker, if the purpose is to delay the busi- 
ness of the House, after a few minutes’ debate I shall call for the pre- 
vious question upon the approval of the Journal, for the purpose ot 
saving time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair, I trust, will not 
pnt the previous question on the approval of the Journal until the 
Journal is read. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair does not understand the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair, I trust, will give 
me his attention, and then I have no doubt he will be able to appre- 
hend my point. It is that the Journal to be submitted to the House 
for approval shall be read in fall, The proposition is not a very ab- 
struse one. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas that the additional matter to which he refers is printed in the 
RECORD, and it is a waste of time to read it here. It has taken half 
an hour already to read the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can not take the judgment 
of the Chair as to my course, so Jong as I am acting within parlia- 
mentary Jaw. Iinvoke the judgment of the Chair only as to the par- 
liamentary law. 


XXU—114 


The SPEAKER, Tt has never been the practice to read the Journal 
any further than it has been read, 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Journal in that imper- 
fect form can not be approved without unanimous consent, and if the 
Chair means to rnle that this Journal can be submitted for approval 
before it is read, let the Chair make that plain. I demand the read- 
ing of the Journal in full. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the reason of this sudden zeal on the 
part of the gentleman to have all these petitions read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not accountable to the 
gentleman. Ionly invoke the parliamentary law, and the gentleman 
ane that he must obey the law, and I trust the Chair will enforce 

e Jaw. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, there has been so much confusion 
that I have been unable to hear distinctly the statement of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. I would liketo knowif it is claimed thatthe Jour- 
nal has not been fully read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, My claim is just that. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Will the gentleman point out wherein it has not 
been read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. On page 1857 of 
the RECORD the gentleman will find a message from the Senate which 
has not been incorporated in the Journal as read tous. He will find. 
also on the same page executive and other communications which have 
not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The message from the Senate has been read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Also memorials and resolu- 
tions of State Legislatures. The Journal mustimport verity, and how 
do we know that the Journal iscorrect if it is to be made up behind 
closed doors and then not read in full to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can know it in the same way that 
he has known it for fourteen years past. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to remind the Chair that until this session 
matters of this kind were introduced in open House and constituted 
a part of the body of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chairhas noright to criti- 
cise me while I am acting according to parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair criticises the gentleman—— 

Mr. BLAND (interposing). The Chair is always unjust in its eriti- 
cism and treats this side of the House with contempt. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, It is the duty of the Chair to 
administer the parliamentary Jaw, and I trust that he will confine him- 
self to his proper sphere. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will confine himself to his duty. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (interrupting). Mr. Speaker, 
the Clerk is omitting the report which accompanies those bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I wish toask whether the 
omissions that are made by the Clerk are made by the direction of the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Irisetoa pointoforder. Tho 
Speaker has ruled heretofore, and I can refer him to the RECORD to 
show it—— 

The SPEAKER. “It was simply a report that was omitted, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, That is part of the business 
of this House and I demand that it be submitted to the House in the 
Journal. Ifitisin the Journal I demand that it be read, and, if not, 
it should be put there. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (again interrupting). Mr, 
Speaker, I call attention to the fact that the readingisinaudible. We 
can not hear it in this part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. I demand that order be preserved on the floor and that busi- 
ness be done in an orderly and businesslike way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the House will bein order. The 
Clerk will proceed. - 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There are one or two correc- 
tions which I think should be made in the Journal. 

i Mr, McKINLEY (having been recognized). I do not hear the gen- 
eman, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There are one or two errors 
in the Journal to which I think attention should be called. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will yield to the gentleman a moment or two 
if he has any correction to point out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call attention to these mat- 
ters—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. Of course I want no inaccuracy in the Journal, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Because these corrections 
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should precede, of course, the approval of the Journal. It isnot only 


a legitimate subject of inquiry, but a most obligatory one. 


We know 


that the Journal Clerk is required to furnish for the RECORD a tran- 
script of these reports, petitions, etc., and therefore the RECORD ought 
to be a true copy of what is read from the Clerk’s desk. On page 


1859 (if gentlemen will turn to it) they will find, under the head of 
**Petitions, etc., that a petition was presented by Mr. HAYES, of 


Iowa. The Journal does not indicate the State from which that peti- 
tion came, and consequently the location or residence of those citizens 


is lost in oblivion. 


should be inserted to indicate in what State these citizens who 


It was not read by the Clerk. Thename ‘‘Iowa”’ 
tition 


Congress reside; the Journal should show where the people holding 
the views represented in those petitions live. I move that the name 
of the State be inserted in the Journal in connection with the petition 
presented by the gentJeman from Iowa. 


The SPEAKER. 


Those corrections of which the gentleman is speak- 


ing are corrections in the RECORD. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not hear the remark of 


the Chair, 


Mr. McKINLEY. If there is any such errorin the Journal, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be corrected: 


The SPEAKER. 


There is no such error, as the Chair is informed. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, if the name of the 
State is in the Journal itshould have been read. It was notread; we 
have to go by the reading. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk informs the Chair that it was read. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If read, it was read very in- 
ey: I presume the Clerk hardly remembers eyery name that he 
read. 


The SPEAKER. 
derstands, 


It is all correct in the Journal, as the Chair un- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call the attention of the 
Chair to this matter to show what the omissions are. In the petitions 
introduced by Mr. Linp—perhaps a hundred in number—the word 
‘citizens’? in this transcript which appears in the RECORD occurs a 
hundred times, but it was not mentioned six times in the reading by 
the Clerk, which shows, of course, that the Clerk, either by some in- 
struction or by his own option, is in the habit of omitting many words 
which appear here in the RECORD. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Idonot yield fordebate. Iyield forany proper 

«correction of the Journal, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not yield to the gentle- 


man, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER, 


My motion is in order. 
The gentleman from Ohio was recognized and 


yielded a few minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I donot care to receive recog- 


nition on this question as a matter of favor. 


I call the attention of 


the Speaker and of the House to the defects in the Journal as read by 
the Clerk. And Iam here to call attention to another, which marks 
the incorrect reference of a bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to say thatI have triedin every possible 
way, in the interest of a correct Journal, to yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas and other gentlemen who may find inaccuracies in the Jour- 
nal. It is manifest now that this proceeding is only for the purpose 


of delay. 


It has happened now for several days that petitions, reso- 


lutions, bills, and reports which have been referred -—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, how does the 
gentleman from Ohio get on the floor? 


The SPEAKER. 


By the recognition of the Chair. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair is very kind to the 
entleman from Ohio. 


The SPEAKER. 
who are in order. 


Mr. McKINLEY (continuing). 


The Chair endeayors to be kind to all gentlemen 
Tn regard to those formal matters, 


which during the last twelve or fourteen years, so far as I know, haye 
en 


neyer been read as a part of the Journal, g 


emen on the other side 


are demanding every day that these items shall heread. The sole pur- 
pose evidently is to consume and waste the time of the House, which 
has now but a few days until the final adjournment. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
haying made that statement, I demand the previous question on the ap- 
proval of the Journal. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Iam prepared to call atten- 
tion to some other errors in the Journal. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order 1? 
on the Republican side.] There are manifest errors which I have 


already pointed ont, 


Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the regular order. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House, in order 
that there may be no misunderstanding, that the previous question 


cuts off debate. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the Chair rules me out 


of order? 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit to the decision of 


the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair does. 


The question is on ordering the previous question, 


which has been demanded. 


JANUARY 24, 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand a division. 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 105, not 
voting 91; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen; Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 


Brosius, 
Buchanan, N.J. 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 


Alien, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
nks, 


YEAS—155. 
Dingley, Lind, 
Dolliver, Lodge, 
Dorsey, Mason, 
Dunnecll, McDuilie, 
Evans, MeKinley, 
Ewart, Miles, 
Farquhar, Miller, 
Featherston, ALoftitt, 
Finley, oore, N. H. 
Flick, Morey, 
Frank, Morrill 
Funston, Morse, 
Gear, Mudd, 
Gest, 2 Nute, 
Greenhalge, O'Donnell, 
Grosvenor, O'Neill, 
Grout, Osborne, 
Hall, Owen, Ind. 
Haugen, Payne, 
Hays, E.R. Payson, 
Henderson, lil. Perkins, 
fil, Peters, 
Hitt, Post, 
Hopkins, Pugsley. 
Kennedy, Quackenbush, 
Kerr, Iowa Raines. 
Kinsey, Randall, 
Knapp, Ray, 
Lacey, Reyburn, 
Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Langston, Rowell, 
Lansing, Russell, 
Wa, tl, 
Lelilbach, Sherman. 
NAYS—105. 
Crain, , Lewis, 
Crisp, Magner, 
Culberson, Tex. Maish, 
Davidson, Mansur, 
Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
Edmunds, Martin, Tex. 
Ellis, McClammy, 
Enloe, MMeClellan, 
Fithian, McCrea 
Flower, McMillin, 
Forman, McRae, 
Forney, Mills, 
Fowler, Montgomery, 
ry, Moore, Tex. 
Geissenhainer, ‘Mutchiler, 
Grimes, O'Ferrall, 
Hare, O'Neall, Ind. 
Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Herbert Outhwaite, 
Holman Owens, Ohio 
Hooker, Parrett, 
Kilgore, Paynter, 
Lane, Peel, 
Latham, Penington, 
Lawler, Perry, 
Lee, Pierce, 
Lester, Ga. Price, 
NOT VOTING—4l, 
Cowles, Kelley, 
Cammings, Kerr, Pa. 
I n, Keto! 
Darlingtcn, La Follette, 
Lano, Lester, Va. 
Dibble, MeAdoo, 
Dickerson, McCarthy, 
Dunphy, MeComas, 
itch, MeCord, 
Flood, McCormick, 
Gibson, McKenna, 
Gifford, Milliken, 
Goodnight, Morgan, 
Hansbrough, Morrow, 
Harmer, Niedringhaus, 
Hatch, Norton, 
Hayes, W. I Oates, 
eard Phelan, 
Hemphill, Pickler, 
Henderson, Iowan Pindar, 
Henderson, N.O. Reed, Iowa 
Hermann, Reilly, 
Houk, Rife, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 


Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. COWLES. 


Mr. Fioop with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. PINDAR, 
Mr. GROUT with Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. TRACEY. 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. REILLY. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr, DARGAN. 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. Bxtss with Mr, WuITING. 


Mr. De Laxo with Mr. ROWLAND. 


Mr. Spenker, I call for the yeas and nays. 


Simonds, 
Smith, Ni 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Struble, 
Sweet, 

Taylor, E.B. 
Taylor, M. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
‘Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 


Wright. 


uinn, 
oparun 

yers, 
Sency, 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne,« 

ike, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder, 


la, 
StaliInesker, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Sweney, 
Tarsney, 
Tracey, 
Vaux 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, . 
Wickhant, 
Wiloy, 
Willcox, 
Yardley, 
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Mr, HANsproveH with Mr. STAMLNECKER. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Fre. 

Mr. Hovux with Mr. WHITELAW, for this day. 

Mr. Satrrn, of Ilinois, with Mr. WILLCOX, for this day. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. DUNPHY, for this day. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this day. 

Mr, YARDLEY with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, for this.day. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, until Tuesday next, 

Mr. SwENEY with Mr. BULLOCK, on this vote. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming, with Mr. Winey, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rise to ask if the Speaker 
rules thatdebate has been had upon the question of the approval of the 
Journal, so as to eut off the forty minutes allowed under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. it has been, and the question is on the approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 102, 


nays 34. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no quorum, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the Chair decide with- 
ont counting? I call for tellers, I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas are 102 and the nays 


are 34. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair has previously an- 
nounced that. I demand tellers, 

I submit, with all respect to the Speaker, that although he has un- 
der the rules assumed at least the power to counta quorum, this thing 
of gauging by the eye may do perhaps to class cotton, but certainly it 
can not be relied upon for determining the question of a quorum in 
the House of Representatives, 

The SPEAKER. We have just had a yen-and-nay vote which dis- 
closes the presence of 240 members. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that is not the last yote, 
Mr. Speaker. The Speaker ought not to rest his case on that citation. 
I demand tellers, 

Mr. McKINLEY, Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 93, not vot- 
ing 106; as follows: 


* YEAS—132. 

Adama, Dalzell, Magner, Soull, 
Allen, Mich. Pingley, Mason, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, McComas, Smith, HI. 
Andrew, Dorsey, McDufie, Smith, W.Va. 
Arnold, Dunnell, McKenna, Sinyser, 
Atkinson, Pa, Evans, McKinley, Snider, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Ewart, Miles, Spooner, 
Baker, Farquhar, Miller, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Flick, offitt, vers, - 
Bayne, Funston, Moore, N, H. Stockbridge, 
Beckwith, Gear, forey, Stone, Pa, 
Belden, Gest, Morse, Struble, 
Belknap, Greenhalge, Mudd, Sweet, 
Boothman, Grosvenor, ute, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Grout, O'Donnell, ‘Taylor, Ill. 
Brewer, Hall, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Harmer, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Owen, Ind, omas, 
Burrows, Hays, E. R. Payne, Thompson, 
Burton, Henderson, Il, Payson, Townsend, Colo, 
Butterworth, Kelley, Perkins, Townsend, Pa, 
Caldwell Kennedy, Peters, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, ‘Mass. Kerr, Iowa Post, Vandever, 
Cannon, Kinsey, Pugsicy, an Schaick, 
Carter, Knapp, Quackenbush, Waddill, 
Caswell, Lacey, Randall, ade, 
Cheatham, La Follette, Ray, Walker, 
Clark, Wis. Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa Wallace, Mass. 

“swell, Langston, Reyburn, Wallace, N.Y. 
Coleman, Lansing, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Cooper, Ohio Laws, Rowell, Wilson, Ky. 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, Russell, Wilson, Wash, 
Cutcheon, Lind, Sawyer, Wright. 

NAYS—23, 

Abbott, Chipman, Holman, Mutchler, 
Alderson, Clancy, Kilgore, O'Ferrall, 
Anderson, Miss, Lane, O'Neal, Ind. 
Bankhend, * Cooper, Ind. Tankam, Outhwaite, 
Barwig, Covert, Lawlor, Owens, Ohio 
Biggs, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Parrett, 
Biand, Dockery, Loster, Ga. Peel, 
Blount, Edmunds, Lewis, Penington, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Maish, erry, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Enloe, Martin, Ind. Pierce, 
Brickner, Fithian, Martin, Tox Price, 
Brookshire, Flower, McClammy, Quinn, 
Buchanan, Va, Forney, McClellan, Richardson, 
Buckalew, Fowler, McCreary, orers, 
Bunn, Geissenbainer, MeMillin, Sayers, 
Bynum, Goodnight, MeRae, Seney, 
ete Ga. zits. der Betanet, 

ru’ aynes, ontgomery, pringer, 
Catchings, Heard, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 


ies he Tillman, Whitthorne, Wilson, W. Va. 
Stockdale, Tucker, Wike, er. 
Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. Wilkinson, 
Stone, Mo. Turner, N.Y. Williams, 11, 
Stump, Wheeler, Ala, Wilson, Mo. 
NOT VOTING—106. 

Allen, Miss. Crain, Hermann, Raines, 
Banks, Crisp, Hil, Reilly, 
Barnes, Cummings, Hitt, Rife, 
Bergen, Dargan, Hooker, Robertson, 
Bingham, Darlington, Hopkins, Rowland, 
Blanchard, Davidson, Houk, usk, 
Bliss, De Lano, <err, Pa. Sanford, 
Boatner, Dibble, Ketcham, Scranton 
Bowden, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Brower, ead Lodge, Simonds, 
Brown, J.B. F orston, Mansur, AS 
Browne, 'T. M. Finley, McAdoo, necker, 
Browne, Va. Fitch MeCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 

runner, Flood, McCord, Swency, 
Bullock, Forman, MeCormick, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Frank, Milliken, Tracey, 
Carlton, Geary, Morgan, Vau 
Cheadle, Gibson, Morrill, Washington, 
Clark, Wyo Gifford, Morrow, Wheeler, 
Clarke, Ala. Grimes, Niedringhaus, Whitelaw, 
Clements, Hansbrough, Norton, Whiting, 
Clunie, A Oates, ‘ Wickham, 
Comstock, Hayos, W. I O'Neil, Mass, Wiley, 
Connell, Hemphill, Paynter, Willcox, 
Cothran, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Yardley. 
Cowles, Henderson, N.C. Pickler, 
Craig, Herbert, Pindar, 


So the Journal was approved. r 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr, BRUNNER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming, with Mr. WILEY. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Speaker, I move that the Honse resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of resuming the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


TARIFF AND FREE COTNAGE OF SILVER, 


Mr, HATCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Maine yield to 
me simply to allow me to ask to have printed in the RECORD to-morrow 
morning a resolution of the house of representatives of the General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri in relation to the tariff and the free 
coinage of silver? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. I am obliged to the gentleman, I ask that the reso- 
lutions be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri will be granted. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 

The resolutions are as follows: 

STATE or MISSOURI, CITY or JEFFERSON, 
House of Representatives, 
I, Abner 8, Smith, chief clerk of the house of reprosentatives of the thirty- 
sixth General Assembly, do hereby certify that on the 19th day of January, 1891, 
the following resolution was introduced into and passed the house. 
A. 8, SMITH, Chief Clerk. 
Nesolution relating to the tariff and the freo coinage of silver, 

Whereas the prevailing “hard times” and industrial depression that exist 
throughout the country are the result of protective-tariff taxes imposed for the 
enrichment of the few at the a Sora of the many, and the manipulation and 
contraction of the currency née e moneys kings of Wall street and the national 
banks, which has depressed the prices of all farm products; and 

Whereas it is a well-established principle of our free representative repub- 
lican form of government that the taxing power vested in Congress by the 
Federal Constitution can only be rightfully and constitutionally exercised for 
the pu e of raising a sufficiency of revenue to meet the expenses of govern- 
ment administered in all of its branches upon principles of the most rigid hon- 
esty and the strictest economy; and 
Whereas holding with the United States Supreme Court that “to lay with one 
hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen and with the 
other to bestow it apo favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build 

rivate fortunes is none the less a robbery because it is done under the forms 
w and is called taxation; ™ and believing, with Thomas Jefferson, in the 


‘ 


Congress is 
representatives of the Thirty-sixth General. Assembl, 

e end that the cost of 4 
newspa: 
the p tially necessary to the farmers 
and laborers of the country in their everyday life and work may be destroyed 
nnd the cost of living be reduced, that our Senators in Co: be instructed 
and our Representatives in Congress be requested to use their influence and 
their votes to have placed on the free listall paper and pulps used in the manu- 
facture of paper, binder twine, cotton ties, barbed wire, and wire rods for fenc- 
ing, lumber, white lead and paints, all agricultural implementsand tools, 
conl, tinand tin plate, blankets, worsteds for men and women’s clothing, all 
kitchen and table ware, and all raw materials used in the manufacture of any 
of the above articles. 

Resolved further, That in order that the volume of money may be increased 
we favor the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Resolved, That we can not too highly commend the course of our Democratic 
Senators and Representatives in Congress for their courageous and consistent 
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advocacy of the rights and interests of me paopis in favoring free coinage and 
opposing the imposition of protective-tariff taxes. 

‘esolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of our Sena- 
ators and Representat ves in Congress by the chief clerk of this house. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The motion of Mr. BoUTELLE was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of further consider- 
ing the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 
wit CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 

ill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For commissions and interest; transportation of funds; exchange; mileage 
to officers while traveling under orders in the United States, rect, pe Bes actual 
perona expenses of officers while traveling abroad under orders. and for travel- 
ng expenses ofapothecaries, yeomen, and civilian employés, and for actual and 
necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while proceeding from their homes 
to the Naval Academy for examination and appointment as cadets; for rent 
and furniture of buildings and offices not innavy yards; expenses of courts- 
martial, prisoners and prisons and courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, 
exaniining boards, with clerks'’and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses and 
costs; stationery and recording; expenses of purchasing-paymasters’ offices of 
the various cities, including clerks, furniture, fuel, stationery, and incidental ex- 
penses; newspapers and advertising; foreign postage; telegraphing, foreign and 
domestic; telephones; copying; care of library, including purchase of books, 

hotographs, prints, manuscripts, and periodicals; ferringe, tolls, and express 

ees; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplomas, anddischarges; relief 
of vessels In distress; canal tolls and pilotage ; recovery of valuables from ship- 
wrecks; quarantine expenses; reports, professionalinvestigation; cost of spe- 
cial instruction, athome or abroad, in maintenance of students and attachés and 
information fromabroad, and the collection and classification thereof, and other 
necessary incidental expenses; in all, $240,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pending 
paragraph. Iam not surprised that this bill is not arresting any spe- 
cial attention, for we are becoming accustomed to largely increasing 
appropriations, and yet the pending increase is a part of a system of 
expenditures that we are entering upon which onght to arrest the at- 
tention of this House and of this country. No gentleman yet, since 
the increase in the Navy began, has been able or thought it politic to 
point out with any clearness the necessity for it. The enormous in- 
crease of the Navy, which is manifestly in contemplation and which is 
steadily going on, is only a feature of the remorseless growth of ex- 
travagance in our Government. 

Ata time when the people generally of this country are insisting, 
notwithstanding the full flow of money into the Treasury, upon the 
necessity for economy in the interest of honest government, we are 
appropriating enormously more for the enlargement of the Nayy than 
ever occurred before in a time of peace, and we are doing so at a time 
when the absence of any necessity for a great navy is more apparent 
than at any time in our former history. An increasein the naval and 
military power of our Government has never before been received with 
favor by Congress in a time of peace. 

The Treasury of this Government was overflowing during the Ad- 
ministration of President Jackson and millions of money were loaned 
to the States, and yet it never occurred to the statesmen of that day 
that the largesums of money accumulatedin the public Treasury should 
be expended in an expensive and extravagant Navy, although we were 
a comparatively feeble power, with undefined boundaries on the north 
and south and with real causes for apprehending conflicts with foreign 
powers. — x 

Now with a fature absolutely assured, with all questions of bound- 
ary settled, with no prospect of any breach of friendly relations on 
the part of any nation toward us, we are building ships of war and 
making naval appropriations swell into vast millions neyer contem- 
plated in a time of peace in our former history. Let us see how we 
are progressing in this field of superfluous and unnecessary extrava- 
gance. See how rapidly we progress in a field of expenditure where 
not a dollar of increase is demanded by the public safety or public 
necessity. I give in the following table the naval appropriations of 
the Forty-fourth and Forty-eighth Congresses, and then for last year, 
this year, and the appropriations for next year, 1892, as proposed by 
the pending bill: : 


Year. Congress and session. Amount. 
IST7.« sessesssesesesveeeee eens) First session, Forty-fourth Congress ...... $12,742,155. 40 
1878.,. econd session, Forty-fourth Congress...) 13, 541,024.40 
1885... First session, Forty-eighth Congress ...... y 990, 472.59 
1886, Second session, Forty-eighth Congress 15, 070, 837, 95 
1889, First session, Fifticth Congress......... 19, 942, 835, 35 
1890, Second session, Fiftieth Congress. 21, 692,510, 27 
aed „| First session, Fifty-first Congress.. 24, 136, 035.53 


A | Second session, Fifty-first Congress........., 30,955, 965.78 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Will my friend from Indiana allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that in the line of remarks which he is pur- 
suing there might be the construction that this Congress is entering upon 
some new and unusualexpenditures? I hope the gentleman, with his 
asual candor, will state the facts in that re Ẹ z 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the contrary, what I have said already'repels 


that, because I have just said this is only the progress of a systemi, and 
have specified the appropriations made by the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We are simply providing to meet the obligations 
whicb have been incurred in previous Congresses, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; but going on authorizing larger contracts 
to be made hereafter, for the contracts authorized by the last session 
kei eee yetappear, Yon are authorizing still further contracts by this 

i 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; only one and it is very small, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill provides for $2,750,000 for one vessel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; but that is the only new vessel authorized. 
The gentleman will bear in mind that the greater part of the amount 
appropriated in this bill is for carrying on work which was authorized, 
and forthe payment of which we were obligated, under a Democratic 
Administration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not questioning ‘that, because I am conced- 
ing that this is the carrying on of a system. I objected to it in the 
beginning, so that there can be no pretense that I'am objecting to this 
bill as anew measure, I objected to it when it was entered upon. 
The contracts authorized by the lastsession, involving $14,750,000 and 
more, do yet appear, for the appropriations are to be made hereafter, 
but the contracts are made. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless some other gentleman desires to speak, I 
would like to take a few moments more. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr, HOLMAN. I would like to have five minutes more, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thope he will bepermitted to have five minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Take ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, gentlemen must bear in mind that this is 
only part of the general drift in statesmanship. The entire appropri- 
ations for the current expenses of the Government for last year were 
$286,646,460.32. For the presentcurrent year they are $361,770, 057.79, 
being an increase in the amount of the current annual appropriations 
of $75,123,597.47 in a single session of Congress. From this should 
be deducted $23, 482,659.35 for increase of pensions and for the census, 
and still the enormous increase is $51,640,938.12. 

I challenge gentlemen to point to an instancein our history where 
anything approaching that has everocecurred before. So that, omitting 
the increase of the pension list and leaving off the census, still there is 
an actual increase in the current expenses of our Government by the 
acts of the first session of this Congress of the enormous sum of over 
$51,000, 000, 

Where are we drifting, gentlemen? Doesany gentleman feel aston- 
ished that the industries of this country are depressed, that the Jabor- 
ing men are crying out for relief, that great bodies of men, larger and 
more influential than ever before, are combining together for the pur- 
pose of reforming this state of things and of improving their condition 
and to better their fortunes? Do gentlemen suppose that you can 
draw from the labor of the country and appropriate $361,000,000 an- 
nually with a permanent appropriation of over $100, 000,000, reaching 
over $462,000,000 a year, with remorseless steadiness year after year, 
ind still our people prosper, and that, too, on a eurrency all told of 
less than $1,600,000,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me toaskhim a question? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not a large proportion of the increase of appro- 
priations and expenditures to which you refer attributable to the in- 
creased pension appropriations ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not including the pension approp Hon I 
haye taken the appropriations of the last session of last Congress, which 
were $286,000,000, and I have deducted the ss Berke of the last 
session from the present current year, and I have deducted over $23,- 
000,000, that represents the increased pension appropriations and the 
appropriation for the census, which is an extraordinary expenditure, 
and the increase is the sum I have named. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman taken into consideration the pen- 
sion deficiency for the present fiscal year of $45,000,000 ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcourse I have not taken that into account, be- 
cause Iam not speaking of that; we haye not come to that. Iam 
speaking of appropriations already made. 

Mr. SAYERS. This present year we will have a deficiency of about 
$45,000,000 on account of pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatisnot before us, Iam talking of the appro- 
priations we have made and deducting the increased pension appro- 
priations from the account. 

If gentlemen think this Government can prosper under that sort of 
taxation and expenditure they labor under a fearful delusion. The 
country will grow poorer and poorer and the wealth of the wealthy 
will steadily increase. Excessive taxation impoverishes the people 
and creates great private estates. 

Now, one word, sir, as to the necessity forall this. Gentlemen talk 
about the perils of this Government, but gentlemen do not rise up, I 
think, to the magnitude of this Government. No nation ever existed 
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so completely exempt from peril as ours, from the character of our in- 
stitutions, absence of ambitious purposes of conquest and aggrandize- 
ment, and no outlying possessions except the bleak Alaska. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime ofthegentleman hasexpired. Ifthere 
be no objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as with- 
drawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent, Navy: For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising 
at home or abroad, but impossible to be anticipated or classified, exclusive of 
personal services in the 1 avy Department or any subordinate bureaus or of- 
fices, at Washington, D. C., $7,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY. How much wete the appropriations for pensions 
last year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were over $86,000,000; this year, over $98,- 
000,000; and there is a deficiency for this year and was for last year; 
but I am not taking the increase of pensions into account in my com- 


arison. 
3 The CHAIRMAN, What motion does the gentleman from Indiana 
make ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word, 

I am only comparing the appropriations of last year with the ap- 
propriations for the present year, and showing that, independent of the 
increasing appropriations for pensions, there has been nn increase of 
over $51,000,000 in our appropriations. We are paying out for the 
present current year over $462,000, 000, including permanent appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like toask the gentleman from Indiana 
if he remembers how much money was appropriated in 1884 for pen- 
sions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. T can not say at this moment. 

Mr. MCOREARY. Ihave before me a statement which shows that 
in 1884 the appropriation was $57,273,536.70. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not making a comparison as 
to the amount of the pension appropriations, but of appropriations in 
excess ofthe increase. Iam trying to show the rapidly increasing ex- 

nditures of this Government and the increase now compared with 

ast year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Theappropriations for pensions have doubled within 
the last six yoars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly; and nobody iscomplaining about 
that. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would ask the gentleman if he does not think 
that the most rapid increase in the expenditures of this Government 
has been for pensions ? s 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT, I ask the gentleman if he does not think that the 
increase in expenditures for pensions has been more rapid in the last 
fifteen years than for anything else in this Government; and I also 
ask him if he has not voted for every one of those increases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but I am not talking about the pension 
question at all, I have said repeatedly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wanted to give my friend a chance to answer 


that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihaveanswered it. I want to tell my friend that 
nobody is complaining of the expenditures for pensions. Iamnot. I 
want my friend to understand that distinctly. When you talk of the 
expenditures for pensions you talk of expenditures which are entirely 
proper, and which are distributed broadcast over all this country, and 
reach a class of persons who are eminently deserving, and who, speak- 
ing of it in the most modest terms, have rendered great service to 
their country. 

Mr. HERBERT. But does the gentleman think it is entirely fair 
to deliver a homily on the extravagant expenditures of the Govern- 
ment and leave out the most extravagant item of all? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not leaving out the most extravagant item of 
all, taking into account the duty of the Government. On the contrary, 
if the gentleman has done me the honor to listen to what I have said, 
he must have observed that I stated distinctly the expenditures of these 
two years, not taking into account the item for increase of pensions, I 
am not complaining of that increase, for it is necessary and proper, but 
of unjustifiable extravagance when no public necessity exists. And it 
must be remembered that the increase I have named is the increase for 
asinglé year, although at the end of the first seventy-two years of our 
national existence we liad not reached a total annual expenditure of 
$62,000,000, . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, following out theideasuggested hy the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], the pension appropriation, whatever 
it may be, is approved by thecountry atlarge, and, as Ihave already said, 
it isan expenditure which is diffused among the people of all parts of 
the country. It does not build up great private estates or do injustice 
to any section of our country. With the exception of the appropria- 
tions for pensions and rivers and harbors, my friend must remember 


that the great body of this vast wealth annually expended is concen- 
trated in a comparatively small section of our Union, under thelegisla- 
tion of which this is a part—— 

Mr. HERBERT. There is one section of the country that is almost 
entirely left out of the pension distribution. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think the expenditure for pensions benefits all 
sections more or less, My friend should not be astonished that in the 
portions of the country north and eastof us there is sucha rapid accu- 
mulation of wealth in the sayings institutions and such an enormous 
increase in the aggregate wealth of those communities, There is such 
increase because hundreds of millions of public money are spent an- 
nually in that region which thus boasts of its general prosperity. 

My friend complains of the pension expenditure which reachesa great 
body of our pepe ina greater or less degree in every section of the 
Union, but he might just as well complain of the appropriation for 
rivers and Harbors, which, as I have said, is the only other great item 
of our national expenditure which is generally diffused. This bill, with 
the system of which it is a part, provides for large disbursements from 
the public Treasury for years to come, and it piles up that expenditure 
where? In thegentleman’s sectionof the Union? Inthe Southwest? 
In the West? In the Northwest? No; but it builds up fortunes in 
one section of our country. 

I glory in the prosperity of that portion of the Union, but I donot 
wish to see that prosperity built up by the impoverishment and op- 
pression of labor in other sections of the Union. My friend from Ala- 
bama spoke in terms which seemed to at least excuse this policy. I 
highly appreciate his soundness of judgment and patriotism; but at 
the meeting in 1893 of the navies of the world in our waters I do not 
believe my friend will fail to condemn the policies of foreign powers 
who keep up navies for the avowed purpose of keeping down their own 
people as well as of resisting foreign aggressions. 

These great navies are to parade in our waters, and it is to be a great 
occasion of display and triumph. Yet, sir, that display will simply 
represent the pomp and glitter of power and wretchednessand poverty 
of millions of people, a great display of power of rulers by which mil- 
lions of our people are reduced, by unjust and remorseless taxation, 
to abject and hopeless poverty, Is that in harmony with the spirit of 
ourage? Why, sir, a distinguished gentleman within the last year 
or two, within the limits of this Capitol building, tried to alarm the 
public mind, to alarm the courageous heart of the American people, by 
the idea of hostile vessels passing through the Welland Canal, up the 
Great Lakes, and shelling Chicago! 

Why, sir, theonly nation that could do this by any human possibility 
isa nation which Providence has placed in an attitude which gives us 
bound and security to keep the peace toward us. Dogentlemen suppose 
that the power upon the other side of the Atlantic intends to surrender 
to us its vast possessions on the north? Does Spain propose to surren- 
der to us her possessions adjacent to our coast? Sir, there never wasa 
day when the peace and safety of this Government were so absolutely 
assured as they are at the very time when we are appropriating vast 
millions for this costly glitter of a splendid navy, 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ocean and lake surveys: For ocean and Jake surveys, the publication and 
care of the results thereof; the purchase of nautical books, charts, and sailing 
directions, and frelght and express charges on same; preparing and engraving 
on copper plates the surveys of the Mexican coasts, and the publication of a 
series of charts of the coasts of Central and South America, $14,000, 


Mr. SAYERS, I move pro forma tostrike out the last word. If 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. BOVTELLE] will give me his attention 
for a moment, I desire to ask him whether the proposition for the pub- 
lication of charts of the coasts of Central and South America is not a 
new one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; this was formetly included under the head 
of ‘‘navigation supplies;’’ but there has been å readjustment of the 
duties of the bureaus in the Navy Department, so that this matter is 
now placed under this head. 

Mr. SAYERS. My information was that charts of our western and 
southwestern coasts, extending around Mexico, were being prepared 
under the direction of the Navy Department; but I did not know that 
the Department was engaged in preparing charts of the coasts of Cen- 
tral and South America. Accepting the gentleman’s statement as, of 
course, correct, does he think that the appropriation recommended is 
large enough? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is what has been requested by the bureau, 
This matter was formerly under the head of ‘‘ navigation supplies ” and 
was in charge of the Navigation Bureau; but all these supplies are now 
under the direction of the Bureau of Equipment. The ocean and lake 
surveys remain under the Navigation Bureau as before, 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform us whether the surveys 
along the coast of Mexico have been completed yet? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think those surveys have been completed and 
that preparation is being made for engraving and printing the charts, 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the amendment. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 


Reerniting and transportation: For expenses of recruiting for the naval servys 
ice; rentof rendezvous and expenses of maintaining the same; advertising for 
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men and boys, and all other expenses attending the recruiting for the naval 
service, and for the transportation of enlisted men and boysat home and abroad, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to offer on behalf of the committee a 
formal amendment, designed to incorporate this and the following para- 
graph under one head. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4-strike ont from line6 toline 21, inclusive, and Insert In lieu thereof. 
the following: 

* Recruiting, transportation, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation: For ex- 
penses of recruiting for the naval service; rent of rendezvous and expenses of 
maintaining the samo; advertising for men and boys, and all other expenses 
attending the recruiting for the naval service, and for the transportation of en- 
listed men and boys at home and abroad; for heating apparatus for receiving 
and training ships, and extra expenses thereof; for freight, telegraphing on 
public business, postage on letters sent abroad, ferriage, ice, apprehension of 
deserters and stragglers, continuous-service certificates, good-conduct badges 
and medals for boys; schoolbooks for training ships; packing boxes and ma- 
terials, and other contingent expenses and emergencies arising under cogni- 
ae ofthe Bureau of Navigation, unforeseen and impossible to classify, $5,- 


Mr. BOUTELLE, This amendment embraces the exact text of the 
bill, the only effect being to treat under one head ‘ Recruiting, trans- 
ortation, and contingent,” and to make one appropriation under this 
ead. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will 
be considered as adopted. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Task that a letter from the Department in ref- 
erence to the amendment just adopted be published in the RECORD. 
There was no objection. The letter is as follows: A 


Navy Department, Washington, December 24, 1890, 


Sır: Dhave-the honor to request that the appropriations “ Recruiting and 
transportation, $30,000," and "Contingent, Bureau of Navigation,$15,000,"’ House 
bill 12782, page 4, may be consolidated under one head, to read: 

** Recruiting, transportation, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation: For ex- 
penses of recruiting for the naval service; rent of rendezvous and expenses of 
A AURRIN the same; advertising for men and boys, and all other expenses 
attending the recruiting for the naval service, and for the transportation of en- 
listed men and boys at home and abroad; for heating apparatus for receiving 
and training ships, and extra expenses thereof; for freight, telegraphing on 
public business, postage on letters sent abroad, ferriage, ice, apprehension of 
deserters and stragglers, continuous-service certificates, rood-conduct badges, 
and medals for boys; school books for training ships; packing boxes and mate- 
rials, and other contingent expenses and emergencies arising under the cogni- 
zance of the Bureau of Navigation, unforeseen and impossible to classify, $15,- 


For the past two years the appropriation under recruiting and transportation 
has not been suflicient to meet the needs of the service, and it is feared there 
will bea deficiency again this year under this heading. 

The necessity of fitting ships ont and putting them out of commission at the 
Mare Island navy yard has greatly MANSA the expensesof recruiting and 
transportation, but it is believed that, if the headings of the appropriations and 
the amounts under each are combined as requested, the bureau will be ableto 
meet its necessary expenditures without creating a deficiency. 


Very respectfuliy 
} B, F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, CHARLES A. BOUTELLE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. Idesire to call the attention of the gentleman from Al- 
abama[Mr. HERBERT] toanother fact which perhaps heoverlooked. We 
have now in our Navy over forty vessels of steel and iron, saying noth- 
ing about the vast body of vessels that we have on the stocks and the 
largenumbers authorized but notyet contracted for. Withanavy ofabout 
cighty wood and metal vessels, as our Navy Register now shows, when 
in a few years the proposition shall come before this House for an in- 
creased force to man the ships where will my friend from Alabama 
stand then in regard to an enlargement of our naval force? Ithink my 
friend will not willingly see that force enlarged. 

Let any statesman of this county in a time of profound peace pro- 
pose an enlargement of the force of the Army or Navy, and I think he 
will hear from the people an indignant protest, This increase in the 
number of our vessels can not occur, I fear, without an increase of the 
force to man those vessels. The statesman of this country who pro- 
poses to enlarge our naval force to the extent necessary to equip this 
new navy will find, I think, that he has misapprehended publicsenti- 
ment. If we had important outlying possessions I should take this 
to bethe proper policy; if, like European powers that have large navies, 
we had ontlying colonies and wished to keep them in subjection, I do 
not see what else we could do. 

But the ideaof the American Congress imitating the policy of the 
monarchies of Europe, the object of which is to maintain their own 
power by force and to keep their peoplein subjection, is a thing I can 
not understand. For one I would feel that the great increase of the 
Navy, which means the panog Di a guard over our own people by the 
power of Government, would be the most fearful calamity that could 
befall us, for it would show bow thoroughly changed we are from the 
spirit of our fathers. 

The idea of feeling alarm now, when we stand not simply in the very 
front rank of the nations, butthefirst of the nations! The mere decla- 
ration of an embargo upon our part against any navaland commercial 

ower would produce a revolution amongitsown people. Providence 
as made us secure against external force. We havenot been in peril 
during the last forty years by the unfriendliness of any nation, We 


are now beyond the point of danger, recognized by the nations as the 
first, and all this by gift of Providence, intel ce, and courage of 
our people and the ere a and triumphs of liberty and peace. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana, ad- 
dressing himself personally to me, says that I have misunderstood puh- 
lic sentiment—— 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting). No;I stated if my friend expects to 
increase the Navy by a large body of ships that he has misunderstood 
public sentiment. 

Mr. HERBERT, ‘That is whatI said. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lused the word ‘tif.’ 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman said I misapprehended public sen- 
timent in this country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, not that; but that you would misapprehend 
public sentiment if you did propose to increase the Navy as has been 
suggested here from time to time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can not understand why these remarks should 
have been addressed to me personally, nor why it should be said upon 
any hypothetical state of facts that I misapprehended public sentiment. 
What have I done or said—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

' Mr, HOLMAN, It was fairly in answer to the interruption of my 
friend himself previously with reference to my position upon other 
matters. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave not misstated the position of the gentle- 
man in what I said, He certainly addressed himself to me, calling 
me by name, 

Mr. HOLMAN. . No; I did not call the gentleman’s name. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman addressed himself to ma in such 
manver that there could be no question as to whom he referred to, and 
spoke of my misapprehending public sentiment. y 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to state again. T said—— 

Mr. HERBERT (interrupting). I understand what the gentleman 
said—— 

Mr, HOLMAN (continuing). I said if you thought that an increase 
in the naval force—an increase of the number of our ships to compete 
with the navies of foreign powers—was demanded by the people that 
you misapprehended public sentiment. I only made the statement 
because my friend complained that I was complaining of an increase 
in the Navy, while at the same time he drew the inference that I 
favored a more liberal policy of pensions. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, the gentlemancertainly addressed his speech 
to me and spoke of my ae public sentiment. Iam not 
hunting public sentiment; [am hunting for my duty, and I will do 
it if I know what itis. But, Mr. Chairman, from the drift of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks it occurs to me that he is undertaking to define the 
true position of the Democratic party towards the Navy, as something 
other than and very distinct from that which I have described it to be. 

The gentleman is a much older Democrat than I, simply because he 
is an older man, and his personal recollections go much further back 
than mine. But I call his attention to certain facts in the history of 
this country to which I alluded on yesterday, and of which he him- 
self must have personal knowledge, because, if I am not mistaken, he 
was then a member of Congress. 

During the last Democratic Administration prior to the late war the 
Democratic policy was, as I stated on yesterday, that the United States 
should have a respectable navy at least in size; that it should have 
the finest ships in the world, ship for ship superior to the vessels of 
any other nation. That great party throughout its history has always 
been noted for its vigorous foreign policy, and the Navy was its right 


arm. 

I stated on yesterday that for the thirty years ending with 1800, 
although our population was only 30,000,000, we had anavy, then con- 
sisting of wooden ships armed with cast-iron guns, which cost us on 
an average between thirteen and fourteen million dollars per annum. 

I then showed, collating all the figures, what the shipbuilding pro- 
gramme was ou which we had entered in 1885-86 here in this House; 
I demonstrated that, continued until 1894, counting every dollar that 
will be expended during that time, including the new ship carried on 
this bill, the result will be, for these nine years while we are buildin 
up a navy of steel vessels, first class in all respects, a navy armed with 
guns the very finest in the world, the aggregate cost will be something 
over $21,000,000 per annum, Isaid also that comparing our popula- 
tion and expenditures in 1860 with our population and expenditures 
at the present timo, we find that the Democrats of that day expended 
upon the Navy, a wooden navy, when they were not building it up, 
except by slow degrees, when there had been no revolution in ship- 
building ns there has been since, 44 cents per capita. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like ten minutes more, 
and ask unanimous consent to be permitted to occupy that much time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr, HERBERT. And that, comparing our population and our pres- 
ent rate of expenditures during these nine years, thatexpenditure will 
be 35 cents per capita. And that is what the gentleman from Indiana 

. HOLMAN] denounces as extravagant, and what he would have 
this side of the House believe is undemocratic. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can but allude to the course of the gentleman 
himsclf who criticises this expenditure, and who reminds me that no 
portion of this money is to he expended in that part of the country 
which I have the honor in part to represent. Thatisalltrue. Nota 
ship is to be built, so faras I know, not a gun is to be constructed, so 
far as I know, in any of the Southern States; but I donot conceive, Mr. 
Chairman, that my duty here ends with voting for appropriations that 
go immediately to the people of my district or with voting against 
appropriations that can not be traced directly to if, 

I think I owe a duty to the country at large as well as to the district 
I represent, and if I do owea duty to my country at large anywhere 
it is right here, when we come to consider the question of putting that 
country in a condition to defend itself, todefend its immense coasts— 
a coast line greater than that possessed by any other nation in the 
world—against a possible foreign attack. If there were no portion of 
my district that rested upon the coast, that would not, or ought notat 
least, to make any difference with my course ona great national ques- 
tion like this. 

If there be any national question, if there be any case in which this 
Federal Government becomes national in its broadest sense, it is pre- 
cisely such a case as is raised by this bill, a bill that relates to appro- 
priations for defending our citizens abroad as well as athome, formain- 
taining the power and the efficacy of this Government. The gentle- 
man says we have no outlying possessions; but our fathers thought it 
was necessary for us to have a navy to defend our foreign trade and 
to defend our seacoasts, and in the days when they were spending 44 
cents per capita upon anavy we had forts, we had guns for every fort, 
and every magazine was fall of ammunition. Andatthat time it was 
believed that these forts, with the Navy we then had, were amply suf- 
ficient to defend us against any foreign assault. 

‘These are the reasons, briefly stated, why I vote for an appropriation 
of this kind, because I believe it my duty to the whole country which, 
in part I represent. So far as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] himself is concerned, Lask him if the most extravagant expendi- 
ture, if the greatest increase in the expenses of this Government, has 
not taken place in the last fifteen years in pensions, and if he has not 
voted for every one of those bills? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. HERBERT. And when $160,000,000 or $175,000,000 are being 
expended upon pensions he carps and cavils here at expending $21,- 
oe a year for the purpose of maintaining and building up our 

avy. e 
IfI had ever seen the gentleman vote against a single appropriation 
for a public building or anything else that went into his own district, 
then I could sympathize a little more with the criticism that he makes 
upon me,and I could appreciate more fully perhaps than Edo the force 
of the argument which he addresses to me, that I ought not to vote for 
this bill, simply, forsooth, because the ships are not built in the dis- 
trict or in that section of country from which I come. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not desired, and did not intend, to get into 
a debate with the gentleman from Indiana that was at all personal or 
to allude to his own course; but it does seem to methatnow and then, 
occasionally, arguments ought toreach him,as they seem to reach other 
people on this fioor, that are not addressed directly and immediately 
to the constituency he represents. I did not seek, and avoided, any 
controversy with him. ForI have the very highest regard, both as a 
Democrat and a friend, forthe distinguished gentleman from Indiana, 
and if I haye betrayed, in the few remarks I haye made, any feeling 
whatever, I beg the gentleman to believe that it is simply because he 
seems, in the several speeches he has made, to address himself person- 
ally to me and to be attempting to reach me through a personal ap- 
peal to the constituency I represent on this floor. 

I am willing to go before that constituency and say to them that I 
have voted to increase the Nayy, to build up ships and a Navy which 
I pray God there may never be any use for; that is to say, which will 
never go into battle. I represent, Mr. Chairman, an intelligent and 
patriotic constituency. Iam willing always to rest myself upon that 
intelligence and patriotism. They know as well as Ido there is a use, 
Mr. Chairman, and that there always will be a use,for a Navy, to keep 
the peace with foreign nations. Wedo notneed alarge Navy. I have 
never contended for such a Navy asthe nations of the Old World have. 
But, sir, we should show to the world that we have a Navy built at 
home, and small it may be, first class in men, first class in ships, and 
first class in guns, and the world should know that behind that Navy 
is a power and a will to increase it to any size whatever that may be 
required, to resent any affront that may be offered us or to defend our- 
selves against.any attack whatever. That, sir, that is the position on 
which I stand, and that I believe to be the attitude of the Democratie 


party. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Chairman, just one moment more. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unlessthereisobjection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Indiana has spoken about 
eightyships. Iwant to say in conclusion that there are not eighty shi 
in the Navy; thatthe few old wooden huiks are rapidly going ont, and 
while you can count upon the register that many there are absolutely 
no wooden ships, orsearecly any, in the Navy that are useful, and that 
within the course of five years there will not be lefta wooden ship 
except perhaps the Keatsarge and’ the Hartford, which Congress has 
decided to keep, in perpetual memory of their gallant past, just asthe 
Constitution has been handed down to us from the war of 1812. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

Navat War College and Torpedo School on Coaster’s Harbor Island: For 
maintenanceof the Naval War College and Torpedo School on Coaster’s Har- 
bor Island, $10,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, [assure the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. HERBERT] that I did not intend to address the remarks I made in 
this debate a short time ago particularly to him, and I wish to say espe- 
cially that so far as they were addressed to him itwas not done in any 
unkindly spirit. The remarks I addressed to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, and which he scems to have taken exception to, were made rather 
on account of his interruption by a question as to our pension appro- 
priations than for any other reason. My friend is correct in saying 
that I have always supported appropriations for pensions. I have al- 
ways done so. Gentlemen may criticise our pension laws if they think 
proper; but I feel very sure that the country generally approves the 
policy of Congress with reference to pensions. A Jarge number of our 
people not directly interested in pensions would approve a more liberal 
policy, especially in view of the large appropriations we are makin 
from year to year which tend directly to the consolidation of the weal 
of the country in the hands cf a few of our people. The expenditure 
for pensions is demanded by the public judgment. It is demanded by 
the patriotism of the country and by our sense of honor and justice. 
That stands upon an entirely different footing from excessive expendi- 
tures not demanded by the general welfare. I am surprised that gen- 
tlemen compare the expenditure of money for pensions with excessive 
and hitherto unknown expenditures for the Navy. The expenditure 
for pensions reaches directly or indirectly almost every fireside in the 
whole land; while, of course, far greater in the North, still it reaches 
every State in the Union more or less. Laboring men and women in 
the main receive ifs benefits. In a far greater degree than any other 
expenditure made by the Governmentit restores to the laboring people 
the money drawn by taxation into the Treasury from labor. 

Lam surprised that gentlemen should compare such an expenditure, 
which, considered from their own standpoint, is a means by which the 
improper accumulations in the Treasury can be most profitably, justly, 
and fairly distributed, with that for the Navy, which does not diffuse 
but consolidates the wealth drawn from the people by taxation. ‘There 
are two objections to the expenditures in progress and in contemplation 
foragreat Navy. First,itisan unnecessary expenditure; thesafety and 
general welfare of our country do not require it; and, secondly, it is a 
perilous expenditure, for, in my judgment, an increase in the Navy þe- 
yond what is fairly reasonable, greatly beyond the Navy deemed ample 
in all our former history in a time of peace, suchas is being done, and 
the increase of the naval force which must follow, or an increase of our 
Army which is almost certain to follow, would be a peril to our insti- 
tutions and should sound a note of alarm. 

There are few men in this country who would favor the policy of 
European Governments as to navies and armies when they consider its 
bearing upon the free institutions of our Republic. My friend talks 
of a navy compared with that of other governments. Are we to im- 
itate the policy of monarchies with great outlying possessions such as 
all the Enropean powers having great navies possess? 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg the gentleman’spardon. I did not say any- 
thing about having such a navy as other countries. I spoke of ships, 
ship by ship, that were superior to theirs in the quality of the ships, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, superior ships! 

Mr. HERBERT. And I want the gentleman to understand that I 
never had any idea of this country ever building up such a navy as 
Great Britain has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcourse not. LIadmit the gentleman only talks 
of a navy of the highest order as to ships, but he speaks of it as if it 
Was animportant public institution of our country. What do we need 
a great navy for? Let me answer that question by asking the gentle- 
man what do nations that we are asked to imitate need a navy for? 
Why, the great navies and armies of the European powers have for suc- 
cessive centuries consigned and still consign the great multitude of 
their people to poverty and wretchedness. 3 

What do they need navies for? Great Britain needs a navy to domi- 
neer over and enslave large portion of the human race; and, of course, 
she needs a great and splendid navy. Itis in Enrope the instrument 
and agent of despotism. Great Britain and the nations of the con- 
tinent—still afflicted and cursed by the pride and petty ambition of 
rulers—need navies to overawe their own people at home and their 
colonies abroad. Now, whatdo weneedanavy for? Is it for the pur- 
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pose of national safety? Our fathers, when this Republic was a feeble 
power, did not deem a great navy necessary to the public safety. They 
relied with confidence on the advantage of our position and the energy 
of a free people. Even when our northeastern boundary was in dis- 
pute and might resultin a conflict with Great Britain at any hour, our 
fathers had the courage and self-reliance to reject schemes of taxation 
to create a great navy and were willing to meet the emergency when 
it came. 

Did our Government, when the narthwestern boundary was in dis- 
pute, indulge in fearful apprehensions and deem it necessary to tax our 
people to build a great navy in anticipation of war? No, no. They 
knew thatin the war of 1812, and afterwards in every emergency when- 
ever an occasion arose to confront an enemy, the courage, intelligence, 
and genius of the people would be equal to the demand and an army 
andnavy would appear, In all our history, in every emergency when- 
ever an army and navy were required to maintain the safety and honor 
of the nation they have sprung up as if by enchantment. There isin 
recent years an element of timidity, foreign to our system of govern- 
ment and to our people, that has something to do with this idea of a 
great navy; and it will in the progress of time demand a great army. 
The overgrown private fortunes that our public policy, State and Fed- 
eral, have encouraged and almost created during the last twenty-five 
years and which these great appropriation bills of Congress are adding 
to every year.to the extent of ever-growing millions of dollars —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the same indulgence as was 
granted to the gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized I yield my 
time to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘These imperial fortunes which these appropriation 
bills are helping to build up—for you can not draw from the whole 
people of this country from $450, 000,000 to $460, 000,000 a year and ex- 
pend it largely in some particular portion of our country on contracts 
and orders of the Departments and special acts of Congress without 
building up or enlarging imperial private fortunes—these fortunes are 
naturally timid—I might nse the word ‘cowardly ’’—and they are 
asking by petitions and methods that do not appear on the records of 
Congress for a stronger government. They want astronger, asplendid 
government, astrongernavyandarmy. They distrust the people and 
are demanding that the Government shall armitself with power. Yet, 
think of a navy founded on a patriotic impulse shelling a great city of 
the seaboard in the case of an uprising of the people! Louis Napoleon, 
within the memory of us all, constructed fortifications around Parisin 
the name of the liberty of France for the purpose of subjugating the 
people of Paris, the heart of France. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, And he did it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes, he didit. History is crowded with such ex- 
amples. I am sure that the honorable members of this House who 
have favored the policy of a great navy have been actuated by patriotic 
motives and by an honorable pride in the greatness of theircountry. I 
admit that a splendid navy and a great army add greatly to the 
splendor and pomp of government, but is all this in harmony with 
the dignity and simplicity of a great Republic; great, not by a display 
of its power, but by the prosperity and happiness of its people? In 
Europe and in almost all other portions of the globe countless millions 
of wealth are drawn from the laborof hopeless and wretched multitudes 
of people, and the greatness and powerof government is displayed in the 
splendor of its establishments, its armies and navies; but surely such 
wretched tinsel can not adorn a republic; its splendor is a happy and 
prosperous people. This splendor so becoming to a republic, so honor- 
able to the highest statesmanship, will fade away and disappear under 
the statesmanship that by excessive taxation gives splendor to the na- 
tion. A splendid government means the poverty and misery of the 
people. The history of the human race confirms this. 

There is another class of men who, of course, favor a great navy, and 
they are in your lobbies always. They plead in the public press ear- 
nestly for measures that shall give safety tothe nation. They are the 
men who reap large profits from the building of ships and the costly 
armament of ships. Now, gentlemen must not misunderstand me. I 
have alwnys fayored a reasonable navy, such as has been deemed neces- 
sary and proper in the former yearsof our history. Iam yery willing 
to construct iron and steel ships of war as our present ships become 
unseaworthy; but that is not what we are discussing now. This meas- 
ure is not the last, although contracts for war ships, involving more 
than $40,000,000, are now authorized. When the appropriation bills 
in the Forty-ninth Congress were distributed among the various com- 
rnittees, I predicted such results as this. Now in every committee of 
the Honse having bills in charge in relation to a Department, the head 
of the Department becomes an efficient power in legislation, Your 
Secretary of the Navy called for a number of line-of-battle ships, 
twenty, I think, and a corresponding number of cruisers and vessels of 
less pretensions, the line-of-battle ships to cost $4,000,000 each and a 
million dollars each for armament (this was not named by the Secre- 
tary); something away beyond the experience of our Government, even 
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in time of war, Three of these line-of-battle ships were authorized by 
Congress last session and are now under contract, and one cruiser ata 
cost of $2,750 000, ‘The appropriation in this bill for next year for 
the Navy is $40,955,965, but in the next session of Congress it will be 
more than $40,000,000, as contracts for the construction of these ex- 
pensive ships progress—a sum vastly beyond the total expenditures of 
our Government for the Navy at any former period ina time of pence, 
and seldom exceeded or equaled ina time of war. And such are the 
frnits of greatreyenues drawn by remorseless taxation into our Treasury, 
enriching our Government and impoverishing our people! 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Willthe gentleman state in this connection what 
the expenditure for this purpose averaged twelve or thirteen years ago? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not the figures at hand for that period. I 
haye spoken only of the increase during the Jast four years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If Irecollect, the amount twelve or thirteen years 
ago did not exceed $15,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was less than $13,000,000 thirteen years ago, I 
wish to call the attention of my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
to the further fact that we bave been assured from official sources year 
after year that our torpedo and dynamite system, on which we have 
expended hundreds of thousands of dollars in the last few years, has 
been brought to such a degree of perfection that our harbors are abso- 
lutely safein any emergency, and yet, through some of these lobby in- 
fluences which are always at work, we are expending millions of dol- 
lars—more than $6,000,000 this year—for forts, and more than $30,000, - 
000 forthe luxury of a great navy, and millions more for navy yards, 
dry docks, and armament, so that Pittsburgh and the section of the 
Union eastward from that fortunate city exults in the patriotic fore- 
thought of Congress in the enormous expenditures of our Government 
for the purposes of national defense, more, perhaps, than we would 
expend in this line if we were in actual war with a great power. 
There are two classes of men, I venture again to repeat, especially 
demanding this legislation: First, the men of overgrown fortunes 
who have become distrustful of the people and want a strong govern- 
ment. They want what a great Democrat once denounced, “a splen- 
did government,” a goverpment resting on armies and navies and 
powerful corporations. The Democratic party have from the begin- 
ning demanded a plain, frugal government, resting on the courage, 
manhood, and intelligence of the people. We shall have expended, 
including this appropriation of $30,955,965, over $106,000,000 on our 
Navy during the period of four years, or at a rate exceeding $25,000,- 
000 a year, and we have not yet provided, except partially, for the equip- 
ment, armament, and the ‘‘manning”’ of this great Navy that we are 
bringing into life. Weare going on just as though we were a nation 
with great outlying possessions demanding a constant display of poser 
on the high seas. Weare imitating the methods of foreign powers, 
forgetting that those costly methods are intended and created to over- 
awe their own people nnd keep them in subjection as well as to resist 
aggressions from neighboring states threatened by fends engendered 
ages ago by the petty jealousies of ambitious rulers. We havenosuch 
feuds with foreign powers, , : 

I protest, Mr, Chairman, against patriotism being invoked to justify 
this Jarge and now ever-increasing expenditure. ‘There is no patriot- 
ism in this; There is no patriotism in a display of naval power which, 
exceeding the requirements of national use, merely expresses the as- 
cendency of the Government over its people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I have opposed this great increase of the 
Navy, or any increase, from the beginning, I distinctly disclaim any op- 
position to a reasonable navy sufficient to meet any emergency that is 
likely to arise. We have within a few days sent aship of war to carry 
the remains of the late king of the islands west of our Pacific coast, who 
had died within our territory, back to his own land. That is perhaps 
quite proper as an act of courtesy and kindness to the people of a 
neighboring government, We have recently sent aship of war to carry 
the remains of the great Ericsson, who rendered to our Goynrnment 
services of the greatest value in the Jate war, back to his native land 
in Northern Europe. We occasionally need a war ship in our diplomacy. 
That was eminently proper. 

These international courtesies are all well enough, and I have always 
been willing to appropriate a reasonable sum of money from year to 
year to keep upa respectable navy, such as has been deemed necessary 
in the intercourse of our Government with foreign powers, and to pro- 
tect our people abroad, in all former years; but we are going way be- 
yond that, and haye entered a field of expenditures which even our 
great revenues will not justify, and if they did it would be criminal to 
employ them for a purpose so remote from the interests and welfare of 
our people, A respectable navy, involving an expenditure of from 
thirteen to fifteen millions a year, is perhaps, in the present state of 
national intercourse, proper enough. A great navy, such as is in con- 
templation, is not required, and is a menace to our free institutions, for 
in due time a great army would follow. 

I have already called attention to the fact that we have been assured 
from year to year from official sources that our torpedo and dynamite 
system would be sufficient to protect our ports against any possible in- 
yasion by a hostile force. We have expended hundreds of thousands 
of dollars on that assurance to perfect that system. If that method of 
defense is not sufficient Jet us be so informed and let that method of 
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getting money from the Treasury be ignored. But I have no appre- 
hensions of our shores being assailed by any foreign force. Nations 
generally consider in advance the result of their assault on a foreign 
power; war, in modern times, never occurs without warning between 
great powers. No commercial nation can assail us without its com- 
merce being promptly driven from the high seas, and no other can. 
With our vast resources we are already prepared for any emergency. 

In view of all the facts it is manifest that the enormous expenditure 
contemplated of public money to create, arm, and equip a great navy 
at this time of assured peace, a navy greatly beyond the current re- 
quirements of our Government, is without justification orexcuse. Ex- 
cessive revenues which year after year are impoyerishing our people 
and the timidity of great private estates which excessive taxation are 
creating, two causes each equally hostile to our system of govern- 
ment, are responsible for this unamerican legislation which proposes to 
add to a great Republic the splendor of goyernment which in all the 
ages has been a symbol of monarchical power, not the expression of the 
greatness and prosperity of a people. 

The Clerk read as follows: <a 


Ordnance and ordnance stores: For procuring, producing, preserying, and 
mi ptr ordnance material; for the armament of ships; for fuel, tools, and 
material, and labor to be used in the general work of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment; for furniture at magazines, at the ordnance dock, New York, and at the 
naval ordnance and proving ground, $130,000; proof of navalarmament, $10,000; 
expenses of target practice, $15,000; in all, $155,000. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move tostrike out the last word. The remarks 
of my friend from Indiana show very clearly that he has not studied 
this question as he usually does the questions upon which he addresses 
the House. He speaks of the extent of this vast navy of forty ships, 

Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, in a few years all of our old 
vessels will have passed away. Here we have forty vessels altogether, 
the construction of which has been authorized not just now, but at dif- 
ferent times during the past nine years. This number includes four 
ships that were anthorized as far back as the Administration of Presi- 
dent Arthur. What does this immense new navy the gentleman talks 
about consist of? Two of the vessels are small torpedo boats, the only 
torpedo boats we have, while other nations have from one to two hun- 
dred, and some even more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend state whether it is not true that 
we have received official information that, after all, it is probable that 
wooden vessels will be found to be the most durable and reliable ships? 

Mr. HERBERT, If the gentleman has received any such informa- 
tion, it is entirely incorrect. It is like the information he has received 
in regard to the defense of our coast by means of torpedoes, There is 
nothing in it. < 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ladmit that I do not rely very much upon these 
official sources, but does not the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation say 
that the lifetime of a wooden shipis greater than that of an iron ship? 

Mr. HERBERT. Not unless the wooden shipis sheathed and covered 
up with copper and other metals in such a way as to make it more ex- 
pensive than modern vessels built of steel. 

The gentleman’s information on that subject is entirely erroneous if 
it goes any farther than I have stated; and the statement he makes to 
the House that we can defend our coasts with torpedoes is absolutely 
worthless. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; I spoke—— 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman does notstand on the statement 
he made, I will go on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I spoke of official information we had received. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman ought not to cite ‘‘ official infor- 
mation ’’ unless he thinks there is something in it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whom are you afraid of as likely to threaten or 
attack our ports? 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Chairman, I have only five minutes, and the 
gentleman will allow me to proceed. 

He speaks of timidity being at the bottom of a good deal of this de- 
sire for a navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fora great navy. 

Mr, HERBERT. Tadmit that certain gentlemen residing very far 
in the interior of the country, looking solely at their own districts and 
nothing else, are not at all timid. They seem to regard with great 
complacency all that may be said about the exposed condition of our 
seacoast cities, and I have no doubt, sir, they will continue to be very 
brave just as long as no inventor has devised a gun that will carry a 
shot from the seacoast into their districts. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when diverted, I was about to say that this lit- 
tle navy of ours authorized during the last nine years consists, or will 
consist, when completed so far as it now goes, in the next three years, 
in the first place, of two little torpedo boats of about 100 tons each; 
then seyen gunboats, small vessels; then about twelve cruisers, and 
about ten armored vessels. I may not have the figures exact; but 
those are about the proportions of this very formidable Navy which 
the gentleman thinks threatens the liberties of the country. Now I 
sympathize to a great extent with what the gentleman said about the 
Army. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like to have five minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent to be heard for five minutes more. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I hope my colleague will let us read on in the 
bill a little further. 

“Mr. HERBERT. I want just five minutes to answer these questions 
while they are fresh in my mind. 

There being no objection, Mr. HERBERTS time was extended for five 
minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman speaks of this Navy of ours as be- 
ing dangerous to the liberties of the country, and he compares our 
Navy in some manner or other with the force with which Louis Napo- 
leon surrounded Paris. Why, sir, the gentleman knows very well there 
is no sort of comparison in this case whatever; that this Navy can only 
operate at sea and up the great rivers; that Paris is an interior city, 
and it was the army—— 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Ispoke of both being done in the name of patriot- 
ism. 

Mr. HERBERT. Oh, yes; many great crimes may have been done 
in the name of patriotism; but what has that to do with this question? 

Now, I would readily vote with the gentleman to cut down the Army 
from 25,000 to 15,000, I believe the latter number to be as many men 
as we need. I think it would be a very wise measure to’save that ex- 
penditure upon the Army and use the amount annually for a few years 
tobuildupthe Navy. On land we are absolutely invincible against any 
nation, against any force that could be sent against us; but at sea we 
are helpless. These torpedoes that the gentleman speaks of he admits, 
without the need of discussion on my part, can not of themselves be 
depended upon for the defense of the country. We can not rely on 
them to defend us, and we haveno forts. Our old forts are absolutely 
worthless against modern guns, Now does the gentleman seriously 
argue before this Committee of the Whole that there is really any danger 
to the liberties of this country from alittlenavy of forty vessels, assorted 
as these are? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have eighty now. 

Mr. HERBERT. But I have told the gentleman again and in 
that these old ships are going rapidly out and thatin the course of half 
a dozen years there will not be one left. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ButI have told my friend that according to the 
official reports the wooden yessels last longest, 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, by reason of interruptions 
I have not been able to speak in any connected manner during the 
time allotted me, but I wish to say in conclusion that I would like to 
compare my record with that of the gentleman for economy. Take 
all the extravagant measures for which he has voted, all these immense 
appropriations that were for the benefit of the people in his district, 
and place my votes side by side with his. I would like my constituents 
and his to compare our records and see who it is that has a right to cry 
out about extravagance in an appropriation for the Navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwantto say tomy friend from Alabama that while 
my district pays about $3,000,000 into the public Treasury annually 
in the form ofinternal revenue it has never had any appropriation ex- 
cept $50,000 for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. HERBERT. How much do you get every year for pensions? 

Mr. HOLMAN, All that Congress-authorizes, 

Mr. HERBERT. And how much whisky, on which your people 

get he profits, do my people drink and thus pay taxes for? [Laugh- 
ter, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, that is without limit. [Renewed laughter. ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, yesterday evening I called at- 
tention to the pledges made by the Democratic party in favor of econ- 
omy, and also showed that in the last Administration they had been 
expending about as much money as had formerly been expended for a 
navy notwithstanding their professions of economy, 

I believe a statement has been made that these vessels in the Navy 
when constructed will last only about twenty-two or twenty-three 

ears. The expenditure provided in this bill is on an average rate 
of $15,000,000 per annum; so that if the present expenditure, which 
meets the approval of all the members of the Naval Committee on both 
sides of the House, Democratic as well as Republican, is continued, the 
charge may be made as properly twenty years from now, as it was 
made a few yearsago against the Republican party, that we had sunk 
or squandered $400,000,000 in anavy. That expenditure has been go- 
ing on with the entire approval of our friends on the other side. 

This expenditure of Sis, 009,000 a year will have to be continued 
through a period of time when no one in the world is threatening this 
Government in any manner whatever with war. It will have to be 
continued when there is no more danger of being attacked by any na- 
tion in the world than there is of our deliberately attacking another 
nation without cause. And I hold this, that the only proper measure 
that we ought to pass here is a bill to create the elements of a navy, to 
secure to our American merchant marine the control of the seas. 

We have more commerce, Mr. Chairman, than any other nation of 
the world. It amounts to more than one and one-half billions of dol- 
lars a year, and if we would develop our merchant marine, build up 
„the elements of a navy in that manner, then, when war comes, we have 
the foundation on which to build a force necessary to protect ourselves. 
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For that reason I insist that this expenditure for big ships should be 
discontinued. 

The gentleman from Alabama says that we in the interior do not 
care. e are beyond the reach of the enemy’s I am willing to 
concede that we do not have the perpetual fear of being attacked from 
abroad that some cities on the seacoast Boa to haye—— 

Mr. HOPKINS (interrupting). But have not as a matter of fact. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (continuing). But have notin fact. Thefact 
of the matter is that they have no such apprehension, but they have 
large navy yards that receive appropriations of the public money and 
they get the benefit of it. The people of the whole country pay itinto 
the Treasury, and the navy yard in the gentleman’sdistrictand in one 
or two other districts along the coast get the money and get the benefit of 
what the majority of the people have topay. Itisa ise to me—— 

Mr. HERBERT (interrupting). The gentleman does not mean to 
say that I haye a navy yard in my district? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (continuing). It isa surprise to me that gen- 
tlemen can advocate such a UA enya The only theory on which I 
can account for it is that it produces a large amount of money to be 
distributed among the working people in their particular districts, 

These peopleare largely instrumental in sending men to Congress who 
will promote the work in the yards. They insist that weshall expend 
fifteen millions to keep their laboring people at work in their districts. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that there isa navy 
yard in my district? 

Mr. KE of Iowa. There is in Alabama, 

Mr. HERBERT. Oh, no. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Oh, yes; at Pensacola. 

Mr. HERBERT, That is in Florida. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Butitis right on your coast. You have Mo- 
bile Bay, and you have been anxious to have one there fora long time. 
You are trying to get one there. 

Mr. COLEMAN, No; thereis one at Pensacola and New Orleansis 
trying to get one. 

Mr. HERBERT. I suppose if you had one in yonr district you 
would be for the bill too. z 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I supposeif I had one in my district they 
would send men here who would work as hard for it as you do. 
Consequently, not having one, we are not as anxious to spend our part 
of the $15,000,000 our peoplo have to help to pay as you are. We 
do not see the necessity for the expenditure as muchas you do. The 
gentleman is advocating this expenditure, while at the same time he 
is opposing with all his powers a measure which would set our mer- 
chant marine on a firm basis again and we could earn by our commerce 
the cash to make the expenditure which the gentleman is so willing 
now that we shall make. 

Besides that, Mr. Chairman, I want tocall the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that these great collections of metal known as war 
ships are of no practical use. TheSpanish Armada was wholly value- 
less because it was not supported by men instructed in seamanship and 
who had the spirit of naval warfare. Hence it was totally worthless; 
and so will our great floating batteries be unless wehave men instructed 
in naval warfare to man them when the time comes, That is what we 
ought to do, build up our merchant marine first, and our Navy would 
come into existence as our Army does when we need it, 

piers the hammer fell.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be regarded as 
withdrawn. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


” 

Armor tests: For the purpose of aya} ballistic tests and experiments in 
the development of American armor the Secretary of the Navy is hereby au- 
thorized to use $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of the ap- 

ropridtion of $1,000,000 appropriated by joint resolution of September 29, 1590, 

‘for the purpose of nickel ore or nickel matte, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask to have the amendment I send to the desk 
made, simply to correct a typographical error. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 6, line 22, strike out the word **purpose” and insert " purchase,” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ejuipment of vessels: For purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, in- 
cluding expenses of transportation, storage, and handling thesame; hemp, 
wire, iron, and other materials for the manufacture of cordage, anchors, cables 
galleys, and chains; canvas for the manufacture of sails, awnings, hammocks, 
and other canvas work; water for steam launches; stationery for commanding 
and navigating officers of ships,equipment officers, on shore and afloat, and for 
the use of courts-martial on board ship,and for the purchase of all other articles 
of equipment at home and abroad and for the payment of labor in equipping 
vessels and manufacture ofequipment articlesin the several Lot Etec ; foreign 
and local pilotage and towage of ships of war ; servicesand materials in repair- 
ing, correcting, adjusting, and testing compasses on shore and on board ip = 
nautical and astronomical instruments, and repairs to same; libraries for ships 
of war; professional books and papers, and drawings and engravings for signal 
books; naval signals and “Aone, namely ; signal lights, lanterns, rockets, 
running lights, compassfittings, including binnacles, tripods, and other ap- 
pendages of ships’ compasses; logs and other appliances for measuring the 
supa way, and leads and other applicances for ee: lanterns and lamps 
and their appendages for general uso on board ship, for illuminating purposes, 
and oil and candles used in connection therewith; bunting and other materials 
for making and repairing flags of all kinds; photographic instrumentsand ma- 


terials; musical instruments and music; and for introducing and maintaining 
electriclights and interior signal communications on board vessels of war, 


Ten tiatalting the United States steamship Lancaster with an electric-light- 
ing plant, $6,000, in addition to amount heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk, to strike out lines 19, 20, and 21, providing for the electric- 
lighting plant for the steamship Lancaster. The Department has 
chang the order with regard to the ship, which will go on foreign sery- 
ice, and has informed us that this appropriation will not be necessary, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

CIVIL, ESTABLISHMENT, BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 

Navy yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For ono clerk at $1,200; one clerk at $1,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

A great deal has been said during this debate about the danger to 
our seacoast, and especially Boston and New York haye been men- 
tioned as being in great danger from injury on account of the threaten- 
ing attitude of foreign naval powers. Iam of the opinion that there is 
no cause for any great apprehension on that subject, as I am also of 
the opinion that, if we should by some misfortune become involved in 
foreign war and their ships should attack either Boston or New York 
and levy a contribution which would takea few millions of the money 
from these wealthy men who are having their wealth vastly accumu- 
lated by our foreign commerce, they would not be “quite so English, 
you know,” for the next fifty years. Their apprehensions are not a 
sufficient reason for the annual expenditure of $15,000,000 for build- 
ing big ships and of $31,000,000 for our Navy. : 

I withdraw the proforma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Launching ways.and slipsat New York and Norfolk navy yards: For launch- 
ing ways and granite slips, $13,000, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to amend by making the amount appro- 
priated for the granite slips and launching ways immediately availa- 
ble. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, line 16, after the word “dollars,” insert the words "to be mado 
immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn all, $59,189.17, and no other fund appropriated by this actshall be used in 
payment for such services, 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I move the following amendment to correct a 
clerical error in the footing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 16, line 14, strike out the word "cighty-nine” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word *nincty-seven.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr.BOUTELLE, Also the following amendment, for the same pur- 


pose: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 16, line 15, amend by striking out the word “seventeen” and insertin 
in lieu thereofthe word “thirty-seven. = 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval Home, eie tame Pa.: For one superintendent, at $000; onesteward, 
at$is0; onematron, at ; one chief cook, at $360; one assistant cook, at 2240; 
one assistant cook, at $180; one chief laundress, at $192; four laundresses, at 
$168 each ; four scrubbers, nt3168 each; eight waiters, at $165 each ; eight laborers, 
at £240 each; one stable keeper and driver, at $260; one master-at-arms, at $490; 
two house corporals, at $300 each; one barber, at $360; one carpenter, at $815; 
one painter, at $600; one engineer to run elevator, $6000; water rent and gas, 
$2,400; cemetery, burial G atmo and headstones, $350; improvement o 
grounds, $500; repair of bui dings, furnaces, grates, ranges, furniture, and re- 
irs of furniture, $6,000; music in chapel, $600; transportation of indigent and 
estitute beneficiaries to the Naval Home, S500; for support of beneficiarics, 
£50,000; total for Naval Home, $71,215; which sum shall be paid out of the in- 
come from the naval pension fund. 


Mr. BOUTELE. I offer an amendment, making an appropriation, I 
will state, for the removal of the Naval Observatory to the new build- 
ing, which will become necessary during the present year. The esti- 
mates were not furnished in December, but have been sent in since by 
a communication which I will ask to have printed in the RECORD. 

The communication is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 31, 1899. 


Sm: [have the honortotransmitherewith, forthe consideration of Congress, 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy of the 30th instant. 
Submitting estimates of appropriations in connection with abandoning the old 
uipping the new Naval Observatory, amounting to $294,487.20. 


espeot{ully, yours, 
WILLIAM WINDOM, Scoretary. 
Tue SPEAKER OF TITE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


and 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 30, 1590. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmlt herewith, and to request that they may bo 
communicated to Congress, estimates of appropriations that will be required 
in abaudoning the old and in equipping the new Naval Observatory for occu- 
pancy. 

These estimates, rae eo to $294,487.20, have been carefully prepared, and 
it isof great importance that appropriations for the purpose mentioned may 
be made as early ns practicable and that they be made immediately available, 
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The accompanying copy, ofa communication from the Superintendent of the 


Naval Observatory, dated the 26th instant, explains the importance and neces- 
sity of prompt pp ioe in the premises. 
The Department fully approves of the estimates submitted and earnestly 
recommends the same to the early and fayorable action of Congress. 
Lhavo the honor to be, sir, very renee: 
: . F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 
The SECRETARY or THE TREASURY. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY, 
Washington, December 26, 1890, 

Sin: Ihave the honor to submit the inclosed estimates for abandoning the 
old and to prepare and equip the new Naval Observatory for occupancy, amount- 
ing to a total of $294,487.20. 

Jinvite your special attention to the care that has been exercised In propar- 
ing these estimates in order thata minimum cost for the articles commensurate 
with the place and contemplated work might only be forwarded for your con- 
sideration, The conclusions and prices were adopted after frequent consulta- 
tions with astronomers and with persons skilled in constructing and erecting 
instruments and their accessories, and with Civil Engineer George Mackey, 
United States Navy, whose valuable services were courteously placed at my 
disposal by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Navy Department. 

In presenting the report I beg leave to state that I haye endeavored econom- 
ically to confine myself to the actual necessities ofan observatory worthy ofthe 
name, keeping in view that the outfit of this magnificent plant should at least 
be upon n par with other observatories of our country. 

The new Naval Observatory is now approaching completion and promises to 
i; “Sawai and turned over to the Government by the contractors on July 1, 


It will require from nine months to one year from the time an agreement is 
entered into before many of the instruments can be furnished; and as it is ad- 
visible to commence work on grounds, water supply, and other outdoor work 
in the early spring of 1591, it is respectfully urged that the appropriation be 
made immediately available to avoid loss of time in getting the new Naval Ob- 
servatory in working order, provided that the work upon all instruments of 
precision and their accessorics may be done by the Secretary of the Navy with- 
out contract or in such manner ashe shall deem most advantageous to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Tam, respectfully, your obedicnt servant, 
F. V. MCNAT 
` Captain Uniled States Navy, Superintendent. 
The Cuter of THE BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT, 
Navy Department. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
—-Onpagel7-amend after line 19 by inserting the following: 
“NEW NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


“For bookcases, railing, shelving, standard, eto., $3,461; for transporting in- 
struments, apparatus piers, books, and other articles from the old to the new 
Naval Observatory, $2,760; for repairing ard remounting pcecedantorial (25+ 
inch) and its accessories, great equatorial building, including observers’ cleya- 
ting platform, 332,600; for repairing and remounting merid circle and its 
accessories, east transit building, $6,160; for repairing and remounting transit 
instrument and its accessories, south transit rooms, $600; for repairing and re- 
mounting prime vertical transit instrument, $2,510; for furniture and gas or elec- 
trie fixtures for new Naval Observatory, for main building, great equatorial 
building, clock buildings, four transithouses, boilerhouse, aud magnetic build- 
ing, $13,625; for inclosing grounds, $3,066; for the construction of well tank, cis- 


urchasing and placing pump, boiler, ejectors, and pipes for water 


supply, $10,925; for installation of electric plant, $18,179; for one standard clock 
$530; for clock-room fittings. including clocks, reflectors, piers, instruments, and 
nll acoessories complete, $5,250; for official residence of the superintendent, 320,- 
000; for grading, macadamiziog, and guttering roads around new Naval Observa- 
tory building, £12,000. Total for Naval Observatory, $136,689.”" 

During the reading of the amendment, 

Mr. MCMILLIN said: Reserving the point of order on that amend- 
ment, I wish to hear an explanation of it by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BoureLre). 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee wishes to be heard on this amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wanted to hearan explanation from the gentle- 
man from Maine on the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 

„this is simply a continuation of the work of transferring the Naval 
Observatory from its present quarters to the new building, which has 
been in the course ‘of construction for a number of years, and is now 
completed, so that it will be desirable within a short time to transfer 
the instruments and offices to their new quarters. These estimates 
were prepated late in December, and referred to our committee in an 
executive document on January 7, 1891, and therefore, not appearing 
in the original estimates, we have had to offer this in the form of an 
amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman find that the appropria- 
tion made there for the electric plant is excessive upon examination ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. After a careful examination of the estimates I 
will say the aggregate amount carried by this amendment is a very 
large reduction from the original estimates, which called for an ex- 
penditure of $294,487.20. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. TI remember that anew plant was put into the 
Interior Department. Ido not remember exactly what it cost, but it 
strikes me that this is in excess of the rate at which we put that plant 


in. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee thought not. They examined it 
and had the superintendent and the chief of the bureau before them, 
and went over the matter with considerable care. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does this complete the transfer or will another 
appropriation be necessary? 


tern, and for 


Mr, BOUTELLE. This completes the transfer, but it does not com- 
plete all the work of grading and improving the grounds and it does 
oo Toae appropriations for some new and additional instruments 

or. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is satisfied that this is all thatis 
n for the work? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee was satisfied that this appropria- 
tion was absolutely necessary for the coming year. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I simply wanted that explanation. I did not 
know when the gentleman offered the amendment whether it was new 
legislation; but I see it is not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I willsay thattheitem forelectric plant is based 
onthe actual bids. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Medical director's residence, naval hospital, Mare Island, California: Forcon- 
struction of a residence for the medical director in charge of naval hospital, 
Mare Island, California, in full for all r nS of crecting and making neces- 
sary improvements about the grounds, $15,500, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill as to the necessity for the construction ofa residence 
quite so handsome as one costing $15,000 on Mare Island. Is not 
that a rather unnecessary expenditure? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee thought not. I will say to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that the surgeon in charge is occupying 
quarters in the hospital, and a number of other officers are occupying 
part of the quarters that should be set apart for the benefit of patients; 
and my impression is that the amount of $15,500 is exactly the amount 
of the lowest bid upon the estimates made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can quite understand how 
it may be entirely proper to havea residence for the surgeon in charge, 
and I would not hesitate to vote for an appropriation to give the sur- 
geon a separate residence. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, The gentleman of course is aware that the ex- 
penses of buildingon Mare Island are somewhat greater than they would 
be in some other sections of the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is true; but there are 
certain advantages whick the United States Government has, especially 
at such place, in the transportation of material substantially free that 
would adda good deal tomakingitcheaper. Ido not desire to move to 
strike it out. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that the committee, 
with the best information that they could get, came to the conclusion 
that the proper price was named, as it was based on the lowest bid 
upon the estimates made, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was the lowest bid; but 
the lowest bid wason thatspecial plan. Of course, they might change 
the plan, and if you change the plan you could get a lower bid. It 
they first agree upon a plan, then, of course, the bids must be in ac- 
cordance with that plan. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I understand -—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, the question in my 
mind is the necessity for such a residence as would cost $15,500 for the 
surgeon in charge of the hospital of a naval establishment, when the 
surgeon is not the principal officer at the establishment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the navy yard there are, 
of course, the naval officers. They are officers of higher rank than the 
surgeon, and, while it is necessary to have a residence for the surgeon, 
he is not the chief officer on thestation; and it looks tomensif it was 
a pretty large appropriation for such a residence, because it makes 
everything else poor in comparison with that $15,500 residence. 


Mr. MCKENNA. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
Dr. Brown, the Medical Director, figured this as low as ble for the 
very purpose of securing the appropriation. He has been urging it 


upon Congress for years, and at last it has been put in the appropria- 
tion bill on his recommendation after he has figured it just as low as 
possible in consideration of the circumstances of that place. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How large a building is it? 
Is the gentleman familiar with the plan? 

Mr. MCKENNA. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You do not know how larga 
a building itis. Iwill ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if ha 
knows. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not pretend to be an architect. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman does not 
know, who does? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. All I can say to my friend from Kentucky 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman in charge 
of the bill does not. know, whom shall we inquire from? The gentle- 
man is the only source we can go to for information. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire in all sincerity to answer my friend's 
inquiry. I will merely say that the committee estimated on this cost 
according to the best light they could obtain. The Surgeon General 
appeared before us. We had the bureau officers before us; we exam- 


1820 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. . JANUARY 24, 


ined into the matter, and the conclusion we came to was to anthorize 
the building of such a residence. We had recommendations from the 
officers on the station and others, and we came to the conclusion that 
that was a proper item. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can the gentleman tell us whatis the salary 
of this medical director who is to occupy this residence? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I can not tell without looking at his name. It 
depends upon his longevity pay, how long he has been in the service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can the gentleman state the salary approxi- 
mately? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should suppose about $3,500. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the con- 
struction of a $15,000 house for a gentleman getting the salary which 
this officér receives is rather extravagant. We are paying him a very 
handsome salary, and then to come in and build him a $15,000 resi- 
dence certainly seems going pretty far, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My impression is that the residences at stations 
of this character have not been built for a less sum than that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 4, page 24, insert the following: ‘And provided further, The 
Secretary of the Navy shall incorporate in his next annual report a statement 
showing the name and tonnage of each vessel that has been completed since 
March 4,1885; when authorized to be built, when begun,and when commis- 
sioned; its entire cost of construction, including armor, armament, equipment, 
and porotu and its cost for repairs since Completion; also, a statement show- 
ing the name and tonnage of each vessel not completed. when authorized to 
be built, when begun, the probable date of its completion, the amount expended 
upon its construction, including armor, armament, and equipment,and the es- 
timated amount required forits completion, including armor, armament, equip- 

~ ment, and premium,” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the committee have no objection 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE offered an amendment; which was read, as follows: 


On page H, after the amendment just adopted, insert the following: “ For 
improvement of plant at navy yard at Portsmouth, N, H. For additional tools 
other than heretofore authorized, required to further improve the condition of 
the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $25,000." 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a brief statement, 
In the little controversey between the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
HoLMAN] and myselfa few minutes ago he made one statement that 
I neglected to reply to. He made a prediction that the appropriation 
in the nayal bill for the next fiscal year would amount to $40,000,000. 

Now, I haye looked carefully into this matter and have had the fig- 
ures from the Navy Department, and I desire to say that according to 
my understanding the appropriations for the fiscal year 1893, if the pres- 
ent programme only is carried out, will be less than the appropriation 
for this year. I think it is proper that Ishould make that statement. 
I desire to say further that, inasmuch as the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House were going out of control, I have thought it proper 
that the committee should be particular to put into this biil all the 
probable expenditures for the next fiscal year, and I have watched 
closely to see that that was done, and have not observed any disposi- 
tion on the part of the gentlemen of the committee upon the other side 
to omit from this bill anything that properly onghtto beinit. In my 
opinion the bill contains a sufficient appropriation, and there will be 
no deficiency; that is, if the estimates made by the Department are 
correct, for, of course, in making up the bill we have to go upon those 
estimates. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a formal amend- 
ment to correct some inaccuracies in the printing of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 29, line 1, amend by striking out in the first word the capital letter 
“I” and inserting in lieu thereof the small letter "i so that that section may be 
considered in connection with line 24, on page 23, as one and thesame para- 


Perens 29, line 17, first word, amend in the same way. 

Also, on page 31, line 3, amend by making the same change. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for pay of Marine Corps, $696,296.28, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike ont the last 
word. A few days ago, when another bill was pending, I had oc- 
casion to present some evidence to show the discrimination made 
against the colored man in this country, particularly in the Northern 
States. I have not arisen now for the purpose of offering further evi- 
dence on that point to any great extent; but I can not permit this oc- 
casion to pass withont saying that the kind of discrimination against 
the colored man which I referred to the other day is exercised, as it 
seems to me, by the officers of the Navy as well as by private individ- 
uals in the Northern States. As evidence of that fact, I desire to have 
read the extract which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which relates not 
to an ordinary colored man, but to oneof the most distinguished citi- 
zens of this Republic, a man so eminent as to haye been appointed by 
the present Administration our minister to Hayti. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The officials of the State and Nayy Departments will draw a great sigh of re- 
lief when Fred. Douglass is well on his way to Hayti. The State Department 


is very much upset because the fuss between Douglass and the navy officers 
has become public KORET The State Department people, of course, attempt 
to deny the whole thing, and they are generally supported by the Secretary of 
the Navy. The naval officers stationed here are more candid, and they have 
no hesitation in discussing the matter on all its merits. The Secretary of the 
Navy and the Administration people generally are trying to turn the question 
from itsreal merits. They deny that Commandar Kellogg, of the Ozsipee, asked 
to be relicyed from duty when he was notified that he would have to convey 
Douglass to Hayti, In this they are correct. Commander Kellogg did notasie 
to be relieved from duty forthat cause; nor did any of his subordinate officers 
decline to convey Douglass to Hayti. They did, however, emphatically refuse 
to dine with irk. Sers or to give up their own quarters for the convenience of 
Douglass and his family. 

In naval circles here the whole affair is considered a hugejoke, and the friends 
of the Ossipee officers think that the Keargarge men have been put in a hole. 
The Kearsarge officers are flaming mad, and the “ guying ” of naval officers on 
account of the Douglass affair has not the effect of sweetening their temper, 
Friends of Donglass were claiming yesterday and to-day that the officers of the 


Kearsarge had poapoa themselves to Secretary Tracy to dine with Douglass on 
the way to Hayti. One of the officers here telegraphed to a friend, one of the 
Kearsa officers, last night, asking if the officers intended dining with Doug- 


Tass, and to-day he received the foliowing reply by telegraph: 

We do notobject to take Douglass to Hayti, but we do most emphatically 
object to dining with him, and we won’tdoit. We haye no accommodation 
for women on board, and Douglass's wife will be an expensive nuisance, as we 
will have to provide linen and chamber necessaries,” 

Total for Marine Corps, $947,530.42, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In order to correct a clerical error in the footing 
in the pista et just read, I move to amend by striking out ‘‘forty- 
seven,” and inserting in lieu thereof ** fifty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

That, for the pepon of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract one protected cruiser of about 7,300 tons displacement, ata cost, exclusive 
ofarmament, not to exceed $2,750,000, tohave a maximum speed of notlessthan 
21 knots, and in the construction of snid vessel all of the provisions of the act 
of August 1, 1886, entitled * An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to 
materials for said vessel, its engine, boilers, and machinery, the contract under 
whichit is built, the notice of any proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, 
specifications therefor, and the method of executing said contract, shall be ob- 
served and followed, and said vessel shall be built in conipliance with the terms 
of said act, save that inall its parts said vessel shall be of domestic manufacture. 
And in the contract for the construction thereof, such provisions for minimum 
speed and for premiums for increased sp and penalties for deficient speed 
may be made, subject to the terms of this bill, as in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy may be deemed advisable; and if the Secretary of the Navy 
shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the construction of said yves- 
sel, then he may build the same in such navy yard as he may designate. 

And sò much of the act approved March 2, 1889, as authorized the construc 
tion by contract of one armored steel cruising monitor of not less than 3,000 tons 
displacement, at a cost not exceeding $1,500,000, exclusive of armament and any 
premium for increased speed, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. SAYERS moved to amend by striking out the following: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

That, for the purpose of further increasing the nayal establishment of the 
United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract one protected cruiser of about 7,300 tons displacement, at. a cost, exclusive 
of armament, not to exceed $2,750,000, to have a maximum speed of not less than 
21 knots, and in the construction of said vessel all of the provisions of the act 
of August 3, 1885, entitled "An act to increase the naval establishment,’ as to 
materials for said vessel, its engines, boilers, and machinery, the contract under 
which it is bnilt, the notice of any Pa pepe for the same, the plans, drawings, 
specifications therefor, and the met. of executing said contract, shall be ob- 
served and followed, and said vessel shall be built in compliance with the terms 
of said act, save that in all its parts said vessel shall be of domestic manufac- 
ture. And in the contract for the construction thereof such provisions for mini- 
mum speed and for premiums for increased speed and penalties for deficient 
specd may be made, subject to the terms of this bill, as in the discretion of the 
Secretary ofthe Navy may be deemed advisahle; and if the Secretary of the 
Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the construction of 
said vessel, then he may build the same insuch navy yardas he may designate, 


Mr. ADAMS. In order that my rights may not be waived, I wish 
to say that at the proper time I desire to make a point of order against 
the second clause of this paragraph, lines 14 to 19 on page 39. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr. ADAMS. My point is that the provision isa change of exist- 
ing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is entitled to the floor to discuss his 
amendment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
simply proposes, as I understand, to exclude from the bill one item, 
that providing for an additional vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all, i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘That proposition has been discussed by the gen- 
tleman and others, and is so well understood now that I suppose we 
can have a vote on it at once, 

Mr. BLAND. Idonotthinkthe House understands it. Iam sure 
Ihave never heard it discussed. Nodoubt members of the Naval Com- 
mittee may understand it; but I would like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. TI had no desire whatever to cut off any statement 
which my friend from Texas might desire to make. Isimply wanted 
to pay him the tribute of saying that he had already stated his views 
with great cogency; and I supposed they were understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, Ishall not consume more than amo- 
ment ofthe time of the committee, I have offered this motion to strike 
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out for the reason (and that reason only) that I believe at the present 
time we have authorized a suflicient numberof vessels to be constructed; 
and I do not think there is any necessity whatever for the construc- 
tion of the yess¢ls provided for in the clause which I moved to strike 
out. Thiis is all I have to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say onlya word. I 
have already submitted evidence tending, I think, to show how the 
colored man is discriminated against dh the land and on the sea. I 
submitted a few days ago extracts to show that outrages criminal in 
their nature are perpetrated upon this race (and I believe the fact has 
not been controverted) north of Mason and Dixon’s line quite as often 
in proportion to the numbers of the colored population asin the South. 
T desire now to submit an extract from a paper published in the State 
of Illinois showing the treatment of the colored race in the rising city 
of Aurora in that State. Iask the Clerk to read this very brief extract 
as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A SLICK COON—ARISTOCRATIC CITIZENS OBJECT TO A NEGRO NEIGHBOR, 


AURORA, ILL., December 26. 


Tom Cooper, a respectable colored citizen of Aurora, owned a little market 
nce and house adjoining the sitr: ls few weeks ago some of the boomers 
e: n 


sired to plat the land in that vie j 


yand, objecting ton colored neighbor, 
gave $3,000 for Cooper's property, He then boughta house and lot on Pennsyl- 


vania avenue, whereupon his aristocratic neighbors immediately clubbed to- 
getherand bought him out, givinga handsome profit. The enterprising colored 
man hassinee bought his old house and four lots of the property, and will 
realize handsomely on the venture. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It will be observed that not only is this col- 
ored man treated in the way described in that article, but the people 
of Illinois denounce him as a ‘‘coon.”’ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman who has just sent up that 
little clipping from a newspaper state from what paper he takes it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not state that, for I failed to mark the 
extract at the time; but it isfroman Illinois paper. I donot remem- 
ber the name. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is clearly manufactured. 

Mr, HOPKINS. I wish to say thatso far from there being any 
discrimination against Mr. Cooper there has not beenanyatall. The 
$8,000 which he received for that property was a fair valuation, and 
the bargain was made between the respective parties irrespective of 
the question whether they were whites or blacks. Mr. Cooper isa 
gentleman who has lived in Aurora a great many years, and if is no 
compliment to him to say that he is as reputable as the gentleman 
who sent that clipping to the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want the gentleman to understand that I 
made no attack on Mr. Cooper’s reputation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The people of Aurora and the vicinity where Mr. 
Cooper is generally known regard and treat him in the manner I have 
indicated. 

The res prea The question is on agreeing to the amendment 

roposed— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky rises to oppose 
the amendment? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Trise for the purpose of an 

` inquiry which I desire to submit to the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion to strike out the last word is the 
pending amendment, and the gentleman from Kentucky will be heard 
upon that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
submit an inquiry to the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine will please give his 
attention. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is the authorization of 
a ship costing the sum of about two and a half millions of dollars and 
which it is proposed now to construct? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Two millions seven hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, exclusive of armament. > : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much will the arma- 
ment cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam not able to give the exact figures. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I do not mean exactly, but 
about how much? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I presume that the appropriation will be increased 
in the sum of about $300,000 on that account. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much is appropriated 
on this account by the pending bill? __ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Kentucky is of course aware 
of how the appropriations are made. About $757,000 of the appropria- 
tion in this bill would be available toward the work on this vessel 


during the next fiscal year. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Why do you repeal the ap- 
-propriation of last year? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I will answer the question of the gentle- 
peak ae had intended to answer it later on, but it is as well now as 
ereafter, 


We have only in this bill, as the gentleman is aware, authorized the 
construction of one vessel. The reason for asking no more than that 
is because this bill, for reasons already stated, is quite large. Wehave 
been providing for expenditures that must be made during the coming 
year, and which have, as I stated before, about reached their maxi- 
mum. We didnot-suppose that either side of the House would desire 
the work of building up the Navy to be entirely stopped; and so we 
provided for building thisship, not a very expensiveone. TheSecretary 
of the Navy having stated in his last annual report that the dynamite 
cruiser No. 2 (to which attention was called by the gentleman from 
Texas the other day in connection with the fact that no further esti- 
mates were made in that direction) was authorized conditional on the 
success of the first experimental ship of that class and that it had not 
been fully determined that the experiments in that direction had been 
entirely successful, no further action had been taken inthe matter. Bo 
that question is still pending. 

In respect to the steel cruising monitor authorized in 1889, the Seere- 
tary says, inreferring to all of the various vessels authorized and what 
has been done or omitted to be done in regard to them: 

There remain two other vessels, the dynamite gunboat No. 2,whose construc- 
tion was authorized conditionally in case the Vesuvius proved a success, which 
fact has not yet been demonstrated, and the armored cruising monitor, also an 
experimental design, whose features hardly seem to meet the present demands 
of naval construction. 

In view of that statement, Mr. Chairman, it seemed to the eommit- 
tee that we onght not to let an amount of authorization reaching a mil- 
lion and a half dollars stand charged up against the increase of the Navy 
if the Department did not intend to use it. Therefore in connection 
with the proposition incorporated in this bill, which we have reported 
to Congress authorizing this additional cruiser, it is also recommended 
that this provision of the act of 1889 be repealed. So you will see that 
the repeal, in connection with the authorization of an additional ex- 
penditure involvesan increase of only the difference between the $1,500,- 
000 repealed and the amount provided for the construction of the 
cruiser, $2,750,000. 

Mr. ADAMS, It is fair to the gentleman from Kentucky to state 
in this connection that I have made a point of order against the repeal 
of this provision. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will also state that the point of order applies 
to the paragraph immediately following the one that is proposed to be 
stricken out. It does not affect the pending proposition, which is to 
strike out, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does in this way: If the 
point of order is sustained and we pass the section, we authorize two 
vessels; that is tosay, we authorize the one at $2,750,000 and we con- 
tinue in force the act of 1889. Now, some of us might be willing to 
have one vessel, but not both. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, of course, I can not anticipate what the 
ruling of the Chair will be, but I can not deem it possible that the 
point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman is aware 
of the fact that we have both found in ourexperience in this House 
that the Chair does sometimes disagree with us on such matters, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly; and without going into discussion of 
that I will say that, as a regular annual appropriation bill has been 
repeatedly recognized as the measure on which appropriation for addi- 
tional ships is in order, it seemg to me that the repeal of an appropria- 
tion, or the transfer of the appropriation from one vessel toanother, must , 
be equally in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can the gentleman state how 
many cruisers of this particular type or class have already been author- 
ized? I mean this $2,750,000 cruiser. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We have but one, and I do not think I am vio- 
lating any confidence in saying that in the conferences of the commit- 
tee, as to how many and what type we should authorize this year, we 
were largely guided by the suggestion of my friend and colleague from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], who among others advised the adoption of 
this particular class. For myself, I was inclined to advocate one more 
large battle ship, believing in the desirability of strengthening our 
line of battle in that direction, Another of my colleagues preferred 
the building of a vessel similar to the New York, an armored cruiser 
of 8,150 tons, 

My colleague from Alabama expressed much interest and satisfaction 
in this cruiser that we authorized last year, a cruiser of about 7,300 
tons, of very high speed, the fastest that we have ever authorized—a 
vessel in which we required the highest rate of minimum by one 
knot that was ever required in our Navy, ora speed of not less than 21 
pect and with the expectation that she will reach a speed even above 
that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can the gentleman state the 
aggregate number of vessels of all characters authorized by the bills 
which have been passed within the last four or five years? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, A tabulated statement, which I had printed in 
the RECORD of Friday, will show the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the modern vessels of what is known as the new navy, now completed 
or authorized, number forty-two, of all classes, including the dynamite 
cruiser No. 2and the armored steel cruising monitor which the De- 
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artment has indicated no purpose to build. Without these two the 
list embraces forty vessels and includes the five double-turreted moni- 
tors, Puritan, Miantonomoh, Monadnock, Terror,and Amphitrite, whose 
hulls were begun in 1874—75; the four Roach ships, Chicago, Atlanta, 
Boston, and Dolphin, authorized by the actof March 3, 1883; the three 
coast-line battle ships, Indiana, Massachusetts, and Oregon; the two 
battle ships, Maineand Texas; one ram; the armored cruiser, New York; 
the armored coast-defense ship, Monterey; twelve protected cruisers of 
Various sizes; six small cruisers or gunboats; one practice ship for the 
Naval Academy; one dynamite cruiser Vesuvius; one torpedo cruiser, 
and two torpedo boats. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are only three of the 
battle ships, I believe. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Only three. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And they were authorized 
in the act of the last session. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishould qualify that by saying that only three of 
those are first-class, very heavy battle ships. There are the Maine, the 
Texas, and the Puritan, and some of the other monitors which might 
be called battle ships of an inferior grade. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I mean those that we have 
popularly called battle ships in the debates of Congress; only three of 
those which were authorized by the bill passed in the jast session of 
Congress, under the supervision of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is correct in that regard. 

Mr. HERBERT. If my colleague will allow me to correct a state- 
ment, I will say in reply to the gentleman from Kentu [Mr. BEECK- 
INEIDGE]—he asked how many ships had been authorized in the last 
four or five years, and the reply was forty-two, including those two 
ships that are not expected to be built. I desire to correct that state- 
ment by reminding my colleague that that number, forty-two, goes 
back to and includes the ships that were authorized in 1880, and 1881, 
and all the ships since that time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. TI thought that was the scope of his inquiry. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatis what I meant, ships 
belonging to what is popularly called the new navy. 

Mr. HERBERT. What I wished to say was that if that number is 
included, it goes back further than was stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ireferred to those built under 
the Administrations of Presidents Arthur, Cleveland,and Harrison, and 
those not yet completed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that the only vessels 
outside of that are the five double-turreted monitors and one or two 
others. 

Mr. HERBERT. Those monitors are also included which are to be 
completed, but they were originally constructed under the administra- 
tion of General Grant, so that these forty-two ships reach back eighteen 
years altogether. 

Mr. SAYERS. DoI understand the gentleman in charge of this bill 
to ys thas the vessel contemplated by this provision isa type of cruiser 
No. 12? 

Mr, BOUTELLE. It is intended to be a duplicate of it, with the 
exception that the Navy Department may improve on it. 

Mr, SAYERS, According to the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Navy in regard to cruiser No. 12, the cost of that vessel, exclusive of 
equipment, armor, and armament, will be something over $2,700,000. 
And, if yon add the armor and armament to that—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We have authorized $2,750,000. 

Mr. SAYERS, Iam going by the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Navy. Now, if you armor and arm this vessel, its entire expense when 
completed will run Spt fully $4,000,000 in all. 

Mr. HERBERT. t me correct the gentleman from Texas, That 
is not an armored cruiser, but an unarmored cruiser, and there will be 
no cost for armor connected with it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is mistaken, I will say. 

Mr. SAYERS. The report of the Secretary will hereafter show 
whether I am mistaken or not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This vessel is intended to be purely a commerce- 
destroyer. It is a light vessel, very fast, with three propellers, one 
under each quarter, and a propeller amidships, and is to carry a com- 
paratively light armament. She is intended for great speed and to 
carry a few guns, and her purpose is to chase merchantmen, so that her 
armament will not be very expensive. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand from the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy that if he could have just six such ships he would not need any 
of the vessels that he has now or any more hereafter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think my friend is mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us see what he says. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the Secretary’s remark applies to the 
New York and the larger and more heavily armored and armed cruisers. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ifthe gentleman will return to page 14 of the Sec- 
retary’s report he will see he says: 

In cruiser No. 12 the Department has sought to produce a vessel absolutely 
without parallel among the war ships of the world, 

He comments upon the qualities of this vessel and says: 

In other words, this ship, so powerful in offensive force as to equal all ordi- 


nary cruisers, £0 well protected as to be hardly vulnerable te the lighter class 
of guns, so abundantly supplied with separate engines as to be incapable of 
being wholly disabled, can steam completely around the world without touch- 
ing at any point for coal and. without receiving fresh supplies from colliers; 
and yet, when the occasion arises, she can overtake with ease the fleetest of the 
Ocean greyhounds, Six such ships wonld exterminate the commerce of any 
country under the present conditions of commerce protection, and would thus, 
under these conditions, absolutely preclude anattack from a commercial state, 
however threatening in its demands, powerful in its armored fleet, or aggres- 
sive in its foreign policy. . 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that, if this vessel is to accomplish 
everything that the Secretary of the Navy predicts for it, it will be well 
enough now to incorporate in this bill a provision directing that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall not build those heavy battleships, but shall 
substitute in the place of them three cruisers like cruiser No. 12, so 
that when we get six we shall not need any more ships and have no 
need of any ships except those six. Ifhis statement is correct we do 
not want our seacoast defended or anything of that kind, becanse these 
six ships will protect us against any commercial nation, howeverstrong 
or aggressive. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, Iwill say to the gentleman from 
Texas that he will observe that the Secretary’s remarks are applied 
entirely to the effectiveness of this vessel for destroying commerce. As 
Isaid before, that is exactly what she is adapted for. But she is not 
adapted for heavy warfare. She is not an armored vessel. 

Mr.SAYERS. ‘Then what does theSecretary mean by this language? 
Referring to six such ships, he says: 

Would preclude an attack froma commercial state, however threatening in 
its demands, powerful in its armored fleet, or aggressive in its foreign policy. 

What does he mean by that language, if he does not mean that if the 
United States Government had six ships like cruiser No. 12 it would 
be absolutely safe from all foreign aggression? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I will say in reply to that of course it is 
impossible for me to.estimate the effectiveness of this ship; hut tak- 
ing the statement of the Secretary as the gentleman has quoted it, it 
simply seems to furnish a very cogent reason for building a second of 
these ships if six of them would be so effective. 

Mr. SAYERS. But is it not also a very cogent reason for repealing 
the act for the construction of those battle ships? 

Mr. BOUTELLF. The gentleman, of course, is aware that those 
battle ships are now in course of construction, and the Government is 
obligated. 

Mr, SAYERS. It might be well to stop them where they are. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We may have to fight some time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, what is the parliamentary status of 
the amendment now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is proposed to strike out, on 
page 38, all after linc 14 down to and including linc 13 on the next 


Mr. ROGERS. Is that still pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has not limited the committee to the 
five-minute debate, because there seemed to be an effort to arrive at 
the facts. 

Mr. ROGERS, ‘That is precisely what I have in view. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Navigation, of 
whom I never heard until recently and whom I do not know—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘That is your misfortune, my friend. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was so irreverent towards Representatives from Ar- 
kansas and Kentucky in his official report to Congress as to state that 
the Congress of the United States onght not to be guided by the Rep- 
resentatives from those States, because they regard ships as myths. 
The suggestion that I made makes manifest the propriety not only of 
my following my distinguished friend from Kentucky, who is making 
some inquiries with reference to this bill for information, but also that 
I should avail myself of the earliest possible opportunity in the same 
direction; and therefore I do not know just how these appropriations 
for ships are made. And while the gentleman from Kentucky seems 
to be betterinformed upon that subject than I am, I wanted to ask in 
good faith of the gentleman from Maine just how these appropriations 
are made, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state to my friend from Arkansas that the 
custom has been for Congress to authorize the construction of a vessel 
orso many vessels and place a limitation upon the cost. Then we 
have been in the habit, since I have had any connection with the naval 
appropriation bills, of appropriating a sum, after the general features 
of the provisions for the naval establishment have been completed in 
the bill, specifically, under the head of increasing the Navy, under the 
head of the Ordnance Burean, covering armor and armament of vessels, 
and that of the Bureaus of Construction and Steam Machinery, cover- 
ing the elements of hulls and machinery, and these items, as the gen- 
tleman will see in examining one of the appropriation bills, begin by 
saying: ‘Towards the construction and completion of the vesselsauthor- 
ized under theact of” so and so, or ‘‘under the present act,” so much 
money, and that money is placed at the dis of the Department 
under existing law to fulfill contracts or in application to expenditures 
authorized by law. 

Mr. ROGERS. As I understand, on the face of this bill, at some 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1823 


point subsequent to this, there will appear precisely the amount the 
bill carries, - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir; the appropriation bill does not state 
that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will it not state the sum total of appropriation that 
is carried in the bill? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill does not state the amount. It has not 


been customary to put that in the bill. The report accompanying the 
billshows the amount; and I can give the gentleman the correct amount 
as stated in the report. ; 

Mr. ROGERS. Then that is purely speculative, is it not—esti- 
mated? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; the report gives the exact amount, 

Mr. ROGERS. The exact amount? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, The exact amount provided for in this bill is re- 
ported to the House, 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Then how will the Department officers know when 
they have arrived at the limit they are entitled to expend during this 
fiscal year? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Because the appropriation is applied under each 
specific act of authorization. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do you mean ‘applied’ or “limited?” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will answer the gentleman’s question in this 
way. There had beenauthorized a certain number of ships. They are 
now under construction in various stages of completion. This bill has 
an item providing an appropriation of $4,000,000, and that item goes 
on to state the date of the act under which it is applicable, for carrying 
on the work of providing the armament and armor for these vessels, 
Under the head of ‘‘Constructionand steam machinery ’’ thereisanother 
item of $12,107,000 appropriated, which is limited in its application to 
carrying on and completing the work on vessels under construction 
authorized under the acts of such a date and this act. Under that ap- 
propriation the Department is authorized to use this money to carry on 
the work upon all these vessels, making the payments upon the con- 
tracts as they come due, and being simply limited by the law requiring 
them to keep within the authorization of expenditure, 

Mr. ROGERS. I am unable to feel certain that I understand the 
matter yet. Doubtless itis my fault, and it may be that our friend, 
the Commissioner of Navigation, was not so ‘‘previous’’ and ‘*pro- 
tuberant’’ as it occurred to me that he was, but still I think he must 
be very ‘‘fresh’’ to indulge in reflections of that kind. [Laughter.] 
I have no doubt, I say, that if is my own fault, but I do not feel quite 
certain that I yet understand the gentleman’s answer. Let me state it 
as lunderstandit. Anyone lookingat this bill when it has been enacted 
into law will be able, as I understand, to take the Appronta ons and 
tell exactly what the aggregate amount is that thé bill carries. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the report stated the exact amount, and the 
only change since that has arisen from amendments adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole. - 

Mr. ROGERS. But the point I make is this: The executive ofi- 
cers or any other officers of the Government will not be governed by 
your report; they will be governed by the law; and what I want to 
know is what is in the bill that limits the amount carried. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isee the gentleman’s point, andit isa very proper 
one to make inquiry about. The limitation is notin the gross amount, 
but it is in each item of the appropriation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then the aggregate must show precisely what tho 
bill carries, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, unquestionably; and in administering this 
appropriation the Department is limited to the specific items appro- 
priated in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the Commissioner of 
Navigation will discover that I have taken the hint and am trying to 
get some information on this important subject. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will not make the Naval 
Committee responsible for the Commissioner of Navigation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does seem to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that we have reached a point in the construction of anavy 
when we can afford to suspend the authorization of the building of 
new ships. ‘The cruisers that we already have or have under contract, 
the battle ships that we have under contract, the torpedo boats and 
other vessels that we have authorized, are sufficient for purposes of ex- 
periment, and, I think, sufficient for purposes of defense until we can 
see our way further. 

I believe very much in the statement which has been made by sev- 
eral members of the Committee on Naval Affairs in the last few years, 
that the true mode of naval defense for us is to have floating batteries 
for our larger harbors, torpedo boats for use if an attack should be 
made on those harbors, and a few fast cruisers. We already have sey- 
eral fast cruisers, Thescience of gunnery is constantly changing, so 
that any money we might have spent years ago in that line 
would have been substantially wasted, and I think any money that 
we spend now, over and aboye what we have already authorized, is as 
liable to be expended wastefully as profitably. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that at present there is no need for this particular ship. 

This does not seem to be an expenditure that is required by any ne- 


cessity, even if all the predictions of possible war should turn ont to 
be true. It is absolutely impossible for us to undertake to construct a 
great navy, like the navies of the great powers, all at once; and if it 
were possible it would not be atall proper. Ido not believe this is 
the proper policy for us to pursue. Our seacoast is too long to be suc- 
cessfully defended except by floating batteries, torpedo boats for har- 
bor defense, and a few cruisers for the high seas, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what we are asking. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But I think we havealready 
authorized enough of these vessels. If this statement to which the 

mtleman has referred me is correct, the Philadelphia isa cruiser; the 

Francisco is a cruiser; then there are cruisers No. 6, No. 9, No. 10, 

No, 11. These are smaller cruisers; but they are fast vessels capable 
of successfully destroying thecommerce of any enemy. Now, I to 
ask the gentleman from Maine what addition will be required to our 
naval foree—not as to the ships, buf as to manning them—when the 
vessels already authorized are constructed and put into commission, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Not necessarily anyatonce. We are getting rid of 
wooden vessels and replacing them with these modern ships; and it is 
entirely a matter of discretion and expediency as to the number of 
ships we shall keep in commission. I suppose wise administration 
would require that we keep enough vessels afloat all the time to main- 
tain a sufficient nucleus of trained men toenableus to extend our force 
in an emergency. ij 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman imagine 
fora moment that if we build these ships we shall have no increase of 
force in the Navy? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not imagine we shall have no increase; but 
Ii ine the increase will not be very large. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the judgment of the gen- 
tleman, what will be that increase? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Oh, I do not think thereis any immediate pros- 
pect of any considerable increase. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And what will be the addi- 
tional annual expense of the Navy Department with these additions? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman of course will see at once that 
that will beabsolutely dependent on what use is made of the vessels. We 
are not building these ships because we expect that as Soon as a cer- 
tain number are ready we are going to plunge into a war with some 
other nation; we are building them on the supposition that war may 
come. Now, the present Navy Department may deem it necessary for 
the service that a certain portion of ships should be kept in commis- 
sion. The Secretary of the Navy after 1892 (Republican as I hope he 
will bs) may have different views from the present Secretary of the 


avy. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It takes a very small foun- 
dation for the gentleman to build his ‘‘hope ” upon. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ifin the next Administration we should have n 
Democratic Secretary of the Navy, as the gentleman undoubtedly 
hopes weshall, he may have different ideas from the present Secretary. 
‘That matter is entirely speculative; and I simply want to make this 
suggestion to the gentleman from Kentucky, that this bill does not 
really ask any addition to tle number of ships authorized for the Navy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So I understand. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We are simply substituting vessel of the most 
approved type for one the Department does not seem disposed to build. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as I amable to judge 
with my quite insufficient information, this type of vessels is the one 
I would like to see built. I believe in the fast cruiser. I do not be- 
lieve in the battle ships. I was opposed to authorizing the building 
of those battle ships. I think it would be well if the law authorizing 
the construction of those ships should be repealed or suspended rather 


than continue to spend money upon them, for I have looked upon that 


expenditure as wasteful. . 

The construction of these cruisers is, I think, a move in the right 
direction; but this bill, upon the statement made by the distinguished 
chairman of the Naval Committee, establishes as a precedent that every 
naval bill brought in ought to authorize the construction of a vessel; 
that we ought to continue in the constraction of a navy. Now, I think 
we have reached a point where we ought to suspend the construction 
of any additional vessels. As to vessels already authorized, let their 
construction proceed, if you choose; see what their cost is to be and 
what burden their maintenance will put upon the taxpayers of the 
country. 

In the mean time it will be seen what inventions and improvements 
are made in the construction of ships, in the science of gunnery, inthe 
strength of armor, as to all of which there are experiments and changes 
constantly goingon. ‘Thereal point between the gentleman from Maine 
and myself is not as to the value of this particular ship, but the more 
serious question whether at every session of Congress we shall author- 
ize an additional vessel or whether we have not reached a point where 
we had better cease for the present the authorization of new ships. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he is a 
member of the Naval Committee ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam not. 

Mr. ROGERS, I was under the impression, from the elaborate and 
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lendid statement of the question which the gentleman has made, 
that he certainly was a member of the committee, and I wished to 
know whether he was one of those gentlemen included in the remark 
of the Commissioner of Navigation to which I have already referred. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iamnotincluded; nor have 
T done myself the honor to read the reportofthe Commissioner. Doubt- 
less it was a mistake on my part. 

Mr. ROGERS. Nor have I read that report; life is too short; and 
such information as I may have acquired has reached me through other 
channels. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
The gentleman from Kentucky is, of course, aware of the fact that, as 
to the three line-of-battle ships already authorized to be constructed, 
tke contracts for their construction have been made. Now, the fact 
may not be generally known that those line-of-battle ships are simply 
to be batteries, harbor batteries. They are not to be seagoing vessels. 
They are to cost four millions of dollars each, without the armor or 
armament, When armored they will-costfive millions, and yet they 
are not intended to be used as seagoing vessels. 

Now, contracts have been already made for their construction. I 
had prepared an amendment proposing that no money appropriated by 
this act should be applied to the construction of these vessels, under 
the impression that the contracts had not yet been made. But I find 
that they have been’and are now in progress of execution. 

I trust, therefore, for reasons already given, that this motion willbe 
sustained; that the power to construct this vessel at a cost of not ex- 
ceeding $2,750,000 shall be stricken out, for this vessel itself will involve 
an expenditure of at least, or perhaps over, four millions of dollars. 

I am not satisfied that the view taken by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is a correct one. I think we have got away beyond the point 
where our navy ought to cease. I am in favor of a respectable navy 
such as is convenient for a Government like ours, but not a navy to 
overawe our own people, and that is what these great naval armaments 


mean. i 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to strike out. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 34, noes 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. BOUTELLE were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, 
noes 79. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And so much of the act approved March 2, 1839, as authorized the construction 
by contract of one armored steel cruising monitor of not less than 3,000 tons dis- 
placement, at a cost not exceeding $1,500,000 exclusive of armament and any 
premium for increased speed, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this ought not to be 
adopted, and I should be willing to argue it upon its merits, But I 
intend now to briefly confine myself to the point of. order. 

I will admit that this is a question which I think has never before 
been raised in Congress because the occasion for raising it has never ap- 
peared. The very form of the proposition, it may be, would incline 
the Chairman to see that it is a change of existing law, for the para- 
graph declares that a certain portion of an existing statute shall he re- 
pealed. Ifa statute providing that a certain portion of an existing 
law be repealed is not a change of Jaw, it is very difficult to state the 
proposition in any stronger form. 

At the same time I will admit, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] has observed, that the authorization of new ships is fre- 
quently made in appropriation bills, and I simply submit the question 
to the Chair whether, having become a part of the Statutes at Large, it 
having become a ship which the President is authorized to have con- 
structed, it having become a purpose for which the next Congress may 
lawfully appropriate money, because it was authorized by law, that 
provision making that unauthorized which is now authorized is nota 
change of existing law within the meaning of the rule, 

I have the list here to which this provision alludes, I do not know 
that any specific reference to it will be necessary. I am willing to 
submit the point of order, and if the Chair deems that it is proper to 
change the law in this particular method, then I desire to be recog- 
nized to move to strike ont the item. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, it has been held, I think, several times 
that the authorization of ships in the naval appropriation bill was not, 
new legislation or a change of existing law within the meaning of the 
rule. If that ruling which has been made by different Chairmen iscor- 
rect, as I believe it to be, it seems to me to follow that the power of 
repeal mustnecessarily go with the power of authorization where nothing 
has been done to carry ont the authorization. Itseems thatthe powers 
are necessarily one and inseparable; that if we can authorize a new 
ship in an appropriation bill, and not be obnoxious to the rule, wecan 
remove the authorization in a similar bill, where nothing has been done 
on theship, and not be obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I desire to submit to the Chair this suggestion: 


That in the authorization of shi 
tion bill Congress in one sense 


of the Navy on a regular appropria- 
not exercising the power of enacting 
original legislation. The original law isthe law creating thenayal estab- 
lishment, and theannualappropriation bill providing for guns, ships,shot 
and shell, and dry docks, and other articles for the Navy is simply supply- 


ing the necessary materials for carrying out the existing law. In do- 
ing so it is clearly within the purview of the appropriation bill tomake 
substitution of one itemfor another. And if we can in one appropria- 
tion bill, as wedid last yearand the year before, provide fora dry dock 
here or there, and for building ships or putting up barracks and all of 
the various items that go to the fulfillment of the requirement which 
rests on Congress by the laws which established the Navy, why we cer- 
tainly in proposing, as we do this year, to authorize the construction of 
amore modern type of vessel to take the place of one provided under a 
former law, are clearly acting in accordance with precedents and within 
the rules of the House. 

‘Mr. ADAMS. If the Chair will permit a few words just at this 
point, I conceive that the gentleman from Maine may be mistaken 
as to the rule under which I make the pointof order, because when he 
refers to dry docks as an incident to the Navy I willadmit that adry 
dock may be an incident to a navy and may be proper to appropriate 
for. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, And so is a ship. 

Mr. ADAMS. But that comes under the other part of clause 2 of 
Rule XX VII, inregard to appropriations for expenditures not previously 
authorized bylaw. ‘That question isa question whether you can make 
an appropriation fora particular purpose. The purpose for which you 
can make it is a purpose previously authorized by law. 

The purpose authorized by law may be the creation of a new navy; 
hence might follow an appropriation for a dry dock or even an appro- 
priation for a vessel; but it does not follow that where it has become 
by positive statute lawful for the President to do a certain thing a 
subsequent act making it unlawful for him to do that thing is not a 
change of existing law; and I will state to the chairman that the clause 
under which I make this point of order is clause 2of Rule XXT. The 
first part of it was the part I imagined was in the mind of the gentle- 
man from Maine when he spoke. ‘The last part of it is: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto, 

If this proposed provision is not in this bill it will belawful for the 
next Congress or some subsequent Congress to appropriate or not to 
appropriate for this particular vessel; but if this bill should pass with 
this provision in it, then it will not, I fancy, be proper for the next 
Congress to appropriate for it inthe appropriation bill. Iconceive that 
it amounts to a change of existing law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] said 
in the course of the debate a few moments ago that the uniform prac- 
tice had been to treat the authorization of ships on an appropriation 
bill asin order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. So far as my experience has gone—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that for a long series 
of years, and in all probability the present occupant of the chair [ Mr. 
Burrows] will remember that, it was uniformly held that the author- 
ization of ships on appropriation bills was legislation inimical to this 
provision. 

The first ruling made contrarywise was by my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCREARY] a few years ago. The matter, I think, has 
been allowed to go on for two or three years without question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ob, no; the point has been raised and decided. 
The point was raised in the last session. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will accept the gentleman’s correction. The point 
was raised in the last session—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And overruled. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the majority of the decisions have heen th 
other way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will not my friend refer to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], who has had charge of these bills—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] can 
take the floor in his own right. I desire to say what I have to say in 
a connected way. The majority of the decisions have been the reverse 
of what has been stated by the gentleman from Maine; and if he will 
go back to the period before the war he will find even then the prac- 
tice of the House and the Se of the presiding officer was to the con- 
trary. The authorization of ships was alwaysin aseparate bill. Now, 
sir, let us look at the reasons for it; and I think the better opinion is 
that it is not in order. 

What are your appropriation bills? They are for the current ex- 
penditures of the Government. You might justas well, Mr. Chairman, 
say that because you have authorized a navy you may authorize ships 
or do anything; that because you have created your Post-Office De- 
partment yon can authorize in appropriation bills buildings or any- 
thing that you may conceive will facilitate the matter of the handling of 
the mailsof the country. I repeat, sir, the appropriation bills are not 
intended to generate policies at all. ‘The character of your Navy before 
the appropriations bill went to the Committee on Nayal Affairs was de- 
termined by legislation, and legislation from thatcommittee. And the 
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Committee on Appropriations, so far as I am aware, when they passed 
that bill never once entertained any idea that they could authorize the 
construction of a ship ona naval appropriation bill. 

Now, the transfer of the appropriation for the Naval Department to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs does not change the mods of procedure 
in the manner of authorization, and ought not. We know how our 
appropriation bills are considered here. The matter of the size of the 
Navy or the size of the Army is not a matter of to-day. It is not a 
matter of this year. It is not current expenditure. [tis a question 
of policy, and ought not to be decided in these appropriation bills, in 
my opinion. 

Now, the rule has already been read. No appropriation shall be re- 
ported in any general appropriation bill or be in order as an amend- 
ment thereto for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, 

Mr. HERBERT. I will ask my friend if he can quote any of these 
adverse decisions that he speaks about. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to my friend, very frankly, that I 
have not the decisions where I can quote from them, but I haye been 
in the House, made the point of order, had charge of the naval ap- 
propriation bill for years, made the point myself, and the ruling was 
made by the Chair, and made repeatedly. 

Mr. HERBERT. You should find it in the Digest. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have stated to my friend that I did not find in 
the Digest the ruling of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], 

-nor any ruling of any Chairman on this subject. The question was 
asked if I found that ruling, and I answer that I did not find any rul- 
ing of that kind, as it does not appear in the Digest. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will it disturb the gentleman if I interrupt him 
at that point? - 

Mr, BLOUNT, 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How does the gentleman account for the fact that 
under the late Democratic Administration, not only of theexecutive 
department but of this House, the appropriation bills were made to 
carry appropriations not only for the support of the Navy, but also for 
the authorization of these ships. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I was not discussing what the late 
Administration did at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isay, in this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I mean in this House, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘The gentleman remembers such was the fact? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave already said that for two or three years—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Or more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Or four, if you please, such had been the ruling. 
The rulings have been various. I thought the ruling was erroneous 
at the time, and I still think so. I thought that it ought not to have 
been done in that careless way. I believe in the wholesomeness of the 
suggestion of this rule, that appropriation bills should be confined to 
objects that have been distinctly authorized, and that there should be 
no expenditures provided for in them except those authorized by ex- 
isting law. i 

Now, that is the doctrine laid down in the rule; and for years, until 
within the last four years, there has been a uniformity in the rulings 
by the Chair in that direction. Beginning at a period antedating the 
war and running down, whenever the question has been raised, it has 
been held that it was not in order to place on an appropriation bill 
items not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, will my friend allow me? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, he states the fact to be that the 
construction of ships has been authorized in the naval appropriation 
bill, that being a general appropriation bill—— | 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. On the ground that the Navy is authorized by iaw. 1 
Now, does it follow that, when a ship has been authorized by enact- | 
ment, express enactment at that, the law can be repealed which author- 
ized ii | 

Mr. BLOUNT. That involves the whole matter. } 

Mr. CANNON. Especially when you take that very language of 


I like to get through with an idea, but I will yield 


the lastsentence of the rule, which expressly provides that no law shall 
he repealed or amended in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That involves the whole question. The gentleman 
has put the argument ina very forcible way; and, if this original legis- 
lation was in order in this bill, then it is in order to repeal this legis- 
lation. 

Mr, CANNON. Why so? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam going to state the reason and I want the gen- 
tloman to mark it. If the original authorization for building a ship 
on an appropriation bill was in order, then it is in order to provide for 
the repeal on a bill, because you have accepted the principle that you 
are not confined to the matter of the annual expenditures, but that 
you can increase the size of the Navy; you can build ships; and, if 
you are not content with what you are building, you may change the 
ship or you may substitute something else. And there is the error. 

The very thing my friend dislikes is just what follows if this ruling 
isallowed to stand. You donot know, the House does not know, what 
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moment there may be brought in an appropriation bill, and you may 
put ship upon ship upon it, perhaps not properly placed there, perhaps 
unwisely constructed, and if it is in order for the committee to do so 
it is in order for anybody else; and hence you are at any time liable 
to loose legislation in reference to the Navy, to the Army, to the Post 
Office, or any other Department on appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, I agree with him ex- 
actly. I think the ruling was erroneous in which the authorization 
of ships was allowed on general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lagree with the gentleman in that, 

Mr. CANNON. But it was allowed on the ground that the Navy 
was established by law, and that therefore you could build a ship. 
A law was enacted authorizing this express ship, and there is a nega- 
tive clause in this rule; $ 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or in any nmendment thereto. 


Now, everybody admits that this is existing law, and it is referred 
to as existing Jaw; and, while you might by construction, perhaps, 
specify the amount that was intended to be sufficient when you gave 
authorization for the ship upon a general appropriation bill, because 
there is no direct language, nothing that prohibits it in the authoriza- 
tion, no direct language in the negative, it would bea prohibition of 
the repeal, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have this to say in relation to that 
matter. My friend insists that the last legislation which is proposed 
here, to repeal an existing law, is contrary to that rule, but he makes 
a distinction between that and the case where the ship was authorized 
on the bill, because of the language in the last case changing the exist- 
ing law. Now, Isnbmit that before the authorization of the ship there 
was no authority of law forit. The Secretary had no right to make 
any contract to build that ship. He would have been liable to im- 
peachment if he had involved the Government in such expenditure 
without law. You change the law which permitted him to build that 
particular ship, so that if the objection lies to the last amendment it 
lies to the old Jaw, and I think, Mr. Chairman, it is never too late to 
correct a ruling which has been improperly made, especially where it 
relates to public expenditures. 

an BOUTELLE, Will the gentleman now allow us to have a 
ruling? 

Mr. BLOUNT. TI have not occupied a great deal of the time of the 
committee, I knowmy friend is impatient; [know Tam notinaccord 
with him; I know he is content with the presentation of this question 
he has made, bnt I submit that he had better be patient a little while 
longer; I shall not take much time, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave no wish to interrupt my friend if he has 
anything more to say. I supposed he had concluded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was going to say simply this, Mr, Chairman: If 
this is to be the policy of the House in reference to appropriation bills, 
then there is no restraint on expenditure in any branch of the public 
service. If this is permissible on the ground that you have established 
a Navy, then it is permissible to make a similar appropriation on any 
appropriation bill for any Department of the Government upon the 
ground that that Department has been established. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rose to oppose the point of order, 
but do not desire to speak unless the Chair wants to hear something 
more upon that side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read what the Chair has indicated 
in the RECORD, 5 - 

The Clerk read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 19, 
1885, e 1914, as follows: 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the paragraph is in order under the exception 
stated in the rule: 

** Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress,”’ 

Mr. Lona. Ido not care for this matter with reference to the completion of the 
New York. But, if the view taken by the gentleman from Illinois is correct, 
then that portion of the bill which relates to an increase of the Navy is also sub- 
ject to the point of order, 

I therefore desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fundamental lawon 
this subject. There is existing law for the construction of new vessels. Section 
417 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows, and I call the attention of the Chair 
to that section: ~ 

‘Phe Secretary of the Navy shall exécute such orders as he shall recelye from 
the President relative to the procurement of naval stores and materials and the 
construction, armament, equipment, and employment of vessels of war as well 
as all other matters connected with the naval establishment,” 

There exists to-day a Jaw by which under that sanction the President can or- 
der the Secretary of the Navy to construct, arm, equip, andemploy vessels; and 
un appropriation to meet the expense of such construction isan appropriation 
to carry out an object contemplated by existing law. * * * 

Mr. DIxGLEY. I desire to say one word upon the pointof order. It seems to 
me it is not important in the discussion and decision of this point of order 
whether or no there exists to-day authority of law for the construction of this 
vessel; because under paragraph 3, Rule XXI, this exact instance is provided 
for. The rule says: ‘ 

“No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
= peers an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 

zed by law ”— 

Iit stopped there the suggestion of my friend from Ilinois would be correct; 
but it proceeds—although there may not be authority of law—yet— 

“unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress.” 

A paragraph or amendment with that object in view isin order. If thisisa 


public work in LAE pad assuming that there was authority for it to have been 
entered upon and it is not completed, then a provision may be reported in an 
appropriation bill for the completion of it. 

Mr, Will the gentleman from Maine tell us when this vessel has 
been in progress—how many years ago? 

Mr. Dixenry. It makes no difference. If it is an incomplete work it is in 
progress until its compiction. 

Mr. Cawyon. The rule docs not say “which has been in progress,” but it 
says ‘tin pr V—in presenti, 

Mr. Diyciry. The work has been going on. Though there may have been 


fio work during tle last week or during the last year, yet if it is incomplete the 
work is in progress. 
Mr. Kerrer. Although suspended? 
The Crarmmxay. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
Rule XXI, provides that— $ 
“No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public worksand 
objects as are already in progress.” 
nquestionably the general rule is that no appropriation isin order on a gen- 
eral appropriation bill unless the appropriation be authorized by previously 
_existinglaw. Thatis the gencral rule. But to that general rule there is an 
express exception: r 
o gaa iu ee appropriations for such public works and objects 
as aro already in progress. 
That isto ay: ft the work be apublic work and itis already in progress, then 
there need not be any previous legislativeauthority for the work. 
Now, the Chair must believe that the construction of this shipis a public work. 
The Chair also believes that it isin progress. The mere fact that this veasel be- 
n in 1865 is confessedly still incompleted, the Chair thinks, so faras thisrule 
T cuncema does not show that that work is not now in progress. Tho fact 
that the actual construction is temporarily interrupted for want of appropria- 
tion or some other reason does not interfere with the idea that the work is in 
progress. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order, 


The CHAIRMAN. A decision wasrendered covering the same point 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. The Chair thinks it is 
in order to make an appropriation for the construction of the Navy on 
this appropriation bill. The Chair overrules the point of order, but 
will recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to move to 
strike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire tosay asingle word. Either I do not un- 
derstand the reason of the rule or the Chair does not. I willask the 
Chair if he has had his attention called to the last sentence in clause 
2 of Rule XXI. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did have his attention called to that,and 
the decision of Mr. Cox covers the very point which the gentleman sug- 


ts. 

pie CANNON. Ido not understand that the, decision which the 
Chairhas had read comes within a gunshot of the question—I say 
that with all respect to the Chair. Here was a law that anthorized 
the construction of this ship, and now thisis not toappropriate money 
for that purpose, but to repeal that law. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatis true; but, if it was properto make an ap- 
propriation in that way for the construction of a ship, it is in order to 
provide for other disposition of the money appropriated for that pur- 


Clause 3, 


Mr. CANNON. It would be so ordinarily, if it was not for the 
negative clause in the rule, That is what I was trying to bring to the 
attention of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if it is competent to make an an- 
thorization for the construction of « vessel, it is certainly competent 
to anthorize a certain amount that has been appropriated on another 
structure to be applied to the construction of this vessel. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘That is not the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read what the Chair has indi- 
cated in the RECORD of January 12, 1889, the decision of Mr. Cox. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tence for 
three-quarters of a century, and in this case what is proposed is no more than 
the repair ofan old building. 

The CuammMax. Without entering upon the question of the jurisdiction of 
one committes as related to that of any other, the Chair holds that underclause 
12 of Rule XT, “to the military establishment and public defenso, including the 
appropriation for its support and forthat of thé Military Academy," the Com- 

tee on Military Affairs has jurisdiction in this matter; and therefore they 
have properly ju; 

The Chair cause to be read the third clause of Rule XXI, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘*No appropriation shall bereported in any gonata spproprizton bill, or bein 

ure no’ 


iction of this subject matter as to the erection of buildings, 


read, the bu nine Sroposed to be erected—"‘ fire-proof building on site of public 
grounds at West Point”—is within the purview of the rule. The construction 
ofa nelialng is anincident to the maintenance of the Academy itself, the object 
being already in progress, the main object contemplated not only by the bill, 
but by the very institution of the Academy i 

y ut reference to other decisions made from the chair either in Com- 
mittee of the Whole or otherwise, the present occupant of the chair is informed 
that the Speaker of the House on a former appropriation bill held that an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a new yessel was in continuation of the gen- 
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eral object of maintaining a navy; and that decision of the Speaker “runs on 
all Maite uhan the decision which the Chairnow makes when he overrules the 
point of order. 


Mr, BOUTELLE. Now that the ruling of the Chair has been made, 
let us have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr, CANNON. I would like to put this case to the Chair, for after 
all said and done—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen will make nothing by asking for the 
‘regular order.” 

Mr. LODGE. If the gentleman is not satisfied with the ruling let 
him take an appeal. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to make a single remark to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the decisions which 
have been rendered are decisions sustaining the building of a ship by 
a law appropriating money in the prosecution of an existing public 
work. Now, this proposition is not for the building of a ship; itis 
the repeal of a law providing for the building of a ship, and such re- 
peal of existing law is distinctly prohibited by the negative sentence 
at the conclusion of clause two of the rule. That is all I want to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifitis in order to provide on an appropriation 
bill for the construction of a ship, why is it not in order on an appro- 
priation bill to modify the method of its construction ? 

Mr. CANNON. Because of the negative sentenceat theclose of clause 
2 of the rule. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe Chairs in error, the remedy is with the 
committee. An appeal can be taken. 

Mr, CANNON. I do not take an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is 
recognized on his motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I make that motion. It is now twenty 
minutes after 5 o’clock and it is evident we can not complete the bill 
this evening. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope that gentlemen on this side and on the 
other side who desire to transact public business will help to vote down 
this motion. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, SPRINGER that the 
committee rise, there were—ayes 34, noes 68. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BOUTELLE were 
appointed. 

Soe comete again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 33, 
noes 59. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum is necessary on a motion that the 
committee rise. The motion is not agreed to. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Anats] is recognized for five minutes on his motion to 
strike out the paragraph, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I see here the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT], who was the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in the last Congress. He was at the head of that com- 
mittee when this law which it is now pro to repeal was under 
consideration, and he fought strenuously for the authorization of 
this vessel. That question was a debated question in this House. 
It was well considered; a good deal was said pro and con; and what 
was said against the proposition was mainly said by the gentleman 
from Maine, now the chairman of the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 
The House decided against him. The proposition went to the Senate 
and was there considered. It was brought here again upon a confer- 
ences report, and the deliberate judgment of Congress was expressed 
that the construction of such a vessel ought to be authorized. 

To authorize the construction of a vessel does not compel the Presi- 
dent to have it constructed; it does not necessarily lead to the ex- 
penditure of a, ingle dollar; but it enables the executive branch of the 
Government to call upon Congress to appropriate for this matter two 
years or four years hence, if the experiments with the monitors now 
near completion should show that the low free-board vessel is as suc- 
cessful as the battle ship, which is the darling of the gentleman from 
Maine. It is admitted that thelow free-board vessel or a vessel some- 
thing like the monitor is a cheaper vessel; we can get more force, 
miore guns, for a certain amount of moneyin that way than we can by 
the construction of the elaborate line-of-battle ships for which pro- 
vision was made in the last naval bill. Ido not object to the author- 
ization of either type of vessel, but I desire to leave the hands of Con- 
grens freo so that the next Congress may appropriato money in one 

irection or the other, as may seem wise and economical. 

To say that the act on this subject shall be repealed simply says that 
Congress shall not appropriate for this matter in the next House and 
that the President shall not be authorized to construct this class of ves- 
sel, however strongly he may feel that the public interest requires it. 


If one does not change existing Jaw, the other 
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The only conceivable motive for such a provision is to lower the appar- 
ent sum total of the authorizations in this naval bill. Idonotbelieve 
it necessary to limit the discretion of the next House of Representa- 
tives, in which the gentleman from Alabama himself will be responsi- 
ble for naval affairs, or to limit the discretion of the executive branch 

f the Government, merely for the sake of striking out an authoriza- 
tion which was extremely unpopular with a small number of members 
of this House, and for the further purpose of diminishing the apparent 
sum total of the authorizations for the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us have a yote. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to be heard for a moment on this propo- 
sition. 

The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. ADAMS] has put me in asituation 
which renders it necessary, as I think, that I should reply briefly to 
his statements. Itis true that I did, as he states, contend for and 
that the Hause sustained mo in putting this vessel upon the appro- 
priation bill and authorizing its construction after a contest had been 
made, I relied at that time upon the opinions and advice of the ex- 
perts in the Navy Department, upon whom Iam accustomed principally 
to place reliance in these matters. I thought so then, and I am in- 
clined to think now that, notwithstanding what scems to be a change 
of opinion on the part of these gentlemen—— 

Mr. ADAMS. What gentlemen? 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘These expertsin the Department, to whom Ihave 
referred. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentlemen quoted by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama in the Jast Congress? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; the experts in the Navy Department. I say 
that I am inclined now to the opinion that, notwithstanding an appar- 
ent change of views on their part, this would be a very useful vessel. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as matters stand now I am satisfied that this 
ship will not be built, and in fact I myself would not advise the build- 
ing of the ship against what appears to be the opinion of those who 
are called and whom we look upon as experts. 

Mr. ADAMS, Has the gentleman any objection tostating the grounds 
of their opposition? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; but I hope the gentleman will allow me 
to get through with what I have to say. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly, if the gentleman objects to incorporating 
their views. 

Mr. HERBERT, ‘The attitude of the question is this: That ship is 
now authorized by law and the question is constantly coming up here 
as to how many ships are to be built and how many are authorized. 
It seems to stand in the way somewhat of the proper authorization of 
new ships; and as it is not likely to ever be built, as these gentlemen 
seem, to some extent at least, to have changed their minds as to the 
eflicacy or desirability of this vessel, I shall vote in favor of this repeal. 

I think it useless to keep this provision here year after year with no 
prospect of the completion of the vessel. Iam not able to state what 
brought about this change of opinion, but I know that there has been 
a change of opinion as to the desirability of the ship. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly, 

Mr, ADAMS. Suppose we come a little nearer to the completion of 
the Amphitrite and of the other monitor-class vessel; might not the 
Department come tothe conclusion under the rather liberal provisions 
of the statute the gentleman supported two years ago that this vessel 
might be an economical one if built, and that it would prove to be a 
successful and useful vessel? 

Mr. HERBERT, ‘This vessel differs very considerably from the 
Amphitrite and that class of vessels. 

Mr. ADAMS. It belongs to the monitor class of vessels. 

Mr. HERBERT. And it is very certain that no vessel of that kind 
ean now be laid down at the Department, I myself would not advise 
their construction. [Cries of ‘* Vote??? ‘‘ Vote!?"] 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. I 
have listened to this discussion with a great deal of patienceand haye 
not occupied very muchof thetimeof the House. Inotice by glancing 
at the report accompanying this bill that one reason given by the chair- 
man óf the committee for the unusual number of expenditures pro- 
vided in the bill is that it is intended to stimulate great manufactur- 
ing enterprises, to give employment to labor, and to afford the farmers 
a market. 

A little while ago we authorized the building of a cruiser at an ex- 
pense of several million dollars, which, according to the statement of 
the Secretary of the Navy, if that is to be relied upon, will preclude 
the possibility of war in the future. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. One cruiser? 

Mr. LIND. Yes; the building of that cruiser and one or two more. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh! . 

Mr. LIND. As we have authorized the construction of cruisers 
which will preclude the possibility of war, as the Secretary says, and 
dispense with the necessity of battle ships, we make appropriation to 
finish the battle ships, I presume, forthe purpose of furnishing em- 
ployment to labor and stimulating manufacturing enterprises as well 


as giving the farmers increased markets for their products. Now, I 
ask my friend from Illinois, who isa Western man and who represents 
a Western constituency, in the interest of the farmers not to press his 
motion tostrike out. The battleships, if we are to rely upon the lan- 
guage of this report, are built in the interest of his constituency and 
mine.. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, he is moving to keep it in, 

Mr, LIND. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I want to express my 
cordial support—— 

ie? ADAMS. The gentleman did not intend to ask a question 
then. 

Mr. LIND. No,I didnot. I want to express my cordial support 
of the position the gentleman has taken, because I think we need that 
yessel as much as we do the battle ships we authorized in the last 
Congress; the style of the vessel does not cut much figure when the 
object is to furnish the farmers a market and stimulate our manufac- 
turing enterprises and employ labor. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the last two words, 

I remember in the last Congress, after the most thorough and ex- 
haustive discussion both in the committee and upon the adoption of 
the conference report, by a decided vote of the House it was determined 
to build this compound monitor vessel. Now it is proposed this aftey- 
noon, with Jess than’one-fourth the membership of the House present, 
to repeal the act of authorization, For what purpose? 

Gentleman have said this afternoon that this is an obsolete form of 
vessel. Isay here, and no one can deny it, that the only steel and iron 
vessel that has ever stood the test of a conflict is the monitor. There 
is nota battle ship afloat, belonging toany nation on earth, that has ever 
been under a severe test. Gentlemen may say that this vessel could 
not withstand the force of the improved shot and heavy ordnance. It 
is not known that any battle ship which floats can withstand that test. 

I say it is the policy of the Government to build those vessels which 
can best protect the harbors and great cities upon our coasts, and ex- 
perience has taught us that in the crucible of battle the monitors were 
found effective; and so I believe to-day that these modern monitors, 
strengthened and improved as they will be, are the most effective bat- 
tle ships that float the water. I therefore trust that the motion to 
strike out will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the proforma amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Now, I hope we will have a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs will let the committee rise. It is evident that gentlemen want to 
investigate the matter. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to haye it. 

ee division (demanded by Mr. SPRINGER), there were—ayes 7, 
noes 36. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted and that no quorum is present. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, as it has been developed that, in 
the absence of the usual obstruction by our Democratic friends, we are 
obliged to encounter obstruction on ourown side from the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee and others, I think we will have to 
rise. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and theSpeakerhaving resumed the 
chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the naval appro- 
priation bill and had come to no resolution thereon, 


CLERK TO THE WORLD’S FAIR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GRIMES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the World's Fair bo, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a clerk during the present session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, to be paid from the beginning of said session outof the contingent fund 
of the House, until otherwise provided, a compensation of $6 per day. 

The Committee on Accounts have had under consideration the accompany- 
ing resolution, the same being a resolution authorizing the Select Committee 
on the World’s Fair to employ a clerk during tho present session of the Fifty- 
first Congress, to be paid from the beginning of said session, outof the contin- 
gent fund of the House, a compensation of $6 per day., Aclerkwasgiven the 
Committee on the World’s Fair at the first session of the present Con atthe 
same compensation. The work of the Committee on the World’s Fair has been 
such as to necessitate the employment of a clerk at the present session, and the 
Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the said accompanying resolu- 
tion, respectfully recommend its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Imove that the Housedo now adjourn. Thatcan 
come up Monday morning. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion until 
I can get permission to print certain letters in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will yield—— 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to yield without going on with 
the business before the House. 

Mr.HOLMAN. ‘This will do just as well Monday morning. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Thissimply provides for a clerk for the World’s 
Fair Committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis very unusual. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; the committee had a clerk during the last 
session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it was presented during the last session, we 
should have understood it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall have to demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Texas will 
not demand the regular order, as the matter seems to be in progress of 
adjustment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink there should bea word of explanation about 
this. It will come up Monday morning. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I think, if the gentleman will yield and a word 
of explanation is given, there will be no objection. 

Mr. GRIMES. There was a resolution passed at the first session of 
the present Congress, giving to the World’s Fair Committee a clerk, 
and they have been acting under the belief that it referred to the pres- 
ent session of Congress as well. 

This resolution was introduced by the chairman of the committee 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts, They presenta unani- 
mous report and ask that the same be adopted. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the objection, Mr. Speaker, on that 
explanation. : 

he SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an inquiry 
about that. Do I understand that they have not had a clerk during 
the present session ? 

Mr. GRIMES, ‘They have had a clerk under the impression that 
the provision for one went over, 

Mr. KILGORE. -Al right, then. 

The question was put, aud the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GRIMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. = 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENSUS OF STONE COUNTY, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have two letters printed in 
the Recorp. I want to state that in the discussion of the apportion- 
ment bill I said that there was omitted from the census three polit- 
ical townships in Stone County, Arkansas. I find on examination that 
that was a mistake, and in justice to the Census Office I want these 
letters printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
: Washington, January 12, 1891. 

My DEAR Sim: Acting upon the suggestion in your letter of December 29, 
that I should correspond with State Senator W. H.H. Oyler, of Mountain View, 
Ark., in regard to alleged omission from the census of three political town- 
ships in Stone County, Arkansas, I addressed him by telegraph, asking him to 
wire at my expense any information in regard to the matter which he might 
have. He replied that all that he had heard or knew was that A.J. Stevenson 
had hurriedly taken three townships, namely, Sylamore, Turkey Creek, and 
Red River, in place of E. O. Rushing, who was sick. The records of this office 
show the fact that Stevenson enumerated two districts, namely, No. 226 and No. 
227, composed of the townships of Turkey Creek, Svlamore, Farris, Red River, 
and Locust Grove. His work in both, upon the population and agricultural 
schedules, was very good and seems entirely satisfactory. The county shows 
an increase of poran over the census of 1880 of nearly 2,000. 

I think that beyond doubt the complaint arose from the fact that Rushing, 
the enumerator originally appointed for No. 226, failed to act, and rumor, as too 
often occurs, did not report the whole fact, which in this case was that Steyen- 
son was immediately substituted for him, and completed the work. 

I wired Supervisor Gulley on December 26, informing him of the complaint 
and requesting immediate investigation by him. The message found him at 
Indianapolis, Ind., and on December 31 he replied that it was surely a mis- 
take, but he would investigate. His report has not yet been received, prob- 
ably on account of the delay he has experienced in making inquiry by mail, 
but as I have learned the facts aboye stated I do not deem it necessary to await 
his report before communicating with you, 

There were probably a thousand districts in the United States where the 
original enumerators, by reason of sickness or from other cause, failed to act, 
but in all such cases substitutes were appointed and the work was completed as 
soon as it was possible to do so. 

Very respectfully, 


The question is on 


ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 
Hon. S. W. PEEL, x 
Mouse of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, January 19, 1891. 

My Dear Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 17th instant,and beg to express my sppreraion of your desire to remedy 
any injustice that has been wrought by the misstatement relative to the enu- 
meration of three townships in Stone County, Arkansas. 

While I could scarcely belicye that an enumeration could be so seriously de- 
fective as was represented without the attention of this office having been 
called to it until nearly six months after its completion, I confess I was some- 
what staggered to receive from Mr. W. D. Foulke, chairman of the special com- 
mittee of the Civil Service Reform Association, the statement that three whole 


political townships in Stone County, Arkansas, had been omitted from the enu- 
meration, and that not a single man, woman, or child in either of the three 
townships had been taken. 

On receipt of this statement, I at once communicated with the supervisor of 
the district and with yourself, as well as instituting an investigation based ppan 
the records of the enumeration as they existed in this office, The resultof that 
investigation left no doubt, not only that the townships in question had been 
enumerated, but that the work had been intelligently and in every way satis- 
factorily performed, and the admission of State Senator Oyler, who appears to 
have been e informant, thatall he had heard, or knew, was that ihe three 
townships had been hurriedly taken, leaves no doubt that the change of enu- 
merators, owing to the originalappointee being taken ill, led toa fear that the 
work would not be properly done, from which it was but one step to the asser- 
tion that it had not heen properly done. 

So many reports of this kind have proved on investigation to be without foun- 
dation, that I gladly take advantage of your kind offer to make public the result 
of the investigation that has been made in this case, by reading this communi- 
— a conjunction with my letter of January 12, acopy of which is herewith 

nclosed. 
Very respectful]. 
Eo aaa ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 
Hou. S.-W. PEEL, House of Representatives. 


HONEST BUTTER, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr, Speaker, I ask to have printed in the REC- 
orp the petition for “honest butter’? which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. [Laughter.] 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


The undersigned, citizens of the State of Iowa, respectfully ask that you speed- 
ily enact a law giving to the several States authority to control the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation of butter. 

A. ©, Tupper, Iowa State dairy commissioner; O. T, Denison, presi- 
dent Iowa Butter, Cheese, and Egg Association; J. W.Jolinson, 
secretary of Iowa Butter, Cheese, and Egg Association; M.B. 
Doolittle, practical dairyman; M. Statki, State veterinary sur- 
geon; Eugene Secor, trustee of lowa Agricultural College, lowa; 
E. W. Stanton, acting president of Iowa Agricultural College, 
Towa; S, P. Yeomans, trustee of Iowa Agricultural College, lowa; 
J. L. Budd, professor of horticulture, Iowa Agricultural College; 
J. C. Hainer, professor of physics and electrical engineering, an 
secretary of board oftrustees of Iowa Agricultural College; Chas. 
M. Dunbar, chairman of board of trustees of Iowa Agricultural 
College; C.D. Boardman, trustee of Iowa Agricultural College; J. 
L. Stevens; John N. Wood, trustee of Iowa Agricultural College; 
J.W. Garner, trustee of Town Agricultural College; J. S. Jones, 
trustee of Iowa Agricultural College; C. F. Saylor, trustee or 
Towa Agricultural College; W. O. McElroy, trustee of Iowa Ag- 
ricultural College ; James Wilson. 


Des Morses, Iowa, January, 1891, 
BRANCH FOLDING ROOM, 


Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report, which 
It is very brief, and I do not think it will 


Mr. SPOONER. 
ought to be passed upon. 
create any discussion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will submit it to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to continue the lease of the premises at No. 225 Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, northwest, for use asa branch folding room, for one year from 
January 1, 1891, ata rental not to exceed $125 per month, the same to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House until other provision is made therefor. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that that report can come up at any 


time, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not easy forit to come up at any time. In 
the present condition of the House it is very diflicult to get it up. 

Mr. HOLMAN, What are all these rooms at each side of the Capi- 
tol forif they can not be used for such a pu e? 

Mr. SPOONER. They can not be utilized for this purpose. This 
branch folding room is a four-story building on Pennsylvania avenue 
which bas been hired by the House for several years on annual leases. 
The lease expired on the last of December and we had notice to quit; 
but finally the matter has been arranged, and this resolution is now 
reported for the purpose of continuing the lease. Itis necessary. There 
are many thousand books stored in that house, and it is used for the 
purpose of folding and putting up the hooks that are received by mem- 
bers of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will let this matter rest. 

Mr. SPOONER. It ought not to rest, because the matter ought to 


be disposed of. [Cries of ** Regular order.” ] 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is in such a condition of unrest that it can not 
rest. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will let it go over. Mr. 
Speaker, I interpose a motion to adjourn. : 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman interposes a motion to adjourn 
the whole proceeding will have to be vacated. 

Mr. SPOONER. I willsay tothe gentleman from Indiana that there 
are no rooms in the Capitol that are suitable for this purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that itis almost impossible that 
there should not be ample room. s 

Mr. SPOONER. That matter has been very fully investigated and 
as a matter of fact it has been found that there is no room for this pur- 


se. 
P The SPEAKER iaid before the House the following personal requests 
of members; which were granted, there being no objection: 
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REPRINT OF REPORT. 
Mr. COGSWELL asks that a reprint may be made of Mr. MANsuUR’s 
report (No. 558) of the last session on findings of the Court of Claims 
in certain cases known as the French spoliation claims. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. REYBURN requests that Madeira and Cabada have permission 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in their claim, no 
adverse action ever having been had, 3 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, asks leave of absence, for ten days, on 
account of sickness in his family, 


The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


LABORATORY, ETC., FOR THE MARINE-HOSPITAL BUREAU, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appropria- 
tion to enable the Marine-Hospital Bureau to rent an additional build- 
ing for a laboratory, ete., and also that an additional passed assistant 
surgeon be detailed to the bureau as a permanent bacteriologist—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY CO, 


Letter from the president of the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company, transniitting the report of said com- 
pany for the fiscal year ended April 30, 1890—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 


BOAT OR NUMBER FOUR CHANNEL, FLORIDA, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the examination and 
survey of Boat or Number Four Channel, Florida—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


BREVET RANK OF OFFICERS, 


Letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting a copy ofa letter from 
the major general commanding the Army, recommending a change in 
the law authorizing the President to confer brevet rank on officers of 
the United States Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS RELATING TO SILK, 


Letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a statement 
of all purchases of cocoons and all sales of silk and silk waste during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; also the reports of the Ladies’ 
Silk Culture Society of California and the Women’s Silk Culture 
Association of the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SHIP CHANNEL BETWEEN THE GREAT LAKES, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the examination and 
survey for a ship channel between the Great Lakes—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Resolutions of the house of representa- 
tives of the Missouri General Assembly, instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives in Congress from that State to support 
legislation to place certain articles named on the free list, and to pro- 
vide for the free ‘coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Resolutions of the house of representatives, Mis- 
souri Legislature, urging Congress to pass a law prohibiting alien own- 
ership of lands—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Resolutions adopted by the house of representatives 
of the State of Missouri, referring to the subjects of national taxation, 
tariff, free coinage of silver, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Resolutions of the house of representatives, 
Missouri Legislature, urging Congress to repeal taxes on agricultural 
implements, necessaries of life, ete., and favoring the free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
State of Missouri, indorsing the twelve apostles of tariff reform and the 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Resolutions of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-sixth General Assembly of the State of Mis- 
gouri, in opposition to the present tariff law and in favor of the free 


and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (on behalf of himself and colleagues): Resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Maine, in favor of further appro- 
priation for tools, etc., for the Kittery navy yard—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RUSSELL: 


Resolved by the House of Renresentatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, together with the usual necessary progress sketches and 
illustrations, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
United States Const and Geodetic Survey; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. BURROWS: 


Resolved, That 2,750 copies of the Diges for the present session be printed, of 
which number 2,500 copies shall be bound in paper covers for the use of the 
House, and 250 copies bound as usual for distribution as follows: one copy each 
to Senators, officers of the two Houses, headsof Departments and bureaus, and 
correspondents entitled to admission to the press gallery; 

to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BLAND: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of Senate bill 4675, to provide a unit of 
value and for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other purposes, and that 
the same he the regular order in the House immediately after the reading of 
tae Journal, and to continue the regular order from day to day until disposed 
of; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12755) to provide 


assessment of real estate in District of Columbia in 1891 and every —- 


three years thereafter, accompanied by a report (No, 3587)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 13066) granting a pension to Henry Sisson, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3588)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. x 

Mr. SMYSER also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R, 12900) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth 
Cavalry, accompanied by a report (No. 3589)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12839) to authorize the Rap- 
ides Bridge Company (limited) to construct and maintain a bridge 
across Red River at or near Alexandria, La., accompanied by a report 
(No. 3590) —to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 11242) for the relief of Thomas Antisell, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3591)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following biils of the Senate; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bes (S. 1173) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor. (Report No. 
3592. 

A bill (S. 1174) for the reliefof William M. Keightley. (Report No. 
3593. A 

A bill (8.1175) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow. 
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(Report No. 

A bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard. (Report No. 
3595. ) 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 395) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, 
widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3596)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River, reported with amendment the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12168) to repair and build the levees of the Mississippi 
Rivér, to improve its navigation, to afford ease and safety to its com- 
merce, and to prevent destructive floods, accompanied by a report (No. 
3598)—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and Jaid on the table, as follows : 
By Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, on the bill 
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Sern} 11903) granting a pension to Jonathan Davis. (Report No. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of the representatives of James and Wil- 
liam Crooks of Canada~Committee on War Claims discharged and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 10236) grantinga pension to Theresa B. Walbach—Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H, R. 13326) to authorize the city of Chi- 
cago to erect a crib in Lake Michigan for waterworks purposes—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 13327) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Crow tribe of Indians, in the State of Montana, and to 
make appropriations for carrying the same into effect—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 13328) to prohibit the further issue 
of national-bank notes and to issue legal-tender notes to take the place 
of bank notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. WHITING: A joint resolution (H. Res. 274) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell to the city of Port Huron, Mich., a 


portion of the Fort Gratiot lighthouse reservation—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 


were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BOUTELLE (at request of Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H. 


R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 


Ry Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13330) for the 
~ relief of Mrs. Attoway W. Chism—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 13331) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Thomas Egan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. 2.13332) granting a pension to Anna 
C. Dewhurst, invalid daughter of the late George Dewhurst, an acting 
master in the United States Navy during the late civil war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13333) granting a pension to Mary Catherine 
Reardon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 13334) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Edward Wertheimer, of New York, N, Y.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 13335) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Orange P. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13336) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry 
Allhorn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 13338) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire Wallace Tear as a first lieutenant in the United Sta es 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R, 13339) for the relief of Sylvester Trnes- 
dell—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 13340) to pension David Sanders— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13341) to remove the 


charge of desertion from the record of William B. Grigsby, late a cor- 


poral of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Afairs, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 13342) granting a pension to Mrs. 
C. A. Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 13343) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus G. Frable—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 13344) to increase the pension of 


William A. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13345) granting a 


pension to Mrs. L. G. Baylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13346) for the relief of Giles W. Bass—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13347) for the relief of Hiram Garwood—to the 


Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13348) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 


Hull—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13349) for the relief of James N. Maples—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Resolution of Democratic town committee of 
Wilton, Mass., against free coinage of silver—to the Committeo on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Resolutions of Jewell Alliance, No. 536, of 
Defianee County, Ohio; also, of Antwerp Farmers’ Alliance, No. 64, 
of Paulding County, Ohio; also, of Ridge Alliance, No. 477, of Van 
Wert County, Ohio; also, of W. F. Flack and 14 others, citizens of 
Paulding County, Ohio; also, resolutions of Mount Lion Alliance, No. 
254, of Williams County, Ohio; also, resolutions of East Bridgwater 
Alliance, No, 663, of Williams County, Ohio; also, of A. E. Bookmiller 
and 27 others, citizens of Williams County, Ohio; also, of H.G. Nevell 
and 9 others, citizens of Defiance County, Ohio; also, of J. H. Robert- 
son and 100 others, citizens of Defiance County, Ohio; also, of C. 5, 
Ireland and 17 others, citizens of Van Wert County, Ohio; also, of J. 
L. Beard and 26 others, citizens of Williams County, Ohio; also, reso- 
lutions of Defiance Alliance, No. 378, Defiance County, Ohio, all pray- 
ing for the speedy passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of the Toledo Produce Exchange, in 
favor of bill in relation to coasting trade on the Great Lakes—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the free coinage 
silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Dr. S. A. Reel and others, soldiers and 
sailors of the late war, favoring the passage of a law authorizing the 
issuance of legal-tender paper money to each soldier and sailor in 
amount sufficient, with compound interest added, to make his pay equal 
to contract, etce.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Resolutions of McDonald Alliance, No. 
595, Hardin County, Ohio; also, petition of John J. Dorcutt and oth- 
ers, citizens of Hardin County, Ohio; also, resolutions of Maple Grove 
Aliance, No. 641, Forest, Ohio; also, petition of Marion Lamb and oth- 
ers, citizens of McDonald, Hardin County, Ohio; also, petition of New- 
ton Rule and others, citizens of Monroe County, Ohio; also, resolutions 
of Whetstone Alliance, No. 8, Morrow County, Ohio, all in favor of 
the speedy passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRAEN: Petition of Gulf City Alliance, 4030, asking that 
the Government engineers be authorized to improve the harbor of Gal- 
veston, Tex., instead of having the work done by contract—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of same Alliance, in favor of free coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, petition ofsame Alliance, asking the enactment of the subtreas- 
ury bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of officers, citizens, and soldiers of Clin- 
ton County, Kentucky, asking Congress to pass a special act granting 
a pension to Rey. Rufus K., Dick, a patriotic citizen of Clinton County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Two petitions of citizens of Lawrence County, 
Illinois, in favor of the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for division of the third judicial dis- 
trict of Kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, askin 
for speedy passage of House bill 11565, known as the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. À 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of 24 citizens of Muscatine 
and Louisa Counties, Iowa, in favor of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Three petitions of citizens of Polk 
County, Iowa, praying for the speedy passage of the option bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of the Chicago Law Institute, 
for the passage of the Davis bill, or other legislation to relieve the Su- 
preme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of A. C. Lensku, Dr. A. M. Hill, D, W. 
Hartman, and others, of Geneva, IlL, that a restraint be placed by Con- 
gress on the immigration of paupers and convicts to ourshores—to tho 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Hiram Porter and 9 others, citi- 
zens and members of St. Joc Alliance, No. 2, Allen County, Indiana, 
praying for the immediate ‘passage of the option bill and alleging that 
it is manifestly unjust that the prices which actual producers of grain, 
cotton, and hog products are to receive therefor shall be made to de- 
pend upon any other conditions than those which demand and supply 
establish—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Union Grove Alliance, Whitley County, Indiana, 
demanding the passage of the option bill and declaring that justice to 
producers can not be reached by inharmonious piecemeal State legis- 
lation, followed by what in many cases would be weak, ineffective, 
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and halting State execution; that if a remedy is secured at all for an 
evil whose ramifications extend over the whole country it must be fur- 
nished by a national law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolutions of citizens of Ohio; also, petitions 
of other citizens of Ohio, favoring the passage of the bill defining op- 
tions and fnutures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Bellbrook (Ohio) Alliance; also, of 
32 citizens of Barnesville, Ohio, for passage of the antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana: Petition to remoye from the record 
the charge of desertion against William B. Grigsby, late a corporal Com- 
pany F, Fiftieth Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Knox 
County, Indiana, praying certain legislation for the relief of the farm- 
ing and Jaboring classes—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr, OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of F. A. Stafford and 29 others 
of Farmers’ Alliance No, 404. of Ohio; also, of A. H. Snyder and 67 
others of Farmers Alliance No, 439, of Holmes County, Ohio, request- 
ing passage of the antioption bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 16 citizens of Morrisville; also, of 
39 citizens of Clinton County; also, of Davis Farmers’ Alliance, No. 184; 
also, of 22 menibers of Farmers Alliance No. 449, of Morrisville, all of 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the speedy passage of the option 
hill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ry Mr. SPRINGER: Petition and memorial of Chicago Law Insti- 
tute; for such legislation as will relieve the Supreme Court—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Ey Mr, RANDALL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Fall River, 
Mass., against free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers relating to House bill 13230, granting 
a pension for the relief of Mary E. Cliflord—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Encampment No. 
42, Union Veteran Legion, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
House bill 8287, being a bill to insure preference, ete., to veterans of 
the late war—to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of A. J. Powersand7 others, cit- 
izensof Trumbull County, Ohio; also, of Farmers’ Allianceof Virginia, 
Ohio; also, of Farmers’ Alliance of South Ridge, Ashtabula County, 
Ohio; also, of E. C. Durkee and 24 others, citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio, 
praying for the speedy passage of the antioption bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petitions numerously signed 
by citizens of Mercer, Beaver, and Lawrence Counties; also, Forest Hill 
Farmors’ Alliance, of Pennsylvania; also, resolutions of Pioneer Alli- 
ance Agricultural School; also, resolutions of New Bedford Alliance, 
No. 20, of Pennsylvania; also, of Maysville Alliance, of Pennsylvania; 
also, resolutions of Welcome Alliance Industrial School, of Pennsyl- 
vania; also, of citizens of Pennsylvania and Clover Township Alliance, 
of ssme State; also, of other citizens of Pulaski, Lawrence County; 
also, of Alliance No. 33, Fredonia, Mercer County, Pennsylvania; also, 
petition of Alliance of Beaver County; also, petitions of citizens of same 
county and State, all praying for the speedy passage of the antioption 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Memorial of Worthington Alliance, No. 407, 
Richland County, Ohio; also, of Pleasant Head Alliance, No. 176, same 
county and State; also, petition of L, Perry Wolfe and 55 others, citi- 
zens of same county and State; also, of Edward Secrist and 20 others, 
citizens of samo couuty and State, all for passage of the Butterworth 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

NEREFERENCE. 

The Committee on Agriculture having had the following petition 
under consideration, the said committee is discharged from the consid- 
eration of tho same and itis referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. SWENEY:.A petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Bethel, Fayette County, Iowa, in favor of legislation against butter 
imitations. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 26, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D; 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of Saturday’s 
proceedings to be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, before the read- 
ing of the Journal and before the transaction of any business begins 
I demand that the presence of a quorum be ascertained. 

The PERAR EI Does the gentleman claim that no quorum is 
presen 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do, 

Mr. McKINLEY. There is evidently a quorum present. 

ee SPESE OTIRDI of Arkansas, Lot that fact be officially as- 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (after a pause), I call for tho 
announcement by the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. Onehrndred and sixty-seven members are present, 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the Journal down to the first roll-call, and was pro- 
ceeding without reading the names. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I object tothe Clerk omitting 
any part of the Journal that is to be submitted to the House, and he 
is doing so. 

The SPEAKER, 
call attention to it. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the Journal in full. 

Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to demand the pre- 
vious question unless there is to be further contention about the ap- 
proval of the Journal, Upon the motion to approve the Journal and 
before demanding the previous question, I desire to say-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has no right 
to cut off debate under the previous question by interjecting discus- 
sion in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor, 

Mr. McKINLEY, Before demanding the previous question I desire 
to submit an observation or two to the House concerning this daily 
waste of timo on the part of certain gentlemen upon the other side of 
the Chamber. : 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLAND a pting). Yes, and the Senate has wasted two 
months on an infamous bill, one that will set this country by the cars. 
You can not down the people of this country by any. such course. 
[Applause on the Democratic side and general confusion. ] 

Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. Speaker, I decline to be interrupted except 
by my own consent. I yield tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BiLount] for a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr, Speaker, I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has vainly endeavored to control gen- 
tlemen upon his right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The question of order I rise to 
isthat there is so much confusion in the Hall of the House that we can 
not hear the gentleman from Ohio, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman [Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar- 
— would exert his influence, he would help to stop some of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The gentleman is exerting it 
now, and he calls upon the Speaker to preserve order, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman ought to have exerted it before. 
Disorder begets disorder. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Mc- 
KINLEY] has given notice that he intends, after a few observations, to 
dcmand the previous question. Where there has becn no previous dis- 
cussion twenty minutes’ debate on each side is admissible under the 
rule; and I wish toask the gentleman whether he proposes now to ive 
gentlemen on this side of the House an opportunity to say anythingin 
relation to the approval of the Journal, whether that is a part of his 
putpose in debating the matter hefore the previons question is or- 
dered, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iwill say to the gentleman from Georgia that I 
shall yield to him for any correction he may desire to make in the Jour- 
nal. Jf there is any inaccuracy in the Journal, every gentleman on 
both sides of the House wants to have it corrected; but when gentle- 
meu—and the gentleman from Georgia must appreciate this—when 
gentlemen will indulge in the delay which we bave observed here for 
the last three or four days, demanding the reading of matters that are 
immaterial, matters which have never been demanded to be read be- 
fore, it is manifest that the majority, which is responsible for legisla- 
tion, must do whatever is necessary within the rule for the purpose of . 
hastening the public business. 

Now Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman farther, in 
answer to his question, that it is my purpose, as soon as I have con- 
cluded the observations I am about to make, to demand the previous 
question for the purpose of saving forty minutes of the public time of 
the House of Representatives. 

Several Mewpens on the Republican side. That is right. 

A Mrsnen on the Democratic side. If you want to save time, you 
had better not make any observations, 

Mr, McKINLEY. I must make some observations, or there will be 
forty minutes of debate to follow the ordering of the previous question; 
and it is to avoid that that I say what I am about to say tou the 
approval of the Journal. I will give to the gentleman at any moment 


If the gentleman notices anything omitted he can 
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ay time to make any correction of any improper entry in this Jour- 
nal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he does not 
believe that the spirit of the rule, where it declares that on a question 
upon which there has been no previous debate twenty minutes shall 
be allowed on each side after the ordering of the previous question, 
contemplates, when it speaks of ‘‘ previous debate,’’ that there should 
have been debate in the proper sense of the word, not « speech on 
only one side of the question, but a discussion of the question upon 
both sides? Does he think it ever was conceived that the use which 
he now proposes should be made of this language of the rnle?- 

Mr. McKINLEY. That depends altogether upon the spirit of the 
proceedings that lead up to the demand for the previous question. 
‘Where there is an open, confessed, and manifest purpose on the part 
of gentlemen to delay the public business, I say that it isa part of the 
duty of the majority to do everything possible under the rules to reach 
these great Sree en bills now pending before the Honse. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me — 

Mr. McKINLEY. I decline to yield further, unless the gentleman 
wants to correct the Journal. ~ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to say this, and the gentleman will not 
gainsay it, that he has made allegations as to the purposes of thisside 
of the House in reference to the correction of the Journal, and now he 
denies to us any opportunity to make reply. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say right here, before 
demanding the previous question, that we have thirty-two days of this 
session yet remaining and we have nine important appropriation bills 
to be considered in this House. Two hours of every day for the last 
three or four days have been consumed in connection with the ap- 

_proval of the Journal—two-fifths of every day’s session—two-fifths, if 
this policy is continued, of the thirty-two days remaining of the ses- 
sion, which means the consumption of about twelve days with pro- 
ceedings of this character, leaving about twenty days in which to do 
the public business. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman has not heard my question. 
The SPEAKER. He has already stated that he declines to be inter- 


rupted. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Now, if we should give to each one of these nine 
appropriation bills two days, practically all the time left of this session 
would be consumed in the consideration of these bills, saying nothing 
of the time that should be occupied in considering Senate amendments 
and conference reports which may come before the House. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 
question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that he will not gain anything by thus throttling debate, 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on ordering the previous 
question). ‘The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others on the Democratic side. Division! 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
142, nays 108, not voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—li2, 5 
Adams, Dingley, McComas, Sherman, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, McDuffie, Simonds, 
Anderson, Kans. rsey, McKenna, Smith, Til. 
Arnold, Dunneil, McKinley, Smith, W. Va, 
Atkinson, Pa, Evans, Miles, Smiyser, 
Atkinson, W. Va. fest boa Miller, Snider, 
Baker, Featherston, Moffitt, Spooner, 
Banks, Finley, Moore, D Stephenson, 
Bartine, Flick, Morey, Stewart, Vt. 
yne, Frank, Morriil, Stivers, 
Beckwith, Funston, Morse, Stockbridge, 
licnap, Gear, Mudd, Stone, Pa. 
Bergen, Gest, . Nute, Struble, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Sweet, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Grout, Osborne, Taylor, Ill. 
Brosius, Hall, Owen, Ind. Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Payne, Taylor, Tenne 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Payson, Thompson, 
Burrows, Hays, E. R. Perkins, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Henderson, MI Peters, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass I Post, Turner, Kans. 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pugsley, Vandevyver, 
Carter, Houk, Quackenbush, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Raines, Waddill, 
Cheadle, Kerr, lowa Randall, Wade, 
Cheatham, Kinsey, A Walker, 
Clark, Wis, Knapp, Reed, Iowa Wallace, Mass, 
Clark, Wyo. Lacey, Reyburn, Wallace, N.Y. 
wel Laidlaw, Rife, ickham, 
Comstock, Langston, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
nell, Lansing, Rowell, Wilson, Ry. 
Cooper, Ohio ws, Russell, Wilson, V ons 
Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Sawyer, Yardley. 
Dalzell, Lind, Scranton, 
Darlington, 5 Scull, 


NAYS—108. 

Abbott, Ellis, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Alderson, Enloe, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Andrew, Fithian, McAdoo, Shively, 
Barwig, Flower, McClellan, Skinner, 
Biggs, ‘orman, M Spinola, 
Bland, Forney, McRae, Springer, 
Blount, Fowler, Mills, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mutehiler, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Gibson, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Grimes, Oates, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Hare, O'Ferrall, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Hayes, W. I O'Neall, Ind. Tilman, 
Bynum, aynes, O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Candler, Ga. Heard, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Turner, N. Y. 
Catchings, Herbert, Parrett, aux, 
Chipman, Holman, Paynter, Washington, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa, Peel, Wheeler, Als. 

obb, Tane, Penington, Whitelaw, 
goaper Ind Lanham, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Crain, Lawler, Pierce, Wike, 
Crisp, ©, Price, Wilkinson, 
Dávidron, Lester, Ga. Quinn, Williams, Ll. 
Dickerson, Lewis, Richardson, Wilson, Mo, 

kery, Magner, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va, 
Edmunds, Mansur, Rusk, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—Sl. 

Allen, Miss. Clarke, Ala, Hemphill, Niedringhaus, 
Anderson, Miss. Clunic, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, 
Bankhead, Coleman, Hermann, Pickler, 
Barnes, Cothran, Hitt, Pindar, 
Belden, Covert, Hooker, Reilly, 
Bingham, Cowles, Kelley, Rogers, 
Blanchard, Craig, Ketcham, Rowland, 
Bliss, Culberson, Tex. Kilgore, Sanford, 
Boatner, Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Stahlinecker, 
Bowden, Cummings, Lester, Va, Stone, Ky, 
Brower, Dargan, Maish, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. De Lano fason, Thomas, 
Browne, Va, Dibble, McCarthy, Tucker, 
Brunner, Dunphy, McClammy, Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, Ewart, McCord, Whiting, 
Bullock, Fitch, McCormick, Wiley, 
Butterworth, Flood, MeMillin, Willcox, 
Caldwell Gifford, Milliken, Wright. 
Cam pbell, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. 
Carlton, Hansbrough, Morgan, 
Clancy, Hatch, Morrow, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHIAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. Dg LANO with Mr. ROWLAND, 

Mr. BLISS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. PINDAR, 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘ 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

_ Mr. MAsSon with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr.-CLUNIE, for one week. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. DUNPHY, for this day. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BANKHEAD, on this vote. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Moore, of Texas, on 
this vote. 

The result of the vofe was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, let us havea recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER, Has the gentleman reason to suppose that the yote 
is incorrectly taken in any particular? 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that the vote be recapitulated. 

Mr. TRACEY. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to order a recapitulation. 

Mr. BLAND. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal., 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. How am I recorded? 

Mr. BLAND. Then the Chair is simply an antocrat and will not 
obey the rules of the House. The Chair is not fit to preside over a 
caucus of hoodlums. [Cries of “Regular order!’?] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I demand to know how 
my vote is recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is re- 
corded in the negative. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How is my vote recorded ? 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to raise this question, as to 
whether under therule there is not now time for debate. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] has stated to the Chair—— [Cries of 
“Regular order! ”] , 

The SPEAKER. Forwhat purpose does the gentleman from Georgia 
rise ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise for no purpose of delay, but with a view of 
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asking the Chair to settle a question which I think is of some impor- 
tance to the House of Representatives. 

The gentleman from Ohio took the floor and moved that the Journal 
be approved, announcing, without yielding toany member on this side 
of the House, that he would in a few minutes demand the previous 


question. He claimed, as his position, that that discussion, confined to 
himself alone, heshould regard and insist, was the debate prior to order- 
ing the previous question contemplated by the rules of the House, 
which would preclude the debate of forty minutes allowed where no 
debate took place preceding the demand for the previous question, 

The previous question has been ordered on the last vote taken. No 
one on this side has been heard on the question that is pending—has 
not been heard because it bas been assumed that perhaps the Chair was 
acquiescing in the opinion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Now, then, the only debate we have had is a speech on the part of the 
gentleman from Ohio of afew moments. I insist that that is not de- 
bate, not debate within the contemplation of the rule, and that it is 
trifling with the term to so designate it. A debate participated in by 
a single person and on one side of a question is certainly a most sin- 
gular kind of debate—a debate without discussion or without contro- 
versy of any character. 

I have been guilty of the seemingly simple thing of referring to the 
definition of the term in Webster’s Dictionary to ascertain the meaning 
given there of the word. Ishould not have done so but for the atti- 
tude taken by the gentleman from Ohio on this question. 

Debate— 


Says Mr. Webster— 


a fight, contention, or strife, contention in words or arguments, discussion 
for the purpose of elucidating truth, strife in argument between persons of 
different opinions, dispute, controversy, as the debates in Parliament or Con- 
gress. 


Again, in another place, he gives the definition of the word ‘‘debate:” 


To engagein combat for, to fight for, to contend forin words or arguments, 
to strive to maintain by reasoning, to dispute, to discuss, to argue, to contest, 
as opposing parties; as, the question was debated till a late hour, 


And, again, in another place: 


To engage in strife or combat, to contend, to struggle, to dispute, to deliber- 
ate, etc. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is manifestly clear from this signification of the 
term that it means a controversy in which persons holding opposite 
sides of a question are engaged in a discussion in which each side is 


heard, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question of 


order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the Chair will allow me a word or two more, 
Iam not seeking what is dilatory, Mr. Speaker, and I propose to show 
my position in a very few moments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has very great respect for the gentle- 
man from Georgia, but hopes he will not occupy much time. The 
Chair has listened to the gentleman now for five minutes, 

Mr. BLOUNT, Ishall conclude in two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope I shall not be interrupted. 

Now, the word “debate” has a signification about which there can 
be no doubt on the part of anybody. ‘To construe, therefore, the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio as debate would be like trifling 
even in a schoolroom; it would be an insult and an outrage on this 
body. [Applause on the Democratic side. } s 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you see fit to rule that thisisdebate I am con- 
tent, if you are. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that there are twenty 
minutes allowed on each side for debate, and I claim the right to be 
heard, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order presented 
by the gentleman from Georgia, the case being perfectly clear and hav- 
ing been frequently decided in that way before. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to entertain the appeal of the 
gentleman on the same ground, that the appeal is dilatory. 

The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER proceeded to submit the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have aright to make the point of order which 
I have submitted, and I ask a ruling upon it. 

The SPEAKER (stating the question). 
it—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you suppose that you are facilitating business 
by this course ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You are not facilitating it; you are delaying busi- 


The ayes seem to have 


ness. 
The SPEAKER, ‘The ayes have it, and the Journal is approved. 
Cries of ‘' Division !”? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yonu aretheobstructionist of businesshere. You 
will not allow members to be heard. 
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Several members demanded a division on theapproval of the Journal. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Let us have the yeas and nays, 


Mr. SPRINGER. You will see how much this is likely to facilitate 


publie business, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the yeas and 


nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 107, not 


voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—i41. 
Adams, Darlington, Lodge, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, McComas, 
Anderson, Kans, orsey, McDuffie, 
Arnold, Dunnell, McKenna, 
Atkinson, Pa. Evans McKinley, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Farquhar, Miles, 
aker, inley, Miller, 
Banks, Flick, Moffitt, 
Bartine, Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Bayne, Funston, Morey, 
Beckwith, ear, Morrill, 
Belknap, Gest, Mo 
Bergen, Greenhalge, Mudd, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Nute, 
Brewer, Grout, O'Donnell, 
Brosius, Hall, O'Neill, Pa. 
Browne, T.M, Harmer, Osborne, 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, » Owen, Ind, 
Burrows, Hays, E. R. syne, 
Burton, Henderson, Il. Payson, 
Caldwell, Hill, Perkins, 
Candler, Mass, Iitt, Peters, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Post, 
Carter, Houk, Pugsley, 
Caswell, Kelley, Quackenbush, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Raines, 
Cheatham, Kerr, Iowa Randali, 
Clark, Wis. Kinsey, Ray, 
Clark, Wyo, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
Cogswell, Lacey, Reyburn, 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Rife, 
Comstock, Langston, Rockwell, 
Connell, Lansing, well, 
Cooper, Ohio Laws, Russell, 
Cutchieon, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Dalzell, ind, Seranton, 
NAYS—107. 
Abbott, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. 
Alderson, Dockery, cAdoo, 
Barwig, Edmunds, McClellan, 
Biggs, Ellis, cCreary, 
Bland, Enloe, MeMillin, 
Boatner, Fithian, McRae, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, Mills, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Montgomery, « 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex, 
Brookshire, Gibson, Mutchler, 
Brown, J, B. Grimes, Norton, 
Buchanan, Va, Hare, Oates, 
Bunn, Haynes, "Ferrall, 
Bynum, eard, O'Neall, Ind. 
Candler, Ga, Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass. 
Carlton, Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, 
Caruth, Herbert, Owens, Ohio 
hin Holman, Parrett, 
Chipman Hooker, Paynter, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa, Peel, 
bb, Lane, Penington, 
Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Perry, 

n, Lawler, Pierce, 
Crisp, Price, 
‘Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Quinn, 
Dargan, Lewis, Richardson, 
Davidson, Martin, Ind, Rogers, 

NOT VOTING—83. 

Allen, Miss, Clunie, Hatch, 
Anderson, Miss, Cothran, Hayes, W.T. 
Andrew, Covert, Henderson, Iowa 
Bankhead, Cowles, Hermann, 
Barnes, Craig, Ketcham, 
Belden, Culbertson, Pa, Kilgore, 
Bingham, Cummings, La Follette, 
Blanchard, De Lano, Lester, Va, 
Bliss, Dibble, M; er, 
Blount, Dingley, Maish, 
Boothman, Dunphy, Mansur, 
Bowden, Ewart, Mason, 
Brower, Featherston, MoCarthy, 
Browne, Va. Fitch, MecClammy, 
Brunner, Flood, McCord, 
Buckalew, Flower, MeCormick, 
Bullock, Forman, Milliken, 
Butterworth, Fowler, Morgan, 
Campbell, ifford, Morrow, 
Clancy, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, 
Clarke, Ala. Hansbrough, Phelan, 

So the Journal was approved. 


Scull, 
Sherman 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 


Stockbr id 
ridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Struble, 
Sweet, 

Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, 
‘Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 


Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 


Whitelaw, 
Whitthorne, 


Simonds, 
Smith, 1, 
Stahlinecker, 
Stockdale, 
Sweney, 
Thomas, 


ate 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wright, 
Yoder, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. WILLCOX. 
Mr. BROWER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 


Mr. Soir, of Illinois 


On this vote: 


Mr, Boorman with Mr. YODER. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr, ANDREWS. 


, with Mr. MANSUR until 3 o’clock p. m, 
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- Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. McCrary] is absent from the House on account of sickness in 


his family. He has received a telegram calling him home, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
ae for the purpose of further considering the naval appropriation 

ill. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman from Hlinois for a mo- 
ment. 


SIXTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. CANNON, I desire to report the following joint resolution 
from the Committee on Appropriations and ask unanimous consent for 
its passage. It is to prevent a portion of the Sixth Auditor’s Office 
from being thrown out from the Marini building, which will happen 
on the first of the month, under a mandatory provision of law, unless 
the time is extended. ‘The building is not yet completed into which 
it is proposed to move, and it is impossible to complete it before the ist 
of May. 

Mr. BLAND. LI hope the resolution will be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is this a request for unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. A request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. Unanimous consent for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The request is for unanimous consent for the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the gentleman ask unanimous consent to consider 


it. ‘ 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; let us have unanimous consent for its pas- 


BQ 

Ar. MCMILLIN. We can not give consent to go on in an irregular 
way. Ifthe gentleman wants unanimous consent togo on in theordi- 
nary way, he can get it. k 

Mr. CANNON. Unless there isunanimous consent to pass this reso- 
lution I shall not delay the time of the House or allow our friends on 
the other side to do so by taking up time unnecessarily upon it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Very well; go on and take your own course. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have unanimous consent to consider it. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimons consent for the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, ob- 
, Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman yield to nie for a moment? 

Mr, CANNON. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You did not ask that before. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution authorizing use of building known as Marini Hall for money- 

order division of Sixth Auditor's Office until May 1, 1891. 


Resolved, That the provision in the act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expensesof the Government for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1891, which requires that the building known as Marini Hall shall 
cated by the moncy-order division of the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Oflice Department not later than February 1, 1891, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to authorize the use of said building forsaid object until 
not later than May 1, 1891. And so much of the appropriation made by the said 
ont eer Ns an optic eseanar a an mon ao ae from 

‘ebruary 1, asma necessary. ereby cava efor the ent 
ofthe rental for said Marini Mall until not later than May 1, 1991, at the zate of 
$1,000 per annum, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no objection to 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman when the lease 
of the building expires. 

Mr. CANNON. There is a mandatory provision of law which com- 
pels them to moye out of the Marini Building on the Ist of Feb- 
ruary. The new building will not be ready to move into until the Ist 
of May. 

Mr MILLS. There will be no objection to considering the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihope there will be no objection to the considera- 
tion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent for the ge of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT, IL hope the gentleman from Illinois will move to go 
into the Committee of the Whole and dispose of it in that way. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentlemanfrom Illinois will do no such thing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is easy enough to get tt 
passed by taking the regular course, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BourELie] that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Division. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 108, not vot- 
ing 88; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Adama, — Dalzell, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich, Darlington, Langston, Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Lansing, Seull, 
Arnold, orsey, Laws, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, Lehlbach, Simonds, 
Baker, Evans, Lodge, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Ewart, McComas, Bmyser, 
Bartine, Farquhar, MePDniftie, Snider, 
Bayne, Featherston, McKenna, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Finley, McKinley, Stivers, 
Belknap, Flick, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Bergen, Frank, Miter, Stone, Pa. 
Boutelle, Funston, Moffitt, Struble, 
Brewer, ear, Morey Sweet 
Brower, Gest, Morse, Taylor, E. B 
Browne, T, ML Greenhalge, Nute, Taylor, Ill 
Buchanan, N.J. Grimes, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Burton, Grout, Osborne, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Hall, Owen, Ind, Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Mass. Harmer, Payson, Townsend, Pa, 
Cannon, Haugen, Perkins, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Carter, Hays, E. R. Peters, Vandever, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill, Post, Van Schaick, 
Cheadle, j Pugsley, Waddill, 
Cheatham, Hitt, Quackenbush, Vade, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Raines, Walker, 
Clark, Wyo. Houk, Randall, Wallace, Mass, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa Williams, Ohio 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Reyburn, Serta 
Connell, Kinsey, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rockwell, Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Lacey, Russell, 
NAYS—108. 
Abbott, Davidson, Mansur, Robertson, 
Alderson, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Dockery, Martin, Tex. Rusk, 
Andrew, Edmunds, MeAdoo, Sayers, 
Atkinson, Pa, Elis, McClellan, oy, 
Bankhead, Enloe, McCreary, Shively, 
Barwig, Fithian, MoRae, Skinner, 
Biggs, Flower, Mills, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Forman, Montgomery, Springer, 
Boatner, Forney, Moore, N, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, Moore, Tex. Ste Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mudd, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Gibson, Mutchler, Stone, Mo, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Norton, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Hare, O'Feorrall Tarsney, 
Bunn, Hayes, W. L O'Neall, Ind. ilman, 
Bynum, Inynes, O'Neil, Mass, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga. p 5 Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Caruth, Henderson, N.O. Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Holman, Parrett, Turner, N. Y. 
Clements, Hooker, Paynter, Vaux, 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa, Penington, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. mbam, rry, Wheeler, 
Orain, Tawler, Pierce, Wike, 
Crisp, Lee, ice, Wiley, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Quinn, Wil s, Til. 
D, Lewis, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—SS. 

Allen, Miss. Cothran, La Follette, Pindar, 
Barnes, Covert, Lane, Reilly, 
Belden, Cowles, Lester, Va. Rowell, 
Bing! j Craig, Lind, Rowland, 
Bland, Culbertson, Pa, Beneer, Sanfo: 
Bl Cummings, Maish, Smith, Il. 
Blount, De Lano, Mason, Stahinecker, 
Boothman, Dibble, McCarthy, Stephensén, 
Bowden, Dingley, McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Brosius, Dunphy, McCord, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, MoCormick, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. lood, MeMillin, Tho 
Brunner, Fowler, Milliken, Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, Gifford, Morgan, Whitelaw, 
Bullock, Hansbrough, Morrill, Whiting, 
Butterworth, Morrow, Whitthorne, 
Campbell, Hemphill, Niedringhaus, Wickham, 
Carlton, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Wilkinson, 
Catchings, Herbert, Payne, Willcox, 
Clancy, Hermann, Peel, Wilson, Mo, 
Clarke, Ala. Ketcham, Phelan, Vright, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Pickler, Yoder. 

So the House decided to go into Committee of the Whole. 

During the roll-call, 


Mr. ROGERS said: Mr. Speaker, let us have order. I understand 
the force bill is defeated in the Senate. [Great applause and cheering 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. , 

Mr. BREWER. Another Bull Run. 
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The Clerk resumed the call of the roll; pending which, 
Mr. HATCH said: Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous con- 


sent to dispense with the call of the roll. 
necessity for it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois (when his name was called), Mr. Speaker, 
Iam paired with tho gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] until 3 
o'clock; otherwise I would vote. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, until further notice. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN with Mr. Yoper, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also announced the approval of the following acts: 

On January 21, 1891: 

An act (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Mrs. E, J. Baldy, widow 
of W. H. Baldy; 

An act (H. R. 4574) to make payment to E. H. Mix, E. H. Gris- 
wold, D. D. Griffith, and C. C Goodspeed on erroneous land-entry 
payments; 

An act (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pay- 
master, United States Army; and 

An act (H. R. 178) to provide for enlarging the proposed public 
building at Savannah, Ga., the purchase of another site, if practicable, 
and for the sale of the present site. 

On January 24, 1891: 

An act (H. R. 11814) to provide the assessor of the District of Colum- 
bia with plats of subdivisions outside of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown. 

On January 26, 1891: 

An act (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association; and 

An act (H. R. 2787) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charge of desertion from the records of the War Department as to Dud- 
ley Johnson, late ordnance sergeant, United States Army. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BURROWS in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the naval ap- 
propriation bill, and the pending question was on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, ADAMS] to strike out the paragraph 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on o 89 from line 14 to linc 19, inclusive, as follows: 

“And so much of the act approved March 2, 1889, as authorized the construc- 
tion by contract of one armored steel cruising monitor of not less than 3,000 
tons lacement, at a cost not exceeding $1,500,000 exclusive of armamentand 
any premium for increased speed, is hereby repealed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this motion the committee was dividing, 
and tellers will please resume their places. The gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. BOUTELLE, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. ADAMS, will act 
as tellers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
this question may be taken by a rising vote. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 5, noes 51. 

So the motion to strike out was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Armament: Towards the armament and armor of domestic manufacture, for 
the vessels authorized by the act of August 3, 1886; of the vessels authorized by 
section 3 of the act approved March 3, 1387; of the vessels authorized by the act 
approved September 7, 1888; of the vessels authorized by the act of March 2, 
1889; of those authorized by the act of June 30, 1890, and this act, $4,000,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, Imovetostrike 
out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words, not strictly germane to 
this bill, as we were denied all debate in regard to the p i 
which took place this morning. It is not fair for gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House to utter a few words in debate, sufficient to state 
their position, and then deny any time to this side of the House. The 
manner in which the Journal—— 

Figs BOUTELLE. I understand the gentleman is not debating this 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not. If the gentleman 
from Maine had done me the honor of listening to my remarks he would 
have known that, i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Icould nothear the gentleman, on account'of the 
disorder in the committec. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The manner in which the 
Journal is made up now is radically diferent from the manner in 

which it has been made up in all previous Congresses. In the exercise 


I do not think there is any 


of the great constitutional right of petition, which the people possess, 
in making known their wants and their wishes to their Representa- 
tives, it has always heretofore been the custom to have their petitions 
presented in open House, and their titles, with a synopsis of their cqntents 
and objects, read before the eyes and in the hearing of the Representa- 
tives of the people. But, sir, it has remained to this Congress to cause 
the petitions of the people to be put in that box which you see there 
hung against the Clerk’s desk. There is nothing to bring them to the 
attention of Congress. They are then referred, by hands unseen to 
this House, towhateyer committee the party making the reference may 
see fit to refer them, and then this action is presumably printed rightly 
in the RECORD which is spread upon our desks, 

Sir, there is no gentleman here who will presume to say that the 
members of this House read through the ponderous record of the refer- 
ence of petitions to analyze them and find out what are the wants and 
prayers of the people. The petitions go tothe committees. No mem- 
ber of this House learns of these petitions except members of the com- 
mittee; and we know that they are but faintly voiced, as a rule, by 
these custodians. Sir, this is smothering the voice of the people. 

Upon Friday I called attention to several inaccurate references of 
petitions that had not even gone to the right committee; and while I 
was seeking to have the Journal corrected the correction was made at 
the Clerk’s desk and those references were then properly stated and 
orderedin the Journal. But, sir, when we have thus changed the whole 
way of dealing with the expression of the people’s will, it comes with 
a poor grace for gentlemen to say thatin thus seeking to have these 
corrections made and in giving this modest publicity to the petitions 
of the people it is for the purpose of delay. 

If gentlemen on that side of the House had not suppressed the peti- 
tions of the people during the past Congress perhaps their policy would 
not have gone so far apan from the public will as to have turned the 
majority which they have in this House into a Democratic majority 
in the next House of 157 merabers. 

The gentlemen speak of their being here as the agents of the peo- 
ple’s will, but they are not agents acting without instructions. The 
people have spoken; but, owing to a system adopted at the beginning 
of our Government, because of the long distances between some of the 
States and the Capitol and the lack of transportation, the outgoing 
yes meets for its final session after the new Congress has been 
elected —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized I will yield my 
time to the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Arkansas be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman 
from Maine that I do not wish to trespass at any great length upon his 
time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. A few minutes, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. . I will yield to the gentleman five or eight min- 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request for unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Arkansas be allowed to proceed for 
five minutes longer? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Sir, the people have spoken, 
and if the gentlemen who have been persevering here in partisan leg- 
islation are exercising the trust of the people’s power they know that 
they are violating the instructions which they have received. I donot 
see the distinguished gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. MCKINLEY] in hisseat, 
but my remarks are not sufficiently personal in their character to make 
it necessary for me to withhold them for that rcason, as I am dealing 
solely with the public aspects of this question. 

I am willing to admit a great desire on my part to move very slowly 
with the legislation in this Congress until we see the result of proposed 
action upon these partisan measures, and especially upon the ‘‘ force 
bill” which is now pending before the American Congress. But we 
have good news from the other end of the Capitolat this time. [A 
plause on the Democratic side.] We trust thatatlast the sound ofthe 
people’s voice has been heard, that that voice which has rung out in 
condemnation of this measurein Massachusetts, in New York, in Penne 
sylvania, in Ohio, in Indiana, in Kansas, in Iowa, in Michigan, in Wis- 
consin, in Minnesota, and in Illinois, by a majority full 800,000 strong 
throughout this whole country, is at last being heeded by those who 
are the agents of the popular will, but who have been betraying the 
instructions of their principals. 

Gentlemen cannot say, and especially 1y distinguished friend from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] can not say, that that voice was not pronounced 
against the force bill. If not against the force bill, then against what? 
Do you mean to say that it was all directed against the McKinley bill? 
Sir, those who read aright the signs of the times know that it was pro- 
nounced against all forms of radicalism that have been practiced during 
the first session and the present session of this Congress. k at 


| these petitions which I have caused to have read here. During the 
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last two or three meetings of the House I have had read in your hear- 
ing hundreds of petitions from the people, embracing thousands, if not 
tens of thousands of names, and not one of them has asked you to pass 
the measure to which all your energiesandaffectionsseem to be devoted. 

These petitioners are heredemanding you to pass the antioption bill; 
they are here demanding that you repeal the McKinley bill; they are 
here demanding that you passa free-silver bill, and onlysuch measures 
as these. Sir, whenever you abandon your bad, bitter, and condemned 
partisan legislation and gentlemen on this side of the House can re- 
frain from exercising their parliamentary and constitutional powers of 
observation and delay without incurring the danger of the exercise of 
your reckless will which you know is contrary to the most overwhelm- 
ing expression of the people’s wishes which this country has ever wit- 
nessed, then in my opinion you will have the unbroken efforts of this 
side of the House to aid you in putting through these relief measures 
and also in passing the necessary appropriation bills. 

But gentlemen can notsay that the Governmentis in any danger from 
the course which we pursue, because we are almost at the beginning of 
the official life of the new House of Representatives, which will repre- 
sent the overwhelming majority of the people of this country, and the 
President could easily convene that House in session and let it pass all 
the bills required to meet the wants of the Government before the 30th 
of next June, the end of the present fiscal year, and then there would 
be a body in this Hall which would represent the public will, and you 
know and the country knows there would be no danger of the failure 
of any necessary bills and no danger of the passage of this condemned 
and revolutionary measure. [Applause on the Democratic side, ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman when 
the reading of the paragraph is completed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimons consent to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk: 

` The Clerk read as follows: 
Sha, ea line 23, amend by adding, after the word ‘ dollars,” the following : 
‘To be made immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr, Chairman, the consideration of the bill in 
committee haying been completed, I move that the committee rise and 
report it to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr, KELLEY] that he would be recognized at the close of the reading, 
and the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have been listening toa part of the 
debate on this bill, and to only a part of it, but I heard the remark 
fall from the lips of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
a few minutes ago that that side of the House had received good news 
from the other end of the Capitol, referring, I suppose, to what is con- 
sidered the defeat of the election bill hy the Senate. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Idesire to remind the gentleman and the House 
that he and the party of Democratic gentlemen over them are not the 
only persons who, as the telegraph carries that news abroad, will think 
that they hear ‘‘good news” from the other end of this Capitol. 

I have not a particle of doubt that on receipt of thisinformation the 
assassins of John M. Clayton will throw up their hats and halloo and 
shout. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side.] They will say, ‘‘ That 
gives us further permission toassassinate.’’? [have nota particle of doubt 
that the assassins of John Prentiss Mathews, a Republican postmaster 
in Mississippi, who was killed a few days ago in Carrollton, Miss., and 
the assassins who took the life of his father afew years ago because he 
was a Republican, will also greet this intelligence as good news, throw 
up theirhats and shout, accepting it as a license for them to kill more 
Republicans. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, something has been said about the betrayal of party 
pledges. I know of no betrayal of party pledges, so far as this end of 
the Capitol is concerned, but the gentlemen (if there be such) who at 
the other end of the Capitol bave betrayed party pledges are responsi- 
ble to their constituents and to the country, and it seems to me thatif 
there is any such betrayal on the part ofany in the Republican party, 
it comes from those men who, having been instructed by their party 
platforms, and which instructions they accepted, to vote for the meas- 
ure in question, have turned around and voted against it. That will 
be sad news to the Spartan band of Republicans in the South who have 
been holding aloft the banner of liberty there. To them it means os- 
tracism and more Republican funerals. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Lewis] desired as, I understood, to ask me a question, and 
I very much desire he should do so. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Mr. irman—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to answer in all candor the question which 
the gentleman desired to put. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘That is the pending amendment. 


aa WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. FLOWER. I rise to oppose the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pending amendment—— 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like to be heard for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is a motion to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to strike ont the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 

Mr. FLOWER. I rise to oppose the pending amendment. Am I 
not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] 
moved to strike out the last word—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to answer the question which the gentle- 
man from Mississippi desired to put. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas moved to strike 
out the last word, on which amendment he spoke for five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas be accorded the same privilege that was allowed to the 
gentleman onthe otherside [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas]. Task 
that he have five minutes additional. 

Mr. KELLEY. Thegentleman from Mississippi has very courteously 
indicated his desire to make an inquiry—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to ask unanimous consent—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain any request for 
unanimous consent until the Committee of the Whole is in order. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize no one until order is 
restored. [A pause.] The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Kansas may be allowed 
to proceed for five minutes longer. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr, MILLS, I desire to say —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order and al- 
low the Chair to submit the question. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kerr] ? 

Mr. MILLS. I want to say that unless five minutes be given to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] is recognized as entitled to tne floor for five min- 
utes in opposition to the motion to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the expressed indig- 
nation of those who revere and respect the form of government be- 
queathed to us by our fathers has at last called from the Speaker of 
this House a three-column article as an apology to the American peos — 
ple for his illegal and unparliamentary rulings and his violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. He has sought to place before the 
country the best possible justification forhisconduct. In his longand 
labored article he has endeavored to lay before the people of the United 
States the best possible precedent for his arbitrary and illegal rulings. 

What is the best possible precedent the Speaker can find to justify 
the course he has pursued? His best possible precedent, the only prec- 
edent he cites, is contained in his assertion that in monarchical Eng- 
land, by means somewhat similar to his method of procedure, but not 
so arbitrary, Parlizment was enabled to pass the coercion billto trample 
Ireland under the feet of English soldiers. 

With an air of satisfied triumph the Speaker tells the Irishmen of 
America that to enable Parliament to pass the coercion bill every Irish 
patriot who attempted to defend and uphold the rights of that grand, 
braye, and noble people was suspended and driven from his seat in the 
British House of Commons. [Applause.] 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, British tyranny over downtrodden Ireland is 
cited as suflicient precedent to justify tyranny over American freemen, 
a country the freedom of which was sanctified by the best blood of the 
patriots of the Revolution. 

Has the Speaker of this House forgotten, has the Republican side of 
this House forgotten thatseven years of war with England were under- 
gone by our forefathers in order to save them and their posterity from 
the tyranny of the British Government? And now, after one hundred 
years, the Speaker of this House, supported as he claimsby the Repub- 
lican party, is attempting to adopt the very measures which were de- 
nounced in our Declaration of Independence and to escape from which 
our forefathers pledged their lives, their fortunes, and theirsacred honor, 

If the Speaker and the Republican party want precedent for tyranny 
theyneed not stop at England. They may gofartherenast. They can go 
to Siberia, and they will find there imperial precedents for tyranny. 
They will there find precedents which to their minds will justify the 
course they propose to pursue in the seri, vec of this Government. 

hey may go furtherstill; they may go to the Spanish Inquisition, and 
there they will find precedents for any character of cruelty and usurpa- 
tion of power, and I assert that no usurpation of power by the Czar of 
Russia or the managers of the Spanish Inquisition could be more dan- 
gerous to liberty than the precedent established to-day of declaring and 
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recording a vote of this House without allowing any verification as to 
whether the yote had been correctly or fraudulently counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. : 

Mtr. FLOWER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill with the amendments favorably to the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, have I not the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state the condition if gentlemen 
will resume their seats and the committee will be in order, 

Mr. FLOWER. Ivwould likeabout five minutes. I hope the Chair- 
man of the committee will allow me to have fiye minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman have the kindness to allow 
the Chair to state the question? 

Mr. FLOWER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine moves that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill and amendments favorably to the 
House—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And against that motion I 
have submitted a point of order, Mr. Chairman, that the motion can 
not be made to report tbe bill as long as gentlemen desire to amend. 
The motion to amend takes precedence of the motion to rise and report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And debate never having been closed upon the par- 


agraph— Ki 
athe CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is the motion to strike 
out the last word, and debate upon that amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that the bill has been 
completed and that no amendments have been offered. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, ButImoveto amend by strik-- 


ing out the word ‘‘seven,’’ in line 5, page 41, where the total is fixed 
$12,107,000, so that it will read $12,100,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood that the gentleman took the floor 
upon the point of order. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to the fact that, as chairman in charge of and responsible to the House 
for this bill, I objected to gentlemen on this side continuing the irrele- 
vant debate, and pressed my motion as against them. I trust, there- 
fore, that gentlemen on the other side, who since I objected to the 
continuance of debate on my own side have occupied ten minutes, will 
not object to the motion that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to say in response to 
the gentleman from Maine two things: First, the gentleman’s conduct 
in charge of the bill has been exceedingly courteous, and Iam obliged 
to the gentleman for it, and would be disposed to respond favorably 
to his request. Tn the second place I do not expect to occupy any of 

“the time inthis discussion, and will yield the five minutes on my mo- 
tion to the gentleman from New York. If the gentleman from New 
York can get the five minutes by consent so faras Iam concerned Iam 
willing that it shall be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from New 
York proceeding for five minutes? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from New York will sce that I 
am compelled to object, as I did on my own side. 

Mr. FLOWER. Then, I make the point of order that a motion: to 
amend is pending, and you can not move that the committee rise and 
make a favorable report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proforma amendment is pending, and the 
debate on that has been exhausted. g 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My amendment was not 
pro forma. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had reference to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. Is the pro forma amend- 
ment withdrawn? 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw it. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I renew my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky isin order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, I understand the Chair doesnot entertain 
my motion at all? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair can not submit the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine as long as a member of the committee rises to 
offer an amendment. Amendments to the bill are still in order, and 
debate will be until the committee shall itself vote to close debate on 
amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My motion is to strike out 
the word *‘seven,’’ in line 5, on page 41 of the bill; and in explana- 
tion of that amendment I yield my time to the gentleman from New 
York, who understands it better than I do. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is that in order? I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DALZELL, Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, and others objected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. FLOWER. TI renew it 
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Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky with- 
drew his amendment, and the gentleman from New York has a right 
to renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will entertain the amendment, 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope this will not come ont of my time. This is 
the first time since this bill has been under discussion that I have had 
an opportunity to say a word, and I wanted all the while to answer 
some of the remarks that gentlemen on the otherside have made in re- 
gard to the filibustering tactics, as they call them, on this side. 

Thad achance to getinto the speech of Major MCKINLEY one sentence, 
and that was all; and now I want to get in one or two more, because 
other gentlemen haye stated in the course of the debate that the ma- 
jority on this side inthe Fifty-second Congress was obtained because 
the Democratic party suppressed the vote of citizens in thousands and 
tens of thousands of cases, Gentlemen, I deny thatstatement emphat- 
ically. The men whosuppressed the Republican party were the men 
in that party who are opposed to protection run mad. They are op- 
posed to your taking away from the people the right of home rule, as 
yon are trying to do in the force bill before the Senate. It was done 

by the men who are opposed to your voting away the surplus from the 
Treasury and leaving it empty. 

‘The Democratic party, to which this side of the House belongs, are 
in favor of an honest ballot and a fair count. [Derisive laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Yes; I repeat, in favor of an honest ballot and a fair count. [Re- 
newed laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr, PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent that his photograph be 
taken. [Laughter] _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will suspend 
until the disorder on the floor shall cease. 

Mr. VAUX. The Chair should take note of the fact that the disor- 
der was not on the Democratic side. 

Mr. FLOWER. In every State of this Union the Democratic party 
is abreast of the Republicans for ballot reform, home rule, and an hon- 
est count. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The only two States 
in this Union that are laggards in this race are the States of Pennsyl- 
vania and Maine, [Renewed applause on the Democratic side.] 

Pennsylvania has now a Democratie governor and he is asking his 
Legislature for a ballot-reform law, and the Speaker ofthis House and 
the Maine delegation had better go to their homes and fight for an 
honest ballot and a fair count there, instead of trying to defeat home 
role here and trying to urge on the House this bill that they have 
sought so long to impose upon the country. This bill, and not the 
Democratic party, impedes legislation. Itis a bill which in the seventy 
judicial districts of the United States has only nine judges which be- 
long to the Democratic party to help execute. It isa bill that you 
gentlemen know that under it you can have a majority of your super- 
visors of election Republicans, men who will run riot over home rule 
and the liberties of the people, because they are not responsible to the 
people. It isa bill to concentrate the power of this Governmentin the 
hands of one party, [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell] = 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iask to be heard on the other side. 

Mr. SPINOLA. T renew the amendment. 

Mr. FLOWER. The Democratic party in the North have 33 ma- 
jority over all the Republicans in the next Congress, not counting the 
115 Democrats from the South. Were votes suppressed there—in 
Illinois, in Iowa, in New York? No. They suppressed you. InNew 
York we have an honest ballot, but you have refused us a fair count. 
Two hundred thousand of our citizens will be misrepresented in the 
next House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] rises to 
oppose the amendment and is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Allusion was made on the other side of the 
House the other day-to what Iowa had done, and especially to there- 
port made by Senator ALLISON in regard to suffrage in the District of 
Columbia. That is a question on which it is conceded that the Gov- 
ernment has power over the District. It has that power by virtue of 
an express provision of the Constitution of the United States, but I 
showed the other day that all of the Democrats in Congress in the 
Forty-third Congress voted for the present city government. I wish to 
call attention here to the fact that the State of Iowa, by a vote of its 
own people in 1866, declared that every man in the State of Iowa, with- 
ont regard to his color, should haye the right to vote. 

Twenty-four thousand majority of the people of Iowa recorded their 
votes in favor of that proposition. Much has been said about the po 
Alar will. The Republican party of this nation in every election for 
twenty-two years has stood firmly by the amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which give to every man in the United 
States the right to. vote, and that has been indorsed by the people in 
all the elections that have been held. Even the Democratic party in 
the platform on which Mr. Tilden was nominated placed themselves 
squarely in favor of that doctrine; nud in our recent platform the 
Republican party declared in favor of the enforcement of that doctrine. 
Do the men on the other side cease their opposition to that proposition 
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because of the declaration of the American people on that subject? 
For twenty-two years at every election they have declared in favor of 
universal suffrage for the black man as wellas the white, and the con- 
stitutional amendment urged by General Grant in his first message 
madeit the duty of Congress to enforce that amendment by appropri- 
ate legislation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why do you not give itto them in this District? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. We are for that, all of us. 

“Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The people of the United States have over 
and over again by popular vote declared the duty of the American 
Congress to guaranty that right on every portion of Americansoil, and 
they havesustained that declaration by a majority vote for six successive 
Presidential elections: and itis time that the Democratic party, if they 
believe now,as they once claimed, that the voice of the people is the voice 
of God, shall pay some attention to their will as expressed in those 
successive elections, Gentlemen have referred to the vote in Iowa. I 
tell the gentleman that the vote last fall in Iowa reversed the verdict 
ofa year before and declared in favor of the entire Republican State 
ticket, although the year before it had elected a Democratic governor. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How about your Congressmen ? 

Mr. VAUX. What do you want of the force bill if that is so? 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Every proposition that we have stood by in 
this Congress has been submited toa vote of the American people, and 
they indorsed those propositions, every one of them, by electing the 
Republican party to assume control of this Government for four years. 
Do gentlemen on that side heed the verdict ? 

Several MEMBERS on the Democraticside. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Have they acquiesced in the decision made in 
1888? Have they acquiesced in the verdict that recorded the approval 
of every one of those propositions? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What has become of my motion ? 

Mr. ROGERS. It has gone like an ‘iridescent dream.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s motion is held in abeyance be- 
canse of a motion to amend the ph. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I would like to have my motion reverted to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the present amendment is ex- 


hausted. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move to strike out the last paragraph. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to be recognized on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill recognize the gentleman in amo- 
ment. The Chair has promised the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Lewis] that he would be recognized. 
= Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair notify me when that moment ar- 

ves? 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LEWIS] 
cone to address the committee, Will the committee please be in 

er? 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, Chairman, Idesire to say, in answer to the charge 
made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.'KELLEY] that a murder was 
recently perpetrated in the State of Mississippi, that there is not a 
decent or respectable Republican within the State of Mississippi who 
will assert that politics had anything whatever to do with the killing 
of young Mathews. I want to By cena for the information of 
gentlemen on thatside, and particularly for the information of the gentle- 
man from Kansas, that this killing has been the subject of an investi- 
gation by a Cabinet meeting and that Mr. Wanamaker himself has said 
that politics had nothing to do with the killing and that it wassimply 
a personal difficulty. 

Ir, KELLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like toask 
him to furnish that statement of Mr. Wanamaker to this House. 

Mr. TUCKER. We has just done it. 

Mr. LEWIS. LIassert on my own responsibility that he has made 
such a statement and I can prove it; but I do not propose to prove it 
right now. I want to say that this man who was killed was parading 
the streets of that town armed with a gun and a pistol after haying 
sworn that he was going to take the life of this young druggist, Mc- 
Bride, and that after having made this threat he was approaching the 
business house of this young man with a gun at present arms, when 
the young man, as I believe,and as the court held which investigated this 
matter, killed him purely in self-defense. And I would like the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] and others who attempt to create 
the impression that the people of issippi haye no regard for human 
life, to give to this matter that ie be of fair investigation to which the 

pin of this country are entitled, even though they may live in the 

T 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask my friend a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. - 

Mr. STRUBLE. Can the gentleman explain to the House how it is 
that so many persons murdered in Mississippi turn ont to be active 
Republicans ? 

Mr. HEARD. Because we never hear of the Democrats who are 
killed. You fellows make no objection to that, [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 


Your motion is dilatory and can not be entertained. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. In answer to that question, Mr. Chairman, I will say 
that the reason why a great many people are killed is because they do 
not behave themselves and because they want to kill somebody else. 
poene on the Democratic side.] I have never known a peaceable, 
law-abiding citizen, though a Republican, injured in his person or in 
his property during my long residence in the South. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mi. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, can I have a vote on my motion 
now? 

Mr. LEWIS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address the committee 
in een to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Louisiana. r 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, how long can this be continued? 

The CHAIRMAN. Until debate is closed. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, this billis imperfect nu donbt in 
many of its details, butstill lam opposed to making so small a change 
as striking out thelast word. Tam willingtoletitgoasit is; but before 
it passes from the consideration of the House I wish to speak briefly in 
the few minutes at my disposal, not on a political subject, but ona 
matter in which the people of my own district are particularly con- 
cerned, and that is on the proposed location of a navy yard or dry dock 
on or near the waters of the Gulf of Mexico, I listened patiently, Mr. 
Chairman, to the debate on the numerous points of order that wero 
raised on Saturday evening last against certain features of this bill; 
but the hour was Jate, members were anxious for adjournment, and I 
did not care to prolong that discussion then. 

The members of this House areaware that tho, Fiftieth Congress pro- 
vided for the appointment of a commission of naval officers to recom- 
mend a site fora dry dock and navy yard on or near the Gulf of Mexico. 
They are aware that the distinguished officers composing that com- 
mission performed their duties and made their report recommending 
in no uncertain language that Algiers, La., should be selected. 

This report was completely ignored, as we all know, by the Com- 
mitteq on Naval Affairs of this House, so far as any action to carry ont 
the recommendation of that commission was concerned. 

When the naval appropriation bill was before the House at its last 
session I offered an amendment to carry out the recommendations of 
the naval commission appointed in accordance with the act of the 
Fiftieth Congress providing for the purchaso of additional lands at Al- 
giers, La., for the establishment of a navy yard and dry dock, 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BourELLE], who opposed so stren- 
uously during the present debate the point of order which the present 
chairman [Mr. Burrows] has overruled, himself raised a similar point 
of order against my amendment, which was promptly decided by the 
occupant of the chair [Mr. BUTTERWORTIT] in his favor and against 
me. Isaid then, Mr. Chairman: 

The appropriation for these ships is. in oy opinion, justifiable in this bill un- 
der the qualification of clause 2, Rule XXI, that [have alluded to, But all new 
ships, whose keels are not laid, whose plans are not drawn, aro they to bea 
continuation of public works and objects already in progress, when 
build them or docks for their repair are to be excluded by the same rule under 
which justification is found for the building of the ships? Ifships are apportion 
of the naval establishment, are not docks and yardsaportionalso? The main- 
tenance of our naval establishment comprises and includes every item of its 
expense and maintenance, and any appropriation germane to this subject clearly 
has a right in this bill. 

After taking that stand in April last, I am glad to discover the posi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] so changed that 
on Saturday last he nsed almost the identical argument that I had 
done before when he said: 

The original law is the law creating the naval ostablisiment, and the annual 
appropriation bill providing for guns, ships, shot and shell, and dry docks, and 
other articles fer the Navy is simply supplying the necessary materials for 
carrying out the existing law. 

I am gratified indeed, Mr. Chairmau, that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs has so completely come oyer to the parliamen- 
tary position which I contended for at the last session. I trust that 
he and other members of the committee will adhere to the position 
now taken and will not attempt when this subject comes up on the 
naval appropriation bill in the Fifty-second Congress to crowd it out 
by resorting to points of order which their present position now ac- 
knowledges to have been wrong. i 

Mr. Chairman, I have not renewed the amendment I made at the last 
session because this whole matter is now under consideration bya new 
commission composed of eminent gentlemen from the Navy, the Army, 
and from private life. Their character and abilities entitle them to— 
and they doubtless have—the respect and confidence of the communi- 
ties interested in their decision, and, whatever that decision may be, I 
feel sure that it will be fair and impartial. 

Their final sessions will not take place, I am informed by the Depart- 
ment, for some weeks yet; and when their a is ready in all like- 
lihood the hours of the Fifty-first Congress will be over, The succes- 
sors of my zealous colleague [Mr. COLEMAN Jand myself will no doubt 
be heard on this subject by the members of the Fifty-second Congress. 


ards to - 
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This whole matter has been Iong, unjustly, and frivolously delayed; 
but, having waited this long, it can wait a little longer, and I feel sat- 
isfied that justice will prevail in the end. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
without objection the pro formaamendment will be considered as with- 
drawn. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, my motion is that the committee 
rise and report the billto the House, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment I desire to 


offer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Chairman, as we have got back to the naval 
pill and have resumed its consideration—we had almost lost sight of 
that—I move to limit debate on the pending paragraph to one minute. 
[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no !”] 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to amend that by making it twenty min- 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 87. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question recurs on the motion to limit de- 
bate to one minute. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman from New York desire to 
take that minute to address the committee on the monument? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why, of course I do. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield it. 
- Mr, SPINOLA. Now, Mr. Chairman, theattention of the American 
people has been called to an important question which is pending be- 
fore this House, one which has almost shaken the Republic from its 
center to its circumference, It is the erection of a monument to the 
11,500 patriots [great laughter] who died in order that we might be 
here to-day to make laws for the benefit of the American people and 
not to pass obnoxious bills and to attempt to rob the American people 
of their rights as citizens. Why, sir—how much time have I, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. About three seconds. [Laughter.] 

Mr.SPINOLA. Well, goodafternoon, gentlemen. Wehayeknocked 
out your force bill in the Senate and I bid you goodday, [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the limitation 
of debate cuts me off from the right to offer an amendment without 
debate? 


I will take that minute with the permission of the 


The CHAIRMAN. Not atall. The Chair has made no such inti- 
mation. 
Mr. ROGERS. I offer theamendment which I send tothe desk. I 


have been trying to get in this amendment for some days in view of 
the manifest growth of parliamentary law. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Hereafter parliamentary prize fights, parlismentary pantomime, parliamen- 
tary frauds, ov innit tricks, parliamentary jugglery, and hypnotism are 
prohibited within the District of Columbia ; and any person who shall here- 
after be present at or participate in any such prize fight, or who shall practice 
any parliamentary pantomime, fraud, trick ,orjugglery, or be present at any ex- 
hibition of hypnotism, shall be guilty of n misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000 and imprisoned not exceeding 
one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. z 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order against that 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, wonld the 
amendment be in order by striking out the penalty named and insert- 
ing a provision that the offender shall be confined in one of the cruisers 
authorized to be constructed by this act? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

The motion of Mr. BOUTELLE that the committee rise and report 
the bill to tlie House was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Payson having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
12782) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the amendments recommended by the Committee of the 
ae and also upon the engrossment, third reading, and passage of the 

ill. 


The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 


amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole be voted 
upon in gross. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were read and adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and -read a third 


time. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with in- 
structions tostrike outall of the paragraph under the head of ‘‘ Increase 
of the Mle being all after line 13, page 38, and all of page 39 down 
to line 13. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Horsran] to recommit the bill with in- 
structions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Perhaps the gentleman can state the substance 
of it just as well. I understand that he simply proposes to strike out 
the authorization of the construction of one cruiser. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; one cruiser authorized to beconstructed, 
at an expense of, I believe, $2,775,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, that is understood; and now let us have 
a vote. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr, HOLMAN to recommit 
with instructions; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would like to have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

The question was taken; and ‘there were—yeas 70, nays 149, not 
voting 112; as follows: 


I move that that part proposed to be stricken out 


YEAS—70. 
Alderson, Crisp, Lewis, para 
Anderson, Kans. Dickerson, Mansur, Shively, 
Barwig, Dockery, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Biggs, Edmunds, Martin, Tex, Springer, 
Bland, Ellis, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky, Enloe, MeRae, Stewart, Tex, 
Brickner, Fithian Mills, tone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Brunner, Goodnight, Norton, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. eard, Oates, aux, 
Bunn, Holman, O'Ferrall, Washington, 
Caruth, Hooker, O'Neal, Ind. Whitelaw, 
Catchings, Kerr, Iowa Parrett, Wike, 
Cheadle, Kerr, Pa. Paynter, Williams, 
Clements, ne, " Yoder, 
Cobb, Lanham, Perry, 
Cooper, Ind. Lee, Piéree, 

NAYS—l49. 
Adams, Darlington, Laws, Russell, 
Allen, Mich. Davidson, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Andrew, Dingley, Lind, Scull, 
Arnold, lorsey, ge, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa, Evans, McAdoo, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Ewart MeComas, Smyser, 
Baker, Fa uhar, McCord, Spinola, 
Bankhead, Featherston McKenna, Spooner, 
Banks, Finley, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bartine, lick, Tiles, Stewart, Vt. 
Barna, Flower, Miller, Stivers, 
Belknap, Forney, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Borgen, Frank Moore, N. H. Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Funston, Morey, Stone, Mo, 
Blount, Gear, Morse, Struble, 
Boutelle; Geary, Mudd, weet, 
Brewer, Gest, Vute, Sweney, 
Brosius, Gibson, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B, 
Browne, T, M, Greenhalge, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Tl. 
Buchanan, N.J, Grimes, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, J. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, sborne, Taylor, Tenn, 
Burton, Grout, Outhwaite Thompson, 
Caldwell, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo 
Candler, Ga. Hays, E. R. Owens, Ohio Townsend, 
Carter, Henderson, Ill. Payson, Tracey, 
Caswell, Herbert, Perkins, Turner, Kans, 
Cheatham, Hill, Poters, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Quackenbush, Walker, 
Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, uinn, Wal N: Yi 
Cogswell, Houk, ines, Whitthorne, 
Coleman, Kelley, Randall, Wickham, 
Comstock, Kennedy, vy Williams, Ohio 
Connell, Knapp, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 
Canes Ohio, Lacey, Reyburn, Wright, 
Crain, La Follette, Robertson, Yardley. 
Culberson, Tex, Laidlaw, Rogers, 
Cutcheon, Langston, Rowell, 
Dalzell, Lansing, Rusk, 

NOT VOTING—112, 

Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Chipman, 
Allen, Miss. Brower, Clancy, Dibble, 
Anderson, Miss. Browne, Va. Clarke, Ala. Dolliver, 
Barnes, Buckalew, Clunie, Dunnell, 
Beckwith, Bullock, Cothran, eens 
Belden, Butterworth, Covert, Fi 
Bingham, Bynum, Cowles, Flood, 
Bliss, Campbell Craig, Fowler, 
Boatner, Candler, Mass, Culbertson, Pa, ifford, 
Boothman, Cannon, > M 
Bowden, Carlton, Dargan, Hansbrough, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 26, 


Hare, Mason, Pindar, Stump, 
Harmer, McCarthy, Post, Tarsney, 
Hatch, McClammy, Price, Thomas, 
Haugen, McCormick, Pugsley, Turner, N. Y. 
Hayes, W. I. MoCreary, Reilly, Van Schaick, 
Hemphill, McDuttie, Richardson, Waddill, 
Henderson, Towa MeMillin, Rife, Wade, 
Henderson, N.C, Milliken, Rockwell, Wallace, Mass, 
Hermann, Morgan, Rowland, Wheeler, Ala, 
Ketcham, Morrill, Sanford, Wheeler, Mich, 
Kilgore, Morrow, Sawyer, Whiting, 
nsey, Mutchiler, Seney, Wiley,” 
Lawler, Niedringhaus, Smith, TIL. Wilkinson, 
Lester, Ga. Payne, Smith, W. Va. Willcox, 
Lester, Va. Penington, Snider, Wilson, Ky. 
Magar, Phelan, Stalilnecker, Wilson, Mo. 
Maish, Pickler, Stone, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 


So the motion of Mr. HOLMAN was rejected. 
= The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 

ay: 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr, BryGuam with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Kinsey with Mr. TARNSEY. 

Mr, ROCKWELL with Mr, Lester, of Georgia. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. WILEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SURVEY OF THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, from the Conimittee on Rivers and 
Harbors, reported back with a favorable recommendation the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Whereas since the Secretary of War, under date of February 17, 1890, trans- 
mitted to the House of Representatives a letter from the Chief of Engincers 
of date of February 15, 1890, together with the report of Lieut. O. M. Carter, 
Corps of Engineers, upon the survey of the Savannah River above Augusta, as 
found in Executive Document H. R. No. 215, Fifty-firat Congress, first session, 
there has been a further report of the survey of said river prepared, together 
with maps of survey of the said river between the cities of Augusta and Savan- 
nah: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be seaeaten. to transmit to the House of 
Representatives the completed report of said survey, including said maps of 
survey of said river between Augusta and Savann&h. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEASE OF MARINI HALL. 


Mr. CANNON. Iagain ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
and passage of the joint resolution which was read this morning, au- 
thorizing the extension of the lease of Marini Hall, in this city, until 
the Ist of May next. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection to that request. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 275) authorizing the use of the build- 
ing known as Marini Hall for the money-order division of the Sixth 
Auditor's Office until May 1, 1891, was read. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is upon the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for unanimous consent to 
consider and pass the joint resolution which has just been read. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is Monday, and I think we ought to devote 
our time to-day to the business in order—District of Columbia busi- 
ness. I have no objection to this joint resolution being considered to- 
morrow, but I do object now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 
The gentleman [Mr. Grout], the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, is recognized. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am much obliged for the recognition, 
and I wish respectfully to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that thisis the day set apart under the rules for the consideration of Dis- 
trict business. Giving notice that, ns we haye now only about an hour 
and ten minutes left of the ordinary daily session, I shall, before we 
close, ask for further time, I now call up House bill No. 4768. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will not my friend from Vermont give way to me 
for about two minutes on a very important bill ? 

Mr. GROUT. I must appeal to my amiable friend from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA] not to press his request. 


PAYMENT FOR CONDEMNED ALLEY, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont, chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia, calls up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A’ bill (H. R, 4768) to pay for alley condemned in square numbered 493, in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, 


Be it enaeted, etc., That the act approved March 1, 1889, entitled “Anact to re- 
appropriate to pay for alley condemned in square numbered 493,” be amended 
by striking out all the words after the enacting clause,and in lieu thereof in- 
sert: “That, out of an miny in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
there be, and the same hereby is, appropriated a sum sufficient to pay, within- 
terest, at the rate of 6 percent. per annum, from August 6, in the year 1879, to 
the date of the approval of this nct, the persons entitled to the amountawarded 
by the jury of condenmation for the land taken for an alley through square 
numbered 493, in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that this bill is on the Calendar of the Commit- 
tee of thé Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROUT. I was about to ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered in the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I would like some information in 
regard to the provision in the bill requiring the Government to pay 
interest since 1870. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The bill is not up for consideration at 
present. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill and that it be now considered in the House. 
Ts there objection ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will reserve objection until I can 
obtain some information about the matter, 

Mr. GROUT. This bill is to make an appropriation made once be- 
fore by Congress—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When? 

Mr.GROUT. Some years ago to pay for this alley. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This can only be considered by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have reserved theright of objection 
until I can understand why the Government is to pay interest for all 
of these years. > 

Mr. GROUT. I was about to explain the character of the bill so 
that the gentleman would not make objection. 

This is an appropriation to pay for an alley once appropriated for by 
a previous Congress, but which was not paid for out of the appropria- 
tion until the appropriation for other and similar claims had been ex- 
hausted, making it necessary to come back to Congress to make another 
appropriation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where is this alley? 

Mr. GROUT. It is described in the bill as being in square 493. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In what year was the original appro- 
priation made ? 

Mr. GROUT. In 1881 Congress appropriated a certain sum to com- 
pensate owners of property for ground condemned and used for alleys 
in this city. The amount due to owners of this property in square 493 
was never called for and was covered into the Treasury some timesub- 
sequently. The commissioners of the District, to whom a copy of the 
bill was sent for approval, say that the land has been condemned and 
taken for public purposes and that it should be paid for. The Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia have therefore reported the bill fa- 
yorably and ask its consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For what publie purpose was the 
property taken ? 

Mr. GROUT. For an alley. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why was not the money called for when the ap- 
propriation was made? - 

Mr. GROUT. It wasnotcalled for before the appropriation expired; 
but the reasons of the fnilure do not appear. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I mean before it was covered back into the Treas- 


ury. 
‘Nir. GROUT. The report states all of the facts on which the com- 
mittee acted. This was a recommendation from the commissioners. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. But if it was through any neglect on the part of 
these parties who are directly interested, why should the United States 
be called to pay interest? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; and we are asked to pay interest 
here for ten years through their own neglect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question in 
relation to this matter. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill thatI havein my hand does not provide that 
this shall be paid equally out of the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia and out of the Federal Treasury; and I wish to ask the gentleman 
if he desires it to be passed in that shape orif it is to be made to con- 
form to the law and be paid equally by both. 

Mr. GROUT. Itshould be made to conform to the law in that re- 
spect, one-half from the District’s funds and one-half from the public 
Treasury. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, Mr. Speaker, I object. Let 
them get their bill fixed up and leave ont this ten years’ extra interest, 

Mr. GROUT. We make no objection to striking out the item of in- 
terest. 

Mr. ADAMS. How much money is involved in this bill? 


1891. 
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Mr. GROUT. Iam unable to state exactly the amount. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that this bill had better go by fora 
while. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I will ask that the bill be 
laid aside for the present and I will call up another. 


OPENING OF ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GROUT. Inow call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11854) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to open alleys and to provide for the expense thereof, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be tt enacted, eic., That whenever the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia shall, in pursuance of existing law, pass an order for the opening of an alley 
through any square in the District of Columbia, or shall order one already laid 
out to be widened or extended, the surveyorshall within fifteen days afterward 
distinctly mark off such alley in the manner in which it may be designated in 
the application therefor, and shall make out duplicate plats of such alley, show- 
ing its courses and boundaries and the area of ground insquare feet which may 
be taken from lots or parts of lots in the square by the opening or extension of 
the alley, one of which pau shall be deposited in the office of the commissioners 
and the other kept in the office of the surveyor, and all such alleys or extensions 
shall thereafter be kept open and free for public use, 

Src. 2. That upon the filing of such plat in the office of the comfnissioners, the 
latter shall make application to the marshal of the District of Columbia to sum- 
mon a jury of seven disinterested citizens of said District to assess the damage 
which may accruo to any individual or individuals by the opening or extension 
ofsuch alley, and the return of the damages so ascertained shall be filed in the 
office of the said commissioners and the amount thereof, less the benefits here- 
inafter provided for, paid to the person or persons entitled thereto out of any 
unappropriated money in the Treasury of the United States, one-half of puch 
payment to be charged against the revenue of said District. 

Sec. 3. That when the return of damages shall have been made and filed with 
the commissioners as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the commissioners to 
appoint three disinterested citizens to levy a tax equal to the amount thereof, 
together with the expenses attending the opening or Erenin of such alley, 
including the expense of examining the title to lots or parts of lots affected by 
the alley, in justproportion, upon the individuals whose property in the square 
mny be benefited thereby, and they shall make due return to the commission- 
ers of theamount levied on each individual, r A the lot for which they 
may be zarpodvoy taxed; and it shall be the duty of the commissioners to 
furnish a copy of said return to the collector of taxes, whose duty it shall be to 
collect the same as other taxes are collected, 

Src. 4. That all alleys opened or extended in the city of Washington since 
June 30, 1871, under an ordinance of the Tate corporation of Washington, ap- 
proved November 4, 1842, are hereby made valid. 

Sec. 5. That all alleys or parts of alleys heretofore closed by subdivision, with 
the approval of the commissioners, shall hereafter remain closed. 

The committees recommended the adoption of the following amendment: 

Add to the fifth section the Punk proviso: 

“ Provided, That nothing in this section, or section 4, shall be construed so as 
to affect pending litigation on the subject of these two sections.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROUT. Iask unanimous consent for its consideration in the 


House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think we have been finding that our revenues are 
getting short, not even equal to meeting the payments on the public 
debt. 

Mr. GROUT. This does not call for any immediate appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it calls for an appropriation hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. GROUT. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
an of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
b 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CuTcHEON in the chair. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been read, and I will 
state briefly in reference to it that it is substantially a re-enactment of 
the alley law enacted by the late Legislature of the District of Colum- 
bia when they hada local government. The only necessity for its pas- 
sage now is this, thatthe court has held that in the organic act creating 
the present District government there is no legal succession to the 
mayor, and sothere can be no legal opening ofalleys under the existing 
law. All of the alleys that hayé been opened since the ruling of the 
court to that effect have been on authority of Congress by a bill pre- 
cisely like the one before the House a few moments ago for the open- 
ing of an alley and an appropriation for it. In that case the appropria- 
tion lapsed; it seems the parties never received it. The exact amount 
of it does not appear from the papers; but the commissioners state that 
spa ain are entitled to their money for the alley and have not re- 
ceived it. 

Now, this bill provides that the commissioners shall have authority 
that the mayor and common council had under the former District 
government. It is simply to obviate thatnecessity and make legal the 
acts of the commissioners, they meanwhile having performed some 
slight acts in the way of changing certain alleys—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. , 

Mr.GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand this isa general law for opening alleys. 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely. 

Mr. ROGERS. And commits the entire power to the commissioners 
of the District? 
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Mr. GROUT. It does. 

Mr. ROGERS. How do you fix the rate of pay to be received for 
this property? 

Mr. GROUT. The rates are to be fixed, as will be seen by the terms 
of the bill, by a jury of seven disinterested citizens, precisely in the way 
the old alley law provided, and which would be operative if the or- 


ganic act had provided a legal succession to the mayor. But it failed 
to do so. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pardon me fora moment. Do the commissioners 
impanel this jury ? 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Who impanels them? 

Mr. GROUT. The marshal of the District. 

Mr. ROGERS. Who presides over them and controls the admission 
of proof? 

Mr. GROUT.. The marshal of the District. 

Mr. ROGERS. An executive officer. 

Mr. GROUT. It is the ordinary court for settling damages with 
reference to highways when they are laid out, 

Mr. ADAMS. It is a court? 

Mr. GROUT. Itis nota court in the ordinary sense of the term. 
It is a jury for assessing damages, precisely as damages would be as- 
sessed for a highway, if it was laid out. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not the course of procedure in my own State. 
I should like to ask the gentleman a question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ROGERS. * My friend from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is anticipat- 
ing me somewhat. Iam seeking information with reference to this 
matter. Idid not hear the reading of the bill. I understand from 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] that itis nota court by 
which this property is to be taken. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me read the section; you will best understand it 
in that way. 

Mr. ROGERS, I wish you would read it. 

Mr. GROUT. The provision is as follows: 

Src. 2. That upon the filing of such plat inthe office of the commissioners 
the latter shall make application to the marshal of the District of Columbia to 
summon a jury of seven disinterested citizens of said District to assess the dam- 
age which may accrue to any individual or individuals by the opening or ex- 
tension of such alley, and the return of the damages so ascertained shall be 
filedin the office of the said commissioners and the amount thereof, less the 
benefits hereinafter provided for, paid to the person or persons entitled thereto 


out of any unappropriated money in the Treasury of the United States, one- 
half such payment to be charged against the revenues of said District. 


Mr. ROGERS. The other half comes out of the Treasury ? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS, It onght to say so. But suppose either party is 
dissatisfied with the finding; then what? 

Mr. ADAMS. The parties are not even summoned, so far as the 
gentleman has read. There is no provision for the parties to be pres- 


ent. 

Mr. GROUT. That machinery is not all provided. It is supposed 
that they would be summoned; that they would be called before the 
board to show their claims with reference to this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. But, my dear sir, suppose they go on and render a 
judgment without the parties peng summoned. Then what? 

Mr. GROUT. I do not suppose it would be a good judgment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not either; but then suppose either party is 
dissatisfied. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, ifit is thought best to allow an appeal to the 
courts—— 

Mr. ROGERS, But you say this is not a court. 

Mr. GROUT. It is the ordinary board established for ascertaining 
da when private property is taken for public use. 

Mr. ROGERS. You are mistaken about its being the ordinary board. 
I take it there is not a State in the Union that has any such provision, 
But do you suppose you can take an appeal from a board to a court? 

Mr. GROUT. Ishould suppose you could. 

Mr. ROGERS. What sort of a record would you have? Whatsort 
of atrial would you have? Where is your machinery for it? 

Mr. GROUT. Isuppose the persons sitting as a jury to assess these 
damages would make up their finding. 

Mr. ROGERS. But you haveno provision at all for an appeal. You 
have seven men impaneled as a jury or as commissioners. They ren- 
der an award. When the award is made, if either party is dissatisfied, 
there is no remedy, no right of appeal, no redress. Their judgmentis 
final and conclusive. Does it occur to my friend that this is safe leg- 
islation, particularly when these parties are going into the public Treas- 
ury instead of into the private pockets of individuals? ; 

Mr. ADAMS. There is another difficulty, if the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] will allow me to suggest, that in the first part 
of the bill, which he perhaps has not read, it is provided that when the 
plat is filed, which is at a stage of the proceedings long before the calling 
of the jury, the public may take possession of the property and it shall 
bea public alley. Now, I did suppose that here in the District of 
Columbia, as in my own State, the Constitution of the United States 
would be regarded, which provides that private property shall not be 
taken for publicuse without just compensation; and we hold in my State 
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that there must be an opportunity for the private citizen to receive his 
compensation before the property can be taken for public use. 

Mr. ROGERS, And it can not be taken even then without due 
process of law. 

Mr.GROUT. There isa provision with reference to ascertaining the 
value of this property as a preliminary step, the same in this bill as in 
my State. It may he new to other gentlemen, but it does exist there. 
Tt is true that an appeal may be taken to the court in that State; but 
let me say, Mr. Chairman, that this bill was drawn by the district at- 
torney and sent here for the consideration of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with a letter from the assistant district attorney of 
the District, which letter I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will yield for a question, for a moment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey ? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the gentleman say that this 
bill comes from the district attorney’s office of the District? 

Mr. GROUT. This bill was drawn and sent by the district at- 
torney’s department of the District of Columbia for the action of the 
committee and the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then let me ask the gentleman 
this question: Suppose that the es awarded be found to be very 
excessive as against the Government, is there any provision by which 
the district attorney’s office could take an appeal? *Is there any pro- 
vision by which the Government would have any remedy against the 
excessive damages? 

Mr. ADAMS, Or abandon the proceedings. That is what we do 
in my State, because the Government can abandon proceedings; but 
x is provided the moment the matter is filed here that it shall be to stay 
there. 

Mr. GROUT. However that may be, you will Jearn, if you will 
listen to this letter from the law authorities of the District, that it is 
the same law that has been in existence in this city for years, how- 
ever much gentlemen may criticise it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That does not make it any bet- 


ter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE or THB ATTORNEY, DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., January 3,1891. 


DEAR SiR: In answer to your inquirics in reference to the bill (H, R, 11851 
ponding in the House to authorize the commissioners to open alleys, ete., l 
haye to say the occasion for n new alley law is imperative and arises from tho 
fact that according to judicial construction we haveno law on the subject. The 
ordinance of the late corporation of Washington (Webb's Digest, 1, 2) provides 
(see 2) that upon the filing of the plat of the proposed alley in the ofice of the 
register of the city the mayor shall make application, ete., and when the dam- 
have returned it shall be the duty of the mayor to appoint three 
sinterested citizens to assess benefits against pitini propriotors. 

The act of February 21, 1871 (16 State., 419), changing the form of government 
for this District, whilst it provided that all jaws and ordinances of the cities of 
Diea: pws and Georgetown and tho levy court should remain in force, ete., 
provided no} succession to the mayor, and hence our courts since 1871 have 
uniformly held, where any of those ordinances requiring the mayor to do any- 
thing was involved, that such ordinance was invalid anda dead letter, 

The District Assembly undertook to remedy the matter, and on the 23d of Au- 
gust, 1871, the governor approved an act authorizing the hoard of public works 
to condemn land for alleys in Washington and Georgetown and for streets and 
roads in the county of Washington; butit has been held in cases under this 
Jaw that Congress, under the act of 187), did not delegate to the District the 

owerof eminent domain, and that, even if Congress done so andthe Leg- 

lative Assembly could further delegate the power to tho board of public works, 
the law was so framed as to allow private property to be taken for private uses, 
and was therefore unconstitutional and void. 

Within the past two or three years nearly every member of our supreme 
court has on certiorari, or on a bill in equity to enjoin alley proceedings, held 
the old corporation ordinance (Webb's Digest, 1) a dead letter, because there is 
no legal succession to the mayor, and the act of the District assembly vold for 
the reasons above noted. 


is reduced from twelve tosoven The damages i 


the title of 


The e. of Samian 
of this provis- 


è abutting lots is provided for by the present bill. The object 
ion is to get the true ownership of the lots at the time of the ngs, so as 
to give notice, without which the proceedings are void. Tho books of the ns- 
ee rs poe were Deve been ep keah relied ver og nå aa all cases wey ie 

le as sho © true ownership o property. Very often yis 
carried on tits books in the asseasor's office for years in the name of dead peo- 
ple. pecially is this the case as to estate dovised by will. 

Of late years the activity in real-estate transfers in this 
great that the examination of real-estate title, even for a short period, has be- 
come not only a matter of skill, but of considerable labor, and then such mat- 
ters have passed pretty much into the hands of title companies who have the 
necessary material and special facilities for doing the work. Aside from this 
this office has quite enough to do without examining titles. The foes for such 
an examination in an alley case could rarely exceed $25, which the proposed 
bill will make a part of the costs of opening the alley, It could very rarely 
happon that any money would have to be taken out of the Treasury to pay al- 
ley expenses, Phe idea of the fourth seotion of the bill is to ratify all alloy 
proceedings since 1871. The reason for this is obvious, 

I believe I haye now given you the principal reasons why the bill in question 
should become a law. 

Very respectfully, 


District has been so 


8. T. THOMAS, 
Assistant Allorney, District of Columbia, 
“Col. H. M. ROBERT, 
Engineer Commissioner, District of Columbia, 
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Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for alleysfrom 1871 
onwards. It provides for theopeningof alleys hereafter. It provides 
for the expenditures out of the public Treasury. My colleague [Mr. 
CLEMENTS], who is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
informs me that the appropriations bill for the expenses for the two 
parks will call for more money than is yielded now under the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia by reason of taxation. If that be true 
how is it to be met? Thero will be no money there to meet it. On 
other occasions we have been confronted with this samesituation. We 
shall soon in the future be met with the declaration that we have 
passed such legislation, that we have involved the Government, and 
we are therefore bound to meet it. 

Now, I submit that this is not wise legislation. If wehave not taxed - 
the people sufficiently to meet the current expensesof the Government 
we should not make expenditures beyond it, and which can only be 
met by a bonded debt or by borrowing money. Weare confronted too, 
sir, with the fact thatin July there are several millions of dollars of 
bonds to be paid, and no provision has been made to meet them, This 
being true, I say asto this item and every item that involves the expendi- 
ture, the House and the committee should not ignore the fact that 
there is no thoney to meet the expenses, It is said that there was 
legislation such as this in the act of 1871; that the old government, 
anteceding the present government of the city, enacted a provision of 
law similar to this. 

I submit, sir, that there is nothing in the history of the old admin- 
istration of the government of the District of Columbia that invites the 
confidence of the people of this country to-day. It is a record of reck- 
less abuse and profligacy, and rather than be induced to action on ac- 
count of a provision of that administration we shonld take warning 
from it, That was one of the things that were destroyed by reason of 
the change of government. 

What this shall come to no man can tell. Wecan not say how many 
alleys have been opened. We can not say how many are to beopened. 
We can not say what sum of money shall be charged against the Gov- 
ernment by reason of this action. A 

Now, what is the remedy? What isthe truo course to pursue? We 
bave determined on the rate of taxation. Then we should regulate the 
expenditures in this District, under all the items of streets and every- 
thing else, with reference to that taxation and the revenue to be derived 
from it. Unless we shall pursue that course we shall never know of 
any economy, any conservatism, in the District. Your Committee on 
Appropriations will report bills for current expenses. They will equal 
or perhaps exceed the revenues. The Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia will come in with other legislation similar to this—-how much, 
no man can tell. We shall be confronted with a larger excess of ex- 
penditures over appropriations by reason of that. y 

I submit, sir, that it is unwise for a man in private life, and it is 
unwise in public affairs, and the sooner we have it understood, tho 
sooner we have it ingrained in the minds of the people of this District, 
the sooner we have it ingrained at every point where human intelli- 
gence comes in contact with this question, the sooner shall we obtain 
wise legislation in respect to this District, and the soonershall wecome 
to careful appropriation of the various sums required by the District. 

Mr. Chairman, we are not proceeding under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate has not been closed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, Jet us deal liberally with the 
District; let us look to the wants of the District, whatever they are, 
and let it be done with an eye to the rate of taxation here. Unless we 
shall Kopi this as a rule of conduct the Government will become prof- 
ligate and we shall be confronted with an invitation to assume a bonded 
indebtedness here again. When the act of 1871 was passed we had 
turned over to us twenty-six millions of bonded debt, and now haying 
assumed that responsibility, after we havo thrown away that, it is 
propisa to throw open all the doors by such a bill as this, that will 

volve expenditures far beyond the revenues we have derived from 
taxation. 

So far as the allegations I have made are concerned that we have 
already provided for expenditures in excess of the revenues from direct 
taxation, I have confirmed my opinion by asking the opinion of my 
colleague [Mr. CLEMENTS] whose carefulness in gathering information 
in relation to this District will be accepted and approved by every 
member of this House. 

a Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rog- 
ERS. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. VAUX. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia one or two questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the floor. 
Does he yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield to the gentleman fora question ifhe de- 
sires it; bnt would the gentleman as lief ask his question when I get 
through? 

Mr. VAUX. Yes, sir, if I can have the floor then. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Vermont. My desire is simply to save time, and I want to say to 
him that I think he would act wisely if he would withdraw this meas- 
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ure from the consideration of the House at this time, because, as the 
District of Columbia has so many bills upon the Calendar, it is impor- 
tant that we should dispatch as rapidly as possible those about which 
there will be no serious contest. Now, two things are perfectly clear, 
I take it, as to this legislation: first, that it is unwise and, second, that 
it is unconstitutional. 

A MEMBER. And that it will be ineffective. 

Mr. ROGERS. And that it will be ineffective. Let me invite the 
attention of my friend from Vermont to this matter. The bill simply 
provides that a man’s property may be taken from him by the award 
ofseven men. It may be done in his absence or his presence, and their 
award is to be accepted, and in the mean time, even pending that, the 
property is to be taken from him and used for alley par . Inthe 
fifth amendment to the Federal Constitution we find this provision: 

No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, excopt in cases arising 
in the land or naval forces, or in the militia when in actual service in time of 
war or public danger; nor shall aay, person be subject for the same offense to 
be twice putin jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any crimi- 
nal case to be witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or prop- 
erty without due process of law, nor shall private property be taken for public 
use without just. compensation, 


Mr, BOATNER, Is not that ont of date? 

Mr. ROGERS, My friend from Louisiana asks me if thatis not out 
of date. It is not altogether out of date. 

Mr. VAUX. ‘The Constitution is. 

Mr. ROGERS. Not altogether. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. Evidently the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has not heard from the Senate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Ithas been decided an indefinite number of times, 
I do not know how often, what ‘due process of law” is. Not only 
by the Federal courts from the highest to the lowest, but by the State 
courts from the highest to the lowest, it has been decided that due 
process of law means a service upon the parties interested, notice, a 
day in court, and an opportunity to present their case and have it 
heard and determined, That is due process of law as known in the 
English Goyernment at the time of the adoption of our Constitution. 

Now, this bill is totally wanting in any single provision looking to 
the due process of Jaw. Ido not know what may exist in this regard 
in other States than my own, but, so far as I am concerned, this is the 
first time I have ever heard of any sort of legal machinery designed to 
take a man’s property away from him without giving him a day in 
court, There is not a provision in this bill even to notify the parties 
interested, ‘Thereisno provision for an appeal from these seven jurors. 
There is not even the first step known to judicial procedure by which 
a party shall be brought before the court and have an opportunity to 
be heard. 

It is not possible that the Congress of the United States intend to 
embark, in the very teeth and face of the Constitution, in legislation 
of this character. So, again, while you do provide a method to ascer- 
tain what the compensation shall be for the property to be thus taken, 
itis not any such method as is known to judicial procedure, and will 
not be until you have provided for an appeal from this board to some 
regularly constituted judicial tribunal, 

There ig another question that I think ought to be considered in this 
regard. I donot know just how gentlemen do who embark in real- 
estate speculations in this District, but occasionally on some bright 
Sunday afternoon, or Sunday morning when I do not go to church, I 
take a walk, and sometimes I go out into the surburbs to sce the beau- 
tiful landscapes that are all around the city of Washington, and among 
other things there I observe extensive improvements, embracing hun- 
dreds of acres of land belonging to syndicates of capitalists who are lay- 
ing out their property for speculative purposes, as they have a right to 
do. Now ‘out West’? where I live, when n man embarks in a specu- 
lation of that kind he lays out his lots and makes his plats with all the 
streets and alleys laid down, and he donates the streets and alleys for 
public use. He does this as a matter of self-interest, in order that he 
may place his property upon the market and make it convenient and 
desirable for p rs by giving them easy ingress and. 

But by the terms of this bill, if you can geta compliant set of com- 
missioners, the jurors appointed may actually belong to these syndi- 
cates and they can get together and call for the condemnation of streets 
and alleys through large parcels of Jand and require the people and the 
Government of the United States to pay for them out of the public 
Treasury. Does my friend from Vermont, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, see any obstacle in the way of such a result if a conspiracy of 
that kind should be formed between the commissioners of the District 
and these real-estate syndicates? Now, I invite the attention of the 
gentleman to that point, and I ask him, does he intend, or does Con- 
gress intend, that real-estate speculators who may embark in the busi- 
ness of laying ont and improving Jands in the suburbs shall have the 
right to come to the public Treasury and take the money of the peo- 
ple of the United States to make valuable their own speculative in- 
vestments ? 

Mr, Speaker, there is another phase of this matter worthy of a mo- 
ment’s consideration, A very distinguished gentleman in another 
body in this building said not long ago that some ten or twelve years 


of public service had taught him to believe—I think he said univer- 
sally—that whenever a man comes to the District of Columbia, settles 
here, and embarks in any sort of business his chief business is to get 
into the public Treasury. Why, sir, it isa matter of universal com- 
plaint in the administration of the law, even in the courts, that where 
the Government is involved, when jurors come to fix the valuation of 
property in the District of Columbia, these assessments are absolutely 
beyond all reason. Itis the interest of gentlemen living here and 
owning real estate to keep up the yalue of their property. But there 
is at least lodged in the courts the power to grant anew trial; there is 
at least recognized in the courts the right of appeal; there is at least 
preserved in the courts the right to have represented both the Govern- 
ment and the individuals interested. 

There is no danger perhaps of individuals not being present or rep- 
resented, if their real estate is in question; but hereis a bill thatgives 
to neither party a day in court; gives no process to bring parties in. 
A half dozen jurors may sit in some dark corner, it may be without 
notice to the parties interested and may act in pursuance ofa con- 
spiracy between real estate syndicates and the commissioners, if there 
should happen to exist any corruption. The object of certain parties 
no doubt is to get into the public Treasury up to their necks, and that 
when they have gotten in there shall be no right ofappeal, no redress 
or remedy for the protection of the Treasury. . 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if thisis the character of legislation upon which 
we are embarking, no wonder that the people last November pro- 
nounced against the inefticiency of the ‘political party now in power. 
Why, sir, is it possible that these unsophisticated gentlomen whom the 
people have sent here from New England and other parts of the coun- 
try, who have been considering this hill, think this a safe and wise 
policy to pursue? I hardly know-how to discuss a pe like 
this. It seems to me absolutely astounding. The bill provides no 
protection for the rights of anybody. It is without restriction, with- 
out limitation. It does not secure to any one a day in court or any 
right of appeal. Property may be taken under a so-called condemna- 
tion by six or seven scalawags sitting in some dark corngr, summoned 
at the instance of somebody, without any opportunity fora fair and 
just consideration of the facts involved. 

A MEMBER. The bill is unconstitutional, 

Mr, ROGERS. It is unconstitutional, as my friend suggests. I 
have already argued that branch of the case. But that consideration 
does not have much weight here, 

Now, I want to suggest to my able friend from Vermont, who I be- 
lieve desires to do what is right when he knows what is right (as an 
Arkansas judge said of himself on one occasion), that he withdraw this 
bill so that it may go back to the committee to be further matured and 
returned here with some provisions which will guaranty the preserva- 
tion of the rights of the citizen, the Government, and the Treasury, as 
should be provided in a bill so important and far-reaching in its effects, 

Tnow yield the floor back to the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr.BLount]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. VAUX. I thought Iwas to follow the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] 
will give way a moment I will yicld to my friend from Pennsylvania a 
minute or two. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. VAUX. I have a question or two to ask, which I want answered 
fully, Ido not know that I can confine myself toa minute or two. 
We can not do business here by minutes. The Constitution of the 
United States does not regulate our legislative pocong by minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihad promised to yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey and I do not. know how now I can avoid it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, Oh, letthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania go on. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, as I understood -— 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, VAUX] 
will give me his attention a moment, I wish to say that the time was 
yielded to me by my friend from Georgia—— 

Mr. VAUX. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. ROGERS. And therefore I was under an obligation to yield 
back the floor to him, 

Mr. VAUX. Ido not want what anybody else desires. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not wish to he disconrteons. I will yield to 
my friend from Pennsylvania as soon as my friend from New Jersey 
has had his five minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have no desire to take up the 
time of the Committee of the Whole unless the gentleman from Vermont 
intends to press this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Before withdrawing the bill, which I had it in my 
mind to do, I wanted to say a word in explanation of the bill in reply 
somewhat to the severe strictures of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If it isthe purpose of the gentle- 
man to withdraw the bill, of course I do not wish to occupy any time. 

Mr. GROUT. Because a measure of this kind, which provokes the 
discussion which this has, can have no hope of passage in the short 
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time at the disposal of the District Committee, I intended to ask that 
the bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to submit one 
su, tion. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside informally. Is there objection? 

Mr. ADAMS. I would respectfully suggest to the chairman of the 
committee that when this bill is withdrawn and recast a provision 
should be incorporated in it providing for an assessment of the net 
benefit. They do provide for paying net damages, for that comes out 
of the Treasury; but they do not provide for any assessment on the 
net benefits accruing to the adjacent property. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lhope the gentleman from Vermont will ask for 
the recommittal of the bill to the committee, not for laying it aside. 

Mr. GROUT, That can be done when we go back into the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is in order in the Committee of the Whole—a 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. GROUT. It muy be reported back to the House with a recom- 
mendation to that effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit that request? 

Mr. GROUT. Imake that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. LI object. I move to strike out the 
enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the motion is notin order 
at this time, pending the motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idesire to amend the motion to recommit so as to 
provide certain instructions. 

Mr. VAUX. What became of the gentleman from New Jersey? 
Youtook me off the floorand put himon. Whereis he? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman yielded to the chairman of the 
committee, and the chairman moved that the bill be laid aside with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted. The gentleman from 
Indiana now moves to amend the motion by providing certain instruc- 
tions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Pending that motion I have moved 
that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless that be done in the form of an instruc- 
tion the Chair thinks it can not be in order at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the following instructionsas an amendment 
to the motion of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

That the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it bere- 
committed with instructions to so amend the bill as to require the owners of the 
real estate benefited by the opening of alleys to pay the cost and expense at- 
tending the appropriation of lands and the opening of such alleys, 

Mr. VAUX. I move an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAUX. I move that the committee be further instructed to 
provide that no money shall be paid for the opening of any alley since 
the year 1871, under the old District government, unless the parties 
thereto have had a hearing in court and the right to appeal. 

Mr.GROUT. The bill provides for nothingof that kind now. Those 
alleys are not taken into consideration. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is utterly irrelevant. This is not making 
an appropriation for back pay for these alleys. 

Mr. VAUX. No; butit provides payment for opening these alleys. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; it is for another purpose entirely. 

Mr. VAUX. Oh, yes; the chairman of the committee so stated in 
his opening remarks, if I did not misapprehend him. He said the 
reason he desired something done with the bill was that money was 
appropriated for opening the alleys, but had never been paid. 

Mr. GROUT. That had reference to another matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question ison the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana to report the bill back to the Honse with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted with the instructions just 


read. 

Mr. GROUT. 
to some suggestions made by the gentleman from Georgia. 
carries no appropriation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Nota cent. 


Mr. Chairman, just a word, by consent, in response 
This bill 


Mr. GROUT. My friend from Georgia misapprehended it, if I un-- 


derstood him correctly, when he so stated, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is also laboring under a misapprehension. It pays for 
no old alleys. It simply provides a method of opening them hereafter; 
and it seemed to me, in the committee, that we might mature the bill 
by providing foran appeal, if gentlemen so desired. But so much 
adverse criticism had been offered that I concluded the quickest way 
would be to get up something that we could agree upon, and let this 
bill go back to the committee and be there prepared. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman certainly misapprehends the bill. 
It calls for an appropriation. 

Mr. GROUT. A present appropriation? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iso understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that this debate is not in 
order on the pending motion. 
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Mr.GROUT. A moment,Mr. Chairman, ifyou please. The gentle- 
man from Georgia raises a pobi} which is new to me, if the bill pro- 
vides for a present appropriation. It certainly does not. It simply 
provides a system by which the commissioners shall do this instead of 
having such questions come to Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But does it not provide that the 
damages shall be paid out of moneys not theretofore appropriated, and 
is not that a continuing appropriation? _ 

Mr. GROUT. But that is for alleys hereafter to be opened under 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. VAUX. If I misunderstood the gentleman I hope he will cor- 
rect me, but I understood the gentleman in charge of the bill to say 
that the reason why this bill was necessary, or rather one reason 
given, was because under the old District government there had been 
some alleys opened for which money was due and damages due, but by 
changing theform of the government the courts had decided that, the 
mayor having been disposed of and a new system inaugurated, with 
nobody to take his place, there was no means of liquidating these dam- 
ages, and—— i 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will permit, I understand the point. 
The remarks I then made related to the bill I had first up this after- 
noon. That related to a specific appropriation for a particular alley. 

Mr. VAUX. Well, was not I right on the general principle? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill read a single paragraph from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This whole debateis irrelevant and out of order. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman. I only de- 
sired to read a paragraph of the bill which I think bears ont my asser- 
tion. [Cries of ‘Regular order !’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN; it 
was adopted. 

The motion of Mr. GROUT as amended was agreed to. 


CHURCH PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 3460) to release 
certain church property in the District of Columbia from arrears of 
taxation. It appears to be a private bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont whether this is a bill to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
or in the House. 

Mr. GROUT. In Committee of the Whole, I think. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, eic., That all taxes and special assessments which may hayo 
been heretofore charged against any church property in the District of Colum- 
bia, but remaining unpaid, be canceled aud: released : That atthe 


time such tax or special assessment was levied the property in question was 
used exclusively for church purposes. 


Mr. SPINOLA. How much does this call for? 

Mr. GROUT, I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
HEMPHILL], who reported the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the amount in- 
volved in this bill is between three and four thousand dollars, Al- 
most every church in the District has been relieved from these special 
assessments, and the purpose of this bill is only to release so much 
property as is rightfully used for church purposes or for religious pur- 
poses. It does not include property which may be owned by churches, 
but which is used for business purposes, 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. ROGERS. Is property actually occupied for religious purposes 
in this District taxable now? 
$ ae: HEMPHILL. This is a special assessment, When strects aro 

aid out—— 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the answer to that question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Church poper hereis not ordinarily subject 
to taxation when used strictly for religious purposes, 

Mr. ROGERS. What is this assessment ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When streets are improved, or sewers are put 
down, or anything of that kind is done, a special assessment is levied 
on the adjoining property to cover acertain proportion of the expense, 

Mr. ROGERS. hat specific property is involved ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ican notsay whatspecific property, but we have 
areport from the commissioners that the amount involved is between 
$3,900 and $4,000. q 

Mr. ROGERS. Who is to pay this money? Yonu relieve the church 
property from it. Who is to pay it? 

r. HEMPHILL. The result is that it will come out of the gen- 
eral fund of the District. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is there any provisiop in the District appropriation 


rit? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We do not havetopay it, because the bill simply 
relieves this property from it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It reduces the revenue that much. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The receipts of the District will be just that 


much less, 
Mr. ROGERS. I understood this was for back taxes. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. It is; to relieve this property from assessments 
already levied. 

Mr. ROGERS. How far back ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not know how far back. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ad infinitum. 

Mr. HEMPHILE. The amount can not exceed $4,000, according to 
the report of the commissioners. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the commissioners do not teil you what it was 

+ for. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itis very plain. It is fora special assessment 
for some improvement, like sewers, a portion of which is levied upon 
the adjoining property. 
< Mr.BLOUNT. WHowcanit be plain,when you have not asingleitem 
from the commissioners as to what it is for? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have it plainly stated in this way, that we 
wrote them to know what it amounted to and they replied that it 
amounted to between $3,900 and $4,000. If the commissioners have 
told what is not true, then we are misled; but, if they are honest and 
decent men, thereisno question, under their statement, thatit amounts 
to about $4,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Doesthe gentleman think itatall unreasonable that 
the House which appropriates this money should know what itis for ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I do not think it is at all unreasonable. I say 
itis perfectly plain, from the statement of the commissioners, either that 
the amount is about $4,000 or they have not told what is true. ‘That 
is all there is of it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Suppose three years hence there should 
be assessment made for improvement in drainage or anything of that 
kind, for which any church property was assessed, and these churches 
should fail to pay. Then under this act would they be relieved from 
any payment of tax? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; this relates simply to assessments that 
have been heretofore levied, and we have passed through Congress 
many bills relieving church property or school property from special 
assessments for these improvements, If there is any further informa- 
tion I can give to any gentleman who desires it, I shall be very glad to 
doso. Otherwise I would like to havea vote. 

‘Mr. MOREY. How many pieces of property are involved in this 
bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not state the number. 

Mr. MORSE. Is ita large number? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have relieved various churches from time 
to time from these special assessments. 

Mr, MOREY. The idea I want to get at is whether it is not prac- 
ticable under this bill to designate theparticular property. AsI under- 
stand it from the reading of the bill, itis to exempt all this property 
in the District, against which assessments haye heretofore been made. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOREY. That is a very broad, sweeping provision. What I 
wanted to get at is whether it would not be practicable to designate 
and limit the operation of this bill to the particular property which is 
sought to be relieved. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, it might be possible, Mr. Chairman, to do 
that if we had the data; but we have the information from the office 
of the commissioners, where all these matters are kept of record, as to 
what the amount is; and that is all there can be in it so far as the House 

-is concerned, I think. 

Mr. MOREY. For that very reason I should think that this in- 
formation might have been specific. These records ought all to have 
been accessible to the officers who furnished this information, and it 
seems to me that the House onght to have been putin possession of 
the exact facts, and not be called upon to enact into law a provision 
which might be extended to a vast amount of property of this char- 
acter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I presume it doesnot make 
much difference whether there is one or five or six or eight or ten. 
The point is that it amounts to $4,000, and that is all there is in it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS and Mr. ROGERS addressed the Chair.’ i 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina yield? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire tosay, upon theline 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY], that this is rather sweeping 
and not specific enough in its provisions. There is a great deal of 
property owned by churches in this city, which is not necessary for use 
at this time. It may be held perhaps as an investment, Sometimes 
this property is contiguous to thechurch building, but is not used for 
religious purposes. Now, the law provides for improvements of the 
entire street in front of all church property; and under the present law 
there can be no special assessment for sewers; for the improvement of 
streets, or for any of those purposes, except under one provision, that 
is, a permit, which is provided for a specific case—for sidewalks, ete. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I could not hear what my colleague said. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I say there is no such thing as general improve- 
ments of the streets to be charged against this property, nor forany spe- 
cial assessments whatever that ure done by public appropriation. 
They are subject to assessments only in the case of a permit where it 


is for the improvement of the sidewalks; and it seems to me when the 
law provides entirely for the street in front of church property, and 
they are exempt from charges for general purposes, that there is no 
hardship in requiring this little contribution by the churches, which 
is confined here to such as can be levied under the permit system, 
That is small enough when we remember that we have already ap- 
propriated more than the revenue for the next fiscal year; and there- 
fore it seems to me that there is no strong reason why this bill should 


P Mr ROGERS. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill. : 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I would like toask the gentle- 
man from Georgia a question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. TI have not got the floor. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have taken the floor, and yield to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas for 2 question. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask my friend from South Carolina,in view 
of the fact that church organizations in many parts of the country are 
dealing in realestate by buying lots forspeculative purposes, if it would 
not be wise to strike out the word ‘*church,’’ in line 4, and insert, after 
the word ‘‘ Columbia,” line 5, the following language: 

Actually occupied for church purposes or purposes of religious worship ; 

So as to make it read: 


That all taxes and special assessments which may have been heretofore- 
charged against any property in the District of Columbia actually oceupied for 
church purposes or purposes of religious worship,but remaining unpaid,be can- 
celed and released. Z 


Does he not think that it is as far as we ought to go in the way of 
releasing church organizations from taxation? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ifthe gentleman will look at the proviso he will 
agree with me: 

Provided, That at the time such tax or special assessment waslevied the prop 
erty in question was used exclusively for church purposes. 

So that it was intended to prevent release of any assessment against 
property which may be owned by a church for any other purpose than 
that which comes strictly within the purposes for which churches are 
established. 

Mr. BAYNE, ButSupposeithas not been used exclusively forchurch 
purposes since, but was at the time the assessments weremade. That 
would release it under that provision. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The only time we can fix is the time when tho 
assessments were made, 

Mr. BAYNE. Suppose it passed into the hands of another party al- 
together, or was in progress of being sold to another party, that would 
relieve the tax ? : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. BAYNE. That is not right. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. We want to get this bill through. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman from South Carolina 
state how many different organizations will be relieved by the passage 
of this bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is impossible forme to say. I was interested 
only in the amount, because I do not think it makes much difference 
whether there is one or halfa dozen. As I stated before, alargenum- 
ber of special bills have passed the House relieving strictly church prop- 
erty from these assessments, and this bill is intended tocover any that 
may not have received the benefit of special acts. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Can the gentleman state whether any of this 
property has passed into the hands of private owners? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. None that I know of. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Or into the hands of railroad com- 
panies? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Norinto the handsof railroad companies. Now 
Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I wantto say justa few wordsagainst 
“the bill. I shall not detain the committee long. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman yielded, and as general debate has 
not been closed I suppose I have the floor, but Iam willing to takefive 
minutes from the gentleman. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, TI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that a large proportion 
of the bills reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
are bills for relieving some person or persons in the District from their 
fair share of the public burdens. An assessment for benefits is just, 
simply because the property upon which it is to be levied has become 
more valuable by the improvement for which the assessment has been 
made. These church associations, if they are church associations, have 
had money put in their pockets by the improvements for which these 
assessments have been made. Otherwise the assessments would not 


| have been made, 
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That is the theory of such an assessment, that the value of the prop- 
erty has been increased by it; and although I have been present here 
when many bills of this character have been reported, relieving some 
organization or other from such burdens as these, I have always voted 
against such bills and always spoken against them when have had an 
opportunity. Independent of the view that the property involved in 
this bill may not now be devoted to religious purposes atall, apart from 
that view, I believe the only fair way, evenif you do relieve this church 
property from the payment of general taxation, is to leave it at least 
subject to its proper proportion of the burden of these special assess- 
ments, based upon an actual money increase in the value of the prop- 
erty resulting from the improvements for which the assessments have 
been made. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itseems tome, Mr. Chairman, that the provis- 
ions of the bill must be generally understood by this time. The cóm- 
mittee simply desired to submit the bill to the House with the infor- 
mation that they had. We have no special interest in pressing it, but 
it struck us that there were a great many gentlemen here who might 
like to do something religious. [Laughter.] They probably do not 
contribute anything themselves for church purposes, but we thought 
they might vote to pass this bill, and thus do the churches some serv- 
ice without it costing themselyes a great deal. [Laughter.] I think 
we ought to havea vote upon the bill now, and if we are satisfied with 
it pass it, and, if not, vote it down. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to take the floor in my own right. Ishall 
not occupy it long. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
the gentleman—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy very little time, but I 
do not want to take it in that way. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would it be agreeable to the gentle- 
man to yield fora motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It would. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ié isnot a question of yielding. I propose to take 
the floor in my own right. $ 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The trouble is that the gentleman says he wants 
to speak and then says that he will yield for a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. a 

Mr. BLOUNT, Iam obliged to doit. I recognize the right of the 
gentleman to make the motion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not think the gentleman will make any prog- 
vess by that course. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not think I shall make any progress by the 
other course. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

I will vote for it. 
`- Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr, Chairman, I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. This bill when it comes up again will be 
subject to amendment, will it not? 

Several Members, Oh, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will. 

The motion of Mr. HEMPHILL was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration a bill (S. 11854) to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to open alleys and provide 
for the expense thereof, and for other purposes, and had directed him 
to report the same back with the recommendation that it be recommit- 
ted with certain instructions; also, that the committee had had under 
consideration a bill (S. 3460) to release certain church property in the 
District of Columbia from arrears of taxation, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 7 . 

OPENING OF ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit, as 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the bill (H.R. 11854) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to open alleys and to provide for the expense thereof, 
and for other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROUT. Inow move that the House take a recess until 10 
o’clock to-morzow morning, for the transaction of District of Columbia 
business. [Cries of “Oh, no!’?] 

The motion was rejected; there being—ayes 33, noes 49, 

Mr. FLOWER. I move that the House adjourn. 


A. J. M’CREARY. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to have considered at this 
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I would like to make some arrangement with 


Well, Ihaveno objection tothe motion to rise, and 
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of approval because sent to thè President on each occasion during tho 
last days of the session. Ib is a bill to pay toa man who isin desti- 
tute circumstances a small amount from an Indian fund; so that the 
bill does not take anything from the public Treasury. 

A MEMBER. Whatamount is involved? 

Mr. PERKINS. Only $8,000. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H, R. 12289) for the relief of A. J. MeOreary, administrator of the estate 
of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes, 


Beit enacted, eld., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay said A. J, McCreary, administrator of the estate 
of said J. M. Hiatt, survivor of said J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the Osago 
tribe of Indians, out of any money in the Treasury accruing to said tribe of Iri- 
dians by act of Congress approved June 16, 1840, the balance of said account 
namely, the sum of $8,380, in full satisfaction of said demand against the sai 
Osage tribe of Indians, on said credit oxtended to them as aforesaid. 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill has been unanimously recommended b 
the Committee on Indian Affairs three different times; and althoug: 
twice passed, without objection, by both Houses of Congress, it failed 
because, in the press of business during the closing days of the ses- 
sion, the President did not have time to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to tho present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr, BYNUM. [call for tho regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Imove that the House adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: ‘ 
INCREASED FORCE IN OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER, NEW YORK. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York, in relation to the imperative need of an increase of force for his 
office, to he immediately available—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

SPANISH LAND-GRANT COURT. 

Letter from the secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, transmit- 
ting a copy of council memorial No. 1 of the Twenty-ninth Legisla- 
tive Assembly of New Mexico, in relation to theS land-grant 
court, for the purpose of adjudicating titles in that Territory—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 7 

By Mr. FLOWER: A concurrent resolution of the State of New 
York, favoring the passage of a bill prohibiting the adulteration of food 
and malt liquors—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution of the New York Legisla- 
ture, in favor of bills relating to adulteration of food and malt liquors— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial from the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, praying Congress to pass the ‘‘ unlimited free 
coinage of silver bill’’—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. SWEET: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Idaho, relative to resolution introduced by Mr. CUMMINGS touch- 
ing the treatment of the Jews in Russia—to the Committeeon Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Idaho Legislature, relative to 
and silver by the United States assay office at Boisé 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr, TARSNEY; Resolutions of the General Assembly of the State 
of Missouri, favoring the passage of the bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee of the House prohibiting alien ownership of lands—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, 
favoring the free coinage of silver and in relation to the tariff—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

3y Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial from the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, Praying Congress to pass a bill for the final 
adjudication of private land claims in said Territory—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 


urchase of gold 
F City, Idaho—to 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXIIT, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: 

Be itresotved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America (the 
Senate verre de That there be printed in pamphlet form 30,000 copies of the 
Constitution of the United States of America, of which 10,000 shall be for the use 
of the Senate and 20,000 for the use of the House; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


. 
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By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: 

Resolved, That on Saturday, January 31, 1891, after ined minutes of the morn- 
ing hour, the House shajl proceed to consider the bill (HR. Sabi to provide for 
a commission on the subjéct of the alcoholic liquor traffic, subject to general 
sah hi Heri bills, said bill to be continued as unfinished business thereafter 
until disposed of; s 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: 

Resolved, That on , and until the further order of the House, the daily 
hour of mecting be 11 o'clock a. m.; 
to the Committee on Rules: 

By Mr. WIKE: x 
Resolved, That there be printed 7,000 copies of the roppiemans to Congrès- 


sional Directory, containing maps of all Congressional tricts, for the use of 
the House; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2-of Rule XHI, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5986) for the 
erection of a monument to the late Brig. Gen. James S. Wadsworth, 
United States Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No. 3599)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10172) toamend section 22 of 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1857, and amended March 2, 1889, so as to give common carriers the 
right to allow a greater weight of sample baggage to commercial travel- 
ers and their employés and reduced rates of transportation, accompan- 
ied by a report (No. 3600)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FRANK, from the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4767) amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 1,1889, accompanied by areport(No. 3601)— 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendments the bill of the House (H. R. 7233) ting a pension to 
Margaret M. Copeland, accompanied by a report (No. 3602)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
_ Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12919) to en- 
large the United States courthouse and post-office bnilding at Birming- 
ham, Ala., and to appropriate money therefor, accompanied by a re- 
port As No. 3603)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

e Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXH, biils of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: _ 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 13350) to establish a fish hatchery 
in the State of New York, near the St. Lawrence River—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ~ 

By Mr, PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13370) amending section 766 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13351) for therelief of William H. 
Beasley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R, 13352) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Hannah Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13353) for the relief of Mrs. C. E. 
Carico—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R. 13354) for the relief of Maria 
Parks, dependent mother of John Parksand Calvin Parks—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 13355) for the relief of Lucy A. 
Wood, widow of Fleming Wood, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 13356) granting increase of pension 
to Thomas J. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13357) to extend patent to Albin 
Warth—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr, GEST: A bill (H. R. 13358) to amend the records of the 
War Department and directing an honorable discharge to Capt. R. W. 
Babbitt, of Company G, Thirty-second Regiment of Illinois Infantry 
yO antee; in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military 

airs. i 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13359) granting pension to Sarah 

. Decamp, Burke, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 13360) for the relief of H. J. Fryor, of 
Adolphus, Tenn.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13361) granting a pension to George F. Gaudin, 
of Kismet, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 13362) for the re- 
lief of Lewis Pendleton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13363) granting a pension to Mary 
Ann Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PARRETT: A, bill (H. R. 13364) granting a pension to Re- 
becca J. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): A bill (H. R.15365) granting a 
pension to John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 13366) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to James Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 13367) granting a pension to William 
H. Mansfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13368) to pay to 
Sophia L. Bacon, widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieutenant com- 
mander United States Navy, a pension—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 13369) for the relief of Hiram N, 


, Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of citizens that 
West Virginia State troops be made pensionable the same as regular 
soldiers of the United States Army—to the Committce on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the application of Peter 
William Frederick for a pension, toaccompany House bill 13270, Fifty- 
first Congress—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: Petition of 40 citizens of Jennings 
County, Indiana; also, of Assembly of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit As- 
sociation of Floyd County, Indiana, for passage of House bill 5353, 
defining options and fatures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHEATHAM : Petition of James Warters, of Lenoir County, 
North Carolina, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Cham- 
ber of Commerce, embracing 600 merchants and manufacturers, pro- 
testing against free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Resolutions of the Arkwright Club, an asso- 
ciation of cotton-manufacturers and allied industries of the New England 
States, consuming over one-third of the cotton used in the country, and 
representing over one hundred millions of capital employed, with pay- 
rolls of over thirty millionsannually; also, of the Young Men’s Demo- 
cratic Club of Massachusetts; also, of the executive committee of the 
New England Shoe and Leather Association, against the free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Frank P. Murphy to have House bill 
10825 referred to the Committee on Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, 
of Jefferson County, Iowa, in favor of the ex-prisoners of war bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers in supportof bill for the relief of Thomas 
J. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, affidavits for support of bill for increase of pension of Isaac 
M. Shup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLICK: Resolutions of Hazel Dell Alliance, No. 1870, Iowa; 
also, petition of 22 citizens of Page County, Iowa; also, resolutions of 
Center Farmers’ Aliiance, Valley Township, Page County, Iowa, all 
praying the passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FORMAN: Petition of 200 farmers of Madison County, Illi- 
nois, asking for the passage of House bill 5353, to prevent dealing in 
options—to the Committee on Agriculture. f 

Also, petition of Giger Lodge, No. 3143, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of Illinois, for same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FRANK: Memorial protesting against enactment of sections 
24 and 25 of House bill to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. x 

By Mr. GEARY: Petition numerously signed by citizens of Cali- 
fornia, for passage of House bill 892—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof upon the bill for relief of R. W. Babbitt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Sarah W. DeCamp, dependent mother 
of Leander DeCamp, laté of Company G, Tenth Vermont—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of Arkwright Club, against. the passage by the House of 
Representatives of the Senate free-coinage bill—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of John Crilly for relief for being ejected 
from a tract of land in lowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Resolution of people of Iowa; also, of 
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citizens of Story County, Iowa; also, of other citizens of same county 
and State, all praying passage of the option bill—to the Committee on 
cult 


ure. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions by Asbury Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 1799, Iowa; also, resolutions by Defense Alliance, No. 
1288, of Greene, Butler County, Iowa; also, by Barclay Township Al- 
liance, No. 1582, Black Hawk County, Iowa; also, by Farley Farmers’ 
Alliance, Dubuque County, Iowa; also, by Walter Local Alliance, No, 
144, Iowa; also, by Chester Alliancé, No. 607, Hardin County, Iowa; 
also, by 15 citizens of Butler County, Iowa; also, of 29 citizens ot 
Golden, Towa; all praying for the speedy passage of House bill 5353, 
defining options and futures, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Jesup, Buchanan County, Towa; 

Also, of 17 citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, urging the enactinent 
of a law giving to States authority to control the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 56 citizens of Burritt Center (Winnebago 


‘Connty, Illinois) Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, Lodge No. 4241, 
forspeedy passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, memorial and resolutions of 36 citizens of same place, for pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition in support of House bill 6312, for relief ot 
W. W. Kidwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition in support of House bill 12619, for relief of Thomas 
F. Lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition on claim of Joel Johnson, of Jefferson County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of the committee of one hundred of 
Lynn, Mass., praying passage of House bill 12207, a bill to restrict 
immigration—to the Select Committeeon Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, resolutions of the Arkwright Club, of Boston, Mass., against 
free silver coinage; also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, protesting against the free coinaye of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of John Frisky and 24 others, citi- 
zens of Green Center, Noble County, Indiana, in favor of the immediate 
passage of the option bill and alleging that they are profoundly im- 
pressed with the conviction that the gigantic gambling device known 
as ‘‘short?’ selling has been a potent cause of producing the serious 
agricultural depression from which thecountry has suffered; also, reso- 
lutions of Smith Alliance, No. 21, Churubusco, Whitley County, In- 
diana, in favor of the immediate passage of the ‘‘option”’ bill, and 
alleging that the point has been reached when it clearly appears that the 
gamblers must be stopped or the producers must be defranded of the 
fruits of their labor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring passage 
of the bill defining ‘‘options’’ and ‘‘futures’’—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Affidavits for removal of charge of desertion against 
R. V. Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, MORRILL: Resolution of Reno Alliance, Leavenworth 
County; also, of J, M. Bacon and 12 others, of same county; also, of 
Hoge Alliance, all of Kansas, and all praying speedy passage of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, protesting against the passage of House bill 11568, 
known as the Conger bill, and urging the substitution of Senate bill 
3991, known as the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Resolutions of the mayor and common council 
and of the Business Men’s Association of the city of Evansville, Ind., 
in favor of the purchase of additional grounds for the marine hospital 
at said city, to accompany House bill 12866—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of James Campbell, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 43 citizens of Clinton County; also 
resolutions of Alliance 419, Centerfield; also of Alliance 71, Clinton 
County, all of Ohio, and all praying passage of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions adopted by Tube City Council, No. 378, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of McKeesport, Pa., urg- 
ing passage pf the Lodge immigration bill—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of citizens of Macon County, Illinois; 
also, of George Connard and 31 others, citizens of Macon County, Nli- 
nois; also, of Elwin Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of 
same county and State, all praying speedy passage of the option bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the Connecticut State Board of 
Trade, protesting against passage of the free coinage of silver bill—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Amos Taylor and others, of Beaufort 
County, North Carolina, for passage of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of Sergt. Francis Long and four others, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWEET: Memorial of Board of Trade, Boisé City, Idaho, 
praying for the free coinage of gold and silver, ete,—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petitionof 104 citizens of Hanover, Allamakee 
County, Iowa; also, of two Farmers’ Alliances of said county and State, 
praying speedy passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Kennett, Iowa; also, of certain 
citizens of Edgewood, Iowa; also, of certain citizens of Portland, Iowa, 
to control the manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, of 7 citizens of Mitchell County, Iowa, for the option bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Resolutions of Commercial Club of Kansas City, ~ 
Mo., in favor of the ratification of treaty with Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
Indians for the ceding of the lands of said Indians lying west of Okla- 
homa, and asking that appropriations be made to carry into effect said 
treaty—to the Committce on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of United Brotherhood of Carpenters, No. 7249, Jack- 
son County, Missouri, praying an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States securing to the women of the United States the right 
of suffrage—to the Select Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition of the Chicago Law Institute, 
in regard to a bill for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, in regard to suffrage for women— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition numerously signed 
by citizens of New Castle, Pa., for the passage of the Torrey bankrupt 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of John G. Myers and 15 others, promi- 
nent business men at Albany, N. Y., favoring passage of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill—to the Committee or the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of L. K. Mains and others, citizens of Jersey 
County, Illinois, praying the passage of House bill 5353, defining op- 
tions and futures and prohibiting trading therein—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. F. Frost anid others, citizens of same county and 
State, for passage of House bill 1158, known as the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. J 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolutions of Clear Lake Alli- 
ance, No. 31; also, of Grande Coulće Alliance, No. 66; also, of citizens 
of Lincoln County; also, of 13 citizens of Whitman County; also, of 22 
cilizens of The Dale, Whitman County; also, of Diamond Alliance, No. 
33; also, of Farmers’ Alliance No. 29, Guy, Whitman County; also, of 
8 citizens of Alliance No, 32; also, resolutions of West Liberty; also, of 
28 citizens, all of the State of Oregon, all praying for the speedy passage 
of the option bill—to the Comraittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 146 citizens of the State of Washington, asking for 
the repeal of the timber-land act of June 3, 1878—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, relating to the selec- 
tion of Point Turner, on Point Orchard Bay, as a proper and suitable 
site for dry dock and naval station on Puget Sound—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, s 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1891. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the legislative day of January 22, 
1891, was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr, EUSTIS. Mr. President, with the permission of the Senate, I 
desire to make a personal explanation. In the report of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday published in the Washington Post I find the follow- 
ing statement: i 

Mr. Evstis was also brought from home, although he did not arrive until after 
the vote had been taken. . 

I desire to state that I was present in this Chamber an hour before 
the first vote was taken and remained here and was present when the 
vote was taken and did vote. Therefore the statement that I was 
brought from home and arrived after the vote was taken is wholly in- 
accurate. I deem it proper to make this personal explanation because 
of the importance of the yotes which were given yesterday. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the credentials of 
LELAND STANFORD, chosen by the Legislature of California a Senator 
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from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed, as follows: 

STATE oF CALIFORNIA, Executive Department. 
Toall towhom these presents shall come, greeting: 


Know ye that, whereas it appears from certified copies of the proceedings of 
the senate and assembly of the Legislature of 1891 of the State of California, in 
joint convention assembled at 12 o'clock m. on the Mth day of January, 1591, 
now on file in this office, that the Hon, Lenaxb STANFORD received a majority 
of all the yotes of the senate and a majority of all the votes of the assembly, and 
was declared duly elected United States Senator in the Congress of the United 
States from the State of California, for the term of six years commencing March 
4, 1891; 

Now, therefore, I, H. H. Markham, governor of the State of California, in 
the name and by the authority of the people of the State of California, do com- 
mission him, the said LELAND STANFORD, United States Senator in the Congress 
of the United States from the State of California for the term of six years from 
and after the 4th day of March, A, D, 1591. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto sctmy hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be affixed, at the city of Sacramento, this the 2ist day of January, 


A. D. 1891. 

[seat] H. H. MARKHAM, Governor. 

E. G. WAITE, Secretary of State, 

Mr. BUTLER presented the credentials of J. L. M. Irby, chosen by 
the Legislature of South Carolina a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1891; which were read,‘ and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose immediately on the reading of the credentials 
of the Senator from California, but I could not call the attention of the 
Senate to them until I had examined them again, having merely heard 
them read once. 

I think I onght to say inregard to the credentials of the Senator from 
California just presented, speaking of course for myself alone, not 
undertaking to speak for any other Senator, that the credentials are 
insufficient, as it now seems to me, aud do not furnish any evidence 
whatever of the title of that Senator to his seat. The credential is in 
substance as follows: 

Whereas it appears from certified copies of the proceedingsof the senate and 
assembly of the Legislature of 1891 of the State of California, in joint conyen- 
tion assembled at 12 o’clock m, on the Mth day of January, 1591, now on file 
in this office, that Hon. LELAND STANFORD received a majority of all the votes 
of the senate and a majority of all the votes of the assembly, and was declared 
duly elected United States Senator, etc, 

Now, therefore, I, H. H. Markham, governor, eic., do commission him, the 
said LELAND STANFORD, 

It does not contain the simple affirmation, which I suppose is all 
that is necessary, that on a certain day the gentleman in question was 
duly elected. I suppose that constitutes a sufficient credential under 
the customs of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the face of it. 

Mr. HOAR. On the face of it. It merely affirms, without stating 
the facts which authorized the Legislature to proceed in joint conven- 
tion and not by concurrent vote, that on a certain day an election took 
place. Of course I suppose nobody would claim that the governor isan 
official entitled to commission a Senator. He is made by the statute 
of the United States an officer to certify to the due election. 

I presume this matter can be corrected, if it is thought best, or if, in 
view of the notorious fact of Mr. SrANFORD’s election, when the Sen- 
ate assembles in the next Congress they should do what has been done 
sometimes before the credentials arrive, swear him in, there would 
be no difficulty. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
there is abundant time before the expiration of the present term to 
have the credentials putin proper form. There can be no question 
about the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, I submit the safest policy is to adhere to the proper 
and necessary form of certifying credentials. 

Mr. HOAR. That was done in the case of the credentials of Mr. 
EVARTS as a Senator from New York, which, though very voluminous, 
seemed to some Senators insufficient. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12782) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes; in which it requested the con- 

_ currence of the Senate. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I give notice that at the conclusion of the routine 
morning business I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations, which was partly considered 
in the morning hour on the 16th instant. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention of the 
Senator from Nebraska to the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], which, by unanimous consent, was to be laid 
before the Senate at the conclusion of morning business. 

Mr.PADDOCK,. There seems to have been a little conflict of orders. 
Before that order was made a similar order had been made with refer- 
ence to the Indian depredations bill. It occupied the morning hour 
one day and it went over to be considered in the next morning hour, 
standing as the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations forthe naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 50 citizens of the State of New 
York, praying for an amendment to the international copyright bill 
extending the benefits of the Jaw to lithographers, ete.; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the United Labor League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the international copy- 
right bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Spear, A. J. Wright, and J. 
M. Hazel, of Philadelphia, Pa:, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J. M. Hamilton and 14 other citizens of Lawrence County, 
Pennsylvania; A 

Petition of M. E. Ash and 51 other citizens of Mercer County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

Petition of H. J. Osborn and 10 other citizens of Erie County, Penn- 
sylvania; : 

“ Petition of Leroy Dean and 21 other citizens of Venango County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of J. A. Taylor and 18 other citizens of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania; r : 

Petition of J. O. Lothrop and 15 other citizens of Erie County, Penn- 
sylvania; $ 

Petition of Forest Hill Farmers’ Alliance, of Beaver County, Penn- 
sylyania; 
Y Petition of Welcome Alliance Industrial School of Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Chestnut Grove Alliance of North East, Pennsylvania; 
and 

Petition of W. L. Mendenhall and 11 other citizens of Jefferson 
County, Pennsylvania. ` 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. Moopy) presented the following petitions, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Petition of Lewis D. Paradee and 37 othercitizens of Union County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Jefferson Alliance, No, 469, of Union County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of Big Sioux Alliance, No. 544, of Union County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of Henry Oakes and 11 other citizens of Union County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of C. H. Anderson and 17 other citizens of Manchester, 
Kingsbury County, South Dakota; : 

Resolutions of Manchester Farmers’ Alliance, No, 417, of Manches- 
ter, Kingsbury County, South Dakota; 

Petition of E. P. St. John and 13 other citizens of Deuel County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Garfield Alliance, No, 254, of Clark, Clark County, 
South Dakota; - 

Petition of Joseph Phillips and 19 other citizens of Garfield, Clark 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Kilborn, Grant County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of West Union Alliance, No. 599, of Day County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of E. C. Price and 14 other citizens of Day County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of C. W. Wright and 22 other citizens of Plano, Hanson 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of H. C. Spain and 19 other citizens of Ohio Township, Hand 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of K, E. Squires and 21 other citizens of Union County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of A. M. Breedlove and 33 other citizens of McCook County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Gabriel L, Fiellestard and 35 other citizens of Miner 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Hendue Farmers’ Alliance, of Miner County, South 
Dakota; : 

Petition of G. W. Sickler and 9 other citizens of Spink County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of Garfield Farmers’ Alliance, No, 545, of Spink County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Alvah Hockett and 19 other citizens of Aurora County, 
South Dakota; 
meen of Centre Alliance, No, 435, of Aurora County, South 

kota; 

Petition of Frank Longhead and 18 other-citizens of Davison County, 
South Dakota; 
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' Resolutions of Tobin Alliance, of Davison County, South Dakota; 


Petition of Charles J. Scott, William S. Egnew, and 90 other citi- 


Resolutions of Grand Meadow Farmers’ Alliance, No. 510, of Sanborn | zens of Swanton Township, Lucas County, Ohio; and 


County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Fenton Keman and 8 other citizens of Sanborn County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of J. H. Eastman and 50 other citizens of Roberts County, 
Sonth Dakota; and f 

Petition of William F, Horr and 10 other citizens of Roberts County, 
South Dakota. 

Mr. CASEY also presented the petition of C. P. Peterson and 27 other 
citizens of Bisbee, Towner County, North Dakota, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN pronen a petition of the Tacoma (Wash.) Chamber 
of Commerce of Washington, praying Congress to enact such legisla- 
tion and make such appropriations as may be necessary for the con- 
struction of a naval station and dry dock to be situated at Port Orchard, 
Wash.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage or 
the Conger Jard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Guy Farmers’ Alliance, No. 29, of Whitman County, 
Washington; and 

Petition of Clear Lake Alliance, No. 31, of Spokane County, Wash- 

ington. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of J. W. Millikin and 15 other 
citizens of Traverse City, Mich., and the petition of J. H. Hudson and 
21 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage of the Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, prayin 
for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, an 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of W. C. Vanhorn, Daniel H, Martin, M. Ella Moffatt, and 
144 other citizens of Albion, Iowa; 

Petition of M. Ella Moffatt, president, and E. E. Vanhorn, secretary, 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Albion, Iowa, repre- 
senting 49 members; 

Petition of Malinda C. Baldwin, president, and Mary J. Hussey, 
secretary, of Nonpartisan Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Albion, Iowa, representing 24 members; 

Petition of J. C. Mages, president, and William A. Gibbons, secre- 
tary, of Marshalltown District Methodist Episcopal Conference at Al- 
bion, Iowa, representing 27 members; and 

Petitionof J. S. Sands, chief templar, and Stella Devine, secretary, of 
the Good Templars’ Lodge of Albion, Iowa, representing 41 members. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also presented the following petitions, praying 
Ae Toe pasig of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 

e table: 

Petition of Grange No. 37, Patrons of Husbandry of Council Bluffs, 
Towa; and 

Petition of 37 citizens of Pottawattamie County, Iowa. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Homer, Le Bontillier & Co. and 
other merchants of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Hie also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the bill to restrict immigration, as reported by the Committee on Im- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration: 

Petition of Bridesburgh (Pa.) Council, No. 135, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics; 

Petition of Diligent Council, No. 4, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa, 

Petition of Sterling Council, No. 449, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Hantzdale, Pa. 

Petition of Empire Council, No. 12, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; 

Petition of Evening Star Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Keystone Council, No. 11, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Petition of Elk Lick Council, No. 400, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of American Council, No. 30,Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor; 

Petition of J. W. Carpenter, O. A. Wood, Ollie Jackson, and 113 
other citizens of Montpelier, Ohio; 

Petition of Marshall Diggs, Mamie Hardy, and 33 members of the 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Montpelier, Ohio; 

Petition of W. L. Fulton, Charles Trux, and 113 other citizens of 
Williams County, Ohio; Iw 

Petition of A. Williams, Mrs. A. H. Brubaker, and 55 othercitizens 
of Williams County, Ohio; 

Petition of V. Powers, A. Boiley, secretary of the Williams County 
Sunday School Union, of Williams County, Ohio; 


Petition of I. P. Wood, John Fleming, Phasbe Wood, and 56 other 
citizens of Pern Township, Ohio. 

Mr, SHERMAN also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati, Ohio, 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
ponda for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. e 

He also presented the petition of the Henderson-Achert-Krebs Litho- 
graphic Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an amendment to 
the proposed international copyright bill for the protection of the 
lithographic, chromo publishing and photographie trades; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of George D. Shafer, John M. Corwin, and 78 other citizens 
of Crawford, Orange County, New York; and 

Petition of J. V. Goodrich, Mrs. F. H. Skutt, and 106 other citizens 
of North Rose, Wayne County, New York. . 

Mr, SANDERS presented the petition of Eliza Adelaide Ball, of Santa 
Barbara, Cal., praying for an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Laundrymen’s National Associa- 
tion of America, praying for the passage of House bill 5357, known as 
the Morrow Chinese exclusion act; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented the petition of Charles C. Kilburn, mas- 
ter and pilotof the tugboat Jessie Benton, the Admiral’s dispatch hoat, 
praying that the pension laws be amended; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of citizens of Edgecomb County, 
North Carolina, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. T present a letter from a very intelligent young man 
of Columbia, S. C., by the name of C. Fitzsimons, secretary of the South- 
ern Cotton-Oil Company, of Columbia, S. C., presenting a very concise 
and satisfactory argument—satisfactory to my mind—against the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill. Inasmuch as that bill is now pending, I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the printed stereotyped form of a petition 
that is being circulated for signers, praying for the of the Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill, signed by some 75 citizens of the city of Jackson, 
Tenn., and approved by the Jackson Board of Trade. I move that the 
petition lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I also present a petition of the Butchers’ Protective 
Association of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the passage of what is 
known as the Conger lard bill. Having no sympathy whatever with 
the objects of the petition, but recognizing the right of petition, I pre- 
sent the resolutions and move that they lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of J. Weiner and 48 other 
citizens of Holmes County, Mississippi, praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie.on the table. 

Mr, CULLOM presented the following petitions of Temperance Unions 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importa- 
tion, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by W. 
M. Owen, W. T. Hartley, Martha C. Caraway, and 58 other citizens of 
Edgar County, Illinois; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by W. 
E. Boon, J. C. Caraway, Flora Bolen, and 63 other citizens of Edgar 
County, Ilinois; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Frank S. McKee, Taylor Glick, Mrs. R. Boon, and 87 other citizens of 
Edgar County, Illinois; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Horace Reed, pastor of the Methodist Episcopal Church, zapre niing 
300 members; H. K. Weiber, pastor ; Ralph Hill, clerk of the Baptist 
Church, representing 75 members of Clinton, Il. ; and 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by W. 
H. Kerr, pastor, and H. Addison, clerk of the Christian Church, rep- 
resenting 165 members; Mrs, A. E. Argo, president, and Mrs, 8. E. 
Richards, secretary, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, rep- 
resenting 165 members; W. H. Kerr, pastor, and H. Addison, clerk 
of the Christian Church, representing 32 members; J. C. Meredith, 
M. Harp, and 294 other citizens of Clinton, TIl. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented a petition of the retail butchers of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 37 of the Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, of Union County, Illinois, praying for tho 
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passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lic on 
the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of citizens of Portland, Me., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 22 citizens of the State of Maine, 
praying for the passage of the international copyright bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. TI also present the petition of J. W. Winter and H. R. 
Rich, citizens of the United States, earnestly praying thata law be en- 
acted ‘‘ which shall compel the Treasury of the United States to receive 
all the potatoes that may be offered by any citizen of the United States, 
and issue certificates of deposit for the same at the rate of $1 for cach 
60 pounds so deposited, said certificates to be legal tender for all dues, 
debts, and demands.”’ I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nantucket, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the Torrey. bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition, numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Atchison County, in the Stato of Missouri, calling attention to 
the Conger lard bill and urging that it may be speodily enacted into 
law. As the bill has been reported, I move that tho petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
poega ok the Paddock pure-food bill; which-were ordercd to lie on 
the table: s 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 540, of Polk County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 204, of Daviess County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 5646, of Shelby 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1197, of Barry County, 
Missouri; ; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 759, of De Kalb 
County, Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 734, of Cass County, 
Missouri,  ' 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented the petition of Cameron District 
Grange, of Missouri, praying for the passage of the Conger Jard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. C. Fraker, Joseph Carlock, 
Ophelia Overstreet, and 197 other citizens of Eureka Springs, Ark., 
praying for the passage of the bill toprohibit the importation, exporta- 
tion, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pine Bluffs (Ark.) Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the bill providing for the appointment of anational commission on the 
subject of social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor: 

Petition signed by L. P. Hines, superintendent, and Miss Grace Smel- 
ser, secretary, of Bibleclass of Baptist Church of Eureka Springs, Ark., 
representing 28 members; 

Petition of R. S. Stevenson, Daniel McIntyre, and 4 other teachers 
of the First Presbyterian Sunday School of Eureka Springs, Ark. ; 

Petition of O. C. York, W. F. Purcell, and 19 members of the Chris- 
tian Sabbath School of Eureka Springs, Ark. ; 

Petition of Minnie Rogers, president, and Ophelia Overstreet, secre- 
tary, of Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Eureka Springs, 
Ark., representing 7 members; 

Petition of R. M. Floyd, M. D., and 5 other physicians of Eureka 
Springs, Ark, ; 

Petition of J. C. Tracker, superintendent, and Nellie McCollester, 
secretary of the Methodist Sunday school of Eureka Springs, Ark., rep- 
resenting 18 teachers; 

Petition of W. Irelan, pastorof Christian Church, and 5 other minis- 
ters of the various churches of Eureka Springs, Ark,; and 

Petition of C. S. Barnett, superintendent of city schools of Eureka 
Springs, Ark., and 11 teachers. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of citizens of Crawford County, Indiana; 

Petition of Good Luck Lodge, No. 2419, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of Crawford County, Indiana; 

Petition of citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana; 

Petition of citizens of Hillsborough, Fountain County, Indiana; 

Petition of the New Market Alliance, No. 261, of Indiana; and 


Petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, County As- 
sembly of Floyd County, Indiana. - 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Julia H. Cox, of Richmond, 
Wayne County, Indiana, praying to be granted a pension as army 
nurse; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 22 citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of the Chicago (Il].) Law In- 
stitute, praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of the Supreme 
Court; which was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the international copy- 
right bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J. W. Franks & Son, of Peoria, Tll.; and 

Petition ofthe Hughes Lithograph Company and other business firms 
of Chicago, Iil. i 

Mr. FARWELL also presented the following petitions of citizens of 
Tilinois, praying for the passage of the Torrey hankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Mandel Brothers of Chicago, Ill.; . 

Petition of J. J. Oberlin and other citizens of Hirscher, Tl].; and 

Petition of the National Association of Stove-Manufacturers of the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of John A. Rhodes & Co., of Whit- 
ing, Mo,, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Subunion No. 3106, Farmers and La- 
borers’ Union, of De Kalb County, Missouri, praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions of citizens of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the pure-lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Petition of the Hornview Alliance, No. 324, of Russell County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of G. A. Hawley and other citizens of Butler County, 
Kansas; i 

Petition of Alliance No. 43, of Bentley, Kans, ; 

Petition of B. C. Smith and 41 other citizens of Sedgwick County, 
Kansas; and 

Petition of B. B. Dougherty and 31 other citizens of Barber County, 


ansas. 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the following petitions of temperance 
unions of Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the im- 
portation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic bev- 
erages; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by E- 
M. Exley, A. Everah, Etta A. Cunningham, and 80 other citizens of 
Iola, Kans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by E. 
M. Eckley, W. Cunningham, Mrs, C. A. Kinney, and 94othercitizens 
of Iola, Kans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by H. 
Owen, Jacob Griffith, S. Esther Snyder, and 186 others, of El Dorado, 

ans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Marion S. Fee, H, S. Randall, Francis M. Noble, and 53 other citizens 
of El Dorado, Kans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by H. 
H. Groan, J. G. Schumaker, Mrs. Belle Hunter, and 18 other citizens of 
El Dorado, Kans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
William Davidson; president, representing 230 members, of Topeka, 
Kans.; an 

Petition of First Baptist Church, signed by Jobn H. Calvin, chief 
clerk, representing 400 members, of Topeka, Kans, 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the memorial of R. D. Morrison, D. A. 
Houff, and other citizensof the State of Kansas, the memorial of A. O, 
Pagett, W. L. Record, and other citizens of the State of Kansas, and 
a memorial of the Walnut Grove Alliance, No. 1862, of the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of alliances and unions of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, No. 63, of 
Harvey County, Kansas; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, No. 2050, of 
Rice County, Kansas; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, No. 27, of 
Cowley County, Kansas; ~- 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, No. 1974, of 
Johnson County, Kansas; and 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, No. 2205, of 
Phillips County, Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB also presented a petition of the Mount Union Farmers’ 
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Alliance, No. 1107, of Louisville, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to He on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of the Shawnee County (Kansas) Teachers’ 
Association, and a petition of the First Baptist Church representing 
400 members, of Topeka, Kans., praying for the passage of a bill pro- 
viding for the appointment of a national commission to investigate 
a vice; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


He also presented resolutions passed by the House of Representa-- 


tives of the Kansas Legislature, remonstrating against the passage of 
the force bill, and praying for the enactment of laws authorizing the 
free and unlimited coinase of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Cushing Naval Veterans 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the record of Charles Smith, deceased, and the granting ofa pen- 
we to his widow; which was referred to the Committee.on Naval Af- 

airs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the First Congregational Church 
of Westminster, Mass., praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting 
the opening of the Columbian Exposition on Sundays; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of A. D. P: Moses and 86 other 
citizens of North Gorham, Me., and the petition of E. F. Harris and 


27 other citizens of East Machias, Me., praying for the passage of the. 


bill providing for the appointment of a national commission on the 
subject of social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As preliminary to the submission of a re- 
port from the Committee on the Judiciary, I ask that Calendar No. 
2329, Senate bill 4543, may be recommitted to that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 4543) to define the jurisdiction of the 
police court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to taking up any bill from the Calendar until 
morning business is concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business isin order. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Iowa is making a report, and asks for the recommittal of a 
bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Has the recommittal of that bill been had? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. a 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I now, by the direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, report the bill (S. 4543) to define the jurisdiction of 
the police court of the District of Columbia, with an amendment, and 
I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. = 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
stibject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla 
Irrigation Company a right of way through the Umatilla Indian reser- 
yation in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4768) granting right of way for an irrigation ditch and railroad side- 
track across the quartermaster’s depot reservation in Yuma County, 
Ariz., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger; and 

A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
County, Missouri, : 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. 
Horn, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to Laura J. Haydon, formerly 
Burke, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PREVENTION OF COUNTERFEITING, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 10862) to prevent counter- 
feiting or manufacture of dies, tools, or other implements used in coun- 
terfeiting, and providing penalties therefor. I ask unanimous consent 
to explain in a single word why I desire to pnt the bill on its passage 
now, if I may have leave. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the Senator from Vermont will proceed: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis a bill that passed the House of Representa- 
tives some time ago, but we have been unable to report it until now, 
not on account of any difficulty with the bill, but on account of circum- 
stances that everybody is acquainted with. It is merely a technical 
bill extending to a certain class of counterfeited papers and things what 


the law now is as to other things, it having been found that the pres- 
ent law is defective. The amendments which the Committee on the 
Judiciary recommend are merely technical, to perfect the bill. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, who is taking care of genuine coins and se- 
curities, ete., is extremely desirous that the bill should be got through 
at this session on account of a failure of justice in some instances that 
have been brought to his attention. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be now considered. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘of,’’ 
to insert the words ‘‘any of;'’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘bronze,’’ to 
strike out the word ‘‘ or,” and after ‘‘copper,’’ in the same line, to jn- 
sert the words ‘‘ or other;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘‘who,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘has’’ and insert ‘shall have;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘fraud- 
ulently,”’ to insert ‘‘ or unlawfully; in line 17, after the word ‘‘ who,” 
to strike out “permit ’’ and insert “‘shall permit;’’ in line 18, after 
the word ‘“‘for,’? to insert the words “ or in aid of;” inline 19, after the 
word ‘‘States,’’ to strike out the words “‘as above described”? and insert 
‘thereinbefore mentioned;’’? and in line 20, after the word “thereof, 
to strike out the words ‘‘in any circuit or district court of the United 
States;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That every person who, within the United States or any Territory thereof, 
makes any die, hub, or mold, either of steel or plaster, or any other substance 
whatsoever, in likeness or similitude, as tothe design or the inscription thercon, 
of any die, hub, or mold designated for the coining or making of any of the gen- 
uine gold, silver, nickel, bronze, copper, or other coins of the United States that 
Hata beer or hereafter may be coined atthe mints ofthe United States, or who 
willingly aids or assists in the making of any such die, hub, or mold, or any 
part thereof, or who causes or procures to be made any such die, hub, or mold, 
orany part thereof, without authorityfrom the Secretary of the Treasury ofthe 
United States or other proper officer, or who Shall have in his possession any 
such die, hub, or mold with intent to fraudulently or unlawfully use the same, or 
who shall permit the same to be used for orin aid of the counterfeiting of any of 
the coins of the United States hereinbefore mentioned, shall, upon conviction 
thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $5,000 and by imprisonment at 
hard labor not more than ten years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

Mr..EDMUNDS. The last of that series is an amendment of sub- 
stance and it will take only a second toexplain it. I think I ought to 
mention, as it is of substance, that, as the House bill had it, in any Ter- 
ritory or in the District of Columbia it would not be possible to prose- 
cute, and therefore this change has been made. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 8, after the word “‘ or,” 
where it occurs the second time, tostrike out ‘‘has’’ and insert ‘‘shall 
have;’’ in line 9, after “mold,” to strike out ‘‘as described above’? 
and insert ‘hereinbefore mentioned ;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘frand- 
ulently,’’ to insert “or unlawfully; in line 11, after ‘' foreign,” to 
strike ont ‘‘coins’’ and insert ‘‘coin;’’ in line 13, after the word ‘‘for- 
eign,” to strike out ‘‘coins ” and insert ‘‘coin;’’ in line 14, after the 
word ‘“‘conviction,’’ to strike out ‘‘in any district or circuit court of 
the United States’’ and insert ‘‘thereof;’’ so as to make the section 
read: p 


Sec, 2. That every person who, within the United States or any Territory 
thereof, without lawful authority, makes or willingly aids or assists in making, 
or causes or procures to be made, any die, hub, or mold, either of steel or of 
plaster, or of any other substance whatsoever, in the likeness or similitude, as 
to the design or the inscription thereon, of any dye, hub, or mold designated for 
the coining of the genuine coin of any foreign Government, or who conceals or 
shall have in possession any such die, hub, or mold hereinbefore mentioned, 
with intent to fraudulently or unlawfully use the same for counterfeiting any 
foreign coin, or who knowingly suffers the same to be fraudulently used forthe 
counterfeiting of any foreign coin shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by 
a fine of not more than $2,000 or imprisonment at hard labor not more than fiyo 
years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘ who,” 
to strike out “has ” and insert “shall have; in line 8, after “ what- 
soever,’’ to insert a comma; in line 10, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to insert 
“tany,” and in the same line to strike out ‘‘ Governments’ and insert 
‘*Government;”’ in line 11, after the word “‘either,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ by 
an act of Con Y” and insert ‘‘underthe authority;’’ in line 12, after 
the word ‘‘ or,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by thelaws’’ and insert ‘‘under the au- 
thority; and in line 14 to strike out the words “‘in any circuit or dis- 
trict court of the United States” and insert “‘ thereof;’’ so ás to make 
the section read: 


Src. 3. That every person who makes, or who causes or procures to be made, 
or who brings into the United States from any foreign country, or who shall 
have in possession with intent to sell, give away, or in any other manner use 
the same, any business or professional card, notice, eer token, device, print, 
or impression, or any other thing whatsoever, whether of metal orits compound 
orof any other substance whatsoever in likeness or similitude,ns to design, 
color, or the inscription thereon,of any of the coins of the United States or of 
ay foreign government, that havo been or hereafter may be issued as monty, 
either under the authority of the United States or under the authority of any 
foreign gotero mon shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine notto 
exceed $100. 


The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word “of,” 
to insert the words ‘any of;’’ in line 2, after the word ‘‘States,”? to 
insert ‘‘or of any foreign government;’’ inline 3, after the word ‘‘or,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘counterfeit*’’ and insert ‘‘counterfeits of any of the;’’ 
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in line 4, after the word “States,” to insert ‘‘or of any foreign gov- 
ernment and all;’’ in the same line, to strike out the words “or any;”’ 
in line 5, to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ in thesame line, after 
the word ‘‘that,’’ tostrike out ‘‘has’’ andinsert ‘‘shallhaye;’’ inline G, 
after the word ‘‘any,’’ to insert ‘‘of;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘coins,’’ 
to strike out “as above described” and insert ‘‘hereinbefore men- 
tioned;’’ and, in line 8, after the word ‘‘that,’’ to strike out ‘‘are’’ 
and insert ‘shall be;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That all counterfeits of any of the obligations or other securities of 
the United States or of any foreign government, or counterfeits of any of the 
coins of the United States or of any foreign government, and all material or ap- 

ratus fitted or intended to be used, or thatshall have been used, in the mak- 
ng of any of such counterfeit obligations or other securities or coins herein- 
before mentioned, that shall be found in the possession of any person without 
authority from the Secretary of the Treasury or other proper officer to have the 
same, shall be taken possession of by any authorized agent of the Treasury De- 
partment and forfeited to the United States, and disposed of in any manner 
the Secretary of the Treasury may direct. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 5, in the following 
words: 

Thatifany United States district attorney, assistant United States district at- 
torney, or other person specially authori either of them shall have cause 
to suspect that the manufacture of counterfeit money or the concéalment of 
counterfeitmoney or the manufacture of dies,molds,or plates, fitted and intended 
to be used for the manufacture of counterfeit money of any kind or of the obli- 
gations or other securities, either of the United States of America or of a foreign 
country, or of a bank doing business under authority of a foreign government, 
or ofa bank or corporation doing business under authority of any individual 
states ofa foreign government is being carried on in any particular dwelling- 
house, store, building, boat, or other place, they, or either of them, upon proper 
application on oath to any justice of the peace, district judge, police justice, or 
any judge of the circuit or district court of the United States, or any commis- 
sioner of the United States circuit court, shall be entitled to a warrant to enter 
such house, store, building, boat, or other place, in the daytime only, and there 
to search forsuch counterfeit money, obligations, or other securities, dies, molds, 
plates, or implements, and íf sechi be found, to seize and secure the samo, an 
all such counterfeit money, obligations, or other securities, dies, molds, plates, 
or implements so seized shall be forfeited to the United States, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the several judges of courts established under the laws of the United 
States and the commissioners of such courts may, upon proper oath or affirma- 
tion, within their respective jurisdictions, issue a search warrant authorizing 
any marshal of the United States, or any other person specially mentioned in 
such warrant, to enter any house, store, building, boat, or other place named in 
such warrant, in the daytime only, in which there shall appear probable cause 
for believing that the manufacture of counterfeit money, or the concealment 
of counterfeit money or the manufacture or concealment of counterfeit obliga- 
tions orcoins of the United enantio EET foreign government, or the manufac- 
ture orconcealment of dies, hubs,molds, plates, or other things fitted or intended 
to be used for the manufacture of counterfeit money, coins, or obligations of the 
United States or of any foreign government, or of any bank doing business un- 
der the authority of the United States or of any State or Territory thereof, or of 
any bank doing business under the authority of any foreign government or of 
any political division of any foreign government,is being carried on or prac- 
ticed,-and there search for any such counterfeit Ones coins, dies, hubs, 
molds, plates, and other things, and for any such obligations, and if any such 
be found, to seize and secure the samo and to make return thereof to the 
proper suthority; and all such counterfeit money, coins, dies, hubs, molds, 
plates, and other things and all such counterfeit obligations so seized shall be 
forfeited to the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. x ; 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill further to prevent 
counterfeiting or manufacture of dies, tools, or other implements used 
in counterfeiting, and providing penalties therefor, and providing for 
issue of search warrants in such cases,’? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. EVARTS, 
and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 4938) to further amend the 
act to provide a life-saving service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4939) giving the consent 
of the United States to the erection of a bridge across Portage Lake, 
Houghton County, Michigan, between the villages of Houghton and 
Hancock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 4940) for the relief of William B. 
Campbell, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4941) grantinga pension to Eliza 
Adelaide Ball; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4942) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 4943) for the relief of Thomas 
Cushing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 4944) granting a pension to 
Maria S. Whitney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4945) for the establishment of a 
light and fog signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4946) to punish intruders on the lands 
of the Chickasaws, Choctaws, Cherokees, Creeks, and Seminoles; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr, MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4947) to incorporate the Pa- 
cific Cable Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4948) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Edward Wertheimer, of New York, N. Y.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (S. ied authorizing 
sale of title of United States in lot 5, in square south of square 990; 
which was read twice byits title, and referred tothe Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4950) for the relief of the heirs of 
Samuel B, Sparkman, of Nashville, Tenn. ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BLODGETT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. BUTLER submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr, CAMERON it was 


Ordered, That Madeira and Cabada have leave to withdraw the papers in 
their case from the files of the Senate, there being no adverse report. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House Nie Atal ves concurring therein), Thatthere 
be printed in pamphlet form, with cover, 15,000 extra copies of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in support of Senate bill 4827, to amend an act 
entitled "An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Com: ny 5 Nicaragua,” of 

e 


which 5,000 shall be for the uso of the Senate and 10,000 for t Touse of Repre- 
sentatives, 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized 
to continue its investigations with all of the duties and powers authorized by 
the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of J bad 81,1888, Decem- 
ber 6, 1888, December 4, 1889, and of September 23, 1890, during the coming receds 
and report to the next session of the Senate, 


HOUR OF MEETING, 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, the Senate will meet at 11 o'clock 
a,m,,and the order of morning business shall continue for one hour only, 

REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask for an order to be passed directing the print- 
ing of the judiciary bill organizing the courts as it passed the Senate, 
‘There are none now in print. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: , 


Ordered, That 1,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States be printed as amended and passed by 
the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the Senate and 600 copies forthe House of 
Representatives, , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will be agreed to, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 


ABSENT SENATORS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. If there be no furthér morning business, I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the Indian depredations 


ill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there further resolutions, concurrent 
or other? If not, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The CMIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. Doipn directing the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to make certain inquiries and report to the 
Senate concerning clause 3 of Rule V of the rules of the Senate. 
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Mr. GORMAN. [I trust the Senator from Oregon will let the reso- 
lution go over and not press it now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand it is the disposition of the Senator 
from Oregon to let the resolution go over, and I call his attention to 
the request of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the resolution is likely to provoke discussion, I 
am willing that it should go over, retaining its place. I do not desire 
it to go to the Calendar. I did not see how anyone could object to 
the inquiry proposed, but I am fast learning that the rules of the Ben- 
ate are not to be enforced. Iam not very particular about the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr, PADDOCK. What is the understandingabontit? I hayethe 
floor, I believe. 

Mr. MITCHELL, As I offered the resolution, I desire to say a 
word—— 

Mr.DOLPH. Thisis not the resolution introduced by my colleague. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg on, I thought it was the resolution 
in regard to the gun factories on the Pacific coast, which is to be laid 
before the Senate this morning. 

Mr. HALE. What is the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Dora Jan- 
uary 26, 1891, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to inquire and report to the Senate at as carly a day as practicable, 
whether clause 3 of Rule V of the rules of the Senateis sucha compliance with 
the requirements of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution, as to the manner 
in which the attendance of absent members may be compelled, as to authorize 
less than a quorum of the Senate when in seasion to compel the attendance of 
absent mem she Kapa whether a direction by the Senate, less than a quorum be- 
ing present, to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to compel the attendance of 
absent members, as provided forin said third clause of Rule V, isa sufficient 
warrant and authority to the Sergeant-at-Arms to authorize him to use force, if 
necessary, in bringing absent Senators to the Senate Chamber, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This resolution was submitted yesterday 
and went over. 

Mr. HALE, I think the Senator from Oregon yesterday when he 
presented the resolution asked, as the RECORD shows, that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. That would seem to be a very 
proper disposition of it, and if the Senator consents to that now, in ac- 
cordance with his original idea, the committee can consider it and re- 


rt. 
Paes DOLPH. If that is satisfactory to the Senator from Maryland, 
I will consent to it. 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggest that the resolution go over. 

Mr. DOLPH. Retaining its place? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Rather than be referred ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, rather than be referred. Let it go oven 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over, retaining its 
place. : 


SITE OF GUN FACTORY ON PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. PADDOCK, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 8150, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), Before sub- 
mitting the request to the Senate, the Chair will inquire whether there 
is further morning business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will Inter, when the Chair states that the bill 
is taken up. It is the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication 
and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations, which was 
considered in the morning hour early last week and partially finished, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a resolution coming over 
from yesterday, the Chair understands, submitted by the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr, MITCHELL], which the Chair thinks it is his duty to lay 
before the Senate at this time. The resolution will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A resolution submitted by Mr. MITCHELL di- 
recting the Secretary of War to fitrnish to the Senate certain informa- 
tion relative to selecting a site for the location and establishment of a 

n factory on the Pacific coast, etc. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On yesterday a message was received from the 
Presidentofthe United States communicating a request from the Secre- 
tary of War, accompanied by an additional report from the board recently 
organized for the purpose of investigating in regard to steel forgings, gun 
factory, ete. I now ask that that resolution lie oyver, retaining its place, 
until the report can be printed, in order that we may see what it con- 
hep It may contain the very information called for by this reso- 

ution. ; 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sena- 
tor from Oregon asks that this resolution may lie upon the table, and 
me err the Calendar, until the report to which he alludes has been 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the report to which the Senator alludes? 
I did not catch what the Senator said about the report. 
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Mr, MITCHELL. A supplemental report, a final report, was sent to 
the Senate yesterday by the President of the United States, from the 
board organized to investigate in regard to steel forgings, gun factory, 
ete. LIask that my resolution lie over until that is printed, in order 
that we may see what itis. It may contain the very information called 
for by my resolution. 

In this connection I desire to state that the RECORD of this morning 
says that that communication was on yesterday ordered to be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, but it does not show that it was 
ordered to be printed. I hope the report may be printed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What was the order in regard to printing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary tliat the report was ordered to be printed. Is there further morn- 
ing business? If not, that order is closed, 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE, Of course the Senator from Nebraska understands that 
Hs this bill is taken up it will give way at 2 o'clock to the unfinished 

usiness. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly, It is simply a renewal of the consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HALE. And for the remainder of the morning hour only. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? ` 

Mr, MORGAN, Tsce that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
isnot here and he is opposed to the bill. To give him an opportunity 
to come in, I object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not hear the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAn] states that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs], whois 
opposed to the bill, is not in his seat, 

Mr. PADDOCK, Mr. President, unless the Senator from Alabama 
knows the Senator from Arkansas desires to have a postponement of 
the bill, I shall feel constrained to move its consideration. It was 
considered in the morning hour the other day, read at length, debated 
somewhat, and went over at the conclusion of the morning hour. I 
think it is nothing more than fair that the bill should be considered 
by the Senate at the present time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willagain inquireif there 
is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] de- 
sires to make some observations upon the bill this morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not rise to object at all, but tosay withroeference 
to the labor bill, the arrears for pay for eight hours’ labor performed un- 
der the law by Government employés, that it isthe understanding that 
I shall move that for consideration immediately after the determina- 
tion of the Senate upon the apportionment bill. Therefore Linterpose 
no objection to therequest of the Senator from Nebraska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.8150) to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations. 

Mr, REAGAN. The amendment reported by the Senate committce 
was a substitute forthe bill, That was read the other day, was it not? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Both the original bill and the substitute were 
read. I may as well state briefly the legislative condition or stage of 
the proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator hear me one moment before he starts 
in with this bill? 

Mr, PADDOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. It is exceedingly important that a bill which will not 
oceupy ten minutes, and to which there is no objection, should be 
passed now. It is Order of Business 2418, Senate bill 4886, to author- 
ize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy Kiver, etc. The circumstances are these, The rail- 
road people reached Tug Fork and commenced to build a bridge, 
never supposing that it was a navigable stream; but an appropriation 
had at some time been made, and the district attorney proceeded to 
enjoin them from building without the consentof Congress. Thecon- 
tractors are now there waiting to work on the bridge, and it is exceed- 
ingly desirable that this bill should pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska yield 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PADDOCK, Ishall very cheerfully yield to the Senator from 
Maine to call up the bill to which he refers, but I have a prior obliga- 
tion to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], who has a short 
bill, equally important as it is represented to me, which he thinks wil) 
take but a moment to pass. Iam, therefore, at least under a moral 
obligation to my distinguished friend from Wisconsin to yield to him 
first, and then it will give me great felicity to yield to the Senator from 
Maine. 

Mr. FRYE, The Senator is very courteous. 
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BUILDING LINE IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. SPOONER. Task the Senator from Nebraska to yield to me 
that Imay request the Senate to proceed to tho consideration of Cal- 
endar No. 2330 reported from the District Committee? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido so yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill be informally laid aside in 
order that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of the bill 
named by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3736) legalizing the action of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia in granting permits to ex- 
tend any building or buildings beyond the building line, and declar- 
ing such building or buildings to be lawful structures. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the action of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in heretofore 
Bra Pern the dof Wastington Ta te Diheret Corabia, bey oad 
Paitding ime, and Apoita Meert and ‘avenues of said city, is hereby ratified, 
without prejudice, however, to the legal rights of the Government in the event 
of the destruction by fire, or otherwise, of any such structure, And hereafter 
no such permits shall be prantad except upon spaca application and with the 
Faai of all of said commissioners and the approval of the Secretary of 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have an explanation of that bill. 
is the necessity for it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first state the ques- 
tion. The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Tshould have stated that the understanding with 
my friend from Wisconsin was that if this bill led to prolonged or 
lengthy debate it should not be pressed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can explain, I think, in a moment tho necessity 
for the bill. 

The commissioners of the District, if I may have the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam listening ifI can get other Senators to take 
their seats. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The commissioners of the District have for a num- 
ber of years been in the habit of granting permits to the residents of 
the city to construct buildings extending, so far as ornamentation is 
concerned, bay windowsand thelike, beyond the buildingline. Citizens 
have in large numbers, acting under these permits and in good faith, 
constructed residences and other buildings. Mecently the supreme 
court of the District decided that the commissioners had no authority 
to grant such permits, which renders, of course, if that decision shall 
be sustained, those structures illegal. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia were of the opinion, as 
it had been the custom for so long a time for the commissioners to graut 
such permits upon a report of the engineer officer as to their propriety, 
reference being had to the public interests, and as the citizens acting 
in good faith under the permits made their investments and their ex- 
penditures, that so far as the past was concerned the structures ought 
to be legalized, with this reservation, that, if at any time any one of 
those structures should be destroyed by fire or otherwise, the Govern- 
ment should havea right to prevent a reconstruction, except in accord- 
ance with the strict building line. ‘This legalization refers only towhat 
has transpired in the past and it provides a rule as to the future: 

And hereafter no such permits shall bo granted except upon 


tion and with the concurrence of all of said commissioners an 
of the Secretary of War, 


What 


ial applica- 
the approval 


That is all there is of tho proposition, and that is a statement of the 
necessity for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator whether this bill 
is broad enough in its scope to protect the lady who has been involved 
in court here for a good while. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iso understood. 

Mr. CULLOM, L hope it is. 

Mr. SPOONER, That was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that lady has had a pretty hard time of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was the intention of the committee in every in- 
stance where a citizen of the District has, under such a permit, con- 
structed a building, that it should be legalized by this bill, 

The amendment was a to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM, I wish to make the remark that I made a little 
while ago a little more specific. I have heard a good deal about the 
controversy that a lady by the name of Mrs. Cole has had with refer- 
ence to the question of building over the line, as it is termed, and I 
am unwilling that anything shall pass here looking to that subject 
which is not broad enough in its scope to protect this lady from pros- 
ecution by the District authorities, 


Mr. HARRIS, The bill was intended to protect this lady anda 
thousand other citizens who are in precisely the same category. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had not heard of anybody else. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is onlyone remark I should like to inter- 
ject here for record, and that is that the commissioners of the District 
should not do so any more. There is a continuous series of trespasses 
upon the building lines in this District which tend to deform our beau- 
tiful streets, 

Mr. SPOONER. Lagree entirely with the Senator in that. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill ratifying the action 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in granting permits 
to extend buildings beyond the building line, and regulating the grant- 
ing of such permits hereafter,” 


BRIDGES OVER TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. FRYE. Now, if my distinguished friend from Nebraska will 
let me pass the bill to which I referred -—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishall yield to my more distinguished friend. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is very kind. I ask that Order of Busi- 
ness 2418, Senate bill 4886, may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending order may be informally laid aside to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at certain points where the same forms the boundary line be- 
tween the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, which were, in section 3,line 3, after the word ‘‘said,’’ tostrike 
out the word ‘‘structure’’ and insert ‘structures, orany of them,” and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘or,”’ to strike out the word ‘‘its’’ 
and insert “‘their;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the right to alter, amend, orrepeal this act is hereby expressly reserved, 
and the right to require any changes in said structures, or any of them, or their 
entire removal at the expense of the owners thereof, or the corporation or per- 
sons controlling the same, whenever the public interest requires it, is also cx- 
pressly reserved, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length, and 
also the substitute reported by the Senate committee. One.amend- 
ment has been made to the amendment proposed by the committee, 
in section 3, line 4, strike out the word ‘‘creditable’’ and insert the 
word ‘‘credible,”” The question ison agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee as amended. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I will state that some time ago,’ . 


during the preceding session of this pets the Senate Committee on 
Indian Depredations reported a bill on this subject to the Senate. The 
bill under consideration at the present time is a House bill onthe same 
subject. When the House bill came to the Senate it was referred to 
and considered by the committee, and after very careful consideration 
the determination was reached to report the Senate bill as an amend- 
ment to the House bill, in the nature of a substitute, That is theleg- 
islative condition of the measure as it stands now before the Senate. 

But, Mr, President, I only desire for myself, beyond what I have said 
at the present time, to correct a statement made by myself when this 
bill was under consideration before. 

Mr. GORMAN. It isimpossible to hear the Senator from Nebraska, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ifor one shonld like to have an explanation made 
of the difference between the House bill and the proposed substitute of 
the Senate committee. af 

Mr. PADDOCK. So far as I am concerned, as I stated at the out- 
set, I desire only to present the bill and make a single correction in 
reference to a statement I made before. After I shall have done that 
Ishall let my colleague on the committee, the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. ALLEN], as prearranged, have an opportunity to make a state- 
ment; and the line of observations proposéd to be followed by him will, 
as he tells me, be a full answer to the questions put by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. Iwill not, therefore, do more than to make 
the correction to which I haye before referred. I desire to say as to 
the statement or estimate of the probable cost to the Government made 
by me when the bill was under consideration before—a statement 


1856 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


J ANUARY 27, 


made only from memory, without the reports of the Department before 
me—that the same was incorrect and misleading. 

As I now remember,I stated the amount of Indian claims which had 
been investigated by the Interior Department as the number of claims 
that had been actually allowed by the Interior Department. This was 
a grave error, which I desire, as I said before, to correct. Thenumber 
of claims—and this is to the date of January 16, 1891—received to that 
date at the Department, filed, and formally considered and reported upon 
by the Secretary of the Interior was 1,239, aggregating in amount $4,- 
315,120.40. Of this amount, under the sifting processes of the Interior 
Department—which I will say,from my own personal knowledge as to 
some of these cases that have been investigated in my own section, has 
been very thorough—there was only $1,348,033.31, only about 30 per 
cent. of those that were considered investigated by the Department 
and reported to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior with the rec- 
ommendation that they be paid. 

Mr. President, T will not go into the subject any further at this time, 
but yield the floor to the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. 
Hereafter and before the debate shall be closed I may have something 
more-in detail to say on the whole subject. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN, 
of this measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House bill has been read; the 
substitute reported by the committee of the Senate has been read, and 
a single verbal amendment has been made to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr, PADDOCK. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I will 
say to him that the Senate bill, as reported during the last session, was 
moved by the Committee on Indian Depredations of the Senate as an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute to the House bill. Both were 
read at the last consideration of this subject, so that the question will 
recur on the amendment, it being the substitution of the Senate for 
the House bill. r 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say thatit seems to me the House bill is 
the better bill of the two. I say that with all respect to the commit- 
tee, becanse—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ought to state to the Sen- 
ator from Texas that he has recognized the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. ALLEN] to proceed with his remarks upon the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] 
yield to me for one moment, before he proceeds? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I agree, so far as Tam concerned, very fully with 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that the House billis the better 
bill; but, of course, before the substitute is yoted upon, if there are 
any amendments to be offered, they ought to be submitted. I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] to 
an amendment which I think ought to be madeat the proper time, and 
if no other Senator offers it I shali, to strike out in line 10, page 10, 
‘the words ‘‘in amity with the United States,” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in answering the question of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] I will briefly call attention to the 
general framework of the respective bills of the House and the Senate, 

I will say, however, Mr. President, that the Special Committees on 
Indian Depredations, upon their organization, soon found themselves 
overpowered with the great number of individual claims that were 
presented before them. These claims came in so quickly and were so 
numerous that both the committee of the House and of the Senate found 
that it was a hopeless task for them to deal with the cases separately, 
and they at once turned their attention to the formation of some gen- 
eral act by which these claims might be adjudicated and finally settled. 
Agreeably to that idea, each House of Congress prepared a bill. That 
of the House of Representatives passed that body and came over to the 
Senate, Upon reference to the Indian Depredations Committee of the 
Senate that committee has reported back the Senate bill asa substitute. 

Iam free to say, in common with the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN ] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], my preference 
is for the House bill. The Senate bill gives general jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine all claims of persons for injury 
or destruction to property by Indians in amity with the United States 
which has not been paid for or returned. It also confers a concurrent 
jurisdiction upon the United States district courts where the amount 
does not exceed $2,000, and a liké concurrent jurisdiction upon the 
circuit courts of the United States where the amount exceeds $2,000, 
but does not exceed $10,000. It provides, in cases where suits are 
brought before the respective district and circuit courts, that the place 
of trial may be either where the claimant resides or where the depreda- 
tion was committed. The House bill,on the contrary, createsaninde- 
pendent tribunal. It creates what is known as an Indian depredation 
court, consisting of three judges with a salary each of $3,500 per an- 
num. It fixes a limitation upon the duration ot this court, itexpiring 
by limitation of law in1894, The generalscopeofinquiry and of juris- 
diction is the same in the two courts. The petitions by which the 
claims are presented to the court are substantially thesame. But the 


Mr, President, I desire to inquire the present status 


Honse bill, as I say, creates anentirelyindependenttribunal. It also, 
in aid of the jurisdiction of this court, provides for the creation of cer- 
tain commissioners whose duty it is to go out into the country where 
these depredations were committed, and where the evidence is to be 
obtained, and, undercertain enumerated powersand with theauthority 
described in the bill, take testimony, gather proofs, and prepare the 


cases for the determination of the courts. 

Now, Mr. President, such is the general outline of these bills. In 
the short time allotted to me I shall not go into their details. I may, 
however, say that a limitation is placed upon the Senate bill to thig 
extent: That any claim arising prior to the year 1867 shall not be con- 
sidered in these adjudications unless the claim is pending; that is, un- 
less the same has been presented to Congress by bill, supported by some 
evidence, or the claim has been investigated after presentation to the 
Interior Department and proof offered in support of it. 

I think, Mr. President, the amount of these claims thus far exam- 
ined by the Interior Department probably aggregates about $19,000,000 
and the number of the claims about 5,700. When all arein there will 
be about 6,000 claims, aggregating, I judge, about $20,000,006. So it 
will be seen that it will be an impossible thing for Congress to take 
these claims up to deal with them severally. 

Now, Mr. President, whatistheoriginoftheseclaims? Whence came 
they and what is the obligation of the Government of the United 
States to pay them to the extent proven and established ? 

But, before passing to that, it seems to me that, in the light of the 
careful, zealous, painstaking, and thorough investigation the Interior 
Department has made of these claims, I am speaking within the bounds 
of the case when I say that upon the proof their entire amount will 
not exceed $4,000,000; certainly if they exceed $4,000,000 the excess 
will become comparatively small. As the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
PADDOCK] said, an examination of $4,000,000 in amount of them has 
resulted in allowance by the Interior Department of something over 
$1,000,000, a little in rise of 30 per cent. of the amount claimed; and 
it is fair to assume that the claims first presented and first considered 
are among the most meritorious and among those in which the proof 
is most complete and the greatest percentage of allowance will be had. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Washington will allow me at 
that point, I will make a single, simple statement. 

Mr, ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. By the investigations of the Interior Department 
the rule has obtained that unless there were two witnesses to support 
a claim that claim should not be considered at all by the Department 
or the court. Therefore it is estimated by those who have madea very 
careful examination into this subject that the amount of allowances 
will not exceed 25 per cent. of all the claims that have been filed, 
amounting to about $19,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. I felt quite confident that statement was within a fair 
limitation. And, as supplemental to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nebraska, I should say that the allowance of these claims—the 
ultimate payment of them—does not entirely rest upon the United 
States, under the Senate substitute bill, because it is provided thatin 
case jadgment be allowed it shall first he satisfied out of the annuities 
going to the Indian tribe or nation whose members may haye commit- 
ted the depredation; in the second instance, the judgmentshall besat- 
isfied out of the proceedsof the sale of lands belonging to these Indians, 
the purchase price of which is within the control of the Government; 
third, these judgments shall be satisfied out of appropriations by Con- 
gress for the benefit of these Indians, provided that in the judgment 
of the Secretary of the Interior such deductions can be made without 
doing injustice to the proper conduct of the policy of the Government 
towards the Indians. It is not until these three sources of indemnifi- 
cation have been exhausted that the United States becomes liable at 
all. 

Now, Mr. President, I make the inquiry, why is it that the United 
States is or should be liable for the payment of these claims. You 
remember very well that upon the organization of this Goyernment, 
under the treaty-making power of the nation, the Government of the 
United States solemnly entered into treaties with these Indians, plac- 
ing them upon the same high plane that foreign nations occupied, put- 
ting them in the statusof high contracting parties under treaty obliga- 
tions; and, dealing with them thus from the organization of the Goy- 
ernment, it excluded the citizen of the United States from all possibil- 
ity of entering any tribunal or invoking any jurisdiction, aside from 
that of the United States itself, for the purpose of claiming or secuing 
indemnity for any losses that he might sustain at the hands of the In- 
dians. 

More than that, under that proyision of the Constitution giving to 
Congress the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States and with the Indian tribes, the United States, from 
the very foundation of this Government, assumed jurisdiction and'con- 
trol of this entire subject matter. Now,whatdiditdo? In the very first 
Congressional legislation it was provided that when any Indian passed 
outside of the Indian country to which he belonged and went across 
into any State or Territory of the United States and there took, stole, or 
destroyed property of any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, 
the relief should be—what? The right of the citizen to go to the 
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courts of the State or Territories for redress? The right of the citizens 
individually to follow up his claim and obtain satisfaction? By no 
manner of means. But, on the contrary, it declared emphatically that 
if these outrages and wrongs were inflicted it was the duty of the 
citizen of the United States to apply to the Indian superintendent, or 
such agent as the Government might appoint, and upon that applica- 
tion to furnish his proof, and through that agent, who went to the In- 
dian tribe, demand satisfaction for the injury or wrong that was sus- 
tained; and, if within eighteen months, which was deemed areasonable 
time, this agent could not effect satisfaction, then it was his duty to 
report the matter back to the President of the United States to take 
such further steps as he might be advised, and the President of the 
United States was authorized, if he saw fit, to retain from the annui- 
ties of those Indians an amount that would compensate for the depre- 
dations that had been committed. 

Not only was this the single method of relief provided, but it was 
declared affirmatively in this original statute of the United States that 
if the individual sought to obtain satisfaction himself in any other 
way or sought revenge for the wrong that was done him he forever 
forfeited any claiin he had against the United States. Having assumed 
the responsibility of providing satisfaction for him, the Government 
of the United States went one step further, and declared that in the 
mean time it guarantied to the citizen an eventual indemnification for 
the injury he had sustained. 

Now, Mr. President, this was the first legislation of Congress upon 
this subject, beginning almost at the foundation of the Government. 
This statute continued in force for four years, was re-enacted three suc- 
cessive times, and finally, in the year 1834, we not only had the sub- 
stance of this legislation, but Congress went further. It made these 
same provisions, it made these same denunciations against any citizen 
who invoked any other power or sought, by any other method than that 
which the Government had provided, to obtain redress, As I say, it 
went a step further, and not only made it permissible, if the Govern- 
ment held annuities belonging to Indians, to pay for the injury done, 
but it made it the absolute duty of the Indian Department to make 
payment of the claims and declared that claimants should be paid out 
of annuities going to the tribe, and if those annuities were not sufficient 
for the purpose of liquidating the claims, then the Government of the 
United States declared that it ‘‘shall’’—that is the language of the 
statute—pay out of the Treasury theamount claimed. Mr. President, 
this was the legislation of Congress in the year 1834. This levislation 
remained upon the statute book unchanged for twenty-five years, until 
during the year 1859. 

During those twenty-five years one-third of the States of this Union 
were admitted into the Union. Perhaps one-third of the Territories 
were organized during thattime. This was the great period of the de- 
velopment of the frontier of the United States, and especially the time 
in which depredations were committed and claims accrued. Pre-emp- 
tion Jaws and other privileges and invitations were constantly held out 
by the General Government to induce the pioneer to go out into the un- 
developed regions and subject himself to the hazards of Indian crimes 
and tres As I say, this Jaw stood as the law of Congress, un- 
changed and unaltered, from the year 1834 until the year 1859; and 
during all of this time Congress not only said that it would guaranty 
an eventual satisfaction of all these claims, but it absolutely entered 
into a direct and express contract with these brave and selfsacrificing 
pioneers to pay them the full amount out of the Treasury of the United 
States of the loss they should thus sustain. 

Mr. President, such we assert was the status of these claims up to 
the year 1859; that the Government, by virtue of the supreme and ex- 
clusive control it had taken of this matter, while dealing with these 
Indian tribes as it did with independent treaty-making powers, and 
forbidding its citizens to seek indemnity or protect themselves through 
any of the courts or legal processes or by personal means, assumed the 
responsibility of standing between them and the Indians who had com- 
mitted the wrongs and depredations, If there had been no other rela- 
tionship than this we claim the equity of the case demands of this Gov- 
ernment that it shonld indemnify these claimants to the extent of the 
losses that they haye sustained in the manner pointed out in this bill. 

But by these express statutory provisions the Government has bound 
itself so absolutely and directly that there is no such thing as gain- 

- saying its obligation, and this statutory promise and undertaking is as 
express and as direct and inviolable to these claimants as any obliga- 
tion that this nation has ever entcred into. 

Itis true, Mr. President, that in the year 1859 the provisions of the 
statute of 1834 were repealed, which provided that conipensation should 
be made out of the Treasury of the United States without specific ap- 
propriation, yet the statute providing for payment out of annuities 
remained, and in 1860, I think it was, the year following, Congress ex- 
pressly declared that it was not the object of that statute in any man- 
ner to interfere with or affect the rights that liad accrued and sprung 
up under the prior statutes, 

But while the statute thus plainly stated that the rights of the citi- 
zens were fully recognized, and only the manner of their satisfaction 
having been repealed, so that there was no operative law by which 
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when a claim was presented the money should beforthcoming without 
a special appropriation of Congress, the Government shortly went back 
to its original policy, and in pursuance of it recognized its liability, and 
year by year since 1885 has made annual appropriations for examina- 
tion into and allowance of these claims. I think the annual appro- 
priations for those five years must aggregate something like $85,000 to 
$100,900. Am Inot correct? 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is correct. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington will 
suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census, upon 


which the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Davis] is entitled to the floor. _ 


Mr. DAVIS. Ishall take great pleasure in yielding for a few mo- 
ments to enable the Senator from Washington to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If there can be unanimous consent that the In- 
dian depredations bill shall go over until to-morrow morning as the un- 
finished business, I suggest to the Senator from Washington that he 
will have the floor at that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . There is no such thing as unfinished business of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If that is not practicable, I hope the Senator from 
Washington will be allowed to finish his remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of course when the bill comes up again the Sen- 
ator from Washington will he entitled to the floor and it will be yielded 
to him unanimously. : 

Mr. ALLEN. With that understanding I yield the floor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I give notice, then, that to-morrow, in the morn- 
ing hour, I shall ask the Senate to renew the consideration of the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the bill should be taken up the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] will be recognized as entitled 
to the floor upon it. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.12500) making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census, 
the pending question being on theamendment proposed by Mr. DAVIS, 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the pending amendment be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In section J, line 5, after the words ‘‘ three hun- 
dred,” strike out the word ‘‘fifty-six’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

That after the 34 of March, 1833, the House of Representatives shall be coni- 
posed of 360 members, ete. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the desire of the Senator from 
Minnesota that all hisamendments shall be treated as one amendment 
or that they shall be separately considered ? 

Mr. DAVIS. My purpose was that they should be treated as one 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole of the amendment, then, 
will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Of course whenever the question is taken upon them 
they will be divisible. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isuppose so. 
whole amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The remainder of the amendments 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota will be read. 

The remainder of the amendments were read, as follows: 

In section 1, liue 8, strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “seven, 

In section 1, line 26, strike out the word “seven ” and insertin licu thereof the 
word ‘eight. 

In section 1, linc 28, strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word *sixteen,’" 

In section 1, line 31, strike out the word “four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “five.” 

In section 2, line 3, strike out the word “ fifty-six" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “sixty.” i 


For the purposes of discussion, let the 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is my purpose, in a perfectly plain 
way, to endeavor to place upon a solid basis of fact and constitutional 
right the merits of the amendment which has just been read. 

- It was of course, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, with a 
great deal of diffidenceand only after a very careful examination that I 
felt constrained to differ from the opinion of the majority of this com- 
mittee, by which opinion the bill as it came from the Hoake was rec- 
ommended without exception oramendment. But, feeling as I do that 
some meritorious questions of fact have been overlooked in regard to 
these States, and that some matters of constitutional construction hava 
inadvertently not been considered, it became my duty, in the exercise 
of those convictions, to express a dissent from the conclusions of the 
majority of the committee, in which dissent Iwas joined by other mem- 
bers of the committee. 

Mr. President, the apportionment of representation every ten years 
based upon the census is a most important public duty. I can imag- 
ine none moreso. It stands at the very basis of our theory of govern- 
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ment. It prescribes in the present instance what shall be tho repre- 
sentation for ten years to come for 62,000,000 of le. Theact once 

d and becoming operative can not be amended, can not be repealed. 
i affects every section and every State in this Union. Theduty imposed 
upon usshould be exercised with the mostimpartial justice. No ques- 
tion ofsectional affection or antipathy should swerve usin theleast. We 
should in all respects rise above the passions of the hour and perform 
this high constitutional duty with an exact and strict sense of our ac- 
countability. 

The bill as it comes from the House of Representatives, and which 
has been reported by the majority of the committee, is based upon a 
representation of 356 members. The theory upon which this number 
was adopted and all others excluded is stated upon page G of the re- 
port of the views of the minority: 


From this gate population of the United States, namely 62,622,250, your 
committee subtracted the a, te population of the District of Columbia and 
ofthe Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Utah, Tho remain- 
der was 61,903,906. With thisnumber different ratios were obtained hy taking 
asa divisor any proposed number. Each number was taken from 332 to 375. 
The ratio in the first instance was 186,473. 

seas gets Be population of cach State by this ratio it was found that ton States 
would each lose one from their present representation, and thatin two instances 
fractions would remain considerably more than a moiety. The old and new 
methods of computation were used. These methodsare explained elsewhere in 
this report. Trials were made until anumber was found that wouldgivearatio 
which in application would secure each State against any loss in its member- 
ship and in no instance leaye n major fraction. This number was found to be 
256. The ratio was 173,901. The numberof members obtained oneven division 
was 330. Tho additional 17 needed to make the number 556 was secured by 


_ giving another member to each of the States having left to it a major fraction. 


It is claimed-as a merit, and almost as a conclusive merit of this tal- 
ismanic number, 356, that it exactly absorbs, leaving no excess, the 
numberof States having a major fraction after a division by the ratio. 

Wethink, Mr. President, that too much stress is laid by the report 
of the committee upon this unique feature of the bill. The idea ot 
making a scarch in the adjustmentof a question of this character to 
find just the number which will absorb all the major fractions and 
leave nothing else to be accounted for, and then setting up the accom- 
pianmens of that arithmetical featas an estoppel against rights which 

ave always been regarded in cvery apportionment which has been 
made since 1840, is, to my mind, as stated in the views of the minor- 
ity, substituting the functions and importance of the process, for the 
constitutional end to be attained, which is to apportion the represen- 
tation among the States as near as may be, and I say that so far as my 
researches extend—and they have been as exhaustive as the limitations 
of time would permit—this is the first time in the history of all tho 
acts of this character which have been passed since the foundation of 
the Government that this particular end and feat have been set up 
as adesideratum, and, when once found or attained, pleaded as an estop- 

él against further inquiry as to the rights of States that may have been 

eft the unsatisfied possessors of fractions nearly approaching the moiety 
obtained by the use of any particular number. 

Now, let us see how it worked in the present instance. Placing the 
membership at 356, the ratio is 173,901, one-half of which is 86,950}. 
On this basis three States approach within less than 2,000 of the moiety 
of this ratio. The State of Arkansas had a fractional remainder of 
84,773, Minnesota had a fractional remainder of 84,519, and New York 
had a fractional remainder of 85,219, Great States, States that have 
increased enormously in population within the last ten years, two of 
them new States whose population has nearly doubled within that time, 
growing States now, and growing States for ten and twenty years to 
come, standing within a hair’s breadth of the moiety of this arbitrary 
ratio thus obtained by the arbitrary use of the number 356, used to ac- 
complish a merely mathematical achievement, are to be shut out from 
any consideration. It is said that we are not to look forward even 
three numbers to 359, to see if that condition of things can not be bet- 
tered, and that if by a slight increase in the number of membership 
these States can not so much increase in the fractions remaining after 
an eyen division that they will be plainly brought within the rule that 
a moiety or over of a major fraction is entitled to representation. 

Now, Isay, Mr. President—and I shall demonstrate itas I go along— 
that in the history of every apportionment since 1840 (I think [ speak 
correctly) no such attempt as this has ever been made, and that in 
every instance inflictions of injusticeof this character have been averted 
or remedied by arbitrary additions to the number of membership irre- 
spective of the ratio or the divisor set up in the first instance. 

This difficulty ofsatisfying fractions has existed ever since the founda- 
tion of this Government. Few people who have not studied this sub- 
ject are aware to what extent, under pay rule that can be adopted, 
a large number of the population of the States of the United States is 
left entirely without representation. 

Upon an even division running through these tables the fractional 
remainder remaining unrepresented until taken up by the excess to be 
divided runs (in round numbers) irom 3,000,000 down to 2,000,000 
people, according to the number of membership experimented with, and 
when that excess is subject to the action of diminution by reason of the 
application of the seventeen or eighteen to be divided, as the case may 
be, there still remains in every case an unrepresented population in 


this country scattered throughout the yarions States of from 1,000,000 
to 1,800,000. 

Mr. President, I hold the true rule to be (of course keeping always 
within the limits of a proper nuniber of Representatives for an excess, 
and an unwieldy number can not he thought of for amoment) to con- 
sider that number which willleave, orapproximately leave, the largest 
unrepresented fraction after everything has been taken up, absorbed, 
and accounted for. And the very fact that pausing at 356 leaves three 
great States in the position which Ihave indicated is, in my judgment, 
a sufficient, ample, and convincing reason to sacrifice the process to the 
constitutional end to be attained instead of sacrificing the constitutional 
end to tho integrity and symmetry of tho process. 

Since the adoption of the Constitution two methods of apportion- 
ment have obtained, 

The first method assumed a common divisor or ratio of representation, 
which being applied to the separate population of the respective States, 
aiter rejecting fractions, the number of Representatives allotted to each 
is ascertained. 

Now, the tronble with that method of apportionment, which was 
used up to the year 1840, was this: A ratio being found, the number 
of members was ascertained by division by the ratio into the total 
numberof population which was properly to be considered for purposes 
of representation, and no fractions whatever were allowed. It was 
deemed by some strict constructionists unconstitutional to take them 
into account, although as I have said they rose into millions, two or 
three millions according to the quantity of the ratio and the number 
of members produced by it. 

The other method was this: That the population of cach State shall 
he divided by a common divisor, and that, in addition to the number 
of members resulting from such divisor, a member shall be allowed 
to each State whose fraction exceeds a moicty of the divisor. 

These two methods of apportionment came into final collision and 
were discussed by two very great men in 1832, Mr. Polk, of Tennessee, 
adhering to the method which had prevailed up to that timo, while in 
the Senate Mr. Webster considered the subject and produced a report 
upon it, which, in my judgment, is one of the greatest of his many 
great constitutional efforts. Tho difference of opinion was in regard 
to the representation for a moiety of the divisor. Mr. Polk held such 
praana unconstitutional; Mr. Webster asserted its constitution- 
ality. 

While Mr. Webster's views did not prevail in the collision of those 
reports in 1832, yet it so convinced the understanding of Congress that 
when the next apportionment, under the census of 1840, came to he 
made it furnished ths rule almost without question, and it has fur- 
nished the rule ever since, which rule is to divide the population of 
each State by a common divisor, and in addition to the number of 
members resulting from such division a member shall be allowed to 
each State whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the divisor, Mr. Web- 
ster sustained this view by an argumentand report of such power and 
cozency that I shall ask to have read from the views of the minority 
the marked passages as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

‘Lhe Secretary read as follows: 


The Constitution, thercfore, muat be understood not asenjoining an absolute 
relative oquality—because that would be demanding an impossibility—but as 
requiring of Congress to make the apportionment of Representatives among 
the several States according to their respective numbers, as near as may be. 
That which can not be done perfectly must be done in a mannoras near per- 
fection as can be. Hf exactness can not, from the nature of things, be attained, 
then the greatest practicable approach to exactness ought to be made. 

Congress is notabsolved fromall rulo merely because the rule of perfect jus- 
tice can not beapplied, In suchacase approximation becomes nrule; it takes 
the place of thatother rulo which would be aN but which is found inap- 

licabloand becomes itself an obligation of binding force. Thenearest approx- 

mation to exacttruth or exact right, when that cxacttruth orthat exact right 
can not itself bereached, prevails in other cases, notas matterof discretion, but 
as unintelligible and definite rule, dictated by justice and conforming to the 
common sense ofmankind; a rule of noless binding force in cases to which it is 
applied and no more to be departed from than any other rule or obligation. 
s = * s $ * 
s 

Tho next SAET toy bo observed isthatthe Constitution prescribes no particular 
process by which this -apportionment is to be wrought out, It has plainly de- 
scribed the end to be accomplished, namely, the nearest approach to relative 
equality of representation among the States; and whatever accomplishes this 
end, and noth ng else, is the true process, In truthif, withoutany process what- 
ever, whether elaborate or casy, Congress could perceive the exact proportion 
of representative power rightfully belonging to cach Stato, it would perfectly * 
fulilil its duty by conferring that portion on each, withoutreference to any proc 
ess whatever. It would be enough that the proper end had been obtained. 
And it is to be remarked further that, whether this end be attained best by one 
process or by another, becomes, when cach process has been carried through, 
not matter of opinion, but matter of mathematical certainty, 

Ifthe whole population of the United States, the population of each State, and 
the proposed number of the House of Representatives be all given, then be- 
tween two billsapportioningthe membersamong the several States,it can be told 
with absolute certainty whioh bill assi; to any and ey State the number 
nearest to the exact proportion of that State; in other words, which of the two 
bills, if cither, apportions the Representatives according to the number of the 
States, res ively, as near as may be. 

If, there: ara particular process of apportionment be adopted and objection 
be made to the injustice or inequality of its result, it is, surely,no answer to 
such objection to wed that the inequality necessarily results from the naturo of 
the process. Beforo such answer could avail it would be necessary to show 
either that the Coastitution prescribes such process and makes it necessary or 
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that there isno other mode of procecding which would produce loss inequality 
and less injustice, Ifinequality which might have otherwise been avoided be 
produced by a given process, then that process is n wrongone. Itis notsuited 
to the case and should be rejected, 

Nor do the committee perceive how it can be matter of constitutional propri- 
ety or validity or in any way n constitutional question, whether the process 
which may be applied to the case be simple or compound, one process or many 
processes, since, in the end, it may always be seen whether the result bo that 
which has been aimed at, namely, the nearest practicable approach to precise 
justice and relative equality. The committee, indeed, are of opinion, in this 
case, that the simplestand most obvious way of proceeding is also the true and 
constitutional way. 

To them it appears that in carrying into effect this part of the Constitution 
the first thing naturally to be done is to decide on the whole number of which 
the House is to be composed,as when under the same clause of the Constitu- 
tion a tax is to bo apportioned anione the States, the amount of the whole tax 
is,in the first place,to bo settled. When the whole number of the pro 
Honse is thus ascertained and fixed, it becomes the entire representative power 
of all of tho people inthe Union. It is, (hen, a very simple matter to ascertain 
how much ofthis representative power each Stateis entitled to by itsnumbers; 
if, for example, the House is to contain 210 members, then the number of 210ex- 

resses the representative power of all the States, and a plain calculation read- 
ily shows how much of this power belongs to each State. 

This portion, itis true, will not always nor often be expressed in the whole 
number, but it may always be precisely exhibited by a decimal form of cx- 
pression. Ifthe portion ofany State be seldom or never one exact tenth, one 
exact fifteenth, or one exact twenticth, it will still always be capable of precise 
decimal expression, As one-tenth and two-hundredths, one-twelfth and four- 
hundredths, one-fifteenth and six-hundredths, and so on.. And the exact por- 
tion of the State, being thus decimally expressed, will always show to math- 
ematical certainty what integral number comes nearest to such exact portion. 

For example, in a House consisting of 240 members the exact mathematical 

roportion to which her numbers entitle the State of New York is 33.59, It 
i certain thereforo that 39 is the integral or whole number nearest toher exact 
proportion of the representative power of the Union. Why then should she 
not bave 59? Why. should she have 40? She is not quite entitled to 39; that 
number is something more than her right; butallowing her39 from the neccs- 
sity of giving her a whole number, and usc that is the nearest whole num- 
ber, is not the Constitution fully obsyed when she has recelyed the thirty- 
ninth member? 

Is not her proper number of Representatives then apportioned to be as near 
asmay be? And is not the Constitution disregarded when the bill goes further 
and gives her a fortieth member? For what is such a fortieth member given? 
Not for her absolute number, for her absolute number does not entitle her to 
39. Not for the sake of apportioning her members to her numbers as near as 
may be, because 39 is a nearer apportionment of members to numbers than 40, 
But it A givon,say the adyocatesof the bill, because the process which has been 

opted gives it. A 

The answer is, no such processis enjoined by the Constitution, The case of 
New York may be compared or contrasted with that of Missouri. 

The exact proportion of Missouri, in a general representation of 240, is 2.6. 
That is to say, it comes nearer to three members than to two, yet it is confined 
totwo. Butwhy is not Missouri entitled to that number of Representatives 
which comes nearest to her exact proportion? Is the Constitution fulfilled as 
to her, while that number is withheld, and while, at the same time, in another 
State, not only is that nearest number given, butan additional member given 
also? Is it an answer with which the people of Missouri onght to be satisfied 
when it is said that this obvious injustice is the necessary result of the process 
adopted by the bill? May they not say with propriety that, since three is the 
nearest whole number to their oxact right, to that number they are ontitled, 
and the process which deprives them of it must be a Wrong process? 

r * r * 

The whole number of Representatives of which the House is to be composed 
is of necessity limited, This number, whatever it is, is that which is to be ape 
portioned, and nothing cise can be apportioned. This is the whole sum to be 
distributed. If, thereforc,in making the apportionment, somo States receive 
Jess than their just sharo, it must necessarily follow thatsome otherStates hayo 
received more than their just share. If there be one State in the Union with 
less than its right some other State has more than its right, so that the argu- 
ment, whatever be its force, applies to the bill in its present form as strongly 
asit can ever apply toany bil, x A > 

- 


The rule has been frequently stated. It may be clearly expressed in either 
of two ways. Letthe rule bo that the whole number of the pro House 
shall be apportioned among the several States according to their respective 
numbers, giving to each State that number of members which comes nearest 
to her exact mathematical part or proportion; or, let the rule be that the popu- 
lation of each Stato shall be divided by a common divisor, and that, in addit on 
tothe number of members resulting from such division, a member shall bo 
allowed to cach State whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the division. 

* * * k 


Either of these is, it seems to the committee, a fair and just rule, capable of 
uniform application and operating with entire impartiality. There isno want 
ofa common i Jel yetin ora common divisor; there is nothing left to arbitrary 
discretion. Ifthe rule in either of these forms be adopted it can never be doubt- 
fulhow every member of any proposed number for a House of Representa- 
tives ought to be assigned. Nothing will bo left in tho discretion of Congress, 
the right of cach State will bea mathematical right, easily ascertained, about 
which there can be neither doubt nor difficulty and in the application of the 
rule there will be no room for preference, partiality, or injustis: 

In any case, in alltime to come, it will do nll thathuman means can doto 
allot to every Stato in the Union its proper and just proportion of representative 
power. And it is because of this, its capability of constant application, as well 
as because of itsimpartiality and justice, that the committee are earnest in recom- 
mending its adoption to Congress. If it shall be adopted they believe it will 
remove o cause of uneasiness and dissatisfaction recurring or Hable to recur 
with every new census, and place the rights of the States in this respect on a 
fixed basis, of which none can with reason complain. It is true that there may 
be some numbers assumed forthe composition of the House of Representatives, 
to which, ifthe rulo were applied. theresult might given member to the House 
more than was proposed. ut it will always be easy to correct this by altering 
the proposed number by adding one to it or taking ono from it, so that this can 
be considered no objection to the rule, ` 


Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator kindly repeat the statement 
which he has already made, which I did not hear distinctly. How 
near do the three States, Minnesota, Arkansas, and New York, come 
to the standard adopted by the committee? I think the Senator made 
the statement, but I did not hear it. . 

Mr. DAVIS. I can do that readily. By the standard made by the 
committee, placing the membership at 356, the ratio is 173,901, one- 


half of which is 86,950}. On this basis Arkansas is entitled to 6 mem- 
bers, but has a fractional remainder of 84,773, about 2,200 less than 
the moiety. Minnesota is entitled to 7 members and hasa fractional 
remainder of 84,519, about 2,400 less. New York is entitled to 34 
members and has a fractional remainder of 85,219, about 1,700 less, 

Mr. GORMAN. How near do any other States come to that fraction? 

Mr. DAVIS. No other States are in that condition. 

Mr. HALE. I will answer that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Louisiana has a fraction of seventy-five thousand and 
odd, Mississippi has a fraction of seventy-two thousand and odd, and 
Missouri has a fraction of seventy thousand. So both Mississippi and 
Louisiana have larger fractions on the basis of 356 than Missouri, which 
is taken care of by the Senatot’s amendment. 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Minnesota permit me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Inamoment, I take care of Missouri on a differant 
principle. i 


Mr. BATE. Let us hear it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state it in its due order and connection. It is 
not convenient for me to state it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Ona basis of 359, however, Missouri would be the 
only State that would have a majority fraction, as I understand it. It 
would have a very much larger fraction than either Mississippi or the 
other State named by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. DAVIS. Unquestionpbly. 

Mr. BERRY. That is based upon the idea of theSenator from Min- 
nesota, to which I agree. Then Missouri is the only State, basing the 
membership on 359, that would have a majority fraction., 

Mr. DAVIS. Missouri, under that number, is the only State left 
unsupplied; and, as to the other States mentioned by the Senator from 
Maine, their approach to the moiety is so remote that, as a matter of 
good sense, I have not considered them as falling within the beneficial 
effeets of the principle which I have stated. 

But I should prefer to go on, as thisis a matter of close argument, 
much of the force of which lies in plain statement, and I am endeavor- 
ing to state it in a perfectly plain way. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that I only rose to answer 
the question propounded by the Senator from Maryland. I do not 
propose to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand; I am very much obliged, and it was 
correctly stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota will 


roceed. 
p Mr. DAVIS. These words of Mr. Webster, written sixty years ago, 
had the force of a judgment then and have weighed with judicial force 
upon Congressional action ever since. 

And I pause here merely to remark, in calling attention to the lan- 
guage which has just been read, that he was not perplexed by any 
questions of arithmetical process, He held distinctly, andit was the 
main purpose of his argumentevidently in some respects to hold, that, 
to do substantial justice, to avoid such obnoxious dilemmas as are pre- 
sented here by this talismanic number 356, it was the right and duty 
of Congress to seek that ratio of representation and that number of 
membership which would do even justice, and that if it should happen, 
as almost always must, that there would be one or more States with 
more than a moiety of the ratio left u plied by the number remain- 
ing after an even division, it was a constitutional right of those States 
to have that moiety supplied by 1, 2, or 3, or whatever the number 
necessary might be; and I say again that in all the history of legis- 
lation upon the subject the feat of arithmetical gymnastics has never 
before been attempted to find that number which would produce an 
equation and leave a State with no majority fraction to be accounted 
for. It never has been attempted to hold up the process in its perfec- 
tion as the thing which was to exhaust all remedy and all investiga- 
tion and all recourse beyond its working. The only argument that 
can be made in favor of this arbitrary number 356 is that it does pro- 
duce an equation, that it leaves 17 to be distributed, and only 17 States 
under it have a moiety and more. 

The argument against it is that, neat and admirable as it may be 
as an arithmetical performance, we are confronted with the facts con- 
cerning which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] just in- 
terrogated me; that here are three great States divided hardly by a 
hair’s line from the number which constitutes a moicty or an excess 
and which by being put forward only three in number, to 359, come 
in with their additional member, and, when these four States are con- 
sidered (for I shall consider Missouri in its more proper connection), 
this arithmetical performance gives a representation of over 400,000 
people otherwise sacrificed to the process. In other words, with 356 
as the ratio, 400,000 more people are represented than by the use of 


1860 


the number 359. This is in itselfa most convincing reason and argu- 
ment to overthrow the attempt to make this arithmetical fetich an 
estoppel. 

Oe. Mr. President, this question of the representation of moities 
for a fraction, whether under the old system, which existed until 1840, 
or whether under the rule prescribed by Mr. Webster, which has ex- 
isted ever since, has been-a matter of contention and difficulty for one 
hundred years, ‘The first apportionment bill ever passed was vetoed 
by President Washington because, in the endeavor to give certain States 
more representation than they were entitled to, that provision of the 
Constitution was infringed which provides that— 


The number of Representatives shall not excced one for every 30,000. 


Under the census of 1800 Congress distributed 141 members among 
fifteen States. Mr. White, of Delaware, endeavored to secure an ad- 
ditional member for that State for a fractional remainder of 28,811, 
less than 30,000; but the proposition was negatived as unconstitutional, 
and rightfully, I cite this to show that that contention was agitating 
the minds of the lawmakers ninety years ago. 

In the Twelfth Congress the House, proceeding upon the census of 
1810, placed the ratio at 37,000 and distributed 180 members, and the 
same question came up again as to Delaware. It was adjusted then 
and Delaware got an additional member, not by arbitrary and direct 
action, as was proposed by Mr. White, the Senator from that State, ten 

ears before, but by changing the ratio, which is the reverse equiva- 
ent of doing just exactly what we propose to do here. 

Tt was felt ninety years ago that under the ratio as at first proposed 
Delaware was suffering an injustice, and that if that ratio was allowed 
to stand under the provision of the Constitution she could not have a 
member fora number less than 30,000. It was perceived that if that 
ratio was left to stand shecould not be remedied, and accordingly upon 
the motion of Mr. Bayard the ratio was changed and the problem was 
solved. : 

I purpose to go very briefly through the various acts of apportion- 
ment to show how under both systems and at all times the kind of re- 
lief that I am asking for here has been granted upon the same ground 
which I am so imperfectly endeavoring to express. 

The Twentieth Congress was the one to which the report of Mr. 
Webster was submitted, and I will not go into that any further, as it 
is already sufliciently before the Senate. I will state again, however, 
that, although the opinion of Mr. Webster did not prevail as to the ap- 
portionment under the census of 1830, it did so profoundly convinte 
the understanding of all constitutional lawyers and of every Congress 
that has succeeded that one that it has furnished a rule without a word 
of dissent, so far as I have been alle to discover, ever since. 

In enacting for the apportionment under the census of 1640 the 
House of Representatives placed the ratio at 50,179 and the member- 
ship at 217. Whether the process in that instance worked an equation 
or left a remainder I do not know, and I do notcare for the purposes ot 
this argument; but it was immediately perceived that under the work- 
ings of the process, so called, concerning which there ought to be no 
sanctity, injustice somewhere was done; and accordingly the Senate 
in making that apportionment added 6 members for fractions, and the 
House of Rancaantalves finally concurred. It will be borne in mind 
that this was in 1840, the time when the views of Mr. Webster first 
obtained, and I will state here, although I have not set it forth in the 
report, that both the views of Mr, Webster and Mr. Polk were fully 
set forth in the report of Mr. Everett. who was the chairman of the 
Census Committee in the House, and that the whole matter was con- 
sidered at that time in the light of events then so recent and of a policy 
of apportionment that was then about to be changed. 

The very first act that we see done as the result of Mr. Webster's 
opinion upon this subject was to do just what he says all through his 
report Congress has the right to do, and which under certain circum- 
stances it is its duty to do, to add for majority fractions, after the 
number left upon an even division has been absorbed, leaving some 
State lowest on the list with an unsatisfied moiety. 

The census of 1850 was preceded by astatute providing for the method 
and principle of the apportionment to be made upon that census. To 
the bill providing for taking the census of 1850 sections were added on 
the motion of Representative Vinton, of Ohio, fixing the number of 
the House of Representatives at 200 and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to divide the population entitled to representation by 200, and 
to divide the population of each State by the quotient thus obtained 
as a ratio, assigning to each State a representation for each full ratio 
of its population and one for each fraction until the entire 200 should 
be exhausted. 

That was the amendment proposed by Mr, Vinton, and it was long 
after known and is known now as the Vinton plan. The number of 
200 was set up as the number of membership, but it was again per- 
ceived that, by a rigid application of the process of the number and of 
. the ratio as to that number, injustice would be produced, and accord- 
ingly in the progress of that bill through the House of Representatives 
and the Senate—I do not know in which body it occurred—the num- 
ber 200 was Ly amendment increased to 233. So in making the appor- 
tionment under the census of 1860 the House of Representative passed 
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a bill in framing which 233, the old number, was taken asthe basis. To 
this number the House of Representatives added 6 members to repre- 
sent large fractions in as many States. 

Why? Doubtless the same situation was presented then as is pre- 
sented here, that a rigid, unswerving, and unimpeachable application 
of the mathematical process would work an injustice, just as it works 
it here, and accordingly, as I have stated, 6 members were added to 
the initial number 233. But this did not go far enough in the opinion 
of the Senate. The Senate, in acting upon this bill, adhering to the 
basis of 233, added 8 to that number, namely, 2 to the 6 that had been 
added by the House, and gave an additional member cach to two other 
States, namely, Ilinois and Minnesota. The bill as thus amended 
became a law, under which the membership was 241. 

In enacting for the apportionment under the census of 1870 tho 
House of Representatives passed a bill framed upon the Vinton plan, 
directing an apportionment of 275 members to be made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The Senate increased the number to 300, but 
the House refused to concur, and the bill was lost. 

Two years afterwards occurs a passage in our legislative history 
which completely and in all respects illustrates the force and strength 
of the position I am endeavoring to maintain. 

The Forty-second Congress, second session, passed a bill apportion- 
ing 283 members on the following plan: Four States, Delaware, Ne- 
braska, Oregon, and Nevada, had a population less than the ratio ob- 
tained by dividing the population of the United States by 283. One 
member was therefore assigned to each of these States. The sum of 
their population was then subtracted from the entire population of the 
States and the remainder of that population was divided by 279 for a 
new ratio, upon which the apportionment of all the States, excepting 
the above four, was made. In doing this seventeen States received 
each one member for fractional remainders. 

Now, that act of February 2, 1872, proceeded upona ratio and num- 
ber of membership and a distribution among seventeen States of the 
excess remaining after an even division upon every principle which can 
be invoked to sustain the report of the majority or the committee ex- 
cept the principle of producing an equation. That determination in 
that statute should have been final upon thesubject; the arithmetical 
process should have been sustained, if the views of the majority of the 
committee are correct. It should not be open toimpeachment or tam- 
periog. It had done its work; the business was closed according to 
the theories and arguments by which it must be attempted to support 
ths present bill. X 

As I said, that act was approved on the 2d day of February, 1872, 
but it was felt that injustice had been done by it. The same consid- 
erations as to many States to which I am adverting here were pre- 
sented on that occasion and the result was thaton the 5th day of March, 
two months afterwards, Mr. Mercur, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported to the House of Representatives ‘‘A bill supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment of Representatives to 
Congress among the several States according to the Ninth Census,’ ap- 
proved February 2, 1872.” 

Now, what were the facts which induced that Congress to passa sup- 
plemental census bill? - 

The facts were that under the act of February 2, 1872, no States suf- 
fered diminution of membership excepting New Hampshire and Ver- 
mont. These States fell from 3 members each to 2 each. The mem- 
bership had been fixed by tho act of February 2 at 283. Had the 
number of members not been thus increased over what the member- 
ship of the House of Representatives then was under the next preced- 
ing apportionment, the loss of Representatives would haye been: New 
York, 3; Pennsylvania, 2; Ohio, 2; Connecticut, 1; Massachusetts, 1; 
Kentucky, 1; Maine, 1; Rhode Island, 1; Vermont, 1; New Hamp- 
shire, 1. 

So they increased the number of membership from what it was under 
the last apportionment to 283, and supplied each of these States ex- 
cept New Hampshire and Vermont. The injustice to New Hampshire 
and Vermont was manifest. They could not come in as having major 
fractions under the act of February 2; they were left, so to speak. 

It is stated in the report upon this supplemental bill: 

The recent action of Congress in increasing the size of the House to 283 in 
order to save eight States from diminution in the number of their Representa- 
tives lns induced the committee to recommend a further increase of nine mem- 
bers, making the whole number 292, which is believed to be the smallest num- 
ber that, upon an equitable and constitutional apportionment, will leave each 
State with at least its present representation. 

Now, bear in mind that increasing this number of Representatives 
by Ja new ratio was not sought for all the States; that was already 
fixed by the act of February 2, 1872, which had gone into operation. 
It was done simply to promote justice, to remedy disparity, to equal- 
ize conditions, andto accomplish what Mr. Webster says may and 
ought to be done, to increase by addition. This is one of the strongest 
examples upon which my argument can be illustrated, 

But something more, Mr, President. ‘This report of Mr. Mercur 
presents a table made up on the basis of 292, by which each of nine 
States, namely, New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, Alabama, and Florida obtained one 
meniber more than it had under the act of February 2, 1872. The 
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ratio under this proceeding was 134,425. The moiety of this ratio is 
67,2124. New Hampshire and Florida had each less than this moiety. 
New Hampshire had 55,450; Florida had 56,323. 

So, on that occasion, Congress went far beyond what has ever been 
done or attempted before or since. It not only satisfied several States 
which by the adoption of any other number would have left a fractional 
remainder exceeding a moiety—it not only satisfied «ll such States 
which had a major fraction or would have it, but it actually gave to 
New Hampshire and Florida cach a Representative fora minor fraction. 

The report states as to this: 


The committee, however, in addition to 12 members assigned to fractions by 


the above table, assign 1 to New Hampshire and 1 to Florida, making in all a 
House of 292. The reason for this is that greater injustice will be done these 
States by not giving it (sic) the additional Representative than to the other 
States by giving it. 


The bill became a Iaw. 

Coming down now tothe Forty-seventh Congress, first session, 1882, 
a bill wasintroduced providing for the apportionment of 320 members. 
The same considerations arose which arise to-day and which will arise 
so long as this country survives to sce apportionment bills passed. It 
was felt that by an application of the mathematical process, which re- 
sults from the adoption of a fixed number of Representatives, an in- 
justice akin to that of which we are complaining here would result; 
and pending the bill Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, offered an amend- 
ment, in substance, to strike out allof section 1 and by insertion amend 
it so that the number of membership shall be increased 6 or 7 members. 
That was adopted, and under that process I will state the gain and 
loss. The gain was; California, 1; Florida, 1; Ilinois, 1; Kansas, 1; 
South Carolina, 1; Texas, 1, and Wisconsin, 1. ‘The loss was: Penn- 
sylvania, 1, and Rhode Island, 1. 

Mr, President, I have shown by a brief, yet I think accurate and 
sufficiently comprehensive, history of the apportionment legislation since 
the beginning of the Government that neither the power nor the discre- 
tion of Congress is rightfully circumseribed by strict adherence to the 
mathemiatical process with which the committee set out or upon which 
this bill is based. Many things can be taken into consideration: the 
growth of the new States as in this case, close approximation almost 
approaching contact with moiety by the fraction of a discarded and dis- 
regarded State. In one instance, for reasons which I do not compre- 
hend and am therefore unable to state, namely, under the apportion- 
ment of 1870, two States were given a member each for each less than a 
moiety. All this goes to show that there is a wide, generous, and yet 
not unrestrained diseretion here by which in enacting theselaws we can 
select that number of membership and that ratio which will extricate 
us from the perpetration ofinjustice, and we are thus emancipated from 
the restrictions of the mere results of the functions of an arithmetical 

rocess. 

a Mr. President, if it is such a conclusive thing to find anumber such 
as this number 356, which will exactly take up, no more and no less, 
the number which remains after an even division, and thereby stop all 
power of discretion and all power to proceed to the consideration whether 
one number ahead or two numbers ahead or three numbers ahead, mak- 
ing an addition of those numbers only to the membership, may not on 
the whole be a matter of justice—I say if that may be considered a 
desideratum, it isone which would naturally have occurred to the great 
men who for nearly a cevtury have preceded usin legislation of this 
character. 

Butitnever has been thought of. No precedent for it can be found. 
Unbroken precedent is against it, and f can not find, except in Mr. 
Walker’s remarkable essay in 1880, any attempt made to enforce this 
arithemetical restriction as to the inviolability of a process and as to 
our right or duty to leave a major fraction unrepresented, because, to 
usea homely phrase, ‘there was not erough to go around.” Why, if 
this had been a thing to be desired, if it had been the proper thing, it 
would have occurred to those who have preceded us. Time after 
time it would have been attenipted, and it would have succeeded. It 
would have succeeded, as the committee has done in this case, to have 
ranged through a series of numbers from 332 to 375 to find that 
number which will produce an equation and then close the book and 
say that the arithmetical process is satisfied, it has been devoured 
and become impotent in the process of that satisfaction, and, no mat- 
ter how it may appear as to States almost in contact with the moiety 
of the fraction, and which could be attmitted to another membership 
if the number of members were increased one, two, or three, yet we 
can not change it because the arithmetical fetich is sacred and is not 
to be touched by profane hands, 

More than this, Mr. Webster had in clear contemplation this state 
of things. He had in contemplation the situation presented here as 
to Missouri, namely, an instance where the number to be distributed 
falls short by one of supplying all of the States having left, after even 
division, a fractional moiety over the ratio. Now, what does he say? 
Does he say, as Mr. Walker says in his note, that we have got to stop 
there because by going ahead and borrowing one to satisfy a constitu- 
tional requirement other States may come in on the same arithmetical 
claim? Notatall. He says: 


It is true that there may be some numbers assumed for the composition ofthe 
House of Representatives to which, if the rule were applied, the result might 


give a member to the House more than was proposed. But it will always be 
easy to correct this by altering the proposen number by adding one to it or 
taking one from it; so that this can be considered no objection to the rule. 


I say if it ever occurred to Mr. Webster that the arithmetical process 
was the thing to be sought after and attained and stopped at, he never’ 
would have said that we were at liberty to borrow one or more or to sub- 
tract one or more, but he would have laid down the rule as it is Jaid 
down in this report. The computeris always strenuous for hisp: 
and I am not impeaching its correctness nor its applicability here so far 
as it goes, but when it is exhausted other considerations intervene and 
other methods may, as Mr, Webster maintained, be properly employed. 

The computerasserts that the distribution for fractional remaindersin 
excess of a moiety must cease whenever such fractional remainders are 
absorbed, abtoithatandine one State with such a remainder may be left 
unsupplied. The process or the method thus becomes the thing to be 
sustained, and the object to be obtained must fall short of a more per- 
fect attainment because the process has reached its limit of operation 
and has become impotent. i N 

This is the opinion of Mr, Francis A. Walker expressed in his letter 
of January 15, 1881, appended to the report of the committee. But 
his argument ab inconrenienti sacrifices the Constitution to arithmetic, 
Mr. Webster maintained that the constitutional requirement that 
“ Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the 
several States which may be included in this Union according to their 
respective numbers’? means that such apportionment shall be “as 
nearas may be.” His argument to sustain this exposition lias never 
been answered in any attempt to reply to it, 

Mr. President, we have Mr. Webster as against Mr. Walker upon 
this point. Mr. Walker says that in case there remains a State witha 
fraction over a moiety, one State in excess of the number left after an 
even division, that State must be disregarded, because to regard it will 
infringe upon the arithmetical process, Mr. Webster, on the other 
hand, has demonstrated that in such a case every State, as a matter of 
constitutional right, is entitled to its representation on account of a frac- 
tion exceeding a moiety of the ratio. ‘That a State has a constitutional 
right by reason of its excess exceeding the moicty ofa ratiois no answer 
to the constitutional right to say that the process was exhausted be- 
fore that State was reached. The answer is Mr. Webster’s answer, for 
he supposes a case, namely, that to the extent of one at least (not by 
changing the ratio of the divisor) there should bs added enough to 
comply with that constitutional rule which says that every State with 
a fraction in excess of a moiety shall receive its member on that ac- 
count. 

Otherwise stated, Mr. President, if it is constitutional to award to 
one or to several States membership on account ofa fractional remainder 
of a moiety or more of the ratio, it is unconstitutional in any instance 
or upon any pretext to deprive another State having such a moiety or 
more, but less than the favored State, for no other reason than that the 
process does not, to use a homely phrase, furnish enough to go around. 
In such a case representation is apparently apportioned according to 
numbers as to certain States, and is unquestionably not apportioned 
according to numbers as to the State that is thus deprived. 

There is no escaping, Mr. President, I think, the force of this con- 
stitutional argument, Now, I shall make a suggestion somewhat dis- 
cursive. š 

I said a few moments ago that it was to be considered which ratio 
and which number of members would leave the greatest number of 
people represented, and would leave unrepresented the least number 
of people. Now, compare these two numbers, 356 and 359. By the 
application of 356, the number unrepresented, namely, those remaining 
after the seventeen have all been supplied and the majority fractions 
all taken up, is 1,856,217 people, a number greater than the popula- 
tion of my own State. With 359 the number unrepresented is 1,750,- 
395. In other words, there is a difference of 105,822 in favor of the 
method of representation which results in the application of the num- 
ber 359. We gain representation for 100,000 people, which representa- 
tion will be sacrificed by indulging in the pride of the arithmetician 
generated by the perfection of his process. 7 

I was saying, Mr. President, that figures are accurate. We admire 
their precise evolutions whereby great scientific and statistical results 
are obtained, evolved, and demonstrated; but figures have their pertur- 
bations, inexplicable sometimes except bya very high degree of math- 
ematical talent. To show how utterly illusory this stately array, this 
pomp of figures, column after column, is in the present instance, I beg 
leave to call the attention of the Senate to a paradox in the tables and 
also to a paradox which existed in the tables of 1880, 

The variations of membership under a rigid application of the proc» 
ess for which such complete eflicacy is claimed may be illustrated from 
the tables themselves. Tennessee starts with 9 members on a basis of 
332 members. She rises to 10 on a basis of 336. She recedes to 9 on 
337. She regains 10 on 338 and holds it for a considerable time there- 
after. 

As pertaining to the State of Arkansas, whose case we have under 
consideration, we can not take the number 360 as a basis of apportion- 
ment, because, strange to say, Arkansas rises from 6 members to7 on a 
basis of 359, but falls to 6 members on a basis of 350. Now, what 
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become of the inviolate and rigid and always accurate processes of 
an eater when they are subjected to perturbations of this charac- 
ter s 

Mr. HALE. Right there will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair), Will the 
Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Is not what theSenator callsa perturbation, but which 
is, I claim, a perfectly natural result when investigated, fully explained 
by the Superintendent in his letter to Senator BERRY ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not intend to omit that letter. 

Mr. HALE. I should like for the Senator to have it read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Asimilar perturbation occursin the tables upon which 
was based the apportionment under the census of 1880. Alabama 
gained 1 Representative on the basis of 299 members, increasing from 
7 to 8 members at that point, but lost 1 at300, falling back to7. This 
was called the ‘‘Alabama paradox.’’ An elaborate mathematical ex- 
planation by Mr. Walker is found in Executive Document No. 65, vol- 
ume 18, Forty-sixth Congress, third session. 

Any gentleman who has a gift and genius for mathematics can con- 
sult that elaborate mathematical explanation of a result so untoward 
and disturbing. Unquestionably it results from the action of mathe- 
matical processes inherent and latent in these tables that I am con- 
tending against. The inviolability of what is called here the process 
is to be maintained muchas gentlemen on this side contended last year 
against the amendment of the tariff act, when it was objected that 
amendments would disturb ‘‘the symmetry of the bill.” 

When this paradox appeared in the case of Alabama the consequence 
of her loss of one member was stated by Mr. Walker to be that— 
in the assignment of additional Representatives upon fractions, according to 
the total number of 300, Illinois and Texas receive an additional Representa- 
tive cach, while Alabama loses that which she gained at 299. 

It is probably a correct supposition that, if the apportionment in the 
above instance had heen made upon the basis of 300, the ‘‘learned 
arithmeticians’’ would have vindicated their process by the sacrifice 
of substantial justice and constitutional right, and would have insisted 
that Alabama should suffer the loss and that Illinois and Texas should 
retain their increase. 

That was Mr, Walker’s idea. That is the idea of the argument 
which is printed as the supplement to the report of the majority of 
the committee. Mr. Walker would have done one thing. Mr. Web- 
ster would have done precisely the contrary. He said that ina caseof 
that character, to prevent injustice and secure equality, an equality 
which was apparent on either side of thiscolumn, that one should have 
been added to Alabama and in the other case to Tennessec. 

Mr. President, I shall proceed to state the case of Missouri, for up 
to this time I have said very little about the rights and equities upon 
which her claim is based. 

When we arrive at 359 (for the purposes of mathematical computation 
I assume that as a basis of apportionment for each a majority fraction 
more than a moiety resulting after an even division), Missouri has the 
lowest major fraction. Of States having that major fraction there are 
eighteen, and Missouri is the eighteenth. There are but seventeen 
leit after an even division, and consequently, under the rule enforced 
by the report of the majority and by Mr. Walker, Missouri must go 
unrepresented simply because, to usc an expression I used a few mo- 
ments ago, there is not enough to go around; whereas (and I shall 
content myself with repeating it once more) Mr. Webster distinctly held, 
and it was the gist of his sopore ie point to which he bent all the 

wers of his massive understanding to establish, and which has not 

een overthrown from that day to this, that in that case Missouri was 
entitled to an addition of one member, not of grace, but of right; for, 
having demonstrated, ‘as he had demonstrated, as an unquestionable 
constitutional proposition that every State having a moiety or more re- 
maining after an even division was constitutionally entitled to a Rep- 
resentative therefor, he did not entertain for a moment the conception 
of the fact that after the arithmetical process had exhausted itself and 
become impotent it could standin the way of conferring the constitu- 
tional right. 

Mr. President, I have endeavored in a plain and practical way toset 
forth the considerations that have moved me, speaking only for myself, 
to urge that tho bill should be amended in the respects indicated, and 
Isubmit them to the considerate judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr, President, before I attempt to discuss the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Minnesota, to which amendment I 
agree and. intend to support, I wish to make a few remarks in regard to 
the general question as to the manner of taking the census and as to 
its correctness. 

In g country solarge as this of ours, containing, as is shown by the 
recent census, some 63,000,000 people, apeople who are continually 
changing their locations and their residences, it is an absolute impos- 
sibility that any census taken should be absolutely accurate and cor- 
rect. It matters not how efficient the officers may be, the fact that 
people are continually moving from one State to another and that at 
the time specified, the 1st of June, a great many of them were passing 
from the United States altogether, it is utterly impossible that any 


system could be devised by which every citizen of the United States 
could be enumerated and his residence corractly stated. 


That there has been very general complaint in regard to the recent 

census we all know. It extended to every State in the Union. 
How much of it is based upon the fact that the disposition of the towns 
and cities throughoutthe United States—allof them, I think—is to exag- 
gerate or overstate their population, how much of it is dissatisfaction 
and is attributable to disappointment arising from that, T can notsay. 
How much of it is attributable to the inefliciency of the enumerators 
appointed in the various States—and some of them no doubt were in- 
eflicient and it was impossible that it should be otherwise—I can not 
say. 
I want to say, however, that I do aot think there is any evidence 
which can be relied on that goes to show that the Superintendent of 
the Censns willfully and deliberately made a false enumeration in any 
of the States of this Union. While I think he has been incorrect and 
while I think that gross injustice has been done certain localities, I 
say thereis not sufficient evidence that would justify me and warrant 
me in saying that it was corruptly made or intentionally, wrongfully 
made. That I could not say and would not say about any man with- 
out proof, and I do not think the proofis sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Scnatorallow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr, MORGAN, Suppose it had been corruptly and wrongfully 
made, how does that relieve us from making the apportionment upon 
that basis. We are obliged to take it. 

Mr. BERRY. I will answer the Senator that it does not relieve us 
in any way. We have got to make the apportionment upon that 
basis. If the Senator from Alabama will listen to me until I get 
through, my remarks will show that they are in a certain way appli- 
cable to the State of New York, to which this amendment applies. 

As I stated, it would be very difficult for any Superintendent of the 
Census to make a corrupt enumeration. It would be almost utterly 
impossible for him to give the necessary orders to his various subordi- 
nates throughout this country unless it could be or would be developed 
and ascertained and shown that it was so done. 

T have thought proper to say this much in regard to this matter be- 
cause there has been charged in some of the papers of the country that 
the census was deliberately and intentionally wrong and false, I say 
1 do not think that the proof offered establishes that charge, but I 
do say that I believe there has been gross injustice done to some of the 
States of this Union and some localities in the Union by reason ofcon- 
ditions, some of which could not bé oyercome, and by reason of the in- 
efliciency of certain subordinates employed by the Census Bureau. 

Now, while these charges are not confined to any particular locality, 
I think that the charge which is best sustained, that the proof shows 
beyond any question or doubt, is that the city of New York has been 
unjustly and unfairly treated by the census. I believe that every man 
who has paid any attention to the reports upon that subject and to the 
correspondentée, who is unprejudiced, will admit it. It may be that 
this grew ont of the system adopted. The Superintendent stated, I 
believe, before the Census Committee of the Senate, that, as he under- 
stood his duties under the law, it was his duty to enumerate persons 
as of the locality where they were found on the Ist day of June. 

That is to say, if citizens who lived in thecity of New York were on 
the coast of New Jersey or on the coast of any other Eastern State on 
the Ist day of June, then he adopted the system, as he said that he 
believed the law required him to do, of treating those persons as ro- 
siding in the State of New Jersey, orin the State of Maine, or wherever 
they might have been on tho 1st day of June. I believe this to be a 
wrong principle, I think that they shonld bave been enumerated by 
the enumerators wherever they were found and enumerated as living 
where their residence was. 

In other words, I believe it was the duty of the enumerator on thé 
coast of New Jersey, at Long Branch,if he found families there on the 
Ist day of June who actually resided in the city of New York, while 
he should have enumerated them, I think he should have stated their 
residence at the same time, and they shonld have been credited to that 
particular State where their permanent residence was. I think that 
would haye been just to all the States, and I think that any other sys- 
tem will naturally and necessarily work injustice to certain States of 
this Union. It may he that New York suffered from this particular 
causo, but whatever the cause may have been the evidence is to my 
mind conclusive that New York City contains more people than she 
gets by the census. 

One of the reasons why I state this is that by the Government cen- 
sus it is shown that the city of New York contains 1,513,000 inhabi- 
tants. There wasa census taken later than that by the police there, and 
taken, too, as of the Ist of June, and they furnished names which 
showed that there were 1,710,715 inhabitants—almost 200,000 more 
shown by the police census than that shown by the Government cen- 
sus. A correspondence ensued, and a strong effort was made by the 
governor of the State of New York and by the mayor of the city of 
New York and by all the officials and a large number of other people 
tohaveanew count made, It was unsuccessful, and New York stands 
to-day on the enumeration made by the Government, notwithstanding 
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this ade census, which, as I understand, has never been successfully 


attacked, shows she was entitled to 200,000 more than she gets by the 
Government census, 

I cite this case particularly to show what gross injustice is done to 
the State of New York by selecting the number 356 as the basis upon 
which to make this apportionment. Not only has she suffered in this 
enumeration, but if 356, as provided for in this bill, be taken as the 
number, New York will have a minor fraction of 85,219 unrepresented 
according to the unjust census which was taken by the Government 
authorities, or, in other words, on the ratio of 173,901, one-half of that 
number is 86,950}, and New York would haye 85,219, almost a moiety, 
almost enough to entitle her to one more éven under this enumeration, 
and yet 85,219, according to the 356, go unrepresented in the State of 
New York. 

That unrepresented fraction in New York, Mr. President, is a greater 
number than the gi rem of the State of Idaho, of Wyoming, or of 
Nevada. Here are 85,000 people who are unrepresented even accord- 
ing to the Government census, saying nothing aboutthe injustice that 
was dono the city in that enumeration. Shehas more than 85,000 peo- 

le unrepresented, which is a larger number than all the inhabitants of 
Wreviatng: than all the inhabitants of Idaho, and almost donble all 
the inhabitants of the State of Nevada, 

Now, I think this is unjust. I think that great city and that great 
State shonld have fair dealing at the hands of Congress, and I most fully 
concur with the Senator from Minnesota thatin the disposition of a bill 
like this no partisan considerations should enter intoit; that weshould 
make this sf ade peal upon a higher basis than that; that it mat- 
ters not whic party may be benefited by it, justice should be done to 
all the States of this great Union; and if either of the parties gain a 
political advantage thereby it is one to which they are entitled; and 
that no apportionment based upon any other idea than that of exact 
justice can meet the approval of the American people. 

Now, then, that much in favor of the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota, in regard to New York. According fo the amendment, 
furthermore, the State of Arkansas and the State of Minnesota will each 
gain a member, as also will Missouri, of which I shall speak later, but 
Iwish to speak especially now of the two States of Arkansasand Minne- 
sota. These States according to the census show that they have made 
the most rapid progress, or at least they are among those States which 
have made the most rapid progress, of any States in the Union. The 
State of Arkansas in 1880 had-802,000 inhabitants and something over. 
By this census it has 1,128,000, a gain of 40 per cent. 

I think the gain in Minnesota probably was greater than that. Each 
of these two States, growing rapidly and growing daily, is left with an 
unrepresented fraction, if this bill becomes a law, Arkansas of 84,773, 
Minnesota of 84,519. Bear in mind now that one-half of the ratio 
adopted is 86,9504. I think it is unjust to these States, I think itis 
doubly unjust, because the States which I named awhile ago, Wyo- 
ming, Idaho, and Nevada, each with a less population than this unrep- 
resented fraction, have recently been admitted into the Union, cach 
with a member of Congress and each with two Senators upon this floor. 

Then, in making this apportionment, if you aim to do full justice to 
all, the two States of Arkansas and Minnesota ought notto be left with 
that amount, almosta moiety, lacking just alittle, and each one of them 
losing a Representative thereby, If this injustice can be avoided it is 
much more important to avoid that injustice to them than it is that 
the House of Representatives should consistofany particular or specific 
or magic number of 356. 

Now, what is the argument that the majority of the committee 
make in favor of 3562 The only argument that I have heard urged 
that was entitled to any consideration was that 356 is the least num- 
ber that can be taken by which no State in the Union will lose any of 
its present Representatives, and therefore that 356 should be fixed. I 
admit the fact that the House of Representatives onght not to be too 
large; but itseems to me that the difference between 356 and 360 is 
so slight that it is far more important to do justice to the three States 
of New York, Minnesota, and Arkansas than it is that the House of 
Representatives should consist of the particular number of 356 Repre- 
sentatives. 

Then in looking over the tables which the Senator from Minnesota 
has thoroughly and fully explained, you will find that if the number 
359 is taken asthe basis no substantial injustice can be worked toany 
State save and except the State of Missouri. If you take 359 you will 
find that it comes nearer doing exact justice to all the States, and that 
thero is less ground of complaint thanany othernumber which can be 
mentioned, and there is only one State, and that is the State of Mis- 
souri, which would suffer injustice if 359 is adopted. 

On the basis of 359 Missouri has a fraction of 92,000 and something 
unrepresented. In consultation with theSenator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DAViS] we agreed for various reasons, which will appear when the cal- 
culation is made, that 359 should be the basis adopted, and then, in 
order that no injustice should be done, we added onemember arbitrarily 
to the State of Missouri because she would be the only State having a 
majority fraction which was unrepresented. ‘That is all the difference 
there is between the bill and the amendment, 


Mr. President, as to the number 356, agreed upon by the House of 
Representatives, which was supported by the chairman of the commit- 
tee and a good many of the Democratic members of the other House, 
I want to say, in justice to the gentlemen who supported it, that I do 
not think they were seeking to gain any partisan advantage thereby. 
I do not think that that was the consideration which actuated them. 
They seemed to have a general disposition on both sides of the House, 
and I hope it will be general in this Chamber, to disregard any ques- 
tion as to whether a State is a Democratic State or a Republican State, 
but that the main purpose of the Congress of the United States, ina 
matter of this importance, which must stand for ten years, a matter 
that affects every part of this Union, will be that no injustice bedone | 
to auy State in this Union, without regard to its politics, Therefore 
Ttrust and hope that the majority of the Senate will supportthe amend- e 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, which is recommended 
by the minority of the Committee on the Census, 

I recognize the anxiety.of the chairman of the committee to have 
this bill become a law, and therefore his anxiety to have it passed asit 
came from the House of Representatives without being delayed by 
amendments which may be offered, but it seems to me that, in a mat- 
terof somuchimportance, where rankinjustice will necessarily be done 
three States of this Union and a double injustice done to the State of 
New York, considerations of that kind should give way, believing that 
a fair and honest apportionment can be made and that it can be agreed 
upon by Doth Houses before the adjournment of the present session of 
Congress. 

I assert again, and I think that the Senator from New York will not 
dispute the fact, that there is a well-grounded belief founded upon the 
evidence, that, even if New York were granted this justice, this repre- 
sentation for this 85,000 and odd unrepresented fraction, yet if that 
census had been taken in the manner in which it should have been 
taken, that great city would be entitled to 1,700,000 people instead of 
one million five hundred and odd thousand as shown by the census. 
But we can not remedy that. That has passed. A recount was re- 
fused and we must make, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
said, thisapportionment upon the basis asshown by these figures. But 
then when New York, under the basis of 356, has a majority fraction, 
and even under the basis of 359, it seems to me that justice to that 
State, as wellas justice to the Statesof Arkansasand Minnesota, should 
prevail, and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, 
all things considered, is the fairest basis upon which an apportionment 
can be made. I hope, therefore, that the amendment will beadopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS]. 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 

the reason why a recount could not have been had in the city of New 
York. I understand that recounts have been made in other cities, 
and I should like to have the Senator make some further explanation 
of why we are compelled to go on with the apportionment on these 
figures if injustice has been done, 
- Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not have the correspondence be- 
fore me now. I can produce it if time is allowed. If the bill is not 
disposed of this afternoon i can procure it for the Senator from Mary- 
land by to-morrow morning. I haveitatmy room. Application, as 
I understand, was made in due form by the city authorities of that 
city to the Superintendent of the Censns, giving the reasons as to why 
they thought a recount should be made. They took one special ward 
in New York, one of the smallest wards, and sent up the names, which. 
show, I think, that there were some three or four hundred persons in 
one ward alone whose names they presented to the Superintendent of 
the Census; that these persons resided there; that their residence was 
there on the Ist of June; that their names were not taken, some of 
them, perhaps, because their houses were vacated at that time, some 
of them because of the inefficiency of the enumerators, some of them 
were absent from the city temporarily, and for various reasons, ‘They 
gave the names and specified the numbers of their residences and the 
streets, to show the proof, and they did show by the police reports that 
these persons resided there on the 1st day of June. 

But, as I said awhile ago, if I understand the Superintendent cor- 
rectly in his statement before the committee, he held it to be his duty 
where persons were absent from New York on the Ist day of June, 
although their residences were there and they were only temporarily 
absent on the seacoast oratother points, tocredit them to those States 
where they should be found on the ist day of June. That, Isay, I 
think is an injustice to New York, and I do not believe the law eyer 
contemplated that the census should be taken in any such way. 

The Superintendent upon that idea refused to accept the police 
enumeration and he went on to show thatin the police enumeration 
there were some names on his list that were not npon their list, and 
he insisted that, taking this enumeration in October, many persons 
were represented there in October who were not there on the 1st day 
of June, and that it was unfair to take that census, although the police 
were directed to take it as of the Ist day of June. He insisted that it 
worked an injustice and worked more favorably to New York than it 
should have done. 
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I can not go over all the correspondence, but I know the governor of 
the State made an earnest eftort and had a correspondence with the 
head of the Department, the Secretary of the Interior himself, and some 
bitterness grew up between the governor of the State of New York and 
the Secretary of the Interior, and there were some very sharp words 
passed between them. Every effort by all of the constituted author- 
ities of New York that it was possible for them to make in order to 
have a new enumeration, as I understand, was made by the proper of- 
ficinls, and it was refased by the Department. 

Now, as to why we should go on without retaking that census of 
New York City, I can only say that the bill is here. It passed the 
House of Representatives and it was sent to the Senate committee 
foraction. The committee felt that perhaps it was the desire and wish 

» of the majority of this Congress that the apportionment should be now 
made, and it was impossible to have the census retaken and the appor- 
tionment made at the present session of Congress, Is there anything 
further the Senator desires to know? 

Mr, GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President. As tho Senator from Minne- 
sota and the Senator from Arkansas have both said, this is a matter 
that we all want to get exactly right. What I desire is the informa- 
tion and the accurate statements that come to us through this com- 
mittee on the point which the Senator from Arkansas has been just 
discussing. IfI understand him, he claims that the Superintendent 
of the Census declined to have his report verified by taking another 
census in the city in New York. If that was the rule of the office and 
it operated fairly on all sections of the country, I can understand it 

erfectly, but I should like to ask the Senator if it is not a fact that 
in other localities, notably in the State of Minnesota, where there was 
a question as to the accuracy of the census between the two cities of 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, the census was retaken, and, if it was re- 
taken at these places or at any other in the United States, I should 
like to have an explanation as to why the same rule could not have 
peen applied to the case of New York on the statements which were 
made, 

Mr. BERRY. I reply to the Senator from Maryland that it is trac 
that a recount was had, as I understand, in the city of Minneapolis 
and in the city of St. Paul, and perhaps in several other places through- 
out the United States. 

As to why the Superintendent of the Censusdid not grant a recount 
in New York, I think possibly the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] 
could speak for the Superintendent of the Census rather than myself. 
I say to the Senator from Maryland frankly that I think the Superin- 
tendent of the Census ought to have granted n recount, and I think he 
made a mistake when he did not permita recountin New York. I 
think by his refusal and his failure to do so a gross injustice has been 
worked to the State, and cially.to the city of New York. As to 
why he did not do so, the Senator from Maine probably can answer 
better than I can, for I do not know. 

Mr. HALE. ight here I will ask the Secretary to read tho state- 
ment of the Superintendent of the Census, beginning on page 39 of 
the document I hold in my hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Arkansas yield 
for that pu ? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. - I thought the Senator was through. 

M7. BERRY. I yield to the Senator for his statement, or I will 
yield the floor entirely if he desires it, and, if I wish to say anything 
afterwards, I can do so. 

Mr. HALE. I only take the floor in answertoinquiries. I ask the 
Secretary to read, beginning on page 39 of the House document, being 
hearings before the Committee on the Eleventh Censusof the House of 
Representatives on the application of the municipal authorities of the 
city of New York for a re-enumeration of that city, the statement of 
the Superintendent of the Census on page 39 and following to page 56. 
Lask that that may be read, 

Mr. GORMAN, If the Senator will pardon me, all I desireis to get 
the facts. I have not followed this matter closely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Secretary 
will read the matter indicated by the Senator from Maine. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


STATEMENT OF HON. NORBERT P, PORTER, 


Hon, Robert P. Porter, Superintendent of Census, then addressed the com- 
mittee as follows: 

Mr, PORTER, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commnittee: I trust you will 
bear with me a4 patiently as you can, and remember that] am nota trained 
lawyer, ns my friend, Mr. Bowers, is, andthat I do not come heré with any pre- 
tensions whatever t argue the legal or constitutional aspect of this case. I 
wish, however, tosimply call yourattention toa few of the facts which we have, 
and also to give you as briefly as possible a history of the New York application 
for a recount. from the standpoint of the Census OMoe. 

I should also he glad if the committee will allow me, as far as possible, to pro- 
sent the line of argument that I have laid out before any questions are asked, 
Of course when Iio not make myself clear on any particular point I shall be 
very glad to have you ask questions; but I should ee to present my case, 
as Mr, Bowers has been permitted to do, with only the necessary interruptions 
to make my meaning clear to all, and to answer any and all questions the cotn- 
mittee may propound afterwards. 

In the firs piece I want to call attention to certain of the 5 parmmrap his. in the 
resolution, which I think was introduced in Congress by Mr. FLOWER., Iam 
quis sure that Mr. FLOWER would not wish to do the Census Office an injus- 
tice. One of his preambles roads as follows: 
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‘‘ Whereas the result of such enumeration has been brought to the attention 
of the Superintendent of Census and the Secretary of the Interior, and appli: 
cation made to them by the chief executive officer of the city of New York to 
make anew the enumeration and census of said city, which application has 
been declined.” : 

Now I, as Superintendent of Census, never declined any application that was 
made by the municipality of New York, because no such ol Nesting waseyer 
‘sheraers to me with any facts whatever. THONON actsthatIhayehad 

n relatión to the New York caso were presented yesterday to you. The city 
of New York has neyer presonted n single fact of any kind whatever to the 
Census Office to proye that the Federal enumeration was incorrect. 

Another of the preambles reads as follows: 

‘Whereas the Superintendent of Census and Secretary of the Interior havo 
refused access to,and inspection of, the census and enumeration returns on file 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and haye furnished a copy of the 
lista of names of only one ward.” i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, by inference that paragraph does a great injustice tothe 
Census Office. It says alist ofnames of only one ward were furnished. Now, 
what are the factsabout thatone ward. Noapplication, no proper St has pt 
was filed in the Census Office for the names of that one ward until (if Tam 
wrong on the date I hope I will be papier) the 12th of November. On that 
day application was made by the municipality of New York for the names of 
persons enumerated in the Second ward that you gentlemen haye heard so 
much about, Atthattime we had no less than twenty-four similar applica- 
tions pending from other cities, every one of which took precedence of the ap- 
plication of the city of New York. hr. Kenney came down and presented the 
resolution of the board of aldermen, asking for the population of that particular 
ward and no other ward. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Who came down? 

Mr, Porter. Mr. Kenney. 

Mr. McKenna. Have you the written application to that effect? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; and can produce it if necessary. 

Mr, Frank. It isnot necessary just now, Proceed with your argument. 

Mr. PORTER, On the 12th of November Mr. Kenney ere AL to me this re- 
quest for the population of that one ward, and, as I have said, there were 
twenty-four similar applications ahead of it. I made that np: lication spocial, 
and on the lith of November, less than two days afterwards, Mr, Kenney had 
the copy in full of the names that application called for, and went back to New 
York—this, gentlemen, within two days. 

Mr, Kenney said personally that they would like to get the other four wards, 
and I stated that we would be glad to furnish the names; but he likewise said 
there was no special hurry; that what he wanted was the Second ward, and 
that he got forthwith. According to the newspaper statements, which, how- 
cver, are not always reliable; Mr. Kenney has since thén been very busily en- 
gaged, almost night and day until last Saturday night, working out the figures 
and securing the affidavits trom the Second ward. Mr. Bowers admitted yes- 
terday that it was a very stupendous piece of work, and Ihave no reason to 
doubtit. So that a grave injustice is done the Census Office in that preamble. 

Another point made by Mr. Bowers relates to the posting of returns, and in 
doing which he gives us the history of the census lawsfrom 1790. I think that 
one of the reasons that the posting of returns was abolished was the fact that 
the census is being taken much more rapidly now than-at the time that pro- 
vision was in force. For example, in 1890 the census was not completed until 
two years and nearly six months after the date of the enumeration, the last re- 
turns being received from California; whereas this Sos we telegraphed the 
official population of the State of Washington to the Legislature of that State 
there assembled within two months after the enumeration. General Walker 
and Mr. Cox, in framing this law, tried to throw out everything that would 
hinder or complicate the work and be an obstacle in the way of rapid re 
turns. 

I also wish to call your attention in that connection to the fact that these re- 
turns were never used by the several States and counties for any purpose such 
às described by Mr. Bowers. Forall these years we have no facts showing 
that they were so used. In 1879 General Walker wrotea letter to the Secretary 
of the Interior asking for the abolition of this, to him, apparently unnecessary 
provision, calling for the posting of returns. General Walker said: 

The reason given for this recommendation was that a copy of a hody of 
schedules so vast in extent was only to be made at n pores expense, and that, 
in fact, the set of the rcturns deposited in the county clerk's office was not ony 
useless, but mischievous, being subject, on account of proximity to the indi- 
viduals and families enumerated, to curious or malicious examination. This 
recommendation was not followed by legislation, andat the census of 1870 two 
copies of the returns were made, as at 1850 and 1860. 

General Walker made an investigation to find just how much these returns 
were used for the purpose indicated by Mr. Bowers, that is, for recounts, how 
valuable they were, and states the result on page 36 of the same report. He 
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x Some of the States, as I haye learned through the personal inspection of 
officers of this bureau and by correspondente, the schedules of 1850, 1860, nnd 1870 
are not preserved in shape and place to be accessible to visitors; in others they 
are, infact, seldom or never visited." 

Then again, on that point, he says: 

“So vast and cumbersomeis such a body of manuscript that any information 
which a visitor might arrive at from the returns could be given by one of tho 
trained officers at the Census Office at Washington with far less effort and with 
far greater accuracy than by a porson unfamiliar with such research looking for 
himself through the schedules at the State capital, and it may properly be said 
that the Census Office cheerfully affords, upon personal application, all infor- 
mation which it is deemed proper to extract from the schedules," 

These extractsT pene. give forthe information of thecommittee. I thought 
it pertinent on this particular point, which Mr. Bowers seems to think impor- 
tant. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Asa matter of fact this was left out of the law, was it not? 

Mr. Porter. Yes; it was finally re-enacted in 1880, but left out in the act of 


889. 

Mr. BLouxT, Left out on account of these suggestions, possibly. 

Mr. Porrer. Very likely; for they would come with great authority from 
General Walker, as he had taken the census twice. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And Mr. Cox consulted him in framing this law. 

Mr. Portier. Yes, sir; what [hayeread is taken from an official report made 
by General Walker to Hon. Carl Schurz, Secretary of the Interior. 

‘The other part of Mr. Bowers's arzument, the logal part, I have entirely omit- 
ted, because it is in much abler hands than mine, if left with the committee. 

Then Mr, Bowers said here again, in speaking to the resolutions : 

“We have got only one ward; we have not the other four wards that we 
asked for, and we certainly could not get the whole fifteon hundred thousand 
in any reasonable time.” 

I merely protest, gentlemen, that that ani of the resolution and that part of 
Mr. Bowers’s statement is unjust to the Census Ofice, when I furnished all the 
information called for by the resolutions within two days and promised to fur- 
nish any other they might desire, That he refers to several times in his argu- 
ment, 

In another part of his remarks he says: 

“Itwas not until the health department looked into the matter and ascer- 
tained that if those figures were correct the death rate of New York City had 
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increased so enormously as to indicate the presence of a pestilenco, thatthe ac- 
curacy of the census became a matter of doubt.” 

On the question of pestilonce I simply wish to say this: After making the al- 
Jowance for the grippe, which I think the health department are willing toad- 
mit throws out something like 1,400 deaths as abnormal, the difference between 
the death rato in 1880 and 1890 is less than 2in 1,000, Thesame difference occurs 
in San Francisco and New Orleans, 

Take New Orleans, for instance. The State authorities of Louisiana had 
made an enumeration of their State and completed it the day the Federal 
enumeration commenced. We came out 2,500 more than they did, so that it 
might fairly be urged that in New Orleans the Federal census was thoroughly 
taken. It was, in fact, undoubtedly more complete than the census taken by 
the State authorities themselves, yet in that city the increase in the mortality 
is greater or quitens great as it is in New York City. The same is true of Bos- 
ton, Take Boston, for cxample. Mr. BOUTELLE will tell you the same people 
have acre taken the census four times—I think in 1875, 1880, 1885, and 1890, 

The census of 1890 turned out farahead of anticipations. Between 1890 and 
1885 the population of Massachusetts increased but 8 per cent., while we show 
an increase of 15 per cent. in tlie State between 1855 and 1890, It is the custom 
in Massachusetts to turn the census work over to tho bureau of statistics, and 
I followed the precedent set by General Walker in that respect and had but one 
supervisor for the entire State. And yetin the city of Boston the mortality is 
as high and lias increased ag much as in New York. Thesame is true of Phil- 
adelphia and Brooklyn and of the District of Columbia, where the census was 
well taken by one of the best supervisorsappointed;and where wehaye nothad 
a single complaint. 

So you see the statement that the death rate had increased so enormously as 
to indloate the presence of a pestilence can not for a moment be supported. 
There is no particular reason, so far as I know, why New York should be 
healthier in 1890 than it was ten years ago. The streets are not cleaner, that is 
certain, The water supply during the decade has been gradually diminishing, 
and was greatly less, until the completion of the aqueduct, which has‘only been 
open for use about six months, and could have had no effect upon the returns 
ofthe Eleventh Census. You must bear in mind that the increase in the city 
Reneietios of the’country this decade is going to be something startling, nearly 

per cent. 

Now, that being the case, the increased death rate is largely due to increased 
density of population in the large cities, Another reason is the increased ac- 
curacy of the Health departments, Ihave no doubt that in these last ten years 
the health department of the city of New York has learned something about 
collecting vital statistics. Here we have greater care in securing albthe death 
returns and a constantly decreasing supply of water in addition. Thatisa 

intl think oughtto be considered in justice to the Census Office, and goes a 
fon way toward il teeth the trifling increase in the death rate. The claim 
ofan increased death rate seems to be the strongest statistical statement that 
Mr. Bowers had in his argument. k 

Once more, gentlemen, like atextthis reference to the copying of the returns 
comes up in Mr, Bowers'sromarks. Ho says: 

* We have asked for four other wards and we have not got them yet, and if 
we had asked for the whole 1,500,000 the mayor of New York might very well 
have been chargeable with laches.” 

That I have already explained, 

I now come to the affidavits on this question of the additions. I should con- 
sider, gentlemen, that if I brought the affidavit of Mr. Hunt here, who is one 
of my assistants, to tho effect that he had added up the columns correctly, that 
you would go at once to the I’resident and ask for my removal or that some 
friend would take me to an insane lum. a 

Figures prove themselves. When the census returns of 62,622,250 are added 
up for this country thoy prove themselves. We haye to divide these figures 
first into age, race, sex, occupation, cte., and make hundreds and hundreds of 
divisions, then distribute thom into two hundred thousand minor civil divisions, 
and ultimately get them back again into a grand total of 62,622,250, hat would 
be the use of aidavitsto prove the correctnessof that? They verify themselves 
as they go along. 

Now, what we have wanted, and what we have been trying to get, is a certi- 
fied copy of the number of peroni in cach election district in the city of New 
York, as shown by the polico enumeration. On November 141 wrote to the 
mayor asking for this, and he never even answered my letter. lie never had 
the politeness or courtesy to answer me or furnish me those statistics by districts 
for the 917 police districts. Ifwe had those we could tell where we were. ‘These 
gentlemen can not tell where they are. The totals are useless unless accom- 
panied by details which prove those totals. Noaffidavits from newspaper men 
or anybody else can provo that, no matter how honest or competent they may 


Mr. Bowers ndmitted, and T aw going to bring affidayits here to show that 
Mr. Olcott, who was the gentleman sent by us to ascertain the methods by which 
these gentlemen took the census—! willshow you that Mr, Olcott caught on the 
fly, just“ winged” as it were, a trifling error of 40,000 in the additions—an error 
which Mr. Bowers admitted to you yesterday occurred in this work. Olcott 
caught that accidentally. He didnotgothere forthatpurpose. As soon as dis- 
covered the mistake was corrected, I havea statement from Mr. Olcott to that 
effect, which I will read you later. 

Again he says: “The books of tive wards were sent down here and hede- 
clined to compare them unless the books were left with him.” By “he” Mr, 
Bowers means the Superintendent of Census. I wish to say again, gentlemen, 
I havo never had an opportunity of comparing these returns. I haye never 
seen one and never had one offered to me until yesterday, when L was able to 
get two books. We have been working on them all night and will show you 
the comparisons we have made. ‘Those are the first books I have been able to 
getand I have never had them in my possession before. Lhope, therefore, that 
statement will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has there been nny controversy as to the terms on which the 
books should be turned over to you? 

Mr. Portes. No, sir; none whatever with me. 

Again Mr. Bowers'suys: 

“Ido not question the propriety of the position he took; but we did not de- 
siro to place our books in the same position, where they might never be scen 
again outside of the Census Office,” 

I want you to pay particular attention to that. Nowy, right there comes the 
question of how we bave treated all other cases. In other cities where the peo- 
ple were dissatisfied with the enumeration their representatives eame to me or 
the mayor telegraphed to me, or the president of the chamber of commerce or 
some responsible citizen wrote or nethey sep ik and we immediately sent special 
agents to the spor We did not wait for any books oranything else. Wosent 
them to investigate and see if they found anything wrong. This was pending 
the count, you know, during the month of June or in July. Incase of com- 
plaint, if they said, “ Here is a ward that was not well taken,” instead of taking 
another entimoration the special agent or policeman would go into the ward 
nnd would ask the question, “ Were youenumerated June 19° Ifthe oceupant 
on yes, he passed on to the next case; if he said no, then he would get the 
acts. 

Every night the special agents, who were assisted in this work by the police, 
would send their schedules to the Census Office and there they were imme- 
diately acted upon. Perhaps two-thirds would be found all right; the bal- 


ance was sent to Sewaperyse0ts he in turn giving them to the enumerator,;and 
the result of that was that we corrected the census as we went along. In New 
York no complaint whatever of that kind was made, The cities in which this 
occurred were in all parts of the country. Nashville, Tenn., was one of them, 
My friend Mr, Wasutncron, who is sitting here, came to see me about it. The 
city took the census over again and found 150 less people than we did. ey 
sent me a complimentary letter on that, which I accepted blushingly, because 
I have not had many compliments in this business, 

It was the same way in St. Louis. Alsoin the city of Charleston, which m 
friend Mr. TILLMAN, who is not here this mae: knows abont: We tent all 
through the different cities in that way, co-operating in every case with the city 
officials, and in no case were we met with a refusal to turn over papers or a sin- 
gle doubt asto the tose tet of the office. 

Agun Mr, Bowers said: 

“Finally we did come here and ask him to give us a list of some of the wards, 
and he gave usa list of the Second ward. Now where the inhabitants of a city . 
complain and ask a new enumeration there can be no great harm in giving it 
to them, as has frequently been done in relation to this and other censuses, 

He goes on, * where there isa great hue and cry like that LEES upin 
New York City,” ete. Now about theonly general testimony that Mr. Bowers 
presented was that which he submitted in the shape of letters trom the Feople, 
and he gaye us, I think, sixteen yesterday, which were read as part of the evi- 
dence of complaints about the census, 

As wpreface to what I have to say on this subject I would like to read a few 
lines from a report of General Walker, ve poabecis ofthe Ninth and Tenth 
Censuses, November 21, 1871, page 21, which indicates that it is not always in 
cases where they make the most noise that the inaccuracies are the greatest. 

“The real faults of the census are generally those that are not complained of, 
The individuals and classes of citizens making the loudest complaints are com- 
monly not those with respect to whom the census commits its errors. The 
cities and sections that are most noisy in their dissatisfaction are commonly 
those which dre best taken, and for that very reason, It is in ons where 
apathy prove in regard to the results of the enumeration, and it isin pe 
to Individuals and familles that neither write for the newspapers nor read them 
that the greater part of the omissions of the census occur,” 

Asan illustration of that our friends here presented all the letters that they 
could find, that is, that they could get hold of readily, and they gave us some 
sixteen, all of which haye been looked up and the writers of some of which we 
find to have been enumerated in June. In other cases we find the houses 
were shutup. Some of these names are familiar to all of you, like Jobn H. In- 
man. In'some cases the houses were not only shut, but the doors and windows 
nailed up. Itis very difficult to take the census of these houses, Enumerators 
are only men after all, Weexpect more of them, but they are only ordinary 
men—some of them very good men. 

In the case of Austin Corbin, the enumerator had to go six times to his office 
to get his name and those of his family, as I am reliably informed, having to 
pay his car fare eachtime. You seo, in New York the business districts are far 
removed from the residence districts. In cities like St, Paul and Minneapolis 
they are nearer together, and it was not so much of ajob, An enumerator in 
New York would oftentimes have to spend 50 cents lo get a name. He would 
go to a house and find it nailed up, and perhaps the neighbor's house would be 
nailed up also. And, even if it was not, the neighbors would not always be 
able togive information. In other cases he found families in these houses, and 
the SOM piatiAne who wrote the lettors was evidently some boarder who was 
not in when our man called, 

Those are the classes of cases we found in the sixteen letters presented hero 

resterday, Either they are wealthy people who have gone away and whose 
pepr were absolutely shut up, or they werelodgera. There would sometimes 
bo fifteen to twenty-eight people in a house and justone missed, Wegencrally 
consider that the errors of omission balance and destroy errors of addition and 
the “padding.” The latter are much more to be guarded against, as I shall 
show you when I come to speak of the cases of St, Paul and Minneapolis; and 
we find that the two classes of crror about equal one another as a rule. 

To return to these letters. In the case of E, H. De L’ , 222 East Fifteenth 
street, E families of sixteen persons were ennmerated, but that one man was 
not found. 

Jacques Krakauer, 1022 Lexington avenue—family found and schedule eopied. 

Charles H., Contoit, 728 Fifth ayenue—house not found, which meansthat the 
enumerator went to the house and could not get in or wa’ unable to find out 
who lived there. > 

Thomas Finnigan, 202 East Ninety-sixth street—five families of twenty-cight 
persons, butnot Finnigan found. a 

D. Houghton, No. 15 East One hundred and twenty-soventh strect—house not 
found. 

Gerald Jackson, 72 West Forty-seventh street—family of four, but not Jackson 


found. 

Christian Schneider,35 West Twenty-first street—family of five, butnot Schnei- 
der found. 

Amasa Lyon, 224 West Forty-fourth street—honse not found. 

‘A, B, Levinson, 56 East One hundred and twentieth street—eight families of 
thirty-eight, but not Levinson found. 

John H. Inman, 20 West Fifty-sixth street—honse not found. That means in 
census vernacular could not get in, probably locked up. 

E. Oppenheimer, 53 East Sixtieth street—house not found, 

William Lummis, 557 Madison avenue—house not found. 

Joseph S, Jacocks, 206 West Fifty-second street—twelve families of thirty-four 
persons, but not Jacocks found. 

G. N. Williams, jr., 317 East Sixty-cighth etreet—family of Williams found and 
schedule copied. E 

A, W. Lemcke, 14 Van Nest place—family of Lemcke found and schedule 
copied. 

ulius Ehrmann, 7 West Fifty-eighth street—house not found, 
(Where the house was not found it was very probably closed for the sum- 


mer). 

As against that 16 I want to call your attention to the fact that, New York 
being a very large city, a special enumerator was appointed to investigate all 
cases ofcomplaint. He looked after the people that wrote to tho newspapers 
and attende t 2 ponar aa We raked thecity. The Sope yor oon all 
the principal daily papers, and every name appearing was duly followed u 
by ase particular man named Speare. ‘That was his duis. Asa result of his 
bh ey 2,478 names were added, he having found some of the complaints 
wellfoun ‘ 

Now, I wish the committee to bear Mr. Speare in mind, because when we come 
to examine lateron the specific cases which the gentlemen have given us, we 
shall find some of Mr. Speare’s work there, where he went to houses and did 
not find people. He was a man that was paid by the day, and a man employed 
especially for that purpose, to look up cases in which people complained. We 
shall find among the very peons who now make affidavits declaring they were 
not enumerated persons who were visited by Mr. Speare, and afte in somo 
cases, enumerated. That is the reason I wish specially to call your attention to 


Mr. Speare. 

While these gentlemen have been calling ourattention to this * hue and cry,” 
the very cases mentioned have been examined; and, while they have 16 cases 
to present to you, I present you practically the information of 2,478 cases that 


1866 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 27, 


wə looked up and corrected by our own aney, and I shall also show you that 
weer ed every point that we possibly cou! d, so as to get tho very best re- 
su n our power, 

It might be well to add that of the numerous complaints that we heard of at 
that time two-thirds were cases in which we found the enumeration had been 
made and there was no cause for complaint, but the others we corrected. 

You must bear in mind, gentlemen, that Mr. Murray's office is within a mile 
and a half of the city hall, where the mayorand these gentlemen bold forth 
who haye so ingeniously and with so much industry brought into question the 
census. It is within halfa mile of the health department. Mr, Murray says no 
complaint whatever, not a single complaint, was made by the mayor’s office or 
© health department to him as representative of the Census Office on 
the ground. The ofice of supervisor of census isa very important one. For 
the time being that officer takes charge of the entire territory allotted to him. 
And although the Superintendent, of course, gets all the criticisms if there are 
any errors, and those I am perfectly willing, of course, to bear, at the same time 
the supervisor is the responsible man who looks after these thin He, not 
the Superintendent, has the ec eet rad of the enumerators, The Superin- 
tondent simply has the confirming of them, and if there are no cha made 
against them they are at once confirmed, because there were some fifty thou- 
sand of them and we bad todo that quickly. Mr. Murray says no complaint 
was made by tho city authorities, 

Every complaint up to the time that we announced the population on the 18th 
day of July had been followed up. There wns notat that time one left. These 
sixteen that Mr, Bowers presented to you yesterday probably came in since, 
Ido not know anything about that, but at any rate we had not received any 
of them at that time, If we had received onc of them, if people would only 
write to the Superintendont of the Census instead of the newspapers, omissions 
could all be corrected quickly. 

Therofore, having announced the Pinan of the city of New York on the 
18th day of J uly, I had a right to believe that it was correct, and we wentalon 
about our other business, Every complaint that had been made was answered. 
Tho supervisor took his summer vacation after ho had got through. He said 
there was nothing more todo. Every name that had appeared in any news- 
paperas haying been omitted had been searched for and added to the list, ifnot 
already there, and we supposed the count was settled. In the meantime Iwas 
attending to the otlicr complaints that had cropped up here and there and clos- 
ing them up as fasta: I could. Nothing more was heard of the New York cen- 
sus until September 5, when tho Census Office received this resolution passed 
by the aldermen of the city of New York. I received two copies of it, one from 
the Secretary ofthe Interior and one which was sent directly tome. I would 
like to read this resolution passed by the board of aldermen of the city of New 
York September 2, 1590 : 

* Whereas there is reason to believe that the enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the city of New York, madein taking the Eleventh Census, is so defective 
that a very la: number of the residents of this city have been omitted from 
said enumeration, and, in consequence ofsuch omission '— 

And yet the office ofthe supervisor was within half a milo of these gentlemen, 

and they never even sent anyohe over there to state to him that the enumera- 
tion was defective or to give him any information whatsocyer which he could 
use that would show that it was defective— 
“and, in consequence of such omission, grave injustice is done to the city in 
many Tietus and especially in substantial injury and rong: likely to occur 
through the deprivation of just Congressional representation by an apportion- 
ment upon such defective census; and 

** Whereas’?'— ` 

Now, hero comesin the pointabout the health board— 

“Whereas tho statistics of tho health department, those of the department of 
taxes and assessments — 

I have shown you how thestatistics of the health department correspond with 
other cities— 

“the registration of yoters,and the returns of votes cast at the clections, all 
indicate that the said enumeration of the Eleventh Census is deficient ”— 

And I wish to call your attention particularly here to the fact of the mention 
of ane return ofthe votes, because I have something hereafter to say on that 
question— 

Mr, ADAMS, That was in September? 

Mr. Pontren. That was in September— 

“all indicate that the said enumeration of the Eleventh Census is deficient 
to the extent of not less than 200,000 persons, and such official demonstrations 
fre confirmed by the statistics of city travel ”’— 

You will observe that the 200,000 there mentioned corresponds in round figures 
with the subsequent 200,000 that were found by the police. 

Mr, BOUTELLE, Was this before the police count was made? 

Mr. PORTER, That was before the police count was made. 
thing the Census Office heard. 

Mr. BouTELLE. On what estimate was that 200,000 based? 

Mr. FLOWER, On the sanitary statistics, 

Mr. Pontrr, {Reading:) 

“And such official demonstrations aro confirmed by the statistics of city travel 
and by the daily observation of all New Yorkers; and 

“Whereas in other cities, Aena SUS. city of Albany, in this State, applica- 
tion has been made fora recounton the ground of inaccuracy in the census, and 
such application has been granted by the Department of the Interior of the 
United States Govornment haying charge of the census." 

Now, in regard to that reference to Albany. It is paly just to mysolf to say 
that although this statement is contained in this official resolution passed by 
the beard of aldermen of New York City, no recount had been had in Albany. 
The troublein Albany was simply this: Certain persons there sald they thoug t 
their districts were not corrcetly enumerated, and they presented facts which 
convinced our supervisor that there had been some omissions in a district 
largely inhabited by thieves and other persons of not very good repute, and 
we aoe we should be glad to co-operato with the police and find out if such 
was the case, 

I ordered a re-enumerntion of those districts pending the enumeration. This 
wasin June and July. I ordered a re-enumoration through Mr, Manning, the 
mayor of the city and the editor of the Argus, a Democratic paper, who tooka 
great deal of interest in the matter, Issaid, “To have this thing satisfactory 
you name seven enumeratora and I will name seven enumerators to go in an: 
make this recount.” Two of the districts came out identically as they did at 
first. Inthe low district I speak of they found an increase of 250, That is tho 
wigii was settled. In that cass there was no hesitation whatever on the part 
ofthe city authorities to give us all the information they bad in their posses- 
sion, and there was no hesitation on the part of the Census Office to recipro- 
cate in that respect. So you sce the reference here to the recount in Albany is 
a statement that I question. I will road the rest of this: 

“ Resolved, That application is hereby madeto the President of tho United 
States, the of the Interior, and the Superintendent of the United States 
Census to order a recount of the population of the city of Now York, in order 
that the inaccuracies of the enumeration which has been may be corrected. 

“Adopted by the hoard of aldermen tember 2, 1590." ` 

You will see, gentlemen, that while they make these assertions, including 
the one abont Albany, which is not true, or, rather, there is a wrong inference 
there, they merely refer to the health department and to the tax department, 
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to the transportation and tothe "gencral observations ofthe citizens,” and asic 
fora recount without pointing to a single error in the work, 

Mr, Apams, And the votes. 

Mr. Porter. There is notafactthere. There is not a fact that conld not be 
gotten up Piane So force for any city in the United States. Ican write a res- 
olution of that kind concerning the census in any city in the United States; as 
I shall show you in a minute, and with justas much reason ask for a recount. 
Ido not care what city. Sclect any city and sitnilar facts could be produced to 
impugn the actual census, 

r: BLOUNT, When did you first hear of the polico enumeration? 

Mr. PORTER. Iam coming to that. That was in Oclober, Onthe5th of Sep- 
tember, having received this, [naturally thought [should investigate it. There 
were no other facts to investigate. I could not turn itover to Mr. Hunt, atthe 
head of the population department, as I did the police schedules Jast night. 
There was nothing but wlat I could answer as Superintendent of the Census, 
Here were the statistics, they urged. They were accessible to every one. The 
“daily observations of newspapers” were aliio indefinite. I analyzed at that 
time the population of the city of New York, This was prepared for the Secre- 
tary of the Intcriorand sent tohim, and subsequently published in allthe New 
York papers. I want to particularly call your attention to some portions of the 
memoranda prepared at that time forthe Secretary of the Interior, becauso the 
statements therein contained are very important. Partof the remarks which 
follow are based!upon these memoranda, 

These memoranda were prepared by the Superintendent of the Census, Sat- 
urday September 13, 1890, 

On that evening the following portion of theso memoranda was given to the 
special correspondents of the New York papers: 

“ Superintendent Porter this evening made public the following official count 
of the city of New York by wards. The report by election districts will be 
ready nextweek. The Census Office also furnished figures of 1880 by wards, to 
facilitate comparisons. 


Increase (+) 
Ward. 1880, 1890. or 
> Decrease (—), 
17,939 11,105 — 6,834 
1,008 922 — 686 
3,582 3, 757 + 1% 
20, 996 17,764 — 3,232 
20, 196 993 + 2,797 
50, 066 57,321 + 7,165 
47,554 57,514 + 6,960 
68,778 75, 703 + 6,930 
37, 797 , 882 + 8,08 
15, 815 12,851 — 38,494 
35, 879 31,169 — 4,710 
596 54,054 + 58 
30, 171 23, — 2,133 
31, 882 25, 185 — 6,697 
52,188 49,250 — 2,938 
104, 837 102, 668 — 2,169 
66,611 63,100 — 3,511 
86,015 54,218 — 1,797 
66, 536 62,295 — 4,241 
1, 800 244,793 +162, 993 
158, 191 232, 978 +- 74, 787 
156, 526 + 44,920 
28, 333 53, 621 + 25,283 
13, 283 19,779 + 6,491 
1, 206, 299 1,513, 501 *4 25.47 
*Per cont. 


È In commenting upon the returns of the population by warda Mr. Porter 
said: 

*The number of wards does not indicate their geographical location andit 
is therefore necessary, in order to anal the growth of the population of the 
city, to divide it into four groups, which for convenience may be designated as 
the Jower end of the'city, the tenement-house district, the business district. 
and the great residence district aboye Forticth street. In lower New York 
have inoluded the First, Second, Third, and Fourth wards, which in 1889 con- 
tained a population of 44,125, but which June I, 1890, contained only 33,548 per- 
sons, a decrease of 10,577. 

**Tn the second group has been included what may be termed the tenement- 
house district, including the Sixth, Seventh, Tenth, Eleventh, and Thirteenth 
wards,coyering a quarter of the city on the east side in whicha large population is 
massed and wherein the people are even more thickly settled than in 1850. The 
population of this district in 1880 was 224,391, and in 1990, 259,328, showing an in- 
crease of 34,937 in the decade. 

“Next wo have to examine what may bo termed the business district of the 
city, which has been constantly extending upward, until it may be fairly said to 
reach Fortieth street, thoe boundary of the Twentieth and ra a wards, 
This district includes the great warchouses in the Fifth, Eighth and Ninth wards, 
the business houses and stores which haye been pahia their way during the 
last deoade northward and crowding out the residents,’ 

Of course you gentlemen understand that I am a citizen of New York and 
that I do not want tosee the gror New York ina state of decay any more 
than these gentlemen do, and I shall show you this change in the population 
that they seem to complain about is'really due to the Increasing greatness and 
increasing wealth of the city, 

sI baveiueludad in this district the Fifth, Eighth, Ninth, Fourteenth, Fifteenth, 
Sixteenth, Seventeenth, Eighteenth, Twentieth, and Twenty-first wards, In 
only one of these wards, the Ninth, does the plus sign appear, and here the in- 
crease since 1880 was only 53, The fotal ad Seren of this district in 1880 Was Si4,- 
560, and in 1890 512,923, a decrease for the business district of 31,052. A study of 
the depletion of this district as a resident quarter during tho last decade, far 
from being a sign of decay, is proof of the tremendous advance of the great 
metropolitan district, which will show a population not far short of 3,000,000 
when the oficial returns from all the adjacent places affected by this extension 
of business are given. It will be shown that not only has the residence district 
of New York extended northward, but castward and wostward into the sur- 
rounding suburban cities and towns. 

“* The district above Fortieth street, including theT welfth, Nineteenth, Twenty- 
second, Twenty-third, and Twonty-fourth wards has shown during the last dec- 
ade á growth which is sim ly marvelous. In 1880 the population of this dis- 
trict was 393,223. In 1890 it ed 708,097, an increase of 314,474, Here is 
a growth that the metropolis may well feel proud of, and which, in a decade, 
has added to the upper district a population equivalent to the entire population 
of the city of Cincinnati, 
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“*The distribution of the population of the city in 1889 and 1800 may thus be 
summarized: 


Lowercend........ aédzeest 
Tenement-house 
Business district. 
Above Fortieth street 


EGRE erretiro 


“iTho percentages of Increase or decrease in the four divisions of the city are 
as follows: 


LO WEE ON se cvseseessoss veneer vase 
Tenement-house district... 
Business districts. 
Above Fortieth street... cs 


23.97 
15.57 

5.80 
79.97 


“These figures accord with the known facts in relation to the growth of the 
population of the city. An increase of nearly 89 per cent. above Fortieth strect 
ought to be satisfactory, while an increase of nearly 16 per cent, in the tene- 
ment-house district is probably about correct, 

I bolieva the census of New York has been carefully taken, The same 
method was employed asin 1889. Of course among over n thousand enumera- 
tors there may have been some carcless ones as well as some incompetent ones, 
The pay wassmal). But thatis the fault of the law, not of the census officers, 
and the date of taking the census, June 1, perhaps not the best date for large 
cities. The Superintendent of Consus has nothing to to with this, for likewise 
itis prescribed by law.’’" 

That is the fact, that it is taken June 1. 

Now, hereisthe point. Onthe lithofSeptembor the following was pubtished 
in every New York morning paper: 

“Tf the board of health, the city council, or any other pel Paar authority, 
will point out omissions or careless work in any specific district or ward, the 
Census Office will gladly investigate and recount if necessary.” 

That was written, as I have said, on the 13th of September, and published in 
all the Now York papers the next day, 

A recount of the city, certainly above Forticth street, where the population 
has increased 80 per cent, and where the total population June 1, 1890, was 707,- 
697, would hardly be dcenred necessary by the most enterprising advocate ofa 
recount, 

Now, gentlomen, so much I haye said on wno Kenara] questionof the popula- 
tion. Now I propose to take up the points made in the resolution of the board 
of aldermen, which I received on the 5th of September, 

The criticism against the Federal census in New York scems to be based 


n— 
ak Number of votes cast and the relative per cent. of increase, 

2. The increase in the building of houses, 

3. The increase in the trafic of the clevated railroad. 

4, The increase of wealth. 

5. Estimates of population based upon number of deaths. 

Estimating population on the number of votes cast leads to innumerable er- 
rors, and such estimates are worse than worthless. They are absolutely mis- 
leading. For exawple,there are precincts in any large city where there may 
be found Lyoter in cvery 2} or every 3 of the Led got goed and others where 
the voters would not be more than 1 to every 5 or 6 of the population, as 
Mr. Bowers sajd to you this morning. Now, gentlemen, on that question, if I 
should be able subsequently to submit to you certain comparisons on certain 
districts, not the largest election districts, but fairly large districts of New York 
which these gentlemen have enumerated, and in which they show that the 
voting population is only Lto i7, I mean the voters only 1 to 17 of the popu- 
lation, and only 1 to 14,and in others where we could show 1 to 2}, I think you 
will grant me that there is not much argument to base an exact and accurate 
statement of the population of any city on this sort of statistics, ThatI shall 
be able to show you later on. 2 

A moment’s reflection brings to mind the multitude of conditions that affect 
not only the relative number of voters to the total population, but the relative 
per cent. of increase of voters to the total per cent. of increase of the popa: 
tion. It would be easy to demonstrate by the vote of New York City that the 
population is only 1,000,000, and it is quite possible to imagine the condition of 
Affairs where the vote in a given ward by precincts had increased during a pe- 
riod of yearsand the population decr: No reliance whatever can be placed 
upon such methods when applied to ascertaining the population of a city ora 
community, 

The vagaries of the Federal census are only a circumstance to the vagaries of 
the police census when I come down to comparing it by districts, as I shall do 
before Leloso my argument. Let me again read from the memoranda: 

“Estimating population by the numberof houses built is equally misleading, 
In 1887, before the Eleventh Census camo up for discussion, various estimates 
were made by New York newspapers, and resulted in forecasts of population 
for 1890 varying from 1,537,000 to 1,900,000, The latter estimate was derived, I 
believe, by placing 18 persons ina house and the former by making the average 
somothing less to a house, which others claim as nearer the mark. Different 
cities differ. For instance peona has 9 to a houso and New York maybe 
15 or 16; you can not tell what it will be until we gebthe figures. ‘But you can 
notestimateit, The advantage ofthe first ample and elastic method of cipher- 
ingis apparent. It enables those who employ it to obtain almost any product 
they please by the merc assumption of a greater or less number of persons in 
each house. The only reliable test, after all, is the oneinvolying an actualand 
impartial count of the population conducted by the United States officials, who 
can have no interest other than securing a correct census of all the people. 

“An increase in trafic, as ur; by the resolution, actually and relatively. on 
the street cars and clevated railroads as compared with increase in population, 
have been referred to as evidence of an incorrect ennmeration. I mean, of 
course, the actual relative increase of population. Suchargumentis grotesque. 
The reduction of fares from 10 cents to 5 cents may casily have doubled the 
traffic in twelve months with an almost stationary population. Thesame may 
be said of those who marshal tho increase of assessed value of property and 
estimated real wealth as evidence that the census returns are shortof the mark, 

‘The rise in the value of real estate in a metropolis like New York City does 
hot depend wholly upon the population that sleeps within its corporat limits, 
but upon the extent and ramification of its trade and commerce, the value of its 
business, and the constantly increasing value of its building sites. During the 
last decade whole arcas in the business portion of the rape formerly contain- 
ing dilapidated tenements, have given way to {ficent blocks, while above 
Fortieth street new Areas have been built over to furnish houses for the 80 per 
cent. of increase in population which the Federal census shows has taken p 
in the upper part of the city. This, with a marvelous increase of the population 


u 


in the metropolitan districts outside of the city, will account for any rise in 
value of estate, even had the population remained enc scat EE 

Speaking of estimates of population, you may remember they had a recount 
in Kansas ity, They complained very bitterlythere. My scpervisor, like Mr, 
Murray, of New York, made a bad estimate, and one Monday morning I re- 
ecived a telegram: 

iy Population of Kansas City 47 per cent. below the estimate. What shall I 

of 


To which I replied : 

“Do? Why, don’t make estimates.” 

They had a great deal of trouble on account of hiscstimate, and we took the 
census over again in twenty-four districts of Kansas City, hat did we find? 
We found that there were 1,200 Icss than wo had the first time. Then they pe- 
titioned me to accept the first count, and I said, “No, gentlemen, I can’t do 
that, because wo haye found 900 illegal names inserted by one enumerator.” 
Onesconndrelly enumerator, who has been indicted and who ought to bo inthe 
penitentiary, bad added these names, This accounted for 900 of the 1,200 de- 
crease, That was the result of the work of hn incompetent and thoroughly 
worthless man. Then,after the mater had been settled and there was no 
further argument to be made, some of the newspapers out tleresaid what Kan- 
sas City ought to have had was a census based upon the clearing-house receipts; 
that that would be satisfactory, That is about the same as an estimate on the 
value of property referred to in the resolution of the New York alderman. 

Referring to the contiguous territory, which may perhaps be termed the met- 
ropolitan district of New York, [feel it important that the increase in the pop- 
ulation of this contiguous territory to the city should be taken into considera- 
tion. For Seas a statement drawn up showing the ee, ae of this 
territory for 1890 brings about the following interesting facts: New York City, 
sau 1,206,299; 1590, 1,513,501. Continguous territory, 1880, 1,138,625; 1890, 1,608, 


This shows an increase in the total from 1830 of 2,344,924 to 3,120,464, making 
an increase of 25.4 for New York City and 4LIfor contiguous territory, Adding 
shes together we have a population of over 3,000,000, an increase of over 41 per 
cen 

Is it not fair to assume that a large number of those persons who resided in 
the cheaper houses in the lower quarters of New York City have sought homes 
in these contiguous places and also that a large number of business men haye 
pred to secure homes in this direction to taking the long journey to Har- 

em and beyond? We discovered that a great many of the people who moved 
outof the tenement honses pulled down to make way for those magnificent 
blocks and fino warehouses have moved over to the poorer quarters of Jersey 
City and Hoboken, 

The so-called depopulation of the city of New York is not, therefore, a de- 
population at all, but rather a transfer from the metropolis of the country to 
the enyironing suburban cities. 

The hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, the committee adjourned until Mon- 
day, Decomber 8, 1890, at 10 a. m. 

Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1890, 

(mde el a i on the Eleventh Census met pursuant to adjournment at 10 
o'clock a.m. 

Present: The chairman and Messrs. MoKrxxa, TAYLOR, BOUTELLE, BIXG- 
HAM, ADAMS, FRANK, SHERMAN, BLOUNT, TILLMAN, and WASHINGTON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr, Porter will proceed. 


STATEMENT OF MR, PORTER—CONTINUED. 


Mr. PORTER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, when I left off on Saturday I 
was calling pene attention to the memoranda that were written by the Super- 
intendent of Census in reply to some resolutions that had been passed by the 
board of aldermen of the city of New York, 

The CHAIRMAN. Those memoranda, as I understand, were made for the Secre- 
bac of the Interior prior to the hearing he granted, 

Mr. Porter, Yes, sir, In those resolutions you will notice that thealdermen 
refer to the fact t the population as announced did not correspond with the 
statistics of buildings of the health department, etc. Ihave a letter In connec- 
tion with that, I did not, as will be remembered, confine my remarks strictly 
on Saturday to those memoranda, but the point I wish to make in connection 
with the production of these memoranda was simply this, that the at ga 
attended to the resolution as well as itcould und that the memoranda wefe pre- 
pared and published in part at the time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What do you mean by * attended to the resolution?" 

Mr, Porter, I mean that I answered it. ‘This resolution I received at the 
Census Office September 5. It contained, as you have seen, nostatement what- 
ever of a discrepancy or error in the census, but simply made certain general 
statements. Those general statements were answered at tho time in these 
memoranda, and to emphasize that fact they are produced. At the same time 
in my remarks Saturday I did not confine myself strictly to the memoranda, 
but added to and made comments and changes as I went along. I wish to open 
my argument this morning by reading a letter in relation to buildings, which 
has been sent me by Dr. Carroll, special agent of this office in charge of the col- 
lection of statistics of churches. 

“PLAINFIELD, N. J., October 15, 1890. 


“My Dear Sin: I beg to call your attention tothe following facia which have 
come under my observation, and which may be of importance to the Census 
Office in connection with the police recount in New York ony 

“In a letter published in tho Real Estate Bulletin, at New York, and bearing 
date of July 25, 189), itis shown thatif the population of thocity of New York is 
1,700,000 there should be 95,555 dwellings in that city. 

* The writer of the letter referred to, afters research, found that there were not 
quite 18 persons, on anaverage, to cach dwelling; that the number of dwellings 
was given in the report of the fire department and that the number of persons, 
on an av , a8 given by tho board of health, is 17.35 persons to a dwelling. 
Upon this basis he estimates that the population of the city for 1890 wonld be 


1,575, 
“The special agents of the classes of insurance and of vital statistics can ob- 
tain the reports of the fire department and of the board of health respectively. 


“Respectfully submitted. 
“CHARLES E. BUELL. 
“Dr.H. K. Speen 
“ Special Agent, Plainfield, N.J.” 


The census of 1830 shows 16 and a fraction persons to each house, That is all 
I haye to say on that point. 

The ow. argument, Mr. Chairman, presented by the board of aldermen in 
their resolution that is worthy of serious consideration then is the question of 
the death rate. Tlic census of 1890 shows a slight increase, exactly 1,97 pe 
1,000—about 2 in 1,000, after taking the allowance of Dr. hag the head of tho 
health department of New York, for ths additional deaths duo to the grippe, 
Those who undertake to estimate the population by death returns mayrun into 
saderrors. This fact has recently been brought out in a report made to the 
English House of Commons by a committee appointed to inquire into certain 
questions connected with the taking of the census of Englan 
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In this report Dr. Ogle in his statement to tho committee showed the wide 
divergence of ascertained facts from the estitaates made. Yet it should be 
botne in mind that the registration in England is probably as complete as in 
any country, A table in this report shows that many cities proved to havea 
population of 16,18, and cven 25 per cent. above what the registrar general's esti- 
mate would give, and that five counties and twenty great towns, four metro- 
politan sanitary areas, and eleven registration districts have turned out to have 
a population much smaller than would be indicated, in some cases reaching 25 
percent. less than the so-called cstimates of the registrar genem!. In factgreat 
discrepancies were shown in each of these classes, 

Considering the apparent abnormal increase in the death rate of New York 
City, is it not clear to assume, as a reasonable basis for the increase, that the 
board of health of New York City, keeping step with the progress of the age, 
has in the last ten years become more efficient in its methods of ascertaining to 
a certainty and recording with greater accuracy facts pertaining to mortality ? 
In other words and in short, is it not more efficient in these respects than it 
wasten years ago, taking into consideration the enlargement ofits powersand 
scope since that time? 

One of the greatest sanitary authorities in this country says there isnoreason 
whatever for assuming that New York is healthier to-day than it wasten years 
ago. In the first piace the streets are no cleaner; in fact, they are proverbially 

tting filthier all the time. Up to afew months ago there was a constantly 
iminishing water supply. On accountofl the aqueduct this could not be true 
Sanitethe next ten years, but there has been a notoriously insufficient supply 
of water in the lastten years. Asmortality figures are obtained fromthe board 
of health, is it not reasonable to. presume that they have been given witha 
greater degree of accuracy in 1890 then they were in 1880? Due allowance for 
@ natural increased efficiency, under enlarged powers, would seem to answer, 
to a great extent, at least, the queries respecting the alleged abnormal increase 
in the death rate of the opp same of the city of New York. 

Thedeath rates of all large cities show an increase, éven in cities wherethe 

ople are perfectly satisfled with their enumeration. Igave some figures on 

turday insupportofthat. Aspopulation becomes more dense the death rate 
increases. In addition, the boards of health have become more efficient, espe- 
cially in New York City, where the system of registration of deaths is almost 
perfect, Consequently the apparent death rate will be much higher, while the 
rea} death rate might haveincreased but littlein proportion. Even, however, 
taking the board of health figures the death rate in New York has increased less 
than twoina thousand, 

The censusof New York, taken asof June 1,in accordance with the lawand 
epi canto of the law, is undoubtedly a fair enumeration of the people 
atthat date. 

What the population of the city, taken under entirely different conditions, by 
the police, with half a dozen questions instead of thirty, as required by the act 
under which the Eleventh Census was taken, may have been four months 
later, under the conditions then existing, with thousands added to both ex- 
tremes of population, by the return of the floating population of the lower 
ser of the city and by the return of thousands of persons from abroad, 

rom the watering placés, and from the country, I am unable to say. The dif- 
ference maybe considerable without impugning to the slightest degree the Fed- 
eralcensus. The fact is emphasized when it is borne in mind that the news- 
papers now clamoring about omissions and demanding recounts were in May 
and June engaged in a united effort to bring ridicule upon the enumeratorsand 
to antagonize the people inst the census, 

In spite of this almost violent opposition the United States enumerators be- 
haved admirably and patiently did their best to secure every name. I might 
say, gentlemen, there, that those attacks were based upon features of the law 
over which the Superintendent tad no control whatever. This is the case in 
regard to questions like those of mortgage indebtedness and questionsrelating 
to physical disabilities, which are in the census law and which we had to putin 
the schedules. This information we have had to ascertain, and yet the fight 
was most bitter in the city of New York forcauses which were entirely beyond 
our controland with which we had nothing to do. 

Possibly there were inefficient and careless ecnumerators in an army of 
nearly 60,000 who have aided in taking the Eleventh Census. Thatsomeof these 
may befound in New York City may likewise be true. Possibly the enumer- 
ators in some cases were unsuccessful, But in such cases I am of the opinion 
that the newspapers which so agitated this subject at the time indicated are 
more ® blame than the alleged inefliciency of the Census Office. I think ithas 
been shown that every method pel acaba to invalidate the census of New York, 
excepting possibly that of the death rate,is based on assumption and experienca 
and shows that estimates of population based on death rates are not infallible. 
It must also be borne in mind that the recount taken by the municipal author- 
ities nt the time of the year when the popat of the city is undoubtedly 

ater, with no restraints, with no checks to avoid duplication of names taken 
n business districts, is far more likely to be fallible than the Federal census 
countof Juno llast, 

In these resolutions, gentlemen, there is one line of statistics that is consp!cu- 
ous for its absence, and that is the statistics of school attendance. While as 
Superintendent of the Census I placed but little reliance on any outside statis- 
tics in the face of an actual count of the population, at the same timeif one line 
of statistics, such as death rates, or if the “daily observations” of thecitizens of 
any given city may be taken into consideration in this matter, then I claim 
that tho statistics of school attendance ought to have something to do with it. 
The statistics of school attendance, according to the statistics of New York, sup- 
port the census. Bearin mind that I do not place much reliance on these sta- 
tistics, as I haye said before, but I wish to submit the facts to you. Allow me 
to read a letter from Dr. H. K. Carroll, special agent of the Eleventh Census 
and political editor of fhe New York Independent, in which he says: 

“Allow me, please, to call attention to another point which I presume has 
notescnped you. There is made every year, I believe, by the truant officers 
conneoted with the board of ediication of the city of New York, a count of the 
school children in that city between the ages of five and twenty-one. From the 
city superintendent I have obtained the figures forthe school census of 1889, 
and also that of 1890. The number of school children between the ages of five 
and twenty-one was— 


IMIE sess peessavaceseuaceere eiei rsrs 886, 016 
IN 1890.00.00 cester sseovarrsein eors 479, 000 


“According to this the ratio of school children to the population returned 
by the census of 1830 was 3.125. Applying this ratio to the number of school 
children returned in 1890, namely, 479,000, we have as a result a probable popu- 
lation of 1,496,000 in round numbers.” 

After the board of aldermen resolution we heard nothing more from the 
city of New York. There isnot apaper of any description on file, ‘om the 
5th of September, when we got the resolutions of the board of aldermen, 
until Mr. Olcott was sent we heardnothing. It was, however, announced that 
the New York police were going to take a census of theirown. Feeling satis- 
fied that if properly taken under the same conditions, and the people enu- 
merated as of the Ist of June, that census would substantiate in every particu- 
lar the census of June, I was perfectly willing to have them do it. They 
started in their own way on their work, 

Iwas not consulted, of course, about it in any way. At the same time we 
thought it best to send some one from the office to find outthe method adopted, 
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and Mr. Olcott was sent with the following letter of introduction. Perha 
it might be well for me to explain that on the 18th of September I wrote the 
memoranda in reply to the resolutions of the board of aldermen and on the 
next day was taken seriously ill, and for two weeks knew nothing of what was 
done in the office. Atthe same time I am perfectly satisfied with the action 
that was taken at that time. It, however, leaves agap 80 far as I am personally 
concerned. This letter, therefore, was signed by the Acting Superintendent of 
Census and addressed to the mayorof New York. 


Mr. GORMAN, I suggest to the Senator from Maine that, by unan- 
mous consent, we baye an order made for a reprint of this document. 
It has never been printed for the use of the Senate. I suggest that 
309 or 400 copies of it be printed. A copy of it can not be obtained 
in the document room orin the room of the Committee on the Census. 

Mr, HALE. I have copies of it and I think copies can be obtained 
here. R 
Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand not. I have tried -to obtain copies 
from the room of the Committee on the Census and the document 
room, but without success. It is already in type, as I understand, 
at the Government Printing Office, and a small edition would be of 
great use for us to-morrow morning, 

_ Mr. HALE. If we can get it by to-morrow morning I have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr, GORMAN. I think we can get it to-morrow morning, as I 
understand from a telephone message I have received. 

Mr. HALE. I hope, then, the Secretary will make the request 
special. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
any motion? 

Mr. HALE. I move that 500 copies of the document from which 
the Secretary has been reading be printed for the use of the Senate, 
and I shall ask the Secretary to request the Printing Office to make 
the order special, so that the copies may be here to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Maine, and that order will be made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], I believe, 
has the floor. , 

Mr. BERRY. I will detain the Senate butashort time. I want 
to say, in answer to the question put to me by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], that I have assumed that whatever might have 
been the duty of the Superintendent of the Census to grant a recount 
in New York, in all probability no recount could now be made, and the 
surest way to do justice to New York, while it would not do full jus- 
tice, would be to give her one more member upon this large, unrepre- 
sented fraction, which comes from the estimate based upon a member- 
ship in the House of Representatives of 356. Assuming that there 
would not be a recount in New York, practical justice might be done 
to the State by giving her this additional number. 

It was for that reason that I went at some length into what was 
alleged to have been done in the city of New York. E ; 

I wish to read, however, for a very short time from the remarks made 
by a distinguished member of Congress from the State of New York, 
who, as I conceive, isa very accurate, painstaking, and thoroughly hon- 
est member from that State, Mr. AMOS J. CUMMINGS, in which he 
states the facts so much better than I can state them that I prefer to 
read what Mr. CUMMINGS says. He says: 

After the returns of the pepareson of the city of New York were informally 
issued from the Census Office the board of health of that city made a discovery, 
Assuming that the figures of the census officers were correct and that the 
monthly statistics of the board of health as to the health of the city were also 
correct, an alarming state of affairs was disclosed. The city would seem to 
have been suffering from a pestilence. The average yearly death rate has 
risen in some wards to oyer 60 per cent. of the population. There was no out- 
ward evidence that the city was suffering from a pestilence. The streets were 
not jammed with funeral processions, nor were the ferryboats overloaded with 
mourners. It was evident tothe health authorities that the figures given by 
the census enumerators were incorrect. 

The president of the board of health reported the factsto the mayor, The 
mayor inyoked the police authorities to secure a correct census. He desired to 
take no advantage of the Census Commissioner. He invited him tosend one of 
liis officers to New York City to supervise the police returns. This was done. 
The police census was taken under the supervision of this officer. It showed 
that there were over 198,000 inhabitants in New York City who had not been 
enumerated by the census officials, The poliee enumeration books were brought 
to this city; but the Superintendent of the Census evinced no special desire to 
peruse them, 

Further on, Mr. CUMMINGS sitys: 

But, sir, we got the names and the figures from the Second ward. We com- 
pared them with the namesand the figures taken by the police authorities. Tho 
police authorities discovered nearly 460 persons in this, the smallest ward in 
the city of New York, who had not been enumerated. But this was not all, 
To verify the police count officials were sent through the ward and affidavits 
secured from the heads of families that covered over 450 persons who had not 
been enumerated by the census officials. In these affidavits the afiants swear 
that they were in New York in June, when the enumerators took the census, 
and that no enumerator called upon them or took theirnames, They ha: 
simply been overlooked, either willfully or unwittingly, by the enumerator, 
Sees affidavits were before the Census Committee when they reported this 

ill. 

There is no question as to the fact in the Second ward. There has been no 
opportunity to compare the other wards with the figures and names turned Into 
the office of the Census Commissioner. The Superintendent bas not given us 
the returns. ‘It is fair to assume that if the police returns from the Second ward 
are correct, as is shown by the aflidavits, the police returns from the other wards 
of New York City nre also correct, On evidence not as strong as this many a 
man has been hanged. 


Mr. President, it appears here that in the smallest ward of the city 


Does the Senator from Maine make 
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of New York there were more than 450 persons whoswore that they 
were heads of families, living in that ward in June, and noenumera- 
tor called upon them, and theirnames were not upon the census books 
as shown by the Superintendent. With this state of facts coming from 
that one ward alone, with the police returns showing 198,000 names 
that were not taken, and the police census taken in the presence ofan 
officer sent by the Commissioner of the Census, can any one doubt that 
great and gross injustice was done to that great city in taking the cen- 
sus? If it can not be corrected by a new enumeration, if full justice 
ean not be done, can any Senator who desires to do justice regardless of 
the political complexion of any State in the Union, when New York 
has 85,000 unrepresented according to the Superintendent’s own state- 
ments here, taking the census returns, and not the police returns, can 
any one say that the great State of New York ought not to haye one 
other member under this apportionment bill, which purports to be fair 
to all the States? 

Then, Mr. President, if that be true as to New York and if Arkan- 
sas has over 84,000 and Minnesota a fraction less than Arkansas, both 
of them having a fraction of over 84,000 when it requires but a frac- 
tion of 86,000 fora member, it does seem to meas to these three States, 
Arkansas, Minnesota, and New York, that there can not be any ques- 
tion that they should have one additional member. The argument 
made by the Senator from Minnesota—and the Senate has heard it—- 
that, if these States be givenone more, Missouri alone, based upon 359, 
would have a majority fraction, and no State ought to be left with that 
majority unrepresented, then Missouri should be given one more, mak- 
ing in round numbers 360. 

If it be claimed that any political advantage will be gained by this, 
let those who make the claim remember that the three States of Wy- 
oming, Idaho, and Nevada combined have only 190,000 inhabitants, 
and in the Presidential election they will number 9 electors from 
those three States, based alone upon 190,000 population, while in the 
three States of New York, Arkansas, and Minnesota, admitting the re- 
turns of the Census Bureau to be correct, more than 200,000 will go 
unrepresented, and theré will be no elector for either one of these three 
fractions. I believe in a matterof this kind, which should be debated 
and should be determined from a nonpartisan standpoint, that itshould 
be decided so as to do justice to every State, let that State be Demo- 
cratic or Republican. I can not conceive how Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber can refuse to do justice to these three States, upon 
which so much injustice will be done if the House bill passes without 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
DAvVis] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] have both, I 
believe, united in the statement of the views of the minority of the 
committee, and I rise for the purposeof gaining some information from 
them, As I understand from the report which they have submitted, 
if you take 356 or 360 for the number of Representatives in the next 
House of Representatives, the representation to Arkansas will be 6. 

Mr. BERRY. Ifthe Senator from New York will permit me, I will 
correct that. There is no proposition to base the ratio upon 360 mem- 
bers. 7 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that. 

Mr. BERRY. The proposition is to put it upon 359 members, in 
which case Arkansas will have 7, and then to give one to Missouri 
arbitrarily. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely the point which I am making. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘That is the proposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The views of the minority, I understand, propose 
that the next House shall consist of 360 members. Now, as I under- 
stand it, upon either 356 or 360 members, the representation to Ar- 
kansas is 6; that is to say, in respect to Arkansas; and while you fix 
the number of members in the House of Representatiyes at 360 you 
must use the number 359 for your divisor to give an increase of one 
member to the State of Arkansas. I can not see any logic for that. I 
can not see any constitutional question involved or any possible theory 
upon which you can justify the taking of 359 as your divisor for the 
purpose of settling the ratio of certain States and then fixing arbitrarily 
360 as the numberof the House. Bear in mind that 360 is the number 
which the views of the minority advocate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the Senator’s attention also to the other 
remarkable result of this figuring, which is said to be not arithmetical, 
but equitable, that with the number of 360, which the amendment 
purposes, Pennsylvania, which has a larger fraction, is left out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, I will come to that. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator is coming to that, Iam very glad. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, we willtake Minnesota. At 360 Minnesota 
receives 8, or one additional to the number proposed by the plan of 
the majority. Bear in mind that 360 is to be the number of members 
of the House and that gives Minnesota this increase. 

Mr. DAVIS. She has that at 359. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly she has it at 359; but, in view of what I 
shall state a little further on, I will then ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota to say why he takes 359 for the divisor and then fixes the num- 
ber arbitrarily at 360, 


. 


Now, New York has 35 members whether the number of members 
in the House be 359 or 360. 

Mr. HALE, At 357 she gets 35. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; at 357 she gets her 35 members. That 
is to say, ifthe House is to consist of 360 members, Minnesota will get 
8 members, as proposed by the minority of the committee; New York 
will get 35 members, as proposed by the views of the minority; but 
Arkansas will receive only 6; she will not be increased. - 

Let us go now to the State of Pennsylvania. Constituting a House 
of 360 members will give Pennsylvania an increase of 1; Pennsylvania 
then goes from 30 to 31, that is, taking 360 as your divisor. I am 
taking the apportionment of representation among theStates, the House 
to consist of 356, 359, or 360 members; 360 members is the number pro- 
vided for by the views of the minority, and at 360 members Pennsyl- 
yania is increased to 31, using 360 as the divisor, precisely as the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota uses 359 as the divisor to fix the representation of all 
the States excepting Missouri. 

What I desire an explanation of is why 359 is adopted in part for 
the purpose of distributing the Representatives among the States while 
the House is to consist of 360, Why not take 360 in the first instance 
and use that as the divisor and apportion the Representatives among 
the States precisely in the same manner that you use 359 as to all the 
States except Missouri? 

The report of the majority provides for a House of 356 members, the 
views of the minority provide for a House consisting of 360 members, 
a difference of 4. Now, if you take 360 as your divisor upon the plan 
adopted by the majority or by the minority, those 4 are distributed, 
1 to the State of Missouri, 1 to the State of Minnesota, 1 to the State of 
New York, and 1 to the State of Pennsylvania. Why change from 359 
when you are a part way through and go atbitrarily to Missouri, pick- 
ing out one from the representation of that State to reach the 360 mem- 
bers, instead of taking 360 as your divisor and making your calculation 
precisely as you do on 359 as to all the States except the one State of 
Missouri ? 

Mr. CULLOM. What would be the effect with 360 as the divisor? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from New York allow me to answer 
him now on that proposition? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If yon take 360 as your divisor, the effect will be 
to give the 4 additional members, 1 to New York, 1 to Missouri, 1 to 
Minnesota, and 1 to Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? ; 
Mr. HISCOCK. Ifthe Senator will pardon me a moment, I desiro 

to repeat my statement, and then I will yield. 

Mr. BERRY. Inundėrstand the statement; it is not necessary to 
repeat it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not repeating the statement for the benefit of 
the Senator from Arkansas, but for the benefit of another Senator who 
asks me a question, ? 

Mr. BERRY. I will wait until the Senator gets through. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I say is that, using 360 as your divisor, an 
increase of four above 356, it gives an increase of 1 to the State of 
Minnesota, 1 to the State of Missouri, 1 to the State of Pennsylvania, 
and 1 to the State of New York. But using 359, as the Senator from 
Minnesota proposes, for the purpose of settling the representation of all 
the States excepting Missouri, it distributes the 4 in this way: One to 
Arkansas, 1 to Missouri, 1 to Minnesota, and 1 to New York. That 
I would not call juggling, because I know it is not intended in that 
way, but that shifting in some way has the effect to increase the repre- 
sentation of Arkansas 1 and to decrease the representation of Pennsyl- 
vania 1; and I say frankly that I can not see any justification for it. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, will the Senator yield ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to say to the Senator from New York that it 
was not proposed by the minority of the committee to take 360 fora 
divisor and base it upon that, for the very reason, as he will see, that 
it would work absolute injustice to the smaller States. Upon a basis 
ot 359 Arkansas is entitled to7 members. But, as the Senator from 
Minnesota said, there isan apparent paradox; for when you use 360 
as a divisor, as was explained by the Superintendent of the Census, 
Arkansas would have only 6. It would be an absolute injustice that 
in increasing the number of Representatives as you go up any State 
should have a less number than she would haye with a smaller body 
of Representatives, Now, we believed that 359 was the proper num- 
ber. I believe that, taking all the figures and numbers stated in the 
report, 359 comes nearer to justice than any other. 

I will say frankly to the Senator from New York that so far as I 
was concerned I should not have insisted upon the extra number for 
Missouri, but that the Senator from Minnesota finding that, based upon 
359 (which we had regarded-as the correct number and the only num- 
ber upon which we proposed to base our calculations, unless it went at 
356, as fixed in the House bill), Missouri was the only State that would 
have a majority fraction based upon 359 which was unprovided for, he 
with great liberality, and I give him great credit and I honor him forit, 
said it was not right and proper that Missouri should be left in that 
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situation, but that she should have the additional number, making the | was willing to sacrifice my neighbor just north of Arkansas, Missouri, 


total 360. As I said before, at 359, the Senator well knows—— 

Mr. DAVIS, Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me a moment 
right there? : 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from New York yields, I do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, certainly; Lyield. 

Mr, DAVIS. Mr. President, I wish to interpolate here, because I 
think this is the point to do it, that the rights of Missouri do not stand 
upon what the Senator from Arkansas is so kind as to term my liber- 
ality or sense of justice, but they stand upon the doctrine announced 
by Mr. Webster in his report in 1832, which has been the law on this 
subject ever since, that whenever any State has a majority fraction it 
isa matter of constitutional right for that State to have a member 
added on account of it. 

Now, the contention against this as to Missouri or auy other State in 
the present instance would be that under 359, there being but seven- 
teen left for an even division, and there being eighteen States to be 
supplied, and Missouri being the lowest, therc are not enough to go 
around. But Mr. Webster says, in contravention of the arithmetical 
proposition, thatin that case the State having a majority fraction is as a 
matter of constitutional right entitled to an additional member, not- 
withstanding tho arithmetical situation, and that one may be added 
and one may be subtracted if necessary to bring about that result. 
Hence it was with no view of liberality or good will, although they 
perhaps might properly be indulged in, that I took the position I did 
in regard to Missouri. ; 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether he has not made up 
this situation in order to entitle Missouri to come under the doctrine 
stated by Mr. Webster? At 356, which the committee took in the 
other House and which was sanctioned by the other House and which 
is reported by the Senate committee, neither Missouri, nor Arkansas, 
nor Minnesota, nor New York comes within Mr. Webster’s argument of 

having a majority fraction. I shall take occasion to-morrow to com- 
ment upon the doctrine of Mr. Webster, as cited by the Senator from 
Minnesota, in which he was not arguing against any such proposition 
as the majority of the committee enforces here, but was arguing against 
the proposition maintained by Mr. Polk in the House of Representa- 
tives, that the apportionment must be made upon exact numbers, and 
thatno fraction should be represented. Now, what'the minority of the 
committee has done—— 

Mr, HISCOCK. Mr. President, I am entitled to the floor, and I 

yield; and I want it understood that in my judgment this sort of dis- 
cussion throws more light upon this subject than speeches made by 
Senators occupying time. 

Mr. HALE, I think so myself. 

Mr; BERRY. The Senator from New York yielded to me, and 
when the Senator from Maine gets through I wish to say a few more 
wo 

Mr. HALE, Let me say right here that I agree with the Senator 
from New York, for, however unimportant my contribution to this 
discussion may be, such discussion throws more light upon the subject 
than anything else. 

Here is what is actuallysought to he done by the minority, At356 
neither of the States I have indicated gets its extra member. At 357 
New York getsit. Why not stop there? Because that does not sat- 
isfy Minnesota, So they go on to 358. At 358 Minnesota gets one. 
Why notstopthere? Missouri is away out of sight, and does not come 
within Mr. Webster’s doctrine by two. They do not stop at 358, be- 
cause although New York and Minnesota get their extra member, Ar- 
kansas does not, So they go on to 359, and there Arkansas gets her 
extra member; and that satisfies those three States, But Missouri has 
so large a fraction that in order to gain an added strength, and perhaps 
to get support for this amendment, they seek to include Missouri. 

But thatmakes360 members. When the minority come to 300 mem- 

bers and undertake to make up the apportionment upon that, and di- 
vide it, they discover, to the dismay of the Senator from Arkansas, that 
it knocks Arkansas out and puts Pennsylvania in. 

So there is a double shufile resorted to, and they leave the basis ot 
360 and go back to 359, and put Missouri on because they say shecomes 
within the Webster doctrine, which they have succeeded in getting up 
to by adding 3 to the majority report. 

The truth is that when this matter is looked into by Senators fairly 
they will discover that nothing is so fair and just and liberal and arith- 
metical—if the Senate will excuse the use of the word—and equitable, 
as the majority report. The moment youstart out beyond you are met 
by contentions and hy doing injustice, as it is claimed, to some other 
State. The basis of the majority report is, first, that 356 gives every 
State its present representation. Then it gives to every State a Rep- 
resentative for a majority fraction, 

When the Senator from Minnesota gets ont of that, with all his in- 
genuity he will run against just such a snagas he did when he-came 
to 359 and 360, so that he can not get both his States in unless he makes 
the basis, as the Senator from New York says, 359, and figures from 
that, although he makes the House 360. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. tenant one word more, 


by permission of the 
Senator from New York. As I said awhile ago, 


say frankly that I 


in order to get the 359; but I do insist upon the point I make. The 
Senator from New York talks about dividing by 360. He knows, and 
no one knows better, that that would work absolute injustice to Ar- 
kansas by reason of the fact that she is entitled to 7, and it would be 
gross injustice to her to raise the whole number and yet reduce the 
number from the State of Arkansas. As T said before, however, 359 
takesin the threeStates of New York, Minnesota, and Arkansas, all three 
of which States are within 1,000 of having a majority fraction on 356. . 

Now, I will ask the Senator from New York, when he talks about 
juggling, if he thinks thatit is justice to his State, after what has been 
stated here in regard to the mannerin which the census was taken, to 
leave her on a basis of 356, with more than 85,000 of unrepresented peo- 
ple who are entitled to representation. I want to know, if Missouri 
is left. out of this calculation, whether the Senator from New York 
will assist us in putting it at 359, these three States all having about 
85,000 unrepresented people on the basis of 356. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I had not intended to diseuss to- 
day the question of injustice to New York, preferring rather to wait 
until the document that has been ordered to be printed to-night shall 
be laid on our tables in the morning. I have no doubt that at any 
other season of the year than that at which the census was taken New 
York State, and New York City as a political division of that State, 
would exhibit a very much Jarger population than she does by the 
present returns. Ihave never read the document that has been re- 
ferred to. At the time I read a portion of the testimony as it was 
printed and I read what was said in the newspapers in respect to it. 
Certainly there was nothing that transpired which reflected upon the 
efficiency and the honesty of theSuverintendent ofthe Census. Ihave 
heard read here to-day a part of the remarks made by my colleaguein 
the other House, but no one needs to have it stated to appreciate the 
absurdity of correcting a census enumeration by health statistics or 
after any such mode as that. T 

I certainly would not be prepared to insist that our representation 
ought to be increased upon the figures presented by an actual enumer- 
ation in Noyember in respect to one ward. At thetime when all this 
transpired a political canvass was going on in the State of New York 
for the electionof members of Congress, members of the Assembly, and 
a mayor of the city of New York; and, so far as the Democratic party 
was concerned, it was urging 3 grievance against the Republican party, 
that New York had been cheated in the census report that had been 
taken. That argument, with others, was resorted to for political ef- 
fect; and upon allegations male in that way in the newspapers, in my 
judgment, the census returns ought not to be invalidated. - 

But, passing by all this, Now York gets her 35 members of Congress 
if you fix the number of members of the House at 357. This discus- 
sion so far has advanced upon the theory that injustice has been done 
to New York and that that injustice ought to be and must be righted. 
Why not stop at 357, then, if New York is alone to he considered in 
this matter and this is to be urged upon the ground that injustice has 
been done to her? 

At the suggestion of the Senator from Maine I yield to him, that he 
may move an executive session, although I had nearly finished. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
exécutive business. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 28, 
1891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execulire nominations confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1891. 
TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 

Alexander C. Bishop, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 

Weber County, in the Territory of Utah. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Frank M. Pierce, to be postmasterat Brandon, in the county of Rut- 
land and’ State of Vermont, 

Albert Miller, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Kane 
and Stateof Dlinois. , 

Carl ©. Crippen, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake 
and State of Florida., 

Lucius G. Martin, to be postmasterat Attica, in the county of Foun- 
tain and State of Indiana. 

Milton D. Worrell, to be postmaster at Gibson City, in the county 
of Ford and State of Illinois. 

Robert F, Shipley, to be postmaster at Mendota, in the county of 
LaSalle and State of Ilinois. 

Thomas P, Dixon, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota. : 

Watson Molyneux, to be postmaster at Hawarden, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa, 
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Amos H. Farwell, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Towa. 

William H. Smith, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Red Willow and State of Nebraska. 

Frank W. Mattoon, to be postmaster at Blue Springs, in the county 
of Gage and State of Nebraska. i 

Andrew Eaton, to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of Faribault 
and State of Minnesota. 

James O. Hodges, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts, S 

William Wiles, to be postmaster at Fultonville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York. 

Corodon H. Pierce, to he postmaster at Salem, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of New York. $ 

Miss Agnes J. Smith, to be postmasterat Stockbridge, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. , 

Jolin 8. Fay, to be postmaster at Marlborough, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Simeon Merrill, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of Somer- 
set and State of Maine. 

Aaron Porter, to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Iowa. 

Atthur B. Wyman, to be postmaster at Woburn, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, 

Henry P. Waite, to be postmaster at North Easton, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Volney A. Chapin, to be postmaster at St, Johns, in the county of 
Clintom and State of Michigan. 

James C. Tawes, to be postmaster at Crisfield, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Maryland. 

Samuel N. MeNair, to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland. 

James L, White, to be postmaster at Wellsborough, in the county 
of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

Gerrit J. Van Duren, to be postmaster at Holland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

Josinh C. Gray, to be postmaster at Kalkaska, in the county of Kal- 
kaska and State of Michigan. i 

William H. Gibson, to be postmaster at Tifin, in the county of Sen- 
eca and State of Ohio. 

Johnson Brown,to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county of Bel- 
mont and State of Ohio. 

W. Howard Anderson, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

Noble F. Dunshee, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of Ad- 
dison and State of Vermont. 

Mary 8. Mong, to be postmaster at Minerva, in the county of Stark 
and State of Ohio. 

William A. Hunt, to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1891. 
GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
William F. Lunt, of Mainc, to be general appraiser of merchandise. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
William H. Luce, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine, 
POSTMASTERS. 


William F. Benjamin, to be postmaster at Roseburgh, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Oregon. 

Henry A. Burdett, to be postmaster nt Clinton, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by tho Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk was proceeding to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when . 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, said; Mr. Speaker, I eall for 
the ascertainment of a quorum before the reading of the Journal pro- 


ceeds. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
sixty-seven members are presont—a quorum. The Clerk will proceed 
with the reading. 

The Journal was read down to the conclusion of the proceedings in 
open House, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to 
demand the reading of the less essential parts of the Journal—— 


Mr. MCKINLEY. We can not hear the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Will he please speak a little louder? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Isay I do not care to insist 
upon the reading of the less essential parts of the Journal, although 
nothing that the House requires to be inserted in the Journal as legal 
evidence of its proceedings can in the strict sense of the word be unim- 
portant, Ido not call for the reading of the yeas and nays or of Ex- 
ecutive and other communications, but I wish to have read the record 
of the memorials and resolutions of State Legislatures and also of the 
petitions or appeals fromthe people. Idonot wish those to be omitted 
in the reading of the Journal. They are not presented inopen House 
and they do not come to our cars unless the record of them be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand that the gentleman demands the 
reading of the memorials of State Legislatures. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Memorials and resolutions of 
State Legislatures, and also the petitions ofthe people—not the yeas 
and nays and not Executive and other communications, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the reports of commit- 
tees shouldalso beread. Itisa very important matter that they should 
be read in the hearing of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I observe also, published in the 
RECORD, 2 list of places where religious services are held on Sundays. 
Is that a portion of the Journal? [Laughter.] : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman may call for 
the reading of that if helikes; Idonotcall forit. Ipresume he needs 
that information. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ido not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Task that the Clerk proceed with the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will go on with the reading of the Jour- 
nal, 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
approved as read. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. SPOONER. Imoye that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole— 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have risen to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isend to the Clerk’s desk a resolution to be read 
as the basis of the question which I desire to submit. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, during yesterday's session of tle House, when a vote by yeas and 
nays had been ordered upon the previous question on the motion to approve 
the/Journal, and the yeas and nays had been called, the recapitulation of said 
vote was dispensed with without the request for the consent of the House; and 
npon the request of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the demand 
of the gentleman from New York {Mr, Tracey] fora recapitulation of the vote, 
the Speaker declined to order a recapitulation; and an appeal from this decision 
being made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Buaxpj, the Speaker declined 
to entertain the sppe Therefore, 3 

Resolved, That this action on the part of the Speaker was unlawful; That to 
permit it to go uncondemned by the House would be to permit a precodent to 
stand, with apparent approval, that impsirsthe Sans dignity of the House 
and that is inconsistent with a proper evidence of theintegrity of ita proceed- 


ings. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I make the point of order that this presents no 
privileged question —— ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a question of the highest privilege. ; 

Mr, McKINLEY. Because the Chair distinctly made the ruling 
upon the ground that the motion or demand was dilatory. 

Mr. BLAND. Of course he could rule out a call of the yeas and 
nays on the same ground. Everything is ‘‘dilatory’’ that does not 
suit the She 

Mr. McKINLEY. Besides, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the 
rules of the House that requires a recapitulation of the yea-and-nay 


vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
privileged? 

Mr, MCKINLEY, I make the pointoforder thatitis not privileged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, y 

Mr. SPRINGER, A part of the privileges of this House, Mr, Speaker, 
is the right of the House to make up its own Journal of the proceed- 
ings of each day, and to preserve it, in order to know what we have 
done. In order to preserve and maintain the integrity of the proceed- 
ings of the House in that regard, every member has a right to know 
how he has been recorded upon the yea-and-nay list rege the Clerk. 
If the right is to be held to remain exclusively with Clerk to put 
members upon record on a yea-and-nay vote as he may seo fit and 
we are to haye no means of knowing how we are recorded, then wa 
can not of course supervise the Jo atall. The Clerk makes it up 
and we know nothing of it until it is read the next morning; and the 
only possible chance for the correction of an is by the action 
of the House itself when it is read for approval each morning. 


Do you make the point of order that this is not 
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And itis manifest, Mr. Speaker, that, if this was permitted to be 
done without the consent of the members themselves, the result of 
votes might be changed without any knowledge on the part of the 
members. of the House or of the House. It is therefore, and has al- 
ways been held to be, a part of the roll-call itself, and the right of 
every member to know how he is recorded at the time the record is 
made up has never been questioned. Without this knowledge on the 
part of the members of the House we surrender our right absolutely 
to make our own record—each member surrenders his right—to the 
clerk, who makes up the record of the yea-and-nay vote in his own way. 

From the very foundation of the Government until yesterday morn- 
ing it has been regarded as a part of the roll-call to recapitulate the 
vote; and never has the question been raised as to the right of 2 mem- 
ber to demand that recapitulation. Onthecontrary unanimous consent 
hasinyariably been asked to dispense with the recapitulation. Imay 
refer to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the first session of this Con- 

where there are numerous cases decided by the present Speaker 
of the House, to the effect that it required unanimous consent to dis- 
nse with the recapitulation, If it required unanimous consent to 
ispense with it in the first session of this Congress and all of the ses- 
sions of the Congresses preceding and up to this time during the present 
session, I submit that nothing has taken place, no change of the rules 
made, to dispense with that right on the part of the members at this 
time to have the vote recapitulated. 

Isubmit, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that we should not allow this mat- 
ter to pass without putting upon record the fact that the House itself 
holds that the recapitulation is a matter of privilege, belonging to 
each member of the House, and that we have a right to have the ruling 
changed; for the Speaker not only made the ruling in question, but đe- 
clined on yesterday to entertain an appeal from his decision, so that 
he took it out of our power to overrule that decision, which was set- 
ting aside the precedents of a hundred years and establishing a new 
order of business in the House hitherto unknown anywhere, 

Having declined to entertain the appeal from the ruling, it seems to 
me to be the right of the Heuse to have the precedent absolutely es- 
tablished once and forever that this is a right of the members of the 
House. If, however, the majority on the floor intend to have the rule 
established, they can do so by a change of the rules of the House, but, 
as the rules stand and as the practice has existed heretofore, I submit 
that this is a question of privilege in which every member is inter- 
ested and in which all should be united in securing a proper construc- 
tion of the rule, 

So much for the question of privilege. The gentleman from Arkan- 
rd desires to make some remarks upon this question, and I yield to 
The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Arkansas. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the record ns 
taken down by the Reporter shows that before the vote was announced 
by the Speaker, on yesterday, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] demanded a recapitulation of the vote. The records of Con- 
gress show, if I mistake not, that ithas never been the custom to dis- 
pense with the recapitulation of the yea-and-nay vote without unani- 
mous consent, I haye marked numerous instances of this practice to 
which, if it be questioned, I can refer. But gentlemen must remeni- 
ber, in the frequent recurrence of this practico by the House, that 
whenever a vote has been concluded the Speaker has ordered the Clerk 
to recapitulate the names of gentlemen voting, and that the Clerk has 
proceeded to do so unless some member has asked that it be dispensed 
with. The uniform practice of the Chair has been to ask if there was 
objection; and without exception a single objection has defeated the 
motion or request to dispense with the recapitulation. 

I question, Mr. Speaker, if this House is properly competent to pass 
arule, much less the Chair to assume the power, to dispense with the 
recapitulation of the names of a yea-and-nay vote, It is an integral 
part of the taking of the yea-and-nay vote. You find nothing in the 
rules with regard to the taking of the yea-and-nay vote, or at least of 
the power to do so, because that is in the Constitution of the United 
States. Itis stated literally in the very instrument under which we 
get our power to adopt rules. And, sir, I call special attention to the 

act that, under the rules, a member is not permitted to stand by the 
Clerk while the vote is being called. Then what guaranty has this 
House as to the integrity of its vote? What guaranty has any mem- 
ber, what guaranty has the House as a body? No member can goto 
the desk and see that his vote is correctly or honestly put down. The 
only guaranty is that completion of the vote which has been observed 
from the foundation of Congress down to this good hour, that the vote 
shall be proclaimed in the hearing of the House and its members and 
by detail, so that a member can tellif he is rightly recorded, andevery 
member, if he so desires, can keep a tally and determine the integrity 
of the vote of the House. 

And, sir, if this usurpation of power should be permitted to go here 
and now unchecked and unrebuked, it would strike a blow, so far as 
Jay in the power of the transient majority which is now on the floor 
of this House, at the very root of the integrity of the proceedings of 
Congress. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “Vote!” on the Republican side. | 

e SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the action of the 


Chair under the rules of the House in deciding motions to be out of 
order, on the ground that they are dilatory, can be made aquestion of 
privilege. If they could be, the sole purpose of the rule in giving to 
the Chair the power to put an end to dilatory motions would be nuga- 
tory. The Chair thinks therefore thatit is not a question of privilege, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, will the Chair 
ermit one word? ‘Thisis nota motion. Thegentleman from Missouri 
Mr. BLAND] did not make a motion and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TRACEY] did not make a motion; they made a demand. 

The SPEAKER, * They are precisely of the same character. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair in holding that thisis not a question of privilege. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to inquire of the Speaker what right the 
Chair has to judge of the motives or interpret the motives of gentlemen 
in making a rightful demand. 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman {from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] moves 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, demanded a di- 
vision. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. ` 

Mr. BLAND. Under the decision the Speaker has just made he can 
rulc out amendments as dilatory. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,- y 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 105, not 
voting 87; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, Dolliver, McComas, Scull, 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, eCord, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans, Dunnell, MeCormick, Simond 
Arnold, Evans, McDuffie, Smith, HL 
Atkinson, Pa. Farquhar, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Featherston, McKinley, Smyser, 
Baker, Finley, Miles, Spooner, 
Banks, Flick, Miller, Steplienson, 
Bartine, Funston, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Bayne, Gear, Moore, N.H. Stivers, 
Beckwith, Gest, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Belden, Greenhalge, Morrow, Stone, Pa, 
Belknap, Grosvenor, Morse, Struble, 
Bergen, Grout, Mudd, Sweet, 
Boothman, Hall, Nute, Sweeney; 
Boutelle, Harmer, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, DI. 
Brosius, Hays, D. R. Osborne, Taylor, J.D. 
Buchanan, N.J, Hermann, Owen, Ind, Taylor, Tenn, 
Burton, F Payne, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Perkins, Townsend, Colo. 
Cannon, Houk, Peters, Townsend, Pa, 
Carter, Kennedy, Post, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Kerr, lowa Pogsley, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Ketcham, Quackenbush, Waddill, 
Clark, Wis, Kinsey, Raines, Wade, 
Clark, Wyo. Knapp, Randall, Walker, 
Cogswell, Lacey, Ray, Wallace, Mass, 
Coleman, La Follette, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Comstock, Laidlaw, Rife, ‘Williams, Ohio 
Connell, Langston, Rockwell, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Rowell, Wilson, Wash, 
Cutcheon, Laws, Russell, Wright, 
Dalzell, Leliibach, Sawyer, Yardley. 
Dingley, Lodge, Scranton, 

NAYS—105. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga, Sayers, 
Alderson, Dargan, Lewis, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Maish, Skinner, 
Andrew, Dibble, Mansur, Spinola, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Barwig, Dunphy, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Blanchard, Edmunds, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Ellis, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Blount, Enloc, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky, Forman, Montgomery, Stump, 
Brickner, Forney, Mutcliler, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Geary, . Norton, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Geissenbainor, O'Ferrall, Tracey, 
Brunner, n O'Neall, Ind, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va, Goodnight, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga, 
Buckalew, Hare, Outhwaite, Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Haynes, Owens, Ohio Whitelaw, 
Bynum, Heard, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Campbell, Henderson, N.C. Paynter, Wike, 
Candler, Ga Herbert, el, Wiley, 
Caruth, Holman, Penington, Williams, Tl. 
Clements, Hooker, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Lane, Price, Yoder. 
Covert, Tantam, Richardson, 
Crain, Lawler, Rogers, > 
Crisp, Lee, Rusk, 

NOT VOTING—S7. 

Allen, Miss. Bullock, Clunic, Ewart, 
Barnes, Burrows, Cooper, Ind. itech. 
Biggs, Butterworth, Cothran, Flood, 
Bingham, Candler, Mass. Cowles, Flower, 
Bliss, Carlton, Craig, Fowler, 
Boatner, Catchings, Culbertson, Pa. Brea, 
Bowden, Cheatham, Cummings, Gifford, 
Brower, Chipman, Darlington, rimes, 
Browne, T. M, Clancy, De Lano, Hansbrough, 
Browne. Va. Olarke. Ala. Dickerson, Hatch, 
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Hayes, W.T. Mason, Pickler, Thomas, 
Hem hit, McAdoo, Pierce, Van Schaick, 
Henderson, Nt. MeCarthy, Pindar, Vaux, 
Henderson, Iowa McClammy, Quinn, Washington, 
Hopkins, Milliken, Reed, lowa Wheeler, Ala. 
Kelley, Moore, Tex. Reilly, Wheeler, Mich, 
Kerr, Pa. Morgan, Robertson, Whiting, 

ilgore, Morrill, Rowland, Wickham, 
Lester, Va. Niedringhaus, Sanford, Wilkinson, 
Lind, Oates, Seney, Willcox, 
Magner, Payson, Snider, Wilson, Mo. 
Martin, Ind. Phelan, StahInecker, 


So the appeal was laid-on the table. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. KILGORE, 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 

Mr. Lrxp with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr, CHEATHAM with Mr, FOWLER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. WILLCOX. 

Mr. HANsprovuai with Mr. SrAHLNECKER, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. DELANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr, Briss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr, PINDAR. 

Mr, CUMMINGS with Mr. FLOOD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr.. Mason with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

Mr. Lester, of Virginia, with Mr. BOWDEN. 

For one week: 

Mr. Morrow with Mr, CLUNIE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DARLINGTON]. IfI were not so paired I should 
have voted ‘no.’? 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

COMPENSATING INDIANS OF THE CROW CREEK RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate nnd House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, accompanied bya 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who transmits a draught of a bill 
for compensating the Indians of the Crow Creek reservation for the loss sus- 
tained by them by reason of their receiving less land per capita in their dimin- 
ished reservations than is to be received by Indians occupying other diminished 
reservations. 3 2 

The matter is presented for tho carly consideration of the Congress. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXecerive Mansion, January 26, 1891. 


REPORT OF BOARD ON GUN FACTORIES, ETC, 


The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, ordered to be printed: - 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter of the Secretary of War, accompanied by the final 
report of the Board on Guu Factories and Steel Forgings for high-power guns, 


and appendices thereto, 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1891. 


RAILROAD BONDS, OKLAHOMA CITY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I return herewith, without my approval, the bill (H, R. No, 12365) entitled 
“An act to authorize Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Territory, to issue bonds to 
provide a right of way for the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company through 
said city,” ‘This bill authorizes the corporation of Oklahoma City to issue cor- 
porate bonds to the amount of $10,000, for the purpose of providing a right of 
way fora railroad company through the city, if the proposition shall receive 
the assent of n majority of the legal yoters at an election to be called for that 
purpose. 

It is attempted to distinguish this case from the ordinary case of a municipal 
antton railway ihe peg by the fact that this railway company had located 
fis line through the lands afterwards settled upon under the town-site law before 
such settlement, and that the route thus located cuts the plat of the city diagon- 
ally and in a way to be very injurions to property interests, 
pon an examination of the facts, it appears to me to be clear that no legal 
location was made by the railway company prior tothe ay eee of the lands 
by the occupying settlers. Some preliminary surveys had been made, but no 
en of location had been filed with the Secretary of the Interior. Ifthe rights 
of this company at th isyoink of its road, astoright of way, are derived from the 
general statute of the United States upon that subject ronen Statutes, Sup- 
ploment, page 187), then section 4 distinctly saves the right of any settler who 
ad located prior to the filing of a profile of the road and the approval by the 
Secretary of the Interior thereof, And if, on the other hand, the rights of the 
company at the point indicated arc derived from the act of Congress of February 
18, 1588, “to authorize the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes," 
section 6 of that act also plainly protects the right of any occupying claimant, 
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The latter statute, it seems to me, was intended to grant a right of way only 
through Indian lands, and, if these lands were not such, the genéral statute, to 


which I haye refe 
same, 

It appears from the report of the committee that its favorable action, and, I 
must assume, the favorableaction of Congress, proceeded upon the theory that 
there was areal controversy, doubtful as to its issue, as to the right of the rail- 
road company to hold the line of its survey through the city. 

Stripped, then, of this claim, the proposition is nakedly one to authorize 
Oklahoma City to donate $40,000 to the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, 
The general statute of the United States prohibits such grants, and this must 
stand, until repealed, as a ee expression of legisiative opinion. Ifa 
departure from this rule is to be allowed at all, certainly it should only be 
where thecircumstances are exceptional. Such circumstances, in my opinion, 
do not exist in this case. y [have received from other cities in the Ter- 
ritory protests against special legislation of this sort, accompanied by the sug- 
gestion that if this policy is admitted other cities shall also be allowed to en- 
courage the building of roads by donation. 

Oklahoma City, according to the report of the Census Office, hasa population 
of about 4,100, and this donation would: be equivalent to nearly $10 per capita. 
Very little real estate, whether town site or country property, in this Territory 
is yet subject toassessment for taxation. The people have not yet had timeto 
accumulate, and Congress has received appeals for aid to relieve a ea dates 
distress which the Territorial authorities have found themselves unable to dea. 
with, It does not seem to me, in view of all these facts, that the wholesome 
rule prescribed by the general statute should be departed from. 

BENJ. ITARRISON, 


, would apply; but in either event the conclusion is the 


EXEcUrIvE MANSION, January 26, 1891, 


Mr. STRUBLE, I move to refer that message, with the accompany- 
ing bill, to the Committee on the Territories, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House enter 
upon the reconsideration of this bill which has just been returned with 
the veto message of the President. It'is a privileged motion, and I 
move that the House proceed under the Constitution to the consider- 
tion of the message of the President and to consider whether it will 
pass the bill notwithstanding the veto. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is competent for the House to 
refer it to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope that course will be adopted. It is usual to 
refer a veto message to the committee which reported the bill. I think 
it would only be proper to allow the committee to consider the matter, 
and that has been the custom of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The motion I have made is 
a privileged question under the Constitution. It has been repeatedly 
decided that a motion to proceed to the consideration of a vetoed bill, 
with the objections of the President, is a privileged question under the 
Constitution. Not only that, butit has been further decided that a 
motion to discharge a committee from the farther consideration of a 
veto message is a privileged question. Surely if it be a privileged 
question to discharge the committee and proceed to its consideration, 
a fortiori itis a privileged question to proceed to the consideration of 
it before it is thus referred. A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold, unless some authority is 
produced to the contrary, that it is competent for the House to enter- 
tain the motion already made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRU- 


BLE]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, ifthe gentleman from Kentucky will 
allow me to call his attention, he must remember that Speaker CAR- 
LISLE, in the last Congress, held repeatedly that that was a proper 
motion, and a motion would be entertained to refer a veto message to 
a committee; but although it was referred, it could becalled up by any 
member at any time asa privileged matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do notdeny that the House 
has the power to refer a message to a committee; but Ido say that it 
has not the power to refer it to n committee until it is determined not 
to consider the veto message. 

Mr. CANNON. Thatis one way of determining not to consider it, 

Mr. BURROWS. In the case that I refer to, the point was made 
that it must be immediately considered, and Mr. Speaker CARLISLE 
overruled that point, and held that it was in order to refer it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman recollect 
what that case was? 

Mr. BURROWS. There were several cases. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘There were two public building bills, I recollect, 
Mr. Anderson, of Iowa, had one of the bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It occurs to me that the actual status of the bill 
is this: Will the House pass this bill, the objections of the President 
tothe contrary notwithstanding? That is the question now before the 
House; and, peyding the consideration of that, it is competent for the 
Chair to-entertain a motion to refer the bill or measure to a committee; 
and if a gentleman should make that motion, it seems to me that that 
motion would take precedence. We are now considering the measure 
itself. It was for that purpose that the Constitution provided the way ` 
in which it should be done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I find that this—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In a single moment. 

I find, Mr. Speaker, that the authorities seem to be the following— 
that we shall proceed at once to the consideration of the bill, or to 
postpone it to a future day, or to refer it. Therefore, I do not desire 
further to insist on that point. 
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The SPEAKER. 
from Iowa. 

The question was put; and theSpeakér announced that the “‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry. 
If the motion to refer to a committee is voted down, I suppose I can 
make a motion to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that a trne construction of the rule and of the precedents will show it 
to be tha case that a motion that the House do now consider the case 
or bill and pass it notwithstanding the objections of the President 
takes precedence of any other question and is the first question to be 
considered by the House. It is true that the House may decline to 
consider it and that the House may afterwards adopt a resolution to 
refer it; but the rule alluded to by the gentleman, I think, is correct, 
and the question is, Will the House now proceed to its consideration? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the motion to refer is in order. 

The question was ngain put; and the Speaker announced that the 
“ayes” seemed to haye it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 83. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Teall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 102, not vot- 
ing 95; as follows: 


The question ison the motion of the gentleman 


YEAS—133. 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lodge, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, McCom: Smith, INL 
Arnold, Dorsay, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunuell, McCormick, Smiyser, 
Atkinson, W. Vo. Evans, MceDuiiic, Spooner, 
Baker, Farquhar, Mokenna, Stephenson, 
Banks, Featherston, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bartine, Flick, Miles, Stivers, 
Bayne, Frank, Miller, Stockbridge, 
Beckwith, Funston, Mott, Stune, Pa. 
Belden, ear, Moore, N. Struble, 
Belknap, Gest, Morey, Sweet, 
Bergen, Greenhalge, Morse, Swency, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Mudd, Taylor, lil, 
Brewer, Grout, Nuto, Taylor, J. 
Brosius, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, Va. Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, me, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Hays, E. R. Owen, Ind. Turner, 
Burton, Hermann, Payne, Vandever, 
Caldwell Hin, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, eters, Waddill, 
Cannon, Houk, Post, Wade, 
Caswell, Kelley, Pugsley, Walker, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Randall, Wallace, Mass. 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa y. Wallace, N.Y. 
Clark, Wyo. Keto Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, La Follette, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Laidlaw, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, Langston, Rowell, Wright, 
per, Ohio Lansing, Russell, Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Laws, ` Scranton, 
Dalzell, Lehibach, Scull, 
NAYS—102, 
Abbott, $ Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss Dargan, Maish, Sayers, 
Andrew, vidson, Mansur, Seney, 
khead, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Biggs, Edmunds, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bland, Eilis, McClellan, Springer, 
Blount, Enloe, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, MoMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, TeRae, Stump, 
Brickner, Forman, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forney, Mutchler, ‘Tracey, 
Brown, J.B. Geissenhainer, Norton, Tucker, 
Brunner, Gibson, O' Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va, Goodnight, O'Neal), Ind, Washington, 
Buckalew, aynes, Outhiwait Wheeler, Ala. 
Bunn, Heard, Owens, Ohio Whitelaw, 
Bynum, Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Whitthorne, 
on Herbert, Paynter, Wike, 
Can ler, Ga. Holman, Peel, Wiley, 
Caruth, Hooker, Pennington, Williams, Hl. 
Chipman, Lane, Perry, Wilson, W.Va. 
Clements, Lanham, Pierce, Yoder. 
Cobb, Lawler, Price, 
Covert, Lee, Quinn, 
NOT VOTING—9. 
Adams, Catchings, Dickerson, Henderson, Iowa 
Allen, Miss. Cheatham, Ewart, Hopkins, 
es, Clancy, Finley, Kerr, Pa, 
Bingham, Clarke, Ala. Fitch, Kilgore, 
Blanchard, Clunie, Flood, Knapp, 
Bliss, Cooper, Ind. Fowler, Tacey, 
Boatuer, Cothran, Geary, Lester, Va. 
Bowden, ole Grimes mage 
owden, g, mes, er, 
wer, Crain, Hansbrough, Mason, 
Browne, T. M. Culbertson, Pa. Hare, MoCarthy, 
Bullock, Cummings, Hatch, McClammy, 
Butterworth, Darlington, Hayes, W. I. Milliken, 
Carlton, De Lano, Hemphill, Mills, 
Carter, Dibble, Henderson, Il. Moore, Tex. 


Morgan, Pindar, Simonds, Townsend, Pa. 
Morrill, Quackenbush, Snider, - ‘Turner, N, Y, 
Morrow, Raines, Stählnecker, Vaux, 
Niedringhaus, Reilly, Stewart, Ga, Wheeler, Mich. 
Oates, Rogers, Stockdale, Whiting, 
O'Neil, Mass. Rowland, Stone, Ky, Wilkinson, 
Payson, Rusk, Taylor, 12. B. Willcox, 
Phelan, Sanford, Thomas, Wilson, Mo. 
Pickler, Sawyer, Tillman, 


So the message and veto were referred to the Committce on Terri- 
tories. 

The following additional pairs were announced until farther no- 
tice: 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SrewAnt, of Texas. 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. MOORE, of Toxas, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro-tempore (Mr. BOUTELLE.) The gentleman from 
Rhode Island. . 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. STUMP. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Pending the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I desire to present a privileged resolution of in- 


uiry, 
is The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island takes precedence. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to put the question, 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his question 


of privilege. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee rise? 


Mr. ENLOE. I rise for the purpose of asking for the consideration 
at this time of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. | 

The resolution was read from the RECORD, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution be, and they ard 
hereby, requested and directed to furnish to the House of Representatives ndo 
tailed and itemized statement of the expenditures which have been made from 
the appropriation provided in the act xpproved April 30, 1890, entitled “An act 
for the organization, improvement, and maintenance of the National Zodlog- 
ical Park; and they are farther directed and requested to report whether or 
notany of the Jands purchaséd for park purposes has been reserved from the 
pons or set apart for scientific or other purposes than those for the Zodlogical 

ark; also, to report whether or notany part of the said appropriation has 
been expended in violation of the provisions of said aot. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what ground does the gentleman make that 
a question of privilege? 

Mr. ENLOE. I call it a privileged question‘on the ground that the 
resolution has been introduced a sufficient length of time to make it 
privileged, it being an inquiry addressed to the Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. The matter has been before the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Interior Department, and the committee agreed to 
report a resolution striking out the portion of the resolution as read 
which calls for an itemized statement of the expenditures, 

TheSPEAKER. The rule applies only to resolutions of inquiry ad- 
dressed to the heads of Executive Departments. 

Mr. ENLOE. On that point, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the 
reason why the resolution was framed as it is and also the reason why 
I consider this as presenting a question of privilege is because it is ad- 
dressed to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are made 
trustees for the disbursement of this fund and for the organization of 
this park and are not under the control of any Department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘‘ Heads of Executive Departments’? is the lan- 
guage of the rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. TI understand; but the Regents of the Smithsonian 
are not under the jurisdiction of any Department of the Government. 

A MEMBER. And consequently do not come under the rule, 

Mr. ENLOE. They are virtually the head of a Department, and I 
should think they come within the meaning of the rule. 

TheSPEAKER. They are not heads of any Executive Department. 

Mr. ENLOE. Furthermore, I will state that on yesterday morning 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department [Mr. BANKS], told me that 
he would bring the matter up and that the Speaker had agreed that 
it should be brought up and considered this morning. Upon that 
ground I passed it over yesterday morning, and I would like to have 
it disposed of now, because the Regents meet to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
did speak to the Chair with regard to it, and the fault, if there be any, 
isnot his The Chair was not aware that the matter would come up 
now. ‘There is apparently some misunderstanding; but the Chair 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1875 


makes this statement so that the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
be exonerated from any responsibility for it, 

Mr. BNLOE. DoJ understand the Chair to hold that this is not a 
privileged resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not seo how it comes under the 
privilege for which the rule provides. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘Then I will ask the Chair, to whom should such a 
resolution of inquiry be addressed in order to make this a privileged 
matter? What Department has jurisdiction of the Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not tell that without some in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I admit that this does not come within the rule 
technically, but there is no other way to get the information than by 
addressing the inquiry directly to the Regents. Task that the reso- 
Intion be considered now. It will take but a few minutes, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it is clearly not one of the cases 
contemplated by the rule, and the Speaker resumed the chair while 
a division was going on because he saw that the gentleman temporarily 
occupying the chair had not talked with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see on the subject. If the gentleman can at any time show that this 
is a question of privilege, the chair will entertain his motion at the 
proper time, but at present there does not seem to be any foundation 
laid for it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then at some other time the Chair will listen to an 
argument on the question of its being privileged? 

The SPEAKER. At any time that the gentleman will show that 
this is 2 question of privilege the Chair will do his best to entertain 
the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think, Mr. Speaker, the House would have no ob- 
jection to the adoption of the resolution now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes not; but, coming up in this 
way as a privileged proposition in the middle of the consideration of a 
matter which is highly privileged, the Chair does not think it can be 
entertained under the rule. à 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I believe it is privileged; but, in- 
stead of arguing that proposition, I will ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be now considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. CANNON. Is it expected to debate the resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwantto makeonly avery briefstatement, not longer 
than three or four minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. If the consideration of the resolution can be con- 
fined to five minutes, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee that this resolution be now considered ? 

Mr. MILES, I object. : 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionismade. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ithode Island [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, pending that, Ihave here 
a resolution reported back from the Committee on Commerce, asking 
certain information from the Interstate Commerco Commission. It is 
a privileged resolution, and—— : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksitis not privileged. The Inter- 
state Commerce Commission is not the head of a department. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understood the Chair to say it was 
privileged. 

The SPEAKER. Theruleapplies only to resolutionsaddressed to the 
“heads of Executive Departments.” That is the lan of the rule. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Spooner]. 

IMMIGRATION FUND, 


Mr. STUMP. With the permission of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, I would like to present for present consideration the resolutions 
which I hold in my hand. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield if it will not consume any time. 

Mr. STUMP. It will not consume five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is this a privileged resolution? 

Mr. STUMP. No, sir; but I desire to submit the resolutions with 
the permission of the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas complaint has been made eas the public press and by respon- 
sible citizens that immigrants arriving at the port of New York who are in dis- 
tress and who aro detained for further inspection do not receiye proper care 
and treatment; and 5 

Whereas by act of Congress passed in 1892, an “immigrant fund” was created 
by acapitation tax of 50 cents on cach immigrant, which fund was to be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States ‘to be used, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to defray the expense of regulating immigration, and 
for the care of immigrants arriving in the United States, for the relief of such 
as nre in distress, and for the general purposes and expenses of carrying this act 
into effect; ’’ and 

Whereas it is‘represented that a large sum of money raised said tax be- 
longing to said immigration fund specially held by the United States in trust 
under the provisions of suid act, for the humane purpose of caring for said im- 

distress, remains in the Treasury unexpended: 

1. Be a resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish this House 


with a statement of amount of money now remaining in the Treasury belong- 
ing to the immigration fund, How much money has been received since the 
Ist of January, 1890. Howmuch has bee expended during that time, and what 
instructions he has given for the care of immigrants arriving in the United 
States in distress, What provisions he has made for tho care of those who are 
detained for examination; and, specially, whether sald immigrants are pro- 
vided with ded sk food and sleeping accommodations, 

2. Be it resoleed, That the Select Committee on Immigration be directed 
to immediately investigate the manner of the treatment of immigrants arriving 
in the port of New York, with leayo at any time to report to this House the re- 
sult of its investigation. 


Mr. DUNNELL, It seems to mo that this investigation should ex- 
tend to an earlier point than theresolutions name, Why not cover the 
period from 1882? 

Mr. OWENS, of Indiana. We have completed that investigation. 

Mr. STUMP. I ask for the present consideration of these resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. BREWER. Are theresolutions presented simply for reference? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
consent for their consideration, ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let them be referred. Tho committee has the 
right to report at any time. 

Mr. BREWER. I think they had better be referred. 

Mr. STUMP. ‘The consideration of the resolutions will not occupy 
a moment; I do not think there can be any objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the committee has examined 
the matter and desires to have the resolutions pass. Therefore I make 
no objection. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were considered and 
adopted. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. SPOONER, I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. REED] with the understanding that his proposition will give rise 
to nodebate. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction 
of a draw, strect-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over 
the Missouri River near Omaha, Nebr. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I do object to the passage of a bill of this character and magnitude 
without any explanation whatever of its necessity and without the re- 
port being read. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, There is a report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will reserve the right of objection until the re- 
port has been read. 

The report of the Committee on Commerce (by Mr. MAson) was read, 
as follows: 


The Commiltee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 13071) au-+ 
thorizing the construction of adraw, street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedes- 
trian bridge over the Missouri River near Omaha, Nebr., report as follows: 

At the present time there are existing between Omaha, Nebr., and Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, but two bridges, one of which is used exclusively as a railroad 
bridge, the other as a street-railway and wagon bridge. 

The demands of commerce require and fair competition makes it necessary 
that now and additional facilities be furnished to the numerous railroads cen- 
tering at Omaha and Council Bluffs for crossing the Missouri River at availa- 
ble points between said cities. Itis the purpose of this bill, with the amend- 
ments herewith proposed, to provide sich facilities. 

At the present time the right of certain railroads to cross, with their trains, 
the present oting bridge is denied, and travel and commerce are thereby des 
layed and interrupted. 

Owing to the low and flat character of the land on both sides of the river at 
and in the vicinity of the proposed location of the bridge desired to be con- 
structed under the provisions of this bill (hereto attached), it will be impracti- 
cable, if not absolutely impossible, to construct a bigh bridge. ` 

With therestrictionsand requirements contained inthe bill, the use and nay- 
igntion of the river by boats or raftsisamplyand sufliciently provided for, The 
billis favored and its passage strongly urged by tho citizens of both Omaha and 
Council Bluffs. 

With the amendments herein proposed, the bill will correspond with Senate 
bil) 4880, which has been submitted to the Secretary of Warand by him referred 
to the Chief of Engineers, who has duly reporied thercon, us will more fully 
and at large appear by a copy of said report, which is hereto attached. . 

To fully conform with said Senate bill and with the recommendations as 
mado by the Chief ofEngineors ofthe Department of War,the committee recom- 
mend the following amendments, to wit: 

Amend the title by striking ont the word “draw” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “railway,” and after the word “near,” in the second linc of said title, 
add the words *' Council Bluffs, Iowa, and,” 

After the words "Secretary of War,” in line 15 of section 1, insert the words 
“and all railroads reaching the Missouri River near anid point shall be per- 
mitted the unobstructed use of said bridge and the Sporones thereto for en- 
gines, cars, and trains atreasonable compensation and rates of toll.” 

Strike out the word “by,” in line 13 of soction 2, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “the.” 

Strike out the words “topography of,” in linca18 and 19 of section 2, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words "high and low water lines upon.” 

Strike out the words "with shore lines and soundings” and insert in Heu 
thereof the words ‘‘the direction and strength of the currents at all stages of 
the water, with soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream and the 
location of any other bridge or bridges, such maps to be sufficiently in detail 
enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge.” 

After the word “and,” in line 20 of section 2, add the words "shall furnish.” 
aoe out all that portion of section 3 after the words “said bridge,” in line 
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Strike ont the words "two years,” in line 2of section S, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “one year.” 

Strike out the word “four,” in line 3 of said section 8, and insertin licu thereof 
the word “three.” 

ahi PRS amendments proposed your cemmittee recommend the passage of 
sa A 


OFFICE OF Tire Cuter or ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., January 20, 1891. 

Sire: I have the honor to acknowledge reference to this office of letter of the 
16th instant, from the Committee on Commerce of the United States Senate, 
inclosing for War Department views thereon S, 4880, Fifty-first Congress, second 
session, “A bill authorizing the construction ofa railway, street-railway, motor, 
weryh and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River,near Council Bluffs, Iowa. 
and Omaha, Nebr., and to return the papers with the recommendation that 
the bill be amended as follows: 

Section 2, line 13, change ‘*by” to “the;” lines 18 and 19, strike out “the 
topography of,” and substitute therefor **the high and low water lines upon,” 

ines 19 and 20, strike out “with shore lines and soundings,’ and insert in 

lieu thereof * the direction and strength of the currents atall stages of the water, 
with ete fn accurately showing the bed of the stream and the location of 
any other bridge or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the 
SET of War ed koy of the proper location of said bridge.” 

Line 20, after “and” insert “shall furnish.” 


irene, 8, line 2, change “two years’’ to ‘tone year.” Line 3change “four” 
three.” 
This bill provides for two draw openings of not less than 200 feet each, to be 


maintained over the main channel of the river, and the company is required, 
atits own expense, to build and maintain, under the direction and supervison 
of the Secretary of War, works necessary to maintain the channel within the 
draw span ofsaid bridge, and the company is further required to maintain s 
depth of water through the draw span not lessthan now existing at the point 
where the bridge may be located. 

The interests of navigation are in my opinion sufficiently protected by the 
terms of the bill, and if amended as recommended above, I see no objection to 


Si arahan ro eaa obedient servant, 
THOS, LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Engincers, 
Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Seeretaryof War. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihope the gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] will withdraw hisobjection to this bill. It has been considered 
by the Committee on Commerce and ought to be passed at once; other- 
wise a very important improvement will be greatly delayed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA, I wish to state that I withdraw all objection tothe 
- bill owing to the patriotic position taken by the gentleman having it 
in charge upon the bill for the erection of 2 monument to the 11,500 
martyrs. | Laughter. ] 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee and stated in the re- 
port as read were adopted. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 

time, and passed. 
_ The title of the bill wasamended, as recommended by the committee, 
so as to read: “A bill authorizing the construction of a railway, street- 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missonri River, 
near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.” 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I now renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Rhode Island moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, [The 
question having been put.] ‘The ayesseem to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 67, noes 5. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 15 voting therefor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 26 voting therefor—more than one- 
fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—ycas 
162, nays 37, not voting 132; as follows: 


- 


JANUARY 27, 

Gront, Lester, Ga. Raines, Taylor, Tenn. 
Hal; Martin, Ind. Reed, lowa Tillman, 
Harmer, McComas, Reyburn, Townsend, Colo. 
Haugen, McCord, Richardson, Tracey,- 
Hays, E. R. McCreary, Rife, Tucker, 
Haynes, MecDufiie, Rockwell, Turner, Ga. 
Heard, McKinley, Russell, Turner, Kans. 
Herbert, Moffitt, Sayers, Vandever, 
Hermann, Moore, N. H. Scull, Van Schuick, 

ill, Morey Seney, Vaux, 
Hitt, Morrill, Sherman, Wade, 
Houk, Iorse, Smith, W. Va. Walker, 
Kelley, Mutchler, Smyser, Wallace, Mass. 
Kerr, Iowa Nute, Spinola, Washington, 
Ketcham, O'Donnell, Spooner, Whitthorne, 

insey, O'’Neall, Ind. Stephenson, Wickham, 
Lacey, O'Neill, Pa. Stivers, Wike, 
La Follette, Osborne, Stone; Ky. Wilkinson, 
Laidlaw, Owen, Ind. Stone, Pa. Williams, D1. 
Langston, Parrett, Struble, Williams, Ohio 
Lanham, Payne, Stump, Wilson, Wash, 
Lansing, Peters, Sweet, Wilson, W. Va. 
Laws, Price, Tarsney. Yardley. 
Lee, Pugsicy, Taylor, E. B, 
Lehibach, Quackenbush, Taylor, Ill. 

NAYS—37. G 
Abbott, Enloe, McMillin, Rogers, 
Alderson, Fithian, ` Montgomery, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss, Hare Norton, Springer, 
Andrew, Henderson, N.C. O’Ferrall, Stewart, Tex, 
Biges, Holman, O'Neil, Mass, Stone, Mo. 
Blanchard, Hooker, Paynter, ‘Turner, N, Y. 
Boatner, Lane, Penington, Whitelaw. 
Crain, Lewis, Perry, 
Dockery, Martin, Tex. Pierce, 
Dunphy, McAdoo, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—132, 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Lind, pe 
Alten, Miss. Dalzell, Lodge, Re ily, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dargan, Magner, Rowell, 
Baker, De Lano, Maish, Nowland, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Mansur, Rusk, 
Banks, . Dickerson, Mason. Sanford, 
Barnes, Dingley, McCarthy, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Dolliver, McClammy, Scranton, 
Bingham, Ewart, McClellan, Shively, 
Bliss, Finley, McCormick, Simonds, 
Blount, Fitch, McKenna, Smith, 1. 
Bowden, Flick, MeRae, Snider, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Flood, Miles, Stalilnecker, 
Brickner Forman, Miller, Stewart, Ga. 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Va. Geary, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Bullock, Gibson, Moore, Tex, Stockdale, 
Bunn, Gifford, Morgan, Sweney, 
Burrows, Greenhalge, Morrow, Taylor, J.D. 
Butterworth, Grimes, Mudd Thomas, 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Carlton, Hatch, Oates, — Townsend, Pa, 
Cheatham, Hayes, W.I. Outhwaite, Waddill, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Wallace, N.Y. 
Clark, Wyo, Henderson, Ill. Payson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala, Henderson, Iowa Peel, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clunie, Hopkins, Perkins, Whiting, 
Connell, Kennedy, Phelan, Viley, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa, Pickler, Willcox, 
Cothran, Kilgore, Pindar, Wilson, Ky. 
Cowles, Knapp, Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Craig, Lawler, Quinn, Wright, 
Crisp, Lester, Va. Randall, Yoder. 
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So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, 


recorded, 


name on the roll was called. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman does not bring 


himself within the rule. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I was not certain it was my name until 
Theard the word ‘‘Alabama,’’ and then the next name on the roll called, 
which convinced me that my name had just been passed over. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask to have my name 
I heard the latter portion of my name called, but did not 
answer, for I was not aware that it was my name until after the next 


not know that my voté would be necessary, and perhaps it is not ma- 
terial, but if I have the right to do so I should like to record it. : 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks he can not entertain the request 


of the gentleman. 
The following pairs were announced for the rest of the day: 
Mr. BROWER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. Wrient with Mr, Frrnran, 


Mr. BAKER with Mr. SPINOLA. 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr, PEEL. 


Ido 


YEAS—162. 
Allen, Mich. Brosius, Catchings, Dorsey, 
Anderson, Kans, Brower, Cheadle, Dunnell, 
Arnold, Browne, T, M. Chipman, Edmunds, 
Atkinson, W, Va. Brunner, Clark, Wis. Elis, 
Bartine, Buchanan, N. J. Clements, Evans. 
Barwig, Buchanan, Va. Cobb, Fa uhar, 
Beckwith, Buckalew, Cogswell, Featherston, 
Belden, Burton, Coleman, Flower, 
Belknap, Bynum Comstock, Forney, 
Bergen, Caldwell Cooper, Ohio Frank, 
Bland, Campbell, Covert, Funston, 
Boothman, Candler, Mass Culberson, Tex. Gear, 
Boutelle, Cannon, Cummings, Geissenhainer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Carter, Cutcheon, Gest, 
Brewer, Caruth Darlington, Goodnight, 
Brookshire, Caswell, Davidson, Grosvenor, 


Mr. CRAIG with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. BAKER, until 
3 p. m. to-day, but I voted notwithstanding the pair, as Iam satisfied 
he would vote on this question as I do. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. McComas in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill tho 
title of which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (IL R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would like to ask gentlemen on the other side of 
the House if we can now agree on some limitation to the general de- 
bate? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, There are several gentlemen on this 
side of the House who desire to be heard. 

Mr, SPOONER. Task first, Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent that 
the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Before that is done I think perhaps 
we might facilitate business by fixing the time for general debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. After the House has disposed of the question I 
have just submitted, I think we will have no difficulty in agreeing 
upon some time when the general debate shall close. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think it would be best before any- 
thing else is done to have some agreement as to the debate. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then, Mr. Chairman, if this bill is to be read I 
want to hear it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the bill can only be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. „Mr. Chairman, I again submit the request for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROGERS, What is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. SPOONER. To dispense with the first formal reading of this 
bill. , 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Military Academy appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ts there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman from Alabama now indicate 
what length of debate is desired on that side. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Ihave been informed that there are 
several gentleman desiring to speak. The bill is brought in rather 
suddenly and no gentleman has defined exactly the length of time he 
wants to occupy. We should have liberal debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, my purpose in making the inquiry is 
that the consideration of the bill shall proceed in a businesslike man- 
ner, and I have no desire to cut off a reasonable discussion, but I think 
that on a bill of this character, presenting legislation in scarcely any 
respect, save for making the appropriations required by law, that no 
lengthy discussion is necessary. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. 
about two hours. 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman suggested to me this morning that 
he would like about a half hour himself on the bill, I am perfectly 
willing that there shall be an hourand a half on each side, and it seems 
to me that would be entirely reasonable. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I will suggest two hours on a side; 
and think that is as little as we can agree to. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Would not an hour on each side do? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think not. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Isuggest thatan hour anda halfis quite a reason- 
able time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I think if the chairman will permit two hours on 
a side, it will be a saving ofttime. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is now half past 2 o'clock, and we ordinarily 
adjourn at 5; that will leave two hours and a half, and it seems to 
me that is enough for the consideration of this bill. We ought to 
finish it to-day. Wehavealwaysdone so ata single sitting heretofore, 
and I think the proposition is a perfectly reasonable one to limit the 
debate to the hour I have named, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will say in response to the gentle- 
man that I did not know until a short time ago that any gentleman on 
this side desired to be heard; butfrom the expressions of opinion which 
I have heard two hours is the shortest limit. Of course if it is not de- 
sired on that side gentleman need not occupy the whole time, 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, in 
view of the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, that the general 
debate be limited to not exceeding two hours on each side. x 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman from THinois wants 
more time, I suppose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the general debate be limited to two 
hours. . 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. On each side? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; on both sides. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That motion isnotin order, the bill not yet hav- 
ing been discussed. 

I think the proposition of the gentlemen from Rhode Island was a 
perfectly fair one, and I hope my friend from Mlinois will withdraw 
the objection. Itis possible,and very probable, that we can get through 
in lesstime. If the other side does not desire to occupy the full time, 
of course that time can be saved also. 


This side of the House will desire 


Mr. ROGERS, Let the debate run on for a short time,and then the 
gentleman can ask unanimous consent to limit it. There will be no 
opposition on this side, and I think perhapshe will make better prog- 


ress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will withdraw the proposition, and suggest 
that we proceed with the debate for a short time, after which I will 
try to reach an agreement with gentlemen on the other side. . 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope.my friend from Illinois will withdraw his 
objection and let us go on with the bill under the limitation of time 
suggested by the gentleman from Rhode Island. I think we can soon 
dispose of it. a 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose under that understanding we will not be 
compelled to use all the two hours upon this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The agreement, as the Chair understands it, is 
to limit debate by unanimous consent to not exceeding two hours on 
either side. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, ‘That is right. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. x 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an inguiry. I 
suppose that means that no vote will be taken on the bill to-day ? 

Mr. CANNON. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope that we may arrive at a vote to-day. 

Mr. McCREARY. Itis now half past 2 o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it isin the power of 
the committee, under this agreement, to consume not to exceed two 
hours, and, therefore, it is in the power of the committee to consume 
or not to consume the whole of that time, or any part of it. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the agreement is to take not to exceed two 
hours on a side, what does that mean? What does that amount to? 
It is no agreement at alls 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We may not want to use all the time. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The agreement is that the debate shall be limited 
to not to exceed two hours, and upon this side ofthe House I do not think 
we shall haye occasion to consume the two hours; perhaps an hour, or 
possibly less than that, would be entirely satisfactory to this side of 
the House. I do not know that any serious discussion is likely to arise 
on the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. But the matter seems to be left indefinite. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have already given unanimous 
consent, and under the regular order the gentleman from Rhode Isl- 
and [Mr. Spooner] is recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. The endeavor will be to finish the bill to-day. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is understood, Mr. Chairman, that under this 
unanimous consent the two hours that may be allotted to this side of 
the House may be cut very much shorter than that if it be the desire 
of those in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the Chair's understanding. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think this side of the House could afford 
to insist upon the other side of the House debating, if they do not de- 
sire to do so. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have heard it claimed, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, where a fixed time was given for debate, that if 
itwas not all occupied by one side, gentlemen upon the other side 
might have the privilege of using that time; and it was simply that 
we might have an understanding upon that subject that I raised the 
question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idonotthink anybody cau misunderstand the mat- 
ter under what has been said here now. 

Mr. McKINLEY. There can not, in view of the statement of the 
Chair, surely. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Rhode Island is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I had supposed that upon this bill, 
at least, the committee might give its attention and consideration 
without deviating into unnecessary and uncalled-for discussion of mat- 
ters not affected by nor relating to the subject-matter of the bill itself. 
The bill that has been submitted by the committee, which is now 
under consideration, is a simple business bill, making appropriations , 
in the ordinary manner for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. The general provisions of the 
bill are almost entirely confined to making appropriations in accord- 
ance with existing law for the support of the Military Academy. 

There are provisions made for the building of additional quarters in 
continuation of the work that has been carried on at the Military 
Academy under appropriation bills of preceding years, and these, to- 
gether with the proposed appropriations in the bill for the purpose of 
improving and repairing and plumbing and sewerage at West Point, are 
the principal features of the bill outside of the ordinary matters of appro- 
priation in pursuance of existing law. Thereare no increases of salary 
or pay except in two cases, so insignificant that itsecms almost unneces- 
sary to refer to them at all. One is the case of five firemen whose pay 
has been increased, or is proposed to be increased, by the provisions of 
this bill, $5 each per month, giving them $50 per month each instead 
of $45 per month each, which they have heretofore received. 

There is also a trifling increase in the additional pay granted to an 


1878 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 


enlisted man employed in the adjutant’s office, but it is the merest 
trifle. These, I believe, are the only cases where matters of pay or sal- 
ary are in any way proposed to be increased or changed by the pro- 
visions of this bill, except as such changes are proposed in order to 
carry out the provisions of existing lawin cases of increased pay accru- 
ing by reason of increased length of service of officers connected with 
theAcademy. Therehave been no new officers or employs provided for 
by the bill, with the exception of two clerks in the offices of the adju- 
tant and the quartermaster of the post respectively. 

This provision is made in accordance with recommendations that have 
been pressed upon the attention ofthe committee, notonly atthe present, 
butat previous sessions of Congress, and the employment of these ad- 
ditional clerks is required on account of two old and efficient clerks, who 
have now served in those capacities for some forty years each, having 
become almost superannuated and incapable alone of performing the 
somewhat arduous and considerably increased duties appertaining to 
those offices. The appropriation proposed by the bill forthe p ot 
improving and repairing the plumbing and the sewerage at West Point 
has been made in one grosssum, as proposed by the bill, being considera- 
bly less than half the amount of the estimate made for that p , but 
being sufficient, as believed by the committee, to provide for the nec- 
essary work required to be done in that direction. 

The sewerage system and the plumbing at West Point are of a very 
unsuitable and unsatisfactory character. There has been consider- 
able sickness—diphtheria and other illness—at West Point, the exis- 
tence of which is accounted for by those competent to judge concerning 
itas haying arisen entirely on account of the deficient and improper 
plumbing andsewerage. Thesituation and location at West Pointare 
eminently salubrions and healthful. There is no reason why filth dis- 
eases, such asdiphtheria emphatically is, should be permitted to exist at 
that post, kazarding the lives of officers, cadets, and employ¢s alike, 

The committee do not think that they have proposed too liberally in 
thatdirection. Indeed, they questioniftheappropriation they propose, a 
gross sum of $15,000, will be sufficient tothoroughly and entirely cure 
the evils and imperfections now existing in respect to the sewerage and 
plumbingat West Point. Butthey do believe that thisamonnt will be 
sufficient if judiciously expended, as they do not doubt that it will be, 
under the direction of a joint board of officers as suggested by anamend- 
ment they propose, consisting of the superintendent, the surgeon, and 
the quartermaster of the Academy, to at least put the sewerage and 
plumbing systems, and the fixtures and appurtenances in a condition 
where they will not be breeders of pestilence and disease; and theevil 
will becorrected whichis aimed at, leaving, if necessary, the project of 
still further improving or modernizing the system of plumbing and 
sewerage for fature appropriations and provisions to be made in subse- 
quent appropriation bills. 

The committee have consulted economy in the preparation of the 
bill. They have no desire to be, and believe that they haye not been, 
parsimonious. They believe that the West Point Military Academy, 
the great military school of the nation, should receive liberal and fair 
consideration from Congress in matters of appropriation, providing all 
that is necessary and all that is reasonable and proper for the carrying 
out of the work which is intrusted to that academy. The provisions 
which I have referred to in part are more fully dealt with in the 

rinted report submitted by the committee in connection with this bill. 
e expenditures proposed or appropriated for by the terms of the bill 
now under consideration amount to $402,064, 64, being $150,672. 26 less 
than the estimates and $33,231.47 less than the appropriations made 
for the support of the Military Academy by the bill passed at the last 
session for the present fiscal year. 

I think now, Mr. Chairman, that I have briefly stated to the com- 
mittee the general scope, purposes, and contents of the bill under con- 
sideration. With such information as I now have, I know of noreason 
why the bill itself should give rise to or occasion for any very consid- 
erable or lengthy discussion. I will now, therefore, yield such time 
as may be desired to any gentleman upon this side of the House for 
further general debate, and, that not being claimed, I will reserve the 
remainder of my time and yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER]. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wonld like to inquire whether the 
time on either side of the House is to be controlled by the gentleman 
reporting the bill and a gentleman on the other side of the Honse. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Chairman, I was about to suggest that I 
think it would be proper for some gentleman representing the minority 
of the committce to control the timeon that side, and I suggest that 
the gentleman from Alabama take the floor in his own right and yield 
such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SPOONER. I supposed that was understood. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I take the floor and yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent given to the under- 
standing that the gentleman in charge of the bill on the one side and 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] on the other shall con- 
trol the time on the respective sides? [Aftcrapause.] The Chair 
hears no objection. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, availing myself of the latitude of 
debate on appropriation bills, I want to talk about—— 

Mr. SPOONER. May I inquire how much time I have occupied? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Rhode Island has occupied 
twelve minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to give alittle attention to the matter which 
I attempted to bring before the House this morning. Lintroduced a 
resolution some time in the early part of the month, calling upon the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution for certain information in re- 
gard to the management of the Zodlogical Park. Congress at its last 
session appropriated the sum of $92,000 ‘for the organization, main- 
tenance, and improvement of the National Zodlogical Park, and I find, 
according to the precedents that have been established, and I believe 
under the terms of the act, it was necessary and proper that the Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution should assume that trust and de- 
vise ways and means to execute it, or vest the authority somewhere to 
use the appropriation in accordance with the direction of Congress. I 
ani informed that the Board of Regents have not had a meeting since 
the passage of that act; that it has never assumed the trust; that the 
money appropriated has not so far been expended by due authority of 
law. I think it is clear that no one had the right to draw one dollar 
of the money from the Treasury and expend it without the direction 
of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman who has drawn tho 
money and expended it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I answer the gentleman’s question by saying I un- 
derstand that Mr. Langley, the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, has drawn the money and has expended it as he saw proper in the 
improvement of the park. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, One other question forinformation. How could 
he do that if there has been no anthorization by law for it to be done 
in that way ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will call the gentieman’s attention to the language 
of the act appropriating this money, and also to a precedent which I 
think covers the case exactly. Section 2 of the act approved April 
30, for the organization and maintenance of the National Zodlogical 
Park, provided that the ‘‘said parkis hereby placed under the direction 
of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are authorized to 
transfer to it any living specimens, whether of animals or plants, now 
or hereafter in their charge, to accept gifts for the park at their discre- 
tion in the name of the United States, and to make exchange of speci- 
mens, and to administer the said Zodlogical Park for the adyance- 
ment of science and the instruction and recreation of the people.’’ 

Now, I find that in 1879, when Congress an act providing for 
the establishment of the National Museum, it was provided thata fire- 
proof building should be erected for the use of the National Museum 
under the direction and supervision of the Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, etc. When that act was passed the Board of Regents ac- 
cepted the trust and appointed a board or commission to supervise the 
construction of the building and to see that it was constructed in ac- 
cordance with the plans and specifications, to subserve the purposes 
had in view by Congress in establishing the Museum. Every dollar of 
the money that was appropriated and expended was expended under 
the direction of that board or commission. 

All this you will find in the Smithsonian report for 1879. Now, 
when Congress passed the act providing for the establishment of the 
National Zodlogical Park and placed the park under the control of the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, I hold that nota dollar of that 
money could be lawfully expended withont the acceptance of the trust 
by the Board of Regents, and that has not been done. In order to bring 
the matter before the House and get at the facts a little more fully, 
I haye introduced to-day another resolution of inquiry which is ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, asking him to inform Con- 
gress by what authority this money has been expended and whether 
it has heen paid out and expended in accordance with law. ts 

Mr. CUTCHEON., If the Board of Regents proceeded to administe 
the trust would not that be as much an acceptance of itas if they had 
taken formal action to that effect? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certsinly, if they proceeded to administer it; but 
they have had no meeting since the trust wasimposed upon them, and 
therefore they can not have taken any action of that kind. But the 
secretary and the executive board have assumed, I suppose, that the 
Board of Regents, when it did meet, would approve whatever had been 
done by them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let.me ask the gentleman why this whole mat- 
ter should not be taken charge of by the Superyisihg Architect of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. ENLOE. Isuppose thatis governed by the act making the ap- 
propriation, : 

No one else is directed or authorized to accept this trust but the Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution, and they could only carry it for- 
ward in pursnance of the designs of Congress. There has been no 
official acceptance of the trust by the Regents, but the secretary of the 
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Smithsonian Institution has been acting, I suppose, on the assumption 
that his acts would be approved by the board when it met. 

Now, the board holds its meeting to-morrow, and I wanted to call at- 
tention to the matter to-day so that it might be brought to the atten- 
tion of the board at this meeting. It seems to me that it is a very 
loose way of doing business to provide a national park and place it 
under the control of such a body as the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, made up as that is, consisting of the Vice Presi- 
dent, members of Congress, and citizens who reside in distant States, 
gentlemen who, in my judgment, are about as little fitted, by reason 
of their positions, for such a trust as anybody could be. My opinion 
is that members of the board do not know anything about what is 
done with the money, except as they get the information from the 
reports of their officers. They have no practical knowledge of the 
matter committed to them and they pay little or no attention to what 
is done. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If it does not take too much of the gentleman’s 
time, I would like to know what his resolution is which is now before 
the House, 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman should understand that there is no 
resolution now before the Honse, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman seems to be finding fault, and it 
seems to me that there is something in the fault which he finds, but 
what remedy does he propose? It seems to me that all this business 
should be done by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and he 
might be held responsible for it. 

Mr. ENLOE, That would require another act of Congress directing 
that it should be placed under his contro). At the time this bill was 
before Congress great anxiety was manifested to get it disposed of as 
quickly as possible. 

A letter on the subject was addressed, I believe, to the gentleman 
from Maine himself [Mr. MILLIKEN], stating the necessity for early 
action so that the animals in the zoo at the Smithsonian Institution 
might be got away from those pens there and putintothispark. Con- 
gress was urged to act upon the matter immediately, hut I understand 
the secretary says there has been so much difficulty in getting title to 
the land that the accommodations for the animals were still unprovided, 
and the animals themselves are still in their pens and are likely tobe 
there during the remainder of the winter. 

Now, it isa very interesting thing—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would simply suggest to my friend that if it 
is proposed to get title to these lands in the same way as has been done 
in other cases of which I have some knowledge—by condemnation—the 
chances are that the animals now existing will be dead by the time 
the land is acquired, and another generation of animals hereafter to 
be born will have an opportunity to occupy this park. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Rhe condemnation has been completed. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that the condemnation proceedings are 
completed and that now the title to the property is vested in the Goy- 
ernment. The commission appointed to make the purchase has made 
its final report. : . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then this case is contrary to my observations in 
other cases. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The condemnation has been completed, and the 
balance of the appropriation is going baek to the Treasury. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was about to say it is a very important matter if 
we are going into the business of establishing a zoological park or me- 
nagerie that we should have a first-class, respectable place of resort for 
the people who visit this city. I opposed the original appropriation; 
I did not like the Government going into the business of raising ani- 
mals and running a menagerie; but as it has embarked in the business 
I think the money appropriated by Congress ought to be properly ex- 

ded. 
Or, I understand thatthe park has been inclosed by a picket fence. 
I do not think it was the intention of Congress to fence the public out 
of the park, but that the appropriation for fencing was intended to 
fence in the animals. That, however, is a matter in which the Secre- 
tary has exercised some latitude, claiming that he has good reason for 
doing so. But it seems tome that every street or road that is traveled 
ought to be open so that the public may drive through this park, and 
that nothing ought to be shut out or reserved from the public except 
what is necessary for the protection and preservation of the animals. 

I have here a list of the animals which I will publish with my re- 
marks, showing that we have a very expensive menagerie so far as it 
has gone. We have appropriated $199,614.16 in the first place to buy 
the property, we have spent $17,000 of the $92,000 appropriated last 
session, and we are asked for $110,000 at this session to proceed with 
this work and to maintain the zoo. <A part of the property has been 
reserved for administrative purposes—about 14 acres of the most at- 
tractive part. I do not know whether that ought to be reserved from 
the publicor not. Iam inclined to think it ought to be open like the 
remainder of the park. I understand also that the contemplated 
improvements in this park will cost, when completed, the sum of 
$2,700 per acre, or $456,000. 

Tn this list of annimals we have a grizzly bear, one cinnamon bear, 
- three black bears, one puma, six buffaloes, four elks, three deer, one 


Rocky Mountain sheep that was living at the time this list was made, 
but has since died, four Angora goats, one prairie wolf, four gray foxes, 
four red foxes, one cross fox, two pats aa seven raccoons, five opos- 
sums, four monkeys, and five prairie dogs. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this discussion 
of the bear garden is not in order on this bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Chairman, I hope I am not hurting the gentle- 
man’s feelings by alluding to the monkeys in the Zodlogical Park. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not mean to reflect on the gentleman. 

Mr. CUTGHEON. We are sufficiently familiar with the animals. 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose you are, or you would not be here. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The fact that I have come over to this side [the 
Democratic side] of the aisle shows that I am not afraid. 

Mr. ENLOE. The fact that you are in Congress shows that you 
have a good many of them in your district. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They fully appreciate the value of your opinion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not expect, of course, to 
indulge in this pleasantry; but I want to complete my statement. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like about three minutes more. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama, I yield to the gentleman three min- 
utes more, 

Mr. ENLOE. As I was about to say, I want these matters brought 
to the attention not only of the House, but of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I want that committee in making these appropriations 
to investigate carefully and see for what pu the money is ex- 
pended. I think there ought to be some inquiry on the part of Con- 
gress as to how this money has been expended heretofore. I think we 
ought not to go on making appropriations and vesting the trust of dis- 
bursing this fond in the hands of the Vice President of the United 
States, who certainly has not the time to go out to look after the mon- 
keys, und the members of the Senate and House, who have no time to 
give to bear farming. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And the opossums. 

Mr. ENLOE. This board of eee will not pay any attention to 
what is being done to take care of the opossums and the raccoons. I 
am willing that the gentleman from Towa should offer his suggestion. 

Mr. KERR, of Jowa. Isuggest that perhaps we could get a member 
of Congress to attend to the monkeys. [Laughter] 

Mr. ENLOE. Ihave no doubt we could. I am perfectly willing 
tlie gentleman should haye the position if he wantsit. He is going 
out of Congress, I believe, and he ought to havesomething like that to 
do. After having served in this menagerie here, I think he would be 
a very competent superintendent. [Laughter] 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter to which I want to’call at- 
tention, and then I will conclude. In the estimates for the present 
year now submitted to the Committee on Appropriations and under 
consideration there is a proposition by Professor Langley to establish 
in this Zodlogical Park an astrophysical observatory. I do not think 
this is exactly the proper place for an astrophysical observatory. It 
may be that science, and especially the branch of science which this 
institution is intended to promote, has some connection with a zodlog- 
ical garden, but I can not see it. I understand from Professor Lang- 
ley the object in going out there is to get some retired place, some se- 
cluded retreat. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow another interruption ? 

Mr, ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I wish the gentleman would have the goodness 
to explain to the House, for I am sure we do not all understand the 
subject, the purpose and uses of this astrophysical observatory. 

Mr, ENLOE. Well, if the gentleman from Maine would like to 
haye an official answer, I will have to refer him to the Book of Esti- 
mates, which shows, I believe, for what purpose this is intended—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask my friend from Alabama to yield to me just 
three minutes more, and then I will conclude. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I yield three minutes more to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. ENLOE. I was going to say to the gentleman from Maine that 
I believe the astrophysical opnaa a projected for the purpose of 
promoting a branch of science here which will give employment to a 
number of scientific gentlemen, who will haye very expensive in- 
struments furnished them at the expense of the Government; instru- 
ments of a very sensitive nature, so that they can study the relations 
of the sun and other heavenly bodies to human life, so that in the de- 
velopment of this science the gentleman from Maine may be able to 
determine whether there is some disturbance in the sun which bas 
put the Speaker out of order in the morning and caused him to forget 
rules and law, or whether solar disturbances or astral influences haye 
interrupted the transmission of a telegram or produced an electriestorm 
in the House. 

But I can not go into an elaborate exposition of all that this science 
may develop. I could go on and expatiate at some length on the 
question; but I content myself with stating that I am opposed to an 
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ra pater of $10,000 for the IO sia of establishing an astrophys- 

ical observatory in the park, and I hope the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will not lend their aid to such a proposition. Everything relating 
to the management of this park oughtto be carefully investigated, and 
the work properly directed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I now yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, we have now under consideration 
an appropriation bill for the support of the Military Academy at West 
Point. We are educating our young men there for military purposes. 
It is to be presumed that they are to be taught in the approved methods 
of civilized warfare. 

I want to make some observations to-day in this connection relating 
to the Indian war; and I hope my friend from Iowa will not regard the 
remarks that I have to submit as not being germane to the bill under 
consideration. They will not relate to any particular provision of the 
bill, but they do relate to the Army as a whole, and they have their 
bearing upon the education of our young men at the Military Academy. 
I make them now because ata later period in the present session we 
shall have up forconsideration a bill for the supportof the Indian serv- 
ice—the Indian appropriation bill—while the Army bill, I believe, 
has already passed the House, if T recollect aright. 

There are some mysteries in connection with this late Indian war 
which I think are deserving of a very careful investigation at the 
hands of the American Congress, and by way of illustrating exactly 
the point that I haye in view, in this connection, I desire to read, or 
have read from the Clerk’s desk, a very elaborate and semiofiicial 
document emanating from a distinguished gentleman, an appointee of 
the present Administration, who is now at the head of thai service, the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I clipped the other day from a copy 
of the New York World what purports to be an extract from a lecture 

- delivered by him before some Indian association or other organization 
in the city of Washington, which to my mind presents in closest-cut 
form the questions at issue in respect to the recent war. 

I wonld not do injustice to the military arm of the Government: I 
would not do injustice to the Indian branch of the service, but there 
isa conflict going on throughout the country in the newspaper press 
withreference to the origin of this late disturbance. The question in- 
volyed is one of civilization. If the views entertained by many cor- 
respondents, and somewhat sympathized with by the Indian Commis- 
sioner, are true, it is the most severe reflection which has been cast 
upon the Army of the United States in its history, in connection with 
Indian affairs. Ifit be not true, the military arm of the Government 
ought to be vindicated. 

If the blame lies at the door of the Indian service, every question of 
humanity, as well as of justice, demands that the American Congress 
shall remedy the evil without delay. And so I speak to-day with the 
utmost good faith. Ispeak, too, Mr. Chairman, with some personal 
knowledge, derived from long*experience of the Indian service and of 
the Indians themselves. I do notspeak from any simply philanthropic 
views, I speak from the standpoint of practical knowledge of these 
affairs, and to some extent a desire to see justice done to this class of 
people whom the Government has sought for so many years to elevate 
to citizens in order that they may not be subjected to massacre by the 
Army of this Government. 

Having said this much, I desire to read this extract from the lecture 
of the Commissioner which I hold in my hand. If I could have the 
assurance of the Clerk that he would read it slowly and distinctly I 
believe I would send it up to the desk, because I believe it is a matter 
in which every member is interested—and I am sorry there are so few 
here to-day—and should have called to his attention for most careful 
consideration. 

Mr. FLOWER. May I interrupt my friend to state a fact in this 
connection? 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. FLOWER. I want to say that three weeks ago I introduced a 
resolution asking the committee to investigate this affair and it has 
slumbered ever since in the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. ROGERS. Lam obliged, I am sure, to my friend. It had oc- 
curred to me some weeks ago, and Thad a consultation with friends on 
this side looking to the introduction of a resolution addressed to the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Interior, asking for the offi- 
cial information in respect to the matter. I was not conscious of the 
fact that my friend had introduced a resolution which had gone to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I will state that the gentleman from New Jer. 
sey [Mr. MCADOO] introduced more than a month ago a resolution 
of inquiry addressed to the War Department, and perhaps to the In- 
terior Department, asking for the facts touching the outbreak of thé 
Sioux Indians and the death of Sitting Bull; and the same day I my- 
self introduced a resolution for the appointment of a committee of five 
to investigate the whole Indian question. This,as I have said, was 
done more than a month ago. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman please allow me? 
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Mr. ROGERS. Yes, fora moment. Make it as brief as possible. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ‘The resolution referred to by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] related solely to the arrest of Sitting 
Bull. It was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, was con- 
sidered at their first meeting, and promptly reported favorably,and has 
been upon the Calendar ever since. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But it isa privileged question and entitled to 
be called up at any time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has been upon the Calendar ever since. 

A MEMBER, Why do you not it up? 

Mr. FLOWER. Mine was a privileged question. 

Mr. MORSE. It takes two hours to approye the Journal every 
morning, so that we can not get time to consider these matters, 

Mr. ROGERS. I would prefer not to be interrupted any further. 
This calls out what I desired to have called out. Itseems to have 
been anticipated by other gentlemen, and I regret indeed that these 
resolutions have not received the consideration of the committees to 
which they have been referred, and then the consideration of the House. 
The resolution with reference to Sitting Bull ought to have been 
widened, and might have been widened, so as to embrace all of the 
facts with reference to the origin of this Indian war, Idoubtnot this 
war itself, which I am constrained to say—and I do so with some lit- 
tle timidity—was unprovoked and utterly indefensible so far as I can 
get information outside of official channels, probably cost the Govern- 
ment five or six millions of dollars. 

It has been intimated in the public press and elsewhere that this 
Indian war was provoked in the interests of a Presidential aspirant, 
namely, the general in command; I mean General Miles. Iam not 
willing to give any credence to this. Py 

But, Mr. Chairman, casting that aside, from all the news we get, 
officially and semiofficially, from the public press, reports and other- 
wise, this matter is one that we ought not to turn a deaf ear to or to 
shut our eyes to. It ought to beinvestigated, thoroughly investigated, 
and if the blame for this Indian war lies at the door of the American 
people then we ought to bear the blame and the world ought to know 
it; and, whatever the remedy is, in the future appropriate legislation 
or steps ought to be taken, not only to remedy the evil, but to punish 
in a proper way those who have been responsible for misconduct. 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, an extract from the lec- 
ture of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and I ask the Clerk to read 
it slowly and distinctly, so that members may be able to hear it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A decided flurry was created here to-night by the lecture of Commissioner 
Morgan, of the Indian Department, which was given before a large audience 
in the Young Men’s Christian Association Hall. The Commissioner said some 
pretty sharp things regarding Uncle Sam’s dealings with the red men, and all 
in line with what the World has been pointing out within the last month or 


two. ~ 

The subject of the lecture was ‘Some mistakes about Indians.’ Thelecturer 
made the following points: ž 

1. It isa mistake, as General Sherman says, that the Government ia feeding 
250,000 able-bodied paupers. There are but 244,000 Indians, and of this number 
185,000 receive neither clothing nor subsistence from the Government, but are 
self-supporting. 

2. Itis a mistake to suppose that the Indians will not work. Even those who 
receive from the Government food and clothing engage more or less in some 
form of industrial pursuit. 

3. It is a mistake to Mo) pee thatthe Indians can notbecivilized, The Indian 
possesses all the traits of humanity, and his children are as susceptible of edu- 
cation as the children of white men. 

4. It isa mistake to have any more Indian wars. The Indians are not un- 
friendly to the whites, and will not go to Sheth for just reasons. They do 
not shoot each other as they do in the Oklahoma Legislature; they do not call 
out the militia asin the Nebraska Legislature, but when we steal their stock, 
shoot down their women and children, murder their men, and break our en- 
gagements with them it is a mark of their manhood that they will defend their 
une An Indian war is very often the expression of the very highest man- 


hood. 

5, Itis a mistake to expect the Indians to carn a comfortable support off the 
lands and under conditions where white men would starve. 

6, Itis a mistake to suppose that there is only one Indian problem. Every 
reservation is a problem. 

7. Itisa mistake to suppose that Indians are generally drunkards. Thereis 
more whisky consumed in one white town on the Indian reservation than by 
all the Indians in the United States. 

8. It isa mistake to suppose that the Indian service is corrupt. Asat present 
carried on by the Government it will compare favorably with that of any other 
branch of the public service. . 

9, It isa mistake to fail to kecp faith with the Indians. One of the seoretsof 
the present Indian disturbance in Dakota is the fact that war was brought about 
by the failure of the Government to fulfillthe promises made by the General 
Crook commission. I hold itis costly, unwise, and a national dishouor for us 
to fail to keep strictly to the letter any and every promise as a nation with any 
tribe of Indians on our soil, 

10. It isa fearful mistake not to make ample provision at once for the cdu- 
cation ofall Indian children. It would cost only $3,000,000 to give every Indian 
boy and girl in the United States a good industrial ‘and common-school educa- 
tion. In one generation the Indian problem would be solved, neverto trouble 
usagein. Let us educate the Indian children to be intelligent, sothat they will 
have high aims and ambitions and be brought into sympathetic relations 
the other 60,000,000 people of our great Republic, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, it seems from thelecture of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs that somebody has made, in connection 
with Indian matters, more mistakes than Moses ever made. 

On that same piece of paper which the Clerk now holds in his hand 
is what I suppose to be an official report made by the superintendent 
of Indian education at this reservation, a Miss Goodale, who I un- 
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derstand is a lady of high repute and character. I desire the Clerk 

now to read that report which follows immediately after the article 

which the Clerk has just read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Pine Rivce, January 12. 


Yours of the 7thinstant, asking fora report of the battleat Wounded Knee, is 
received. I was notan proT no of the fight, and my information has been 


obtained chiefly from Indian prisoners who engaged in it and half-breeds who 
were pregas and from parties who visited the battlefield several daysafter the 
encounter, 


The testimony of the survivors of Big Foot’s band is unanimous on one im- 
portant point, namely, that the Indians did not deliberately plan n resistance. 
‘The party was not a war party, according totheir statements (which I believe 
to be true), but a party intending to visit the agency at the invitation of Red 
Cloud. The Indians say that many of the men were unarmed. When they 
met the troops they anticipated no trouble. There was constant friendly in- 
tercourse between the soldiers and the Indians, even women shaking hands 
with the officers and men, 

The demand for their arms was a surprise to the Indians, but the great ma- 
jority of them chose to submit quietly. The tepees had already been searched 
and a large number of guns, knives, and hatchets confiscated, when the search- 
ing of the persons of the men was pega: The women say that they, too, were 
searched, and their knives (which they always carry for domestic purposes) 
taken from them. A number of the men had surrendered their rifles and car- 
tridge belts, when one young man (who is described by the Indians as a good- 
for-nothing young fellow) fired a single shot, This called forth a volley from 
the troops, and the fring and confusion became general. 

I do not credit the statement which has been made by somo that the women 
carried arms and participated actively in the fight. The weight of testimony is 
AR Grit § against this supposition. There may have been one or two 
isolated cases of this kind, but there is no doubt that the great majority of the 
women and children, as well as many unarmed men and youths, had no thought 
of anything but flight. They were pursued up the ravines and shot down in- 
disoriminately te the soldiers. 

It is reported that one of the officers called out, "Don’t shoot the squaws!" 
but the men were doubtless too much excited to obey. The killing of the 
women and children was in part unavoidable, owing to the confusion, but I 
think there is no doubt that it was in many cases deliberate and intentional. 
The Seventh Cavalry, Custer’s old command, had nn old grudge to xepey, 

The party of scouts who buried the dead reports 84 bodies of men and boys, 
44 of women, and 18 of young children. Some were carried off by the hostiles. 
A number of prisoners, chiefly women, have sines died of their wounds, and 
more will soon follow. ent oa who visited the battlefield on January 1, to 
rescue any wounded who might bave been abandoned, and brought in 7, re- 

ris that nearly all the bodies of the men were lying close about Big Foots 
Sibley tent, while the women and children were scattered along a distance of 2 
miles from the scene of the encounter, 

The main reflection which occurs to me in connection with this most unfor- 
tunate affair is that the same thing should not be allowed to happen again. 
The irresponsible action of one hot-headed youth should not be the signal 
for n general and indiscriminate slaughter of the unarmed and helpless. 

ELAINE GOODALL, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, if this report is based upon truth, to 
my mind the massacre at Wounded Knee is the most shameful chapter 
in our Indian history. This information, I take it, is in the office of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Is it possible that a thing of this 
sort is to take place in our country and that no investigation and no 
examination is to be made of it to fix the responsibility where it prop- 
erly belongs? : 

Mark you, Mr. Chairman, the significant facts that [draw from what 
reading I have done on this subject: First, there hasnot been a single, 
solitary white man murdered by these Indians or massacred by these 
Indians, or a single death which has occurred at their hands, off their 
reservation. They have not banded together and left the reservation 
to massacre the settlers, but whatever has transpired has transpired 
upon the reservation, That is the first accepted fact. And Iam con- 
strained to believe that when you come to investigate the massacre at 
Wounded Knee you will find that, if not all, at least a very large ma- 
jority, possibly almost all of the Indians, atthe time it occurred, were 
unarmed. s 

And I believe, Mr. Chairman, that, when the truth is developed and 
comes to light and is properly known, it will be found that whatever 
losses of life occurred to tho American Army at that massacre occurred 
from their own guns; that in all probability they were ranged about 
the camp so that the firing which took place not only killed the In- 
dians, but killed soldiers. This is my belief from the earliest reports 
that were received, and that belief has been strengthened and con- 
firmed by all that I haye read since. Ido not understand, of course, 
why it is that we are not able to get at precisely the facts surrounding 
this transaction, so as to know its origin ənd what brought it on. 

Certainly, no committee of this House wants to smother the facts. 
It can not be possible that the House of Representatives is unwilling 
that the truth shall beknown. Why is it that some of the committees 
charged with the support of the Army and the support of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, and the Committee on Rules to whom these resolutions 
have gone, haye not acted upon them and brought them before the 
House, so that we may get at the facts officially from the Department? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill say that at the time the resolution of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo] was before the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, which related solely to the arrest and killing 
of Sitting Bull, the matter of broadening the inquiry was discussed; 
so that we thought it would not be proper to make any reply on that 
amended resolution. At that time no official reports had been re- 
ceived, and in the brief time (the week) in which we were to report it 


was thought best not to amend that resolution, but to await other reso- 
lutions that might be introduced. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to that, I have only to say 
that I do not consider that Iam in possession of facts which are au- 
thenticated in such a way as would justify any reflection upon any- 
body, either on the military arm of the Government or the Indian 
Office; but I hayesimply brought these matters forward that those gen- 
tlemen who are charged by their committee assignments with the man- 
agement of Indian affairs and legislation with reference to Indian af- 
fairs and to the military arm of the Government may yet take the 
necessaty steps to bring to light the facts which shall put us in posses- 
sion of the origin of this Indian war and the enormous expense which 
it has cost the Government to carry it on. 

It is not too late for my friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, nor is it yet too Inte for the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to take the necessary steps to bring this matter 
before Congress through oficial channels, and it ought to be done. 
We ought to know what the facts are. Itought to be discussed. The 
blame ought to be fixed and whoever is to be exonerated should be ex- 
onerated; and I haye taken this occasion to lay this matter before the 
House in order that I may stir up action in proper quarters for an in- 
vestigation of this subject. 

Having said this much, I yield back the time to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit me 
just one moment, as the point I desire to state comes in right here? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to say, apropos to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, that I apprehend there has been much mis- 
take entertained in regard to the extravagant cost of these late Indian 
hostilities. No new men were brought into the field; no new enlist- 
ments were made; no increase was made in the pay roll; no increase - 
in subsistence; and the only additional cost will be simply the cost of 
transportation in bringing the troops together. ‘That is all I desire to 
say; and I am much obliged to the gentleman from Alabama for per- 
mitting me to say it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, on the 10th day of January last I 
introduced a resolution asking for an investigation of this whole In- 
dian question. Having seen every evidence in the newspapers, I ask 
forit to be broad enough to make a thorough investigation of the whole 
matter. 

In the first place, the Catholic Missions Board claim that their schools 
offered to educate these children for $108 each, and the Government 
rejected that offer, but now pays $165 each. 

Bishop Hare, the Episcopal bishop, makes complaint and says that 
the Indians were starved into the last war; that they were first starved 
and then shot. Mr. Armstrong, as long ago as last April, prophesied 
this war, and said that the Indians were paying for beef cattle that 
were to be of a thousand pounds; that the Indians took them on their 
contract with the Government and when they got them they only 
weighed about 650 pounds apiece. Since I introduced this resolution 
I have received a letter, which I will now read: 

Sr. Lovis, Mo., January 12, 1891. 

Dear Stk: I hope and trust you may be successful in having the Indian 
trouble that is now existing thoroughly investigated, According to Commis- 
sioner Morgan’s report the cattle furnished these Indians by the Government 
are not given in charity, butin payment forlands, and common justice demands 
they should get the number of cattle paid for by them. I have been informed 
by anex-cowboy, who worked for parties that furnished the Government cat- 
tle for these Indians, that the Government has paid as many as three times for 
one lot of cattle. And the way the Indians are made to sustain the loss is as 
follows: Say the contractor would bring in a drove of 1,200 head of cattle and 
turn them over to the Government authorities, get his receipt for them. In 
a night or two following the contractor sends one of his cowboys intothe Gov- 
ernment herd and stampedes them, Then the contractor's men would gather 
and run offabout one halfoftheherd. The Government herders would gather 
the other halfand say nothing about the missing half, and in aday or two the 
contractor would bring his half in and sell the same cattle to the Government 
again. And Mr. Indian would pay for 1,800 head when he only received 1,200 
head, Ofcourse everyone connected with the cattle wasin the steal. Wishing 
you success in the present endeavor to expose these frauds, 

Tam, yours respectfully, 
JAMES LYMAN. 


Representative FLOWER. 


Here is a dispatch from Pine Ridge agency, January 12, via Rush- 
ville, which shows that these Indians wanted to be friendly with the 
white men, but they could not and bestarved to death at the same time: 

[From the World's special correspondent at General Miles's headquarters.) 
THE INDIANS ARE STARVED—AMERICAN HORSE RECITES THEIN WRONGS TO TIIB 

WORLD CORRESPONDENT. 
Prx& Rivce AGENCY, January 12 (via Rushville, Nebr.), 

The disposition and future treatment of the Indians who went outon the war- 

th with Kicking Bear, Short Bull, and Two Strike will be a serlous problem 

or the Indian Department to settle. American Horse, the chief who has al- 
ways been friendly to the whites, is in favor of sending a delegation of the lead- 
ing men from both the friendly and hostile bands to Washington and have the 
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case laid before the Presidentand Secretary Noble. ‘If tho Great Father will 
listen to us," said American Horse to the World correspondent lastnight in bis 
simple, Krogen way, ‘‘he will soon learn that there are many things which 
should bechanged. Even the men who went out and made war are not so 
much to blame as some white men sny. My people haye been peaceable in the 
face of many wrongs. It {is not for them that Ispenak, but the poor people who 
were easily led astray because of bad influence on top of their sufferings. The 
white man can afford to be generous. 

“It has been two years since this trouble started,” he continued. ‘‘General 
Crook and two comniissioners came up heretomakes treatyforour land. Red 
Cloud objected to selling. I was in favor of selling or doing anything the Great 
Father wanted. Then they called us all in to the agency and keptus there for 
seven days. When wegot back our stock andeverything about our houses was 
gone, Then ourrations were cut down. From that day our a Pei have been 
divided. Some were so excited they cowid hardly be controlled. I labored to 
keep them all together and to have them do as the white man wanted, When 
our rations were cut down someof our people died. They had nothing to sup- 
portlife. The medicine was powerless. It was like the seed for our Iand—yery 
poor. And the doctor was no better than our old women. 

“Of course we bi much of this on the agents, for many of them haye been 
had. We complained, but it did notavailus. Thus it was many became so 
discouraged that they were ensily led away by bad men. Tsay again, and will 
say it tothe Great Father, that my people were nearly starved these last two 
years or more. And we were not clothed. Look at us. We are like men 
pulled out of the ditch—nothing but ragstocoverus. They send us books and 
give us good advice, but paper and wind will not keep life together. Ifthe 
people of the East heard the way we were treated they would refuse to believe 
it. The agent may cause a good deal of this; but why does the Government 
apt to keep the treaties? Itis cold wedther and yet our winter clothing has 
not come, 

“What other causes for complaint have you?" I asked. 

“I do notobject to a military man for agent now, but I believe that afler this 
trouble issettled we should have a man from eivil life. They understand us 
better, We object to somany outsiders holding positions here. There are 
plenty of our young men who are capable of filling their places, and yet the 
agency people send away and get white men, Our schools are good enough, 
os far as they go, but we have not enough of them. I want out children to 
grow up like the white men.” 

* How aboutthe property destroyed by the hostiles?” 

“The property stolen and dostrayed should come out of the money duc the 
Briilés, for they have donc all the damage, I do not know any other way to 
settle it justly. 

The position taken by the noted Sioux isin full accord with the stand taken 
by the heroic Father Craft. 

*'There can be no question about the sufferings of these people," he said when 
told of the statement by American Horse. ‘Say to the World for me that the 

ian Department has been in the hands of men who paid absolutely no at- 
tention to the wants of the Indian. The mismanagoment has been notorious, 
No man conversant the state of affairs will deny thatthe Department is 
in bad shape. Theagents are not always to blame. I believe the officials at 
Washington would make a devil out ofanangel. Of course itis to their inter- 
est to keep matters as they are for years to come, The Indian is just now ina 
state of transition from the savage to the civilized state, With care and kind 
treatment ho would soon becomeof use. Knowing this the schemers at Wash- 
ington hold the Indians whero they are, even ene Beeps back a trifle now 
and then. Ico rate every word American Horse said about theirfood, 
clothing, homes, seed, and ntensils. It is positively a shame the way Govern- 
mont treatics are violated.” 


Here is the letter of Mr, Frank Armstrong, which is a plain state- 
ment addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, April 7 of last year, 
prophesying this war because the Indians would certainly be starved, 
and that they would fight rather than be starved. Iask that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 


WARSED LONG AGO—INDIAN INSPECTOR FRANK ARMSTRONG WROTE LAST APRIL— 
THE PRESENT UPRISING PREDICTED NINE MONTHS AGO, ‘ 


Tho following letter, written nearly a year ago, warned the Secretary of the 
Interior of the existence of conditions that would certainly lead to trouble un- 
less n remedy were applied. General Armstrong was removed shortly after- 
ward: 

“ PIxE RIDGE AGENCY, SOUTE DAKOTA, April 7. 

“The Honorable Secretary of the Interior; 
“Srm: In former years thisagency was allowed 5,000,000 poundsof beef. This 
it has been reduced to 4,000,000 pounds. These Indians were not prepared 
or this change, No instructions had been given the agent that 1,000,000 pounds 
of beef would be cut off from the Indians thisyear. Consequently, issues were 
made from the beginning of the fiscal yea uly 1, 1890—until the date of the 
final delivery of beef, about October 15, 1889, on the basis of 5,000,000 pounds for 
the year. This necessitated a large reduction in the beef issue afterward to 


“ Their enforced absence attending the Sioux Commission caused them to lose 
allthey had planted by the stock breaking in on their farms and destroying 
Srey ing they had. ey had been compelled to kill their private stock dur- 
ing the winter to keep from starving, and in some cases have been depredating 
upon the stock of white people living near the line of the reservation. 

“A bad feeling is growing among the Indians out of this,and may lead to 
trouble between the settlers and the Indians, The killing of a hog made the 
Nez Percé war, with Indlans far more advanced than these people. The fall 
allowance of beefshould be giventhem. ‘Theycomplain, and withgood grounds, 
that they were told by the Sioux commissioners t their rations, ete., should 
not be reduced; that while this Yan wasgoingon the Departmentin Wash- 
ington was fixing to cut off one-fifth of their meat supply, but did not let them 
know it, nor did the agent know it, until they had signed the Sioux bill. They 
had a good start in cattle, but have had to kill over three times as many of their 
own cattle, old and young, as they did the year before; that they haye been de- 
ceived in doing what thoy did by the Government, and that they do not get as 
much now as they did before. 

“I think cutting off this 1,000,000 pounds of beef and thereby forcing them to 
kill their own young catilc has put them back two years or more in raising stock 
and has created a feeling of disgust, which, unless something is done torcpair 
it, will lead to trouble and bad conduct. ‘They have now killed many of their 
own cattle, and will next commence to kill range cattle. Already hides and 
other evidences of this are being found on the reservation borders. 

“Men will take desperate remedies sooner than sufferfrom hunger. Not much 
work can be expected with the present feeling. The Indians who advocated 
signing are now laughed atand blamed for beingfooled. They do not get even 
their former rations, and ask where are all the promises that weremade. The 
Government must keep faith as well as the Indians. 

* The attention of the Department has frequently been called to the condition 


of the Cheyenne Indiansat this agency, their dissatisfaction and determination 
to do no’ g to better their condition. They now openiy they willleave 
thero shis spring, and therefore have no intention of putting in crops of doing 
any work. 

“They may be held here by force, but it is questionable if it isa good policy 
to keep them at Pine Ridge agency anylonger. The 900 Cheyennes at Tongue 
River, Montana, and these 500 Cheyennes of the same band here should be con- 
centratedatoneagency. The Siouxdonot want them here,and they donot want 
tostay. They should not be kept as prisonersonly. The Tongue River reser- 
vation is, I know, wanted by cattlemen. They should be n secondary consid- 
eration. These Indians should be concentrated there and a reservation ob- 
tained for them from the Crows, and the Cheyennes should be moved to it. 
They will then be satisfied,settle down, and goto work. No good can evercome 
to the Cheyennes ifthe course pursued toward them during the Inst six years 
is continued, and much bad may result. 

“Why should Indians be forced to stay where they never located through 
choice? Put them where they want to live and can make a living, and let 
them stay there and doit. Without some prompt action regarding this beef 
matter, and also in the Cheyenne matter on this reservation, the Department 
may, this summer or fall, expect trouble. Ihave thoughtthis of sufficient im- 
portance to lay it before the Department, and to go in person to ask that some 
action bo taken. Ihave seen this Cheyenne matter brewing for two years, and 
Isto now the Sioux put back in the principal industry on which they haye to 
depend. With prompt action inthis matter and a proper arrangement of dis- 
tricts for the issuing of rations, a plan for which I will submit, these people 
will go ahead. Ifnotthey will go backward, which to them is the easier road. 

“FRANK ©. ARMSTRONG, 
“*Uniled Slates Indian Inspector.” 


The letter of Bishop W. H. Hare, which I also give, corroborates Mr. 
Armstrong as to the condition of the Indians last year. He writes to 
Mr. Herbert Welsh, secretary of the Indians’ Rights Association af 


Philadelphia, as follows: 
Srovx FALLS, January 7. 


My Dear Mr. Wers: I have just returned from Pine Ridge agency, where 
I spent the two days ending January 5,at4.20 p. m, I feel bound to write you 
in partial correction of views expressed by me heretofore. 

The evidence compels the conclusion that, among the Pino Ridge Indians at 
least, hunger has been an important element in the causes of discontent and 
insubordination. In the farming season of 1889 (July) the Indians were all 
called into the agency and kept there fora month by the Sioux Commission. 
During their absence their cattle broke into their fields and trod down orate 
up their crops. The Indians reaped practically nothing. 

Inthe year 1890, drought, the worst known for many years, afflicted the west- 
ern part of South Dakota and the Indian crops were a total failure. There is 
ample evidence that during this period the rations issued lasted, even when čaro- 
fully used, only two-thirds of the time for which they were intended. 

To add to their distress, this period, 1339 and 1890, was marked by extraordi- 
nary misfortunes, The measles prevailed with Bite eens in 1889; the grip, 
in 1590, Whoopingcoughalso attacked the children. Thesiclk died from want. 
In this statement Inspector Gardiner, Dr. McGillicuddy, late agent, Miss Elaine 
Goodale, who has been in the campsa good deal, the missionary force, and many 
others whose testimony is of the highest value because of their character and 
their knowledge of the situation, ali agree, 

W.E HARE, 


Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman permit mé to make a statement 
right there? : oa 

Mr. FLOWER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. FLOWER. Ido. 

Mr. EVANS. I can simply say this, Mr. Chairman, to the gentle- 
man from New York, that I know of my own personal knowledge that 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is quite desirous for and even anx- 
ious to have an investigation made in accordance with the resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from New York, so that if there is any fault 
existing it be laid at the proper door. 

Mr. FLOWER. I do not say whose fault it is, but I think it ought 
tobe investigated. As the gentleman from Arkansas insists,if we have 
done any injustice thereit ought to be righted. We should correct an 
injustice done to the poorest American citizen or to the poorest man 
domiciled in this country. 

Mr. EVANS. Ihope the gentleman will press his investigation, and 
if any injustice has been done that it will be corrected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifthe gentleman from New York will permit 
me at this point, I will ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
a memorial of the representatives of the General Society of Friends for 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware upon this subject. I donot 
ask to have it read, but ask to bave it printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks nnanimons con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD a certain memorial. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think a similar memorial has 
been presented by almost every member of the House and that it has 
NENE been referred to the appropriate committee; and for that reason 
I object to its publication in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand objection is made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. Å 

Mr. PEEL. I was not present when thisdiscussion commenced, and 
therefore hardly know how to reply to some things that I believe haye 
been said here. I do notsee the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in the Hall at this moment, but I want to say that I know there 
is no disposition upon the part of that committee or any member 
thereof to suppress the fullest investigation of all this trouble. The 
subject has heen discussed, and, as such committees of investigation 
are generally provided for upon the sundry civil bill, I have hadsome 
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talk with the members of the committee in charge of that bill with re- 
gard to putting in a clause providing for the appointment of a commit- 
tee to make n thorough investigation of the trouble growing outof the 
Jate war with the Sioux Indians, and all other matters relating to that 
question, and report to the next Congress, 

In regard to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, I want to say that 
Iam satisfied, from my relations with that gentleman, that he is as 
anxious to have a full and thorough investigation of these matters as 
any man in the public service or out of it. The whole subject has 
been talked over with the Commissioner, and we have given him, in 
the Indian appropriation bill, at his own suggestion, an item of $60,000 
to enable him tochange the manner and mode of delivering rations to 
these people, so that a good deal of the trouble that has heretofore ex- 
isted can be corrected and avoided. 

It must be remembered that during the disturbance out there the 
agency at Pine Ridge was taken away from the control of the Interior 
Department and placed under the War Department, so that the Indian 
Office would have no further jurisdiction over it. Iam satisfied that 
anything that lies in the power of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
to have the matter investigated he is ready to do, and I hope that be- 
fore this Congress adjourns provision will be made for the investigation. 
Gentlemen know that it is contrary to the rules of the House to pat 
new legislation npon a general appropriation bill, and therefore no pro- 
vision of this kind has been placed on the Indian appropriation bill, 
but I am ready and anxious to see a resolution passed covering all the 
points of the matter. I hope it will be done. Let the investigation 
be thorongh, so that the country and the world may know the truth. 
If the responsibility falls upon the officers of the Government, let it fall 
upon them. Thereis nothing so far as I know about the Indian Office 
which indicates any inclination to suppress one solitary fact. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
one hour has now been occupied on this side, and the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] wishes to occupy some time of the other 
side. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr, 
CurciuEoN], the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time, entirely 
aside from the Military Academy bill, to Pe upon the récord some 
facts and statements relative to the most unfortunate affair at Wounded 
Knee, so that they may go along with the matters that have been put 
in by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, ROGERS]. 

No one can deplore more than I do that most lamentable affair, 
lamentable from every possible standpoint, the loss of gallant officers 
and men from the Army, the taking of the lives of many of the In- 
dians, and especially the killing and wounding of a considerable num- 
ber of noncombatants. I supposeit is quite impossible for us fully to 
understand all the circumstances surrounding that tragedy. The In- 
dians, who had surrendered the night before without surrendering 
their arms, were in a state of irritation and suspicion, and I desire 
now to put into the RECORD the statement of an eyewitness—not a 
statement like that of Miss Elaine Goodale, made up of hearsay and 
second-hand information, but the statement of an eyewitness, Father 
Craft, the wounded Catholic missionary, who fell between tho lines 
in attempting to stay this tragedy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TIE ARMY VINDICATED, 


The following telegram, dated at Pine Ridge, has been received by Austin E. 
Ford, editor of the New York Freeman's Journal, from Rev. Father Craft, the 
= ep baat hl was wounded through the lungs in the fight at Wounded 

nee Croek: 

“My wound feels considerably better and I may recover, Am very hopeful, 
J authorize you to contradict for mo in my name, through the press, the reports 
in circulation that blame the Army for the sad tragedy at Wounded Knee Crock. 
Those reports do grave injustice to our soldiers and are instigated by those ad- 
verse to an honorable settlement of the present trouble and hostile to the de- 
sire of covery true friend of the Indians, that they be permanently transferred 
from the charge of the Indian Bureau tothe War Department. Itis only by 
such a transfer that the Indians can expect just treatment, 

“The whole trouble originated through interested whites, who had gone 
about most Industriously and misrepresented the Army and its movements 
toon nll the agencies. Tho Indians were, in consequence, alarmed and suspi- 
cious. They had been led to believe that the true aim of the military was their 
extermination. The troops acted with the greatest kindness and prudence. In 
the Wounded Knee fight the Indians first. Tho troops fired only when 
compelled to. Iwas between both, saw all, and know from an absolute knowl- 
edge of the whole affair whereofI say. The Indians state the case just as I do. 
I have every proof at hand, and when able will forward full statement and 
documentary evidence." 

This is a striking refutation of the reports, prejudicial to the troops, which ap- 

rontly wero the cause of the investigation of Colonel Forsyth's conduct, which 

nvestigation seems to have resulted in his cofuplete vindication, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, this affair oceurred in the morn- 
ing, in connection with an attempt to disarm the hostile Indians. There 
is no question, as I understand, upon any hand, that the first shot was 
fired from the Indian side. Miss Elaine Goodale, I believe, says that 
it was fired by one worthless fellow; other accounts say that there 
was a perfect fusillade commenced at a given signal, and that numbers 
of ihe troops fell at the first fire. Psend to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read the marked portion of a dispatch published in the Army 
and Navy Register of January 3 giving a Taepa of the commence- 
ment of the fight, accompanied by a list of the killed and wounded. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


With desperate bravery the 120 Indians turned upon their foe and poured a 
frightful volley upon the soldiers that were gathered closcly about the tepees. 
The determination to fight and the execntion of the design were so sudden that 
the soldiers were Sonnsag surprised. They had not expected resistance in 
the face of such overwhelming odds, Thoy had come so near to the tents and 
were gathered so closely together that the first volley swept down before it a 
score of the braye men who had been sent forward to disarm Big Foot's des- 
pernto followers, 

The return firo came upon the Indians just as suddenly as their own, but its 
effect was more deadly, The soldiers, maddened at tho sight of their falling 
comrades, hardly awaited the command, and in a moment the whole front was 
a sheet of fire, above which the smoke rolled, obscuring the central scena from 
view. Through this horrible curtain singlo Indians could be seen nt times fiy- 
ing before the fire, but after the first discharge from the carbines of the troopers 
yaks kg few of them left. They fell on all sides like grain in the course of 

16 scythe. 

Tndiane and soldiers lay together, and, wonnded, fought on the ground. Off 
toward the bluffs tho few remaining warriors fled, turning occasionally to fire, 
but now evidently caring more for escape than battle. Only the wounded In- 
dians seemed possessed of the courageofdevils, Krom the ground where the 
had fallen they continued to fire until their ammunition was gone or until 
killed by the soldiers. Both sides forgot cyerything excepting only the load- 
ing and discharging of guns, 

A NLOOPY FIGHT—TIINTY-TWO WERU KILLED AND THIRTY WOUNDED. 


For the first time since the Custer massacre the Army has suffered n heavy 
Joss in officers and men in a bloody conflict with the Indians, The details of 
the remarkable conflict at Wounded Knee Creek are given below. But first 
wo will give a list of the casualties, which is unfortunately imperfoot, but con- 
taining all the names obtainable up tothe time of going to press. 


THE DEAD. 


George D. Wallace, captain of Troop K, Sevonth Cavalry; Bone, corporal, 
Troop 1; Coffey, first sergeant, Troop B; Dyer, first sergeant, Troop A; John 
F. Frittle, first sergeant, Troop E; Osear Pollock, hospital steward ; William 
Adams, Troop K; Henry Arey, Troop A; Ralph A. Cook, Troop B; Cain, Troop 
A; Christensen, Troop K; Costello, Troop B; J. Cummings, Troop I; De Frey, 
Troop C; John Devrede, Troop ©; Frey, Troop A; Forrest, Troop B; Hodges, 
Troop K; Johnson, Troop A; Kelley, Troop A; Kellner, Troop A; J.D. Kec- 
hert, Troop E; Hermann BS ROrEy Troop A; Gustaye Kool, Troop E; 
Logan, Troop A; McCue, Troop K: Wm.S. Miczo, Troop B; Wm. F, McClinto, 
Troop K; Joseph Murphy, Troop K; Newell, Troop B; 1 m, Troop A; Frank 
E. Reinecke, Troop D; Francis Scheinte; Tervell, Trooj ; Bernhardt Zehnd- 
ter, Troop; Rev, Francis M. J. Craft, missionary priest, died of wounds, 


TIE WOUNDED. 


John McKenzie, Sg B enp A; 
- Nolan, Troop I; Ervin rieyer, Troop O; Samuel F, 
Edward A. Sullivan, Troop K; Harvey H. 
Thomas, Troop 1; Fred Wodaer; eons York, Troop D. 
In the above list all not otherwise designated belong to the Seventh Cavalry, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, It must not be forgotten that these troops were 
the same Seventh Cavalry a large part of which had been massacred 
to the very last man upon the Little Big Horn on that fearful July day 
when Custer fell, At that time two battalions of this regiment had 
ridden into an ambuscade of these same Sioux Indians, where they 
were literally exterminated, not a man left to tell the tale, actually 
piled up in heaps and windrows; and when this sudden fire was opened 
on them at Wounded Knee they remembered that terrible massacre, 
and, in my opinion, they had no doubt that a conspiracy had been 
formed among the Indians to exterminate them in the same way. 

So, upon the impulse of the moment, the fire of the Indians was 
returned, and in the excitement consequent upon the sudden attack 
things were done which ought never to have been done. Iam thelast 
man upon the face of the earth who would stand here to justify or 
eyen to excuse the killing of noncombatants, but since this unfortunate 
affair I have conversed with seyeralarmy officers, experienced in Indian 
campaigns, and theyassure me thatin the wintertime, when the Indians 
wear their blankets, it isalmostimpossible to discriminate at alittle dis- 
tance between Indian malesandIndianfemales, ‘Theirdress is almost 
identical. They wear their blankets over their heads, and at even ashort 
distance it is almost impossible to distinguish the one from the other. 

It must not be forgotten that before this affair commenced the battery 
of four machine guns, Hotchkiss guns, had been planted upon an ad- 
jacent eminence; and in the midst of this mélée it seemed to the lien- 
tenant commanding the battery that this portion of the Seventh Cay- 
alry was about to be massacred, exterminated. He opened his battery 
upon the Indians; and it was impossible undér these circumstances to 
prevent the destruction of a certain number of the noncombatants, I 
am assured also by army officers of experience in Indian campaigns 
that in such cases the fighting on the side of the Indians is not confined 
to the males, but the females also participate; and itis alleged that on 
this occasion the Indian women to some extent took part in the fight, 
not only with firearms, but actually with knives, and that some of the 
men slain at Wounded Knee were killed with knives in the hands of 
the Indian squaws. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not here to enter into any defense of the 
Army. I do not helieve—I should abhor the belief—that there are in 
the American Army educated officers who would for one moment either 
encourage or tolerate such a thing as the killing of noncombatants, I 
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do not believe it; but I do believe that in the fierce frenzy of battle, 
and especially in this sudden attack npon the Seventh Cavalry that had 
that fearful experience in 1876, things were done in the heat and ex- 
citement that ought not to have been done if they could by any possi- 
bility have been avoided. Whether they could have been avoided Iam 
notable to judge; but I trust that in due time all the information that 
can be had will be furnished to Congress and to the country at large, 
in order that the name and fame of the Army, which are so dear to all 
American citizens, may be cleared of even the suspicion of wrong. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman tell me—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas should address the 
Chair, and the Chair will ask the gentleman from Michigan whether 
he is willing to yield. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want toask the gentleman whether with all the 
information he has on the subject he has formed any opinion as to 
whether or not many of the soldiers in the engagement referred to 
were not killed by other soldiers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Ihave the opinion that a considerable portion 
of our own dead and wounded (a list of whom is included in one of 
the papers I have sent up) fell under the fire of our own troops. This 
engagement took place in a little basin or hollow; the tepees were in 
the center; the Indians were drawn up in the form of a crescent or 
arch. The troops were drawn up on three sides of a hollow square, 
not expecting any engagement or any resistance, for it seemed that re- 
sistance would be the height of absurdity. So when the fire was 
opened it wasalmost inevitable not only thatthe discharge of the small 
arms should take effect to some extent upon our own men, but also 
that the fire of the machine guns from the hills, when directed into 
this valley, should kill some of our own men. ` 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print in connection with 
my remarks quotations from the official report of the affair at Wounded 
Knee. I will not take up time in reading them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The quotations referred to by Mr, CUTCHEON areas follows: 


OFFICIAL REPORTS OF THE FIGHT AT WOUNDED KNEE BY GENERALS MILES AND 


Dispatches received by the Adjntant General of the Army in reference tothe 
Indian outbreak embrace the report of General Miles, dated at Pine Ridge 
Agericy, January 5, and the report of General Forsyth, covering the unfor- 
tunate fight of the Seventh Cavalry with Big Foot’s band of Sioux at Wounded 
Knee Creek, December 20. General Miles charges that in the affair of the 29th of 
December “the command were so placed that the fire must have been destruc- 
tive to some of their own men, while other portions of the troops were so placed 
as to ‘be noneffective, It also appears that after a large number of their arms 
(47) had been taken away from the Indians the fight occurred between the 
troops and the Indians in close proximity. Captain Wallace was killed with a 
war club, others were stabbed with knives, and bows and arrows were used.” 
General Miles adds that when 150 Brilé Indians from the Bad Lands came to 
the ald of Big Foots band during the fight '' tlie troops had become widely 
separated in chasing the Indians,and this band of Brilés attacked Captain 
Jackson and recaptured 26 prisoners.” 

In the report of the action made by General Forsyth, that officer narrates the 
capture of Big Foot’s band on the 28th by a detachment of the Seventh Cay- 
alry, under Major Whitside. He tells the story of the next day’s action sub- 
stantially as it has been told before. ‘‘The search for arms through their 
camp having proved almost fruitless,” he continues, *' I gave orders to search 
the persons of the bucks, again telling them that they must do as white men 
always do when surrendering, that is, give up their arms. 

“Atthe first move tocarry out the order last referred tothe bucks made a break, 
which at once resnited in a terrific fire and a hot fight lasting about twenty 
minutes, followed <A skirmish pane of About one hour. From the first instant 
the squaws started for the hills, and it is wef belief that comparatively few of 
them were injured.’ Some bucks succeeded in getting away and three troops 
were sentin pursuit. eed overtook and captured fiye bucks (all badly woun- 
ded), nineteen squaws and children, and killed six bucks. 

* Very soon after the force was attacked by about one hundred and twenty- 
five bucks, supposed to be from the agency. In thefight which followed those 
captured had to be drop One of the troops sent out became separated a 
short distance and killed four Indians, onen buck; the other three could not 
be determined. 

“As accurate an estimate as could be made of the dead Indian bucks in and 
near the camp was eighty-three, which, added to the seven before mentioned, 
makes ninety asthe number of bucks killed. 

“The attack on the three troops by the one hundred and twenty-five bucks, 
taken in connection with a message from the department commander to Major 
Henry, Ninth Cayalry, who was on White River, which message was opened 
by me by mistake and contained the information that the Brûlés had left the 
agency on the warpath, led me to believe that I was in danger of an attack by 

I the discontented Indians in this escort and as my command had suffered 
greatly in killed an1 wounded, I deemed it notonly prudent but obligatory in 
me to return to the agency.” 


FORSYTH EXONERATED, 
Prsa Ringe AGescy, Sourm DAKOTA, January 10, 


Colonel Foyt will be cleared. Upon that point there is but little doubt, 
Tho investigating committee has completed its work, and while ita members 
have as yet made no report, it is thoroughly understood that the colonel will 
beexonerated. The testimony of the officers and soldiers of the Seventh Cavalry 
loaves no other course open Inquiry shows conclusively that no soldier was 
killed by the fire ofanother, The c that this was done formed the basis 
of the complaint that the troops were mprepetiy placed. It scems to be the 
sa Nees pe amongall army officers that Colonel Forsyth did wonders of organi- 
zation in the midst ofa great confusion. The testimony of Captain Nolan and 
Lientenant Nicholson went to show that the men when firing continually called 
to one another, saying, “* Don’t shoot in that direction, they are women.” Non- 


commissioned officers swore to the same thing, and it was shown fairly and 
conclusively that when the sex of the enemy was known accurately the fire of 
the troops was directed accordingly. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I think there is no disposition to 
continue the debate on this side. 


(Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the dominant party upon the floor 
of this House have seen proper to pass a law taking away from the sey- 
eral State authorities the right to certify to the election of members of 
Congress who may be elected in those States and conferring the right of 
such certification upon irresponsible parties, to be created by the law, to 
hold their offices during their natural lives, and to be privileged to se- 
lect their own successors. That is an unamerican act and an un- 
constitutional act; glaringly unconstitutional, I assert here and defy 
contradiction; for the Constitution of our country never could have 
been formed, never could have been established, if it had been thought 
for one moment in the convention which framed it that the Congress 
of the United States was to be clothed with the power and authority 
to take away from the States their right to regulate the election of 
their Representatives in Congress, All that took place in the conven- 
tion justifies the statement. All the debates point in that direction. 
New York never would have ratified the Constitution if it had not 
been guarantied that the interference of Congress should apply only to 
States which should happen to be so derelict in their duty as to fail to 
send Representatives here. It was in order to prevent the dissolu- 
tion of the Government from the possible failure of States to do their 
(luty in cases of that kind that that clause of the Constitution which 
is hera invoked was adopted. 

Now, I wish toassert here, basing the statement upon my experience 
and observation in life, that no legislation which you can enact, pre- 
tending to be in the interest of the negro, will have the least effect in 
ameliorating the condition of that class of our citizens. What the 
negro wants isto be let alone. Let him alone and he will hew his own 
way to position and to greatness and will he able to compete with any 
race on the face of theearth if you givehiman opportunity. But the 
negro can not live upon politics, and the quicker helearns to shan the 
negro politician as wellas the white politician the better it will be for 
him, as the breath of the politician is as sure death to his advancement 
as though he inhaled the aroma of the upas tree. Neither can you 
change the political characterof the Southern States by any such leg- 
islation asthis bill proposes, 

Why, sir, in my own experience I can look back to the time when 
a majority of the Southern States were not Democratic. Delaware was 
Whig, fixedly so, and Maryland also; Virginia a great portion of the 
time; Kentucky permanently; Tennessee and Georgia frequently; also 
Floridaand Louisianaand North Carolina. All those were Whig States. 
Then reason and common sense prevailed, and the people were influ- 
enced, not by force of law, but by intelligent appeals to their judgment, 
and in many cases the result was against the Democratic party. You 
can never retrieve those States, gentlemen, and put them again in an- 
tagonism to the Democratic party unless you adopt the same course. 

Now, as to this force bill, who has asked for its passage? Notasingle 
petition that I have ever heard of. There was no application for it 
from anywhere; while, on the contrary, State after State, citizen after 
citizen, has remonstrated against its passage. The e of this bill 
is demanded by one individual from the city of New York, and one 
alone, who has come here surrounded by a few political henchmen, 
He and his friends have been here during this entire session and they 
are here yet. John I. Davenport is here, witha few Republican dis- 
trict leaders from New York who, by some accident, have been enabled 
to appear disguised in decent clothes so as to mislead Republican Sen- 
ators in relation to public sentiment in the city of New York. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I assert here with great confidence that not 
three men in every ten in the city of New York favor the passage of 
the measure known as the force bill. Go out upon the highways and 
stop the first ten men you meet, and seven of them at least will tell 
you that they are opposed to the bill, two will say that they have not 
read it, and tho remaining one will probably be a politician and prob- 
ably say: ‘Well, Iamin favor of doing anything to throttle the Demo- 
cratic party.’? But, gentlemen, the Democratic party will not be 
throttled in that way. You can only throttle the Democratic party of 
this country through the ballot box, and at the ballot box the people 
havespoken within the last few monthsin such a tone thatI know my 
friends who are smiling over there did not smile when the result was 
announced on November 5 of 1890, They will not smile when they 
leave this hall in sackcloth and ashesto go home and weep and mourn. 
[Laughter.] No, sir, they will go home and sing ‘‘ Nearer, my God, to 
Thee,” because they will bid farewell forever to these gilded halls. 
[ Laughter. ] 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has called the attention 
of this House to what took place in reconstruction days. We thought 
we treated those Southern people pretty harshly when we whipped 
them on the battlefield. We gave them all they wanted and more. 

Mr. COLEMAN. And did not you get something in return some- 
times? 
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Mr. SPINOLA. In fact, quite frequently; in fact, as much as we 
could carry off conveniently. The gentlemen asks me what I did. 
Well, I didnotdo much. I only stopped two Confederate bullets my- 
self; and that was as many as I wanted to monkey with. I was not 
like some of the Republicans in this House whose great war record con- 
sists in the fact that they just went out into the field and stopped can- 
non balls with their fistsas fast as they came to them—that is, if you 
let them tell it. In fact, it is only recently that they commenced to do 
any hard fighting. No, sir, I was not one ofthat style. Ihad enough 
with two bullets. Still I served on until the close of the war. 

Mr, BLAND. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I would like 
to make a motion to lay the ‘‘ force bill’? on the table. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. The ‘‘force bill’’ appears to be dead. 

Mr. MCADOO, And this is its obituary. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, Lam apprehensive that it may not be en- 
tirely dead; and until I see it puan in the grave, with the sods over 
it, and ity obituary, pronounced by the venerable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], I shall not believe the measure is absolutely out 
of the way. 

: M $ CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman believe in punishment after 
death ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, those people who may continue to follow 
that bill will get punishment enough in this world without my wish- 
ing them any harm in the other. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, ‘This is a post mortem examination. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly. We are just going on mildly and 
quietly to dispose of that bill and get rid of it in such a way that it 
will neveragain haunt these halls. 

Why, sir, there was a time when intellectual giants led the Repub- 
lican party on this floor. I remember coming here years ago and sit- 
ting in the gallery when Roscoe Conkling raised his voice in this Hall 
against asimilar bill. He held aloft the banner of the Republican 
party; its right and left guidons were in the hands one of James A, 
Garfield and one in the hands of James G. Blaine, who, with Conkling, 
were leaders worthy to be followed by any party. Buta bevy of fresh 
leaders have taken their places and are carrying their party into eter- 
nityand certain ruin. [Laughter.] These new, fresh leaders of the 
Republican party remind me of a story which a Jerseyman told me of 
a dream he once had. He said he was asleep in the marshes of Jer- 
sey, and he thought he approached a very fine place, reached through 
an elegant porch; and there he met a little imp, who invited him in, 
saying, ‘‘ His satanic majesty is inside and is expecting you here; he 
has sent me to show you the way in.” Upon entering, the man saw 
great piles ofhuman bodiesstacked up like cordwood, with blue flames 
curling over and around and through them, on every side. The imp 
Jed him from one place to another and finally brought him toan ele- 
gant gilded hall. ‘* Woll,” inquired the Jerseyman, ‘what place is 
this? and what are these men doing here, hanging around on these 
hooks ??’ + ‘*Oh,’? was the reply, ‘‘those are the fresh leaders of the 
Republican party in the House of Representatives of the United States; 
they are so green when they come in that we have to hang them up as 
you see and dry them before they will burn.’? [Laughter,] Our Re- 
publican leaders on the other side of the House have led their party to 
destruction, and they can never retrieve what they have done. 

The gentleman from Alabama has not overstated the case in refer- 
ring to what has happened since the war. Since the war, since the 
carpetbag governments were expelled, Northern men with capital 
have gone down into the South, have recognized there the field for in- 
vestment, for enterprise, for energy, for Northern skill. Northern men 
have gone down there and joined hands with their Southern brethren; 
and they have developed that country in a manner never equaled 
elsewhere in the same space of time; and that section, if let alone, will 
become one of the garden spots of the Union for prosperity and wealth. 

All the negro needs is to be let alone. I do not hesitate to say here 
to-day, and let it go upon the records of this House, that if he haga 
fair chance and the politicians will keep their contemptible, greasy 
hands off of him [laughter] in a hundred years from to-day there will 
be colored men in this land who will prove themselves the peers of any 
men on the face of the earth. In my opinion within that time some 
of them will rank among the wealthiest people of the land and become 
owners of large tracts of the cotton lands of theSouth, the rice fields, and 
sugar plantations. There are already two million of colored farmers 
in the country and more coming, I believe they will produce men 
who will be foremost among our fellow-citizens at the bar, and I have 
no doubt occupying honorable positions as judges of the highest courts 
in the country, as well as instructors in our highest institutions of learn- 
ing, great in the mechanics and arts, and in intelligence and character 
equal at least to that of any people. This isa brief sketch of what 
may be the result of the colored people themselves declaring their 
freedom from politics as a race, and not allowing themselves to be ‘‘the 
hewers of wood or the drawers of water’’ of any political party, it 
makes no matter what such party may pretend to have done towards 
freeing them, as their freedom was the work of all the people of the 
North, and not the work of any political organization. 

But in order to do this they must abandon the pursuit of politics 
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fora living; they must devote themselves to religion and to education; 
they must be taught to be industrious and temperateand by their own 
good behavior command the respect of all with whom they may come in 
contact. Iam sure that all these things ought to stimulate any peo- 
ple or any race todo those things that would make them prosperons, 
happy, and powerfulamong their fellow-men. They must not, assome 
of our colored friends do, sit here in these galleries while their wives 
and sisters are washing or scrubbing to makea living for them. They 
must go to work themselves, 

I tell you there is, in my judgment, to-day, no man who can begin 
to form an idea of the successful manner in which this problem of the 
colored race will be solvedina hundred years from now. Only twenty- 
five years have elapsed since the negro was emancipated, and even to- 
day there are brilliant men among that race. But, in the name of 
God, let politicians leave them alone, especially the colored politicians, 
especially the Northern carpethaggers, who in times past have gone 
down into the South to deceive the negroes and lie to them, as the 
Republican party has done since the war closed. 

Now, sir, [am not going to mince words. Facts are what speak 
louder than anything else. In the first place, when the war closed 
these people were led to believe that the agents of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau were going down amongst them with an immense drove of mules, 
with a surveyor along; that each darkey was to have the privilege of 
selecting his own mule and the surveyor was going to stake out his 
40 acresofland. [Laughter.] That is what these poor innocent peo- 
ple believed was going to be done for them by their Republican friends, 
But let us see how they were deceived. 

sand tic The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. Í 

Mr. SPINOLA, I would like to have a little while longer. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Ipromised to yield some time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I would ask unani- 
mous consent that the time be extended for five minutes, : 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thatcan not be doneexceptin the House, The 
committee has no power to extend the time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. May I ask how much time the gentleman from 
Alabama has remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fiye minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, ifthat is all I will quit. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. LI would prefera little more time than five min- 
utes. If that is all the time under the control of the gentleman from 
Alabama I wonld prefer that the gentleman from New York should go 
on and consume the remainder of it himself. 

Mr. SPINOLA., I was saying, Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘Before the gentleman proceeds will he allow me 
to interrupt him for a suggestion? I would like to hear something 
about the monument. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, my dear sir, I will harass this House with that 
monument as long as you occupy seats on thatside of it. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. You might succeed in getting the colored 
people to help you build it in a hundred years. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, if the negroes had the power to doit Lam 
satisfied that they would consent to make the appropriation now; and 
that inside of thirty days, if it was possible to get the work done in 
that time, these people would have it completed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘Then do you not think that they ought to be 
helped to vote? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, but you can not protect him by frandulent 
force laws, Because, Mr. Chairman, there were no Hessians among 
the negroes in the days of the American Revolution. ‘They were al 
true; and on every battlefield of the Revolution you find that the 
negroes were there trne and faithful to the cause of liberty and Wash- 
ington, beginning with Bunker Hill and down to the end of the conflict. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is no use in trying to disguise the fact 
that the negroes have been misled in the South by the Freedmen’s Bu- 
reau and through the promises held out to them by miserable, petti- 
fogging politicians, The purpose of my remarks was to show what a 
fraud the Republican party had perpetrated on the negroes since they 
had been freed, because what I have jfist cited was a thing every- 
where known and recognized, and believed amongst the negroes, that 
40 acres and a mule was to be given to each freedman; and, when these 
poor, innocent people found out that there was no truth in the story, 
and that they had been made mere tools to pull Republican chestnuts 
out of the fire, they gradually went to work for themselyes; and when 
they did succeed in accumulating a little wealth by their labor then 
their Northern Republican friends came again and said, ‘* We will take 
care of your money for you.” [Laughter.] y 

The negroes were fooled again, but it ways not the first time, as the 
Republicans established the Freedman’s Bank, and when they had 
scooped in every dollar that these poor people had earned they “busted 
the bank’? and left them absolutely penniless after fifteen years of | 
hard labor. These are their Republican ‘‘friends” ofthe North. And 
the other day, as another buncombe motion in the House, a gentle- 
man on that side introduced a bill providing that every man who was 
a slave should be paid ont of the Treasury $500. 
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-Why, Mr. Chairman, is there a sensible man among the Republican 
party who would support such a bill? Is there a single man on that 
side of the House who believes there was sincerity or honesty in such 
a proposition, or that there was not back of it another gigantic fraud? 
They knew it could not be done. It was simply a bluff, buncombo, a 
miserable subterfuge to deceive the negro, and nothing clise. And so 
it has gone on from the very beginning until now. They arestill pre- 
tending to be the friends of the negro, and this last miserable propo- 
sition, the force bill, is in the same line with the rest, They tell tho 
negroes that they are going to put negroes in powerin the South. Why, 
sir, you can send all of your marshalsand all of your other officers con- 
nected with it, and all the paraphernalia described in that bill that 
you can gather together, and when they get down there, or when they 
get into the great State of New York, they will be told what their duty 
is and will get mighty short notice to quit. [Laughter] 

Why, Mr. Davenport states distinctly, notwithstanding that my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], whom F do not see here now, 
claims that he is the father of this bill—Davenport ‘states and asserts, 
and challenges contradiction of the fact, that he drew that bill, every 
section of it; and he has drawn it in such an adroit way that if it be- 
comes a law it is worth $200,009 to him every Congressional election. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will not become a law. é 

Mr. SPINOLA, No; the American people are too sensible for that. 
The Senators have ‘‘put their cars to the ground,” not like some of you 
gentlemen on that side who refused to put your ears there when I in- 
vited you last fall. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The silverear? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. The entire ear, and they could hear what the peo- 
ple of this country had to say upon the subject, and they heeded it, 
and that is more in my judgment than you gentlemen on that side of 
the House have undertaken to do. The Republican Senators heard 
the voices of their constituents ; they heard the voice of the people, 
which some of yon gentlemen on that side sometimes undertook to 

*designateas the voiceof God. Yes, Mr. Chairman, they heard the voices 
of their constituents, and they have laid thgt bijl aside for the pres- 
ent, aud [ hope and trust permanently, for the good of the nation and 
for the good of the whole country without exception, North and South. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But you have heard further from the country, and it was stated on 
that side of the House last week that the moyement on the part of cer- 
tain States to abandon legislation in the World’s Fair scheme was a 
mere bluff. Let me tell yon that you are mistaken. It is nota bluff 
from the great State of Indiana; it is not a bluiffrom the State of Now 
Jersey; it will not be with Wisconsin when it comes; it will not be a 
bluff from Michigan, and, Mr. Chairman, let me conclude by saying 
that it will not be a bluff when the great State of New York thunders 
forth her voice on that question. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on that side has expired. 

Mr, SPINOLA. Well, let us vote on the bill now, boys. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. The provisions of the bill haye been so carefully 
and thoroughly discussed that it seems to me the necessity for further 
general debate scarcely exists, Yet I can not refuse the request of two 
or three gentlemen upon that side of the House who want to occupy a 
very few minutes. I yield to the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Would it be in order now to move that the 
committee rise? It is 5 o'clock. 2 
- The CHAIRMAN. That motion would bein order if the gentleman 
from Iowa had not the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Wait ten minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire, before I go any further, 
to say that so far as gentlemen on this side of the House are concerned 
there is no disposition to find fault with Confederate soldiers. I be- 
lieve mankind, asa general rule, have respect for men who have strong 
convictions and who are willing to peril their lives for the sake of those 
convictions. Consequently there is a very general conviction that 
among the most reliable men in the South to-day are the men who 
were sincere in their opposition to the Government when its life was 
involved and who believed, as they then believed, many of them, that 
the very existence of civil society in the South depended on the suc- 
cess of the Confederate government. 

But the gentleman from Alabama has presented some views calling 
attention to remarks in a pa published in this city, alleging that 
certain things were snyarred et ths election bill. I believe the coun- 
try understands that there was nothing involved in the election Will 
except the election of members of Congress and the control of election 
of members to this House. Tam not going to concede, however, and I 
never bave conceded that the General Government is not interested 
in the maintenance of free State elections in the South. 

T hold that the Government possesses that power and always has pos- 
sessed that power, by virtue of the provision in the Constitution which 
requires the General Government to gaaranty a republican form of 
government to every State in the Union. And if the right of self-goy- 
ernment to all of the people is denied by any State, it is the imperative 
duty of the General Goyernment to see that that right is guarantied by 
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virtue of the provisions of the Constitution, old as the Constitution 
itself. The gentleman has said something about his apprehension of 
miscegenation in the South. 

I belieye the gentleman will concede that the desire on the part of 
many people in this country is that, if there shall be miscegenation, it 
shall he under the forms of law rather than in violation of law, and 
that, if a white man is bound to have colored children, he ought also to 
he bound to protect them. [Laughter.] Iam speaking for’ myself 
only in the expression of that opinion [laughter], as gentlemen willun- 


‘derstand, and not for any party. The people of the Southern States 


will consult their own tastes in their affiliations and social relations 
with the people of another color in the South, who are living there. 
Mr. Lincoln said thatit did not follow because a man did not wanta 
colored woman for a slave that he would want her for a wile. 

Now, that of course is a question that belongs to the people of the 
Southern States to determine for themselves. It is well understood 
that since the war there has been very much less of that which the gen- 
tleman on that side has expressed his fear of than there was before the 
war. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Idecline to yield, but I will yield forastate- 
ment. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I know you will allow me to make 
one statement, that before the war the masters of the slaves took the 
greatest pains possible to encourage virtue among their slaves. ‘There 
is no class of people on theearth who had thrown around them as many 
guards as were thrown around that people. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That only emphasizes the fact that the guards 
thrown around the slaves by their masters were not very efficient. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, the gentleman has spoken about the justification of the State 
governments in refusing to make appropriations for a fair provided by 
this Congress to be held on the Great Lakes. Itseems tome, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we are getting back tothe day ofthe doughface in this Govern- 
nient when men are permitting themselves to be influenced by threats, 
as they were for many years before the war. 

I believe, though, that the age of the doughface in this country as a 
power in the Government has passed away, and that the people of this 
great country thirty years ago arrived at the conclusion that they would 
rule this Government according to their will, and that no threat from 
any source would deter them from governing it as the majority of this 
country see fit in the exercise of their sound discretion, and that any 
attempt to prevent the American Congress or the American people from 
the exercise of their judgment tpon any form of public policy isnot to 
be permitted by attempts of that kind. 

Mr. TUCKER. Howabout Indiana? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Indiana, I believe, has always been noted for 
being the home of the donghface. 

The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER] has said that no man 
has gone from the North tothe South without being received with open 
arms. Tadmit that is true, if he has gone there and voted squarely 
with the Democratic party and supported the Democratic policy; but 
I made a statement the other day, and I repeatit now. The gentle- 
man alluded to the distinguished orator of Mississippi before the war, 
who went from Maine—Mr. Prentiss, of Mississippi. 

It is wonderful that the gentleman had to go back thirty-five or forty 
years to find a Northern man in the entire South who had ever been 
promoted to a position of honor, and that with his knowledge of pub- 
lic affairs he was not able to point to a single man to-day from the 
South of political distinction who acquired distinction in the war for 
the preservation of the Union. 

Mr. TUCKER. Tho gentleman should remember that General 
Walker, of Virginia, was a New York män, and that Mr. STOCKDALE, 
of Mississippi, who is here, is a Pennsylvanian. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. The gentleman mentions General Walker. 
In reply to that, I will allude to the fact that Governor Walker was 
chosen as a convenient agent to cxecute the wishes of those men in 
Virginia who were most opposed to dealing harshly with the Con- 
federates of that State; and he was in favor of pursuing line of policy 
that they wanted to pursue, and was chosen in advance as an eflicient 
agent to accomplish their pu in Virginia. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. How about Mr. Hancock, of Texas? He was 
a Union soldier of prominence and was sent to Congress shortly after 
the war. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. What I said the other day was with referenco 
to men in this House. I have not searched very carefully what the 
history of the State of Texas shows, but I know that one of the grand- 
est men that this country ever produced, a man who was the peer of 
any man living in America at that time or to-day, was Governor 
Hamilton. Governor Hamilton, of Texas, was relegated to the rear 
simply because he was devoted to the Union in the days when the life 
of the Union was involved. 

Mr. TUCKER. Why, the gentleman himself has beenrelegated ta 
the rear. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Who? 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman before me, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Thoegentleman from Virginia says that Ihave 
been relegated to the rear. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. We would like to have proof of that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman, I suppose, wanted that state- 
ment to go into the RECORD uncontradicted. The gentleman ought to 
know that [am one of those men who think aman can retire from 
public life without serious danger to himself personally; and I chose 
of my own accord, when my friends thought I conld have received a 
unanimous renomination, to write tomy constituents that I did notseek 
re-election. [Applause on the Republican side. ] $ 

Mr.SPINOLA. Oneof the few men whoputtheir ear to the ground. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I wrote that tomy constituents last April. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. I want to interrupt the gentleman right 
there. He made an allusion to Texas. Is he aware of the fact that 
General Hamilton is dead and that he died very soon after the war? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know that; but he had to retire from pub- 
lic life in Texas before he died. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. General Hamilton diedin Texas very soon 
after the war. He stood in the front rank in making war against the 
carpetbag administration—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not yield further. But General Hamil- 
ton stumped the North in favor of the reconstruction measures in 1866. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I alluded the other day to the fact that in 
this Congress there is only one man who was in the Union Army—that 
is, from tho States that were in rebellion—and that is the gentleman 
from Northern Alabama, who was a soldier from my own district in 
the war; and while he has had a majority of 10,000 in his favor, yet 
he had to contest his seat in both the Viftieth and Fifty-first Con- 
gresses by virtue of an adverse certificate. I know that in Eastern 
‘Tennessee, where the i are perhaps the most loyal in the entire 
country, they have sent Union soldiers, distinguished Union soldiers, 
and are continuing to send them; but I spoke of the rest of the South. 

‘Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a few more words to say of a general 
nature before I close. 

Tho time is coming in the history of this Government when the 
classes that have been governed without a voice in the Government 
will exercise the same severity (and I ask gentlemen to remember it) 
in the repression of those who attempt to deprive them of their funda- 
mental rights and to tyrannize over them as the classes that govern 
have always exercised in the repression of those who attempt to dis- 
pute their exclusive authority. A hundred years ago in France was 
begun the great revolution in which the people began to assert their 
rights, and overthrew the church and the aristocracy and the king, 
and proceeded to treat those who questioned the sovereign rights of 
the people as enemies of the race and ontlaws against mankind. 

In that struggle the great apostle of Américan Democracy sympa- 
thized with the masses as against the friends of class privilege, and for 
half a century the nien who sympathized with the masses in that 
struggle became the leaders in American politics and the men who 
sympathized with the aristocracy were relegated to the rear. It is 
true the republic in France went down and the strong man was in- 
stalled in power, butsince‘that day in France the terror of the ruler 
has waned and the masses have at last been installed in the govern- 
ment. The reign of terror, though bloody, was an important lesson 
to those who would trample on the masses, however humble they may 
be. Iwould warn our friendsin the South that thatlesson may be taught 
again. The people cannot long be trampled on with impunity. The 
interests of the laboring masses are identical; there is no half-way place 
between absolute slavery and absolute freedom, The welfare of labor 
demands the full enfranchisement of the laboring masses. 

The party that would deny the black man the right to vote or would 
fail to protect him in the enjoyment of that right would exclude 
nearly one-third of the laboring men of this country from the right of 
self-government and from all influence in the legislation of the coun- 
try. Monopoly and intrenched privilege would not desire anything 
more destructive to the rights of the masses than this unless it should 
be to carry out the theories that formerly prevailed in the South and 
that were advocated in Debow’s Review, namely, that there should be 
a class to govern and a class to work, and that in an ideal government 
the masses should be saddled and bridled and the rulers booted and 
spurred, and that labor should be owned by capital. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say to you that itis important to the laboring 
interests of this country thatthe men who do the work, North and South, 
the men who represent the interests of the labor of the country, should 
have a voice in the governing power, that they of all men should be 
consulted; they are the foundation of our power, they are the mainstay 
of our civilization, the source of our strength North and South, and the 
Government of the United States should see that they are protected in 
the right to vote and to have their votes counted in every portion of this 


American Republic. The rights of labor demand this [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, thoaverage American looks with dis- 
fayor upon any proposal to amend the Federal Constitution. Forover 
sixty years its sacred fabric was untouched. No empiricism was bold 
enough to suggestan alteration initsorganicstructure. Thisreluctance 
may be due in part to a widely prevailing conviction that the framers of 
the instrument builded so wisely that no room exists for improvement 
and in partto adeep veneration for what was established by the founders 
of our Federalsystem. Respect for the work of the *‘ fathers’? within 
limits is commendable, but it ought not to blind us to needed improve- 
ments, Agecannever sanctify error. Norepugnance to change should 
make us indifferent to known defects. Itis better toemploy ourminds 
in thinking what ought to be done now than in remembering what was 
done ahundred years ago. A disposition to amend the existing order 
is a necessary part of progress in politics as elsewhere. A conservative 
caution is well, but a wise promptitude in making alterations when 
they are due is the highest statesmanship, 
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The colonists early in their political experionce became sensible of 
the advantage of having the organs of government subjected to rigid 
limitations imposed by an instrument expressing the will of the peo- ` 
ple. There was universal acquiescence in the belief that in no other 
way could the liberties of the people be made secure. Tho framers of 
the Constitution crystallized this belief in the instrument whose su- 
perb mechanism so happily distributed the parts of government and 
so wisely limited the powers ofeach. In the execution of their great 
work of constructive statesmanship the fathers had before them the 
State constitutions as examples, which they followed perhaps more 
closely than they need have done, because it was easier to follow the 
buoys than to mark out new channels. There was nothingin those in- 
struments to light the way to a definite limitation of the number of 
the popular branch of Congress. Madison distinctly refers to this in 
his defense of the scheme to make representation keep pace with the 
increase of population. Could he have foreseen how the idea would 
blossom and fruit in the later State constitutions his views might have 
taken a diferent shape. 

To determine whatshould be putinto the Constitution, on what lines 
and to what extent the agencies of government should be curtailed in 
their powers,-was a problem whose solution encountered the greatest 
conceivable difficulties, and it can not be doubted that the conclusions 
of the framers were fully commensurate with the knowledge and ex- 
perience of their time. There was nothing in the range of human 
knowledge to give them a hint of the amazing growth which was to 
characterize our population and resources, Their knowledge of the 
stable populations of the Old World furnished no suggestion of the mar- 
velous multiplication of people in the New or of the great agencies that 
would leap from the brainand purpose of the young giant of the West 
to build up a great civilization. 

The deliberations of the convention were not without episodes to 
illustrate the shortness of their vigion in this respect. When Gerry 
proposed that the Representatives in Congress from the Western States 
thereafter admitted should not be allowed to exceed the number from 
the original thirteen States, lest theliberties of the latter might be im- 
periled, Sherman promptly responded that such a thing was not likely 
ever to ocenr. Equally vague were their views on the intellectual 
character of the men whom the West would build up for her quota of 
the statesmen ofthe future. Gouverneur Morrissuggested in the debate 
that the Western States would not be likely to furnish men equally 
enlightened with those from the East to share the administration of 
Government. Could they have foreseen that in a hundred years our 
population would exceed 60,000,000, that the bulk of our strong men 
would come from the teeming hive beyond the Alleghanies and the 
Mississippi, and that the Representatives from the “ wild West’? would 
be to those from the original thirteen States as two to one, fhereis lit- 
tle doubt that the results of their deliberations would have been com- 
mensurate with their foresight. 


A NARROW ESCAPE. 


In this connection and before enlarging upon my own reasoning itis 
worth observing how nearly some of the views I shall present were 
prevailing a hundred years ago; how very near we were in tho first 
two years of our history under the Constitution adopting an amend- 
ment similar to the one now proposed. More mature reflection had 
brought to the view of many minds the wisdom of a oe stricter 
limits upon the number of the House. Massachusetts had the honor 
of proposing to the First Congress the needed alteration. It had been 
recommended by her State conyention and ratified by her Legislature. 
After mature consideration it was adopted in committee of the whole 
by a voteof 27 to22, Itwas afterward so modified by the House as not 
to be acceptable to the people, and failed to receive the ratification of 
the requisite number of States, That amendment provided that— 
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Afler the first enumeration there shall-be one Representative for every 30,000 
inhabitants until the number shall amount to 100, after which the proportion 
shall be so is debi by Congress that the number of Representatives shall 
never be Jess than 100 nor more than 200, but cach State shall always have at 
Jeast one Representative, 


A reading of the debate on this amendment makes it clear how sen- 
sible many of the members of the First Congress were of the truegrounds 
of the alteration thus early proposed in our organic Jaw. Many of them 
believed that at no time ought the number of the House to exceed two 
hundred; some thought thattoomany. Those who held viewsadverse 
to the amendment proceeded upon the assumption that the tendency 
in the future would be to keep the number at the figure first adopted, 
or at least to prevent any considerable increase; thatthe interest of the 
States, if not their jealousies, would unite them to that end: How 
wide of the mark they reasoned has heen demonstrated by time and 
experience. The eloquent Ames, of Massachusetts, pleaded in vain 
that there would be motives to influence the best legislatures to in- 
crease their number; that there was a constant tendency in republican 
government to increase the popular branch of the Legislature; that men 
would naturally advocate measures that would increase their chances 
of continuingin office, “If, said this astute statesman, ‘there is 
a natural inclination in the Government to increase the number of the 
House, it will be prudent in us to counteract its baneful influence.’? 
Had these prophetic words been heeded, had those who heard them 
been as wise before as we are after the fact, this needed improvement, 
whose urgency has increased with lapse of time, would have been 
among the earliest amendments to the Constitution. The great State, 
Mr, Chairman, which the chairman of the Committee on Elections 
[Mr. LopGE] has the honor so ably and acceptably to represent was a 
hundred years ago beforehand in this matter; let her not be behind- 
hand now. 

. WISER TITAN OUR FATHERS, 

It betrays no lack of respect to say that there were many things not 
revealed even to the prescient intellects of the framers of the Consfitu- 
tion. ‘They were notsensible of the importance of imposing restrictions 
upon the power of Congress in that wide field covered by the first ten 
amendments. When more mature consideration and fuller diseussion 
had produced in some minds a conviction of the need of additional re- 
strictions there were still distinguished statesmen who believed the 
amendments useless lumber, of ‘‘nomore value,’’saidone, “thanapinch 
of snuff,’ since they went to secure rights never in danger. Yet, after 
the experience of a hundred years, it would be difficult to find a man 
so careless of his personal liberty, his private property, and of rights so 
transcendent as ‘freedom of conscience, freedom of speech and of the 
the press, as to be willing to dispense with the guaranties of the ‘ bill 
of rights.’ ’’ 

So with the procession of events, the progress of knowledge, and the 
accumulation of experience comes a broader intellectual horizon. We 
are wiser than our fathers, A nearer and clearer view of the needs of 
our progressive conditions makes us sensible of the lack of constitu- 
tional provisions, whose utility was only discoverable by the light of 
a wider knowledge and a larger experience, In this category is the 
restriction proposed upon the number of the House of Representatives. 

In presenting the claims of this proposition I do not hope to make 
them so plain that they will gleam through every eye. ‘To reconcile 
all minds toa new proposition which crosses the path of cherished pre- 
conceptions is å task for which few are equal. I will not be able on 
such a question to stake off political wisdom or draw lines of clear de- 
markation between what is wise and what is otherwise; neither can 
we between light and darkness, Yet day and night, Burke assured 
us, are tolerably distinguishable. What I propose is so far out of the 
twilight and into the clear day as to be distinctly seen by all who are 
willing to look with unbiased eyes. 


THE SITCATION, 


To bring the existing situation into distinct view it may be stated 
that the only limitations upon the power of Congress to regulate the 
number of the House of Representatives are that it shall not exceed 
one for every 30,000 inhabitants and that each State shall have at 
least one member. ‘These restrictions are a distinct concession of the 
principle for which we are contending, and they had for their object 
the prevention of a too numerous and unwieldy House. There wasno 
fear that it would be too small for effective legislation. Story, in his 
Commentaries, says: f 


The danger was that, from the national impulses of the popular will and the 
desire of ambitious candidates to attain office, the number would be soon 
swollen to an unreasonable size, so that it would at once generate and conibine 
Sooo One deliberation, introduce and perpetuate turbulent and rash 
counse! 


There are those who believe that we are already perilously near the 
edge of this condition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is easily seen that it would be no infraction 
of the Constitution to make the ratio so large that no State could elect 
more than 1 Representative. In that event the House would now con- 
sist of 44 members. It would, on the other hand, be equally free from 
constitutional objection to make'the ratio 30,000. This would give us 


a House of over 2,000 members. Between these extremes the pendu- 
lum of Congressional power swin; 

It goes without saying that if it is a part of the purpose of a written 
constitution to limit the action of any organ of government, that lim- 
itation ought to be imposed at points most exposed to the dangers to be 
guarded against, The unlimited power of Congress to increase the 
number of the House is one of the exposed points, an unguarded back 
door through which much eyil may enter and by reason of which we 
arein danger of ‘‘wooing the means of our legislatiye debility’? and 
paying the enormous sums for our own enfeeblement in the inexeus- 
able waste of money paid to members in excess of what would consti- 
tute an adequately representative and an effectively working body, 


TENDING TO INCREASE. 


Nothing canbe more certain than the growing tendency to increase 
the membership of the House. The history of the past demonstrates 


it. The following table shows how steadily the number has been 
swelling: 
Mig ; 
number o 
Census, Ratio. Represont- 
atives, 
Constitution, 1789 .... 80,000 | * -65 
First Census, 1793..... 33, 000 105 
Second Census, 1803, 33,000 141 
Third Census, 1813... 35, 000 181 
Fourth Census, 1823.. 40,000 213 
Fifth Census, 1833.. 47,7 240 
Sixth Census, 1543. 70, 680 223 
Seventh Census, 1 93,423 234 
Eighth Census, 1863.. 127,381 43 
Ninth Census, 1873... 131,425 2 
Tenth Census, 1883 ..... hive 151,911 325, 
Eleventh Census, 1893........ 173, 901 356 


But it was further illustrated in the late debate on the apportion- 
ment bill. The chief end which the Committee on the Census set be- 
fore them and which they seemed most proud of achieving, because it 
reconciled all minds, was to find a number which would prevent a loss 
to any State without unreasonably swelling the aggregate member- 
ship. The temptation to keep intact the delegations of the States 
whose population is stable is hard to resist. It will beno easierinthe 
future than now. The virtue of an average member of Congress will 
be found not quite equal to the task of resisting the solicitations of 
State pride to maintain the numerical integrity of his delegation, If 
he is a man of heroic mold and can rise superior to such considera- 
tions he may still encounter a situation quite too much for himin the 
fact that his own seat isin peril. Whois fit to legislate upon the right 
to retain his own seat in Congress? Under the stress of snch a situa- 
tion how much easier it would be to give your adhesion toaplace than 
toa principle. That the tenure of one’s office depends upon his con? 
clusions on a public question is not calculated to promote a wise deci- 
sion goes without saying. Situations which invite such conflicts in the 
arena of legislation between private interest and publie duty onghtto 
be avoided whenever possible. Into such temptations the Constitu- 
tion ought not tolead us and from the evil of yielding to them it ought 


to deliver us. 
GENERATES STRIFE, 


But, Mr. Chairman, there is another point of view from which the 
proposed amendment inyites your considerate attention, It would re- 
move from Congress a fruitful source of sectional bitterness and party 
strife. In the first apportionment after the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion there was an unseemly wrangle between the North and South for 
the ‘‘ratios’’ favoring one or the other section. ‘The House passed a 
bill favorable to the South; the Senate amended it so as to favor the 
North. The contention waxed so hot that not only Congress but the Cab- 
inet was divided, strictly on sectional lines, and eachsection predicted 
a dissolution of the Union if a “ratio” favoring it was not adopted. 
Washington avoided taking sides by vetoing the bill that was finally 
passed, upon constitutional grounds. This vexatious question thus 
enjoyed the honor of supplying the occasion for the first veto in the 
history of the Government. In each succeeding apportionment the 
Struggle for sectional or party advantage from the manipulation of 
‘tratios ™ and the treatment of fractions was renewed with greater or 
less intensity, and sometimes with extreme virulence. Every decen- 
nial census has been followed by a battle of ‘‘ratios,’’ in which pas- 
sion and politics have carried the standards of section and faction in a 
wanton war for sectional conquest or party slaughter. ‘The details of 
these controversies must be omitted. They are familiar to every stu- 
dent of our legislative history. They emphasize in the most graphic 
manner the importance of eliminating from our Government every un- 
necessary cause of sectional enmity and partisan strife. 


ECONOMY. 


The arguments, Mr. Chairman, in support of our proposal would 
| not be complete without allusion to the cost of maintaining a numer- 
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ous House of Representatives. No amount of growth and no stretch 
of prosperity ought to make us indifferent to the claims ofeconomy in 
the administration of Government. No man who thinks well of his 
country and desires to minimize the burdens of the people will sanc- 
tion the waste of public money upon officials who are not only need- 
less, but who actually embarrass the legislation of the country. The 
increase of 24 members by the recentapportionment bill carries an ad- 
dition to the annual appropriation for the House of at least $130,000, 
In ten years it swells to $1,300,000, and so on down the years, gather- 
ing in volume as the House swells in number until the end comes. 

In this connection I may add that 356 members can be comfortably 
accommodated in the Hall of the House without any radical or expen- 
sive alterations in its architectural structure, while any numberin ex- 
cess of that would require extensive modifications of the interior con- 
struction of the,building, destroying its architectural unity, impair- 
ing its symmetry and beauty, and causing great inconvenience and ex- 
pense in the remodeling. 

TREND OF SENTIMENT. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in urging these desultory observations 1 am not 
“blazing” new ways, but following a distinct trend of sentiment 
whicH has left its impress upon every State constitution adopted in 
recent years. Few, if any, leave the number of either branch of their 
Legislatures under legislative control except to an extremely limited 
extent. The loom of time has woven some new figures in the web of 
our great experiment of self-government. The people, with great uni- 
formity of view, have exercised theirsovereignty in preventing by con- 
stitutional restriction the undue growth of their legislative bodies. 
They have learned the tendency of popular bodies to increase, and with 
the wisdom of Ames haye counteracted its baneful influence. 

THE BEST NUMBER, 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the House should honor these suggestions by 
uniting with usin the belief that the tendency to unduly swell the 
number of the House should be guarded by constitutional restrictions, 
it still remains to show that the proposed number is as likely as any 
other to be the ‘magic one ™ that will secure the most of the best and 
the least of the worst results. In the demonstration of this it is neces- 
sary to have in mind the ends to be compassed by any regulation of 
the number of the House, constitutional or legislative. It is easy to 
deduce from the discussions in the Federal convention and from Madi- 
son’s Summary the objects the ‘‘ framers ” set before them in consid- 
ering the number of which the House should consist. Stated gener- 
ally, they are: 

1. A body large enough to be a safe custodian of the interests with 
which it is charged and to secure the benefits of free consultation and 

. discussion, as well as immunity from too easy combinations for im- 
proper purposes. 

2. A body small enough to avoid the confusion and feebleness re- 
sulting from the turbulence of numbers. > 

3. Congressional districts as large as is compatible with the Repre- 
sentative’s knowledge of the local circumstances of hisconstituents and 
his means of keeping up the necessary touch of elbow with them in 
sentiment and sympathy. 

In determining the size of a legislative body with a view of effectu- 
ally securing these ends it is quite obvious that too much arithmetic 
will be likely to vitiate the result. Ina problem of this kind twice 
3 arenot always 6, but may be 4. The law of ‘‘diminishing returns” 
is plainly operative here. The ‘* framers’’ evidently considered the 
principle that requires representation to increase with population, with- 

_out due attention to its limitations. 

A body of 356 members is, no doubt, a safer custodian of the public 
interests than one of 44, but no one believes thata body of 2,000 would 
be proportionably safer. There is a number within whose charmed 
circle is to be found the maximum effectiveness, and inefliciency must 
increase in varying ratios as we depart either way fromit. What that 
number is in a given case is the ‘‘pinch.”? Here ‘‘many men have 
many minds.” It is instructive to note the kaleidoscopic views our 
people entertain on the subject of representative ratios. The States 
are widely variant in the numbers of their legislative bodies; so much 
so that it makes us almost despair of ever being able to arrive at a con- 
clusion which will unite in its support both reason and experience, 

The subjoined statement, which I will incorporate in my remarks, 
shows the population and area of each State, the number of the upper 
and lower houses of their respective Legislatures, and the ratioof pop- 
ulation to each number: 

RATIOS IN THE STATES, , 

From this table the most incongruous results appear, whether we 
compare the legislative assemblies directly or consider their respective 
ratios of representation. For example, Connecticut, with an area of 
4,150 square milesand a population of 746,258, has 249 representatives, 
a ratio of less than 3,000, while California, with more than thirty-two 
times the area and nearly double the population, has but one-third the 
representatives and a ratio of 15,102. New Hampshire, with an area 
of 9,291 square miles and a population of 376,530, has 321 representa- 
tives, a ratio of 1,173, while New York, with an area ofabout five times 
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as great and aboutsixteen times the population, hasalittleoverone-third 

as many representatives and a ratio more than forty timesaslarge. Be- 

tween other States almost as great disparity prevails. The smallest 

tatio is 1,444, in Nevada, and the largest, 46,858, in New York. Asim- 

ie patie of ratios prevails in the senatorial representation of the 
ates, 

An equal contrariety of view seems to exist upon this subject among 
European nations, as appears from the table hereto appended, show- 
ing the size of their legislative bodies. 

PIRST PRINCIPLES. 

It is thus apparent that we can derive little aid. from the experience 
of the States or of other nations in the solution of our problem. Turn- 
ing again to the experience of the Federal Legislature fora hundred 
years and a few general principles uniformly accepted by our people, 
we find abundant data to sustain the belief thata House of 356 members 
will be as safe a depository of the powers vested in it when our popula- 
tion is 100,000,000 as itis now. A Representative stands to his district 
in a twofold relation: First, as to territory; second, as to population, 
As to the former relation it is quite obvious that the numerical stability 
of the House can not increase the larger Congressional districts. The 
existing districts vary widely in area. The Tenth district of Pennsyl- 
vania consists of asingle county, having an area of about 1,000 square 
miles. The Eleventhdistrict of Texasis one hundred and twenty times 
as large, consisting of ninety-seven counties, with an area of 120,000 
square miles. The large districts, it is easily seen, would diminish in 
territorial extent as population increases, while the smaller districts, in 
which population is more stable, would be increased in extent with lapse 
of time. 

In his relation to the people of his district the qualifications of a Rep- 
resentative are more exacting. A general knowledge of his constitu- 
ents, their principles and their employments and the laws under which 
they live, is quiteessential. Butany man who applies his intelligence 
to the subject can clearly see that with the largest ratio possible for a 
hundred years under the proposed limitation any man likely to be 
elected to Congress would easily meetall the conditions imposed either 
by the extent of his district or the number of his constituents. Mere 
numbers withinagiven area isnot a matter of great consequence where 
there is similarity of interest and employment. Diversity in the in- 
dustries of the districtis of much greater moment; but thenatural lim- 
itations upon this will keep the business interests of the district within 
easy range of the Representative’s knowledge. Moreover, with mod- 
ern facilities for communication and transit a member can be as well 
acquainted with the sentiments, sympathies, and interests of 300,000 
people as with those of 30,000 scattered over the same area a hundred 
years-ago, when Madison declared that ‘if the largest State in the 
Union be divided into ten or twelve districts the Representatives would 
possess an adequate knowledge of every local interest.” 

So thata due attention to the reasons which lie nearest the nerve of 
the problem can hardly fail to produce a conyiction that, as far as the 
qualifications of the members to render effective service are concerned, 
the number proposed will adequately respond to any demand that will 
be made upon them for a hundred years. 


EVILS OF NUMBERS, 


But the body must be large enough to secure the benefits of consul- 
tation as well as immunity from too easy combinations for improper 
purposes. I hazard the statement that no man who witnessed the 
House of Representatives in action during some of the stormy scenes 
of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress will contend for a greater 
number to promote these importantends, The deliberative character of 
the House is already impaired by its size. Its dignity is frequently 
lost by conduct which would only be tolerated in a crowd—the be- 
havior of members, the quality of debate, the attenuated wit and low- 
down retort, which occasionally make the judicious grieve, could not 
occur without the encouragement of numbers. 

The enfeeblement born of confusion and turbulence is of all things 
to be avoided. Here we are already trembling on the edge of danger. 
The House is becoming unwieldy. A condition closely approaching 
chaos is possible to it in seasons of excitement. Much of the time the 
level of disorder is high enough to make it difficult for one-half the 
members to tell what the other half are doing. It has heen on rare 
occasions a very cave of Æolus, with every wind let loose—delibera- 
tion impossible, profitable discussion out of the question, legislative 
business at a standstill, waiting for the storm to blow over. In these 
seasons of tumult the wisest head, the firmest hand, and the stoutest 
heart available in our time baye been unequal to the task of maintain- 
ing the conditions necessary to the transaction of business. Without 
some restriction upon tbe tendency to increase, the House will con- 
tinue to grow until confusion worse confounded will bring the nation 
toshame and invite the ‘‘lingual curse of Babel” to put an end to the 
stupendons folly of attempting to legislate in a mass mecting. 


INFERIOR MEN. 


Any comprehensivesurvey of the evils of an unduly numerous House 
must include the obvious source of weakness arising from the dimin- 
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ished responsibility of members as well as from the large number of 
inferior men likely to enter into its composition, An undue propor- 
tion of members of limited information and weak capacities make it 
easy for the few able and astute to direct and control legislation. Madi- 
son addressed himself to this view with great force and clearness. 
These are his words: 

The more multitudinous a representative assembly may be rendered the more 
it will partake of the infirmities incident to collective meetings of the ple, 
Ignorance will be the dupe of cunning and passion, the slaye of sophistry and 
declamation. The people can never err morc than in supposing that by multi- 
plying their Representatives beyond a certain limit they strengthen the bar- 
rier against the government ofafew. Experience will forever admonish them 
thaton the contrary, after securing s suficient number for the purposes of safety, 
of local information, and of diffusive sympathy with the whole socicty, they 
will counteract their own views by every addition to their Representatives. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Somo who favor a larger House refer us to some European legislatures 
as examples of ideal legislative bodies, notably the House of Commons. 
This is not a happy reference. Passing over the total dissimilarity of 
the Americaa and English legislative bodies and the fact that one does 
all the legislation for England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, and ina 
general way for the whole British Empire, while the other has for its 
limited sphere the remnant which remains after forty-four State As- 
semblies have supplied every local and State need, it is worthy of 
note that English statesmen do not conceal their belief that the House 
of Commons is too large for effective work, and no one conversant with 
the history of that body will fail to unite in that belief. ‘That it is 
able to transact business with any degree of dispatch under ordinary 
circumstances is due in a great degree tothe nonattendanceof members, 

But, lest the English example may be again qucted, I want to say 
very distinctly that, if anything could bring greater reproach upon 
America than the scenes which occasionally occurin Congress, it would 
be what would be likely to occur after we had formed it on the model 
of the House of Commons, Ithasonits rolls 670 members, 40 of whom 
constitute a quorum to do business. It rarely happens thatmore than 
two-thirds of the members are present at a time, and when they are, all 
but 360 must stand round like “bound boys,” as that number ex- 
hausts the sitting space on the floor. No member can reserve a seat. 
The rules of the barbershop prevail. The ‘‘next’’ takes the seatuntil 
they are all occupied, and the hindmost stand or retire. Ifamember 
withonta seat addresses the House he holds his hat inhishand or puts 
‘it on the floor, If he has papers or books to which he desires to refer 
he holds them in his arms or puts them in his pockets or on the floor. 
meetin objects to enlarging the hall, because he says “‘it is big 
enoug 

Under the English legislative procedure members can not initiate 
legislation without the sanction of the Government. Thebillsthey in- 
troduce are apt to pass ovér a parliamentary ‘* bridge of sighs’? into 
‘dim dungeons of death,” unless the treasury bench rescues them. 


TUMULT OF NUMBERS. 


Such conditions, it must be confessed, are well calenlated to discour- 
age attendance. Members who receive no salary and have other busi- 
ness easily yield to the solicitations of interest or pleasure and remain 
away. When lured by the expectation of a ‘‘scene”’ or brought in by 
the ‘‘ whips,” when the “‘ division bell’? can not reach them, they swell 
the crowd, but they bring little of the element of deliberation and less 
acquaintance with the bearings of the legislation on hand, but much 
subserviency to the leaders, many elements of the mob, and ready 

ons to be played on by the fiery orators who marshal the contend- 

g hosts, and the result is precisely what could be foreseen; excited 
members shake their fists in the speaker's face, disorderly calls produce 
an uproar which an Popina likened to a ‘‘cataract in a thunder 
storm; members usually graye, shouting with boyish abandonment, 
or, in a frenzy of desperation, struggling to lift their voices above the 
tumult of noises, comparable to those of a zoo just before feeding 
time, the eloquence of honorable members seeming like a real repre- 
sentation of the Morse telegraphic alphabet, the alternate dot repre- 
senting the utterances of one side and the alternate dash the groans of 
the opposition, and the whole tumultuous assembly resembling ‘' bed- 
lam” more than a deliberative body of Christian statesmen. In de- 
picting these occasional features of the House of Commons to illustrate 
the evil of undue numbers I have only borrowed in the main the de- 
lineations of Englishmen who saw what they described. 


AN EXAMPLE TO BS SHUNNED. 


Now, Mr, Chairman, is this the parliamentary feast to which Ameri- 
can legislators are invited? Certainly an example so worthy to be 
shunned will nolonger beheld up forourimitation. The consequences 
of an unwieldy and overnumerous House of sturdy Britons ought to 
admonish us to avoid similar dangers, and make us sensible of the ne- 
cessity of keeping the House of Representatives within the numerical 
limit of an effectively working body. To amend the Constitution to 
compass this wise and salutary end after a hundred years will bea 
reform which— 


Is not the hasty product of a day, 
But the well-ripened fruit of wise delay. 


APPENDIX. 


Statement showing the population and area of the States, the number of representa- 
tives and senators, and tho ratios of population to each member. 


Area, Lo U; Ratio Ratio 
States. Population. | squaro wer) VPPer | in lower | in upper 

y Silea, house. | house. | “house, | house. 
1,513, 017 50,722 100 83 15,130 45,850 
1,123,179 52,198 92 32 125262 86, 393 
, 208,180 | 156,591) 50 40 15, 102 30, 203 
412,198 04, 500 49 26 8, 412 15, 854 
746, 258 4,7! 249 21 3,000 35,536 
168, 493 | 2,120 20 9 BAA 18,721 
891, 422 59, 2038 76 82 5,150 6, B09 
1,837,353 58,000 175 4i 10,500 41,768 
3 }, Bol 55,414 153 SL „009 4027 
2,195,404] a53, 809 100 50 21,624 43, 848 
1,911, 892 55, 045 100 50 19,119 , 238 
1,427,096 89,891 125 40 11,417 35, €78 
1, 858, 635 87,630 100 88 , 48,911 
1,118,587 89,924 93 36 11, 415 31,072 
661, 086 , 000 151 31 4,378 21,325 
1,042,390 11,124 117 26 8,909 40,092 
2,238, 943 7,800 240 40 9,329 55,974 
2,093,889 | 55,451 100 32| 20,939 | 65,434 
1,301, 826 83,531 107 43 12,166 59,174 
Mississippi .... 1,289, 600 46,750 120 40 10,746 40, 800 
Missourt at. 2,679, 184 65, 350 140 34 18,736 78, 809 
Nebraska.. 1,068, 910 75, 995 100 83 10,589 35,297 
Nevada..... 45,761 | 112,090 40 20 1,144 1,830 
New Hampshirc..... 876, 536 9,491 821 24 1,173 81,377 
New Jarsey..-.-+..-0 1, 444, 933 8, 820 60 2L 24,082 806 
, 997, 853 47,000 128 32 46, 858 187,433 
1,617, H7 43, 800 120 50 13, 483 $2,359 
}, 072, 316 39, 964 110 87 33, O54 09,252 
313,767 95,274 60 30 5,229 10,459 
Pennsylvania.. 5,258, 014 46,000 204 50 26,159 105, 160 
Rhode Island.......... 845, 306 1, 054 72 26 4,799 , 597 
South Carolina 1,151,149 34,000 IH on 9, 283 34,883 
South Dakota B23, S08 | .eccsseecceers 1241 48 2,635 6, 850 
Tennesseo. 1,767,518 45, 600 99 33 17, 853 70, 70L 
TEXAS... 2, 235,623 | 274,256 106 31 21,090 72,114 
Vermont.. 332, 422 10,212 240 30 1,373 11,081 
Virginia., Sos 1, 055, 980 38, 348 100 40 16, 559 88,511 
West Virginia......... 762,794 23,000 65 26 11,735 31,783 
WISCONSIN. ,.esesmsessss 1, 686, 880 53, 924 100 33 16, 869 51,118 


Statement showing the numbers of various European legislative bodies. 
Austria-Hungary: Representative Assembly of the Empire......ccsssecserrereeree 120 


Belgium: 
tepresentative body... 


Denmark: 
Chamber of Representatives......csccrserserccserrervrreccsesetecsevsesvenseetetreresssensenens 
BORG s.0scose cisyvevtsssereveosceenes: Ss 


rance: 
Chamberof Deputies 


Germany: 
Representative body. 
Federal Council,...........:. 


Greece: Chamber of Deputies.. 
Italy: Chamber of Deputies..... 
Japan; House of Representatives... 
Netherlands: 


F 


Representative Chamber 
pper Chamber,.sesessesesss: 

Portugal: 

Chamber of Depaties .. eo s.. 173 

Chamber Of PCers.cscverssessssersersessrsssrvereeesegeuenavanevescnsey eensesppenensantaneresenneene 180 
Spain: 

Conpress Of Deputies s,...cccccsovecressiesser arevseeroceyqeseovees sees qeiissswoesiesavor vos onseys 410 

SOrntO sse ssssssi soost oei éssss „ 380. 
Sweden: 

Chamber of Deputies .. ota * 

Upper Chamber........,...04 m 148 
Norway: Legislativo Assembly.......ccssseccorsseceesescosecsecensssesey sere . 114 
Switzerland : 

National Council 

Upper Ilouse. (as 


„Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Ch 


rise. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. McComas, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that 
they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12922) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr, Speaker, I have a privileged report that I 
desire to present. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Maine desires to present a 
privileged report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, pending that I would like to presenta 
report from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported & 

bill (H, R. 13388) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
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expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty Meee Mr. McKINLEY, I hope the gentleman will not make the point 
as 


tions with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
and for other purposes, 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
order on the bill, 
The SPEAKER, All points of order are reserved. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, GA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report which 
I send to the desk. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the Searing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to tho bill (H.R. 188) for the erection of a public 
building at Columbus, Ga., having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ato, and agree to the same. 

8, L. MILLIKEN, 


THOS, J. CLUNIE, 
HLBACH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN O, SPOONER, 


S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The offect of the report is to perfoct tho bill so that it shall conform through- 
out to the bill as amended by the House. 
The conference report was adopted. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEDLO, COLO, 


Mr. MILLIKEN also presented the following eonference report: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill H. R. 14, “An act for the erection of 
a public building at Pueblo, Colo.,” having met, after full and free conference 
ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

‘ollows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the samo withan amendment as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the words “four hundred thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “two hundred and twenty-five thousand;” and that the Sen- 
ato agree to the samo. 

DANIEL KERR, 


A 
JO. ABBOTT, 
Managers on the part of ithe House. 


JOHN O. APRON 
genii 8. MORRILL, 


. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 
The statement of the House conferces is as follows: 
The effect of the report is that it changes the limit of appropriation from $150,- 
000, as passed by the House, to $225,000 as agreed to in conference, 
The conference report was adopted. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKFORD, ILL, 


Mr, MILLIKEN also presented the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the d eing votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the Senate to the bill H. R.4559, "An act to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Rockford, NL,” having met, after full and free con- 
Torsnos haveagreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: F 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


nto and agree to the same. 
SETIT L, MILLIKEN, 
: P.S, POST, 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JNO. C, SPOONER, 
J. S. MORRILL, 
G, G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The effect of the report is to so change the phraseology of the bill as to the 
procecdings in the condemnation of a site (if one is not purchased, as substan- 
tially ra conform to the recommendations of the Supervising Architect in that 
respect, 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the adoption of the conference 


report. 

Mir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I object toany 
further business being transacted, as there is no quorum here. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report is before the House and the 
House is dividing. The question which the gentleman from Arkansas 
makes can he raised, I suppose, by making a point of no quorum when 
a division is demanded. The question now is upon the adoption of the 
conference report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not withdraw the point, 


Mr. Speaker. 
The Chair will finish the division. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 


The SPEAKER, 
Gone BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not wish to interrupt the 

iair. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the conference report; 
and tho Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to bave it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I make the point that there 
is no quorum voting or present. It is not proper to Touislate in this 
manner; and I renew my motion that the House adjourn. 


to this last bill, when he has just allowed two others to go through 
without objection. 

The SPEAKER. There are as many members present now as there 
were then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It would have been better to 
make the point at the beginning, but now there have been two bills 
passed, one on either side of the House, and that is enongh, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope that the gentleman will not make the 
point in this case. As I understand, this conference report makes no 
substantial change in the bill as it passed, but simply conforms it to 


tho phraseology approved by the Supervising Architect. 

Mi BRECILN RIDGE, o Arana I do not object to the bill, but 
I do object to this method of legislation. ~ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwill simply say to the gentleman that this bill 
has once passed the House just as it is now, except in phraseology, 
when there was a quorum present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, There are but twenty menin 
the Hall, and we ought not to appropriate the public money when the 
House is sothin. Gentlemen have evidently gone away thinking there 
would be no further legislation this evening. 

The SPEAKER. It is a mistake to say that only twenty members 
are present; there were only twenty voting. But the Chair thinks 
there is evidently not a quorum here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows; 


CLAIMS OF THE UMATILLA COMMISSION, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an esti- 
mate ofan appropriation of $5,000 to settle the claims of the Umatilla 
Commission—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was introduced 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of the house of reprosentatives of 
the State of Kansas, asking for legislation in the interest of the masses 
and protesting against the passage of the Federal election bill—to the , 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice President, and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Publio 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia, 100 for the use of the 
Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Represontatives, and 2,050 for the use of 
the said health officer of the District; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. VAUX: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested toinform the House 
of Representatives ifthe board of appraisers at the port of New York has in- 
creased the duty on imported merchandise, and if so by what authority of law, 
and, ifany such increase been made, if such increase was made under any 
provisions of a Federal statute, or by authority of any provisions of the "Act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” or 
an a ame. the laws in relation to the collection of revenue,” approved 
June 10, ; 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested to inform the House 
of Representatives whether or not the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution 
have accepted the trust imposed by the act approved April 20, 1890, entitled 
“An act for the organization, improvement, and maintenance of the National 
Zodlogical Park,” and to report “3 what legal authority the ry Depart- 
ment paid out that portion of the n; propriation made by said act, which 
has been expended up to and including the 27th day of January, 1591; 


to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. SHIVELY (by request): 

Lesolved by the House of Representatives, That a standing committee on the af- 
fairs of wage-workers, to be composed of one member from each State in this 
Union, who shall be chosen from and by the delegations of said States, be and 


it is hereby created for the pu © of considering and ro upon Cone 
dition of the wage-workers within the limits of this Republic; . 


to the Committee on Rules. 


1892 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 


By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, requested to 
have the House of Representatives furnished with the following information 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission at the earliest practicable date : 

1, Whether any form of combination, designated as the Western Traffic As- 
sociation, or otherwise, has been entered into by the several railroad companies 
hereinafter named, or any of them, for the purpose of E affecting, or 
controlling all (or any of) the State and interstate trafic, both freight and 
passenger, which is competitive between any two or more of the parties to such 
agreement, having origin or destination in Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
peninsula of Michigan, or any State or Territory west of the Misstssi aes ve 
the said companies being Missouri Pacific; Atchison, Topeka an nta Fė; 
Southern Pacific; Northern Pacific; Union Pacific; Nie 3 and Northwestern; 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific; Denver and Rio Gran e; Rio Grande West- 
ern; Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul; Wabash; Iowa Central; Illinois Cen- 
tral; Chicago, Burlington and Quincy; Missouri, Kansas and Texas, and others, 

2. Whether any understanding or agreement has been entered into by either 
of said companies, or others, to divide the railway business of the region above 
indicated into five or more sections or divisions, and to place the supervision 

‘of each division in the hands of a person designated as a ‘‘commissioner” or 
otherwise. 

3. Whether such commissioners are authorized by any agreement to adopt 
such measures as will tend to secure uniform rates paid by the public to such 
companies and as will “enable each line to carry its fair share of the competi- 
tive trafo,” or ‘to make an equitable division of the competitive trafic, either 
freight or passenger, or both, between the interested lines,” or to examine and 
check all books, accounts, and vouchers (of the several companies) in relation 
to such trafic.” 

4. Whether by any agreement of said companies provision is made for the 
establishment of “rate committees,” passenger or freight, or other bodies com- 
posed of authorized representatives of these departments of cach line in a di- 
vision empowered to fix and change the rates which shall be charged the pub- 
lic by such lines in that division, subject to appeals, first, to the commissioner of 
the division; second, to the board of commissioners; and, third, toa board con- 
posed of the presidents or other representatives of all the lines in the combina- 
tion, and whether any punishment or penalty is to be imposed upon a line or 
person giving lower rates than those so determined. _ 

5. Whether such agreement empowers the association to arrange "the divi- 
sion of through rates of the traMc subject to this agreement, whether between 
lines members of the association or between lines in the association and out- 
side companics.” 

6, Whether, in the event that the commission should find any part of said 
agreement in violation of statutory or common law or the whole combination 
to be ultra vires, illegal, or nonequitable, the commission itself or any officer of 
the United States is now empowered to take such action as will 1 to a pro- 
tection of the public against exorbitant charges, and, if not, what legislation is 
necessary to protect the people against unjust and excessive rates. 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commission is hereby requested to make forth- 
with such investigation as may be necessary for the information of the House 
on the above and kindred subjects; i 


to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alonzo R. Hyatt, accompanied by a report (No. 3604)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 13316) establishing a lighthouse at Ahna- 

ee, Wis., accompanied by a report (No. 3605)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DICKERSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the following resolution of the House: 

Resolved, That the United States Fish Commissioner be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to report to this body the desirability of the Government's establishing 
a fish hatchery in Southern Louisiana, at or near New Orleans, La.; 
reported the same favorably, accompanied by a report (No. 3606)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 12628) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Edelyn Spalding, widow of Charles Spalding, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3607)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House, which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse, (Report No. 3608.) 

A bill (H.R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nurse. 
(Report No. 3069.) 

A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, an 
army nurse. (Report No. 3610.) 

Mr, BELKNAP, also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13030) granting 
a pension to Mary Jane Cain, accompanied by a report (No. 3611)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. , 

Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 502) for the relief of L. J. Worden, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3612)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2529) granting a pension to Surah 
J. Powers, accompanied by a report (No. 3613)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12676) to authorize the Presi- 


dent to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in sg tenis aug 
to place him upon the retired list of officers, accompanied by a repor 
(No. 3614)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 13371) to provide for the in- 
spection of vessels carrying export cattle from the United States to foreign 
countries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 13372) to incorporate the Pacific 
Cable Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 13373) to authorize the Minnesota 
Boom Company to construct and operate booms and other structures 
in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to drive and sheer into 
such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in said river—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 13374) to further protect railroad em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 13375) providing for the publi- 
cation and distribution of the reports of the Eleventh Census—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 13376) for the relief of authors— 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 13377) to approve and legalize an 
act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma extend- 
ing the jurisdiction of the probate courts—to the Committee on the Ter- + 


ritories. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13389) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railway, street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River between the city of Council Bluffs, Towa, and 
the city of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 


made: 

A bill (H. R. 10802) directing the Secretary of the Interior to reissue 
the pension certificate, No. 55356, of Charles R. Miller, late private 
Company D, Eighth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
13378) authorizing sale of title of United States in lot 5in square south 
of square 990—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13379) granting 
relief to Ephraim Cates, of West Virginia—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 13380) granting an increage of pen- 
sion to Douglass E. L. Kislingburyand Wheeler S. Kislingbury, minor 
children of Frederick F. Kislingbury, late lieutenant Eleventh Infantry, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 13381) granting a pension to Sarah 
R. Kimball, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 13382) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Dredge, late private Company K, Eighth Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13383) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Frances M. Hansell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 13384) for the relief of Patrick J. 
Murpbhy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 13335) for the relief of C. F. Swetman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 13386) to increase the pension of 
Col. Everard Bierer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13387) to increase the 
pension of Attalas Choisser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Resolutions of the Arkwright Club, of Boston, 
protesting against the free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Young Men’s Democratic Club of Massa- 
chusetts, protesting against the free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
also, resolutions of the executive committee of the New England Shoa 
and Leather Association, against the same measure—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
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ance Union and 75 others, citizens of Montpelier, Ohio; also, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and the Young People’s So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor, of same place; also, of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and 130 others, of Williams County, Ohio; also, of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 54 other citizens, of 
same place; also, of Sunday School Union, Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, and Methodist Episcopal Church of Williams County, 
Ohio, all in favor of an act prohibiting the transportation of alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage between and through the States and the District 
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on theAlcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Resolu- 
tions of the Milwaukee Chamberof Commerce, in opposition to the free- 
coinage bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition signed by W. A. McGraw, Miranda 
T. Hall, and 41 others, citizens of East Machias, Me., praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of the social evil—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): Preamble and resolutions of John A. 
Logan Command, Union Veteran Union, asking that Union ex-soldiers 
be substituted for civilians as guards, guides, and attendants at Mt. 
Vernon, Va,—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 43 others, citizens of Edgar County, Minois; also, of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 62 others, citizens of Chris- 
man, Ill.; also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 55 
others, citizens of Edgar County, Illinois; also, of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union and 49 others, citizensof sameplace; also, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 88 others, citizens of same 
place, all praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importa- 
tion, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and 54 others, citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DELANO: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 364 others, citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 

- state transportation of alcoholic beyerages—to the Select Committee n 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of Warren Kennedy and 8 others, cit- 
izens of Minnesota; also, petition of Thomas E. Sheehan and 13 others, 
citizens of same State, all for the passage of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. ' 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of Nicholas Helmer, praying for gov- 
ernment assistance to build air ships—to the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs. : 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition ofthe Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 39 others, citizens of Iola, Kans, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 80 
others, citizens of Iola, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the 
social vice—to tle Committee on Education, - 

By Mr. GROUT: Letter of W. S. Burke, Albuquerque, N. Mex., 
asking for more Indian appropriations—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, protest of the executive committee of New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, Boston, Mass., against the free coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, against the silver-coinage bill—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. : 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the National Laundrymen’s Association 
of America, for the passage of House bill 5357, known as Morrow’s 
Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of Francis M. Hansell, for honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Albion, Iowa; 
also, of another Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of same place; 
also, of Marshalltown District Methodist Episcopal Conference, Iowa; 
also, of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 113 others, citizens 
ofsame place; also, of another Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and 41 others, of same place, all praying for the passage of the bill to 
prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of 
Aleonalio liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. LACEY: Additional evidence in support of claim of Whip- 
ple Handy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 181 citizens of Nebraska; also, resolu- 
tions of Mount Pleasant Alliance, Chase County, Nebraska, demand- 
ing passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Northwest Alliance, No. 22, of 


Whitley County, Indiana, signed by 51 of its members, praying for the 
passage of Honse bill 5353, defining options and futures, and imposing 
special taxes upon dealers therein, which was Introduced in January 
a year ago—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Texas: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
San Augustine County, Texas; also, preamble and resolutions of same 
alliance; also, petition of citizens of Henderson County, Texas, all pray- 
ing for passage of subtreasury bills in Congress—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Additional affidavits to accompany bill 12853, 
granting a pension to Christian Pfeiffer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, a ey 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 119 others, citizens of North Rose, Wayne County, New 
York, for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exporta- 
tion, and interstate transportation of alcoholic liquors—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest of P. L. Alderson and 8 others, of Kan- 
sas, against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of ex-soldiers of Pottsville, Pa., in favor 
of Senate bill 2146 and House bill 8287—to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the Laundrymen’s National As- 
sociation of America, relative to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. * 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Memorial of the Laundrymen’s Na- 
tional Association of America, for the passage of House bill 5357, known 
as the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union and Horace Reed, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, repre- 
senting 300 members; also, of H. K, Wilbur, pastor, and Ralph Hill, 
clerk, Baptist Church, representing 75 members; also, of M. Kern, pas- 
tor, and H. Adkinson, clerk, representing 165 members; also, of 327 
citizens; also, of Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Christian Church; also, of 7amembers of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, allofClinton, Ill., praying for the passage of the bill to 
prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of 
alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of W. H. Hickey and 20 others, citizens 
of Putnam County, Ohio; also, of the Blanchard Alliance Club, No. 
268, Ohio, favoring passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of ihe Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 30 others, citizens of Fayette County, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition for an appropriation 
for the farming inhabitants of the counties of Morgan, Logan, Sedg- 
weik, Phillips, Tuma, and Washington, in Eastern Colorado—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Denver Real Estate and Stock Exchange, in 
favor of House bill 12496—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of P. E. Burham and 495 
others, of Norton County, Kansas, asking for an appropriation of $100,- 
000 to dam the hollows of Western Kansas to retain moisture for agri- 
cultural purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union and 153 others, citizens of Haydenville, 
Mass., praying for the proposal of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, providing that the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquorsas a bev- 
erage shall be forever prohibited in the United States and in every 
place subject to their jurisdiction, and that Congress shall enforce this 
article by all needful legislation—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holie Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church ( 182 members ) 
of the town of Westminster, Worcester County, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law prohibiting the opening of the Colum- 
bian Exposition on Sundays—to the Committee ‘on Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition on claim of Mary Wood- ' 
rufi—to the Committee on Pensions, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr, STEWART. Inasmuch as there was some misunderstanding 
and uncertainty with regard to the pair of the Senator from Califor- 
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nia [Mr. STANFORD] on Monday last, I desire, at his request, to have 

read a dispatch which he wrote and putin the telegraph office at 10 

o'clock in the forenoonon Monday. It didnotreach here until yester- 

day morning on account of the wires being down. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Chicf Clerk read as follows: 
[Telegram,] 

[No. 308 A, sent by U, received by D, check 95D. H., received at Corcoran Build- 
ing, southeast corner Fifteenth and F strects, Washington, D. C,, January 26, 
1891.) 

New Yorn, January 26. 


To Hon, WiitramM M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.: 


On general principles I am in favor of the clôture rule, but T am not in favor 
of anything that would shut out your proposed amendment to the election bill, 
Peer ana it will apply only to election of Congress without such amendment. 

Vith my present views I should be obliged to vote against the election bill, I 
am in favor of doing the important business, passing apportionment and appro- 
priation bills whenever wecan. Show thisto Senator ALDRICH. If it isneces- 
sary prir me accordingly. Ishall try to be in Washington this evening. 

LELAND STANFORD. 


CHESAPEAKE FEMALE COLLEGE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction of the claims on account of property of the Chesa- 
peake Female College possessed and used by the United States mili- 
tary authorities. 

Theamendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 2, after 
the word ‘‘use,’? to insert ‘‘and;”’ in line 2, after the word ‘occupa- 
tion,” tostrike out ‘‘and injury; and in line 6, after the word ‘‘taken,’? 
to insert ‘‘appropriated,”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. What bill is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is what is known as the Chesapeake Seminary bill. 
It is a bill submitting the claim of this seminary to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication of the facts as to the value of the use and occupation 
of certain property near Fortress Monroe during the war, covering a 
number of years. The bill passed the Senate and went to the other 
House, where it was passed with certain amendments. I move that the 
Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. What are the amendments ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments of the House of Representa- 


vex, 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if the Senator from Washington will state 
the effect of the amendments Senators would understand it better than 
from the reading. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state that the only alteration made in the bill 
by the other House was to strike ont the provision which allowed com- 
pensation for injuries done to the property. As the bill now stands, 
coming from the other House, it makes an allowance for the rent, use, 
and occupation of the property during the time occupied; and while 
the amendments are somewhat restrictive of the bill as it passed the 
Senate, I found it satisfactory to those who sought relief, and for that 
reason I moved that the Senate acquiesce in the amendments of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the bill be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask from what committee of the 
Senate the bill was originally reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. From the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the whole bill be read as it will stand 
if the amendments are agreed to by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as amended by the 
House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the claims of the Chesapeake Femalo College, of Vir- 
ginia, forthe use and Ree oftheir property, in the year 1861 and thence 
to the year 1869, by the military authorities of the United States, as well as all 
claims for personal Drops? taken, appropriated, and receipted for In behalf of 
the United States, be, and they are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, and 
such adjudication shall be made thereon by said court as law and justice may 
secem to require; and the statutes of limitation shall not apply to these claims: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Washington moves that 
the Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of J. Herman Rothert, Edward 
Eplinger, and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
enactment of the Torrey bankraptcy bill; which was ordered to lieon 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Grange of the Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the passage of the Conger Iard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following memorials, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordéred to lie on the table: 

Memorial of Thomas Janney, T. Swann Latrobe, and other citizens 
of Baltimore, Md.; 

Memorial of E. Mitchell & Sons, Bolton Brothers, and other citizens 
of Baltimore, Md.; 


ti 


Memorial of W.J. Jamison &Son, George H. Coates, and other citi- 

zons of Baltimore, Md.; and 
: Memorial of J. E. S. McClellan, Richard Sherwood, and other citi- 
zens of Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. COKE nes the following memorials, remonstrating against 
Me parage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of A. T. Bradshaw, C. E. Lane, J. E. Moore, and other 
citizens of Texas; and 

Memorial of Kellum & Rotan, Sanger Brothers, J. W. Mann, J. K. 
Rose, and other citizens of Waco, Tex. 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. PETTIGREW) presented the following petitions, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Alden Township, Hand County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of A. L. Furman and 18 other citizens of Alden Township, 
Hand County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Crandon Farmers’ Alliance, No. 273, of Crandon, Spink 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of ©. F. Richard and 72 other citizens of Crandon, Spink 
County, South Dakota; and 

Resolutions of Odessa Farmers’ Alliance, No. 951, of South Dakota, 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Adolphus Briggs and 22 other citizens of Whitman 
County, Washington; and 

Petition of W. M. Lee and 13 other citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington. f 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 820, of Miller 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 583, of Jackson, 
M 


0.5 
Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 85, of Boone 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 514, of Franklin 
County, Missouri; and 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 506, of Cedar 
County, Missouri. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented tho following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which wore ordered to licon the table: 

Petition of Charles Israel and 31 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Centre Alliance, No. 777, of Buffalo County, No- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Riverdale Alliance, No, 846, of Riverdale, Buffilo 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Hopewell Farmers’ Alliance, No. 844, of Buffalo 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of A. K. Hayden and 20 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Jacob Dedinger and 20 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of C. M. Blomess and 14 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska; 

Petitionof W. C. Lange and 35 other citizens of Sutton, Clay County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of C. T. Berry and 5 other citizens of Custer County, Ne- 
braska; and 

Petition of A. J. Higbee and 21 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska, A 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of P, F. Cloussen and 48 other 
citizens of Lynn County, Iowa, praying for the speedy passage of House 
bill 5353, defining options and futures, and imposing special taxes upon 
dealers therein, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Petition of Alliance No, 1875, of the State of Iowa; 

Petition of Gill Vanderpool and 8 other citizensof Decatur County, 
Towa; 

Petition of 8, M. Kelloway and 12 other citizens of Adair County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Independent Alliance, No. 1887, of the State of Iowa; 

Petition of Prairie Hill Alliance, No. 674, of Polk County, Iowa; 

Petition of Sionx Valley Alliance, No. 1727, of Monona County, Iowa; 

Petition of J. H. Falvey and 32 other citizens of Monona County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance Assembly No, 1893, of the State of 
Towa; and 

Petition of W. M. Dixon and 39 other citizens of Alamakeo County, 

Towa. 
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Mr. ALLISON also presented the petition of R, H. Colbert, M. E. Seger, 
Effie White, and 31 other citizens of Fairview, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a national commis- 
sion on the subject of social vice; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Me also presénted the petition of Kellogg, Bige & Co. and a number 
of other business firms of Keokuk, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Thomas J, Stone and a number 
of other business firms of Sioux City, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
passage of any bankruptey law at the present time; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2091, of 
Thomas County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1986, of Os- 
born County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2049, of Rice 
County, Kansas; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 50, of Caw- 
ley County, Kansas. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of G. W. Nagel and 21 otlier 
citizens of Clay County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of House 
bill 5353, defining optionsand futures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 5 

He also presented the petition of J. E. Lucas and 35 other citizens 
of Nebraska, praying for the passage of a bill granting to the settlers 
who have made entries on even-numbered sections in the Fort Sedg- 
wick military reservation the right to make final proof at the expira- 
tion of five years’ continuous residence thereon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of General O. O. Howard and other 
members of the Eleventh Army Corps, Army of the Potomac, of the 
Cumberland, and of Georgia, praying that the important military sery- 
ices of Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel be suitably recognized and provision made 
for his gallant services; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico, praying that by proper legislation, pro- 
viding for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, this money metal 
beat once restored to its natural position upon an equality with gold; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of the State of Tli- 
nois, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of members of District Assemblies Nos. 
12, 107, 177, 512, 815, 287, 1081, 1127, 1603, 1948, 2098, 2187, 2562, and 
3612, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table, 

He also presented memorials of members of Farmers’ Alliances and 
Industrial Unions Nos, 55, 23, 16, 115, 109, 215, 103, 252, 47, 178, 23, 
170, 105, 237, 156, 174, 111, 169, 259, 114, 251, 260, 65, 96, 95, 27, and 
195, of the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger compound-lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of the members of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Athens, Ohio, praying for the passage of a law to 
prevent the transportation in the mails of the Police Gazette and other 
similar publications; which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Robert Draper and 32 other citizens of Hardin County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of C. O. Bacon and 40 other citizens of Hartford, Trambull 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Hartford Farmers’ Alliance, No. 315, of Hartford, 
Trumbull County, Ohio; 

Petition of H. J. Shaffer and 37 other citizens of Washington Town- 
ship, Stark County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Washington Alliance, of Stark County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Mount Zion Alliance, No. 234, of Williams County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Lucy Crawell Alliance, No. 145, of Sandusky County, 
Ohio; 3 
on of E. M. Powers and 43 other citizens of Morrow County, 

0; 

Petition of ©. E. Walton and 29 other citizens of Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of A. ©. Donat and 41 other citizens of Greentown, Stark 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of J. H. Robertson and 100 other citizens of Defiance County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Defiance Alliance, No, 378, of Defiance County, Ohio; 


Resolutions of North Georgetown Farmers’ Alliance, No. 509, of 
North Georgetown, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Rupert Alliance, No. 114, of Ohio; and 

Petition of M. P. Jacobs and 13 other citizens of Antwerp, Paulding 
County, Ohio. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions of citizens and Alli- 
ances of the State of Indiana, praying for the speedy passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Bischoff Alliance, No 56, of Allen County, Indiana; 

Petition of William Shordon and 25 other citizens of Allen County, 
Indiana; and s 

Resolutions of the National Butchers’ Protective Association of Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for the:passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. It. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12640) to pensionSarah Thomasson, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred. 
the bill (S. 4880) authorizing the construction of a railway, street-rail- 
way, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River near 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., reported it with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. MANDERSON, I ask that tho bill may go to the Calendar. 
The House of Representatives have passed a similar bill, which will be 
brought over to-day, which will also go to the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Wiley R. Reeves, of New Albany, Ind., praying 
for an increase of pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, reported 
it without amendment. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVES RANDALL AND KELLEY. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of tie ih vases oe (the Senate concurring), That the num- 
her of copies of the eulogies delivered in both Houses of Congress upon Samuel 
J. Randall, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvanin (authorized by 
House joint resolution approved December 19, ee i and upon William D. Kel- 
ley, also late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania (authorized 
under House joint resolution a proved June 5, 1890), to be specially bound by 
the Public Printer and deliver 
from 50 to 100 each. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COX. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res, 234) toincrease 
from 50 to 100 the number of copies of the enlogies on the late Samuel 
Sullivan Cox to be delivered to his widow, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved,ete,, That the number of copies of the eulogies delivered in both Houses 
of Congress upon Samuel Sullivan Cox, deceased, late a Representative from 
the State of New York, authorized under House joint resolution 150, to be spe- 
cially bound by the Publio Printer and delivered to his widow, is hereby in- 
creased from 50 to 100, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is that the number the committee have now de- 
cided upon as the usual number for widows of deceased members? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I can hardly say that this ought to be con- 
sidered as a precedent. I am in hopes that during the coming recess 
of Congress the committees of the two Houses may get together, at 
least the Senate committee, if there should be no Committee on Print- 
ing of the House of Representatives, and decide definitely the number 
of eulogies that shall be printed. It seemed to the committee, coming 
as these measures did from the House of Representatives with refer- 
ence to their own members, a proper thing to concur in the action of 
the House. 

There has been no uniformity in the number of eulogies printed. 


to their respective widows,is hereby increased 
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In some instances it has reached to the extent of 25,000 copies, in 
others to 12,500 copies; but I amin hopes that we shall be able to reach 
some uniform number or else suggest some néw system with reference 
to the whole matter of printing eulogies. The propositions now brought 
before the Senate simply give to the widows of different deceased mem- 
bers of the other House 100 copies instead of fifty. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURL RIVER BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON. 


Mr. VEST. From the Committee on Commerce I report a bill au- 
thorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River at thecity of Lex- 
ington, in the State of Missouri. 

The bill (S. 4951) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri 
River, at the city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri, was read the 
first time by ils title. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply desire to state that there wasa mistake in the 
title ofan act passed by Congress which was signed by the President, 
and this billis intended to correct that and to make certain amend- 
ments to the act that was passed which are necessary in order to have 
the bridge constructed. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri if thisis intended asa permanent structure or only for temporary 
nse until another bridge can be constructed. 

Mr. VEST, No; this is what is called a ponton bridge across the 
Missouri River at Lexington, and there is some difficulty there in re- 
gard to the construction of it on account of the provisions of the act 
already passed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On general principles Iam not in favor of that 
style of bridge over the Missonri River. . 

Mr. VEST. This project was favorably reported upon by the Mis- 
souri River Commission and by the Board of Engineers, and I have 
theirreport here. The act has already been passed, and this is simply 
an amendatory act to remove the difficulty as to title and as to some 
jormal matters in the construction of the bridge. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no objection to the bill. 
of the Senator from Missouri is satisfactory. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 7 

There being no objection, the bill was read the second timeat length, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4952) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved June 20, 1878; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 4954) for the endowment ot 
Howard University under the provisions of the act of August 30, 1890; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. ; 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. CAREY submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yesterday I offered an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill and had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, Idesire now to reintroduce the amend- 
ment, and I ask that it may be referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the absence 
of objection. 


The statement 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives rer sda That 1,200 addi- 
tional separate copies of each of the appendices to each of the annual volumes 
of the observations of the Naval Observatory for the years 1836, 1897, and 1883 
be printed and bound for use of the Naval Observatory. 


REPRINTING OF EIGHT-HOUR BILD. 
Mr. BLAIR. I ntove that the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the 


adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law be reprinted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the Senator desires to have the 
usual number printed. x 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS UPON CLIMATE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. REAGAN. Ioffera resolution upon which I ask present action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Texas asks unanimous consent to offer a resolution. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate the reports prepared under the direction of the Chief Signal Ofi- 
cerofthe Army upon the climate of Texas, showing particularly the climatic 
condition as to the temperature and rainfalls, especially in theagricultural sec- 
tions of said State, together with such tables and other matters as relate thereto, 
and with such suggestions bearing upon their relation to the prosecution of 
agricultural and kindred operations as may be deemed advisable by the Chief 
Signal Oficer. 

Mr. REAGAN.. I merely wish to say that I have letter from Gen- 
eral Greely in which he says that he has all the information called for 
in the resolution, and will very gladly transmit it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


ABSENT SENATORS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Donpir], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. Doupm, directing the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to make certain inquiries and report to the 
Senate concerning clause 3 of Rule V of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN, A suggestion was made yesterday by the Senator 
from Maine (Mr. HALE], with the concurrence of the Senator who of- 
fered the resolution, I understand, to allow the resolution to be referred 
tothe Committee on Rules, I now renew that motion. I objected to 
it yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Maryland that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Idonotsee the Senator from Oregon [Mr, Dorp] 
in his seat. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the resolution may lie on the table until the 
Senator who introduced it comes in. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no objection to that, but I understood the 
motion was made with his consent yesterday to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules, and I objected. I have no objection, of 
course, to its going over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will go over, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to tho reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, 
Colo. ; and 
é A bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of a public building at Columbus, 

a. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (1. 1t. 
13071) authorizing the construction ofa railway, street-railway, motor, 
wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River near Council 
Blufi, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate, 


AGREEMENTS WITH OKLAHOMA TERRITORY INDIANS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business, 
that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians, and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Okla- 
homa Territory,and to make appropriations for carrying out the same. 
The bill will not cause any debate Iam sure. It is very important 
that two or three of these bills should pass, and I should like to get 
one of them off the Calendar this morning. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information subject to 
objection. 

Mr. DAWES. It will have to go back to the other House,and there- 
fore itought to be d at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, 
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The first amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 7. That whenever any of the lands acquired by the agreements in this 
act ratified and confirmed shall, by operation of law or proclamation of the 
President of the United States, be open to settlement, they shall be disposed of 
to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the homestead laws, except sec- 
tion 2301, which shall not apply: Provided, however, That each settler, under 
and in accordance with the provisions of said homestead laws, shall, before re- 
ceiving a patent for his homestead, pay to the United States for the land so taken 
Ry Bisa; in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $1.25 for each acre 

The amendment was agreed to. 

; The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the fol- 
owing: 

Sec. 8. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000 to be paid to the Sac and Fox 
band of Indians now resident in Iowa, in full of all claims of every nameand 
nature which said Indians now have upon the property included in the fore- 

oing agreement of the Sac and Fox Indians in the Indian Territory or upon 
fie United States, for the moneys arising therefrom, said sum to be paid to said 
Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa by the Secretary of the Interior, per capita, or in 
such other manner as said Indians shall direct, upon the execution by them, to 
his satisfaction, of a release as herein required. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. This appears to be a bill of a good deal of impor- 
tance, Will the Senator from Massachusetts be good enough to explain, 
as briefly as he can, what the object of it is? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I can in two or three minutes state 
the reasons forit. ‘These are agreements with these Indians that, after 
they have had their allotments of land, they will sell the remainder 
to the United States for a sum something less than a dollarand a quar- 
teran acre, and it is provided that the settler shall pay the United 
States a dollar and a quarter an acre; so that whatever we pay the In- 
dians for the remainder of their lands will be reimbursed tothe United 
States and they will be left with land enough to be taken in severalty 
to provide for all of them, men, women, and children. 

Mr. BUTLER, Is the land in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. DAWES. It isin the Indian Territory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know upon what principle we 
are taking these fands of the Indians in trust and agreeing to pay them 
for all time to come, or indefinitely, 5 per cent. interest, 

Mr. DAWES. That is a feature of the agreement which I did not 
myself like. I think there ought to have been a provision to subject 
that trust fund to the future control of Congress, but it is according to 
the forms which have been used heretofore, and itis in the agreement, 
and it must be ratified as it has been agreed upon, or else sent back, 
and, if sent back, we can never get any other agreement. I think it 
would have been better that the money should remain in the Treasury 
at 5 per cent. interest, subject to such further disposition for the benefit 
of the Indians as Congress shall hereafter determine. 

That seems to me to be a wiser way than to lock up this fund, as 
there are a great many other funds now locked up, in the Treasury, 
which can only be taken out of the Treasury by a mutual agreement 
between the Indians entitled to it and the United States, because they 
are there under a trust to which there are two parties, the United States 
and the Indians who put it there, and that will be the case with this 
fund. The alternative is to throw up these agreements entirely and 
run the risk of getting others. 

I think, therefore, there should be no question about ratifying these 
agreements, because hereafter, and in the very near future, all the trust 
funds that are locked up in the Treasury must undergo a supervision, 
and there will be a change in the relation of the United States to those 
trusts and to the Indians ; but it must be done by mutual agreement 
or by a high hand, and I have no doubt that it can be done by mutual 
agreement. 

Iam sorry to say, also, that thereseems to bean almost uncontroll- 
able passion among the Indians to get hold of those funds per capita 
in the Treasury, which ought to be, in my opinion, resisted. There 
is a small portion of this fund distributed per capita, but it is a small 
portion, and the less distributed per capita the better, in my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to say that hereafter, if the sen- 
timentalists who are negotiating these treaties with the Indians un- 
dertake to make the laboring and toiling masses of this country pay 
the Indians 5 per cent. interest upon the money, I shall oppose it. 
There is no justice, equity, right, or fair dealing in any such robbery 
of American citizens for the benefit of Indians, idle, vagabond Indians, 
asmanyofthemare. Letthemwork. Letit be understood that they 
are to make a living for themselves down in the Indian Territory. 
Every one of those able-bodied Indians ought to be able to support 
himself, and I am tired, as the people of the United States are tired, of 
paying these bounties and gratuities. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, pretty much oll the Senator says is 
true except what he has stated about sentimentalists. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, 
itbecomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we can now have a vote on this matter, and 
Task that a vote may bè taken by unanimous consent without further 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the unfinished business will 
first be stated. 


‘The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H; R. 12500) making an apportionment 
of Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Eleventh Census. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is 
entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the bill which has been 
under consideration, which has been read and the amendments adopted, 
may beconeluded. The only question before the Senate now is on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. We can not hear a word on this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 
Senator from Kansas please restate his proposition? 

Mr. PLUMB, I ask unanimous consent that the regular order of 
business, the apportionment bill, may be laid aside temporarily, in 
order that there may be a vote taken on the bill which has been pend- 
ing, SE bill has been read and the amendments of the committee 

opted. 

Mr. HALE. If the vote can be taken at once without further de~- 
bate, so that the bill may be got out of the way, I shall not object; 
but if it gives rise to further debate I shall object. 

Mr.DAWES. Will the Senator from Maine let me answer thespeech 
of the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not think it needs any answer. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. I think more of the bill than I do ofthe 
Senator’s speech. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposition that 
the bill which has been under consideration may be proceeded with 
and that the vote shall be taken on that bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that the preamble 
should be amended by substituting the word ‘‘one”’ for ‘‘on,’’ on page 
4, line 10. 

"Mr. DAWES. That amendment should be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In article 1 of the preamble, on page 4, line 
10, it is proposed, after the word ‘‘agreement,”’ to strike out the word 
‘fon?’ and insert the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That at the time allotments are being taken, as hercinafter 
provided for, the national council of said Sac and Fox Nation may release from 
the operation of this part of the agreement one or more quarters of said school 
section of land and such part or parts so released shall thereby become subject 
to allotment hereunder, or to homestead entry. 

Mr. DAWES. Let that amendment be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The preamble will be so amended, ifithere 
be no objection. 

‘The preamble as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part ot the Senate; and Mr, DAWES, Mr, PLATT, 
und Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 
Mr.SPOONER. Iask leave to present at this time a conference re- 


port. TO wae 
Mr. HALE. I donot wish to yield to anything which will occasion 
debate. . 
Mr. SPOONER. 
a minute’s time. 
Mr. HALE. Very well. 
Mr. SPOONER. I present the report of a conference committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing voles of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 188) for the erection of a public 
building at Columbus, Ga.. having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their respective Houses ns follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
nte; and agrce to the same, 


Will the 


Ido not thinkit will occasion any debate or occupy 


8. L. MILLIKEN, 

THOS, J, CLUNIE, 

H. LEHLBAOH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


JOHN O.SPOONER, 
S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. SPOONER. The report does not require action. The other 
House recedes from its disagreement. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Noaction is required on the report. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEBLO, COLO, 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill I. R. 1H, “An act for the erection ofa 
public building at Pueblo, Colo.,” having met, after full and free conference 
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pore agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
‘follows: 

That the Ifouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the words ‘*four hundred thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “two hundred and twenty-five thousand; " and that the Sen- 


ate agree to the sane. 
JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN 5. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
DANIEL KERR, 
JO. AB t 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


FISI HATCHERY IN NORTHERN NEW YORK. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioner of Fisheries, in response to a resolution of the 
18th ultimo, relative to the establishment of a fish hatchery in North- 
ern New York; which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA, 


The bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a railway, 
street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri 
River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., was read twice 
by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
a similar bill having been reported this morning from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

r MESSAGE FROM THE IOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R, 4559) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Rockford, Ill.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate oe Tlouse of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 
mony, to be bound in cloth in two volumes; 10,000 copies for the House of 
Representatives and 5,000 copics for the Senate. 

The ARTIF further announced that the Honse had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 275) authorizing use of building known as Marini 
Hall for money-order division of the Sixth Anditor’s Office until May 
1, 1891; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKFORD, ILL. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill H.R, 4559, “An act to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Rockford, Iil.,’’ having met, after full and free 
conference, haye agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Honses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Sen- 


ate and agree to the same. 
INO. C, SPOONER, 
J. 8. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


SETI L. MILLIKEN, 

P. 8. POST, 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SPOONER. The report requires‘no action by the Senate. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tio VICE PRESIDENT. Theunfinished business will be proceeded 
with. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Represent- 
atives in Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Cen- 
sus; the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr, 

AVIS. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to take up much of 
the time of the Senate in diseussing this bill because many measures 
of importance will follow its consideration and disposition, and I am 
not in any way inclined to trespass npon the patience of this body be- 
yond what I shall endeavor to make a plain statement of the bill itself 
as contrasted with the amendment proposed by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis]. 

To begin with, I think that Senators before taking attitude in favor 
of this amendment, which, if adopted, would throw this bill back into 
the House of Representatives, ought to bear in mind that the measure 
as it comes here is perhaps the one distinctive important measure which 
has had the practical assent of both parties in the House of Representa- 
tives. It was thoroughly discussed there, and the bill is a tribute in 


its provisions to the good senso and moderation of both sides in the 
House of Representatives, 

It is not too often, Mr, President, during the present Congress, to 
say the least, that any bill comes from the House of Representatives 
that appeals in its provisions to Senators on both sides of this Chamber, 
Perhaps no bill excites more political interest, I will say with one or 
two exceptions, than the apportionment bill, which distributes the 
political power of the country for the next ten years by making up the 
numbers of the popular branch of Congress and apportioning them to 
the several States. It arouses political interests and local interests, 
and in arriving at the conclusion that the Committee on the Census 
did in the House of Representatives and in arriving at the conclusion 
that the House did in sustaining that bill by a very large vote, includ- 
ing leaders on both sides of that body, each side gave up strong polit- 
ical inducement to object and contest and perhaps destroy the bill. 

As was stated in the debate there, the Republican committee re- 

rted the bill and desired its passage through as aclean apportionment 

ill. There was pressure both there and here that, in addition to the 
pure, plain apportionment bill which the House of Representatives has 
sent us, there should be provisions touching the Legislatures which 
should apportion under its provisions as to which year the apportion- 
ment should take place in, and there was a strong sentiment in favor 
of ingrafting on this apportionment bill provisions that should prevent 
what is known as gerrymandering throughout the country. The Re- 
publicans yielded that. They did not attempt it, because it was felt 
that in the condition of the House it would arouse a storm of opposi- 
aa upon the other side and the true merit of the bill would be lost 
sight of. 

On the other hand, upon the other side it was seen plainly that the 
largely dominating power was going from the old South under the 
census to the Northwest, and no objection was made on that account 
by members of the House of Representatives upon the Democratic 
side. Both parties agreed, as the debate in the House of Representa- 
tives shows clearly, that the motive that actuated and operated upon 
the yote there was the desire to put through a plain, clear, straight- 
forward apportionment, and I appeal to Senators before taking sides 
against this bill, or before coming to a conclusion to vote for any 
amendment that will throw the bill back to the House, that they give 
to this bill the benefit ofthat conservative action in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, joined in by members upon both sides. Surely, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senate in the Fifty-first Congress ought not to object to fol- 
lowing a lesson of moderation and good sense taught by the House ot 
Kepresentatives. 

Now, how was this result reached—this pure apportionment bill, 
with no political legislation upon it, no discrimination in favor of sec- 
tions, but with an endeavor to do justice to all sections and to give a 
number to the House of Representatives that would be generally as- 
sented to? I may state here that in framing this bill and in passing 
it in the other body the general question of numbers was first con- 
sidered. There were several prominent members who believed that 
the House of Representatives was too large and that it ought to be cut 
down, but the general sentiment was that it should be maintained 
about where it is, not enlarging it greatly, and in considering the bill 
the first thing sought—for that is a matter that excites the prejudice 
of every State when it is called upon to lose a member of its delega- 
tion—in the House bill was to find a number that would not reduce 
the representation of any State, thereby failing to arouse the objection 
and hostility of any Statesoreduced by the bill, and it was found, com- 
mencing at 332, the present number of the House of Representatives, 
and running along through the increases, that at the number 356 no 
State would lose a Representative. The committee felt that that was 
an important desideratum that had been reached, that it saved opposi- 
tion, and it did not increase the membership materially so as to make 
the body unwieldy, being only an increase of 24 in all, and this, then, 
is one great reason why 356 was taken as the number for the next 
House of Representatives, All the States preserved the number of 
their Representatives in the House. 

Now, what other reasons were there for fixing the number at 356? 
What was theprocess? TheSenator from Minnesota has spoken against 
what he calls arithmetic overcoming equity. I think I shall be able 
to showy pretty clearly—I hope that I may—before closing my remarks, 
that this bill is both arithmetic and equity and justice, and, so far from 
there being a basis of objection to the apportionment being made upon 
arithmetical calculations, everything about it is arithmetic, 

The first apportionment thatwas decreed by Congress was made npon 
an arithmetical calculation, and the process in certain stages has always 
been the same way. What better way is there than to take theaggre- 
gate population of the whole country, which is now nearly sixty-two 
millions—I count out the District of Columbia, the Indians, and those 
who do not make any part of the voting population for members in 
Congress—what better way is there to get at it than this, than to take 
the entire population, fix the number, asthe House committee did and 
as the Senate Committee did, that the House shall have, for what- 
ever reason you choose, and then divide the entire population by the 
number fixed, so that it will show what the ratio is that shall entitle 
the people of a State to a member? Three hundred and fifty-six, 
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then, being the number fixed by this bill and the population being 
61,906,356, the ratio given is 173,901. 

Now, if the apportionment was made simply upon the entire popu- 
lation, there would be no difficulty in getting it, but by the Constitu- 
tion and by all the laws imposed upon us the apportionment is made 
to States, and it will be found when you take the population of any 
State and divide it by 173,901, there will be overpluses, and it will be 


found, adding up all the States with the total apportionment of their 
ratios, it only gives 339. members. One of the old theories of appor- 
tionment was that you must stop there, and it was claimed for a long 
time that there was no constitutional right to go into the question of 
fractions; but that has been departed from ever since 1830, and it is 
found that there are 17 additional members added to 339 to make the 
number 356. . 

The strong point in favor of 356 is that you distribute those fractions 
to the States which have fractions, and it disposes of every majority 
fraction. The seventeen States dispose of every majority fraction. 
Seventeen States which gains member each by this process are all 
above the majority fraction. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that this is hard, because it leaves 
out the three great States of Arkansas, Minnesota, and New York; but 
he forgets that, in apportioning these seventeen under the rule which 
the committee followed, the great State of Georgia gets one, the great 
State of Indiana gets one, the great State of Iowa gets one, the great 
State of Kentucky gets one, the great State of Massachusetts gets one, 
the great State of Wisconsin gets one, and Virginia, South Carolina, 
Sonth Dakota, and other States. It is not that the three which are 
left. out measure the benefits of this process, but itis the seventeen 
States that get a monty fraction, 

Right here I should be glad to be instructed as to where the lack of 
equity and fairness is in stopping at a majority fraction. Ihave seen 
all my life, as other Senators have, a majority fraction employed in 
settling certain ponien questions of representation. It is the fashion 
in my State, and I know it is in many others, in making up the con- 
ventions of both parties—I think it obtains not only in New England, 
but largely throughout the country—that if a township or a county is 
entitled, under the call for a convention, to a certain number of dele- 
gates, the practice is invariable with us that a majority fraction re- 
ceives anotherdelegate. Otherwise, where will youstop? Otherwise, 
what rule can be drawn? How can equity be better applied to all 

ersons than to take a general rule which falls, like the rain from 
eaven, upon all alike? 

How, in making up these important political conventions in the dif- 
ferent States, could a better rule be given? Itseems to me a subject 
on which we should be congratulated that the committee here found 
in 356 anumber which saves the representation to every State and also 
saves the majority fraction to every State. Itis a proposition so stron 
that only the individual interests which desire to gain an additiona 
member could assail it or could present argumentation against it. It 
is a proposition that in itself would gain the commendation and sup- 
port and assent, I venture to say, but for local interests, of nine out of 
eyery ten Senators in this body. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that this is a wrong process because 
it ex@ludes the three States of Arkansas, Minnesota, and New York, 
who have almost a majority fraction, but not quite. The answer 
might be, without going into that, that that is the misfortune of those 
States, but fortunately an examination of the condition shows that 
the answer need not be limited to that proposition, but that we may 
go further and show the utter inconsistency of this movement to maim, 
distort, and mangle this bill and send it back to an uncertain fate in 
the House of Representatives. Let us see as to the number 356, the 
reasons which I have given and which are reasons commending them- 
selyes, I think, to any fair mind. Let us see the situation of theso 
three States, 

The majority fraction under 356 is 86,950, Arkansas is found with 
84,773, Minnesota with 84,519, New York with 85,219, Missouri with 
70,669, Mississippi with 72,293, and when you depart and go beyond 
356 each of these States begins to gain on its fraction. If any State on 
the figures seeks to add to its representation the only way would be to 
increase the whole number, I have shown that with 356 there is but 
one way of settling how the fraction shall be apportioned, and that is, 
to get your ratio, and then divide the population of ench State; because 
while it may be said, and has been said, I think, here, that you should 
not adopt that as the rule and that you may arbitrartly admit another 
State, the basis of this calculation is on this process, and if you depart 
from the proposition to give 356, which takes care of every fraction, 
you have to begin to increase, 

Now, let us see what happens when you go to 357. When you go 
to 357—and thisinvolves an important point in this controversy which 
has not been touched—the State which gains is not Arkansas with her 
84,773, nor Minnesota with her 84,519, nor New York with her 85,219, 
at the number of 356, but New York with her 101,777 at the number 
of 357. She has passed the smaller States in this race, and pretty soon 
I shall come to a consideration which will show Senators here why the 
committee stop at 356 for another reason, because every increase of 


members lowers the fractions and gives the large States that have 
many districts an advantage over the smaller States. 

That is the great reason why the committee did not stop at 357, be- 
cause New York then by that gained over the other States. So the 
members of the minority were not content to stop at New York with 
101,000, although neither of the others had over 87,000, but they went 
on to 358 and found that Minnesota would get in there in addition to 
New York. Butthat would not include Arkansas, which was one of 
the three, under the basis of 356, which had nearly a majority fraction, 
and so they were constrained to go to 359. 

Now, 359 discloses this condition: That Arkansas gets a member with 
93,000, Minnesota with ninety-four thousand and odd, and New York 
with 134,000—still increasing over all the others, That would be on 
the Misis of 359. Butit docs not take care of all the majority frac- 
tions; neither, for that matter, does 358. Three hundred and fifty-six 
is the one that takes care of all the majority fractions. 

Now, the committee, having started from the programme which the 
fair men in the House agreed upon, to get some other number, find 
themselves in a morass on each number, and at 359 the worst of all, 
because they find that they take care of New York and Minnesota and 
Arkansas, and that they have got Missouri there with another large 
fraction and even more than a moiety fraction. But when they started 
from 356, which had been established by the House billand by the 
committee there, Missouri was away out of sight and nowhere near a 
majority fraction. They have made the condition which gives Mis- 
souri more than a majority fraction and then they seek to take care of 
her by giving her a member. 

The common-sense man says, I see, and there is no particular objec- 
tion to going to 360, because when you give Minnesota, Arkansas, and 
New York 3 more it makes it 359, and Missouri 1 more makes it 360; 
but when you get a membership of 360 you must do inevitably what 
you did at 356, what you did at 357, at 358, and at 359; you must 
make anew divisor; you must apportion itamong the States; and then 
itis found that the larger State of Missouri has passed by the smaller 
State of Arkansas, because every reduction of the ratio improves the 
chances of the large States, and Missouri has passed Arkansas and gets 
the additional Representative, and Arkansas does not. 

Now, what should be done? Arkansas does not have so Jarge a 
moiety as Missouri, and therefore does not get a member, which she , 
did get at 359. Whatis the minority provision, then? They must 
take 360 as their basis. But the trouble with 360 as a basis is that the 
majority fraction is 85,986, and Pennsylvania, with a fraction of 98,970, 
gains that member, and not Arkansas. Why should it not? It is 
larger. 

Mr. President, supposing that you go to361; Arkansas gains again, 
because there is no large State to overcome her and she gets the 99,221. 
But Louisiana comes in then with a majority fraction of 89,629, justas 
the minority found that Missouri came in at 359, and she claims that 
she must have one more member, which makes 362, and when you get 
to 362 then Mississippi comes in with a majority fraction of 92,473 and 
she insists that she must have her additional member; and so if you dè- 
part from 356 you have worse difficulties all the way beyond. ' 

Now, I want to go back a minute and show the operation of this in- 
crease of members upon the large States, and show why it is that 
neither New York nor Missouri ought to be regarded for an additional 
Representative. On this point, showingand explaining what the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas called a paradox, that Arkansas had at 359 seven 
members and at 360 only had six members, I want the explanation 
given in a letter to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] by the 
Superintendent of the Census read, which, if Senators will kindly 
listen to, will show how inevitably this operates. I ask the Secretary 
to read the letter, and I hope Senators will give it their attention. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

\ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, January 6, 1891. 

Dear Sie: I thought that, perhaps, in view of the interest you expressed in 
the matheniatical paradox which shows that on an apportionment of 359 mem- 
bers Arkansas would gain a member, which under an apportionment of 86) 
menibers it would lose and again R ty Sue under an apportionment of 361 mem- 
bers, you would like to get the exact figures. 

spear yh bs beg to say that in increasing the number of Representatives, as 
shown in tabular statements relative to the apportionment of members of the 
House of Representatives furnished (332 to 373 members), the number of inhabi- 
tants required to a Representative is diminished at each such increase of mem- 
bers by between five and six hundred, a few running below five hundred, In 
dividing by the number so reduced the population of a State having asmaller 
population, the influence upon its unrepresented fraction is very much less, 
necessarily, than in the case of a State haying a larger population. 

For example, if we assumo for convenience that the number of inhabitants 
required for a Representative was 160,000, a State having 4,801,000 inhabitants 
would secure 30 Kepresentatives, withan atab rante Falon of 3,000; while 
a State having a population of 161,000 inhabitants would secure 1 Representa- 
live withan equal unrepresented fraction. If, however, the number of inhabi- 
tants to n Representative were reduced to 159,000, the fraction of the first State 
would rise to 31,000 while that of the second State would be only increased to 
2,000, The effect upon the unrepresented fraction would be 30 times as great 
in the former as in the latter case. 

Now, for the practical illustration of this as applied to Arkansas, With 359 
Representatives two States have fractions very closely approaching each other, 
namely, Arkansas 93,491 and Missouri 92,464. The number of inhabitants toa 


Representative on this basis is 172,448. When the number of Representatives 
is increased to 860 the number of inhabitants required to a Representative sinks 
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to 171,969, a net reduction of 479._ This, which I may calla for the present 
pw to the States concerned, has to be multiplied in the case of Ar 

only wf 6 (the number assigned to that State on an even A aay en inthe 
ease of Missouri itis multiplied by 15. The result is that when is en as 
the number of Representatives the unrepresented fractions of each of these 
States must of course increase, but that of Arkansas increases the least, 


namely > 
> 93,491 + (6X479)==96,365 
92,464 + (15479) =99,649 

Arkansas’ fraction becomes 96,365, while that of Missouri is 99,649. Conse- 
quently, in the assignment of an additional Representative, according to the 
total of 360, Missouri receivesan additional member while Arkansas = yer that 
which she gained at 359. At 361, however, she regains what was thus lost, her 
fraction rising to 99,221, which is sufficient to entitle her to the Representative 
Jat addition to the previous number makes the Honse consist of 361 instead 
7 In this connection I will take occasion to point out some analogous cages to 
that of Arkansas, namely : 

Kansas gains 1 member at 371 on a fraction of 92,136. She loses that number 
at 572 on a fraction of 95,720, while Michigan gains 1 at a fraction of 96,825. She 
regains the lost meniber at 373 on a fraction of 99,283, while Iowa has a fraction 
of 36,160, or over half of ratio, but gains nothing. Tennessee gains 1 Repre- 
seritative at 336 on a fraction of 109,241; she loses that Representative at 337 on 
a fraction of 114,164, while Pennsylvania gains one Representative on a fraction 
of 114,246; she regains the lost member at 333, on a fraction of 119,060, while 
Maine, having a fraction over half of ratio (111,000), gains nothing. 

I feel sure that these facts will be interesting to you, if not meatal in the com- 
ing discussion on the apportionment bill. If there isanything else I can send 
you, be good enough to advise meand I shall take pleasure in doing so with as 
much promptitade as possible. 

have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 

Hon, J, H. Berry, Uniled Slates Senate, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that explanation of the Superintendent 
of the Census shows clearly why it is that Arkansas gets her seventh 
member at 359, but loses it at 360. The Senator from Arkansas nat- 
urally, representing his State and with pride in increasing its delega- 
tion, claims that this was manifestly unfair, but it is the inevitable 
result of increasing the numbers, reducing the ratio, and giving gains 
to the large States, 

One great reason why the committee stopped at 356 and did not go 
on even to 357, which gives New York another member, is found in 
the explanation given by the Superintendent. Do Senators know that 
starting at 332, the present membership of the Honse of Representa- 
tives, New York would have only 32 members? 

Now, it was deemed not advisable to cut off any State, as I have said. 
So in running along the different numbers which the committee took, 
nt 337 New York gains a member by a majority fraction. That gave 
her 33 members, 

Going on alittlefurtherto 3416, New York gains another member bya 
majority fraction, makingher34members. Sothecommitteestopped at 
356. Thecommitteesaid thisincreasing of membershipand reducing the 
ratio has already given New York two additional members on majority 
fractions, and the committee will stop here because it is not fair to in- 
crease the numbers and thereby reduce the chances of the smaller 
States. If you go ona little further, 357 will give New York an addi- 
tional member, and 378 will give her still an additional member, and 
she would be found gaining on majority fractions if you went up to 
378, four members, while smaller States would not gainone. That isa 
consideration which ought to apply in any apportionment committee 

„considering this subject either now or hereafter. 

Every advance in membership increases the chances of all the large 
States. Every ten members increased inthe House of Representatives 
gives New York one member additional and the smaller States would 
get none. Missouri, also, which is claiming under this amendment, has 
gained one member on the fraction already. At 340 members Mis- 
souri gained by a majority fraction, and that is another reason why 
the committee did not go on and increase the numbers. Arkansas 
gained a member at 332. So none of these States have been left out. 
The moment you get beyond 356 all these questionsarise. But for 
the consideration that New York has already gained two members on 
majority fractions, I should be willing to give her the additional mem- 
ber and stop there, but I see plainly why the committce stopped at 
356. It is not equitable to any State, to Maine, or Massachusetts, or 
Oregon, or Iowa, or Michigan, or Georgia, or any of the States of the 
Union that this increase should go on largely for the benefit of the 
great States; and soin the interest of protecting the smallerStates the 
committee has stopped at 356. 

Mr. President, these States do not suffer. I find in looking at this 
apportionment, looking over the whole matter—and it is an inspiring 
subject to contemplate—we have one State that has over 5,000,000 
people, four States with over 3,000,000 people each, nine States with 
over 2,000,000 people each, and twenty-seven Commonwealths in the 
United States each with over 1,000,000 people. That grouping, perhaps 
more than any other, shows startlingly how we have increased, and the 
States that are sought now to be ingrafted upon this bill in this amend- 
ment have not fared ill in this great increase. Arkansas gets an addi- 
tional member already, Missouri gets an additional member already, 
Minnesota gets two additional members already, and New York is 
increased two on her majority fractions over what the present basis of 
ae House of Representatives would be. Is there any hardship in 

t? 
It is claimed that these States represent the largest proportionate in- 


crease. I have been looking at the figures and do not find that thatis 
so. The increases in Minnesota and in Arkansas are not by any means 
the largest proportionate increase in the United States. Colorado is 
away ahead of them, and, if we are looking to the future, Colorado 
ought to have an additional member. Washington is largely ahead, 
and is striding on to-day at a rate that is not paralleled perhaps by an 
State unless it may be Colorado, and, if the future is to be looked af, 
that State ought to have an additional member. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to remind the Senator from Maine that 
Nebraska has gained three members. 

Mr. HALE. I did not mention that, because Nebraska is notin this 
amendment pool, is not claiming an additional member, but Nebraska 
does gain three. Nebraska’s increase is larger. So, upon no ground 
whatever can it be claimed that this fair, reasonable, and just non- 
partisan bill that the House of Representatives have sent over to us 
should be interfered with. 

The Webster doctrine, as it has been called, has been invoked by 
the Senator from Minnesota, and I am very glad that the Senator in 
his investigations has struck the Webster report in the Twenty-second 
Congress. Ihave read the report very thoroughly and all the other re- 
ports accompanying it. There is not a thing in the Webster report 
that militates in the slightest degree against the proposition that is 
sought to be enforced here by the majority of the Committee and which 
was adopted by the Honse of Representatives. Previous to 1840, this 
report being made in 1842, the apportionment had gone on in different 
ways. The first one, and up to 1821, was what some member of the 
House called a go-as-you-please apportionment. 

The matter is brought out as clearly in the brief speech made there 
by the gentleman from Missouri as in any discussion that was made. 
It was the go-ns-you-please theory that the State should get what it 
could. They put in first one and then another, and they traded back 
and forth, and finally agreed upon something, and it was thought that 
was not dignified, and not reasonable, and not fair, and in 1830 the 
other theory was adopted, the theory of apportioning exactly to the 
States according to their numbers. That was not satisfactory because 
it left ont the fraction. It was claimed in 1830 that this, ander the 
Constitution, was the only method, and that there was no authority 
to deal with anything but the numbers that went to make up a dig- 
trict or a Representative; and that was the basis of 1830. 

When the census of 1840 came around the House and the Senate 
were at odds in 1842, and Mr. Webster in this luminous report of his— 
and everything that comes from that great manisluminous—discusses 
the question not as against the proposition of the committee here and 
of the House of Representatives as proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota, but he discusses the proposition of the ma- 
jority fraction being represented as against the theory of the House, 
which had been maintained by Mr, Polk in his report, which accom- 
panies it in this same document, where he had taken the ground, rep- 
resenting the House of Representatives, that nothing but the numbers 
entitled to a Representative should be considered, and that it was not 
constitutional to do otherwise. Mr. Webster combated that in his 
usual great, forcible, conclusive manner, and thisis whatMr. Webster 
says, which the Senator from Minnesota did not read, as the result of 
his investigation: 

In the opinion of the committee— 

He was representing the subcommittee— 

no such objection— 


Referring to the Polk theory, which had been advanced by tho 
House— 
applies tothe amendment recommended by them, That amendment gives a 
rule, plain, simple, just, uniform, and of universal application, 

The rule has been frequently stated. It may be clearly expressed in either of 
two ways. 

Now, mark you: 

Let the rule be that the whole number of the proposed House shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States Kooro lni to their respective numbers, giving 
to each State that number of members which come nearest to her exact mathe- 
matical part or proportion; or let the rule be that the population of each State 
shall be divided by a common divisor, and that, in addition to the number of 
members resulting from such division,a member shall be allowed to each State 
whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the division, 

Either of these— 

Methods, says that great man in reasoning upon this subject— 

Either of these is, it seems to the committee, a fair and just rule, capable of 
uniform appliéation and operating with entire impartiality. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr, President, do I understand the Senator from 
Maine to say that I did not state in my remarks or that it is notstated 
in the report of the minority what Mr. Webster said ? 

Mr. HALE. I have read the report of the Senator with great care 
and attention and profit, and the Senator is a lawyer; he has not read 
this report without reading the other report, and he leaves out the gen- 
eral proposition in the report-—— 

Mr. DAVIS. That is all right, but I want to know if I am correct 
in understanding the Senator from Maine to say that I did not state 
what he has just read. 

Mr. HALE, I did not hear this read. If the Senator read it it 
missed my ear, 
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Mr. DAVIS. It is in the report of the minority and it was read in 
my remarks. 

Mr. HALE.. I did not hear that. But that is the salient point of 
the Webster report, that we have a right to consider majority fractions 
or to go absolutely and take the other course, and there is no doubt 
about that. He was contending against the report made by Mr. Polk, 
afterwards President of the United States, in the House of Representa- 
tives, and that was the only contention. It was not the contention 
that Mr. Webster was expounding in his inimitable way, that now ex- 
ists between the committee here and the minority, between the House 
of Representatives and the minority; Mr. Webster did not go into that 
contention; his contention was against the Polk proposition, which shut 
out moieties and fractions. 

Now, Mr. President, if I have made myself clear to the Senate I 
have'shown the reasonable grounds upon which the number of 356 was 
fixed in establishing the membership of the House of Representatives. 
Tt is not an increase large enough to make the body unwieldy. We 
are practically estopped from considering the question of the reduc- 
tion of members, because thesentiment in the House was almost unan- 
imous against it. 

Next, 356 was selected because it saved to every State her represen- 
tation. No State was reduced; no State could be harmed; no State 
needed a reduction in order to cut off a district. 

Next in importance, it rested at 356 because every majority fraction 
was therein taken and cared for. No discrimination was made against 
any State if the State came up with a majority fraction. 

Another reason why it stopped was the reason I have most plainly 
indicated, and that is that every advance, every increase of member- 
ship results in a disproportionate gain on the part of the large States. 
New York at 356, reckoning from the present membership of the House, 
had gained 2 members on a majority fraction, and the committee 
thought it wise to stop there and not give her the additional one which 
she would gain at 357. Missouri had already gained at 350, I think it 
was, 1 member, and the committee did not at 356 find that Missouri 
was even near to the moiety fraction, asthe other States were. Min- 
nesota had already gained 2 members under the apportionment and is 
now seeking 3. Arkansas had gained 1 at the 332 point. 

So, Mr. President, the committee, composed of distinguished members 
of the House of Representatives, led»by the chairman, who isa member 
in the House of Representatives from the State that the Senator repre- 
sents, led by him and maintained upon the floor and carried through 
by a member from that State, placed itself upon these propositions and 
these reasons which I have given. © 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me state to the Senator that the member from 
Minnesota who headed the committee in the other body stated, in his 
remarks in the House, that he did in committee move that 359 should 
be the basis of apportionment. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, and there rested content, which is not true 
with the Senate committee, however. The chairman of the committee 
fought the bill through on the basis, and when the roll call was reached, 
I understand, upon the passage of the bill, there were not only found 
largely the Republican members but many of the leaders and their fol- 
lowers upon the Democratic side, because it was said there that as the 
political wrangle has been eliminated from this controversy and theat- 
tempt has been abandoned to ingraft upon this apportionment bill 
anything except a fair apportionment we will vote for this measure and 
send it to the Senate, hoping that that body will confirm our action. 

Mr. President, the action of the House of Representatives ought to 
haye some moral force upon this body. Nobody is so keen as to the 
right of his State as the member who stands upon the floor of the other 
House. During my services there I passed through two apportionment 
bills and the discussions which took place upon them, and joined in 
them, and [ know that no member of the House was obliged to invoke 
Senatorial intervention to protect his State; and the interest is keenest 
there. Itis the apportionment that fixes the membership of that body 
for the next ten years, and I can say to Senators upon this side and 
upon the other side that where a bill has come from the House that 
commends itself forits moderation and its nonpartisanship I do hope the 
Senate will pause and pause long, if it may be, before it opens the war 
and puts un an amendment and sends it back to the House, that may 
arouse and may kindle there controversies that were not seen when the 
bill passed by so handsome a majority. 

With this, Mr. President, I leave the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I dislike exceedingly even to recapitu- 
late or condense anything that I bave stated on a former occasion, but 
it seems to me that in the presentinstance it is necessary for me to do 
so to some extent by way of a brief and very brief reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from Maine. 

Now, to be entirely fairin this matter, I fully concede thatif we are 
to be restricted to the arithmetical process, namely, to this or that 
colamn of figures, to this or that number of members, to this or that 
moiety or basis ofrepresentation, every thing that the Senator from Maine 
has said is mathematically right. : Thereis not the least chance forany 
discussion between us upon that point. 

But, Mr. President, I.said yesterday, and I proved it from historical 
instances after ten years from the foundation of this Government, that 


in no preceding Congress was this strict and indissoluble adherence to 
mathematical formula and process ever attempted; but on the contrary, 
on every occasion where the matter has come up (and I think it has 
come up on every occasion since 1840), every Congress, seeing the injus- 
tice of the rigid application of the mathematical process, has emanci- 
pated itself from it in some degree, so far iu one instance, namely, in 
1872, as to add nine members, not by changing the ratio, not by contin- 
uing to entangle themselves in the intricacies and labyrinthine forms 
of the mathematica] process, but asan act to prevent theinjustice which 
would be perpetrated by a strict adherence to that process. 

Now, what is the ground of the claim here that we make? It is 
that stopping at 356 in the desire to accomplish the mathematical feat 
of making things come out, even as they. do under that number, 
we see three States, Arkansas, Minnesota, and New York, so near the 
major fraction, that they almost touch it, within, as to each of the sev- 
eral States, from 2,400 to abont 1,700. ‘There they stand. Itis per- 
fectly manifest that standing thus they can not have relief under that 
number. But Jooking forward three numbers, to 359, it becomes per- 
fectly apparent that by an addition of three to that number these 
States attain their major fraction to which they stood so near only 
three numbers back. : 

But coming forward to 359 we see that Missouri, which was not néar 
a majority of the major fraction on 356, has passed it under 359, and 
in that case Mr. Webster said that irrespective of any rule of the 
mathematical process one could be added and should be added as a 
matter of constitutional right. He established, by a power and force 
of demonstration which no man since has ever successfully gainsaid, 
that it was a matter of constitutional right for every State to have its 
representation for a major fraction, and that it could not follow that, 
heeause there was not enough left after an even division to go around, 
any State should be left out for that reason; and he said, as plainly as 
language can be used to express ideas, in the concluding part of his re- 
port quoted on page 4 of the views of the minority: 


“Itis true that there may be some numbers assumed for the composition of 
the House of Representatives to which, if the rule were applied, the result 
might give a member to the House more than was proposed. But it will al- 
ways be easy to correct this by altering the proposed number by adding one to 
it ve taking one from it; so that this can considered no objection to the 
rule, 


Mr. HALE. Now, will thesSenator tell me—— : 

Mr. DAVIS. I must be excused. I do not wish to be interrupted 
justnow. Wait until I get through. 

My friend from Maine says that under 356 seventeen States get each 
i. Thatistrue. Thatistruein every apportionment; thereisa num- 
ber leit to be distributed after an even division. There is no argnment 
in favor of this particular number to be deduced from that. 

He says that the number 356 saves every State from diminution, 
Mr, President, much of the trouble and much of the apparent dispro< 
portion in this case comes from the fact that the first thing sought to 
be done usually and for a long time in these matters is that no State 
shall Jose any representation, and the consequence was that they could 
not in this case go below 332. That increased the representation, and 
while perhaps it does not particularly complicate the problem it limits 
the area in which the exercise of legal discretion can confer relief, 

Now, see how this matter works, ‘The State of Maine, which has in- 
creased but 12,000 in population since 1880, retains its representation 
at4. The State of Minnesota, which has nearly doubled in popula- 
tion since that time and has more than twice the population of the State 
of Maine rises only from 5 to 7. Ido not complain of that in the least, 
Iwould not take away from any State the representation which it has, 
but those are the facts. 

Mr. President, the trouble is an apparent inability or unwillingness 
to grasp the idea that, whenever a number of members is added, neces- 
sarily we must go forward and change the ratio according to the num- 
bers added. Thatis notso, When we go forward to 359 and addone 
for Missouri in obedience to constitutional requirement we do not take 
it from 360 any more than we do from 361 or 362. It is taken and 
given to Missouri, as Mr. Webster says, in the performance of our con- 
stitutional duty to confer npon Missouri a constitutional right. When 
members were added, as they were 9 in number on one occasion, and 
when on another occasion 8 were added, 6 in the House and 2 in the 
Senate, the ratio by no means in that case was put forward. 

When the supplemental act of March 18, 1872, was passed, two 
months after the apportionment bill, and eight or nine members were 
added, the apportionment was not changed. In other words, that sup- 
plemental act was passed because looking over what had been done it 
was seen that by arigid application of the mathematical process States 
had been unjustly treated, and treated as the States under question in 
my opinion are unjustly dealt with and treated here, 

That disposes of the remark of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock], who says if we go to 360 we have to give Pennsylvania an 
additional member. So we would, but we do not go to 360. 

Mr. HALE. Why not? 

Mr. DAVIS, We can make 360 members without necessarily, dis- 
turbing the whole table and imposing upon ourselves the liability and 
duty of employing a new ratio. The trouble is that the committee set 
up this arithmetical fetich of a divisor and a ratio and insist that when- 
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ever a change is made by addition we have got to transpose the whole 
subject into that column of figures, whereas I insist and repeat that, 
on the many occasions in the history of this Government when such 
changes and additions have been made, that argument has never been 
advanced before. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question or 
would he prefer that I should wait? 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no; I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator says when they reach 359 and take care 
of Arkansas and Minnesota and New York it is found that that num- 
ber is not enough to take care of Missouri, which has a majority frac- 
tion, and that Missouri’s constitutional right is what they are seeking 
to maintain. Under Mr, Webster’s contention, it making the mem- 
bership 360 by adding Missouri, I want the Senator to answer me this 
plain question, why Missouri’s right at 359 to an additional member 
under the Constitution is superior to Pennsylvania’sright at 360, which 
has a larger fraction than Missouri bas at 359? Now, if itis a consti- 
tutional question—— i 

Mr, DAVIS. I will answer the question, 

Mr. HALE. How is one more constitutional than another? 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to answer the question. 

Mr. HALE. I want an answer to it. 

Mr, DAVIS, Itis for the simple reason that my lcarned friend can 
not disentangle himself from the arithmetical process in which he has 
imprisoned his intellect in this matter of adding one arbitrarily when 
yet in the excercise of a constitutional power we do not necessarily go 
forward to 360. We have not got into that column of figures yet, and 
I do not propose to go there—no more than in 1872, when 9 members 
were added,did they put forward the number of Representatives 9 and 
thereby change the ratio and basis of apportionment. 

Mr. HALE, Now let me ask one question—— 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will excuse me—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will see—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HALE. All changes produce the logical result—— 

Sea PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota declines to 
vate DAVIS. ‘‘Logical result.” There is no such question in the 
case properly considered. Let me state it again, and I can not state it 
better than in the language of Mr, Webster, which I read a moment 
ago. He goes on and establishes the rule upon which the minority of 
the committee have proceeded, and which is fully in the understand- 
ing of the Senate. Now, what does he say? Mr, Webster says: 

It is true that there may be some numbers assumed for the composition of 
the House of Representatives, to which, if the rule were applied, the result 
might give a member to the House more than was ars ene ut it willalways 
be easy to correct this by altering the proposed number by adding one toit or 
taking one from it, so that this can be considered no objection to the rule, 

Mr. Webster does not say when that necessity arises to perform a 
constitutional obligation that the ratio shall be changed and that an 
entirely new column of figures shall be entered upon and dealt with, 
but he says when a State has a moiety fraction over and there is not 
enough left to be supplied it must be supplied, and therefore it is done 
by Sidise one member. Otherwise how could the act of 1872, by 
which nine members were added, have been properly passed without 
an entire reconsideration of the apportionment as it was established by 
the preceding act of February 2, 1872? The argument would have 
been then, if you addnine members you have togo forward nine mem- 
bers and assume a new ratio and take it to pieces, and the whole ques- 
tion of fractions, and the entire range of the States of our Union, and 
all these martial columns of figures have tobe goneoveragain. There 
was no difficulty of that kind proposed and there was no such difficulty 
in the mind of Mr. Webster. 

Something has been said here as to what was done in another place 
upon this bill. It may be proper for me briefly to refer to that. The 
chairman of the committee of the other House stated in hisremarks upon 
the of this measure that he had moved in committee that 359 
be made the standard, and substantially the same amendment as that 
which I introduced here was introduced in the other House and voted 
on. Idonot perceive any particular danger in our dealing with this 
question, as a co-ordinate branch of the Legislature, upon our own idea 
of what is right. I have the highest respect, of course, for the opinion 
of the other House upon this question, but we all have a duty to per- 
form i tive of considerations of that character. 

The subject, Mr. President, is somewhat intricate in its facts; itis 
exceedingly complicated and intricate in its figures; it is by no means 
easy in comprehension upon some of the I propositions which are 
adduced to sustain our position; but that we are firmly right in the 
position which we assume here is our abiding conviction. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with the wholescheme of the Senator from 
Minnesota, ingeniously as he puts it, invoking the great authority of 
Mr. Webster as he does, is that he starts out upon one basis and in 
order to get his States in before he getsthroughhetakesanother. His 
initial point is that we must not pis, os 356 use itis an injustice 
to Minnesota and Arkansas and New York, who haveso large a fraction. 
Now, if that is the proposition on which he starts, he has to maintain 
that clear through; and I endeavored to point out that when he starts 
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with that proposition he will find it a burden heavier and heavier upon 


his back as he goes on, He can never stop unless he discards that 
proposition and invokes an arbitrary rule that will quit his march by 
adding another State outside of the number. 7 

Now, I can not be made to see, I do not think any imprisoned in- 
tellect can be made to see what an unimprisoned intellect fails to see, 
if it is unfair not to give Arkansas and Minnesota on a fraction of 84,000 
an additional member beyond 356, why it is not just as unfair at 360 
to refuse to give Pennsylvania a member for a fraction of ninety-odd 
thousand, larger than a State to which is given an addditional member. 
I do not care what the Senator says about Mr. Webster having argued 
that Congress has a right arbitrarily at any time to add a member. 
Undoubtedly it has. So we can do it here; the Senatecan do it hero; 
but the question is, isit just? 

Has the Senator a right to take an arbitrary point, 356, and declare 
that other States shall come in because they have so large a majority 
fraction, and when he gets to 360, a number that he fixes, has he aright 
to count out Pennsylvania? I protest here and now in the interest of 


‘that great Commonwealth against the injustice of making 360 the mem- 


bership of the House of Representatives, and giving upon that basis to 
Arkansas, on a fraction of 96,365, an additional member, and refusing 
to Pennsylvania, with 98,414, an additional member. 

Mr. PLATT. Or, to take 359, Pennsylvania has as large a fraction 
as Minnesota has at 356. 

Mr. HALE, Or, as the Senator from Connecticut has stated, when 
you get to 359 Pennsylyania also has as Jarge a majority fraction or 
larger than Minnesota has at 356. = 

We are not at odds as to the right of the Senate to do this thing, 
Mr. Webster was arguingit might bedone. Of courseitcould bedone, 
but the principle upon which the bill has been in the other 
House and has been brought before this hody is a principle of fairness 
to all, and not exercising ourarbitrary power. I defy the Senator from 
Minnesota or any advocate of this amendment to show to us why Min- 
nesota should be given a member at 356 on a fraction of 84,000 when 
ed Pennsylvania with 98,000 is left ont and Arkansas with 96,000 
is left in. 

In the whole programme, in the whole procession of ideas that have 
marked this bill from the time it was first considered in the committee 
of the House of Representatives to the present time by the committee 
of the Senate, there is no such anomalous feature as that. There is 
no discrimination anywhere where the eye of man can point toa large 
number for a State in one section that is left ont and a smaller number 
applied to another State in another section that is putin; and, whether 
Mr. Webster be invoked or the ingenuity of the Senator from Minne- 
sota be brought forth here to maintain it, no apportionment based upon 
a proposition that contains it in the bill itself or in the amendment 
will be approved by the American people. 

I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I donot presume that Ican add 
very much to the very able presentation of this matter that has been 
made by my colleague [Mr. DAvis], but I feel that unless the minority 
report is adopted or the majority report amended so great an injustice 
is to be done to my own State that I must here and now enter a protest. 

So far as political advantage is concerned I do not believe there is 
anything ofit. I do not believe this side of the Chamber or the other 
is making this reapportionment for a political advantage. Ido not be- 
lieve the House of Representatives intended anything of the kind, and 
so far as that is concerned the apportionment made by the House is a 
fairone. But Idesire that the Senate shall consider the great injustice 
that is done in it ly to our own State, a State that during the 
last decade has almost doubled its population, from a little over 700,- 
000 under the last census to a population of over1,300,000, and in this 
apportionment on the division of 356 it only lacks 2,000 of the major 
fraction which would have given us the extra member or the other 
number, giving us 8 instead of 7 Representatives. 

It seems to me as a matter of justice to the new and growing States 
that this should be taken into consideration: A State that is finished 
like my native State of Maine, which has not increased in its popula- 
tion in the last twenty years, should give some consideration to the 
growing, aggressive, and developing West, where we double our pop- 
ulation every ten years. Just think of it. With the present rate of 
growth, in five years we should be entitled to two additional members, 
and in ten years we shall fully double what we had under the census 
of 1880. 

Now, as a matter of fair play, of justice tocommunities, of justice to 
localities, and of especial justice to the growing Western States, this 
matter should be fairly considered. The same thing must apply ina 
lesser extent to Arkansas and to Missouri, both increasing rapidly in 
population and in development ofall kinds. Ishall regret exceedingly 
if our friends on both sides of the Chamber do not see it in that fair 
and just way and adopt the amendment submitted by my colleague as 
the views of the minority of the committee. 

There is one point further, so far as Minnesota is concerned, to which 
Iwish to allude. Had it not been for an unfortunate circumstance in 
taking the census, on account of the extreme rivalry existing between 
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two phenomenal cities of this country, St. Paul and Minneapolis, the 
census would have given us this extra member. We now Tack only 
2,000, but owing to therecountof population in those two cities, taken 
in an unfortunate season of the year, we lost 35,000 population that 
we otherwise should have had, in my judgment, 

Mr, HALE. The Senator does not mean to say that Minnesota lost 
a Representative because those two cities were watching each other? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I mean to say that we failed to gain one because 
of a recount, and we would haye done so, no doubt, if it had not been 
forthat recount, broughtabout by the jealous rivalry of these two cities. 
I do not think the reasons for a recount were any greater than in Omaha 
and several other cities; but there was a recount and it was a misfor- 
tune. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was taken in August. 

Mr. WASHBURN, It was taken ata very unfortunate time of the 
year, in August, and I have no doubt in the world that those two cities 
show a population of 20,000 less than if the final count had been made 
in June, as in the other States. So it occurs to me that there isa spe- 
cial reason why this feature of the amendment should be considered 
and favorably acted upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that in the 
determination of this question politics should not and must not enter. 
The only question is whether the framework of the bill does exact 
justice to all the States of the Union. I have read with great care 
the majority and the minority reports. While I had an impression be- 
fore perusing the Senate reports that probably the bill as it came from 
the other House is as fair as one could be framed with the enumera- 
tion that had been made, the conviction has been forced upon me by 
the views presented by the minority that some amendments should 
be made to the bill. 

Ishould like to ask the Senator from Minnesota, before I proceed 
farther in what I have to say, whether, if we adopted 361, following 
the theory of the majority of the committee, that would not produce 
a result that would be exactly fair to the States of Arkansas, Minne- 
sota, Missouri, and New York, and whether it would have any other 
effect than that of including Pennsylvania and giving Pennsylvania 
one more Representative. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam unable to answer without consulting the figures. 
My impression is that it would increase the number of the House to 
an extent which would be objected to. That would add Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and South Carolina. 

Mr. GORMAN. So I understand the Senator from Minnesota to say 
that there are serious objections to making it beyond 359. 

As I said a moment ago, political considerations must not so far as 
Iam concerned enter into the determination of this question. But at 
the same time we can not ignore the fact that the question has been 
raised as to injustice in the enumeration of at least one State of the 
Union if not more. I do not intend to reflect upon the Superin- 
tendent of the Census. I am inclined to believe, and I think the tes- 
timony warrants the statement, that in the main he has discharged 
his duty well ; that the figures which he presents are probably accu- 
rate, or as nearly soas they could be ascertained from the reports made, 
But the fact does stand out, nevertheless, that at the time when the 
enumeration was made in New York there were a great number of the 
inhabitants of that city who were absent, and I do not think that I 
go too far when I say that the proof is convincing that at least 200,000 
people there have practically been disfranchised. 

I asked the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] yesterday what 
reason was assigned why the census was not retaken there; in response 
to which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] had read the statement 
made by the Superintendent of the Census before a committee else- 
where, which statement I listened to as carefully as I could from the 
reading by the clerks, and I have glanced over it; but I confess that I 
have not yet heard any statement that is convincing to me of any good 
and sufficient reason for declining the request made by the authorities 
of the city of New York. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
now, who is in charge of the bill, to give us the reason why the De- 
partment refused to make a recount in New York after the request by 
the city government with the strong statements that were made by its 
representatives, considering thata like request was granted in other 
cities in States of the Union. 

Mr. HALE, It would take too long to go over the whole of that 
question. It is all stated in the document printed, I think, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maryland and which is before the Senate 
now, in the letters of Secretary Noble and of the Superintendent. It 
simply amounts to this: That, in the first place, there was nothing 
indicating any official action on the part of New York City or New 
York State until a long way beyond the time when other counts were 
gone into; that anything was informal, and when the testimony was 
produced it was incomplete; and that an investigation of the testimony 
produced, calling for a second count late in the season and almost at 
the end of the year, showed that it was of such an unsubstantial order 
that the Secretary did not deem it advisable to go on with the recount, 
thereby delaying, as it would have delayed, the entire census, 

There was, I will say, a suspicion in the minds of many fair men 


thatthe New York movement was what might be calleda bl game 
to secure the delay of the census returns and postpone the result, and 
it was considered that it was political in its nature and not really in 
the interest of a fair census. I do not need to go into the general rea- 
sons already touched upon by the Senator representing the State of New 
York, that any census taken in November would be yery much larger 
than a census taken in June. 

All of those considerations apply to the action of the Superintendent 
of the Census, and the whole subject-matter of the investigation is and 
has been for weeks before the committee of the House, which is dwell- 
ing upon and considering the subject, and in due time some report will 
be made from that committee. Under all these conditions and circum- 
stances the Superintendent of the Census did not believe any recount 
was needed or properly called for in New York, and: consequently de- 
clined it; and in that judgment I, for one, having given the subject 
some attention, fully concur. Ithink he wasright. The Senator from 
Maryland thinks he was wrong. i 

Mr. President, there never will be a census taken when there will 
not be dissatisfaction somewhere, If you set uprulesand theories why 
the population should be so and so, against what is presumed to be an 
impartial census, nobody will be satisfied. At every census that has 
been taken hundreds and thousands of towns have thought they had 
not population enough according to the returns, because everybody is 
in the habit of overestimating the population of the towns. The census 
of New York and the great cities around it shows that for the Jast ten 
years there has been an increase almost as great as there was between 
1870 and 1880. Everybody knows that the growth of New York City 
proper in the last ten years lias been somewhat sacrificed to the increased 
methods of communication with the other cities. Take a great circle 


Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
make a suggestion in that line? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think the Senator from Maryland is correct in 
stating that this is the first attempt at making an apportionment bya 
Congress sitting in the same year when the census wastaken, but I call 
his attention and that of other Senators to the fact that the Constitu- 
tion provides that each State shall choose a number of electors equal 
to its representation in the Houseand Senate. Now, this bill provides 
that after the 4th of March, 1893, the House of Representatives shall 
consist of 356 members. The Presidential election occurs in Novem- 
ber, 1892. The question I submit to the Senator from Maryland, and 
for the consideration of Senators on the other side is, if this bill passes, 
how many Presidential electors will the States choose in 1892? Are 
they to choose a number equal to the number which now compose the 
House and Senate or are they to choose the number provided forin the 
pending bill? For my part, Ido notsee how they can choose the num- 
ber provided for in the pending bill, because when they are chosen the 
House and Senate consist of only so many members, not the number 
of members provided for in the bill. ` 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will allow me, that question must have 
arisen every ten years. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It has nof. 

Mr. DAVIS. Clearly so, because the term of the next Congress can 
not begin until the term of the present Congress has expired. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It never can arise except where the apportion- 
ment takes effect immediately after the year of a Presidential election. 

Mr. DAVIS. But there are no Representatives, and can not be, 
under the apportionment, however we may word the bill, until after 
the expiration of the next Congress, 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the question I submit, if the Senator from 
Maryland will pardon me, can ariseonly when the apportionment takes 
effect immediately, as this does, after a Presidential election. Suppose 
this apportionment took effect in 1895, then there would be no ques- 
tion but that we would have to elect in 1892 a number of electors equal 
to the present BA Reece in the House and Senate, Butin 1892, 
under this bill, the people of the United States will elect 356 Repre- 
sentatives to the other House of Con The question I submit is, 
can they at the same time elect 356 electors for President, correspond- 
ing with that number iu the House, and two for each State besides? 
It seems to me they can not, because the Constitution provides that 
the people shall choose electors only equal to the present number, that 
is, the number which we will have in 1892, 
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Mr. DAVIS. Will not that always be the case necessarily ? 

Mr. CARLISLE., It could not be. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itseemstomeso. Ihave not had any opportunity 
to compare this proposed statute with those which have preceded it, 
but manifestly to my mind thisapportionment can not take effect until 
the term of the next Congress has expired; and unless it is a matter of 
deduction, I fancy that the phraseology of this bill follows the pre- 
ceding acts, 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The difficulty arises from the fact that in this 
particular instance you make your apportionment take effect immedi- 
ately after the Presidential election and you elect an additional number 
of members of the House of Representatives at the same time that you 
choose those electors, Now, the question Isubmit to the Senator from 
Minnesota is, how many electors are you going to elect? - That ques- 
tion never arises, and never can arise, except when the apportionment 
act takes effect as this does. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that question must haye arisen every ten years, 
necessarily, since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It could not do so. If the Senator from Minne- 
sota will look at the records he will find that itcould notarise; that the 
apportionment act did not take effect, as this does, immediately after 
a Presidential election. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the question raised by the Senator 
from Kentucky is a very important one. I take it that the chairman 
of the committee and the gentlemen in charge of the measure have 
given close attention to it, and, if the bill does require amendment in 
that particular, that amendment ought to be made now. Atalleyents, 
the suggestion is well worth consideration. My attention has not been 
called to it before. 

I was going on to say, Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from 
Maine, that itis an extraordinary fact that this is the first time in 
the history of the Government when an apportionment has been at- 
tempted to be made during the year in which the enumeration took 
place. That fact alone may show great party zeal. Atall events, the 
fact that we intend to pass this proposed act at this session of Congress 
and at this extraordinary time ought not to be held against the people 
of New York and other communities as enabling you to charge them 
with partisan zeal and a desire to delay when they made the ordinary 
request at the earliest possible moment for the correction of the enu- 
meration. I think it was unfair to the people of New York, that it 
was not fair for the Superintendent of the Census and the Secretary of 
the Interior to deny the request of the authorities of the city of New 
York, and, I believe, of the State as well, for a recount, simply that 
justice might be done them, stating the case as strongly as they did, 
and to raise these points. 

But behind all that, Mr. President, and without going into a criti- 
cism of these officials, I think we can on both sides of the Chamber 
admit that there was a great deal of zeal on the part of the officers of 
the Government and an extraordinary desire to accomplish what never 
had been attempted before, to rush this measure through at this ses- 
sion of Congress. In saying that, I want to repeat that in the present 
condition of affairs Iam not only content thatit shall go through, but 
I shall aid in the passage of the bill in whatever form it goes through 
the Senate, being, as I said a moment ago, in favor of making a fair 
bill, and I believe it can be made a fair bill by the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota and pressed by 
the minority of the committee. 

In saying that, I confess I am controlled somewhat by the facts in 
the New York case. I believe it is perfectly well established that in- 
justice has been done in that enumeration. , I do not believe that even 
the amendments offered by the Senator from Minnesota will give the 
full measure of political power that that great Commonwealth is en- 
titled to. But the amendment does correct it to some extent, and at 
the same time does justice to the States of Arkansas, Minnesota, and 
Missouri. 

Now, the Senator from Maine says that the case made out by New 
York for a recount is not a good one. I read from the document en- 
titled ‘‘Re-enumeration of New York City, being the record of the hear- 
ing before the Committee of the House of Representatives on the 
Eleventh Census, December 5, 1890,” a statement made by Mr. Bowers, 
who, I take it, was the attorney who represented the city of New York 
7a presenting that case tothe House committee. On page 6, Mr. Bowers 
said: 

In the other case— 

Referring to the last census— 


the returns were public property. Under the act of 1839, the only means which 
anybody has to got information of that kind is to ask the Superintendent of 
the Census to give a po Nes oe n list of the residents enumerated, and, in the 
case of the city of New York, we might get that at somo distant day, but we 
certainly could not get it at once. We have nowthe list of only one ward. We 
have not obtained tho list of the other four wards that we asked for, and we 
certainly could not get the list of the whole population in any reasonable time, 

Now, under the operations of the law, as I understand it, contrary to 
the usual custom, those records as to the enumeration were not public 
property. The citizen of New York whofelt aggrieved could notgo to 
the supervisor of the census in his district and ascertain the result as 
his deputies had figured it. It was nota matter of record with the 


clerks of the courts, as was the case when previous censuses were taken, 
but those records were remitted to Washington, to the Superintendent 
of the Census, and there was no possible way to get information as to 
what the enumeration was except by going to the city of Washington, 
tothe Superintendent of the Census. When application was made there 
all sorts of delays were put in the way, and up to this hour I under- 
stand they have not the information that they sought, and therefore 
they were compelled to rely upon the census which was taken by the 
police department in that great city. And so it was in other places, 

I think injustice and great injustice was done in that case, and I 
consider it the greater hecause applications not based upon such specific 
statements, made by other communities, were recognized and wereacted 
upon. A recount was made atthe request of Minneapolis and St. Paul 
which resulted in an injustice to Minnesota, which is now sought to be 
corrected by this amendment. 

Mr, President, the original act providing for this census, draughted 
by tke distinguished gentleman, now no more, who represented New 
York City, Mr. Cox, draughted ata time when the two branches of 
Congress were of different political complexions, the House of Repre- 
sentatives being Democratic and this body being Republican, was in- 
tended to be fair in its operations, and had a general provision which, 
if given a fair interpretation, would have made the census absolutely 
nonpartisan. It provided in fact for a division of the enumerators 
between the two great parties, a perfectly fairdivision. I am sorry to 
say that the spirit of thatlaw never was complied with, although the 
letter of it may have been. 

In my own State I do not believe out of the one hundred or more 
persons employed that there was a single man (if one I do not know 
it) representing the Democrats in that State, who were in the ma- 
jority by 20,000 or 30,000. So it wasin the State of New York. So 
it was everywhere over the Union, with possibly one or two excep- 
tions, When we come to remember that the city of New York in its 
politics is overwhelmingly Democratic, when they believe this injus- 
tice had been done them, when they know and have ascertained the 
fact in the only way in which they could ascertain it, that they 
have been deprived of the representation properly belonging to 200,- 
000 people, as a matter of course they have some feeling in the mat- 
ter. I confess that I believe the action of the Department here was 
unjust and unfair to that great community. I say that, notwith- 
standing I have made the declaration that I believe in the main the 
Superintendent intended to do what is right. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me at that point to say some- 
thing which may confirm the suggestion he has made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maryland yield to the Senatorfrom North Carolina? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. In 1870 the census of my State, North Carolina, showed 
that the population was 1,071,361. In 1880 it was 1,399,750, showing 
an increase in that decade of 328,389, or about 32} percent. The cen- 
sus of 1890, as reported, shows the population to be 1,617,947, or an 
increase of about 16 per cent. Those who are as well acquainted with 
the State of North Carolina as I am and who know that its prosperity 
and the increase in the number of its inhabitants have been little dis- 
turbed either by emigration or immigration know that there is a tre- 
mendous mistake here somewhere, either in the census of 1880 or in 
the census of 1890. 

The natural increase of the people onght to have been about 30 per 
cent., according to the statistics. I know of my personal acelin 
that there has been little emigration from the State, and what little 
there has been from the State has been fully compensated for by the 
immigration. But the last censusshows that the percentage of natural 
increase of the people has diminished one-half in that State, though it 
has not been visited by pestilence and notwithstanding the fact that 
the natural physical condition of the people, which is favorable to fe- 
cundity, has been constantly increasing during the decade. There is 
a greater increase of wealth, there is a greater increase of all the com- 
forts and conveniences of life, and there has been a greater increase in 
the marriage list in the State of North Carolina than there was in the 
preceding decade. ‘Therefore it is not reasonable to suppose that the 
natural increase of the people has diminished one-half in the face of 
circumstances which should have caused an increase instead of a dimi- 
nution. 

So this census is not right, and I have no doubt that those well ac- 
quainted with the statistics and the condition of their own States in 
the South will find upon examination a similar state of affairs to that 
which I have shown in the State of North Carolina. 

If the apportionment of representation in the next House of Repre- 
sentatives is based upon this census it will, in my opinion, be based 
upon a falseand incorrect census, Itis not necessary to assail the mo- 
tives of the men who took that census in order to come to that con- 
clusion. It is sufficient forus to know, in adopting an apportionment 
bill, that it is based upon an incorrect enumeration of the people, and 
that the purposes contemplated by the Constitution will not be ob- 
tained if we proceed to apportion the representation in Congress upon 
the recent census. F Ae 

In order to do perfect justice, in my opinion, this bill should go over 
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until another Congress and until another enumeration shall have been 
had wherever sufficient cause can be shown for an additional enumera- 
tion. $ 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me for a few 
moments? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to make a few suggestions in the same line as 
those made by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Tf this census is correct and we are to act uponit, one of the two propo- 
sitions which have been submitted by the committee should doubtless 
be adopted. But I would like to call the attention of theSenator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] particularly to the fact that the Census Bureau has 
not yet given to the Senate or the country any final statement as to 
the population of States by counties and divisions of counties. 

We have had general figures from each State, but the Senate has 
been striving for a month or more to get from the Census Office a state- 
ment of the population by counties and Congressional districts. This 
morning I hada communication from the Superintendent, in response 
to a letter from me asking the population of a division of a county in 
one of the States, and the information was given me that he and his 
subordinates were unable now to give it and were still at work getting 
up the information to answer the call which was made some time ago 
for the population of the State by counties and districts. That infor- 
mation has not yet come here. : 

Now, how is it possible for the Superintendent to give to the Senate 
and the country the population of States when he has not yet been able 
to give us the population by counties? Why is that information held 
back? The population of a State must be ascertained by aggregating 
the returns from the counties and towns and precincts and other divi- 
sionsof counties, Then itcan be ascertained whether the original divi- 
sions were enumerated correctly or not. We can notattack the figures 
for the whole State. 

My friend, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], can not 
point out where errors are in his State. He knows that they are some- 
where; but if he had the population by counties, if he had the popu- 
lation by divisions of counties, if he had the population by precincts, 
then he could get the assistance of his people at home and have a com- 
parison made showing defects, deficiencies, errors, and mistakes wher- 
ever they exist, and they could be pointed outand corrected. But we 
are simply told that there are so many hundred thousand people in the 
State of North Carolina, or so many million people in the State of New 
York, and when we come to test these results by examining the figures 
from the divisions we search in vain for these figures. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of ths Senate to a 
paper that was laid on our desks this morning coming from the Census 
Bureau relating to the population of Massachusetts by counties and 
their divisions. I have been supposing that the supplement to the 
Congressional Directory gave us correct and accurate information with 
reference to the population of the States. From that source I have 
Iearned that the population of Massachusetts, according to the last 
census report, was 2,233,407. But this morning there comes Census 
Bulletin No. 24 from Mr. Porter, and he gives the population of Mas- 
sachusetts at 2,238,943,.a discrepancy of over 5,000. 

Can we go on, Mr. President, and perfect this work of apportionment 
when we have not the elements of population by counties or by divisions 
of counties? Can we know which is correct in regard to the popula- 
tion of Massachusetts, whether 2,233,407 or 2,238,943? Are there 
not similar errors and deficiencies in the returns from other States? We 
are only favored here in this,instance with the population of Massa- 
chusetts. A day or two ago I gota similar bulletin with reference to 
New Hampshire, but I have not had an opportunity of comparing it 
with the figures in the supplement to the Congressional Directory, 
which, I understand, were furnished by the Census Bureau, 

But if the Census Bureau now issues contradictory statements with 
teference to Massachusetts, making a difference of 5,000 and more in 
the total population, may there not be like errors and deficiencies in 
the population of other States? And, if so, are we not premature in 
our work? Are we not attempting to force this thing before its time? 
Are we not attempting to make this apportionment when we have not 
the elements upon which an apportionment can properly be made? 
There may be errors which affect the States of Minnesota, Pennsyl- 
vania, New York, and Arkansas, making a difference of a few thousand 
in the remainders, and in making the apportionment before we get the 
rhe figures we may be doing injustice to one or the other of these 

tates. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to these 
facts and suggest that there ought to be some explanation as to the 
figures we are working upon and whether or not we have in our pos- 
session the means of testing them as the final statement of the census. 
I have been examining this subject for some time, and I had supposed 
that this information, supplied by thesupplement to the Congressional 
Directory, was correct; but this morning itis all wrong, there being a 
difference by the latest bulletin of 5,002 and more in a single State. 


XXIT-——120 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Florida want me to reply to 
him now? 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave but little more to say, but if the Senator has 
any question to ask I will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr: 
GORMAN] is entitled to the floor and has yielded to the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PAsco]. 

Mr. HISCOCK rose, : 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator from Florida, 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave but little more to say, and perhaps it will be 
as convenient to the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] for me to complete what I was going 
tosay. I will yield, however, to the Senator from Maine if he desires 
to ask a question. 

But this is the state of the case. Now, Mr. President, I havestriven 
for weeks, from the commencement of the present session, to get the 
population of my own State by counties. I have been satisfied that 
great injustice was done to the State of Florida, though perhaps not 
enough to make any difference in this apportionment, so far as that 
State is concerned. I have heard that the population of the city of 
Jacksonville, which my people at home believe is largely underrated, 


was taken upon the theory that those who had gone off to spend the 


summer elsewhere, and who are taxpayers and residents of that city, 
should be enumerated in the States where they were temporarily so- 
journing during the summer. : 

Where there is a large diminution of population, like that which is 
said to exist in the case of the city of Jackgonville, to be accounted for, 
the census was probably taken upon some such theory as that. I wanted 
to ascertain whether there were deficiencies all over the State, and I 
sought information from the Census Bureau with reference to counties 
and divisions of counties in order that I mightinvestigate that matter, 
in-order that I might get the help of my people at home in different 
parts of the State, to make comparisons and test the figures, but the in- 
formation has not yet been given. I have not yet been able to get from 
the Superintendent a statement of the population of the different 
counties in my State and their divisions, 

An effort was made on the 31st of December, 1890, here in the Sen- 
ate by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ], toget tho pop- 
ulation of all the States by counties and Congressional districts. 

He offered the following resolution: 

Resolced, That the Superintendent of the Census be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate the population of the United States, according to the 
census of 1890, by Congressional districts, and that this information be supplied 
at the earliest possible moment, 

That information has not yet come in. The same information was 
being sought at the same time by the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. FAULKNER], who had a similar resolution before the Senate, but 
it was withdrawn upon the adoption of the one offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska;-and I stated at the same time that I was desirous of 
getting this information in reference to my own State. 

Now, Mr. President, we are still without that information, and if 
the Superintendent of the Census is unable to give us the population 
by counties, if he is unable to give us the elements of the population 
upon which his final statement must rest, how is it possible for him 
to give us a statement which is accurate with reference to entire States, 
and how can we now make a fair and accurate apportionment? 

I say, Mr, President, it is manifest that we require the information 
which we have reguested, and we should have it before this apportion- 
ment can be properly made. I admit that the work of the committee 
appears to be thorough and careful, and I have listened with great in- 
terest to thesubjectas presented by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]; butthey havenot touched 
atall upon this question as to the sufliciency of the information before 
the Senate. It seems to me that there has been an effort made somo- 
where, not in this body, to press this matter to a determination and a 
conclusion before we have the means of arriving at a proper result; 
and until we get the population of the States by Congressional districts 
and by counties, the very information which the Senate has been seek- 
ing for a month, we are not ready to enter upon the apportionment in- 
telligently. 

And while I am on the floor, as I do not expect to speak again on this 
subject, I would like to ask the Senator from Maine whether he has con- 
sidered theinexpediency of having an even numberof Representatives. 
The number is 356. That number, with 88 (the number of Senators), 
will make an even number in determining the number of Presidential 
electors; and I would like to suggest to him whether the inconvenience 
of having an even number has been considered in committee. I have 
seen no reference to it on this floor or in thepublic newspapers or else- 
where, and I would like to suggest that an even number is not desir- 
able, 

It might possibly result in a tie in a Presidential election, and we all 
know that that would be an unfortunate condition of things and would 
throw the election of President and Vice President into the House of 
Representatives and Senate. That has not been referred to, but it 
has occurred to me asbeing a manifestinconvenience. Aneven number 
should be ayoided if possible, and whether it is done by raising or re- 
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ducing thenumber I suggest totheSenator from Maine that the avoid- 
ance of such a result should be considered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Maryland has 
yielded the floor 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ifnot, I will speak in my own time, 

Mr: GORMAN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Presidgnt, so much hns been said upon the 
other side of the Chamber in respect to the injustice that has been done 
to New York by the majority report that itseems as if Tam called upon 
to make some suggestions in response, I having concluded to support 
the majority report. 

I do not believe thatit is a matter of vital consequence to my State 
whether she has a representation upon the floor of the other House 
of 34 to 356 or 35 to 360. I believe if it is 34 to 356 she loses the frac- 
tion of a vote in her representation. But itis essentially a matter of 
interest to the people of the State of New York that a fair censusshould 
be taken, that an honest census should be taken, and that a full cen- 
sus should be taken. 

To some extent my colleague [Mr. EvAnts] and myselfare responsi- 
ble for the census of the city of New York. We are responsible just 
to this extent, that we were consulted by the Superintendent df the 
Census in respect to who should be charged with the duty of taking 
that census and in respect to the agencies that should be employed to 
takeit; and I speak for myself, and I think Ispeak alsofor my colleague 
in that particular, when I say that to no question brought to our atten- 
tion did we give more careful consideration or exercise greater care in 
the selections that were made on the advice which we gave to the 
Superintendent of the Census or the Secretary of the Interior, in 
respect to those who were to be delegated there to have charge of that 
great work. I believe, sir, that honest, capable, efficient, and con- 


scientious men were selected to discharge the duties imposed upon them 
bylaw, We advised the selection of the ablest men we could find to 
discharge those t duties, 


Now, I have no doubt that any census taken in the State of New 
York, commencing the Ist of June, will fail to represent the actual 
population of that city. The Second ward of the city of New York has 
been referred to here to illustrate the errors that have been made in 
that census. Itis what is called a down-town ward, a business ward. 
I may be mistaken, but I apprehend that there is not a dwelling or a 
tenement house init. The population there is largely composed of 
janitors and laborers who have charge of buildings and perhaps some 
others, and the population very largely depends upon the activity of 
the business there at any season of the year. 

When buildings are closed the people are away, and in that season 
of the year in which business is slack, if I may use that term, in which 
establishments are closed, or in which they have a reduced force (re- 
duced on account of stagnation in business there in the summer season) 
an exhibit is made of a much less population than would be exhibited 
in the month of September or October. é 

Tt is a little remarkable in this respect that the Second ward was se- 
lected upon which to und the grievance against the census. The 
wards in which dwellings and tenement houses exist and in which 
people have habitations of that kind were not selected, but the Second 
ward was chosen. 

‘Mr. President, let us look at the law a moment in regard to the du- 
ties of the Superintendent of the Census. It provides that the enu- 
meration required by the act shall commence with the Ist of June, 1890, 
and be taken as of that date; that each enumerator shall prosecute the 
canvass of his subdivision from that date forward on each week day, 
without intermission except for sickness or other urgent cause; that 
any unnecessary cessation of his work shall be suficient ground for his 
remoyal and the appointment of another person in his place; and that 
any person so appointed shall take an oath, etc. It also provides that 
it shall be the duty ofeach enumerator to complete the returns in his 
district, and to prepare the returns thereof required to be made, and 
forward te same to the supervisor in his district on or before the 1st 

of July. 
a oder the law he had 30 days. Now I call the attention of the Sen- 
ate for a moment to the last clause of section 5 of the law under which 
the census was taken: 

Whenever it shall appear that any portion of the enumeration and census 
provided for in this act has been negligently or improperly taken and is by 
reason thereofincomplete, the Superintendent of the Consus, with the approval 
ofthe Secretary of the Interior, may cause such incomplete and unsat tory 
enumeration and census to be amended or made anew under such methods ns 
may, in his discretion, be practicable, - 

By the Ist of July those reports were to be in. I now call atten- 
tion to the clause that I find in the letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior upon this subject: 

There are some excuses— 

He says— . 
prese y the mayor why the papers ar tonin the s t T: 
che parte ARDOR rinto io modes tues the Tirat on aer eo Onltad 
States census at 1,513, 


and was then widely published, while the police count did not 
tember 29 last, 


1, on the rough count. was made ree ee ee a 
nun p- 


Xow, I say very frankly for myself that I see no reason why a cen- 
sus should bo ordered in the city of New York unless ordered through- 
out the State of New York, for, in a degree almost proportionate to the 
population, it is true of every city in New York that in the hot season, 
in the summer months, houses are closed, laborers are scattered, and 
the census enumeration does not indicate the population. That is 
true with reference to New England. It is true with reference to all 
States in which are large cities. Of course there are not so many 
changes of population in purely agricultural districts as in those dis- 
tricts in which a large proportion of the population are in large towns. 

I say, therefore, upon the proof that was made before the Secretary 
of the Interior, or, in the first instance, before the Superintendent of 
the Census, I see no reason for a new enumeration in that State that 
would not apply to every State. The fault, tho vice, if there is any, 
is in the period of time, the season of the year selected for taking the 
census, Yet I believe the same season of the year wasselected for the 
recent census that has been selected for all preceding censuses, 

Mr. GORMAN, Will theSenator from New York permit me toask 
him a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN, ` I desire toask the Senator from New York whether 
it was not a fact that a publication was made immediately after the 
enumeration was had by the local officers, showing that there were 
175,000 more persons in the city of New York than afterwards appeared 
when the count was revised in the office here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think a representation of that kind, or partially 
to that effect at least, was made in September. I haveno doubt that 
you may take the census of New York City next year in the month of 
June and take it again in September or October, when the people have 
returned there, when laborers who had found employment elsewhere 
during the summer months had returned to the places where they are 
employed in the fall, and you will find precisely the same discrepancies 
as you found last year. That is my opinion with reference to that, 

Mr. GORMAN rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield to the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN, I rose merely for the purpose of getting informa- 
tion. TIshould like to ask the Senator from New York if it bea fact 
that the local officer, the supervisor of the census for that city (of 
course the Senator says he was recommended by him and his colleaguo 
and is an intelligent man, of all of which I have no doubt), had it an- 
nounced or if it came to his office that there were 1,700,000 in New 
York and it was so published, and that three weeks or a month after- 
wards, whatever the time may have been, when the figures were re- 
vised here in the Census Office, then the publication was made for the 
first time that there wero 175,000 less, did not that make a case that 
ought to have been looked into. 

Mr, HISCOCK. TI think not. If it did it could be accounted for 
upon the theory I have suggested. 

Mr. GORMAN. But howcould that theory be made to apply if tho 
fact that I have suggested is true? 

Mr. HISCOCK. TI have attempted to demonstrate ect ES I 
have failed:—that from the necessities of the case there must be a large 
difference between the population exhibited by a census taken in the 
city of New York in the month of June and one taken late in Septem- 
ber or in October of that year. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator will see that the census taken in 
September or October has no reference to the question I ask. In the 
month of June tlie officers, whom the Senator has so well described as 
being capable, high-toned, Sy tag gentlemen and earnest in the 
discharge of their duties, made 1,700,000 persons in the city of New 
York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not understand it so. 

Mr. GORMAN. It was so published in all the papers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idonotunderstanditso. Ido not understand that 
there was any evidence proving that there were 175,000 more people 
in New York in the month of June than were disclosed by the census 
report. Ido not think there was any proof of that kind that could 
stand the test. 

That is what I have to say in respect to that. I domot undertake 
to say that evidence may not have been furnished, taking the death 
rates, basing population upon the number of votes cast, and by meth- 
ods of that sort; Ido not undertake to say that that may not have been 
done. 

I regret that the chairman of the Committee on the Census who has 
charge of the bill, and especially the Senator from Minnesota, are not 
present to listen to what I have to say in respect to the majority re- 
port or the apportionment as proposed in the views set forth by the 
minority. 

Let us take the State of Arkansas to illustrate, for that is one of the 
States to which itis proposed to add a member. If you give to Ar- 
kansas 7 Representatives in the House of Representatives the result is 
that she has one Representative to each 161,168 of population. Atthe 
same time, if you fix the representation according to the views of the 
minority, Pennsylvania, ata representation of 30, would be 1 to every 
175,267 of population. California, according to the views of the minor- 
ity, is to haye the same representation as Arkansas, and each of her 
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Representatives will haye back of him 172,590, while Arkansas, I re- 

eat, will have 161,168 and California will have back of each of her 
Popitenstitatives 10,000 more of population than each Representative 
from the State of Arkansas, 

Tn the case of Colorado each of her Representatives will have back of 
him 206,099, while each Arkansas Representative will have, Irepeat, back 
of him 161,168, Indiana will haye 1 Representative to each 168,646 
of population, while Arkansas will have, Irepeat, in order thatit may be 
thoroughly understood, 1 Representative to each 161,168 of population. 
Maryland, the State of my friend, will have 1 Representative to cach 
173,731 of population. Massachusetts will have 1 Representative to 
each 172,286 of population. South Carolina will have 1 Representative 
to each 164,449. Missouri will have, on a representation of 15,1 Rep- 
resentative to each 178,000 and a little over, being about the same 
amount that Pennsylvania will have if she has allotted to her 30 Rep- 
resentatives. But the bill proposes to increase her representation 1, 
with the result that there would be 1 Representative to about 167,000 
of population. 

I have taken States indiscriminately for the purpose of this illus- 
tration, and I find this to be true: That Arkansas, upon a basis of 360 
members, will have one less that she will have if the House is to con- 
sist of 359 members. Nevertheless it is true that each of her Repre- 
sentatives will morenearly represent the same population that the Rep- 
resentatives of other States will represent than if she is increased from 
7 to 8. é 

The reason of this is illustrated in the letter which was read here 
from the Superintendent of the Census, Mr, Porter, that where the 
larger dividend is divided by two divisors, one larger and one smaller, 
of course, and the smaller dividend subdivided by the same divisors, 
the larger the dividend the larger the loss in fractions to the two as 
between the fractions made by the larger and the smaller dividends; 
but when you go one step further and seek to find out the population 
back of each of the Representatives you find that that is not affected 
in the same way; and, as I have said in this case, and I believe it to 
be trne, that fixing the number at either 356 or 360 for the House of 
Representatives the populations back of the members respectively will 
be more nearly even at those numbers than at any intermediate number 
at which the House may be fixed. 

Mr. President, I regard it as important that this bill should be passed 
at this session of Congress. It is nota precedent to be followed that 
it shall go over to the next Congress because heretofore apportionments 
upon the censuses have been made after the enumeration later than in 
this case. The question is whether we are as well prepared to make 
an apportionment now as we will be at any future time, and, if so, it 
ought to be done and those States entitled to a larger and fuller rep- 
resentation in the House of Representatives should have it. At this 
late day in this Congress, with the work that we have before us, in my 
judgment, to send this bill back to the House of Representatives to be 
revised there, and probably to be acted upon by a committee of confer- 
ence, is so dangerous that, notwithstanding the offer is made of an ad- 
ditional member to the State of New York, I have made up my mind 
to vote for and support the report of the majority. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, no priorcensushas been taken with the 
expedition which has characterized the present one. The reason why 
the apportionment bill has been delayed in its passage heretofore is 
that the census has been belated. The enumeration under the census 
of 1870 was not actually completed until August 23 of that year, and 
the census before the present one was only completed March 4, 1881. 
The final official count followed soon after that. So that it was im- 
possible for Congress to grapple with the question of apportionment 
and pass upon it until after the ending of the Congress under which 
the census was taken; but there has never been any delay sought by 
either political party whenever the ze turns of the census have been so 
eompleted that Congress could deal with the matter, 

The reason that the census and the apportionment are now before 
Congress is simply that under the present Superintendent that great 
work and all of the manifold labors that have been involved in it have 
been so managed and brought toa head that on November 26, 1890, 
the comets official report of all the population of the United States 
was e public and submitted to the people. 

Mr. MORRILL. That never has been done before. 

Mr, HALE. Never, as I have said. I baye given the illustration 
of the other censuses that have been taken, and they have been months 
and, some of them, years behind this in expedition. I look upon this 
as being the most praiseworthy feat that has been performed under 
the Superintendent of the Census. Greater, wider, much more exten- 
sive as this work has been, still it has by good’management been brought 
into such harmony and such working order that the announcement 
was made last November of the results of the census taken in the June 
preceding; and if anybody inquires (and inquiry has been made on the 
other side) why what is called undue haste is manifested in pushing 
this matter through, the explanation which I have just given is the 
answer: that the executive part of the work has been done with uu- 
paralleled celerity, and that nowit is the duty of Congress to deal with 
the matter. The House of Representatives has acted upon this theory. 

There are no considerations that have been presented either by the 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] or the Senatorfrom Florida 
[Mr. PAsco] that were not fittingly and properly considered by the 
House of Representatives. I donotrememberin the debates that arose 
there that any suggestion was made ns to the desirability of pi ne- 
ment. Never until this morning, when the attitude which, perhaps, 
may be taken on the other side of this Chamber was developed by the 
Senator from North Carolina, was an intimation given that there was 
a desire to postpone this matter and to throw it over into the next 
Congress. 

The suggestion made by the Senator from Florida that the returns 
bave not been received by counties and smaller municipal divisions 
does not in any way interpose as a barrier to the passage of this bill. 
All those figures by smaller municipal organizations are being every day 
worked out by the Superintendent of the Census, and from time to time 
the recapitulations of the different States have been received, and to-day 
the returns from a large number of States have been sent in by coun- 
ties. I may say here with entire confidence, as bearing upon the prac- 
tical side of this mattter, that long before the Legislatures now in ses- 
sion are ready to commence and continue the work of apportionment 
for the Congressional districts, every one of such States will receive 
official and accurate returns from the Census Office, so that the com- 
mittees of the different Legislatures and the bodies themselves will not 
be delayed forasingle day. Ithink the country ought to be congratu- 
lated and the Census Office ought to be eee upon the expe- 
dition and quickness with which this work been performed. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has raised a question 
as to the operation of this bill on the Electoral College in the next Pres- 
idential election. The answer to that question, which came rather in 
the form of a query than an objection, js found in the fact that all of 
the census bills have been precisely in this regard like the present one. 
They have been passed in a Congress preceding the Congress which is 
to be elected under the apportionment provided for. The bills have 
provided when the act shall take effect and have fixed the number of 
Representatives. They are in this regard exactly like the present bill. 
After the Tenth Census was taken it was enacted that ‘‘ after the 3dof 
March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be composed ” of so 
many members. 

The act of February 20, 1872, avplying to the Ninth Census, is pre- 
cisely analogous to this, in that it was in relation to a Congress which 
came in with the President to be elected at the succeeding election; in 
other words, it was just twonty years ago; and, as everybody knows, 
under the cycles of Presidential elections, every twenty years the Presi- 
dential elections come around in the census year. That bill provides 
for the apportionment previous to the Presidential election of 1872. 
This bill provides for the Congress that shall come in next after the 
Presidential election of 1892. So that the analogy is complete, In 
that bill it was provided that ‘‘from and after the 3d day of March, 
1873, the House of Representatives shall be composed of 283 members.’” 

The present bill provides that ‘after the 3d of March, 1893,” just 
twenty years after, *‘the House of Representatives shall be composed 
of 356 members.” So there was a bill providing for a Congress com- 
ing in after the Presidential election intervening, precisely as this bill 
provides for the members of a Congress that shall come in directly after 
another Presidential election intervenes, making the analogy perfect 
between the two. There is no question therefore raised in this bill 
that was not raised under the other bills which haye been ed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine whether 
the electoral college was then on the basis of the increased representa- 
tion? ` 

Mr. HALE. The electoral college in 1872 was upon the basis of the 
increase. The Manual, on pages 369, 370, and 371, shows the number 
of votes cast in the electoral college in that year, which corresponds 
to the increase of membership in the House with the Senatorial repre- 
sentation added. The language of that act, as I have just said, is pre- 
cisely the’ language of fhe present bill. It seems, therefore, to have 
been settled by unvaried practice, by unbroken precedents, that what- 
ever may be ths time at which, so far as members of Con are con- 
cerned, theapportionment shall take effect, the election of President has 
been based upon the representation that has been given to the Con- 
gress that is elected at the time of the Presidential election, and which 
comes in with the term of office of the President, which undoubtedly is 
a fair and reasonable construction. 

It would not, it seems to me, be consistent with good sense that a 
Congress which is elected nnd comes in with the new President should 
be upon the old basis, but rather that it should be upon the new; and 
the Manual, which has been handed to me by the Senator from Wy- 
oming [Mr. CAREY], seems to bear out this view. 

Mr. GORMAN, ‘Tho Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], who 
is absent from his seat for a moment, raised the point to which the 
Senator has just replied. 

Mr. HALE. I regretted that the Senator was not here. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ihavesent fortheSenator. A moment ago, in pri- 
vate conversation, in addition to what he said in public, he seemed to 


have a very decided impression that there was an omission here which — 


possibly mightgive trouble. Asa matter of course we all want to have 
the matter correct, so that there can not be any difficulty about it. I 
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understood the Senator from Maine to say a moment ago that he had 
carefully examined the matter and that what heretofore occurred cor- 
responds with the present condition of affairs. Of course, if the Sena- 
tor from Maine has given it careful attention and has come to that con- 
elusion I have nothing to say about the matter, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, judging by the attendance there is 
no intense desire for immediate action upon this bill, but I will submit 
a statement in support of the general positions taken by the Senator 
oe Maine and also relative to matters interesting to my own State 
at least. 

Connecticut has 746,258 inhabitants according to the last census, a 
gain in round numbers of about 124,000 during the ten years She is 
certainly in a position to be quite impartial in this matter, for, begin- 
ning with 332 members of the House of Representatives, at a ratio of 
186,473 for each member of the House, Connecticut would be entitled 
to 4, with a population of 366 to spare; and, following the tables ac- 
companying the majority report, ifthe House should be 43 larger than 
it is, that is to say, if it should contain 375 members, Connecticut 
would, of course, still retain her old members and would have a sur- 

lus of 85,898. So that nowhere within this very wide range, cover- 
ing, in the judgment of the committee, I suppose, all the possibilities 
of a bill like this, would she either gain or lose a member. It is true 
that, with her 4 members, she has a large number of inhabitants for 
each, much aboye the average for the wholecountry; that is, a ratio of 
1 Representative to 173,901. Now, with the proposed number of 356 
Connecticut saves her 4membersand has a balance to spare of 50,654. 

With 375 members in the House, the table here says Connecticut 
would not gain another, but would have 4 Representatives. Though 
having more than one-half of the ratio, havinga major fraction, thatis 
to say, having 85,898 to spare, the table says she would not gain another 
Representative, I suppose, because those who have made up the table 
here find that that ratio could not he observed and spare her one for a 
major fraction. 

Now, Connecticut, with her 746,258 and 4 Representatives, has1 Rep- 
resentative for 186,564; that is, in round numbers, 13,000 above the 
ratio of the average of the States in the Union. 

Now, let us see how the States which I will not say are complaining, 
but are asking for more, are situated in comparison with Connecticut. 
Minnesota has 7 Representatives under this bill. She has, to be sure, 
a considerable fraction, but she has 1 Representative for 185,975, while 
Connecticut has a Representative for 188,564. Minnesota is just a 
thousand better off than Connecticut as the bill stands. But if you 
give Minnesota the additional member sought she will have 8 members 
for her 1,301,826 people, being 1 Representative for 162,728, and she 
will be 14,000 better off for cach member of the Legislature than Con- 
necticut now is; that is to say, she will have a member in proportion 
to population 14,000 below that which gives a member in Connecticut. 

The State of Arkansas, which is a beneficiary under the proposed 
amendment, has a population of 1,128,179. With the 6 Representa- 
tives it is proposed to give her, she would have one member for each 
184,696, almost identically the representation that is proposed for 
Connecticut, which she expects to have. But, if you give Arkansas 
the additional member, she will have, with her 7 members, one for 
each 161,168—that is, she will be 12,000 per member better off than 
the average of the country and she will be 25,000 a member better off 
than Connecticut. By ‘‘being better off,” I mean, of course, having 
a Representative for a smaller number of people. 

It is utterly impossible, Mr. President, to adjust this representation 
with perfectly mathematical equality; it is absolutely impossible. As 
you increase the number of Representatives with a view of doing more 
nearly equal justice, you run into constant apparent absurdities; that 
is to say, the State A B, on a rise of 4 in the total number of members, 
might be entitled to au additional member, but, if you go on and add 
8, that very State would fail to get a member, and another State, that 
is not entitled to it under the rise of 4, will get a member. Itis per- 
fectly simple to the ordinary common-school student of mathematics 
when he begins to think of it. 

But, instead of this ratio of 1 to 173,000, we take the ratio of 1 to 
172,000. That would givea spare thousand in each Congressional dis- 
trict, and New York immediately has 34,000 to spare to begin counting 
up a moiety, which she gets very soon. 

In the long run, taking these tables, you approximate toan equality 
perhaps, but there will be an injustice that appears to be greatin many 
cases to the persons concerned in any possible statement you can make. 
If we, for instance, let in the four States to which it is proposed to give 
an additional member each, we will find just below their fraction 
fractions in other States which will lead us to gratify them, and just 
below those fractions we will find some other States equally anxious 
and heving an equity created by our action on this amendment almost 
equal to the equity which the Senator from Minnesota presents, 

We are extraordinarily fortunate in the bill, so far as we can judge, 
which, if it shall pass here unanimously, will be practically the unan- 
imous vote of the whole Congress. It comes to us having satisfied a 
body—and I speak with entire respect—that has been very difficult to 
satisfy ina great many matters; and we ought to congratulate ourselves 
npon the opportunity to pass an act of such gréat and lasting importance 
under such happy auspices. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is in his 
seat now. While he was absent, in answer to a question he raised 
about the operation of this bill upon the Electoral College, I referred to 
the apportionment bill of 1872, which is precisely analogous to this, 
having been passed fixing the representation in thesame language that 
is applied in this bill and a Presidential election intervening as itdoes 
in this case. 

That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the House of-Representatives 
shall be composed, ete. 

The present bill provides: 

That after the 3d of March, 1893, etc. 


Tt isat the end of twenty years and the circumstances are precisely 
the same. That bill was passed, taking effect on the 4th day of March 
after an intervening Presidential election like the present. In that 
Electoral College, which the people passed upon in 1872, in November, 
as under this bill they will in 1892, in November, the apportionment 
was 293 members and the Electoral College was 367 members, being 
made up of the 293 members of the Honse of Representatives provide 
for in the apportionment bill and 74 Senators, two from each State, 
making 367. That was the basis of the electoral vote at that time. 
In counting the votes of the States of Arkansas and Louisiana a ques- 
tion wasraised about their donblecertificates, and they were not counted, 
but the basis of the college was 367 members, the new apportionment 
and the Senatorial representation added. 

Mr.CARLISLE. What was the increase of members of the other 
House on that apportionment? 

Mr. HALE. I think it was from 240 to 293. 

Mr. CARLISLE. At any rate, there was an increase, which, of 
course, presents the same question that is presented here. 

Mr. HALE. The samequestion precisely that is presented here. I 
will give the Senator the exact figures. The increase was from 243 to 
293, 

Mr. CARLISLE. An increase of 50. 

Mr, HALE. An increase of 50. I recall the circumstances of that 
apportionment because I was a member of the House of Representatives 
at that time and took a great deal of interest in that subject. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My attention was called a few moments ago to 
the fact that the apportionment based upon the census of 1870 was 
made by an act passed February 18, 1872, to take effect on the 4th of 
March, 1873, or rather providing the increase of Representatives to 
take effect, to begin on the 4th of March, 1873. TI have not looked, 
however, at the record to see what number of Presidential electors was 
chosen in 1872. The Senator from Maine now furnishes that informa- 
tion, It appears that, without any question at all, the various States 
at that election in November chose a number of electors corresponding 
with the number of Representatives in the House and the Senate as it 
would stand under the new apportionment act. But, as I have said, 
there was no question whatever made about thatelection, The major- 
ity for the Republican candidate, General Grant, as everybody knows, 
was very large, and it would haye made no difference one way or the 
other, no matter what numberof electors was chosen by the people. 

Suppose, however, the election should be very close and Nebraska, 
for instance, should choose in November, 1892, three more electors 
than the State is now entitled to under the existing law in the House 
of Representatives, and that the other States, which gain one or two 
Representatives under this bill, should also choose a larger number of 
electors and the result of the Presidential election should be doter- 
mined by the votes of these additional electors, I submit to the Sena- 
tor from Maine that under the Constitution, which we cannot change 
by any Jaw, no matter what language you may employ, each State is 
entitled only to that number of electoral votes AKH corresponds with 
its number of Representatives in the House of Representatives and its 
number of Senators here at the time when it chooses its electors. 

If the Constitution does not mean that, it means nothing. You can 
not say that a State may choose a number of electors corresponding 
with the number of Representatives and Senators it may have at some 
future time, because if you do you are confined to no particular time, 
and you might as well say that a State may choose the number fifty 
years from now as to say it can choose the number it will have one 
year from now or two years from now. ‘This is the language of tho 
Constitution : 


Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof may 
direct, a number of electors, equal to the whole number of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress; butno Senator 
or Representative, or person holding an ofice of trust or profit under the United 
States, shall be appointed an elector, 


If that does not mean that the State shall be entitled only to the 
number that it then has in the House and in the Senate, it has no defi- 
nite meaning and no fixed meaning at all. While the precedent re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Maine is entitled, of course, to some 
force, yet it settles nothing with regard to this matter, for the reason 
I have just stated, that there was no controversy whatever about the 
election, and the votes of these additional electors bad no effect one 
way or the other. 

But now we are proposing to make an apportionment which willin- 
crease the number of Representatives in the House to 356, or to 360 if 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
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shall be adopted, and we are approaching a Presidential election which 
may be very close and the result of which may depend upon a less 
number of votes than the increase which is being made to the number 
of Representatives in the House, and we may be confronted, therefore, 
with this very grave and important question involving the title to the 
chief executive office in the country, and if there is any way in which 
we can provide for ascttlement of it, it seems to me we ought to doit. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tacky, with his leave, whether there is not a precedent on this sub- 
ject, and whether there must not have been one at every decennial 
period, and what he finds the precedent to be. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is one to which I referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but are there not others ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No other that I know of, for this reason, if the 
Senator will excuse me, that it has happened but once before, so far as 
I remember, and that was in 1872, that the new apportionment took 
effect just immediately following a Presidential election. _ 

Mr. HOAR. I would say that I remember being a member of the 
Massachusetts Legislature in 1852, and I think the same thing hap- 
pened then. I have not looked to see how the electoral college was 
arranged at that time. 

Mr. HALE. It would occur, of course, every twenty years. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would if Congress happened to pass an appor- 
tionment bill as it does now. 

Mr. HALE. And as it always has before. 

Mr. CARLISLE, There was a bill passed in 1882 and we had no 
Presidential election until 1884. ; 

Mr. HALE. Itonlyoccursoncein twenty years. In 1852 it wasthe 
same, and in 1832 the same, and the basis of the electoral vote was the 
representation in the Congress that was elected at the same time that 
the Presidential election occurred and the Congress that came in with 
the Presidential term. I do not think there is any exception. 

So that, whatever question might be raised upon the language the 
Senator is debating, the precedents arethe other way. Ft has without 
question, so far as I can find, been settled, and no demurrer was raised, 
no objection was raised, that the Electoral College should be upon the 
basis of the representation of the House of Representatives elected at 
the same time with the President, and the Senate added. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I notice in opening the 
Manual on pages 364 and 365 that the number of electors of the State 
of Massachusetts was increased from 12 to 13. Itwas 12 in the Presi- 
dential election which took place in 1848 and 13 in that which took 
place in 1852. So, of course, precisely the same thing must have hap- 
pened as will happen now. ‘The number of electors assigned to the 
different States was based on the number of Representatives to which 
the State was entitled in the Congress elected at the same time with 
the President, whose term of office as far as the Representatives were 
concerned, began at the same time with the President. That seems to 
be the logical and probable result. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course, as I have said, these precedents are en- 
titled to great force, but still they do not absolutely settle the ques- 
tion. It may be that upon the language of the Constitution which I 
have read it is proper for the State to choose the number of electors 
corresponding with the number of Senators and Representatives it may 
have in the next succeeding Congress, The language is this. I will 
read it again. Itis a little peculiar: 

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof may 
direct, a number of electors, equal to the whole number of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress, 

Now, giving to that language a very liberal construction, it might be 
held properly, perhaps, that the State is entitled to choose the number 
of electors to which it may be entitled under some law which has been 
passed, but which has not yet taken effect. That, it seems to me, 
would be a rather strange construction of the provision of the Consti- 
tution. 

My purpose in calling the attention of the Senate to it was not to 
have any contention about it or to take any very decided position upon 
the subject one way or the other, but simply to have it considered, 
and, if there is any way in which we can settle it so as to avoid any con- 
troversy hereafter when the Presidential election occurs, to have it done. 

Of course the whole country is interested in hayingits Presidential 
election settled peaceably, lawfully, and without any unnecessary agi- 
tation, and it might be, I will repeat, that the election of the next 
President of the United States would depend upon the votes of the in- 
creased number of electors, and, if so, there is no doubt that either 
party being defeated in that way would raise this question and en- 
deavor to have it settled by some proper tribunal. 

Mr. HALE. I find upon examining the record more fully that this 
acceptation of the effect upon the Electoral College has been adopted 
apparently without question in each of the Presidential elections oc- 
curing at periods precisely analogous to this. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I had not looked at that. 

Mr. HALE. In the election of 1852 the representation in the House 
of Representatives was 233 and the Electoral College vote was 296, and 
in 1833 the same conditions prevailed, and so following back. So that, 
bearing upon the suggestion which was made, as I understand rather 


epprehensively than otherwise, by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
this question might possibly be raised, the precedents are unvarying, 
and, so far as we know—and the Senator himself has some recollection, 
as I have, of the animated controversies that arose at least in one of 
these instances—no objection of this kind was taken. I do not think 
it occurred to any one in the election of 1872, which was precisely anal- 
ogous to this. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That election, as I have said, went very largely 
one way; there was no controversy at all, and the result did not de- 
pend in any degree whatever upon the increased number. 

Mr. HALE, No, it did not; and yet I remember, as a member of 
the House of Representatives at that time, a great many objections and 
technical points were brought up. I conceive, in the face of precedents 
so unbroken as this as to the basis of such laws, that it is safe enough 
to follow in the footsteps that our fathers have made. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course those precedents are entitled to very 
great weight and would have their influence upon any tribunal called 
upon to settle the question, but still they are not conclusive. 

Mr. REAGAN. The provision of the bill is— 

That after the 3d of March, 1593, the House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of 356 members, to be apportioned among the several States, ete. 

That would be the number of members for the Fifty-third Congress, 
While the term of those members does not begin until the 4th of March, 
1893, they are elected Representatives in the November preceding that 
time. Ido not know what will be held as the proper construction; 
but it seems to me that we might safely base our action upon the as- 
sumption that the Jaw providing for the election will make that elec- 
tion come on before the date at which their service actually begins. 

I take it for granted that the members of the Senate, like a court, 
would be required to take notice of the existing law, which provides 
that in November, 1892, the Representatives for the Fifty-third Con- 
gress are to be elected. It seems to me, that being so, it would not be 
a great strain of construction—I admit, however, the difficulty of it— 
to assume that the members who are elected on the day that the elect- 
ors for President are elected might be those whose numbers would de- 
termine the number of electors. I only make the suggestion. 

Mr. HALE. I find in the original legislation upon this subject that 
the representation in Congress was fixed by the apportionment of April, 
1792, at 105, and the Electoral College which was elected in the fall 
succeeding and which took effect in the succeeding March was com- 

sed of 135, being the number of the House of Representatives that 
had been fixed in advance at 105 and the 30 Senators, two from each 
State, making 135. So that even then the plan of the Electoral Col- 
lege, being based upon the subsequent House and the Senatorial rep- 
resentation, was recognized; and beginning in that way it has to con- 
tinue in that way, and has so continued ever since, as I have said, 
without a question. We have, therefore, an unbroken line, with the 
initiatory election being fixed in this way, and it never has been de- 
parted from. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, the apportionment under the census is 
a question which requires very grave consideration. It is capable of 
being the means of very great injustice in the distribution of political 
power, and it is very dificult to attain any apportionmenton the prin- . 
ciples upon which an apportionment is required to be made by the Con- 
stitution which will do exact oreven approximate and impartial justice 
to the different portions of the country in respect to representation. 

‘Therefore it isa matter which should require very great care and 
consideration and discussion before arriving ata final conclusion. It 
involves, in the first place, an accurate and an actual enumeration. 
The question of how far imperfections or failures to make an enumera- 
tion are to be considered as vitiating any enumeration that may have 
been made as a basis of apportionment is most important. 

For myself I see nothing in the circumstances which have attended 
this enumeration to justify any imputation upon the head of that 
bureau, the Superintendent of the Census. As far as my observation 
has gone he has been diligent and capable and extremely courteous in 
his intercourse with Senators and Representatives. I see nothing to 
impeach his capacity in the evidence which has been presented, and, 
so far as my opinion is concerned, it is quite favorable to him. : 

But that is not the question. However great a man may be in his 
executive and administrative ability, the taking of a census, its in- 
numerable details and the thousands and tens of thousands of people 
on whose intelligence and industry and thorough performance of their 
duties the accuracy of the enumeration depends, is beyond the control, as 
a matter of absolute certainty, within any fixed period of time, of any 
man. Thereforetheenumeration is a matter to be carefully considered, 
and the question is, how far can Congress proceed without definite and 
certain and reasonable probabilities in regard to the enumeration which 
has been made? 

The provisions of the Constitution are quite plain: 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States which may be 
included within this Union according to their respective numbers. 

That is an imperative requisition. How shallthat be done? ‘‘ Ac- 
cording to their respective numbers,” Ifyou make the ratioa million, 
is that an apportionment ‘‘ according to their respective numbers?” 
Then all the States, giving them the one Representative required by the 
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Constitution, with the exception of the few great States whose popula- 
tion exceeds that, will be left without any increased representation. 
One Representative to a State with 997,000 people would not be an ap- 
portionment ‘according to their respective numbers;’’ and therefore 
the question of ratio is an indispensable question in distributing the 
apportionment according to their respective numbers to the States. 

If it be larger than theaverage, it deprives the greater number of the 
States and a greater aggregateof population of any representation; and 
so far as it relates to the constitutional requirement of a distribution 
and an apportionment, in the Janguage of the Constitution, “‘accord- 
ing to their respective nuinbers”’ between the States, that portion of 
the requirement entirely fails, 

What, then, shall be the rule? There isa question that has been one 
of very great difficulty from the foundation of the Government, as it 
obviously is to the eye of reason and thoughtful consideration. How 
will you attain an apportionment of Representatives between the States 
according to their respective numbers? Mr. Webster’s argument was 
that it could not be attained with exactness, but as nearly as may be, 
and certainly that is the true rule. But, then, there is as much difi- 
culty in its application as there was before. What fraction is it? Is 
it the majority or minority fraction? Is {t the perturbation figures, 
as the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] very aptly described if, 
which mayresult from one or the other, or can there be some fixed rule 
or principlo obtained upon which this apportionment may be made? 

t seems to me that, instead of its being an assignment of a Repre- 
sentative to the States where there is a majority fraction, it should be 
such a fraction as will give to the greater number of States a repre- 
sentation which will give to the greater number of the States an ap- 
portionment upon the basis of their respective numbers—the respective 
numbers of all the States—and not of one, two, three, four, or half a 
dozen. 

In this proposition there is contained, I think possibly, matter for 
serious consideration of the idea by which we may approach the con- 
stitutional requirement of a distribution or apportionment of political 
power in the House of Representatives to the different States **accord- 
ing to their rapera To numbers.” I do not desire here to express an 
opinion upon the majority or minority report, except to say that the 
Senator from Maine has with very great clearness, and I think with 
logical force—I will not say with conclusiveness—presented the princi- 
ples upon which the majority report proceeds. 

In neither the majority nor minority report can be found a principle 
to sustain the proposition that, because one, two, three, or four States 
may have a majority fraction or within an infinitesimal distance from 
the ratio required, therefore the constitutional requirement relating to 
all the States, that the entire political power of the House shall be dis- 
tributed orapportioned *' according to their respective numbers,” there 
being not one nor two, but all, may be disregarded. On the contrary, 
it is clearly apparent that such fractions as will give to the greater num- 
ber of States their representation in respect to their fractions, whether 
it be a minority or a majority fraction, is the true rule and the true 
principle to be ascertained. 

How far this is worked out in this proposition nobody can tell with- 
. out further consideration and without greater calculation. Giving to 
the observations of the Senator from Maine all the force which prop- 
erly belongs to them, and admitting that we avoid a difficult and a 
distracting and an exciting discussion upon subjects which might re- 
sult in bad feeling and bad legislation, by adopting the majority report, 
Iwish to say for myself thatI do not recognize in either of these propo- 
sitions the true rule of the apportionment of the political power of the 
House of Representatives between the different States ‘‘ according to 
their respective numbers.” And we can notcomply with the consti- 
tutional requirement by submitting our action to the control of this 
consideration. 

It requires no argument to show that giving those States that have 
a majority fraction of the ratio selected a Representative for such 
fraction will not obtain this result. If you make the ratio a million, 
you might give to the States which had the majority fraction all the 
representation, after giving the constitutional requirement of one Rep- 
resentative to each State, whether it had ten, twenty, or thirty thou- 
sand, and you would leave them without any further representation. 

If this be true, then the principle is in itself vicious and unreason- 
able, and it can not be made the basis of any proper compliance with 
the constitutionalrequirement. Thatcould only be done by ascertain- 
ing the fraction which will give, according to theirrespective numbers, 
whatever ratio may be prescribed, representation to each State, which 
would give to the greater number of States, either great or small, the 
representation which the Constitution requires to be distributed respec- 
tively amongst them ‘according to their respective numbers ;” not 
one State nor two States “according to their respective num’ ” but 
according to the respective numbers ofall the States which are included 
within this Union. 

That is the language of the Constitution—not one or half a dozen, 
butall. This might bea majority fraction or minority fraction, but 
it would have to be the average fraction resulting from the respective 
numbers over the ratio of the greater number of the States, 

Mr, President, that is one branch of the subject for consideration 
which shows how carefully this matter must be considered in order to 


do the exact or even the approximate thing required by the Consti- 
tution. 

But the Constitution requires this to be done in a particular way. 
It provides that— 


Theactual cnumeration shall be made within three years after the first meet- 
ing of the Congress of the United States, and within every subsequent term of 
ten years, in such manner as they shall by law direct. 

The “actual enumeration.” What does that mean? Isit an ‘‘ac- 
taal enumeration” to make an imperfectenumeration? Is it an “ac 
tual enumeration ’’ to makeanincorrect enumeration? Certainly not. 
It must be an actual enumeration (the work must be performed) of 
the whole number of the inhabitants in the State. Certainly the prin- 
ciple of the law applies, de minimis non curat lex, small things, things 
too small to affect the substantial performance of the thing, will not 
have consideration. 

But suppose from any cause the census is imperfeect—imperfect not 
in respect to small particulars, but in respect to the important par- 
ticulars ofan actual enumeration; that some great part of the people 
are left out; then, unquestionably, it isnot an ‘factual enumeration;”’ 
then, unquestionably, constitutionally it can not be the basis of the 
apportionment of political power. A false enumeration, an incorrect 
enumeration, is not an ‘‘actual enumeration.” Nothing but an ‘‘ac- 
tual enumeration” can he the basis of this most important of all the 
legislative fanctions of this Government, the distribution of the polit- 
ical power of the House of Representatives between the respective 
States. 

Then, Mr. President, it follows that it is necessary that we shall con- 
sider very carefully, not the merits of the officer who superintends the 
performance of this duty—which I, for one, freely admit and even com- 
mend him for possessing in a high degree—but the mannerin which the 
work has been done by those who are subordinate to him and whom he 
has no power to control, whether we shall act hastily in this matter. 

In regard to that, and I think there is the true point, to what de- 
gree is this enumeration notan ‘‘actual enumeration??? 

To what extent is there reasonable ground for supposing that there 
has been a failure? Itdoes not matter for what purpose nor what 
was the motive. It is the actual factthat we are to consider. Is there 
any reasonable ground for believing that this is not an ‘‘ actual enu- 
meration?’’ If there is, then beyond a doubt the political power of 
this Republic should not be for the next ten years fixed upon a false 
or an incorrect enumeration which is not an ‘‘actual enumeration ”’ 
of the people. ~ 

I think there are very grave grounds for doubt thatin the appoint- 
ment (as likely would have been the case under any Administration, 
Democratic or Republican) of the enumerators from a strictly par- 
tisan standpoint—as to which I have no objection to make except as 
to the result of the work here—I think it very probable that there 
were a large number of ineflicient people who were not competent to 
perform this work, who had not the industry, who had not the atten- 
tion to details which was required in order to execute it properly, who 
would not go to all the houses and all the people and make a careful 
summary. 

This complaint is made, and in some cases evidence has been pre- 
sented to sustain it. Why shali not that be corrected? Why, where 
there is sufficient evidence in any particular case presented to Con- 
gress or to the Superintendent of the Census, shall not the error in 
that particular case be corrected? What great urgency is there not 
only that the enumeration shall be made, as required by the Constitu- 
tion, within ten years, butthat the apportionmentshall be made within 
one month or two months or twelve months of the time when the re- 
port of the Superintendent of the Census was made? What object of 
public good is to be advanced if there be reasonable ground to believe 
that there are important errors in the enumeration which may be easily 
corrected under the supervision of the Superintendent of the Censns ? 
Iean not see anything beyond the mere fact that the passage of this 
bill by the Senate as it now stands will prevent agitation in the House 
of Representatives, which might be unfortunate, which might be par- 
tisan, which might be sectional, which might be prejudiced, which 
might be interested. Beyond that proposition there is nothing to re- 
quire that this body shallact without delay and that this Congress shall 
act in this matter. 

I have not made up my mind, so far as I am concerned, whether 
this evidence is or is not sufficient. My impressions are that in some 
places, in the city of New York, for instance—and I hayo derived that 
simply from newspaper reports—there has been a large error; there 
has been no “actual enumeration” in the census, but an enumeration 
which is subject to very great imperfections, which has omitted a 
large part of the actnal population, and in that respect it is not an 
“actual enumeration. ’’ 

If that be so, the matter should be determined here. We should 
have the evidence and we should do justice to New York or any other 
State where there has been an enumeration which is not an ‘actual 
enumeration.” What that shall be is another question. But until 
that fact is ascertained, until it is positively determined that there has 
been a certain and a reasonable and an ‘‘actual enumeration” of the 
people, you are not in a condition to proceed. 

I think my colleague [Mr. PAsco] has presented very clearly the 
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idea that an enumeration by counties is absolutely essential to as- 
certain the final result and that it is essential to enable us to judge 
whether or not there has been an ‘‘actual enumeration’’ of the people 
in these different localities. 

I do not know that there is any better way of settling this question 
than in either the majority or minority reports. Itseems to me that, 
upon the face of these two reports, either of these two methods would 
be approximately fair, but yet we have no grounds to determine that. 
They may not beso. They may be entirély unfair. If the enumera- 
tion is not an ‘‘actual enumeration,” if there have been great omis- 
sions here and there; if, as stated by the Senator from Minnesota, there 
has been a failure not only by the thousand, but by the ten or twenty 
thousand in two or three localities; if, as is claimed in New York, there 
has been an omission in the city of New York alone of 200,000 people; 
if, as supposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE], 
there has been a very serious error of atleast 50 per cent. in estimat- 
ing the increase of population in that State, then, surcly, you can not 
apply either the principle of the majority or of the minority report, 
you can not apply the principles of Mr, Webster’s proposition, that 
you are not bound by the strict and technical words of the Constitution, 
because you can not make an exact apportionment, but you must make 
it as near as may be, giving the apportionment according to the num- 
hers of the respective States. You can not apply either the one or 
the other. 

I think, however, Mr. President, the true principle is that which is 
not contained, according to my judgment and reasoning in the matter, 
either in the majority or the minority report. It is not to assign a 
Representative to each of the States for the major fraction of the agreed 
ratio, but it is to find the fraction which will give to the greater num- 
ber of States the apportionment of representation according, not to 
their numbers, but to ‘‘their respective numbers.” 

Such a fraction as that, I think, might be found; but it would bea 
fraction which would not be dependent upon political favor here or 
there; not be dependent upon the interested ideas of Senators or Rep- 
resentatives from the different States who desire to increase the repre- 
sentation of their States, Of all subjects, this question of the appor- 
tionment of the political power of the different States which shall have 
its effect upon the legislative power of the House of Representatives, 
is a question of the very first and fundamental importance to this Gov- 
ernment and its perpetuity. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, it occurs to me that we had better 
proceed slowly in this matter, While I admit the cogency and the 
clear analysis which has been made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] upon this subject and the condition of this question, which ap- 
peals with very great force to my mind, and, I think, to the intelligent 
judgment of everyone, yet there are paramount considerations which 
point to the fact that we should not act hastily in this matter, hut we 
should act reasonably and with great deliberation and great care. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ( Mr. Frye in the chair). The-ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senatorfrom Minnesota [Mr. Dayis]. 

Mr. HALE, ‘The debate seems to be ended and, as the Senate is 
thin and this isanimportant measure, I ask unanimous consent that 
at 12 o'clock to-morrow the vote may be taken without further debate 
upon the bill and the amendments. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that, Mr. President. Ithink I am 
perfectly willing to sit to-night and vote to-morrow, but Idonot think 
we ought to tie ourselves up in that way. It is too much like the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going to connect with that a statement thatthe 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was ready to go on with the army 
eppreetedie bill, to take up the nominal consideration and reading 
of it, 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. HALE). Ask unanimous consent to do that now. 
: me HALE. My proposition is made upon the fact that the Senate 

is thin. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can get Senatorsin. Let us vote. 

Mr. HALE. If objection is made to my proposition, I have no ob- 
jection to the voto being taken now, if we can get it. 

Mr, GORMAN, I will say to the Senator from Maine that I know 
of a number of Senators who are called off to-day who are anxious to 
be present when the vote is taken upon this proposition. If the Sen- 
ator will fix on to-morrow at 12 o'clock, I think there will be no ob- 
jection to it. This is a matter of very considerable importance and 
I think we ought to have a full Senate when the vote is taken, 

Mr, HALE, My proposition was made because suggestions have 
been made to me from Senators upon this side that they did notexpect 
the vote to be taken to-day and that they had matters which they 
wished fo attend to elsewhere. I think itisin the interest of dispatch 
of business if wo can haye the vote at 12 o’clock to-morrow, but still, 
if the Senator from Vermont objects—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps we can get one earlier. 
vote whenever the debate is concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Maine if 
he understands that as soon as this matter is disposed of the Senator 
ors Towa [Mr. ALLISON] proposes to proceed with au appropriation 
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Mr. HALE. I understand that he does. 

Mr. BLAIR. And that a motion to take up any other bill on the 
Calendar would be met by the appropriation bill? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. There are several bills which the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations have on the Calendar and desire that they be 
disposed of as soon as possible. If any Senator wishes to join further 
in the debate on the pending bill I hope he will do so now. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘There will be further debate upon this bill, I think, 

Mr. HALE. Very well, letus go on with the debate. I understand 
the Senator from Maryland does not object to my proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to give way to any arrangement to 
take the final vote to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR.- Something ought to be dono toshow that thisis a de- 
liberative body. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine is in exact accordance with the precedents of this body at all 
times to expedite action. That is the way in which we can get 
action always. As far as I know the fecling on this side of the - 
ber, we shall be ready to vote to-morrow at 12 o'clock, as suggested by 
the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
suggestion? 

Mr, HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, the Senate meets at 11 o'clock 
and there is an hour for morning business. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests that he would like to make some re- 
marks when the Senate is full. Ifthe Senator from Maine, in charge 
of the hill, would fix the hour at 1 o’clock to-morrow for taking the 
vote, I think the Senate would agree to that. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know before that the reason the Senator from 
Vermont objected was that he desired to speak to the Senate when it 
was full. Some of us have spoken to-day when there were very few 
Senators present; but in viewof the statement the Senator from Nli- 
nois has made, that the Senator from Vermont seeks the presence of 
every Senator here when he speaks, I do not desire to cut him off front 
the attendance of a single Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not desire the attendance of 
every Senator or of any part of them less or more than a Senate; and, 
as a late presiding oflicer of this body remarked not many weeks ago, 
that there were too few Senators present to have a unanimous ment 
to bind everybody else to-morrow, I am very much afraid that that is 
the condition now. 

I can say what I wish to say, if I am to say anything at all, in ten 
minutes now.. But that is not the point. Senators who have had va- 
rious views about this do not seem to be present now, and they may 
wish to say something; and wo have been taught recently the fact that 
the wish to say something isa very sacred rignt. I think, therefore, 
that there will not be any difficulty in disposing of this bill if the de- 
bate is really exhausted, as I suspect it is, within a half hour after the 
regular order comes up to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. What shall we doin the mean time? Iam, by cour- 
tesy of the Senate, in charge of the bill, and am hung up in midair, 
nobody being ready to go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator from Maine will allow me to help 
him out of his dilemma, I will suggest that the apportionment bill he 
laid aside informally in order that I may ask for the consideration of 
the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. I do not conceive it to be in the interest of the expe- 
dition of business, without any understanding about to-morrow, to let 
this bill now be laid aside to come up to-morrow and perhaps take the 
whole of the day. That I do not desire to do. I am willing it shall 


Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make a 


“be laid aside if we can haye an understanding as to when the vote shall 


be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that heask for 
a later time than 12 o'clock to-morrow and see if he can not get con- 
sent for that; otherwise this bill will be pushed aside and will not be 

in a week, probably. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that the vote be taken at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 
That will give an hour for debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFIGER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote on this bill and amendments may be taken 
to-morrow at 1 o'clock. 

Mr, HALE. Without further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without further debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And without farther amendment? - 

Mr. HALE, Ob,no. I donotsay “without further amendment,” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If further amendments are to be offered, those 
amendments ought to be explained and debated. They may be very 
important. I will not consent to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] objects. 

Mr. HALE. Then let the bill go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Days]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, yesterday during the consideration 
of this bill the Senator from Maine had a large part of the argument 


1912 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 28, 


by Mr. Porter, Superintendent of the Census, made before the House 
committec, read in answer to the complaint of the authorities of the 
city of New York and the governor of the State in regard to the cen- 
sus of that city. The complaint made by the mayor and city council 
is very fully set forth in the same document, and I ask the Secretary 
now to read the joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to make a new enumeration of the city of New York. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior to make a new enumer- 
ation of the city of New York. 


Whereas the Superintendent of the Census has announced that the popula- 
tion of the city of New York, as returned by the onumernators appointed under 
provisions of the act of Congress passed March 1, 1889, providing for the taking 
of the eleventh and subsequent censuses, is 1,513,501; and 

Whereas complaint has been made by the inhabitants of the city of New 
York against the completeness and correctness of said census; and 

Whereas the inhabitants of that city, by the action of their mayorand law- 
ful authorities, caused an enumeration of the residents of said city to be taken 
on the Ist day of October, 1890, which said enumeration showed the population 
of that city to have been at that date over 1,700,000; and 

Whereas the result of such enumeration has been brought to the attention of 
the Superintendent of Census and the Secretary of the Interior, and applica- 
tion made to them by the chief executive officer of the city of New York to 
make anew the enumeration and census of said city, which application has 
been declined; and—— 


Mr. HISCOCK. From what page is the Chief Clerk reading? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, From the first and second pages. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


Whereas about the 15th day of November, 1890, the mayor, aldermen, and 
commonalty of New York demanded and received from the Superintendent of 
Census a list of the persons enumerated in the subdivision of t city known 
as the Second ward, consisting of 927 names; and 

Whereas the enumeration taken by the authorities of the said city of New 
York for said Second ward showed its inhabitants to number 1,340; and 

Whereas since that time it hasbeen ascertained by the affidavits of residents 
of said Second ward and others that there were 420 persons living in said ward 
en the Ist day of June, 1890, who were not enumerated and included in the 
enumeration and census taken by the Federal authorities of said city, but who 
were included in the enumeration taken by the said city authorities, being a 

reentage of omissions in the Federal census in that ward or section of said 

ity of New York of nearly 50 per cent.; and 

Whereas affidavits showing that on the Ist day of June, 1590, and ever since 
such date, said 420 persons have been residents of said ward in said city, are 
now ready for subniission by the municipal authorities of the city of New York 
for the use of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, or 
any committees appcinted; and 

Whereas the Superintendent of Census and the Secretary of the Interior have 
refused necess to and inspection of the census and enumeration returns on file 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and have furnished a copy of the 
list of names of only one ward; and 

Whereas the correctness of the enumeration of inhabitants of the Second 
ward of the City of New York by the municipal authorities of that city has been 
thus verified, and the fact established that the 1,310 persons returned under 
such enumeration were residents of such ward not only on the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, 1890, butalso on the Ist day of June, 1800; and 

Whereas it has likewise been demonstrated that the enumeration and cen- 
sus of that ward by the Federal authorities were grossly inaccurate and a case 
is thus made justifying the presumption that the entire Federal enumeration of 
the city of New York is inaccurate and incomplete; and 

Whereas it is not the duty of the inhabitants or officials of that city to take 
or return a census, the expense, labor, and responaibility of which properly 
Taone rotors Government of the United States, and not upon any munici- 
pa yj an 

Whereasitis the right of the State of New York, under the Constitution of the 
United States, that an accurate enumeration of its inhabitants be made in order 
that it may have representation in the Electoral College and in the Congress of 
the United States proportionate to its population: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to cause to be made at as early a date as practicable a new enumeration 
of the inhabitants of the city and county of New York, and report the result 
thereof to Congress. All oflicers and employés engaged in making such enu- 
meration shall receive the same fees and emoluments provided by existing law 
for like services, and the sum of dollars, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to defray said expenses, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the resolution that has just been 
read states the case very clearly from the side of the citizens of New 
York. They followed that statement with such proof as they could 
get; that is, with a full and complete statement of the census taken by 
the police of the city of New York. They found that in one ward, the 
Second ward, the number of houses—not the inhabitants, but the num- 
ber of houses, dwellinghouses, houses known as flats, as places where 
a great number of persons live—the number of houses reported by the 
police in the Second ward was 153, and that under the Federal census, 
upon which we are to make this apportionment, they only returned 89, 
or 67 fewer than were in existencein July, when the Federal census was 
taken. Now, there is no question whatever as to the presence or ab- 
sence of the inhabitants of that section of the city, but the number of 
honses themselves, in which they claim that there was a population of 
several thousand, and that there was no excuse for this error. But 
when they came to the Census Office they found that the present law, 
different from any that had preceded it, made no provision whatever for 
a publication-of the returns of the Federal officials, that there was no 
filing of a duplicate of that return with the clerk of the court, and no 
place upon the face of the earth where the authorities of the city could 
examine the returns of the Federal officials so as to ascertain whether 
there had been error except by application to the Censns Office. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no deposit whatever in the local office? 

Mr. GORMAN. There was no deposit whatever in the local ofice. 
I said to the Senator from New York a few moments ago that my recol- 


lection was—I have not been able to lay my hands on the statement 
here—that within a few days after the enumeration was made the 
newspapers obtained information from the local office of the supervisor 
in New York showing that the population, as I remember it, was 
175,000 greaterthan the announcement finally made by the office here 
in Washington; whereupon, and immediately afterwards—that is to 
say, 23 soon as it was possible to make the application—application was 
made to the Department with the general statement that they believed 
the census to be inaccurate, but that it was impossible for them to give 
the details of it unless they could bave access to the papers in the office 
here. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the first discovery was made in New York by 
reason of the report of the board of health which showed thatif the census 
taken by the General Government was correct the death rate had risen 
some G60 percent., and it wassuchastartling fact, as there had been no pes- 
tilenee oranything of that kind in the city, thatattention was called to 
it, and thereupon the city authorities made arrangements to take a new 
census, In order that it might be perfectly fair they applied to the 
Superintendent to send an officer under whose supervision it should be 
doue. That officer was sent by the Department here and the police 
census was taken under his supervision, he being present, and after it 
was taken it showed that at least in one ward 450 nameshad been 
left off, and that in the smallest ward in New York City. Application 
was then made here to see the reports of the various wards, so as to 
make a comparison. The Superintendent declined to exhibit them, 
and they could not therefore make the comparison as to the other 
wards, but it showed that they got 198,000 names on the police census 
that were not on the other. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad of theinterruption; and right here 
I should like to ask the Senator a question. During the debate yester- 
day the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] interrupted the Senator 
from Arkansas and asked him this question: 

Suppose it had been corruptly and wrongfully made— 

That is, the enumeration— > “ 
how does that relieve us from making the apportionment upon that basis? 
We are obliged to take it. 

To which the Senator answered: 


I will answer the Senator that it does not relieve us in any way. 
got to make the apportionment upon that basis, 


I should like to ask the Senator if, after the statement just made, he 
adheres to that statemen‘. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state, with the permission of the Senator, that 
that statement was made under the supposition that the present Con- 
gress would make the apportionment, and I meant that it was impos- 
sible now, at this late day, to have the census retaken so as to make 
the apportionment at the present session of Congress. That is the only 
sense in which I used the words that ‘‘it does not relieve us.’ Asa 
matter of course, if Congress sees proper to defer this matter and order 
the Superintendent by law to retake the census in the city of New 
York, then justice might be done, but that statement was made upon 
the theory and in the view that the apportionment would be made at 
the present session of Congress, and if that was true of course it would 
be imposs' 


We baye 


ible to retake the census. - 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to inquire from some gentlemen who 
are acquainted with the matter whether it has been usual heretofore 
when a decennial census has been taken to make the apportionment in 
the year in which the census was taken, orat the short session of Congress 
succeeding the taking of the census, or whether it has not been usual 
for it to be made in the next succeeding Congress? 

Mr. GORMAN. Always; it never has been made during the same 
year when the census was taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has always been done by the succeeding Con- 

2 


Mr. GORMAN. Always by the succeeding Congress. But there is 
this to be said in answer to that, that with the use of the telegraph and 
telephones, the fast-mail service, and all the other appliances, we have 
grown up to a state of affairs where the Superintendent of the Census, 
in making use of all these appliances, which were not in existence or 
rather were not in the same state of perfection that they are to-day, has 
had a great pride about having the whole matter accomplished at this 
session of Congress, and there may be other reasons. 

The Senator from Maine suggested that the desire for this recount in 
New York was possibly political, that New York City isa great Demo- 
cratic center. ‘The result of the vote in the.city of New York deter- 
mines the vote of the State, it is true, and there may have been poli- 
tics on that side, but unquestionably, from the haste of the other side 
to get the return in here and have the apportionment made at this 
time rather than to wait until hereafter, one can imagine that there 
was a political aspect to that side of it. But I assume we have all 
agreed that under the circumstances we will go on and the apportion- 
ment shall be made at this session of congre I believe that in do- 
ing that undue haste has been had in the legislation. It may be that 
it was because the whole Government was controlled by one political 
party. Ido not know that we can complain that there is any unfair 
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advantage about it, and I only referred to it to point more strongly as 
the reason for coming to the conclusion I have that, ifunderall the cir- 
cumstances which I haye enumerated the apportionment is to be made 
at this session of Congress, then unquestionably we ought to do this 
justice to the States of Arkansas, Missouri, Minnesota, and New York. 

Mr. GEORGE. ` Now, let me ask another question. 

Mr.GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does passing this bill at this session at all hasten 
the time when the apportionment shall take effect as compared with 
prior apportionments and as compared with the time it will take effect 
if made at the next Congress? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. The Senator from Maine and other 
Senators have discussed that phase of the question. Probably the Sen- 
ator was out of his seat at the time. The act doesnot take effect until 
the expiration of the next Congress. So you gain no time; there is 
nothing to be gained by hastening the bill through at this session of 
Congress except for-the reason which I have suggested. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
call his attention to the language of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The bill reads: 

That after the 8d of March, 1893, the House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of 356 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows. 

Certainly the Senator must be awareof the fact that the Representa- 
tives must be elected at the November election preceding the 3d day of 
March, 1893. Therefore they would be elected at the Presidential 
election of 1892, 

While the Senator is upon that question I wish also to call his atten- 
tion to another statement which was made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE], in which he took occasion to draw some dis- 
tinction as to the members of Congress who will be elected under this 
bill and the electors for President and Vice President. The bill pro- 
vides that if a Congress should be called, say, on the 4th day of March, 
1893, the number of members shall be 356, Therefore does it not fol- 
low as well that the number of electors necessarily elected at the elec- 
tion in November, 1892, shall also have a vote in deciding the Presi- 
dential election, and can there be any doubt as to the number of elect- 
ors to be chosen for President and Vice President any more than there 
is as to the nun.ber of Congressmen to be elected? 

Mr. GORMAN. In the discussion between the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and the Senator from Maine and one or two others, probably 
the Senator from Minnesota, I think it was conceded all around that 
the bill as framed is in exact accord with all such measures as have 
preceded it, and that the number of Representatives that you fix now 
for the Congress after the next will determine the exact number of elect- 
ors to be voted for in 1892. I understand the Senator from Maine 
and all in charge of the bill agree that that is true. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, there is an unbroken precedent from the very first 
apportionment act up to the present time to that effect. 

{r. MCPHERSON. All the precedents are in that line and in that 
direction. 

Mr. HALE. All are in that line precisely. 

Mr. SPOONER. That way? 

- Mr. HALE. That is what I mean, not only that they resemble it, 
but they are precisely in point that way. In all of the apportionments 
that were made previous to Presidential elections for a Congress be- 
yond the Presidential election the Electoral College has been made up 
of the number of Representatives fixed by that apportionment with 
the number of Senators added. There is no exception to it from the 
beginning. 

Mr. GEORGE. The number fixed for the next Congress after the 
election? r 

-Mr. HALE, Forthe next Congress after the election, in cases where 
a Presidential election intervenes between the passage of an apportion- 
ment bill and the Congress; and the precedents are all one way, that 
the number of Representatives fixed in the apportionment, with the 
number of Senators added, make the Electoral College. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not see how that can be, if the Senator will 
allow me, When that is fixed if there should be a failure to make an 
election on account of no candidate having a majority of all the votes 
and the election should go to the House of Representatives, then nobody 
would vote except those who are elected to the Congress preceding 
that; and so we get into this very remarkable difficulty and absurdity, 
as I believe, thatso far as Presidential electors are concerned, ceo nomine, 
we are to be guided by a law which does not take effect for three months 
after the election, and yet should there be a failure to have an election 
we are to have an entirely different body act ; that is, the President is 
to be elected by the Representatives who are elected under the old ap- 
portionment law. That seems to me to be an absurdity. 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse that does follow, because in that case the ap- 

rtionment has nothing to do with it, and a President must be elected 

y the House of Representatives which is then in session. 

Mr. GORMAN. And by States. 

MrwHALE. And by States through their delegations in the Con- 
bie) bere is then in session. The apportionment has nothing todo 
wi t. ; 


Mr. GEORGE. Letmemakeanothersuggestion on that point, The 
Constitution says that each State shall have a number of electors which 
is equal to the two Senators and the Representatives to which the 
State may be entitled. That means, of course, the number to which 
the State may be entitled at the time the electors are chosen, and not 
at some future time. Now, suppose that in November, 1892, testing 
the question now beyond all doubt, there should be a vacancy in the 
representation of any particular State, how would that vacancy be 
filled? Would it be filled according to the old law or the new law? 
Manifestly according to theold law then in force, If that be so, then 
it appears beyond doubt that the State at that time is not entitled to 
the representation, if it be increased, provided for by the law which 
takes effect only three months afterwards. How gentlemen who look 
at this question can get around that I confess I am unable to see. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, that branch of this subject I shall 
not discuss, but I will leave it to others to inquire into. Icome back 
now to the case in New York. I have shown, or tried to show, that 
the change in the law,.making no provision for the taking of the re- 
cent census by which the returns should be kept in any place where 
they were accessible to the people of New York, made it impossible 
for them to get the information as to the correctness of the returns 
except through the office in Washington, and as soon as it was possible 
for them to ascertain from the Census Office in a general way what re- 
turns had been made they did make application and asked permission 
to examine those returns and compare them with the returns which 
the city authorities had taken. 

Now, I shall not go into all the correspondence. The application 
was made by the mayor and city council. It was first made by the 
mayor through his attorney, and he was curtly informed by the Inte- 
rior Department that no response whatever could be made to that ap- 
plication unless there was a resolution passed by the city council of 
New York. The information was denied unless that formality was 
gone through with. The city council were assembled — 

Mr. HISCOCK, I desire to say to the Senator from Maryland that 
as a matter of practical administration of the Census Bureau I have 
known instances of this kind in the taking of the recent census: Wher- 
ever a reputable man, without regard to party, charged that there had 
been a scant enumeration or fraudsin thetaking of a censusin his town 
or neighborhood, that man, if a reputable man, a man of character, 
would be appointed an agent of the Department to investigate it him- 
self, upon the theory that there was not a sufficient amount of clerical 
force to furnish copies of abstracts; that the papers could not be sent 
broadcast; that the original records could not be sent here and there 
and all over for examination. 

Ifthisman wasaman ofcharacter he would be madeanagentofthe Gov- 
ernment to inspect the records himself here; and I have not theslightest 
doubt in the world that, if a reputable man, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the mayor of the city of New York, or any agent recommended 
by the mayor of the city of New York, had alleged, within a reason- 
able time, that in the Second ward, or in any other ward, the census 
had not been completely taken, that man would have been appointed 
a Government agent, which wonld have given him a right to inspect 
the returns from that district or from that section of the city in which 
he claimed the errors arose. >; 

Now, with that extreme liberality, to my knowledge, the Census 
Bureau has been administered. In my Statein halfa dozen instances 
there have been complaints made in respect to wardsor cities, that the 
census was incomplete. The question was, ‘‘Is this man a reputable 
man, a man of character, who makes this charge?” ‘‘Yes.’”’ ‘*How 
long willit take him to investigate it?? ‘‘A dayor two.” “‘Ican not 
send these records away from here; they are here and I have not cler- 
ical force to make copies. I will appoint him an agent, if you recom- 
mend it, or if you say he is a reputable man, to let him come here and 
investigate, andif he finds there are any errors they shall be corrected.’? 
That has been the liberal policy upon which the Census Office has been 
administered. : . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If my friend from Maryland will excuse me a 
moment, I understand the Senator from New York puts in a plea that 
this application was not made within a reasonable time, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, I do say, in the first place, it was not made 
within a reasonable time. I say further that it was unfair to pick out 
the Second ward of all the wards in the city. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why? 

Mr. HISCOCK. As the Senator from New Jersey knows very well, 
it is purely a business ward, a ward filled with stores and shops and 
large houses. The population there is practically the Jabor that is en- 
gaged there for one day after another, or the guardians of those houses, 
etc. As the houses would be closed, or as their business would dimin- 
ish in the summer months, the force would diminish and scatter to the 
winds, as is illustrated in this case, if I remember, and the Senator 
from Maryland doubtless has investigated this so that he can correct 
me if I am wrong. 

I believe that in the police report of the census which was submitted 
for that Second ward there were somewhere from 200 to 400 residents of 
the ward found there in June who did not appear by the police reports 
when the census was taken in September and October. There were 
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found there in June, but who were not there in September and Octo- 
ber, somewhere between two and three or four hundred. Iam speak- 
ing from recollection as the fact comes to me from having read itat the 
time when this investigation took place. The Senator himself knows 
that a laborer is there to-day, a guardian of a building, a custodian, an 
engineer who runs up the elevator, with his family somewhere in the 
loft. Something transpires by which, perhaps, he ean better his for- 
tune or his employer is dissatisfied with him, and to-morrow he is 
somewhere else. Itisa shifting population. The Senator from New 
Jersey knows that in respect to the Second ward. The Senator from 
Maryland is a little further from that point. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It would be impossible, I think, for the Sena- 
tor from New York to convince the people of that A heal metropolitan 
city that the census as taken in the city of New York was anything 
but aslipshod, inexpert, partisan enumeration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam speaking from recollection again, but I have 
no doubt I am pretty near the statement as it was made, that to take 
the city of New York between the months of July and October there 
will be a changing in the population or a diminishing in the popula- 
tion; that there will be aless population in Juneor July than there is 
in September and October to the number of 40,000 in the servant girls 
alone, discharged because the people are going out of town, or they are 
going out of town with them, scattering in that sort of way, and with 
October, with the return of families there, and getting new employ- 
yt Mas new places for other people, there is a change there alone of 

0,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Butif the Senator from New York will take the 
returns of the Second ward itis shown conclusively that sixty-seven 
houses were missed. Now, the houses were not absent in that part 
of the year; they wero there during the whole year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator has investigated this question and has 
this solicitude for New York. Iam somewhat responsible to my con- 
stituents in New York, possibly not as responsible to them as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New York ought 
not to make a remark of that sort. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But how many houses were closed? AsI said be- 
fore, the Senator from New Jersey knows that is absolutely, perhaps 
as emphatically, a-business and non-resident part of the city as any 
portion of the city of New York. How many of the houses were 
closed because the people had goneaway? How many establishments 
had reduced their force? It is illustrated by the fact I stated a mo- 
ment ago, that there is somewhere, as I recall it, from 200 to 400 
that appear by the census reports to have been residents of that ward 
in the month of June and yet by the police census they were not resi- 
dents there at the time. Now, in the city of New York and in other 
cities in the State of New York I do not believe it is possible for any 
force of men, I care not how honest they may be, to settle the ques- 
tion in October of who were residents of that town who were residents 
of the particular domiciles in the June previous. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the Senator 
from New York seems to take exception to the discussion of this mat- 
ter on our side. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator willallow me, I do not take excep- 
tion to it. I stated earlier in this discussion that under this report 
at 356, fixing that as the number of the House of Representatives, the 
State of New York gets 34 members, and fixing the representation in 
the House of Representatives at 360 it gets 35 members. 

Now, I believe that is to the advantage of the State of New York in 
representation—a fraction a little less than half of one man, I think 
it is—and I have not believed that there were political considerations 
or that there was suficient weight to it as a political grievance for the 
State of New York to demand are-enumeration, for it would have come 
to that in that State, which must have been followed by a re-enumera- 
tion in the other States as a matter of course, because it seems to me 
absurd, as it must seem to the Senator from Maryland absolutely ab- 
surd, for any force of census enumerators to settle the question in 
great cities a3 to who were residents in those cities four months previ- 
ous to the time when they are taking the census; and therefore of 
necessity we should be compelled to provide for a re-enumeration as of 
the date when the enumeration was taken. 

I ask the Senator from Maryland does he believe that it would be 
practicable in the city of Baltimore, to be ascertained by the ordinary 
men whom you are compelled to depend upon to take a census, to de- 
termine in October or November who were residents in particular domi- 
ciles in the June previous? 

Therefore, as I said, I have never favored a new enumeration, be- 
cause if must be a new enumeration as of the date when the prior enu- 
meration was made. Itis practically impossible that you can make an 
enumeration ofa date three or four months antecedent to the time when 
it is being actually taken. 

Mr, BERRY. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to state 
one fact in connection with what the Senator from New York has said? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from New York says that the popula- 
tion was shifting. As I stated yesterday, and it was stated by Mr. 


Cu INGS, a member of the other House from New York, affidavits 

were filed by heads of families showing that four hundred and fifty 

persons swore that they were residing there on the Ist day of June and 

Ce the entmerators never visited them and their names were never 
en. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ifthe Senator from Arkansas had been listening to 
what I stated he would have in his mind this fact, that while that was 
stated the record shows the additional fact that the population in that 
ward was so shifting that somewhere between two hundred and four 
hundred people appear by the consus schedules as residents of the Sec- 
ond ward who do not appear to have heen residents there at all at the 
time of which my colleague in the other Mouse, Mr. CUMMINGS, speaks, 
That shows the value to be placed on affidavits of that kind, 

Mr. McPHERSON. They were not residents there, the Senator un- 
derstands, because they did not happen to be there on 2 particular day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The police could not find them in October. They 
were found in June. f 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, I want to cite justa single case. We 
will suppose 40,000 people in the city of New York are temporarily 
residing at Long Branch, N. J., during the summer season, at the time 
the census was taken. I want to know where the census enumerators 
in registering those people have placed them. They have registered 
them as living somewhere; where do they live ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question the Senator has asked isa very per- 
tinent one. We will take this condition of things: A census énumer- 
ator goes to a house in the city of New York. Itis closed, absolutely 
closed; there is not even a watchman there. 

Mr. McPHERSON, And the enumerator at Long Branch finds the 
person at Long Branch? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The curtains are down, the doorsare locked; thero 
is no way to find out wliere those peopleare. Does the Senator under- 
take to say that three or four months after that an investigation shall 
transpire to ascertain whether those people were off somewhere visit- 
ing or not? I concede that New York City, and Now YorkState, and 
all of the Atlantic States lose by the shifting of population from their 
business places in the summer months, but there is no way to correct 
it that I know of. Asa rule it bears perhaps unjustly against New 
York or the cities from which they migrate, but there is no way in 
which we can find out but that they are actually enumerated at the 
place where they are residing when the census is taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If they are absolutely enumerated in the case 
of which I have spoken, at Long Branch, N. J., the enumeration made 
by the census enumerators there would show that fact. Then when 
they return to New York in October, and when another census has 
been taken in the mean time which reveals the fact that more than 
200,000 people had been left off the census rolls, what is the injustice 
and what is the objection to cither crediting to the city of New York 
the people they haye found elsewhere or taking a new census ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have endeavored to state the objection to it. In 
the first place, you do not know whether itis true or not. In the 
second place, it would take an army of officials, for which no appro- 
priation has been made, to find out. In the third place, I believe it is 
absolutely impractiable to take a census as of November of the people 
who resided in any place in July or June previous by the ordinary 
men whom you are compelled to rely upon and by the ordinary ma- 
chinery which must be adopted. ‘Then I will add further that this 
applies to the whole country; it applies to one State as well as to an- 
other; and therefore perhaps, that being true, if may not work any 
great injustice. 

Mr. HALE. Would there not be this further trouble, let me ask 
the Senator? If itwas attempted to correct the census in the fall, as 
suggested by the Senator from New Jersey, would it by any means 
follow that the people who had left New York in May and June were 
the A opt Ee who had come backin November? There are tens of thou- 
sands o peoos every fall going into New York who havo never been 
there before, who come in from out of the county as fall and winter 
sets in, and if you attempt to establish a new enumeration in Novem- 
ber you not only get the people who have left in June and come back, 
but you get thousands whohave never been there before who have been 
enumerated in other places which were the places of their residence 
when the regular census was taken. It is all attended with the gray- 
est difficulties, and it is all settled by the proposition that the census 
shall be taken everywhere in June. 

Mr. GORMAN. r. President, I want to disclaim to the Senator 
from New York any intention to interfere unduly with the affairs of 
New York. Thatisnotmy purpose. But it isa matter which goes be- 
yond New York. I was using the case of New Yorkas an illustration 
why the bill should be amended. Thefenator from New York knows 
me too well to suppose that I would attempt to say anything that 
would reflect upon him or to intimate that he did not represent his 
State properly. It was only with a view to the proper discussion of 
this matter that I referred to New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not think the 
Senator would intend to insinuate that. However, in this connection 
I will repeat what I have said before, that so far as the political con- 
sideration is concerned, as to whether New York upon one basis of rep- 
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resentation in the House of Representatives should have a certain num- 
ber and upon another basis a certain other number, in one case increasing 
her representation to the whole body half of a vote or less, I have not 
re; ed it as a sufficient ground for grievance or abuse of the State to 
conclude in my own mind that I ought to vote against this measure. 
I say to the Senator frankly that in my judgment if the census could 
be taken in October or November I believe that the representation of 
the State of New York would be increased not one, but two. But that 
is not the law. 

T know that, in the town in which I live, in the summer months 
whole blocks are vacated and the people go off to a near village where 
they have their cottages or where they get board or something of that 
kind, and it is absolutely impossible to trace them. I speak of this 
bécause I have had experience in reference toit. There was complaint 
made that the census report did not show the exact population of the 
city in which I reside, and the people who made the complaint were 
instantly indicated as agents to ascertain the fact, They were highly 
reputable men, acting sincerely and in good faith. They encountered 
this difficulty. These families had gone 10, 15, 20 miles, whether they 
had lost their residence there or not; boarding houses were closed and 
it was utterly impossible for them to locate them, My recollection is 
that the tables as first presented by the enumerators were not substan- 
tially changed. : 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I was answering the Senator from 
Maine practically, whose statement was that this application from New 
York was somewhat political and unquestionably had that aspect. I 
refer to the application for a recount. -Or course that was political 
fromthe Democraticstandpoint. Therefore, my argument, I think, was 
entirely legitimate without trenching upon the affairs of the State of 
New York unduly. 

But, taking the position of the Senator from New York himself, he 
admits that there is this doubt about the case, that the censusif taken 
in October would show that New York had much greater population 
and probably would be entitied to two more Representatives. Taking 
the facts that are presented to the Census Office in connection with the 
statement presented by the oficials of New York City and theircensus, 
it is shown that there is great question and doubt whether there was 
an accurate census taken, to say the least of it; but, basing it upon the 
figures of the Census Office, it leaves a fraction over 85,000, which un- 
questionably under the‘cireumstances entitles the State of New York 
to another Representative. 

The Senator from New York says that the rule of the Census Office 
here in Washington has been that wherever a reputable man cameand 
asked for a count he received it. ’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Perhaps I ought to change that statement to some 
extent. I will say that in my experience—and I have had a goot deal 
of it in respect to the Census Oflice—in every case where I went to the 
Census Bureau witha complaint from the people of a town that there 
was an insufficient or that there was not an exact enumeration, I have 
been told, “I wantan honest census; indicate some first-class man as 
special agent. He can go through with this. matter in two or three 
days, examine all the people, learn all there is about it, and I will ap- 
point him as special agent to investigate it.” Now, that has been my 
experience. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. Now, if that rule had been applied 
universally and applied in this case, there would bave been no objection. 
But what occurred on the 4th day of September, 1890? 

Mr. McPHERSON. What page? 

Mr. GORMAN. Inow read from page 196 of this report. 

‘ The following communication was addressed to the Secretary of the 
nterior: 
OFFICE or THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN, 
New York, September 4, 1890. 


Srn: Ata meeting of the common council of the city of New York, held in the 
City Hall in said city on Tuesday, September 2, vette preamble and resolution, 


of which the accompanying is a copy, was presented by Alderman William Tate, 
and sar iati 
ery respectfully, 
; x FRANCIS J. TWOMEY, Clerk. 
Hon. Jons W. NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


That communication, bear in mind, was sent to the Secretary of the 
Interior on the 4th day of September, the census having been taken in 
July. It was sent at the earliest possible moment that suficient facts 
could be gotten together to warrant a request for a recount. It was 
sent to the Department before other requests were made. It was sent 
by the board of aldermen, who, I presume, are respectable men. 

Following that up and getting no satisfaction and no intimation that 
a recount would be admitted in the city of New York, the mayor of 
the city, Mr. Hugh J. Grant, whom we all know to be a respectable 
man, representing a great community, addressed the Census Office the 
following communication: 

Mayor's OFFICE, New York, October 16, 1890. 
Sim: It appears from an enumeration taken by the police force, under the 
supervision of myself and n representative selected by you— 

That is, by the Census Office— 


that there aro many inhabitants of tho city of New York who wero not returned 
by the Federal census. In number there are more than cnough to secure to 


au city an additional member of Congress and to this Statoan additional elect 
oral vote. A 


It is the right ofthe people to be counted accurately and to have represents 
tion in Congress and in the electoral college proportionate to their population. 
In their name I demand, as their right, that the Fedcral authorities make an 
accurate enumeration of all the inhabitants of the city of New York. 

HUGH J. GRANT, Mayor. 

The SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 

On the 17th day of October, that is, on the following day, the day 
after this letter was written—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will pardon me just until I finish 
this letter, to show how mistaken the Senator from New York is in 
stating that every application of this sort was treated with considera- 
tion, I will read the reply of the Acting Superintendent of the Census, 
written on the day after this application of Mayor Grant: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washtagton, October 17, 189. 
Drar Sm: Yours of the 16th instant lias been received, demanding that the 


Federal authorities make an accurate enumeration of all the inhabitants of the 
city of New York. a 

Youstate thatitappears, from the enumeration taken by the police force under 
the supervision of yourself and a representative sclected by me, that there aro 
many inhabitants of the city of New York who were not returned by the Fed- 
eral census. There has been no representative selected by me to supervise the 
enumeration taken by your force. It is proper that any misapprehension on 
your part, and the effect of your statement, should be corrected without delay, 
lest it might be deemed therefrom that this bureau was in anywise responsible 
for or bound by the enumeration you mention, 

The right of the people of New York to be counted accurately and have rep- 
resentation in Congress and in the electoral college proportionate totheir pop- 
ulation has not been disputed and needs no assertion to have itacknowledged. 

Your demand foran accurate enumeration of the inhabitants of the city of 
New York is without the supportof any facts officially known to this office, and 
will be considered only when a case is presented in due form, and that will then 
be decided upon its merits, 

You will please understand that this bureau has entire confidence in the 
enumeration it has made of the inhabitants of the city of New York, and will 
adhere to the same until convin by proper proofs duly presented that the 
same is erroneous, and to a degree that demands a re-enumeration under the 
statute in such case made and provided. 

You will please further take notice that the work.of the census by the 
national authorities has proceeded so far that the results of the enumeration 
of the population will be probably announced within a few days, and that no 
great delay will be allowed you in presenting your case and the evidence you 
may have to support it. 

Yours, réspectfally, 


A. F. CHILDS, 
Acting Superintendent of Census. 
Huon J. GRANT, 
Mayor of New York City. 

Mr. President, I say now, and I know itcan notbe successfully con- 
tradicted, that when you come to the politics of the census itis all on 
one side. I give full credit to the Superintendent for a desire to ac- 
complish a feat that has never before been attempted, and that is hay- 
ing the enumeration ready so that the apportionment might be made 
in thesame Congress in which the census was taken; but I say behind 
all that is the further fact that he was spurred on to this action so that 
all the politics might be on one side. Now, that is the fact. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
call his attention to a fact in connection with the correspondence he 
has read? He hasspoken of the action of the board of aldermen. That 
action was taken, it seems, on the 4th day of September, 1890. The 
Senator is aware of the fact, I presume, that it was late in the month 
of August before we had any computation whateverof any of the cities 
of the American Union, including the city of New York. So it seems 
that the board of aldermen immediately upon the receipt of the compu- 
tation as to New York, discovering it to be erroneous, proceeded to have 
something done by way of a correction of the faulty enumeration of 
that city, and I do not see how the Senator from New York can charge 
npon the people of that city any disposition to delay matters, because 
certainly they could not know what the enumeration was until it was 
made up by the Superintendent of the Census. 

Mr. GORMAN. Thatis true. TheSenator from New Jersey is quite 
rigbt. After all this occurred and the relief had been denied, the mat- 
ter was brought up in another body and a resolution introduced witha 
view of having the error corrected and a new census taken. Itwas so 
patent to everybody that there was a mistake, not a mistake in the 
enumeration of the inhabitants alone, but the most conclusive proof 
was shown that in one ward, the Second ward of the city of New York, 
there were sixty-seven houses that no enumerator had ever entered. 

Now, the Second ward of New York is not asection of the city where 
the houses are closed and the inhabitants have gone off on sammer va- 
cations, They are the homes of people who are comparatively poor. 
The houses are never closed; they are always open, The mistake was 
there. No enumerator ever entered them or attempted to enter them. 
The proof was positive that the error had been committed. Notwith- 
standing that, the simple and modest request of the city of New York 
to have a recount was denied, and denied why? Itwasnot denied be- 
cause there was an iron rule of the office, as suggested by the Senator 
from New York, that it would not do to have a recount in October be- 
cause it would do injustice to other sections of the conntry, because 
applications for a recount in other sections were granted at the time 
New York made her application, and they were properly granted. 

This was denied for what reason? ‘The Senator from Maine says 
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there was politics in it. Yes, Mr. President, I have no doubt the Sen- 
ator is right; there was politics in if. Every official who had charge 
of making the enumeration was directly opposed to the politics of the 
people of that section of New York who were to be enumerated. 

Mr. HALE. I give notice that directly after the routine morning 
business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to take this measure up, and 
I hope that we may reach a vote at 12 o’clock, when there will bea full 
Senate. With that view I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratrinthechair). Before put- 
ting the motion the Chair will lay before the Senate a communication 
from the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I withdraw the motion. 


COST OF GAS AND ELECTRIC LIGHTING IN TILE DISTRICT, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting a re- 
port, prepared under the direction of the engineer commissioner, on the 
cost of gas and electric lighting for municipal purposes in the District 
of Columbia, in compliance with a provision of the District appropri- 
ation act approved August 6, 1890; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 275) authorizing use of building known 
as Marini Hall for money-order division of the Sixth Auditor’s Office 
until May 1, 1891, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE IIOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4585) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary B. Hascall. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 26th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2082) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Staunton, Va.; 

An act (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Da- 
kota; and 

An act (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at St. Albans, in the State of Vermont. 

The message also announced that the President of the United States 
had on the 27th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1384) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the crection of a public building 
thereon at Mankato, in the State of Minnesota. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of Senators about me, I do not re- 
new my motion to adjourn, but move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, January 29, 1891, at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by ihe Senale the 28th day of January, 1891. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
George K. Anderson, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be register of the land 
office at Folsom, N. Mex., vice Thomas B. Baldwin, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
David N. Comingore, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal rev- 


enue for the sixth district of Kentucky, to succeed John J. Landram, 
deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1891. 


PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE SERVICE, 
First Lieut. Horatio D. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be a captain in 
the revenue service of the United States. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Frederick W. Collins, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United 
States for the southern district of Mississippi. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Patrick H, Downing, of California, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Wilmington, in the State of California. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Depariment. 

Capt. Charles B. Byrne, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 

rank of major. 
Cavatry. 

enas Lieut. Luther R. Hare, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain of cay- 

alry. 

Tirst Lieut. Thaddeus W. Jones, regimental adjutant Tenth Cav- 


alry, to be captain of cavalry. s 
Second Lieut. James F. Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 


of cavalry. 
Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Edward A. Millar, Third Artillery, to be first lieuten- 
ant of artillery. 
Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. John J. Coppinger, Eighteenth Infantry, to be colonel 


of infantry. 

Maj. Jacob F. Kent, Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant colonel of 
infantry. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major of in- 
fantry. 

F iit Lieut. Edward E, Pratt, Twenty-third Infantry, to be captain 
of infantry. r 

Second Lieut. Edward S. Avis, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieutenant 


of infantry. 
Second Lieut. Alfred B. Scott, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant of infantry. X 
Second Lieut. Harris L. Roberts, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 


lieutenant of infantry. > 
Second Lieut. Walter H. Chatfield, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant of infantry. A ~- 
Second Lieut. John F. Morrison, Twentieth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant of infantry. í 
Second Lieut. Andrew S. Rowan, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first licu- 


tenant of infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles A. Williams, of the Twenty-first Infantry, to be 


captain of infantry. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Charles F. Wheeler, to bo postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 
Chittenden and State of Vermont. ə 


Robert C. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Tennessee. : 

John H. Ackerman, to be postmaster at Englewood, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 

Alanza A. Bailey, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Uintah and State of Wyoming. 

Hervey L. Coe, to be postmaster at Port Washington, in the county 
of Ozaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

Garry A. Willard, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. . 

James ©. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 4 

William Cumberbeach, to be postmaster at Orange Valley, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Charles C. Hilton, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Missouri. 

Miss Elizabeth V. Neyman, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, p 

Henry A. Groman, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Adrian H. Kriegsmann, to be postmaster at Blue Hill, in the county 
of Webster and State of Nebraska. 

Ephraim R. Bec, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Furnas and State of Nebraska. x 

Alvin D. Pettit, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Gratiot 
and State of Michigan. 

Mrs. Annie E. Sartwell, to be postmaster at Whitefield, in the 
county of Coos and State of New Hampshire. 

John Mason, to be postmaster at Plymouth,in the county of Grafton 
and State of New Hampshire. 

Chauncey H. Greene, to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. s 

Miss Julia R. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles A. Perley, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

John G. Orr, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of Berk- 
shire and State of Massachusetts. 

Ira D. Warren, to bepostmaster at Zumbrota, inthe county of Good- 
hue and State of Minnesota. 

Fred Seebach, to bepostmaster at Red Wing, in the county of Good- 
hue and State of Minnesota. 

Ella L. Kempe, tobe postmasterat Montevideo, in thecounty of Chip- 
pewa and State of Minnesota, 
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Edward Sorin, to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county of St. 
Joseph and State of Indiana. 

Samuel Bucknell, to be postmaster at National Stock Yards, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illinois. K 

Alexander Smith, to'be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the parish of 
East Baton Ronge and State of Louisiana. 

Franklin M. Cutcheon, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county 
of Ionia and State of Michigan. 

Frank H. Putney, to be postmaster at Waukesha, in the county of 
Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 

Jahn H. Whetstone, to be postmaster at Iowa City, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Iowa. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 28, 1891. 
PROMOTION IN TIHE ARMY, 
Ordnance Department. 


Col. Daniel W. Flagler, to be Chief of Ordnance, with rank of briga- 
dier general. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN; D. D: 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKFORD, ILL. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference (pending at the adjournment last evening) on 
the bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Rockford, IN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
tion of money? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. At any rate, it isa confer- 
ence report. For what purpose does the gentleman make theinquiry? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If it carries an appropria- 
tion of money, my purpose was to ask for the yeas and nays. Does 
this conference report increase the amount of the bill as passed by the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] can per- 
haps satisfy the gentleman on that point. The Chair can not answer. 

Mr. HITT. What is the inquiry of the gentleman from Arkansas ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Whether this conference re- 
port increases the amount of theappropriation as passed by the House. 

Mr. HITT. It does not changein any way the substance of the bill 
as passed by the House; there is simply a change of phraseology as 
suggested by the Supervising Architect, 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KILGORE, for fifteen days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Tiromas, until the 30th instant, on account of sickness. 
; ae Mr. McCLammy, indefinitely, on account of the sickness of his 
father, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] for leave of absence was handed to 
the Chair two or three days ago. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY BEFORE A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committes on Levees and Improvement of Mississippi 
River be authorized to have pened such testimony taken by it, orsuch papers 
relating to matters pending before said committee, as it may deem proper, 

i The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the consideration of this reso- 
ution? z 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I object for the present. 
` gentleman from Michigan what this request is, 

Mr. BURROWS. The request is to have printed the testimony of 
four witnesses who appeared before the committee—— 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Ihave noobjection to the consideration of the 
resolution, but I do not like—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask consent for its adoption. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not like to give consent in this way to 
the passage of a bill or resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1am perfectly willing to haye the resolution 
considered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the resolution be referred, then, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. i 

The resolution was referred accordingly. 


Does this carry an appropria- 


I wish to ask the 
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RENT OF BUILDING FOR MONEY-ORDER BUSINESS. 
Mr. CANNON. By instruction of the Committee on Appropriations 
I ask consent for the passage of the joint resolution which the Clerk 
will read. v 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution authorizing use of building known as Marini Hall for money- 
order division of the Sixth Auditor’s OMce until May 1, 1891. 


Resolved, That the provision in the act Bers | appropriations for the legis- 


lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, which requires that the building known as Marini Hall 
shall be vacated by the money-order division of the office of the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department not later than February 1, 1891, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to authorize tho use of said building for said object 
until not later than May 1, 1891. And so much of the appropriation made by 
the said act for the rent of an additional building forsaid money-order division 
from February 1, 1891, as may be necessary is hereby made available for the 
payment of the rental of said Marini Hall until not later than May 1, 1391, at 
the rate of $4,000 per annum. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to object until I can hear some explanation 
from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state that I shall object to the passage 
of the resolution in this way; I do not object to its consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then let it be considered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to that. 

* Mr. CANNON. I will say in a word to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Rocers] that there isa mandatory provision in the legisla- 
tive appropriation bill for the current year requiring theremoval of the 
money-order division of the Sixth Auditor’s Office from the quarters 
now occupied in Marini Hall, which is a very unsuitable building. 

Now, the Postmaster General contracted under law for the rental 
ofa new building south of the Post-Office Department building, which 
is in process of erection and was to have been completed by the Ist of 
February, when this mandatory law goes into operation. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is sufficient as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘This resolution therefore only extends that provi- 
sion of law until May 1, in order to enable the Department to occupy 
this building until the completion of the new structure. 

Mr, ROGERS. ‘That is all desired to know—simply thereasons for 
this legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not object to the consideration, and I 
want to suggest now that the objection I made before to the resolution 
of the gentleman from Michigan, as well as that just introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois, went only to the request for unanimous 
consent for the passage of the resolution, as I understood the request. 
We practically committed the House, in advance, to the proposition. 
It hag usually been the practice in the House to ask if there isconsent 
to the consideration of the resolution. I did not object and do not 
object to the consideration of either. 

Mr, CANNON. Well, itis immaterial tome whether it is considera- 
tion or ge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Speaker will bear me out,and the gentle- 
man from Illinois himself will I am sure, that the usual form is for 
present consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; but for obvious reasons the other day 
we wanted the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly, and for obvious reasons the objec- 
tion was made; but I hope that these reasons have ceased to exist, 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that they have not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossinent and third 
reading of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish toask a question of my colleague. What 
is the proposed contract for the new building to which you have re- 
ferred ? 

Mr. CANNON. It is for the leasing of a new building, under con- 
tract already made, south of the present Post-Office Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At what rental? 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is $9,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to suggest to my colleague that some 
provision should be brought forward during this session in connection 
with the erection of the new post-office building for this city, so that 
the upper stories of it could be used for the General Post Office, and 
the present General Post Office could be used for the General Land Of- 
fice. I do not see why we should not utilize the floors above the city 
post office for a General Post-Office building. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is perhaps quite right, but 
this is to keep the office where it is now, until May 1, or otherwise they 
will go into the streets after February 1. > 

Mr. DOCKERY. The proposition is entirely correct, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 275) was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
Intion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PRINTING OF SILVER-POOL TESTIMONY. 


On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, the following 
resolution was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the select committee to investigate the alleged silver pool be 
authorized to have printed the evidences taken before the committee, 
FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged report which 
has been pending for some time on House bill $049. The report, to- 
gether with the accompanying statement of the committee, has been 
read twice, and the question is on the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill GH. R. 80149) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis mil- 
itary reservation in Montana, under tho homestead law, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference re- 


rt. 

P Atr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, what is this report? 

The SPEAKER. Itis a conference report which has been printed 
twice in the Recorp. The Clerk willagain report the title of the bill, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand that this is a conference re- 

rt? 

P The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink it would be desirable if the gentleman 
from Montana would explain the report. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ae on two occasions, I believe, opposed the 
passage of that report, because we did not have a quorum in the House 
for one reason. I had other reasons, but that was the main reason. I 
have now no farther objection to the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, Let the accompanying report be again read. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman from Arkansas is willing, I will 
make a brief statement—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam poe ay willing to accept that in lieu of the 
report. I only want to know what this is. 

Mr. CARTER. There exists within the State of Montana a military 
reservation long since abandoned, known as the Fort Ellis reservation. 
There are no settlers on the reservation, and it has been in charge of a 
keeper appointed by the Government. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. It is impossible to hear what is going on 


here. 

Mr. CARTER. I have just stated that this reservation is now in 
charge of a keeper appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, to guard 
the Government property. No settlers have ever been permitted to 
encroach upon the limits of this reservation. It is about 10 miles dis- 
tant from the nearest town, and the survey plats show abont two-thirds 
of the reservation to be mountainous lands, presumably mineral in 
character. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How large is the reservation? 

“Mr. CARTER. About one and one-half townships of land, 

As I have stated, it has long since been abandoned for military pur- 

and should be opened to settlement. 

As the bill originally passed the House the land was to be thrown 
open to settlement under the mining and homestead laws exclusively; 
and it was provided that the old buildings formerly used by the mili- 
tary should be sold at public auction to the highest bidder. Upon an 
investigation in the Senate it was determined that these old buildings 
would not pay the cost of making a sale, they being constructed of 
a very poor character of material; nor would they pay for remoyal. 
It was considered, however, that they would be of some advantage to 
the Stateas a site for a military encampment. - 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me? I understand 
this to be an abandoned military reservation. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And that it is now in charge of the Secretary of 
the Interior? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wanted to be sure. 

Mr. CARTER. In order to avoid the sale of the buildings and the 
consequent loss to the Government incident to the expenses exceeding 
the amount realized at the sale, the Senate incorporated an amend- 
ment granting to the State of Montana 640 acres of land, including 
these particular buildings. 

A further amendment was made providing that the State might se- 
lect, in partial satisfaction of a grant heretofore made for school pur- 

a certain amount of the land on this reservation, to be taken 
out of the school grant made at the time of the admission of the State. 
That was deemed desirable because the conditions are such in the State 
at large that a considerable body of land can not now be procured nn- 
der the grant at any particular point. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Willthe gentleman permit me? Does 
that amendment apply simply to this reservation of 18,000 acres or 
does it apply to all selections? 

Mr. CARTER. It applies merely to this reservation. The State 
may select, under this act, within one year, certain lands within that 


reservation, to be deducted from the amount of the grant heretofore 
made for school purposes. That is in substance tho character of the 
proposition now presented to the House. 

Mr, BLANCHARD, Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 


Mr. CARTER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. About two years:ago a proposition was passed 
through Congress withdrawing all Jands now included within the pub- 
lic domain from sale or entry under any of the Jand Jaws of the United 
States except the homestead law. Iwish toask the gentleman if this 
particular piece of 18,000 acres is excepted ont of the provisions of that 
general law. 

Mr. CARTER. This bill provides no special law for the disposition 
of the land included in this reservation. On the contrary, it specially 
provides that the land shall be disposed of under the general Jand and 
mining laws of the United Statos, after the State shall have made its 
selections, 

Mr. McCREARY, 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. McCREARY. How many acres of land are embraced in this 
Fort Ellis reservation ? 

Mr. CARTER. About 30,000 acres, I think, 

Mr. McCREARY. And this bill proposes to allow the State of Mon- 
tana to take this land in lien of other lands heretofore granted to Mon- 
tana for school purposes? 

Mr. CARTER. Such portions of it as the State may desire to select 
in that way, of the nonmineral lands within the reservation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Montana yield to me for 
& moment? 

Mr. CARTER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS, I did not precisely comprehend why it was that any 
portion of this reservation wasto be taken in lieu of the school lands 
heretofore granted to the State of Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state for the farther information of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas in that behalf that it is desirable that the State 
shouldown at some point within its jurisdiction a greater body of land 
at one place than G40 acres. 

Under the existing conditions the State can not, in the nature of 
things, procure more than that amount at one point. We desire to 
locate at points in the State an agricultural college, an insane asylum, 
aState ponitentiary, and other public buildings. Ifpermitted toselect 
3 or 4 sections of land in a body we will have an adequate amount of 
land upon which to locate one of these institutions without being com- 
pelled to purchase or condemn for that purpose, and that is the design 
of this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, if you were to appropriate this body of land 
to a purpose of that character would you not to that extent be curtail- 
ing from the public-school fund that amount of Jand ? 

Mr. CARTER. We would be taking that amount of land from the 
grants heretofore made. 

Mr. ROGERS. Would not that be depriving certain school sections 
of their rights under the general Jaw ? 

Mr. CARTER. Idonotsounderstandit, The general law provides 
that sections 16 and 36 in each township shall be set apart asa special 
basis for a school fund. Now, in addition to that general appropria- 
tion of land, when the State of Montana and the other new States were 
admitted into the Unioon, it was provided that other lands in addition 
to sections 16 and 36 should be given the State for school purposes of 
various kinds, principally a State university, an agricultural college, 
and other specific purposes. , 

Mr. ROGERS, Is not the sixteenth section granted to each town- 
ship in your State for public-school purposes? 

Mr. CARTER. For public-school pu 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, if you take any portion of the sixteenth sec- 
tion, in a larger body than the sixteenth section, are you not depriving 
that particular township, or some township, of these lands, unless the 
lars you select on this reservation be in addition to the grants already 
made? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The land does not go to the township, it goes to 
the State. 

Mr. CARTER. The Jand would not go to the township, but to the 
State, and if section 36 were selected in this township for any special 
purpose, it would, of course, be taken uniler the general Jaw, and not 
under the special act, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe gentleman willallow me. Is not theres- 
son why you desire to select this land becauseit will be more advanta- 
geous to the school fund than to take sections 16 and 36? 

Mr. CARTER. It is in the interest of the school fund that this pro- 
vision was made provided it becomes desirable to locate the university 
orsome other educational institution on land selected within the bound- 
aries of this reservation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
ricultural purposes? 

Mr. COBB. Is not this an enlargement of the original grant? 

Mr. CARTER, It is not an enlargement of the grant except as to 


Will the gentleman from Montana allow me to 


How much of this land is fit for ag, 
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the one section upon which theold fort buildings are located. That 
section is granted to the State for the purpose of using it as a militia 
camping ground or for other public use. 

Mr. COBB. That is an enlargement of the grant to that extent. 

Mr. CARTER. To that extentitis. The grant is to be used sim- 
ply for a public purpose; and after it ceases to be used for a public 
purpose it reverts to the Government under the terms of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Montana how much of this reservation is mineral land. 

Mr. CARTER. That question I can not answer definitely. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much of itis agricultural land? 

Mr. CARTER. ‘There are probably five or six sections of good ag- 
ricultural land in the entire reservation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And the rest is probably mineral? 

Mr. CARTER. The-rest is probably mineral. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Montana if 
there is any Indian reservation upon any part of this land? 

Mr. CARTER. There are no Indians on any portion of the land or 
Within 100 miles of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, let me see whether I understand the 
gentleman correctly. ‘This is a proposition to take a military reserva- 
tion, or a portion of it, and transfer it to the State of Montana for the 
purpose of erecting penitentiaries and universities and furnishing a 
militia camping ground. Now, that I understand to be the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTER. ‘That is not the proposition. 

Mr. SPINOLA., Then I have misunderstood the gentlemafi, 

Mr. CARTER. I will try to enlighten the gentleman from New 
York on the matter. This land has been abandoned for many years as 
a military reservation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That I understand. 

Mr. CARTER. The purpose of this bill is to open the reservation 
ultimately to settlement under the general land and mineral laws, In 
the mean time, to avoid the necessity of the Government incurring a 
loss to the extent of the proceedings for the sale of the old buildings, 
1 section (640 acres of land) is granted to the State for its use in con- 
nection with these buildings for a military camping ground or for some 
other public use, That is all, 

Mr, SPINOLA, Tunderstand the gentleman that they propose to 
take in all about 2,500 acres; that they propose to group together four 
entire sections. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman in that parola is correct, but it 
is not giving a grant of that amount to the State of Montana. The 
ground thus selected is to be, according to the terms of the bill, de- 
ducted from the grant herctofore made to the State. 

Mr. SPINOLA, That is all very well; but all the older States of 
the Union are called upon to purchase ground for camping grounds 
and other purposes connected with the National Guard of the various 
States. Now, I see no reason at this particular time why Congress 
should donate 2,500 acres of land to the State of Montana, 640 of which 
is to be used as a parade ground for the militia of the State, and the 
balance of it for some other purposes, as the gentleman has indicated. 
Now, Montana isa new State. It came into the Union in violation, 
in my judgment, of the rules and regulations governing the admission 
of new States, 

Mr. CARTER. That question has been disposed of, 

Mr. SPENOLA. Very well; so have some other questions that the 
gentleman has enlarged on. 

Mr. CARTER, I yielded to the gentleman only for a question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I will wait till the gentleman gets through, 
and then I propose to speak on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

The question was put; and the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER moved to reconsider the yote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion torcconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


EXTRA COPIES OF REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 


Mr, STIVERS. Mr, Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Denne to present a report on a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 


esk, 
The Clerk read as follows: } 


In Tim SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, Seplember 18, 1890, 


Resolved by the Senate seg House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 cxtra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 
mony, to be bound in cloth in two volumes; 10,000 copies for tho House of Itep- 
resentatives and 5,000 copies for the Senate. % 


The SPEAKER. The Speen is on the adoption of the resolutfon. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to understand why the committee report 
in ree of 15,000 copies being printed and bund, and what the cost 
wi 


Mr. STIVERS. The cost is given in the report. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to ay 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands, together Beda the views of the minority, 
and the testimony, havo had the samo underconsideration, and respectfully re- 
portit favorably, and recommend that the House agreetherein. The estimated 
cost of printing and binding the 15,000 copies is $23,077.50. 


Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, the question of opening up the 
arid lands and the Government expenditure in connection with it I 
think are very grave questions, and especially when we are going to 
print reports costing $23,000. In view of the fact that it is pro 
as I understand by the majority report, that the Government should 
enter upon an unlimited expenditure of money in surveying these 
lands, providing for the reservation of the waters and reservoir sites, 
ete., I am opposed to tho whole scheme of Government expenditures 
in that direction, and do not think that Congress ought to enter upon it, 

I have no objection to the water rights being surveyed and reserved 
for the use of the States, to be disposed of by the States, but this seems 
to me to be a scheme for the purpose of having the General Govern- 
ment make this expenditure for the improvement of these lands; it 
means for Congress to take control and possession of these water rights 
and, by the building of reservoirs at great cost, to practically open u 
those lands for settlement. Now, we have a vast area of public lan 
in our Western States still subject to homestead and pre-emption, 
cheap and fertile lands well fitted to make cheap homes for the people, 
without this vast Gel reaeeli of public money at this time. I hope 
the report will not be printed. I am opposed to the whole scheme, 
and also to the printing of the report, 

Mr. STIVE Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from California, Gen- 
eral VANDEVER, has taken great interest in the subject embraced in 
this report and is thoroughly conversant with it, so I yield to him to 
explain the feasibility and importance of making this publication. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that the House de- 
sires to go into thé merits of this question of irrigation at this time. 
The pending resolution simply provides for the printing of the report 
made by a committee of the Senate which has thoroughly investigated 
the whole subject. Itis areport which contains a great deal of valu- 
able information. There isa report by the majority of the committee 
and also by the minority, and ‘in order that the House and the country 
may understand the feasibility of irrigating these lands, and in order 
thatthe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] himself may see some 
reasonableness in the-proposition to provide the means for the project, 
I think that it is necessary that this report should be printed. As I 
have said, it contains a large amount of information that will be in- 
teresting to the wholo country, information that has beon collected by 
the Senate committee with great trouble and a great expenditure of 
personal efort. It contains also expert testimony which is valuable 
and instructive, and the whole report will, I think, prove deeply in- 
teresting to the people of the country at large. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. What is the nature of the information pre- 
sented in the report? 

Mr. VANDEVER, It embraces eyery phase of the question of the 
feasibility of irrigating these lands at present lying waste, in such 
condition that no one will ever settle upon them while the world lasts 
unless watercan be provided to fertilize them. It is to show the prac- 
ticability of the project of preparing these lands for homes for the peo- 
ple that this report ought to be printed. The scheme is in the inter- 
est of the Government and in the interest of the people, for the purpose 
of making these lands fit for settlement and carving ont of them in the 
future great Commonweal ths. 

Mr. BLAND. Can the gentleman state what proportion of those 
arid lands are situated in States that are now organized and able to 
take care of themselves? 

Mr. VANDEVER. A very large proportion of those lands are now 
within the limits of organized State governments; there is no doubt 
about that; but they are public lands. 

Mr. BLAND, Then I will ask the gentleman if he thinks it is just 
thatthe people of otherStates, especially the people of the West, where 
there are still great tracts of fertile lands still subject to entry for home- 
steads, should be taxed for the purpose of improving desert lands which 
are situated in organized States whose people ought to be able to take 
care of themselyes, and where, under their State laws, they ought, in 
all justice to the people of the rest of the country, to make the neces- 
sary expenditures themselves? 

Iam not disposed to interfere with any scheme which will simply 
provide for the Governmentsurveying those water rights, leaving them 
subject to the dispositjon of the States, Or I would grant the lands to 
the States and let them develop them. But the idea that Congress is 
to call upon the people of all the States of the Union to pay taxes for 
the benefit of the two or three States in which these lands are situated 
is one to which I am certainly opposed. In my opinion the scheme is 
unconstitutional, and it is certainly very unjust. 

Mr, VANDEVER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
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take into consideration the fact that the public lands are surveyed at 
the expense of all the people, even when they are situated within the 
limits of organized States? That is the fact, but I am not aware that 
anybody has ever objected to those surveys on that account, 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not object to the survey. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri says that he would like to have these lands transferred to the 
States. Well, they have to be surveyed first. So far as I am con- 
cerned myself, I am quite in favor of transferring them to the States 
after these reservoir sites have been surveyed and defined. After that is 
done, let the States take the lands off the hands of the General Gov- 
ernment, if that is thought desirable, and incur whatever expense is 
required to develop and perfect this irrigation system. But the infor- 
mation contained in this report has been collected at great expense and 
trouble, and the pending resolution does not involve any other expend- 
iture than what is required for printing the report in order to give the 
people and to give to the members of this House the necessary informa- 
tion upon which to act upon this great subject of irrigation. 

Mr. BLAND. If I understand this scheme and the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee to which the gentleman refers, it contemplates 
the expenditure by Congress out of the Federal Treasury of the money 
required, not only for the survey, but also for the improvement of the 
lands, the construction of these reservoirs, and so on, a work which 
would entail upon the people of the whole country an expenditure of 

millions. ° 
s Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, no matter what this report or any 
other report may fecommend, it is in the discretion of Congress to deter- 
mine whether they will adopt the recommendation or not; but Iam pre- 
pared to say that this report doesnot undertake to prescribe any partic- 
tar mode of carrying out this great enterprise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not intended by this resolution to com- 
mit Congress to any particular scheme of irrigation or in fact to any 
scheme, ‘The proposition is simply to print the report of the commit- 
tee that has investigated this subject, together with the testimony 
which the committee has taken. ‘The resolution for printing the re- 

rt will include the printing of the views of the minority. The ob- 
ject is simply to give the country and the House information upon 
which action may be taken in regard to the irrigation of these arid 
lands. I can see no objection to the printing of this report: 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House but a moment. 
I sincerely hope that this report will be printed. Unless the informa- 
tion collected upon this subject be laid before us in documentary form 
we can not act intelligently upon the question. What was the use of 
having the survey made if the report is not to be printed and the facts 
spread before Congress ? 

I have great respect for my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. I 
have followed him on almost every question since I have been a mem- 
ber of this House. He is in general an able and judicious leader; but 
on this oceasion he is, for the first time within my knowledge, greatly 
in error. I know noman who can be more uniformly trusted as sound 
both in head and heart; but on this proposition his views are erro- 
neous. He speaks of land open for settlement under the homestead 
law. . Why, sir, I do not know where 160 acres of public land can be 
found which one of my sons could pre-empt as a homestead and make 
a suppoft upon it for himself, his wife and children,” 

As to these lands known as desert lands, if we can have reservoirs 
made and secure irrigation for them they will be as fine lands as ever 
were cultivated. No land, even upon the Nile, would excel them, 
This enterprise is one which private capital can not undertake. No 
corporation can furnish the necessary supply of water for these millions 
and millions of acres. Gentlemen talk here about the demands of the 
farmer. Why, sir, the great agricultural interests of the country de- 
manda measure of this kind at the hands of Congress. Task that this 
report be printed. 

he question being put on agreeing to the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 95, noes 22. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 20, noes 105; not 
one-fifth in the affirmative. ; 

Mr. BLAND. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So tellers were refused, the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STIVERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY B. IASCALL, 
Mr. BELKNAP submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4585) granting a 
pension to Mary B. Hascall, having met, after full and free conference have 
agre ed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

ows: 


That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment and agree to 


the bill as passed by the Senate. 
G. L. LAWS, 
0.E.BELKNAP 
EDWARD LANE,- 
Managers on the part of the House. 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The following statement of the House conferees was read: 

Statement to aecompany conference report on Senate bill 4535, 

The adoption of conference report will in effect be to pass Senate bill 4585 
Malet amendment, granting beneficiary named in the bill a pension of 0a 
month, 

. G. L. LAWS 

0. E. BELKNAP, 
On the part of the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. BELKNAP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING SUPPLEMENT TO CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to presenta privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, introduced January 26, 
1891, by Mr. WIKE and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


Resolved, That there be printed 7,000 copies of the supplement to Congres- 
oe Directory containing maps of all Congressional districts, for the use of 
the House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Task for the reading of the report of the com- 
mittee. It is very short. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee have considered the Mouse resolution to print 7,000 copies 
of supplement to Congressional Directory, containing maps of all Congres- 
siona! districts, for the use of the House and direct me to report the samo with 
the recommendation that it do pass. The estimated cost of the same is $343.35; 


The SPEAKER, ‘The question is upon the adoption of this resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee what special reason there is for the printing of more of these 
documents. The apportionment bill will probably be passed at this'ses- 
sion, so that the next Congressional election will be held under a dif- 
ferent apportionment and with different districts. While I do not 
wish to seem to oppose the resolution, I would like to hear some ex- 
planation why it is desirable to print 7,000 copies of what looks to me 
something like a ‘‘ back number.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inanswer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, as to the reason for printing this work, I can say that so far 
the House has had no copies printed. 

There have been a few copies only printed under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing, which belong to the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt fora question? I have been informed that the new ap- 
portionment is somehow to be embodied in this publication. Can that 
be possible ? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that this covers the cen- 
sus just taken, embodying the apportionment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course the present publication does not un- 
dertake to include any new apportionment, butis based upon the ap- 
portionment which has been in existence for the last ten years. Itdoes, 
however, include the population in all of the States by States and coun- 


ties. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas.. The population as shown by the last 
census ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes, the census of 1890, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. That is what I understood. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And it will be valuable in all of the State 
Legislatures in making up the new apportionment. It is entirely non- 
political; that is to say, it has as much to do with one side as the 
other. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
I desire to know what information he has as to the correctness of these 
maps? I know that presented to me a few weeks ago with regard to 
Kentucky was not corrrect and did not represent the districts as they 
are. I think before we undertake to print large numbers of the maps 
we ought to be sure of their correctness, 

Mr. ELLIS. Let me ask, also, in that connection, what purpose 
this publication will serve, now that we have a reapportionment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, In response to the inquiries of the two gen- 
tlemen from Kentucky, I will say that I can not of course guaranty 
that the publication is entirely correct. Indeed I doubt whether any 
map is entirely correct; but this has been prepared with some care by 
the clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing, the gentleman who com- 
piles and edits the Congressional Directory, Mr. Michael. That it is 
substantially correct I have no doubt. It is undoubtedly of great ben- 
efit, as I have already said, to the different State Legislatures, and 
the cost is trifling, for the number called for in the resolution will 
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be only $343.75, I believe. In view, therefore, of the small cost aud 
of tie benefit to be derived from the publication—and while I am not 
earnestly advocating its publication, yet I have been appealed to by a 
largenumber of members on bothsides of the House to submit the re- 
quest—many members have urged it because they thought the publi- 
eation would serve a very proper interest in connection with the ap- 
portionment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution, unless some gentleman desires to debate it further, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the passage of the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 26. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R, 10862) to 
prevent counterfeiting or manufacture of dies, tools, or other imple- 
ments used in counterfeiting, and providing penalties therefor, asked a 
conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 
pointed Messrs. EDMUNDS, EVARTS, and VEST as conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Com- 
pany to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain points, 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of West 
Virginia and Kentucky; and 

A bill (8.3736) legalizing the action of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia in granting permits to extend any building or 
buildings beyond the building line, and declaring such building or 
buildings to be lawful structures. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, with the permission of the 
House, to lay before it the following communieation, which explains 
itself: 

ALBANY, N. Y., January 12, 1891. 

Dear Str: I hereby resign my seat as a Representative of the Eighth dis- 
trict of New York in the Fifty-first Congress, 

JOHN HENRY McCARTHY, M.C. 

To Hon. FRANK RICE, 

Secretary of Stale, New York. 
{Indorsed.] 
STATE or New York, Ofice of Secretary of State. 


THOMAS E. BENEDICT, 
Deputy Secretary of State, 


Filed January 12, 1891, 


STATE or New YORK, 
Office of Secretary of Stale, ss: 


I have compared the preceding copy of resignation with the original thereof 
on filein this office, and do hereby certify that the same is a correct transcript 
therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

Given under my hand and the seal of office of the secretary of state, at the 
city of Albany, this 27th day of January, in the year 1891. 

{SEaL.] FRANK RICE, Secretary of State. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to further consider the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HALL. Task unanimous consent, pending that, for the present 
consideratio f 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regularorder is the motion of the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committce of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. McComas in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the Military Academy appropriation 
bill. The Chair will state that of the time fixed for-general debate 
one hourand thirteen minutes yet remain under the control of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I haveno desire orintention of oc- 
cupying the time of the committee in continuation of the general de- 
bate upon the various suggestions which have been so liberally dis- 
cussed during the consideration of the pending bill. But, in yiew of 
that discussion, and especially that in relation to the Indian question 
and the recent difficulties in the Indian country, with the reflections 
which were made upon the course pursued by the Government in the 
treatment of the Indians, I deem it at least simply fair to state that as 
far as such reflections refer to the administration of the office of the 
present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, I believe they are both unjust 
and uncalled for. 
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In this connection I wish to state that I am specially authorized to 
say to the House that any investigation of the administration of the 
affairs of that office, and of its course of conduct under the adminis- 
tration of the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General Mor- 
gan, is not only desired, but courted. I know something of the Com- 
inissioner Sabet myself. I have the utmost faith in his honor- 
able, upright, proper, consistent, and Christian treatment of the matters 
which are under his control as head of that office; and, whatever difi- 
culties may have arisen in our treatment of the Indians, I do not be- 
lieve that any of the difficulty has been caused or has arisen on account 
of improper conduct of the administration of the affairs of that office 
by the present Commissioner. 

I thought it but due to the Commissioner and tothe House, in view 
of some remarks and reflections that were made in that connection on 
yesterday, that I should say this much, and very briefly, concerning 
this particular matter. 

There is no desire tocontinue the debate upon this side of the House; 
and I therefore ask that the bill be now read by paragraphs for debate 
and amendment, under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks unani- 
mous consent that further general debate be dispensed with and that 
the bill be now read by paragraphs. Is there objection? [After a 
pause,] The Chair heafsnone, The Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. £ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of cadets, $166,089; and no cadet shall receive more than at ths rate 
of $40 a year, f 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting on page 3, at the end of line 2, a semicolon instead of a 
period, and the following: 

“And the number of cadets appointed from the United States at large, by the 
President, shall hereafter be twenty.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, itis due to the House that Ishould 
say that of course this is a matter of proposed new legislation; but it 
was catefully considered and favorably reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and it is for the purpose of increasing the numberof 
cadets to be appointed by the President from the United States at large 
to twenty instead of ten, as it now is. The committee believe that 
this isa proper change in existing law, but I thought it due to the 


| House that I should state that it is a change, in order that it may not 


seem to have been surreptitiously inserted in the Dill. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Rhode Island what objection there is to increasing the number and 
making it one from each State, und requiring the appointment to be 
made one from each State. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPOONER, In the opinion of the committee—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the point of order been reserved? 

Mr. SPOONER. No point of order has been reserved. 

Mr, DINGLEY. I wish to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the gentleman is a little late. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is too late. Debate has been had. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Ithink not. It has not been consid- 
ered atall. Three or four gentlemen rose at once, and the gentleman 
from Maine has the right to speak with the others. I think the point 
of order does not come too late. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that when new legislation is proposed and 
the gentleman in charge of the bill states that it is new legislation, 
members ought to be allowed to reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the objection is 
well taken, that it comes rather late. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point that it does come too late and 
ask that the Chair so hold, because debate was had on the matter, 
certainly to such an extent as is necessary to save the question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry. The gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] stated that this amendment 
was new legislation and obnoxious to a point of order, and he was 
simply going on to state the fact, and that he hoped the point would 
not be raised. Now, it was impossible for anybody to raise it while he 
aeeie floor. Therefore it is not too late for the point of order to be 
raised. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Other gentlemen had risen and addressed the 
Chair and had been recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. ‘The rules of the committee donot permit 
more than one gentleman to speak at one time. 

Mr, SPOONER. Personally, I have not the slightest disposition to 
take advantage of any question of that kind. It doesseem tome, how- 
ever, that there was debate before the point of order was raised, de- 
bate occurring after I had made the statement that I did to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Chairman, I beg to suggest that this is a matter 
ofsome importance. It certainly was the obvious intention of gentle- 
men to reserve points of order against the bill, if it introduced any 
matter which was subject to the point of order, like that to which the 
gentleman from Rhode Island has just called the attention of thecom- 
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mittee with great frankness, namely, that this is a change of existing 
law, evidently himself anticipating that there would besome objection 
to it upon the ground that it infringed the rule which requires that 
no appropriation bill shall contain a change of existing law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Desiring to be entirely fair in the matter, I per- 
sonally would ask unanimous consent that the point of order may be 
reserved. I lave no objection to it at all. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of order 
comes too late. The question is on the amendment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to be allowed to 
say just a word in answer to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]. 
I would say that this is a partof the bill introduced by myself, reported 
favorably, and [think unanimously, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. It comes in this way. The Board of Visitors to the Military 
Academy at their last annual meeting in Juno last recommended a 
considerable increase of the corps of cadets for this reason: The Acad- 
emy is adapted and equipped for the simultaneous instruction of three 
hundred and forty-five cadets. That is the authorized strength of the 
cadet corps, but through the failure of members of Congress to nomi- 
nate, and through the fuilure of the cadets to pass their entrance ex- 
amination, and especially their failure to pass their first semiannual 
examination, it happens that the corps of cadets usually is only about 
three-quarters full. y 

Instead of 345, the last board of visitors, of which I happened to be 
a member, found only 261. We took that matter into careful consid- 
eration, and believed that with this plant, adequate to instruct and 
turn out the full corps, it was a waste and want of economy to let the 
corps of cadets run down to three-quarters of the size and strength 
originally intended. The instructors are all there and the buildings 
are all there; everythingis there except the cadets. Now, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] asks, why not authorize each of the 
Statesto nominate one? ‘Thatwas in contemplation. The bill which 
I had the honor to introduce authorized two from each State, with 
the idea that, by the same courtesy now extended to members, each 
Senator would have the nontination of a cadet; but after the appor- 
tionment bill passed through the House, which probably will also pass 
through the Senate, increasing the number of this House to 356, it oc- 
curred to the committec that that would make an increase of twenty- 
four in the corps of cadets, 

Then this amendment would increase that by ten, making thirty- 
four, and with that number of cadets it would be difficult to make one 
to each State, The question would be whoshould nominate that one; 
and to make two in addition to this increase of twenty-four caused by 
the increased membership of this House would make the corps too 
large and compel us to begin rebuilding and enlarging the Academy. 
Even one to each State would do that, and we had no such intention. 
The intention of the committee was simply to utilize that which we 
already have, and not to make an enlargementof the Academy. Now, 
there ‘are a Jarge number of army officers who have no means of get- 
ting appointment except through the President—— 
‘The HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, if Ican be recognized I will yield 
my time to the gentleman from Michigan. á 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ithankthegentleman. Iwasabouttosay there 
are a great number of army officers and others who have no means ot 
securing appointmentsin the Academy except through the President. 
Aft the present time he has but ten appointments in the course of four 
years. This would double the number and give him five each year, 

I think it is not going as far as we ought to go; but it seems to go 
as far as we can just now, and, in connection with the increase in the 
number ofthe membership of the House, will nearly utilize the teach- 
ing force and the accommodations of the Academy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand the gentleman to state that the 
President now has the appointment of ten every four years, and this 
will give him the appointment of twenty every four years, and not ten 
each year. That is all. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Thatisall. Not ten cach year. 

Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. VAUX. Why do you wish to increaso the number of cadets 
when those who have gone through the Academy can find nothing to 
do in the Army ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have no such troubleas that, Mr, Chairman. 
There are not enough cadets graduated tofill the vacancies in the Army, 
In the last few years, I believe in the last five years, there have been 
fifty appointments made from the noncommissioned officers of the Army 
and from civil life. It is an error to suppose that there is not employ- 
ment for those who are graduated. 

Mr, VAUX. Then why do you send them into the States to the 
different coll as teachers if you have anything for them to do? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because we think it is best. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he could not 
make a modification of the proposition so that he might propose that 
we appropriate money for the education and graduation of these pro- 
soit cadets at Yale-or some other first-class college iu order that they 
might be prepared to enter West Point and succeed. I suggest to 


him that probably the deficiency which he has found in the character 
of the cadets results from the fact that from the stringency of the reg- 
ulations, or from some other cause, of which Iam not aware, many of 
the young men are turned away from that school or taken out of that 
school who ought not to be turned away or taken out of it, but who 
ought to be permitted to graduate. 

Task him whether if, under the regulations or the manner of the 
execution of those regulations, a cadet ought not to be sent to a first- 
class military academy or other first-class college in the United States 
a graduated with first honors before he is prepared to enter West 

oint. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the gentleman states that rather strongly. 
My personal experience in the matter is that I have during my term 
of office as a member of this House nominated two candidates for ap- 
pointment. Each of those nominees I selected by competitive exami- 
nation and each of them passed his examination, One has now grad- 
uated from the Academy and is an officer in the United States Army; 
the other is successfully continuing his studies at the Academy to-day. 
I will suggest to my friend that if he would adopt a similar method in 
selecting his nominee (if he would have a competitive examination) I 
do not doubt that in his intelligent district he would find the same re- 
sult that I have in mine, 

‘The examinations that have been made in this matter in my district 
have called forth anywhere from fifteen to twenty-five young lads 
seeking for appointment, and having appeared before the examining 
board that nominee has been selected who has seemed to be most com- 
petent. In the past it has worked admirably in my district and there 
has been no failure since I have been a member of this House; and so 
far as I can recollect there has been no failure from a similar course of 
action upon the part of my predecessors in the seat which I now have 
the honor to occupy. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. Idesire to ask the gentleman if he will please 
state to the Honse what he knows as to the proportion of those young 
men who do not graduate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, SPOONER. I have given my personal experience. I bave 
graduated one, and there is another in process, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the amendment by making the number to be appointed by tho Presi- 
dent one from each State. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Michigan has just stated that the number provided for in the Military 
Academy is 345. But we have found that on an average only about 
three-fourths are in attendance. He says also that making the num- 
ber to be appointed ‘by the President one from each State would require 
an increase of facilities at the Academy. Now, if the average attend- 
ance is only 261, an addition of 44 would make 305, which would still 
leave 40 places for which provision is already made, so that there can 
be no good objection on that ground. es 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to hear the gentleman explain how 
it would be possible under the existing rules to keep the number at 
the maximum. How can anybody tell the number that will fail on 
examination? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. As to that we can only judge of the 
future by the past. The Academy has never been fall and there is no 
probability that there will ever be a lack of a place for any cadet that 
may be sent there. I think that is a reasonable conclusion, judging 
from the past history of the Academy. Then, Mr. Chairman, this plan 
distributes the appointments over the entire country. It provides that 
the President may appoint one cadet from each State, but does not 
give him thepower toappoint twenty cadets at large, whom he may take, 
if he chooses, from one State or from one Congressional district. If 
you give him the power to appoint one from each State then you will 
havo in the Academy, by the President’s appointment, one cadet from 
every State in the Union in addition to the number already provided 
for by law, and I can see no good reason why the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan should not be adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I wantto make 
a suggestion at this point, not in the shape of an amendment, which I 
trust the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Appro- 
priations will take into consideration. We have already endowed with 
a very large amount of money an institution in each State which is re- 
quired to have military tactics taught asa part of its regular curriculum, 
and we have passed a law assigning to each of those institutions an oM- 
cer of the Army as an instructor. Now, it seems to me that the real 
move to make, in the spirit of the suggestions of my colleague from 
Kentucky [Mr. Stone], is not to provide that the President shall have 
the power to appoint one cadet from each State, but to provide that one 
student every year from each of these agricultural colleges shall be ap- 
pointed by the President as a cadet to West Point. 

In that way we shall obtain, through West Point, from the young 
men in all parts of the country who are attracted to these agricultural 
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colleges, the beststudents in each case asan addition toour Army, This 
will be an important step toward a result which seems to me to be 
highly desirable, bringing the Army moreand more into sympathy with 
the people all over the country, relieving the Army from that feeling of 
prejudice some remnant of which still exists in the minds of the peo- 
ple in certain sections of the country, and at the same time holding up 
to the young men in these institutions whieh have been endowed by 
Federal aid, and in which military inspection is provided, the prize not 
only of an education at West Point, but also of a career of honorable 
service in the Army of the United States. Therefore I would like to 
see the chairman of the Military Committee, or some other gentleman 
who is familiar with the present state of legislation on the subject, offer 
an amendment providing that, by appointment of the President, there 
shall beappointed every year one student from éach of these agricul- 
tural colleges as a cadet at West Point. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the amendment to the amendment 
has been exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This debate scems to have lost sight of the object for which the 
appointment of cadets at large is authorized. It is well known that 
the reason wAY. we have cadets at large appointed is to enable the 
Executive of the United States to have an opportunity to make ap- 
pointments from the sons of active or retired officers of the Army. 
Nearly all the appointments at large that have been made within my 
knowledge have been made from that class of young men. 

The idea is not simply that the appointments shall be distributed 
among forty-four States or among the agricultural colleges in the States, 
but, as I have said, it is to give the Executive the opportunity of ap- 
pointing the sons of army officers, either active or retired, because it 
will be remembered that hardly any of the officers in the Army have 
a regular domicile. They can not come in and compete for appoint- 
ments in our Congressional districts, and it was found necessary to pro- 
vide this opportunity for them, and, as anyone who consults the record 
will see, a large proportion of the appointments at large from the first 
have been made from this class. ‘Therefore it is clear that to make the 
change proposed would require not only that you should change the 
custom, but also that you should change the spirit of the original law 
authorizing appointments at large. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desire to read the provision of the Devin law, 
that gentlemen may see just how this matter now stands. tion 1315 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides that— 

The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congressional district, one 
from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and ten from the United 
States at large. y 

The present proposition is simply to insert “twenty instead of 
“ten,” from the United States at large. 


They shall be appointed by the President, and shall, with the exception of 
the ten cadets appointed at large, be actual residents of the Congressional or 
‘Territorial districts or of the District of Columbia, respectively, from which they 
purport to be appointed. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does not the President now 
infact appoint eleven? How is the nomination for the District of Co- 
lumbia made? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. ‘The appointmentfor the District of Columbia, I 
suppose, must be made by the President. l 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island proposes to increase from ten to twenty the 
number of cadets appointed to the Military Academy by the President 
from the Union at large. I am opposed to this increase. I believe 
that the number of cadets appointed from the Congressional districts is 
amply suficient for every purpose and that instead of increasing the 
number to be appointed by the President we should take away from 
him the appointing power that he now possesses in this respect. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the gentleman aware that under the Jaw the 
cadets are now all appointed by the President of the United States? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, ‘That may be so as a matter of law, but every- 
body knows that in fact they are appointed upon the designation of 
members of Congress from the respective districts. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That is by courtesy only. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, It may be by courtesy, but it has grown into 
a custom, and it is a custom which should be maintained, Now, it ig 
a fact that at the end of every ten years, when the census of the United 
States is taken, the membership of the House of Representatives is 
increased, and just in proportion asitis increased the number of cadets 
appointed to the Military Academy is enlarged. There passed this 
House a few weeks ago a Congressional apportionment bill increasing 
the membership of the House from 332 to 356. This is an increase of 
24, That measure is now under consideration in the Senate, and an 
amendment is being urged there which would increase the membership 
of the House to 360, and, ifadopted, would of course result in the in- 
crease of the number of cadets at West Point that much more. Yet 
in the face of this increase, which will not be less than 24 and may be 
more, the proposition is seriously made hy the gentleman in charge of 
this bill that the President shall appoint ten cadets in addition to the 
number now authorized. 

Sir, we are not increasing the military force of the Government; the 
Army of the United States is not being enlarged, and should not be, 
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because we are at peace with all the world, unless the disgraceful con- 
duct of this Government toward the Indians may be called war. Why 
should there bean increase in the number of cadets at the Military 
Academy? Is there any likelihood of a war with a foreign nation in the 
next few years? None whatever. Is there any necessity whateverfor 
this increase? None hasbeenshown. Why, sir, itisa fact that atthe 
present time many young men of the United States who graduate at 
West Point retire from service by resignation and go into private life, 
There is no sufficient opening in the military service for them. Why, 
then, should there be any increase in the number of cadets? I have 
already shown that their number will beincreased twenty-four, as the 
result ofthe Congressional apportionment act. Adopt this amendment 
and you make tho increase thirty-four, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the amendment and trust that it will not be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BERGEN. Imoye tostrike outthelasttwowords. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not know that I am opposed to the suggestion that the num- 
ber of cadets to be appointed at large should be increased from ten to 
twenty, but it seems to me it is simply an effort to remedy an evil 
which exists and which all must recognize in the present condition of 
things. It has been stated on this floor that there is no difficulty in 
getting admission into the West Point Academy. It seems to me tho 
requirements for admission are so high that it is absolutely useless for 
any boy to undertake to pass them unless he has prepared himself 
specially, Any youth who presents himself must come fitted for almost 
any business, position, or vocation in life. Having established in this 
country a school for the education of youth for the military profession, 
why should we say that before being admitted they must haye all this 
education? 

Now, what is the fact? Only about three-fourths of those who ap- 
ply foradmission and enter the Academy complete theirstudies, There 
is this additional fact: While I can not state the exact figures, I am 
sure I am within bounds when I say that not one-fourth of the young 
men who apply for admission pass the examinations and are admitted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman take into account the com- 
petitive examinations which are now held in three-fourths of the Con- 
gressional districts? 

Mr. BERGEN. Iam not speaking of them, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Those examinations are as severe physically and 
eyen mentally as the examination at the Academy, so that we get the 
pick of the young men of the country. 

Mr. BERGEN, Thoseare the examinations which Congressmen may 
have in their own districts, I have nothing to say about them. They 
can make them what they please. The Academy has nothing to do 
with them. The examination to which I am referring is that which 
the youth has to passin the first instance to get admission to the Acad- 
emy, and I mean to say over and over again young men are thrown oft 
who are quite well qualified, fairly well educated, who have passed 
the physical examination to which they are subjected, and who would 
make good and capable soldiers and officers, It is a burning disgrace 
that such young men should be thrown out and prevented admission 
because of some technical requirements—— 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Is the gentleman aware of the branches appli- 
cants are examined in? Does he not know that they are only in the 
common English branches; not even algebra and geometry or any of 
the foreign languages? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; I have examined the matter-—— 

Mr. BERGEN. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lam not mistaken. I know whatI speak of, 
for this matter was up before the Board of Visitors, and we discussed 
it with the faculty, and I made a recommendation that some knowl- 
edge of algebra should be required. 

Mr. BERGEN. I know whatisreqnired, and, although I have not 
before me the exact list of requirements, yot I know in a general way 
what is demanded. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am much gratified to say that the 
standard for admission to the Naval and Military Academies isso high 
that many young men, otherwise well qualified, necessarily fail to pass. 
It conveys an assurance to the country that the officers in charge of those 
institutions are faithful to their duties and that the men who are to com- 
mand our armies and navies in the future are to be watched from the 
very threshold of their entrance into the Academies, to see that they 
are capable mentally and physically, and not only that, but that they ` 
are men of a high order of ability. This is of itself of far more con- 
sequence than whether my friend, whom I have appointed from my 
district, or the son of my friend, shall be enabled to get into the Mili- 
tary or Naval Academy. 

I repeat, therefore, sir, that it is a matter of congratulation to the 
whole country that this is the type of men that the officers in charge 
of these institutions deem proper to receive into them, in order that they 
may be trained for the Government service. They are preparing in 
this way for all of the series of years and all the events that are to fol- 
low in the history of our country, and educating a class of men who 
will be well aualified to command our armies and navies in the event of 
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astruggle with foreign powers. We may just as well complain of the 
order of Providence that a great many men fail in all of the avocations 
of life as to complain that because of the rigidity of the examinations 
in these institutions many young men fail of admission. 

It would be a very serious misfortune in this country in its future 
if these requirements should be changed and if young men are permit- 
ted to remain who are not qualified to continue there. I have been un- 
fortunate myself, in the period I have been in public life, in the matter 
of my appointments to the Académy. I think in the time I have been 
here I have succeeded in having one graduate from the Academy after 
a period of eighteen years. But I have no complaint to make, 

I have had more than once personal contacts with the officers in con- 
nection with this institution, and that contact always elevated the char- 
acter of these men in my opinion. I have no possible complaint to 
make of them. If the requirements of the institutions are high, so 
much the better; it gives us a better quality of officers for our Army in 
the future. These men seem to me to be cultured, educated, and de- 
voted to the public service. They have no interest in any other course 
of conduct; and I trust, sir, that there will be nothing done here to 
interfere with what they have determined after long experience to be 
best forthe institution and for the country. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, BLOUNT. Iam sorry to decline, but the gentleman will see 
that I have but five minutes, and there are other things to which I 
desire to address myself. 

Now, sir, we have a provision for the appointment of a member from 
each Congressional district, and this, by operation of the apportion- 
ment bill, is to be largely increased. We have likewise a provision of 
law for the appointment of ten cadets by the President from the coun- 
tryatlarge. I think so far as that number is concerned that it is wise. 
The longer I have had opportunity to come in contact with and observe 
the officers of our Army and Navy the more I see of the slight progress 
they make as to advancement in rank and pay. Cultured, able, brave, 
patriotic men, even in the fifties many of them, reaching only to the 
miserable rank of captain, with the small pay attending it. 

The more I have been brought in contact with them the more I am 
satisfied also that the provision authorizing the President to take the 

` sons of these officers, ten in number, men who have no representatives, 
who belong to no Congressional district, and assign them to these in- 
stitutions, the more I feel that it is in accord with the proper sense ot 
duty to these officers, I would not, sir, mar it by a change to twenty 
or by a change toa member from each Congressional district: The 
present arrangement seems wise, and I trust we will leave it as it is. 

[Here the hammer fell. } : 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I think I can, from the varied ex- 
perience I have had in securing appointments tothe Academy, give ex- 
pression in the course of about two minutes to a single thought which 
will explain the whole situation. Three-fourths of all the favorable 
points that a cadet at West Point can possibly receive in the course ot 
study are received upon mathematics; so that if the cadet stands per- 
tect in all the other branches he must stand above the minimum in 
mathematics or fail, and the reason why our boys fail to pass the first 
annual examination is because they are not strong enough in mathe- 
matics. We hold competitive examinations in our districts and select 
the boy whose general average is highest, without reference to the fact 
that mathematics plays the most important part at West Point and 
that when he goes there he must be unusually strong in mathematics 
if he is to maintain himself in that institution. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is so. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And so, if I had forty boys to nominate as cadets 
in each academy, I would not hold a competitive examination. I 
have appointed young men from the district I haye the honor to rep- 
resent in both of these institutions, selected by competitive examina- 
tions, and in each instance they failed, although their general average 
was between 95 and 100 in the examinations at home and they had 
no difficulty at all in passing the first examination at the Academy. 

And while I would not in the least interfere with the present course 
of study there and I think the standard is none too high, yet I say here, 
in the presence of this committee and of the country, that our candi- 
dates will fail unless we know when we recommend them that they 
are especially strong in mathematies. Iam opposed to theamendment 
to increase the number of cadets to be appointed by the President. I 
think the number large enough under existing laws. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an inquiry? 

Mr, CHEADLE. Yes, sir. È 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill ask the gentleman from Indiana what better 
method hesuggests forascertaining their proficiency in mathematics than 
a competitive examination. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If yowhayean examination, you must have acom- 
petitive examination upon all the branches that may be required. 

Mr. HEARD, Suppose yon do. Will that obscure their knowledge 
or proficiency in mathematics? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does not necessarily follow that a boy who can 
answer all the questions in the primary examination has a mathe- 
matical mind, because the members ot this committee must remember 
that they are only examined in arithmetic; and yet they are required 


by the rules of the Academy to take on and thoroughly comprehend 
265 pages of advanced Bourdon within six months after they go into 
that Academy. 

Mr. ADAMS. Can you not do what I have always done, arrange 
thecompetitive examination so that mathematics will count a greatdeal 
more than anything else? I have always done that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I have asked the professors who have held these 
examinations to pay particular attention to mathematics. It may be 
that in the system adopted in our free schools in Indiana—and I think 
it is possibly true—they do not pay enough attention to a thorough 
comprehension and understanding ofthe elementary principles of math- 
ematics; but I know this to be true, not only in the district I repre- 
sent, but also in other districts in that State, there have been many 
failures at West Point, and inevery instance it has been because the ca- 
dets were not strong enough in mathematics. We mustremember that 
these military men are educated in that exact science, and they must 
be able to understand and comprehend it thoroughly before they can 
become graduates of that Academy. I would not lower the standard, 
but we must select cadets who are strong in mathematics. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, If the gentleman will allow me one minute more 
I want to give him one hint as to the system I have adopted. I sent 
up to West Point to get the examination papers of four years preced- 
ing the competitive examination, so that it was utterly impossible for 
any boy in my district to know the questions beforehand, and those 
questions that passed the boy into West Point on the six months’ ex- 
amination were the questions put for the competitive examination, 
And no boy from my District ever failed. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the House is not 
whether the rules governing the admission of cadets to the Military 
Academy are wisely framed and properly executed, but whether or not 
the number of admissions to the Academy should beincreased. I will 
say in passing that I agree with the views so well expressed by my 
friend from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT, and, further, that the fact that the 
pending measure is thought to warrant an appeal for lowering the 
standard of admission tothe Academy is a strong argument against it. 

A few days ago there was before this House a measure which in- 
volved the proposition to send graduates of West Point—commissioned 
officers of the Army—as educators to various schools, public and pri- 
väte, throughout the country. Many of usopposed that feature of the 
measure which permitted these officers to be assigned to private schools. 
It was strongly urged by those having charge of the measure, and who 
seemed confident of the facts they asserted, that the Government had 
more officers than were needed for army service, and that the excess 
could not be provided with employment otherwise than by the assign- 
ments proposed. 

To-day a committee of this House proposes to increase still further 
the number of these officers by increasing the number of cadets at the 
Military Academy. 

Taking these two propositions together what is the result? Plainly 
it must be to fix on the country permanently the system of educating 
men at the public expense and commissioning them in the Army for 
the purpose of supplying teachers to private schools without charge, 
Is such a system desirable or in accord with the theory of our Govern- 
ment? 

In the few moments at my command I can not enlarge at this point. 
There is abundant food for serious thought here. It well becomes us 
to reflect seriously on the ultimate effects of a proposition whose ten- 
dency seems to lead so clearly to the increase of Federal authority and 
influence in the States. - 

It may appear that to increase from ten to twenty the Presidential 
appointments to the Military Academy is a matter of no great consc- 
quence. Butitisa part of a system, to which I havealluded, which 
if once fastened on the Government will be difficult of change, and 
which will demand a still further increase of these appointments in 
order to meet the still further demand for officers to be teachers in pri- 
vate schools. 

Mr. Chairman, I—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairmen, I move to strike out the last word. 
& De mortuis nil nisi bonum.” 

Mr. KELLEY. What is that? 

Mr. LEWIS. That is a classic quotation I do not expect the gentle- 
man from Kansas to comprehend, but I hope he will lend me his ear. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LEWIS. That isa sentiment that always finds in my heart a 
responsive echo; and nothing but a strong sense of duty to my constitu- 
ents, who have been misrepresented and maligned on account of the 
killing of young Matthews in Mississippi, leads me to deny to this 
kindly sentiment its fullest office on this occasion. 

While I would tread lightly on the ashes of the dead, yet for the 
truth of the history of current events I must make some assertion and 
offer some proof to show the character of young Matthews. I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that this young man was addicted to strong drink; I say 
that he was a boisterous and obstreperous character; I say that when 
he met his death his brain was fired with liquor; I say that he has fre- 
quently been guilty of a breach of the peace and that on sundry oc- 
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casions his friends were obliged to take forcible possession of him in 
order to prevent him from committing murder. In substantiation of 
what I have already stated I desire to submit in evidence the letter 
of a gentleman of Boston, Mass., which speaks for itself, and also two 
other letters and a certified copy of the proceedings of the court which 
tried William S. McBride for the killing of Matthews, who was post- 
master at Carrollton at that time, appointed by this Administration; 
and it is my information that this Matthews is the young man men- 
tioned in the letter of Waldo A. Pearce, which I have just read, all 
of which I request may be published as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to have these letters 

rinted in the RECORD, and also a certified copy of the evidence taken 

in the trial, which I desire to have printed as part of my remarks. 

The letters and testimony referred to are as follows: 


[The Associated Railways of Virginia and the Carolinas, comprising the Pied- 
mont Air Line, the Atlantic Coast Line, the Seaboard Air Line.] 


PASSENGER DEPARTMENT, Boston, Mass., January 9, 1891. 


Dear Str: Relative to case referred to: Last June I was passing over the 
Georgia Pacific Railroad and noticed two passengers who were under the 
influence of liquor board the trainat Eudora. I wasin the forward passenger 
car which contained probably twenty passengers, they (the two) entered the 
second, while the third, a rear car, was occupid by fifty or more young ladies 
who were returning homefrom schoolat Columbus. Soon after the train started 
the negro porter rushed excitedly through the car in which I was seated, pass- 
ing into the baggage car, he being immediately followed by the young man [Mr. 
Matthews] who frantically entered the car with pistol in hand, swearing ven- 
gence for some real or imaginary insult that had been given him by the por- 
ter; the condition of affairs for a few minutes was extremely perilous for the 
occupants of the car, owing to the excited and frantic state of the young inebri- 
ate and the perfectly reckless manner in which he handled the deadly weapon; 
he was eventually broughtunder partial subjection by some of the passengers, 
and great relief was experienced by all when he passed into another car. 

His drunken frenzy, however, was soon again manifested by his entering 
the car containing the young ladies, where with pistol in hand and oaths of the 
most violent character, he created a consternation that can scarcely be imag- 
ined; at this stage of the proceedings he was taken in charge by the train crew 
at great risk to themselves and disarmed. 

The vindictiveness manifested by him and his determined resolution to sacri- 
fice human life were almost beyond comprehension, and it wass miracle thatthe 

ngers escaped unharmed, At Winona he used every effort possible to pro- 
cure a pistol that he might shoot the members of the train crew. 

That such disgraceful acts should be allowed in our enlightened days is un- 
fortunate, but that men of intelligence and prominence can so far forget their 
own personality and their duty to their fellow-beings as to uphold or even de- 
fend the acts of beings who are so unworthy the name of man as was the chief 
actor in this affair, is a matterof extreme regret, and it isa question whether the 
actor or his defender is more deserying the contempt of the public. 


Yours, respectfully, 
WALDO A, PEARCE. 
Hon. J. Z. GEORGE, 1508 P Street, Washington, D. C. 


GREENWOOD, Miss., January 3, 1891. 


Dear Sim: Referring to the recent remarks of the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Hoar] relative to the occurrence at Carrollton, Miss.,in which 
one of our young men was compelled in self-defense to shoot Matthews, I 
thought as n recently past event, showing the general character of the unfortu- 
nate young man, I would request you to forward this letter to Mr. Waldo A. 
Pearce, No. 228 Washington street, Boston, Mass,, and ask him to please relate his 
experience in pens with Dr. Henderson and myself ona Georgia Pacific 
train Inst summer, in which we all made a narrow escape from being shot by 
the infuriated young man, who, under the influence of whisky, flourished his 
Ai-caliber pistol, raging the full length of a crowded Peers train in his en- 
deavor to kill the colored porter, who was flying for his life, and of the efforts 
of the train crew, who finally separated him from his companion and fought 
him down and disarmed himins car crowded with young lady graduates to 
prevent a bloody tragedy. 

It was the most disgraceful scene ever enacted in the presence of the travel- 
ing publicand showed the principal character to be a man utterly devoid of 
humanity and ready to take human life without any pretext whatever. 

Among the numerous witnesses to this disgraceful scene I will further men- 
tion the Sines personally known to you, of Capt. Jno. Powell, Grenada, 
Miss., and Col. Powers, of Jackson, Miss., but I especially refer you to Mr. 
Pearce, of Boston, as it is quite likely from his prominence as a distinguished 

entleman and business man he may be known personally to the distinguished 
opresentatives from the East, 
With highest regard, I am, respectfally, yours, 
E. J. MARTIN. 

I approve the within statement. 

T. R. HENDERSON. 

Hon, J. Z, GEORGE, 

United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


JACKSON, Miss., January 17, 1891. 

DEAR GENERAL GEORGE: The inclosed Washington “special” is clipped 
from to-day’s New Orleans Picayune: 

It so happens that I witnessed the conduct of young Matthews on the occa- 
sion referred to, Myself, Rev. Dr. Roudebush, and two other gentlemen were 
returning from Columbus, in charge of nearly one hundred young ladies, our 
daughters being of the party. The first Tsaw or heard of the trouble was when 
the conductor, young Matthews, and the fruit boy (an Italian, I think) came 
through the car I wasin, Matthews had a pistol in his hand, and was trying 
to use it on the fruit boy, but the conductor, who was a very stout man, held 
him by both arms, and pushed him through our car onto the platform and 
against the door of the next car; bnt while he held him against the door Mat- 
thews used his left arm on the boy, whose faceand back of one of his hands were 
bleeding; and while the three were in this position Rev. Dr. Roudebush rushed 
out and took the pistol out of Matthews's hand. Had it not been for this inter- 
ference I am quite sure he would have killed the boy, and perhaps one or more 
of the young ladies would have been killed also. heard at the time that he 
became enraged at the fruit boy because he asked him to keep quiet, calling his 
attention to the large number of ladies on the train. 

A week or two after the occurrence an officer of the railroad asked my opin- 
ion as Lo the conduct of the conductor; also what was the expression among 
the ngers; and I replied that had he pitched young Matthews off the train 
while it was in motion it would have been nothing more than he deserved, 


Ihad never seen or heard of the young man before; but from his conduct 
then I wed me to hear at any time of bis death by violence. 
y 


Very tru 
ue ; J. L. POWERS. 


The State vs. W. S. McBride. Testimony in committal court, December 30, 1890, 
TESTIMONY FOR STATE, 


Lloyd Ford, a witness forthe State, being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

I live in Copiah County. I was in Carrollton on 25th December. I am a third 
cousin of Coon Matthews. Iwas not presentat time of killing. Mr. Matthews 
went for the dressing case and Mr. McBride would not send it. Mr. McBride 
went in post office, being called in by Mr. Matthews. Matthews told McBride 
that he had acted a damn rascal. McBride told him to come outside and the 
would settle. They went outand had a fight; don’t know whieh one whipped. 
The next morning Matthews went to the depot with a shotgun to drink egg 
nog with Gunter, e back and got out on Mainstreet and came upthe street, 
and gave two or three loud yells when he passed along the street. 

Matthews stood in his store with his guri in his hand auctioneering his goods. 

Cross-cxamination: 


Matthews seemed very quict but he hallooed four or five times. He kept 
the rifle in his hand in the door. He was auctioneering goods. His gun wasn 
Winchester, He got it Christmas eve. Coon told me he had done all he was 
going todo. He told McBride he had acted a damn rascal. Mr. Matthews left 
the store about half-past 11 the night of the difficulty, Ife told me that he 
was going-to dinner. I told him I would go and get his dinner for him. The 
sheriff told him he would not be harmed if he would leave his gun in his store 
and not take it with him. I did not see Coon and sheriif go off. Matthews 
got his gun and went to the door and hallooed his goods but did not sell any. 
He got his gun after he returned from the courthouse. He had his pistol and 
rifle on the morning of the killing. He came up the street with a shotgun pre- 
vious to the killing. 

I was there when Matthews left to go down the street. He told me that he 
thought he would be murdered that day. He told me where he wanted to be 
buried, I tried to get him to put up his rifle snd behaye himself. I tried to get 
him not to go to dinner, 1 tried to get him quiet. Ge SOR 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 15%. 


y R. H. Hansborough, a witness for the State, being duly sworn, testified as fol- 
ows: 

I was at post ofice when McBride came in after mail, Matthews told Mc- 
Bridethat he had acted a damn rascal.. Matthews and McBride went out to set- 
tle, and they had a fuss I never saw. I went to McBride and saw McBride in 
his drug store, I came to town about o'clock. Matthews got outof the "bus 
later with a gun in his hand. 

I stood at Jackson's, heard him hallooing off goods with a Winchester in 
his hands. Isaw Matthews coming down the street with a gun in his hand. 
I walked back in Jackson's store. Then I heard a gun shoot. I did not see 
any shooting. 

Cross-examination: 


I hired Matthews to help me onthe 27th day of March. MatthewsandIhave 
been on good terms. Iam acting as postmaster now. Matthews's bondsmen 
made me postmaster. Istated thatif he had not gone down street with his 
gun he would not haye been killed. Matthewssaid nothing to me the morning 
ofthe killing. I was not in the post office on the morning of the killing. 

R. H. HANSBOROUGH. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890, 


; Charley Terry, a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol 
ows: 


1 was deputy postmaster; on the 25th December I was in Mr. Hafna’'s storo 
when Matthewsand McBride had a difficulty. The next morning Matthews 
took my gun and went to the depot. I went with him, and tried to get him to 
go offon the train. He would not go. I told him I would with him. He 
said they would think he was running away. He went to Gunter’s and shot 
firecrackers. He went up the street hallooing, and I told him I would not Ro 
with him. I wentto the parsonage, and when I came back he was standing in 
his store with a gun, I went to Pegne’s, Then I went to Pegne's furniture 
store. Matthews walked down the street. I heard a gun shoot and saw Mat- 
thews stagger and fall. It was about 10 fect from Jackson's door. . 


Cross-examination: 


I heard the shots; saw McBride shoot at him with a pistol, Matthews staid 
at the depot about an hour. He got out of the'bus half way between Ray's 
and Peavy’s. It was about 25 yards from McBride’s. Ie passed McBride's 
store, Iheard somebody halloo. Isaw no one trying to provoke a dificulty 
with Mr. Matthews. 

He had the Winchester when I went up to the office, 

C. H. TERRY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890, 


i John Buckland, a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 
ows: 

I was at Carrollton on 25th December, I was not present atthe killing. Iwas 
in the store the night of the difficulty, McBride came for his mail. Matthews 
called McBride in back of post ofice. Matthewstold McBride that he had acted 


adamnrascal. They went out of the store and had a fight. The next morning 
Matthews went down to the depot with his gun. The nexttime I saw him he 
was in his door with his gun. 

Cross-examination : 


I met Matthews on the street early Christmas pete | He had no gun. I 
went up to the store and saw him getin the *bus with his gun. I heard him 
halloo Kom Hafna’s store: could not understand him. I heard Matthews say 
nothing about McBride, I was in his store early Christmas morning. I have 
been clerking for Matthews. Ihad not gat Matthews up to the time of the kill- 
ing. Iwas in town the day ofkilling. Isaw no one trying lo provoke a difi- 
culty with Matthews. Matthews made the first Ss on the night before 
the killing. He tapped McBride on the shoulder. did not see McBride the 
morning of the Killing. Post office is kept in Matthews's store, 

JOHN BUCKLAND, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890, 


i T. H. Bingham,a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 
ows: 

I am merchandising. I don't know anything about the difficulty. [only 
know about Matthews's conduct that day, The first time that] saw him he was 
in the bus, I did not see him when he got out of the bus, but saw him going 
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up the street with a gun in his hand, and heard him halloo three or four times. 
I saw him talking to somebody in front of Pegne’s. 
Cross-examination: 

Matthews's manner was yery defying. I did not come to the front until I heard 
him-halioo. Iheard him hallooing off his goods. There was nobody around 
him, he had no goods in hishands. He hada gun in his hands. I did not un- 
derstand what he was saying. The distance from my store to Matthews’sis 
about 150 yards, 

T. H. BINGHAM, 


Sworn to and subscribed befofe me this December 30, 1890. 


7 E ©, Shackelford, a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as 
‘ollows: 

I was at the post office after the dificulty; went to the hotel with Matthews. 
Matthews said the thing was not over. " 

I was on the street and heard him halloo, and made affidavit against him. 
Icame on street after shooting and saw Matthews lying on pavement in front 
of Jackson's, just below the awning. 

The shooting took place between 12 o'clock and half after, 

Cross-examination; ` 

It was between 1 and12 o'clock when I went down street and Matthews told 
me the thing was not settled. He said he was not afraid of anybody. 

I was in the drug store that morning when Coon passed drug store. Ikeard 
him halloo when he passed the drog store. He looked in when he passed. 

McBride was not in the store when Matthews passed. Matthews had a shot- 
gun and pistol the night before the killing. 

G. C. SHACKELFORD. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890. 
TESTIMONY FOR DEFENSE. 
vonni Shackelford, recalled for defense, being first duly sworn, testified as 
ows: 


The next morning I told McBride what Matthewssaid. It was between 10 
and 12 o'clock. Matthews said thathe was not afraid of McBride, and thatthe 


thing was not settled. 
: 2 G. C. SHACKELFORD. 
Sworn toand subscribed before me this December 30, 1890, 


TESTIMONY FOR STATE. 
mee Kent, a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 


ws: 

I was at Matthews's store the night of the difficulty; McBride came to Mat- 
thews'sstore. They went into the post oflice. They quarreled, Matthews told 
McBride that he acted a damn rascal. About that both struck at each other. As 


n 
D came down hesaid “Youacted a Goddamn rascal.” {then heard Matthews 


a damn liar, 
PHILIP KENT. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890. 


i T. H. Oury, a witness for the State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 
ows: 

Matthews ssid that heand McBride had a difficulty, Matthewshad a gun on 
the street. The sliriff said he would protect him if he would leave his gun at 
home; but if he took it with him he could not protect him. 

Cross-cxamination : 


Matthews was very much excited and very angry about 11 o'clock., He 
seemed determined to go on the street with his gun. 1-H: OURY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890, 


J. 5. McCain, a witness forthe State, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 
Ws: 


I went in drug store the sient of the difficulty and McBride was dressing a 
wound on his head. I wentin Bryan’s store and heard some yelling. Isaw 
Matthews cross the street and heard him halloo., I followed up to post office; 
took the gun away from him. I staid there and arrested him. Hla wéra me 
a $100 check for his appesrance the next morning. He said he was not afraid 
ofa wholecommunity. Itold him not to appear on the street any more with 
his gun, I told him I would protect him if he would leave his gun. I toldhim 
Ewould goand get his dinner. Matthews said he was going to dinner with his 
AS told me he expected to dle; said hc wanted to diea martyr like 
er. 


Cross-examination : 
Isawno oneattempting to attack Matthews; Matthews seemed determined 
to take his Winchester to dinner, - 
J. S. McCAIN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1590, 


TESTIMONY FOR DEFENSE. 


a Ta DARERLO NS; a witness for the defense, being first duly sworn, testified 
as follows: 

Iam justice of the peace. I was inSouthworth’s oflice. Saw Matthews com- 
ing down the street with a Winchester in his hand. McBride stepped out of 
his drug store and fired at Matthews, and he fell in front of Jackson's. Mat- 
thews had his gun in his hand nearly half raised when McBride fired. Matthews 
fell on his face, Matthews was about fifteen or twenty steps from the drug store. 
Matthews halted and said something to Fields; he was walking on the outer 
edge of the pavement, keeping his eyes on the drug store, 

P. M. BANKSTONE, 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this Deceniber 30, 1890, 


; S. L. McBride, a witness for defense, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 


lows: 
Tam father of the defendant. I was at Pegne's store. Saw Matthews and 
oppen him. I told him we could settle without a difficulty. Matthews said 
that he and Willie could settle in a God-damn minute. I told my son what Mat- 
thews 1 was in Vaiden the night of the difficulty. 
I asked him what was the trouble between he and Will. He seemed to be 
8. L. McBRIDE, 


very angry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 39, 1890. 


W.S.MoBride, a witness for the defense, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 


ows: 
I am defendant in this case, Onthe 25th I saw Matthews. IhadadiMoulty 
with him on the night previous. I saw him get in the bus on the morning of 


the 2th. Isaw him get out of the "bus with he in his hand hallooing as he 
walked up thestreet. I was at Somerville’s office. Ouryand Shackelford and 
my father told mo that Matthews had made threats. 1 was led to belleve that 
we were to have a difficulty when we met. I saw Matthews when he left his 
store. I was standing in my door. As he passed Mulverbill’s he had his gun 
in his hand alittlersised. Istepped out of my doorand fired. He was little 
past Jackson's when I fired. He was on the outer cdge of pavement looking 
atme. I fired forthe protection of my own life. I didnot goto the post office 
after I lad got the message from Matthews. 
: W.S. MCBRIDE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890. 


nee A. McBride, a witness for the defense, being first duly Sworn, testified 
as follows: 

Iam a cousin of defendant, Iwasin Pegne’s store; saw Matthews get out of 
the bus with a gun in his hands; halloocd as he passed drug store. Saw him 
several times withagun. Iwasin thedrug store; saw Matthewscoming down 
the street; saw him stop at furniture store, then come on down. Matthews 
was coming down the street witha gun in his hand. Will McBride stepped 
out of the drugstore and fired, killing him. I did not know at first which one 
would fire first. Matthews was on the outer edge of the pavement coming with 
hisgunalittleraised. Matthewsacted very angry; he washallooingand whoo 
ing. Matthews was standing in his door with his gun in his hand. Matthews 
was standing on the left hand his dooras you goin. I had no conversation 
with Matthews that day. 

At the time ofthe killing Matthows had his gun uplifted. 

Matthews hesitated in front of the drug store in the Sedat Sed ie aeea 

. A, Ac. > 


Sworn to and subscribed before mo this 30th December, 1890. 


B. F. Oury, a witness for the defense, being first duly sworn, testified as fol- 


lows: 

Iam city marshal. Iheard the racket up the street. Iran up there as fast 
asI could, Imetsome darky a hold of McBride. He seemed to be seufiling, 
trying to getaway. Iran upand put McBride under arrest. I walked down 
to the drug store with him. He said that Coon Matthews jumped on him in 
post office. I told him I would go and seo what was the matter; found Mat- 
thews behind the counter with a gunin his hand. I put Matthews under arrest. 
He asked me if I had arrested McBride. Matthews refused at first to putup his 

un. He then put his gun onthe counter. He then told me to tell McBride “if 

e come back in his house I will killhim.” Itold McBride what Matthewssaid, 
I told McBride he ought to prepare himself. McBride and I was sitting on my 
steps. Matthews by about 11 or 12 o'clock at night witha gun in his 
hand, Isaw Matthews standing in his door witha gun in his hand. When 
Matthews fell he had a Winchester and a pistol. All the wounds were in his 
front. Nearly all the balls were in his breast and stomach. Eight were in his 
breast and two were in his arms. Matthews fell on the pavement in front of 
Jackson’s. Matthews fell two or three feet on hotel pavement, 


B. F. OURY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 39, 1890, 


A. H. Geo: a witness for defense, being first duly sworn testified as follows: 
Iknow Mcbride. I think McBride's reputation for peace and quiethas been 
yey Inever heard of him being engaged in any other difficulty. He 
is always very pleasant and affable. 
A. H. GEORGE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before mo this December 30, 1890. 


James Kimbrough, a witness for defense: 

I am supervisor in this beat. McBride's reputation for peace and quiet in 
this community has been very good. Inever heard of him being engaged in 
any other difficulty, 

J. W. KIMBROUGH. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890. 

F J. R. Eggleston, a witness for the defense, being first duly sworn, testified as 
ollows: 

I was present when Matthews got a Winchester from Pegne's. He said he 


was going hunting. He had a .4i-caliber. He said he wanted to hunt big 
game. He then got the .32 gun. This was twenty-four hours before the dit 


ficulty. 
K J. R, EGGLESTON. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this December 30, 1890. 


Srare or MississirPIr, Carroll County: 


Ido hereby certify that the foregoing paper is a true and correct copy of tho 
evidence inthe case of the State vs. William S. McBride, tried before nie on 
December 30, 1890, and that it is all the evidence heard in said case, 

Giyen under my hand this 5th day of January, 1891. 

WILL. T. CARPENTER, 
Mayor of Carrollton. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak in op- 
position to the proposition and substitute offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey. Ihave so farin this discussion, Mr. Chairman, been 
unable to find ont why this increase in the number of cadets is pro- 
posed, except this: To give the sons of officers a place at the Academy 
by appointment of the President. 

Tho gentlemen in charge of the bill have told us nothing about the 
increased cost to the people that follows increased numbers; nor have 
they told us that increasing the number of cadets in this school means 
next year an appropriation for buildings, and soon. If there is any 
need for it, we ought not to hesitate to grant it. But is there? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did the gentleman hear my statement that the 
corps was only three-fourths full? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Idid; but there are enough young men 
in this country to fill it without any additional legislation, so far as 
that goes. The fact is that by this additional expense we are opening 
the door for more hereafter; and for what purpose? Whatis to be the 
effectofit? What is the reason for it? Is thereany military necessity 
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for more graduates than now yearly leave West Point? Cadets are 
crowding all professions and filling them after being educated at Gov- 
ernment expense, nine out young men who have been educated at 
their own expense. The Military Academy is for the purpose of train- 
ing men to the life and duties of a soldier, not for any other avocation, 
primarily, and the people pay the great expense of that institution for 
such pupae There has been no reason given why this bill should 
come in here with a proposition which is contrary to the rules of this 
House; and there has not been a single reason given for it, except that 
it gives to the President of the United States authority to appoint ten 
more cadets than he now has the power to do, he being now limited to 
ten. 

In my opinion, sir, no young man should be allowed to receive his 
education at West Point, except he has won his spurs by competitive 
examination with his fellows in the district in which he lives. There 
should be no favoritism in appointments there. It is the school of the 
people, and is not for the aristocracy. Gentlemen say that competi- 
tive examinations are afailure. That is not true, so far as my experi- 
ence is concerned at least, and it ought to be a penal offense for any 
member of Congress, or any other person in authority, because of the 
fact that he isa member of Congress or has authority to do it, to ap- 
point, regardless of fitness, regardless of the rights of other young men, 
his boy or his nephew or any other relative to the West Point Acad- 
emy. 

Let ihem go there after they have measured themselves with their 
fellows and won their-places; otherwise you will make it a school 
simply of aristocrats, who, as soon as they are educated at the people’s 
expense, leave the people’s service. Iam opposed to allowing any 
increase in the numberof students at West Point unless the committee 
in charge of this bill shall show that the public service demands more 
cadets there. ‘They have failed entirely to show any necessity for it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isuppose the gentleman is aware that every cadet 
has to sign an agreement to remain in the service for eight years. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I understand that they are obliged to 
sign such an agreement; but my friend from Michigan knows that there 
is no avocation but what is crowded with the cadets of West Point at 
the expense of men who have paid for their own education. The gen- 
tleman knows that. He knows that they are not in the Army—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. The same argument might be made against our 
free schools, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Notat all. 
schools and everybody may attend them. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the posi- 
tién in which I was placed by the insinuation of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN], that Iam dissatisfied with the manage- 
ment of the Military Academy because, inferentially, my appointees 
to that institution have not had such treatment as I think they ought 
to have received. I desire to state to the gentleman that I have made 
no appointment to the Military Academy, and therefore that the cause 
of my criticism was not the treatment whichany of my appointees 
have received, but what has come to my knowledge from the state- 
ments of other members and from general report. I concur cordially 
with the gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. ALLEN, of Mich- 
igan] that that Academy ought to bea school forthe people. Itonght 
not to be a school for the education of young men coming from any 
particular class or classes. r 

Iam opposed to any regulation which would require an education 
for entering that institution which is not within the reach of the com- 
mon boy of the country, and if the common boy who has received his 
certificate at a competitive examination, or who has received his ap- 
pace gt through his member of Congress, goes there and is found to 

e not sufliciently advanced in mathematics or in any of the studies 
which are regarded as necessary for entering the institution, then, in 
my opinion, Mr. Chairman, they ought to prepare himat the Academy. 
It ought not to be a school for any class or classes. 

I have been told bya distinguished general of the Army of the United 
States, one who is hardly second to any now in the service, that if the 
rules and regulations at present prevailing in the institution at West 
Point had prevailed fifty years ago a large number of the most distin- 
guished officers in the late war, on both sides, never could have entered 
oe apes from thatinstitution. My complaintis not that the stand- 
ard for graduation is too high, but that the regulations with regard to en- 
trance and with regard to examinations from year to year are too rig- 
orous, and that many young men who are entitled to be educated at 
West Point fail by reason of the too rigorous regulations that are made 
by the officers in control of the Academy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised to find 
members of Con advocating on this floor a retrogression in the 
standard of education at West Point. 

Mr, BOATNER rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BOATNER. [ have not advocated anything of that sort. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that in 


The people pay for the free 


I do not refer to the gentleman from 


the light of past events weshould advance the standard of education at 
the national military school instead of lowering it, as adyocated by the 


gentleman from New Jersey. It is not a question of past legislation. 
The only aristocracy that ought to be demanded at the West Point 
school is the aristocracy of intellect, and if your yonng mên that you 
nominate by competitive examination, or in any other way, fail, Jet 
them pass out under the law of the ‘‘survival of the fittest.” ~Mem- 
bers have given their experience of how they have appointed cadets. 
My friend trom Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] has said that it ought to be a 
penal offense to appoint them in any other way thau by competitive 
examination. If he will consult distinguished graduates of West Point, 
officers of the Army whose names are historical, they will tell him that 
the best soldiers are those who are selected from the common mass of 
the people, men like Sheridan, and Grant, and Longstreet, and others 
that I could mention. 

Now, one word in regard to the’subject under discussion. It is not, 
as I understand, the murder of Matthews, in Mississippi, nor the qnes- 
tion of how you shall appoint cadets who are nominated by members 
of Congress, but it is whether or not the President of the United States 
should have the right to nominate twenty cadets instead of ten. In 
regard to that, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the military school, 
as every one knows, is sustained at the national expense, and our 
experience has shown that it can accommodate more students than are 
now in the institution. 

Mr. HEARD. But what use have we for more when we graduate 
more now than we have places for? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What usehave wefor them? Does the 
gentleman pretend to say that an educated man is not a good citizen ? 

Mr. HEARD. ‘The gentleman did not catch the whole of my ques- 
tion. Iasked him what use he had for additional graduates when we 
now graduate more than we can find places for. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will answer the gentleman. We are 
not a military nation, although in time of pee we undertake to pre- 
pare for war, ‘They can find vocations in civil life if we have no place 
for them in military life. 

Mr. HEARD, So they can without going to West Point to be edu- 
cated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes. My friend from Michigan [Mr. AL- 
LEN] says that they arecrowding out in civil life men who are educated 
at the common schools of the country. Well, sir, if that isthe fact, let 
those men be crowded out under the operation of the same law to which 
I referred awhile ago, the law of the survival of the fittest. I have 
yet to learn that an educated man is not a good American citizen, 
Therefore, if we have a military school at all, let us fill the list, and if 
we have no occupation for them in the Army when they graduate, let 
them go into civil life, and when war comes we shall find again, as we 
have found in the past, the West Point graduates coming to the front 
to educate onr citizensoldiery. Every American isalways proud of the 
graduates of West Point, and let us keep up the standard. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say simply a word on the 
subject matter of the bill, to which Ishall confine myself, and I would 
not do so if the amendment now proposed from the committee had not 
raised a question as to the method of conducting the West Point Acad- 
emy where we cducate our young men for the military profession at 
the expense of the nation. 

Something has been said about the severity of the examination and 
the difficulty of passing it successfully. My information from gentle- 
men who have been at the institution, both elderly gentlemen and 
young gentlemen, is that the examination for admission to the West 
Point Academy is not a very rigid one and never has been. 

It is probably more severe in the line of mathematics than in any 
other; but the universal experience, I think, of all men who have gono 
to that institution is that the examinations for admission are not very 
difficult. But as the students progress in the studies of the school the 
examinations become more difficult, and sometimes many students are 
dropped because of their inability tostand the examinations of the first 
and second years. But usually the most trying period is the first year. 
That is the test which manifests the diligence with which the student 
may have applied himself to the acquisition of knowledge in order to 
become a graduate of the institution. 

Now, I do not wish to disparage other colleges or institutions of 
learning when I say there is but one college or university in this coun- 
try whose standard of scholarship is higher than the standard at West 
Point, and the institution to which I refer is the University of Virginia. 
It is a well-known fact to gentlemen familiar with this institution that 
before the war, while there were usually some five hundred orsix hun- 
dred students, yet out of the entire number there would be only five, 
six, or seven graduating with the degree of A. M. No man can carry 
off the honors of that institution unless he manifests an accuracy of 
knowledge with regard to the subject matters taught which entitles 
him to the degree of the university. 

On one occasion I happened to be at that institution, when, passing 
along the street with my friend, Colonel Venable, then the chairman 
of the faculty, he pointed to a young man on the other side of the 
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street and said, ‘‘That yoting man is a fine Latin scholar, but he fell 
a fraction below the standard of excellence which we have established 
here, and if he staid here forty years he would never graduate.” 

You never can have a great educational institution unless you have 
a high and absolute standard of excellence. At the University of Vir- 
ginia, as I have said, the test is the most severe in the country, as 
shown in the fact that its alumni are fewer in proportion to the num- 
ber of students than those of any similar institution,in the United 
States. No man graduates at the University of Virginia unless he not 
only understands the facts of the subject: matter which he has studied, 
nas 3s also able to give the philosophy of the question, the reason for 
the fact. 

Next to the University of Virginia, in reference to the severity of the 
requirements for graduation, comes the Military Academy at West 
Point; and I hope this standard will not be lowered; because, as our 
country increases in population, as the young men who go there to be 
educated at the expense of the Government and to serve it in a mili- 
tary capacity become more numerons, it is all the more necessary that 
they should excel in that exact science which probably does more to 
train the human mind than any other study which can be taught, the 
science of mathematics. Their knowledge should be accurate because 
many of them are to be civil engineers, in the Army and out of it. The 
standard of scholarship should not be lowered, but should be main- 
tained at its present high grade, making the institution an honor to 
ourcountry, deserving the confidence of the Government and of the 

ple, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANSING. Mr, Chairman, any one familiar with the history 
of the West Point Academy knows that from its very inception or or- 
ganization, there has always been a storm of criticismin the House of 
Representatives as to its management, At the start there was earnest 
opposition to its establishment, But, sir, while the disposition exists 
and always has existed in this House to criticise and arraign that in- 
stitution, the people have entire confidence in its conduct and in the 
results of its training. h 

Now, we are told of the aristocratic tendencies of this institution, 
But, sir, that statement is belied by the history of the men who have 
been its graduates. Look to the North and tothe South. The re- 
cent political and civil disturbances in this country brought the grad- 
uates of that institution before the eyes of the world and demonstrated 
the learning, the sagacity, and genius of those graduates. It is true 
that one hundred and fifty young men enter there every year, forming 
a new class. 

A MEMBER. Notso many. 

Mr. LANSING, Nearly one hundred and fifty. Itistrue that only 
about one-third, or perhaps 40 per cent., of those students graduate. 
But gentlemen here must remember that the young men who enter 
that school receive not only military training, but a liberal education 
in every respect, except, as I understand, in the classics, Besides, 
when they come out of that school they are athletes. More than half 
the young men break down there because unable to endure the physical 
regimen to which they are subjected, and which is necessary to the 
formation of a good soldier. 

We are asked, what are we going to do with the men who graduate 
there? What is the school for? Any man who served in the army 
during the late war on either side is perfectly aware of the fact that a 
graduate from the West Point Academy can take under his care 1,000 
citizens who have never haps seen a military company, and ina 
quarter of the time in which a man from civil life could accomplish 
the same results he can make an excellent regiment out of them. We 
have in these graduates the nucleus of an army which can be raised at 
any time within sixty or ninety days. An educated graduate-of West 
Point who is put at the head of 1,000 green men is equivalent to half 
a regiment to start with. 

We ought not to discourage young men from entering this institu- 
tion; on the contrary, if it were in my power I would extend its opera- 
tions so as to send out five hundred graduates annually instead of fifty. 
The Government of the United States, within the line of its constitu- 
tional powers, ought in my opinion to be a great patron of art and 
science; yet the only expenditure we make in that direction is upon 
this school, pre-eminently a military school; and every dollar spent to 
carry on this institution and educate the young men sent there seems 
to be begrudged by a large majority of members on this floor. 

Now Mr. Chairman, the appointment of the ten additional men who 
are provided for in this amendment tothe bill, if they can be placed no- 
where else can certainly be worthily and justly placed in the hands of 
the men who haye made military records for themselves, and, as one 
gentleman has said here, have transmitted their namesas historical to 
future generations. These men, as has been well said, have no polit- 
ical status. They losetheir homes. They are men of distinction who 
rendered service to the country; and if an appointment should happen 
to fall upon the son of one of these gentlemen I will give my bond that 
no aristocratic ideas or practices will arise from that appointment to en- 
danger the liberty of the American people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman proceeds I 
wor to inquire if we can not agree upon some limitation to this de- 

te? 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will not limit the debate now. 
Tt will not run much longer, I am satisfied. Ib is valuable. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been running for quite a long time. Ido 
not believe that either the committee, or myself, personally, are sò 
specially interested in the adoption of this amendment that we would 
care to take up the whole of the day in the discussion. 

Mr. BLAND. This is a question on which we do not divide polit- 
ically. It is a very important one, and I hope we will have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard for a reasonable time at least, 

Mr. SPOONER, We have certainly had a reasonable discussion, if 
that is what the gentleman means, and I ask that the debate be closed 
in ten minutes, 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that will not be insisted upon. 

“Mr. ROGERS. There is a conflict of opinion about this matter and 
it is well, I think, that we should have full opportunity for the con- 
sideration of it. 

Mr. HEARD. Let the debate run on awhile, and then there will 
probably be no difficulty in closing it. 

Mr. ROGERS. TI can state to the gentleman that there is no dispo- 
sition to delay the bill, but this is quite an important matter. 

Mr. SPOONER, What is the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Alabama? ‘ 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think that all gentlemen who de- 
sire it should havo an opportunity of expressing their own experience 
in regard to this subject. Itis a matter in which the people of the 
country are largely interested. They are getting information from this 
discussion. The debate is quite important, and I think at least it should 
be permitted to run a short timé longer unrestricted, and then we will 
be able to agree on some limit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the matter is under the control of the 
committee. I suggest ten minutes on each side for debate upon the 
pending graph and amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. How to be divided? 

Mr. SPOONER. If this can not be agreed upon, then I will ask the 
committee to fix a limit upon the debate, and if the committee do not 
feel so disposed I shall regard myself as not responsible for any further 
extension of the discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would suggest to my friend from 
Rhode Island that we would probably make better progress by letting 
the debate run for awhile. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
debate on the pending paragraph, and all amendments to it, be lim- 
ited to twenty minutes, ten on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I object. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I move that the debate upon the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to twenty minutes from 
this time. 

Mr. BIGGS. Say twenty on each side. 

Mr. BLAND, I want at least five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the Chair will indulge me a moment hefora 
submitting the motion. I want to say to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island that I donot think there is the slightest disposition in the world 
to delay the progress of the bill. I have sat here listening to all of 
the speeches and J have been trying to get the benefit of the informa- 
tion given to the House, I have had some experience myself in this 
regard, and I wanted to ascertain as nearly as I could the experience 
of other gentlemen in different parts of the country. I think if the 
matter is allowed to run on for a few minutes longer there will be no 
further disposition to discuss the provision of the bill, and there is 
certainly no disposition to delay its progress. - 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not theslightest disposition to limit proper 
and reasonable debate on this or any other matter—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Then let the debate run on for ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. But here is a bill which is usually disposed of in 
two or three hours, on which we have been occupied for two days. 

Mr. ROGERS, Perhaps not as much time as should have been 
taken has been occupied heretofore with it. 

Mr. SPOONER. And we have prolonged the debate all day yester- 
day and a part of to-day by the introduction of matters entirely irrel- 
evant. 

Mr. ROGERS. The debate that is now progressing is not irrele- 


vant. 

Mr: SPOONER. On this simple proposition, although I have not 
taken the time exactly myself, probably the Chair can state, but I am 
convinced that we have occupied overan honr. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate that the debate on this par- 
agraph and amendments has progressed for an hour. 

Mr. BLAND. This is a very important item and the debate is tima 
well spent. 
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Mr. SPOONER, A part of the debate has been on matters entirely 
irrelevant. We have discussed matters foreign to the bill, foreign 
either to this proposition or to the bill itself. 

Mr. ROGERS. Only for five minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. In view of the necessity for the consideration of 
other important matters before the House, I can not put myself in the 
attitude of consenting to a useless consumption of time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Butdoes not the gentleman know that he can not 
limit debate in this way as readily as he can by allowing itto run on 
awhile and then close it by consent? 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. I think the most of the debate on 
this subject has already taken place. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman consent to fifteen minutes on 
a side? 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not want a minute myself, Let it run on fif- 
teen or twenty minutes longer and there will probably be no difficulty 
in closing it. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Then say half an hour. 

Mr. BLAND. A half hour on each side, 

Mr. LEE. I would suggest to my friend from Rhode Island that 
there is new legislation—matters of importance—-involved in the bill, 
and that perhaps it would be well to wait a little while before closing 
the debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent to 
withdraw the proposed amendment, The committee are not so ear- 
nest—although they believe it fair and proper—in its support that they 
are willing to consume the whole time that should be devoted to the 
appropriation bills. The committee, I think, prefer, therefore, that it 
should be withdrawn entirely. 

Mr. HEARD, I hope that will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the withdrawal of the 
amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. I wanted five minutes on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MCKENNA. T object. 

Mr. HEARD. But the gentleman has aright to withdraw before 
action is taken, 

Mr. SPOONER, Then I ask the withdrawal of the amendment ir- 
respective of objection. 

Mr. BLAND. That can not be done after there has been debate 
upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; before a vote is taken. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the Chair to hold 
that the gentleman has a right to withdraw the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the Chair had announced that it was with- 
drawn without objection, the objection came too late. 

Mr. McKENNA. Well, in view of the action of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill, I would like to know what is important in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. We will proceed to consider that if the Clerk will 
read the next paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire to correct a wrong impression which I see exists in the minds 
of some gentlemen regarding the examinations at West Point. From 
1838 to 1885, 5,630 young men were examined at the Academy, and of 
those 1,378 were rejected; 638 were rejected as deficient in mathematics; 
549 deficient in writing, almost as many deficient in writing asin math- 
ematics; 544 were deficient in orthography; 542 deficient in grammar; 
380 deficient in geography; 352 deficientin history; 179 deficient phys- 
ically; 170 were rejected Decause they were deficient in reading. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama if any of them were deficient in color. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. During the last twenty-five years 
some yery highly colored men haye been appointed as cadets to West 
Point and they were all admitted I believe. Atleast none were rejected 
onaccount of theircolor. The impression asto theseyerity of the semi- 
annual examinationsatthe Academy is, I think, alsoexaggerated. They 
are certainly less rigid thanissupposed. Any young man with ordinary 
aptitude and with proper diligence can, I think, without question, be 
graduated at West Point. The trouble is that too many young men 
neglect their studies. And it is for the neglect of studies that young 
men are found deficient, rather than from any great severity in exami- 
nations. There is one point that is as strict as the laws of the Medes 
and Persians, and that is that no young man can graduate at that 
Academy who is guilty during his four years of any conduet which is 
not in all respects consistent with that which should be the conduct of 
an officer and a gentleman. 

Any dishonorable or ungentlemanly act is certain to terminate a 
cadet’s connection with the Academy. The slightest prevarication or 
deception is not tolerated. What in some vocations of life and among 
some people would pass as a sharp trick would cost a cadet his commis- 
sion. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. BERGEN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from New Jersey. 


Mr. BLAND. I desire to debate the paragraph that has been read. 
The Chair was in such a hurry that I did not have time to get the at- 
tention of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] 
is recognized. ‘The Chair will recognize gentlemen alternately on each 
side. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. A pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Chairman, something has been said about the 
qualifications that were required for admission to West Point and the 
insinnation has been made that I argued that the standard at West 
Point should be lowered. I do not want it understood that I take any 
such position in this matter. The statement that I made I do not 
think carries with it thatimport. WhatI did say was that the require- 
ments for admission are too great, and I holdin my hand here the book 
which is issued from the Academy showing the examinations which can- 
didates are required to pass in order to be admitted. 

I wish I could read the whole of it, which embraces in very fine type 
something like half a dozen pages. ` I desire to refer only to one or twe 
subjects. Here is a specimen sample: 

A and B can do a piece of work in 4 hours; A and O, in 3} hours; Band ©, in 
5} hours. In whattime can A do it alone? 

I would like to see the gentleman on this floor who can work thot 
out. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I should like to see the one who could not, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have a boy fifteen years old, and if he could 
not do it I would be ashamed of him. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Here isa member who can do it [referring 4o 
Mr. STocKDALE]. 

Mr. BERGEN. Here is another specimen: 


English shillings are coined from a meta! which contains 37 parts of silverto 


8 parts of alloy; 1 pound of this metal is coined into 66 shillings; the United 
States silver dollar weighs 412.5 grains, and consists of 9 parts silver to lof al- 
loy; what fraction of the United States dollar will contain the same amount of 
silver as 1 English shilling? 


I should like to see the gentleman from Maine do this one. 
Mr, MILLIKEN, Any boy will do that who is in school. 
Mr. BERGEN. Again the candidate is required— 

Sixth. To define theterms “ratio” and “proportion,” togive the properties of 

Pieper and the rules and their reasons for stating and solving questions in 
oth simple and compound proportion, or single and double rule of three, and 
to apply these rules to examples, 

Seventh. The candidates must not only know the pHncipiss and rules referred 
to above, but they are required to possess such a thorough understanding of all 
the fundamental Bede et of arithmetic as will enable them to combine the 
yarious principles in the solution of any complex problem which can besolyed 
by the methods of arithmetic. 


These in arithmetic; the other branches are just as severe, and they 
are more like catch questions than fair tests of qualification. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point which I wish to emphasize is that 
the peopleof this country have a right to be admitted into this Academy 
and that it should not be an aristocratic institution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the gentleman mean to say that the people of 
this country expect boys to be admitted to the Academy who are not 
qualified to pursue the course necessary to be taken in order that they 
may become accomplished military officers? 

Mr. BERGEN. Notatall. The people of this country expect toe 
have them well qualified when they are graduated, but they expect 
the youth who goes from the common school to be able to obtain ad- 
mission there, But take this book and go through the examinations 
which are required in arithmetic, in grammar, in history and geography, 
and there is not a youth in our schools who can pass it to-day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will my friend permit me to interrapt him? I 
simply want to bring out his idea, Does my friend believe thata boy 
who could not pass that examination to which he refers on entering 
the Academy would easily qualify himself to pass an examination con- 
siderably further advanced in six months from the time of his entry? 
And, if not, how does he expect that a boy who does not enter at the 
standard set down there can be graduated after four years at the stand- 
ard which he says is not too high for graduation? 

Mr. BERGEN. Easily enough. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to have the gentleman explain it. 

Mr, BERGEN. Well, because he would have to study when he gets 
there; but he ought not to be expected to know everything before. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. But he has only four years there. 

Mr. BERGEN, You can learn a great deal in four years, 
amount of information can be acquired in four years. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I am one at least who has no 
fault to find with the standard of examination at the national Acad- 
emy at West Point, nor with the curriculum of that institution, nor 
with the standard of excellence required to enter and graduate there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My point is that there isso much confusion 
ins Hall that I can not hear the gentleman speak while standing be- 
side me, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The pointis well taken. 
tlemen in the committee wonld preserve order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, Isay I have no objection to the 
high standard required for admission into the Academy, and haye had 
some practical experience in making appointments init. I had occa- 
sion to recommend for appointment as cadet to the Military Academy 
at West Point a boy not arrived at manhood, selected by competitive 
examination in the district I have the honor to represent, and he passed 
the examination that seems to be regarded as so formidable by mem- 
bers of this House without trouble. 

I had occasion to appoint or recommend for appointment another boy, 
barely seventeen years old, as cadet at the Naval Academy last spring, 
also selected by competitive examination. He passed theexamination 
at the national Naval Academy at Annapolis within three weeks after 
he was designated by the committee of examination, and did it with 
ease. These boys had no coaching schools to aid them, but passed on 
their own merits. 

I desire to dissent from the position taken by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] that these are very difficult questions that 
he has read for boys to solve. I can furnish him boys from the pine 
woods of Mississippi fifteen years of age who will solve such questions 
in an hour, and as to there being no members of this House who can 
solve such problems, there are plenty of them I hope who could solve 
them. I should be sorry to think there were none. But I do not as- 
sent to the doctrine that the whole military idea of this country shall 
be centered in West Point. I do not assent to the declaration of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr, CHEADLE] that a West Point officer can 
discipline men faster and better than other officers. 

I want to take occasion to say here what I have wanted to say for 
some time, that I believe the desertions in our Army,to-day arelargely 
the result of the want of capacity in the officers to discipline the sol- 
diers of this country. Why, our Army has not moved forward a peg 
in a hundred years inthe art of discipliningsoldiers. They have kept 
the same rigid, brutal rules that have prevailed in European armies, 
of inflicting pain by irons, chains, and other harsh punishments. The 
whole system has the tendency to control the private soldiers by fear 
of discipline instead of inspiring them with patriotic sentiments. 

Look at what the trials of army and naval officers lately have deyel- 
oped. Wemustremember that the soldiers of this country are the citizens 

this country and you can not degrade them by thissortof discipline. 
Napoleon never did it. He went among his troops himself, he was 
easily approached by them, he taught them that the glory of France 
depended upon them and they would share it. The young Emperor 
of Germany is doing the same thing now, and is accessible to his sol- 
diers, and inspires them to believe that they as well as himself are in- 
terested in theglory ofGermany. He goes among his soldiers, he visits 
the laboring classes to see they are not imposed on and hear the com- 
plaints of the poor, and inspires them with a military spirit which you 
can never do by degrading, corporal punishment, and creating a class 
to be officers who have no sympathy with and often contempt for the 
soldiers. I would not utter a word in disparagement of West Point 
officers. I recognize and am proud of theirgreat glory; theirscientific 

, attainments are a necessity to move great armies. But itis trne that 
the officers who led the charges that made the breaches in the opposing 
lines, as a general proposition, were not West Point officers, but volnn- 
teer officers. It was the officers and the men who were taken from the 
citizen soldiery, gathered from their civil avocations, with mutual con- 
fidences and aspirations in a common canse. 

‘There was very little discipline in either army in the late war in this 
country. In the South there was none—in the sense the word is used 
here. It was the individual courage and high aspirations of men; and 
the officer who had the heart of his men was the man who made the 
most efficient attacks upon the opposing line. 

I want to say this: I am not opposed to the Academy; on the con- 
trary I favor appropriations for its support; I favor a high standard; 
I would rather raise than lower it, but I want the men who are to be 
made the officers to lead the armies of this country hereafter taken 
from the various ranks of this country, and from the citizens in the va- 
rious localities all over the country,and not appointed from any par- 
ticular class, nor upheld above any other class; and I do not want,and 
we do not need, any more than will fill the places in the Army as now 
constituted. We do not need oflicers to be educated and sent over the 
country, If war comes, the brave men of the country will organize 
and choose their own officers. It is a wrong upon the people to spend 
their money to educate officers that are not needed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read: 

py of the Military Academy band, $9,240, which shall be in full for the 
pay of the said band for the year ending Juno 30, 1892, any law to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. BLAND. I stated to the Chair that I desired to debate that 
paragraph. The Chair has directed the reading so rapidly that I could 
not claim the floor. 

Mr SPOONER. Will the gentleman allow this paragraph to be 
read? 


The Chair wishes gen- 


Mr. BLAND. I want to debate the paragraph that provides for ten 
cadets ‘to be appointed by the President. I want to strike out the 
whole of it. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. Thatparagraph, the Chair will state, was passed 
before the last paragraph was read. i 

Mr. BLAND. Then the Chair misinformed mo. 
graph I wanted to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair made no statement at all and there- 
fore did not misinform the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAND. I rose to debate that paragraph. I so stated to the 
Chair, but the Chair recognized someone else. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized now. 

Mr. BLAND. I wanted to strike out that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is passed. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I did not care anything about the 
amendment which was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to tle gentleman that the 
clause in the bill to which the gentleman has referred 4s existing law. 
An amendment was offered to the paragraph to insert “twenty” in- 
stead of “ten.” Thatamendment has been withdrawn, which it is in 
order to do before there has been any decision thereon. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘The remarks that I wanted to submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, were in the line of those made by the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BERGEN]. I understand in the beginning the Military Acad- 
emy at West Pointand the Naval Academy at Annapolis were intended 
to be public schools, where the bright young men of the country, com- 
ing from the commonalty and poor classes, should have an equal op- 
portunity with those in better circumstances, the sons of men able to 
educate them anywhere. 

The difficulty now is that the standard of admission is so high that 
the country boy, who has not had the opportunity for what is prac- 
tically collegiate education, is not able to be admitted info either of 
these academies. My idea of the academies at both of these places is 
that the best material should be selected, whether it comes from those 
whohaye not had the opportunity for educationathomeornot. In other 
words, among the poorer classes of our people we frequently find the 
brightest young men and thestrongest physically, the very material that 
would make the best officers, but by the standard which has been set 
up at both these academies young men of that class are practically ex- 
eluded, and only boys who have been crammed at colleges and schools, 
and who can, in a parrotlike manner, answer the school questions, 
have any show for being admitted. 

And, Mr. Chairman, [venture the assertion that that very thing is 
the cause of so many failures at the academies. If thestrong-minded 
and strong-bodied boys of the country to whom I have referred, who do 
not have the advan which are thought necessary for admission, 
could beadmitted to those academies, they would prove to be the very 
material which, once admitted, would go throughand graduate with 
honors. Now, as to the increase, I understand that that part of the 
amendment has been withdrawn, I did not know that it had been 
withdrawn until the Chairso informed me. We are graduating more 
men from the Military Academy now than are needed in the Army. 
That was shown a few days ago when it was stated on this floor that 
we must find other employment for them than military life, by sending 
them out into the States to act as teachers in the agricultural colleges. 
Yet, notwithstanding that fact, it is still insisted that we shall keep 
up a standard of numbers which not only supplies the demand for mili- 
tary officers, but oversupplics it and furnishes such a surplus of grad- 
uates that they have to seek vocations in civil life. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fer pay of the Military Academy band, $0,240, which shall be in full for the 
pay of the said band for the yearending June 30, 1892,any law fo the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, my first remark is that my friend 
on the left, whose name I will not designate, but whose voice I have 
heard very often here, suggests to me that I should not speak on this 
occasion. I think he has spoken forty hours in the House when I 
have spoken one minute, yet he urges me not to speak. [Langliter.] 
Ihave only to say that Iam glad the gentleman has come to a due 
sense of repentance for having occupied the time of the House so much 
as he has done, and I hope he will continue in the same repentant 
frame of mind as long as he remains in this House. [Laughter] 

Mr. CANNON. I amgoing ont on the 4thof March. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That does not make any difference. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was going to say a word in reply to my friend 
who has just taken his seat. I do not think there is anything in the 

roposition that West Point is à school open only to the aristocratic 

ew. 

The common schools of this country are open to all the boysand girls 
in the land, poor as well as rich, low as well as high, and it is in the 
common school that the bright young fellow of whom my friend [Mr. 
BLAND] speaks, who perhaps may not have been born with a silver 
spoon in his mouth, who may, perhaps, have been born and brought 
up in indigent circumstances, attends on equal terms with those who 
bave had the best advantages in these respects, measures with them 


That is the para- 
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theswerd of intellect and of power, and shows whether he is of the 
right material or not. 

Mr. BLAND. I call the gentleman to order. When he speaks of 
a young man with a silver spoonin his mouth, I do not admit that 
that has any application to me. If he had said_‘‘ with a silver dollar 
in his mouth,” it would nave been different. [RLaughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I must leave the gentle- 
man to settle the silver-dollar question with the champions on the 
other side, I can not occupy any of my time on that subject on this 
occasion. Now, the requirements for a boy to enter West Point are 
not too exacting. They are such as can be satisfied by any boy who 
has studied faithfully at our common schools. There is nothing re- 
quired in the preliminary examination that the common school does 
not teach. I have had occasion myself to send two boys to the acad- 
. emies. Both had nothing but acommon-school education. OneIsent 
to Annapolis. He liad not graduated more than a week from the com- 
mon school hefore he took the examination for admission to the 
Academy, without having had the usual time for preparation, and he 
passed without trouble, and the same is true of the other. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on the amendment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amend- 
ment. Ido not believe, sir, that thestandard of examination at West 
Point should be lowered. For a good many years before I had the 
honor to occupy a seat on this floor the district that I now represent 
was not represented at either Annapolis or West Point. My predeces- 
sor had said to the people that the reason no nomination was made 
from the district was that the examinations for admission were so dif- 
ficult that the young men of our district could not pass. 

I did not believe thatto betrue; and since my election tothis House 
Ihave followed the course of advertising in my district the holding 
of competitive examinations for the selection of young men to enter 
the Military as well as the Naval Academy. The effect has been to 
beget a spirit of rivalry among the young men there, a disposition to 
so far advance themselves in all their stndies as to be able to pass the 
examinations and enter these institutions. The result has been that 
on the day announced for the holding of one of these competitive ex- 
aminations there have always been from fifteen to thirty applicants, 
and each time 75 per cent. of the young men who have appeared have 
passed so good an examination thatany oneof them would have passed 
the examination at the Academy. 

The young men who were successful in these competitive examina- 
tions have not belonged to wealthy families, able to give their sons 
collegiate educations. Three out of four of the young men who have 

ed successfully were sons of farmers who were not able to educate 
their children except hy sending them to the public schools of theState. 

Therefore, sir, my experience is that the standard should not below- 
ered, that it should be kept up, and that gentlemen who have the priv- 
ilege of nominating candidates for West Point should adopt the plan 
of competitive examinations,f{thereby encouraging the young men of 
the district by holding out to them the prospect of entering one of these 
academies. With proper encouragement young men will be found in 
large numbers who can pass these competitive examinations and enter 
this military school. 

Some gentlemen have said to me that they have followed this method 
of competitive examinations and yet sometimes two or three young 
men in succession who had passed the competitive examinations haye 
failed to pass at West Point. Sucha thingcan only have resulted from 
the fact that the examiners did not properly undertake to discharge 
their duty or were not capable of doing so. 

I would not pretend to argue that the standard of intelligence in the 
district I represent is higher than in other districts of the United States; 
but I do say that we can produce from the common schools of Ken- 
tucky, from every county in the district, young men by the score who 
can pass the examinations and enter West Point Academy. 

Mr. BERGEN. Does not the gentleman mean simply to state that 
the youth of his district in the common schools can become qualified, 
not that the common schools of the district give them such qualifica- 
tions? And does not the fact that so many cadets are thrown ont at 
West Point, so much larger a proportion than in any other institution, 
so that we can not keep the institution full—does not this fact prove 
that there must be something defective either in the examinations for 
admission or in the conduct of the course after the students have en- 
tered ? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, [believe (I can not say- 


I know) that the failure of young men presenting themselves for ad- 
mission to West Point Academy results from the want of the adop- 
tion of proper efforts and proper scrutiny in the selection of cadets. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional pay of professors and officers (on increased rank) for length of 
service, $11,043.78. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I thinkit would be a great mis- 


fortune to the country if it should prove to be true, as claimed by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN ], that the admissions to the 
West Point Academy are so hedged in by the standard of examination 
that the representatives of the common people of the country can not 
enter there, I wish to testify a little about my own observation and 
experience in this behalf, I do not want that there should be a lack 
of confidence in the West Point Academy orin its management. Icom- 
mitted the offense which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] 
has said ought to be acriminal offense. I recommended a young man 
for appointment to the Military Academy without any examination by 
any competitive board. I am opposed to everything of that char- 
acter. 

Such is my opinion of the Civil Service Board that I would notallow 
myself to haye anything to do with anything savoring of its methods 
in any form whatever. Besides, sir, it is within my knowledge that 
in Ohio Sheridan, Grant, Sherman, McPherson, Rosecrans, and I do 
not know how many more were sent to West Point without any com- 
petitive examination and yet came out tolerably well. Inominateda 
young man who had had tolerable advantages in a school of one of the 
large villages of my district and who underwent special training to fit 
him for admission. 

Whilethe matter waspending, a boy of sixteen orseventeen, theson of 
a miner livingin a little village on the Ohio River, came to me one day 
when I happened to be atthecourthouse. Hewasastocky, strong-look- 
ing Welsh boy; his hands were grimy with the dirtof the coal mine. He 
said he wanted to go to West Point and told me he had received the 
advantages of a common school in the little mining village where he 
lived; and so far as I know he had had no other opportunities in the 
way of education. Isenthisnameto West Point as an alternate, and 
both boys made theirappearance for examination. The boy I had first 
nominated failed upon one branch of his education—orthography— 
nothing else; and to my amazement (for I admit I was greatly amazed) 
the son of the miner, the boy of the common school, was admitted. 
He is now well advanced in-his second year at the institution and is 
doing well. 

I sent a boy to the Naval Academy ; I did not have any competitive 
examination. LIlooked athim. I studied his characteristics as well 
as I could. I had known him from infancy. He was admitted with- 
out any trouble whatever. He has maintained a good standing at the 
institution and is now in his sixth year, abont ready to graduate 
finally, and is going to be, in my humble judgment, some day not only 
an honor to the man who sent him there, but an honor to his State 
and to his country as well as to his alma mater. So I donot believe 
that there is any practical substance in the assertion, whateyer may be 
the theoretical view taken, that West Point is not accessible to young 
men fitted by an ordinary education who are ambitious and who desire 
to gain admission to thatinstitution. I believe that it is accessible to 
all, and they may gain honor and distinction there even with the rudi- 
ments of an ordinary education derived from the common schools of 
the country. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

\ Mr. FRANK. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether the Military Academy band is ever permitted to enter 
into business competition with civilian bands, 

Mr. SPOONER. Not as faras I haye any knowledge. I should 
judge not. y 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fuel and apparatus, namely: Coal, wood, charcoal, stoves, grates, heaters, 
furnaces, ranges and fixtures, fire bricks, clay, sand, repairs of steam-heating 
apparatus, grates, stoves, heaters, ranges, and furnaces, m ica, $15,000, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘There is a verbal correction that I think should be 
made in line 13. ‘The word ‘‘and”’ preceding “‘ furnaces ™ should be 
stricken out and inserted before the word ‘‘ mica.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

On the subject of West Point, how it is filled, how it is managed, 
what is the style of its curriculum, or how students gain admission 
there, I have not a word to say. I take it for granted that the system 
is about the best that can be provided, and that the question of the 
admission ot students is one that has received the careful thought and 
attention of men well qualified to fix the standard of admission. 
Therefore no criticism of mine is intended to be directed to the insti- 
tution in general in any of its departments. 

But I do desire tosay to this House that I very much fear the results 
of the line of legislation you are entering upon here. I fear you are 
giving to the people of this country a love for military affairs, for mil- 
itary Jaws, military paraphernalia, which necessarily arises from this 
general influence that is exerted in sending ont through all of the 
States young men educated at these institutions of Annapolis and West 
Point; and when I know that this Academy just below here called the 
Naval Academy is educating young men for naval warfare and the 
other one at West Point for land warfare I feel that you are encour- 
aging a disposition among the young men of the country to look tothe 
Army as if that was the field in which to gratify the natural ambi- 
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tions of life, and to connect themselves with the Army or Navy as a 
means of future subsistence. 

There is a growing military spirit amongst the people of the country 
arising from this source, and it finds its outlet, to a large extent, in 
just such provisions of legislation as we are enacting here from day to 
day, large appropriations for the Army and for the Navy, for war 
steamers, for cruisers, and for navy yards, and allof the machinery of 
war, to be paid for by the money of the people. This education—this 
military education at West Pointand Annapolis—is paid for out of the 
money of the people derived from taxes, and is of no benefit, because 
of the line of education pursued, to the great masses of the taxpayers 
ofthe country. Does it reduce the tariff rates that the laboring peo- 
ple of the country must pay? Does it reduce taxation in any shape? 

Mr, Chairman, I ask this Congress to consider for a moment what is 
the amount now to-day that the Goverment of the United States is 
liable to pay for the support of the Navy. I ask you to consider what 
the Navy is making us liable for in the years to come by reason of new 
construction of war vessels, nayy yards, and matters ofthat kind, not one 
dollar of which goes for the benefit of the people in reducing taxation. 
At West Point the great business of theinstitution is to make soldiers, 
and at this end of the line you havea retired list where if they cannot 
get military service, when they graduate, in the field, they can go on 
the retired list, and are supported all of their lives at the expense of 
the people. This has a tendeicy to create a desire for military posi- 
tions. 

What is the result? You have these institutions, not for the promo- 
tion of peace, but for the encouragement of war, for the encouragement 
of conflict. This, Mr. Chairman, is a Republic of peace, as I had occa- 
sion to remark the other day when I had fourteen seconds allotted to 
me to makeaspecch on thisfloor. Itis nota Republic of arms; and no 
republic of the world, in the few that have existed, everlivedlongenough 
to put a mausoleum over theliberties of the people except by arms, and 
not by peace; by war, not by industry. 

Do the people of the United States gain any commensurate benefit 
from the expenditure of this money? If so, I would like to have it 
pointed out tome. As to the educationof the people, as to the young 
men going into the Military Academy, why, there are public, private, 
and-State institutions which compare favorably with these, in all parts 
of the country. And there the children of the people have to go for 
their education. Here it is paid for by the people by the taxation 
which is wrung from them by law. As I have said, you educate the 

oung men at the public expense and then put them on the retired 
ist after a certain time if you have nothing for them to do, and súp- 
port them all of their lives. And a distinguished gentleman on the 
other side suys that it is of great benefit to the country to send these 
young men, educated at public expense, into the colleges and schools 
of the States as professors. Send them there for what purpose, Mr. 
Chairman? To still further educate the people of the State in the same 
ponas line, without giving them any benefit for the amount expended 
n the education of these young men at these Government institutions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say briefly, in response 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs inreporting this bill, was fully impressed with the idea of the 
sag of sustaining the military establishments, as represented both 

the Army and Navy in these schools for the education of cadets, to 
supply future officers for both arms of the service. They are quite 
satisfied that the great body of the American people are thoroughly in 
touch with, and sympathize in, that sentiment. 

We have, of course, toa certain extent a skeleton organization for 
our Army, which is the only organization that can be properly main- 
tained in a country like this; but it is essential for the purpose of 
enabling us in time of necessity to put into the field, through our vol- 
unteer force, a sufficient army for the national defense, to beled by the 
officers educated or prepared for that purpose. We have seen the ne- 
cessity in the past for this force, and I believe the American people are 
not inclined to forget that good old maxim that ‘‘in time of peace we 
should prepare for war.” 

I do not think we need apologize. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For department of natural and experimental philosophy: For additions to 
apparatas to illustrate tho principles of mechanics, acoustics, optics; and astron- 
omy, $1,000; for books of reference, text books, stationery, materials,and re- 


pai $100; for pay of mechanic assistant, $1,000; for repairs to the observatory 
nilding and clocks, $150; in all, $2,850. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
a few words on the line of debate which we have had so far this morn- 
ing as to the number of cadets at West Point; and I select this point 
in the bill, for it develops the character of the studies which are con- 
ducted there and indicates the uses to which we propose and actually 
do put these young men whoare graduated at the publicexpense. In 
the earlier days of our Government West Point was purchased pri- 
marily for purposes of public defense. It Jay upon what was then the 
grent highway of communication between our country and Canada, and 
uring the Revolutionary war that point and that vicinity were quite 
extensively fortified. 


Ata later day, 1798, an act was passed authorizing the President to 
cause to be purchased for the use of the United States the whole or 
such part of that tract of land situated in the State of New York, com- 
monly called West Point, as should be by him judged requisite for the 
purpose of such fortifications and garrisons as might be necessary for the 
defense of the same. This was a proposition restricted still by the 
primitive or initial idea that prevailed during the Revolutionary war, 
of using the post solely for purposes of defense. Theamountof ground 
that was purchased originally was a little under 2,000 acres. Subse- 
quently about 210 more acres were bought, making the whole amount 
2,105 acres. 

Now, while we are going over these authorizations here it may be 
well to note the gradual growth of this institution, and to consider, as 
we have considered during this debate for the first time, so far as I 
recollect, in a good many years, the question of the general theory and 
purpose of the Government in connection with West Point, For a 
number of Congresses this bill has been discussed simply as a question 
of money. We have had no elaboration of the West Point idea, we 
haye had no comparative account of this educational institution of the 
Federal Government and those of other countries; and although we are 
living at a day when the wholescience of waris changing more rapidly 
than eyer before in the history of the world, we have made no changes 
since, I may say, prior to our civil war. And yet the art of war as we 
have practiced it in this country, and the artof waras we are prepared 
to practice it in this country, in many respects at least, is absolutely 
obsolete. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. McCREARY. 
from Arkansas may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

ield my time to him, if I may be allowed to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman yields to the gentleman from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, we find that in an act 
approved March 16, 1802, the Government having previously acquired 
this property, the President of the United States was authorized and 
empowered, when he deemed it expedient, to organize and establish a 
corps of engineers. I need not go further into that proposition, but 
that was a very limited provision. The corps of engineers, officers and 
cadets, were not to exceed twenty in number. 

Therefore, so far as this locality is concerned, it was first intended 
simply for purposes of defense, and when taken up by the Federal 
Government, its first and sole purpose, apart from that of public de- 
fense, was with reference to military engineering. And from that day 
to this we have gradually amplified the first establishment there into 
a very honorableand a very distinguished and a very useful institution, 
But, Mr. Chairman, when we consider the duties that we now impose 
upon the graduates of that institution, I do not concur with those who 
believe that our graduates are too numerous. We bave now in the en- 
gineering corps about one hundred and twenty members, 

If we treated this very small staff of military experts as the present 
necessities and the most reasonable probabilities of future requirements 
would dictate, and sent them over the world as military attachés to 
our foreign embassadors, as observers of operations in foreign wars and 
the military tactics of foreign Governments, we would find that equip- 
ment too small even fur our military purposes alone. We have added 
to the duties of this corps, we have added to the requirements which 
we now impose upon West Point, the very large and the continually 
increasing work of civil engineering that pertains to the Federal Goy- 
ernment, And I want to call attention to the fact that we have made 
no adequate provision for the education of these cadets with reference 
to the expenditure of sometimes from fifteen to twenty millions of 
dollars a year, that we require, under the directions of the officers that 
graduate there, purely upon civil and not upon military work, And I 
wish that matter had received some attention at the hands of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER], the painstaking gentleman 
who is in charge of this bill. 

We have added instruction in French, we have added instruction in 
law, we have an instructor in military engineering, and we have, I 
believe, one instructorin general engincering; but there is no provision 
here, nor is there any pou anywhere else, so far as I know, for 
anything like careful theoretical training in this great branch of civil 
engineering which we require at the hands of these cadets ultimately; 
nor is there any provision whatever for that thorough aud careful 
practical training which is so indispensable in connection with an en- 
gineering education. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to be recognized and yield my time 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is not strictlyin order, but in the absence 
of objection the gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I haye not much more that I 
care to say in this connection, It is a matter of great practical im- 
portance and concern to usall. I have noticed on a visit to Annapolis 
that the young men there are trained not only in thie theory of their 
profession, but I have gone to the machine shops and I have seen those 
young cadets working there, and it would be impossible for any gentle- 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
I will 
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man to tell whether they were being educated by the Government or 
simply men hired there to work by the day. 

I mean by that to illustrate the hard practical work to which they 
are subjected; so besmeared with grease and dust that come from the 
metal in which they are working that you can not tell a cadet from 
some mechanic working there with them in an associate capacity. 

I wish in that line of thought there was some provision made by 
which there would be special instruction at West Point in connection 
with the river and harbor work that-is required of the graduates of 
that institution. : 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Does the gentleman know any- 
thing of ghe postgraduate course of the engineer cadets at Willets 
Point? . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Nothing at all, thoroughly. 

Mr. MCADOO. If the gentleman from Arkansas will permit me, I 

- will state that a year ago we passed a bill with reference to the Naval 
Academy that at the end of three years each boy shall select his course— 
whether he will go into the Engineer Department, which is staff, or into 
the line. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is as to the Navy. 

Mr. McADOO. Thatisin the Navy. Ido not see why something 
of the same kind should not be applied to the Army, and especially as 
regards the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is the practice of selec- 
tion which prevails in all our great universities, and which is undoubt- 
edly a sound principle of education. I do not understand to what ex- 
tent this may obtain in the assignment of duty and in the requirements 
of duty at West Point; but undoubtedly it is a sound principle to ob- 
serve in edneation and in special training for the public service. But 
I regret that there is not some provision made for thorough theoretical 
training in the first place in the civil work that we require of these cadets, 
and then that should be supplemented by a careful course of practical 
training. I mean by this that these young gentlemen should be put 
through as severe 2 course of instruction, as laborious as every success- 
ful man in every branch of life, public and private, knows is necessary 
for an understanding of the rndiments in business, and such a one as 
now prevails at Annapolis. 

Iam passing no criticism on the curriculum of West Point, so far 
asit extends, for I am not well informed except in the general way 
we get information on that matter. But this is a matter which has 
had no debate, so far as I know, in what may be called modern Con- 
gresses, or been discussed or treated by the committees with reference 
to the growing wantsof our country, but it hassimply been brought up 
in the ordinary course of routine and measured simply as a matter of 
money. 

Now, I find that when these cadets who are assigned to the Engineer 
Corps are turned out from West Point, they go to Willets Point, where 
there is an engineer school, which, so far as I know; issomewhat, if not 
entirely, military in its character. 

Then, if they are designed for the civil works of the Government, 
they are put upon duty under some older officers, under their care— 
and I do not mean in any way to disparage their ability—after long 
experience and practical knowledge of the duties they have in charge. 
But they are put there, how? They are put there not as a class of ca- 
dets or of young gentlemen taken under an officer and thoroughly in- 
structed in all the details of these works; but they are put, to a cer- 
tain extent, in charge of these works, without really having much 
knowledge, and ignorant of the first elements of their construction. 
Why, sir, gentlemen are familiar with the mode of instruction, where 
such a course is deemed at all advisable, that obtains in our great col- 
leges.. Classes are taken into the mountains tostudy geology and mining 
from Harvard and Yale. They are put through a severe course of prac- 
tical training. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For department of chemistry, mineralogy, and geology: For chemicals, 


chemical apparatus, glass and porcelain ware, paper, wire, sheet metal, ores, 
photographic apparatus and material, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
just a few words, and I move to strike out the last word in this section 
in order to complete my remarks. 

Gentlemen are doubtless familiar with the fact that Harvard and 
Yale Colleges, and I believe all our largest institutions, in instructing 
their classes, for instance, in geology, take them ont and carry them 
over the mountains and put the young men to work, and there they 

et more thorough knowledge than they could get in any other way. 

hey carry them also notonly to the mines, but they carry them asa class 
and make them study the matter asa part of their course. But that 
is not the way wedo, We should take these young men and put them 
out in the manner which I have just stated, and I think there ought 
to be some provision for more thorough theoretical and practical in- 
struction. 

That is ail I wish to say at this point, Mr, Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies, $100; in all, $4,930. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman in charge of this bill if there is any doubt about the Govern- 
ment having jurisdiction over the entire area of what the gentleman 
understands now to be the West Point property or location, which, so 
far as I know, embraces a little over 2,000 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is.a military post belonging to the Government. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe the State of New 
York ceded jurisdiction over a small portion of this area in 1826, that 
is, about 160 acres; but the whole of the original purchase is for 2,000 
acres, I would like to know if the Federal Government has control 
over the whole 2,000 acres or simply over the 160 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. It includes the Academy ground and the military 
post, for there is a military post as well as the Military Academy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is not that simply about 160 
acres, the area that you speak of? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is known as the post of West Point in- 
cludes about 2,200 acres, extends back over the mountain, includes the 
old fort and over onto what is called Crow’s Nest. ‘The Academy oc- 
eupies the plain. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is about 160 acres, is it 
not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, is not that the only 
part of the total area of which the gentleman has spoken over which the 
United States actually has jurisdiction ? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. No; it has jurisdiction of the whole 2,200 acres, 
and the whole of it is occupied for no other than Government purposes. 
In the battery practice the rest of the area is used, and they use Crow’s 
Nest as a sort of a mark for their artillery. The ground is used forno 
other purposes than those of the military post, including the cavalry, 
the engineers, and a small detachment of enlisted men, and the Acad- . 
emy in conjunction therewith. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan is doubtless aware that no part of this was property belonging to 
the General Government as a reservation for this or for any other pur- 
pose, but that all of it was acquired by purchase from individuals, and 
I find no record within my limited research of where the Federal Goy- 
ernment has ever acquired actual jurisdiction over more than 160 acres, 
which was ceded by the Stateof New York in the year 1821. It had 
been purchased in some way, I believe, prior to that time, but the 
sovereignty still residedin the State; for suppose that even when the 
Government buys private property the State must part with its sover- 
eignty, in the sense of governmental jurisdiction, by a special act of 
the Legislature. 3 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My understanding is that this is-on the same 
basis as any other military reservation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But this is not a reservation, 
It was acquired by purchase, not reserved. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can not say that I have gone into that ques- 
tion, but it is usually considered that it occupies the same relation as 
any military reservation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] has given these mat- 
ters very careful attention, and I wish to ask him whether this 160 
acres is not about the only area in the whole West Point property that 
would he available for the maneuvering of troops. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The plain is the only part that would be avail- 
able for public defense in the sense of maneuvering troops, but the post 
is admirably situated with reference to the command of the Hudson 
River, being at a bend in the river with a wide sweep up and down, 
Old Fort Putnam occupied one of the neighboring eminences. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. I have no doubt that 
West Point will always be valuable to the Federal Government as a 
military post, as a reserve camp, and for purposes of public defense. 
We are not very far distant from the time when there will be deep- 
water communication between the Lakes and Hudson River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ho drawing: For books and periodicals on art and technology, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last 
word. AsI was saying, we are not very far from the time when ocean 
steamers will pass between New York and Lake Erie, and if in some 
future national exigency the seaport city of New York should fall into 
the possession of a foreign enemy, as of course may be possible and as 
has taken place in the past, it would be at this point, at the elbow of 
the Hudson, that our troops and our naval defenses would take their 
stand. But the gentleman from Michigan has mentioned one feature 
which I think illustrates the possible inadequacy of this point for all 
the purposes that we may require of it if we look any distance into 
the future. He has spoken of the matter of gun practice. 

I dare say that the width of the Hudson, whichisa wide and stately 
river, and the distance which obtains between the plain at West Point 
and Old Crow’s Nest Mountain were entirely adequate for artillery prac- 
tice at the time when the Military Academy was established; but any 
place which gives a less range than from 5 to 10 miles does not bring 
into requisition the highest qualities of the guns of modern times, 
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Mr. LANSING. That sort of practicing is now done at Willets 


Point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Of course there could be a 
separate place for a special school of artillery, and I dare say that we 
shall find it necessary to establish more than one special school in ad- 
dition to our central Academy. 

There is another point in connection with the education of our 
young men that I think well worthy the attention of those who have 
special charge of this matter. There has always been great impor- 
tance attached, from the time of George Washington down, and by none 
in greater degree than by President Washington himself and President 
Jefferson, to a well-trained and well-equipped militia as the safest reli- 
ance for the public defense. 

Those gentlemen who were old enough to observe critically during 
the late war know very well that the efliciency of the troops was in 
no slight degree impaired by the lack of familiarity on the part of the 
West Point graduates with the nature, the character, and the merits 
of the volunteer soldiery. I believe we should pay more attention to 
our militia than we do. We are appropriating but little more now 
for the maintenance and equipment of the militia of this country than 
we did when we had not more than one-third orone-fourth of our pres- 
ent population. 

I believe it would be wise if our young men at that formative period 
of life when they receive their education should be trained at a point 
where annually there could be encampments of regular troops and of 
militia, and they could see the practical operations of those encamp- 
ments, thus being bronght into direct contact with our volunteer troops 
and officers. In this way they would learn more in one year at the ave 
of a cadet than they would learn in two or three years of actual service 

in war later in life, when their minds had become hardened. 

As thisdiscussion has, for the first time ina great many years, brought 
into question the policy of the Federal Government in this regard, per- 
mit me to say I think it would not be unwise for those who have es- 
pecial charge of these matters to consider whether the best use ulti- 
mately for West Point is not as one of the special training schools we 
may be obliged to maintain under the multiplying requirements that 
We now impose upon the graduates of our military establishment, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the gentleman proceeds further I trust he 
will allow me to submit an amendment to correct thè text of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page &, I move to strike out “‘nine,’’ in line 
16, and insert ‘‘one,’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, this amendment will 
be regarded as adopted. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe it would be well for 
gentlemen to consider whether we should not establish an institution 
of the general character such as I haye described at some point where 
the facilities would be larger, where we could introduce more of what 
may be called the popular element of military training into the asso- 
ciations of our cadets, while we might continue West Point (which has 
a camping and parade ground of only 160 acres) as a military depot, 
and as one of the special schools which we doubtless must have from 
time to time to a greater extent than we have now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For extra pay of ono ordnance soldier, as draughtsman and lithographic 
printer, at 50 cents per day, $143.5). 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman, as far back as 
1812, the number of cadets at West Point was 250; and I think that, 
when we consider the present size of this country and the increased 
requirements we make of these graduates, gentlemen can not complain 
of the number of cadets being too large. 

Mr. MCADOO. I think I can suggest to the gentleman something 
apropos to the line of his remarks—not that he needs any suggestion 
atall, because he is yery fertile in su tions himself. 

In 1832 a “‘rider’’ was placed on the naval pia bean bill, pro- 
viding that only so many of the graduates of the Naval Academy should 
enter the serviceas there might be vacancies for; that the others should 
go back into civil life. 

There has been a guod deal of controversy about that question; but 
ithas been held by numerous boards of visitors, and by others who have 
investigated the subject, that no harm is done by that provision of law 
to these young men, who get an excellent education at the expense of 
the Government, especially in all the mechanical sciences—electricity, 
mechanical engineering, etc., and are then sent ont to earn their liv- 
ing. In favor of such a provision it'may be said that in case of war 
these young men, scattered throughont the country in the civil walks 
of life, can be brought forward to take the command of vessels or of 
men. 

Now, I have never been able to see why the whole class graduating 
at West Point should be mustered intothe military service until under 
the present system our Army has become very top-heavy. I think no 
injustice would be done at all to these young men, if only those for 


whom there is actual occupation should enter the Army and the others 
be sent back into civil life in various parts of the country, where they 
would be subject to the call of the Government in caseof war. I have 
not before me the Army Register, but I have no doubt that the dis- 
proportion between the number of men and the number of officers in 
our Army is very great, and a3 our Army may be for some time out of 
work, its ‘‘occupation gone’? like that of Othello, except so far as it 
may be employed in hunting the few remaining Sioux Indians, this 
force will either have to be mobilized and put in large bodies in our 
cities, or the talents of which gentlemen have spoken will have to be 
utilized in the civil walksof life, I think the solution of the problem 
with which the gentleman has been wrestling so admirably during the 
last forty minutes would be that so many of these young mien as we 
can not find immediate employment for in the Army should be sent 
back into civil life. I merely make thissuggestion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I believe that home is 
a very good place fora man when he is out ofa job. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has 
expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, my time was taken up 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, and now I move to strike out the , 
last two words to get in what I wish to say. [Laughter.] i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow the Clerk to read 
the next paragraph of the bill, after which the Chair will recognize 
him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ith aiai pay of one ordnance soldior as machinist, at 50 cents per day, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas will permit me 
I would like to answer a little more fully the question he submitted to 
me a few moments ago as to the jurisdittion over West Point, I find 
by the act of the Legislature of New York, of March 2, 1826, that State 
ceded jurisdiction over tie district now occupied by the Academy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is the 160 acres? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About that. I find also that by theact of March 
2, 1889, we acquired 225 acres known as the Kinsley estate, a condition 
of the act being that the State of New York should first cede complete 
jurisdiction over that tract. Ihave not been able to find anything as 
to the remainder of the tract. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the first purchase was 
in 1790 from Stephen Moore; then 210 acres in 1824 froni Oliver Grid- 
ley, which brought the total up to 2,105 acres; and I believe now that 
in their target practice there they have to fire across ground that the 
Federal Government has no semblance of authority over, and that tho 
firing may interfere with the navigation of the Hudson River. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the United States has complete jurisdiction 
over the river. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Yes; but you do not want to 
interfere with the navigation by firing guns up and down the river, es- 
pecially if you are traveling on a steamboat. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Weil, the United States has jurisdiction over the 
river, of course. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; but I say it can not ex- 
ercise that jurisdiction without interfering with the navigation of the 
river and the passage of steamers. 

Mr.CUTCHEON, Lapprehend that we would if there was necessity 
for it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatisexactly it. Now, how- 
ever, there is no necessity forit. The cadets must have an opportunity 
of being trained in gunnery, and it must be donein some way that will 
not interfere with the ordinary peaceable pursuits of the people, and it 
is not necessary that it should. At the same time West Point, as the 
gentleman has said himself, is important in a military point of view, 
and it must be held by the National Government for purposes of na- 
tional defense. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not apprehend that any foreign enemy, or 
domestic enemy cither, would ever attempt to use this water way for 
hostile p They would never get that farinland. Our trouble 
is below there, at The Narrows, below the city of New York, 

I would say to the gentleman further that there is no great danger 
as to the long-range guns at West Point, because of the fact that we 
have not yet been able to furnish them with a modern gun for practice 


urpose. ‘ 
> Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, « Well, that is our fault. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Yes, it is; and they ought to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And that is an additional 
point to illustrate the manner in which we accomplish the military 
edueation of our cadets. The perfunctory character of the debates 
which have taken place here for fifteen or twenty years past on mili- 
tary estimates and on the military establishment generally illustrates 


Is the debate limited on this part of the 
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largely this condition of affairs, it being left almost entirely to the in- | is nota typographical union in this country that would allow any ono 
dustrious members of the Committee on Military Affairs, who have | of its members to work at the case for 50 cents a day and fonnd. 


charge of the preparation of the bills. 

Now, in maintaining a small standing army it should be our policy 
to have it a perfect model—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has 
expired, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out next to 
the last word, i 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I hope we can have a vote on the 
pending proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Permit me to add a few words 
more in this connection on the motion T have submitted. 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that our standing army should be a perfect 
model. It should be a model of education and an object lesson to the 
militia of the States. They should be brought into close and frequent 
contact with it for the better understanding of one another and for 
the better instruction of cach other; and we should have always a 
larger intellectual equipment than we have of material outfit, so that 
we are prepared to get an infusion of trained officers who can quickly 
assimilate themselves to the genius of the people among our volunteer 
armies whenever we have to fall back upon them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I agree with the gentleman fully in that respect. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And all of that I think asa 
general thing we neglect utterly. We have no provision, or at least 
almost none, it seems, which specifies the duties we impose on these: 
graduates from time to time, and yet we expend our millions every 
year, foolishly experimenting in the construction of great works, in 
the way of their education. Now, the number, therefore, at West Point 
is, if anything, inadequate. It is inadequate to the employment that 
we are providing for them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Tagree with that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The peril to this country does 
not come from a liberal and well-trained staff of officers. It would 
only come, so far as the military establishment is concerned, from an 
unnecessarily large standing army. Therefore, I think we ought to 
increase the number who go to West Point. Yet I do not believe in 
lowering thestandard. Wemust maintains high standard if we would 
maintain an adequate public defense. Butif we increase the number, 
as has been spoken of here, if we put the power in the hands of the 
President to appoint a cadet from each State—and I would consider 
that a small and indeed inadequate increase—I do not think that we 
should put any restrictions upon the appointing power. I do not be- 
lieve, as has been broached here, that we should say that these ap- 
pointments shall be based on “‘ honor graduates,” those who have grad- 
uated with honors out of those institutions which have received Fed- 
eral aid, for two reasons. 

First, it would be the entering wedge to Federal control over insti- 
tutions where at present we haye no control, to which we hayesimply 

ted the money without any requirements and without any con- 
trol; and the best education we getin this country will be that which is 
left solely under local control. In the second place, we. by name, select 
a class of our people, those people not in the public service, those people 
not enlisted and who are still a part of the great mass of the people, 
who are still simply citizens, or if not citizens then not citizens simply 
by reason of their minority; and we have no right to pick out any class 
of mere citizens in this country and say that they shall be preferred or 
that others shall be discriminated against, as we would in the mattor 
of promotion of those who are already enlisted in the public service; 
but we should enlarge the functions of that institution, we should pro- 
vide asystematic enlargement of our facilities in this regard with refer- 
euce to our enlarged and multiplied modern wants. 

But whatever power we grant, whether to the President to appoint 
and select or to the Members of Congress or the Senators to nominate 
and then to the President to appoint, itshould be without any distinc- 
tion as to class in this country,simply leaving the matter with the power 
which it is proposed to allow to do the selecting, according to the ex- 
ercise of its best judgment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For extra pay of three enlisted men,as printers, at headquarters United States 
Military Academy, at 50 cents each por day, $169.50, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 22, page 12, strike out the words “fifty cents,” and insert tho words 
“two dollars,” and in line 23, same page, strike out the words "four hundred 
and sixty-nine dollars and fifty conts,” and insert ‘one thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-eight dollars.” ` 

eh CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, that would make the paragraph 
read: 

Forextra of three enlist x i x 
MINEA DAT aes bene seth ag’ ta atheadquartors United States 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these printers were enlisted as soldiers and not 
as printers. They ought to be required to perform the duties of sol- 
diers, and not the work of printers, If the Government avails itself 
of their skill as printers, it ought to pay them printers’ wages. There 


No respectable printer would do it except under the pressure of mar- 
tiallaw. You practically apply this martial law when you make this 
insignificent appropriation for the pay of these printers. The great 
Government of the United States turnsits little printing establishment 
at West Point into what is known by the craft as a "rat office.” It 
may enlist members of a typographical union under false pretenses 
and then require them to violate their trade-union obligations under 
military pains and penalties. It either employs rat printers or it forces 
union printers to become rat printers. If this is right, why not estab- 
lish a Government hat shopat West Point? After enlisting hattersas 
soldiers you can detail them to work at their trade at the rate of 50 
cents a day and found. Youcan thus force union hatters to become 
what is known as ‘‘foul jours.” Why not establish a Government 
machine shop at West Point and insist that machinists enlisted as sol- 
diers should work there in defiance of their trade obligations for 50 
cents a day and found? 

And indeed, sir, I find in another section of this bill already passed 
by this committee, page 11, line 22, the following: 

For extra pay of one ordnance soldier as machinist at 50 cents a day, $143.50, 

What do the organized machinists of the United States think of 
this? The Government thus virtually tramples on their organization. 

Why does the Government not establish a tinshop at West Point to 
make tin dippers and canteens for the soldiers? Then it can enlist 
tinners as soldiers and require them to work in the Government tin- 
shop at 50 cents a day and found. 

Sir, the faculty at West Point endeavors to instill into the breasts 
of the cadets one cardinal principle. It is the principle of honor. I 
say that this employment of enlisted men under false pretenses and 
requiring them to work at their trades at lower rates than their trade 
unions demand is dishonorable. Itis more than dishonorable. It is 
unjust and damnable. [Applause. ] 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. I sympathize with the evident interestin his craft 
that the gentleman from New York feels; but this provision is in ac- 
cordance with the ordinary provision of law, and it has appeared in 
this bill for a good many years, Theamountthatis here provided for 
extra labor is the same as it has heretofore been for extra Jabor per- 
formed by enlisted men. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted, just a 
word. These special detachments are paid for at the rate which is es- 
tablished or fixed by law—that skilled labor when used shall be paid 
at the rate of 50 cents a day in addition to the pay and allowance of 
the enlisted men. They have their monthly pay; they have their 
medicine and medical attendance, clothing, and everything else, and 
then in addition to that they get 50 cents a day when they are spe- 
cially detailed to perform extra work. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They should receive regular trades-union rates, 
It is time, Mr. Chairman, for this outrage continued for so many years 
to be corrected. Here is the place to begin to correct it. Injustice 
grows with The men who work at Franklin’s trade are certainly 
worth the regular rate of wages, and they should be paid regular rates 
by the Government that was strengthened and vitalized by Franklin 
at the court of Louis XVI at Versailles. Else the Government is dis- 
honored and disgraced. 

The Chairman put the question. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not see why the Chair wants to 
put an amendment and call for the ‘‘noes’’? when I want to address 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. BLAND, I move to strike out the last word. I rose for that 
purpose and was trying to make the Chair hear me. 


The CHAIRMAN, That motion, now made, is in order, and the 
gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. BLAND. Well, I hope Iam. [Laughter. ] 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, if his theory about this matter is correct, 
ought to be to prvhibt these phos from doing work at all. Idonot 
see, if they are enlisted in the regular Army and receive the regular 
pay for duty as soldiers, why they are to be detailed to do printing at 
all or any other work of that sort. 

If it is permissible that they. may be thus detailed as hatmakers, it 
is in the discretion of Congress to fix their wages. Now, it seems to 
me that the proper thing to do would be to prevent any detail of sol- 
diers to do printing, to make tinware, or to make hats, oranything of 
that sort. They have been enlisted as soldiers, their duties are to be 
those of soldiers, and they ought not to be put to work at trades. I 
do not think they should be driven into any trades. It seems to me 
that the remedy here is to prevent that being done; and I would sup- 
port an amendment in that direction: that when a man has been en- 
listed as a soldier his duties shall be confined to the duties ofa soldier. 

I think he should not be put into any of these trades, or to manu- 
facturing, printing, or anything of that sort. It is to be presumed 
that when he enlisted as a soldier he went into the Army for the pur- 
pose of performing the duties of a soldier. It was not his idea when 
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he went into the Army to go into a printing ofice or any other busi- 
ness except that which would be legitimate business in the way of his 
* duties as a soldier. 

I do not know what the rules and regulations are or under what law 
a soldier can be detailed and put into a manufacturing establishment 
to make shoes, to do printing, or anything of that sort. It seems to 
me that the remedy ought to be to prevent it entirely instead of in- 
creasing the pay. That does not do away with the difficulty in my 
mind, If I understand the difficulty in this whole matter, it is when 
aman goes into the Army as a soldier he goes in there not for the pur- 
pose of engaging in a trade that he left and did not want,to continue, 
probably, but he went in there for another purpose; and when detailed 
to perform a duty for which he did not enlist it is a fraud upon him. 
It is a fraud upon the men themselves. Itisa fraud upon the printers 
of the country to put him in competition with them when he really 
wanted to cease that competition and engage in something else. So 
that I think the remedy is an amendment to prohibit it entirely; and 
Thope my friend from New York [Mr. Cummrxcs] will offer an amend- 
ment for that purpose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to say in a word 
that this is done under existing law. These men enlist with the full 
knowledge thatthey are liable to these details, and many of them en- 
list for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAND. Ideny it. I deny that the man who enlists in the 
Army understands when he enlists that he is liable to these details. 
When he enlists he expects to perform the duties of a soldier. I as- 
sert here that, in my opinion at least, there is not one of these men 
who is a printer or bootmaker or mechanic of any sort who goes into 
the Army that wants any of this detailservice. Hehas no knowledge 
of its and to come in here and force himinto that kind of service is not 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
[Cries of “Vote !?] 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the whole item. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I make the point of order on that 

Mr. SPOONER. I make the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Missouri withdraws the pro forma amendment and moves to strike out 
the whole item. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘That is my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. VAUX. Will thegentleman from Missouri allow me toask him 
a question? because he has the floor and it is hard to get it. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘These men are not detailed. ‘They do not seek these 
details at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman from 
Michigan if any statute authorizes this extra pay to be given to enlisted 
men who are detailed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 


Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 


It is the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to the gentleman’s point 
of order. The gentleman says it is existing law. Is that existing law 
on an appropriation bill? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Yes, sir; it is in the current appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then thatis not existing law, because it appears 
on ari appropriation bill that is not existing law in the contemplation 
of the rule, 

Mr. BLAND. Ifitis existing law, Mr. Chairman, there is no neces- 
sity for the paragraph and it ought to go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. VAUX. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques- 
tion. The argument which the gentleman makes now is against en- 
listing soldiers and giving them trades while under enlistment, because 
if they are soldiers they should be soldiers and if they are tradesmen 
they should be tradesmen. 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. VAUX. Now, I want to know why you should educate men 
at West Point for officers and then enlist them as teachers for schools 
in the States? 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania and I agree upon 
that question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand the point of order made to be that 
this is already existing law. If it is existing law, why re-enact it in 
this appropriation bill? It ought to be stricken out as surplusage. 
‘The whole thing ought to go outif it is existing law, and if it is not 
existing law, but simply a continuation of the provision of a former ap- 
propriation bill, then the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the existing law will be found in 
section 1287 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that— 

When soldiers are detailed for eniployment as artificers or laborers in the 
construction of permanent military works, public roads, or other constant 
labor of not Jess than ten days’ duration, they shall receive, in addition to 
their regular pays the following compensation: Privates working as artificers, 


and noncommissioned officers employed as overseers of such work, not ex- 
ceeding one overseer for twenty men, 35 cents per day, and privates employed 


as laborers, 20 cents per K i fex ball a 
the troops of the Orde Beene oe sees ROP. ERUIE 2 

But by the appropriation bills we have increased this extra-duty 
pay from 35 cents to 50 cents. That is the existing law in the appro- 
priation bill, but the permanent statute puts the pay at 35 cents. 

Mr. BLAND. Admitting that we have a law which authorizes an 
appropriation for this purpose, it certainly does not enjoin upon Con- 
gress the duty of making that appropriation. Congress can utterly re- 
fuse to make the appropriation by striking the whole thing out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the pointof order. The 
question is upon the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri to 
the amendment to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. BLAND. I have not taken my seat, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair observes that fact. The Chair stip- 
posed tlie gentleman had relinquished the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Now that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. CUM- 
MINGS] has called attention to this abuse, it seems to me that it isour 
duty to take notice of it in good faith. Ido not believe it is right or 
proper, where a man has enlisted in the Army as a soldier, leaving his 
trade, whatever it may be, tired of it and believing that he is aban- 
doning it, that he should find himself the moment he has got into the 
Army detailed for this kind of special service and compelled to com- 
pete with his fellow tradesmen who are not in the Army, instead of 
performing the duties for which he enlisted and which are the duties 
of a soldier,as contemplated by law. The whole paragraph ought to 
be stricken ont, and this abuse, as I consider it to be, ought to be 
remedied in that way. 

Mr.SPOONER. ‘The gehtleman’s position concerning these matters 
seems to me alittle amusing. In the first place, if I understood him 
correctly awhile ago, he was criticising very severely the policy of main- 
taining any army at all, because, as he said, it creates a tax upon the 
laborers of the country. Now, forsooth, when the men are enlisted 
under existing law, he complains that they are not kept busy fighting 
all the time, or rather that they are occupied a part of the time in eni- 
ployments which must be filled by some class of toilers, and that-they 
receive the compensation which is providet by existing law as extra- 
duty pay in addition to that which they get as soldiers in the Army: 

We who are in favor of maintaining the organization of the Army 
and supporting West Point are not necessarily in favor of keeping in 
idleness the soldiers who have been enlisted, and where they have an 
opportunity such as they have at the headquarters at West Point for 
doing some printing for the necessities of the Academy,and where we 
find men who are printers by trade, who have been enlisted, who are 
at the military posts, and who are not only willing to occupy these 
positions, but delighted to have them, and to receive the extra pay of 
50 cents per day over and above their compensation, clothing, quarters, 
and allowance as soldiers in the Army, why we think it is something 
to the advantage of our printer friends instead of being a discrimina- 
tion against them. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, we are only engaged 
in providing by this paragraph the appropriation required by existing 
law for compensation to these men. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Can they be compelled by military law to work 
at these trades? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ithink not. AsI understand the matter, it is 
entirely one of selection or choice on their part, and sometimes of ear- 
nest desire. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman whether they are not 
required in some cases to do this work without extra pay ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should judge not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For periods of less than ten days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If the gentleman will look at the next page, 
he will find a proviso to this effect: 


Provided, That the extra pay provided for by the seven preceding paragraphs 
shall not be paid to any enlisted man who receives extra-duty pay under exist- 


ing Jaws or Army regulations, 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, there shall not be any double ex- 
tra duty and pay. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Then, if these men get any extra pay of any 
kind under the law or the Army regulations and are required todo this 
other extra work provided in the six following items of this bill, they 
can not get extra pay for the extra work thus done. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the bill passes with this paragraph in it, as I 
hope it may, it will simply be a re-enactment of existing law, provid- 
ing very properly that a soldier shall not draw double extra pay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you require him to do the extra work, 

Mr. SPOONER. We are not requiring anything by the bill, but 
simply providing the appropriation necessary to carry out the existing 
law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask whether it is not the experience 
of everybody who was connected with the volunteer troops, at least, 
during the early part of the late.war, that when extra-duty pay—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move toamend by striking out the last word. 
I wish to say in answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUM- 
MINGS] that according to my experience—and I think it was the ex- 
perience of every man who served in the Army during the late war— 
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while the extra-duty pay was allowed (I think it terminated some- 
where about the latter part of 1862 or perhaps in 1863) there was 
always arush of soldiers seeking to be put on the extra-duty rolls, 


This is a matter in the interest of the soldier. He can make a little 
more moneyin this way. He is already paid the wages of the ordinary 
soldier. It is purely a matter of option with him whether he will do 
this extra duty or not; and, so far as I am aware, no soldier has ever 
asked that this system shall be discontinued. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I never heard of any such case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have never seen any such request in the form 
of a petition, nor during all the time since the war have I ever re- 
ceived a letter from a soldier making any such request. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Are you willing that the Government shall em- 
ploy ‘‘rat’’ printers if it can get them? and are you willing that it 
shall employ ‘‘rat’’ printers evenif it has to get them under false pre- 
tenses? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I do not know a great deal about the 
‘rat’? printer business, 

Several MEMBERS. What isa ‘‘rat’’ printer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am opposed to ‘rats’”’ in all their forms. 
[Laughter.] Iam not an admirer of any of the rodent species any- 
where, under any circumstances. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘Then vote for my amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am simply speaking from my knowledge of 
what the private soldier desires. In the army of the Cumberland we 
had a regiment of men—blacksmiths, carpenters, telegraphers, ete.— 
who were called upon to do extra work in their special lines of busi- 
ness; and there were opportunities to enlist a brigade or a division of 
men for extra duty in that way, because the men were thus enabled 
to earn a little better pay. Nobody ever supposed there was any hard- 
ship practiced upon the soldiers in this regard; they were all in favor 
of that system; and I have no doubt that, if our regular Army should 
be polled to-day, 999 out of every 1,000 men would be opposed to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. LANSING. Mr, Chairman, there is nothing new about this 
provision, and nothing singular aboutit. Inevery company connected 
with our cavalry and artillery organizations there are blacksmiths, 
artificers, and men of similar qualifications enlisted for a certain line 
of duty. Now, in connection with the West Point Academy, certain 
men have been enlisted with reference to their qualifications as printers; 
it is understood they are to do this business and to receive 50 cents a 
day extra pay. The other enlisted men do ordinary military duty. 
There need be no feeling that the soldier is abused by the practice in 
this respect; and my colleague from New York [Mr, Cums1nGs]— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yon take advantage of the soldier’s necessities 
and make him become a ‘‘rat”’ printer. 

Mr, LANSING. Notatall. He is not obliged to be a printer if he 
does not care to be. Thereisno power in West Point or anywhere else 
that can detail a man whois not a printer and make him one. ` 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is a power to force a union printer to be- 
come a ‘‘rat’’ printer or else go to the guardhouse. 

Mr. LANSING. ‘There is no power, so far as Iam aware, to force 
any union printer to go into the Army if he does not want to do so. 
And, so far as the question of wages is concerned, I think ita very sin- 
gular position fora man belonging to a great organization to come here 
to Congress and say that two or three men—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Three men. 

Mr. LANSING. Are going to change the economic condition of the 
great body of pean in this country. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Talwayssmoke outa ‘‘rat’’ wherever I find him. 

Mr. LANSING, Now let us see about this matter. ‘These men get 
$16 a month as private soldiers; they get their sustenance and quar- 
ters, everything that they require to livo upon; and they get 50 cents 
a day besides. Are your union printers doing any better than that? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir, a great deal better; they are getting 
$21 a week. 

Mr. LANSING. These men are getting better wages to-day than 
the ordinary printers of the country. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no 

Mr. LANSING. You may have some printers who get more than 
that, but on the average, taking the country and city together, I will 
venture to say that these men are getting more out of the Government 
than if they were the ordinary tramp printers. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
knew anything about the printing business he would admit it. 

Mr. LANSING. I know that to be true. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I renew the amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, T have listened with a great deal of interest to 
what the distinguished gentleman from Rhode Island, in charge of 
this bill, said about this extra-pay question. Iam not complaining 
about extra pay, nor should I make any complaint at all if that extra 
pay averaged what is paid to printers on the Newburgh Journal, on 
the Fishkill Standard, or on the newspaper printed in Middletown by 
my good friend Mr. Stivers, All these newspapers are printed within 
20 miles of West Point. The Government ought to pattern from them. 
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Itis big enough and rich enough to pay its printers just as much as 
the editors of country newspapers pay their compositors. 

Mr. LANSING. How much do they pay? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I can not tell exactly, but more than 50 cents a 
day. In the city of New York the weekly rate will average $21 per 
week, How does that compare with 50 cents a day and found, as you 
here propose ? 

Mr. LANSING. The 50 centsa day and board is more than an equiv- 
alent, I will venture to assert, 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman now state what the pay of the 
soldier is in that same connection ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Sixteen dollars a month, or hardly $4 a week. 
Now add 50 cents a day to that; six days a week is $3, making hardly 
$7 a week at West Point against $21 a week in New York. ‘That is 
how it stands. ; 

Mr. CANNON. But in addition to that you forget that the soldier 
has his allowance, his quarters, and his clothing. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, yes; I know; board and clothing, such as it 
is, It is army fare. 

Mr. CANNON. And his physician furnished free. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Add them all together and then compare your 
rate, and I can show you that there is a big difference between this $7 
a week and $21 a week. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, does not his board and clothing make more 
than that difference? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, tell me what you pay for board in Dan- 
ville. [Laughter.] Is it $14 week? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam asking you what the difference in board is, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It does not cost the Government $2.50 a week 
to board these men. I know it did not cost that when I was in the 
Army. I certainly did not get more than a dollar's worth of food a 
week. 

Mr. CANNON. Then let me ask if the gentleman can not devise 
some way other than, professedly in the name of labor, where he can 
find some excuse to tax the masses of the people, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No, sir; I can devise no other way than to insist 
that the Goyernment shall pay its printers what they are paid for the 
same work in civil life. Thatis theonly way thatI can devise, and I do 
not believe that I have put the sum high enoughatthat. They ought 
to have something‘extra for being under army discipline and subject 
to martial law. I have some regard for you economical people in the 
House. [Laughter.] Why, your provision would simply forcea man 
to become a dishonorable man in his trade, by a violation of its rules, 
or else go to the guardhouse and suffer military punishment for refus- 
ing to obey orders. It is almostas bad as convic labor. Itis putting 
men under military restraint to perform civil duty. 

Mr. LANSING. Do you know anything about the average rate that 
typesetters of the country receive? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ido. It is more than 50 cefitsa day. Among 
city printers 50 cents an hour is common. 

Mr. LANSING. I understood you to say that the average rate in 
the city and country together is $21 per week. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. LANSING. Well, what was it? p 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ~I said the average rate in New York City was 
$21 per week, : 

Mr. LANSING. Well, then I will tell you what a man gets here. 
He gets at the rate proposed here, with his pay, $614 a year, counting 
his extra-pay allowance and all. Now, I desire tosay that that is 
more than the average printer in the city and country together will 
make in the course of a year. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Just give me the items of your calculation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwantto state, Mr. Chairman, as my attention 
has been called by the gentleman from New York to the fact, that I 
think his point is well taken inone matter. The United States in the 
enlistment of its soldiers has no right in the case of a union printer 
or a machinist or a blacksmith when he is enlisted under the control 
of the United States, whatever his pay and allowance may be, and they 
are small enough, to make that man do any work whereby he for- 
swears himself with his own craft, and I think it is demeaning in the 
United States to demand that of any mechanic, 

Now, thisis in the same line with your printers in the penitentiary 
exactly. The contention that has been made by the trade unionists of 
America in every State in the Union comes np here in regard to this 
question of underpaid labor, If a man enlists as a soldier he takes a 
soldier’s pay. Ifthey need his ability for other purposes, the Govern- 
ment should pay exactly the wages paid*in the environment where he 
is enlisted. 

Mr. CANNON. Do they not pay that? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. How much do they pay ? 

Mr, FARQUHAR. ‘The amount is stated here—— 

Mr. CANNON. Why, ithas just been shown that the amount is$614 
a year at West Point under this provision. $ 
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Mr. FARQUHAR, There is certainly no competent journeyman 
printer on the Hudson who can not earn fourteen or fifteen dollars a 
week. 

Mr. LANSING. ‘They get more than that under this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. With opportunities of earning $21 a week, and 
on piecework he is a poor stick who can not earn $30 or $35. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatisa plain statement, and I say now, just 
as the gentleman from New York [ Mr. CuminGs] says, that I believe 
it is a contemptible business to make a man whois enlisted asa soldier 
take up a stick and a rule and stand up to work at rat wages. And 
that is all it amounts to. 

Mr. SPOONER. The plain remedy is for these men not to enlist in 
the Army. 

Mr. CANNON, I think our side is ahead on this, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No, sir; they were not ahead in the election of 
1884. Mr, Blaine lost his election on account of the employment of 
rat printers on a well-known New York newspaper, devoted to his in- 
terest. 

Mr. MCADOO. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, that all this trouble 
arises from the habit of employing enlisted men for any duty except 
that of soldiers. Now, it is a notorious fact that in the United States 
Army, especially in the Western posts, great numbers of the privates 
are simply gardeners, hostlers, cooks, and general men in waiting. 
There has been so much talk here about ‘‘rats’’ that I am reminded 
of Boyle Roche’s bovine exclamation, “I smell a rat, Mr. Speaker; I 
see it in the air; I will nip itin the bud.” Let us nip this rodent in 
the bud. I suppose of the 25,000 men to-day in the Army a large 
proportion are not engaged in the duty of soldiers at all. It is known 
to everybody who has any experience about the Army that this con- 
dition of affairs exists, and the evil to bestruck at is the employment 
of enlisted men for other purposes than the ordinary duties of soldiers. 
The remedy is that no man shall be enlisted unless he is to perform 
simply the duties of a soldier; and if you want a printer or a cook or 
aclerkora gardener or a woodchopper or a messenger or a man to take 
care of horses or a butler or a carriage-driver or a man of all work, he 
ought to be employed as such by the Government at the wages which 
men are paid in the labor market for the same service. 

Now, in all of our bills for the Army and the Navy the same trouble 
prevails. Men are enlisted as sailors or as soldiers and then employed 
for purely civilian purposes, Now, Iam told by those who know some- 
thing about this, as I said a moment ago, that ont at some of these 
Western posts these men are simply laborers. I was reading the other 
day that during this Indian war they brought the band out every day 
and the band used to go and play for these savages, to “* soothe their sav- 
age breasts.’’ It did not seem to soothe them very much, probably be- 
cause the music being paid for at rat ratesit was not very good music. 
But after they had played in the morning they were set to work at chop- 
ping wood for the colonel’s fire, and the weather being very cold and 
these men being disgruntled that they should turn from thesweetsound 
of harmony to the discords of an ax upon a frozen log, they selected 
thesmalland tendershootsof the logand prepared them for the colonel’s 
fire, which made it sputter very much. 

Now, the whole thing is all wrong. It should not exist. If the 
Army is too large as to soldiers, cut it down, andemploy civilians for 
work other than soldiering. Let us honestly faceit. If this Congress 
does its duty it will simply begin by striking out of this bill and out 
of the army appropriation bill and out of the naval appropriation bill 
all special items where soldiers or sailors who have been enlisted for 
military and naval purposes are employed for anything except those 
purposes, and in that way you will get rid of thetrouble. My distin- 
guished friend from New York [Mr. LANSING] says these men make 
rather a good thing out of it, and that probably if lef to themselves 
they would prefer to do this work. My good friend from the metrop- 
olis [Mr, CUMMINGS] says they may be forced into the gnardhouse 
if they do not doit. Ido not know how thatis, I suppose there are 
men enlisted in the Army who have had trades before going there, or 
special aptitude as artificers or laborers, who would be very glad to 
have a little extra money for doing what the mass of the Army are 
doing to-day without extra pay, performing common laboring work. 
The way to stop it is to change the system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, LANSING, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo] would inaugurate in our Army something that never 
was krown in any army under heaven. A legitimate deduction from 
his remarks and his proposition would be that these men should not 
be their own servants at all, but that every common soldier enlisted 

_ in the Army should have a servant provided for him. Why, these 
men make their own beds. -My friend from New Jersey [Mr. McC- 
ADOD], if he brought down his conclusions logically, would require 
that there should be in every barracks a dozen chambermaids to make 
up the beds of the soldiers. Now, my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], who is an old soldier, knows all about the regimen of a 
camp and of a garrison, and knows that the propositions that these 
gentlemen make are perfectly foolish and absurd. The men who are 
gardeners about the posts are men who are past service, and they are 


doing this work because they can do it and have the physical power 
to doit, but have not the physical power to be employed as soldiers 
of the line. 

Why, all the artificers and everything connected with the Arniy, so 
far as an American army is concerned, have always been inside of the 
company and regiment. It is one of the military ideas that the mili- 
tary force goes forth with the power and experience is it to do every- 
thing that is to be done; and that is one of the very things which dis- 
tinguished the American Army in the late war. You could get a man 
who could run an engine or a sewing machine or do anything else that 
was necessary to be done. A good many of them could exercise the 
craft of telegraphy, and they were called upon todoso. It has always 
been the case in our Army, and in every army that I know of, to have 
tailors, artificers, gardeners, and allsuch men; and in our Army every 
one of them gets extra pay- 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawa, and the question is on the amendment to the amendment 
to strike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. On that I simply desire to call attention to the 
fact that if it prevails these men, instead of getting 50 cents a day, 
would get 35 cents a day. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment; and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 54. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is that my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Itisthe amendment of the gentleman from New 
vork, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ishould like to have it read again. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would ask to haveit read 
again, if there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, page 12, strike out the words ‘fifty cents" and insert the words 
“two dollars,” and, in line 23 of the same page, strike out the words “four 
hundred and sixty-nine dollars and fifty cents’ and insert the words“ cighteen 
hundred and seyenty-eight dollars.” 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it, 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 45. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; do not do that. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cusmmnes and Mr. SPOONER were 
appointed as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, 
noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected. - 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. It is time 
for adjournment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope we will finish the bill to-night. There is 
only a little of it to be disposed of. 

Mr, MILLS. Oh, no; itistoolate to goon further. I do not think 
there is anything to be gained by keeping the House in session after 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to submit that two days is enough to 
take on the Military Academy bill. We can finish it in ten minutes 
if gentlemen desire to finish it and let us go on. 

Mr. MILLS. It is always a saving of time to adjourn at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We did it by rule. 

Mr. CANNON. I want tosuggest that unless gentlemen desire to 
take up time itis simply a parliamentary diseredit to take uptwo days 
with this bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Gentlemen have taken up more time on that side than 
we have on this. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not lecturing either side of the House. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let us finish the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not withdraw my motion, 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON, Read the bill. of 

Mr. BLAND. What has become of the motion that was made that 
the committee rise ? 

The Clerk commenced to read: 

For extra pay of one enlisted man—. 

Mr. FITCH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman, 
become of the motion that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Texas withdrawn his 
motion ? 

Mr. MILLS. Ihave not. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope the committee will vote it down and that we 
shall finish this bill. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 54. 


What bas 
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Mr, MILLS. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Spooner and Mr, MILLS were ap- 
pointed to act as tellers. 
ore committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 47, noes 


So the committce refused to rise, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For extra pay for one enlisted man, employed in the philosophical depart- 
ment, observatory, as mechanic, at 50 cents per day, $156.50. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the Jast 
word for the purpose of submitting to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill an inquiry I submitted to the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs while the Army appropriation bill was before the House, 
and to which I received no answer. The question was, What is the ef- 
fective force of the Army? What proportion of the 25,000 enlisted 
men borne upon the rolls of the Army, and for which we are ap- 
propriating millions of dollars, is really effective in case of war? As 
an illustration of what I called attention to at that time, I understand 
that there is a large number of those who are nominally enlisted sol- 
diers who are not soldiers at all. 

There is a troop of cavalry, I understand, at West Point nominally, 
but they are really hostlers to take care of the horses of the cadets. 
In the late Indian trouble—or I will say the pending Indian tronble— 
so far as I was able to ascertain, we were only able to have about 3,800 
or 4,000 effective troops brought to that point, and really our troops 
in number were almost equaled by the hostile Indians, who were as 
well armed as our own troops. Now, I submit to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill, and who must have had to look into the matter, the 
inquiry that I submitted to the chairman of his committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee has not had occasion to examine 
that question closely, and certainly it is not an apt question for con- 
sideration in connection with this particular bill which I have especially 
in charge. I hope that we may proceed with the consideration of the 


bill. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman tell us 
how many enlisted men who are borne on the roll nominally as soldiers 
are detailed at West Point for the performance of duties which are really 
not military? How many are gardeners, hostlers, musicians, libra- 
rians,mechanics, or employed otherwise than as soldiers? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think information in regard to that might be ob- 
ained by the gentleman as well as by myself. It has no special con- 
nection with this particular bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The difference between usin 
this case is, with great respect, that the gentleman is in charge of this 
bill and the House is entitled to receive from him information whether 
the number at that particular place isa proper number, whether it 
ought to beincreased or diminished, and whether the work can be more 
economically done by soldiers or by civilians. None of these questions 
can be answered by the House until the committee gives it the infor- 
mation, and if the gentleman who is to lead the House on this bill and 
who has it assigned as his special duty to obtain that information can 
not give it to us, then I confess I do not well sce how we are to obtain 
it on this oceasion. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been no tabulation of the number of 
men employed on extra duty. It would bea mere matter of compu- 
tation, and the gentleman can ascertain it as well as I can by summing 
up the numbers mentioned in these various paragraphs. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I am very grateful io the 
gentleman; but I confess, after what he has said, that I do not con- 
sider it a very high compliment to be told that I can obtainit as well 
as he can, for if I can not obtain better than the gentleman can, then 
evidently I can not obtain it at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not countedthemup. It is simply a mat- 
ter of computation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For expenses of the Board of Visitors, including mileage, $3.000. 


Mr, DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
“three,” in line 30, on 13, in the paragraph just read. We an- 
nually appropriate this sum of money for the Board of Visitors to West 
Point. Iam notaware that very much of good comes to the Academy 
or to the country from these visits. It is possible that the recommen- 
dations of the visitors are regarded as valuable, but I am not informed 
that any of their recommendations have ever become a part of the law 
regulating that institution. There aresome matters in connection with 
the examination of applicants for admission to the Academy that I think 
should be well worthy the attention of the visitors at the Academy in 
June next, 

I hayce had a little experience. Isent from my district last spring a 
very bright and intelligent young man, educated by his own manly 
efforts, a farmer’s son, well fitted, admirably qualified, for admission 
into the Academy. He passed the examination. Going onto West 
Point in the cars, traveling by night, he gota severe cold. After his 
mental examination had been passed and he supposed that he was to 
be admitted, he had the misfortune to relieve his nose. Thereupon a 
doctor examined it and said he had a polypus. The young man was 


sent home mortified, chagrined, but with no more trouble in his nose 
than in that of the doctor. He simply had anordinary cold. Heap- 
plied for another exammation, butno, he could not have it. He was 
condemned by that single examination. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that when, ut the examination in June, 
any young man fails, from any cause, to be admitted to the Academy, 
he should be given another examination in September. But he is not 
allowed it under the rule, because, immediately upon the failure of a 
candidate, the alternate steps forward and takes his place. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. You are not obliged to name an 
alternate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, that is the recommendation of the WarDe- 
partment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes; but you are not obliged to 
follow it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Supposethealternatehadsneezedalso? [Laugh- 
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Mr. DUNNELL. Now, I say there ought to be granted in such a 
case, to a young man failing in June, an opportunity to be re-examined 
in September, 

There is another thing, Mr, Chairman, that I wanted to say this aft- 
ernoon, but others got ahead of me and, I was too modest to crowd 
myselfin. [Laughter.] Itis this. I insist that the trouble at West 
Point, the reason thatso many youngmen fall ont, is that the require- 
ments for admission are too narrow. If these requirements, as the 
gentleman from Mississippi well said, were more severe, fewer students 
would break down during the first year. Let the applicant have a 
preparation equal to that which is required for admission to Yale or 
Harvard, or something approximate to that. Then he will be fitted 
to stand the severe labors of the first and second years. The require- 
ments for admission are too small. 

One word further. Suppose a young man passes an examination in 
arithmetic, but though otherwise qualified ‘has no acquaintance with 
algebra. When he comes to beexamined at West Point he finds him- 
self mpable to pass the examination, or, if perchance he passes, he is 
plunged at once into the higher mathematics at the beginning of his 
first year. He breaks down. During the fourteen years I have been 
in Congress I have recommended to West Point, I think, four young 
men. Only one of them graduated. Two of them failed in the first 
and second years. They were bright young men, but they had not 
the discipline necessary to enable them to go through the severe cur- 
riculum at the Academy. 

We have competent young men being educated in the high schools all 
over the country, Let them receiveafull high-school course, and they 
will be prepared not only for the examination, but for the subsequent 
work ofthe Academy. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, HOOKER] 
said that the first and second years at West Point are the trial periods. 
They are, for the reason I have given. 

I have no doubt there is some reason why the President should be 
authorized or permitted to appoint twenty cadets; but I do not think 
that the sons of distinguished army officers are necessarily worthy of 
nomination to West Point. The men who fought on either side in the 
late war were almost without exception destitute of any military pres- 
tige. They were not the sonsof distinguished ex-officers. They were 
men who came from the field, as did Grant and Sherman; they were 
men who worked theimselyes up. I sent a young man to Annapolis 
who, in order that he might fit himself for that academy, stretched 
himself upon the kitchen floor at night and studied by torchlight. He 
was admitted and now stands high in the Navy. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that it is not necessary forthe Government to 
take special care of the sons of distinguished officers. That would be 
a species of class legislation. Let West Point be opened to all the am- 
bitions and worthy young men of the United States. Let them feel 
thatall stand on a common level and that there are not to be twenty 
young men thrust into West Point without special examination, sim- 
ply because they are the sons of distinguished officers. I know very 
well that a distinguished officer, with family pride and personal am- 
bition, may sometimes desire to have his son come in and follow in his 
footsteps ; but in my judgment it is not a part of the duty of Congress 
to make provision for such appointments, 

The gentleman from New Jersey in his side remarks has somewhat 
ridiculed my reference to the young man who was pronounced unfit 
becanse of a temporary disorder in the head. Tsay that no young man 
should be subjected to the disappointment and chagrin of rejection be- 
cause of a temporary illness which he may have contracted while on 
his way to West Point. In such cases a second examination should 
be granted. 

Mr.McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I have had the honor to be a visitor 
at West Point, though I do not know that I shall ever have the honor 
again. Perhaps the remarksof the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUuUNNELL] had no application to me. But, sir, with all due deference 
to the gentleman, I will say that if I should be again assigned to that 
duty I would not consider it my function to investigate polypuses. 
A MEMBER. What? 

Mr. McKENNA. I do not know whether thatis the proper plural. 
A MEMBER., Polypi. 
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Mr. MCKENNA. Well, polypi, as the gentleman on my left sug- 
gests. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Minnesota further indicates a suggestion as to 
the correction of the curriculum at West Point. If he had taken the 
trouble to read the last report of the visitors to West Point he would 
have found among their recommendations that identical criticism. The 
factis, the only criticism that can justly be made upon the course ofstudy 
at West Point is that suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
that the examination for admission does not prepare a boy for what he 
must undergo in the first and second years of the course. But in all 
other particulars it seems to me that curriculum is not subject to criti- 
cism. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say one word on this subject; 
but while on my feet I will add that the criticism I have heard pro- 
nounced here to-day upon that institution had at times passed through 
my own mind, but was entirely dissipated by a nearer inspection of the 
institution. When I discovered there the rigorous impartiality on the 
part of the professors, success coming to those boys who, considering 
all the circumstances, deserve success, I gave up the views which I had 
formed on partial knowledge and partial aspects. 

Mr, Chairman, mere book learning is not the only thing that boys 
are to acquire at West Point, The appropriation of information from 
text books is not the whole discipline, but it includes character-train- 
ing as well. And why should this be so important? The young man 
who graduates at West Point’ becomes an officer of this Government; 
he has placed in his charge the lives of his fellow-men; he hasintrusted 
to him at times more than that, the very safety of the Government. 
Hence the whole course at West Point seeks to develop those charac- 
teristics—honesty, high sense of duty, industry, concentration—that 
will enable him to perform the high functions which are to be intrusted 
to him, and if he fails in any of these particulars he can not success- 
fully graduate, and heoughtnot. This isaboutall I think it necessary 
to contribute to the discussion on this occasion. 

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. Chairman, it may be that the curriculum at 
West Point, or the preliminary examination, ought to be modified; I 
say nothing about that; but some of the difficulties which have been 
complained of here in regard to admission to the institution could be 
avoided by gentlemen who recommend candidates for appointment. 
The possibility of rejection on account of physical defects might be 
largely met by a rigorous physical examination; and I, whoam in the 
habit of calling upon the board of education or the school officials 
in Chicago to conduct the competitive examinations upon which I 
make my recommendations, never put them to that trouble unless the 
applicant is content to submit himself in the first place to a physical 
examination as rigorous as will be required at West Point. While 
the matter is managed in this way, I have no idea that any boy from 
my district will ever be rejected on account of physical disqualification. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does the gentleman know that un- 
der the law as now in force these cadets may be examined by a surgeon 
near home, instead of at West Point? 

Mr. ADAMS, I did not know that to be true. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That is the fact. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam very glad to know it. 

Now, in respect to the appointment of sons of army officers, I take 
it that the custom has arisen out of the fact that recommendations have 
generally been made by Congressmen of personal or political friends, 
for it is generally supposed that the regular army officer has no polit- 
ical friends to whom he can apply and has no direct representation in 
Congress. ; 

But that is not so in my district. There are regular-army officers 
in service perbaps in California or at frontier posts, who have their 
wives and children resident in my district. I consider the sons of such 
persons as much entitled to appointment as anybody else in the dis- 
trict, and if all appointments were made in that way I believe there 
would be no complaint. Iagree with the gentleman from Minnesota 
that no special provision should be made for the sons of army officers, 
and in connection with that I believe the amendment which was with- 
drawn this morning ought not to have been adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee 


rise. 

Mr. CANNON. Thereare only about four pages more of this bill, and 
I trust the gentleman will allow us togo on with it and complete it this 
evening. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis getting quite late and it is manifest that we 
can not get through with the bill to-night. 

Mr. CANNON, I think all the wind is pretty well out of the dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, the discussion has been running pretty 
lively on the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. A great deal of time has been consumed on both 
sides, I admit. But we are apparently about through with it. 
, The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota withdraw 

his amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
rise. 


I withdraw the amendment. 
Now I insist upon the motion that the committee 


Mr. CANNON. Ihope not. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, 
noes 59. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have tellers. There is no quorum here 
and three-fourths of the members have gone home. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we had just as well sit alittle late now as to 
sit all night later on. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We will not have to do either; and the bill can 
be finished early in the morning. 

Mr. CANNON. It will take six years to pass the important bills 
yet remaining at the pace we are going now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering tellers. 

* Tellers were ordered. 

Mr, MCMILLIN and Mr. SPOONER were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 19, 
noes 55. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For miscellaneous and incidental expenses: For gas, coal, oil, candles, Jan- 
terns, matches, chimneys,and wicking for lighting the Academy, chapel, library, 
cadet barracks, mess hall, shops, hospital, offices, stables and riding hall, side- 
walks, camp, and wharves, $3,500. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For water pipe, plumbing, and repairs, $2,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Alabama has risen and addressed the Chair, and the Clerk ought 
not to read when a member is on the floor seeking to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk, the Chairis informed, has read to the 
end of the paragraph. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I believe that every 
member of the House has given an account of his experience in the ap- 
pointment of cadets to West Point. 

Mr. LANSING. Not all. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Well, nearly all, either on the floor 
or in little coteries where they have explained the experience they have 
had in regard to making these appointments. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will suggest to the gentleman that 
there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word. 

The first young man I appointed to West Point was a son of acoun- 
tryman, a man of verylittle means. This boy had spent hislife, up to 
the age of eighteen years, in working at the plow. The education he 
required before admission to West Point had been obtained in the 
evenings and at the time in the middle of the day when the other work- 
men were resting for dinner. He also, as the miller told me, when the 
boy came to the mill with corn or wheat to be ground, would sit in the 
corner and study his books while waiting for the grain. 

A MEMBER., Was that the ‘‘Little Jack Horner who sat in the cor- 
ner?” 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No,sir ; he was the son ofa gallant 
Confederate soldier of Madison County, Alabama. 

A MEMBER. Named Wheeler? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No; his name was Hearn. He went 
to West Point and entered with the edneation he had acquired himself 
and graduated eighth in the class, and is now studying for and will 
probably be appointed in the Ordnance Corps. The next one I ap- 
pointed went to West Point and immediately rose to the head of his 

ass. 

Mr. LANSING. You do not mean to say you have two there? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have just told you that the first 
graduated. This young man stood at the head of his class two years 
in his studies. He is now, so I am informed, ready for graduation 
and will graduate third, having fallen in his class rank one on account 
of some demerit. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That will put him in the Engineer ae 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That will put him in the Engineer 
Cor 

‘As I have said, this failure or fallin rank was not from any deficiency 
on account of his studies. 

That has been my experience in the appointments to West Point, 
and I believe that if all of the members who have appointments to 
make would take a little pains, such as has been recommended, in the 
selection of meritorious young men, as was suggested by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and not merely appoint the sons of political friends, 
a great many more would be successful, and it would be much better 
for the institution and for the country. À 

That is all I wish to say, and I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For cleaning public buildings (not quarters), $600. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
is the wrong paragraph. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] called attention to the fact that the Clerk had read beyond 
the end of the paragraph, although several gentlemen desired to be 
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recoge era: I wish to offer an amendment to the paragraph just be- 
ore that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. If there be no 
objection, the amendment will be reported to come in at the end of 
the paragraph indicated by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page li, line3, after the word '‘thousand” insert ‘six hundred,’ so that it 
will read “$2600.” 

Mr. CANNON. I object that we have passed that point in the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was passed because the Clerk 
did not stop reading at the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rose to make the point. 
The gentleman from Alabama rose when the Clerk had finished read- 
ing line 2 to move an amendment. The Clerk read line 3 and line 4. 
I rose to state to the Chair that the Clerk ought not to continue to read 
when any gentleman moved an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The direction is that the Clerk shall read a para- 
graph and that the member be recognized at the end of the paragraph, 
which was done in that case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and myself both rose 
at the end of line 2. Isaid, *‘Mr. Chairman,” and the gentleman 
from Alabama said, ‘‘Mr. Chairman,’’ and theClerk continued to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. And as soon as the paragraph was finished the 
Chair recognized the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
If he will look at the page he will see that there is a paragraph which 
ends with line 2. It isin this way that gentlemen lose rights on the 
floor to which they are properly entitled. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair is mistaken in this, 
that there is a paragraph which ends with line 2. The Clerk continued 
to read the two lines following, which involved another paragraph; 
while I have had lying on my desk for some time an amendment which 
I pro to offer at the end of line 2. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment has been reported and will be 
considered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, This relates to water pipe, 
plumbing, and repairsof the Academy. Now, gentlemen will observe, 
in the report of the committee, that the improvements of that character 
are yery much out of repair. The aggregate of these items is some 
$13,000 and odd. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir, 

Mr. FITCH. Does the gentleman notice that on page 18 $15,000 
is appropriated substantially for the same purpose ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Ido not think itis for the 
same purpose. It is for sewerage. 

Mr. FITCH. That is-plumbing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. One item, I take it, is forthe 
plumbing which brings the water in and the other for the plumbing 
which takes it out. 

Mr. FITCH, That is true, butit comes under the general head of 
plumbing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Gentlemen will observe that 
very many items here are embraced in the estimate as ‘‘ miscellaneous 
expenses.” The aggregate amount asked for was $14,500. In the ap- 
propriations for 1890 and 1891, the present fiscal year, the amount 
granted was $14,620. Now, that was cut down, I think, about $600. 
The committee speak in their report of the inferior character of this 
plumbing, ete., and they speak of there being sickness at the Academy 
because of its not being in a state of good repair. As they have men- 
tioned the curtailment in this general connection, I think this isa very 
good place to make up what seems to be the deficit in their allowance, 
and unless the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner], who is 
in charge of the bill, can explain that this particular item of $2,000 is 
the full amount asked for, and that the deficit does not come out of 
that item, I'should consider it quite important that we pass this amend- 


ment. ° 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The amount appropriated in the bill, if I under- 
stand the gentleman correctly as to the item that he refers to, is the 
sum that is estimated for in the Book of Estimates, and there has been 
no reduction as to that item. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will look on 
page 3 of the report he will see that in the aggregate there has been a 
reduction —— č 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, the gentleman is referring to pages 3 and 4. 
If he refers to the general matter of plumbing and sewerage, that is a 
different question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, That doesnot relate to plumb- 
ing and sewerage, That is a miscellaneous expense. 

Mr. SPOONER. The aggregate of these miscellaneous expenses 
amounts to less than the aggregate of a similar class of miscellaneous 
expenses in the last annual appropriation bill; but thatis because the 
estimate is less for this year. As a matter of fact, all the items esti- 
mated for under this head, ‘* Miscellaneous expenses,” have been pro- 
vided for in the bill as reported, with the single exception of the mat- 


o 


ter of the pay of the five firemen, which instead of being increased $15 
pos month, has been increased by the provisionsof the bill $5 per month 
each. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much is that in the 
aggregate in the estimates ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thetime of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for a vote on this. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
‘noes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 53, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum is present, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I voted on both sides inadvertently. 
I desire to be counted only once. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman was counted once, The gentle- 
man from Arkansas makes the point that no quorum has voted or is 

resent. 
p Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
present, that the committee rise. 

Mr. CANNON, We can get a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain whether or not thereis 
quorum present. 

The Chairman proceeded to count the committee. i 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that will be voted down; and, if a quoram 
is demanded in the last five minutes on this bill, let us get a quorum 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, isit not inor- 
der to move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not while the roll is being called. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman moved that the committee rise be- 
fore that was ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the Chair knows that that 
motion was put to the Chair before the Clerk was directed to proceed 
with the call of the roll, The Chair knows that that motion was made 
before the Chair made any announcement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that when a quorum is not 
found it is in order to call the roll to see if there be a quorum present, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Buta motion that the com- 
mittee rise is in order, and I made that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the only thing in order is 
to ascertain whether a quorum is present, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair has not responded 
tomy point of order. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
point of order. , 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The Chair will certainly stop 
that proceeding when a keneenan rises to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlenian will state his point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I think the Chair himself will 
corroborate my statement that I made the motion before the count was 
taken and before the call of the roll was ordered, that the committee rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that it is imperative that the 
roll must be called to ascertain whether there be a quorum present or 
not, ‘The Chair so decides. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair decides that. If. 
the Chair will permit, I will say that that was necessary after the call 
of the roll had been begun; but the Chair did not decide it was not in 
order if made previous to the beginning of the call of the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether or not the Chair is correct in his rec- 
ollection as to the time the gentleman made his motion, the Chair de- 
cides that the only thing in order is for the Clerk to call the roll. It 
is imperative. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the Chair decide that 
my motion that the committee rise was not made prior to the com- 
mencement of the roll call? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The only thing in order is the call of the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, That is not the question. 
The Chair does not decide —— [Cries of ‘* Regular order! ’’] 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that the roll call will not be interrupted any 
further. I want to see if one man can set aside the rules of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair 
reply to my point of order? ‘Will the Chair reply to my parliamentary 
inquiry ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has overruled the gentleman’s point 
of order and has decided that the Clerk must proceed with the call of 
the roll. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair has not stated the 
point of order as I stated it. Ifthe Chair—— 


I move, as there isno quorum 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the point made by 
the gentleman, whether before or after the roll-call began as he asserts, 
is not in order, and the only matter in order is the call of the roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The Chair now states it cor- 


rectly for the first time. 


The Clerk continued and completed the call of the roll; and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Cothran, Lanham, Rogers, 
Alderson, Covert, Lawler, Nowell, 
Allen, Miss, Cowles, Laws, Rowland, 
Anderson, Kans. Craig, Lec, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss, Crain, Lester, Ga, Sanford, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Lewis, Sayers, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dargan, Lodge, Scranton, 
er, Darlington, Magner, Seney, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Maish, Sherman, 
Banks, De Lano, Mansur, Shively, 
Barnes, Dibble, Martin, Ind, Simonds, 
Bartine, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Barwig, Dingley, Mason, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Dockery, McCarthy, Smyeser, 
Beckwith, Doliiver, MecClammy, Snider, 
Belden, Dorsey, McClellan, Spinola, 
Belknap, Dunpliy. McCord, Stahlnecker, 
iggS, Edmunds, MoCormick, Stewart, Ga. 
Bingham, Ellis, McRae, Stewart, Tex, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Miles, Stewart, Vt 
land, Evans, Miller, Stockbridge, 
liss, Ewa Mills, Stockdale, 
or, Finley, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Boothman Fithian, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo, 
Boutelle, Flick Moore, Tex. Struble, 
Bowden, Flood, Morey, Stump, 
Brewer, Flower, Morgan, Sweet, 
Brickner, Yorman, Morrill, Sweney, 
Brookshire, Forney, Morrow, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Fowler, forse, Taylor, E B 
Brower, nk, Mudd, Taylor, Il 
Brown, J. Funston, Mutchler, Taylor, Tenn 
Browne, T. M. Gear, Niedringhaus, omas, 
Brunner, Geary, Norton, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Va. Gest, ute, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Gibson, ates, Townsend, Pa, 
Bullock, Gifttord, O'Donnell, Turner, Ga, 
Bunn, Goodnight, "Ferrall, Turner, Kans, 
Burrows, Greenhalge, O'Neal, Ind. Turner, N. Y, 
Burton, Grout, O'Neil, Mass, Vandever, 
Butterworth, HN, Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Bynum. Hansbrough, Owen, Ind, aux, 
Caldwell Hare, Parrett, Walker, 
Campbell, Harmer, Paynter, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Payson, Wallace, N, Y. 
Candler, »M Hayes, W. I. Peel, Washington, 
Carlton, Haynes, Penington, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carter, Heard, erry, Whitelaw, 
Caruth Hemphill, Peters, hiting, 
Caswell, Henderson,Iowa Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Henderson,N.C. Pickler, Wike, 
Cheadle, Her ree, Wiley, 
Cheatham, Hermann, Pindar, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hil, Price, Willcox, 
Clancy Holman, Pugsley, Williams, TI. 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wyo. Hoik, Quinn, Wilson, Mo, 
Clarke, Ala, Kelley, Raines, Wilson, Wash, 
Clunie, Kennedy, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
bb, Kerr, Pa, Bar Wright, 
Cogswell, etcham, Re ily, Yoder, 
Connell, Kilgore, Richardson, 
Cooper, Ind. Iàidiaw, Robertson, 
Cooper, Ohio Lane, Rockwell, 


. The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk reports that seventy-five members 
have answered to the call. There isno quorum, and therefore under 
the rule the committee must rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. McComas rted thatthe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 12922) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and had found itself without a 
quorum; whereupon the Chairman had caused the roll to be called, and 
now reported the names of the absentees to the House. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 11915) 
to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indi- 
ans and the Iowa tribe of Indians of Oklahoma Territory, and to make 
appropriations for carrying out the same, asked a conferenco with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. DAwEs, Mr, PLATT, and Mr. Jones, of 
Arkansas, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
pone of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public building at 
Pueblo, Colo., and the bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of a public 
building at Columbus, Ga. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
4951) to authorize the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company to con- 
struct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River at the 
city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. ) 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 


ing concurrent resolution: 


ley. also late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania (authorized 
un 

the Public Printer and delivered to their respect 
from 50 to 100 each. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 234) to increase from 50 to 100 the number of copi 
of the eulogies on the late Samuel Sullivan Cox to be delivered to 
widow. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now ad- 


journ. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Olio. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion Task 
unanimous consent to recommit House resolution No. 190 to the Mili- 
tary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum. The Clerk will make note 
of the absentees. The question ison the motion of thegentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; md accordingly (at 6 o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
USELESS FILES OF PUBLIC PAPERS, 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the chief clerk and superintendent of that Department 
in relation to the disposition of the accumulation of useless papers in 
the files in the various public buildings throughout the United States— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

UNITED STATES BUILDING AT ATLANTA, GA. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appropria- 
tion of $15,000 for the United States courthouse and post office build- 
ingat Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

MARTHA DBRASITEAR, ADMINISTRATRIX OF OBADIAH BRASHEAR, DE- 
CEASED, V8. THE UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case Martha Brashear, 
administratrix of Obadiah Brashear, deceased, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

UNITED STATES BUILDING AT BUFFALO, N. Y. 

Letter fromthe Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the necessity 
of further legislation in regard to the United States post office, ete, 
building at Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: Concurrent resolution of the New York Legisla- 
ture, urging passage of bill to enable States to enforce laws in relation 
to oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Maine, favoring an appropriation for the Kittery navy. yard—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutionsof the house of representatives of the 
Kansas Legislature, asking legislation in favor of the masses as against 
the classes, demanding the defeat of the so-called force bill, demanding 
the repeal of the McKinley tariff bill and the enactment of just and 
equal tariff legislation, having proper regard to all interests and - 
cially to the great agricultural interests of the West, and demanding 
the enactment of Jaws providing for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver and enlargement of the volume of the currency issued by the 
Government—to the Select Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BURROWS: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River be authorized to have printed such testimony taken by it orsuch papers 
relating to matters pending before snid committee as it may deem proper; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: - 
Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
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ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13300) granting an increase of pension 
to John F. Whipple, accompanied by a report (No. 3616)— to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. James 
5. Peck. (Report No. 3617.) 

A bill (H, R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow 
of Everett W. Leighton, deceased, Company C, Thirteenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers. (Report No. 3618.) 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10324) to increase the 
pension of Edward Jardine, accompanied by a report (No. 3620)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favora- 
bly the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R, 13213) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur. 
No. 3621. 7 

A bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to George James. 
No. 3622.) 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4211) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to purchase the equestrian painting of 
General Winfield Scott, now in the Corcoran Art Gallery, and painted 
by Troy, accompanied by a report (No, 3623)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 4225) for the relief of Margaret Ken- 
nedy, accompanied by a report (No. 3624)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


(Report 
(Report 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 13390) to amend ‘‘An act to set 
apart certain tracts of land in the State of California as forest reserva- 
gan approved October 1, 1890—to the Committeo on the- Public 

n 


By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 13391) for the protection of the 
harbor of Natchez, Miss., and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13392) for the protection of the harbor of Lake 
ponpen; La., and other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
13393) to incorporate the American Atmospheric Pressure Company— 
to the Committee ón the District of Columbia- 

By Mr. CARTUH: A bill (H. R. 13394) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nancy O’Neal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 13395) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the barge Sea Bird, of Perth Amboy, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 13396) for the relief of George D. 
Frantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 13397) granting a pension to 
James P. Conn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13398) to grant a pen- 
sión to Eliza Tait, a dependent sister—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R.13399) granting a pension to James 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 13400) to correct the muster-in of 
Dous P. Vance and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 13401) to increase 
the pension of E. H. Powers, late colonel Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: i 
By Mr. BAKER: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., in relatio; 
toimmigration—to the Select Committeeon Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 

By Mr. BOATNER: Memorial of citizens of Lake Providence, La., 
praying for an appropriation to protect the harbor of said town from 
caving banks—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of members of Company E, Two 


hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of 13 citizens of Cass County, Nebraska; 
also, resolutions of Fairland Alliance, Nebraska, in favor of the anti- 
option bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions adopted by Farmers’ Alliances of Ne- 
braska; also, petitions from the same source, asking for the passage of 
the option bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from citizens of Nebraska, also from citizens of North- 
west Nebraska, asking for an appropriation to dig irrigating ditches— 
tothe Select Committee of Irrigation of Arid Landsin the United States. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of A. L. Barr and 29 others, andofJ. 
N. Dodge and 21 others, citizens of Minnesota, praying for the passage 
of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of James P. Wooster, of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee; also, of J. T. Towles, administrator of J. N. Towles, de- 
ceased, late of Fayette County, Tennessee, for reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Comntit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Keyport, N, J., 
for the establishment of a lighthouse at East Point, Keyport Harbor— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of certain citizens of Athens, Ohio, 
for a Jaw to prevent the use of United States mails for carrying obscene 
literature—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER:. Petition of the Laundrymen’s National Associ- 
ation of America, infavor of House bill 5357, known as the Morrow 
exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Resolutions of Natick Alliance, 
of the State of Illinois; also, of Hume Alliance, No. 12, of Illinois; 
also, memorial of Hume Alliance No. 12, all urging the passage of 
House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of the Laundrymen’s Na- 
tional Association of America, urging favorable action on House bill 
5357, relative to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 

Also, paper from W. S. Burke, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., asking for 
an increase of the appropriation for the Indian school at Albuquerque— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions by the convention of the Farmers’ Alliance of Penn- 
sylvania, against trusts and in favor of the Conger lard bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Laundrymen’s National Association of 
America, asking for the passage of the bill known as the Morrow Chi- 
nese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by 8. Levick, F. M. Griffith, Mrs. R. Rite, and 161 
others, citizens of El Dorado, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transpor- 
tation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Cottonwood Quarterly Meeting of Friends, held 
at Emporia, sS., asking for the appointment of a committee com- 
posed of both men and women to investigate the social vice in all its 
phases, relating to labor and wages, iage and divorce, crime, pub- 
lic health, and morals—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Resolutions of Rocky Point Farmers’ Alliance, 
Clark County, Ohio; also, of Ralph Howell and 9 others, citizens of 
same county, asking passage of the antioption bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank B. Miller and 10 others, citizens of Clark 
County, Ohio; also, resolutions of Rocky Point Farmers’ Alliance of 
same county and State, in favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee‘on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of the county 
of Clarion, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of House bill 3544— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Union Grove Farmers’ Alliance, 
of Whitley County, Indiana, signed by 29 of its members who respect- 
fully yet earnestly urge upon the Congress of the United States the neces- 
sity for the speedy passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana; Petition of citizens of Wabash, Ind., 
asking for the passage of the bill to pension Eliza Tait—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Warren County, New York, representing 250 members, for a 
aeua social vice commission of inquiry—to the Committee on Ed- 
ueation, 

By Mr, MORROW: Petition of Laundrymen’s National Association 
of America, relative to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of Elizabeth Maxson, for 
original pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of James A. Day, for discharge from serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. PEEL: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union) signed by J. C. Fraker, J.C. Carlock, Hattie L. Fraker, 
and 191 other citizens of Eureka Springs, Ark., praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
Baga of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 

olie Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by Minnie Rogers and others, of Eureka Springs, Ark., 
representing 7 members; also, other citizens of same place; also, by S. 
C: Barvett, superintendent of city schools, and 12 teachers of same 
place; also, by W. Trolan, superintendent, and 23 members of Bible 
elass of Christian Church of same place; also, by R. S. Stevenson, pastor 
and 5 members, teachers of First Presbyterian Church of same place; 
also, by W. Irelon, pastor Christian Church, and 5 pastors of the various 
churches of same place; also, of R, N. Floyd, M. D., and 6 other physi- 
cians of same place; also, of J. C. Fraker, superintendent, and Nettie 
McCollister, secretary, of Bible class of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday 
school of same place; also, by L. P. Himes, superintendent of Bible 
class, Baptist Church, of same place, all praying for the passage of the 
bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the 
social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. QUINN: Petition of Laundrymen’s Association of America, 
ere to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the Arkwright Club, of Boston, 
Mass. ,against the free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of Thomas T. Tucker, Clay- 
ton County, Georgia, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of James Halford, Angie ©. Crawford, 
and 78 others, citizens of Crawford, N. Y., praying for proposal of 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing that 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 
all alcoholic liquors as a beverage shall be forever prohibited in the 

“ United States and that Congress shall enforce this article by needful 
legislation—to theSelect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Laundrymen’s Association 
of America and others, praying favorable action on House bill 5357, 
Haken to the exclusion of Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
ations. 

By Mr, STRUBLE: Petition of citizens of Oklahoma, for a modifi- 
cation of the town-site law—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Affidavit of E. H. Powers, toac- 
company House bill to increase pension of E. H. Powers, late Fifty-fifth 
Sa bap Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WADDILL: Petition and resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Norfolk, Va., in favor of the passage of the bill 
commonly known as the tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Spokane Falls, Wash., for the free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of 81 citizens, praying for the repeal of the timber- 
land act of June 3, 1878—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of county commissioners of Kitsap County, Wash- 
ington, relative to a site for dry dock and naval station on Puget 
Sound—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, praying for the immediate passage of the bill 
to prohibit the adulteration of food and malt liquors; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Grant Cady and 11 other citizens 
of Custer County, Nebraska, setting forth the destitution in that 
locality in consequence of a drought, and praying for relief in the shape 
of ao and seeds; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of Frontier City Lodge, No. 92, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Oswego County, New York, praying 
for a constitutional amendment securing to the women of the United 
States the right of suffrage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BARBOUR presented the petition of Thomas S. Stodden and 44 


other citizens of Stonewall, Frederick County, Virginia, praying for 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SANDERS presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of John A. Hogg and 19 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Thomas Widdis and 15 other citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska; i 

Petition of Horace E. Brown and 14 other citizens of Gates, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Fiesta ka of the members of Star Alliance, No. 867, of Gibbon, 

ebr. ; x 

Resolutions of the members of Pleasant Ridge Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 863, of West Union Township, Custer County, Nebraska; 

2 Petition of K. H. Dolan and 20 other citizens of Burt County, Ne- 
raska; 

Resolutions of the members of Good Hope Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
609, of Custer Country, Nebraska; 

Petition of Arthur M. Brady and 17 other citizens of Chase County, 
Nebraska; = 
a Toon of M. E. Harris and 10 other citizens óf Cass County, Ne- 

raska; 

Resolutions of Fairland Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1539, of Ashland, 
Nebr. ; 

Resolutions of the members of the Genet Farmers’ Alliance, No. 595, 
of Custer County, Nebraska; and 

Petition of G. W. Simmons and 14 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebr. 

Mr. PADDOCK also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Board 
cf Trade, praying for the speedy passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Pleasant Lawn Alliance, No. 912, of Butler County, 
Nebraska; : 

Petition of Thomas Widdis and 13 other citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Clement Boland and 19 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of M. M. Harney and 19 other citizens of Burt County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of B. 
Nebraska; 

Petition of W. J. Henderson and 38 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Mt. Pleasant Alliance, No. 1242, of Chase County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of S. Clothin and 12 other citizens of Champion, Chase 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of H. C. Chase and 12 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Janesville Alliance, No. 550, of Ansley, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Progressive Alliance, No. 1099, of Banner County, 
Nebraska; and 

Petition of W. W. Shearer and 39 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska, 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Springfield (Mass. ) Board of 
Trade, praying for the passage of a bill to establish a limited post and 
telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics of Irondale, Ohio, and the petition of the Junior 
Order United American Mechanics of Waynesburgh, Ohio, praying for 
the passage of a bill to restrict immigration; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Arthur Anderson Brooke, 
of Greenfield, Mass., praying for the passage of a national bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for 
the passage of the bill providing fora national social vice commission of 
inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions of the officers and 
members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, praying for the passage’ 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 357, of Phelps County, 
Missouri; i 

Petitionof Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 617, of Maries County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 511, of Bates County, 
Missouri; 


A. Shearer and 38 other citizens of Ways County, 
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Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 196, of St. Francois 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 297, of Cedar County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1193, of Pike County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers’ and Laborers’ Union No. 856, of Nodaway County, 
Missouri. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of members of Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Unions Nos, 117, 244, 92, 198, 190, 185, 209, 49, 161, 217, 
254, and 228, of the counties of Green, Livingstone, Jo Daviess, Pike, 
Scott, Henry, and Morgan, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 4854, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Jersey County, Illinois, praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of District Assemblies, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, Nos, 2456, 2394, 829, 932, 2245, 65, 622, 22, 
879, 747, and 1608, of the counties of Clark, Washington, Hardin, 
Bond, Franklin, Wayne, Johnson, Clay, and Wabash, in the State of 
Tilinois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following memorials of citizens of In- 
diana, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger compound-lard 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of 22 employés of the freighthouse at Indianapolis, Ind.; 
: Momoria of 27 employés of the Atkins Saw Worksat Indianapolis, 

nd.; and 

Memorial of 29 employ¢s of the Wheel Works of Indianapolis, Ind. 

Mr. COKE presented the following memorials of citizens of Texas, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of the Board of Trade of Austin, Tex.; and 

Memorial of Alexander Hamilton and other citizens of Curro, Tex. 

Mr. COKE also presented the petition of Jasper Brosy, C. R. Brock- 
neay, and other citizens aad business firms of San Antonio, Tex., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the San Saba Grange, No. 1118, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of SanSabaCounty, Texas, praying forthe passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of W. H. Mitchell, Charles E. 
Stoddard, Annie E. Dyer, and 363 other citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York City, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of New York State, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain amendments to the international copy- 
right bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present a resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York in fayor of the passage of the pure-food bill, and, 
as the matter is now pending, I ask that the resolution be read, as it is 
brief. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

STATE OF NEW YORK, 
In Senate, Albany, January 13, 1891. 
Resolved (if tha assembly concur), That the Senators and Representatives in 
Con from the State of New York be respectfully requested to aidin the im- 
mediate passage of the bill now pending in Congress to prohibit the adulter- 
ation of food and malt liquors, 


By order: 
JOHN 8, KENYON, Clerk. 


Ix ASSEMBLY, January 19, 1891, 


CHAS. R. DE FREEST, Cerk. 
Mr. EVARTS presented the following resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New York; which was read and referred to the Committee 

on Agriculture and Forestry: 
STATE OF NEW YORK, 

In SENATE, Albany, January 6, 1891. 
Resolved (if the assembly concur), That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State be respectfully requested to assist ER proddrlok the 


of the bill now pending in Congress to enable the several States to en- 
forca the State laws in relation to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine. 


By order: 
JOUN 8. KENYON, Clerk. 
IN ASSEMBLY, January 19, 1891, 
CHAS, R. DE FREEST, Clerk. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 10 citizens of Palo 


Alto County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Concurred in without amendment, 


Concurred in without amendment. 


Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions of citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of James Seroges and 7 other citizens of Ohio Township, 
Beaver County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Daniel D. Dawson and 8 other citizens of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Resolutions of Hillsville Alliance, No. 21, of Lawrence County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of W. S. Shaffer and 27 other citizens of Lawrence County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Seth Osborn and 17 other citizens of Summit Township, 
Erie County, Pennsylvania; : 

Resolutions of Kearsarge Farmers’ Alliance, of Kearsarge, Erie 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Milton Reed and 12 other citizens of Beayer County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of D. Eakin and 12 other citizens of Beaver County, Penn- 
sylvania; and 

Petition of N. G. Neff and 65 other citizens of Huntington County, 
Pennsylvania. ; S 

Mr. QUAY also presented a petition of Printers’ Assembly No. 3990, 
Knights of Labor, of Washington, D, C., praying forthe passage of the 
bill restoring the wages of employés of the Government Printing OF 
fice to the rates paid previous to March 3, 1877; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, 

Mr, McCONNELL presented the petition of S. R. Greenwood and 
35 other citizens of Moscow, Latah County, Idaho, praying for the 
sper passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Morrisville Alliance, No. 172, of Clinton County, Ohio; 

Petition of L. P. Whinery and 12 other citizens of Clinton County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of George W. Nowels and 43 other citizens of Holmes 
County, Ohio; 

6 seis ok of F. W. Gersuch and 41 other citizens of Delaware County, 
io; - 

Resolutions of Ohio Harlem Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 396, 
of Ohio; 

Petition of W. W. Martin and 24 other citizens of Williams County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Iler Suballiance, No. 74, of Ohio; 

Petition of J. W. McCally and 18 other citizens of Richland County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of E.H. Peelleand 42 other citizens of Clinton County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Woodside Suballiance, No, 71, of Sabina, Clinton 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of John S. Orcutt and 19 other citizens of Forest, Hardin 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Fifth Jefferson Alliance, of Bowersville, Green County, 


Ohio; 

Petition of William Hoover and 53other citizens of Richland County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of C. F. Secrist and 19 other citizens of Richland County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Worthington Alliance, No, 409, of Richland County, 
Ohio; ; 

Resolutions of Salt Creek Subordinate Alliance, No. 439, of Freder- 
icksburgh, Wayne County, Ohio; 

Petition of John Hurst and 13 other citizens of McDonald Alliance, 
No. 595, of Hardin County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Bellbrook (Ohio) Alliance, No. 256, of Bellbrook, Ohio; 

Petition of S. V. Calvin and 25 other citizens of Mahoning County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Vienna Alliance, No. 478, of Vienna, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; and 

Resolutions of Union Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 346, of Nor- 
wich, Ohio. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition, signed by T. M. Rule, Carrie 
O. Brown, and 90 oike: citizens of Mankato, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2579, of 
Lincoln County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1954, of 
Ellsworth County, Kansas; = 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 149, of Cow- 
ley County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 1937, of 
Chase County, Kansas; 
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Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1996, of 
Pottawatomie County, Kansas; 2 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2357, of 
Douglass County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Allianceand Industrial Union No. 104, of La- 
bette County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ 
County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 16, of Ford 
and Meade County, Kansas; and 

Petition of citizens of the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lic 
on the table: 

Memorial of citizens of Le Loup, Kans.; 

Memorial of citizens of Lincoln, Kans. ; 

’ Memorial of R. B. Simley and other citizens of Kansas; and 

Memorial of Henry Hiatt and other citizens of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. H. Brown and 11 other citizens of Sedgwick County, 


Alliance and Industrial Union No. 8, of Clark 


nsas; 
Petition of John F, Werbin and 22 other citizensof Sedgwick County, 


Kansas; 
Petition of C. J. Brown and 21 other citizens of Mitchell County, 


; an 
Petition of John Kiser and other citizens of Johnson County, Kansas. 
Mr. PLUMBalso presented a petition of the Morris County Farmers’ 

Alliance, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known as the 
option bill, the Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition, signed by A. S. Sparks and other citizens 
of Ellsworth, Kans., praying for the payment of the Indian depreda- 
tion claims; which was referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredations. = 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Encampment No. 42, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Wenen, Pa., praying for the passage of the bill to in- 
sure preference in appointment, employment, and retention therein, in 
the public service of the United States, to veterans of the late war; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the of 
the bill to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration: 

Petition of the Washington Continental Guards, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Integrity Council, No. 338, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa,; 

Petition of Loyalty Council, No. 314, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Cribbs, Pa.; 

Petition of Ellsworth Council, No. 14, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Star of America Council, No. 305, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Rice’s Landing, Pa.; 

Petition of Homewood Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Homewood, Pa.; 

Petition of Salina Council, No. 308, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Salina, Pa.; ~ 
placa of Lavansyille Council, Junior Order United American Me- 

anics; 

z Petition of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Frec- 
om, Pa.; : 

Petition of Lambertsville Council, No. 413, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Lambertsville, Pa.; 

Petition of Golden Rule Council, No. 332, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Johnstown, Pa. ; : 

Petition of Kensington Council, No. 5, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanies, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Petition of Donegal Council, No. 312, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Donegal, Pa. 

Petition of Diamond Council, No. 284, Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanics, of Saltsburgh, Pa.; 

Petition of Pioneer Council, No. 380, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of H ille, Pa.; 

Petition of Pennsville Council, No. 315, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Pennsville, Pa.; 

Petition of Schuylkill Council, No. 12, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Petition of Darlington Council, No. 386, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Darlington, Pa.; 

Petition of Portersville Council, No. 485, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Portersville, Ind.; 

Petition of Wampum Council, No, 226, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Wampum, Pa.; 

Petition of Spring Garden Council, No. 18, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Petition of Bainbridge Council, No. 128, Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 


Petition of Columbia Council, No. 43, Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; 

Petition of Bessie Council, No. 301, Order United American Me- 
chanies, of Perryville, Pa.; 

Petition of Washington Council, No. 1, Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Germantown, Pa.; 

Petition of Prosperity Council, Order United American Mechanics, 
of Mahanoy City, Pa.; 

Petition of Resolution Council, No. G, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of Hazel Glen Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Hazelwood, Pa, l 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of Milton, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the silver coinage 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of O. G. Lee and 13 other citizens of Barron County, Wis- 
cousin; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No, 135, of Barron County, Wis- 
consin; 

Petition of Paul L. Rye and 12 other citizens of Barron County, 
Wisconsin; 

Petition of Ole Johnson and 23 other citizens of Barron County, 
Wisconsin; and = 

Resolutions of Turtle Lake Alliance, No. 41, of Wisconsin. 


MARY B. HASCALL, 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 4585) granting a 
pension to Mary B. Hascall, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


ows: 
That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment and agree 
to the bill as passed by the Senate. 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
DAVID TURPTE, 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


E E TANS ap 
EDWARD LANE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The report requires no action by the 


Senate. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs, Letitia Staenglen; 

A bill GE R. 4942) granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain; and 

A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 145) to apply atl een for light- 
house on Simmon’s Reef in payment forthreelight ships in lieu thereof, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4777) for the purchase of a site 
and the building of a dry dock thereon at Port Orchard, in the State 
of Washington, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments, 
and to move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and printed as proposed to be amended. 

The report was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 4955) for the relief of loyal citi- 
zens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Virginin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4956) for the relief of Margaret 
Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4957) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Tonia, in the State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4958) for the relief of James Big- 
ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 4959) to provide an American 
register for the barge Sea Bird, of Petth Amboy, N. J.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4960) for the establishment of 
a fish hatchery in the State of New York near theSt. Lawrence River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries, 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 4961) for the relief of Frances Irsch; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S, 4962) to authorize the Min- 
nesota Boom Company to construct and operate booms and other struc- 
tures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to drive andsheer 
into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in said river; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUME introduced a bill (S. 4963) for the relief of Russell 8. 
Newell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4964) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of an assistant superintendent of free delivery in the Post-Office 
Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4965) for the relief of Patrick 
J. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 153) to fill a-ya- 
cancy existing in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the army appropriation bill; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the nayal appropriation bill; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Aifairs, and ordered to be printed, as follows : 


For the purpose of establishing and maintaing a coal and repair station for 
the use of the vessels of the United States upon the harbor of Pearl River, in the 
Island of Oahu, inthe Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, andimproving the en- 
trance to said harbor, $500,000, or so much thereof aa may be necessary. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
have recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia House 
bill 11407, Calendar number 2273. I make this request under instrac- 
tions of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF Cierk. A bill (H. R. 11407) to improve car service on 
Fourteenth street extended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bili will be recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

y MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6559) to 
provide for the issue of the commission of Philip C. Johnson as a rear 
admiral in the Unitéd States Navy; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 154) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion ofa public building thereon at Pueblo, in the State of Colorado; and 

A bill (H. R.188) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Columbus, in the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes. 

GEORGE W. PITNER. 


Mr.SHERMAN. There is a pension bill on the Calendar which was 
passed over under objection by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL], who has now withdrawn his objection, and I hope the Senate 
will allow the bill to pass so that it may take its place with the other 
pension bills that were passed. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the request of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. It. 3034) 
granting a pension to George W. Pitner. 

Mr. HARRIS. Had we not better get through with the call of morn- 
ing business and let the Senator ask for the consideration of the bill 
then? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? Res- 
olutions, concurrent or other, are in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there be no further morning business—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business 
that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VII, is in order. 
The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. 
Pitner. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W, Pitner, 


i of Company E, Seyenty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer In- 
antry, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MAX WITTIG. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to have considered a bill 
that will take buta moment, whichis akin to the bill called up by the 
Senator from Ohio, although reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, It is the bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, 
which it is necessary to have sent back to the other House to.make a 
correction in the name. I ask that it may be considered now. Itre- 
lates toa man who is in very great distress in my State. It was re- 
ported by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to strike ont all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized and directed to 
remove from the records the charge of desertion against Max Wittig, lato of 
Company O, First Missouri Artillery Volunteers, and to issue to him an hon- 
orable discharge as of the date of his leaving that organization, and to pay him 
all pay, bounty, and allowances thatmay be duc him, without reference tothe 
charge of desertion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WAL- 
THALL January 19, 1891: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1867) 
mor the relief of Charles Max Wittig, having considered the same, report as fol- 
ows. 
The report on which this bill was passed in the House is set out below, and is 
concurred in so far as it states the circumstances of this soldier’s alleged deser- 


tion, 

The report from the War Department is alsoappended. Upon the facts ofhis 
case,this committee are of opinion that this soldier should be relieved, but 
to accomplish the purpose fully the bill should be amended by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting the following: 

"That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
remove from the records the charge of desertion against Max Wittig, late of 
Company O, Fitst Missouri Artillery Volunteers, and to issue to him an hon- 
orable di as of the date of his leaving that organization, and to pay him 
all pay, bounty, and allowances that may be due him without reference to the 
charge of desertion.” 

The title should be amended so as to read: “An act for the relief of Charles 
Max Wittig, alias Max Wittig.” 

Your committee recommend that these amendments be made and that the 
bill pass when so amended. 


HOUSE REPORT, 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (Ii. R. 1867) 
for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, have examined and considered the same 
and report the same back to the House with the recommendation thatit do ¥ 

It appears from the records in the Adjutant General's Office that said Wittig 
enlisted April 23, 1861, in Company B, First Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, 
for three months, and was transferred to Company O, First Missouri Artillery, 
to serve three years, and was present in said company in July and August, 1861, 
and that on the return for September, 1861, he was reported sick at home. 

During this month this company was broken up and the men transferred to 
other com ies, but his name was not put on the rolls of any now company. 
Wittig claims and swears that he did not know where his company was or 
what he should do, which does not seem unreasonable, and in any event here- 
enlisted in August, 1862, in Company B, Eighty-second Regiment of Illinois 
Volunteers, and there served until discharged in September, 1864, for disability. 
Technically, not having gota discharge upon his first enlistment, he was and 
is a deserter, and not having re-enlisted within four months he can not be re- 
lieved under general laws, but there seems to be na-just reason why he should 
not be relieved, and we so recommiend. 


z RECORD AND Pension Division, August 29, 1890. 


Case of Max aNu i late private Company B, First Missouri Volunteers, and late pri- 
rate Company O, First Missouri Artillery, alias Charles Wittig, late private Com- 
pany B, Eighty-second Illinois Volunteers. 


Max Wittig, private Company B, First Missouri Volunteers,was enrolled April 
23, 1861, to serve three months; was transferred to Company C, First Missouri 
Artillery, under a new contract to serve three years, and appears properly ac- 
counted for to August 31, 1861. 

Regimental return for September, 1861, reports him sick at home. There is 
no further record of him as of said regiment. 

His company, Company O, was broken up in September, 1361, and the men 
were transferrod to other companies, but his name was not taken upon the rolls 
ofany othercompany, He never rejoined the regiment, but re-enlisted August 
13, 1862, as Charles Wittig, in Company B, Eighty-second Ilinois Volunteers. 

He served faithfully in this latter organization—was wounded at Chancel- 
lorsyille, Va., May 2,186S—until September 23,1861, when he was discharged on 
surgeon's certificate of disability. 

His name is not borno on the rolls as Charles M. or Charles Max Wittig. 

Claimant swears that on the 16th day of September, 1861, he upset a kettle of 
boiling coffee on his right leg, and was sent to Charles Snyder's boarding house 
in St. outa for treatment; that on the 19th day of September, 1881, he received 
afurlough by order of the regimental surgeon, Florence Cornyn, and the bene 
sergeant, G. Schuler, and went to his relatives (there being no hospital to whi 
he could go), where he remained until able for duty, March 1,1862, when he 
went to rejoin his regiment, but finding that it had left St. Louis, he re-enlisted 
in Company B, Eighty-second Illinois Volunteers. 

here is no corroborative evidence on file: no record of furlough. 

A letter from the Department to Hon. S. S. Farwell, House of Representatives, 
under date of March 16, 1882, quotes the record, the evidence, section 1342, Re- 
vised Statutes, article 50 (a soldier who enlists in another regiment, without hav- 
ing first received a discharge from the regiment in which he last served, shail 
be regarded asa deserter), and adds: “This is precisely what this man did 
weeks oom powerless to grant him any relief.” (See joint resolution of 

A 70, 

Under date of November 24, 1883, a copy of the foregoing letter was trans- 
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mitted to claimant, and he was informed, A indorsement, that the act of Au- 
gust 7, 1882, did not modify or affect the decision contained therein. 

On the same date, November 24, 1883, the attorneys in the case were notified, 
by indorsement, that claimant had been informed that inasmuch as he had be- 
come a deserter by operation of Jaw (violation twenty-second Article of War), 
the charge of desertion against him could not be removed. 

Application for removal of the charge of desertion was again denied to the 
attorney April 11, 1885, for reasons hereinbefore stated, since which time the 
status of the case has not changed, 

Respectfully submitted, 


F. ©. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, Uniled States Army. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to ask, on that statement of 
farts, what in the world is the reason why the Secretary of War has 
not exercised the power that apparently the law gives him to remove 
that charge of desertion. It appears on the statement to be perfectly 
clear that it ought to be done. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I can state the reason to the Senator. 
cause the soldier did not re-enlist within four months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, but we have a law now that the Secretary of 
War may remove a charge of desertion in every case where it appears 
to have been unjustly entered against the soldier. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I beg the Senator’s pardon; I should like to see 
sucha law. It never has been enacted by Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; it has been, 

Mr, COCKRELL, I beg pardon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no three or four months’ limitation that 
I ever heard of before in respect of the power of the Secretary of War 
to remove a wrong charge of desertion. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iwill say to the Senator from Vermont that it was 
claimed the Department has not that power under any existing law, 
and hence this bill is necessary. 

Mr. WALTHALL, It has not that power, and if the Senator will 
listen to the reading of the report from the War Department that will 
appear. The committee investigated that question very thoroughly 
and concluded that this was a case of technical desertion; that the 
charge ought to be removed and that the Secretary of War did not 
have power to do it. Otherwise, on the facts stated, it is believed he 
would have doneit. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I certainly think that the Committee on Military 
Affairs ought to bring in a measure to enlarge the power of the Secre- 
tary of War on that question, if he has not already the power that has 
been indicated by the Senator from Vermont. I suppose every Senator 
here is constantly called upon to procure correction of the records of 
private soldiers in the late war, and in every case almost that comes to 
me there seems to be conclusive evidence that it oughttobe done, In- 
stead of those cases coming to Congressall the time it seems to me that 
the discretion ought to be lodged with the Secretary of War, so that 
they could be dis of by the Department. 

Mr, WALTHALL. I quite agree with the Senator, but the only 
question before the Senate now is as to whether the Secretary of War 
has the power to grant relief in this particular case. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand, but I desired to make that suggestion. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Secretary of War thinks he has not the 
power, the Military Committee thinks he has not, and under the law 
certainly he has not. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and ed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill for the relief of Charles 
Max Wittig, alias Max Wittig.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


TENEDOR TEN EYCK. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Lask permission to call up the bill (S. 4671) to 
-amend the act of Congress approved September 29, 1890, authorizing 
the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the Army and place him 
on the retired list. I will state that the bill is simply to correct a 
clerical error. In the act which was passed at the last session a clause 
was left out, and the Committee on Military Affairs recommend that 
the act be amended. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the act of Con- 
c= approved September 29, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 

resident to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to hisformer rank in the Army 
and to place him on the retired listof Army officers,” by adding, after 


It is he- 
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the word ‘‘Infantry,’? where the same occurs in the act, the words 
“ the retired list of the Army being increased in number to that 
extent.” 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, it is useless to resist these applica- 
tions for increasing the retired list. I only want to say that I wish to 
id understood as voting against this and all other measures of the 

ind. a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


FOURTIT ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
4781) creating the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read for information, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: ; 


Be it enacted, elc., That there shall be in the Post-Oflce Department an addi- 
tional Assistant Postmaster-General, tobe knownas the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, and who may be removed in the same manner, 
and who shall be entitled to a salary of $4,000 a year. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir; there is a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to the report being read, but I 
can state the case very briefly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER January 9, 1891: 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred Senate 
bill 4781, report as follows: 

It is the purpose of this bill to relleve the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
ofa part of the burdens of his office. In 1836 a similar relief was furnished that 
office by creating the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. Sincethat reorgani- 
zation in 1836 the work of the First Assistant, at that time thought sufficient to 
engage the entire time steny one man, has grown to many times what it then 


was. That the growth of this office since the last organization may be readily 
seen, we submit a table of comparisons of the business for the years 1836 and 
1890: A 


Items, 1836, 1890. 
Number of post offices 11,091 62, 40% 
Extent of post routes in mil 118, 264 427,990 
Revenue of the Department... $3, 408, 323,00 | $60,858, 783. 40 
Expenditure of the Department 3, 841, 766.00 | 66, 645,083.80 
Amount of salaries of postmasters... ae 812, 803,00 | 13,753,095. 69 
Amount paid for transportation of mails ............ 1, 638, 052. 33, 885, 978, 63 


Thata better idea may be had of the necessity for creating this office, we sub- 
mit some facts referring to the amount of business transacted during the past 
fiscal year in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, 

The onice is composed of the following divisions: Appointment, bond, sal- 
ary and allowance, free delivery, and division of post-oflice supplies. 


APPOINTMENT DIVISION, 


In this division are prepared all cases for the establishment, discontinuance, 
or change of name or site of post offices and for the appointment of all postmas- 
ters, It likewise has the general supervision of the management of all post 
offices, which necessitates careful oversight and much correspondence, espe- 
ony in view of the fact that there were, on the 30th of June Inst, 62,400 post 
offices. 

‘The total number of cases acted upon during the post fiscal year was 23,328, 
an average of nearly 2,000 per month; yet this number affords no criterion of 
the amount of labor and care involved inthe determination, by correspondence, 
investigation, and in the hearing of the applicants, of many of these cases, 
pecially is much time devoted to the consideration of cases for the establish- 
ment or discontinuance of post offices, in order that the public interests may 
be properly served and no injustice be done to the parties immediately inter- 
ested, ‘ 
BOND DIVISION, 

This is mista a division of record concerning the appointment of postmas- 
ters, the establishment or discontinuance or change of name or site of post 
offices. It is also charged with the preparation, care, and examination of all 
bonds.of postmasters, and also the custody of all oaths of these officers and their 
assistants, the whole number undoubtedly exceeding 150,000. Reports of the 
operations of this division are in some instances made daily and fn others 
weekly to the other bureaus of the Department. 

SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 

To this division is assigned the consideration and ea Fea of the salaries 
of postmasters at offices of the first, second, and third classes, and also the con- 
sideration of allowances at these offices for rent, fuel, light, and clerk hire, be- 
sides other matters pertaining to the expensesand management of offices of the 
above classes. 

The readjustment of the salaries of postmasters at offices of the first, second 
and third classes is required to be made annually, and during the past fiscal 
year involved in the examination of all the salaries the amount of $1,795,800. 


The amount expended for clerk hire for the year ended June 30, 
eve $6, 550, 020. 00 


1,055,172, 23 
110, 000, 0¢ 


xpe 

ended June 30, 1890, was ined ete 
For miscellaneous and incidental items, including office furniture, 

the amount expended during the past fiscal year WAS.. resse 

FREE-DELIVERY DIVISION, 

To this division is assigned the work of general supervision of the letter-car- 
rier service, its inauguration or extension in different cities, and the appoint- 
ment of carriers, 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1949 


The number of free-delivery offices June 30, 1890, WAS. ss.ssssseseesrsrse 454 
The number of carriers eMployed ........ccccscsescesserresesessenvee eee s 9,066 
'The total cost of the service for the fiscal year was .» $7,976, 202, 72 
The whole number of pieces of mail matter handled 

riers during the year was........ 
Average cost of service per carri 

As this service is now rapidly in g in impo : the de- 
tails of its management require more time and attention than formerly. 


DIVISION OF POST-OFFICE SUPPLIES, 


This division furnishes the different postmasters, upon application, with 
wrapping paper, twine, balances and scales, and stamps, ink, and pads, also 
Matteneey to fret and second class offices, It likewise has the disposition of the 
stationery for the Department, and supervises the requisitions of the Depart- 
ment upon the Government Printing Office, and keeps the necessary accounts 
forthesame, Bidsare invited and contracts made for all the articles first men- 
gibt and the amount expended for them during the past fiscal year was 

857. 

The appropriation for the work done at the Government Printing Office dur- 
ing the year was independent of the above sum, and amonnted to $200, 

Believing that the appointment of an additional Assistant Postmaster-Gen-~ 
eral is demanded by the increased business of the Department, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. p 

This letter, recently received by the chairman of this committee, is respect- 
fully submitted nnd made n part of this report. 

OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
: Washington, D. C., January 8, 1891. 

Sın: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your request for certain 
data relating to the operations of the various divisions of the office of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, and haye caused this data to be procured to the 
latest practicable date, and herewith submit the same to you. These figures 
are for the use of your committee in the consideration of the bill now before 
you creating the oflice'of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 

In response to your request for my views, I beg to say that I regard this meas- 
ure as one of pressing necessity, and from the passage of whioh unquestioned 
benefits will accrue, I made reference in my first annual report after taking 
charge of this Department tothe need of an additional officer to be in direct 
control of certain divisions of the Department, the supervision over which is 
now merely nominal. I pointed out that such a course would not be adding 
to the expense of the service, but would be a poriva gain of revenue, since it 
ja always advantageous in a business point of view to have one guiding direc- 
tion Instead of a separation of the responsibility. It was also pointed out that 
there will always be sufficient work for the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
in studying men for appointment, establishing post offices, changing sites, and 
examining the reports of post-office inspectors, 

My experience for a second year has not changed my views in this respect, 
but on the contrary has rather emphasized the importance of such an addition 
to the staff of the Department as this bill contemplates. 


There can be no better illustration of the necessity for this addition than the, 


figures furnished herewith, which show the difference in business of the postal 
service between 1830, when the Third Assistant Postmaster-General was author- 
ized, and the present date, the number of post offices being nearly six times as 
many, the extent of post routes nearly four times as great, and the revenues of 
the Department over seventeen times as large. 

T earnestly hope the bill may become a law. 

Very respectfully, 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. PMILETUS SAWYER, 
Chairman, Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads United States Senate, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, during the last session, I believe, we 
provided for an Assistant Secretary of War. The Departments, of course, 
are best informed as to theirneeds, but I do not see why the heads of 
bureaus can not, as they now do, make all the investigations in these 
different classes of cases, There are some things that may come be- 
fore the First Assistant Postmaster-General which require his atten- 
tion; controversies about the appointment of the lower grades of post- 
masters, indeed the appointments of all postmasters come before him. 

I recognize the great increase of the business of the Post-Office De- 
partment, but I want to take this occasion to say that a great deal of 
that has grown ont of a vicious, bad policy, that is, the policy of the 
Government carrying fourth-class mail matter at 1 cent a pound and 
the policy of making the Post-Office Department a common carrier for 
merchandise or commodities of 4 pounds and less, taking the place of 
the other common carriers of the country, such as railroads, express 
companies, and other means of conveyance. That is not a part of the 
Government's business, unless it intends to take charge of the private 
interests of the people. If these two reforms could be adopted, first, 
to repeal the provision of the law making the Post-Office Department 
a common carrier of merchandise, for-heavy, bulky packages, and then 
making fourth-class matter pay reasonable postage, it would relieve a 
good deal of the burdens which are imposed upon the Department and 
of the expense which is paid now ont of the general Treasury. 

The people who avail themselves of the Post-Office Department for 
the purpose of carrying merchandise get their merchandise carried at 
the expense of other people. That is not right under our system of 
Government. When they have merchandise to carry they ought to pay 
for carrying their merchandise as other people pay for carrying theirs. 

I do not know that there is any reason to hope that we can get these 
reforms, because behind the newspapers there are a great many votes 
and a great many comments. They are very potential, and they have 
caused that great error in our postage system. Then, the persons inter- 
ested in getting cheap merchandise and the mercantile establishments 
that can send out packages cheaply through the Post-Office Department 
urge, for their especial benefit, that provision which makes the Post- 
Office Department a common carrier. 

These remarks do not come strictly within what is brought up by 
this bill; and yet I felt as if I ought to say that much about the two 
great errors, as it seems to me, which have crept into our postal system 


fant greatly increased the cost of the service in an improper and an un- 
just way. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to inquire whether or not, in his 
opinion, the charges of the parcels-post service are not equal to the actual 
expense of doing the business of the transportation and the attention 


given. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think they are; and, as evidence of that, 
if you want to send a Bible you have to pay 8 cents a pound for it; if 
you want to send a bundle of yellow-colored novels, producing vicious 
influences, or ne pers, you can send a pound for 1 cent, There can 
be no justification for that. If you want to send a schoolbook, you 
have to pay 8 cents a pound, but if you want to send a vicious novel, 
you can send it at 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether we can ever get these reforms. 
It is easy to establish abuses of the public service to gratify particular 
classes, but it is very hard to correct those abuses, Instead of multi- 
plying offices in the Post-Office Department, it seems to me the better 
way is to do away with the abuses in the Department, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are not proceeding with the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is proceeding under Rule 
VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I beg pardon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill was considered by unanimous 
consent, no objection having been made, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The five-minute rule does not apply. That is 
the only point I wanted to make. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not care to tax the patience of the Senate any 
further. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair announced the conclusion of 
the morning business and that the Calendar was in order under Rule 
VIII. The proceedings have gone on so far by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task for a vote on the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have not a copy of the bill before 
me. Ihave sent forit, As I heard it read, it provided somethin 
that I think is unusual. It provided that this officer to be areated 
shall be ‘‘appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate,’’ and “removed in the same manner.” If those 
words regarding removals are in the bill, I move to strike them out, 
I do not wish to restrict.the power of the President under the Consti- 
tution from making appointments or removals when he sees proper to 


do so. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not know that there is any objection to that 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 7, after the word ‘‘Senate,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words “qnd who may be removed in the same 
manner;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be in the Post OMce Department an additional Assistant 
Postmaster-General, to be known as the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, and who shall be entitled toa salary of $4,000 a year, 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say just one word. Iam opposed to 
the creation of any unnecessary office. The public affairs of this 
Government should be administered with the smallest possible num- 
ber of officers who can make the service efficient. I do not see that the 
criticisms of the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] af- 
fect the business in the office of the Post Office Departmentatall. Un- 
der the law we allow a large discretionary power to the Post Office De- 
partment in adjusting the salaries of postmasters of the first, second, 
and third classes, and the amounts that shall be allowed to their of- 
fices for clerk hire, for fuel, and for lights. I believe these amounts 
are appropriated in a gross sum. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, they are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itamounts to about $6,000,000. This work here- 
tofore has been almost exclusively performed by clerks, There are 
branches of the public service that the clerks can run. The Senator 
from Texas spoke of burean officers performing the duties. He must 
remember that in the Post Office Department there are not separate 
bureaus, as there are in the Treasury Department and others, havin; 
charge of particular branches of business. The First, Second, an 
Third Assistant Postmasters-General are simply bureau officers them- 
selves. 

Mr. REAGAN. Wil) the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have the head of the bond division, the head 
of the Dead-Letter Office, and the heads of the various divisions, which 
come in the sense that I speak of. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. They are charged with the general supervision of 
particular branches of the service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inthe Post Office Department the First Assistant, 
the Second Assistant, and the Third Assistant Postmasters-General are 
to the Postmaster-General what, in the Department, the 
Commissioner of Internal Reyenne, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
the First and Second Comptrollers, and the First, Fourth, Fifth, and 
Sixth Anditors are to the Secretary of the Treasury. In some Depart- 
ments they are called headsof bureaus, IntheState Department they 
are called assistant secretaries, but in the Postmaster-General’s office 
they are called Assistant Postmasters-General. 

If this business is to be done as it ought to be done, some one more 
than a chief of a division, some one more than a clerk in the Depart- 
ment, should have charge of it, and he should be a person responsible, 
and not bea mere figurehead, to register the edicts and judgment of the 
clerks in the office, but should give personal su ision, personal dis- 
cretion, and personal judgment to the distribution of this $6,000,000 
appropriation fairly and equitably and justly; and it strikes me, if an 
officer can be had who will give his personal attention to this business, 
that an additional officer would promote the best interestsof the public 
service. Therefore, hoping that that may be tho result, I do not feel at 
liberty to oppose the passage of this bill, although I am opposed to the 
creation of every oflice that is not absolutely necessary to the econom- 
ical and judicious administration of the public service. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not examined this bill, and I should like to ask 
my colleague, who is discussing it, whether the bill gives to this of- 
ficer the responsibility and obligations of which he speaks? What is 
the effect of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It simply creates an additional Assistant Post- 
master-General, to be called the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 
There is no division in the law specifically of the various duties of these 
officers. The Postmaster-General says this officer is to be in charge of 
the duty of fixing the salaries and allowances of postmasters and the 
distributions specifically. I suppose there is no doubt that this officer 
will be assigned to that duty. z 

Mr. VEST. The next Postmaster-General might assign him to 
something else. If there is any forcein theargument that my colleague 
makes, we ought to prescribe these duties in the law and not leave it 
to the discretion of the Postmaster-General hereafter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That might be very readily met by an amend- 
ment that this officer shall take charge of certain business, 

Mr. VEST. As I stated, I have not examined the bill, but that 
ought to be done if we propose that such duties shall be assigned to 
this officer. 

Ishall not state anything as to the general proposition, because I 
rl ge there will be no difference of opinion in the Chamber in regard 
to the desirability of not creating any more officers unless the public 
service absolutely demands them, but unquestionably, if my colleague 
is correct, we ought to specify now in this legislation what are to be 
the duties of this new officer and not leave the matter to the broad and 
loose discretion of any Postmaster-General hereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Sendte as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. VANCE. I move to take up Order of Business 1647, being the 
bill (S. 263) for the relief of Nathaniel Magruder. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The lar order comes up now, at 12 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 120’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the apportionment bill. 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives 
in Con among the several States under the Eleventh Census. 

Mr. EDMUN. Mr. President, I do not wish to have this appor- 
tionment bill pass the Senate with entire silence on the part of every 
Senator concerning some parts of section 2 of Article XTV of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution, whith have not been particularly alluded 
to. The whole of the section, being the section upon which this bill 
rests, is as follows: 

Sec.2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States accord- 
ing to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote atany election 
for the choice of electors for President and Vice President of the United States, 

mtatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of n State, or 
the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhab- 
itants of such State, being twenty-ono years of age and citizens of the Unitod 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other 
crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 
which the number of such male citizens shall bear tothe whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in such State, 

The House of Representatives in sending us this bill, and the Senate 
so far in considering it, have only ap: to see the first three lines 
of this constitutional provision, and that is those lines which say that 
representation shall be apportioned according tothe whole number of 
the inhabitants of each particular State. Hitherto probably no atten- 


tion has heen given to this particular part of the subject, which is in- 
trinsic to it, and is, so far as I have yet heard anybody say here or else- 
where, a matter which does not exclusively belong to the States, as it 
is said the election of members of Congress does, but which belongs to 
the Constitution of the United States as a whole, if tliere be any such 
thing, and belongs nowhere else. 

There is the positive requirement of this fourteenth amendment, 
which declares that whenever in any State the right of any citizen of 
the United States residing therein, being a male person oyer twenty- 
one years of age, shall be denied—which is one thing—or in any way 
abridged, the representation of that State shall be diminished and ap- 
portioned accordingly. 

Now, I suppose it is known to a great many people, and believed by 
a great many more, that in several of the States of this Union, and 
perhaps in all of them, there is some denial of suffrage to that class of 
persons. There issome abridgment in the State of Vermont, for in- 
stance, of paupers and insane persons as well as the criminal class, who 
I believe, by its constitution, are excepted and not allowed to take 
part in the government of that State by way of voting, and I suppose 
that is probably the law and constitution in every State of the Union. 

It is an ancient one, and therefore, if no attention were paid to it, it 
would leave the representation still substantially equal, but I hold that 
if the State of Vermont under its constitution chooses to exclude pau- 
pers from her ballot boxes, by just that much, if there were enough of 
them, as happily there are not enough—lI do not suppose there are five 
hundred in the State—to make any difference, if it were not an infin- 
itesimal fraction, her representation ought to be reduced according to 
this constitution, accordingly. Other States haye an educational quali- 
fication, a qualification intended and designed, not to repress the power 
of a body of its people, but a qualification designed to stimulate the 
small number comparatively ; the small fraction of strangers, foreigners, 
immigrants, and others coming from countries where education had 
not been so much thought of and did not exist should be stimulated, 
in taking upon themselves tho rights of citizenship; to acquire some 
knowledge of the institutions and of the literature of the country to 
which they come. Insome of the States where those provisions have 
been made, they have always been accompanied by the amplest pro- 
vision for free public teaching at the public expense of every child 
within the State. 

Now, I think it to be clear, Mr. President, that an educational qual- 
ification is an abridgment ofsome portion of the inhabitants and the citi- 
zens of a State to their right to vote, because the law and the consti- 
tution may declare that he shall not vote unless he can read and write. 
It might declare that he should not vote unless he could read and write 
Greek or read and write the English rather than the Scandinavian 
tongue or whatever his mother tongue might be. It might require 
that he should have a knowledge of mathematics. Inotherwords, it 
would be within the power of the governing power, unless this sweep- 
ing and broad safeguard provided in the fourteenth amendment is to 
have full sway, it would be entirely within the autocratic governing 
power of the few who should get possession of the automatic working 
of the State institutions to exclude everybody except their own set, 

Then let us look at taxation. Is the payment of money under this 
constitutional prohibition to be the price of the exercise of the dearest 
right ofa freeman? Ifthe State of Vermont has the right to say, con- 
sistently with this Constitution, that every man must pay $2 per capita 
each yerr before he is entitled to vote, she may say that he shall pay 
a hundred dollars or she may say that he shall be the possessor of real 
estate; she may say that he shall be the director of a railroad corpora- 
tion, perhaps, or a syndicate of some kind. She may say anything ac- 
cording to the actual power—not the right but the actual power—of 
the people who happen to be in possession of her government, by chang- 
ing her constitution in any way that they may think it fit, to submit 
it to the people, or to change it without submitting it. 

Mr. President, I only rose to say this in order that the silence of 
every Senator upon this subject, and this bill going through at this 
time, should not be drawn into precedent hereafter as a confessed con- 
struction and understanding of the Constitution of the United States, 
that it was neither within the competence of nor of consequence to the 
the Congress of the United States, when we shall come to attend 
to this business, to look carefully and fully into the preservation of 
the rights of equality among the people of the United States and of 
the States themselves, which that provision of the Constitution was 
intended to, and does of right, preserve, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there was an informal understanding 
yesterday that, with the exception of the remarks of the Senator from 
Vermont, we should take the vote at or near 12 o'clock to-day. I 
shall ask a division of the amendment offered by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis], and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment will be stated. 

TheCurer CLERK. In lined of section 1, itis proposed to strike out 
“fifty-six” and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of 300 members, to be ap- 
portioned among the several States, etc. 


Mr. DAVIS. Isuggest to the Senator from Maine that, as the num- 
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ber of the House of Representatives rests upon the numbers allowed to 
the various States, it might be well to take the question upon the 
latter amendments first. 

Mr. HALE. That would be better. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not hear a word that is going on upon the 
other side. 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota isa good 
one, because this should not be voted upon until it isseen what the 
Senate does in reference to adding representation to particular States. 
If the propositions to add to the representation of the different States 
fre voted down, then the number 356 need not be changed to 360. 
The Senator’s suggestion is a very pertinent one, and therefore I hope 
the first yote may be taken on the amendment in section 1, line 8, to 
strikeout the word “six” andinsertin lien thereof the word ‘‘seyen.”” 
That applies to the State of Arkansas and gives her 7 members instead 
of G. The next amendment, in line 26 of section 1, to strike out 
““7” and insert ‘‘8,”’ applies to Minnesota and gives her 8 members 
instead of 7. ‘The next, to strike out “15” and insert ‘‘16,’’ applies 
to Missouri, and the next applies to New York, to strike out ‘'34’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof *'35.’? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The first amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘Arkansas,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘6’? and insert ‘‘7;"? so as to read: 


Arkansas, 7. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask the Senator from Maine if he will not consent 
to let the vote-be taken on the three amendments relating to Arkansas, 
Minnesota, and New York as one amendment. 

Mr. HALE, Oh, no. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Might not all the amendments be considered as 
one amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that course. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. I hope, then, the vote will be taken as 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The vote now, as I understand, is on increasing the 
representation of Arkansas one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the roll will be called, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [ Mr. Prercr] has been transferred to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and Iam at liberty to vote. I vote 
aaa 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this amendment, if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I beg leave, if there be no 
objection, to transfer my pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA], who is temporarily absent, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘The Senator from Kentucky has voted under 
the transfer of pairs suggested by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. Then my yote may stand. 

Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VOORHEES’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Voortres] is detained from the Senate by illness. He 
is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. My 
coll e would vote “yea,” if present. a 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr, SPOONER]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should yote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, My colleague [Mr. CALL] is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber, I wish to announce his pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

\ Mr, KENNA. I am paired on this vote with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr, ALLEN. I wish to announce that the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Squire] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL] has been 
ring on this vote to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

ENNA]. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the afirmative). Iam paired 
generally with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Not 
being sure how he would vote in regard to this matter and having no 
authority from him to terminate the pair, I withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 

Barbour, Daniel, Harris, Ransom, 

te, Davis, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 

rry, Eustis, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, 
Carlisle, George, Paddock, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Coke, Gorman, Payne, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 


NAYS—33. 

Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Allison Farwell Morrill, Stockbridge, 
lair, Frye, Piatt, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Plumb, Warren, = 
Chandler, Hawley, Power, Wilson of [owa, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Ioar, Sanders, 
Dolph, MeConnell, Sawyer, 
Edmuuds, Manderson, Sherman, 

ABSENT—23, 
Aldrich, Casey, Jonesof Nevada, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Cullom, Kenna, Squire, 
Brown, Gray, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, Hearst, Moody, Voorhees, 
Call, Higgins, * Pettigrew, Walthall 
Cameron, Ingalls, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The next amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 26, after the word ‘‘Minne- 
sota,” strike out ‘'seven’’ and insert “‘cight;’’ so as to read: 
Minnesota, 8, 
Mr. HALE. Task for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 
aa fo and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Iam with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrrew]. Ifhe were here, I should 
vote yea.” If any Senator is authorized to represent the Senator 
from South Dakota and will say that he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if present, 
I should be glad to vote ‘‘yea.’’ Ifnot, I withhold my vote. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, 


I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘yea,”’ if he 


Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 
were present, 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
vote with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I 
should vote “yea,” ifhe were present. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), The Senatorfrom New 
Jersey [Mr. McPrrEerson], with whom I am paired, is absent. If he 
wera present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Inm paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.Spoonrr]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. DIXON. Idesireto announce that my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired, as I have announced, with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. The pair is in charge of the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. I will vote “yea,” if the 
Senator from North Dakota has any knowledge that the Senator from 
South Dakota would yote in that way if present. 

Mr. CASEY. I have no knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Then I am paired and do not vote. I should vote 
“yen,” if at liberty to cast my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 32; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—31. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Bate, avis, Kenna, Reagan, 
Berry, Eustis, MoMillan, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Turple, 
Carlisle, Goorge, Paddock, Vance, 
Casey, Gibson, Pasco, above 
Cockrell, Gorman, Payne, Washburn. 
Coke, Tiarris, Pugh, 
- NAYS—32, 
Allen, Edmunds, McConnell, Sanders, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Bawyer, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Carey, Frye, Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, Teller, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Power, Warren, 
Dolph, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—25, 
Aldrich, Daniel, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Gray, y, thall 
Brown, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md, 
Butler, earst, erce, Wolcott. 
Cam Teall’ Spalna 
eron n u 
Callom, * Jones oCNevada, Stanford, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Now [ask for the yeas and nays on the next amend- 
ment, which is the Missouri amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, “In section 1, line 28, after the word ‘‘Mis- 
souri,” strike out ‘15?’ and insert ‘‘16;’? so as to read: 

Missouri, 16. 
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Mr. BERRY. Ido not think it is necessary to call for the yeas and 
nays on this amendment after the other votes we have had, 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh, yes; let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE, I will ask that the vote may be first taken viva voce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No: let us have the yeas and nays. 

See: ze and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. f 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr, PETTIGREW]. If he were present, Ishould 
vote “yea” : 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr, Gray]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). J transfer my pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] to the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent. 

Mr. HALE. I think a pair has already been announced with the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. HIGGINS, TheSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON ] states 
he has paired his colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPrnerson.] I therefoream at liberty to vote, and 
vote ‘‘nay.”? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. Upon this vote my colleague [ Mr. ALDRICH is paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

mek MCPHERSON. Has theSenator from Delaware [Mr. Hiacrys] 
voted ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote ‘*yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. A pair has been announced between the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] and the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—30, 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Turpie, 
Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 
Blodgett, eorge, Pasco, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Payne, Washburn, 
Cockrell, pe li Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Harris, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—38. 
Allen, Evarts, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allison, Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Casey. Hawley, Plumb, Teller, 
Chandler, Higgins, Power, arren, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dolph, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 

ABSENT—%0. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Tlearst, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Cullom, Ingalls, erce, 
Brown, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Gray, Moody, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not call at present for the yeas and nays on the 
next amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the next amendment? 

Mr. HALE. As to New York. 

Mr. BERRY. - I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, let us have them all through. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. _ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, section], line34, strikeout ‘‘ thirty- 
four’? and insert ‘‘thirty-five;”’ so as to read: 

New York, thirty-five. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, Ishould 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ = p 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, I should vote 

‘ nay. 7 

Me. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. Ifthe Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] is willing, I suggest that my pair be transferred 


Tam paired with the 
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from the Senator from Rhode Island to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], who is absent, and we can both vote. 

Mr, CULLOM. I have no objection, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote ‘*yea.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote “nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
29, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bate Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Ber George, Morgan, Vance, 
Carlisle. Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, co, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Ma. 
Colquitt, Harris, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Eustis, enna, Reagan, 

NAYS—3s. 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Eyarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Yarwell, Mitchell, Saty 
Carey, Frye, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
‘Casey, Hale, Platt, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Warren, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, MeConnell, Sherman, 
, ABSENT—21. 
Aldrich, Call, Jones of Neyada, Stanford, 
Barbour, Cameron, Moody, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Blodgett, Gray, Pierce, 3 
Brown, - Hearst, Quay, 
Butler, Ingalls, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go back to the amendment in section 1, 
line 5, and, as the bill has been left untouched, I hope we may have a 
viva voce vote upon that amendment and vote it down. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 5, after the words ‘‘three 
hundred,” strike out ‘fifty-six’? and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of 360 members, 

Mr. DAVIS. As the votes just taken have settled the whole ques- 
tion, I will, with the permission of the Senate, withdraw that amend- 
ment. ° 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn, with the 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask leave to offer an amendment and ask that a 
vote be taken on it all together, as one amendment, 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, section 1, strike out ‘‘six ’? and in- 
sert ‘‘nine;’’ inline 8 strike out “six” and insert ‘‘seven;’’ in line 
26 strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert “eight,’’ and in line 34 strike out 
t four’? and insert ‘‘five.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that that is precisely the 
amendment that has been voted down in detail, having been divided, 
as it may be, on the request of any member, 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Maine is mistaken. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Minnesota provided for 360 members, 
including one from Arkansas, one from Minnesota, one from New York, 
and one from Missouri. The amendment I propose provides for 359 
members, including one from Arkansas, one trom Minnesota, and one 
from New York, leaving out Missouri. Instead of 360, I propose 359. 

I will state to the Senate that my amendment is upon the basis of 
359, It gives one additional member to each one of the States having 
a majority fraction save and except Missouri. It is based upon that 
number, and if the whole amendment is adopted then the House of 
Representatives will consist of 359 members, and it will change the 
bill as it passed the other House simply by giving Arkansas 1, Minne- 
sota 1, and New York 1. It is the amendment that I think ought to 
have been adopted all the while, but Missouri having a majority frac- 
tion, however, was included in the other amendment. I hope thatthe 
amendment will be yoted on together and that it will be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. It can not be voted on together, Mr. President. There 
will be nothing gained by it; it will be simply voting on the question 
right over again, because a division of the amendment will be called 


for. 

Mr. BERRY, The Senator from Maine can use his pleasure about 
calling for a division. It seems to me if the Senator from Maine wants 
the Senate to have a fair opportunity to vote on the number of 359 
by adding an additional member in each of the three States, as I have 
pro , he ought not to object to taking the vote all together. Ifa 
majority of the Senate is against it I will yield as a matter of course, 
but it doesseem to me that it is unfair on the part of the Senator from 
Maine to seek to avoid a direct vote on the question of 359instead of 356. 

Mr. HALE, Oh, Mr. President, it willstrike every reasonable man 
that itis fair inan attempt to change the House bill that each State 
shall stand on its own basis. There ought not to be a log-rolling 
amendment that includes three States and the sympathies of three 
States, but each State should stand by itself. Iam simply exercising 
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the ordinary parliamentary right that in such cases has always been 
exercised. Nothing will be gained by another vote. I demand a 
division, of course. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the first amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. BERRY. Task that the firstamendment be read, so as toshow 
how it would make the bill read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 5, of section 1, strike out “six *’ and 
insert ‘‘nine; ” so as to read: 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of 359 members, 


Mr. BERRY. Now I want to say a few words on that amendment 
before the yote is taken. I want the Senate to understand that if 
359 is adopted all will agree that the three States which should have 
the three additional members, making the difference between the 
House bill 356 and 359, are New York, Minnesota, and Arkansas, 

Mr. HALE. . Now right there let me say—— 

Mr. BERRY. LI yield to the Senator, if he wishes to interrupt me. 

Mr, HALE. It is precisely on that point. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There can not be such an agreement as that because, 
when it comes to the three hundred and fifty-ninth member, I shall 
move to substitute Pennsylvania for Arkansas, Pennsylvania having 
a larger fraction than Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is an incor- 
rect statement. On a basisof 359, Pennsylvania does not bave a larger 
fraction than Arkansas; Arkansas has a majority fraction and Penn- 
sylvania has less than amoiety, less than one-half. Ihopethe Senator 
from Maine will correct that statement. It is nota correctstatement. 
I say that on 359 come the three States Arkansas, Minnesota, and New 
York, and the next State that comes would be Missouri, which is ahead 
of Pennsylvania. ‘Those three States are the first, having the largest 
fractions of any three, andif the House of Representatives is constituted 
upon a basis of 359 those three States are bound to be the three that 
would get an additional member, because each one of them hasa larger 
fraction than any other State. ‘That is the correct statement, and I 
hope the Senator from Maine will admit that he made a mistake, be- 
cause I do not wantany misunderstanding about a matter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. Mystatement withreference to Pennsylvania was based 
on the 360 basis. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, the Senator is correct on 360, but on 359 Ar- 
kansas has a fraction of 93,401 and Pennsylvania has 84,574. There 
are almost 10,000 more in Arkansas than in Pennsylvania on the basis 
of 359, Ll repeat, if 359 be adopted as the proper number, Arkansas, 
Minnesota, and New York will be the States having the largest frac- 
tions, and will be the three that are entitled to make up the 359 mem- 
bers, aud there ought not to be any misunderstanding about it. 

As I said awhile ago, it occurs to me that, if the Senator from Maine 
wants to meet this question fairly and let the Senate determine be- 
tween 356 and 359, these three States being the three that must be 
entitled to this increase, if any are to get it, the amendment ought to 
be voted on as a whole and we should take the sense of the Senate 
upon that question alone. However,it will be a test on the first amend- 
mentat 359, and no Senator can escape the consequences of that amend- 
ment. Ifhe fails to yote for that amendment he cuts the three States 
of Arkansas, Minnesota, and New York ont of an additional member. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas on the table, and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Tue yet and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
atorfrom South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I shonld 
vote ve nay. n 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was called). In behalf of 
my colleague [ Mr. CAMERON] who is absent, I will state that heis de- 
tained from the Senate necessarily and will be absent during the day. 
I am not authorized to state how he would vote upon the pending ques- 
tion, but it is my impression that he would vote to sustain the report 
of the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). By a transfer of 
pairs the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], with whom I 
am paired, is now paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], 
which gives me the right to vote., I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. By a transfer of pairs my colleage [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
paired on this subject with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. PASCO, Is the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY ] Te- 
corded ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Hes not. 
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Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with that Senator. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. _I understand that the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON ] has transferred the pair that existed between the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ] and himself to the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], so that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] stand 
paired, and that may be understood as standing for the day. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask leave to transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], who is absent, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] recorded? - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. - 

Mr. RANSOM. I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with him. I 
should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 29; as follows: 


Is the Senator 


YEAS—38. 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Allison, Farwell, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Paddock, Stewart, 
Carey, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandier, Hawley, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, Warren, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon. McConnell, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dolph, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 

NAYS—29. 

Barbour, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Vest, 

TTY, Faulkner, McPherson, Walthall, 
Blodgett, George, forgan, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Gorman, Pugh, 

Colquitt, Hampton, Reagan, 
Daniel, Harris, Turpie, 

“ABSENT—21L, 
Aldrich, Carlisle, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blackburn, Casey, Moody, Stanford, 
Brown, Gray, co, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hearst, Pottigrew, 
Call, Hoar, Pierce, 
Cameron, Tngalls, Ransom, 

So the motion to lay Mr. BERRY’s amendment on the table was 
agreed to. 


Mr. BERRY. ‘The Senator from Maine asked for a division of the 
amendment and afterwards moved to lay either the first part of it or 
the whole of it on the table, I do not understand which. I want to 
know what the situation is, 

Mr. HALE. My motion was to Jay the whole amendment on the 


table. 

Mr. BERRY. It was not so understood at the time. However, I, 
of course, make no question about it. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that on this first yote I did not notice 
theabsence of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], and I voted 
inadvertently. My vote, however, did not change the result. I wish 
to make the announcement in order to do justice to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no further amendment pro- 
posed as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, the action of the Senate upon the 
amendments which have been proposed indicates clearly that this 
measure will pass as reported from the committee, As a matter of 
course I take it for granted that nothing I could say would affect the 
result; but I desire to state very briefly why I can not give my sup- 
port to the bill as it now stands. 

The question now presented to the Senate is not what the Constitu- 
tion should be, but what it is. If before us was the proposition to 
limit the members of the House of Representatives to a certain num- 
ber, I am not prepared to say but that [should favor asmaller number 
than that named in the bill. That, however, is an unnecessary con- 
troversy. Until amended, the Constitution requires that Representa- 
tives shall be apportioned among the several States according to their 
respective numbers, asnearly as may be, In other words, it will be 
conceded that the spirit if not the letter of the Constitution requires 
that we should give representation as nearly as possible to every voter 
in the United States and to every citizen of the United States, 

The bill as now presented to the Senate—and I do not attack its 
fairness—is intended simply to comply with certain arithmetical rules, 
The object of the framers of the bill seems to have been to find a di- 
visor which would bring ont certain results in regard to the States 
without reference to the number of citizens of the United States who 
would be left withont representation. Under the bill asit nowstands 
a large fraction in the State of Missouri is left entirely withont repre- 
sentation, and it isso in Minnesota, in Arkansas, and in NewYork. In 
other words, we are called upon simply to meet an arithmetical neces- 
sity as it was thought to be by the framers of the bill, to take away 
representation from a large number of citizens of those States, Ido 
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not concede that to be the duty of Congress. So longas the provisions 
of the Constitution remain as they are now, it is out duty to follow 
them and to give representation, as near as may be, to all the citizens 
of all the States in the Union. 

For these reasons, sir, I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I want to add one word to what the 
Senator from Missouri has so well said. 

I think a great injustice is done to two or three, possibly to four States 
in the Union by the bill. I hayeno doubt whatever in my own mind, 
after examining critically all the statements which have been made pro 
and con, that an error in the enumeration of New York to the extent 
of 200,000 actually occurred and that it ought to have been corrected 
by a renumeration orotherwise. Ithink the officers of the Government, 
instead of obstructing and preventing that action, ought to have made 
in that case, as they did in others, a rennmeration of the inhabitants 
of the city. In addition to that, as was so well stated by the Senator 
from Missouri, I think upon the return as made it was but fair and just 
tothe States of Arkansas, Minnesota, Missouri, and New York that they 
should each have had another Representative. If this bill passes it 
stands as a matter of course for ten years, and in those growing States 
the inequality {nd injustice will be shown every year. 

The fact that this bill is being forced through Congress atthe very Con- 
gress in which the census was taken is extraordinary initself. AsIsaid 

esterday, but for the fact that every department of the Government 
s in the hands of one political party it would nothave been attempted. 
My belief is that fairness to all sections of the country would have ro- 
quired that this matter should have gone over until the next session 
of Congress, which would have giyen ample time to correct the defects, 
if they exist, as I believe they do, in the returns that have been made. 
At all events it ought to have gone over until the Census Bureau could 
have furnished a statement, as suggested by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PAsco], showing the enumeration in detail, when we could have 
had an opportunity to examine critically the figures of the office, and 
with the aid of the data that we could get from the local communities 
verify that statement. 

I know it is impossible without obstructing the public business un- 
duly to go further into this matter. We all understand the exact con- 
dition; it is understood perfectly on both sides of the Chamber I think, 
that the majority party in both branches of Congress have determined 
that this matter shall be adjusted at this session. That unquestion- 
ably is their right, and while protesting against the injustice that they 
are doing, and calling attention, as I have done fically, to the rea- 
sons why I think it ought to have been delayed until the time approaches 
when the two great parties should be placed upon an equality and we 
could have come to a conclusion which is more exactand just than 
this, at the same time, at this Jate hour in the session, the present 
Congress terminating as it will on the 4th of March, with a desire to 
see the necessary legislation completed, and that we may go on with 
the affairs of the Government, with the great appropriation bills, not 
one of which has yet been passed, and knowing that all the time prac- 
tically must be occupied in the discussion of those matters between 
now and the 4th of March, I forone submit toa vote upon this meas- 
ure, imperfectand unjust as I believe it to be, because I think there are 
larger and greater interests which must be attended to. 
_ _ Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the lapse of time some- 

times brings out an injustice. The sixteenth number of the Census 
Bulletin, dated the 12th day of December last, calls attention to what 
were clearly errors in the census of 1870; and while I have no di: i- 
tion to enter into this discussion, as my colleague [Mr. BERRY] isa 
member of the committee having charge of this matter and I am satis- 
fied he has done all that could be done for the interest of my State, I 
do desire to call the attention of the Senate to some admissions made 
by the Superintendent of the Census in this bulletin. Headmits on 
page 3, after making certain calculations which scem to be absolutely 
correct, that there must ‘have been omitted in the Southern States 
747,915 white people in the census of 1870 and 512,163 colored people, 
making total omissions in the census of 1870 in the Southern States 
alone of 1,260,078 persons. We were by this means deprived then of 
about 10 members of the House of Representatives. 

Now, I believe that this bill will perpetrate a similar wrong in my 
State. I believe that its percentage will be as great as the wrong 
under the census of-1870. I have no disposition to charge the present 
Superintendent of the Census with a willful disposition todo the State 
of Arkansas an injustice, but the fact remains that when the three 
supervisors were appointed they were selected by him. . My colleague 
and I sought.to have a man who had been experienced in work of this 
kind appointed, but we failed to doso. When the three supervisors 
selected by the superintendent recommended their enumerators they 
selected men in many instances, and I am persuaded in the 1 ma- 
jority of instances, who were absolutely incompetent and unfit for the 
performance of the duties which they were called upon to discharge. 
There were now and then efficient men selected, but the rule was that 
ineficient men were selected; and the complaints which have come 
from different parts of the State satisfy me that there is a large falling 
off from the real census in the reports as made by the enumerators. 

We were deprived under the census of 1870 of a considerable repre- 
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sentation, as is now officially admitted by the Superintendent of the 
Census, and I believe time will demonstrate that we have been de- 
prived of a large number of population in the reports made by the 
present census, We have a large minority fraction, almost enough 
under the reports of the census itself to give us an additional member. 
‘The Senate of the United States has refused to give us that additional 
member, and I believe that in addition to that number of people who 
have no representation under this bill there are just as many persons 
in the State who are not enumerated, and that we have fully enough 
to entitle us to another member without counting a minority fraction, 
if the truth should be known. 

I wanted to call attention to this matter, because I believe that the 
Congress of the United States is doing my State a gross wrong in the 
enactment of this bill in its present shape. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, I had the honor at one time of serv- 
ing on the Committee on the Census, and I was then very much in 
favor of a permanent bureau for the enumeration of the people. It is 
perhaps the most important duty Congress has to perform to make an 
apportionment for the purpose of giving to the different States an equal- 
ity of representation in the House of Representatives. 

The inequality of representation in the Senate of the United States 
is something very startling. There is the State of Rhode Island with 
two members in this body and the State of Texas with two, and the 
State of Texas has two hundred and fifty-six times the area of the 
State of Rhode Island. Ifthe Government of the United States con- 
sisted of but one legislative body,that would be considered an inequal- 
ity that was absolutely intolerable; but the Constitution of the United 
States endeavored to balance up that inequality by providing for an 
equality of representation in the other House. 

Now, our legislation on these subjects of late years, to say the Icast 
of it, has not had reference to providing for an equality of representa- 
tion of the States in the other House of Congress. It has had reference 
a great deal more to the convenience of the body as to the sizeof it, 
the number of persons who are there, and still more in reference to the 
political complexion of the party in power at the time the respective 
apportionment bills have been under consideration and passed. 

We have one State in the Union, the Stateof Nevada, which accord- 
ing to the returnsof the last census has 44,327inhabitants. The basis 
of representation under this bill is 173,901 inhabitants. So the State 
of Nevada has not one-fourth of the population that is necessary to en- 
title any other State in the Union to a representative in that body ex- 
cept the States recently admitted, which fall below the amount pre- 
scribed in this bill. For instance, Montana has 131,769; Wyoming, 
60,589; and Idaho, 84,229. 

We can not equalize the States in the American Union in any way 
except by a just basis of apportionment. Whatisajustbasis? What 
is a basis which will bring exactly the correct result? Why, if isthe 
lowest population in any one State. We will take Nevada, for in- 
stance, and that State having the smallest population we find the true 
basis of representation here. The only objection to adopting it is the 
expense of having a very large number of members of the House of 
Representatives and the inconvenient size of that body, which, accord- 
ing to the present state of the case, I believe, would under that ratio 
somewhat exceed the House of Commons in Great Britain in numbers, 
but not much. 

But what is our duty, Mr. President? It isto equalize the States 
in the House of Representatives, not to cater to or to attempt to foist 
the advantages that may inure in favor of either of the political par- 
tiesinthecountry. We have departed entirely from that, and we have 
got upon an arbitrary schemo regulated entirely, as I understand it, 
by two considerations. The first is, which of the two political parties 
would be the greatest gainer by a different basis of apportionment, 
and the next is whether the inconvenience of putting a large number 
of persons in the House of Representatives would be too great for the 
comfort and contemplation of members of the Senate. 

The bill which is presented here to-day has no philosophical basis 
upon which itcanrest; itis a purely arbitrary arrangement; and yet the 
Senate has just voted to deprive four States of an additional member 
in the House of Representatives when any one of those four States 
has about twice as large a fraction as the State of Nevada has in its 
entire population. Those States are four of the most progressive in 
the American Union, New York, Minnesota, Missouri, and Arkansas. 

If the census that is before us now had been sọ arranged and so 
guarded in its taking, through a burcan whose business if was to 
supervise this question with such diligence and attention as to give a 
result that was really satisfactory to the people of the Uhited States, 
then there would be less ground of complaint. But here is a census 
that is attacked on all sides. While they are attacking the census they 
are exonerating the gentleman who presides in the Census Bureau. 
The census may be all right and the gentleman may be all right, but 
the public are not satisfied. The people of the United States are not 
content; they do not believe that they are having an equality of repre- 
sentation in the House of Representatives; and that difficulty ought 
to be removed, if it is possible to doit. 

I know it is too late now to offer any amendment or to attempt to 
revise or recast the system of apportionment presented here. Never- 

‘ s 
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theless, I suppose that if we pass the bill to-day we can in another Con- 
gress remedy the defects that we may find, that the people require that 
we shall remedy, by a new act making a new apportionment, just as 
we have the right to-day to pass a bill to provide for taking a new 
census, 

Mr. President, there is another feature of this bill, that in my mind 
is very inadequate to the occasion. Here is a disputed census. Here 
is an arbitrary apportionment. Here are large fractions of the most 
prosperous States in the American Union left without representation 
when they amount to more than the entire population of someStates 
that have one member in the House of Representatives. These pro- 
gressive States doubtless within a month or two months or six months 
will have the population that is requisite to entitle them to an addi- 
tional memberin the House of Representatives. We disregard all these 
things, and we passthis bill during the present year. If I understand 
what the committee means by the bill, it does not become operative 
as a law until the 3d of March, 1893. Inthe mean time we have alaw 
that is not-repealed and the two measures stand in direct conflict with 
each other. 

The law that we are passing to-day gives a very large increase of 
membership in the House of Representatives and carries along with it 
n very large increase in the electoral college. Now, there ought to be 
some provision in the bill, whetheritisa controlling provision looking 
atit in the light of the Constitution or not—there oughtto be a declara- 
tion on the part of Congress in the bill that in the next election for 
President of the United States the number of Representatives provided 
in the bill shall be the number of Representatives to which the States 
respectively would be entitled when comparing the electoral college 
with the numbers in the House of Representatives, The bill ought to 
state it. There ought to be left no open door of controversy about a 
matter of this kind. Have we not had enough of trouble and trialand 
difficulty in this country to admonish us that when we are laying down 
the basis of representation and thereby controlling the number of elec- 
tors in the electoral college in the United States, we are dealing with 
the mostdelicate of all the questions that-we ever have to touch? Ought 
not Congress to go forward and make its expression upon this question 
perfectly definite, so as to give the country to understand what we mean 
by what we are doing ? x 

We pass a law here to take effect after the expiration of the next 
Congress as to the number of Representatives who shall occupy seats 
in the other House. In the meantime we hold a Presidential election 
under a law which is virtually repealed by the law we are passing to- 
day, so far as the number of members of the House of Representatives 


= is concerned, and, incidentally, the number of electors for President 


and Vice President of the United States. We ought at least to say 
that it is the intention of Congress to repeal the existing Jaw so far as 
the next Presidential election is concerned, and that the number of 
electors to which the States shall be entitled in 1892 is the number 
provided for in the pending bill. 

But the committee have seen proper to leave this question entirely 
untouched. I should say nothing about it at this time except that I 
feel constrained to relieve myself of any responsibility on the subject 
when the difficulty arises, if a difficulty unfortunately shall arise, by 
renson of the neglect of Congress tobe entirely distinct and specific as 
to the meaning of the act we are passing now. 

Mr. HALE Mr, President, I hope that we may have a vote on the 
bill itself. = 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is in the Senate open to amend- 
ment. Ifno further amendment is proposed, the question is, Shall the 
bill be ordered to a third reading ? 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the ycas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, DIXON (when Mr, ALDRICH’s name was called). By a trans- 
fer of pairs my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired for to-day with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
vote ‘‘nay,”’ 


I am paired with the Sena- 
If he were present, Ishould 


I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr, CAMERON] has a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If present, my col- 
league would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] voted? 

oe VICE PRESIDENT. Tho Senator from Arkansas is not re- 
corded. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I havea general pair with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, CAMERON], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr, KENNA], who is absent. So the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from Pennsylvania will stand paired, and 
that enables me to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAwes]. Ifhe were present I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. EUSTIS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
Se Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PAppocs ] and therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. DANIEL, Tam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE]. : 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Senan 
Allison, Farwell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Blair, e, Platt, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Plumb, Warren, 
Chandler, Hawley, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, “ Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dayis, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dixon, MeConnell, Sawyer, 
Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Manderson, Shoup, 
NAYS—24. 

Barbour, . Cockroll, Hampton, Ransom, 

te, Coke, Harels, Reagan, 

Try, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, Payne, Vest, 

e, Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, 
econ pawos ai of Ne Spooner, 
row usi enna, uire, 

Call, j Gray, Moody, Sed, 
Cameron, Hearst, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hiscock, Pasco, Walthall. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pettigrew, 

So the bill was passed. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


. Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment ofac- 
one of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It was read at length on a former occasion; and 
there is an amendment pending, which will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood it was the desire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to have this bill taken up in order that it may con- 
tinue as the unfinished business until disposed of. J ask him to yield 
to me that I may request the bill to be informally laid aside so that 
ne Senate may proceed to the consideration of the army appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood that the army appropriation bill, haying 
the right of way, would come up as soon as my motion was disposed 
of. I was anxious that it should be disposed of favorably, so that the 
bill might have the right of way just as soon as the appropriation bill 
is passed or otherwise acted upon by the Senate. Isuppose, from what 
I have been assured, that we may expect to reach this bill, the arrears- 
of-labor bill, later in the afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. - I think it very likely. 

Mr. BLAIR. Some time during the day? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, some time during the-day. I hope so. 

Mr. BLAIR. If not, thé arrears-of-labor bill will be the unfinished 
business to-morrow at the conclusion of the morning hour. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, Iam very anxious for the considera- 
tion of the bill called up by the Senator from New Hampshire. I 
think it is a bill that ought to have been considered long since. Iam 
also very anxious that another labor bill should be considered, the bill 
fixing the pay of employés of the GovernmentPrinting Office. Ithink 
there are two or three bills of that class which ought to be considered 
and acted upon. I voted with the Senator afew momentsago to take 
up this bill and Iam ready to goon withit; but Imust object to hav- 
ing a bill brought in here and simply laid over in this way and made 
the unfinished business. At this stage of the session it is not fair to 
other bills that are to come up. Iam ready to voteto take up the bill 
atany moment. I trust the tor from Iowa will go on with his 
appropriation bill in the regular way, and we can take up this bill at 
any time after we get through with that measure, 
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Mr, COCKRELL. The appropriation bill is a privileged question. 
Tt can be taken up, and it does not displace anything except as any 
other privileged questions it simply has precedence. 

Mr. ALLISON. For some reason which I did not fully comprehend 
there seemed to be a general desire that this bill in charge of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire should be taken up immediately after the 
army appropriation bill is disposed of, but for some motive in the way 
of securing a right of way the Senator from New Hampshire asked me 
to yield that he might move to proceed to its consideration now. I am 
perfectly willing to make a motion to take up the army appropriation 
bill, but that of course will set aside this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. The Senator from New Hampshire 
unquestionably can get this bill up whenever he desires to have it con- 
sidered. What I object to is to take up a bill and then hold it over 
the business of the Senate and parcel it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lassure the Senator from Iowa my motive was most 
excellent, and the action is in strict accordance with the operations of 
the Senate ever since I have known anything about the body, Ido 
not really comprehend the reason why the Senator from Maryland, 
who is so anxious for the consideration of this bill, should interfere 
with a motion already agreed to by the Senate, which will insure the 
consideration of this bill at the very first opportunity after the priv- 
ileged appropriation bill is disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam ready to go on with the consideration of the 
Jabor bill now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Soam I; but Iam met with a request that it be laid 
aside informally in favor of the army appropriation bill, which can be 
pushed against it and displace it entirely. I assure the Senator that 
my motives, I hope, are as commendable as his own with reference to 
the passage of that bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘There are one or two other bills of the same char- 
acter that I should like to have brought up, and I think it is unfair 
all around to have this bill Jaid over to be brought up as unfinished 
business, ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. I have already been subject to a great deal of that sort 
of objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam ready to go on with the consideration of the 
bill now; I voted to take it up; but the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I suppose, feels it his duty to move to take up the 
army appropriation bill, and as a matter of course every other matter 
will give way to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the pending measure may 
be laid aside informally, in order that — 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to any unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I have the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I do not yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I think there is a very general, if nota universal, disposition 
to gratify his wish to take up this bill whenever it can be considered, 
eyen on the part of Senators who do not sympathize with him in de- 
siring its passage. So far as I am concerned, I shall give preference 
to appropriation bills over any other class of bills. I hepe, therefore, 
that we may either proceed by unanimous consent or that the Senator 
from Iowa will move to proceed to the consideration of the army ap- 
propriation bill; and, if he should so move, I can assure the Senator 
from New Hampshire that so far as I am concerned and I think I 
know enough about the sentiment of the Senate to assure him that he 
will have no difficulty in taking up his bill immediately after the dis- 
position of the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate has already voted and the bill is up, I 
was requested to yield and allow it to be laid asideinformally. If ob- 
jection is made I can not yield. Therefore I ask the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. BLAIR). Proceed with your speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again state the request 
of the Senatar from Iowa. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. 
Let him make his speech. He will not yield the floor, and I object to 
anybody interrupting him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have no speech to make. I simply 
desire that the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can not stand on the floor and force 
his bill through. If he has a speech to make, let him makeit. If 
not, let him yield the floor for the transaction of business, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I raise the point of order that the 
Senator from New Hampshire can not stand on his feet and hold the 
floor and prevent anybody else from addressing the Chair when a bill 
is pending before the Senate. He has called up his bill; it has been 
taken up; and if he has any remarks to submit, let him submit them, 
and if not, it is proper for him to take his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the 
Senator from New Hampshire has been speaking on his bill pretty per- 
sistently. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let him proceed then. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again state the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa, : 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been objected to, and I withdraw the sug- 
gestion. I shall endeavor to get the floor sometime during the day in 
my own right. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have no remarks to make upon the 
bil. It has already been partially considered. I ask that the ques- 
tion be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length, and 
an amendment is pending, which will be stated by the Chief Clerk.- 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert—— 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, Mr. President, I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of House bill 12573, being the army 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12573) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. The question is to be decided 
without debate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill may be dispensed with, and that, as the bill is read, amend- 
ments may be considered, the committee amendments being first in 


order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that as the bill-is read amendments may be considered, 
the committee amendments being first in order. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none; and that order will be adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asamatterof course, all amendments to the text 
of the bill will be in order after the bill has been read, and the com- 
mittee amendments have been acted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read to,line 5, on 


page 3. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not remember that my attention has been 
called heretofore in these bills to the words which here occur, ‘‘ for 
additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay.’’ I see the same language occurs at va- 
rions places in the bill; also the words, ‘for service pay of enlisted 
men, by reason of length of service, in addition to their monthly pay 
and payable therewith,’ etc. Has the practice existed heretofore to 
pay this longevity pay with the monthly payments that have been 
made? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that that has been the rule. There 
is no change here in the existing practice. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I did not know how it had been managed, Ido 
seh think we have ever had that language in the appropriation bills 

‘ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have. That same language is found in the last 
Army appropriation act. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I did not know that. 

‘The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read to line 19, 
on page 6. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to give notice that I shall move to strike 
out the proviso beginning in line 17, on page 6. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Louisiana that the 
committee make no recommendation respecting this provision as to re: 
tired officers. Therefore the provision stands as the other House has 
sent if here. I understand that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY ] proposes at a later stage to move an amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read to line 4, 
on page 7, the last item read being as follows: 

RETIRED ENLISTED MEN, 

For pay of the enlisted men of the Army on the retired list, $134,872.87. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 
the committee and also of the Senate to the fact tha? some years ago 
we provided a retired list for noncommissioned officers and privates 
after a certain length of service. Ihave discovered and have secured the 
data, in a report from the Secretary of the Interior, showing that quite 
a number of these noncommissioned officers and privates provided for 
in this clause here are also drawing pensions for the same military 
service for which they have been placed upon the retired list and re- 
ceive three-quarters of their pay. When the pension appropriation bill 
comes up before the Senate I propose to have a provision inserted in 
that, and I hope the Senate will agree to it, providing that no oflicer 
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on the active list of the Army receiving his full pay for all his military 
duties: shall at the same time receive a pension for anything done in 
the service, and also thatthese noncommissioned officers and privates, 
for their past services in the Army, for which they are now drawing 
their three-quarters pay shall not at the same time draw pensions. 

In this connection I desire to say that there is a vast difference be- 
tween this class of cases and the class referred to in the proviso in lines 
17, 18, and 19, on page 6, ‘‘that no officershall receive pay as an officer 
on the retired list while receiving a salary as a Government official.’ 
There is a service performed entirely independent of any service pre- 
viously in the Army, and there is no connection between the two. 
They stand as independent propositions. An officer on the active list 
drawing his full pay for his military services, with longevity pay, ete., 
and at the same time drawing a pension, isdrawing the pension toomuch, 
and he is not entitled to it. It is the same way with retired officers. 
We struck them off at the last session by a proviso. We found about 
a hundred or a hundred and fifty officers on the retired list drawing 
pensions, - They were retired and drawing full pay and a pension besides. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that the amendment he 
proposes would come more properly on the pension appropriation bill 
than here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I shall propose it on the pension appropri- 
ation bill; but I only give notice here that I shall let this go through 
with the distinct understanding that when the pension appropriation 
bill is under consideration I shall endeavor to have an amendment 
adopted providing that noncommissioned officers and privates on the 
retired list shall not receive a pension, as we provided in regard to of- 
cers on the retired list in the last pension appropriation act. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read 
ae next paragraph, from line 6 to line 10, inclusive, on page 7, as fol- 

ows: 

For pay and traveling expenses of not exceeding fifty contract surgeons, for 
pay of not exceeding one hundred and sixty hospital matrons, and not exceed- 

ng fourteen veterinary surgeons, as now provided by law, in all, $90,000, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this an increase or a diminution in the num- 
ber of contract surgeons ? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is the exact number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does seem to me that here is a branch of the 
service where there ought to be some reformation and change. With 
the large number of medical officers in the Army, the abandonment of 
so many military posts, and the concentration of the Army in fewer 
places than heretofore, it seems to me that the medical staff of the 
Army ought to be able to perform nearly all the military duties. . 

Mr. President, there are some abuses in connection with the employ- 
ment of contract surgeons. If I remember rightly, last year we had 
before us a list of contract surgeons, and some of them had been in 
the service for fifteen, eighteen, and twenty years, and had been per- 
forming a class of service which certainly ought to have been performed 
by the officers of the Medical Department. Some of them were in ex- 
ceedingly comfortable places and quite a number of them were em- 
ployed in this. city. 

It does seem to me that it is about time that we should begin to pare 
down the number of these contract surgeons and reduce the number of 
surgeons to the number of commissioned oflicers in the Medical De- 
partment. It appears to me that that can be done and it ought to be 
done. I desire to call attention to the matter. Ithink there isan ex- 
cess of contract surgeons employed. I think there could be from ten 
to fifteen or twenty of them stricken off, and the service be just as well 
performed as it has ever been. Let the medical officers perform the 
duties, and if there be a few places here and there with lighter duties 
than others, let some of the medical officers at least have the advan- 
tage of them. 

The reading of the bill was continued. , 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 21, on page 7, before the word ‘‘ furnished,’ to strike out the 
voras ‘tis not?’ and insert ‘‘can not be;” so as to make the proviso 
read: 

Provided, That the maximum sum to be allowed clerks of the Pay Depart- 
ment, the expert accountant of the Inspector General's Department, and con- 
tract surgeons when traveling on duty shall be 4 centas per mile, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, when transportation can not be furnished by the Quartermaster’s 
Department, the cost of same actually paid by them, exclusive of parlor-car 
fare and transfers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 25, after the words ‘‘ courts 
martial,’ to strike out ‘military commissions;’’ and, in the same 
clause, on page 8, line 1, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ tostrike ont ‘‘fil- 
teeen ™ and insert *“ fifteen; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of reporters and witnesses attending upon courts martial 
and courts of inquiry, $8,415,73, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 4, after the word “‘build- 
ings,’’ to strike ont the comma and the words ‘‘and so forth” and in- 
sert “‘and grounds;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For additional pay to officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, in 
Washington, District of Columbia, $1,000, it =" 


Mr, REAGAN. I ask what creates the necessity for $1,000 addi- 
tional pay to this officer. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The law provides that the officer in charge of pub- 
lic buildings and grounds shall have the rank of colonel, and, if an 
officer of lower rank is assigned to that duty, he shall receive the pay 
of the assimilated rank. Therefore, this is in pursuance of law. 

Mr. REAGAN, Is it colonel of cavalry or colonel of infantry? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think colonel of cavalry; I am not certain. 

Mr. REAGAN. While the Senator is looking for the law, I desire 
to call attention to section 1261 of the Revised Statutes, which provides 
that the pay of colonel is $3,500 a year. Then 10 per cent. is to be 
added to that pay for every five years’ additional service. 

In section 1267 it is provided that in no case shall the pay of a colonel 
exceed $4,500. So, this officer with the rank of a colonel would be 
paid-somewhere between $3,500 and $4,500 a year. Now, itis pro 
to give this officer, because he has an easy place at the Capital of the 
Government, $1,000 additional, He receives more pay already than 
most of the governors of States and judges of their supreme courts. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will my friend from Texas allow me to cor- 
rect what I think is an error he has dropped into in this case ? 

Mr. REAGAN, With pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Tho present officer in charge of public build- 
ings and grounds in Washington City is not a colonel; he is only a 
major and he receives a major’s pay. Now, under the Jaw he is en- 
titled to receive the pay of the higher grade and rank so long as he is 
detailed to this service here. So this appropriation of an additional 
$1,000 is simply in conformity with existing law, to bring up the pay 
of a major to what the law says the officer in charge here shall have. 
He is not a colonel. 

Mr. REAGAN, I was guided by the statement of the Senator from 
Towa that this officer was to haye the pay of colonel whether he had 
that rank or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment I will 
state that in the seventeenth volume of the Revised Statutes, page 575, 
it is provided that— 

The officer in charge of the public buildings and grounds shall havo the 
rank, pay, ànd emoluments of a colonel, 

That is the law, and we have simply appropriated in accordance 
with it, 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I think the Senator from Kentucky was mis- 
taken. According to that the officer already gets the pay of a colonel 
without reference to the $1,000 additional. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the Senator from Texas how the 
officer would ever get that money unless we appropriated it out of the 
Treasury. We do this every year. 

Mr. REAGAN. My understanding from the reading of the act is 
that the general appropriations for the pay of officers cover the pay in 
this case. - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; I assure the Senator he is mistaken. 
The law entitles him to this additional pay, but the money must be 
appropriated by Congress in this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, Is that the understanding of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state it exactly. This officer is a major, and 
there is an appropriation, of course, for all the majors, all the colonels, 
and all the lieutenant colonels, etc. Therefore, under that general ap- 
propriation he would receive the pay and emoluments of his rank. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. <A major. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. But, in order that he may receive the pay provided 
for here, we must makean additional appropriation, and that has been 
done uniformly since the law was passed. I assure the Senator from 
Texas that this officer receives no pay that is not authorized and re- 
quired by the law. S 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if this additional 
$1,000 increases the pay of this officer above the pay of a colonel? 

Mr. ALLISON, No; it does not. 

Mr. HARRIS. It just brings it up to that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It just brings it up to the limit. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. And gives him just what the statute says he shall 
have while he is performing this duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If we did not appropriate the money as the bill 
proposes it would leave the present incumbent entitled to this amount 
of money in addition to the amount appropriated for his pay as major. 
The law gives it to him as a matter of right, but he can not get it 
through the Treasury Department unless Congress makes a direct ap- 
propriation of that amount of money. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allowing that to be true, Mr. President—and I 
suppose the Senators who have charge of this bill understand its 
meaning of course—a major by the law is entitled to $2,000 a year. 
Then he is entitled to his longevity pay of 10 per cent. for every five 
years’ additional service. I do not know how long this officer assigned 
to this duty has been in the service or how much longevity pay he 
receives. But this would make him receive a salary of $3,500 a year 
with any longevity pay that he might he entitled to. 

I shall not take up thatsubject now, Mr. President, but at the proper 
place I propose to take up the subject and make a brief inquiry as to 
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the salaries of the officers of the Army. I know how ungrateful is 
the task of attacking anybody’s salary, and especially the salaries of 
a large class of meritorious people; but there is a duty which we owe 
to the people who pay taxes as well as to those who receive salaries, 
and I do not propose to forget the people who pay taxes. If this officer 
gets $2,500 a year with his longevity pay and has his position of ease 
and comfort here at the Capital, I do not see the necessity of adding 
$1,000 to his pay. 

I called attention some time ago, when a deficiency bill was under 
consideration, to the fact that, estimating the expenditures of the forty- 
four State governments of this country at $2,750,000 a year, which is 
certainly above the average expenditure, the appropriations which were 
made and should haye been made for this fiscal year would be four 
times the cost of the forty-four State governments and $80,000 more. 
The proposition is startling, and it has beconie so by the extravagance 
of our appropriations. 

At the close of the war the people of this country felt grateful to the 
Army and the Navy fortheirservices. It was natural that they should 
feelso. At the same time the currency of the country was depreciated 
very far below the par of coin, down until it took two dollars or two 
dollars and a half in currency to equal one dollar in coin. Asan act 
of justice to the officers of the Army and Navy their pay was increased 
so as to make it equal to the coin payment, and more than equal. Now, 
when the paper currency of the country is equal to coin, it seems to me 
that there ought to be a corresponding reduction in these enormons 
salaries, The law is as follows: 

The officers of the Army shall be entitled to the pay herein stated after their 
respective designations : The general to $13,500 per year; thelieutenant gencral 
to $11,500 per year; the major general, $7,500 per year; the brigadier general, 
$5,500 oy Catt colone], $3,500 per year; lieutenant colonel, $3,000 per year; 
major, $2,000 per year; captain, mounted, $2,000 per year: captain, notmonnted, 
$1,600 per year; adjutant, $1,800 per year; regimental quartermaster, $1,800 per 
yag first lieutenant, mounted, $1,600 per year; first lieutenant, not mounted, 

1,500 per year; second lieutenant, mounted, $1,500 per year; second lieutenant, 
not mounted, $1,400 per year; chaplain, ete. 

Now, Mr. President, the oflicers of no army on earth receive any 
such pay. The general grades of officers in the best armies of Europe 
do not receive perhaps one-half this amount, I remember very well, 
sir, when a captain received $40 a month and was considered pretty 
well paid. Of course captains could not get along with that amount 
now, but I mention it to show the wide difference between the past 
and the present. I take it that no Senator can lookat the present pay 
given to these officers and remember the compensation given to officers 
of State governments without feeling that it is monstrous. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Senator from Texas speaks of the time when 
a captain received $40 a month. Ithink he had some other allow- 
ances then. But does the Senator remember what Congressmen re- 
ceived at that time? 

Mr. REAGAN. I think, $3 per day. 

Mr. HAWLEY.  <Abont $2,500 or $2,600 a year. 


our pay. 

Mr. REAGAN. Speaking of pay, Mr, President, every brigadier 

genoat under this law receives $5,500 a year, with an expensive ret- 

nue of officers who perform all his labor. I venture the statement 
that the Senator who has just addressed the Chair does more work 
than five of these brigadier generals, and he gets his $5,000 a year for 
temporary employment. These salaries are paid to men who have life 
employment, who do not have to go into any expensive canvasses to 
secure elections by the people. 

I shail not dwell upon this matter now, because thereis another view 

of it. However, I donot know that it is worth while to spend the 
time of the Senate by calling attention to it, for we seem to have 
drifted into a hopeless extravagance, and how we are to get ont of it 
Ido not*see. Ido believe, however, that the American people will 
find a way to get ont of it, and I do believe that the time is coming 
when they are going to investigate these things, and when they are 
going to demand some consideration for the people who pay the taxes 
as well as for those who receive salaries. Here we appropriate by this 
yery bill under consideration, ‘‘for pay of officers on the retired list 
and for oflicers who may be placed thereon during the current year, 
$1,012,122. 68;?? and “' for additional pay to such officers for len of 
service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $294,381, in all, 
$1,306,503. 68 '? paid to gentlemen because they are the fortunate pos- 
sessors of high office with 1 salaries, establishing, sir, in the faceof 
our theory of government and the Constitution, a privileged class who 
are to be paid these large amounts of money for doing nothing simply 
because they have been so fortunate as to hold important offices. 
- , It may be too late for it to be done at this session, but I have hoped 
that the Committee on Appropriations might be willing to take upon 
it the labor of looking into the aggregate expenditures of the Govern- 
ment and seeing if there can not be large reductions made. A little 
over a year from now, with anything we can do, we shall find a defi- 
ciency of revenues, That may bring with ita blessing. It may bring 
with it reflections as to how we are to reduce the expenditures of the 
Government. If it shall do that, then it will not bea misfortune that 
there is found to be a deficiency of revenue. 


We have doubled 
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gested by the committee, because it seems the existing law requires 
that $1,000 additional shall be paid. But, if it bein order, at the proper 
time I shall move to amend, if we can so amend on an appropriation 
bill, that section of the statute referred to, so as to strike out the pro-` 
vision for an additional $1,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon the amendment of the committee? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 5, to insert: 

For additional pay to oficer commanding military prison at Fort Leayen- 
worth, Kansas, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page8, line 9, after the word ‘‘infor- 
mation,” to insert ‘‘from abroad;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the pay ofa clerk attendant on the collection and classification of military 
information from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the samo 
shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of quar- 
ters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, after the word ‘‘ De- 
partment,” to insert ‘‘to be appointed by the Secretary of War;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


For pay of one expert accountant for the Inspector General's Department, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of War, $2,500, 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page®8, line 24, before the word ‘‘thon- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’? and insert ‘‘fifty;’? so us to read: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, $150,000. š 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 9, line 20, after the words ‘‘two hundred and,” to strike out 
“sixty-two thousand one” and insert ‘‘ twenty-seven thousand six;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Makingin all, for pay and general expenses of the Army, $13,227,679.19. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 11, line 14, after the words ‘‘one hundred and,” to strike out 
“twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

And not more than $110,000 thereof shall be applied to the payment of civilian 
employés of the Subsistence Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* Quartermas- 
ter’sSDepartment,’’ on page 11, line 21, after the word ‘‘heating,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘officers;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘stoves,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘and appliances;”” and in line 22, after the word “ cook- 
ing,’’ to strike out ‘‘and serving food;’’ so as to read: 

Regular supplies: For the 4 bee? supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus, and repair and maintenance 
ofthe same, for heating barracks and quarters; of ranges and stoves for cook- 


ing; of fuel and lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, storchouses, and ofii- 
ces, and for sales to officers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 14, line 3, after the word “Army,” to strike out,‘*and at mili- 
tary posts;’’ so as to read: 


Hire of veterinary surgeons; purchase of medicine for horses and mules, 
picket-ropes, blacksmiths’ tools and materials, horseshoes and blacksmiths 
tools for the cavalry service, and for the shocing of horses and mules, and such 
additional expenditures as are necessary and authorized by law in the move- 
mont and operations of the Army,and not expressly assigned to any other do- 
partment, $675,000/etc, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was continued. ‘The nextamendment was, 
on page 16, line 3, after the word ‘‘ watér,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and intro- 
ducing the same into buildings” and insert ‘‘at such posts as from 
their situation require it to be brought from a distance,” and line 6, 
after the word ‘‘drainage,’’ to strike ont ‘‘and for clearing roads, and 
for removing obstructions from roads, harbors, and rivers to the ex- 
tent which may be required for the actual operation of troops in the 
field; ’’ so as to read: 

For procuring water at such postsas from theirsituation seguie 1h fo becasue 
from a distance; and for the disposal of sewage and drainage; for the trans- 
portation of discharged military prisoners to their places of enlistment; for the 
paymentof Army transportation Jawfally due such land-grant railroads ashave 
not received aid in Government bonds (to be adjusted in aceordance with the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such Innd-grant acts), 
but in no case shall more than 50 per cent. of the full amount of the service be 


paid, 

Mr, GORMAN. I ask the chairman of the committee for an ex- 
planation of the first part of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thisisan tee sean for transportation, and the 
committee were of the opinion that if the phraseology used by the other 
House was retained it would authorize expenditures from this fund to 
be made for what may be called ordinary plumbing in the public build- 
ings of various kinds belonging to the Army, We thought it better to 
confine the appropriation to those temporary expenses which are in- 


I suppose, Mr. President, the point I originally made upon this clause | curred by the Army in transportation, and therefore we restored the 
is covered hy law, and that the appropriation must be made as sug- | phraseology of the bill to what has been used for many years, 
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Mr. GORMAN. Now, striking that out, would they still have au- 
thority to introduce water into the new public buildings being erected? 
.Mr. ALLISON. That, of course, would be a matter for those who 
expend the money to determine. 
fr. GORMAN. Imean under the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. We did not think it wise to authorize that to be 
done dirgetly. I will not say that if it is necessary this money might 
not be used for the introduction of water, to transport it by means of 
pipes, into a public building, but I think it would not authorize an 
enlarged system of plumbing for army buildings. That is the dis- 
tinction I would draw, which isa delicate one, I confess. 

Mr. GORMAN, Striking out the words would leave tlie appropria- 
tion in the same terms that have heretofore been used? 

Mr. ALLISON, ‘The phraseology that we employ is the same as the 
phraseology in the-act of last year. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is what I supposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after the word ‘“‘paid,”’ at the 
end of line 15, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That in expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad 
company which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its 
railroad on condition that such railroad should a post route and military 
road subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all 
other Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may 
impose restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having 
claims against the United States for transportation of any kind over such rail- 
road, shall only be paid out of the moneys appropria by the foregoing pro- 
vision on the basis of not exceeding 50 per cent. of the compensation for such 


Government transportation as shall be charged to ind paid by private parties 
tosaid company forlike and similar transportation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I will 
say that the committee recammend that this provision be struck out 
with a view of adding on page 17, after line 9, what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. Ihave not had an opportunity to submit it to some of 
the members of the committee, but I was authorized to prepare an 
amendment covering the general view of the committee. I ask that it 
may now beread inconnection with the lines proposed to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Crier CLERK. At the end of line 9, on page 17, add to the 
paragraph the following proviso: 

Provided further, Thatin expending the money appropriated by this acta 
railroad company which has not received sid In bonds of the Uni Statesand 
which obtained a grant of public land to afd in the construction of its railroad 
on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other Gov- 
ernment service, and also subject to sucl: regulations as Congress may impose 
restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having claims 
bee the United States for transportation of any nd over such railroad, 

li only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision 
on the basis of such rate for the transportation of troops and munitions of war 
as the Secretary of War shall deem justand reasonable under the foregoing pro- 
vision, such rate not to exceed 70 per cent. of the compensation for such dov 
ernment transportation asshall at the time be charged to and paid by private 
parties to any such company forlikeanä similar transportation ; and theamount 
80 fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full forall demands for such service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair does not understand that 
this is a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it is not; I merely asked thatit might be read, 
so that the Senate may see what we propose to substitute for the pro- 
vision to be struck out. I desire to say one word—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? Inasmuch as this is certainly the most important feature of 
the bill and as even the members of the committee have not had an op- 
portunity of examining the amendment that the Senator from Iowa 
sends up now to be inserted in lien of what is proposed to be stricken 
out, I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow this matter to go over until 
the bill shall have been finished, and then let us come back to it to 
consider it. 

n RON . Very well; I will allow both amendments to be 

over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not desire to interrupt the Senator in any 
explanation or statement he may wish to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI will explain briefly the provision inserted by the 
other House which we recommend to be stricken out. 

There are a number of Jand-grant railways, so called, with reference 
to which the act requires that they shall transport munitions of war, 
troops, the mails, etc., free of charge. Under that provision as to those 
land-grant railroads it has been finally decided by the Supreme Court 
that, although those roads were required to rt free of charge, 
that meant that the rolling stock should be furnished by the Govern- 
ment, and that 50 per cent. was a fair compensation for the actual 
transportation, etc. But it turns out that there are a few of the land- 
grant railway companies that have specific and different provisions re- 
specting the transportation of Government troops, mails, ete. One of 
them is the Atlantic and Pacific Railway, a transcontinental railway 
haying a land grant. The language of the act in reference to that road 
is: 


That said Atlantic and Pacific Railroad or any thereof shall be a post 
route and military road subject to the use of the United States for postal, mili- 
tary, naval, and all other Government service, and also subject to such regula- 


tions as Congress may impose restricting the charges for such Government 
transportation. 

That is the phraseology in the land-grantact of the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Railway Company, also in the land-grant act of the Northern Pa- 
cific road, and I think also intheact withreference to three or fourother 
roads, giving Congress the power to make such regulations restricting 
the charges as it might deem just and proper. The House provision 
not only secks to regulate the transportation of troops and munitions 
of war, but also in this bill seeks to regulate the price which shall be 
paid for the transportation of mails, and limits both to 50 per cent. 
of the rate charged to private persons for similar and like transporta- 
tion. 

As respects the mails, of course no provision in an army appropria- 
tion bill could be made toapply; but the Committee on Appropriations 
deemed it wise to insert some provision here which would restrict, as ` 
the law authorizes us to restrict, the appropriationsto be made. There- 
fore the amendment which I propose, having the sanction of the com- 
mittee in a general way, is that the Secretary of Warshall take up this 
subject and allow a just and reasonable compensation, and that that 
compensation shall not be more than 70 per cent. of the compensation 
paid to private parties for similar transportation. We thought that 
that was a wiser provision than to undertake, upon an appropriation 
bill, without time for sufficient examination, to fix an arbitrary rate 
by act of Congress. 

That is the substance of the amendment. Now, I will agree to pass 
it over, as the Senator from Kentucky desires, until the remainder of 
the bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over 
for the present, to be taken when the reading of the bill fs con- 
cluded. The reading of the pilt will be proceeded with. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 5, after the word “‘shall,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘in all such cases.’’ : 

Mr. ALLISON. Task, as all these amendments are dependent on 
the general question, that the reading begin at line 10. 

Mr. GORMAN. Begin at line9. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, atline 9. Thatis not dependent on the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amount is to be adopted asrec- 
ommended by the committee, the Chair understands. The amend- 
ment in line 9 will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 17, line 9, before the word “hundred,” 
strike out “eight” and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to make the additional 
proviso read: 

Provided further, That such compensation shall in all such eases be computed 
upon the basis of the tariff or lower special rates for like transportation per- 
formed for the public at and shall be accepted as in full for all demands 
for such service; in all, $2,750,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued... The next amendment was, 
on page 17, line 25, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided further, That not less than $50,000 of said sums shall be uscd to begin 
the repair and reconstruction of Jefferson barracks, Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 19, line 15, after the word “million,” to strike out ‘‘one hun- 
dred and fifty ” and insert ‘‘two hundred;’’ so as to read: 

Clothing, camp and garrison equipage: For cloth, woolens, material, and for 
the manufacture of clothing for the Army; for issue and for sale at cost price, 
Sap aM LEENA AAS fox. gulp, ADETE SE AAA ot EAEE 
KAA haadlins, and similar necessaries, $1,200,000, a > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 21, line 13, after the word “machinery,” to strike out “clerk 
hire;’’ so as to make the clause read: - 

Engineer depot at Willets Point, New York: Incidental expenses of the depot, 
including fuel, lights, chemicals, stationery, hardware, extra-duty pay to soldiers 
necessarily employed for periods of not less than ten days as artilicerson work 
in addition to and notstrictly in line of their military duties, such as carpenters, 
blacksmiths, draughtsmen, printers, bookbinders, lithographers, photogra- 
phers, engine-drivers, teamsters, wheelwrights, masons, machinists, painters, 
overseers, laborers, repairs of and for materials to repair public bulldings, ma- 
chinery, and unforescen expenses, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 6 the words “necessarily employed” oc- 
eur, and then in lines 9. and 11 are found the words ‘‘bookbinders”’ 
and “‘wheelwrights.’” Now, this isnew; I understand it was not esti- 
mated for. I ask the chairman whether it is not going beyond any- 
thing we have had heretofore to have hookbinders in the Engineer De- 
partment? It is probably the beginning of a new bureau, a new 
industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that they have a bookbindery 
in the sense of an establishment at Willets Point; they have a num- 
ber of purely technical and scientific books relating to engineering, 
monthly periodicals, etc., and I understand they are bound either there 
by some skilled mechanic that they have, or they are bound in New 
York City near Willets Point, simply because it can be done a great 
deal cheaper in that way than by sending the books to the Public 
Printing Office. This has been the phraseology for some years. Ido 
not think there is any abuse likely to occur, 
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Mr. GORMAN. I think if the Senator will look he will find that 
is new and is inserted here for the first time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Bookbinders? 

Mr. GORMAN. Bookbinders. Ihave no objection, as the Senator 
knows, to giving the Engineer Department all that is necessary for 
running their Department, bnt I do protest against establishing new 
printing offices and new bookbinding establishments outside of the 
great concernsthat wehavealready. Wehayethem in the Treasury and 
we have them in the War Department and in nearly every Depart- 
ment. This is the beginning, it seems to me, of a new industry at 
Willets Point, 

Mr. ALLISON. TI accept the suggestion of the Senator. I thought 
for a moment it was in last year’s bill. Itis new; but that was the 
reason given by the commanding officer at Willets Point, that it was 
much cheaper to bind the books at Willets Point or in New York City 
than be obliged to send them here. 
it wotild not be wise to establish a new industry there. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I do not want to break in on the order, 
but I trust the chairman will himself let that go out at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator insists upon it I will consent that it 
may be struck out, and we will look into it further. 

Mr. GORMAN. The item occurs in line 9, page 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 21, line 9, strike out the word ‘‘ book- 
binders.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Engineer De- 
partment,” on page 21, line 20, after the word ‘‘engineers,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘and to acting engineer officers;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For purchase and repairs of instruments to be issued to officers of the Corps 
of Engineers for use on public works and surveys, £2,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 5, after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
to reduce the total amount of the appropriations for the ‘‘Engineer De- 
partment’? from ‘' $28,500"? to ‘'$27,000,” 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like the Senator from Iowa for a moment 
to go back to an amendment on page 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator object to the amend- 
ment of the committee which has been read? 

Mr. GORMAN, No, but I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to the amendment which was passed in line 20, on page 21. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment under consideration 
at the present time will be considered as agreed to, if there be no ob- 
jection. ‘The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

‘Mr. GORMAN, I now ask to go back to theamendment inline 20, 
on page 21, ‘‘for purchase and repairs of instruments to be issued to 
officers of the Corps of Engineers.” At that point the committee re- 
ported to strike ont the words which follow, ‘‘and to acting engineer 
officers, ”? 

A gréat number of these civil engineers are employed on all the 
public works, including rivers and harbors, and if we strike out the 
words to which I have referred there will be no provision for the pur- 
chase and repair of the instruments they use. As the Senator from 
Towa is perfectly well aware, two-thirds, I suppose, of all the engineer- 
ing duty in that class of work is by civilians. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee supposed it was usual that the 
civil engineers who were employed should themselves farnish their 
instruments. Here, for instance, is a civil engineer who is employed, 
say, for six months or three months, upon a public work. The Goy- 
ernment furnishes him the instruments he uses. He may carry them 
off, for he is not under the military control of the Government in any 
way. 

"hisis a new provision. It may be wise to strike it out until we 
can ascertain exactly how the money is to be expended and under 
what regulations. 

Mr. GORMAN. TI understand that the gentlemen who are employed 
as civil engineers come directly under the Chief of Engincers of the 
Army. Onthese various works they are required to have certain stand- 
ard instruments so as to have uniformity in the work. The item isa 
smallone, but at the same time we require them to haye such astand- 
ard of instruments, and, as I understand, itis very desirable to have the 
Government to own them, or purchase them, and take care of them, 
and keep them in such shape as the Chief of Engineers requires. 

It is a small matter, it is true, but it seems to me these very worthy 
men, and some of them men of great ability, who actually do the work 
under the direction of army officers, though they are not in the Army, 
should bave the instruments supplied them. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a small item. They have got on very well 
without this for a long time, and I hope the Senator from Maryland 
will not insist upon changing it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely desired to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand any 
farther action to be required on the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, No, sir. 


I quite agree with the Senator: 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 25 on page 23, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair suggests that the comma 
after the word ‘‘Quartermaster’s’’? should be stricken out at the end 
of line 23. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the “ Ord- 
nance Department,” on page 24, after line 2, to insert: 

Soa! purchase of machine guns, musket caliber, of American manufacture, 


That amendment will be made, in 


The amendment was agreed to. St 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘ Recruiting 
service,” on page 24, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’ at the end of line 10, 
to insert: 
and not exceeding $1,200 of this amount may be used for payment of a clerk 
to the officer disbursing this appropriation ; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezyous to 
depot, including sending of recrniting parties to small towns, $130,000; and not 
exceeding $1,200 of this amount may be used for payment of a clerk to the oni- 
cer disbursing this appropriation, 

The amendment was agreed to, J 4 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘Signal Serv- 
ice,” on page 24, line 21, after the word ‘‘all,’? to strike out ‘five 
thousand’’ and insert ‘‘seven thousand five hundred;’’ sø as to make 
the clause read: 


For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army, as follows: Purchase, equip- 
ment, and repair of field electric telegraphs; cignal equipments and stores; bi- 
nocular glasses, telescopes, heliostats,and other necessary instruments, includ- 
ing absolutely necessary meteorological instruments for use on target ranges; 
telephone apparatus and maintenance of same; in all, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ military tele- 
graph lines,” on page 25, line 1, after the word “dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That the appropriations made by the two preceding paragraphs 
shall be disbursed by a bonded officer. 

So as to make the clauso read: : 7 

For the maintenance and repair of military telegraph lines, including rent of 
oftices, fuel, salaries of civilian Raia da lights, stoves, and fixtures, supplies, 
and general repairs, $15,000: Provided, That the appropriations made by the two 
preceding paragraphs shall be disbursed by a bonded officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ contingent ex- 
penses,” on page 25, line 9, after the word ‘‘ departments,’’ to striko 
out ‘'$2,000;’? in line 11, after the word ‘‘reference,’’ to insert the 
word ‘‘and;”’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘utensils,’’ -to 
strike out ‘tand so forth’? and insert ‘*$2,000;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For conspkeny expenses of the Adjutant Genoral’s Department at the head- 
quarters of the several military divisions and departments, being for the neces- 
sary articles of office, toilet, and desk furniture, stationery, bindery, maps, 
books of reference, and police utensils, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 25, tostrike out the clanse from 
line 13 to line 18, inclusive, as follows: 

For contingent expenses Inspector General's Department, contingent fund of 
Inspector General's Department at the headquarters of the several military 
divisions and departments for the purpose of binding orders and the purchase 
of maps, ks of reference, professional literature, desk furniture, stationery, 
and police utensils, $1,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amerdment was, on page 25, after line 18, to insert: 

For binding reports and orders, and purchasing books of reference and maps 
for the Inspector General's Department, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 18, after line 14, itis proposed to insert: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of War of buildings erected at permanent 
army posts by private parties under proper authority, and which may be suita- 
ble and actually necessary for the army service, and at prices not exceeding 
such appraisement as may be madeby a board of army officers detailed fortho 
purpose by the Secretary of War, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now Iask to go back to the amendment which 
was passed over. Idonotsce the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr, BLACK- 
BURN] in his seat at this moment, but the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], I understand, desires to offer an amendment. Iam 
willing that that may be considered now. _ 

Mr. HAWLEY, On page 6, beginning in line 17, I will move to 
strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be.stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 6, line 17, after the word ‘‘cents,’? it 
is proposed to strike out all down toand including the word ‘‘oflicial,’? 
in line 19, as follows: 


Provided, No officer shall receive pay as an officer on the retired list while ro- 
cciving a salary as a Government official. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this is a change of existing law and 
of a law that has worked no hardship nor injustice, so far as I know. 
It applies to twelve officers only of the five or six hundred who may 
be on the limited list and the regular list of retired officers. There are 
two of those officers who were put on that retired list by special acts 
of Congress. The others were all retired by due action of law by rea- 
son of disability, and in most cases it is a very serious disability; as, 
for example, Major Huxford, clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the Senate, who was shot through the head terribly at Malvern Hill, 
twice captured, and, after these fearful wounds at Malvern Hill, in 
three months was back on duty, though he was so badly wounded that 
he was treated asa dead man. Another is Captain Mallery, retired, 
who was shot in the left hip and his arm badly wounded, a man who 
is doing excellent scientific work, for no great compensation, at the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

There is Captain Morse, retired for disability after twenty-three years 
of honorable service, who has a family about him here, who went 
through the civil-service examination and gota clerkship in the Bureau 
of Labor, where he is adding something to his income and paying for 
the little house that he has bought. 

I beg pardon of the gentlemen for mentioning their private affairs; 
but it seems almost indispensable to do so in discussing this amend- 
ment properly. 

F. E. Brownell, a clerk in the Pension Office, was retired for disease 
incident to the service. He has a modest clerkship in the Pension 
Office. He goes down in history as the man who shot the inn-keeper 
who killed Colonel Ellsworth at Alexandria. 

There is Capt. W. P. Atwell, who isa consulin France. He isfrom 
Wisconsin, and the Senator from that State can probably tell us how 
much he gets. I donot know. He lost his left leg andis unquestion- 
ably disqualified from anything like active service. 

There is Captain Parker, who is treasurer of one of the soldiers’ 
homes. He holds his place under special authority of Jaw that retired 
officers may hold such appointments. 

The last one on this list is Col. John R. Lewis, postmaster at Atlanta, 
Ga. He had au arm shot off at the shoulder. 

I omitted twoat the top of the list, General Rosecrans, who is the Reg- 
ister of the Treasury, and General William F. Smith, familiarly known 
as ‘‘ Baldy Smith,” whois employed as a civil engineer, doing some 
work, I do not know what, under the employment of the Engineer 
Corps. That work he had when the bill passed that put him on the re- 
tired list. 

I submit that it is rather persistent, sharp, cold watchfulness to try, 
if you can, by thisamendment, to preventan injured and disabled officer 
from finding some place where he can add somewhat to his income. 
In a number of these instances, which I need not specify, these gentle- 
men have families, and I hope they are laying up a little something, 
because they are liable at any time, by reason of their disabilities, to 
be thrown out of these semicivil employments which they have. 

I move to strike out the whole proviso. It seems to me that the 
generous feeling of the Senate will respond to that. 

This prohibition in the law does not save the Government one soli- 
tary penny of money, not one single penny, for somebody else will be 
put in the same place. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Connecticut, it 
these retired officers had taken employment in a railroad company, a 
bank, a commercial house, or inany other private enployment, if any 
one could have consistently contended that they ought to forfeit their 
pay as retired officers. 

Ir. HAWLEY. Certainly not; but the Senator will allow me to 
add that when these men come to ask for clerkships or get clerkships 
under the Government they are to the Government not John Smith, 
a retired officer, but John Smith, a citizen of the United States, who 
agrees to do certain work for a certain sum of money. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the very point that suggested itself to my 
mind. Instead of seeking employment in private life they have sought 
and obtained employmentin the Governmentservice, and I do notsee 
that the principle is changed at al). A man when he was retired cer- 
tainly had the right to take employmentfrom a bank, a railroad com- 
pany, a corporation of any kind, or a commercial house, and he has 
certainly the same right to take employment at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, as it seems to me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithank the Senator. I think he is entirely right. 
The law very justly prohibits an officer upon the active list from en- 
gaging in any outside civil employmentand receiving a salary therefor, 
etc.; but these men are entirely unfitted for military duty, They are 
of no use to the Government. They are by the action of the general 
law entitled to three-quarters of their active pay. Some of them have 
families of some size, and, as in one case I happened to mention, trying 
to pay forahome. There may be otherslikehim, That gentleman has 
gone to the trouble of passing a civil-service examination and has a 
small clerkship. Now fora great big Government of 63,000,000 people 
to look down with a microscope to find a poor fellow like that and bar 
him out—upon my soul, I think is small. 

Mr. GIBSON. I gave notice when the bill was being read that I 
should make the motion which Iam very glad the Senator from Con- 
uectient [Mr. HAWLEY] has made. 


I do not think when an officer has been retired from the Army, either 
on account of wounds or on account of seniority, that any disability 
should be placed upon him, nor do I think that any disability should 
be placed upon the appointing power of the President of the United 
States. If, when retired from the military service or active service on 
account of wounds or of age, officers may be fitted to perform other serv- 
ices in civil life, if they are qualified to perform good service to the Goy- 
ernment, I do not see why the Government should be denied the right 
to give them occupation. It is what every other citizen of the United 
States is entitled to, and I submit that this limitation ought not to be 
placed upon the appointing power of the President, who, under the 
Cozstitution, has the right to nominate and appoint, with the consent 
of the Senate, persons who, in his judgment, are qualified to discharge 
the duties of the different positions to which they may be assigned. 

Now, Mr. President, look at the case of General Rosecrans, We all 


know that General Rosecrans was one of the most brilliant officers in - 


the Army of the United States. I do not believe that there was a 
battle during the whole war that illustrated more capacity for general- 
ship on the Union side than was illustrated by General Rosecrans at 
the battle of Stone River, To all intents and purposes that battle was 
lost and the Army of the United States was defeated in the battle, but 
the commander was not defeated, and, instead of giving an order to re- 
treat, as was often the case during the war, he continued to fight that 
battle in the face of great disaster, and I believe he won it by his in- 
dividual courage, firmness, and heroism. 

Now he is not fit for active military service. He is on the retired 
list by reason of age; but why should the Government of the United 
States be denied the right to secure his services forsuch occupation ag 
he is qualified for to-day, or why should we, who represent to-day the 
Government of the United States, the Union of these States, no matter 
what our personal views were during the recent war, place this veteran, 
this hero, upon a proscribed list, which denies him service under the 
Government of the United States, when all the soldiers in the army of 
the Confederacy may go to-day and receive appointments from the Pres- 
ident of the United States and receive pay out of the Treasury of the 
United States in the civil service of the Union? 

Mr. President, whether we are in favor of a civil list or not is not 
the question before us. This list of retired army officers has been es- 
tablished, and when I heard the Senator from-Connecticut reading the 
names on that list I for one felt, sir, that every man who has a true 
appreciation of what has oceurred in this country in the last twenty- 
five or thirty years would be willing not only to be just, but to be 
generous to the surviving heroes of that war. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, under existing law persons are for- 
bidden to draw two salaries from the Government at the same time, 
as I understand. I called attention a little while ago to the fact that 
the pay of the officers of the Army is very large, unusually large. We 
are appealed to now to allow them double pay because of their dis- 
tinguished services and of their necessities. Several officers have been 
named, among others General Rosecrans, No one has more respect for 
him than I have. He is now, under an act of Congress restoring him * 
to the service and authorizing him to be retired, drawing annually 
$4,125, independent of his longevity pay asan army officer. Then, his 
salary as Register of the Treasury is $4,000 more, which shows that he 
is now drawing $8,125 from the Treasury for the two services. 

I submit. Mr. President, that sentimentality is all very well in its 
place and it is very nice when you have time to indulge in it; but 
that gallant officer is not going tosuffer very greatly with $4,125 a 
year given to him without rendering any service, and there is no special 
reason why $4,000 more should be added to this, making him really 
for the discharge of the duties of Register of the Treasury receive over 
$8,000 a year, more than a Cabinet officer receives. The thing is so 
gross in itself that I am amazed that it shonld be urged. 

Mr. President, it must not be assumed that I have less respect for 
the officers of the Army than have others. I know the high character 
of the men and I am aware of what great services many of them have 
performed. Iam aware, also, that some have been retired on account 
of wounds received in the service or through disability, but ample pro- 
vision has been made for them on that account, and it is not right that 
the taxpayers should pay double salaries to anybody. 

Mr. President, it seems as if when any class comes up that that class 
commands all our sympathy and we wholly forget where the moneyis 
to come from that pays that class. We do not seem to remember the 
millions of men who get nothing from the Government, who toil through 
life, who rear their families and discharge the duties of citizens and 
have no favors from the Government. Men as honest, men as patriotic, 
men as worthy of respect as any others, are to be taxed for double sal- 
aries to the favorites and pets of the Government and one of its privi- 
leged classes. It may be the fault of my faculties, but it seems to me 
monstrous that the toiling millions should be made to pay double 
salaries to the privileged classes, 

It is said, however, that these men might get employment in private 
life, and inasmuch as they might seek employment in private life the 
Governmentshould give them employment. The illustration which is 
presented in the case of General Rosecrans, for whom personally and 
in every other way I have the highest respect, shows the gross injus- 
tice of the whole affair, These officers get three-fourths of the salary 


1962 


of the rank upon which they were retired. That is sufficient for their 
support in independence and ease, and if they choose to accept Govern- 
ment employment, if the salary of the Government employment is 
greater than the retired pay, let them for the time being allow their 
retired pay to remainin abeyance, andif the retired pay is greater than 
the salary of the office, let the salary of the office for the time being 
remain in abeyance. Then no injustice is done, no wrong is done. 
But I submit, on the other hand, when we double the salaries of these 
Officers and give the Register of the Treasury over $8,000 a year, it is a 
monstrous injustice to the people who pay taxes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without intending to reflect in tho slightest de- 
gree upon the Committee on Appropriations which recommends this 
proposition, I join heartily with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] in the opinion that this is very small business on the part 
of the Government of the United States. There may be cases in 
which the argument made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
is entitled to weight. Iam not absolutely certain that the argument 
as applied to a brigadier general, especially if he were not wounded 
and is in good health, a man of edueation and capacity, who is receiv- 
ing a large salary as a retired officer, that he might be required, as a 
condition of accepting employment under the Government, to forego for 
the time being his salary, is not a sound one; but there are officers on 
the list, and it isa very small list, as to whom the adoption of this policy 
would, in my opinion, be simply contemptible on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Take the case of Major Huxford, who is clerk to the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate, a man who was, before he was of age, 
wounded twice in battle and captured, a man who since that day never 
in a waking hour has been free from pain and suffering, with a family 
upon his hands to support, children to educate, drawing three-quarters 
pay as a retired officer, Poo competent to discharge the duties, and 
discharge them well, of clerk to the Committec on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Especially qualified. 

Mr. SPOONER. Especially qualitied, but a man who could not 
work regular hours day in and day out, year in and year out, ina rail- 
way office orin astore. Tell meupon what principle that man should 
be precluded from supplementing with the small salary which he 
draws as clerk of the Military Committee the small pay which he ro- 
ceives as a retired officer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin if the Committee 
on Military Affairs does not have to employ somebody to do that work; 
and, if that be true, why not give it to this man who is entitled to it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a moment. 

There is an officer on this list, Captain Atwell, who was aschoolmate 
of mine in my boyhood. I remember him as he was when he went 
into the Army, a brave, handsome, generous, high-spirited, and am- 
bitious young man, with a very pleasant prospect before him in life, 
His leg was shot off near the body at Petersburgh,and he has dragged 
himself around on crutches from that day to this, unable to engage in 
the ordinary avocations of life, with a family upon his hands. Mis- 

‘fortune came to him, sickness in his family, involving additional ex- 
and he holds a little consulate, I believe, paying $1,500 year, 
on the other side of the ocean, the duties of which he can discharge, 
and the climate of the country being so mild that he is relieved as he 
lives there. Why should he not be permitted to hold that little civil 
office, rendering a service for which he is paid, and rendering it with 
ability and with fidelity, without being compelled to forego the sim 
which is allowed him as a retired officer? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will allow me. He is speaking of the 
Atwell case, I believe. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. His income as consul is dependent upon fees and 
does not average more than a thonsand dollars a year, if that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itisa trifle, but it helps him to live and to bring 
up his family. Ido not doubt that if he had remained from the Army, 
if he had stilled the patriotism which led him to go to the front and 
had pursued his own course for his own purposes in life, he would 
have been receiving now a salary of $5,000 à year. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] talks about sentimentality. 
Almost every good impulse in a man’s life isa sentiment. It will not 
do to sneeratsentiment. Patriotismisasentiment. It waseentiment 
that led these men to the front, and they are not to be punished for it. 
This Government can not pay the debt it owes to a man who is bear- 
ing through life a maimed body, almost helpless and constantly suffer- 
ing. It came to him in his efforts to preserve this Union and to make 
this what it is, a rich and prosperous country. 

What will the Senator from Texas save by striking down this small 
band of maimed and wounded soldiers? Not one penny, because if 
they did not hold these civil positions, trifling as most of them are, 
civilians would beemployed to discharge the dutiesand the Government 
would be obliged to pay them. It does not add a cent to the expense 
of the people, and I should be ashamed to believe of the people of the 
United States that they were so destitute of gratitude and sentiment— 
for gratitude is sentiment—as to begrudge these crippled veteran sol- 
diers an opportunity to earn a little more money in the Government 
“a by industry to eke out the pay which they receive as retired 
officers. x 
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The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] put it all in a nutshell 
when he asked the Senator from Connecticut whether, if these men wero 
earning the same amount of money in the banks, in the stores, in the 
countingrooms, in the railway offices of the country, any one would 
suggest that they should forego, therefore, the pay which they receive 
as retired officers. No one would think of such a thing. We havo 
recommended to the business men of the United States to give employ- 
ment, wherever they can, to honorably discharged soldiers. It is 
worth while occasionally to read this section: 

Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or nayal service 
by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line 
of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil offices, provided they are 
found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the 
duties of such offices. 

There ought to be no statute of limitations, Mr. President, on the 
gratitude of this people to men who went into battle and saved this 
Republic, and when the sentiment which makes pets of them where it 
can be done, and done without cost to the people, has gone from the 
hearts of our people, patriotism will have gone with itfrom the hearts 
of our people, 

Here is another section: 

Sec. 1755. In panan recognition of the services, sacrifices, and sufferings of 
persons honorably discha from the military and naval service of the coun- 
try, by reason of wounds, disease, or the expiration of terms of enlistment, it 
is respectfully recommended to bankers, merchants, manufacturers, mechanics, 
farmers, and persons engaged in Industrial pursuits, to give them the prefer- 
ence for appointments to remunerative situations and employments, 


We recommend that to the people of the United States asa part pay- 
ment of the debt of gratitude we owe to honorably discharged soldiers. 
Why not practice what we preach?. Why close the doors of govern- 
mental employment, Mr. President, except under penalty of forfeit- 
ing the pay of a retired officer, to these wounded soldiers? 

‘alk about class! It is not class legislation, in the sense in which 
the Senator from Texas uses that expression, for us to say that where 
there is a wounded hero of the war who can discharge acceptably the 
duties of a civil position we prefer he shall have it to some civilian 
who did not enter the Army. It is small business. It saves nothing, 
nota penny. It is an industrious discrimination against merit and 
against men who ought to be regarded with tenderness and with grati- 
tude. 

I should dislike very much to have the Congress of the United States 
in this day say that these wounded men, not many in number, who are 
discharging acceptably the duties of positions which civilians would 
have to discharge, should be turned away by such aproposition as that 
suggested by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Why not except from the operation of this amendment 
officers who were retired by reason of wounds or diseases contracted in 
the Army? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there is force in that suggestion. 

Mr. FRYE. I agree entirely with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] that it is an outrage to pay General Rosecrans $4,125 a year 
as 4 retired officer, when he was retired by reason of old age, and at 
the same time pay him $4,0C0 a year as Register of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not differed from the Senator from Texas 
on that proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. It seems to me there might be an exception made. 

Mr. SPOONER. At the opening of my remarks I excluded such 
cases as perhaps proper to be dealt with by themselves. I am address- 
ing myself to the proposition as applied to the other names on this list, 
men who were wounded, men who are suffering. I say it would be 
shameful for Congress to refuse to these men the opportunity to earn a 
little more money by faithful civil service without forfeiting the pay 
which they receive as retired officers. 

Mr. FRYE. In that I agree entirely with the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, one might infer from the course of 
the argument of the Senator from Wisconsin that I was disposed to do 
injustice to the meritorious class of officers to which he refers. Why, 
sir, the act of retiring them on three-quarters pay, with high salaries; 
it seems to me, was the highest manifestation of gratitude by the Goy- 
ernment for the services they rendered. The soldiers who won thein- 
dependence of the United States never had such a boon; the soldiers who 
fought through the war of 1812 never had such a recognition; the sol- 
diers of none of our Indian wars have ever had such recognition, I 
am not complaining of that. I am simply complaining that, when 
ample provision has been made for them, there is no justice in dou- 
bling that provision; that it is wrong in principle and violative of the 
law upon that subject which forbids a person receiving two salaries at 
the same time under the Government of the United States. 

But, Mr. President, the thing I thought I would speak of a moment, 
and I do not wish to detain the Senate, for I know very well that it is 
useless to resist the line of extravagance which has brought our Gov- 
ernment to where it is with $500,000,000 of expenditure a year—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator claim it is extravagance to allow 
these men to render this service when it does not cost the Government 
a single cent more? 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the argument of the Senator, and I 
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have said what I had to say upon that subject. If these men enter 
the servico in a civil employment that gives higher pay than they re- 
ceive as retired officers, then they ought to waive for the time being 
the receipt of the salary of retired officers. If they choose to enter 
the service under a salary less than the retired pay they ought to waive 
their right to that. 

But, Mr. President, I come back to what I referred to this morning. 
Whenever a class comes for relief, ample argument can be made to 
stir our patriotism and to stir our sentimentality to its profoundest 
depths in their behalf. The Senator who goes to his home and min- 
gles with the people there finds the thousands, the millions of as hon- 
est people, as patriotic people as any who get double salaries or live 
upon retired pay, humble it may be, toiling from year’s end to year’s 
end for the support of their families, suffering, possibly, from disease, 
from poverty, from distress, conditions appealing to our sympathy, 
appealing to our charity, appealing to the best sentiments that ani- 
mate the human heart for relief, and yet no relief goes to them; but, 
instead of that, we put taxesupon them to double the pay of others 
no better than themselves. That is what I complain of. 

I complain, sir, that here when we get into the Senateof the United 
States we forget the constituency that is behind us; we forget the 
suffering, the poverty, and privations of the men, the women, and 
children who make up the aggregation of population of this great Re- 
public; we forget what they have to suffer, what they have to endure, 
and we make them the hewers of wood and the drawers of water for 
some classes who have enjoyed higher privileges and more of the bless- 
ings of governmental recognition than they have. I will not detain 
the Senate now, but I say to Senators that in my judgment it will 
not be long until the American people will call a halt upon this ex- 
travagance. X 

I called attention this morning to what I referred to some days ago, 
that the expenditures of this Federal Government were four times over 
more than the expenditures of all the State governments, with a large 
remainder besides. This is calculated to awaken the attention of citi- 
zens, if it can not reach the mental organism of Senators. When we 
think of forty-four States administered with less than one-fourth ot 
the expenditures of the Government of the United States, it is some- 
thing to arrest attention. I do not doubt it grows out of the fact that 
here we are removed too far from the people to feel our responsibilities 
to them, In the State governments, where the legislators are under 
the immediate eye of the people, such things would invoke reprobation 
and condemnation, Here we are so far removed from the people and 
this Federal machine has grown so wonderfully great that the people 
can not comprehend what we are doing. They can not comprehend 
the character of the extravagance that marks the progress of this Gov- 
ernment. : 

Why, sir, during Mr. Buchanan’s Administration about $70,000,000 
was the expenditure. Now the expenditures are six times as much, 
and the growth of this Government does not justifyan expendituresix 
times as great as that of thirty years ago. 

Mr. SPOONER, TheSenator ought not to forget that that Adminis- 
tration was getting ready to charge upon this country about a hundred 
millions of pensions. f 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the Senator is very unjust. I knew Mr. 
Buchanan. I know that his feelings were as strong for the Union as 
those of any man with whom I was acquainted. I know, too, thatit 
has been popular with certain classes of politicians to charge other- 
wise. He was somewhat unfortunate in not being able to agree with 
either of the extreme lines of thought of his day. He was intensely 
devoted to the Union, and yet he did not see under the Constitution 
how he was to use force. 

Mr. MORRILL. He agreed not to use it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] laughs 
at that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Everybody else laughs at that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Rawle, who was a Northern man and an anti- 
slavery man, who studied that question in the privacy of his office, and 
Whose work upon the Constitution was the standard at the Military 
Academy at West Point, after surveying the field, could find no au- 
thority forthe use of force. Our ablest writer on international law, 
a Northern man, an antislavery man, studying the question in his li- 
brary, reached the same conclusion that Mr. Rawle reached. In the 
convention which formed the Constitution, when Alexander Hamilton 
proposed repression and coercion of refractory States, it was voted down 
by the convention. 

I do not mention this now as controlling the views which prevail at 
this day, but I mention it as some of the things which the President 
of the United States might then have well considered, the opinion of 
the ablest law writers in this country, who were in sympathy with 
him. I know that under the amendments of the Constitution that 
now is changed, and that question about the right of a State to secede 
from the Union has been settled by the amendments of the Constitu- 
tion. It is no longer an open question. I only call attention to it be- 
cause the facts to which I have referred might well have been consid- 
ered by President Buchanan. At that time I felt for him, because I 
was satisfied that both Northern men and Southern men did him great 
injustice, and I believe so to-day. 


I donot believe there was a purer patriot in this land than Mr. 
Buchanan; I do not believe there was one who was more anxious to 
see the Union preserved than was Mr. Buchanan; but he felt the em- 
barrassment of the circumstances to which I have referred. I stated 
that because I do not think the flings at him onthat account are justi- 
fied, at leastin this great body. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer than I intended, 
and I end with the reflection that I began with, that the people who 
pay taxes, the people who control and suffer under privations and 
misfortunes at home, are entitled to some respect while the Congress 
is bestowing its bounties on its favored classes. 

Mr. BERRY, Mr. President, I think it is tolerably well known in 
this Chamber that I have never voted to put any man on the retired 
list who has resigned his commission in the Army and afterwards entered. 
civilpursnits. I voted against the bill to put General “ Baldy ” Smith 
and General Rosecrans and all the other generals who had gone out of 
the Army on the retired list. If this were a proposition to-day to 
retire General Rosecrans or any other general Ishould oppose it, Iam 
entirely opposed to that character of legislation, But that is not the 
proposition. 

When the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] attempts to make it 
appear that this provision in this House bill will reduce the expendi- 
ture one dollar, he misstates the caseentirely. He well knowsthatthere- 
sult would simply be that General Rosecrans would lose the civil office 
that he now holds and would not be taken off the retired list of the 
Army. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have never at any time said it wonld reduce the 
expenses of the Government, but I have saidit was an outrage todouble 
salaries. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘While I am not in favor of retiring any man who has 
resigned from the Army, neither am I in favor of giving to the widow 
of any officer a larger pension than that given to the widow of a private 
soldier. I have opposed it everywhere and intend to oppose it, but I 
do not like to do anything indirectly that I do not dare todo directly. 

Everybody knows that the sole object of this provision is to benefit 
some hungry patriot who wants the civil position that General Rose- 
crans holds in one ot the Departments of this Government. The Ad- 
ministration has not seen fit to call for his resignation; and for reasons 
of its own, I suppose, does not desire to doso, and this indirect method 
is sought to get that place without calling upon General Rosecrans to 
resign or removing him from the position which he now holds. I do 
not think that it is just and I do not think itis fair. If the Adminis- 
tration wants that place for some Republican, let the Administration 
take the usual course to get it, and not seek by legislation to strike at 
this man simply because he happens to be a Democrat and some one 
wants the position he holds. That is the true situation of the case. 
As I said before, I shall never vote to do indirectly what I have not 
the nerve and cournge to do directly. 

Mr. President, I say this provision will not save the Government 
one dollar, and if it be right to give the men who served in the Fed- 
eral Army retired pay, on which I express no opinion, undoubtedly, if 
they can eke out an additional subsistence by engaging in other em- 
ployment, they have a right to doit. What difference does it make 
to the people of these United States of America whether General Rose- 
crans draws that $4,000 from a civil appointment or whether some 
other man draws it? 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator speaks of it as if nobody but General 
Rosecrans was involved. Did he hear the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] read the long list involved in this amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. I did not. 

Mr. REAGAN. General Rosecrans is only one, and I referred to him 
because I had before me the figures as to the amount of money he re- 
ceives from the Government. 

Mr. BERRY. Iunderstind that the men who are intended to be 
struck at are General Rosecrans and General Baldy Smith. That is 
well known, and there is no nse of concealing it. ‘Those are the men 
who hold civil positions whom the Administration has not seen proper 
to remove. They have the right to remove them. I would man eie 
the President if he removed them. They are Democrats, and I donot 
say that they should hold the places, but I do object to the President 
seeking to do through Congress what the Administration has not seen 
proper to do and has itself the right to do, 

As I said before, this does not add one dollar to the expenses of the 
people of the United States, and how ean the Senator from Texas ap- 
oi to the Senate in behalf of the widows and orphans on this bill 
when he knows that it does not cost them an additional penny ? 

I repeat that I believe, when officers have left the service and engaged 
in civil business and have failed, thatis their misfortune, and they ought 
not to come back to Congress and ask to be retired. As I have said, I 
never voted for one of them and I never intend to; nor do I believe in 
the law which the Senator from Wisconsin has read, that these men 
should be preferred for civil positions. I believe that each man should 
take his chances in this world. I do not object that the private soldier 
who was shot in battle or who lost a limb should be preferred. I say 
that I believe the Government ought to take care of them, but for this 
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great army of generals, who come here from time to time asking that. 


they be placed upon the people of this country, I have no sympathy. 

Tsay that they ought to be men enough to take care of themselves, 
and not be fastened upon the Government. At the same time, if these 
laws exist, if a man is getting retired pay by law, if he can get another 
place, then I can not see that anybody is injured by it, and I say it 
would be class legislation to pass a law that would cut them out. 

I believe the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
- [Mr. Hawnrey] should be adopted, and if these generals hold civil 
positions they ought not to hold, there is a mode and a method under 
the Constitution by which those places can be obtained, and then it will 
not go forth to the country that a Republican Congress, in order to get 
one or two more places, resorted to this indirect method as if they did 
not have the courage to do it in the direct and open way. 

Mr. ALLEN.. Mr. President, I am very heartily in favor of the pro- 
posed amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
A case which came under my own observation impresses the propriety 
of that amendment strongly upon my mind. Before the admission of 
my State into the Union, when the Territory of Washington existed 
by virtue of Congressional legislation and had no authority to create 
an office contrary toa statute of the United States, a one-armed sol- 
dier, a retired officer, had been elected county auditor of one of the 
larger counties of the Territory. He filled the position acceptably to 
the public; but, in the course of time, being involved in political con- 
troversies, some political opponents availed themselves of an existing 
statute, such as this would be without the proposed amendment, to 
question his right to hold his position because he was upon the retired 
list, and succeeded in obtaining a judgment ousting him from the of- 
fice. Here was a gentleman who had served his country gallantly on 
many a battlefield and attested that service in the loss of hisarm, who 
was eminently qualified for this civil position, and who was holding it 
acceptably to the public at large, but was adjudged disqualified be- 
cause of the existence of a statute like this. 

Tt seems to me, Mr. President, the only questions that can be in- 
volved in this measure are these: Is the holding of such a position under 
the United States inconsistent with the position of a retired officer? 
No reason has been advanced hereto show thatit is. In thenextplace, 
does the Government thereby involve itself in any additional expendi- 
ture? There is no claim whatever that it does. The only question 
then is whether these men, who may fairly compete in all civil avoca- 
tions, shall have the door of opportunity closed against them for these 
political preferments. : 

In suchacaseas hasbeen mentioned here—that of General Rosecrans, 
already receiving alarge salary as a retired officer—the propriety of the 
appointment rests with the appointing power. Itis with the authority 
that appoints to such positions to determine whether the one who holds 
a place upon the retired list is so well provided for that it would not 
be wise to give him an additional position under the Government; but 
the fact that he does hold that position ought to no extent whatever 
to debar him from this opportunity which is held out to all other cit- 
izens of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This debate, Mr. President, has been some- 
what singular and surprising in more respects than one. ‘The efferves- 
cence of all the pent-up fund of declamation, sentiment, and patriotism 
to which we have been treated I am sure was not looked for, and I 
am equally sure that it is sadly out of place in this connection. But 
this debate has developed another fact which is more pleasing, and 
that is that it is certainly a purely nonpolitical question that the Sen- 
ate is engaged in considering. 

The issue involved here has been stated after a fashion that was mis- 
leading, I think. I do not agree with the presentation made by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. I do not think that his objec- 
tion is well taken when he rests it upon the charge that this provision 
of the bill is an inhibition upon the appointive power of the President, 
that Congress has no right either to do away with or to restrict the 
power conferred upon the Executive by the provisions of the Federal 
Constitution. The proposed paragraph, which it is now sought to 
amend, does not do any such thing. ‘The President hasa perfectright 
to send to this Senate for confirmation the name of eyery man on the 
retired list of the Army to-day if he pleases, and the Senate, under the 
operasion of this bill, should it become a law, may go on and confirm 

em all, 

Neither the President’s right to nominate, nor the right of the Senate 
toconfirm, nor the right of aretired officer to hold office is in anywise in- 
terfered with. Itsimply gives to that appointee the right of election. 
It does not require him to surrender permanently the advantage of 
his place upon the retired list of the Army in order that he may accept 
a civil position. It simply says for the time being he may take his 
choice and determine on the question of salaries. If he wishes, he may 
hold either one of the offices, but he shall not receive the pay for both 
during the same period of service. 

Now, I do not see that that is such a grievous hardship upon these 
worthy veterans of the late war, whose crippled condition and whose 
untold sufferings have been painted in such glowing colors to us by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}. I think that Senator 


pleading against that untold army of just as worthy soldiers as they 
in whose ranks no diminution has yet appeared and in whose ardor and 
patriotism there seems to be no flinching, for they are as ready toserve 
the Government to-day as they have been for the last twenty-five years, 

Here are a few Federal officers singled out, and we are told to pity 
them because of the proscription that this provision of the bill would 
impose upon them, and they find eloquent advocates here to plead their 
cause, but who speaks for that million anda half of worthy Federal 
soldiers who are not on the retired list and who are to-day anxiously 
inquiring for an opportunity to get upon the pay rolls of this Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Everybody speaks for them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I have not heard an-advocate open his mouth 
for them this evening. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But there are two imperative sections of the stat- 
utes of the United States directing the Government to employ them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Then the Government has not discharged its 
duty nor obeyed the law, for I will venture that the Senator from Con- 


necticut, in the light of his personal experience, if he answered can- 


didly, as he would if he answered atall, would say that he could, with- 
out the aid of a search warrant, find fifty thousand men among his 
constituency who would be very glad to get the places that are now 
represented by men on the retired list. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, yes; they would like to get the Senator’s 
place and my place, too. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. Give them a chance, then. They 
have a chance to get your place, but you will not give them a chance 
to get these. 

Mr. President, there is an issue involved here that ought to be 
stripped of all this fustianand integument and looked at candidly and 
fairly, Ifitis right in principle it ought to be adopted; if itis un- 
sound and false in principle, it should be repudiated. How are we 
going to defend the position taken by the Senator who moved the 
amendment here? I do not intend to dissent from a single word that 
has been spoken in commendation or praise of any of the eleven offi- 
cers whose names are borne upon that list. Someof them I know per- 
sonally, others I know by reputation, and I have not a doubt in my 
mind that each and every man upon that list deserves everything that 
has been said and all that can be said on his behalf and in his praise. 

The country is grateful to the men who saved it. The country ap- 
preciates the sacrifices and the heroism of the soldiers who battled for 
its maintenance. The country is grateful to every public servant, 
whether he be soldier or citizen, and the country will never cease to 
hold in grateful memory the service that these crippled men rendered 
in the years thatlie behind us. The country is grateful to every mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives and every member of this Senate, 
whether it was twenty-five years ago or but a few daysago, who came 
out, putting patriotism above party, and rendered faithful service for 
the preservation of its institutions. 

But when the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], acting upon 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], proposes 
to modify the amendment as submitted by the Senator from Connecti- 
-cut [Mr. HAWLEY] so asto deny this rightto all men upon the retired 
list, save those who were sent there and retired for wounds, I would 
suggest that if direction of method be what the Senator wants to em- 
ploy, assuggested by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Berry ],youmight 
modify that proposed amendment to theamendmentand make it shorter 
and yet make it no plainer, if you would just propose that this pro- 
vision shall apply to General Rosecrans and General Smith and nobody 
else. I take it the Senate is hardly ready to do that. It may be un- 
fortunate that they differ in their political conclusions fromthe major- 
ity in this Chamber, but I am not willing to believe—and in the face 
of this discussion I certainly am notinduced to belieye—that it is the 
purpose of the Senate to make any such discrimination or distinction 
as that. 

Now, sir, this is not a proposition originated by the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate. I beg the Senator to remember that it 
came here from the House of Representatives embodied in this bill. 
We found it here when it was referred tothe Senate Committee on 
Appropriations. We gave it fair consideration. That committee was 
in no wise extreme in its views or its conclusions. On the contrary, 
they hesituted as to what recommendation they should make or whether 
they should make any recommendation at all to, the Senate upon this 
question. Being in doubt, we left the bill in that respect as we re- 
ceived it from the other House. So that it is the proposition of a Re- 
publican House, submitted here by a majority of Republican Senators 
for the Senate to consider dispassionately and fairly, and determine 
whether it is a sound and a correct principle or whether itis a vicious 
and bad one, 

Mr, President, I will not repeat the suggestion that where there are 
but eleven men here on whose behalf these appeals are being made, 
there is not a loyal State in this Union in which there are not more 
than 11,000 Federal ex-soldiers as brave, as patriotic, as honest, as 
deserving, and doubtless as needy, who want one or the other of the 
advantages that these few selected gentlemen are receiving from the 


forgets when he is pleading the cause of eleyen ex-soldiers that he is | Government to-day. 
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Mr.HAMPTON. Mr. President, theamendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut meets my hearty approval, and I do notseé in the 
argument of my friend from Kentucky if we do not the amend- 
ment how it would open the field any wider than it is now for those 
disabled Federal soldiers who are all over the country. I concur fully 
in what has been said so eloquently by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
the Senator from Tennessee, the Senator from Louisiana, and the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, and I should be unwilling, and I haye been al- 
ways unwilling while I have had the honor of holding a seatin the Sen- 
ate, to refuse to do honor to a Federal soldier. 

As long as the flag of the Confederacy braved the battles and the 
breeze I wasa loyal soldier toit,and it is no disloyalty now to say thatif 
that flag had been floating to the present day I should have been under 
its folds or under the sod. But when it went down in defeat, but not 
in dishonor, I recognized that I resumed allegiance to the General Gov- 
ernment, and of those who fought the Federal soldier I would be the 
last man in the Senate or in the South or in the Union torefuse to do 
justice to those who had been my opponents, brave opponents, in the 
war, I earnestly trust that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut will pass. 

The Senator from Wisconsin alluded toa gallant soldier whom I 
know well, Major Huxford, but he omitted to state that Congress has 
decorated him and others because they had formed to lead a forlorn 
hope. Crippled, wounded, suffering, suffering as I know every man 
does who bears a bullet in his body, would you strike down that man 
simply because he in endeavoring to support his family seeks some 
other employment, and when the Government would not be relieved 
of one dollar of expenses if you did it? 

Mr. President, I think it is a picayane business for a great Govern- 
ment like this to refuse to honor the soldiers who fought under its flag, 
and I for one, though I did not do it, will never consent by my vote 
tostrike down a wounded Federal soldier. [Manifestations ofapplause 
in the galleries. ] 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I understand it has been held by 
the courts that the retired*pay of an officer holds the status of a pen- 
sion, and that virtually the retired officers of the Government are the 
pensioners of this country. Whether that has been held or not as a 
matter of law, it stands in fact in that positions ‘The retired pay is 
the compensation which is rendered to soldiers for services rendered by 
them to the Government, and especially is it true in regard to officers 
like those named upon this list who hold one of two positions, either 
retired because of disability from wounds or who have been retired by 
the vote of Congress as a special badge of honor for their distinguished 
services to their country. Yet this proviso proposes to take those two 
classes, comprising in the whole less than a dozen men, and in the most 
invidious way say that they shall not have the right or the privilege of 
serving their country. It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is small 
business; it is aiming cannon at swallows. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 16, a proposed amendment 
by the Committee on Appropriations was passed over. 
taken up. The Secretary will read the amendment. 

The Secretary. The committee report to strike out the proviso 
after line 15, on page 16, as follows: : 

Provided, That in expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad 
company which obtained a grant of public Jand toaid in the construction of its 
railroad on condition that such railroad should bea post route and military road, 
subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other 
Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may im- 
pose restricting the charges for such Government tunsportation having claims 
ngainst the United States for transportation of any kind over such railroad, 
shall only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision 
on the basis of not exceeding 59 percent. of the compensation for such Govern- 
ment transportation as shall be charged to and paid by private parties tosaid 
company for like and similar transportation. 

Mr. GORMAN. TI understood that the Senator from Iowa offered a 
substitute for that proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the clause proposed to be stricken out were stricken out he would move 
an amendment to come in after the word ‘‘service,’’ in line 8, which 
amendment was read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask that that amendment may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iows will be read. 

The SECRETARY., After the word “service,’’ in line 8, page 17, add 
the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, Thatin expending the money appropriated by this acta rail- 
road company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States, and 
which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad 
on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other Gov- 
ernment service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may impose, 
restricting the charges for such Government transportation having claims 
against the United States for transportation of any kind oversuch railroad, shall 
rao! Pi paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision on the 
basis of such rate for the transportation of troops and munitions of war as the 
Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoing provision, 
such rate nat to exceed 70 per cent. of the compensation for such Govarnmsns 
transportation as shall at the time be charged to and paid by private parties to 


any such com 
to be paid shall be accepted as In full for all 


sition the bill will be in then. 
these land-grant roads, not more than 50 per cent. of the full amount 
of service shall be paid. As I caught the reading of the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa, it provides that the compensation shall notex- 
ceed 70 per cert. I did not hear the Senator’s explanation fully before, 
owing to some confusion in the Chamber, and Ishould like to have him 
state the case as he understands it. 


States free from to 
property or troops of the United States, Now, the Supreme Court has 


to the use of the 
ment service, and also subject to such regulations as Co 
stricting the charges for such Government transportation, 


It will now be- 


The Senator from Iowa stated thatif 


ny for like and similar tra’ rtation; and the amountso fixed 


emands for such service. 


Mr.GORMAN, I trust ths Senator from Iowa will now favorus with 


a statement as to the effect of the amendment, if adopted, striking out 
the proviso. 
mencing at line 10, proposes to let these words remain in the bill: 


I understand the Senator from Iowa, on page 16, com- 


For the payment of Army transportation lawfally due such land- t rail- 


roads a3 have not received aid in Government bonds (to be adjusted in accord- 
ance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such land- 
grant acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per cent, of the full amountof the 
service be paid, 3 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that the 


language read by the Senator remains, and the proviso found on page 
17, beginning with ‘‘ Provided further ’’ (the word “further”? should 
be stricken out), follows the text read by the Senator from Maryland; 
and the proviso which I propose, under the direction of the committee, 
will follow at the end, before the appropriating clause. 


Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator from Iowa will explain the po- 


We find on page 16 that, in regard to 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘The clause relating to the 50 per cent. is a provi- 


sion under various land granis which provides that the railroad shall 


remain a public A ithe for the use of the Government of the United 
l or other charge upon the transportation of any 


held that that means that the Government may take any of these rail- 
roads and transport its own property over them, using the roadbed, 


and that it does not include the cost of transportation, the rolling 
stock, cars, motive power, ete. 


That is the general provision in relation to these land-grant roads, 


but some four or five of them do not have that provision, but have in 
lieu of it a provision which I will also read as applicable to four or five 
of these roads, a provision which states that: 


Said Atlantic and Pacific — 
I read from the Atlantic and Pacific Railway grant— 


Railway, or Tea thereof, shall be a post route and military road, subject 
nited States for postal, military, naval, and all other Govern- 
ngress may impose re- 


The provision as it comes to us from the other House not only under- 
takes to restrict in an army appropriation bill the charges for army 
transportation, such as troops and munitions of war, but it also under- 
takes to regulate the charges which shall be made for the transmis- 
sion of the mails over these railways. 

In my judgment, at least, a different regulation perhaps should be 
made as respects the mails of the United States from that which applies 
to the troops of the United States. Troops are transported as other 
persons are transported usnally and when transported in large num- 
bers at special rates and under special considerations. Munitions of 
war are transported as other freight is transported, But when you 
come to the question of regulating the mails of the United States, 
which are transported wholly under contract with the Government, 
which has not any similar transportation by which it can be judged, 
oiten going upon rapid trains, etc., I do not believe, nor do the com- 
mittee believe, as I understand, that it is wise for us in this army 
appropriation bill to undertake, without information upon the subject, 
to regulate the whole question of Government transportation. 

Therefore we recommend the striking out of this proviso, and recom- 
mend the regulation as respects the transportation of troops and muni- 
tions of war, not by fixing an arbitrary sum of 50 percent.—that may 
be too much; I donot know whether it is too much as respects some 
one or another of these land-grant railways, andit may be too little as 
respects some of them—but the amendment proposed here requires the 
Secretary of War, who is the administrative officer as respects the ex- 
penditures of the sums for the trausportation of supplies, etc., to ex- 
amine into this question and to allow such sum as may be just and 
reasonable. Of course he will hear the parties who desire to be heard 
upon the subject. 

We, however, believed, at least I believed, that these provisions were 
put in these land-grant acts for some substantive purpose, and that, 
therefore, they did reserve to Congress the right in some way to regu- 
late the rates for transportation of troops and munitions of war. So 
we have inserted in the amendment a limitation that it shall not ex- 
ceed 70 per cent, of the amount charged forlike transportation. That 
may be too much, but it is a limitation upon the power of the Secre- 
tary of War in making up his decision upon this question. 

That is all there is of it. We found this provision here in the bill, 
and we were compelled of course to examine it with some haste, with- 
out an opportunity of making such an investigation as probably ought 
to be made as respects a question involving so many interests and so 
many different people, but we have endeavored to put this in shape so 
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that it can be fairly considered by the Secretary of War upon what is 
described as a just and reasonable price. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my friend from Iowa answer me one ques- 
tion? I find it difficult to understand it clearly in looking over the 
text of the bill as we have it before us and trying to catch the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa from the reading at the Clerk’s 
desk. I beg to ask him, if this proposedamendment which he has sub- 
mitted and which he did prepare at the request of the committee, but 
which we bad neyer seen until to-day, shall be incorporated and agreed 
to here, will or willit not leave this portion of the bill with a maximum 
cf 50 per cent. applied to the land-grant roads that received no bonded 
aid from the Government, and with a maximum of 70 per cent. applicd 
to the other class of roads, those that did receive bonded aid? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment which I sent to the desk does not 
apply to the roads that received bonded aid: I understand that the 
roads which have received bonded aid of the Government come under 
an entirely different rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call the Senator’s attention to the point Iam 
trying to get at. It is whether the lines on page 16, from 10 to 15, in- 
clusive, in which is fixed a maximum rate of compensation of 50 per 
cent., do not apply to roads that have received no bonded aid from the 

' Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They do not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
now pending should be adopted, would the lines to which I refer, from 
10 to 15, inclusive, on page 16, be left with 50 per cent. as the basis of 
calculation, and then would 70 per cent. be established as the basis to 
be applied in the case of other roads—in short, roads that have received 
bonded aid? i 

Mr. ALLISON. The 50 per cent. provision found in the text ofthe 
bill is not changed or touched, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, That remains? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatremains, because that applies only to one class 
ofrailroads, namely, those railroads which did not receive bonded aid, 
and those railroads which by their charters or grants were required to 
transport troops and munitions of war free from toll or other charge 
are the class of railroads contemplated.in the amendment, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They come under the 50 per cent. provision? 

Mr. ALLISON. They come under the 50 per cent. provision. Now, 
then, the bonded roads, consisting of the Union Pacific, the Central 
Pacific, etc., come under still other provisions and are not dealt with 
in this bill, as I understand it, or are not intended to be dealt with in 
the bill, either by the text found as it comes from the other House or 
by the amendment which I propose. 

This amendment proposes to leave the bond-aided railroads in ex- 
actly the position in which they are now by existing law; that is to 
say, they are under what is known as the Thurman act, and their en- 
tire proceeds, or a certain portion of their proceeds, are paid into the 
Treasury. They come under their charters under a different rule, so 
they are not dealt with either in the amendment which I propose or 
in the bill as it came from the other House, as I understand it. 

The only difference between the text as relates to land-grant rail- 
roads and the amendment which I propose is that difference which 
allows the Secretary of War to say what shall be just and reasonable 
under restrictions authorized by the original act, but that in making 
up what shall be just and reasonable he shall not exceed 70 per cent. 
of the amount charged to other persons, 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I think it is unfortunate always 
when there is an attempt made on an appropriation bill to change the 
existing law relating toa matter of transportation material to these 
Government roads or in any case. It has grown up, however, of late, 
much to be regretted, and I hope will never be repeated again in the 

- history of our country, that these provisions are inserted in appropria- 
tion bills, and practically without consideration, certainly with no fair 
debate. They came to this body in that shape at the last session of 
Congress, and they have done so at this, to perplexand annoy the com- 
mittees and the Senate, I believe if the opportunity had been offered 
or granted the provision that we have just disposed of, relating to re- 
tired army officers, would probably have never reached this body, and 
so with this, 

But we have a condition of affairs in the country where itseems that 
everybody who can do so without assigning a reason for it is catering 
to a public sentiment against corporations. That they ought to be 
restricted and kept within bounds we all agree, but to attempt to fix 
an iron rule, possibly an unjust one, without consideration, is a great 
wrong; and I am very glad that the chairman of the committee, an- 
thorized by his committee, has prepared an amendment which, hastily 
prepared ashe says, nothaving had time, as he could nothave had time 
to consider these matters as deliberately as ought to be done even by 
the Committee on Appropriations during this session, Ihave no doubt 
“4 a very much better provision than the one that came from the other 

ouse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is trae. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator from Kentucky says that is true. I 
think so, beyond question. 

Now, the other House attempted by this provision to change the 


Michigan, and in the North generally. 


whole rule, to repeal the existing law, and to do it arbitrarily, with- 
out, as it appears from anything that I can find in the public records, 
any reason assigned for doing it except one, and that was that all the 
roads west of Chicago, including not only the land-grant roads and the 
aided roads, but all the railroads, had entered into a combination to 
fix prices, and for that purpose had formed an association in which 
they proposed to have a committee, I think, of three or four gentlemen. 
I will not trouble the Senate with reading the resolutions and the con- 
stitution or rule, whatever it may be, they adopted by which they can 
atbitrarily ‘fix rates not only to the Government, but to everybody 
else. That is the only reason that I find assigned why this legislation 
should be had now. 

Mr. President, that would be manifestly unfair and unjust to the 
railroads. It would probably havea tendency tobankruptthem. We 
are in a condition to-day in this country, owing to the legislation that 
we have already had, leaving the door open, and open wide, to the 
Canadian interest which is on our northern border with its land-grant 
roads and its aided roads and roads run for military purposes, to ham- 
per and restrict and almost destroy the commercial prosperity of the 
lines within our own borders; and from what I can see of the provi- 
sion as it came to us it would unquestionably have a tendency to jeop- 
ardize tbis great American interest, which is already so hard pressed 
because of the inequalities of the conditions between it and the Cana- 
dian roads, But I believe that the proviso on page 16, as it came from 
the other House, goes beyond anything that was contemplated before, 
and I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether I am mistaken 
in supposing that that provision as it comes to us would apply to every 
land-grant railroad—I mean its entire line that has been acquired sinco 
and without the aid of the Government toall the branches? Itstrikes 
me that that is the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the phraseology of the provision as it came 
to us would apply to the entire line of road, because it does not use 
the phraseology of the grant, ‘‘such road or any part thereof,”’ but it 
provides that any railway company which obtained a grant of Jand 
shall receive 50 per cent., etc, . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, let me ask the Senator in this connec- 
tion, under the operation of this bill as it came to us from the other 
House, should we leave in what itis now proposed to strike out, would 
it not have the effect, for instance,in the case of the Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy road, which I believe, in round numbers, has about 4,000 
miles of road, and on about 450 miles of which it did receive aid in the 
shapo of land grants from the Government, to subject to a 50 per cent. 
rate of charge all of the work that was done by that road over 4,000 
miles because of the aid got on 450 miles? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not had timeto examinein detail the char- 
ters of all the land-grant roads, as there are a great number of them, 
but I think the phraseology of the bill, if it should turn out that a 
part ofthe Chicago, Burlington and Quincy as now constituted had re- 
ceived a land grant subject to these conditions, would apply to the 
whole of it, and so of any other road. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if the chairman of the committee has so 
modified that provision as to prevent such a construction, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; I bave. J 

Mr. CULLOM. By striking out all the lines through which the 
marks are drawn? 

Mr. ALLISON. Those are strickenout. Now, if the Senator from 
Maryland will allow me a moment—— 

Mr, GORMAN. Certainly; I am glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the difficulty with this provision is that it 
was inserted on the floor of the House, and injected into the middle of 
another amendment, and therefore made the last proviso of the other 
amendment apply to the particular amendment proposed by the House, 
thus makiny it rather inconsistent with itself. So the amendment I 
submit is proposed independent of the original text asfound in the bill 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations of the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand that amendment, it is in effect, 
as I caught the idea presented by the Senator, that he simply provides 
that this whole matter shall be remitted to the Secretary of War so far 
as concerns the cost of the transportation of troops and munitions of 
war, ctc., and limits the Secretary to 70 por cent. of their ordinary 
charge; that is, that it shall not exceed 70 per cent. for the purpose of 
giving to the railroad companies which are interested the right to go 
before the Secretary of War, and he may make somo definite arrange- 
ments; in other words, putting the responsibility upon this cexeeutiyo 
officer for a fair charge. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is what I propose. 

.~Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Iowa tells me that is his object. 
Now, there area class of these roads, I understand, which under their 
charters are required to carry the troopsand munitions without charge. 
I read now from astatement made elsewhere by Mr. CUTCHEON, of 
Michigan, which I take it for granted is a fair extract from the law: 

if of iand- 
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post routes and freé of toll. Under the decision of the Supreme Court thoy re- 
ceive 50 per cent. of the ordinary rates for transportation done forthe United 
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Now, the first provision on the subject in the bill as it comes to us, 
and which is retained, I understand, covers that case. Mr. CUTCHEON 
proceeds: 

There is another class of charters, if I may call them such, in which it is de- 
clared that the roads shall not only be po: routes and public highways, and 
be free of any toll or charge to the United States, but there are further provi- 
sions. I take as an instance the Oregon and California road, where I find this: 

“ And said railroad shall be and remain a public highway for the use of the 
Government of the United States free of all toll or other charges upon the trans- 
portation of the property or troops of the United States; and the same shall be 
transported over said road nt tho cost, charge, and expense of the corporations 
or companies owning or operating the same, when so required by the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” 

Now, there is a case, and it is only one of them, where under the or- 
ganic law they are required to charge only the actual cost. This isa 
ease in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, as a matter of fact, of that particular class 
of roads there are only two, the Oregon and California and the Cali- 
fornia and Oregon; and they are really one road. I think they are re- 
quired to transport free of all charge; that is to say, they receive noth- 
ing for the transportation of troops or munitions of war. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. He isa member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The proviso to this general provision on page 17 reads: 

Provided, further, That such compensation shall in all such cases be computed 
upon the basis of the tariff or lower special rates for like transportation per- 
formed for the public at large, 

What is the meaning of that phrase, ‘‘computed upon the basis of 
the tariff or lower special rates for like transportation?’’ I hardly 
know what the meaning of that expression is. 

Mr. GORMAN. The intention is unquestionably this—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I can tell the Senator from Illinois if the Senator 
from Maryland will allow me. 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The phraseology, ‘special rates,” comes down from 
seyeral years, Those words were inserted before the interstate-com- 
merce bill passed, and they have come along down in these appropria- 
tion bills without change of phraseology. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘I think they are absolutely necessary there now, 
because the Interstate Commerce Commission have, in the case of roads 
that come in competition witha line by sea, permitted them, on certain 
classes of goods, to make low special rates. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand; but it says, “‘Computed upon the 
basis of the tariff or lower special rates.” Ido not exactly know what 
that means. 

Mr. SPOONER. The tariffrate might be one thing and an excursion 
rate might be another. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly; and the lowest tariff rate that might be 
given to the public, I would understand; but there are higher rates 
and lower rates and lowest rates sometimes. I think it would be 
somewhat dificult for an administrative officer to determine exactly 
on what basis to settlea claim for transportation under that expression. 

Mr. GORMAN. I agree with the Senator from Illinois that there is 
some difficulty about it; but my belief is that the Senator from Iowa, 
who is the chairman of the committee and who was authorized to pre- 

re this amendment (although I had not seen it until I heard it read 
Be to-day), has made the only proper provision that can be made 
under all the circumstances, saying that the amount of compensation 
shall not exceed 70 per cent. and putting the whole matter in the 
hands of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SPOONER. Within that limit. 

Mr. GORMAN. Within that limit; so that the Secretary of War, 
as I trust, and as I think it is fair to all of these interests, will before 
fixing these matters give the roads an opportunity to present their case 
and maken fair allowance for the service to be rendered. 

I think it is the only fair way that it can be done, and as I said a 
momentago, while I have not theslightestinterestin these railroads, on 
the contrary, my general impression has been that they have not dealt 
fairly and liberally with the Government; I think they ought to have 
been held to a more strict account in the past and possibly in the fu- 
ture; at thesame time I think it goes beyond the mere question of dol- 
lars and cents as between the Governmentandtheserailroads. Ithink 
we have remained here, and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] 
has labored to bring about a better state of affairs with them, but I 
think that we have by the legislation heretofore had, which I have 
parimpaiec in with my friend from Illinois, in the endeavor to regu- 

ate them, to prevent them from discriminating as between localities 
and cities, imposed upon them such conditions that they are throttled, 
they are jeopardized, and unless we come to their relief by putting 
such conditions or substantially equal conditions upon the Canadian 
roads immediately to the north of this great system of onrs, the day 
is not far distant when you will bankrupt overy road which the Gov- 
ernment has aided heretofore. 

Mr. President, I know it is said that in a section of our common 
country—and when you come toa question of that sort I mean the 
eastern section of our country, the New England States, and the coun- 
try immediately upon the chain of Great Sees and on the Canadian 
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border—a lively and intense interest has been taken in the Canadian 
roads. They have received an encouragement from our people that 
simply has astounded me. Those who can use them atas rate of 
cost without any thought or regard of the great interest df this country 
have strength enough up to this time to prevent Congress from puttin, 
them under restrictions as we have our own roads, and I look forw: 

to the time at no distant day when it must be one of the great ques- 
tions which the American people will be compelled to take hold of, 
They will recognize that it is one of the most threatening aspects of 
our whole foreign relations if we are to maintain our system, and if it 
is permitted to go on in the way in which we have permitted it to go 
on, it will lead to a great rupture before the matter is settled. 

I believe on that line of the lakes through to the Pacific will be the 
center of the great population of this continent, a country the develop- 
ment of which is the marvel of the age; and I am not prepared by any 
vote that I shall give now to embarrass the people who control this 
great American interest, this great railroad system. I think they are 
threatened, and I know how popular it is for the moment, for the day, 
to vote for any proposition that looks like hampering these roads and 
reducing their charges, I subscribe to the proposition that we should 
keep them within reasonable bounds, and any measure to prevent ex- 
tortion upon our people will always haye my support. 

But I am not content to vote for such a proposition as comes to the 
Senate from the House of Representatives, which I believe would not 
give the slightest relief to any citizen of the United States, but would 
tend to destroy this great American interest, and I am glad that the 
chairman of the committee, with his long experience in Congress, and 
with his full knowledge ofthis entire subject, witha desire, as hasalways 
been shown in every act of his life, to promote the best interest of the 
Government, has given us an opportunity to vote down this House 
proposition and adopt the amendment which he proposes, and face, if 
it is necessary, the temporary storm that is sweeping over the country 
ofa raid upon these corporations. It is time that all ofusshould take 
astand; and I say that in the presence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, who I know feels as I do about this 
matter. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator prepared to sustain any policy or legis- 
lation that will take away from the producer in the Northwestern 
States of Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, the Dakotas, and the region 
including Montana the benefit of that competifion that is gained by 
Canadian routes from that section to the extreme East or the Atlantic 
coast? Does the Senator believe in a policy or in a system of legisla- 
tion that will shut out from competition Canadian railroads, the opera- 
tion of which is to reduce the price of transportation to the producer in 
the Western region and the consumer in the Eastern region? I ask 
the Senator that question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I answer no. I want to say to the 
Senator from Maine that he stands us I do in opposition to opening the 
door for the cheap transportation that might be had by Ttalian ships, 
hy English tramps, and by the ships of any nation on the face of the 
earth in our coastwise trade. There hestandsas this country has stood 
from the beginning, and I agree with him in'that matter of transporta- 
tion along the Atlantic coast. It belongs to our American people and 
we have excluded from it the ships that ply under any other flag. 
That is right, and under that system you have the finest fleet of ves- 
sels known in the world. You have had the cost of transportation re- 
duced ton minimum. There is no service in the world that is equal 
to it as to cost or as to efficiency. 

Now, you go to the land and we have at the cost of millions and 
millions of acres of land and hundreds of millions of dollars aided our 
own system óf railroads; we have built them up, and we have made 
that vast plain bloom, and the population that has gone in has been 
the prideofall. Its development, as I said, is the wonder of the world, 
and with thatsystem of roads thus aided and controlled by American 
people, we have placed upon them certain conditions to prevent them 
from making unjust charges to our people and unjust discrimination 
against localities. . 

At the same time there hayegrown up on the border, outside of the 
jurisdiction of the United States, two, if not three, great military roads, 
aided and ‘made by the British Government, not only subsidized in the 
building, but actually operated as great military roads, running across 
the continent, with a steamship line subsidized from a port in Maine, 
running to Liverpool, and another from Puget Sound to China and 
Japan, with the time between China and Liverpool three days less than 
by our great lines. Aided in its operation to run under our Jaws, you 
have permitted them to enter Maine and New Hampshireand Vermont 
and Massachusetts and Connecticut and Rhode Island, and they have 
tapped every State bordering upon the great chain of lakes. 

You permit them to comein, not on the condition of our own roads, 
but free, with no earthly control so far as onr commerce or laws are 
concerned. They are there to attack us at every center and take the 
trade from us, 
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Now I say to the Senator from Maine that while I desire to see New 
England, that eastern section of our country of whose enterprises and 
people we arc all proud, prosper and have the advantage of all these 
chanuels of transportation, I stand here to protest against their per- 
mitting, in their local interests alone, this great British organization 
to have that advantage over the American system of railroads. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right there, the Senator has made a very clear 
statement of the condition. What I want to get at is whether, on the 
conditions just as he has described them, he is in favor of any legisla- 
tive policy on our part that shall shut out those straighter and shorter 
and cheaper lines from the great Northwest to the Atlantic coast by 
provisions upon this bill or any other bill. I do not want a descrip- 
tion of the conditions again; the Senator is in the habit of repeating 
himself; but is he in favor of a policy that, for the reasons he has in- 
dicated in speaking of the American lines, established at such greater 
expense, shall shut out these straighter and shorter lines as a competi- 
tive branch of business ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; Iam notin favor of closing them out. I 
am decidedly more liberal upon that matter than my friend from Maine 
and myself would be on the matter of ships on the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. I do not ask the Senator to give illustrations or to en- 
ter into suggestions of comparison, but is he prepared to say that he is 
ready, and I think he has stated that he isnot, to shut out theseshorter 
and straighter and cheaper lines as an element of transportation be- 
tween the East and the West? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should be very glad if the Senator-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HiGarss] rose to ask the Senator from Maryland to give way. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will yield to the Senator from Delaware, and 
then I will yield to the Senator from New York afterwards, 

Mr. HIGGINS, If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Maine a question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Maine will give me his atten- 
tion, I ask him whether he thinks that the patriotic people of the 
Northwest, should it come to be their opinion that the permanent and 
paramount interests of this country require that Canadian competition 
be restricted, would go against the interests of the country for any 
local interest that they might have. 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator right there that I expect in his 
day and mine, without any aggressive movement or without in any 
way making ita part of our policy, the natural drift of events will 
bring about a complete, not only commercial but political union be- 
tween us and onr neighbors to the north of us, and that then everybody 
East and West will be interested in all these lines, and I am not pre- 
pared for any measure or any proposition that tends to postpone or avert 
that which, to me, is a much-to-be-wished-for consummation. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Let me ask the Senator this question: Would he 
vote for anything which would prevent that state of things, which he 
properly desires, from being brought about? 

Mr. HALE. Iam in favor of everything that tends in a peaceful 
and natural way to accelerate that, to make it more early rather than 
to postpone it. 

Mr. Hiscock rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr, HISCOCK. T rose to ask the Senator from Maine if he is in fa- 
vor, independent of whatever advantage there may be in these ques- 
tions which only obtains in respect to a small portion of the transpor- 
tation, to give to the Canadian roads an advantage over American roads 
in competing for American trading. 

Mr. HALE. It of course is a question for consideration as to what 
is the advantage. I would not take away from them—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Maine puta categorical question, 
a direct question, to the Senator from Maryland, and I put a direct 
question to him. Iam not presenting the conditions. Iam simply 
putting it in the form which I have, whether he is in favor of avoiding 
the question of length of lines, and of discriminating in favor of Ca- 
nadian roads in our legislation ? 

Mr. HALE. No; and nobody, Mr. President, is in favor of that. 
There is not a man in this Chamber who is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly itis now and has been the policy of this 
Government for the last five or six years—— 

Mr. HALE. I certainly am not in favor of a policy that may de- 
stroy all the benefit which may come through Canada, not to her peo- 
ple but to our own people, from the competition that is derived from 
these lines. Iam notin favor of a restriction that takes away that 
competition, thatnatural competition, and when it is properly arranged 
and is connected with the bonding system, which is a matter not so 
much of legislative as of executive duty and executive work, there is 
nodifficulty about it, The two sections which are almost divided by 
that portion of Canada which runs down between ought not to be sep- 
arated, and ought not to bea barrier between the two; itisnot a foreign 
country to our own citizens. 
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Mr. MORRILL, May I ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. : 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator whether he is in favor 
of giving all these advantages to Canada in advance of the political and 
material positions he speaks of. 

Mr. HALE. No, Iam not. You do not want to take them away 
from the sections of our own country which are interested in it. I` 
am not interested for Canada. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not desire tointerrupt the Senator from Maine. 
I desire to speak when the Senator from Maine gets through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
tothe Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HALE. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am very sorry to haye this great sub- 
ject come up in this incidental way on an appropriation bill when it 
is impessible to ask the Senate to listen to the considerations which 
the interests of certainly large portions of the country require should 
be submitted; but as the question has arisen I do not want it to pass 
away without expressing my general concurrence as the représentative 
of a great commercial, manufacturing, trading, traveling community, 
with large interests in foreign commerce, with domestic commerce to 
all parts of the country, and especially in railroad transportation, with 
the views which have been suggested, if I correctly understand them, 
by the Senator from Maine, 

Now, we are situated in Massachusetts as all New England is situ- 
ated, in a very peculiar condition. ‘Transportation, which to the rest 
of the country is a great convenience and necessity, is the very life; 
cheap transportation and prompt transportation is the condition upon 
which our people can live, Everything that they use as a material is 
brought from large distances over the country, and it is returned by 
large distances over the country in its manufactured condition. Our 
market and our source of material and our source of food are at vast 
distances from the dwelling-place of our people. 

A measure, an experimental measure, crude in some respects, though 
I donot mean by that that it did not receive the profoundest and most 
careful consideration from the committee that reported it, was adopted 
by Congress in regard to the railroad transportation of the country 
some years ago, which undertook to establish an iron rule in regard to 
the matter of transportation, that no railroad should charge fora longer 
distance over its road, the circumstances being the same, more than it 
should charge for a shorter distance over the same road in proportion. 
Though that measure was discussed considerably in both Houses of 
Congress, it was as it finally passed the work of six gentlemen, three 
members of the conference committee on the part of the Senate and 
three members of the conference committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives, 

When it was pending I put to each of those six gentlemen two ques- 
tions, the decision of which was absolutely vital to the manufacturing 
and commercial interests of the State of Massachusetts, and those ques- 
tions were these: First, suppose two communities are rivals with cach 
other for foreign commerce, like New York and Boston, does the fact 
that the article transported is intended whenit reaches its destination 
in this country on Jand for foreign transportation by a line of which 
the domestic road forms buta part make the circumstances and con- 
ditions of those two places different within the meaning of this law ? 

One of the conferees on the part of the Senate answered no, that that 
did not make an exception to the law, and two of the conferees on the 
part of the House answered the written questions which I addressed to 
them no. The other three answered yes, they were special conditions 
which would allow special rates to be made between the railroads under 
those circumstances. That is one essential matter in regard to the 
meaning of the law, and three of the gentlemen who framed it differed 
irreconcilably with the other three gentlemen who framed it. 

The other question was, suppose a railroad line connecting two im- 
portant cities passes through a number of other important cities on its 
way and has competition with a coastwise route by sea in regard to the 
termination, having no such competition in regard to intermediate 
ports, does that constitute a special or exceptional case within the 
meaning of theinterstate commercelaw? Andin regard to that, also, 
three gentlemen said it did not and the other three said it did, 

In the New England States, in our competition with New York for 
the foreign commerce and in our competition with New York and Penn- 
sylvania for the material of our manufactures and the conveying back 
of the manufactures from the East, we have been left for our food and 
flour, for everything we obtain from the Northwest, with a little longer 
railroad distance, about 135 miles, I think, between Chicago and Bos- 
ton, and Chicago and New York; I donotremember the exact number 
of miles, but itis thereabouts, Boston, on the other hand, is a little 
nearer Europe on the sea voyage; and it had been the custom of the 
railroads to put those two things on an equality. 

If the interstate commerce Jaw is to retain this inflexible rule and 
is to be construed in the future as three of the gentlemen to whom F 
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addressed these questions construed it, both inthe House and Senate, 
the foreign commerce and the manufactures of the New England States 
must be overthrown unless we are entitled to have the advantage of 
our nearness in the distance to St. Paul, Minneapolis, and the com- 
munities which are growing up on Puget Sound, and Duluth and the 
other northern places along the Jakes, without having the fact that 
a portion of the Canadian territory intervenes brought up to prevent 
our having the natural result. 

I do not allude to this question to diseuss it. It ought to be dis- 
cussed when honrs of time are before the Senate for the purpose and 
when the statistics and the opinions of great business men and of rail- 
road men and of experts can be cited, but I wish to say that this is a 
question of vital consequence, and nothing ought to be done to affect 
injuriously these communities, You can not deal withsucha question 
as this by mere logic, as if the earth were a tabula rasa and the human 
interests were all to be created. You have great communities, great 
cities, great towns. We have twenty-five great cities in the State of 
Massachusetts and a much larger number of manufacturing towns and 
villages exceeding eight or ten thousand inhabitants in number. We 
have no city under twelve or thirteen thousand, most of our cities 
averaging twenty-five or thirty thousand, besides the city of Boston. 

Now, when under a policy which has been existing for years in this 
country of letting this thing alone, great communities have grown up, 
men haye built up their dwellings, formed their family ties, raised 
their children, and their modes of business have conformed to an ex- 
isting policy, when vast investments which must perish if they are 
compelled to be moved have been made, and countless varieties of busi- 
ness interests, the product of invention, enterprise, and of individual 
lives and the lives of many men in combination, have all grown up, to 
come in here with this iron logic, to come in here to talk about the 
fact thatthe Canadian railroad is getting a little advantage in the trans- 
portation, is, it seems to me, absurd. 

Mr. President, the complaint exists all over Canada among the op- 
ponents of Sir John Macdonald’s policy, and among many of the busi- 
ness men who are its friends, that the Canadian railroad system, for 
which England has paid more than £100,000,000 sterling and for 
which Canada is in debt up to her eyes, is nothing but a tributary to 
the wealth and progress of the United States of America; and statistics 
will be found in the discussions in the Canadian Parliamentandin the 
boards of trade and in the Canadian press, showing how that Canadian 
railroad system prefers the traffic and the travel between the United 
States cities to its own. Thereisa very large degree of justicein these 
complaints in Canada. 

So without entering upon the question of our future relations to the 
Dominion of Canada, and looking solely not only at the interests, but 
the rights of the great American communities that are thrust upinto the 
Canadian territory by nature, by their situation, I think the existing 
condition of things ought not to be rashly disturbed. 

The question whether Canada is to join us in the future or whether 
this vast territory which almost equals ours in amount, which exceeds 
it unless we count Alaska, and which marches with us mere than 4,000 
miles by continuous boundary lines,is separated from us,is a question 
which must depend, I think, wholly hereafter upon the interest and 
the opinion of the people of Canada herself. The United States does 
not make conquests; she does not subject to herrule unwilling people; 
and she must trust to the great natural laws, which inthe end and 
in the course of time operate in affecting the relations of nations and 
communities to each other, to settle that question. 

I think we should not put into our legislation a single word, a sin- 
gle provision, intended either to compel, to influence, or to affect the 
free will of the people of Canada, but we should make our legislation 
solely with reference to our own interests, indifferent to the interests 
of all other people. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in examining the provision of the 
bill as passed by the other House, which limits the charges to be made 
for Government service on land-grant roads, I think I see a hardship 
im upon the traffic, particularly the local traflic, of the country. 
Ifthe Government withdraws from these roads half the compensation 
that it is now paying for services performed for the Government, they 
have to make their money out of private parties. 

If it is provided that they shall only charge half as much for freight 
as they charge private parties, in order to save themselves, so they can 
charge more to the Government, they will have to raise the freight for 
private parties necessarily. So the Government being sovereign is 
shirking the responsibility and loading it upon private individuals, 
through the local trafic particularly and perhaps upon the through 
traffic. This will certainly increase the burdens of the people along 
these lines. Itseems to me that it would be a step in the wrong 
direction to take at this time. 

We have already passed a law called the interstate-commerce law, 
which I do not think benefits the people very much. Practically they 
get no relief from it; but it limits and hampers the roads which are in 
competition with this great northern road, which, according to the 
statementof the Senator from Massachusetts, has already received from 
the British Government $500,000,000; that is, it is subsidized to that 
extent, and it comes in competition with our roads, 
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Then, in addition to that, instead of relieving our roads and aiding 
them in this competition, the Government says that it will pay but 
half as much as private individuals will have to pay. Is that fair? 

That will materially affect every one of those States where the land- 
grant roads are located. Those land grants were made for the general 
benefit of the country, for its develdpment, and the result is wonder- 
ful, magnificent; but if the Government is going to use roads that are 
competing with the Canadian roads and refuse to pay freight as others 
do, the American companies will be put to a further disadvantage. 
They will have to reduce their through freights to the Canadian rates, 
and then the Government will only pay half those rates for the serv- 
ice performed for it. That.will either destroy the local rates or the 
companies will have to put up the through rates. They will have 
to come down to the Canadian rates on the through traflic, but on 
local trayel they can charge differently. This provision allowing the 
Government to refuse to pay its full share will fall entirely upon the 
local travel, the rates for which the companies will have to increase in 
order to keep their roads in existence. 

If it be true that you are going to allow the Canadian Government 
to subsidize its roads and patronize its roads, and letthem do the busi- 
ness in competition with American roads, and then put additional re- 
strictions upon them, as you have in your interstate-commerce law, in 
every way, instead of the Government not paying its due proportion 
it ought to pay more. 

If it is necessary for Massachusetts and for the East to have cheaper 
freights, they should not have them at the expense of the producers 
in the West, because, if the Government does not pay its just propor- 
tion, as other people do, the profits of the companies can not come out 
of the through rates. Competition will prevent that, and so the dif- 
ference must come out of the people who are developing the West. 

Under the circumstances by the legislation of this country you put 
the American roads at a disadvantage by making them compete with 
foreign roads, which are heavily subsidized, making individuals com- 
pete with the governmental power of England and with the appropri- 
ations of that government and the appropriations of Canada combined. - 
The Government here says: ‘‘ We will make our roads compete with 
subsidized roads on a shorter line and we will pay them but half the 
rates that citizens have to pay? That is unfair, 

So far as allowing Canada to do our carrying trade, I see the full 
force of the argument of the New England States, and, if I did not, I 
should have talked about this before. I donot, however, want'to see 
the Government aggravate the inconvenience of the producers of the 
West, while the Government shrinks from its responsibility after it 
has put this competition in the condition it is. 

We protect our coastwise trade. Suppose that Massachusetts should 
ask that foreign ships be permitted to load at all other ports and to 
discharge only at Boston. Of course it would be a great advantage to 
Boston if foreign ships could discharge there and nowhere else; if they 
conld pass around New York and could go and load all along the line 
and discharge cargo at Boston and take cargo from Boston to other 
ports, allowing foreign ships to come in competition with our coasting 
trade. Practically this is the same thing. We protect our coasting 
trade and we put all our ports upon an equality. If one port has the 
advantage of another on account of locality, that is the misfortune of 
the port which happens to be badly situated. We make no distinc- 
tions. We say this coasting trade shall be exclusively for American 
ships. It isan industry of our own. On the north isa coasting trade 
larger by far than all the seaport trade, many, many times larger, by 
the lakes and by the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

There we are not only met by private enterprise in competition with 
us, but we are met with roads having vast subsidies, military roads, 
which are kept up for military and political purposes and which could 
be run if they had to carry freight for almost nothing. 

While I am not prepared to say that I woald break up that competi- 
tion, Iam prepared to say that it is unfair to do anything that shall 
farther embarrass the American roads, particularly when your legisla- 
tion forces the money out of the local traffic, out of the localities where 
these enterprises were made and built up. Itis entirely wrong in prin- 
ciple. I think those who advocate it do not see upon whom the burden 
must fall if the Government of the United States does not bear its just 
proportion, 

When our roads have this competition at the North if itis necessary 
that this condition should be kept up, in order to benefit the New 
England States on aceount of their particularlocality, then the Govern- 
ment while benefiting them should make it possible for the roads to 
run, and if necessary give them more subsidy or do anything thatmay 
be requisite for their protection. I do not think we ought tomakeany 
further changes, and I do not think we ought to makea change that is 
going to fall on the local traffic. ‘The local freights and fares in my 
State are high enough and they are a great embarrassment to our de- 
velopment. 

If the Government is not going to pay its share, the railroad com- 
panies will say, ‘‘ we can not live without charging higher rates on 
you,” and it will be an excuse to them to impose such rates. That 
is what retards the development of the whole of thatcountry; and to 
us itis a vital question. It seems to me that that section of the bill 
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should not be amended. Do not make it 70 per cent. Strike it ont. 
It does not belong here. It is an injust discrimination against the 
people who have to pay the money out of the local earnings of the 
roads : 


That, it strikes me, is the situation, and all I ask now is to let it 
alone. Do not take any other step to embarrass the people who live 
in the interior and who have to support these roads, because their ex- 
istence depends upon the roads being maintained. The Government 
should not tolerate this fierce competition for the purpose of benelit- 
ing New England or any other section of the country that may desire 
it. It would not be tolerated if it was notfor the benefit of New Eng- 
land. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, there is not a pound 
of the freight of which he speaks for the benefit of New England in 
which a Western community at the other end of the line has not an 
equal interest. There is no peculiar benefit to New England, Itben- 
efits all sections alike. 

Mr. STEWART. It does not make much difference to the people 
of the West whether they get their produce to New York or to Boston. 
The difference between the two is very trifling. The companies at 
present are now competing and taking Western produce to New York 
or to Philadelphia. To the people of the West that is a mere trifle; 
but if you increase the burdens of the local freights when they get to 
the shipping point, you will really affect them. I donot wish to have 
any legislation that shall diminish the facilities of New England in this 
matter. Iam not talking about that, but I am calling attention to 
the fact that the Government by withholding its proportion of com- 
pensation for the services performed forit by these companies is load- 
ing it npon these local communities. That is what Iam calling at- 
tention to. . 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I do not know exactly how this 
discussion has been interjected at this particular time, as I was out of 
the Chamber when it commenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ought to observe that the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN, I give way with pleasure to the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not care at the present time to go into the 
discussion of the question which has come up. I desire, however, on 
behalf of the Northwestern States, to do simply what the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has done in behalf of the New England 
States, enter my protest against any radical change in existing con- 
ditions so far as the question of transportation between the Northwest 
and the Atlantic seaboard is concerned through Canada, while the ex- 
isting conditions remain; and, of course, the Canadian lines form a 
very important part in connection with or as one of these conditions. 

Although New England and the Northwest, Maine and Minnesota, are 
a long way apart, yet their business interests are very Jarge and very 
intimate. Weare brought closely together comparatively by theshort 
lines that run through the Canadian proyinces. ‘These lines and the 
American connecting lines have been constructed at an enormous ex- 
penditure of money. They have been built fora purpose, and that is to 
shorten the line of transportation for our great Western products to the 
Atlanticseaboard. 

My own State and the citizens of my own State have contributed 
of their own means very largely to bring about this result, and they 
haye brought in outside means to their assistance, Millions and mil- 
lions of dollars have been expended in Michigan, Minnesota, and Wis- 
consin for the purpose of making exactly these connections, these short 
linesthrough Canada. Ido not believe thatit is fair play, or that it 
is just, orthat it will be tolerated to have that money confiscated for 
the benefit of the trunk-lines of railroad in this country, from whom 
we have been trying to relieve ourselves for years and have finally suc- 
ceeded. 

There has been very much said at different times on this floor and 
in other places about the advantages which are given to the Canadian 
. roads under the existing condition ofthings. There is nothing in this. 

The Canadian Pacific road has received quite large subsidies from the 
Canadian Government, but not nearly as large as has been represented, 
not nearly as ool as has been givento manyofourownroads. From 
those very subsidies who gets the benefit? Not the Canadian, not the 
Canadian farmer, not the Canadian producer or manufacturer, but the 
people of the Northwestern States who send theiz pork and their corn 
and their wheat over this Canadian line and get the advantage. 

What does it amount to the Canadian Government, what does it 
amount to the Canadian people that these cars, these millions of cars, 
loaded with American products, are taken over their territory in the 
day or in the night? It cuts no figure. 

Mr. HOAR. It is just as if it went over the ocean. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is preciselyasif it wentover the ocean. For 
one, when this matter comes up in a legitimate way, I propose to sub- 
mit some figures and to submit further remarks in opposition to any 
radical change from the present existing conditions. 

Mr, STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator if he ap- 
proves of the Government of the United States at this particular time, 
when this competition is going on, refusing to pay the amount it has 
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been accustomed to pay for freights and fares and make it necessary to 
take it out of the pockets of the people? 

Mr. WASHBURN, ‘That is another question entirely, to which I 
have given no attention. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the question to which I addressed myself. 

Mr. WASHBURN, That is not the question to which I have been 
addressing myself, but I have been addressing myself to the sugges- 
tions that came to my mind from the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]. 

Mr. STEWART. In view of the surroundings, I was calling atten- 
tion to the injustice to the people who had to maintain these roads. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CULLOM,. Thad forgotten that the Senator from Maryland 
had the floor. I desire to say before this subject passes away that I 
wish to submita few remarks onit, but as it is now half past 5 o’clock 
I prefer to do so to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifit be agreeable to the Senator from Maryland and 
the Senator from Illinois, as I understand the Senator does not wish 
to proceed to-night, I should like to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bill of six lines, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, for a life-saving station at a place where there have beena 
great‘*many wrecks. The Representative from that district is very 
anxious that the bill shall be passed at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that the pending meas- 
ure be informally laid aside inorder to proceed with the consideration 
of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be reported in full for information. 

Mr. HARRIS. When thatis disposed of, will the Senator from Iowa 
consent that the Senate may adjourn? 

Mr. ALLISON, Ihad hoped to be able to complete the considera- 
tion of the army appropriation bill to-night, but the debate having 
taken a pretty wide range, involving topics which are very remotely 
connected with the amendment (although I agree that in some sense 
the debate is germane to what is proposed), I shall not ask the Sen- 
ate to vote on the bill to-night, and therefore I will yield toa motion 
to adjourn or to go into executive session, or for the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to call up his bill, with the admonition, however, that I 
hope the pending bill may be completed at an early hour to-morrow 
morning, as the Committee on Appropriations is anxious to follow it 
immediately with the fortification appropriation bill, and both these 
bills I hope may be passed to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator call his bill up immediately after 
the morning business? > 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator wili. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT BRANT ROCK, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. HOAR. Inow ask that Senate bill 4874, to which I referred, 
may be considered. It isa short bill, containing but six lines, and I 
do not think there will be any objection to it, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is a good time to passa life-saving meas- 


ure. 

Mr. HOAR. A life-saving station. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the pending measure may be informally laid aside and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
stated, ç 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4874) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at Brant Rock, in the town of Marshfield, Mass, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to establish a life-saving station at or near Brant Rock, on 
the coast of Massachusetts, at such a point as the General Superintend- 
ent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend, at a cost not to exceed 
$10,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I have in my hand a list of the wrecks which have 
taken place at that point in recent years, prepared by my colleague in 
the other House, and I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD as if 
read in full. i 

Mr. ALLISON. Thope the document will be printed inthe RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The list will be printed in the Rrc- 
orD if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The list is as follows: 


Names and dates of yessels wrecked near Brant Rock, in the town of Marsh- 

nan Mass., in the last decade, attended with freezing, drowning, and loss of 

e. 

February 1, 1873: Schooner Mary J, Castner, wrecked one-half mile south of 
North River; crew compelled to stay seven hours in the rigging. 

May, 1875: Bark laden with sugar, lostina fog; grounded ta sandbarsouth of 
North River; was got off. 

January 30,1875: Herring schooner Bessie; wrecked about 1 mile north of 
Cut River, 

January, 1879: Small schooner wrecked onv-half mile south of North River: 
one man lost. 

August, 1880: Brig from Portugal came ashore at Abington Village. 
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February 1, 1882: Schooner Louise D, Rathburn, wrecked 1 mile south of 
Worth River; two rescued after being in rigging a very long time, 

December, 1886: Schooner Newpacket, laden with lumber, stranded a few 
rods south of North River. 

August, 1887: A schooner ballast lighter, wrecked at Brant Rock. 

February 11, 1885: Schooner Agnes R. Bacon, wrecked one-half mile south of 
North River, about 2 miles of Humane A boat; crew went to rigging 
nt 2.30 a. m., were taken out at lla, m, by the Fourth Cliff Life-Saving men. 

5 ak Bark Chattanooga stranded about a quarter of a mile south of North 
River. 

Without date: Little Kate, lost ont quarter of a mile south of Cut River; six- 
teen men lost. 

Without date: Sloop Bessio, wrecked in mouth of North River. 

The above list is not complete and undoubtedly contains some omissions, but 
is taken from the most reliable data obtainable. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, with an accompanying draughtof abill set- 
ting apart and reserving a certain tract of land in the Territory of Ari- 
zona for Indian school purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP C. JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 6559) to provide for the issue of the commission of 
Philip C. Johnson asa rear admiral in the United States Navy was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A Dill precisely like thathas been reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate. T therefore 
ask that the House bill may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the House bill may be placed upon the Calendar without 
reference to a committee. Is there objection? The Chairhears none, 
and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business, After fiye minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned untilto-morrow, Friday, January 30, 1891, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations received by the Senate January 29, 1891. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James H. Young, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina, to succeed 
Enos J. Pennypacker, deceased, 

COLONEL COMMANDANT MARINE Corps, 


Lieut. Col. Charles Heywood, United States Marine Corps, to be 
colonel commandant of that corps, from January 30, 1891, vice Col- 
onel Commandant Charles G. McCawley, retired. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Corwin T, Bill, to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Arkansas; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
Office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1891. 

Alvin W. Cox, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county of 
Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of Frederick F, 
Field, resigned. ‘ 

William C. Bushnell, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1891. 

Wilbur 8. Badley, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of 
Ada and State of Idaho, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by Jaw, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1891. 

John T. Hubbard, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Macon and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel S. Jack, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1891. 

John B. Lambert, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of Lo- 
gan and State of Illinois, in the place of Marcellus Keene, removed. 

George C. Rankin, to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county of 
Warren and State of Illinois, in the placeof John W. Lusk, whose com- 
mission expires February 22, 1891. : 

Frank H. Robinson, to be postmaster at Morrison, in the county of 
Whitesides and State of Illinois, in the place of Martin V, B. Smith, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891, 

Richard A. Carleton, to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, in the county 
of suin and State of Iowa, in the placeof James P, Carleton, re- 
moved. 

Orrin Krouskup, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of Iowa, in the place of Frederick A. Peck, whose 
commission expired January 20, 1891. 

Joseph B. Dobyns, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of Elk 


and State of Kansas, in the place of James R. Hall, whose commission 
expires January 29, 1891. ; 

John C. Youngman, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of 
Ellsworth and State of Kansas, in theplace of Charles F. Keyner, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Arthur I. Brown, to bo postmaster at Belfast, inthe county of Waldo 
and State of Maine, in the place of Henry A. Kilgore, whose commis- 
sion expires February 26, 1891. 

Walter L. Keith, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Walter L. Keith, 
whose commission expires Febrnary 26, 1891. 

James Shevlin, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county of Barn- 
stable and Stateof Massachusetts, in the place of James Shevlin, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1891. \ 

John W. Sproul, to be postmaster at Abington, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of E. Clifford Nash, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Job C. Tripp, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of Bris- 
tol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Eben Aiken, jr., whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

James M. Searritt, to be postmacter at Hudson, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of James B. Thorn, re- 
moved, 

Eugene W. Randall, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
plea and State of Minnesota, in the place of Frank E. Newell, re- 
moved. 

William H. Mann, to be postmaster at Wilber, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Nebraska, in the place of George H. Tracy, whose com- 
mission expired January 13, 1890, 

George H. Barker, to be postmaster at Springville, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in the place of Carlos E. Chafee, whose 
commission expires February 28, 1891. 

Charles L. Bentley, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by jaw, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1891, 

Norman Getman, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of James S. Davenport, 
resigned. 

Philander J. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Islip, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Caleb T. Smith, whose 
commission expires February 3, 1891, 

John J. Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Patchogue, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Charles E. Rose, 
whose commission expires February 3, 1891. 

Josis Miller, to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county of Jefferson 
and State of New York, in the place of Martin L. Willard, whose com- 
mission expires February 3, 1891. 

Charles H. Hubbell, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the place of Tyron Bailey, whose 
commission expires February 3, 1891. 

David J. Richards, to be postmaster at Zanesville, in the county of 
Muskingum and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas S. Murphy, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1891. 

Edwin G. Culbertson, to be postmaster at Edinborongh, in the 
county of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Joseph C. 
Wilson, removed. 

Frank A. Larson, to be postmaster at Tomahawk, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1890. 

Harry B. Marsh, to be postmaster at Horicon, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
ofice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1891. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exceutire nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1891. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Frank B. Andrus, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
wee of infantry, December 12, 1890, vice Earle Becond Infantry), 


Second Lieut. John H. Willis, Twenty-second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, December 29, 1890, vice Smith (Twelfth In- 
fantry), promoted. ; 

Second Lieut. Frederick T, Van Liew, Second Infantry; to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, December 29, 1890, rice Dougherty (Eleventh 
Infantry), retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. James E. Wilson, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, December 29, 1890, vice Brown (Eleventh Infantry), 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Daniel F. Anglum, Twelfth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, January 1, 1891, vice Cowles (Sixteenth In- 
fantry), appointed regimental quartermaster. 


1972 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1891. 


The House metat 120’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. WIL- 
LIAM H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H, R. 188) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Columbus, in the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 154) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Pueblo, in the State of Colorado. 


REAR ADMIRAL PHILIP C. JOHNSON. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 6559) was read, as follows: 

Whereas Philip C. Johnson, after a long, faithful, and creditable service in the 
United States Navy, became entitled to promotion to the grade of rear admiral 
ae 5th day of January, 1887, but died without being commissioned; There- 

Bett enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to issue the commission of Philip O. Johnson as a rear admiral in the 
United States Navy, to be dated January 25,1887, and to deliver the same to the 
widow of said Philip C. Johnson. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? $ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
of passing this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The bill does not involve the appropriation of a 
eent, The widow of the admiral is now pensioned by special act at an 
amount greater than the law would allow her as the widow of an ad- 
miral. This is simply a question of sentiment. The widow and the 
children of the husband and father desire that the commission should 
be issued to which he was entitled, but which he died before receiving. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ^ 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. PAYSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (M. R. 12972) making a 
Keans toe the Aaa ees andi eect Sno aapna re CoA ENO RATTAN? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the pend- 
ing amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 14, line 3, amend by inserting after the word “thousand” the words 
“six hundred;” so that it will read “two thousand six hundred.” 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I ought to say perhaps, in order 
to refresh the memory of the committee concerning this particular 
amendment, that the amount fixed in the bill is the fall amount of 
the estimate. Everything has been granted in this item that has been 
asked for in the estimates, and therefore I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted, as it is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, this matter 
was in some doubt. This item is embraced in an aggregation, as 
stated in the estimates on page 3, of $14,520. That total embraces 
this item and perhaps a dozen others, and therefore it was impossible 
to tell just upon what items the reduction of the sum total recom- 
mended by the committee was to be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the gentleman will refer to the Book of Esti- 
mates, page 106, commencing at the top of the page, he will find there, 
in order, the various items for which these appropriations are made, 
and he can also find the sum total by adding those amounts together. 
The only difference, as I said yesterday, between the estimates and 
the amount proposed by the appropriation in these items isin the mat- 
ter of the pay of the firemen. The pay of each of those firemen now 
under the existing appropriation law is $45. month. ‘The estimate 


i would like to have astatement of the object 


The committee did not recommend that increased appropriation, 
but they did provide, by a paragraph closely following the one now 
under consideration, for an increase of $5, making the pay of each of 
these men $50 per month instead of $45. Thatis the only difference 
between the estimate and the amount recommended by the committee 
in these miscellaneous items. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That amounts to about $600? 

Mr. SPOONER. Six hundred dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The gentleman did make a 
statement in relation to this matter, but there was a good deal of 
confusion in the Hall, and perhaps it was not clearly understood. 
The amendment that I offered was somewhat conjectural, as I said at 
the time. Finding now that no reduction has been made by the com- 
mittee, I will withdraw the amendment, as I, of course, havo no de- . 
sire to appropriate anything in excess of what is asked by the officials 
in charge of the Academy. 

But there isin the report a statement of reduction in regard to 
plumbing. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is the larger item which follows later in the 
bill—"‘ for necessary repairs of, and for improving the plumbing and 
sewerage systems.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly; butifthe gentleman 
will look at the paragraph under consideration he will find that this 
appropriation is ‘‘ for water pipes, plumbing, and repairs.” Therefore 
I was ready to believe that perhaps a part of the reduction stated in 
the report as having taken place upon the item of plumbing applied to 
this bill, 

Mr. SPOONER. No, not at ail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I understand the position 
now, and I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For compensation of librarian, $120, 


Mr. FITCH, I move to amend by striking ont the last word, I 
would like a word of explanation from the gentleman in charge of this 
bill in regard to the clause just read. A little farther down in the bill 
there is a clause providing ‘‘for pay of librarian’s assistant, $1,000,’’ 
The difference between the pay of the librarian’s assistant, $1,000, and 
that of the librarian himself, $120, seems to me to require a word of 
explanation. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The librarian is an officer who receives pay for 
other services; the $120 is the ordinary additional compensation given 
him for this particular service; whereas the assistant librarian is an 
officer constantly employed in this special duty. 

Mr. FITCH. During my service as a member of the Board of Visit- 
ors at West Point I was very highly impressed with the efficiency of 
all the arrangementsexcept the managementofthelibrary. Itseemed 
to me that that was something which ought tobe more fully attended 
to than itis. I would like toask what officer has charge of the library, 
what is his rank, and whether we ought not to make more eflicient 
provision for the library at West Point than is made in this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not answer the gentleman’s question as to 
the person who fills this position—— 

Mr. FITCH. What is his rank and whatare his other duties? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ican not speak as to that. This is the ordinary 
provision which has been in the Military Academy bill for many suc- 
cessive years, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. My recollection is that originally 
the duties of assistant librarian were performed by a soldier who was 
detailed for that purpose, and of course received his extra pay which 
is given by law to extra-duty men, but some twenty years ago an act 
of Congress fixed the salary at $1,000. 

The duties of librarian are performed by one of the professors or 
officers on duty at the Academy, and the law fixes his extra compen- 
sation at $120 a year. Ithink Professor Michie is the present librarian. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has not this arrangement of the compensation of 
librarian existed for many years? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, the compensation has been the 
same as proposed by the bill for many years. : 

The act of April 23, 1856, provided that the librarian and assistant 
librarian receive additional pay, not to exceed the sum of $120 foreach 
per annum, and this act is now section 1340 of the Revised Statutes, 
in these words: 

The librarian and assistant librarian at the Military Academy shall each re- 
ceive $120 a year additional pay. 

An old enlisted man named Andrew Freis kas held the position of 
assistant librarian for a very long time, possibly for half a century. 

‘The act of February 18, 1871, Statutes at Large, volume 16, page 414, 
provided that the salary of librarian’s assistant be $1,000— 


while the office is held by the present incumbent, 


The old man is still living and I have no doubt satisfactorily per- 


forming his duties. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from New York [Mr. Firon] 
withdraw his formal amendment? 


increased that pay by $15 each permonth, makingit$60 instead of $16. | Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir, = 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of engineer of heating and ventilating apparatus for the academic 
building, the cadet barracks, and office building, cadet hospital, chapel, and 
philosophical building, including the library, $1,500. 


Mr. MOORE, of Texas. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. While I am unwilling to interrupt the proceedings of the com- 
mittee by any matter not germane—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman from Texas give way for a mo- 
ment? I desire to move that the committee rise in order to give the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], chairman of the committee 
appointed to investigate alleged silver pools, an opportunity to make a 
motion which it is important should be made at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. I do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is important that immediate action should be 
taken on the proposition I desire to submit, 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYSON reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Military Academy appropriation bill, had come 
to no resolution thereon, 


e SILVER-POOL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. DINGLEY, I desire to present a privileged report by instruc- 
tions of the special committee appointed to investigate alleged silver 


pools. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The special committee appointed by the House of Representatives to investi- 
gate alleged silver pools, etc., report that on the 22d day of January, 1891, by re- 
quest of said committee, the Speaker issued his warrant, directing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms or his special deputy to subpana J. A. Owenby to appear before said 
committee in the room of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors on the 29th 
day of January, 1891, at 10 o'clock a, m., to testify touching matters of inquiry 
committed to said committee; and that on the 2ith day of January, 1891, service 
was duly made on said J. A. Denny but that said J. A. Owenby has refused or 
neglected to obey said subpeena and testify before said committee. And inas- 
much as the committee are of opinion that itis necessary for the eficient pros- 
ecution of the investigation ordered by the House that said J. A, Owenby should 
be required to respond to the subpmna and testify before snid committee in re- 
lation to the connection of members of the House of Representatives with the 
alleged silver pool, as stated in detail in the Wasliington correspondence of the 
St. Louis Globe-Democrat under date of September, 1890 (which correspond- 
ence is printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 13, 1891), it appearing by 
the testimony of W., B, Stevens, the correspondentof the said paper, before your 
committee on the 17th day of January, 1891, that the said J. A, Owenby was the 
sonion for the statements therein contained, and claimed to have personal 
knowledge of the alleged facts therein stated, and also referred to in the letter 
of said Owenby to the said Stevens, dated Chicago, January, 1891,as hereto at- 
tached (copies of subpoena, return of deputy sergeant-at-arms, and certificate 
of his appointment are hereto attached), we therefore recommend the adoption 
of the following order : : 

“Ordered, That the Speaker issue his warrant directing the Sergeant-at-Arms 
attending this House, or his deputy, commanding him to take into custody 
forthwith wherever to bo found the body of J. A. Owenby and him bring tothe 
bar of the House to show cause why he should not be putts for contempt; 
and in the mean time keep the said J, A. Owenby in his custody to await the 
further order of the House,” 

N. DINGLEY, JR., 


S. E. PAYNE, 

J. HROW ELL, 

S. W. PEEL, 
Committee of Investigation. 


Mr. DINGLEY. On the adoption of that orderI move the previous 


question. = 

Mr. FRANK. One moment, if you please. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unless the gentleman desires to be heard briefly, 
for which purpose I will yield him a few moments. 

Mr. FRANK. Iwould like the Clerk to read the return of the of- 
ficer who served that subpeena. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook: 

I, Robert H. Forsyth, special deputy sergeant-at-arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, do hereby certify and return that the within 
and annexed subpcena came into my hands on the 22d day of January, A. D. 
1891, in the city of Washington, D., O. 

That on the same day I proceeded to the city of Chicago, State of Ilinois. and 
then and there at restaurant, Hotel Richelieu, in the city.of Chicago and State 
of Illinois, I served said gubpeena upon the said J. A. esl ye by personally 

ing to him the original snbpena, and then and there delivering him, the 


said Owenby, a true copy, thereof. 
Witness my hand, this 20th day of Jannary, 1891. 


The Clerk will read. 


R. H. FORSYTH, 
Special Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms, 
House of Representatives of the United States, 

Mr. PRANK. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman offering the 
resolution if he does not think it proper, before the execution of the 
order he proposes, that it should be shown that this witness has been 
tendered his mileage and fees. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, in response to the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri, that after some investigation 
by the committee it has been thought unnecessary that the tender to 
which he refers should be made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is impossible in the confusion to hear what is 
going on here, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I have just stated that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri inquired whether the committee did not think it necessary that 
the return should also show that the witness fees and mileage were 
tendered to the witness at the time the service was made to complete 
the service within the purview of the law. Ihave simply to say that 
the committee considered the matter somewhat and in their judgment 
when witness is summoned under authority of the House of Represent- 
atives the tender of the fee is not necessary; and therefore there has 
been no tender of it in the present case and of course none appears in 
the return of the officer. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine 
what answer the witness made, ifany, to the subpoena? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ofcourse theonly information the committee haye 
in the matter is obtained from the return which appears on the part 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY, TI yield to the gentleman from Arkansas, my col- 
league on the committee, for a few minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. I was only going to add, by way of suggestion to what 
has already been stated, that from the very best information the com- 
mittee could obtain the whereabouts of this witness is very uncertain. 
All the information we could obtain is that the witness was first at 
one place and then at another, and it would be very difficult to tell 
where he is to be found, and as the mileage would be calculated from 
the place where the subpana was served, nobody knows how much 
should be tendered to him in that connection. 

I do not think in a matter of this kind, where the witness is the 
author of the story which is published in the Globe-Democrat, and de- 
sires, as alleged, to see the wrong corrected, that he would hesitate a 
moment on a matter of that kind. It occurred to me, in consequence 
of his uncertain locality, that it would be difficult to figure up his 
mileage and tender the exact amount strictly in accordance with the 
provisions of the law in some of the States. 

Mr. FRANK. It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to throw any ob- 
stacle in the way of procuring the attendance of this witness, but, on 
the contrary, I wish to expedite it, and for that reason I should desire 
to see this order made effective if issued. If the witness has demanded 
his mileage, I think, without expressing a deliberate judgment, that he 
would be entitled to it before responding to the subpmna. There is 
nothing on the face of the warrant of the Sergeant-at-Arms to indicate 
what his reply was to the officer who served the subpmna. Hence it 
seems to me it would be well to go slow in passing so violent and drastic 
a resolution as this appears to be, without being able to carry it into 
execution after having adopted it. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Will the gentleman from Maine yield 
to me for a few moments ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I simply desire the Clerk to read the 
headnotes of this decision of the Supreme Court. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

KILBOURN VS. THOMPSON, 


1, Kilbourn, for refusing to answer certain questions put to him as awitness 
by the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, concerning 
the business of a real-estate partnership of which he was a nrember, and to pro- 
duce certain books and Lg ite in relation thereto, was, by an order of the House, 
imprisoned for forty-five days in the common jail of the District of Columbia, 
He brought suit to recover damages therefor against the Sergeant-at-Arms who 
executed the order, and the members of the committee who caused him to be 
breught before the House, where he was adjudged to be in contempt of its 
authority. Held, that although the House can punish its own members for dis- 
orderly conduct or for failure to attend its sessions, and can decide cases of 
contested elections anddetermine the qualifications of its members, and exereise 
the sole power of impeachment of officers of the Government, and may, where 
the examination of witnesses is necessary to the performance of these duties, fine 
or imprison a contumacious witness, there is not found in the Constitution of 
the Mater States any general power vested in either House to punish for con- 
temp 

2. An examination of the history of the English Parliament and the decisions 
of the English courts shows that the power of the House of Commons, under the 
laws and customs of Parliament to punish for contempt, rests upon principles 
peculiar to it, and not upon any general ruleapplicable to all legislative ies. 

3. The Parliament of England, before its separation into two bodies, since 
known as the House of Lords and the House of Commons, was a high court of 
judicature—the Us Vis in the realm—po of the general power incident 
to such a court of punishing for contempt. On its separation, the power re- 
mained with each body, because each was considered to be a court of judica- 
ture and exercised the functions of such a court. 

4. Neither House of Congress was constituted a part of any court of general 
jurisdiction, nor has it for Betis to which the exercise of such power can be 
traced. Its powers must be sought alone in some express grant in the Consti- 
Buen Or be found necessary to carry into effect such powers as aro there 

nted. 

5. The court, withoutafiirming thatsuch a power can arise in any case other than 
those already specified, decides that it can exist in no case where the House, 
attempting to exercise it, invokes its aid in a matter to which itsauthority does 
not extend, such as an inquiry into the private affairs of the citizen. 

6. The Constitution divides the powers of the Government which it estab- 
lishes into the three departments—the executive, the legislative, and the judi- 
cial—and unlimited power is conferred on no department or officer of the Gov- 
ernment. It is essential to the successful working of the system that the lines 
which separate those departments shall be clearly defined and closely followed, 
and that neither of them shall be permitted to encroach upon the powers ex- 
clusively confided to the others. 

7. That instrument has marked out in its three primary articles the allotment 
of power to those departments, and no judicial power, except that above men- 
tioned, is conferred on Congress or on either branch of it, On the contrary, it 
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declares that the I pir power of the United States shkall bo vested in one Su- 
prome poun aar en inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain an 

8 ‘The resolution of the House, under which K. was summmonedand examined 
as a witness, directed its committec to examine into the history and character 
of what was called "tho real-estate pool” of the District of Columbia; andthe 


Congress, 
either House thereof, on the allogation that an insolvent debtor of the United 
States was interested in a private business partnership, to investigate the affairs 
naan oa and, consequently, no authority to compel a witness totes- 
tify on the subject. 

9. It follows that the order of the House declaring K. guilty of a contempt of 
its authority and ordering his imprisonment by the Sergeant-at-Arms is void, 
and affords the latter no protection in an action by K. against him for false im- 
prisonment. 

10. Anderson vs. Dunn (6 Wheat., 204) commented on, and some of the reason- 
ing of the opinion overruled and rejected. 

11. The provision of the Constitution, that for any speech or debate in either 
House the member shall not be questioned in any other place, exempts them 
from liability elsewhere for any yote or report to or action in their respective 

‘ouses as well as fororal debate. Therefore, the plea of the members of the 
committee that they took no part in the actual arrest and imprisonment of K., 
and did nothing in relation thereto beyond the protection of their constitutional 
privilege, is, so far ns they are concerned, a good defense to the action. 


~ During the reading of the syllabus, 

Mr. DINGLEY said: Will the Clerk suspend a moment? I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] if sufficient of that 
syllabus has not been read to show the point that is contained in it? It 
may be printed in full in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAND. Lhopeitmay be read for theinformation of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CuLBERSON] 
desire to say anything after the opinion is concluded? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Ido not 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to suspend the further reading of the syllabus with the 
understanding that it may be printed in full in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 wish to yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], who has examined this 
question in behalf of the committee. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Maine or the gentleman from Illinois permit me tosubmit a question ? 
I desire to submit an inquiry for my own information, and probably 
for that of the House. I could not catch in the reading of the paper 
any statement as to what was expected to be proven by this witness, 
who is to be brought before the committee, nor the relevancy of any 
such expected testimony to the matter that the committee had under 
investigation, or to the other testimony that it hadtaken; and I would 
be glad if the gentleman, for the satisfaction of the House, wouldstate 
to us what is the general substance of the testimony they expect to 
elicit from this witness. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is what I was going to do. : 

A Member. What question has the witness refused to answer? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand he has notre- 
fused tp answer any question yet, for he has not yet appeared before 
the committee at all. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, in the report made by the committee 
reference is made to the kind of testimony expected from this witness. 
The report makes a part of it the article in the St. Louis Globe-Demo- 
crat, which was published in the Recorp of the House. It states that 
from the testimony taken before the committee the information upon 
which that article was based was obtained from the witness sought to 
be attached; that that witness, of his own personal knowledge, has re- 
ported that members of the-House of Representatives had been en- 
gaged ina silver pool, pending legislation upon that question. The 
Kilbourn decision, referred to by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.-Cur- 
BERSON], goes to this extent, that, where there is original jurisdiction 
in the House of Representatives to pass judicially upon a question and 
act upon it without outside interference, there is also power to attach 
for contempt, as a court would have power. 

For instance, under the Constitution the Honse of Representatives 
is made the sole judge of the election and qualifications of its mem- 
bers. And therefore, in attempting to ascertain the election and qual- 
ification of any one claiming tobe duly elected to the House of Rep- 
resentatives it would bo in the power of the House to use all methods 
necessary to bring before the House or its committee all witnesses who 
had knowledge upon that question, without referring the matter to 
any court; and, in such a case, the House, having exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, could deal with the witness. 

Again, the House isthe sole body authorized to present articles of 
impeachment. Therefore, in investigating matters with referenco to 

resenting articles of impeachment, the House would be the sole body 
ving jurisdiction of that question and could subpœna and deal with 
witnesses while investigating such questions. ; 

Again, it may be suggested, the House alone, without the interfer- 
ence of any other body, has the power, upon a two-thirds vote, to ex- 
pel one of its members for conduct justifying such expulsion. There- 
fore, in an investigation of that character, the House, and the House 


alone, may deal with witnesses subpcenaed touching that class of ques- 
tions. 

Now, the House is not without power to punish witnesses who come 
before it or to secure the punishment of witnesses coming before it 
where it is investigating other questions affecting legislation or any 
broader questions that they may investigate. Butthat power comes 
under a statute, where, the witness having appeared before the com- 
mittee, declines to answer a particular question, a question not affect- 
ing these judicial powers ofthe House. Then the Speakerof the House, 
on having the matter brought before him, certifies the contumacy of 
the witness, his refusal to answer, to the district attorney of the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, whose duty it is to present the matter before the 
grand jury. 

The grand jury is authorized to indictand to have the case tried andthe 
witness may be convicted and punished for his refusal toanswer. That 
law was passed because of the decision in the Kilbourn case. But this 
witness is subpcnaed for the purpose of testifying as to matters sup- 
posed to be within his personal knowledge, or reputed to be within his 
personal knowledge, affecting the legislative action of members of the 
House of Representatives, and therefore matters with which the Houso 
and the House alone may deal. For that reason I believe thatit is 
legitimate, not only to attach the witness for contempt in refusing to 
answer his subpoena, but that it may deal with him after he is brought 
ay without referring the matter to the court of the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allowaquestion? There is no di- 
rect charge before your committee against any individual member of 
the House, as I understand it, is there? 

Mr. ROWELL. Our special committce was raised by a resolution, 
incorporating an article published in the St. Louis Globe-Democrat. 
That article, without naming the members charged, charged that fif- 
teen members of the House had been engaged in the matters therein 
referred to. The mention of the names was suppressed in the article, 
but the testimony before the committee declares that the names of 
these parties wero given by Owenby to the correspondent, and the cor- 
respondent suppressed the names, and that Owenby could testify, if 
his statement to the correspondent were true, to the names of his own 
knowledge of members of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COBB. The question I desire to submit is this: Whether the 
authority of the House is not confined to cases where there is a direct 
issue made against some one or some individual members of the House, 
and not where the investigation is simply general to ascertain whether 
or not there is any testimony affecting any member of the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will say that I have thought of that question, as 
I can see nothing in the philosophy of jurisdiction that makes any dif- 
ference whether a member is charged by name or whether members 
are charged without their names being given. It in each instance isa 
charge against the integrity of some member of the House, his name 
being unknown to the House, which charges, if true, would be asub- 
ject of consideration by the House whether those members had com- 
mitted any crime for which they could be dealt with under the con- 
stitutional power of the House. : 

Mr. COBB. But the gentleman is aware of the fact that it has been 
adjudicated that a grand jury has no authority whatever to summon 
witnesses to give general information as to the commission of crime, 
and that before that authority may be exercised there must be a case 
made by a direct charge against some one as to the commission of a 
designated offense. 

Mr. ROWELL, There may besuch a decision where that is the Jaw, 
but it is not ordinarily the law. In nearly all the States the grand 
jury may summon a witness before them without any charge against 
anybody, for the purpose of asking him general questions as to any vio- 
lations of the law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to read from the 
Globe-Democrat interview in the RECORD I can give an illustration of 
the character of the charge—— £ 

Mr. COBB. Let me ask the gentleman that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY, If the gentleman will permit me to read, it will 
serve to show him what is charged. 

Mr. COBB, What I wanted to inquire was by what authority any 
grand jury could exercise the power of summoning a witness to answer 
these general questions, unless they are authorized by a special State 
statute, à 

Mr. ROWELL. I want to say that I haye had occasion to have 
grand juries exercise that power through a period of four years in 
various countics in the State of Illinois, avd that the power is un- 
doubted and unquestioned in that State. 

Mr. COBB. But you haye an Illinois statute authorizing it. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir; it is done under the general power of 
common-law right as to summoning witnesses before a grand Jury upon 
criminal matters. 

Mr. COBB. ‘There are, of course, cases where such power is exer- 
cised in some States under Statestatute, but I can cite to the gentle- 
man repeated decisions of the court wherein-—— i 

Mr. PAYNE. What State? - 

Mr. COBB. The State of Alabama. The court decided that to al- 
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low the grand jury this general power of investigation would extend 
its authority to that extent that it would be detrimental to the inter- 
ests of the citizen; and that before a witness could be punished for 
contempt for not answering (this was a case where the witness refused 
to answer a question before the grand jury) there must bea case under 
investigation. And in the case I have in mind it was. decided that 
there yas no contempt for the reason that the question for the refusal 
to answer which the witness was charged as for contempt was a gen- 
eral one, one touching the commission of crime in the county, and not 
relating to a specific investigation, and that such course, if allowed, 
would enable the grand jury to become an inquisitorial body. 

Mr. FRANK. But the gentleman will remember that that has no 
application to this specific case. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not assert that it has. I was only submitting 
whether or not it has. I certainly desire to offer no obstruction to the 
proper exercise of power by the House in this case. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not care to be turned aside from the line I was 

ursting. I understand such a decision was rendered in Alabama. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman{from Maine proposed to read something, 
and I would like to have him read it now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have given the interview to the gentleman from 
Illinois, who occupies the floor, and he will read the paragraphs to 
which I referred, 

Mr. ROWELL. I know there was a decision in the District of Co- 
lnmbia that the grand jury could not investigate a question until it 
had previously been investigated by a justice and certified up to it; 
butitis notcurrent law. Idonotcare anything about it. I want to 
read some specific charges made by this witness and then let gentle- 
men judge: 

Q. Was there any Missouri Representative on the list for whom silver was 
carried by the pool? 

The charge was that it was carried at the expenso of the pool and 
the member was to have the profits, if any, but to suffer no loss, The 
answer was: 

Yes; one. 

And then he says: 

Was hea Democrat or Republican? 
A Democrat. 
Then it goes on: 


Representative 
member of the House on the deal, 


, of New York, I expect, made more than any other 
He got a barrelful out of it. Then there 
were two Californians, two of the Illinois delegation, onc Kansas man, and- 
two Iowa members that I remember now on the House list. Ithink that there 
were not more than fifteen Representatives who were taken in. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me a moment’s time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire, in justice to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island who has charge of the Military Academy appropriation bill, to 
haye no more time taken up than is necessary. 4 

Mr. PEEL rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Tyield to the gentleman from Arkansas, my col- 
league on the committee, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of my colleagues and 
other members of the committee if we are not di ing this question 
prematurely. I do not think the power of the House goes into the 
question so far as that matter is concerned that is now before the 
House. As I understand in all tribunals having the power to subpena 
witnesses to secure evidence the very fact of the refusal to obey the 
summons of the court is within itselfa contempt of that authority, and 
itis for the court to determine. The court never inquires into the 
nature of the evidence desired. 

The only question for the court to determine is, has the party been 
duly served? Ifthe tribunal has jurisdiction over the subject-matter 
at all, it has a right to procure the evidence, and when it issues its 
process and that process is served upon the party and he fails to appear, 
that in itself is a contempt of the authority, and an attachment goes 
as a matter of course to bring him before the bar, As to whether we 
have the power to punish him for contempt when he comes, that is a 
different question, and it is one which certainly does not arise now. 
The committee have brought before the House the fact that this party 
has been subpwnaed and served, and that he has refused to obey the 
summons. à 

Now, then, if the House meant what it said when it referred this 
subject-matter to this select committee with authority to subpæna 
witnesses, administer oaths, and so on, it can not refuse to extend the 
other authority toforce the witness to attend, because that would defeat 
the whole object of the investigation. If the House refers this matter 
to a select committee with authority to bring witnesses and if it then 
turns around and refuses to require the witness to attend, itmakes the 
proceeding a farce and it would be idle to pursue it further. I hope 
the order will be granted, and Jet the other question be dealt with 
when it arises. 

Mr. VAUX. You think the power to bring the witness here does 
not necessarily involve the power to punish? 

Mr. PEEL. Not at all. 


‘tendance of this man as a witness is not n 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas this question: Is it not a punishment in itself 
to attach the witness, take him in custody and bring him a prisoner 
from his own home, or wherever he may be found, to Washington, and 
does not the same question arise on the exercise of that power that 
would arise on the question of punishing him for contempt? Unless 
the House has jurisdiction to punish for contempt, it has no power to 
arrest the witness; for the witness can not be arrested until he isin 
contempt of the body whose process he has disobeyed. ‘Therefore, is 
not the very question that the House has to decide the question whether 
it has the power to punish this witness by arresting him and bringing 
him in custody to its bar? 

Mr. PEEL. Ithinknot. In reply tothe gentleman from Kentucky, 
I presume it is familiar to every member of this House whoisa la 
that no court ever goes into the question of whether it will punish a 
witness who isin contempt or not, until he has appeared before it and 
offered his excuse for refusing toobeythe process. A witness may not 
be in contempteven though he has failed toobey the process, He may 
have a lawful excuse for not coming in obedience io the subpmna, 
That is a matter for the future. Tsay to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that I do not consider that the arresting and bringing a man here 
to answer for not appearing under process is any punishment at all, 
more than naturally and inevitably grows out of the nature of all tri- 
bunals, Itisathing thatis incidental to the power of the court or 
other tribunal. If we have jurisdiction of the subject-matter and have 
power to subpona a witness, toadminister an oath and to hear his tes- 
timony, the same authority that gives us that jurisdiction has power 
to compel this witness to attend. The question whether, when the 
witness refuses to obey the subpona, he isin contempt ot the tribunal 
is an afterconsideration,to be determined on its merits. As I have 
already said, he may have a lawful excuse or he may not. That will 
be a matter for the judgment of the House when he offers his excuse, 
a question to be determined by itself when it arises. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of the power of 
the House to compel the attendance of a witness who bas been law- 
fully summoned and has failed to respond to the summons, Theques- 
tion whether he has a communication which is privileged and which 
therefore he need not divulge, the question whether his testimony is 
unimportrnt or irrelevant, does not arise upon this motion. This is 
the assertion of the power of the sovereignty of the country to compel 
the attendance of a witness, and it is totally unimportant at this stage 
whether the witness knows anything, or whether what he does know 
is pertinent, or whether he is privileged to refuse to tellit. His duty 
isto come before the tribunal which is to decide that question, and 
answer, and submit to the judgment of the tribunal, 

The next point made is in regard to tendering to the witness his 
fees and mileage in advance. I know of no sovereignty, whether of 
the nation or of the State, that ever permits a witness to demand fees 
in advance. Ina case where the Government of the State or of the 
nation isa party the Governmentcompels attendance, demands, requires, 
and has aright to the attendance of every citizen, and the Government 
will see to it that the rights of the witness in that behalf are carefully 
guarded, Nor, in any of the States of this Union, so far as I know, in 
a criminal prosecution or any proceeding which is of that nature, does 
the State permit a witness to excuse himself from attendance or to avoid 
attendance by demanding his fees in advance. 

In civil cases in the several States it is provided that a witness may 
demand his fees in advance, and if they arenot paid he is excused from 
attendance. But he must make that appear; it is not for the Govern- 
ment to show affirmatively that there has been a tender of fees or 
mileage. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman allow me toaskhima single ques- 
tion? For he has givens very clear exposition of the Jaw. Now, if I 
understand his proposition it iz—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GROSVENOR] has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES], a member of the committee. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the question of power to compel the at- 

ily before the House 
for consideration except to a very limited extent. This committee 
was raised by order of the House and instructed to investigate allega- 
tions which had been made that members of this House had been cor- 
ruptly engaged in speculation in silver. In the disclosures of others 
before the committee this man has been mentioned as having stated 
that he knew of the existence of asiiver pool in which members of this 
House wero engaged for the purpose of speculating upon the Govern- 
ment. A condition of things is disclosed which might if established 
by reputable testimony lay a predicate for the expulsion of members 
of this House. 

Now, that isa matter clearly within its jurisdiction by the provisions 
of the Constitution. The decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Kilbourn and Thompson draws the line separat- 
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ing the three departments of the Government and decides substantially 
that if the matter sought to be investigated belongs to the legislative 
department, and is one with which Congress or either branch of it 
may properly deal, and the witness refuses to make a disclosure touch- 
ing such a matter, he is in contemptof the House and may properly be 
dealt with as fora contempt, But, as a matter of course, if the ques- 
tion is one belonging to thejudicial department or the executive depart- 
ment, over which Congress has no jurisdiction, neither House of Con- 
ean deal with him for contempt if he refuses to testify. 

Now, here is a statement made to the committee which prima facie 
establishes a case within the jurisdiction of this House, and that is 
enough for the present inquiry. When the witnessis brought here, if 
he then refuses to disclose his knowledge it will become a question for 
the House to determine, on the facts then developed, whether the mat- 
ter is within their jurisdiction and whether they may punish him as 
for contemptin refusing to testify. If this committee is to do what the 
House has ordered us to do, the House ought to grant compulsory proc- 
ess at once to bring this man here to testify asa witness. When he 
has been brought here and testifies, whether his testimony is worthy 
of credit or not is another question. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before the gentleman from Maine de- 
mands the previous question, I wish to ask him whether the effect of 
the decision in the Kilbourn case is not a declaration that the juris- 
diction of the House is Jimited in this regard; and whether in view of 
that decision it would not be well for the officer who may summop 
this witness to be provided with a resolution reciting the facts neces- 
sary to give the House jurisdiction, so as to avoid the discharge of the 
prisoner upon habeas corpus? I call the attention of the gentleman 
to this matter in order that his resolution may be amended in this re- 


spect. 

aie DINGLEY. ‘The report of the committee (and of course the 
seport is a part of the record and will go with the order) concludes 
with a recommendation for the adoption of ‘‘ the following order.” 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I suggest to the gentleman that the re- 
port may not necessarily be held to be a part of the resolution and that 
the question of thë jurisdiction of the House mightarise in the courts. 
In order to avoid any question of that sort it would be advisable to 
embody, with the resolution, something like the recitalsin the report; 
otherwise the officer will be liable to have his prisoner taken from him 
on a habeas corpus proceeding anywhere between Chicago and the Cap- 
ital. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman from Maine will accept the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. It can dono 
harm and may obviate the very difliculty which the gentleman from 
Georgia suggests. 

Mr.DINGLEY. The committee have followed a precedent which 
has been established from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time. We have not varied the course of proceedings, which 
has been for the committee to state in a report the facts of the case in 
connection with the order which they recommend. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman will not forget that the 
Kilbourn case has been decided since those precedents were made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Some of these precedents have been since that 
case; and this recital of the facts concludes as follows: ‘t We therefore 
recommend the adoption of the following order,” which, it seems to 
me, makes the report accompany the order as a part of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that he 
amend the resolution by prefixing something like the following: 
“ Whereas the committee to investigate the alleged silver pools have 
presented the following report’’—then let the report be inserted in 
full—‘‘ therefore resolved,” etc. 

Mr. OATES. That would be a sufficient amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from Maine will see that 
the report is a separate thing from the resolution as now presented and 
that they ought to be united. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will accept the suggestion, and while the order 
is being modified I will yield two minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CASWELL], who desires to bring to the attention of the 
House a case in point. 

Mr. CASWELL. 1 ask the Clerk to read one paragraph of the syl- 
Jabus in the case I haye marked. 

The Clerk read as follows, from Wisconsin Reports, yolume 7: 


The Legislature has power to institute an inquiry into the truth of an al- 
leged bribery of any of its members, or of the members of a previous Legisla- 
ture, connected with the disposal of a trust committed to the Legislature of 
the State, and continuing under its present and future guardianship and su- 
pervision, and in the exercise of such power it must necessarily have power to 
and may compel the attendance of witnesses before it or before a committee of 
either house or a joint committee of both houses, and compel such witnesses to 
testify; and also to inflict punishment, as for a contempt, upon such witnesses 
for their refusal to attend or testify. 


Mr. CASWELL. I only wish to add that the decision in the Hal- 
let Kilbourn case clearly holds that in ordinary proceedings or com- 
mon-law investigations the Congress would not lave power to punish 
for contempt; but whenever it involves the members of the House it 
may not only subpoena and compel the attendance of a witness, buf may 
punish for contempt. Without such authority we would be perfectly 


powerless to compel the attendance of witnesses to give testimony as 
to the standing, character, or proceedings of members. Consequently 
the Supreme Court didnot undertake to deny that power to Congress, 
and it is clearly within the reasoning of the court that Congress has not 
only power to arraign, but the power to punish for contempt, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, adopting the suggestions of 
several gentlemen, the committee have modified the resolution so as to 
make it clear that the report setting forth the facts on which the reso- 
Ht aN based forms a part of the resolution itself. I ask the Clerk 
to read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the special committee appointed by the House to investigate al- 
leged silver pools presented the following report, to wit— 


Mr. DINGLEY. That is all thatis necessary to read, as the report 
follows. Nowread tbe concluding portion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Therefore, it is ordered that the Speaker issue his warrant, directing the 
Sergeant-at-Arms attending this House, or his deputy, commanding him totake 
into custody forthwith, wherever to be found, the body of J. A. Owenby, and 
him bring to the bar of the House to show cause why he should not be punished 
for contempt, and in the mean time keep the said J. A. Owenby in his custody 
to wait the further order of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now I demand the previous question upon the 
adoption of the report as modified. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the report as modified, with the accompanying order, was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
and order were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER. I now moye that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to further consider general appropriation bills, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committce of the Whole, 
Mr. McComas in the chair. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr; Chairman, when the committee rose 
a few moments ago, I was proceeding to state that during the progress 
of this debate the gentleman from Iowa, I believe, from his place took 
occasion to speak of a very eminent man in Texas, General Hamilton; 
and in respect to this distinguished man he paid him the tribute that 
General Hamilton certainly deserved, but spoke of him as one of the 
instances of the settled pur of the State of Texas to retire and to 
keep in retirement theireminent sons who were engaged in the war on 
the Union side. In this connection he cited General Hamilton as an 
illustration of what he claims to be the treatment of such men. 

Possibly no man could be mentioned around whose name the peo- 
ple of Texas cluster more interesting memories than that of General 
Hamilton, and I desire to emphasize one or two factsconnected with it. 

Leaving Texas when the war broke out he became a Union soldier, 
returning after the war as the provisional governor appointed by Presi- 
dent Johnson. He gave the State of Texas such an unqualifiedly in- 
corruptible and true administration of its public affairs that after the 
State was again reconstructed Mr. Hamilton became a candidate for 
governor before the people of Texas, opposed by Mr. Davis and by the 
Republican party under conditions such, perhaps, as no other people 
ever before witnessed. 

But a single polling place was opened in each and all of the coun- 
ties of the State, and marshals and deputy marshals crowded around 
the polls, surrounding all of the ballot boxes just as has been sug- 
gested in this famous election law. ‘The result was that these ballot 
boxes were seized all over the State in different counties; Hamilton 
was counted out and Mr. Davis was counted in. When Hamilton went 
out of office he left a plethoric treasury with several hundred thousand 
dollars surplus and not a debt against the State. Governor Davis 
took the position and ran the government for threeyears. Atthe con- 
clusion of his term there was not a dollar in the treasury, but there 
was nearly five millions of debt against the State credit. 

But, says the gentleman from Iowa, and I will repeat his exact 
language: : 

Hamilton, of Texas, was relegated to the rear simply because he was devoted 
to the Union in the days when the life of the Union was involved. 

How relegated? By whomrelegated? Not by the people of Texas, 
not by the Democratic party of the State, for he had been but its recent 
candidate, but by that carpetbag government. Mr. Hamilton came 
to the front, a brave, great, generous man. A few years before en- 
gaged in war with us, then becoming a leader of the conservative people 
of Texas, to protect them from public pillage; and yet here to-day the 
charge is made against ns that the people of Texas relegated that man 
to private life. I sought to correct the gentleman from Iowa. I quote 
from the RECORD: 


Mr. Moons, of Texas. I want tointerruptthe gentleman right there. He made 
anallusion to Texas, Is he aware ofthe fact that General Hamilton is dead and 
that he died very soon after the war? 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa. I know that; but he had toretire from public life in Texas 
before he died, 

Mr. Moors, of Texas. General Hamilton died in Texas very soon after the 
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war. Hestood in the front rankin making war against the carpetbag admin- |- 


istration. 


These are the facts, and I desire to suggest to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. KERR], not by way of any reformation, for I fear that would 
be hopeless, that hereafter, in his daily diatribes against the people of 
the South, and especially against the people of Texas, he mingle a 
little truth with them, and possibly that may have some effect upon 
the country or upon the House, whether it does upon the gentleman 
or not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman from Texas has said some- 
thing about my diatribes on the South. I have made no diatribes on 
the South, but I know that General Hamilton did canvass the North 
in favor of the reconstruction measures and that he stumped the North 
during the entire campaign of 1866 against Andrew Johnson and in 
favor of the reconstruction measures. I am notof course, and will not 
claim to be, familiar with the history of Texas. Ido not believe there 
is any man in the North who sympathizes with any measures in the 
South that were calculated to depress their industries or to rob the 
people by unjust measures of legislation, on the part of any of the car- 
e governments so called. But we know that the measures for 
the education of the popie in the South, the amendments to the Con- 
stitution, placing them in harmony with the general spirit of the age 
and the country, were inaugurated in the first instance by the carpet- 
bag government. 

Mr. OUTILWAITE. Willthe gentleman yield for a suggestion right 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does tle gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, if the gentleman- wishes simply to 
make a statement. I donot yield for a speech. I have no objection 
to a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well. The gentleman has not declined 
to yield, Mr. Chairman. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In regard to General Hamilton, I, of course, 
am not familiar with the history of Texas, neither do I find that much 
fault has been found with Texas. I believe it is generally conceded 
in the North that the administration of affairs in the State of Texas 
has been more liberal, and that there has been a better spirit mani- 
fested in that State than in almost any other State in the South, al- 
though they have preferred the old Confederate leaders and have given 
them the offices. And consequently what remarks I have made in re- 
gard to the deprivation of the right of suffrage I do not suppose apply 
with as much force to Texas as to many other States. 

But I protest that this continual statement on the other side of the 
House that, when any one on this side insists there should be free elec- 
tions and a full vote and a fair count, it is an attack on the South, is 
not just. I hope the people who are opposed to fair elections in the 
South are not the South. The fact is that the majority of the people 
of the South have never been on the wrong side. If they were domi- 
neered over it was the dominating proslavery aristocracy before the 
war, and the old Jeaders still assuming to dictate the policy. Themen 
who went into rebellion did not dare to submit a single one of their 
Contederate constitutions to a fair vote of the people of a single State. 
Not in a single instance were the constitutions of the Confederate States 
submitted to.a vote of the people and adopted; but they wete driven 
into rebellion, as they are dominated now, by the same old social aris- 
tocracy, the slaveowners and their descendants. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Irise toa point of order. We have had a great 
deal of irrelevant discussion upon this bill. It was expected that in 
the general debate, much license and liberty in that direction would 
be allowed —— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This does not come ontof my time, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. SPOONER. But we are now engaged in considering the bill 
under therule providing for consideration under the five-minute debate. 
Tf that rule is read, it will disclose that this debate upon irrelevant 
matter, upon matters not pertaining to particular subject-matter of the 
amendment proposed, is out of order. 

Now, we have taken a very long time in the consideration of this 
little bill. I have no disposition to instruct gentlemen as to the man- 
ner in which they should present their views to the House at all rea- 
sonable and proper times. I did not interpose this morning when the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Moore] made his remarks, because he 
said that he wanted opportunity to briefly reply to something that was 
said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], and when the gentle- 
man from Iowa responded simply to that matter I could not well ob- 
ject; but it does seem to me that this has gone far enough, and I must 
protest against it, and I must ask that the discussion be confined to 
the subject-matter of the amendment and that we be permitted to dis- 
pose of this bill. - When the next bill comes up under the general dis- 
cussion I think an opportunity may perhaps be had for indulging in 
these ulterior and outside matters. 

M n MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima ques- 
tion ? 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman know that when the 
House isin Committee of the Whole on the consideration of any meas- 
ure very great latitude is always given to debate? 

Mr. SPOONER. Not under thefive-minuternle. The rule is defi- 
nite. ae have had occasion many times to have it administered as against 
myself, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have never seen any different rule. 

Mr. SPOONER, I ask that the rule be read. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. . I see no reason for delaying longer to occupy 
the five minutes to which I am entitled. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Go ahead. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not my custom to indulge in political de- 
bate upon any measure before this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is pending and not 
withdrawn, and the committee is aware of the rule on that subject. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. I withdraw it. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I renew the amendment, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, you have five minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. TI renew it, and I would like to go on uninter- 
ruptedly. 

The gentleman from Iowa said that the educational features in the 
laws and constitutions of Southern States that were beneficial to the 
people of those States all originated from what are termed the carpet- 
bag governments. I wish to suggest to him at this time that he was 
mistaken in at least one of those States; that is, the State of Georgia. 
The State of Georgia in 1865 and 1866 established a school fund that 
was to be for the benefit of the children of all of its citizens, and the 
State of Georgia was the first one of the Southern States that recovered 
self-government, released itself from the dominion of the carpetbag 
government, and established the Democratic party in power in that 
State. 

There is an educational fund which was devoted to the Southern 
States by the benevolence of an eminent citizen, the trustees of which 
are drawn chiefly from the Northern States. The President of the 
United States is ex officio one and the Chief Justice is ex oficio another 
of those trustees for distributing this educational fund. They distrib- 
ute it according to the efforts made by the several States to educate 
their people, and they distributed more to the State of Georgia than 
they did to any of the States in the hands of the carpetbaggers. Itis 
true that under the carpetbag governments of some States the expenses 
foreducation were greater; but I know ofan instance in which $4,000 was 
appropriated and used, and the people taxed to pay it, to build a com- 
mon country schoolhouse that could have been built for $800. That 
is the way in which the large debts were run up in those Southern 
States, ostensibly for good purposes, but RNS to fill the pockets 
of the people who descenaed upon them worse than harpies. They 
made way with about all of the school fand of Georgia and otherSouth- 
ern States. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, this is part of the history of this country, and 
it is a part of the history of this country well to take note of at this 
time, when it is proposed by gentlemen who sit upon the other side 
of the House by partisan legislation to place these peoplein danger of 
falling again into the hands of such wretched speculators and thieves 
as had control of them during the carpetbag government. They prob- 
ably do not expect it to resultso, yet the result of the legislation which 
has passed this House, ostensibly for pure elections, is really for the 
purpose of placing the Southern States under the control of political 
adventurers. It would have just such an awful result as that, and it 
is therefore that the business interests of those Southern States are 
largely aroused and alarmed to protect themselves from such a calamity. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 


Tor pay of one landscape gardener, for such period as his services may be 
necessary, $500; in all, $13,920, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making a very brief response to one of the in- 
correct statements made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] a 
few moments ago. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATTE] has already corrected 
one or more of his historical inaccuracies, aud I have reason simply to 
correct one in regard to a State which seceded from the Union. The 
gentleman from Iowa announced that in no single instance was therea 
vote by a Southern State upon the question of separation from the 
Union. Did he not say that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I said that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
he is altogether mistaken so far as ‘Tennessee is concerned. I am not 
going to discuss the right or wrong of the question, but simply to refer 
to the history of the question. After Mr. Lincoln was elected, in No- 
vember, 1860, the South became apprehensive. 

Mr, EVANS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido fora question. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee state the result 


! of that election ? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill. That is what I have taken the floor 
for, if my colleague will only compose himself for a moment. 

The Legislature of Tennessee soon after Mr. Lincoln was elected, 
anticipating injustice or wrong to the South, submitted the question of 
separation or no separation to the people of Tennessee, The election 
was held in the month of February, 1861, before Mr. Lincoln was in- 
augurated on the 4th of March, 1861. At that election the question of 
separation or no separation was submitted, and at the same time dele- 
gates were elected to a convention to be held in the event that separa- 
tion from the Union prevailed. At that election the people of Ten- 
nessee, not then knowing that there was any serious danger, although 
it was threatened, voted down the question of separation by 60,000 ma- 
jority; but in the month of April, after Mr. Lincoln was inaugurated 
and the firing began at Fort Sumter, the Legislature again submitted 
the question of separation or no separation to the people of Tennessee, 
and it was voted on in the month of June, and then it was that the 
question of separation carried by a Jarge majorify and Tennessee con- 
sidered herself after that date out of the Union. These are the facts, 
and I simply rose to put them on record. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For repair of cooking utensilsand the replacement of worn-out cooking uten- 
sils in the cadet subsistence ens anche urchased in open market on the order 
of ths superintendent, and to be immediately available, $100, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Idesire to offer an amendment at that point, to 
come in immediately after the sixth line on page 16. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 6, pago 16, insert: 

*Reflooring Grant Hall (cadet mess hall), substituting for the board floor 
thercina white marble floor 96 feet long by 45 feet wide, to be immediately avail- 
able upon the approval of this act, $3,021." 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, thatamendmentis offered 
by me because I find in the estimates for public works at the Military 
Academy such an estimate, and I find also this note to the estimate: 

Immediate availability is requested because of the urgency for a new floor. 
The present floor is very inferior, hard to keep clean, and is unsuitable fora 
dining room which is used thrice daily by solarge a body as the corpsof cadets; 
being used so often rig the water and soap used in the necessary cleansing is 
absorbed toa greater orless degree by the wooden floor, and as it dries out there 
is emitted an objectionable soapy odor which can not be gotten Se! isalways 

resent, and which ismost obnoxious to the habitués of the hall. his estimate 
i in the interest of health, cleanliness, and economy. 

Now, I desire to say that this committee, in the beginning of their 
report, make this statement: z 

‘The total amount appropriated by the bill is $402,001.64, which is $150,672.26 
less than the estimates and $33,231.47 Iess than+he appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, as is shown in detailinthe statement annexed to this 


report. 

Mr, Chairman, I do not believein that kindof economy. I do not 
believe in that method of cutting down the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, Here is an estimate which is sent to this committee from the 
officer having this matter in charge, and the reason for the estimate 
and the reason for theappropriation are that theimprovementis needed, 
because the dining-room of this hallin which the corps of cadets take 
their meals three times a day is becoming decayed, is saturated with 
foul water, is not only offensive to those who dine there, but is objec- 
tionable also because of being unhealthy, and especially so to those 
who are compelled to remain there during the day. As the words of 
the note read, very emphatically: ‘‘ The estimate is in the interest of 
health, cleanliness, and economy.’’ I see no reason therefore why the 
committee should reject this amendment, 

Mr.SPOONER. ‘The committee examined this matter with some do- 
gree ofcare, The present floor of the mess hall was laid down about 
seven years ago. Itisawoodenfloor. The proposition contemplated 
by the estimate isfor a marble or tile floor. ‘Thecommittee, after hear- 
ing whatwas to be said concerning the propo aan, believed that other 
matters which are provided forin the bill were much more deserving 
of immediate consideration, and although the importance of having a 
new floor for that mess hall was to some extent recognized by the com- 
mittee it was not considered to bea matter of very pressing necessity. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit a 
question ? 

Mr, SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I wish to ask the gentleman how 
many of these young gentlemen who aro fed and clothed and educated 
at the public expense and receive 2 salary besides probably have marble 
floors in their dining rooms at home, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is one of the questions that I shall not at- 
tempt to answer. I do not know. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, as stated by the gentleman in 
charge of the bill, the present floor of the mets hall wasJaid down seven 
years ago. Itis.an ordinary wood floor. It isnot decayed, as stated 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], but it is somewhat 
worn, and undoubtedly by the time this appropriation would be ex- 
pended it might properly be replaced by anew one. The only reason 
why the committee did not embody the appropriation in this bill was 
that there were other objects connected with the sanitary condition of 
the post that were regarded as much more important and urgent, and 
the committee had no doubt that this matter might without detri- 
ment wait until the next session of Congress. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman, I ask that 
the amendment be read again, 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to strike ont the last word. I wish to 
say a few words in reply to the gentleman from Michigan. I haye 
taken the estimate as it was sent here. It provides for a white marble 
floor. Iam not particular that the floor should be of white marble, 
but that is the kind of floor that is used in a great many dining rooms 
in different places throughout the country where a large number of 
persons have to eat together. The amendment, however, is suscepti- 
ble of amendment so as to provide for a tile floor if the gentleman pre- 
fers that. 

The marble floor would outlast a number of wooden floors, so that 
in the long run the cost would be about the same, and I sup; it is 
because of its durability and of its being easy to clean, that the marble 
floor was recommended. 

Now, as to leaving this for the next Congress to provide for, that is 
one of the things I object to. It is the duty of this Congress to make 
such a ht as are required for the public service and to keep 
the public buildings in such a condition as to make them useful and 
healthful in the highest degree. This bill up to this time, as isshown 
by the report, does not appropriate an amount equal to that appropri- 
ated for the current fiscal year by some $30,000, and therefore I donot 
think it is imposing any heavy orimproper burden to require this Con- 
gress to make this appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill what the official recommendations are in relation 
to this improvement. 

Mr, SPOONER. They were read by tho gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] from the Book of Estimates. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ididnot understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to state that what he uttered was the official recom- 
mendation. I thought he was stating simply his own opinion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no. I read fromaletter from the United 
States quartermaster and commander of cadets recommending this ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. COTCHEON. The note read by the gentleman was from the 
letter of Captain Spurgin, the quartermaster of the post. I willsay 
further, for the information of the gentleman and of the committee, 
that when the Board of Visitors were at West Point in June last the 
superintendent recommended a new tile floor for the messroom. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Did he estimate the cost? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He estimated the cost at $3,024. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is that thesame amount men- 
tioned by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe it is. The committee did not decide 
that such a floor was not desirable or necessary, but they thought it 
might lie over a single session without detriment tothe publicservice. 

Mr. BREC. GE, of Kentucky. Did the committee consider 
the question of the propriety or necessity of providing at least a new 
floor of wood? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We considered that probably upon the whole, 
taking into consideration durability and cleanliness, when the present 
floor was replaced an encaustic-tile floor would be the best. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I ask unanimous consent to amend the 
amendment so as to provide for a white-marble or encaustic-tile floor. 
I auggest the insertion of the words “or tilo” after the word ‘‘mar- 

ê, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, thisisin every 
way avery inappropriate species of economy.» It seems that here is a 
permanent building subject to great use. The present situation is 
positively unhealthy. Now this thing has got to be done; it has been 
urged in the past that it be done; it is a small matter and it ought to 
be done now, We know very well that medical evidence is very pro- 
nounced in the opinion that where a plain floor is used in this manner 
it can not be kept from absorbing the materials that drop from the 
tables unless it is subjected to the rough usage that is practiced upon 
the decks of vessels, where a large rough stone is dragged over the deck 
at least once a day. And we all know that the material of which our 
floors are made would not last more than a year if subjected to such 
treatment. Therefore it may be safely assumed, in view of the use to 
which this hall is subjected, that the present difficulty is not simply 
that the floor is out of repair, but that it is actually unhealthy, We 
ought to guard the health of these young gentlemen and adopt the 
amendment, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, while this bill has been under dis- 
cussion I have noticed that there has been some miscellaneous debate; 
and although my friend from New York [Mr. FLOWER] came around 
here and in a rather threatening manner said that I had better keep 
quiet [laughter] I think I will call attention to a statement which 
was made by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Lewis] two or three 
days ago in reply to a statement which I had made on this floor, and 
which I now reiterate, that James Prentiss Matthews, Republican post- 
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master at Carrollton, Miss., had recently been assassinated because he 
was a Republican. 

At the time I made that statement or soon after I had made it, the 
gentleman from Mississippi took occasion to tell this House, and Isup- 
pose also the country—for I think he has since told me that it was in 
the papers of the country or some of them—that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral himself,upon the evidence obtained by the investigation made by 
him through an inspector, was of the opinion thatthere wasno politics 
whatever in this murder. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi andto thisHouseand to thecountry, upon 
the authority of the Postmaster-General himself, in contradiction of 
~ the statement made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], 
and I have his permission to say it here, given to me for the purpose, 
that he believes that James Prentiss Matthews, Republican postmaster 
of Carrollton, Miss., was killed because he was a Republican. 

Mr. BIGGS. Will you let me ask one question? 

Mr. KELLEY. I will when I get through with this statementand 
one or two others that I am going to make, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the same gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Lewis], after introducing his remarks witha classical expression which 
being interpreted meant, ‘Say no evil of the dead” or “‘Say nothing but 
good of the dead,”’ took oceasion immediately after making thatremark, 
Classical as if was, to heap upon the Republican postmaster who has 
been assassinated in Carrollton, Miss., to pile slander upon his memory, 
for the purpose, I suppose, of vindicating the Democratic assassins that 
murdered him, for I can conceive of no other reason, and if every word 
he has said about this young Republican martyr’s character is truo, 
which it is not, if would be no justification to his assassins. 

He has heaped, I say, some of the most vituperative slang or slan- 
der thatcould be piled upon a man even if he were alive, in which 
case such remarks I think would nothavebeen made. Mr. Chairman, 
I can conceive of no crime more foul than the assassination of a man 
because he is a Republican, unless it be to assassinate the dead man’s 
character to justify the assassins. I take occasion to-day to deny the 
statements that were made by the gentleman. yesterday in regard to 
the character of this gentleman, Mr. Matthews, who has been assassi- 
nated. I want to say, and I can prove it by the testimony taken by 
an investigating committee that was sent down there for the pu of 
investigating the assassination of this man’s father, that not only this 
young man himself (he was only twenty-one years of age), but his 
brothers and sisters and the whole family, will compare favorably, so 
far as honor, integrity, intelligence, and wealth are concerned, not 
only with any gentleman or ladies of any family in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, but also with the constituents, and the best constituents, of 
any gentleman on this floor. 

In the report of the committee that investigated that assassination— 
a report signed by the chairman of the committee, Senator Hoan, and 
several other members of the committee, including Senators SHERMAN 
and FryE—they took occasion to commend the appearance of this fam- 
ily and the appearance of the boys (of whom this young man assassi- 
nated was one), and atthe same time they took occasion tostate that when 
the father was murdered two of the boys were in college, and when 
one of them, after receiving a telegram that his father had been assas- 
sinated, got. on the cars to go home, and being asked by a Democrat 
where he was going and what he was going for—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr, KELLEY. I will finish ina few moments. He stated that he 
was going home for the purpose of attending the funeral of his father, 
and then this Democrat told him that he knew he was to be killed. 

I extract a few words from the report referring to the Matthews fam- 
ily. It reads: 

J. P. Matthews was a merchant about forty-five or forty-six years of age, of 
great capacity and snag, and of large propery: He and his wife belonged 
to old and respectable M tsaippi familjes. He wasa native of Copiah County, 
as was his father before him. Tie had been a Union man through the war. lie 
liad two sons in college and two daughters,aged about nineteen and sixteen 
years. The wife and children all testified before the committee, It would be 
dificult to find anywhere a family whose appearanas as thoy appeared before 
the committee could be more attractive. There is no member of the Senato 
who might not be proud to introduce anywhere as his own the four children 
who came to tell us the story of the murder of their father, for no other offense 
than that of being a Republican. i 

The testimony of Mr. McCain before the mock trial that was given 
the assassin, in Carrollton, is that Matthews told him that day he ex- 
pected to dio, and that he would die a martyr likehis fathers Another 
witness testified that Matthews told him he thought they would murder 
him that day, and also told him where he wanted to be buried. Mr. 
Chairman, in the great speech made by Mr. INGALLS in the Senate 
about a year ago he predicted that unless the conditions were remedied 
soon in the South ‘‘John Browns would spring up all over the South 
as willing martyrs to liberty.” J.F. Matthews is ono of them, as he- 
roic a martyr for liberty as Brown or Wickliffe; and I want to say to my 
friends in Mississippi and elsewhere that it makes no difference whether 
you hang a martyr forliberty, or burn him, or shoot him with a double- 
barreled shotgun, the liberty for which he died will be the gainer and 
will eventually provail. 

Mr, Chairman, I had the honor of an acquaintance with this young 
martyr, and Ideem it a great honor, and I shall never forget the heroic 


appearance of this bright, scholarly, manly young man; and of his 
death T can say in the language of the poet, that fitly described his end: 
Whether on the scaffold high 
Or in the battle’s yan, 


The fittest place where man can die 
Is where he dies for man! 


Mr. Chairman, I shall take this occasion to say that, in my judg- 
ment, the assassination of Republicans in the Gulf States for the last 
twenty-five years, aggregating at a low estimate more than twenty thon- 
sand, will soon result in a national tragedy. How it will come or 
when no man can tell, how it will end no man can tell, but that it will 
come is as sure as that the wagesofsinisdeath. Thesinof thisnation 
is the abandonment of its friends to become the victims of its enemies. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas in his 
remarks madeallusion tome. I told him that if he made a speech 
somebody would “‘pitch into’? him, and that he had better not doit, 
[Laughter.] Now, I did that becatise I knew that he had beenin the 
habit of making speeches here pitching into my friend Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE, of Arkansas, an upright, Christian man, who was unseated by 
that side of the House, but his State by a Jarge majoritysent him back 
here again to represent them, notwithstanding all of the speeches ot 
the gentleman from Kansas, while on the other hand my suggestion 
that he had better not make aspeech was based on the recollection that 
his constituents had found him out and had turned him down in tho 
last election. 

Mr. KELLEY. They did not shoot me because I was a Republican. 

Mr. FLOWER. And let me tell you, my friend, the more you make 
that kind of speeches the better forthe Democratic party. [Laughter.] 

Now, I had something to say in my remarks a few days ago about a 
fair ballot and an honest count, or a free ballot throughout the coun- 
ty— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But you laughed when you said it. 

Mr. FLOWER. Oh, I know the gentleman can not understand 
whata free ballot means. -He resides in Maine. [Laughter.] But 
let mo tell you that wherever throughout the North we have been able 
to reform the ballot and get it to n point where every vote is counted 
honestly as cast, and also wherever in the South that same condition 
of things has been accomplished, they haye turned down the Repub- 
licans. 

Mr. KELLEY. We do not mind being turned down by ballots; but 
we do object to being turned down by shot, 

Mr. FLOWER. I do not know what they will do with youin Kan- 
sas if they keep on. [Langhter.] ` 

A MEMBER. Turn him over to New York. 

Mr. FLOWER. Because there seems to be thirty to forty majority 
in the Legislature now againstyou,and if you make any more speeches 
I do not know what will become of you or where you will end. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I advise my friend from Kansas if he wants to 
make speeches to talk to and for the farmers. Let him tell them how 
to make a living and pay their mortgages—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Print Matthews was a farmer and also a merchant 
and a Republican, but he was assassinated. : 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LEWIS] 
will take care of that: Ihave no doubt he heard what you had tosay 
in reference to it. But I desire to say to my friend kindly, living as 
he does inaState west of the Mississippi River, nearly 4,000, certainly 
over 2,000, miles from the seaboard, to say the least——[Langhter. ] 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Three thousand miles! 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, let me tell you it starts 1,600 miles from the 
seaboard, and it does not end in less than 2,100 miles from seaboard. 

Mr. KELLEY, Oh, we have other seaboards besides New York. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now I say with reference to this State, which 
starts 1,600 miles and does not end until oyer2,100 miles from the sea- 
hoard, that you need something else there than the kind of oratory the 
gentleman has been indulging in on the floor of the House to convince 
them that they are well represented on thisfloor. Butthat being your 
condition with reference to the seacoast, will you solve this problem? 
With the price of corn as it is at present—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Fifty cents a bushel in Kansas. 

Mr. FLOWER (continuing). And wheat aslowas itis—your corn 
will not stand more than a 100 miles transportation in wagons, and 
certainly not over2,000 by railroad; your wheat will stand, say, 200 
miles by common dirt roads in wagons and probably 2,500 miles by 
railroad at the present price before the cost eatsitallup. Now, solve 
the question, with that condition of things, of building up something 
there whereby your farmers can make a living with their corn and 
wheat and saye something which will result eventually in giving their 
lands a fair market price. Do that for your people, and you will be 
doing something which they will probably encourage. You will bo 
doing something that your constituents will remember and send you 
back here again, and I hope some day that the gentleman, after hav- 
ing adopted that course, will be seen on the floor of this House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now the gentleman has given his opinion in re- 

to Kansas, how does he stand on the tile floor? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Would it be in order to lay 
the Military Academy bill on the table temporarily, unless we can set- 
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tle these political questions and go on with the consideration of the 
bill? 

A MEMBER. Thatis right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not insist on the point 
of order. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

While the patriotic and liberty-loving people of this great country 
are rejoicing in the strengthened hope of continued constitutional lib- 
erty, whose songs of gladness are heard around this continent, the sten- 
torian and strident voice of the member from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] 
is heard crying ‘‘ Murder !’? ‘Murder!’ ‘‘ Murder 1” 

Mr. SPINOLA. Call the police! [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. LEWIS. And heistheself-appointed and swift witness in every 
killing that has occurred in the States of Mississippi and Arkansas 
and on all occasions has sought to create the impression that the peo- 

le of those States are in rebellion against the Constitution and the 
line of the United States. 

Mr. KELLEY. And has proved it. 

Mr. LEWIS. I want tosay to him that he is in rebellion against 
the mandate of the people expressed in last November’s election. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] I want to say that he is in rebellion 
against his own constituents, who have relegated him to the shades of 

rivatelife. I want to tell him that he is in rebellion against his own 
tate, which has just spoken, whose voice filled the ‘‘cathedral of this 
hemisphere,” but fell unheeded upon his dull ears. 

The gentleman from Kansas has undertaken to-day to charge me with 
aspersing the dead. He hasdenied, on what he claimsis good authority, 
the assertion I made that the Matthews recently killed at Carrollton, 
Miss., was the identical man described in the letter of Mr. Waldo 
A. Pearce, which was read in the House on yesterday. I want tosay, 
Mr. Chairman, that I reiterate that charge, and to prove it I will in- 
troduce testimony that can not be controverted by the mere statement 
of the gentleman from Kansas, nor by any other class of evidence of his 
procurement. 

On yesterday he was magnanimous enough to notify me that he in- 
tended to contradict my statement. In order, Mr. Chairman, that I 
might speak with perfect authority I telegraphed yesterday evening 
at 5 o’clock to J. L. Power, of Jackson, Miss., whois the author of one 
of the letters read on yesterday, and I will read for the edification of 
the gentleman from Kansas my telegram and the answer thereto, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Mississippi has occupied very little of the time of the House, This is 
a matter involving one of the communities that he represents, and I 
ask unanimous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for five 
minntes further, If the Chair will recognize me, I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. KERR,of Iowa. Ifthe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] 
can have the sameprivilege, I will not object; but on yesterday the 
privilege was accorded to one side and not to the other, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not made, and the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Mississippi for the time yielded to 
him by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope it will be understood that at the close of 
that ten minutes this political debate will be concluded. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I will now read the dispatch which 
I sent yesterday. 

J. L. POWER, Jackson, Miss.: 
Claimed here that Matthews you saw misbehaving on Georgia Pacific wasthe 
marshal and not postmaster at Carrollton. 

That was the distinct allegation of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
KELLEY]. Now, I want to read the reply of J. L. Power to thattele- 
gram, and I want to say that there is no man within the borders of 
Mississippi who stands higher in the estimation of her people than Col, 
J. L. Power, and no man who knows anything of him would stultify 
himself by attempting to contravene any statement that he might 
make; 

Jackson, Miss., January 28, 1891, 
Hon, CLARK Lewis, House of Representatives: 
It was not the marshal, but ‘‘Coon”’ Matthews, the postmaster. 
J. L. POWER, 

I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, that this Mr. Matthews was frequently 
called by the name of *‘Coon.’’ I do not know by what means he ac- 
quired that sobriquet, but I do know that he was familiarly known 
through that country as “Coon”? Matthews; and when Mr. Power says 
he was the postmaster at Carrollton he establishes the fact that this 
was J. P. Matthews who created that scene on the train of the Georgia 
Pacific Railroad, about which these letters were written. 

Now, I want tosay in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Kansas has made it his constant occupation, in season and out of 
season, to misrepresent and malign the people of the South; and I want 
to say thatin this course heisin rebellion alsoagainst that lofty and be- 
neficent sentiment uttered by the commander of the Union Army (one 
of the greatest generals of modern times) whose message of pacification 
at the close of the war was borne on the white wings of peace to every 
State, Territory, and district, every city, town, and hamlet within the 


wide circle of a restored and glorified Union. [Applauseon the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I will say, to begin with, that I do not know anything about the Mr. 
Power whose telegram has been read to-day. 

Mr. LEWIS. ‘That is your misfortune. 

Mr. KELLEY. I stand upon the assertion I made, and it is not 
necessary to reiterate it. I donot consider the evidence of Mr. Power, 
even if he isas good as he is represented to be—which I can not doubt— 
any evidence herein this case. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one thing 
about this evidence that contradicts itself, that I wish to refer to. He 
says he referred to the Matthews that was postmaster at that time, as 
I understand it, at Carrollton, Miss. Mr. Power says, as I understand 
it, that the Matthews that he referred to was the one that was post- 
master at Carrollton at that time. 

Mr, LEWIS. And the one that was killed. 

Mr. KELLEY. But at that time this Mr. Matthews had not been 
appointed postmaster at Carrollton, Miss.; consequently it could not 
have been the postmaster who raised this disturbance on the train. 
J. P. Matthews was not appointed postmaster for two months after the 
disturbance on the train referred to in that dispatch. 

Mr. LEWIS. He was the same man. 

Mr. KELLEY. -And it contradicts itself in that respect. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, in reply to some of the assertions and some of the asper- 
sions that have been made in reference to my own action, I desire to 
say I am not here to traduce any man in Mississippi, or in the South, 
or in the North. e 

I am here defending the character of a Republican in the South, who 
has been killed in Carrollton, Miss., killed hecause he wasa Republican. 
And if he was a constituent of the gentleman from Mississippi, it seems 
to me that the gentleman is the man who ought to reply to the asper- 
sion cast upon me, for it is his constituents that I am defending. Not 
his assassin constituents, but the Republican victims of those assassins. 

Now, I want to go a little further, Mr. Chairman, in reference to 
this matter. When I was rapped down to-dayat the expiration of my 
time, I was about to say that the evidence produced and the report 
made by the committee which investigated the killing of this man’s 
father contained the further evidence that the very Democratic mass 
meeting that ordered the killing of him, the very Democratic mass 
meeting that indorsed the killing, also appointed a committee of Dem- 
oerats to wait upon the Matthews brothers, and this boy who has just 
been assassinated, was one of the brothers, to inform them that they 
would not be permitted to take part in the politics of Mississippi if 
they wanted to live. 

Mr. LEWIS. Has that anything to do with this case? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, it has something to do with this case. It is 
natural that boys having been raised under those influences, that boys 
who had been: subjected to these threats, should be on guard. It is 
one reason, perhaps, why this Matthews who was killed had a gun in 
his hand at the time he was killed. He had been frequently notified, 
a short time before and ever since he had been postmaster, that he was 
not to be allowed to live in Carrolton and act as postmaster, and his 
life was in constant danger. And the evidence that was produced by 
my friend, Mr. Lewis, and contained in that record, shows that that 
morning he stated to his clerk that he believed they were going to kill 
him that day, that he felt it was going to be done, and that he had not 
any objection to dying a martyr, like his farther, and he gave direc- 
tions even as to where he was to be buried. Could anything be more 
pathetic? ; 

Now, if there is anything in this case that justifies a little boister- 
ous conduct and a little bravado, as it might be called by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. LewIs], it seems to me that this consider- ~ 
ation would justify something of the kind. 2 

Now, as the gentleman has referred to me as being a self-constituted 
defender of the persons who have been assassinated and murdered in 
the South, in reply to that I simply wish to say that I am sorry that 
the State of Mississippi can not furnish upon this floor some man who 
has got the sense of justice in him strong enough to come out and de- 
nounce these assassinations of Republicans and save me the necessity 
of doing it. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say further thatthis isonly one of the cases 
of Republicans who have been assassinated in Mississippi because they 
were Republicans. Marshal Cook, who was a candidate for a place in 
the convention which has recently been held in theState of Mississippi, 
on the Republican ticket, after having made one speech as a Repub- 
lican in favor of his election and having an appointment for another 
was notified by the Democratic committee of that county thatif he pro- 
ceeded in making his canvass as a Republican for the convention, he 
could not live in Mississippi. On his way to the next meeting he was 
cruelly assassinated by being shot from behind the walls of an old 
schoolhouse by two or three Democrats withshotguns. I could stand 
here until sundown and enumerate cases and prove every one of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, when I listened to the speech of the gentleman from 
Kansas the other day I had occasion to address the committee upon 
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the subject matter of the bill which is pending, and made no allusion 
to what he had said, because I considered it amply answered by the 
remarks of my colleague [Mr. Lewis], who represents the district in 
which this killing is alleged to have occurred. 

But I am getting tired of hearing this arraignment of Mississippi, 
these broadcast accusations against her people, before-a tribunal that 
has not the power to try her. I think it is past the time, sir, when 
the Empress of the United States, either the House of Representatives 
or the Senate, shall sit in judgment upon crimes commiteed in that 
State. Both these offenses to which the gentleman from Kansas has 
alluded haye been tried and determined, so far as they can be deter- 
mined, by the only tribunal capable of trying them, the justice of the 
peace, who sits as an examiner in court, and the cirenit court and 
courts of Mississippi. 

When a gentleman undertakes, as a Representatiye here,to stand in 
his place, as the gentleman from the State of Kansas does, and arraign 
the whole State of Mississippi and says that her citizens are responsible 
for every killing that occurs, and particularly if it chances to be a Re- 
publican, that it is of a political character, he makes an assertion 
which I would be false to my duty if I were to retaliate by referring to 
cases in his own State or in the State of Indiana, which I had occasion 
to do at the last session of Congress. In the latter State a negro had 
been pursued for miles and shot down and riddled with bullets. It 
would have been unjust, it would have been outrageous to state to this 
House that the people of Indiana sided with that sentiment. 

By what authority does the gentleman from Kansas undertake to 
say that the people of Mississippi have not reprobated all of these 
killings? They did at Carrollton. They doit everywhere. At Car- 
rollton there is no question about this. This man was killed in self- 
defense; and the tribunal that tried the man who did the killing said 
he did it in self-defense. But the House of Representatives can not 
try this matter. But what has actuated the gentleman from Kansas 
in bringing this matter in here? 

It is brought here for the purpose of exciting bad blood between the 
North and the South; for the purpose of appealing to a sentiment of 
ill-will between the two sections; for the purpose of saying that Repub- 
licans can not live there, which is absolutely false, because they have 
lived there, they do live there, and this very family to which he has 
now referred not only live there, but have been the recipients of four 
offices from this Administration. One of the brothers of this man was 
appointed marshal of the southern district until he was removed by the 
Department of Justice a few weeks ago because of improper conduct in 
that office. 

Mr. KELLEY. Heis marshal now. 

Mr. HOOKER. He is not. 

Mr. LEWIS. His successor has been ae 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state that he 
is now the marshal. A 

Mr. HOOKER. His successor has been appointed. He may be act- 
ing, but his successor is awaiting confirmation. A 

Mr. KELLEY. Ireceived my information from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral that he is now the marshal, 

Mr. HOOKER, His successor isnow awaiting confirmation, Three 
others of the family have received offices, and this man makes four, 
from the hands of this Administration. 

Now, sir, as I understand it and from information which is given 
me, which is as good as any that the gentleman can have, haying re- 
ceived a letter the other day from a gentleman who has generally acted 
with the Republican party in Mississippi, and not knowing that this 
matter came up here, he says, ‘‘ Politics had no more todo withit than 
the man in the moon,” 

The truth of the business is that this man was running amuck against 
the town, with a rifle in one hand and a pistol in the other, and in that 
way was approaching the store of this young man, who finally killed 
him. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was he a citizen of the town before he wasap- 
pointed postmaster? 

Mr. HOOKER, No, he moyed there to hold the office. I repeat, 
he was running amuck against the town; the papers have made the 
statement that he was standing in his store auctioning his goods with 
a Winchester rifle in one hand and a revolver in the other, and that 
he was armed in the same way when he approached this man’s store 
and was killed. Now I wish to say a word in reference to the other 
matter long since passed and disposed of, which the gentleman from 
Kansas has attempted to revive here to-day, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] s 

Mr. OATES was recognized and yielded to Mr. HOOKER, 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to say with reference to the killing of the 
father of this young man Matthews, which occurred years and years 
ago, that the man who did the killing was tried by the court and was 
acquitted by the verdict of a jury; and I want toask, by what author- 
ity does the gentleman from Kansas call up that matter now, a matter 
occurring years and years ago, and attempt to excite party feeling, sec- 
tional hatred, malice, envy, and ill-will on account of it? A jury of the 
county sat on that case and acquitted the accused, 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Were there not negroes on the jury that 
acquitted him? > 

Mr. HOOKER. There were two and probably more negroes on the 
jury that tried and acquitted the man who killed the elder Matthews. 
The man was tried and acquitted by that jury on the evidence, after a 
Yong and protracted trial, in which the learned district attorney, who 
prosecuted the case with great zeal and vigor, was aided and assisted 
by the advice and counsel and powerful oratory of one of the ablest 
criminal lawyers in the State of Mississippi, Mr. McLaurin, of the 
town of Brandon. The accused was acquitted by the verdict of the 
jury, and I again ask by whatanthority does the gentleman from Kan- 
sas undertake to bring that case up here now and appeal to popular 
prejudice and popular passion on account of it? 

And when the gentleman rises in his place in this House as a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Kansas and asserts that he is authorized by 
one of the Cabinet officers of this Government, the Postmaster-General, 
tosay thathe, the Postmaster-General, believes that the killing of young 
Matthews was a political killing, I might gofartherand say that neither 
Mr. Wanamaker, nor the gentleman from Kansas, nor this House, has 
the right to sitas an appellate court against the only tribunal that could 
try that issue; and if Mr. Wanamaker so far forgot the high position 
which he holds asa a member of the Cabinet as to express his opinion 
about a matter so foreign from the office which he holds, I might say 
farther that his judgment is no better than the judgment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas and no more to be relied upon so far asit attempts to 
make accusation against the people of Mississippi. [Applause on the 
Democratic side, } 

He is undertaking to invade the province of the judicial tribunals ot 
the country; and I call attention to the fact that if we here in the House 
of Representatives, either by the fiat of a Cabinet officer or by the action 
of a Representative upon this floor, are to undertake to supersede the 
criminal judicature in the States and in the counties where offenses are 
committed, we shall neyer be done trying in this high court of appeals . 
the various crimes and offenses that occur all over the land, 

Ishould never pretend to callin question the action of any community 
in any great State whose Representatives sit here because a killing has 
occurred there which can neither be justified nor palliated nor excused, 
and which no honest man attempts to justify, palliate, or excuse. And 
if I did refer to a case in which a jury in any of those great communi- 
ties had acquitted a man charged with a crime or an offense, would 
I be justified in bringing that case up here for review before this 
House, when you can not pass any verdict upon it? You sit here not 
as a court of appeals, and the gentleman from Kansas ought to recog- 
nize that fact. 

Now, sir, I insist that there are living at presentin the town of Hazel- 
hurst, and have been ever since the elder Matthews was killed, two or 
three of his sons. They have lived there in peace and in quietude, and 
they are living there to-day, So that the accusations which the gen- 
tleman has made that there was any special hostility against this par- 
ticular family more than any other is not founded on fact, and there 
is no excuse for such assertions as the gentleman from Kansas has 
made here about the people of Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this section has been exhausted. 

Mr, KELLEY and Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio, rose. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN, There are two amendments pending. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Iwithdraw the last amendment offered by me, 
the formal amendment. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I always deplore the recalling on the 
floor of Congress of the history of the past *‘unpleasantness.’’ I do 
not think it ever conduces to the benetit of legislation or the country. 
But thereis one thing in which I do believe, a clear, unvarnished state- 
ment of history. A suppression sometimes amounts almost to a mis- 
representation. I desire to state briefly and within the record the true 
situation in Tennessee at the time she voted to separate from the Union. 
The first vote cast was on the 9th of February, 1861, upon the ques- 
tion ofa convention to take into consideration whether Tennessee should 
separate from the Union, and that proposition, Mr. Chairman, was 
voted down by 60,060 majority. Now I read from the history of Ten- 
nessee: 

The masses in the States were loath to dissolve the Union under which they 
liad lived and loved pee and were, in agreat measure, in darkness asto the 
real issues pending and the real course to pursue. In this bewildering and 
doubtful maze of governmental relations, wherein a clear head and strong will 
could direct public action, Isham G, Harris, governor of Tennessee, proved to 
be the right man in the right place. This was the state of public affairs when 
the startling news came that Fort Sumter lad surrendered and civil war com- 
menced, Immediately succeeding this, while the public pulse was surging and 
the public brain reeling, came the call of President Lincoln for 75,000 volunteers, 
and the following telegram for Governor Harris from the War Department: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, April 15, 1861. 

Call made on you by to-night's mail for two regiments of militia for immedi- 


ate service, 
SIMON CAMERON, 
Secretary of War, 
To His Excellency pa G: Harnis, 


Fovernor of Tennessee. 


Mr. ENLOE. From what is the gentleman reading? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. From the History of Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE, By whom? ‘ 2 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It is published by the Goodspeed Pub- 
lishing Company, of Nashville. 


Mr, ENLOE. Iam glad you told us who published it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio (reading): 


Governor Harris was absent from the city upon the receipt of this dispatch, 

but upon his return on the 17th he promptly wired the following reply; 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, NASHVILLE, TENN., April 17, 1861. 

“Sin: Your dispatch of the 15th instant, informing me that Tennessee is 
called upon for two regiments of militia for immediate service, is received. 
Tennessee will not furnish a single man for purposes of coercion, but fifty thou- 
pon if newsssary, for the defense of our rights and those of our Southern 

ae “ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
“@overnor of Tennesste. 
“Hon. SIMON CAMERON, 
"*Seerelary of War, Washington, D.C.” 

On May 6, 1861, an ordinance was passed, and on the 8th of June 
camethe proposition for a declaration of independence. At the same date 
(and this is the point to which I desire to call the attention) the Legis- 
lature passed a military bill providing for an army of 55,000 men, 25,- 
000 to be available at the earliest practical moment. 

Now, I wish to read something further—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Iask permission tocontinue my remarks 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a few words—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to be heard on this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have order for just a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will take their seats and the com- 
mittee will come to order. 

Mr. ENLOE.. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know whether if is not the custom 
to recognize gentlemen alternately on opposite sides of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairhas been doing that uniformly except 
that by an oversight two gentlemen were recognized on the right of 
the Chair, and now the Chairis undertaking to equalize that matter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wanted to find out whether the gentleman from 
Tlinois [Mr. CANNON] is going to speak for or against the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will find ont what I am speaking 
for. I will occupy but a minute or two. 

Gentlemen understand that this is the third day that ‘this Military 
Academy bill has occupied. Now, we gentlemen on this side of the 
Honse recognize the fact that we were routed, ‘‘ horse, foot, and dra- 
goons,’’ in the last election, and you gentlemen on the other side seem 
to be aware of it also. There is but a short time left for the transac- 
tion of the public business of this session. If that business is to be 
done creditably to either side of the House, the time should be de- 
voted to its discharge, as the doing of it properly may amount to a 

t many million dollars saved to the Government in intelligent, 
onest discussion and provision for the public service. The time has 
come when I think we can well afford tostop discussion, first on one 
side and then on the other, that sheds no light upon the bill. And I 
appeal to the gentleman in charge of this bill to proceed, if necessary, 
w close debate from paragraph to paragraph, and let the bill be fin- 
ed. s 

Let this bill be followed by the diplomatic appropriation bill, and 
then the legislative bill will be Saly for consideration, or, for that 
matter, itisnowready. Ithink we shall best deserve, those of us who 
go out and those of us who remain in, the thanks and approval of the 
public, as well as our own approval, if we pay orderly attention to the 
public business, it being necessary to do so during the remaining time 
of this session if that business is to be done creditably, as members of 
the House would desire to see it done and asit ought to be done. That 
is all I want to say. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I will occupy only a few moments. I 
have consumed but little time in this House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move to strike ont—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Task for a vote on the pending amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As several gentlemen have come in since the 
discussion of the amendment began, I ask that it be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 6, page 16, insert: 

“Reflooring Grant Hall (cadet mess hall), substituting for the board floor 
therein a white-marble or tile floor, 96 feet loug by 45 fcet wide, to be immedi- 
ately available upon the approval of this act, $3,024." 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 55, noes 65. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. TI call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SPOONER and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Arkansas, were appointed. 
bee committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For waterworks: Renewal of material in filter beds; vest eh pte ventilation of 
filter house and water house; hose for use in cleaning filter beds and water liouse, 
and for use in fire serviceatsame; tools, implements, and materials for use of the 
two keepers, and for repairs of siphon house, filter house, and of 4} miles ofsup- 
ply pipes; forshed for tools and storage of fuel for keeper at Round Pond, and for 
tool house at filter; for gauges at Round Pondand Delaficld Pond, and stairs for 
access tosame, $500. á 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. At the time that the distinguished friends of economy made 
it a test question on this floor whether they would furnish the cadet 
hall at West Point with a marble floor instead of a good old-fashioned 
oak floor, such as we have now, I was very willing to yicld to their re- 
quest. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
is saying. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I was almost through, but I say in the 
interest of economy, as displayed by my friends on the other side, I 
was very willing to yield on that point, especially as they wanted to 
make a marble floor in the cadet mess hall at West Point instead of a 
good old-fashioned oak floor, which we think good enough for the men 
to be educated as soldiers, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; not marble. 
of American make. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understood the amendment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have shown that beforo the last vote given on 
June 8, 1861, in the State of Tennessee, that State was an organized 
camp; that on the very same day that the Legislature passed the act 
submitting to the people the question of secession they also passed a 
military act calling for 55,000 men. Idesire further to read, toshow 
you the determination of the governor of Tentiessee at that time to 
force Tennessee, the old volunteer State, into theranks of the seceding 
States, another little item of history from a book evidently written 
by a historian who wrote in the spirit of a friend of the South, 2 South- 
ern sympathizer. He says: 

The only opposition encountered was in East Tennessee, but the governor, 
as commander-in-chiof of the provisional army, determined to nga that por- 
tion of the State immediately with troops,in the hope of anbjecting it to the 
Confederate cause. 

I admit tbat my friend from Tennessee stated the trath when he 
said that on June 8 Tennessee went out by a vote of the people. But 
she went out by the vote of the people with the 55,000 troops at the 
back of the governor to force the people into secession. 

Now, my friends perhaps may draw’‘a lesson from that, for I believe 
that is the history of almost every Southern State that went into dis- 
union. They may draw this kind of a lesson: They talk long and 
loudly about soldiers at the polls, about bayonets, and abont the elec- 
tions bill in the interest of an honest ballot and a fair count, but they 
had no hesitation to call for soldiers, they had no hesitation in coerce 
ing the people in Tennessee and forcing them to enter into a rebellion, 
the most causeless that the history of the world records. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe my friend from Iowa, in a measure, 
was right when he said that no State of its own free will in the South, 
by the vote of the people, seceded from the Union. That is all I de- 
sired to say on the subject. Ihave no desire, sir, to make such com- 
ments as will stir up animosity on the other side of the Chamber. 
But what I have stated is the recorded history of Tennessee, the history 
of the act of secession which I believe to be true. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, Iam very glad to see that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, who is a member of the committee that reported 
this bill, understands its provisions as thoroughly as he does, and that 
he shares in the same great anxiety that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has expressed, that we should expedite the pub- 
lic business. And I want to congratulate the gentleman from Ohio 
dlso on his knowledge of the history of Tennessee. 

He wasat one timea resident of our State and a member of our State 
Legislature in the days of reconstruction, at a time when there were 
very few gentlemen who came out of the Legislature with any credit 
tothemselves. [Laughter.] But I want to say that I believe the gen- 
tleman from Ohio did acquit himself creditably as a member of-the 
Legislature, and I have no hesitation in saying that this is a great com- 
pliment to him. But he has been away from the State for so long a 
time that he does not know anything about our history. 

Goodspeed’s History of Tennessec is a subject of ridicule in that State 
amongst all of the people who know anything about it. This alleged 
history was published by a company organized or known as the Good- 
speed Company—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
cited from that history ? 

Mr. ENLOE. You wait until I get through with your history first, 
and I will take up the facts later on. 

The gentleman says the Goodspeed Company produced a history of 
Tennessee written in sympathy with the South. ‘The fact of the 
matter is that these gentlemen came from a Northern State, Indiana I 
believe was their home, and they came to my town and to Nashville, 
and to all of the promiuent towns in the State, and entered intoa con- 


It is impossible to hear what the gentleman 


I inserted ‘‘tile floor,” 


Do you dispute the facts that I bave re- 
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tract to write a history of Tennessee which was to be local in its char- 
acter. I went over to see which edition it was that the gentleman had 
and which he quoted. He did not have the edition which was pub- 
lished in my town, because that edition contained a biographical sketch 
of myself, the publication of which cost me just $10. [Laughter.] 

A Member. Did it have your likeness? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I was not the only victim, let mesay; 
for I have no doubt that if I had time to examine the copy the gentle- 
man read from I would find a biographical sketch of my friend here 
in front of me [Mr. WASITINGTON] if that edition happens to have 
been published in Nashville. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Is your history all right? 

Mr. ENLOE. That is the only opportunity I have had to get into 
history; but I am not willing to get there again at the same price, un- 
Jess it is a better history than that. [Laughter.] 

These gentlemen came to Tennessee and wrote this history under 
contract. We understood when we subscribed for it that it was to be 
a local history, giving the story of the development of each county and 
town, and was to be transmitted to our posterity to enable them to 
make the history of the future trustworthy. 

It proved tobea-fraud. When they came into my town to collect the 
money, I acted with due caution about it, I think, because I acknowl- 
edged that I had been sold and paid my $10 but some of my neighbors 
refused to pay the $10, and when the publishers brought suit they failed 
to collect anything in the courts, because they had practiced a frand 
on the community. Now, the gentleman ae to go to some other 
history of Tennessee. There is one, the earliest published, called 
Ramsay’s Annals of Tennessee. There is a later one, which I think 
is a good history, by my distinguished colleague from the Tenth dis- 
trict [Mr. PENAN! 

Now, if that history had stated these facts, I would rely upon the 
history of my State. The gentleman may state some facts. He may 
draw some false conclusions from the facts; but he is unfortunate in 
his selection of the history of Tennessee, which he reads to this 
House. I hope the gentleman from Ohio, now that I have enlightened 
him upon what I know about this bill, will tell us what he knows 
about it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I 
examined the history written by the distinguished colleague of my 
friend [Mr. PHELAN | and it does not touch upon the question I referred 
to. The gentleman can refer back to Ramsay’s Annals of Tennessee, 
which treats of the early and glorious history of Tennessee, and does not 
relate to the later and unfortunate, and, froma Unionstandpoint, dis- 
graceful history of the old “volunteer State.” And, Mr. Chairman, al- 
though I have not had time to look to see who was the author of that 
portion of Goodspeed’s History of Tennessee, I will venture to say it 
was written by a Southern sympathizer. I say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the matters there stated are matters that the gentleman has not denied, 
and he can not cast a slur over the statements of that history unless 
he denies the facts that are stated therein. Furthermore, the only 
matter of unreliability that I find in the matter of the history, as he 
describes it, is the $10 worth of unreliability in which he wrote the 
history of himself and paid $10 to have it inserted therein. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Task unanimous consent that debate on this par- 
agraph may be considered closed. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I only ask the gentleman to yicld 
three minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the gentleman will be very brief. 

Mr. ENLOE, I will be very brief. It is not necessary thatI should 
be very elaborate, because I listened for some time to see what point 
there was in the gentleman’s argument. If there has been any mani- 
fest purpose in what he has said to this House, except a desire which 
seems to be lingering in the hearts of a few unfortunate gentlemen on 
this floor to go back and dig up ancient history and undertake to stir 
up bad blood in these latter days when we all want peace, I can not 
see what his motive is. He does not want to try the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr, HARRIS] for his acts at that time. The 
people of Tennessee have passed upon those acts time and again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Idesire to say this to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that if he had been present when his colleague [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON ] spoke he would understand why I made the remark I did. 

Mr. ENLOE. Idid not understand what the gentleman’s object was 
and I do not care anything about what his object may have been. I 
want to say that to collaterally attack a gentleman in this way does 
not seem to me to promote any. public end, The distinguished gentle- 
man to whom he refers as the governor of Tennessee at that time, and 
whom he charges with having violated the rightsof the people, has had 
that question passed upon by those very people at the polls time and 
again, and they have declared that he executed their will. If it had not 
been so he would not have been three times successively elected to the 
Senate of the United States. He has been tried often, and always found 
to be a patriotic citizen. ; 

Whatever error he may have committed at the time—and the gen- 


tleman no doubt thinks he was in error—that is not a question to be 
settled to-day, forit has been settled long ago. There is a warning in 
the fate of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr, WILLIAMS] might well appropriate to himself. 
The people of Kansas haye entered their judgment, I believe, that they 
do not need his services any longer; and, if the gentleman from Ohio 
docs not cut loose from the dead past of twenty-five years ago and bring 
himself up abreast of these times, the people of Ohio will decide that 
they do not need him here, and will send a younger man in his place, 
and I hope a better one, although that of course would be a little hard 
to do, in his‘own party. The masses of the people of this country are 
sick and tired of dead issues, and politicians who are wedded to the 
dead past will be, as they ought to be, buried with it. 
The Clerk read as follows: ` 


For water works: Renewal of material in filter beds; improving ventilation 
of filter house and water house; hose for use in cleaning filter beds and water 
house, and for use in fire service at the same; tools, implements, and materials 
for use of the two keepers, and for repairs of siphon house, filter house, and of 
4} miles of supply pipoa. or shed for tools and storage of fuel for keeper at 
Round Pond, and for tool house at filter; for gauges at Round Pond and Dela- 
field Pond, and stairs for access to same, $500. 

For broken stone and gravel for roads, $2,000. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to offer an amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Ihave an amendment here to 
offer to the paragraph that we have just been considering. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My amendment is toa paragraph ahead of that 
and I will withhold it. 

ie CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment should be to the paragraph just 
read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; of Arkansas. But I rose to offer my amend- 
mentin time. I wish to change the amount according to the recom- 
mendations of the official in charge of this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman rise before the reading be- 


gan? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rose instantly. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The amendment will be reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, line 17,after the word “hundred,” add the words “and twonty;” 
so that it will read “$520.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas.: Mr. Chairman, this paragraph 
relates to a very considerable amount of work at West Point: 

Renewal of material in filter beds; improving of ventilation of filter house 
and water house; hose for nse in cleaning filter beds and water house, and for 
use in firo service at same;,tools, implements, and materials for use of the two 
keepers, and for repairs of siphon house, filter house, and of 4} miles of supply 
pipes; for shed for tools and storage of fuel for keeper at Round Pond, and for 
tool house at filter; for gauges at Round Pond and Delafield Pond, and stairs 
for access to same, £500, 

Now, the amount recommended—and I ask the attention of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to what I have to say—was $520, and 
$20 have been stricken off. There is very little here accomplished in 
the way of economy in a matter of as much minutia as this, and it is 
fair to presume that those in charge of this public property considered 
that every cent of that very small recommendation was necessary for 
this very extensive part of the property, Therefore, we onght to have 
some very good reason for striking off this $20, which, though small 
in amount, may be exceedingly necessary for the purpose for which it 
is intended; and I ask the gentleman to state to us why it is that he 
does not comply with the recommendation of the officers in charge 
there. : 

Will the gentleman from Rhode Island kindly give me his atten- 
tion? The gentleman thinks we are going to have irrelevant discus- 
sion; but I wish to ask him why the amount recommended is not 
given, why this change is made, and why this additional $20 is not 
given, at the cost of public necessity. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will state to the gentleman why the appropria- 
tion has been made. That recommendation has been made from year 
to year, and the committee were of opinion that when such a recom- 
mendation was made year hy year they could reduce it by this small 
amount of $20. They thought that where the estimates are continued 
in the same channel and the same appropriation made for the same ob- 
jects, sometimes it became excessive, and therefore reduced it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, it is evident—— 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no special reason that implies the neces- 
sity for this particular fund recommended. As the gentleman can see, 
it covers a Jarge number of items—— > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course it does. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ina gross sum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And yet it isan exceedingly 
small amount. Now, it is very evident, Mr. Chairman, that no evi- 
dence has been taken in this connection. This paragraph covers a 
large number of items—a large amount of property—yet they are be- 
grudged the small sum of $20. Now, that has been stricken out, and 
the committee comes in with a provision that only $500 was required, 
and it comes in apparently upon the ground that it preferred a round 

number. Ido not believe that the careful estimates of these officials 
dealing with all these details should be called in question. We have 
every reason to believe from the painstaking reputation and the pru- 
dence of these officers that they have not asked for anything more than 
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is necessary for the publicinterest. I hope, therefore, that the amend- 
ment to incorporate this $20 will be adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Division, Mr. Chairman, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16, between lines 18 and 19, insert the following : 

“For placing plumbing in the water-closet used by the male employés of the 
mess, $467." 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, if the committee were just a 
little bit more quiet I would be glad to be heard, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point of order is well taken. 
The committee will please be inorder and gentlemen will resume their 
seats and cease conversation on the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, Chairman, I would ask permission to say here 
to the gentleman from Ohio— i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifit is not to be taken ont of my time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will go on in my own time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. . I simply want to say to the gentleman that he 
misapprehends the estimates, In the Book of Estimates appear a num- 
ber of separate items regarding this matter of plumbing and sewerage. 
While the committee have reported a gross amount less than the total 
amount estimated, as stated in the report of the committee, yet we be- 
lieve the amount sufficient for that purpose, as explained in the remarks 
I made in the general debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I recollect that. Now, Mr. Chairman, that 
explanation does not satisfy me and ought not to satisfy this commit- 
tec. Where the gentlemen who have this business in charge have es- 
timated for $28,700 for general matters of plumbing, this committee 
has come in with an appropriation for only $15,000, and that does not 
include this item to which I have called. the attention of the commit- 
tee. That ought to have a separate appropriation, a separate para- 
graph you might say. Now, I trust that gentlemen in the committee 
will consider this amendment seriously, and not think that itis a lux- 
ury, such as marble or tile floors, against which there was some objec- 
tion. Let me read to the committee what i$ said by the officer in 
charge as to the necessity for this particular appropriation at this time. 
I read from a note to the estimates on page 178: 

The employés of the cadet mess are huddled together in a manner conducive 
neither to health nor cleanliness, and the expenditures above indicated are in 
my opinion absolutely necessary, 

This is-signed by Capt. William F. Spurgin, quartermaster and com- 
mander of cadets. 

Captain Spurgin says, the committee will observe, that these ex- 
penditures are in his opinion absolutely necessary. Now, the Military 
Committee, that has not visited this place and has had no opportunity 
of observing whether they are absolutely necessary or not, has omitted 
this item. Itis not included in the amount to which the chairman 
refers, and it is not in the bill anywhere. Therefore I insist that it‘is 
our duty at this time to make this amendment, and especially do I 
insist to gentlemen upon this side of the House because the necessity 
for the improvement is so patent that we shall certainly be called npon 
to make an appropriation in the next Congress if it is not made now. 

It is not a great matter; it is but a few hundred dollars; but it is by 
omitting a few hundred dollars here and a few hundred dollars there 
and a few hundred dollars somewhere else that gentlemen upon the 
other side propose to make a show of economy. I trust that no gen- 
fleman upon the other side will interject into the discussion of this 
amendment any politics, as the gentleman from Kansas did awhile ago 
on a preceding one, to distract attention from the amendment which I 
have offered in good faith and which I desire the committee to pass, 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTIWAITE; and 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs of present quarters married enlisted men, $5,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to strike out the word “five” and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ten.’’? I dothat, finding inthe Book of Estimates, page 
178, an estimate for ‘‘ repairs of present quarters for married enlisted 
men, $10,000,’’ with this note. 

This estimate is based upon an inspection by a board of officers who have re- 
ported, as a sanitary necessity, the repair of these quarters an economy to the 
Government. 

Now, I have not heard from the chairman of the committee or from 
the gentleman who has this bill in charge that this amount is included 
in any other gross sum, and I do not believeit is. I observe in one of 
the appropriations here a provision for ‘‘ two sets of officers’ quarters to 
be immediately available, $20,000.” That is to say, this committee 


has acceded immediately to the request for an appropriation for two 
sets of officers’ quarters, at a cost of $20,000, but when the estimate is 
sent in here for $10,000 for quarters for the married enlisted men, it is 
cut down to $5,000. 

Now, there may be some good reason for this. I believe it is proper 
that the officers’ quarters should be in accord with the standing and 
rank of the officers in the academy, but why the repairs for the present 
quarters of the married enlisted men, men who are permitted to have 
their families there and who are there with their families, why they 
shonld be stinted in this way, and provision made for but one-half the 
amount asked for, nd only one-quarter the amount which is to be ap- 
propriated for the quarters of two officers, I do not understand. 

Tinsist, Mr. Chairman, that this is a proper amendment, a prudent 
amendment, and, in the language of the board of officers who inspected 
the quarters, ‘fa sanitary necessity,’’ and ‘fan economy to the Govern- 
ment.” This being so, I hope the gentleman having the bill in charge 
will permit it to be modified on this point in accordance with the es- 
timate. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr, Chairman, I am very glad the gentleman is 
so largely in sympathy with the projects proposed to be expedited by 
this bill; but I think that if he had read the bill and considered the 
subject more carefully, he might have come to the same conclusion 
with the committee. ‘The fact of the matter is that this appropria- 
tion is for repairs of old quarters, which are being gradually replaced 
by new quarters, for the married enlisted men, and the committee did 
not think it desirable to make any very large expenditure in that di- 
rection, and they did think the appropriation which they proposed 
for that purpose, $5,000, would prove to be reasonable and proper. 
Then, in the second paragraph following this, the gentleman will find 
that the committee have provided for ‘twenty sets of new quarters for 
enlisted men and their families, to be built in sets of twos, each set to 
contain four rooms, $24,000.” P 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. In this matter you have cut down the estiinate 
$6,000. Now, I shall be perfectly satisfied if you will either increase 
the appropriation for the new set of buildings up to the amount esti- 
mated, $30,000~ instead of $24,000 as proposed in the bill, or if you will 
make this appropriation for repairs, because by means of repair houses 
can often be made almost as good as new. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The gentleman finds a good deal of fault with us 
on one line, and other gentlemen on another. The committée have 
tried to stand upon consistent and reasonable ground. The estimate 
of $30,000 reported in the Book of Estimates was upon examination by 
the committee, as will be explained in a moment by its chairman [ Mr. 
CUTCHEON], found to be unnecessarily large, and the appropriation of 
$24,000 has been recommended for reasons which that gentleman will 
now state. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was my fortune to be a member of the Board 
of Visitors to the Military Academy last summer and to spend two 
weeks there. As chairman of the subcommittee on buildings and 
grounds I visited and i ted every building at the post, including 
these quarters of enlisted men, They are situated in a very unsani- 
tary location, down under the bluff, near tide water, almost entirely shut 
out from the light and from the breezes of heaven, ‘The purpose of 
everybody connected with the post is to remove these quarters as rap- 
idly as possible from the present low, unsanitary location to a higher 
and better one. 

Therefore, instead of spending $10,000 upon repairs of these old 
wooden shanties, which ought to be torn down—my friend from New 
York [Mr. Frren], who has been upon the Board of Visitors, knows 
whereof I epeak—we thought we would recommend an appropriation 
of $24,000 for building new quarters in a sanitary situation, upon high 
ground, and expend $5,000 in making these old quarters habitable 
while the new are being erected. We appropriated $24,000 last year 
for new quarters for enlisted men; we propose an appropriation of the 
same amount this year, and I hope that the House next year will ap- 
propriate $24,000 more, until the last of these old wooden shanties down 
under the hills shall have been torn down and removed. 

Mr. FITCH. I agree fully in what the chairman of the Military 
Committee [Mr. CUTCHEON] has said as to the present quarters being 
in a very undesirable spot. Instead of appropriating $5,000 to repair 
those buildings, I think the full amount of $30,000 as recommended 
should be expended in erecting new ones. I disagree entirely with my 
friend from Ohio [Mr, OUTHWAITE] when he says that $10,000 should 
be expended in repairing the present quarters. Not a dollar should 
be expended in the hole where those quarters are located — 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Except so far as necessary to make them habit- 
able. 

Mr. FITCH. But Iagree fully with the gentleman from Ohio when 
he says that the whole amount recommended, $30,000, should be ex- 
pended in the erection of new quarters. I can not understand why 
this committee should desire to economize in the way here proposed. 
This military school is an institution of wbich every American may 
well be proud. It gave to this country the man who is most respected 
upon the other side in this generation and the man who on this side 
has the devotion of the men who knew him. We should be generous 
with this school. 
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Why the committee should recommend the cutting down of the esti- 
mates, where the full amount recommended is required for the comfort 
and the sanitary condition of this national military school, is some- 
thing which I for one can not understand. Nobody on either side of 
the House has asked such action from the committee. Weare ready 
to vote whatever amount of monoy may be necessary for the care and 
preservation of this spot, which is classic American ground, and for 
the comfort of the young men to whom the reputation and the safety 
of this country may some day be committed. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. OUTHWAITE, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For two sets of officers’ quarters, to be immediately available, $20,000, 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘ftwo,”? in the clause just read, the words ‘‘or more;’’ so as to read, 
‘*two or more sets of officers’ quarters.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For twenty sets of quarters for enlisted men and their families, to be builtin 
sets of twos, of brick, each set to contain four rooms, $24,000, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend the clause justread by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘twenty-four’’ and inserting ‘'thirty,’’ soas to make 
the amount of this appropriation $30,000. I confess that until I heard 
the explanation of gentlemen upon this and the other side who have 
visited West Point, I was inclined to rely thoroughly upon the esti- 
mate sent here in the letter of the gentleman in command, and the 
estimates made by the board of officers who have reported as to the 
sanitary necessities of the institution. But as to the buildings pro- 
posed in the pending paragraph I have my doubts whether $24,000 
will erect them as they should be erected. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘This is based upon the experience with those 
buildings which were erected last year. 

Mr. OOTHWAITE, A note which appears in the Book of Estimates 
in connection with this item is worthy of attention. Itis as follows: 


Notr.—I deem the erection of new buildings absolutely necessary, in view of 
the condition of many of the old, dilapidated buildings now used as quarters 
for enlisted men. 

Last year twenty sets of quarters were called for, of which number only ten 
sets were allowed. The increase this year is made with a view of carrying out 
the recommendations of a board of officers, who reported the destruction of 
several of the old quarters a sanitary necessity. Besides this, experience has 
shown thatif quarters were provided for the many married soldiers now living 
inthe adjacent village they would be more contented, continue to enlist, and 
render better service, 

A larger sum is requested for the erection of these quarters than was called 
for in last year's estimate, owing to the fact that the lowest bid received in re- 
sponse to advertisements in the daily papers was $1,500 for the erection of each 
set of quarters, which sum is thought reasonable for constructing the quarters 
in accordance with the plans approved by a board of oflicers consisting of one 
professor of the academy, and one officer each of the Quartermaster and Medi- 
cal Departments of the Army,—Capt. Chas, W, Williams, acting quartermaster, 
Uniled States Army. 


I do not know what can be said in opposition to such a proposition 
as this. In the first place these quarters are stated to be necessary be- 
cause of the dilapidated and unhealthy condition of the old quarters, 
That is conceded, I believe, by the chairman of the committee. 

Next, as he stated a little while ago, this proposes to erect these new 
quarters on a portion of the ground which is better suited for them 
and will be more healthful; and then we have the estimate that each 
of them costs $1,500, and if we erect twenty sets of them they will 
cost $30,000 instead of $24,000. Then we have the proposition, com- 
ing from those in charge and best acquainted with the subject, that it 
will contribute to the future contentment and good service of the en- 
listed married men living there. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SPOONER. Isimply wantto say that my friend from Ohio rep- 
resents the excessively liberal sentiment in this connection. There is 
another sentiment which we have to consult, and that is the econom- 
ical side, We have tried to hold the scales of justice, if I may so ex- 
press it, in this matter as evenly as possible between these two sides. 
If the gentleman from Ohio had consulted the report of the Board of 
Visitors for last year, he would have found on page 9 of the report the 
letter of Colonel Wilson, superintendent of the Academy, to the Board 
of Visitors, in which, among other necessary matters that he calls to 
their attention, is the matter of twenty sets of new quarters for enlisted 
men, for the construction of which he states the sum of $24,000 will 
be required, being thesame appropriation that was allowed for the con- 
struction of the ten officers’ quarters provided by the preceding bill. 
I do not suppose that any one of us desires to appropriate what is un- 


necessary. I certainly do desire, and I think the committee does, to 
appropriate what is reasonable and necessary. I ask a vote on the 
amendment, 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For enlarging the storehouse and workshop of the cadet quartermaster’s de- 
partment, $10,666.70. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I would like the permission 
of the committee to ask the gentleman from Rhode Island in charge of 
- this bill a question in regard toa point which we haye just passed, 
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In line 14 the gentleman offered an amendment, which was adopted 
by the committee, making the two sets of officers’ quarters there pro- 
vided “two sets or more,’ I would like toask what were the reasons 
in that case for making this provision. 

Mr. SPOONER. The reason for the amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That matter has been passed upon by the commit- 
tee—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am aware of that and have 
so stated. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. But I will answer the gentleman’s question with 
pleasure. The object was, as has been suggested by the superintend- 
ent of the Academy, that he thought with that appropriation he could 
put up more, perhaps, than two sets of officers’ quarters on the ground, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘That he might be able to build two or, possi- 
bly, more. , 

Mr.SPOONER. That he might he able to increase the number with 
the appropriation. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatis to say, that with the 
sum of $20,000 he might put up more quarters? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; and therefore it was the opinion of the com- 
mittee that it might be proper to allow some leeway in that provision 
of the bill, so that if more could be erected for the appropriation it 
might be done and the institution would get the benefit of the in- 
crease. Since the passage of the McKinley bill, you know, all kinds 
of material have lowered very largely in price. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. DoI understand the gentleman 
to say that since the passage of the McKinley bill wages have been so 
much reduced that they would be able with this appropriation to put 
up more quarters? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, not wages, but products, But I think we 
had better not discuss that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is a matter that 
goes directly to the construction of these buildings and the considera- 
tion of its effect is eminently proper in this connection. Now, we 
know that neither the gentleman nor any member on that side of the 
House proposed to vote for that bill for the purpose, at least at this 
early day, of reducing the price of the articles which are protected. 
Therefore, in view of the unanimous recommendation that these gen- 
tlemen made in regard to that bill, in view of the unbroken provisions 
they made in regard to the effect of the legislation and their prophe- 
cies, the only reduction that the gentleman can possibly allude to at 
this time must be the reduction of the wages of the workingmen, 

Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman’s prophecies were as reliable as a 
gas meter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But I do not care to be led 
off on this generally extraneous subject which the gentleman intro- 
duced. 

Now, the gentleman states, as I understand, that this amendment 
is recommended by the officers in charge, as a necessary enlargement 
of the power conferred upon them in the appropriation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The matter of inserting the words ‘‘ or more.?? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, the matter covered by 
the amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I think the gentleman 
spoke of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move to strike out next to 
the last word, in order to complete what I have to say, 

The gentleman spoke of economy only a short while ago in reference 
to this matter, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] al- 
luded to the floor in the dining hall as one that could be provided 
for in the next Congress, if I mistake not. Now, Iam not any more 
of an advocate for doing unnecessary things than I am for having nec- 
essary things unprovided for at any time; and therefore it seems to 
me that the gentleman perhaps, in vaguely allowing a larger number 
of quarters than was provided in the bill, might be opening a way for 
authorized expenditures and theywill call on the next Congress for an 
unlimited amount of money; and I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether or not he considers that the officials there would be authorized, 
under this amendment, to inaugurate expenditures beyond the amount 
fixed by the committee here, that is to say, the sum of $20,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That amendment has already been adopted by the 
House, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That I stated; but Iam talk- 
ing in proper time about the general policy as to this bill, and that is 
not a suflicient answerto the question. We might go back to it if the 
committee had been inadvertently led to authorize expenditures fur- 
ther than intended in the bill. And I think if the House understood 
that the gentleman who now evades a direct answer to the question 
has led the House into expenditures not urged as being necessary and 
in excess of the amount appropriated here in the bill, the House by its 
majority at least would undoubtedly be in favor of going back to it and 
righting an error of that character, 

Mr. SPOONER, It is very difficult for me to understand all the 
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gentleman says. As I understand his inquiry, it is whether the mat- 
ter of the insertion of the words ‘‘or more ™ would increase the amount 
of the appropriation or the cost of the quarters, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Or commit us to a larger ex- 
penditure than $20,000. Suppose they should put in a dozen officers’ 
quarters. There is no restriction here. 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman is mistaken, It wassimply a sug- 
gestion of Colonel Wilson that he thought with that appropriation he 
could probably cover in three sets of officers’ quarters, instead of two, 
under one roof, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly, and yet the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. SPOONER. With that idea the appropriation was extended, 
or the amendment was proposed, giving that extension. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And yet the gentleman has 
given unlimited power of extension, with nolimitation at all npon the 
expenditure, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Oh, no. If my friend will allow me; in aper- 
sonal letter received from Colonel Wilson he says: 


Would it be possible for Fou to interpolate in line 14, page 17 of the Military 
Academy bill, the words “‘or more’ after the word “two,” so thatit would read 
“for two or more sets of officers’ quarters? " 

I fee] satisfied that by making one structure I can place three very nice sels 
of quarters under one roof, cach set as separate and independent as a small city 
house in a row of buildings, each to have its front door, hall, ete, 


And this is simply according to that suggestion. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I move to strike out the last word. I ask for in- 
formation of the gentleman in charge of this bill what is the grade of 
the officers who are to occupy these quarters? 

Mr. SPOONER, They are among the officers provided by law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What is the rank of the officers who are to occupy 
these quarters? Because, Mr, Chairman, in order that the gentleman 
may be able to answer the question, I will say that I want to enter my 
protest if these quarters are to be occupied by lieutenants and captains, 
I want to enter my protest against expending $10,000 or $7,000 for the 
construction of quarters for an officer of that grade. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITCH. What do you think a proper house for a captain or a 
colonel in the United States can be built for at West Point? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to say to the genes that a man whose 
salary is no larger than that of a captain in the regular Army can not 
maintain an establishment the construction of the building alone for 
which is to cost $10,000, andit is unwise legislation to appropriate any 

ter sum than is required. I think I am stating the truth when I 
say that the $20,000 included in this item is quite enough to build 
four houses, and the more especially so where that number are to be 
built at once. 

Mr. SPINOLA. May I ask my friend, is that a matter of personal 
experience? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is a matter of experience; it must be a matter 
of experience to every man who is as old as the gentleman from New 


York. 

Mr. FITCH. What is your objection to an officer of the Army liy- 
ing like a gentleman? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Nothing; I hold that itis wrong to compel him 
to maintain a larger home than is necessary. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘Will the gentleman from Indiana yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, I will. , 

Mr. HOOKER. And if he can not answer it I will yield to the 
gentleman who has the billin charge. Inasmuch as the McKinley 
bill has cheapened articles so much, can he not reduce the appropria- 
tion for this item in this bill? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Tam in favor of a proper and legitimate appro- 
priation for the construction of ample and sufficient quarters for the 
officers of the Army. LIwonld not if I could withold a single penny 
from any proper appropriation; but as a representative of the people 
who have to pay for these buildings I want to enter my protestagainst 
building a $10,000 house to be occupied by a lieutenant or a captain 
in the regular Army. It is wrong, radically wrong, and im upon 
them an unnecessary burden, The experience of this House and the 
experience of the last Congress in being called upon to grant pensions 
to the widows of these officers has brought out the universal testi- 
mony in every case that they are left without anything at all by rea- 
son of the fact that we compel them to maintain establishments which 
are beyond their means. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana if agood 
farmhouse could not be built for $1,500? 

s Ae eto A good enough house could be built there for 
4,000, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. They do not build farmhouses at 

West Point. I would like to inguire if there isany amendment pend- 

ing. Ido not understand there is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that gentlemen have been 
discussing na paragraph which was voted upon and passed. The pend- 


ing paragraph is one ending on page 17, line 21, and no amendmentis 
pending. The gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam discussing the otherside 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. A 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There isno amendment pending. 

Sed En of Arkansas. Then I renew the amend- 
men 

I want to say a word in regard to the letter produced by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Curcmron]. Ihave no doubt at all, from 
the character of the Superintendent at West Point, that the expendi- 
ture will be restricted to the limit provided by the bill; but the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] must recognize, I think, 
that while that is the usual form of suggestion that is made by officers 
as to a proposition they want incorporated in the bill, yet if incorpo- 
rated it is followed up by a provision which usually accompanies such 
an introduction, Tor instance, it does not state ‘‘for two or more 
quarters, ’’ ‘‘not tocxceed’’ a certain number; nor is there a proviso that 
the total expenditure for this particular purpose “‘shall notexceed the 
amount herein provided for.” 

It is a very loose form of legislation. Itis unusual in Congress, and 
I regret we have passed it so that it can not be provided with the cus- 
tomary safeguards, involving, asitdoes, unusualand unreliable methods 
in making appropriations. I have desired to emphasize this matter 
to the House and to bring ont the amount as construed by the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, and I am glad also that it is brought ont by 
this statement of the gentleman from Michigan. s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For painting and repairing the exterior and interior of the present building 
occupied by the cadet tapos id cous mean painting roof, replacing 
leaders to same, and for incidental repairs, $637. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I do it for the purpose of making an inquiry of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. The next clause is for— 

Galleries and repairs, riding hall, $2,000, 


Mr. SPOONER. That has not been read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I know it has not been read; but I want to 
make an inquiry now because it will decide me as to whether I shall 
offer an amendment at this point. Now, I find in the Book of Esti- 
mates— 

Heating riding hall and stables, including building for apparatus, £15,000. 


Ts that item included anywhere in the bill? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is there anything in the bill in lien of that 
item or is it simply ignored ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘There is nothing for that item. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I wish to offer an amendment at this 
point, which I wish to read, as follows: 

For heating riding hall and stables, including building for apparatus, $15,000, 
orso much thereof as may be neccessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the paragraph to 
which the gentleman’s amendment applies. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For galleries and repairs, riding hall, $2,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, my amendment is: 

Heating riding hall and stables, including building for apparatus, $15,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

I offer it because the estimates, on page 179, contain that item, and 
the chairman of the committee says that in no place in the bill has it 
been inserted or included; thatit isnotincluded, as I understand him, 
in whole or in part, in any other appropriation within the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, besides attempting to secure these necessary 
appropriations I have another object. I wish to show to this commit- 
tee that the Committee on Military Affairs, in the name of false econ- 
omy, are neglecting to provide for expenditures which are necessary for 
the Government; that they are neglecting to do their duty at this time, 
and are doing so upon the sole idea that the next Congress will doits 
duty and make the appropriation which it neglects and omits to make, 
The note following this suggested appropriation in the Book of Esti- 
mates is as follows: 


The riding hall for cadets and the cavalry stables occupy a very exposed posi- 
tion nlong the bank of the Hudson, and during the winter months are exposed to 
severe mountain storms, whereby cadets, oilicers, and horses suffer greatly. 
All mounted exercises in the riding hall are attended with dangor to life and 
limb through the tanbark covering of the floor eet i frozen. Various sc- 
rious accidents hayo occurred to the cadets by reason of the horses slipping and 
falling when moving ata gaitfaster than ntrot. During the winter of 1Iss3—'s9- — 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to finish the 
reading of this note, which is pertinent to the amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Withoutobjection, the gentleman from Ohio will 
be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I ask permission to proceed for three minutes, 

Mr. BIGGS. I£fI can be recognized I will yield the gentleman my 
time. I intended to speak on the matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask members of this House and of this com- 
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mittee to give attention to this amendment and the reasons given here 
for its necessity: 

During the winter of 1835-89 one cadet had his leg broken at or near the 
madly ured apan Conse isis Gousha Lente the riding bal 
pd the Stables Tha odote and safety of ied and animals will be sentired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Who signs that—Captain Dorst? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. It is signed by Capt. Charles W. Williams, 
acting adjutant general, United States Army. 

Now, look at that proposition. That itis necessary for the health 
of the officers, of the cadets, and the horses that this appropriation 
should be made, I have added the expression: ‘‘So much as may be 
necessary,” inorder that the whole amount may not be used unless it is 
necessary to provide the necessary heating apparatus and the building 
for the same; so that the young men who are sent there to be educated 
may not be subjected to unnecessary danger to life and limb in the 
practice they are required to do, and so that they may not be exposed 
to the rigors of that climate in midwinter. I trust that the commit- 
tee will give this amendment serious consideration and place in the bill 
an appropriation which is necessary, and which will of course be sent 
back here to the next Congress unless it is disposed of as it should be. 

The question was taken on the amendment; andthe Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 63. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. OUTHWAITE 
and Mr, SPOONER. 

Thecommittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 
70. ` 
So the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary repairs of,and for improving the plumbing and sewerage sys- 
tems at West Point, N. Y. and putting the same in a sanitary condition, $15,000, to 
be expended under the joint direction of the superintendent,the surgeon,and 
the quartermaster of the Academy, 

` Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to come in on page 18, line 5, striking out the words 
“fifteen thousand dollars’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘'$35,698.76.” 

Mr. Chairman, thisis in accordance with the recommendations that 
have been made for an appropriation for this purpose. Thisis the most 
important single item in the bill. If gentlemen will turn to the first 
page of the report of the committee they will find the statement that— 

The building of some new sewers is, or will be, necessary, and repairs aro 
required upon the old sewers in order to render them efficient and sanitary. 
The plumbing generally is of an unsanitary character, with fixtures unsuitable 
for use; the water closets of an obsolete pattern, without ventilation, and tho 
soil pipes of lead and in many cases leaky and broken, 

Now, the offect of this condition of things is set forth in the next 
paragraph, which says that— 

There has been a number of cases of diphtheria and other sickness at the 
post within the last one or two years clearly traceablo to the defective and un- 
sanitary plumbing and system of sewerage. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there were no more in the report than this, 
it is enongh to make the amount provided in the bill by the commit- 
tee quite astonishing. Itis not 50 per cent. of the amount called for 
by the officer in charge ofthe improvements. ‘That officeris a military 
officer. This improvement is an improvement of an exact character. 
It is not speculative or problematical, as are many of the improve- 
ments which we make. Nobody in providing plumbing for his own 
house would think of expending a less sum than he found necessary to 
securo the health of his family. The condition of the health of the ca- 
detsand othersat West Point, notsimply at this time, butfor more thana 
year past, shows that these evils have been going from bad to worse 
until now they aroa serious menace to the health of all the inmates of 
that institution. The committee have fallen short more than $20,000 
of the estimates of the officer in charge. 

When the committee admit that for two years there has been much 
Sickness owing to these defective arrangements, I think they practice 
not simply poor but culpable economy when they seek to save an ex- 
penditure that can not be ultimately saved atall, and can beeven tempo- 
rarily saved only at the cost of the health of theinmates of the Academy. 
Bir, there are many of these cadets who must be regarded apart from 
the public interest, and, if I may say so, perhaps in a more sacred 
sense, Ifwe lose a soldier or an officer, we can recruit out of tho 
great body of our-people some one to supply the want; but many of 
these cadets are the hope and the dependence of families; yet we are 
here deliberately leaving their health and theirlives to be endangered 
in a poor attempt to save for a short space of time a few thousand dol- 
lars, I call attention to one expression used by the engineer in charge. 
He says: “I consider, owing to the d¢fects in the sewerage and drain- 
ing ??— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. If I ean be recognized, I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair thinks he ought not to indulge that 
practice. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I trust that, 
that which has been the practice will not be interfered with now. This 
is certainly the most important feature in the bill—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Arkansas be allowed five minutes more. 

Several members objected. v 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
the amendment and move to strike ont the last two words. The 
officer in charge uses this language,and it-seems to me that this lan- 
guage has not been properly weighed by the gentlemen who have cut 
down this appropriation more than 50 per cent. He says: 

I consider, owing to the defects in the sewerage— 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iriseto a parliamentary inquiry. How 
did the gentleman from Arkansas obtain the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, He withdrew the previous pro forma amendment 
and offered an amendment to strike out the last two words. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman can not eyade the rule so as to hold the floor in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The objection comes to late; otherwise the Chair 
would entertain it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The objection is not in or- 
deranyhow. I trust that these interruptions will not come out of my 
time. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wishto be courteous to the 
gentlemen—— à 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state (this does not come out of 
the gentleman’s time) that hereafter, if objection is made, the Chair, - 
following the rules of the House, will not allow a gentleman, after 
speaking five minutes upon an amendment, to withdraw it and move 
another amendment, noeh Coane ten minutes for debate when 
the intention of the rule is that he Should have only five. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. , Wwe will dis- 
cuss that question when it comes up. I trust that these interruptions 
will not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The officer having charge of 
these sanitary matters at West Point says that the conditions there aro 
such as, if not remedied, will tend to the production of serious sickness. 
It appears that sickness has appeared there for two years past, as tes- 
tified by the committee itself. 


I have cndeavored— 
He continues— 
to avoid suggesting unnecessary or expensive changes— 


This estimate submitted by the officer in charge has been prepared 
with an eye to economy; he has purposely avoided suggesting expen- 
sive appliances or unnecessary changes— 
or the use of anything but inexpensive fixtures. However, owing to the 
amount of work to be done, it must necessarily be costly; and as an approx- 
imate estimate I would state that it would probably require the sum of $25,000 
to make the changes suggested. 

Now, we find in the report of the committee that the estimate sub- 
mitted for improving and modernizing the plumbing and sewerage sys- 
tems at West Point was in the first place $35,698.76. But even the 
reduced estimate, confessedly too low, and made, as stated by this 
officer, with an eye directed strictly to economy, embracing nothing 
but what is indispensable to public health and shown to be necessary 
for two years past by the evidence taken by the committee, even this 
is reduced $10,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no place for economy like that, It is not true 
economy. It is not proper, for the temporary saving of a few thousand 
dollars, to imperil the health and the lives of the officers of the Army. 
We have seen too many instances where iene entered upon in 
this grudging spirit has been adopted with reference to the public 
buildings here in Washington, so that clerks in the Departments have 
been rendered invalids for life simply because of misdirected economy 
of this character. Large sums are e: ded in various parts of the 
country for matters of questionable necessity, for matters of mere 
adornment, not necessary for public uses; yet here, where there is not 
only a question of public utility involved, but where the committee 
itself recognizes the necessity of proper provision for the health of our 
public servants, it is insisted, and that too when gentlemen know that 
there is only a temporary saving—- 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwithdraw my former amend- 
ment and will now move to strike out the last three words; and I ask 
recognition of the Chair-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not entertain the proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. Can the Chair point to anything in the rules, which does 
not permit me to make an independent -motion of this kind ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will rmle—— 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will the Chair cite some rule 
of the House? 
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The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair will citea rule: 


No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave 
of the House, unlesshe be the mover, proposer or introducer of the matter 
pending, in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not until 
every member choosing to speak shall haye spoken, 


The spirit of the rule which authorizes the five-minute debate in 
Committee of the Whole is that one member shall not be permitted to 
occupy the whole time to the exclusion of other members, in whose 
interest this rule has been made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I am ready to yield to any 
gentleman on the other side. No gentleman on that side has risen to 
speak, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has been recognized to offer a 
substantial amendment, then a formal amendment, and again a formal 
amendment. He now takes the floor to make another formal amend- 
ment, and the Chair declines to entertain it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I make the point of order 
that this ruling is in violation of the literalism of the rules. I with- 
draw my former amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following paragraph: 


The 


For extending the water supry from the corner of academic building to the 
cavalry stables and riding hall, $500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (while the Clerk was reading). 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. I trust the Chair will not 
hesitate to rule upon my appeal from the decision on the point of 
order, It is a parliamentary matter; and it is proper that the Chair 
should rule upon it. [The Clerk continued toread.] Mr. Chairman, 
this House does not recognize arbitrary proceedings of this character, 
Other gentleman have occupied the time of the House in discussing 
questions of partisan politics. Ihave read from an official report—— 
[Gries of ‘‘Regular order.” ] 

I ask the Chair to rule. 

The CHAIRMAN (the Clerk having concluded the reading of the 
paragraph), The Chair will now entertain an amendment upon the 
pending paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir; the Chair must go 
back. I insist on my appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not go back. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will the Chair overrule my 
appeal or entertain it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I appealed trom the decision 
of-the Chair. - 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman for the third time offered 
a formal amendment and sought to occupy the floor the Chair directed 
the Clerk to proceed with the reading. 

Mr. BRECKINRIGDE, of Arkansas, Iappeal. Will the Chair rule 
upon my appeal? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘tis now in order for the gentleman to move 
an amendment to the pending paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I insist that the course of 
the Chair is in violation of the literalism of the rule. What ruling 
does the Chair make on my appeal? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair rules it out of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Why did you not say so at 
first. instead of seeking to override a gentleman on the floor ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized to offer an amend- 
ment to the paragraph under consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido not recognize the pro- 
priety of the proceeding on the part of the Chair which attempts to 
prohibit me from offering an amendment to the paragraph I was dis- 
cussing, [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !™ on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will send up his 
amendment if to the pending paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I wish to amend that para- 
graph relating to the West Point Hotel. The gentlemen on the other 
side know that this proceeding is not customary and is certainly not 
courteous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is notin order, because that 
paragraph has been passed over. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. T wish to offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is recognized to amend 
the pending paragraph. 
$ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I ask the Chair to state what 

is, 

The CHAIRMAN. If, inthe confusion, the reading of the paragraph 
was not heard the Clerk will again report it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment—— 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For extending the water supply from the corner of academic building to the 
cavalry stables and riding ha! 1 $00. 


I wish to offer a pertinent 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Ohio of- 
fers an amendment. Why do not you stop the Clerk from interrupt- 
ing the gentleman from Ohio? 

The CHAIRMAN, Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas will pay atten- 
tion to the proceedings he will see that the Clerk is simply rereading 
a section already read, and that the gentleman from Ohio is now recog- 
nized, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman— 

A’ MEMBER on the Republican side. Sit down. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, You rise in your place, sir, 
and tell me to sit down! You have got to demean yourself according 
to the rules of this House or we will have it out. [Cries of ‘Regular 
order!” and ‘‘Order !? on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why do not you gentlemen on that side take your 
seats and keep order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Trose, Mr. Chairman, to address the Chair im- 
mediately on the announcement of the result, or before passing from 
the preceding paragraph, and I would ask whether the Chairrecognizes 
me to offer an amendment there or not. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman is now recognized on the para- 

ph pending, which is the one just read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatisin reference to the repairs of the plumb- 
ing. My amendment relates to that, and it is to strike out $1,500 and 
insert $2,500, 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph has been passed over. ‘The one 
just read relates to the water supply, which is the pending paragraph. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I was endeavoring by every reasonable method 
that I knew of to secure the recognition of the Chair atthe time of the 
consideration of the preceding paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. And thegentleman is now recognized to amend 
this paragraph. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish toamend the preceding one, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is too late. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Then it is too late on account of the disorder 
prevailing on the other side of the House and the Chair utterly disre- 
garding gentlemen on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman does not desire to amend the 
pending paragraph the Chair will direct the Clerk to read. ‘The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general repairs*— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to amend the pend- 
ing paragraph? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; as I have said I desire to amend the pre- 
ceding one, but I ask—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment there is not in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to amend the pend- 


g paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike ont the last 
word, 

In that connection I wish to speak of the discourteous and improper 
manner in which the preceding paragraph was passed over. Hereisa 
recommendation of $1,500 to provide for the sewerage and plumbing of 
the West Point Hotel, when the officials in charge have stated that it 


in 


‘is indispensable for the health of the cadets there that $5,200 be ex- 


pended for that purpose. 

Now, sir, we have witnessed a long, irrelevant debate here, more than 
two hours consumed by the other side of the House, largelyin wholly 
improper discussion, discussion onsubjects that not only do nothaveany 
consideration in this bill, but of which the House has no jurisdiction. 
And yet when gentlemen have risen here and sought toamend the 
billin compliance with the recommendations of the officers of the Army— 
and it is a recognized fact, as we are told, that this is most important, 
that it is vital to the health of the officers and cadets at West Point— 
it is ridden down, disregarded, and treated as irrelevant matter. 

I wish, sir, to protest against that sort of proceeding. I know now 
that the Chair would rule me out if I sought to go back and offer an 
amendment to bring this amount up to the sum recommended by the 
officers. I know that consent would berefused. I also know that at 
the point where the proceedings now pause it would not be in order, 
and I am not the man to struggle for that whichis not my parliament- 
ary tight. But I do protest against the rudeness and discourtesy 
which has marked gentlemen on the other side, and the peremptory 
and improper manner in which the Chair has forced the proceedings. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Justa word in reply to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, and I think gentlemen will recognize the propriety of what I 
want to say. 

In regard to the reconstruction of the plumbing ‘and sewerage at 
West Point Hotel, during the twelve days that the Board of Visitors 
were in session the matter of reorganization of the plumbing and sew- 
erage there was not even mentioned. When I called on Superintend- 
ent Wilson to report what was necessary in the way of repairs he re- 
sponded in the letter which appears in the report of the Board of Vis- 


1891. 


itors, on page 9, and that matter of reconstructing the sewerage and 
plumbing was not even mentioned, and subsequently the report was 
made by an officer detailed from the War Department, who went and 
investigated the matter. He reported a universal overhauling of all 
the sewerage and all the plumbing, as supposed, at a cost of about 
$35,000. [Cries of “ Vote!” Vote !”] 

I hope gentlemen will be courteous tome. That officer was before 
the committee and was fully examined and stated to us that $15,000 
in his opinion would be all that would be required to put the sewer- 
age and plumbing ina sanitary condition, and we granted that amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For general repairs, painting, pointing, and shingling of the cadet laundry 
building, and for repairing the smokestack (chimney) of same, $300. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the Jast 
word, 

During the discussion of this bill but once have I been tempted to 
diverge from the legitimate object of considering the bill as it should 
be considered. 

Mr, KELLEY. And that is what started the whole disturbance, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was in response to something that oc- 
curred on the partof the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]; but, 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the committee to the 
method in which it is legislating at this time. I rose at the proper 
time and addressed the Chair respectfally, and endeavored to get the 
eye and ear of the Chair, in order that I might propose a substantial 
amendment and a meritorious one. There was at that time great con- 
fusion in the Hall, and I now propose in these five minutes to show the 
necessity —— 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit the 
Chair, the gentleman can certainly bear witness that the Chairhas pro- 
ceeded to recognize the gentleman for a great many amendments and 
has endeavored to give him ample and full recognition. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not complaining of personal discourtesy, 
I am stating the facts as they occurred in the presence of this Honse. 
I had intended to move to increase the appropriation from $15,000 to 
$25,000, not to the extent recommended by the officer, for I will show 
to this committee, by referring them to page 179 of the Estimates, that 
an estimate was made for this improvement of $28,700. And these 
reasons were given for that estimate: 

The presentsinks and bath rooms for cadets have been condemned by all 
persons who baye seen them in recent years, The bath rooms are in the base- 
ment of the cadet barracks, where they are badly located, as to sunlight and 
ventilation, and are in such a position as any sanitarian would condemn. The 
renewal and enlargement of the sinks is a vital necessity. With the foregoing 
amount, ifappropriated, it is intended to pee up a substantial building, with 
proper plumbing and fixtures, properly lighted and heated, well ventilated, 
poaren ently located, and one fulfilling all the requirements of modern sanitary 
science. 

Gentlemen, you each send from the homes of the citizens in your 
districts young men to this place, and you send them there in the face 
of this statement in the Book of Estimates, and in the face of legis- 
Jation that you are passing hastily to-day. You send them there to 
meet with pestilence and possible death, and you do it knowingly. 
You have had your attention called to it time and time again, but for 
some reason or other you insist on voting as you yelled awhile ago, in 
a body. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The statement you read is that these quar- 
ters have been repeatedly condemned. Why did you not make this 
change in the last Congress? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, The statement is that they have been repeat- 
edly condemned by all persons who have seen them in recent years, 
It has not been shown that these estimates were ever sent to any pre- 
ceding Congress, If they had been, and my attention had been called 
to the matter, as it has been recently called to this state of affairs 
there, I should have insisted that we make the proper appropriation. 
I never have been in favor of the House in which I was a member.of 
the majority cutting down appropriations that were necessary for any 
public purpose. I never yoted in that way, and Ido not intend to yote 
that way in the next Congress. And itis because I do not want nec- 
essary and proper appropriations that should be made at this time to 
be put over upon that Congress that I take the position I take to-day; 
because, so far as I am concerned, they shall be made then if they are 
not made now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his pro forma 
amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now move that the bill with the amendments be 
favorably reported to the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hope the gentleman will not 
make that motion yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Rhode Island 
is not a debatable motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas." I know that. Iam request- 
ing the gentleman not to press that motion; there have been but five 
minutes allowed on the last paragraph, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr, Chairman, I ask that the motion be put, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Has the bill been read through? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Does the gentleman insist 
upon his motion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spoo- 
NER] moved that the bill be laid aside and that the Chairman be di- 
rected to report the same to the House with sundry amendments and 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to inquire if the bill has been read through, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill has been read through and the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island has made his motion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to make a few remarks on it. 

Several MEMBERS, You are too late, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Rhode Island that the bifl be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Division. There has beenso 
much time devoted to partisan debate and so little time allowed for 
legitimate debate that I am entirely opposed to this action being taken 
at this time. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 51. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 74,noes 31, 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is accordingly Jaid aside, to be reported 
to the House by the Chairman. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H, R. 13069) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30. 1892. I call it up, 

I will say, if gentlemen will give me attention for a moment, that 
if we can dispense with the formal reading of the bill, and I can make 
an agreement with my colleague, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCreary], as to the time for general debate, we will then move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point 
of order against that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Had not the committee already 
determined to rise? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentlemanismistaken. The motion of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island was to lay aside the bill under considera- 
tion, and to direct that the same be reported to the House with sundry 
amendments; and the gentleman from INinois, the House being in Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills, 
called up for consideration the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then, I understand, the mo- 
tion that the committee rise was not inyolved in the motion of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island? 

The CHAIRMAN, It was not. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
moves to take up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr, HITT. I call it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee that the 
House is in Committee of the Whole for the consideration of appro- 
priation bills, and the gentleman haying been recognized called up that 
bill. 

Mr. MoCREARY. I understand the gentleman from Illinois de- 
sires to simply call up that bil), and that it is not desired to have it 
read this evening. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. Itis notin the power of the gentleman to 
call up the bill. 

Mr. HITT. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the bill, and if we can agree as to the time for debate, I will then 
ask that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, has the gen- 
tleman from Illinois the power to call up this bill and by that means 
secure its consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the House is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole forthe consideration of general appropriation bills; 
the gentleman has been recognized to call up this aR for considera- 
tion, and if is now before the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it before the House until 
the Chair submits some steps by which the House agrees to its consid- 
eration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon. 
mittee. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
of the bill, 


It is before the com- 


I object to the consideration 
I raise the question of consideration. 


1990 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question of consideration can not be raised 
in committee. 
$ UTOPIA; I understand it is the next general appropria- 

on bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that gentlemen might try to 
Sri some arrangement as to the time to be consumed in general de- 

ate. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr.Chairman, I rise ton parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the Chair decide that n member can not 
object to the consideration of a bill in Committee of the Whole—that 
it is in the power of no member simply to object when the chairman 
of a committee calls it up for consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the bill is before the 
committee. > 

Mr. HITT. I called up the bill. I mnderstand that the bill is be- 
fore the committee, and the reading of the bill is the next thing in 
order, and not debate or any other proceeding. Task gentlemen togive 
unanimons consent to dis with that reading, and I hope, if that 
proposition be accepted, that then the gentlemen in charge of that side 
of the House will arrange as to the time to be consumed in debate, 
and then let the committee rise. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend from Kentucky and my col- 
leagues will allow mea moment to make an explanation simply. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, as I understand it, desires now simply to call up the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. He does not expect or de- 
sire to go into the consideration of the bill this evening, but desires to 
call it up, dispense with the first reading of the bill and agree upon the 
ate for general debate, so that to-morrow we may goon with the de- 

ate. 

Now, I think that is fair, and I believe we ought to doit. It lacks 
only fifteen minutes of 5 o’clock, and the committee will rise if we 
can make a properagreement about general debate, and then to-morrow 
We can go on with the consideration of the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill. There areanumber of gentlemen absent this even- 
ing, and I presume my friend from Hlinois will not insist upon going 
on with the consideration of the bill now. 

Mr. HITT. We will not proceed with it if we can dispense with the 
first reading of the bill and agree as to the time for general debate, 

Mr. McCREARY. I suggest to the gentleman to let the bill be 
read by title and then it will be up, and then move that the commit- 


tee rise. 
Mr. HITT. No; let there be some agreement made as to the time 
for general debate. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object to anything less than the 
full reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill S R.1369) making re aed ew for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], and the bill will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, this be- 
ing the first reading of the bill, I presume it is not necessary to pre- 
sent points of order upon propositions contained init. That, I sup- 

e, can be done on the reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order are reserved. 

AEE OAN And may be presented when the bill is read by par- 
agrap 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, as the paragraphs are reached in order in 
the committee. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, if an agreement as 
to time can be reached between the two sides I will withdraw the de- 
mand for the reading of the bill in full. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iunderstand, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from New York is willing to withdraw his demand for the reading of 
the bill in order that we may see if we can agree as to the time for gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. TRACEY. Idemand the regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theregularorderisthereadingofthebill. The 
Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr, McCREARY (interrupting thereading). Mr, Chairman, I think 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] and myself, with the consent 
of the House, can agree upon the time for general debate, and my friend 
from New York says that if that can be done he will withdraw the 
demand for the reading of the billin full. I therefore propose that 
we have two honrs and a half on each side for general debate; that we 
agree upon that, and that then the committee rise. 

Mr. CANNON. We will have this reading ed rg with first. 

Mr. McCREARY. Doesthegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
desire to have the bill read in full? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from New York will withdraw 


his demand to have the bill read in full, I have no objection to an ar- 
rangement being made as to general debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, if we can agree upon the time—— 

Mr. CANNON. You can agree after fo has withdrawn bis demand 
for the reading. Ifnot, you can fix it afterwards, 

Mr. McCREARY,. I think we can agree in a moment. 

Mr. HITT. I will agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirrr] 
agrees to my proposition for two hours and a half? 

Mr. HITT. Iwould rather have itlimited to the same time that was 
allowed in the case of the hill just disposed of, two hours on each side. 

A MEMBER. That was two hours and a half on one side and two on 
the other. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The extra half hour would be very useful to me on 
the monument bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HITT. Isuggest two hours on each side. I can agree to that. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] will per- 
mit me, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] came to my 
seat and stated that he and the gentleman from Illinois had made an 
agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, I think we have. 

Mr. TRACEY. If they have not made an agreement I call for the 
reading of tho bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Isay to the gentleman now that I think we can 
make an agreement immediately, 

Mr. HITT. I willagree to two hours on each side. Will the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky agree to that? 

Mr. McCREARY. I will agree to two hours on each side. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Kentucky to control the time on 
that side. 

Mr. McCREARY, And the general debate to begin not this evening, 
but in the morning. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I wish toingnire of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] whether he will honor a requisition from me 
for time. 

Mr. HITT. Whatever is the regular usage I will follow. I will 
do all I can to accommodate gentlemen who are on this side of the 
question of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MCKENNA. What is ‘‘this side of the question?” Iam in 
favor of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ‘of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that this bill can not be considered if it is not the next 
bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. McCREARY, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the bill is now under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] comes too late. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raised the point of order at 
the proper time, but the Chair improvidently overruled it, 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair now understands it, there hasbeen 
an ment suggested and pro a 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply desire to call at- 
tention to the fact that the ruling of the Chair was wholly an im- 
provident ruling under the circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair insists that that ruling was a proper 
one and the time for the consideration of it is passed. ‘The Chair will 
now put to the House the agreement as the Chair understands it. 
First, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] asks unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the bill bedispensed with. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to know before withdrawingymy request 
for the regular order whether the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCreary] and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hrrr] have come 
to an agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that you put the whole 
proposition at the same time, that the reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that two hours and a half be allowed on each side for general 
debate. 

Mr. HITT. Two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that the first read- 
ing of tha bill be dispensed with, and that general debate upon the bill 
be limited to two hours on each side. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. McCosras reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, had directed 
him to report the same back with sundry amendments and with the 
recommendation that it be passed as amended; also, that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 13069) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, had come to no 
res lution thereon. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
ei the Senate had passed without amendments bills of the following 

itles: 

A bill E R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; and 

A bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the 
two Houses on bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Rockford, Ill.: and 

A bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Maty B. Hascall. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2591) giv- 
ing the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the claims on account of prop- 
erty of the Chesapeake Female College possessed and used by the 
United States military authorities. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (5. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 
29, 1890, authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the 
Army and place him on the retired list; and 

A bill (8. 4781) creating the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILI» 


The SPEAKER. ‘The first question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole to the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Imovethe previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for a separate vote on 
agreeing to these amendments. I would not do so but for the unfair 
course of the other side in regard to discussion. 

The SPEAKER, The question is not subject to debate, 

The question was taken on the first amendment, as follows: 

In line 13, page 4, strike out the word “tand” before “furnaces” and Insert 
it after the word “‘ furnaces.” 

TheSPEAKER (having put the question). Theayesseem to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call fora division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 83, noes 20. 
=» Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on ordering tellers; 


when 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, said: I will withdraw that de- 
mand, and make the point that there is no quorum voting or present. 

Mr. ALLEN; of Michigan. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 11, not vot- 
ing 185; as follows: : 

YEAS—134, 


dams, Cutcheon, McKenna, Spinola, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, McKinley, pooner, 
Andrew, Dickerson, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Atkinson, Pa, + Dingley, Moore, N. H Stewart, Ga. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Farquhar, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Baker, Featherston, prey Stone, Ky. 
Barwig, Finley, Morri ii, Stone, Mo. 

ne, Forman, Morse, Stone, Pa. 
Belden, Frank, Mudd, Struble, 
Belknap, Geissenhainer, O'Neil, Mass. Sweet, 
rgen, est, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, E.B. 

Boothman, Grosvenor, Osborne, Taylor, J. D. 
Boutelle, Harmer, Outhwaite, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, augen, Owens, Ohio Townsend, Colo, 
Brookshire, os be E.R. rrett, Townsend, Pa, 
Brosius, ill, Payne, ‘Tracey, 
Browne, Va. Hitt, ecl, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, N.J. Holman, Perkins, Turner, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. Hopkins, Pators, Vandever, 

urton, Kerr, Iowa Post, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Kinsey, Quinn, Walker, 
Cannon, Knapp, Raines, Wallace, N.Y. 
Carter, Lacey, Reed, Iowa Wheeler, Ala, 
Caswell, Laidlaw, Reyburn, Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Langston, Rowell, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis, i t Russell, Wike, 

Clark, Wyo. Lester, Ga. Sanford, Wilkinson, 
Clemen Lind, Sayers, Williams, Ohio 
bb, Lodge, Scranton, Wilson, Ky. 
Coleman, Martin, Ind, Scull, Wilson, W Va, 

Cooper, Ohio McAdoo, Sherman, ardley, 

Craig, McComas, Smith, IN, Yoder, 
Crisp, McCreary, Smith, W. Va. 
Culbertson, Pa. McDnuilile, Smyser, 
NAYS—11. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Ellis, Mansur, Mutchler, 
_Brunner, err, Pa. Martin, Tex, Tucker, 
Cooper, Ind. Lewis, Montgomery, 
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NOT VOTING—185. 


Abbott, Crain, Houk, Randall, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Kelley, tay, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Kennedy, Reilly, 
Anderson, Kans, oer att Ketcham, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss, Darlington, Loy es Rife, 
Arnold, Davidson, La Folictte, Robertson, 
Bankhead, De Lano, ne, Rockwell, 
Banks, Dibble, Lanham, Rogers, 

tn Dockery, Lawler, Rowland, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Laws, usk, 
Beckwith, Dorsey, Lee, Sawyer, 
Biggs, Dunnell, Leblbach, Seney, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Magner, imon 
Bland, Enloe, Manish, Skinner, 
Bliss, Evans, Mason, Snider, 
Blount, Ewart, MeClammy, Springer. 
Boatner, Fitch, McClellan, Stahlnecker, 
Bowden, Fithian, McCord, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flick, McCormick, Stivers, 
Brickner, lood, McMillin, Stookbridgo, 
Brower, Flower, MeRao, Stockdale, 
Brown, J.B. Forney, Miles, Stump, 
Browne, T.M, Fowler, Miller, Sweney, 
Buckalow, Funston, Milliken, Tarsney. 
Bullock, Gear, Mills, Taylor, Dl, 
Bunn, Geary, Morgan, ‘Thomas, 
Burrows, Gibson, Morrow, Thompson, 
Butterworth, Gilford, Niedringhaus, Tillman, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Norton, Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, Greenhalge, Nute, Van Sehaick, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, tes, Vaux, 
Candler, Mass. Grout, O'Donnell, Wade, 
Carlton, all, ' Ferrall, Wallace, Mass. 
Caruth, Hansbrough, O'Neall, Ind, Washington, 
Catchings, Hare, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheatham, Hatch, Paynter, Whitelaw, 
Chipman, Hayes, W. L Payson, Whiting, 
Clancy, Haynes, Penington, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Perry, Willoox, 
Clunie, Hemphill, Phelan, Williams, I, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Ill. Pickler, y n, Mo. 
Comstock, Henderson, Iowa Pierce, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, Henderson, N. ©. Pindar, Wright. 
Cothran, Herbert, Price, 
Covert, Hermann, Pugsley, 
Cowles, Hooker, Quackenbush, 


The following-named members were paired: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr, Hater. 
Mr, CHEATHAM with Mr. FOWLER. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. KILGORE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLAEKE, of Alabama. 
Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, with Mr. BOWDEN. 
Mr. MASON with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
Mr. FLOOD with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. Briss with Mr. WHITING: 
Mr. DE Laxo with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HANsBrouGH with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. GRIMES with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kausas. 


Mr. Brower with Mr. ABBOTT. 


Mr. Tompson with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 


Mr. MILES with Mr. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. FLICK with Mr. DARGAN. 
Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN. 
Mr. EvAns with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
Mr, RIFE with Mr, EDMUNDS. 
Mr. STIVERS with Mr, WILSON, of Missouri. 


Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr, LEE. 
Mr. Ray with Mr. O'FERRALL. 


Mr, DuNNELL with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr. KELLEY with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr, THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr, ROGERS. 


Mr. HOUK with Mr. PAYNTER. 


Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. PENNINGTON. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, GEARY. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr, BINGHAM with Mr. WHITELAW. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr, WILEY, 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 
Mr, LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump, until Monday next. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Covert, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. CLUNIE, for one week. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam paired for this afternoon with my coll e Mr. 
RICHARDSON. If he were here, I should vote in the adirmative. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I remember now 
that Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. GEARY, but 
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with the understanding that I should be allowed to vote on a question 
of this kind. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have refrained from voting, because I aia paired 
with the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr, HOOKER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 134, the nays 11. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is apparently no quo- 
rum. I make that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There isno quorum. 

The motion of Mr. SPOONER was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


SEWELL COULSON. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Attorney-General and its inclosures, in ref- 
erence to an appropriation to pay Sewell Coulson for legal services in 
assaas ex-oflicers and ex-soldiers—to the.,Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 


NEW BUILDING FOR THE MINT AT PHILADELPHIA. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to the 
necessity for the passage of House bill 9957, which provides for the 
purchase ora site and the erection of a building thereon for the mint at 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


INDIAN SCHOOL LAND IN ARIZONA, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and accom- 
panying draught of a bill setting apart acertain tract of Iland in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona for Indian school purposes—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


CHICKAHOMINY RIVER. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the preliminary exam- 
ination of the Chickahominy River from Holly Landing to Long Bridge, 
Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13215) for the relief 
of Capt. John T. Bruen, reported in lieu thereof the following resolu- 
tion: 
-~ Resolved, That the House bill No. 13215, for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, 
now pending in the House, together with all the rhepa pave ees be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, and said court 
shall proceed in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the 
House in accordance therewith ; 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3625), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13339) for the relief of Sylvester 
Truesdale, accompanied by a report (No. 3626)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2825) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the tion of a public building thereon 
at Mansfield, in the State of Ohio, accompanied by a report (No. 
bite) the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1882) directing the Secretary of 
War to amend the record of Prentice Holmes and grant him an hon- 
orable discharge, accompanied by a report (No. 3628)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse. : 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R.5394) to increase the efficiency of the Inspector Gen- 
eral’s Department; 

A bill (H. R. 5371) relative to the Inspector General’s Department 
of the Army and the more thorough examination of accounts; and 

A bill (H. R. 7506) to increase the efliciency of the Inspector Gen- 
eral’s Department; 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13403) to increase the 
efficiency of the Inspector General’s Department; which was read twice, 
and, accompanied by a report (No. 3629), referred to the House Calendar, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 13402) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Great Falls Electric Railway Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 13404) to establish postal savings 
banks and encourage small savings—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama: A joint resolution (H. Res. 276) 
for filling vacancy on Board of Regents, Smithsonian Institution—to 
the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles ` 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13405) for the 
relief of Henry Snider, Moundsyille, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 13408) for the relief of Jesse L. Beas- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER, ‘of Indiana: A bill (H. hk. 13407) to increase the 
pension of Samuel M. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 13408) to pension James Car- 
roll, of Dayton, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13409) granting a pension to Robert 
H. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13410) granting a pension 
to Perry Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R.13411) to grant a pension to Joseph D. 
C. Arty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13412) for the relief of 
Capt. L. W. Pritchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15413) for the relief of Obe Sutherland—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 13414) granting 
a pension to James T. Minard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 13415) granting a pension to J. W. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. H. 13416) for the relief of Augustus 
Boyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 13417) for the relief 
of Gustay Gruis, late captain of Company F, One hundred and eighty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Conimittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, ` : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13418) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Leander Parker, late private of Company C, Seven- 
tieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. cae 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13419) granting a 
pension to George W. Humphries—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13420) authorizing the retirement of Capt. Henry 
Johnson with the rank of major—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13421) for the relief of Dr. James W. Stewart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Tlinois: A bill (H. R. 13422) granting a 
pension to John P. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 13423) granting a pension to James 
M Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC: 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of Robert Scott, administrator of An- 
drew Hall, deceased, late of Raleigh County, West Virginia, praying that 
his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Resoln- 
tions of the Chamber of Commerce of Norfolk, Va., in favor of the 
tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of Frank Gottsacker and 50 others, 
citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., asking for favorable consideration of 
House bill 892—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Norfolk, Va., urging passage of the tonnage bill— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of Med- 
field, Mass., to prohibit the manufacture, importation, exportation, and 
sale of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolutions of West Grove Alliance, of Cass 
County, Nebraska; also, resolutions of Wideawake Alliance, Nebraska; 
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also, petition of 13 citizens of Nebraska; also, petition of members of 
Progressive Alliance, No, 1099, Banner County, Nebraska; also, reso- 
lutions of Platte Alliance, No. 283; also, of Collum Alliance, No. 901; 
also, petition of 37 citizens of Cass County, Nebraska, in favor of the 
antioption bill (H. R. 5353)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Danford Hare and others, cit- 
izens of Morrow County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353, defining 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolutions of citizens of Stauffers, Pa., for restrict- 
ing immigration; also, resolution by Saltzburgh (Pa. ) Council of United 
American Mechanics, forsame purpose—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition on claim of Hiram Evens, of St. 
Francis County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petitions of Haverhill (Mass.) Board of 
Trade, St. Louis (Mo.) Board of Trade, and others, in support of House 
pill 12869—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. - 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition of the people of Des Moines, 
Iowa, urging the passage of free-coinage bill—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr, HILL: Petition of Perry Carson, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 8 citizens of Whitley County, 
Indiana, praying for the speedy consideration and passage of the But- 
terworth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petition for relief of William Magee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, of Elbridge Farmers’ Alliance, Tioga County, Pennsylvania; 
also, of West Lawrence Farmers’ Alliance, for the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition and resolution of New Harmony Alliance, 
Greene County, Ohio, in favor of the antioption bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Laundrymen's National Association 
of America, relative to the Chinese expulsion act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. QUINN: Preamble and resolutions of the Manhattan Club 
in opposition to the force bill—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Resolutions of Springfield. (Mass.) Board of 
Trade, in relation to a bill to establish a limited postal-telegraph serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolution adopted by the Star of America Council, 
No. 305, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring the pas- 
sage of a law restricting immigration—to the Select Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Mary L. Johnston and Lewis County 
(New York) Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking for passage 
of Senate bill 4173—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of 101 citizens of West 
Virginia, praying passage of House bill 12448—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Arrey Morris, Washington 
County, Arkansas, requesting his claim for property taken by and for 
the use of tlie United States Army during the war be referred to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Spencer G. Rogers, of the same county and 
State; also, of Joseph Bevan, of Nevada County, Arkansas—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutionsfrom Sioux (Iowa) Alliance, No. 1765; 
also, petition of R. M. Ricketts and 10 others, citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. G. Teakle and 47 others, citizens of Iowa, ask- 
ing for the enactment of a Jaw giving to the several States authority 
to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and 
all compounds in imitation of butter—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of 39 citizens of Allamakee County, 
Towa; also, of 36 citizens of Fayette County, Iowa; also, resolutions of 
Fayette Mutual Alliance, No. 1901, for the option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition (circulated by the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union) signed by David Stratton, O. M. Hatch, 
and 90 others, citizens of Swanton Township and vicinity, Lucas County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage.of the bill to prohibit the importation, 
exportation, and interstate transportation of aleoholic beverages—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Council 385, 
Order United American Mechanics, against further immigration of the 
pauper and criminal classes; also, of Council, Order United American 
Mechanics, Philadelphia, Pa.; also, Darlington Council, Order United 
American Mechanics, No. 386, for the same relief—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 36 citizens of Homewood, Pa., for restriction upon 
immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 
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By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Property claim ani petition of 
William Wilbern, of Jackson County, Alabama—to the Committee on 
War Claims, - 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of 37 citizens of Ashland County, Ohio, 
asking passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WIKE: Resolutions of Fieldon pate of Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, Jersey County, Illinois, for the option bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. ` 

Also, petition of William Lawler, president, and 30 members of 
Fieldon Lodge, No. 4854, of Jersey County, Ilinois, praying for the 
passage of House bill 5353, defining and prohibiting options and fu- 
tures and dealings therein—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 30, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m: 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

To whom, O God, can we come but unto Thee under this dark cloud? 
We rejoice that death doesnot end all. Wepraise Thee for the life im- 
mortal, through Jesus Christour Lord. ` Teach usso to live before God, 
obediently, and humbly, and prayerfully, and trustingly; so to live be- 
fore men, charitably, and kindly, and faithfully, that death may be to 
us but a sleep. 

We thank Thee for this life so true, so pure, so useful, so honorable, 
so long preserved, so good, molded and fashioned by the faith in Christ. 
O Lord, hide not Thy face from us in the day when we are in trouble, 
Took in mercy and deal very tenderly with Thine handmaiden and 
with this family, now in greatestsorrow. Sustain and strengthen and 
comfort, and cause faith to triumph in the hour of great darkness. 
Teach usso to live day by day before God, in the discharge of every duty, 
that when we shall be called we may be ready to depart, to give our 
account to Thee, and to live where they die no more.~ 

We thank Thee for this blessed faith through Thy precious Word, 
and through Thy Son, who has brought life and immortality to light. 
Bless each one of us to-day and direct us inall we do. Give us power 
over our hearts. Fill us with Thy good spirit. Inspire us with cour- 
age, with patience, with faith, and help us so to endure unto the end, 
so doing and so suffering, that God may be well pleased with us and 
that our lives may be made a benediction. 

Bless this great land, and sanctify to us, O God, the visitations of 
Thy providence. Inspire us more and more with faith in Thee, and 
help us ever to stand for the true and the right among the nations, 
We ask it all, with pardon and grace, in Jesus’ name. Amen, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DEATIE OF SECRETARY WINDOM. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, in consequence of the recent ca- 
lamity that has visited us in the sudden decease of a former eminent 
member of this body and a distinguished member of the Cabinet of the 
President, in the service as Secretary of the Treasury, and in accord- 
ance with former precedents, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to unanimously; and (at 11 o'clock aud 10 
minutes a. m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Jan- 
uary 31, 1891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 30, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
The Chaplain, Rev, W. H: MILBURN, D., D., offered the following 
rayer: 
i O God, our Father; awe-stricken and overwhelmed with sorrow, we 
come to Thee, with the startling sense of the instant death of a chief 
executive officer of the nation; whose public service has been mem- 
orable and beneficent; whose devotion to the welfare of the common- 
wealth has been conspicuous; whose sweet and beautiful character 
as husband, father, friend, ¢citizen,and gentleman has been his highest 
crown, 

As the sobs of his broken-hearted wife and children in their darkened 
home come to our hearts, awakening in us the profoundest sympathy, 
we pray that Thy pitying love may descend to console them and Thy 
good providence to succor and provide for them. 

Grant that this startling event may bring home to us the solemn 
sense that in the midst of life we are in death. Soletthe grasp of the 
world upon us be loosened, and our thoughts be elevated to the things 
which are imperishable and Divine; and may we turn our steps into 
the paths of duty, virtue, piety, and godliness, that wheneverour sum- 
mons shall come we shall pass from these scenes to our eternal rest at 
Thy right hand. Through Jesus Christ, our Lord, Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
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DEATH OF TION, WILLIAM WINDOM, 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to offer the resolutions 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. William Windom, Sccretary of the Treasury, who for ten 
years was a member of this body and for twelve years a member of the Senate, 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Representatives be appointed by the 
Speaker, to joinsuch committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to atlend 
the funeral of the late Secretary on behalf of Congress, and to take such other 
action as may be proper in honor of the memory of the deceased, and asappre- 
ciation of Congress for his public services, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I second the motion submitted by 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio. 

I have the honor to represent the district on this floor which, for 
ten years, was so ably represented by the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury, whose death we this day deplore. He was for ten years a 
Representative in this House, and a member of the United States Sen- 
ate from the State of Minnesota for the period of twelve years. 

His death will be profoundly monrned in his own State, and through- 
out the country. 

The SPEAKER, 
submitted. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as the committee on the 
part of the House Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. Minus, Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. 
HOLMAN, Mr.O'NEILL of Pennsylvania, Mr. Forney, Mr. VANDEVER, 
Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr. SNIDER. 

Mr. McKINLEY. As a further mark of respect I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was a to. 5 

And accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


Thequestion ison the adoption of the resolutions 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


INDIAN SCHOOL AT PHŒNIX, ARIZ, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy 
ofa communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation for an Indian school at or near Phenix, 
Artiz., in lieu of a like estimate for a school at Fort McDowell, Ariz. — 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

TRAVELING EXPENSES OF INDIAN SCHOOL SUPERINTENDENT, 1890, 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting esti- 
mate ofa deficiency in the appropriation for the traveling expenses of 
Indian school superintendent, 1890—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

INDIAN SCITOOL AT CARLISLE, PA. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an 
additional estimate for appropriation for the Indian school at Carlisle, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

TREATIES WITH THE KICKAPOOS, 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy 
ofa communication from the Secretary of the Interior, in relation to 
the estimates for an appropriation for fulfilling treaties with the Kick- 
apoos—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

INDIAN SCITOOLS, 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting amended 
estimates of piaciani for certain Indian schools for the fiscal year 
1892—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DICKERSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported fa- 
yorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13070) for the establishment of a 
fish hatchery in the State of Vermont, accompanied by a report (No. 
3630)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

y Eians (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truex. (Report No. 
631. 

A bill (H. R. 13038) to increase the pension of John E. A, Stephens. 
(Report No. 3632,) 

r, SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10323) to pension Fran~ 
ces E. Bidwell, accompanied by a report (No. 3633)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7051) grant- 
inga on to certain East Tennesseeans engaged in the secret servico 
of the United States during the late rebellion, reported, as a substitute 
therefor, a bill (H. R. 13424) granting a pension to certain East Tennes- 
secans engaged in thesecret service of the United States during the late 
rebellion; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 
3634), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. 
Lakin, accompanied by a report (No, 3635)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 

Mr, BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 1616) for the relief of Charles Adams, 
sit we by a report (No. 3636)—to the Committee of the Whole 

onse, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 4 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 13425) to provide for the posses- 
sion, care, and maintenance of the Drexel Cottage on Mount McGregor, 
in the town of Moreau, in the State of New York—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 13426) giving the consent of 
the United States to the erection of a bridge across Portage Lake, 
Houghton County, Michigan, between the villages of Houghton and 
Hancock—to the Committee on Conimerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, a private bill of tho following title 
was presented and referred as indicated below: , 3 

By Mr. BELKNAP; A bill (H, R. 13427) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Adelia Coomer, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of John Scott and others, citi- 
zens of Union County, Ohio; also, of ©. E. Bonham and others, citi- 
zens of Byhalia, same county; also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 514, of Ohio; also, of Byhalia Alliance, No. 619, of same county 
and State, for passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of L. C. Titus and 70 others, citizens 
of Minnesota, asking for the passage of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE:; A resolution of Subunion 606 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union of Tennessee, in favor of increasing the currency to 
three times the present volume—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions adopted by the National Association 
of Builders, asking that plans and specifications of all public works 
be furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury to Builders’ Exchange— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of same association for the passage of laws providing 
for the distribution of information in regard to the remuneration and 
hours of work of the industrial classes and statutes relating to indus- 
trial education—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of J. J. Malcom and 12 others, citizens 
of Woodbury County, Iowa, urging passage of House bill 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 31, 1891. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CREDENTIALS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the credentials of JAMES Dox- 
ALD CAMERON, chosen by the Legislature of Pennsylvania a Senator 
from thatState for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read 
and ordered to be filed. _ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following enrolled bills; which 
had previously received the signature of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 154) to provide for the purchase of a site and the crec- 
oan of a public building thereon at Pueblo, in the State of Colorado; 
an 
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A bill (H. R. 188) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Columbus, in the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes. 


CHARLES MAX WITTIG. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. DAVIS, 
and Mr. WALTITALL as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of 
Charles Max Wittig. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lntion.of September 22, 1890,. certain information in regard to grants 
of land made to the State of California, including the Gorge of the 
Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary. of the Treasury, dated January 27, 1891, inviting 
the attention of Congress to the statement and recommendation made 
in Department letter, dated April 17, 1890, relative to the necessity 
for further legislation in regard to the United States post-oflice build- 
ing at Buffalo, N. Y.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of Trade 

of Philadelphia, Pa., praying forthe immediate consideration and pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. * 
Mr, CULLOM presented memorials of Farmers’ Alliances and In- 
dustrial Unions Nos. 167, 64, 22, 50, 218, 201, 1, 139, 208, 48, 42, 79, 
154, 101, 248, 24, 261, and 72, of the counties of Randolph, Macoupin, 
Brown, Henry, Woodford, Livingston, Richmond, Schuyler, Morgan, 
Cass, Adams, Jo Daviess, and Scott, in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Edwardsville, IIl., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, 
raying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to 
ie on the table. : 

He also presented petitions of District Assemblies, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, Nos. 217, 752, 874, 434, 142, 465, 520, 1108, 1301, 
1328, and 2307, of the counties of Hamilton, Hardin, Wayne, Cumber- 
land, Wabash, and Jackson, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
each 2i the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I present two resolutions, which I 
hold in my hand, adopted by the house of representatives of the Illi- 
nois Legislature, now in session, one of which instructs the Senators 
from that State to vote for and favor the passage of what is known as 
the free-coinage bill and the other instructs the Senators from that 
State to vote against the passage of what is termed in the resolution 
“the force bill.”’ 

I present these separate resolutions, coming from the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Illinois and ask that they be filed with the 
records of the Senate. As the silver bill has passed the Senate and gone 
to the other House and as the election bill has been reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, though not under consideration 
in the Senate at the present time, I move that the resolutions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for nee pemeees of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No: 1626, of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of 13 citizens of Woodbury County, Iowa; 

Petition of 10 citizens of Winnebago County, Iowa; and 

Petition of 11 citizens of Woodbury County, Towa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of a law authorizing the several States to 
control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, CASEY presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. J. Watts and 10 other citizens of Pembina County, 
North Dakota; and 
5 aga of James Fee and 5 othercitizens of Pembina County, North 

akota. 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. Moony) presented the following petitions, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 
aHan of Thomas Ford and 13 other citizens of Bruce County, South 

ota; 
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Petition of John W. Forrest and 14 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
South Dakota; 
neice of John Lass ‘and 17 other citizens of Emmet Union, South 

ota; f f 

Resolutions of the Colman Farmers’ Alliance, No. 462, of Moody 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Thomas McBride and 13 other citizens of Lincoln, Me- 
Pherson County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Andrew Dailey and 41 other citizens of Civil Bend Town- 
ship, Union County, South Dakota; 

Petition of John Larson and 14 other citizens of Campbell County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of the members of Fairview Farmers’ Alliance, of Camp- 
bell County, South Dakota; ` 

Petition of Jacob Nellis and 9 other citizens of Clay County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of Roundell Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of 
Brown County, South Dakota; and 

Petition of John Tucker and 25 other citizens of Union County, South 
Dakota, 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. PETTIGREW) presented the following petitions, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Petition of C. F. Ladd and 15 other citizens of Banner Alliance, Mar- 
shall County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Wheaton Farmers’ Alliance, No. 316, of Hand County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Joseph Liddle and 18 other citizens of Wheaton Alliance, 
No. 316, of Hand County, South Dakota; 

5 Peele of Bruce Alliance, No. 521, of Brookings County, South 
akota; 

is Petition of J, E. Cook and 8 othercitizensof Lawrence County, South 
akota; 

Petition of Joseph Burdean and 24 other citizens of Custer County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of J. C. Harney and 17 other citizens of Colman, Moody 
County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Lincoln Alliance, No, 612, of McPherson County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Horace Walter and 49 other citizens of Sherman, Minne- 
haha County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Civil Bend Alliance, No. 465, of Union County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of John Larson and 14 other citizens of Campbell County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Tetonka Farmers’ Alliance, No. 70, of Ashton, S. Dak.; 


and 
i Sedge of P. H. Clarke and 15 other citizens of Spink County, South 
akota. 

Mr. CASEY presenteda memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa, ) Mari- 
time Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of a free-coinage bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of Typographical Union, No, 2, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the early passage of the international 
copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented two petitions of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of George Siegle and 19 other citizens of Carver County, 
Minnesota; 

Petition of Terrebonne Alliance, of Terrebonne, Polk County, Min- 
nesota; and 

Petition of J. L, Cossett and 53 other citizens of Polk County, Min- 
nesota. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Union Ex-Prisoners 
of War, of Oswego County, New York, at a meeting held on the 15th 
day of January, 1891, praying for the passage of the bill for the relief 
of Union ex-prisoners of war; which was referred tothe Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition quite numerously signed 
by citizens of Northwestern Nebraska, praying that an appropriation 
of money be made to be used in the construction of three irrigation 
canals, each 200 miles in length, of sufficient capacity, with the nec- 
essary reservoirs and storage basins to reclaim the arid district of tho 
State. The petition further prays that the amount necessary for this 
expenditure be paid by the issuing by the Treasurer of the United 
States of legal-tender notes to the extent of the appropriation. It 
seems to be a combined petition, and I am at a little loss whether to 
have it referred to the Committee on Irrigation or the Committee on 
Finance, but I presume it ought to go to the Select Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Blaine County, 
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Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented five petitions of citizens of Nebraska, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 4880, authorizing the construction of a rail- 
way bridge over the Missouri River at Omaha, Nebr.; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr, SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of certain operatives in flax and 
hemp spinning mills in the United States, praying that the duty be 
increased on twine made from flax and hemp; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of certain members of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union No. 1936, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of H. A. Watson, of Louisville, Ky., 
P. B. Dobbins, of Lexington, Ky., and 28 other farmers of Kentucky, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I presentsome papers and testimony in the nature 
of a petition in support of the application of Jobn Knockilmann for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from his military record. I move 
that the papers be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the regular printed form of petition that is 
being so industriously and generally circulated for signers, signed by 
35 citizens of Milan, Tenn., praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill. The bill having been reported, I moye that the petition 
lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill restricting immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration: 

Petition of Ravenswood Council, No. 15, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Ravenswood, W. Va.; 

Petition of Magnolia Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of New Martinsville, W. Va.; and 

Petition of Standard Council, No. 9, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Wellsburg, W. Va. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
poate of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of S. J. Hack and 12 other citizens of Mahoning County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Seaton R. Jones and 28 other citizens of Vale County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of the Hewitt Fork Farmers? Alliance, of Jackson County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of J. B. Crook and 23 other citizens of East Fairfield, Co- 
lumbiana County, Ohio; 

Petition of H. Ellis and 32 other citizens of Fayette County, Ohio; 

Petition of F.S. Lewis and 10 other citizens of Lorain County, Ohio; 

Petition of Charles T. Marks and 39 other citizens of Mahoning 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of L. Andrews and 18 other citizens of Dover Township, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Dover Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 621, of Union 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Mahoning County, Ohio; 

esas of C. F. Stafford and 72 other citizens of Mahoning County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of Vin- 
ton, Ohio; 

Petition of James M. Coon and 19 other citizens of Ohio; 

Petition of W. S. Plitcher and 25 other citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio; 

pega of Cherry Grove Suballiance, No. 578, of Jamestown, 
Ohio; 
Resolutions of the members of Spring Lake Suballiance, No. 130, 
Ohio Farmers’ Alliance; 

Petition of H. P. Corey and 16 other citizens of Perry Township, 
Wood County, Ohio; 

Petition of A. Wolfe and 24 other citizens of Hocking County, Ohio; 
and > 
Resolutions of the members of the Starlight Farmers’ Aliance, No. 
24, of East Lewistown, Ohio. 

Mr, SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Grand Coulée Alliance, No. 66, of Lincoln County, 
Washingion; 

Petition of Julius Johnson and 33 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington; and 


Petition of J. A. McAvoy and 33 other citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions of alliances and 
citizens of Nebraska, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Silas McNeal and 35 other citizens of Sartoria, Buffalo 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Powel Canon Alliance, No. 602, of Arnold, Custer 
County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Spade Alliance, No. 1079, of Sartoria, Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; - 

Resolutions of Battle Bend Alliance, No. 559, of Mason City, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Platte Alliance, No. 283, of Nebraska; 

Petition of W.S. Hormel and 17 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of John T. Pratt and 17 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Perry W. Hayes and 20 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of W. C; Langeand 35 other citizens of Sutton, Clay County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of J. A. Graham and 14 other citizens of Arnold, Custer 
County, Nebraska; and 

- Petition of J. Jelinek and 8 other citizens of Custer County, Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Laundrymen’s National 
Association of America, praying for the passage of House bill 5357, 
known as the Morrow Chinese exclusion act; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition, signed by the Central Labor Union, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and 46 other typographical and labor unions of the 
United States, praying for the passage of the international copyright 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition adopted ataspecial meeting of 
the Oregon State Board of Commerce, held in the city of Salem, Ore- 
gon, January 15 and 16, 1891, praying Congress to secure the imme- 
diate examination of the bars in the Willamette River, between Port- 
land and Corvallis, in that State, to the end that an intelligent and 
correct estimate of the cost of removal of such obstruetions and the im- 
provement of the river may bemade; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

He also presented a joint memorial, adopted by the Oregon Legisla- 
ture at its sixteenth session, memorializing Congress to speedily enact 
a law granting to the Umatilla County Irrigation Company a right of 
way to construct a canal for irrigating purposes over and across the 
Umatilla Indian reservation, in Umatilla County, Oregon; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Alliance No. 1902, of Iowa; 

Petition of Dane Alliance, of Palo Alto County, Iowa; 

Petition of Sioux Alliance, No. 1765, of Iowa; 

Petition of Lizard Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1892, of Iowa; 

Petition of Sergeant Bluffs Alliance, No. 1373, of Towa; 

Petition of Mount Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1215, of Iowa;- 

Petition of F. Stein and 38 other citizens of Allamakee County, 
Towa; y 

Petition of L. M. Stranahan and 35 citizens of Fayette County, 
Towa; 

Petition of P. H. O'Connor and 7 other citizens of Palo Alto County, 
Towa; 

Petition of Tufer Hays and 37 other citizens of Taylor County, 
I 


owa; 
Petition of R. M. Ricketts and 10 other citizens of Woodbury County, 

Towa; 

Petition of Joseph Leach and 27 other citizens of Pocahontas County, 
Towa; and 

Petition of H. Halton and 29 other citizens of Winnebago County, 
Towa. s 
Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Frank Pierce and sundry 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the speedy enactment of a law giv- 
ing to the several States anthority to control the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation of butter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 27, of Scott County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 664, of Rolls County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 81, of Daviess County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 59, of Gasconade 
County, Missouri; 
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Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 664, of Wright County, 
Missouri; z 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 676, of Cedar County, 
Missouri; : 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 988, of Randolph 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1371, of Jackson 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No._ 1023, of Randolph 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 449, of Jackson County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of La Fayette County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 825, of Monroe County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 152, of Gentry County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 304, of Ralls County, 
Missouri; 

Petitions of Farmers and Laborers’ Union of Morgan County, Mis- 
souri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 57, of Newton County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 643, of Randolph 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 67, of Jackson County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 58, Cape Girardean 
County, Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 787, of Gentry County, 
Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of members of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union No. 67, of Jackson County, Missouri, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger compound lard bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union No. 61, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, praying for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the immediate consideration and passage of the 
‘Torrey bankraptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following resolutions and petitions of councils 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of the bill to restrict immigra- 
tion, as reported from the Committee on Immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration: 

Resolutions of Superior Council, No. 404, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics of Williams, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Council No. 401, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Saversville, Pa. ; 

Resolutions of Council No. 176, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Frankford, Pa. ; 

Resolutions of Black Creek Council, No. 51, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Weatherly, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Council No. 221, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Leechburg, Pa.; - 

Resolutions of Cohocksink Council, No. 526, 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; : 

Resolutions of Phil, H. Sheridan Council, No. 287, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Allentown, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Chosen Friends Council, No. 86, Junior Order United 
American Mechanies, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Resolutions of John Murphy Council, No. 15, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Council No. 500, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Ogontz, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Riverside Council, No. 87, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of New Cumberland, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Resolute Council, No. 27, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Reading, Pa.; 

Resolutions of William Valley Council, No, 317, Junior Order United 
American Mechanies, of Tower City, Pa.; 

Resolutions of North Star Council, No. 493, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wilmerding, Pa,; $ 

Resolutions of May Flower Council, No, 159, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Derry, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Grandview Council, No, 259, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; a 

Resolutions of Wiconisco Council, No.57, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Lykens, Pa.; 

Resolutions of Smoky City Council, No. 119, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

Resolutions of O. W. Howell Council, No. 210, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Stauffer, Pa.; 


Junior Order United 


Petition of George G. Meade Council, No. 50, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Petition of Cowansburg Council, No. 165, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Lash, Pa.; ? 

Petition of Allegheny Council, No. 112, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Allegheny, Pa.; A 

Petition of Girard Council, No. 309, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Council No. 522, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Uhlerstown, Pa.; 

Petition of Benevolent Council, No. 25, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Lower Providence, Pa. ; 

Petition of Cherry Wood Council, No. 420, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of La José, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No. 241, Junior OrderUnited American Mechanics, 
of Conshohocken, Pa. ; 

Petition of Beers Council, No, 283, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Petersville, Pa.; 

Petition of Yola Council, No. 379, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Cowansville, Pa. ; 

Petition of Security Council, No. 158, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanies, of Weaver’s Old Stand, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No. 238, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Kittanning, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No. 344, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Myersdale, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No, 355, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, of Greensborough, Pa.; 

Petitionof Council No. 350, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, of Slippery Rock, Pa.; 

Petition of Industry Council, No. 165, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Reading, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No, 215, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Chester Hill, Pa.; 

Petition of Aurora Council, No. 304, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of East Prospect, Pa.; : 

Petition of Laurel Council, No. 126, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; ; 

Petition of Energetic Council, No. 459, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Sandy Lake, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No. 524, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanies, of Ambrose, Pa.; > 

Petition of Council No. 324, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Grove City, Pa.; 

Petition of Council No. 123, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Shickshinny, Pa. ; and 

Petition of McCalmont Council, No. 377, Junioz Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanies, of Panic, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Pennsylvania; which was read, and orderedto lie on the 
table, as follows: - 
In THE SENATE, January 29, 1891. 


Whereas it isour unalterable conviction that the free and untranimeled right 


to exerciso the suffrage should be guarantied and enforced by the National 
Government in all national elections; and 


Whereas we hold it as aself-evident truth that where representation is based 
on population every legally qualified elector in that population is entitled to 
the opportunity to cast his ballot and have that ballotcounted; and 

Whereas some measure to secure this right to vote and to have such vote 


sonnen hasbeen pledged by the Republican party in its national and State plat- 
orms: 


Resolved (if the house of representatives concur), That our United States Senators 
be earnestly requested to use every honorable effort to secure the passage of 
the Federal election bill. 

E, W. SMILEY, 


Chief Clerk of the Senate, 


JOHN W. MORRISON, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of the Chicago (I11.) Vessel 
Owners’ Association, praying for the construction of atunnel under the 
Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of J. C. Sullivan, Mrs. W. C, 
Robbins, and 40 other citizens of Orange City, Fla., and the petition 
of Mrs. M. E. L. Herrick and 27 other citizens of Orange, Fla., mem- 
bers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill providing for the appointment of commission, composed 
of both men and women, to investigate the social vice in all its phases, 
its relations to labor and wages, to marriage and divorce, its effect on 
individuals, unborn children, and the general welfare of the people, and 
its economic, criminal, and moralaspects in connection with pauperism, 
crime, the public health and morals, etc. I move that the petitions 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

The motion was agreed to. - 

Mr. PAYNE presented the following petitions of citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

BP icles ofS. C. Stratton and 22 other citizens of Columbiana County, 
0; 


Concurred in by house of representatives. 
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Petition of S. B. McMillan and 44 other citizens of Columbiana 
County, Ohio; 
Š een of J. L. Beard and 30 other citizens of Williams County, 
io; 
Petition of H. H. Tucker and 24 other citizens of Sandusky, Ohio; 
Resolutions of Buckeye Farmers’ Alliance, No, 572, of Rice Town- 
ship, Sandusky County, Ohio; 
Petition of N. R. Tacker and 25 other citizens of Sandusky Town- 
ship, Sandusky County, Ohio; 
Resolutions of Warwick Alliance, No. 589, of Warwick Township, 
Tuscarawas County, Ohio; 
on of Samuel Baker and 22 ofher citizens of Crawford County, 
io; 
Petition of Martin Sherck and 39 other citizens of Seneca County, 


io; 

Petition of Charles W. Wilkins and 25 other citizens of Licking 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Refugee Alliance, No. 208, of Licking County, Ohio; 

Petition of C. S. Ireland and 17 other citizens of Van Wert County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Amos F. Davidson and 5 other citizens of Adams County, 
Obio; 

Petition of W. A. Starbuck and 37 other citizens of Wilmington, 


hio; 

6 eigen of James Foster and 26 other citizens of Seneca County, 
0; 

Resolutions of Model Township Alliance, of Sandusky Township, 

Richland County, Ohio; 

Petition of Emery Wickersham and 27 other citizens of West Town- 
ship, Columbiana County, Ohio; 
rR Pa i of W. A. Sampson and 21 other citizens of Pike County, 

io; 

Petition of W. W. Stroup and 14 other citizens of Homeworth, Co- 
lumbiana County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Homeworth Farmers’ Alliance, No. 472, of Ohio; 

Petition of Newton Rule and 87 other citizens of Morrow County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of W. O. Johnson and 31 other citizens of Bowersville, Ohio; 

arenes of George W. Roose and 8 other citizens of Trumbull County, 
Ohio; 

RA ha of C. F. Lehman and 71 other citizens of Holmes County, 
io; 

Petition of H. G. Newell and 10 other citizens of Jewell, Defiance 
County, Ohio; 
ieee ene of Jewell Alliance, No. 536, of Jewell, Defiance County, 

io; 
Petition of G. Y. Smith and 29 other citizens of Wakatomika, Coshoc- 
ton County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of East Bridgewater Alliance, No. 663, of Ohio; 
a of J, W, Powell and 40 other citizens of Wyandot County, 

io; 
= Petition of L. B, Frederick and 38 other citizens of Mahoning County, 

hio; - 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 143, of Ohio; 

open ala New Martinsburgh Alliance, No. 299, of Fayette County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of William D. Sherwood and 19 other citizens of Delaware 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of West Oxford Farmers’ Alliance, No. 367, of Delaware 
County, Ohio. 

Petition of D. Pence and 26 other citizens of Pleasant Township, Fair- 
field County, Ohio; 

econ of C. C. Durkee and 24 other citizens of Ashtabula County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of J. M. Hamilton and 14 other citizens of Vinton, Gallia 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Dillon Alliance, No. 222, of Brush Creek, Ohio; _ 

Petition of W. B. Fritch and 22 other citizens of Suffield, Portage 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Westfield Alliance, No. 575, of Westfield, Morgan 
County, Ohio; and 
a of John P. Kennard and 43 other citizens of Morgan County, 

io. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Unions Nos, 2007, 256, 2346, 122, 130, 1946, 1940, 1970, 135, 240, 278, 
2183, 2022, of the counties of Jewell, McPherson, Leavenworth, Reno, 
Summer, Sumner, Chase, Jefferson, Sumner, Reno, Stafford, Smith, 
Republic, in the State of Kansas, praying for the of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Petition of A. R. C. Sloan and other citizens of Overbrook, Osage 


aunty, Kansas; 
Petition of L. H. Stewart and other citizens of Green, Clay County, 
Kansas; and 


Petition of HighlandAlliance, No. 692, of Green, Clay County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of William Adams, J. F. Os- 
walt, and other citizens of the State of Kansas; and the memorial of 
John Maxwell, W. J. Gilchrist, and other citizens of the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Butchers’ Protective Association 
No. 10, of Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial numerously signed by farmers 
and others living in Northwestern Kansas, setting forth the needs of 
that section, and asking for the donation of a sufficient amount of 
money to buy seeds for their spring planting on account of the failure 
of the crop there last year by reason of drought. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest that the petition presented by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] relative to the furnishing of seeds for 
spring planting in Northwest Kansas should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry has already reported an amendment to the agricultural appro- 
priation bill for thatpurpose; which has gone to the Committee on 
Appropriations on my motion on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isuggested the referenco to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture because I thought itlikely that they might probably desire to 
give some further consideration to the subject involved in the petition 
than that which has been given in the ainendment reported by them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A second consideration of this subject has been 
had and a conclusion has been reached by that committee, and, as I 
understand, the amount originally named in the amendment has been 
increased very considerably. I think, therefore, it would be well to 
have the petition go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ne- 
braska and moyo that tho petition be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. LT also presenta memorial of the Hornview Alliance, 
No, 324, of Russell County, Kansas, setting forth that a petition 
signed by that organization, protesting against the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill, did not represent their sentiments, and that they are in 
favor of that bill. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported themseverally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; and 

A bill (H. R. 856i) granting a pension to Martha Torrence. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affnirs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3896) regulating settlement of military claims, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 
A. bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink; 
A bill (H. R.2512) granting anincrease of pension to Hugh McHugh; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Patton, of Benedict, 
Kans. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construction of a tunnel 
under the waters of the bay of New York, between the town of Mid- 
dletown, in the county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, 
in the county of Kings, in the State of New York, and to establish the 
same as a post road, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 4401) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under the waters 
of the bay of New York, between the town of Middletown, in the 
county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, in the county of 
Kings, in the State of New York, and to establish the same as a Ek 
road, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. $ 

He. also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 4820) to amend the law relating to the residence abroad of theown- 
ers of American vessels in the foreign trade, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 144) for the use of the appropriations in the river and 
harbor bill relating to the Apalachicola River, Florida, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4316) establishing a port of delivery at Des Moines, Iowa, reported it 
without amendment. = 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4906) authorizing the Secretary of War 
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to cause an exploration and survey to be made of the interior of Alaska, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4610) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in the Fort 
D, A. Russell military reservation for agricultural fair and industrial 
exposition grounds, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(E R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge to Howard Willison, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2963) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 740) for the reliefof Thomas W. Honts, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Michael 
Flaherty, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2204) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Michael 
Flaherty, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and 
tho bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 660) granting honorable discharge to John Lyons; 

A bill (8. oa granting an honorable discharge to William Pullman; 

A bill (a 672) granting an honorable discharge to Bennett Dorsey; 

A bill (S. 823) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of John Roos; 

A bill (S. 1550) to remove charge of desertion against Henry Crangle; 

A bill (S. 1648) to remove the charge of desertion against Norman 
Mann; 

A bill (S. 2154) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William W. Kerbaugh; and 

A bill (S. 2831) granting an honorable discharge to Thomas Fitzgihb- 


bons. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, submitted by Mr. ALLEN on January 
22, concerning the consul at Managua, Nicaragua, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and moved its reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I report 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, 
and I move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. It con- 
sists of only six lines, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be read 
at the desk, 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to bo printed, as follows: 

“Amendment reported from the Committce on Foreign Relations by Mr. Dorr 


to the bill (H. 2.12782) making appropriations for the Navy Department for 
the year ending June 30, 13%, and for other purposes, namely. 


Tusert the following: 

"To enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made between San 
Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu in the Hawaiian Islands for the purpose of de- 
termining the practicability of and facilitating the laying of a telegraphic cable 
between those points, $50,000, or so much thereof as may benecessary; and the 
President is hereby authorized to direct the use of any vessel or vessels belong- 
ing to the United States in making such suryey.”’ 


Mr. DOLPH. Ialso report from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, 
which is substantially like the amendment I offered on Thursday last, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I call the at- 
tention of that committee to the fact that the amendment has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. I move that it be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cam- 
eron, late first lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James Little- 
ton, rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the following bilis, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. ans} granting a pension to Ira Agan; and 

A bill (H. R. 11243 granting 9 pension to Sarah H. Philp. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4960) for the establishment of a fish hatchery in the 
State of New York, near the St. Lawrence River, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to submit an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill and also to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, althongh it is one and the same amendment, it being 
an open question on which bill the amendment ought to be placed; so 
Iname both. I move that the amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4773) providing for the sale of the 
old customhouse and lot connected therewith in the city of Louisville, 
Ky., reported it with amendments. 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Andit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Pesolved, That the expenses of reporting the hearings given by the Commit- 
tee on Printing of the Senate, under resolution relating to selection of a site for 


ae Government Printing Office,bo paid out of the contingent fund of the 
nate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL (by request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance of 
the District of Columbia) introduced a bill (3:4966) to encourage the 
mining of gold and silver, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4967) to amend tho law relative to 
the shipment, payment, and discharge ofseamen; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. . 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a vill (S. 4968) appropriating the sum of 
$30,000 for the enlargement and improvement of the United States 
Government building at Greensborough, N. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4969) to enable the 
Prescott and Arizona Central Railway Company of Arizona to extend 
its line of road to the city of Phenix, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4970) to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause certain lands heretofore with- 
drawn from the market, for reservoir purposes, to be restored to the 
public domain subject to entry nnder the homestead law and private 
entry for town-site purposes only, with certain restrictions; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4971) for the relief of Bela R. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 4972) granting a pension to Arthur 
M. Thorp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4973) forthe relief of John Bar- 
ron; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4974) confirming to the Kansas 
Central Railroad Company a right of way upon the military reservation 
of Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4975) to readjust the salary and allow- 
ances of the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, 
in Territory of Oklahoma; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4976) to confirm certain entries made 
upon the Osage rrust and diminished reserve lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tec on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4977) for the erection of amonu- 
ment to the late Salmon P, Chase; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4978) for the relief of John G, 
Eigenman and John Biedenkopf ; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill ($. 4979) to confirm certain entries 
upon the Otoe and Missouria reservation lands in Kansas and Ne- 
braska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BERRY (for Mr. PUGH) introduced a bill (S. 4980) to enlarge 
the United States courthouse and post-office building at Birmingham, 
Ala,, and to appropriate money therefor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 4981) for the relief of Syl- 
vester Truesdell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, proposing to 
increase the salary of the consulat Lyons; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
5 Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomaticand consular appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Soni tio on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the naval appropriation hill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 46,000 
copies of the Seventh Report of the United States Civil Service Commission be 
nted, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for 
The use of the House of wey avec esting and 40,000 copies for the use of the 
United States Civil Service Commission. 


~ ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iaskthennanimous consent of the Senate now 
to consider House bill 13071, which is a bridge bill to which there can 
be no possible opposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the morning business disposed of ? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. Resolutions, concurrent or other, are still in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not antagonize—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall renew my request at the end of the 
morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam in entire sympathy with the Senator and I 
hope the bill will be considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


DEATH OF SECRETARY WINDOM, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPerson, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. William Windom, Secretary of the Treasury, who for ten 
years was a member of this body and for twelve years a member of the Senate, 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Representatives be appointed by the 
Speaker, to join such committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to attend 
the funeral of the late Secretary on behalf of Congress, and to take such other 
action as may be propa: in honor of the memory of the deceased and as appre- 
ciation of Congress of his public services, 


The m e also announced that in accordance with the roregoing 
resolutions the Speaker had appointed Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. MILLS, 
Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania, Mr. For- 
NEY, Mr. VANDEVER, Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr, SNIDER, as members of 
the committee on the part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORRILL. Task to have the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lutions of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the President 
of the Senate to join the committee of the House of Representatives in attend- 
ing the funeral of the late Secretary of the Treasury, and to take such other ac- 
tion as may be appropriate in honor of the memory of the deceased and tomani- 
fest the respect and appreciation of Congress for his public services, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced as the committee on the part of 
the Senate, under the resolution, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Senate will adjourn on Monday, February 2, at 2 o’clocls 
p. m., toattend the funeral of the late Secretary ofthe Treasury. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho Chair hearing no objection, the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not the funeral to take place at 12 o'clock? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis to take place at 3 o'clock. 

a HARRIS, I saw it stated in the papers that it would take place 
at 12, 

Mr. MORRILL, A communication from the Treasury Department 
authorizes the statement that it will take place at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wanted to make the inquiry. 

i The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr, MORRILL subsequently said: I understand that arrangements 
have just been made that will change the time of the funeral of the 
late Secretary of the Treasury, I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution which we passed may beamended so that the Senate will 
meet on Monday at 2 o'clock instead of adjourning at that hour. 

Mr. HALE. As the funeral will be at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. MORRILL. As the funeral isto be at 12. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the vote will be 
reconsidered by which the resolution was agreed to. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the vote is reconsidered. The Senator from Vermont 
moves toamend the resolution by making it read that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday at 2 o'clock, The 
Chair hears no objection and the resolution is so amended, and theres- 
olution as amended will be agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. It is understood that the funeral is to be at 12 0’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is understood. 


SMITHSONIAN BOARD OF REGENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 153) 
to fill a vacancy existing in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, which was introduced on Friday and is on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, cte., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, of the class other than members of Congress, shall be filled by the 
appointment of William Preston Johnston, of Louisiana, in the place of Noah 
Porter, of Connecticut, resigned, 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Isthere objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now renew my request that the Senate con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a railway, 
street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri 
Riyer near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read for amendment, 
and I transmit to the desk the House bill, and accompanying ita Senate 
bill which shows the changes proposed by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce to make the House bill in exact accordance with the bill 
reported from the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate bill has been reported? 

Mr. MANDERSON, The Senate bill has been reported favorably 
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and is on the Calendar. I propose to amend the House bill in exact 
accordance with the Senate bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read and the amend- 
ments will be stated in their order. f 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
was, in section 1, line 18, after the word ‘‘railroads,”’ to insert ‘‘and 
street railways; ’’ so as to read: 

And all railroads and street railways reaching the Missouri River near said 
point shall be permitted the unobstructed use of said bridge, ete. A 

The amendment was agreed to. r ; 

Thenextamendment was, in section 1, line21,afterthe word * trains,” 
to insert ‘‘inthe case of railroads, and for electrical or cableequipments 
and cars in the case of street railways;’’ so as to read: 

And trains in tlie case of railroads, and for electrical or eable equipments and 
cars in the case of street railways, at reasonable compensation and rates of toll. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line1, after the word ‘‘that,”’ 
to insert: 

Said bridge shall be constructed in all respects as a first-class railroad bridge, 
with ample trackage facilities, and with foundations and superstructure of suf- 
ficient strength to admit of the safe passage over the same of railway trains of 
{he maximum weight nsnally drawn over like railway bridges of the first class 
by the use of locomotives, and. 

The amendment was agreed to, — 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in section 5, line 10, after the word “telegraph,” to insert the words 
“and telephione;”’ so as to read: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 1, after the word ‘‘ com- 
panies,” to insert ‘fand street railways;’’ so as to read: 

That allrailroad companies and street railways desiring the use of said bridge 
shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage 
of railroad trains or cars over the sanre and over the approaches thereto, upon 
payment of a reasonable compensation for such use, 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 7, after the word ‘'rail- 
road,” to insert ‘‘and street railway;’’ so as to read: 


And in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad and 
atrect railway companies, orany one ofthem, desiringsuch use shall fail to agree 
upon the sum or sums to be pe d, and upon rules and conditions to which each 
shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be 
slecided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If Ihave caught the reading correctly the 
amendments suggested in line 1 of the sixth section and in line 7 of 
the same section do not correspond. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘They do not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As reported from the committee, according 
to the print in my hand, they do correspond. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I think the report of the committee is correct. 
The words ‘‘street railway ’’ should come in before ‘companies’? in 
the first line of the section. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the form in which it was reported 
from the committee is better. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itisa very easy matter to change the language 
and make it read ‘‘railroad and street-railway companies.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. It is all right as recommended by the committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment in section 1, line 6, will 
be again stated as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ railroad,” 
insert the words ‘‘and street-railway ;’’ so as to read: 

oes all railroad and street-railway companies desiring the use of said bridge, 
ote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the former vote 
will be reconsidered, and the question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment as now reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment in line 7 of section 6 
will be again stated. é 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 6, line 7, after the word ‘railroad,’ 
insert “and street-railway;’’ so as to read: 

And the several railroad and street-railway companies, or any one of them, 
desiring such use, etc. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As reported by the committee, it reads: 
‘railroad or street-railway companies,” 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is right the way it is now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But it was read ‘‘and.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The nextumendment was, in section 7, line 8, to strike out the words 
“at the expense of” and insert the words ‘‘ paid by;’’ so as to read: 


And the expense of altering said bridge or removing such obstructions shall 
be paid by the owners of such bridge. = s oin 


- The amendment was agreed to. 
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The nextamendment was, in section 8, line 2, after the word ‘‘com- 
menced,’’ to strike out ‘‘ within one year and be finished within three 
years from its passage” and insert: 

On or before the Ist day of January, 1892, and be completed on or before the 
Jst day of July, 1893. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I suggest that there should be a later day fixed 
for the completion of the bridge than the Ist of July, 1893. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems to me that for the construction of a low 
bridge two years and a half is ample time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It will not be two years and a half. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It will be nearly two years and a half from the 
date of the passage of the bill. I have seen statements on the part of 
the projectors of this enterprise indicating their readiness to commence 
the construction immediately on the passage of this bill, and that it 
will be finished much earlier than the date named. They themselves 
can not fail to think the time ample. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Allright. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This concludes the amendments of the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator from Nebraska say about the 
limit to July 1, 1893? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itseems to me it is a little short as to the time 
for the construction of a bridge that bids fair to be so extensive as this, 
but my colleague appears to think that is time sufficient, and as it 
can be extended—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Two yearsand ahalf for the construction of alow 
bridge I think is ample time. The idea is to so limit the time for the 
commencement and the completion of the bridge thatit will be a bridge 
to be constructed and nota bridge to be speculated upon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We had better make it the Ist of January, 
1894, and then there will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I must insist on the date July 1, 1893. I have 
had yery full information as to this subject; I think it in the interest 
of the enterprise itself, and I think it is the interest of the cities which 
specially desire this bridge that the date shall remain as fixed, July 1, 
1893. It will afford ample time for the completion, as I am assured. 

Mr. MANDERSON. AsCongress would very manifestly extend the 
time if the bridge was partly constructed by the Ist of July, 1893, I 
care nothing aboutit. So let it go as it stands. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My attention is called to a misprint in the en- 
grossed bill that came from the other House. In section 4, line 4, the 
word is ‘coration’’ instead of ‘‘corporation.’’ I ask that that be cor- 
rected, f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction will be made. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President wasauthorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VEST, Mr. SAWYER, 
and Mr. WASHBURN were appointed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, Senate bill 4880, 
referring to the same subject as the bill which has just been passed, 
will be indefinitely postponed. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. QUAY. Task unanimous consent that the Senate at this time 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of 
George Gunnell, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 
other pu 

Mr. ALLISON. I must ask that that bill be proceeded with at this 
time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa and askthe unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to consider at this time Order of Business 
2224, being Senate bill 4592. It isa bridge bill of three pages, and if 
it takes any more time than is necessary to read it I will withdraw 
the request. It is important as a matter of time that the bill should 
pass now if it is to be atall. f 

Mr. ALLISON. I have had several requests of a similar character 
from Senators who have urgent bills. I think later in the day there 
will probably be an opportunity to reach bills that do not lead to de- 
bate. I hope the Senator will postpone his request for the time being. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, I yield to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa, and I hope to get an opportunity later in the day. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me to say n word 
in the nature of a personal explanation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observe circulating in the newspapers of the coun- 
try what purports to be a copy of an agreement alleged to have been 
entered into by Republican Senators in reference to the consideration 
of the force bill, so called, or the elections bill, more properly called, in 
which certain names are given as having violated the agreement, and 
the allegation is made that all the other Republican Senators signed 
the agreement without condition, I desire to say that these allega- 
tions are so broad and so general as toinclude myselfamong those who 
signed that agreement without condition. I wish to say that I never 
signed such an agreement, except with the written qualification at- 
tached to my name that it should not interfere with efforts for the con- 
sideration of the education bill. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not myself intend to pay at- 
tention to newspaper reports. As a general rule, I havenever given 

- any attention to statements which are made by newspaper correspond- 
ents. I only now desire to say that the statement, very generally cir- 
culated, that I have been at any time in favor of the force bill, so called, 
or the elections bill, is incorrect. 

The further statement that amendments were made to that bill in 
committee whenever I asked to have them made pronounce also incor- 
rect. 

The statement that I ever agreed to support the bill, directly or in- 
directly, I also pronounce incorrect. 

I willsay now, Mr. President, for fear Ishall have no other opportunity, 

, that my opposition to the so-called force bill, or elections bill, has never 
grown outof my attitude on thesilverquestionatall. Ifthesilverqnes- 
tion had been disposed ofearly last yearinuccordance with my wishes, my 
course upon the elections bill would not have been changed. I was op- 
posed to that bill upon Ages Ihave never for amoment entertained 
the idea that it could be so amended that I shonld be able to vote for it, 
because that was to expect such a radical change in the bill that I knew 
the friends of the bill would not then care about its passage. That is 
all I pro to say, no matter what may he said about my attitude or 
my relations, except to repeat that I have never promised to support 
ane Pah I never intended to support the bill, and I have notsupported 
the bill. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Bie VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be proceeded 
th. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumod the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 


purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thepending question ison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON], toadd 
an additional proviso after the word ‘‘service,’’ in line 8, on page 17. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, after the debate upon Thursday last 
on the amendment, I hope we can have a vote now, or an understand- 
ing, at least, that the words proposed to be stricken out by the com- 
mittee may be struck out, and then the question will be upon the 
amendment which is pending to insert a proviso at the end of the para- 


graph. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to a vote upon that branch of 
the amendment, but I desire to say a few words on the subject, 

Mr. ALLISON. My suggestion is made witha view to facilitate the 
consideration of the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 16, the Committee on Appropriations 
report to strike out all after line 15, down to and including the word 
“transportation,” on page 17, in line 4, the words proposed to be 
stricken out being as follows: 


Provided, Thatin expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad 
company which obtained a grant of public Jand to aid in the construction of its 
railroad on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military 
road subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all 
other Government service,and also subject to such regulations as Congress may 
ate restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having 
claims against the United States for transportation of any kind over such rail- 
road, shail only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing pro- 
vision on the of not exceeding 50 per cent. of the compensation for such 
Government transportation as shall be charged to and paid by private parties 
to said company for like and similar transportation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Another amendment of the committee 
in the same raph will also be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. t is right. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, of the same clause, on page 17, it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘in all such cases.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON, Now, let the question be taken on the amendment 
in line 4, to strike out the word ‘‘further.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK, In line 4, of the same clause, on page 17, it is 
proposed to strike out the word ‘ further”? after the word ‘* Provided;”” 
sô as to read: 

Provided, That such compensation shall be computed, cte. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON, Now, the question is upon the amendment proposed 
hy the committee, submitted by me on ‘Thursday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, which will be stated. 

_ The CHIEF CLERK. On page 17, inline 8, after the word ‘‘service,”’ 
it is proposed to insert the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That,in expending the money appropriated by this act, a 
railroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States, and 
which obtained a grant of publio land to aid in the construction of its railroad 
on condition that sach railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other 
Government service, and also subject to such regulations as pea ere may im- 
pose restricting the charges for such peep amen stan shor ener aving claims 
against the United States for transportation of any kind over such railroad, 
shall only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision 
on tho basis of such rate for the transportation of troops and munitions of war 
as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoin 
PEOD such rate not to exceed 70 per cent. of the compensation for such 

overnment transportation a8 shall at the time be charged to and paid by pri- 
rtation; and the 


aeenne so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such 
service. 


Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, when thisamendment was undercon- 
sideration on Thursday, in connection with the amendment which has 
already been adopted striking out the provision as it came from the 
House of Representatives, I was going on to show as best Icould the ab- 
solute injustice ofadopting the provision asit came from the other House, 
I gave some reasons why it shonld be stricken ont, and the amend- 
mentnow offered by the chairman of the Committee on sd at aaron a 
with the concurrence of the whole committee, should beadopted. One 
of the reasons I assigned was the active competition of the Canadian 
roads just north of our system of roads to the Pacific; that, if the Goy- 
ernment of the United States attempted to restrict and hamper and 
compel the roads to carry all the troops, munitions of war, and other 
property of the Government at a charge which was not equal to the 
cost of transportation, it would tend to the destruction of our American 
system of roads without the slightest benefit to the people of the United 
States who use the roads as a means of transportation. 

Without much preparation I presented my viewsin thatcase. I was 
interrupted by the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to 
ask me this question, as found in the RECORD, on page 1967: 

Is the Senator— 

Referring to myself— . 
prepared to sustain any policy or legislation that will take away from the pro- 
ducerin the Northwestern States of Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, the Da- 
kotas, and the region including Montana, tha beneilt of that competition that 
is gained by Canadian rontesfrom that section to tlie extreme East or the Atlantic 
const? Does the Senator believe in a policy or in sey heen of legislation that 
will shut out from competition Canadian railroads, tho operation of which is 
to reduce the price of transportation to the producor in the Western region and 
the consumer in tho Eastern region? I ask the Senator that question. 

I answered him very promptly ‘‘no;’’ but afterwards, as the debate 
developed, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], whom I now 
see in his seat, unquestionably got the impression from the question 
and probably from the imperfect answer that I made at the time, 
that I was presenting a proposition for the purpose of excluding from 
transportation these Canadian lines, That is very far from my idea. 
I certainly made no such proposition and had no such thought in my 
mind. I agree that they haye for some sections of the country the 
shortest line from the Northwest to the Atlantic seaboard; unquestion- 
ably the shortest when you take it from Minneapolis and other points 
in the Northwest through to Liverpool. That ourpeople, as this com- 
petition has grown up, should have the benefit of that short transpor- 
tation and cheaper line, I do not think there is a question. Whether 
it was politic in the beginning to permit that interest to go on and de- 
velop as it has developed, is another question. 

As has been shown in the debates we haye had upon this subject, it 
began with the Trunk Line of Canada. They crossed the river at Niag- 
ara and camo in and began to absorb a great part of this trade without 
any authority, so far as I have been able to find, from Congress, but 
simply under a permission ora regulation of the Treasury Department. 
It, however, has grown and spread until the English Government have 
unquestionably adopted it as a partof their policy to create these great 
lines of transportation for political and military purposes, furnishing 
the money to construct them, indeed more than ore = to construct 
them, and to supply whatever deficiencies may arise in their operation, 
so that the amount of traffic they receive from our Northwestern coun- 
try and convey to New England and through New England to the other 
sido is a clear gain to them and relieves them of thenecessity of paying, 
additional amounts of money per annum for the maintenance of those 
great roads. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the time will come when this will 
serionsly threaten our relations with that go country. The only 
thing to prevent it would be the adoption of the theory that the com- 
mercial relations that will grow up because of the construction of these 


vate parties to any such company for like and similar tran: 
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great lines of transportation may induce a closer union between the 
two countries. One of the two things must occur. There stands the 
case, however, and it must be dealt with and can not be postponed 
many years, in my judgment. 

I have referred to the fact that every New England State—and I do 
not complain of it—ns the world knows, encourages this great English 
enterprise. They are very glad to avail themselves of the opportunity 
of the cheap cost of transportation. There is scarcely a town in New 
England, of any importance, that has not a branch of this Canadian 
system entering it. There is not a manufacturing establishment—and 
when I say ‘not a manufacturing establishment ’’ I state the general 
rule—that does not use the Canadian system for the shipment of its 
manufactures and wares through to the Pacific and thence to China 
and Japan, 

This English system has almost exclusively the control of the trans- 
portation from that section of the country, and it isa marvelous thing, 
put it is true, that every resident of that section of the country sets his 
face ugainst opening the doors for free competition upon the Atlantic 
Ocean for the coasting trade; and I believe they are rightin that; but 
at the same time they are perfectly prepared to receive these vessels 
on wheels that are constructed in Canada and use them in order that 
they may have this cheaper transportation. ‘This arises from a pecul- 
iar condition and frame of mind. It only shows how self-interest takes 
hold of communities, and especially communities ns intelligent as those 
of New England. Thereitis. It has grown up. 

I recognize, as the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] has 
well said, the immonse interest there is in the Northwest in this ques- 
tion. While that condition of affairs exists, while we can not exclude 
them, and I think there is no thought of excluding them, I do insist 
that itis but fair and itis, in my judgment, absolutely necessary to say 
to our people in this country, who have great prejudice against cor- 
porations and whose sentiments are found voiced in the proposition as 
it comes from the House of Representatives—and I think I have a 
right to say—that it is a proposition which is catering toan clement 
and to a sentiment which, if carried out and enacted into law, would 
be destructive of American interests, and it is time for the Senate to 


stop. 

While the proposition of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
drawn carefully, as it is, is more liberal and just and fair than the 
one that came to us from the other House, yet I believe that, under 
all circumstances and with the conditions which I have so imperfectly 
described, even the restriction of the Senator from Towa that the Goy- 
ernment shall not pay more than 70 per cent. of the usual charges for 
the Government transportation is a hardship upon these roads. We 
have passed the interstate-commerce Jaw. We have placed these 
roads under it. ‘The Canadian interest we have discussed operates 
outside of the law. Our roads are attheirmercy. All I claim is that 
we must so adjust the Jaw in the future as to bring that system under 
identically the same regulations with our own roads, or else relieve 
onr roads, permit them to make their own rates, and to combine to 
protect Amorican interests against this Canadian interest. That, I 
think, can be dono with justice to the people of this country. 

I believe, and I am justified in saying so from the testimony taken 
by the Interstate Commerce Committee, of which the distinguished 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is the chairman, that the repre- 
sentatives of the American railroad interests themselves have come to 
the conclusion that the American people will not permit, by pooling, 
by combination, or otherwise, rates to he made too high ordiscrimina- 
tions to be made as against individuals and corporations and cities 
and localities. ‘The one way in which the subject may be controlled 
is to permit them to come together and not to cut each others’ throats, 
as they have been doing in the past, on condition that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission itself shall firstapprove the agreements and the 
rates, so that we may enter upon a system where the people may have 
an opportunity to protect themselves as against extortionate charges, 
and at the same time enable these roads to live. 

Mr. President, in the course of the investigation made by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce we had the testimony of quite a num- 
ber of distinguished gentlemen, and among others was Mr. Adams, a 
resident of Massachusetts, who, it was true, was president ofthe Union 
Pacific Railroad at the time.. He was asked the question: 


Senator Gorman. Are you content to ask the strict enforcemont of this law 
with the long and short haul clause and the prohibitions of pooling by our 
Aaaa roads, leaving the Canadian roads practically free to do as they 

ease? 
£ Mr. Apams, No; Iam not. 

Senator GonmMAN. Well, what would you suggest? 

Mr. AvAms. The best way, if the law is defective, is to let it produce its re- 
sults and amend it accordingly. Ihave not seen tholaw working long enough 
to have my own mind clear as to what the necessary amendment is. 


I read from page 153 of thereport. I do not follow the whole of it, 
but give extracts. Mr. Adams was asked this question: 

Would it not be n fact that, if itis impossible under the present conditions 
and our present relations with ada to enforce the provisions of our inter- 
state-commerce act upon all the through trade from Chicago or the Northwest 
to Montreal, Portland, or Halifax, it would follow as a matter of course that 
we would be compelled torelicve ourrailroads of the present restrictions? 

Mr. ApAms, You would either have to relieve them of the present restrictions 
in a measure, or you would find that commerce, as I said before, would follow 
the line of least resistance, 


Senator Gorman, And that would be over the roads that were not so re- 
stricted? 


Mr. ADAMS, Undoubtedly. Now, I have no doubt that in many rospecis— 
iako European commerce with this country, for instance—the line of least rc- 
sistance is through Portland, Montreal, Baltimore, and other cities. But that 
is more than compensated for by the commercial and other advantages pro- 
dominating inNew York; Mtoe andeyerythingelse. There may be other 
considerations which would more than counterbalance, and which would en- 
able us to hold our own; but whether that would be so or not, we should still 
be working under a disadvantage. 

Mr. President, that is true, and it is recognized by all of the gentle- 
men who were identified with the American transportation interests, 
Mr. Adams was further asked: 

Senator Gorman. Then, asa fair ven eee I ask your opinion whether 
it would not bethe act of wisdom before the United States permits this roxad— 

That is the Canadian road— 4 


tocomplete its line through Maine and then on to Halifax, that weinsiston the 
Canadian Government agreeing to operate with us under the same conditions 
that we impose upon you— 

That is, upon the American roads. 


Mr. Anass. That would be a perfectly fair proposition for us tomake. 


Mr. President, until we have reached that point where, by negotia- 
tion or otherwise, we can place these Canadian roads under the same 
restrictions as to through freight that we have placed upon our own, 
the tendency will be always to destroy our own interests. How that 
can be done is another question. _ Possibly it can only be done by ne- 
gotiations and long delay; but in the mean time—and that isall that 
concerns us upon this proposition to-day—the Governmentof the United 
States in adjusting its affairs with this system of railroads should be 
fair and liberal and just in the amount that they pay. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. In the carrying of military supplies, there is no com- 
petition by the Canadian Pacific Railroad on that trafic. 

Mr. GORMAN, None whatever. 

Mr. POWER. Then, I do not see how it can apply to this case, 

Mr. GORMAN. Asa matter of course, there is no competition be- 
tween our roads and the Canadian roads in carrying military supplies. 

Mr. POWER. Or the carrying of soldiers. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘They will all of necessity go over our own roads; 
but if you provide by law, as is contemplated in this bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives, that for that servive, which must 
be over our own roads, you will require the roads to carry them at a 
charge which does not equal the cost of transportation, then one of two 
things must follow, either the railroads must put up their local charges 
onthe people of Montana and of all the States through which they pass 
or else they must go into bankruptcy. You destroy them and make 
it impossible for them to live. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

- Mr. POWER. Does the Senator apply what he has said to theland- 
grant roads in the far West, where there is no competition, such as the 
Northern Pacific and the Union Pacific, where there is a space of 100 
miles between the roads, or does the Senator mean the country this 
side of Lake Superior, Duluth, etc., where the competition is very 
severe? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘This proposition, of course, covers the entire length 
of the roads and all their branches. 

Mr. POWER. ‘The land-grant railroads in Montana, Idaho, and 
Washington are not bankrupt. Theyarepayingwell. They have had 
over 25,000 acres of land granted them for every mile of road which 
has been built, and that land onan average is worth, and has been from 
the start, $3 per acre. That was given to them by Congress. Now, 
if we go on to protect them continually when they are making money, 
it is certainly a bad precedent. The Great Northern is now building 
to the Pacific without any aid and at great expense, and, instead of 
this being a hardship to the people of Montana, it is the contrary. If 
you lower the rate for military supplies, and particularly for the carry- 
ing of troops, which always pays well, it will help the citizens there, 
because they can then ask for and secure troops when they are needed. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I take it for granted that troops 
will be forwarded whenever they are needed, no matter what the cost 
of transporation may be. The Senatorfrom Montana who has asked me 
the question, I think, has probably not followed what I have said, or I 
have failed to make myself understood: that in dealing with these 
roads the Government ought to be exactly just and fair. It ought to 
pay the roads a fair compensation forthe services rendered. If the 
measure of that cost is half a centa mile, or n cent a mile, or 2 cents 
a mile for a soldier, or whatever it may be, whatever is fair and just 
and proper and is agreed to by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
then the Government ought to pay that fair and just compensation. 
It ought not to comein arbitrarily simply because it has the power 
and say to the railroads, ‘You must charge an amount that is less than 
the actual cost of service,” > 
- Mr. POWER. The Senator will excuse me for one moment further 
to explain what I undertook to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Wherever tke railroads compete for the carrying of 
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troops with river transportation, they bring the rates down to 33} per 
cent., or 25 per cent. The rates on the far west lines—I do not refer 
to the lines this side of Duluth, where I believe the Senator’s sugges- 
tion will apply—are arbitrary, and the railroad companies change them 
to suitthemselves. I have known instances where they havemade coal 
oil ‘‘ double first class’? for special occasions and for special purposes. 
Under these conditions Ido not think they need help here, when they 
are doing everything to help themselves and the people have no way 
of being protected. 

Mr. GORMAN. This proposition does not reach the charges made 
for the local matter. My proposition is that if the Government un- 
necessarily hampers the roads, then it will follow, as a matter of course, 
that the railroads will recoup upon the citizens of this country, which 
would be all wrongand unjust. To show under what disadvantages 
they are competing, I wish to read from Senate report 847, Pifty-first 
Congress, first session, made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GUL- 
Lom], from which it will be seen what the English Government has 
done in the matter of creating lines of transportation in direct compe- 
tition with our American lines. Here isa statement made by Mr. 
Nimmo to the committee, showing that the cash subsidies to the Cana- 
dian Pacific road are as follows: 


Revised estimate of subventions of various sorts extended by the Dominion Govern- 
ment to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, embracing securities which that 
company has been enabled to float (stocks and bonds) as the result of the Dominion 
guaranty and a grant of 25,000,000 acres of land, 


Cash subsidies as followa: (a) Subsidy of 25,000,000 acres mentioned 
in section ¥ ofact of February 15,1881; (b) 714 miles of railroad con- 
structed by the Dominion Goverment, costing $35,000,000, which 
was presented to the Canadian Pacific Company as a gift, with in- 
terest to June 30,1887. (See Public Accounts of Canada for el ES 

Capital stock, originally $100,000,000, but reduced to $65,000,000, with 
Bienen os of 3 per cent. guarantied for ten years. (See Poor's 
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During the session of Parliament of 1881, the Dominion Government 
authorized a loan to the company of $29,880,916, to be paid asthe 
work of construction continued, and for the purpose of expediting 
construction, Of this amount, $9,880,912 is secured by lien on the 
entire road and land grant subject to the then outstanding land- 

nt bonds; also Government bonds to the amount of $20,000,000, 
which was exchanged for a like amount of the company’s loan of 
$35,000,000, which had been issued in the place of the $35,000,000 of 
lta stock which had been retired, (See section 4, act 20 July, 


£61, 760, 735 


65, 000, 000 


29, 880, 912 


15, 000, 000 
25, 600, 600 


15, 000, 000 
3,720,000 
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The report states this remarkable fact: 


The balance sheet of the company for December, 1883, shows that tho total 
cost of the road end its equipment, ete., was $167,093,89. The total stock, 
bonded debt, ete., of the company at same time amounted to $131,350,019, From 
this it seems that the aids received from the Government at their par value were 
largely in excess of the cost of the road and of its liabilities. 

But eyen this fails to express the total value of the aids which the Dominion 
Government extended to the Canadian Pacific Railway, as will appear from a 
table on page 669 of the testimony. 


Mr. Joseph Hickson, the general manager of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way cf Canada, was asked to furnish the committee with a statement 
of the amount of tonnage carried by his road in Canada which origi- 
nated in the United States. He replied, on page 114, as follows: 

I shall give you that if I can; if T have the information I will furnish it, The 
difficulty is that there is trafic which comes through the United States from 


foreign countries. 
The statement is as follows: 


Subsidy of $186,000 a year for twenty years to line through the State 
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YEAR 1858. 


The tonnage from the United States coming into Canada, which in- 
cludes importations from Euro and elsewhere through the 
United States, it being impracticable to separate such from the gen- 
25 Li rasmus (The figures include 603,592 tons of coal carried as 

PRR URY -seccecerasecad E T IOTI A T A deny eadcaven T E 
There are, in addition to the foregoing, about 485,000 tons of coal 
rannum purchased by the Grand Trunk Company in the United 
tates and brought into Canada, very nearly all of which comes in 

BY railway. 

The tonnage carried by the company through Canada, from States 
to States, was, in 1883, ADOUL......00-s.000-ssccoseeeessvereconsoserssossone sseseeoneese 

The tonnage, purely local, to the United States roads, the opera- 
tions of which are included in the Grand Trunk returns (i. ¢.,in 
the 7,330,000 tons)... 


Tons, 


1,073, C00 


2,171, 000 


371, 000 


3, 615, 000 

The tonn. originating in Canada, and apart from the importation 
from the United States, was .......:.<0+ .ccsssssnsesens sesesssesssvesssssveessees veves 3,715, 000 
The receipts of the Grand Trunk Company in Canada, in 1883, were $16,900,000 
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On trafic originating in the United States, which includes foreign 
iniportations through the United States from Europe aud else- 
where via Portland, Boston, ete., for Canada .. serssereevens SS, 300, 000 
On trafile originating in Canada ......000cesecs seers scenes a senses: depseeve 22; 600,000 
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Mr. Albert Fink, the head of the Trunk Line Association in the 
United States, made a statement before the committee, on page 24: 


Senator Gormay. Now we come to the other road, the Canadian Pacific, 
which begins at Puget Sound and runs through Canada and reaches Halifax 
without Sang through any pes of our territory. The statementis made that 
itis a road which is practically built up by public money—n subsidized road— 
and statements have been published that they are already taking through 
freight from Cheyenne and elsewhere and delivering it at Liverpool ata rate 
with which our roads can not compete. Can you tell us something about that? 

Mr. Fixx, Lean only speak in a general way of the Canadian Pacific. Sofar 
it has not been felt seriously, but it has the power of disturbing the whole 
American system, and ina measure reducing the profit and the income of the 
American railroad system. It can doa great deal of barm, but I can not say 
whether it will doit ornot. There is less restraint upon the Canadian Pacific 
than upon the Grand Trunk. tes? are almost altogether in Canadian terri- 
tory and have along line tapping the American railroads at many points. and 
ean be an element of great disturbance in American railroad operations. They 
have perhaps not the same reason to be conservative asthe Grand Trunk. The 
Canadian Pacific was created by the Canadian Government, ina great measure, 
and they can better afford to fight than can the Grand Trunk. I do not say 
that thatwould be their’ policy, but we haye less control overthem by agree- 
ments than we have over the Grand Trunk. j 

Senntor Gorman, Assuming thatthe statements nre trne to which your at- 
tention has been called, that they have a line of steamships subsidized coming 
to Canadian territory at Halifax in connection with the rail line, and, as I un- 
derstand, n trip of two days less time is made by this rail-and-steamship line 
between ‘Liverpool and Japan or China than by any other rail-and-water route, 
and they are without any restrictions whatever, such as are im d upon our 
railroads, with those conditionsin view, if they are left free to act as they please, 
would it not be equivalent to na monopolization of the entire through traflic? 

Mr. Fixx. I think it would have that effect. I can illustrate it by a single 
fact. We haye heretofore made very low rates on teafrom China and the Enst- 
ern countries—import rates—in connection with the Suez Canal, bringing the 
freight by way of San Francisco. If the American roads carry out the inter- 
state law orcarry out the orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission, which 
requirethatall import business must pay the same rate as the local rate from 
the port of import, the Asiatic traflicin competition with the Suez Canalis ruled 
out and goes to the Canadian Pacific, and that is why I remarked some time 
ago that the commission oughtto haye discretion to vary the cast-iron rule, 
so 08 to allow the railroads toadapt themselves to the various conditions of com- 
petition that may exist. 

To illustrate: Under the law the American roads, particularly the Pacific 
routes, would be shut out of the whole Asiatic business,and it would bocon- 
centrated on the Canadian Pacific roads, with the facilities and subsidies the 
have in establishing a through route between China and Japan and Liverpool, 
We are not left free—and I belicye I made this argument before the Céngres- 
sional committee when it first had the present law under consideration—we are 
not left free to compete with these roads. If we enforce the strict letter of the 
law we are aba disadvantage with the Canadian roads, except in so far as they 
aro willing and find it to their interest to voluntarily submit to the restrictions 
put upon us, 

Senator GorMAN, You mean by that, I suppose, that they would act in har- 
mony with the American roads? 

Mr. Frxk. That they would restrict themselves in not taking advantage of 
their position, which they could do under the interstate law, to secure privi- 
leges that the American roads could not secure, 

Senator Gorman. In other words, they require you to give them freight that 
ordinarily and naturally would go over the American roads? 

Mr. Fixx. I could not say that. They would not ask anything more than 
was legitimate, I should think. Understand they have to work with the Amer- 
ican roadsin order to secure remunerative rates for themselyes. They find that 
to be to their interest, Any advantage they take will naturally be resented 
and followed by a rate war. 

Senator GORMAN. That does not apply with the same force to the Canadian 
Pacitic as it does to the Grand Trunk, does it? 

Mr. FINK. Yes, sir; it applies to both, but at present, perhaps, more to the 
Grand Trunk. The Gran unk knows that it needs the co-operation of the 
American roads to get business at remunerative rates and has to co-operate 
with them, no matter whether there is or is not an interstate law. 

Senator Gorman. So thatin youropinion, as I understand you, it is absolutely 
necessary that by some n tiation or otherwise these Canadian roads should 
come under the same restrictions that are placed upon our own roads, or else 
our iron rule is to be relaxed and the rules left free to meet these complica- 
tions? 

Mr. Frxx. Yes, sir, 


Mr. President, I again repeat, when you have that condition of af- 
fairs in connection with the American roads, to compete with this Ca- 
nadian system, which has been built and is being operated by the British 
Government, itis no time to talk about hampering our own American 
roads, I am, therefore, very glad of the opportunity to make this 
statement and to give my earnest support to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa, believing, as I do, that it is still too harsh and 
too restrictive upon the railroads, but at the same time itis infinitely 
better than the proposition which came from the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not been able to investigate 
the facts sufiiciently, as the committee no doubt has done, to determine 
whether the amendment proposed is a proper amendment or not, and, 
in the absence of such an investigation as would satisfy me that it is 
improper, I shall support the amendment, 

Connected with that amendment, the discussion has run into another 
very interesting and important subject upon which, it seems to me, 
there has been some misapprehension as to facts and some suggestions 
as to policy, which do not meet my approval and upon which I think 
it is better to make a brief statement. 

It is, I think, to be somewhat regretted that so important a ques- 
tion as the competition between Canadian railroads and the railroads 
of the United States should come up in this way. Thesubject has oc- 
cupied the attention of investigating committees and reports have been 
made upon it. A great deal of testimony has been taken upon it, and 
a very great deal of interestis involvedinit. Itrequires careful consid- 
eration, and statements based upon mere suggestions of local interest, 
without full investigation, may be misleading and may be unjust. I 
do not agree with the distinguished Senator from Maryland [ Mr, Gor- 
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MAN], as I understood one of his propositions, that the remedy for 
competition with the Canadian roads is to relieve the American rail- 
roads from the restriction of the interstate-commerce law and allow 
them to make rates which would underbid the Canadian roads, I do 
not agree to that, because I apprehend that it can not be done without 
taxing the way freight to make up the loss of revenue on the through 
freight. Ido not think thatisourremedy. Tamvery far from think- 
ing that is our remedy. 

Mr. GORMAN, Will the Senator from Texas permit me a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not state the proposition, I think, as broadly 
as that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not think the Senator did. That was my in- 
ference from the statement which the Senator made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I stated that my belief was that under the present 
condition, if we fail to put the Canadian roads under the same restric- 
tions as the American roads, we should have to permit them to adjust 
their rates, not by pools, but to make some arrangement by which 
they could determine the amount of freights and charges under the su- 
pervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with a view of pro- 
tecting the people from extortion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think one part of the proposition the Senator has 
made is the true way, that is, to place the Canadian roads doing busi- 
ness in the United States under the same restrictions that our own 
roads are under, The Interstate Commerce Commission a year ago 
last summer announced an opinion—whether it has been carried out 
practically I do not know—that if the Canadian roads accept and en- 
joy the hospitality and the commerce of the United States they should 
submit themselves to the laws of the United States. That wasasound 
and just principle, and it ought to he carried out. 

But there seems to be a radical crror running through this whole 
discussion in the assumption that the short line of transportation from 
the Northwest to the East is through Canada. I know by drawing 
an air line from Minneapolis to Boston it would be a little nearer to 
go across two or three Jakes than it would be to go by Chicago, though 
not much nearer; but let any one who wishes to study the subject in 
the light of what has been said take the map of the United States and 
have it before him, as I have it now before me, and he will find the 
first place the Canadian roads enter our territory in the West—I mean 
excluding those that come down to New York and Boston and elsewhere 
in the East—isacross the Niagara into Western New York, and then they 
come down into Pennsylvania and Ohio for freights to go to the East. 
Now, if those freights are going to any port in the United States, the 
distance is greatly shorter by the American railroads than it is by the 
Canadian railroads—I mean any freight that crosses at Niagara from the 
United States into Canada, Then take the Grand Trank road, which 
comes into the United States at Port Huron and Detroit, extending 
through Michigan into Ohio, into Indiana, into Illinois, and into the 
Northwestern States. Any freightfrom the West that passes through 
Detroit or Port Huron foran American port, going overa Canadian road, 
has to travel further to get to an American port than it would if sent 
over American railroads. 

Iam sorry I haye not the time to give the official statement of dis- 
tances. Any freight passing through Chicago and going to the ports 
of the Atlantic goes by a shorter line from Chicago to any one Ameri- 
can port than it can go by any road through Canada to an American 
port. The map shows this. j 

It may be that particular local interests may demand discriminations 
against American railroads and American commerce, but letus look at 
the facts as they stand before us and see whether such an assumption is 
justified. The vast commerce that passes Chicago and Detroit and 
Port Huron can all the time go through to any American seaport by a 
shorter distance on American railroads than it can go on any railroads 
through Canada, and yet the Canadian roads, avoiding the influence of 
our legislation and all the restrictions upon our own railroads, can reg- 
ulate their rates so as to charge lower rates for through freight than 
the American roads are obliged to charge. By thus discriminating, 
sacrificing their revenues as to through freights and recouping upon 
Canadian citizens on way freights, they can afford to run their roads 
by reason of the subsidies they have received from their Government. 
So that it is idle to talk of the short route for any commerce going 
ah ee or from Detroit or Port Huron through Canada to Amer- 

can ports, 

Mr, ALLISON, How about Minneapolis and St. Paul? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator inquires about Minneapolis and St. 
Paul. By crossing Lake Michigan and transshipping from railroad to 
water on Lake Michigan and retransshipping from water to railroad 
on the east side of Lake Michigan and crossing the river at Port Huron 
or Detroit by long ferriage a shorter line may be had for freights going 
to Liverpool, but if the Senator will Jook at the map which is before 
me he will see that going up into Canada and turning down to Boston 
the line is probably longer by railroad, even on that route, from St. 
Paul to Boston than from St. Paul by Chicago to Boston. TI will not 
state that positively. It appears to be so from the map, and my im- 
pression is that it isso. When this subject comes up for full consid- 
eration I intend to give the distances officially, as I once did in the 


House of Representatives, but I do not remember the date and can not 
now refer to the figures. 

The third place that the Canadian roads enter the United States is 
at Sault Ste. Marie, from which a road is extended to St. Paul and one 
to Duluth. The policy of the American States has allowed them to 
favor British capital to the extent of allowing them to build their rail- 
roads down into our territory wherever they are pleased to do so, soas 
to make American commerce the principal feeder to their railroads. 

Contrasting the Canadian policy with our policy npon that subject, 
when the Canadian Pacific Railroad was chartered provision was made 
that no railroad should come within 60 miles south of that railroad 
into Canadian territory west of Lake Superior. The object of that 
was to exclude the entrance of American railroads into the vast ter- 
ritory extending from Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean. That was 
modified subsequently on the protest of the Canadians so as to admit 
the extension of roads from our territory up to Winnipeg, but we are 
still excluded between Lake Superior and the parallel of Winnipeg 
and between that parallel and the Pacific Ocean, a thousand miles—I 
suppose itis fully that, or more than that, perhaps 1,500 miles—A meri- 
cans are not permitted to extend their railroads into Canadian territory. 
So that, while the Canadians ayail themselves of our hospitality and of 
our misjudged policy, as it is in my opinion, to extend their roads down 
into our territory and command our commerce, they refuse to permit 
our people to extend their roads into Canadian territory, at least to 
the west of Winnipeg and between Superior and Winnipeg, in order 
to avail themselves of Canadian commerce and Canadian hospitality. 

Considered in connection with the fact that the Canadian Pacific 
road was built as a military and political road, built largely out of 
Government funds, built where private capital would never have built 
it, at least not until after generations had passed and the country had 
become somewhat developed, built for the purpose of securing a line 
of transportation across the continent through British territory from 
Asia to Europe, supplemented by a subsidized line of steamers from 
Portland, Me., to Europe, and another subsidized line from Vancouver 
to Asia, this is intended to take from our roadsand our people and our 
capital the profits of transportation of the commerce between Europe 
and Asia passing over the American continent. 

Tn strange contrast with theilliberality and the injustice of the policy 
thus dictated—thongh it may be wise for England, itis unjust to us— 
our Government has made every provision which the Treasury Depart- 
ment could make to facilitate the transmission of commerce from our 
ports into Canada and from Canada into our ports, For instance, if 
Asiatic trafic should come by steamers to San Francisco the goods may 
there be put in bond under Treasury regulations and sent over nearly 
two-thirds of the western water border of the United States to Puget 
Sonnd, there put upon the Canadian railroads and brought to New 
York at rates which political policy and subsidies enable that Govern- 
ment to put upon those freights. How are weto meet that? By 
crippling our own railroads? Ithink not. We should meet it bya 
policy which would say to them that they should not take the com- 
merce from a place in the United States throngh Canada to another 
place in the United States without taking it upon the condition that 
they should comply with the Taws of the United States. They pretend 
todoso. That was stated by the officers of their roads when they ap- 
peared before our committee of investigation, but the fact stands that 
they do not doit. The fact is that they could not doit and make a 
profit on such transportation. 

It is said that the line of the Canadian Pacific to Boston is shorter 
than the line from San Francisco; but before getting to Puget Sound 
there are some 800 miles of transportation by water from San Francisco; 
it may be more than that—I do not know the distance—but I suppose 
it is about 800 miles, looking at the map. 

It was suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in the 
opening of this debate that we ought to pursue a policy which would 
insure reciprocity with Canada. It has also been suggested that we 
should pursue a liberal policy looking to future closer political relations 
with Canada. Ifweenable them toplunder ourpeopleat theexpense of 
our railroads and our capital they will be great fools to consent to sur- 
render that advantage when they can control it under their own gov- 
ernment. They are not fools, and they are not going to do any such 
thing. So long as they can secure advantages by remaining separate 
they are going to remain separate. I would not doanything that would 
be unjust to Canada; I would not willingly do anything that would be 
unjust to any portion of the people of the United States; but I would 
demand justice for the American people, justice for the American rail- 
roads, and I would pursue a policy which would force that justice. 

Whenever it becomes the interest of Canada to unite with us—and it 
will never be their interest until we show that we are able to take care 
of our interests as against British policy—whenever they get ready to 
do that I would welcome them as a portion of the American Union, but 
I do not expect to draw them here by consenting that they should plun- 
der the people and wreck the railroads of the United States. I donot 
propose to pursue that policy to reach that end, I do notsuppose they 
are idiotic enough to surrender such an advantage on such conditions 
by uniting themselves with us. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the trne remedy is by law to en- 
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force the policy indicated by the railroad commission a year ago last 
summer of saying to them that, when they take freight or passengers 
from a place in the United States through Canada to another place in 
the United States, they shall do so subject to the provisions of our law, 
the fourth section of the interstate-commerce Jaw and all, and, when 
they do that, we can haye no complaint; but, if they refuse to do that, 
I would exclude their cars from American territory. We have it in 
our power to compel them tobe just. We must not let local interest 
and advantage to some one community cause us to sacrifice the gen- 
eral public good. 

Now, sir, it may be true, and it is true, I think, that by the dis- 
criminations which they make they can carry merchandise from some 
pare of the Northwest to New England on terms lower than it can he 

egitimately carried in the United States. I say by means of their 
underbidding, cutting rates, they can take the merchandise from New 
England to some parts of the West cheaper because of their rate-cut- 
ting and their disregard of the restrictions placed upon our own rail- 
roads. Shall we permit that because we may give incidentally an ad- 
vantage to the commerce and business of New England? New Eng- 
land surely will not demand the sacrifice of American interests in that 
way so long as by a just policy she can be placed upon an equal foot- 
ing with the people of every other part of the country without thus 
sacrificing the interest of the remainder of the country. 

The twomain things I wanted to say are that I protest against the 
idea that we can repeal the fourth section of theinterstate-commerce law 
to meet this question, and to expose to some extent what seem to me 
errors as to short lines between transportation East and West. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, Iam notsurprised at the patriot- 
ism shown by the Senator from Texas in regard to this matter, as his 
own locality is very surely not to be aflected by any changes that have 
been suggested. Iwas absent from the Chamber when the Senator 
from Maryland introduced this subject the other evening and was not 
fully aware of the seope of hisremarksatthattime. Iam glad tohear 
his expression this morning, although I do not agree fully with all the 
conclusions to which he has come oris likely to reach on the subject. 

I want to reiterate to-day what I said day before yesterday with re- 
gard to the importance of the great line of transportation from the 
Northwestern States to the Atlantic seaboard and especially to New 
England. The States of Wisconsin, Michigan, and Minnesota have 
been largely developed by the construction and operation of the Cana- 
dian railroads. Their commerce has been built up and developed on 
that basis. 

Millions of dollars have been expended in the construction of these 
roads on the theory and belief that they were to be maintained per- 
manently and not to be confiscated. Any change in this policy will 
result most disastrously not only to the trade and commerce of the 
States to which I have referred, but to the otherStates that have grown 
up and developed at alaterday. The two Dakotas, Montana, a large 
portion of Iowa, and a large portion of Nebraska are interested in this 
subject to the same extent as my own State, and I do not believe that 
they will submit tamely to any change which is to rob us of the ad- 
vantages which we had supposed were permanently secured. 

I think there isa great misunderstanding on this subject and that 
it has never really been treated fairly. There has been an attempt to 
create a prejudice on account of foreign capital and foreign ownership, 
It is trne the Canadian Pacificis a foreign railroad. It isbuilt through 
a foreign country. Its stocks and bonds I have no doubt are largely 
held abroad. Such is absolutely the case with very many of cur own 
American roads. We talk about American railways when their bonds 
are very Jargely held abroad. Such is the case with the New York 
Central road; such is the case with the Milwaukee and St. Paul road, 
and in fact with nearly all of our Northwestern roads, The stocks and 
bonds are held largely abroad. So that really cuts but little figure. 

What the people of this country want is the cheapest possible trans- 
portation. The people who have invested their money in the roads 
will likely take care of themselves. What we want are natural routes, 
cheap routes, cheap transportation; and we are not going to stop to 
inquire whether a railroad is owned in London, New York, or Chicago. 
We want the results to which we are entitled, and we intend to hold 
them if we can ~ 

There has been much said about the enormous subsidies given to the 
Canadian railroads, so that our American roads can not compete with 
them. Now, whatis the sum total of all thissubsidy business? The 
original subsidy given to the Canadian Pacific Railroad was $25,000,000, 
and a certain large amount of land, worthless land without the con- 
struction of the road. Later the Canadian Pacific Company sold apor- 
tion of the land back to the Government and received $10,000,000 for 
it. So the sum total of all the money subsidies received by the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad amountsin the aggregate to $35,000,000, and 
when you consider that this is spread over from five to six thousand 
miles of railway it is not such an enormous subsidy. 

Mr. POWER. It isnot as much as the Northern Pacific received. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It does not begin to be what the Northern Pa- 
cific had, or what the Central Pacific had, or the Union Pacific; there 
is no comparison. So thisthing has been exaggerated and misused and 
the people have been led to a prejudice on account of these misstate- 
ments, 


Now, so far as the American roads are concerned, if the Congress of 
the United States deliberately goes to work and hampers them and de- 
stroys their usefulness I do not believe it is any good reason why a 
section of country which from its natural location is to be relieved 
should take the burden or be subjected to what nature has never in- 
tended it should be subjected to. I think itis the good fortune of the 
Northwest, of my own State and of the other States I have referred 
to, that we can reach a foreign country, that we can reach the Atlantic 
Ocean, where we are not hampered by any legislation, and I do not be- 
lieve in any proposition that is made that shall take away from us 
those natural rights and natural advantages that we obtain, 

I do not agree with the Senator from Maryland that the Canadian 
roads should be brought under our supervision.. I believe that when a 
railroad going over American soil strikes Canada it is just the same as 
though it struck the Atlantic Ocean, Those roads are beyond tho 
jurisdiction of this Government. If a railroad comes to us that will 
take onr freiglits cheaply it is our good fortune. If the Atlantic Ocean 
or the river St, Lawrence came to us so that we could get the advantage 
of the transportation which they afford, it is our good fortune. I be- 
lieve it is neither just, nor right, nor logical for any legislation to be 
initiated looking to taking away from us those advantages which nature 
has given us. 

Allow me to add just one word on the pending amendment. This 
discussion seems to be extraneous or outside of the real question. As 
I understand the bill asit comes from the other House it does not seem 
to carry with it any very great merit or justice in striking down tothe 
extent itdoes the price for transporting munitions of war,-ete. Ishould 
like to ask the chairman of the committee whether there is anything 
in the land-grant acts or in the legislation granting the charters 
whereby the Government has the right to fix the rates it shall pay for 
this transportation. 

Mr. ALLISON. As respects the land-grant railroads affected by the 
provision under consideration, by which it is undertaken to fix the 
rates, the acts provide that the roads shall be “subject to such regu- 
lations as Congress may impose restricting the charges for such Govern- 
ment transportation.” Itis under that section, if any, that we can 
exercise the jurisdiction which it is proposed to exercise in this amend- 
ment. It seems to me clear that we can fairly exercise the power of 
regulating or restricting the rates to be charged. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the Senator think that the Government has 
the power to restrict the rates to anything more than reasonable rates ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I donot; and the amendment provides that the 
Secretary of War shall make an examination—that is the implied re- 
quirement—and fix rates that shall be just and reasonable. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Now, Lask whether a rate that is fixed fora 
citizen, which is considered reasonable, would not be the reasonable 
tate to be fixed for the Government? Is there any distinction be- 
tween reasonable rates? We assume that the railroads under the ex- 
isting condition of things are carrying freight at reasonable rates. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the point the Senator makes, but when I 
speak of reasonable rates I mean a reasonable rate having in view tho 
original provision in the charter. I take it the theory on which these 
grants were made by Congress was that the Governmentshould in con- 
sideration of the grants have control over the rates to be charged for 
Government service, and of course it was assumed, and I have no 
doubt it is true in fact, that the Government would exercise its power 
justly to all railways, taking into account the amount of land granted. 
So I think there is no great injustice in the provision proposed. In- 
deed I think it is a wise and proper provision. 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. . ' 

Mr, ALLISON. Before the Senator from Illinois proceeds, I desire 
to express the hope that the debate which has taken a wide range re- 
specting our relations to the Dominion of Canada, and what we ought 
to do or onght not tu do, as a matter of public policy relative to rail- 
roads there, will, as far as possible, be restricted and limited. I do 
not see that this amendment has any very great influence upon that 
question, and I have no doubt that question will be presented to the 
Senate in due time, when it will he open toan enlarged discussion. I 
do not wish to restrict my friend from Illinois, but I express the hope 
that we may get along with the bill as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa who has 
charge of this bill has said substantially what I intended to say in the 
outsct. I only rise now to make a remark or two because day before 
yesterday, not knowing what the amendment of the Senator from Iown 
before the Senate was and having paid very little attention to thepro- 
vision of the bill which had seemed to be stricken out by the Senate 
committee, and after listening to the remarks of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] for a time determined that perhaps I ought 
to say something upon the subject as it seemed to be spreading outover 
the whole question of regulating commerce among the States as well 
a3 with foreign nations. I have discovered, however, since I asked the 
privilege of saying something when the billshould come up again, that 
really there is nothing special in this amendment that justifies, if we 
desire to keep as close to the question as possible, any gencral discus- 
sion of the subject of interstate commerce or commerce with forcign 
nations; and that is practically what I desired to say this morning 
after looking at the question. 
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T could, if the Senate desired it—and I know they do not—discuss 
for a considerable length of time the question of competition between 
American and Canadian roads and what I deem the policy of the 
Government ought to be on that question, and I would take time also 
to discuss tho question raised by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], who is not here to-day, upon the propriety of the fourth sec- 
tion of the act regulating commerce. But I do not deem that to be 
pertinent to the bill before the Senate. So withthis simple remark in 
reference to it, so far as I am concerned, the Senator from Iowa can 
proceed with the consideration of the appropriation bill now before the 

enate, 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa will indulge 
mea moment I will state that in tho summer of 1889 I served upon 
the Interstate Commerce Committecin taking testimony in which this 
whole subject-matter was very fully discussed and elucidated. Dif- 
fering somewhat in my views from the majority of the committee, 
whose report was made by the chairman, nevertheless it seemed to me 
that it was not perhaps essential to present at the time any minority 
report. The majority report is comparatively brief, that is, as com- 
pared with the volume of testimony taken in the matter, and I wish 
to say that whoever-desires to really study this question fully, as it has 
been explained and elucidated by the best business men of the coun- 
try who are interested in the subject, will do well not only to peruse 
the able report of the majority prepared by the chairman, but also 
this volume of testimony, which in itself is a sufliciently brief discus- 
sion of the subject if that discussion is to be a thorough one. 

It will be found by examining the testimony that the facts very strongly 
demonstrate, as I think, the soundness of the position taken by the 
Senators from the Northwestand the Senators from New England with 
reference to the relation of the transportation routes which pass north- 
erly of Lake Champlain to the prosperity of the whole country—a ques- 
tion not merely important to New England or to the Northwest, but 
in its regulative effect almost indispensable to the element of trans- 
portation as an element of production to the whole country at large. 

Tt will be found in the testimony that the relation of this coastwise 
trafic to the general subject is fully explained by men whose interests 
require of them that they should understand it. It will be seen that 
there is a false analogy, I think, relied upon as between the coastwise 
traffic which we do not protect and the relation which exists between 
the trunk-line railroads and those which compete with them passing 
a portion of the distance through Canadian territory. 

As to tho coastwiso traffic, the proper ground by which its protec- 
tion can be justified is that it is a great school for commerce, for the 
education of those who are to conduct commerce upon the water and 
for those who are to conduct war upon the water for the national de- 
fense. Other points of importance are of course involved in the testi- 
mony bearing upon that same question. 

Whether routes outside of our own country may be made available 
to cheapen transportation to the general benefit of the people residing 
within it, even though that may be attended with injury to transpor- 
tation routes which exist within the country and which might other- 
wise bear this traffic; in other words, whether the transportation routes 
are to be promoted and sustained at all events and for all time at tho 
expense of the people themselves for whose benefit those roads were 
first chartered, and for whose benefit they exist, it seems to me, isa 
question which when once fairly submitted to the people will not re- 
ceive the support of the people, although it may receive the advocacy 
of Senators upon this side of the Chamber. It might as well be con- 
tended that the American railroad system should be protected as 
against the construction of the Nicaragua canal, which is a line of traffic 
altogether outside of the United States, as that the producersand the con- 
sumers of the United States should be forever foreclosed from the ad- 
vantages which result to them from the construction of railroad lines 
across the continent although a portion of their extent may be located 
in other countries than our own. 

But I rose, not for the purpose of discussing this question, but to call 
attention, so faras I am acquainted with it, to the best repository of 
authentic facts bearing on the subject. It will be found in the testi- 
mony taken at large hy the committee of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLOM] in the year 1889, and that volume I suggest for the 
reference of those who care to consider the subject more fully. 

Soe CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to say a word fur- 
ther-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. TI hope to have an opportunity to bring this subject 
before the Senate prior to the 4th of March, so that the Senate shall 
have a legitimate opportunity of discussing the whole question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itseems to me, ag has been suggested, that this con- 
tinental discussion has no distinct or important reference to the amend- 
ment suggested by the Appropriations Committee. I see no reason why 
this discussion should havo any bearing on the action of the Senate 
with reference to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr, 
ALLISON] from the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. POWER. Mr, President, I wish to offer an amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montaua pro- 
pose an amendment to the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. POWER. Yes, sir; I movo to strike out the word ‘‘seventy ”’ 
and add ‘‘ fifty.?? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported, 

The Secretary, Inline 15o0fthe amendment, strike out ‘seventy ”’ 
and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read : 

Shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoing provision, such rate 


not to exceed 50 per cent. of the Lae advan pet for such Governnient transporta- 
tion as shall at the time be charged (o and paid by private parties, ete. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. POWER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN (toMr. POWER). Take a division first, 

Mr. POWER. I wish to have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On agreeing to the amendment the 
Senator from Montana demands the yeasand nays. Is the demand 
seconded? [A pause.] One-fifth of the Senators present do not sec- 
ond the demand, and the yeas and nays are not ordered. 

Mr. POWER. I think it important to have the yeas and nays., The 
proposition fixing the 50 percent. came to the Senate from the House 
of Representatives; it was sent here by the direct representatives of the 
people, and I should like to have the yeas and nays on the question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment to the amendment bo read 
again. 

The Secretary again read Mr. PoweEn’s amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. POWER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Jeet yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
should vote ‘‘nay.”? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Winson]. Ashe is not present, 
I withhold my vote, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE]. Not knowing how he would vote upon this question, I re- 
frain from voting, unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. If his colleague will be kind enough to indicate 
how he would vote on this proposition, I should be much obliged to 


Iam paired with the Sena- 


I am paired with 
If he were present, I 


im. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam not authorized to state how my colleague would 
vote upon this question, but my impression is that he would vote 

nay. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the absence of any positive information on that 
subject, I announce my pair with the Sénator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. ALLEN], my colleague [Mr. BATE] being paired with him, 
that I am satisfied if my colleague were here he would vote “nay.” 
The Senator may withhold his vote or cast it as he chooses. 

Mr. ALLEN. I yote “nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I understand pairs are not to be regarded on this vote, 
and I yote “nay.” I am paired generally with the junior Senator 
from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after haying voted in the negative), I wish to 
state that I am paired generally with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON], and would not voteas I have done now except that my 
understanding is that pairs are not observed on this question. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Iam informed by his colleague that the junior 
Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner] with whom Iam paired would 
vote ‘‘nay.’? So I record my vote “nay.” `: 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN]. Unless I should be advised by his colleague or otherwise 
that he would vote ‘“‘nay,’’ I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Cockrell, Davis, Power. 
a NAYS—i2, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Higgins, Shoup, 
Allen, Doiph, Hiscock, Stewart, 
Allison, Edmunds, MoMillan, Teller, 
Barbour, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
TTY: Frye, Morrill, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Platt, Vest, 
lair, "Gorman, Quay, Walthall, 
Carey, Halo, Ransom, Washburn, 
Chandler, Kampioni Reagan, Wolcott. 
Coke, Harris, Sawyer, 
Daniel, Hawley, Sherman, 
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ABSENT—43. 

„Bate, Eustis, McConnell, Pugh, 
Blodett, Evarts, McPherson, Sanders, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Butler, eorge, Moody, Squire, 

Can, Gray, Mogan tanford, 

Cameron, Hearst, Paddock, Stockbridge, 

Carlisle, Hoar, Pasco, Voorhees, 

Casey, Ingalls, Payne, Warren, 

Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 

Cullom, Jones of Novada, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
wes, Kenna, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] from thecom- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to suggest to the Senator in charge of the 
Dill an amendment on page 25, under the head of “contingent ex- 
penses.’’? The provision now reads: 

For contingent expenses of tho Adjutant General’s Department at the head- 
quarters of the several military divisions and departments, ete. 

The amendments recommended by the committee in that paragraph 
have already been agreed to, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have been agreed to. _ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Towa to increase 
that amount from $2,000 to $3,000, and toinsert after the word ‘‘ref- 
erence,’’ in line 11: 

maane one copy of some standard work on military law and courts martial 
for each of the one hundred and eight military posts, 

I will give the reason for the suggestion. I was not able to be pres- 
ent with the committee when the bill was made ready to be reported, 
und therefore I had no opportunity to make the suggestion at the time. 

I hold in my hand a copy of ‘An act to promote the administration 
of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 1890, which provides— 

That hereafter in time of peace all enlisted men charged with offenses now 
cognizable b a garrison or regimental court martial shall, within twenty-four 
hours from the time of their arrest, be brought before a summary court, which 
shall consist of the line officers second in rank at the post or station or of the 
command of the alleged offender, and at stations where only officers of the staff 
are on duty the officers second in rank shall constitute such court, who shall 
have power to administer oaths and to hear and determine the case, and when 
satisfied of the guilt of the accused party adjudge the punishment to be inflicted, 
‘There shall be a summary court record-book or docket kept at each military 
post, and in the field at the headquarters of the command, in which shall be 
entered a record of all cases heard and determined and the action had thereon, 
and no sentence adjudged by said summary court shall be executed until it 
shall have been approved by the post or other commander: Provided, That when 
but one commissioned officer is present with a command he shall hear and 
finally determine such cases as dha! Sabede tyro action: Provided further, That 
the President be, and he hereby is, authorized to prescribe specific penalties 


for such minor offenses as are now brought before garrison and regimental 
courts martial. 


There are one hundred and eight military posts now in the Army at 
which these summary courts martial exist under and by virtue of the 
operation of the act approved on the Ist day of last October, and the 
oficer second in command at each one of these one hundred and eight 
posts is the summary court under that act of October 1, 1890, for the 
trial of all petty military offenses, The graver military offenses, as a 
matter of course, are tried by general courts martial, composed of from 
five to thirteen officers detailed for the purpose. In 1888 there were 
1,730 trials by general courts martial; in 1889 there were 1,999, and 
in 1890 there were 1,782 trials for the kind of offenses coming now un- 
der the jurisdiction of these summary courts as provided for in the act 
of October 1, 1890. There were tried by what had been previously 
known as garrison courts martial in 1890 11,574 cases. The punish- 
menta inflicted ranged all the wayfrom the forfeiture of a few dollars’ 
pay for minor offenses or confinement for a few days in the post guard- 
house to dismissal from office in some cases tried by general court-mar- 
tial. 

In these courts, particularly in the summary courts, important ques- 
tions very frequently arise, and thus far no provision has been made 
for furnishing the posts where these summary courts are held with any 
work on military law and courts martial, containing forms, etc. 

It seems to me that as we have introduced this system of courts we 
should furnish each one of these posts with some work on military law 
and courts martial, so as to enable them to adopt something like uni- 
formity in their records which have to be kept there and in the trial 
of these petty oftenses, in the admission of evidence, and in theinfliction 
of wae ment. It is estimated that $1,000 will probably supply this 
deticiency, and I hope the Senate will agree to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The attention of the committee was not called to 
the suggestion now made by the Senator from Missouri, who is also a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I think the amendment he proposes is a just one, and I shall 
not object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 
The Corer CLERK. 

insert the words: 


Including one copy of some standard work on military law and courts mar- 
tial for euch of the one hundred and cight military posts, . 


Line 11, page 25, after the word ‘‘reference,”’ 


And in line 12; before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ strike out ‘two?’ and 
insert ‘‘three;’? so as to read: “‘ $3,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the first part of this bill was considered in 
the Senate I was not present, having been detained on duty witha 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations considering another 
appropriation bill, but I understand that provision in regard to retired 
officers was stricken out. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The proviso has been stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendment to 
be proposed as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time; and passed. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the fortification appropriation bill, being House bill 12499, 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done or after the bill is taken up, I 
desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, in charge of the bill, to 
yield fora moment to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
and to the Senator from South Carclina [Mr. HAMPTON ], to whom I 
promised to yield this morning. 

Mr. DAWES. After the appropriation bill is taken up I will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12449) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The bill will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, beforo the reading of the bill is pro- 
ceeded with—— 

Mr. DAWES. Before I yield to Senators who wish to call up bills 
that will give rise to no debate, I ask that the bill be read by para- 
graphs, and that the amendments of the committee be considered first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks - 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with and that the amendments of the committee be considered as they 
are reached. Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 


I now yield to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON]. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
197. Iwill say that a similar bill was passed by the Senate at the last 
Congress and went to the other House, and was about being enrolled 
when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] asked that it might 
be recalled. That Senator hasauthorized me to call itupmow. Iwill 
say, in justice to him, that he is still opposed to the bill. Task that 
the bill be now considered, and, as it passed the Senate, I think, al- 
most unanimously before, I hope there will be no opposition to it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the appropriation bill now before the 
Senate be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 197) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. HAWLEY, ‘There is one Senator who is very strongly opposed 
to that bill, and I am sure he would be here if it were considered in 
any regular order. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think, if the Senator alludes to his colleague 
[Mr. Pratrr], he would not object to my calling up the bill. He is 
opposed to the bill, but he will not object to its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whilst I agreed to yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina, 1 think perhaps that is a pretty important bill and it might 
be as well for the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and other 
Senators to be in attendance when the bill is considered. I do not 
wish to make an objection myself. g 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have stated that I have the permission of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to call up the bill. He said 
he would not make any opposition to it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina that the bill be now considered? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $17,000 to 
pay to Dr. John B. Read his claim as royalty on all rifle projectiles 
with iron sabots, furnished, as found by the board ofarmy officers, to the 
United States, under resolution of Congress, this sum to be received by 
him as royalty upon all such projectiles so furnished to the United 
States, and in full satisfaction of his claim. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. DAWES. I now yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS, Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to consent, 
and the unanimous consent of the Senate, that we may now proceed to 
consider Senate bill 4592, a bridge bill of three pages, If it leads to 
any discussion whatever, I will withdraw the request. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that the business before the Senate he temporarily laid aside, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 4592) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River for the use 
of the Chesapeake and Nashville Railway, and for other purposes. Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee to the fact that I do not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, Lam profoundly obliged to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. It is the only meritorious thing I ever knew 
that he did not object to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will follow one good precedent. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line’, after the word ‘‘se- 
lect,” to insert ‘‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; ’’ so 
as to read: 

That the Chesapeake and Nashville Railway Company, a corporation or- 
ganized under and pursuant to the laws of the State of Kentucky and Tennes- 
see, or its successors, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
bridge over the Cumberland River at such point in Trousdale or Sumner and 
Wilson or Davidson Counties, in the State of Tennessee, as it may select, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of War, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 1, line 13, to strike out the word 
t which, ’? and insertin lien thereof the words ‘‘ such reasonable;’’ in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘toll,’’ to insert the word ‘‘as;’’ and in 
line 14, after the word ‘‘be,’”’ to strike out ‘‘charged’’ and insert 
“approved from time to time by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 

Said bridge shall provide for the passage of railway traing and, at the option 
of the snid company, may be used also for the transit ofanimals, vehicles ofall 
kinds, and foot passengers, for such reasonable rates of tollas may beapproved 
from time to time by the Secretary of War, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘tele- 
graph,” to insert ‘‘and telephone;” so as to read: 


And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
and telephone companies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ bridges ’’ and insert ‘‘ bridge;”’ so as to read: 

A design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the location thereof, cto: 

-5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, lines 7 and 8, to strike out 
the words ‘‘conformable to the regulations of the War Department 
in like cases ’’ and to insert: 

Giving the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, the direc- 
tion and strength of the currents at all stages of the water, with soundings, ac- 
curately showing the bed of the stream and the location of any other bridge 
or bridges; such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War 
to judge of the proper location of said bridge,and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be a pee for a full and satisfactory understanding of the 
subject, and until such P anand location of the bridge sre approved by the Seo- 
retary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and, should any 
change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction, 
such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 9, to strikeout the word 
t bridges” and insert ‘* bridge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tha next amendment was to add as section 5 the following: 

Sec. 5. That the Chesapenke and Nashville Railway Company shal! maintain 
on said bridge, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals as the Lighthouse Board shall prescribe, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as section 6 the following: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as section 7 the following: 

Sec. 7, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require nny changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress or the Secre- 
tary of War shall decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly 
reseryed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. j 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE GUNNELL. 

Mr. QUAY. Task the unanimous consent of theSenate to proceed 
2 the ence of the bill (H.R.9591) for the relief of George 

unnell. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committ ec of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in lines 8 and 9, to strike out the words *‘contempora- 
neous with the muster-out of said’Seventh Regiment of Michigan Vol- 
unteer Cavalry,” and to insert ‘‘asof the date of December 15, 1863;** 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to so correct the records of the service of George Gunnell, late of 
Company K, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, as to remove the 
charge of desertion, and thereupon to issue to said George Gunnell a certificate 
of honorable discharge as of the date of December 15, 1863. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


YUMA PUMPING AND IRRIGATION COMPANY, 


et DAWES. Inowyield to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER]. 

Mr. TELLER. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 4768) granting right of way for irrigation ditch and rail- 
road sidetrack across the quartermaster’s depot reservation in Yuma . 
County, Arizona. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indiau Affairs with an amendment, to strike out sections 3 
and 4 in the following words: 


Sec. 3. That the said Yuma Pumping Irrigation Company shall execute and 
deliver to the Secretary of the Interior a good and sufficient deed conveying to 
the United States, for the use of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a water 
right to irrigate the lands lying south and under said ditch within said reserva- 
tion as now created and bounded,and therein shall agree to furnish water for ir- 
rigating said land in like manner as settlers under said ditch may be furnished 
by the rules and regulations of said Yuma past pt Irrigation Company, but 
at cne-halfthe regular rates charged to sucli scttiers, 

Src. 4, That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec, 3. That the rights herein granted are upon the express condition that 
the grantee or grantees thereof shall at all times, during the continuance thereof, 
furnish to the occupants of the lands situate south and under said ditch within 
said reservation, as now bounded, water sufficient for all domestic and agricul- 
tural purposes and purposes of irrigation on such terms and under such rules 
and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. And 
any failure in the performance of said condition shall be taken and deemed to 
work a forfeiture ofsaid rights without any act of Congress or judgment of court 
deojuring such forfeiture, 

SEC. 4. That the right to amend or repenl this act atany timeis hefteby re- 
served to Congress, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreement 
with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians 
of Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out 
the same, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PER- 
KINS, Mr. BOOTHMAN, and Mr. PEEL managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled billsand joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the claims 
on account of property of the Chesapeake Female College possessed 
and used by the United States military authorities; 

A bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary B, Hascall; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 234) to increase from 50 to 100 the num- 
ber of copies of the eulogies on the late Samuel Sullivan Cox to be de- 
livered to his widow. 


Is there objection to the request of 
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PADRE ISLAND ITARDOR. 


Mr. DAWES. TI yield to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator from Texas proceedsI desire toask 
the Senator from Massachusetts if he will not yield to me to call up 

!' House bill 11120, for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics under the existing eight-hour law. 

Mr. DAWES. That bill would require time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
sees Massachusetts has already yielded the floor to the Senator from 

exas. 

Mr. COKE. Iask unanimousconsent to call up the bill (H. R. 8341) 
to promote tho construction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of 
Texas, and I do this by permission of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Corpus Christi and 
re Island Harbor Company, created and existing under and by 
virtue of articles of incorporation drawn in accordance with and by 
authority of the general incorporation act of the State of Texas, and 
dated December 10, 1887, or its successors or assignees, to construct, 
at their exclusive cost, as in their charter provided, a sca wall, break- 
waters, and viaduct off the shore of Padre Island, on the coast of Texas, 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, subject to the terms and 
conditions set forth. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add the following section: 

SEC. 7. That the said Corpus Christi and Padre Island Harbor Company be, 
and hereby is, authorized and empowered to construct bridges across Laguna 


Madre fromthe mainland to Padre Island, in accordance with such plans and 
specifications as the Secretary of War may approve. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COKE. Imove that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. COKE, Mr. CuLLox, 
and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


UMATILLA IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. DAWES. I yield to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company 
a right of way through the Umatilla Indian reservation in the State 
of Oregonu, 
a TRS VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
e 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 
. he VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthere beno amendment as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BLATR. . President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Oregon moved to proceed to the 
consideration of this bill, which displaces an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was taken up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. But that was a mere form. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator made the motion. 

- form, but there is substance in the form. 

Mr. DAWES. It is understood that all these bills are considered by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to have this business of farming out the 
floor so conducted as to meet the approbation of the Senator from Mary- 
a [Mr. Goran] and not involve usin any parliamentary entan- 

ement, 

S The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not put the motion. He 
understood that the Senator from Oregon desired to proceed by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihope the Senator will let this bill be passed and 
then raise the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection to the passage of the bill, but I 
do not want to be involved in any parliamentary intricacy. 

Mr. DAWES, I do not think there will be any record made of a 
motion. There was no vote taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state that he under- 
stood that the bill was being considered by unanimous consent. If 
there be no amendment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I know it is a mere 


CERTIFICATES OF MERIT TO ENLISTED MEN, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report favorably from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and beg unanimous consent that the Senate may consider and 
pares House bill No. 7976, which has no possibility of debate in it, I 
think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The title will be read. 

The CMEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 
1285 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted 
men of the Army. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The bill will be read at length for in- 
formation, if there be no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That section 1216, Revised Statutes, be, and is hereby, 
amended to read: 

“Sere. 1216. That when anyecnlisted man oftho Army shall have distinguished 
himself in the service the President may, at the recommendation of the com- 
manding officer of the regiment to which such enlisted man belongs, grant 
him a certificate of merit.” 7 

Sec. 2. That section 1255, Revised Statutes, be, and is hereby, amended to 


read: 

Src, 1255. A certificate of merit granted toan enlisted man fordistinguished 
service shall entitle him, from the date of such service, to athe dona ace atthe 
rate of $2 per month while he is in the military service, although such service 
may not be continuous.” 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY POST AT PLATTSBURGH, N. Y. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction ofnew buildings and the enlargement of the military postat 
Plattsburgh, N. Y. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $200,000 to 
enable the Secretary of War to enlarge the military post at Plattsburgh, 
N. Y., to the capacity of twelve companies, and for beginning the con- 
struction of the necessary buildings, barracks, quarters, kitchen, mess 
hall, stables, storehouses, and magazines, and authorizes the Secretary 
of War to accept, free of cost to the United States, a donation of a tract 
of not less than 500 acres of land for a target range and other military 
purposes at or near the post of Plattsburgh Barracks, New York. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE B. KANE & CO. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- . 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4385) to appropriate thesum of $517.60 to George 
B. Kane & Co., in full payment of a balance due them for printer’s 
ink furnished by them to the Public Printer. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISRAEL KIMBALI» 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3752) for the relief of Israel Kimball. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I should like to inquire the pår- 
liamentary situation of the appropriation bill, - 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator will wait until this bill is dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will yield until the Senator passes his bill, but 
I think somebody ought to raise the question, and I may as well do it 
as anybody else, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The fortification appropriation bill is be- 
fore the Senate and is being temporarily laid aside by unanimous con- 
sent. Unanimous consent is now asked to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3752) for the relief of Israel Kimball. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the gee tf of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, to Israc] Kimball the sum of $10,000, in recog- 
nition of the valuable invention ofthe canceling die designed by the said Kimball 
and continuously used by the Government since, said sum to be in full compen = 
sation for the past and future use by the Government of the United States of 
said canceling die. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The bill I think will lead to neither discussion 
nor difference. I have been asked to explain what the bill is. 

Israel Kimball, who is now dead, was the oldest chief clerk in any 
of the Departments. In 1868 he invented n canceling dic which the 
officers of the Government say has saved the Government thereafter 
some $8,000,000 annually. It was reported as patentable; it was in- 
vented by Mr. Kimball after hours; he gave it to the Government, 
which adopted it and has constantly used it since. Every official who 
has investigated the matter has recommended that some compensation 
be made. Mr. Kimball died recently, and I have an amendment to 
offer making the legal representatives of Israel Kimball the benefici- 
aries of this legislation. f 
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Mr. PADDOCK. How much does the invention save annually to 
the Government ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Eight million dollars. I move, inlined, afterthe 
word ‘*to,’? at the end of the line, toinsert the words ‘‘the legal repre- 
sentatives of; so as to read: 

To the legal representatives of Isracl Kimball the sum of $10,000, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soasto read : ** A bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Israel Kimball.” 


SALE OF TOBACCO TO MINORS IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask consent to call up Senate bill 4560, which 
will take but a moment, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— ` 

Tho VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]: 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave promised to yield to the Senator from Florida 
[Mr, CALL]. I think after that the Senate will agree with me that T 
have redeemed all the promises of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senate to proceed—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had already recognized the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It will only take a moment to consider the bill 
I wish to call up. 

Mr. DAWES. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts had better call up his own bill and proceed with it. Wehave 
an understanding as to taking up some important bills the passage of 
which the country is demanding. I think there ought to be a little 
better consideration of the situation in respect to those bills. If the 
Senator wishes to push his appropriation bill I think he ought to doit. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has the 
floor, has he not? ~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HALE. Then nobody can interfere at present. 

Mr. DAWES. It is apparent that there must be some limit to the 
taking up of these bills or the fortifications appropriation bill can not 
be taken up for consideration to-night. I had agreed to yield to the 
Senator from Florida, and after that I will consider whether I shall 


yield further, 

Mr. HALE. The Senatorfrom Michigan has the floor. Nobody can 
take him off. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from Michiganhasnotthefloor. Ihave 
the floor; andif there is no objection I will yield it to the Senator 
from Florida. If there is objection —— 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair whether the Senator from Michigan 
was not recognized? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
nized by the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Michigan insists upon taking the 
floor from me I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he yield the floor first to the Senator from Florida and then to the 
Senator from Michigan, and settle the question in that way. 

Mr. DAWES. I supposed I had charge of the floor, but if I have 
not, that is all of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill call up the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to Senate bill 3173. I believe that is in order. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobacco to, or its use by, 
minors under sixteen years of age in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia withan amendment, to strike out section 2 in the following words: 

Siar olaa drasla or reo tc at once eet T Sees ee 
other public place or resort within the District of Columbia, and each and every 

wo dol- 


violation of this section shall bo punishable by a fine of not less than t 
lars nor more than five dollars. 
So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, éte., That hereafter no person in the District of Columbia shall 
sell, give, or furnish any cigar, cigarette, or tobacco in any. ofits forms to any 
thinor under sixteen years of age; and for each and ba ON a of this sec- 
tion the offender shall, on conviction, be fined not less than $2 nor more than 
$10, or be imprisoned for not less than five days nor more than twenty days, 


Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator from Massachusetts has 


The Senator from Michigan was recog- 


abandoned lis bill for the present, and as the next in order, at least | 1887 


I suppose by general understanding, the next bill to be considered that 


will take any time in the regular order of the Senate is the bill in re- 
gard to arrears of pay for labor under the eight-hour law, I desire to 
give notice that as soon as the pending bill is disposed of I shall move 
to proceed to the consideration of that bill, and I shall claim the floor 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the fortification appropria- 
tion bill is by any means abandoned. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mt, DAWES] will be 
in again in a few moments. I hope the Senate will go on with the 
regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then is that the understanding? Iwishto givenotice 
that without much more trifling I shall make an objection in earnest 
unless the business can proceed somewhat in accordance with the 
understanding that prevails in the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have announced my disposition to second the 
effort of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to prohibit the sale of 
sit to minors under sixteen years of agein the District of Colum- 

ia”? 
APALACHICOLA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. CALL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate joint resolution 144, a measure reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce favorably this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 144) for the use of the 
appropriations in the river and harbor bill relating to the Apalachicola 
River, Florida. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will beread atlength, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr, BLAIR. I object. 

Mr, CALL (to Mr. Brarm), Do not object toit. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator ask leaye to have the fortification ap- 
propriation bill informally laid aside that this may be considered or 
does he move to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. CALL. Ob, no; Ido not moveit. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts agreed that I should ask the Senate to proceed to its consid- 
eration. i 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the appropriation bill is informally laid aside ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. Iaskunanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committceon Commerce 
with amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘‘ the”? whereitfirstoccurs, 
to strike out the word ‘‘appropriation’’ and insert “appropriations; ’’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘making,’’ to strike out ‘‘ appropria- 
tion” and insert ‘‘appropriations;’’ in line 4, tostrike out ‘‘river’’ 
and insert ‘‘rivers;’? in the same line, after the word ‘‘ approved,’? 
to fill-the blank with ‘September 19; in line 6, after the word 
‘river’? where it first oceurs, to inser: ‘‘Florida;’’ inthe same line 
after the word ‘‘river’’ where it occurs the second time, to insert tho 
words ‘‘ Georgia and;"’ in line 7, after the word ‘' Alabama,” tostrike 
out the words ‘‘and Plorida;’’ in Jine 8, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘river’’ andinsert “bay and rivers;?? andin line 10, toadd 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the amount so used shall not exceed $5,000, 


So as to make the joint resolution read: 


That the appropriations made by the act making appropriations for rivers 
and harbors, approved September 19, 1890, for the improvement of the Apalachi- 
cola Bay and Apalachicola River, Florida, and for the Chattahoochee River. 
Georgia and Alabama, and for continuing the improvements on said bay and 
rivers may be used in the discretion of the Secretary of War for the improve- 
ment of Lee’s Slough, on the Apalachicola River: Provided, That the amountso 
used shall not exceed $5,000. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The joint resolution was yn to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. - 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION HEARINGS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3173) to amend an 
act entitled, “‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
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the House of Representatives to the bill, which was, on page 3, after 
line 25, to insert as a new paragraph: 

Witnesses whose depositions are taken pursuant to this act,and the magistrate 
or other officer taking the same, shall severally be entitled to the same fees as 
are paid for like services in the courts of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Illinois will explain the 
amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill passed the Senate a good while ago, dur- 
ing the last session, the sole and only purpose of it being to allow the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to take depositions in certain cases 
without the expense to the Government of bringing witnesses over 100 
or 1,000 miles to the Capital here at Washington, and it will save ex- 
pense to the litigants also. It is a measure in the interest of great 
economy in the administration of the offices held by the commissioners, 
and that is all there isin it. It will hasten the trial of cases before 
the commission at a less expense than they have been put to by the 
Jaw as it stands to-day. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator, who I know has 
examined the question very thoroughly, whether the effect of this pro- 
posed act will not be simply to take ex parte statements all over the 
country before any notary public or commissioner, without having the 
formality of the trials here, and if after all it will not result in break- 
ing down the whole system. : 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill follows thestatute that governs the taking 
of depositions in United States courts to-day. Nearly all of it is ver- 
batim et literatim what is now in the law, except that the Jaw does not 
apply to this commission. Therefore the purpose of the bill is to ex- 
tend the existing law to the commission, so that they may be able to 
take testimony after giving notice, and all that sort of thing, just as 
required under the United States law to-day. I think it isa measure 
that ought to be passed, because these cases are piling up before the 
commission more rapidly than they can dispose of them, and itisa 
great expense besides if they are compelled to send for witnesses to 
New Orleans or Chicago or New York or other places more than 100 
miles away. I think if the Senator will examine it he will find that 
there is nothing else in the bill, and that it will simply be in the in- 
terest of economy and the progress of the commission in doing the work 
for which it was created. é 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have only this to say, that I be- 
lieve a great deal of good has resulted from the passage of the inter- 
state commerce act. At the same time I think that I am within 
bounds when I say that the commission have rather sought to avoid 
the responsibility in all these cases. I think they have accomplished 
a great deal of good at the same time, but it does seem to me that it 
would be yery much better, instead of having this roving commission 
with authority to take depositions everywhere, if the testimony would 
be taken before them where therecan bea public hearingand both sides 
be heard, and put the responsibility where it belongs, right here on 
the commission itself. - 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
responsibility certainly remains with the commission, but it surely is 
a good thing to do, if the commission are struggling to perform their 
duty and to dispose of cases before them, to so frame the Jaw as to en- 
able them to take the testimony of witnesses without the expense or 
the necessity of the commissioners traveling over the country every 
time a case comes up for consideration and for trial. The commission 
are doing all that itis possible for any men to do in the preparation of 
these cases, and it is because they are unable to decide the cases as 
rapidly as they ought to doin order to satisfy the public judgment 
and public mind and take care of the interests of the people, that they 
ask that the commission be allowed to take testimony as other tribn- 
nals have been allowed to do. 

r. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Illinois in charge of 
the bill whether this is not simply a matter of procedure. 

Mr. CULLOM. Simply. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Giving to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion the right which exists in every court that tries a cause in the 
United States? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ofcourse; that is what it is. 

Mr. MANDERSON, The right in civil actions, or those akin to it, 
to take testimony by way of deposition ? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing else in it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So it does not reach to anything that concerns 
the organization or continuation of the commission, but simply to the 
procedure under its organization? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing else in it. 

Bie AREER It is in the interest of economy as well as expe- 
ition 

Mr. CULLOM.. Certainly; that is the purpose of it, and the only 
purpose there isin it. As to the question whether the opposite side 
will be present to cross-examine and all that, they will have the same 
opportunity that any litigant has in court to-day in being present and 
a ages the witness whose testimony may be desired to be 
taken, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALE. Now TI call for the regular order, which is the fortifi- 
cation appropriation bill. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That bill being beforethe Senate I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. SAWYER. Task the Senator from Nebraska to give way. 

Mr. MANDERSON. For what purpose? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ishould like to ask uuanimous consent to take up 
from the Calendar the private pension bills, subject to objection, for 
half an hour. We have not gone to the Calendar for some time. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Until 4 o'clock? 

Mr. PLUMB. Tt seems to me, unless there is objection to it, we 
might give some attention to individual cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will modify his 
request so as to include all unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to anything but the regular order unless the 
Senator in charge of the bill is present and is satisfied to waive its con- 
sideration in form. 

Mr. MANDERSON, The regular order I understand is the fortifi- 
cation appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senater—— 3 

Mr. BLAIR. Under cover of the wings of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts I was anxious to go along with what I understood to be really 
the regular order of the Senate, the appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska moves that 
the Senate proceeds to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. SAWYER. Task the Senator to allow me to call up the unob- 
jected pension bills. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If it is the desire of the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of pension bills that are unobjected to on the Calen- 
dar, I do not object to go on until 4 o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Nebraska withdraws 
his motion for an executive session ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr, BLAIR, What is the request? It has been impossible to hear 
what is going on. I do not know what the request is, 

Mr. SAWYER. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
private pension bills, ¢ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Until 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then what? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then to go into executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not object to that request. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; of course not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin to proceed to the consideration of unob- 
jected pension cases on the Calendar until 4 o’clock? ‘The Chair hears 
none. ‘The first pension bill on the Calendar unobjected to will be an- 
nounced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 2214, Senate bill 4706—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin if that is the 
beginning of the pension cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, except those that went overto Rule IX. Order 
of Business 2214 is beginning where we left off before. 


LUCY WoopD. 


The bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Lucy Wood, of Barre, Vt., as widow of John Wood, a team- 
ster in the war of 1812, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amennment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE HINSDALE, 


The bill (S. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. _ It proposes to place the name 
of Mrs. Jane Hinsdale, late a nurse in Union armies, on the pension 
roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER MOORE, 


The bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rolls, at $12 per month from the date of approval hereof, the 
name of Alexander Moore, late nurse of Company H, Twenty-fourth 


Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war of the rebellion. 


1891. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to hear the report in that case. How does 
it happen that Alexander Moore was a nurse ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TURPIE 
December 23, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill grantinga pension 
to Alexander Moore, have cxamined the same and epee 5 X 

That from the facts stated in the House report, which is hereunto attached 
nnd approved, we believe this to be a meritorious measure and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

[House Report No. 3089, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10156) granting a pension to Alexander Moore, havo considered the same and 
submit the following report : 

Itappears from the mass of testimony submitted in support of the bill that, 
upon the organization of the Twenty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, the 
claimant, who was a young man in good health, butineligible for enlistment on 
account of a deformed leg, went with the regiment as nurse and cook. 

Ho remained with the regiment some five months and was a vigilant and at- 
tentive nurse. The regiment suffered an epidemic of measles and chronic 
diarrhea during the claimant's stay with the organization, and his services in 
attending to the wants of the sick were in constant Str phd Reed and night, 
so much so that his health gave way and ho was obliged to return home, suffer- 
ing with rheumatism and diarrhea. His health continued to beso much impaired 
from said diseases that he was obliged to abandon his trade (that of shoemaker 
on account of being unable to sit, and he still remains unable to do any manus: 
labor on account of his sufferings from said diseases. 

The facts above stated are sworn to by James T, Bailey, John Crow, Henr: 
C. Shafer, Willlam Quakenbush, John H. Preston, George Weinnour, Capt. W. 
L, Merrick, Capt. Thomas J. Reed, Alexander Reed, James S. Thomas, A, 
Hutchins, and Daniel T. Fry, all members of the regimentin which the claimant 
rendered the service and lost his health. These witnesses are all neighbors 
and acquaintances of the claimant of many years’ standing and personally 
know the facts testified to. That say areall credible men and good reputable 
citizens is certified to by Governor Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana, 

The claimant resides at Petersburgh, Ind. 

‘There is no provision in the general pension Jaws for cases of this kind, but 
your committee, recognizing the equity and justice of the claimant's prayer 
for relief by special act of Congress, respectfully return the bill, recommending 
its passage, amended by striking out the words ‘subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws,” in lines 4 and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $12 per month from the date of approval hereof,” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA PYLE. 


The bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Eliza Pyle, late a nurse in the hospital of the Fortieth Ili- 
nois Regiment Volunteers, at $25 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ishould like to know why it is that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions report $25astherate of pension here, when in nearly 
all thecases and in the case we passed over just a moment ago they only 
report $12. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] reported 
the bill, and I have no doubt he can fully explain the reasons of the 
committee. è 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why is $25 allowed here, when in the case of 
Mrs. Jane Hinsdale, and in nearly all similar cases, but $12 has been 
allowed? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amount will not be reduced until we find 
out whether there are any good reasons why it should be less than $25. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask for the reading of the report, which wil] ex- 
plain the case fully. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have the reportread. Ihave glanced 
over the report and I see that this lady is totally blind. That, of 
course, makes a difference. I ask that the report may be read, so that 
it may go into the Recorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TURPIE 
December 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Pyle, late a nurse in the hospital of the Fortieth Regiment of Illi- 
nois Volunteers, haye examined the same and report: 

That, from the facts stated in the House report, which is hereto attached and 


approved, we believe this to be a meritorious measure and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 2393, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 5079) 
granting a pension to Eliza Pyle, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows Eliza Pyle was a nurse in Fortieth Regiment Mlinois 
Volunteers from September 7, 1861, to March, 1862; that she was industrious 
and faithful at all times while in the service; that in November, 1861, while in 
the service, she was taken sick of the measles, which affected her eyes at the 
time, and as 2 result of which she is now totally blind. - 

Your committee therefore report the bill back with the following amend- 
ment: After the word *'volunteers,’’ in lino 7, add the following: ‘At the rate 
of $25 per month.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 4 


MRS, ROCHIE BRIEN BUELL. 


The bill (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien 
Buell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell, widow 
of General George P. Buell, late of the United States Army, at $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now drawing. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE RAUTHE, 


The bill (S, 2072) granting an increase of pension to Theodore Rauthe 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Theodure Rauthe, late of Company 
K, Thirteenth Regiment of New York Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $72 per month in lieu of the pension of $50 per month he is now 
receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. Thisisa 
very large increase. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAvis 
December 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Theodoro 
Rauthe, praying for increase of pension, have examined the same and report: 

The facts in this case were adjudicated by the Senate Committee on Pensions 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, first session, report No. 221, and in the Fiftieth 
Congress, first session, report No. 678, in the first instance to grant the claim- 
ant certain arrears for the time during which the Pension Bureau, misled by 
a forgery, had deprived him of his pension, and in the second instance togrant 
the increase to $50, which the law then allowed for the loss of both feet. 

These bills, as reported, were duly passed upon and became law, and this 
soldier is now receiving $50 per month; but the Department refuses the in- 
crease to $72 per month, although he is thus pensioned for loss of both feet 
while in the military service of the United States and in Jino of duty, and this 
action is excused eolely. upon the ground that pension isnow based upon ate 
act of the Congress, which fixed the rate, and there is, therefore, no authority 
for the Pension Bureau to granta higher rate. This soldier is thus deprived 
of the rate given to all of his class who have lost both feet in the service andin 
line of duty, as provided by the act approved March 4, 1890. 

The official letter of the Pension Ofiice giving the reason for rejection is herc- 


with made a paft of this report: 
VASHINGTON, D. C., June 16, 1890, 


“Sim: Your claim under certificate No. 91557, as late of Company K, Thirteenth 
New York Cavalry, for increase of pension, is rejected under the provisions of 
section 4720, Revised Statutes, as amended, the rate of pension being fixed by 
special legislation, and therefore you are excluded from the operation of the 
act approved March 4, 1890, 

“ Very respectfully, 
“ANDREW DAVIDSON, 
“First Deputy Commissioner, 
““TrrropoRE RAUTHE, 
“No. 305 Tenth Street, Northwest, City.’ 


In view of the reasons for rejection being entirely technical and the strong 

equities of the case demanding increase asin all claims of this class under the 

neral Jaw, your committee recommend the increase of pension from $50 to 
72 per month, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand thatif this pension had been granted 
properly, as it ought to have been by the Pension Office, the pensioner 
would now be entitled to $72, but the increase having been made by 
a special act of Congress the Pension Office can not increase the rate. 
Therefore the bill only gives this soldier exactly what the general law 
gives a soldier in the same condition. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH P. NEWHOUSE. 


The bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P, Newhouse 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Elizabeth P, Newhouse, formerly wife of Christian New- 
house, deceased, late of Company E, Fourth iment Indiana Volun- 
teer Cavalry, upon the pension roll, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month, ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


BARTON P, SPENCER. 


The bill (H. R, 5102) for the relief of Barton P. Spencer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension roll the the name of Barton P, Spencer, late of Company G, 
First California Infantry Volunteers. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET LYNCH. > 


The bill (H. R. 4246). granting a pension to Bridget Lynch was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Bridget Lynch, widow of Thomas Lynch, late 
of Company A, Seyenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE A, FAIRFAX. 


The bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to restore pensions in certain cases,” approved June 9, 
1880, shall be construed so as to include within its provisions Caroline 
A. Fairfax, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- | Company A, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio VolunteerInfantry, and pay 


NER January 6, 1891: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 9506) for the 
relief of Caroline A. Fairfax, lave examined the same, and report: 

We adopt the report submitted by the Committee on Pensions, House of Rep- 
resentatives, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

‘The House report is ns follows: 

“The committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

“Mrs, Fairfax is the widow of Honry Fairfax, captain of Virginia Volunteers 
in the war with Mexico. Her case is similar to that of Jane M. McCrabb and 
others, which haye already received the favorable action of the House, 

“The billis returned with a fayorable recommendation.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ido notsee the Senator present who reported 
that bill. It strikes me that is a very strange provision. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator may object to it and let it go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I donot want to object to it ifitcan be shown 
toberight, The reportisaveryluminousone, Itsays: ‘‘Thecom- 
mittee believe ??—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] who reported the bill is present. 

Mr.' COCKRELL. I wish to call attention to the report in this case, 
The House report, which is adopted by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, says: ; 

The committee belicve that the act of June 9, 1850, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as thoso of the Navy. 

Mrs, Fairfax is the widow of Henry Fairfax, captain of Virginia volunteers in 
the war with Mexico. Hercase is similar to that of Jane M. McCrabb and others, 
which haye already received the favorable action of the House, 

I supposed that law of June 9, 1880, was intended specially to in- 
elude, and did inciude, the officers of the Army and of the Navy. 

Mr. FAULKNER, The law has been construed differently by the 
Pension Bureau, There were only four of these widows left out by the 
construction placed upon the law by the Department, and this is the 
last one of the four. Special bills have been passed in the other three 
cases and haye become laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY HARTLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

usion rolls the name of Nancy Hartley, widow of Hugh S. Hartley, 

te a member of Captain Ford’s company of Black Hawk Rangers, in 
the war of 1832 and 1833, and allow her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA A. EATON. 


The bill (HH. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton was con- 
„ sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

pension roll the name of Lydia A. Eaton, widow of William G. Eaton, 
late of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachnsetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE HAYES. 


The bill (H.R. 1433) granting a pension to Carolitie Hayes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Caroline 
Hayes, daughter of Nathaniel Hayes, deceased, tate of i ee Com- 

ny of Sharpshooters of the Twenty-second Regiment Massachusetts 

Volunteers, a pension of $18 per month, through her legally consti- 
tuted guardian. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tet the report be read showing why this daugh- 
ter of a soidier is pensioned. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAVIS 
January 7, 1891: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to Caroline Hayes, have examined the same and report: 


The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of House of Representa- 
tives, hercto appended, is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1433) Srenting pension to Caroline Hayes, submit the pn ob report; 

Caroline Hayes is the only child of Nathanial Hayes, who died while servin 
as private of the second company of sharpshooters of the Twenty-second Regi- 
ment of Massachusetts Volunteers, She waspensioned after the widow’sdeath, 
and remained on the pension rolls until February 7, 1879, when she reached the 
age of sixteen years. It alsoappears in evidence that sho is now, and has been 
for many years, insane and under gu: . She hasnomeansnorincome 
of any kind, andis kept outof the almshouse by the contributions of the Grand 
Army post of thetown in whichshe resides, Thereis no possibility of improye- 
ment in her condition. 

The case is similar to others in which Congress has taken favorable action. 
The billis therefore returned with the recommendation that it dopass, amended, 
however, by striking out all after the word "of," in line7, and inserting therein 
een the words “ cightcen dollars per month through her legally constituted 
guardian. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED A, JEROME. 
The bill (H. R. 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A, 
Jerome was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Alfred A. Jerome, late sergeant 


him a pension of $50 per month in lien of his present pension. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BAZEL LEMLEY. 


The bill (H. R.9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley was con- 
sidered ns in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Bazel Lemley, late a member of Company I, 
Eighth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, transferred to Company Hy One 
hundred and ninety-first Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SUSAN YOUNG. 

Tho bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Susan Young, widow of the late Samuel 
Young, late captain of the Independent Scouts of West Virginia, 

The bill was reported io the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. WILKINS. 

The bill (H. R., 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rol!s the name of Thomas J. Wilkins, late a privateof Company 
D, Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and of Company L, Second 
Ohio Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month, he 
being totally disabled and infirm from wounds and army service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

DELILA ROE. 


The bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Delila 
Roe, widow of George C. Roe, on the pension roll and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


HARRIET J. YARBROUGH, 


The bill (H, R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough 
was considered ns in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Harriet J. Yarbrough, stepmother of 
Thomas J, Yarbrough, and to pay her the same pension as if she had 
been the dependent mother of the said Thomas J. Yarbrough, late a 
soldier in Company I, Highty-first Indiana Volunteer Infantry, . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case to show why 
this is done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULKNER 
January 8, 1891: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet J. Yarbrough, have examined the same, and report: 

We adopt the report submitted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, House 
of Representatives, and recommend that the bill do pass, 

The House report is as follows: 

“Harriet J. Yarbrough is the stepmother of Thomas J. Yarbrough, who en- 
listed as private in Company I, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, July 
15, 1862, and died while in said service, November 17, 186f, of chronio diarrhea, 
He left neither wife nor childsurviving him. The mother of the soldier diedin 
May, 1842. Claimant married the soldier's father when tho son was but two 
years of age and tenderly cared for him asthough he had been her own son. 
The family was very poor, and as the son reached the proper age his labor con- 
tributed to their support, and after enlistment assisted his father and step- 
mother by frequent remittances. The soldier's father died in 1879, leaving no 

roperty out of wliich the claimant could obtain a maintenance. ITehada alate 

or pension pending at the time of his death. The proposed benoficiary also 
applied, but, not being the natural mother of the soldier, has no title under the 
generallaw. Sheis now old and Da nal 

“There are numerous p ents to warrant your committee in a favorable 
consideration of the bill above referred to, and they therefore return the same 
with the recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA A, STARKWEATHER. 
The bill (S. 4639) granting a ponsion to Louisa A. Starkweather was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roil, at $100 per month, the name of Louisa A. Stark- - 
weather, widow of John C. Starkweather, late colonel of First Wis- 
consin Infantry, and brigadier general of volunteers, war of the rebel- 
lion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH R. GORDON. 


The bill (S, 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Gor- 
don, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry, 
to $50 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CADINET VACANCIES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


‘Tho sudden death of the honorable William Windom, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in New York, on the evening of the 29th instant, has directed my atten- 
tion to the present state of the law as to the filling of a vacancy occasioned by 
the death of the head of n Department, 

I transmit herewith an opinion of the Attorney-General, from which it will be 
seen that under the statutes in force no officer in the Treasury Department, or 
other person designated by mo, Can exercise tho duties of Secretary of the Treas- 
ury fora longer period than ten days. This limitation is, Lam sure, unwise 
and necessarily involves, in such a case ns that now presented, undue haste and 
even indelicacy. The President should not be required to take up the question 
of the selection of a successor before the last offices of aftectionand respecthave 
been paid tothe dead. If the proprieties of an occasion as sad as that which 
now overshadows us are observed possibly one-half of the brief time allowed 
is gone before, with due regard to the decencies of life, the Presidentand those 
with whom he should advise can take up the consideration of the grave duty 
of selecting a head for one of the greatest De ments of the Government. 

Hasty action by the Senate is also necessarily involved, and geographical lim- 
flations are practically imposed by the necessity of selecting some one who can 
es me Capital and take the necessary oath of office before the expiration of 

e ten days. 

It may ben very Rops restriction ofthe power of tho President in this con- 
nection that he shall not designate, for any great length of time, s person to 
discharge these important duties who has not been confirmed by the Senate; 
but there would seem to be no reason why one of the Assistant Seerctaries ofthe 
Department wherein tife vacancy exists might not discharge the duties of Soc- 
retary until a successor is selected, confirmed, and qualified. The inconven- 
ence of this limitation was made apparent at the time of the death of Secretary 
Folger. President Arthur,in that case,allowed one of the Assistant Secrotaries, 
who had been designated to act in the absence of the Secretary, to continue in 
the disch: ofsuch duties for ten days, then designated the same person to 
discharge the duties for a further term of ten days, and then made a temporary 
appointment as Secretary, in order to secure the consideration that he needed 
in filling thisimportant place, 

Irecommend such a modification of the existing law as will it the first 
or sole Assistant, or, in the case of the Treasury Department, where the Assist- 
ants are not graded, that ono who may be designated by the President to dis- 
charge the duties of the head of tho Department until a successor is appointed 


and qualified, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 3t, 1891. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What disposition shall be made of the 
message? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to the Com- 
mittco on Finance and printed, in the absence of objection. 


MARTHA LEACH, 

Tho bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Martha Leach, who was the widow of Robert 
Morrison, private in Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA AND APOLLONIA HASSENDEUBEL, 


The bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendenbel and 
Apollonia Hassendeubel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension rolls the names of Maria Hassen- 
deubel and Apollonia Hassendeubel, sisters of Col. Franz Hassendeubel, 
late captain of volunteer artillery, Mexican war, and colonel of the 
Seventeenth Missouri Volunteers in the late civil war, and to pay them 
a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY IWOGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary Hogan, widow of Thomas Hogan, 
late of Battery D, Third United States Artillery, and to allow her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN I. PELOUZE. 

The bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow 
of Lewis H. Pelouze, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place upon the pension roll, at $50 a month, in lieu of 
the pension which she now receives, the name of Ellen L. Pelouze, 
ase of Lewis H. Pelouze, a brigadier general in the United States 

my. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KARGER. 
The bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of William Karger was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion roll the name of William Karger, a sailor in the United States 
Navy,-and to pay him a pension of $40 per month, 


Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case to show why 
the increase is made. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
January 13, 1891: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pon-. 
sion to William Kargor, have examined the same and report: 


The report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions, hereto appended, - 
is hereby adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT, 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR 
$060) granting a pension to William Karger, submit the following report: 

That the claimant served as a landsman on the steamship Susquehanna from 
sune n 1864, until July 14, 1865, -The claimant has no record of sickness while 

n service. 

Ho swears that he suffered from lameness that he called rheumatism, ever 
after he was discharged, that grew much worse in 1568 and develo; i into 
locomotor ataxy, In 1870 he was admitted into the German Hospital in Phils- 
delphia, and later into the Hebrew Hospital in the same place. At this time 
his eyes became affected and he became totally blind, 

There is no doubt that he now is, and for many years lias been, totally blind, 
and is unable to stand by reason of the locomotor ataxy aboye mentioned. The 
Pension Office a pans his claim in 1887 on the ground of insufficient evidence 
of origin of disability, Tho case was examined by five special examiners, three 
of whom think there is merit in the case and all of whom report the character 
ofthe claimant good. There is no doubt of the truth of the claimant's — as 
to his increasing disability in the years 1863, 1869, and 1870, as he has medical 
evidence in point. 

The claimant also showsconclusively prior soundness and great bodily vigor 
before enlistment; and Dr. M. Allen Starr, an eminent specialist, of New York, 
says-this disease, locomotor ataxy,usually results from exposure and is slow in 
development, ‘The claimant's lal being that of a barber, it would be 
likely that he incurred same in service. 

Dr. Ottoman, of Carbondale, Pa., testifies that he treated claimant soon after 
his discharge for rheumatism. 

In view of the foregoing your committee believe that the claimant probably 
incurred his disability in the service, and, as the claimant is now sixty years 
old and poorand has been for nearly twenty years totally blind, they believe 
any doubt there may be should not debar him from needed relief, 

Amended by inserting, “and pay hima pension at $40 per month.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


OBRIN DAY. 


The bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion rolls the name of Orrin Day, late of Company A, Third United 
States Artillery, with Capt. Thomas Childs, in the Florida War, 1832, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY A. GEORGE. 


Tho bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George was con- 
sidered asin Conimittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Lucy A. George, widow of John S. George, 
private Company H, Twenty-second Regiment of Massachusetts Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH R. LEE, 

The bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, after the words ‘‘ date of,’’ to strike out ** her 
husband’s death, October 20, 1890,” and insert ‘‘the passage of this 
act;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Elizabeth R. Lee, widow of 
Samuel Perry Lee, lato major of the Third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and brevet colonel United States Volunteers, and major and brevet lieutenant 
colonel of the United States Army, and pay her n pension at the rate of $50 per 
month from the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN MORAN, 


The bill (HM. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of John Moran, late first lieutenant Company F, Fifty- 
fourth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, and to allow 
him, in addition to his present pensior, the legal rating for complete 
scrotal hernia of right side. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

5 THOMAS I. BRUCE. 

The bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Thomas H. Bruce, of Lewis County, Ken- . 
tucky, was an engineer on steamboats employed by the United States 
Government in transporting troops and supplies during the late war 
of the rebellion, the position being dangerous, on account of the enemy 
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often firing from the banks of the rivers at the men on the boat; and 
that he was shot and wounded so as to unfit him for work ever since. 

The bill proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
H. Bruce, of Lewis County, Kentucky. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Let the report in that case be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAVIS 
January 15, 1891: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4220) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas H. Bruce, have examined the same and report: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of House of Representa- 
tives, hereto appended, is adopted and the bill recommended to pass, 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4220) ost, pension to Thomas H. Bruce, submit the following report: 

Thomas H. Bruce is acitizen of Quincy, Lewis County, Kentucky. During the 
Jate civil war he was aregular licensed engineer on boats used by the United 
States in the transportation of her troops, In October, 1864, he was an enginecr 
on thesteamer Belle of St. Louis, navigating the Mississippi River between Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and St. Louls, Mo. Thesteamer was ordered by the United States 
to transport her troops from Memphis to St. Louis. While on the trip between 
said points laden with United States troops the steamer was fired upon by Con- 
federate troops at Randolph, Tenn., on or about the 27th day of October, 1564. 
Asa result of such ae said Bruce, while on duty at his engine, received a 
gunshot wound in the left arm nnd shoulder, The effect of the wound-has 
seriously disabled the left arm. Bruce was loyal to his Government during the 
late war. He was compelled to render the services which he was rendering 
when he was disabled. It was just as important to the Government to have 
him operate the engine of the said steamer as to have the services of a soldier 
in the field. Under the provisions of the general law he is notentitled to a pen- 
sion. We recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIS STURGEON. 


The bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky, was considered as in Committee ot 
the Whole. It proposes to pay Willis Sturgeon (a soldier of the Mex- 
ican war and a private soldier of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteers, in the late civil war) a pension of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per month he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. TODD. 

The bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of William A. Tcdd, who served as a private in Capt. 
John D. Sill’s company of Col. William Wodd’s battalion, Georgia 
Creek War Volunteers, 1836, and to pay him the same pension as is al- 
lowed by law for service in the war of 1812, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIMON J. FOUGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension to Simon J. 
Fought was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Simon J. Fought, formerly a corporal of com- 
pany D, of the Forty-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, to $50 per 
month, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS GORHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Thomas Gorham, of Wallaceburgh, Hempstead County, 
Arkansas, who served as a private in Capt. G. F. Swagerty’s company, 
Second Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Florida and Cherokee 
wats of 1837 and 1838, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALKER H. FOMBY. 


The bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in 
the Indian war was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Walker H. Fomby, 
of Sardis, Hempstead County, Arkansas, late a private of Capt. John 
Loyall’s company, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Creek Indian war, 
1836, and to pay him the same pension as isallowed by law for service 
in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETIL D, FOSTER, 

The bill | H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elizabeth D. Foster, widow of William R, 
Foster, late a captain of Company E, Fifty-first Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, and to graut her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


APHIA M. BROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place onthe 
pension roll the name of Aphia M. Brown, mother of James F. Brown, 


| late a private in Company D, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANC E, BABBITT, 


The bill (H.R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Infantry,’’ to strike out ‘‘the 
pension of said Franc E. Babbitt to be fixed at the rate of $30 per 
month,” and insert ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Franc E, Bab- 
bitt, sister and heir of George S. Babbitt, late lieutenant colonel of the Twenty- 
third Regiment Indiana Infantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report may be read in that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
January 15, 1891: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT, R. 2434) grant- 
ing a pension to Franc F. Babbitt, have examined the same and report: 

‘The House report on which this bill was passed is as follows: 

“The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (ILR. 
2434) granting a pension to Franc E, Babbitt, submit the following report: 

“Franc E. Babbittis the sister of George S. Babbitt, late lieutenant colonel of 
the Twenty-third Indiana Infantry, 

“ Colonel Babbitt entered the service as a captain and remained until the close 
of the war; heran the blockade at Vicksburg as a voluntecr commander of 
the J. W. Cheeseman, manned by a volunteer crew from his See tinea! remain- 
ing under fire for six hours, and the vessel was struck many times by cannon 
balls and grape, canister, and musketry beyond mention; the consort of the 
Cheeseman was relieved and rescued. Colonel Babbitt took part in all the bat- 
ties under Grant, beginning at Belmont and ending at Vicksburg; he was in 
the battles about Atlanta; marched with Sherman to the sea, He contracted 
pulmonary disease in the Army and died after a lingering consumption June 
22,1869. He was never married; his mother died when he was a babe, and his 
father while he was a small boy. Thesister was a mother to the boy and raised 
him. When he grew up he contributed to his sister’s support until he became 
unable todo any kind of work. She is the heir at law; she cared for him in 
infancy and during his long illness; the soldier would not apply for a pension 
during his lifetime. The sister is sixty-five years of age, broken in health from 
her long care of the gallant soldier; she is without income, being dependent 
upon her exertions, 

" General Gresham, on whose staff the soldier served, ina letter to Mr. O'Don- 
nell, the author ofthe bill, testifies to the services of Colonel Babbitt as a faith- 
ful and valuable officer; he approves the proposition to have the sister pen- 
sioned by act of Congress. General Lew Wallace, who served with the soldier, 


also favors such action. 

“In view of these facta and as it has become customary lo grant pensions in 
cases of this nature, your committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The bill is reported with an amendment striking outall after the word in- 
fantry,” in the seventh line, and inserting ‘subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws; and as so amended the bill is reported favorably, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RUTH COLLIER. 

The bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 4, after the name 
“Rath Collier,’’ to insert ‘‘ widow of John M. Collier, who was enrolled 
as a private in Company B, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Ruth Collier, widow of John M. Collier, who was en- 
rolled as a private in Company B, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, on the pension 
rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JEREMIAIL M., SIDWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ension roll the name of Jeremiah M. Sidwell, of Spring Arbor, Mich., 
Tate a private in the Indiana Home Guards, he having been wounded 
at the battle of Panther Creek, Kentucky, while serving in the Army 
of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA F. STEBBINS. 


The bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F, Stebbins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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pension rolis, at $30 a month, the name of Martha F. Stebbins, widow 
of Dwight D. Stebbins, who volunteered and acted as surgeon when 
called on by the Government after the battle of Shiloh, and gave his 
professional services to the sick and wounded of the Union armies in 
response to the call, and, although not mustered into the service, died 
of camp fever while performing the services. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN PICKARD, 


The bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of John Pickard, latedrum major in the Tenth 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and late of the Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD H. LEIB. 


The bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib was 
considered as in the Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Edward H. Leib, late brevet lieutenant colonel Fifth 
United States Cavalry, from fifty to one hundred dollars per month 
on account of increased disabilities rendering constant personal at- 
tendance and assistance necessary. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CAROLINE E. DURYEE. 


The bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘rateof,”’ to strikeout ‘‘ thirty ” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mrs. Caroline E. Duryee, widow of 
Abraham Duryee, late a brigadier general, retired, of the United States Army, 
mua rey cet a pension at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage 
of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. x 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ADMINISTEATRIX OF WILLIAM PERINE. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 828) for the relief 
of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine, 


deceased. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah 
E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased; 
which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the claim of Sarah E, E, Perine, widow and administratrix of William 
Perine, deceased, for further com tion for the construction of the iron-clad 
monitor Naubac and the iron tugboats Maria and Triana, may be submitted by 
said claimant, within six months after the passage of this act, to the Court of 
Claims under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of said court; 
and said court shall haye jurisdiction to hear and determine and render judg- 
ment uponthe same: Provided, however, That the investigation ofsaid claim shall 
be made upon the following basis: The said court shall ascertain the additional 
cost which was necessarily incurred by the contractor for building the light- 
draught monitor Naubac and the iron tugboats Maria and Triana, in the com- 
pletion of the same, by reason of any changes or alterations in the plans and 
specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of the work: Provided, 
That such additional cost in completing the same, and such changes or altera- 
tions in the plans and specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of 
the work were occasioned by the Government of the United States; but no al- 
lowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be considered 
unless such advance occurred during the prolonged term for completing the 
work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the action of the Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been avoided 
by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the contract- 
- ors: And provided further, That the compensation fixed by the contractors 
and the Government for specific alterationsin advance of such alterationsshall 
be conclusive as to the compensation to be made therefor: Provided, Thatsuch 
flterations, when made, complied with the specifications of the same as fur- 
nished by the Government aforesaid: And provided further, That all moneys 
paid to the said contractors by the Government over and aboye tho original 
contract price for building said vessel shall be deducted from any amounts 
allowed by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And pro- 
vided further, That if any such changes caused less work and expenses to the 
contractor than the original plan and specifications, a corresponding deduc- 
tion shall be made from the contract prre and the amount thereof be de- 
ducted from any allowance which may be made by said court to said claimant. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I move that the Senate concurin the House amend- 
ment. 
‘The amendment was concurred in. 


BETHIA WHITE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Is there anything before the Senate? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Weare not yet through with the pension bills. 
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Mr. SAWYER. ‘The order for the consideration of pension bills is 
not concluded. It is to run until 4 o’clock. 

The bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to 
the pension roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to restore to the pension rolls the name of Bethia White, late 
Bethia Pool, widow of Nathaniel Pool, Company C, One hundred and 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, under peusion claim No. 
29206. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE B. NUTTING. 

The bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension rolls the name of Charlotte B. Nutting; mother of Henry D. 
Stoors, deceased, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ZERUIAH A. POTTER. : 

The bill (H. R, 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It-proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Zeruiah A. Potter, widow of Henry J. Pot- 
ter, deceased, who was a private in Company E, Seventy-second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES D. HANSCOM. 


The bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D. Hanscom 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Charles D. Hanscom, late of Company 
I, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, at $36 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LILLIE E. WILLIS. 


The bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie E. Willis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with anamend- 
ment, in line 3, to strike out ‘Sallie’ and insert ‘‘ Lillie;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis,of the city of New York, State 
of New York, widow of the late Benjamin A. Willis, major One hundred and 
nineteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Lillie E. Willis.” 


FRANCES T. DANA. 


The bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the words ‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty’? and 
insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, atte 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension roll the name of Frances T. Dana, 


widow of the late Commander William Starr Dana, of the United States Navy, 
and to pay her a ‘pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. BRYANT. 

The bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of George W. Bryant, late a corporal in Company 
H, Eighth New Hampshire Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM L. HURST. 

The bill (H. R. 9595) for the relief of William L. Hurst was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of William L. Hurst, of Wolfe County, Kentucky. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES DUERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Charles Duerson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH J. BARTLETT. 


The bill (H. R. 1299S) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Bartlett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph J. Bartlett, late colonel 
Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers and brevet major 
general, and to pay him a pension of $100 per month in lien of that 
which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DREWRY PORTER. 


The bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion roll the name of Drewry Porter, of Mitchell County, Georgia, late 
a private in Captain McCrary’s Georgia Volunteers in the Indian war 
of 1836, at $8 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMANTHA A. BIGNELL. - 


The bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Samantha A. Bignell, an army nurse, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE M. KIMBALL. 


The bill (H. R.12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, 
widow of Alvah M. Kimball, ee gd H, Sixth New Hampshire 
Regiment Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Annie M. Kim- 
ball, widow of Alvah M. Kimball, deceased, late quartermaster ser- 
geant of the Sixth New Hampshire Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. ANDREW J. BRISCOE, 


The bill (H. R. 12793) grantinga pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe 
was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. 1t proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe, pilot of the 
United States Government transport boats on tke Ohio, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, and others rivers, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LORAIN M’°COOK. 


The bill (H, R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll, at $30 per month, the name of Lorain McCook, widow of 
General Edwin 8. McCook, late a captain of Company I, Thirty-first 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and lieutenant colonel and colonel of that 
regiment, and a brevet major general in the volunteer military service 
of the United States in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POLLY GRAY. 


The bill (H, R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension rolls 
the name of Polly Gray, widow of Truman Gray, late a soldier in the 
war of 1812, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOIN W. BUSSABARGER. 

The bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of John W. Bussabarger, a drafted man who 
was forced to report while sick and was deprived of his hearing in con- 
sequence thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY A. HOAR. 

The bill (H. R. 6259) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension roll the name of Henry A, Hoar, a member of the Indiana Le- 
gion, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ELIZABETH BURNETT. 


The biil (H. R.4513) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burnett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elizabeth Burnett, of Gallatin County, Ili- 
nois, late a nurse in the Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers dur- 
ing the late rebellion, at $12 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH PHILLIPS. 


Tho bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension toSarah Phillips was con- 
sidered as in Committeo of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Sarah Phillips, of Marion County, Illinois, 
widow of Jonathan Phillips, late nsoldicr in the Seminole Indian war, 
at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER STURGEON. 


The bill (H. R.'7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension roll the name of Alexander Sturgeon, a private in Company 
E, in the Third Regiment of Indiana Infantry, and to pay him $20 per 
month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL KING. 

The bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Daniel King, a private of Company E, 
Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, of the war with Mexico, and to 
pay to him $20 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ROBERT CULLEN, 


The bill (H. R. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Robert Cullen, Jate captain Company I, Seventy-fourth Ohio 
Infantry, on the pension rolls, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the sum now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY SISSON. 

The bill (S. 4791) granting a pension to Henry Sisson was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that bill be passed over for the present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), The bill 
will be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar, 

LYDIA ZIEGLER. 

The bill (H. R. 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia Ziegler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Lydia Ziegler, mother of John Ziegler, D. R. 
Ziegler, ©. F. Ziegler, W. H. Ziegler, S. B. Ziegler, B. F. Ziegler, and 
N. R. Ziegler, three of whom served in the late war from 1861 to the 
end of the war, two of whom served from 1862 to the end of the war, 
and two of whom served from 1864 to the end of the war, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendnicnt, ordered to. 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD C. CABEEN. 


The bill (H.R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Richard C. Cabeen, who was a soldier in 
Company A, in Owen’s battalion attached to Colonel Doniphan’s First 
Missouri Regiment in the Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OFTO, 


Mr. SHERMAN. As the hourof 4 o'clock has arrived, I hope the 
Senate—— 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask thcSenator to give us fifteen minutes more for 
ne consideration of pension bills, We have been interrupted by other 

ills. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Task'the Senator to allow me to call up a little 
bill to increase the appropriation for a public building which is now 
being erected. 5 

Mr. SAWYER. Ishall not object to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task the Senate to take up House bill 6460. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R, 6460) to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at Portamouth, Ohio. Itin- 
creases the amount heretofore fixed as the limitof cost for the erection 
ofa public building by the United States Government at Portsmouth, 
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Ohio, to $75,000, and fixes that sum as the limit of cost for the erec- 
tion of the building, including site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLOTMENT OF LAND TO QUAPAW INDIANS, 


Mr. PLUMB. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield to me to 
call up a bill which was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
last February. : 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the bill take much time? 

Mr. PLUMB. It will only take the time necessary to read it, 
it occasions debate, I will not press it. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will not object. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is Senate bill 2764. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2764) to provide for allotment of lands 
in severalty tothe Quapaw Indians in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes therein named. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out, insection t, line 9, the words 
“February 8, 1890,” that date having since elapsed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The Srcnerary. In line9 of section 1, after the words ‘Secretary 
of the Interior,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘February 8, 1890;’’ so 
as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, within 
ninety days after the passage of this act, to cause to be allotted to cach andevery 
member of the Quapaw tribe of Indians now located in the northeastern part 
ofthe Indian Territory, upon lists furnished him by the chief of said tribe and 
duly approved by the Secretary of the Interior, an allotment of land not to ex- 
ceed 290 acres, out of their common reserve, to each person entitled thereto by 
reason of their being members of said tribe by birth or adoption. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move, after the word ‘‘adoption,’’ in line 12, 
to insert the words ‘‘and their legal and natural offspring;’’ so as to 
read: 

To each person entitled thereto by reason of their beitig members of said 
tribe by birth or adoption, and their legal and natural offspring. 

These amendments are offered with the concurrence of the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendnient was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 2, lines 13 and 14, an amendment should 
be inserted for the reason that the land office there described has been 
abandoned. I move, therefore, in line 13, after the words ‘sold at,” 
to strike out “Baxter Springs, Kans., by the register of the land of- 
fice at Independence, Kans,,’’? and insert the words ‘‘such place as 
the Secretary of the Interior may designate by a commissioner to be 
appointed by the President.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 13, after the words ‘‘sold at,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ Baxter Springs, Kans., by the register of 
the land office at Independence, Kans.,” and insert ‘‘such place as 
the Secretary of the Interior may designate hy a commissioner to be 
appointed by the President;”’ so as to rexd: 

The said lands when appraised shall be sold atsuch place astho Secretary of 
lida rieds may designate by a commissioner to be appointed by the Pres- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now I ask that the consideration of pension bills 
may be resumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of pension bills on 
the Calendar will be resumed if there be no objection, The Chair hears 
none. 


If 


MRS, ETTA HUBBS. 


The bill (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs, as an 
army nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Etta Hubbs, of 
ashes Hl., who was an army nurse, and to pay hera pension of $12 

r month. 

Pe The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 

The bill (H. R. 2456) for the reliefof the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased, was announced as next in order. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill had better be passed over. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well, let it be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I think 
that bill has twice passed the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weill get tothe Calendaragain, and meantime 
I will examine it, 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish the Senator would examineit. Itseems to be 
a very meritorious case. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over. 


MARY A. M’KEE, 

The bill (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs, Mary A. McKee, for her services as army 
nurse during the late war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 a month 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. GEN. FRANZ SIGEL. 

The bill (H. R. 12293) to grant a pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Franz Sigel, late major general of vol- 
unteers in the Union Army, at $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN E. TRUEX. 


The bill (H, R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex was con- 
sidered as in Committce of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll, at $30 per month, in lieu of the sam now paid her, the name of 
Ellen E. Truex, widow of William S. Truex, late colonel of the Four- 
teenth Regiment of New Jersey Volunteers and brigadier general by 
brevet, United States Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. z 


MATILDA S. THOMPSON, 

The bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda 8. Thompson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments; in line 8, after the words ‘‘pay her™ to insert ‘‘a pension,” 
and in line 9, before the word .‘‘dollars,’’ to strike ont ‘‘fitty” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, att- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda S. Thompson, widow of 
A. B. Thompson, late a captain; and major by brevet, Eighteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN DOUGHERTY, 


The bill (S. 1736) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will retain its place on the 
Calendar in the absence of objection. 


MATTHEW ©, GRISWOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. 
Griswold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Matthew C. Griswold, late a first lieutenant 
of Company L, Twentieth New York Cavalry, to $30 per month, in lien 
of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY BALDOUF. 


The bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary Baldouf, widow of Joseph Forestner, 
late a corporal in Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DIANA DICKEY, 


The bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Diana Dickey, late widow of Daniel G. Carl, Company H, One hun- 
dred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension 
rolls at $12 per month. 

_ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN REID. 


The bill (H. R.2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Mary Ann Reid, the aged and blind daughter of 
Andrew Carman, who was a soldier in the war of the Revolution, and 
to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DANIEL GRAFF. 


The bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff was considered 
- asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Daniel Graff, late a private in Company I, Sixth Pennsyl- 
vania Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANN M. MOSHER. 


The bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on the 
pension rolls the name of Ann M. Mosher, mother of Charles H. Mo- 
sher, late a private of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment of Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD M. A. FENWICK. 

The bill (H. R, 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late 
of the Mexican war, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place the name of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late a private 
in Thrift’s company, First Regiment of Virginia Volunteers of the 
Mexican war, on the pension roll of the United States at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAKGARET COONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, for- 
merly Margaret Dolan, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the persion roll the name of Mrs. Margaret 
Cooney, widow of John Dolan, late a private in Company A, One hun- 
dred and sixty-third Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MURPHY, 


The bill (H. It. 11329) to pension James Murphy was considered as in 
Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pension rolls the 
name of James Murphy, late of Capt. James Ford’s company, Colonel 
Dodge’s regiment, in the Black Hawk war, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
n third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MORSE, 


The bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to 
William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass., was considered as in Committee 
ofthe Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to cause the 
name of William H. Morse, formerly employed in the Ordnance De- 
partment at the Washington navy yard, and whose name is now borne 
on the invalid pension rolls under pension certificate (naval) No. 5429, 
io be entered upon the pension rolls for such increase of pension as may 
be recommended according to law for wounds and disabilities received 
by him while in the naval service of the United States, but not duly 
enlisted therein, on or about the 25th day of May, 1862, and subse- 
quently thereto, and that he receive such increase of pension as he would 
have received had he been duly enlisted in the naval service of the 
United States when he received his wounds and disabilities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MBS, MARY A, M’CULLOCKH. 


The bill (H.R. 7789) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. Mc- 
Calloch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
incsease the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCulloch, widow of the late 
Capt. Charles McCulloch, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery, to $32 

cr month, in lieu of the pension now paid to her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESSA D. DOUBLES. 


The bill (H. R.12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension rolls the name of Theressa D. Doubles, the late widow 
of Israel D. Smith, Company B, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third’ reading, read the third time, and passed. F 


MRS, K. S. SUTLIFF. 

The bill (H. R. 12219) granting a pension to Mrs. K. S. Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place the name of K. S. Sutliff, widow of John D. Sutliff, 
late of Company D, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
on the pension rolls, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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LYDIA P. HOLMES, 

The bill (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Lydia P. Holmes, of Athens,Somerset County, 
Maine, mother of William L. Holmes, late of Company I, First Regi- 
ment Maine Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN MARIA BULLOCK SCHRAM. 

The bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock 
Schram was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
tu place on the pension roll the name of Aun Maria Bullock Schram, a 
resident of Fort Plain, N. Y., at $12 per month, on account of disa- 
bility resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital 
nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE E. GRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Caroline E. Gray, an army nurse during the 
late war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE B. PETTIGREW, 


The bill (H. R. 12244) granting a pension to Annie B., Pettigrew was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Annie 
B. Pettigrew, dependent daughterof Henry J. Pettigrew, Company E, 
Third New Hampshire Regiment, a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the last part of the report in that case be 
read, so as to show why this daughter is pensioned. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read from the report the statement of the selectmen of the 
town. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. SAWYER, from 
the Committee on Pensions, January 22, 1891, as follows: 

From the statements of the selectmen of the town in which she resides and 
the testimony of reputable PUTAR it appears that she is without property 
or means of subsistence and by reason cee disability incapacitated to 
earna support. Her disability is described as chronic inflammation of all the 
structures of joints, or rheumatic arthritis; the right knee is completely an- 
chylosed, with limbs contracted; the left knee nearly stif; left elbow entirely 
anchylosed, and the right partially; wrists involyed, jaws stiff and incapa- 
ble of free movement; back and shoulders in the incipient stage of the disease; 
is unable to move about without crutches. The disease is incurable. She is 
highly respected for her moral worth by all who know her, 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is enough. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH C. REID. 

The bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid was considered 
as in Committeeof the Whole, It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Hannah C. Reid, widow of Henry C. Reid, late apri- 
yate in Company D, Forty-third Battalion New York Volunteers, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 a month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY J. BLANCHARD. 

The bill (H. R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, lata 
a volunteer nurse in the United States military service, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension 
roll the name of Lucy J. Blanchard, of Syracuse, N. Y., late a volnn- 
tecr nurse in the United States military service during the war of the 
rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH L. PALMER. 

The bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah i. Palmer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Hannah L. Palmer, who served as a hos- 
pital nurse during the war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month, 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOPHIA WENZEL, 


The bill (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rolls the name of Sophia Wenzel, widow of John Wenzel, of 
Company F, Seventh United States Infantry, in the Florida war, at 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


MARGARET PROCTOR NOYES. _ 


The bill (H.R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘' dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty”’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Proctor Noyes, 
widow of General Edward F. Noyes, late colonel of the Thirty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio tpg Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general, at the rate of per 
month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE DOYLE. 


The bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Catherine Doyle, widow of Michael Doyle, late of Company 
B, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Cavalry, to $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA CALL. 

The bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Lucinda,” to strike out “Hall? 
and insert ‘‘Call,’”? and in line 7, to strike out the word ‘Hall ” and 
insert the word ‘*Call;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Lucinda Call, dependent mother of 
Sidney Monroe Call, late a private in Company E, Seventh New York Heavy 
Artillery. t 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Lucinda Call.” 

ORDNANCE TO WASHINGTON HIGH SCHOOL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
if he wishes to call up the joint resolution he spoke of, he had better 
do so now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House joint resolution 240. The Military Committee are 
unanimously in favor of the joint resolution, and I think nobody will 
object to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the 
Washington High School. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

Tho bill (H. R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1891, at 2 o’clock 
p. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Exceulive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1891. 
POSTMASTER. 
Royce S. Pierce, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania. J 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1891. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Charles Heywood, United States Marine Corps, to be 
colonel commandant of that corps. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


James P. Lindsay, of Beaver City, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at McCook, Nebr. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 31, 1891, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

We render to Thee devout and hearty thanks, Almighty God, for the 
blessed hope of everlasting life which Thou hast given us in the gospel 
of Thy Son, and which is our only comfort and support in time of be- 
reavement and sorrow such as this, when we come to pay the last trib- 
ute of respect and affection to the memory and publicseryices of a late 
member of this House, called untimely from the earth. 

We pray that Thou wilt cheer and console his bereaved widow and 
family; and may they find in the faith of Jesus Christ and His teach- 
ing of the resurrection that only solace which is to be found for the 
broken-hearted. 

Grant that Thy grace may rest upon all of the members of this House; 
and as they toil in the public service and expend their physical ener- 
gies and strength may they feel the assurance that God is the strength 
of their hearts and their portion forever. We pray through Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The first question before the House is the roll call 
on the amendment to the Military Academy appropriation bill, on 
which a quorum failed to vote. 

Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. Speaker, I hope there may be unanimous 
consent granted to-day to vacate the order for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The several amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were then agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paset and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaidupon the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. MANDER» 
eae Mr, Davis, and Mr. WALTHALL us conferees on the part of the 

nate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of ae following titles; in which concurrence of the House was re- 

nested: 

A bill (S. 4874) to establish a life-saving station at Brant Rock, in 
the town of Marshfield, Mass.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 153) to fill a vacancy existing in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message further announced that the Senate had appointed a 
committee of seven Senators to join alike committee on the part of the 
House, to take appropriate action respecting the death of Hon. Wil- 
liam Windom, late Secretary of the Treasury. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolveitself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
he will allow me to submit at this time a report from the Committee 
on Printing, to print some copies of the Constitution of the United 
States. It is short; the cost of the printing is very small, and I think 
it will occupy but a very brief time. ; 

Mr. HITT. If there be no debate I wili yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ifitleads to debate I will withdraw it. 


PRINTING ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. _ Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk the report 
from the Committee on Printing which I ask to have considered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of America (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed in paras tet baat 30,000 copies of the Constitution of the United 
States of America, of which 10,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 
for the use of the House. 

tte from the Commitee on Printing, submitted the following 
report: 

‘That the Committee on Printing haye considered the concurrent resolution of 
the House mpun 30,000 copies of the Constitution of the United States in pam- 
phiet form, of which 10,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and direct me to report a substitute there- 
for in the form of a simple House resolution, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That there be printed, in pamphlet form, with paper cover, 30,000 
copies of the Constitution of the United States of America for the use of the 
House of Representatives.” 

The estimated cost of same is H95. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does this provide that they shall be printed 
withont note or comment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question—— 

Mr. FRANK. Before that let me ask the gentleman if this contem- 
plates that this is to be the Constitution pure and simple or is it to be 
annotated and with notes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; simply the undiluted form of the Con- 
stitution, without notes or comments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, unless the gentleman insists on a demand for the 
previous question. The first question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Lye RICHARDSON, I ask that the concurrent resolution lie on the 
table. 

TheSPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection, that order will bemade, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the motion of Mr. HITT, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (S.2591) granting the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the 
claims on account of property of the Chesapeake Female College, pos- 
sessed and used by the United States military authorities; 

A bill (S. 4585) granting a pension to Mary B. Hascall; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 234) to increase from 50 to 100 the number 
of copies of the eulogies on the late Samnel Sullivan Cox, to be deliv- 
ered to his widow. 

SAC AND FOX AND IOWA INDIANS, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois [Mr. Hrrr], I would like to call the attention of 
the Chair to a bill that is on the Speaker’s table with Senate amend- 
ments. I would like to ask that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. It 
is a bill ratifying an agreement with the Sac and Fox Indians and the 
Towa Indians in Oklahoma Territory. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 11915) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Sac and Fox 
nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians of Oklahoma Territory, and to 
make appropriations for carrying out the same, 

The motion of Mr. PERKINS was agreed to. 

` The SPEAKER subsequently unnounced as conferees on the part of 
the House Mr. PERKINS, Mr. BoOTHMAN, and Mr. PEEL. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT, I now renew my motion that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the Honse resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills, with Mr. PAYsoN in the chair. 

Mr. HITT. T call up the bill H. R. 13069, being the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consularserv- 
ice of the United States for the fiscal year ending Juno 39, 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the prior session of the committee, as the 
present occupant of the chairis advised, the first formal reading of the 
bill was dispensed with. The bill is now open to general discussion, 
debate being limited by agreement, as the Chairis informed, to two 
hoursoneitherside. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] is recog- 


nized. ~ 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this bill isto provide for the annually 
recurring wants of the consular and diplomatic establishment of the 
United States, and is in the main but a repetition of the appropriations 
that the House every year enacts. The rules of the House prevented 
the committee from reporting provisions changing in any considerable 
degree the status of ourforeign service, and therefore we have reported 
the bill to sustain our officers, with the same pay and the same grades 
grey ae throughout the world as last year, with scarcely any modi- 

cation. 

The estimates which were sent to Congress by the Executive contain 
suggestions of a great number of improvements in the service, which 
we were constrained by the rules of the House to abstain from report- 
ing. Those estimates for this service amounted to $1,942,000. We 
have reported a bill which appropriates $1,664,925, which is $45,890 
less than the House appropriated for this service last year, Thecause 
of this reduction lay largely in the omission of appropriations for pur- 
poses which have been completed and entirely subserved, and for which 
there was consequently no occasion for further appropriation. Wehave 


increased very slightly the compensation for clerical hire at one post, 
Havana, and diminished it at another, Matamoros, because in the one 
case the business had largely increased and in the other it had consid- 
erably fallen off. : 

We have also adopted in the bill a list of changes of consular oficera 
from feed to salaried, contemplated in a provision in the act oflast year. 
That law required the Executive to submit to Congress in the estimates 
a list of all those feed consulates where the fees amounted to more than 
$1,000 per annum, and estimate for them as for salaried offices, ata 
fixed compensation. We have carried out that provision of law and re- 
sulting estimate, and have transferred eighteen of the consulates from 
feed to salaried consulates. This will effecta reduction of the expend- 
itures of the Government for these consulates, and at the same time 
greatly promote tho efficiency of the service and the public interests 
concerned. 

Twill remind gentlemen, as touching this question of the public in- 
terest, that a feed consular officer is allowed to transact business at his 
post. Heis often a member of some mercantile firm in the city where 
he is the accredited representative of the United States. He engages 
in that business which is most profitable, and it is often that line of 
business in which there is the largest export to the United States. He 
is at the same time the merchant and the officer who certifies his own 
invoices; and not only that, but he certifies, after inspecting them, the 
invoices of all the rival firms. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Have you abolished that? 

Mr. HITT. We have abolished thatas toeighteen consulates. We 
could not go any further under the rules of the House, but we obeyed 
that direction contained in the statute of last year in regard to those 
which were given in the estimates. - 

‘The consulates where these changes have been made are set out on the 
second page of the report, and they are as follows: 


; Fees last | Salary 
Consulates. yonr. proposed. 

Trinidad....... $3, 440.79 $3,000 
Hudders' 7, 090, 00 2,500 
Hull 1,339.50 2, £00 
Neweas 2,315.29 2,500 
Firth... 4,772.50 2,500 
2,050.00 2000 

2.565, 00 2,000 

2, 331, 02 2,000 

1,182, 00 1,500 

1, 457.50 1,500 

1,315, 00 1,500 

1, 040.50 1,500 

Port Rowan.... 1, 470.50 1,500 
St. Christopher 1,424.50 1,500 
St. Hyacinthe 2,993. 00 1,500 
Stanbridge ,, 1, 631,25 1,500 
Vancouver... 1, 158.50 1,500 
Waubaushine . 1,796.50 1,500 
PA ARERO AI EARRA MM tease CA SOIT 41,373.55 | 34,009 


Most of these are cities where the trade of the United States is in 
goods that are subjected to ad valorem rates, and the consul is allowed 
to certify to his own invoices in every case where he is engaged in the 
business of exportation. For instance, take Huddersfield, which until 
recently was an agency under Leeds, but is now an independent offica 
and collects over $7,000 in fees; and it is here proposed to allow the 
consul a salary of $2,500, which will be a saving to the Treasury and 
abetter method of compensation. Al the goods shipped from Hudders- 
field are in the ad valorem class. At the present time this consular 
officer, being paid in fees, is permitted by existing laws to engage in 
trade. A consul who is a member of a mercantile house or engaged in 
trade comes into competition with other shippers. He certifies to his 
own invoices and has the constant privilege of inspecting the busi- 
ness of his rivals, as their invoices all come under his hands, By pay- 
ing 3 salary to the consul it naturally results in a more healthy condi- 
tion of the consularservice and guards against temptation and possible 
frauds. 

Some of these are ports where the consul has only to certify to ac- 
counts for the relief of seamen, and the Government pays them, and 
out of this grows temptation. Hull is a post to which the Department 
has invited the particular attention of the committee, not only by the 
estimates, but by communications last year and this year from the 
Assistant Seeretary. This estimate has been submitted for four suc- 
cessive years, and the necessity for a fixed salary at that post suficient 
to enable a worthy man to live, and to remove him entirely from the 
line of trade, is urgent, and in this case more than others. For fifteen 
years there has been a series of irregularities in the conduct of the 
office at Hull, The occupant of this office is permitted under the Jaw 
to engage in trade and is compensated forhis service by fees that he 
may collect for official service rendered. Hull is one of the great re- 
fitting seaports of England, second only to Liverpool so far as American 
vessels are concerned, 

The most profitable trade in which the consul can engage being the 
supply of materials for refitting ships or boarding or relieving destitute 
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American seamen, he associates himself with persons engaged in those 
lines of trade. That his sales should be large is, of course, his first in- 
terest, They are large, as his accounts show, and so they have shown 
since this state of things existed, and so they may continue to show so 
long as matters are allowed to remain in their present condition. An 
energetic letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompanied by 
numerous inclosures, goes to show how extensive this is, There is no 
doubt that in years past serious fraud has been practiced on the Gov- 
ernment, thongh it is yery difficult to establish these facts by absolute 
roof. 

$ By theshipping actnow in force consular officers who are paid wholly 
or in part by fees are no longer required to look to the vessel or tothe 
seamen for their fees, but they most willingly render, as they are re- 
quired by the law todo, any and every service required by masters and 
seamen. Itissaid thatthey frequently suggest thatservice be rendered 
or certified, in order that they may secure a voucher from the master de- 
claring that such services were required or rendered, which certificate, 
when presented to the Treasury Department, entitles the consular ofi- 
cer to draw from that Department cash payment for all such service. 
It is very desirable that a consul at this post may be secured who by 
law will be restricted from trade and whose compensation will be sut- 
ficient to enable him to live respectably and remove the temptations 
which now surround and for years past have surrounded the occupant 
of the consulate at Hull. It is an undesirable place for residence, but 
it is indispensable that we have a full consular officer at that post. 

It will be found by going over the list, if gentlemen will inspect it, 
that there is a considerable saving made to the Treasury of the United 
States by this change, Every one who is familiar with the revenues 
of the service will see at once the great improvement it will effect to 
the service. 

As I said, this bill contemplates no change of policy or method, no 
raising or lowering of grade or pay in any of the salaried officers, in the 
diplomatic or consular service; no new offices, no new expense. It is 
so familiar in its terms, in its details of every kind, to the members of 
the House who have listened to the discussion of this same appropria- 
tion bill heretofore, that, desiring to have the bill acted upon as 
promptly as possible, I will not detain the House further at this time, 
except if be to answer questions or to give, if I can, explanation that 
may be required, and therefore I shall yield now to my colleague on 
the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Why does not your committee recommend that 
our representatives at the courts of Great Britain and Russia and at 
Paris be made embassadors for the benefit of the public service, when 
it can be done by the expenditure of a word and of no additional 
money? 

Mr. HITT. That isa question which has often been discussed in the 
House, and efforts have been repeatedly made on this floor to change 
the grade of our representatives, but never successfully; and the com- 
mittee desired to have a bill that would pass and avoid provoking long, 
sterile, academic debates here. That has again and again been debated 
in the House, and while I admit the merit of the suggestion I know 
also it will be met by the assertion that it implies an increase in ex- 
penditure, and that would consequently raise objection to the passage 
of the bill. The committee did not consider it or put it in the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I know, Mr. Chairman, that recently our very able 
minister to France gave to me a statement showing great substantial 
loss, and perhaps humiliation to American citizens, by reason of the 
fact that this great country was compelled to come after a Jong line of 
embassadors from various little countries, to the positive detriment of 
our own citizens, in the delay of obtaining an audience with the Presi- 
dent of the Republic of France. : 

Mr. HITT. I could confirm much of what the gentleman says from 
my own personal experience. I will now yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire tosay tomy colleague onthe committee 
that it is not. necessary that he should yield his time to me, as there 
are two hours of general debate on either side, 

Mr. HITT. I yield the floor, not the time, to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, in considering our foreign relations 
there should be as little partisanship as possible. We should all desire 
to maintain peaceable, friendly, and dignified relations with all the 
countries of the world, and we should all desiro that our diplomatic 
and consular service should be supported in a manner becoming and 
appropriate to our great nation. Washington, in his farewell address, 
announced the leading principle of our diplomatic policy when he said: 

Tho great rulo of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is,in exercising 
our Pamma neoa relations,to have with them as little political connection as 
poss . 

S And Jefferson condensed and made epigrammatic this policy when 

e said: 

Peace, commerce, honest friendship with all nations; entangling alliances 
with none. 3 


The policy announced by these great patriots and statesmen has been 


adhered to by all Administrations since the organization of our Gov- 
ernment, and there has also been conspicuous economy in the manage- 
ment of our diplomatic and consular service. 

Last yearabout $460, 000,000 were expended to pay the expenses of our 
permanent and regular appropriations. The whole amount expended 
that year for our foreign service was only $1,710,000. This year we 
havealready passed a pension bill appropriating $135,099,785 ; we have 
passed an army appropriation bill amounting to $24,629,921 ; we have 
passed a District of Columbia appropriation bill amounting to $5,380,- 
676 ; and we have passed a navy appropriation bill amounting to $31,- 
000,000. 

The bill now under consideration, known as the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill, appropriates only $1,664,925; but there should 
be deducted from this amount $1,039,658, which constitutes the total 
receipts of our consdlar service, leaving a net cost of only about $600,- 
000 for the maintenance of our diplomatic and consular service. 

There is no country perhaps in the world which has, considering all 
circumstances, & cheaper and more efficient service than we have. The 
diplomatic and consular service of Great Britain cost last year over 
$5,000,000 and that of France abont $3,000,000; ours, therefore, cost 
but about one-half as much as that of France and a little over one- 
third that of Great Britain. 

It may be said also in this connection that ‘the diversions of our 
diplomats”? are both interesting and instructive, Their duties do not 
prevent them from indulging their literary tastes, for itis said that Hon. 
Whitelaw Reid, our minister to France, is now engaged in translating 
the memoirs of Talleyrand, and Hon. Charles Emory Smith, our min- 
ister to Russia, is translating into English The Czar’s Reminiscences, 
which when published will be adorned with illustrations by Petrovich 
Shkinskoff, the greatest of Russian illustrators, 

Itis said also that Hon. William Walter Phelps, our minister to 
Germany, is preparing a compendious and critical review of the public 
life of Bismarck, and that Hon. Clark E. Carr, our minister to Den- 
mark, has nearly completed his epitomization of famous Norse sagas, 
and that Hon. John C. New, the distinguished consul-general at Lon- 
don, is varying the monotony of his duties by writing a book on the 
manners and customs of England; and how many more of our diplo- 
mats and consuls haye caught the literary fever I am not able to tell; 
but their diversions give us the pleasant assurance that our friendly 
relations with the nations to which these distinguished gentlemen are 
accredited are undisturbed, and peace reigns supreme. 

TIE BILL, 

In most of its provisions the bill under consideration is the same as 
the act passed last year; no change is made in the salary of any min- 
ister or consul as fixed by existing law; but I wish to call attention to 
the changes proposed in cighteen commercial agencies, now being paid 
by fees, which have been changed to salaried consuls, and I now submit 
the names of the places, fees collected last year, and salaries proposed: 


Commercial agency. Fees last | Salary 


year. proposed. 
Trinidad ... $3,449, 79 $3,000 
Huddersiie! 7, 090. 00 2,500 
cette sa? 1,339, 50 2,500 
Newcastle, Now South Wales 2, 315. 29 2,500 
Firth...... 4,772.50 2,500 
Roubaix. 2, 050.00 2, 000 
Magdebu 2, 565. 00 2,000 
Curacon . 2, 331.02 2,000 
Rosario... 1,152, 00 1,500 
Limoges. 1,457.50 1,500 
Rouen... 1,315.00 1,500 
Moncton ... 1,040.50 1,500 
Port Rowan.. 1, 470.50 1,509 
St. Christophe: 1,424.50 1,500 
St. Hyacinthe 2,993.00 1,500 
Stanbridge .... 1,631.25 1,500 
Vancouver 1,158.50 1,500 
Waubaushine 1,796, 50 1,500 


The experience of the past shows that when a consul receives a sal- 
ary he is not so vigilant in the collection of fees as when he obtains his 
compensation from the fees of his office. As there are eight of these 
commercial agencies where the fees collected last year were less than 
the salary now proposed to be given and as there are four where the 
fees were about the same as the salaries, I think it is to the interest of 
the service that they should remain as commercial agencies and not now 
be made salaried consulates. In this way $32,000 will be saved forour 
Government, 

My observation, after six years’ service upon the Committee on For- 
cign Affairs, is that, whenever a commercial agency is changed into a 
feed consulate, the industry, the watchfulness, and the close attention 
to duty of tho officer frequently diminish. For this reason, where 
a commercial agent is now collecting fees only about equal totheamount 
proposed to be allowed by way of salary or less than the amount of the 
proposed salary, I am not in favor of making the change. 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCREARY,. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BREWER. The fees collected at the several consulates which | why should this bill authorize an establishment whose chief officers 
are returned to the Government are those for certifying invoices, I be- | seemed to be obedient to the rule which places bureaus under the direct 


lieve? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes; mainly. 

Mr. BREWER. Then I take it that, whether the officer be a com- 
mercial agent or a consul, he will certify all the invoices that are pre- 
sented, and he can not either increase or decrease the number. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman will take the Auditor’s report 
and examine the commercial agencies that have been changed into feed 
consulates he will find that in almost every instance where the aggre- 
gate of the fees was small it has become still less after the agency was 
converted into a salaried consulate. I believe this result is owing to 
the fact that the officer after he is compensated by a salary becomes 
less vigilant than he was when he was paid with the fees collected by 
him. 4 

‘The next item in the bill to which I call attention is as follows: 

To pay the salaries of ministers, consuls, and other officers of the United 
States for the periods actually and necessarily occupied in receiving instruc- 
tions, and in making transits to and from their posts, in pursuance of section 
1740, Revised Statutes, so much as may be necessary for the fiscal year ending 
January 30, 1892, is hereby appropriated. 

This item in the bill is objectionable, because it is too vague and 
indefinite and does not name the amount appropriated. An indefinite 
appropriation should never be made when it is possible to fix even 
approximately a specific sum, which in this case could be very easily 
done. The Department can certainly tell about what sum would be 
necessary under this appropriation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like toask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreAny] whether there are in this billany increases of sala- 
ries fixed at present by law. 

Mr. MCCREARY. No, sir; there are no increases of salaries except 
those to which I have referred, the salaries of the eighteen commer- 
cial agencies. 

Mr. ENLOE. Are there any new offices created? 

Mr. McCREARY. Only those towhich [have referred, the changes 
of the commercial agencies into consulates. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wouldlike to inquireaboutthesalary of the consul 
atSamoa. Has there been any change in that? 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘There has been no change in the salary of the 
consul at Apia (Samoan Islands). 

The next item to which I call attention refers to a commercial bu- 
reau and is as follows: 

For * The International Union of American Republics, for the prompt collec- 
tion and distribution of commercial information,” $36,000, and the sums con- 
tributed by other American republics for this purpose, when collected, shall 
be covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, every member ofthis House who has served hereany 
length of time is aware that I am a friend in every regard of the people 
of Central and South America and am ready to do anything that can 
be done to improve our commercial and social relations with those 
people. For six years I have advocated in this House every measure 
that I thought would lead to the improvement of our relations with 
the republics south of us, and no one appreciates more than I do the 
friendly intercourse, the expanding business relations, and the identity 
of interests of the American republics; yet I do not believe this item 
of the bill should be passed in its present form. 

The diplomatic and consular appropriation bill passed during the last 
session of Congress contained a provision appropriating $36,000 for the 
organization and establishment under the Secretary of State of this 
Bureaw of Commercial Information. It is reliably stated that the bu- 
reau was organized last December and has headquarters somewhere 
on Lafayette Square. When I examine the full and complete quarterly 
reports made by the Bureau of Statistics, in the Treasury Department, 
on the foreign commerce of the United States, which includes compre- 
hensiveand exhaustive statements about all the nations of North, South, 
and Central America, and when I examine the annual report issued by 
the Treasury Departmenton thecommerce of the United States and other 
foreign countries with Mexico, Central America, the West Indies, and 
South America, and when I remember reports issued by the Bureau of 
Statistics in the State Departmentand the reports of our consuls sent to 
the Department from every part of the globe and printed and distributed 
broadcast over our country, I can not appreciate the necessity for the 
Commercial Bureau, which was first authorized to be organized during 
the last session of Congress. 

If this bureau has been of special value to American Republics or to 
members of Congress I have failed to ascertain it. No report, no 
pamphlet, no printed information of any kind has ever reached me from 
this bureau, whose location was unknown fo me until yesterday. 
this bureau is to be maintained at Washington itshould be organized, 
as the law of Jast year intended, under the direction of the Secretary 
of State and located in the State Department, and notat an inconven- 
ient place, and the United States should notappropriate $36,000, which 
is the whole amount needed to maintain the bureau, but we should 
appropriate $18,000, the amount allotted to the United States, and 
the other American Republics, according to the agreement, should con- 
tribute the other half. 

Why should we furnish all the money to maintain the bureau and 


supervision and control of an executive officer of the Government? 


į Proper respect for the other American Republics who contribute money 


to support this commercial bureau and proper regard for our interests 
require that this bureau, iforganized, should be maintained in a manner 
becoming and appropriate to the interests and business of the American 
Republics. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
at this point, He appears to be addressing his interrogatory to his 
colleagues on the floor. Might we not more appropriately address 
that inquiry to the gentleman himself, who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs? Might we not ask him to give us the rea- 
son, which he is calling upon us to give, why this bureau should be 
maintained ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam simply calling the attention of the House 
to this provision. I amin the minority in this House and on the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. Does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam aware of it. [Laughter ] 

Mr. MCCREARY. And I willsay to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I am here trying to be a sentinel on the watch tower to call at- 
tention to that which seems to be improper or unnecessary in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask the gentleman whether he was not 
in the majority on the same committee in the Jast House and why he 
joined in reporting this provision then? 

Mr. McCREARY. My party was in the majority the last Congress, 
but no such provision was then in the bill, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Then I did not understand the gentieman. 

Mr. McCREARY. Isaid that at the last session of Congress there 
was an appropriation made similar to that now asked and the same 
party was then in the majority as now. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. How much of this $36,000 goes to pay 
the salaries or expenses of the oflicers who constitute this bureau? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not know the amount paid as salaries to 
those connected with this bureau. I have been informed to-day that 
there is a director, a Portuguese translator, two Spanish translators, 
a statistician, two clerks, a stenographer, and two typewriters. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know whether this bureau was organ- 
ized by the Secretary of State under the appropriation to which the 
gentleman has referred, without any specific provision of law directing 
the organization, or was the organization of the bureau provided for 
by law and certain offices thereby created. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The organization and establishment of the bu- 
reau by the Secretary of State was authorized by a special provision in 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill passed last session, and 
$36,000 were appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman from Kentucky will excuse another 
interruption, I would like to inquire if there has been any more defi- 
nite information in regard to this bureau brought before the commit- 
tee than he has given to the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. There was no other information brought before 
the committee than that I have given. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the only objections which I wish to present 
to the bill at present, but now that we are so near the end of the ses- 
sion I wish to present to this House and tothe country a brief history of 


THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS, 


Although this committee ranks among the more important commit- 
tees of the House, it did not have a day during the last ten-month 
session of Congress for the consideration of its bills, and it has not had 
an hour during this session for the consideration of its bills, although 
it has now upon the Calendars of the Honse twenty-seven bills, and 
many of them of great importance. During the last or Fiftieth Con- 
gress eleven days were given to the Committee on Foreign Affairs for 
the consideration of bills favorably reported by that committee, and in 
all the Congresses in which I have served at least three days each ses- 
sion have been allowed this committee. 

It will not do to say that the committee has not asked-for time, for 
resolution after resolution has been introduced and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules providing for a day for the consideration of the bills 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs; but all these resolutions 
have seemed to sleep the sleep which knows no awakening in the room 
of the Committee on Rules. 

We kad public scandals last session, the outgrowth of attempts to 
legislate without rules for nearly three months, although the Consti- 
tution declares “each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 


If | ings,” and the result also of the unwise and unfair rules that were 


finally adopted, and we had a comedy of errors in legislation, such as 
the tariff bill, the silver bill, the force bill, and the bill to reorganize 
the Federal judiciary, all of which were rushed through under a gag 
rule limiting or denying debate. I hoped that fair play and justice 
would be inaugurated this session, but the attempt to suppress the 
business of the Foreign Affairs Committee shows that the reign of the 
Committee on Rules, sometimes called the committee of dictators, is 
still oppressing this House. 

I can think of but one explanation for the treatment which has been 
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extended to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that is that the 
committee of dictators are unwilling for certain bills to be considered 
which have been reported and placed upon the Calendar by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. Among these bills, and high on the Calen- 
dar, are a bill in favor of 


RECIPROCITY TREATIES 

with the other republics of the American continent and a joint reso- 
Intion to promote commercial reciprocity with Canada. Is there any 
good reason why these measuresshould not be considered? Are they 
the great obstacles which have prevented the consideration of any meas- 
ure reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs? Do they, like 
Banquo’s ghost, stand in the way of fair play and justice in the trans- 
action of the business of this House. 

Recent advices from Canada indicate that there will be an early dis- 
solution of parliament, to be followed speedily bya general election of 
members to anew house of commons. Those who profess to knoware 
emphatic in the statement that a large majority of the Canadian pco- 

le are in fayor of commercial reciprocity between Canada and the 
United States. If we offer reciprocity to the Southern nationsof this 
continent, why should we not offer it to Canada? 

Bound together as this nation and Canada are by race, language, 
tradition, and similar institutions, with Canadian territory running 
hundreds of miles into the United States and the United States terri- 
tory running hundreds of miles around Canada, with great transcon- 
tinental lines of railway connecting and cementing the two countries, 
it is dificult now to understand why the reciprocity treaty between 
the United States and Canada should have been terminated in 1866. 
Canada isa grand market for our products and a magnificent source of 
supply. 

During the existence of the reciprocity treaty Canada bought from 
us largely more than she sold us; indeed she bought from us in those 
years more than all the Central and South American republics pur- 
chased, and Canadians are the only people in the world who now buy 
more from us than they sell to us. With only 5,000,000 people, 
Canada purchased last year from the United States $55,879,192 worth 
of our products, The purchases of South America and Central Amer- 
ica, with 50,000,000 of people, amounted to only $45,000,000. 

Why, then, should this House be denied the privilege under auto- 
cratic rales to even consider a resolution which simply encourages 
improved trade relations between the United States and Canada? 
Everything pleads for unfettered commerce, and, if any member of the, 
House knows any good reason why we should not hold ont to Canada 
the same opportunities for commercial reciprocity that we do to Mexico 
and the Central and South American Republics, I should like to hear 
them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before the gentleman leaves this will he 
permita question ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there anything in this bill looking to 
the promotion of what my friend advocates? 

Mr. McCREARY. To what point do ‘you refer? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have reference to the question of enlarg- 
ing our trade with our neighbors on the north of us, to which the gen- 
tleman was referring when Ientered the Hall, Isthereanything bear- 
ing upon that question directly in this bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY. The gentleman came in while I was speaking 
and did not know the connection in which I made the statement. I 
said, before the gentleman entered, that during the last session of Con- 
gress the Committee on Foreign Affairs was not allowed a day for the 
consideration of its business; that at this session we had not had an 
hour, and that, therefore, there must be some reason why our resolu- 
tions asking for a day had been neglected, and that in my opinion one 
reason was that the Committee on Rules did not desire or that it was 
unwilling that we should consider commercial reciprocity with Canada. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Well, I think you are right. 

Mr. ENLOE. I asked a question in regard to the salary of the con- 
sul at Samoa which has been answered. I would like the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEARY] to tell the House something respect- 
ing the condition of Samoan affairs and the result of the Samoan con- 
ference held at Berlin Jast year. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘To answer the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee I will have to give a brief history of Samoan affairs. 

SAMOAN AFFAIRS, 

Some years ago there was a revolution in Samoa. ‘There are nine 
islands which constitute what is known as the Samoan Islands. The 
three most important of these are Sawaii, Upolu, and Tutuila. About 
three years ago the revolution which broke out there resulted in the 
king, Malietoa, being deposed. If I remember correctly Tamesese, 
the vice king, and Mataata, commanding hostile forces, engaged in a 
civil war. 

On account of the importance of these islands commercially and as 
Strategic points, and especially on account of the importance of our 
harbor and coaling station at Pango Pango, the United States, Ger- 
many, and Great Britain, which also have important harbors there, 
have each been unwilling to let the other have control of the islands, 


and consequently each has had something to say for years past with 
reference to the manner in which Samoan affairs shall be managed. 
When the revolution broke out to which I have just referred and Ma- 
lietoa was deposed, England, the United States, and Germany under- 
took to quiet and settle the trouble, and finally agreed to the confer- 
ence to which the gentleman from Tennessee has referred, 

That conference was held last year at Berlin, in Germany, and Wil- 
liam Walter Phelps, John A. Kasson, and George Bates represented 
the United States; Germany was represented by three plenipotentiaries, 
and Great Britain also by three plenipotentiaries, The gentleman has 
asked me what was the result of that conference and if its conclusions 
were satisfactory. I must say for myself I am not pleased with the 
results of the conference. It lasted only about six weeks. 

There were but nine formal conferences in’all during the six weeks, 
and when the conference adjourned and the results were published it 
was found that Great Britainand Germany had controlled the conference 
through their plenipotentiaries. Malietoa wasput back upon the throne, 
and it was provided that the King of Sweden and Norway should have 
the right toselect the chief justice of Samoaif the three signatory powers 
should not agree. They did not agree, and the King of Sweden and 
Norway selected an Englishman, who is now chief justice of Samoa. 

The king is a mere figurehead. ‘The Berlin conventional agreement 
gives to the chief justice power almost absolute, for, in casea question ` 
arises in Samoa respecting the rightful election or appointment of king- 
or any chief or respecting the validity of the powers of the king or 
chief, me chief justice has the power to render a decision which shall 
be final. 

He also has the power to recommend to the Government of Samoa 
the passage of any law which he considers just and proper, and the 
practice and procedure of comrmon Jaw, equity, and admiralty, as ad- 
ministered in the courts of England, are made applicable to his courts 
and he is authorized to modify such practice and procedure as he think, 

roper. 
: The salary of the chief justice is $6,000 in gold per annum. Ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Berlin conventional agreement, which 
has been ratified by the United States Senate, our Government is pay- 
ing cne-third of the salary required to maintain the chief justice of Sa- 
moa who has more power than any king on earth. 

There is another provision in the articles agreed upon in the con- 
ference to which I will call attention. There is a provision which re- 
quires the president of the council of Apia to be paid $5,000 per annum. 
He is paid in the same way as the chief justice; and by that agree- 
ment the United States will this year, and perhaps every year, pay one- 
third of his . I am not able to explain why these expenses 
should be borne by the United States when we seem to get so little out 
of the conference. 

Thereis still another provision whichimpressed me unfavorably when 
T read the various articles agreed upon by that conference. White la- 
borers under the Berlin agreement are taxed $5 per head in Samoa. 
In this day and time when we are advocating so earnestly justice to 
the laboring man, and equality, I find an article adopted by this con- 
ference which is entitled, “A declaration respecting taxation and rev- 
enuein Samoa,’ which imposes a tax upon white laborers and domes- 
ties of $5 per head. . 

Mr. ENLOE. That, then, I understand to bea provision for taxing 
a man for the privilege of laboring ? 

Mr. McCCREARY. Itseems to be a very unusual and a very unjust 
provision. ‘These gentlemen representing Great Britain and Germany 
and the United States while engaged at the conference did not forget 
the colored man. 

They imposed a tax on the colored plantation laborers of $2 per head, 
but the tax on Samoans and other Pacific Islanders who are not labor- 
ers is only $1 per head. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to inquire of the gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] if he knows of any other country in the world 
where labor is regarded and treated by the authorities as a luxury 
and where the privilege of laboring is taxed as a luxury. 

Mr. McCREARY. Idonot know of any other country in the world 
where such a tax is imposed as is provided for in this Berlin Confer- 
ence. And thatis the reason why I have answered at some length 
the question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. Iam 
not pleased with the result of that conference. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like toask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MCCREARY] if our American commissioners agreed to 
that kind ofa regulation. Did they indorse it and support it? 

Mr. McCREARY. The message of the President of the United 
States and the printed copy of the agreement and proceedings trans- 
mitted by him to the Senate show that all of the United States com- 
missioners signed the agreement which contains the provisions to 

which I have referred, and one of them, Hon. William Walter Phelps, 
has been rewarded by being appointed United States minister to Ger- 
many. - 

Mr, GOODNIGHT, Is not our tariff tax levied on the same. basis 
and principle as that? 

Mr. McCREARY. The tariff tax imposed bya Republican Congress 
is very much on that line. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In regard to the business of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, I desire to ask whether that committee has taken any 
action in regard to the message of the President of the United States 
referred to that committee on the Gth of December last, in regard to 
the killing of General Barrundia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Is he not dead? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] remembers that on the 13th of September, 1890, I intro- 
duced a resolution in the House of Representatives declaring that the 
assassination of Barrundia on the steamer Acapulco, under the flag of 
the United States, was an outrage that demanded investigation, and 
called upon the President of the United States to send to this House 
suchinformation as he possessed, if not deemed incompatible with the 
public interest. 

After the lapse of a number of days the President did send us the 
information he had in regard to the assassination of Barrundia; and I 
hope that no member of this House, not only on this side, but on the 
Republican side, will feel offended when I characterize the killing of 
General Barrundia as “assassination,’’ hecause the Hon. Secretary of 
State, James G. Blaine, who had before him all the circumstances and 
all the details of the case, in his letter to Mr. Mizner, characterizes 
it and denounces it as “‘ assassination.’’ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Weall agree about that. Ido not 
see any necessity for making any farther fuss about it. Weall agree 
that it was assassination. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I affered the resolution to which 
T have just referred, and at the time I offered it I said to this House: 

The killing of General Barrundia by the Guatemalan authorities on the 
United States steamship Acapulco has attracted wide attention not only inthis 
country, but in Central and South America and also in Eiropa: Public indi 
nation hasincreased as the facts of this eS havo become known, and Subs 
Nesentimentdemands that there should be athorough and searching investiga- 
tion into the killing of this distinguished political refugee onan American vessel 
and under the flag of the United States. 

General Barrundia was in 1585 the minister of war under Barrios, then Presi- 
dent of the Republicof Guatemala. He was aman conspicuous in Central 
America, beeause of his scholarship and of his courage. nder the general 
mutationgand changesin Guatemala he had become an exile from his own coun- 
gy, ane at the time he was killed had taken passage upon an American vessel 

anama,. 

There was no law and no precedent to authorize the United States minister 
to Central America, Mr. Mizner, to direct orto even suggest to the captain of 
the Acapulco that it was his duty to give up this passenger upon his vessel to 
the authorities of Guatemala, And, Mr,Speaker, when United States Minister 
Mizner advised Captain Pitts, who was in command of the Pacific Mail steam- 
ship Acapulco, over which was floating the fing of the United States, that it 
was his duty to give up this passenger, he violated the law and all precedents 
relating to such eases, - 

I wish the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to be 
adopted, because I believe Minister Mizner exceeded his authority and is un- 
worthy to be s United States minister; and the captain of the Acapulco com- 
mitted acrime, or a blunder worse than a crime, and because I believe also that 
the United States officers in command of the war vessels Ranger and Thetis, 
that were within pistol-shot of the tragedy when it occurred, failed to do their 
duty; therefore we owe itto ourselves, we owe it to our country, and weowe 
it to our flag to investigate carefully the circumstances under which the killing 
occurred and provide for proper redress and for proper punishment. 

The details of this cruel and unwarranted assassination are too well 
understood to need further comment by me. ‘The Secretary of State, 
by order of the President, recalled and removed Minister Mizner, and 
in his letter to him said thathe has yet to find in the records of the State 
Department the faintest trace of any instruction or the slighest war- 
rant for the assumption by any diplomatic or consular representative 
of authority to act as did Mr. Mizner in connection with the killing 
of General Barrundia. 

The Secretary of the Navy pronounced mnyualified censure on Lieu- 
tenant Commander Reiter for his conduct and relieved him ofhis com- 
mand and ordered him to return to the United States. 

As all has been done that was demanded hy me when the resolution 
of investigation was introduced and asthe Committee on Foreign Affairs 
is satisfied with the action of the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
Trespond to the question of the gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
by saying no further action has been taken by the Committe2 on For- 
eign Affairs relative to the message of the President. 

` ‘There are some curious facts connected with the Barrundia affair to 

which I call attention. It is peculiar that Reiter, who was only a 
lieutenant commander when he failed to do his duty, and for which he 
was censured by the Secretary of the Navy, should have been pro- 
moted to the rank of commander on September 27 and confirmed by the 
Senate on the 29th of September, 1890, the very day he was relieved 
of his command. It is also very remarkable in connection with the 
Barrundia tragedy that the present Administration should have waited 
for about three months after the assassination of Barrundia, which was 
caused by the unlawful and unwarranted conduct of a United States 
minister on an American vessel and under the American flag, before 
disavowing his conduct and removing him from office. 

It is strange also that the conduct of Mr. Mizner was not disavowed 
and the order for his removal issued until after the result of the last 
November election was thundering in the ears of the Administration. 


Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 


Would France or England have waited solong? Would Clay, Webster, 
Seward, or Bayard have taken so many days as the present premier has 
taken weeks to act after the sad and terrible facts were before him? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Before the gentleman leaves the 
Barrundia case I would like to ask him if he agrees with the interpre- 
tation of international law by the Department in their censure of Com- 
mander Reiter. ` 

Mr. MCCREARY. I believe that under international law Com- 
mander Reiter did not do his duty and I believe that Mr. Mizner did 
not do his duty. Andin support of my position I will read to my 
friend’ from West Virginia [Mr. WriisoN] the interpretation of inter- 
national Jaw made by that great and gifted, that tried and trne states- 
man, Daniel Webster. In the Creole case, in 1842, in the course of his 
correspondence with Lord Ashburton, Mr. Webster used this language: 

Enlightened nations in modern times do clearly hold that the jurisdiction 
and Jaws of a nation accompany her ships not only over the highseas, butinto 
ports and harbors or wheresoever they may be water-borne, for the general 
purpose of governing and regulating the rights, duties, ind obligations of those 
on board thereof, and that to the extent of the exercise of this jurisdiction they 
are considered as part of the territory of the nation itself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the deck of that American vessel, the Acapulco, 
on which General Barrundia had taken passage from Mexico to Panama, 
was at that moment thesame as the territory of the United States, and 
the Guatemalan soldiers, or police, had no more right to go upon that 
vessel and shoot down General Barrundia under the American flag than 
they had to come upon American soil and shoot him down. Secre- 
tary Marcy sustained Mr. Webster when he said: 

To surrender political offenders is not a duty, but,on the contrary, compli- 
nance with such a demand would be considered a dishonorable subserviency to 
a foreign power, an act meriting the reprobation of mankind. 

I have a number of authorities, Mr. Chairman, that I used when I 
was addressing the Mouse before in connection with the Barrundia 
case. Ishall notrefer to them to-day because I do not think it is nec- 


essary. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman, Defore he leaves the citation 
of Mr. Marcy’s language, tell the House in what relation Mr. Marcy 
used that language ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave not the case before me, Ihaveonly the 
extract. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ifyouplease. If we are to have the declaration 
of Mr. Marcy cited as an authority, we ought to know in what con- 
nection the language was used. When the case is examined it may 
be found as far from being an authority as the quotation from Mr. 
Webster is from being an authority in the Barrundia case. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from California that the quotation from Mr. Webster made by me is 
appropriate in this case, and I think any fair-minded man who ex- 
amines it will believe that itis Further, I call the attention of the 
gentleman from California to the fact that the present Secretary of 
State, Hon. James G. Blaine, amember and distinguished leader of the 
party to which the gentleman belongs, when he wrote his letter to Mr. 
Mizner recalling and removing him, thought the language of Mr. Web- 
ster to which I have referred*was appropriate, and cited it as good 
authority. , i 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. a 

Mr. DALZELL. Do I understand the gentleman to maintain the 
proposition that the deck of a merchant vessel within the jurisdiction 
of a foreign country is the same as the soil of the country to which the 
yessel belongs? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave read the gentleman the authorities and 
-I call his attention to them, 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask you whether or not you intend to maintain 
that proposition. r 7 

Mr. McCREARY. I will read to the gentleman, if he desires it, 
what Mr. Webster said on that subject. 

Mr. DALZELL. - I ask the gentleman for his own views, not for 
Mr. Webster’s. I understand what Mr. Webster said in the Creole 
case, but I want the views of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will give the gentleman my views after I have 
read this extract. Iread again from the Creole case. Mr. Webster 
said: 

A ship, though at anchor in a foreign harbor, preserves its jurisdiction and 
its laws. Itis natural to consider the vessels of a nation as parts of its terri- 
tory, though at sea, as the state retains its jurisdiction over them; and, ac- 
cording to the commonly received custom, this jurisdiction is preserved over 
the vessels, even in parts of the sea subject to a foreign domination. Thisis 
the doctrine of the law of nations clearly laid down by writers of received au- 
marny and entirely conformable, as it is supposed, with the practice of modern 
nt aE be committed on board ofan American vessel by one of thecrew 
upon another or upon a passenger, or bya passenger on ono of the crew oran- 
other passenger, while such vessel is lying in a port within the jurisdiction of 
a foreign state or sovereignty, the offense is cognizable and punishable by the 

roper court of the United States in the same manner as if such offense had 

en commit on board the vessel on the high seas. * * * Itistrue that 
Hiari ofa nation over a vessel helonging to it while lying in the 
port of another is not necessarily wholly exclusive. We do notso consider or 
soassertit, For any unlawful acts done by her while thus lying in port, and 
for all contracts entered into while there by her master or owners, she and 
they must, doubtless, be answerable to the laws of the placo. 
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Lindorse that position and have read it as an explanation of my re- 
marks, 

Mr. DALZELL, Then the broad proposition as stated by the gen- 
tleman awhile ago, that the deck of an American vessel, when in for- 
eign waters, is the same as American soil is not to be relied upon—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not modify the statement I made, I au- 
Swer your question simply by reading the statement of Mr. Webster 
and telling you that T indorse it. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘Then, will the gentleman say whether he believes 
thé statement made awhile ago is in exact accordance with the doc- 
trine Jaid down by Mr. Webster? 

Mr. MCCREARY. ‘The statement, so far as I made it awhile ago; 
is in accordance with the position of Mr. Webster. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The gentleman will have his time hereafter. I 
can not use upall my time in answering questions, Mr. Chairman, 
how long have I heen speaking ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has occupied one hour. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will endeavor to close very soon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe present occupant of the chair correctly 
understands the position of the question, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreany] is entitled to control the time in opposition to 
the bill, and therefore in the absence of objection the Chair will recog- 
nize him as entitled to the floor until he concludes, the time occupied 
by him not to exceed two hours. 


THE BENRING SEA DISPUTE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McCREARY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In your remarks you have referred to the fact 
that our country was enjoying peaceable relations with all countries. 
In the consideration and discussion of the naval appropriation bill, and 
I think also of the fortifications appropriation bill, we had held over 
us ns an influence to make us make large appropriations the danger of 
war resulting from the Behring Sea trouble, a seal-skin war. I would 
like to know if any of the legislation the gentleman. has mentioned 
looked to treating with that difficulty and if the Committee on Foreign 
Afairs has taken any steps or undertaken to take any steps in the di- 
rection of assisting the State Department in avoiding this threatened 
war. 

I wonld like to have an explanation of the present status of the 
dispute. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The question asked me by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OurmwAtre] presents a very interesting and an almost end- 
less theme, The Behring Sea dispute is at this time comprehensive, 
important, and vexatious, Itis botha diplomatic and judicial question. 
My limited time will not allow me to explain the present situation as 
fully as I would like, but I will be glad to answer the questions of my 
friend from Ohio as fully as my time will permit. 

The Behring Sea dispute had its origin in the catching of sealsin this 
now famous sea. Behring Sea is about 900 miles long and about 1,000 
miles wide, and is bounded on the north by the Frozen Sea, south by the 
Pacific Ocean, east by Alaska, and west by Siberia. In 1867 the United 
States acquired Alaska from Russia by purchase for the sum of $7,200,- 
000, The fnr-seal islands of Behring Sea are four in number; two, the 
Pribylov Islands, called St. Georgeand St. Paul, belong to the United 
States, and two, the Commander Islands, Behring and Copper, belong 
to Russia. The Russian seal rookeries are on the Siberian side and 
the American seal rookeries are on the Alaska side of Behring Sea. 
There are islands scattered all over Behring Sea, but only four of thom 
have fur-seal rookeries. 

In former years fur seals were found in great numbers on various 
islands in the South Pacific Ocean, but they were indiscriminately 
slaughtered, and the rookeries wero all deserted except one rookery 
on Lobos Island, near the mouth of the Plate, in South America. It 
is believed that there were about four millions of furseals at the United 
States rookeries in 1889. 

Russia always asserted absolute jurisdiction over her North Ameri- 
can possessions, and in order to understand how she exercised her do- 
minion we have only to read the ordinance of the Emperor of Russia 
issued the 4th of September, 1821, which is as follows: 


Secrion1. Transactions ofeommerce and the pursuitof sealingand fishing or 
any other industry en the islands,in the harborsand inlets,and in generalallalong 
the northwest coast of America from Behring Straitto the fifty-first parallel, and 
likewise on the Aleutian Islands and along the eastern coast of Siberia, on the 
Kurilo Islands, thatis, from Behring Strait to the southern promontory on the 
island of Uril, as farsouth as latitude 45° 50, are exclusively reserved to subjects 
of the Russian Empire. 

Src, 2. Accordingly no foreign vessels shall be allowed either to put ashore 
on any of the coast or islands of Russian dominion as specified in the preceding 
section, or evento approach the same within a distance of 100 Italian miles. 
Any vessel contrayening these provisions shall be subject to confiscation, with 
her whole cargo. 


This is not the time or the place to go into a lengthy discussion of 
the treaties and the law relating to the rights of the United States as 
regards Alaska and Behring Sea. The questions presented are both 
judicial and diplomatic, and as a member of a committee which may 

ave to consider measures relating to the Behring Sea dispute I remit 
to other forums this branch of the case, simply using the forcible lan- 


guage of the distinguished oflicer, who seems to have studied this sub- 
ject very closely: 

Whence did the ships of Canada derive the right to do In 1886 that which they 
had refrained from doing for more than ninety years? Upon what grounds 
did Her Majesty’s Government defend in the year 1886 a course of conductin 
the Behring Sea which sho ‘had carefully avoided ever since the discovery of 
that sea? By what reasoning did Her Majesty's Government conclude that an 
act may be committed with impunity against the rights of the United States 


which det wever becn attempted against the same rights when held by the 
Russian Pħipire? 


In 1870, three years after the purchase by the United States of Alaska 
from Russia,under authority of the Congress of the United States, the 
right to take fur seals was leased to the Alaska Commercial Company 
for twenty years, and during those years the seal fisheries yielded about 
one hundred thousand skins per year and netted to the United States 
over $8,000,000, or more than the whole amount paid for Alaska. ‘The 
Canadian intrusion began in 1886 and it has been getting worse every 
year. 

Tn 1890 the right to take seals was leased by the United States to 
the North American Commercial Company, with authority to take not 
exceeding 60,000 sealskins each year. During the last year this com- 
pany was able tosecure only 21,000 seal skins, but poachers and nia- 
rauders, it is estimated, took 51,000 seal skins, and it is said there were 
43 vessels taking seals in Alaskan waters in violation of law during tho 
season of 1890. It is said by those who are thoroughly posted that 
this destruction of seal life in Alaskan waters last year amounted to 
400,000, as the hunters did not secure more than one out of every seven 
or eight seals killed or mortally wounded; and it is estimated that at 
least 80 per cent, of the seals killed by poachers and maraudersin go- 
ing to the islands of St. Panl and St. George were females. 

If this wanton destruction continues seals will soon be exterminated 
or driven away from St. George and St. Paul Islands, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States will be deprived of nearly a million dollars 
revenue per annum, and the natives of that country will become a 
charge on the Government, and Alaska instead of being a profit will bo 
a burden on the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you mean that the marauders took these 
seals on our side, the Alaskan side? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes; it is estimated that on the Alaskan side 


abont 51,000 seals were taken by marauders and poachers, == 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Were those taken within a league of the Jand? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam not able to teil the gentleman how far from 
Jand they were taken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is that statement controverted by England ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave never seen any contradiction of this state- 


ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That embraces a large number of American ves- 
sels, does it not? 

Mr. McCREARY. No vessel carrying the American flag—— 

Mr. HITT. <A vessel carrying the American flag would be directly 
violating American Jaw, and would be subject to seizure, and these 
enyaged in it to punishment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the Secretary of State, in his last letter to 
the British minister, made the statement that this poaching had been 
engaged in, unhappily and to the discredit of our Government, by 
our own citizens? 

Mr. McCREARY. It has been alleged that there were such vessels, 
but every one carried the British flag. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me, I understood from 
the statement of the Secretary of State that these American citizens 
engaged in this business were doing $o under a foreign flag, and per- 
haps that of Great Britain—— 

Mr. HITT. Under the employment of British subjects; just as 
Americans, engaged in the fishing interest on the castern coast, often 
employ Canadian subjects. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Would not that beas clear a violation of law 
as if it were done by our own citizens ? 

Mr. McCREARY. If a vessel carrying the American flag were en- 
gaged in marauding and poaching, it would be directly in violation 
of the laws of the United States, and the vessel would be subject to 
seizure and the parties to punishment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it will notinterrupt my friend from Kentucky, 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him if it is nota fact that notwith- 
standing our protest and our complaints of the action of the British 
Government, sealing vessels of that government have gone on and con- 
tinued to take seals in violation of what we claim to be our rights, 

Mr. McCREARY. That is true, and I referred to that before the 
gentleman from Tennessee came in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will.the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] inform us whether at any time the claim 
of Russia to the territary ceded to the United States was controverted 
by any of the maritime nations or whether the matter underwent any 
international agreement or dispute? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not remember now, excepting perhaps the 
dispute that occurred in the time of John Adams, which the gentleman 
will remember did not aftect the seal interest and which affected tho 
boundary line on the eastern part of Alaska. 
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But while Russia dominated and controlled Behring Sea I know of 
no question that was raised that involved her right with reference to 
the sealislands. Of course the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] remembers the important treaty of 1825 between Russia 
and England and the United States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I knew the gentleman had 
examined the question very fairly. It is a very important one, and 
the point about which I desired information was whether the claim 
that Russia made, which by purchase we obtained, was ever seriously 
controverted during the timo of Russia’s ownership of Alaska and 
the Aleutian Islands. 

Mr. McCREARY. The treaty of 1825 to which I have referred set- 
tied and determined the claim referred to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. HITT. May I add that it was, after much discussion, deter- 
mined by treaty, one with England and one with the United States, in 
18252 

Mr. McCREARY. The time has certainly arrived when some action 
should be taken and when a vigorous policy of some kind should be 
adopted by the United States. Great Britain has been informed, ad- 
vised, and warned over and over again of the unlawful acts of her citi- 
zens and the damages being done to valuable interests of the United 
States. The letters of Lord Salisbury to Sir Julian Pauncefote and 
the letters of Mr, Blaine to Sir Julian Pauncefote have attracted wide 
attention, but as yet nothing has been done. In the mean time the 
sealing season, which commences in May and lasts four months, will 
soon come, 

British war vessels will probably soon be cruising in Behring Sea 
waters, while British sealing vessels will continue to indiscriminately 
slaughter seals in violation of what we believe to be American rights. 
The new aspect of the Behring Sea controversy has been made morein- 
teresting by proceedings in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
where Her Britannic Majesty’s attorney-general of Canada is seeking 
to have important questions relating to the Behring Sea dispute decided 
by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HITT. Will my friend permit me to inquire of him, in view 
of the course that is now being pursued, the one side having sub- 
mitted 2 proposition for arbitration and our own Government having 


— just responded in a still broader proposition, he would“approve of that 


policy, I take it? 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the correspondence between Lord 
Salisbury and Sir Julian Pauncefote and the letter of the Secretary 
of State, Mr, Blaine, are all before the country; and I have no doubt 
that these letters have been read carefully by most of the members of 
this House. Ido not think that the propositions suggested for arbi- 
tration by Lord Salisbury are comprehensive enough. The six propo- 
sitions suggested by the Secretary of State for arbitration seem to me 
to be fair and fully embrace the questions involyed in the Behring 
Sea dispute. 

In order that we may properly understand these propositions I sub- 
mit both. Great Britain announces through Lord Salisbury that she 
is willing to settle the dispute by arbitration. Her proposition is con- 
tained in the following paragraph of the letter of Lord Salisbury to 
the British Minister, Sir Julian Pauncefote. 


You will state that Her Majesty’s Government have no desire whatever to 
refuse to the United States any jurisdiction in Behring Sea which was conceded 
by Great Britain to Russia and which properly accruestothe Rte possessors 
of Alaska in virtue of treaties or the law ornations; and that, if the United States 
Government, after examination of the evidence and arguments which I haye 
produced, still differ from them as to the legality of the recent captures in that 
sea, they aro ready to agree that the question, with the issues that depend upon 
it, should be referred to impartial arbitration. You will in that case be author- 
yo ig consider, in concert with Mr. Blaine, the method of procedure to be fol- 

owed. 


The propositions suggested for arbitration by the United States 
through the Secretary of State are as follows: 


First. What exclusive jurisdiction inthe sen now known as the Behring Sea 
and what exclusive rights in the seal fisheries therein did Russia assert and 
exercise prior and up tothe timeof thecession of Alaska to the United States? 

Second, How far were these claims of jurisdiction as to the seal fisheries reo- 
ognized and conceded by Great Britain? 

Third. Was the body of water now known as the Behring Seaincludedin the 

hrase ** Pacific Ocean," as used in the treaty of 1825 between Great Britain and 

ussia? and what rights, if any, in the Behring Sea were given or conceded to 
Great Britain by sai toe S 

Fourth. Did not all the rights of Russia asto jurisdiction and as to the seal 
fisheries in Behring Sea east of the water boundary, in the treaty between the 
United States and Russia of March 30, 1867, pass unimpaired to the United 
States under that treaty? 

Fifth. What are now the rights of the United States as to the fur-seal fisher- 
ies in the waters of the Behring Sea outside of the ordinary territorial limits, 
whether such Fights grow out of the cession by Russia of any special rights or 
jurisdiction held by her in such fisheries or in the waters of Behring Sea, or oub 
of the ownership of the breeding islandsand the habits of the peated 
thither and rearing their young thereon and going out from the islands for food. 
or out of any other fact or incident connected with the relation of those sea 
fisheries to the territorial possessions of the United States? 

Sixth, If the determination of the foregoing questions shall leave the subject 
in such position that the concurrence of Great Britain is necessary in prescrib- 
ing regulations for the killing of the fur seal in any part of the waters of Behr- 
ing Sea, thenit shall be further determined: First, how far, if at all, outsidethe 
ordinary territorial limits it is necessary that the United States should exercise 
an exclusive jurisdiction in order to protect the seal for the timeliving upon the 
islands of the United States and feeding therefrom? Second, whether a closed 
scason (during which the killing of seals in the waters of Behring Ses outside 
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theordinary territorial limits shall be prohibited) is necessary to save the seal- 
fishing industry, so valuable and important to mankind, from deterioration or 
destruction? And, if so, third, what months or parts of months should be in- 
cluded in such season and over what waters it should extend? 

Two avenues are open to our Government for the settlement of the 
Behring Seadispute. The first is to thoroughly examine and determine 
our rights, and then maintain them at all hazards, and the other is to 
settle the dispute by fair and honorable arbitration. I believe all 
proper efforts should be made to secure honorable arbitration and that 
we should maintain all the time a firm and friendly, but a bold and 
vigorous policy. 

I have already occupied much more time than I intended, but the 
important questions asked and the subjects of national interest dis- 
cussed I trust will excuse me. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand that my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], desires some time, 
and now I yield to him ten minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER.. Mr. Chairman, as nothing has been said in opposi- 
tion, if there is anything to be said on that side, I would like to hear 
it before I undertake to defend the bill. I am not very anxious to 
speak upon this subject, and unless some criticism is to be made upon 
the bill I shall speak generally but briefly to the matters which have 
been referred to by my friend from Kentucky. ‘Therefore, Iam not 
very particular about the amount of time accorded to me now, because 
I suppose the committee will be willing to give whatever additional 
time may be necessary to defend the bill shonld it be assailed. 

As has beensaid by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], 
this bill is almost in folidem verbis the bill of last session of Congress 
so far as it relates to the offices and salaries of the various consuls and 
consular agents. I think, Mr. Chairman, it is a subject of congratu- 
lation, in view of the fact that there has been from time to time con- 
siderable opposition made to this consularand diplomaticsystem, which 
we adopt in common with all the other civilized nations, on the ground 
of its expense and inefliciency—I think, I say, it isa subject of con- 
gratulation that we have such a cheap consular and diplomatic system, 
because when we take into consideration the fees received and paid 
into the Treasury we find that the real expense of our consular and: 
diplomatic system is very small as compared with that of other coun- 
tries. 

I have doubted whether the compensation paid to ourrepresentatives 
abroad is in all cases adequate. I have especially doubted whether 
the compensation paid to the four ministers whom we send as our dip- 
lomatie representatives to the four countries of the Old World which 
we regard as the highest, the highest salary being $17,000 per annum, 
is suficient. There is, however, no proposition in this bill to increase 
those salaries; but there is a proposition to give salaries to consuls and 
consular agents in preference to fees, While the result may be what 
my friend from Kentucky [Mr, McCreary] has said, namely, that 
these commercial agents of outs will not manifest quite so much ac- 
tivity when they are paid salaries as when they are compensated by 
fees, it must be remembered that the same relative situation exists be- 
tween different classes of civil offices in ourown country, some of whom 
are paid by salaries and some by fees. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was going to remark generally that the con- 
sular and diplomatic service brings the nations of the world into more 
intimate relations with each other and in that way doesa great service 
toall. In that way it gave rise to a commission which appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last Congress, of which I 
had the honor to be a member, at the head of which commission was 
the distinguished lawyer, Mr. Field, of New York. The members of 
that commission urged the committee to adopt, by a resolution to be 
presented to the House, the proposition that wherever difficulties grow 
up between nations, there should be asettlement of them by the arbi- 
tration of friendly powers rather than by a resort to the last arbiter be- 
tween nations, the sword. 

The able manner in which Mr, Field and his coadjutors presented 
that question led to the introduction of the resolution at that session 
of Congress, and I believe it was adopted. Mr. Chairman, I hold that 
the policy ought to be adopted of first haying an arbitration of tha 
difficulties which arise between nations and trying earnestly to settle 
them in that way; and I think nothing has tended to turn the public 
mind of the country to the favorable consideration of this question so 
much as the intimate relations which are brought about between this 
and other nations by means of our consular and diplomatic system, 
and this I regard as one of the valuable results of that system. 

Other matters have been referred to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] upon which I desire to say afew words. One 
of those is the Barrundia assassination, asithas beentermed. I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that we ought to accord to the present distinguished 
head of the State Department, Mr. James G. Blaine, although he be- 
longs to a different party from that to which many of us belong, the 
credit of saying that when he became satisfied that the minister, Mr, 
Mizner, who represented us in the country where this assassination 
was committed, had failed to perform his duty as our representative, 
he promptly recalled and dismissed him upon the ground that he had not 
properly asserted the rights, the dignity,and the honor of our flag. And, 
with reference to the conduct of the officer commanding the war cruiser 
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of the United States which was present in those waters at the time, 
the Secretary of the Navy did the same thing; he recalled and repri- 
manded that officer for not interfering for the protection or General 
Barrundia. 

I think it is but just to say these thing about the conduct of the 
State and the Navy Departments in these matters; and I like tosay them, 
because I donot believe that the diplomatic and consular service of the 
country, the administration of the great Department at the head of 
which the premier of the President sits, whether he be a Republican 
or Democrat, I do not think that the administration of that great De- 
partment ought ever to be a political matter, I believe that whether 

- one party or the other prevails in this country the method of conduct- 
ing the business and dealing with the great questions which pertain to 
our international relations should rise above the plane of parties, should 
rise to the dignity of patriotism and love of our common country, 
[Applause] 

Another matter has been alluded to by my friend from Kentucky in 
the cousse of his remarks, referring to the relations between our coun- 
try and the countries lying south of us, Central and South America, 
and with reference to our relations to the possessions of Great Britain 
lying on our north. TI allude to the question of reciprocity. I have 
ever advocated closer relations between the United States of North 
America and the Central and South American Republics. 

I hope there are many within the sound of my voice who will live 
to see these great countries not only united by interoceanic communi- 
cation by which they are now connected, but united by an expedited 
mail service to every port of South America, judiciously devised by 
the Government of the United States. I trust there are those who 
will live to see that great longitudinal railroad, which, starting from 
the northern portion of North America, traveling on the lines of lon- 
gitude, passing over our own country and over the Isthmus of Panatna, 
shall traverse the great countries of South America, opening up com- 
munication by rail as well as by water. 

At the instance of a gentleman who has spent much time in Central 
and South America—I allude to Mr. Helper—a series of essays have 
been published giving a description of that wonderful country, which 
has fifteen republics whose forms of government are assimilated to our 
own, who have adopted constitutions resting upon the great bed rock 
on which our own Constitution rests: the right of home rule and of 
community independence, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have already yielded the gentleman twenty 
minutes. I desire now to request that we be allowed on this side 
thirty minutes more by unanimous consent, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time as fixed by the House can not be ex- 
tended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘Then I will ask the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Hrrr] to yield me time, if there is no more left on this side. I 
do not know that there are any sides to this question. Nobody seems 
to be opposed to this bill, And if there is no objection I will take the 
floor in my own right. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have already yielded the gentleman twenty 
minutes; I now yield him five minutes more. 

Mr. HOOKER. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the principle whichis so 
generally recognized inregard to our relations with Central and South 
America will not be confined to those countries, but will be extended 
across the line separating us from the great empire of the north. 
J trust that this principle will embrace Canada as well as Central and 
South America. The doctrine of reciprocity, of intimate commercial 
relations between the nations on the south of us and those on the 
north, has had its hands tied by a system of unfriendly legislation on 
the part of the United States, which ought to be broken down. No 
laws impeding the interchange of commerce between the countries ly- 
ing on the south of us and those lying on the north should be tolerated. 
No law should be allowed to stand upon the statute books impeding 
commercial relations hetween these countries, any more than laws 
should be allowed on the statute books of the States of our Union in- 
terfering with commerce between the States, 

For, whenever you erect barriers to interdictin this way the free ex- 
change of commodities, you do that very unwise thing which the Con- 
stitution of the United States provided the States of this Unionshould 
never do: you impose taxation upon commerce passing from State to 
State. Thesame great principle which has built up this wonderful coun- 
try of ours, the principle under which the products of California pass 
freely to Massachusetts, and those of Massachusetts pass freely to Gali- 
fornia, over our lines of railroad, with no customhouses rearing their 
hostile fronts and demanding contribution as that commerce passes, 
should be recognized in this regard; and no customhonses ought to pre- 
vent familiar intercourse and rapid transit between Central and South 
America on the one side and Canada on the other. 

In this connection I desire to have read by the Clerk (for his voice 
is more audible than mine) some memorable remarks delivered last 
night at the annual banquet of the Boston Merchants’ Association at 


the Vendome, by Sir Richard I. Cartwright, the distinguished leader 
of the opposition in the Canadian Parliament. I desire to have these 
remarks read as expressing what I conceive to be the true idea of reci- 
procity between this country and the nations upon the same continent 
bordering us on the north and on the south, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The trade of the United States is certainly worth more to us collectively than 
ours istothem, But free trade with Canada will benefit quite as many of the 
people of the United States as of the people of Canada, and to quite as large an 
extent. Man for man, you will gain quite as much as we will. Reciprocity 
will mean ZONON the addition of halfa continent for commercial purposes and 
the creation of a complete new tier of Northern States, with an enormous area 
of unoccupied fertile land, with very t mineral resources, with a present 
population of some five millions,but with the capacity of maintaining fully fifty 
and the certainty (in such a contingency) of a very rapid increase. Per head 
you sell more goods to Canada than to any other country. Absolutely we buy 
as much from you as France does, and more than any other country except 
Great Britain and Germany. I think, in fact, westand third on thelist of coun- 
triesto whiclryou export your productions, and we alone, 5,000,000as weare, buy 
from you as much as 50,000,000 Mexicans and SouthAmericans do all put together, 
Surely if we do this in the teeth of two hostile tariff it is no idle word of mine 
to say that you can not measure orbound the possibilities which lie before both 
rods if only these artificial walls were thrown down. Oursis a very pecul- 

ar position. 

We are free to do as we see fit, and no British statesman at this time of day 
would ever dream of attempting to coerce us. We stand in a fashion midway 
between the two grent on nations. Weadmire and respect the mother 
country of both of us as well. Weentertain no idle visions of politica) reunion 
or of vast Anglo-Saxon empire, but we do think that on certain conditions and 
for certain common objects a firm and cordial allinnce might well be created 
between the several nations which speak the English language, which should, 
humanely speaking, make it impossible that they should ever again come into 
hostile conflict, and we have further ventured to hope that the liar tion 
of Canada, especially if close trade relations were established between her and 
you, might enable her to play some part in bringing about this consummation, 
I have long felt that England necds, above all things, to secure these two ob- 
jects: First, to regain the good will of the United States; and,‘second, to con» 
ciliate the peeps of Ircland, and that these two mostdesirable ends can hardly 
be attained in either case without the other. 

In spite ofall mischievous legislation can do to interfere with it, the progress 
of science and the mere fact of our geographical position are daily and hourly 
forcing us into ever closer communication even in spite of ourselves. 

Before the reading of the foregoing extract was concluded the ham- 
mer fell; when, 

Mr. HOOKER said: I ask permission that the remainderof this para- 
graph coming from the eminent gentleman to whom I have referred, 
be read, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. McCREARY] 
will give his attention. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi desires that 
the reading of this newspaper extract may be concluded, which can 
only be done in the time controlled by the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
the extract? 

Mr. HOOKER. Only two minutes. 

Mr. MCCREARY. All right. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that, as usual 
in the present Congress, the time for debate is so limited, that it will 
be impossible to go into this question at any length. 

I do not entirely agree with the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Mc- 
CREARY], my honored friend, in his estimate of the diplomatic corps 
of this country. I do not regard their services as so valuable or so im- 
portant as he seems to regard them. I cheerfully and ungualifiedly 
admit that the consular system is one of great benefit, and that the 
consular reports, which are sought with avidity by all classes of our 
people,are of the utmost value to thenationat large. But when we come 
to the diplomatic corps proper it is very difficult to speak with any 
real seriousness concerning their functions or their services in the Gov- 
ernmentand in the affairs of the world, and I think that feeling is pretty 
well shown throughout the country; it certainly seems to be general 
in this House. And I must say that I regard my friend as somewhat 
unfortunate in illustrating the benefits which the corps is supposed to 
be to the country when he describesthe occupations of some of the 
gentlemen who represent us abroad. 

Onegentleman, weare told, is engaged in writing a book concerning 
the manners andcustomsof the English people. Whatdiplomaticfune- 
tion or what material service that will render to the country, or what 
great public utility it will be to our people, I do not pretend to know 
and I think it would be very difficult to explain. We have imitators 
enough now of English manners in this country, and it seems to me 
extremely singular, to say the least of it, that a high officer of this 
Government can not find any better or more important use to put his 
time to than to indulge in the production of a work of that character. 

Another gentleman is described as writing the reminiscences of the 
Russian Emperor, of the greatest despot in the world, the only real 
autocrat among the nations. This may be very flattering to the Em- 
peror, but how such a work has any connection with diplomatic duties, 
what value it will be tothe people of the country, or how it can be 
the subject of praise on the floor of this House, Tam unable to under- 
stand. 

Another, weareinformed, is translating the memoirs of Talleyrand— 
Talleyrand,the apostate priest, who is shown by history to have been the 
knave of eyery suit in the pack, probably the supreme example of all 
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the craft and all the villainies which may be attributed to the very 
worst kind of diplomacy. 

I do not agree, therefore, with my friend from Kentucky, that these 
pursuits, howeyer creditable they may be to a citizen in private life, 
are at all desirable to the public, useful to the Government, or a proper 
subject of praise in connection with this bill, Iam glad, however, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman gave the reason why the resolution 
looking to reciprocity with Canada has not been permitted to be 
bronght up for consideration in this House. I, in common with other 
gentlemen on the frontier, have been almost daily heseiged with in- 
quirics respecting the status of that resolution and its probable fate, 
and if is extremely difficult to make anyone outside of this House un- 
derstand the condition of affairs inside of it. That which isan evil in 
the practice of the House, a settled evil in its practice, is ascribed pos- 
sibly to neglectof the Representatives from the different districts on 
the floor. 

But the real reason is, as the gentleman from Kentucky stated, that 
the Committee on Rules have not given a day to the consideration of 
matters reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that in 
their silence every member of this House is entirely helpless on the 
subject. The Committee on Rules are autocrats of the House, and yet 
if there is anything necessary to show in what low esteem our foreign 
aed is held by the people of the country and by the members of this 

ouse, if there is anything necessary to show, Mr. Chairman, that we 
have no foreign policy worthy of the name, itis the fact that the Com- 
mittee on Rules have invariably, throughout the present Congress, 
failed to give an opportunity for the consideration of matters reported 
from the committee which is solely devoted to the consideration of for- 
eign affairs. 

Something has been said here about the Barrundia case. Perhaps 
nothing will better illustrate the condition of our diplomacy than that 
case. Who the man was that was sent there asour representative very 
few people in this country knew. Perhapsin some locality hemay have 
been known, but to the great mass of the American people the man sent 
at that critical period to the States in Central America, to a country 
with which our relations are of the utmost importance, was unknown 
from one end of the land to the other. It seems as if almost anyone 
will do for a foreign minister. 

Now, as to the principle which governs that case: I think it is very 
easily explained. There isa law of the port and thereis a law of the 
ship. The lawof the port hasits functions within its legitimate limits 
and the law of the ship has its functions within its legtimate limits. 
I take it that every passenger, in mere transit, who happens to stop in 
an American ship in a foreign port, is not subject, so long as he is on 
the deck of the ship to the law of the port. dia was a passen- 
ger in mere transit on board an American ship from a point outside of 
Guatemala to another point outside of it. 

The American ship in which he was a passenger stopped ina Gaute- 
malan port. He never left the ship. He hadnocommunication with 
anyone on shore during the stay of theship up to the time of his death. 
He had no business there. He was merely a passenger remaining on 
board of the ship, and therefore living on American soil, according to 
the fiction of the law, subject to the rules which govern American ship- 
pine, and subject to no other rules so long as he remained there, and 

ence was entitled to the protectionof the American flag. 

If he had gonc ashore and had committed a crime, then the protection 
would have been withdrawn. If he, as the owner or manager of the 
ship or as a passenger on it, had violated the port laws in regard to 
commerce or any other subject connected with the police regulations of 
the port, he would have been subject to local law; but as a mere pas- 
senger, one in transitu, under the flag of an American ship, his person 
Was sa There could be no control over him save the control of the 
laws of the United States. 

There has been some discussion about our Behring Sea policy. My 
time is so short that I can not go into that great question; but there 
is an outcry here for an American policy, for ‘‘a strong American 
policy.” Some gentlemen say we should insist that the sea should be 
considered as a mare clausum, a closed sea, and that pending these ne- 
ONS that should be the statu quo; in other words, that we should 

nsist that our contention, pending negotiations, should be admitted 
by Great Britain or other nations with whom the contention is being 
carried on. 

Well, sir, Tam in favor of a vigorous American policy; but I can 
hardly see how that policy is to be carried outin our present situation, 
We can not carry it out with little revenue cutters, small steamships 
darting here and there, despoiling s vessel of itsskins, taking the ship 
afew miles and then letting it go adrift. If gentlemen are seriously 
in favor of a policy of that kind, it can only be enforced by a fleet of 
war ships in that sea, because the very instant you attempt to enforce 
it, that very instant the Pacific squadron of the British Empire, a very 
large and powerful squadron, now in the Pacific waters, would be con- 
centrated there, and your little revenue cutters would be utterly 
feeble, utterly worthless to make any opposition to their power, and 
would only be a demonstration of our weakness and place us in an 
attitude of ridicule before the entire world. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

y Mr. CHIPMAN, I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, that I have no more 
ime. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair also regrets that fact. ‘ 

Mr. McADOO, Mr. Chairman, if I may be recognized, I will be 
glad to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The limitation has been fixed by the order of 
the House. The two hours allotted to the opponents of the bill haye 
expired, and the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. Hrrr] is recognized to 
control the remaining time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my colleague, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hrrr], yield to the gentleman from Michigan five minutes of his 
time? 

Mr. HITT. Ishould be very glad to do so, but I havealready yielded 
the remainder of the time under my control to-day, except a small por- 
tiou of it, which I desire to occupy in very briefly replying to some 
criticisms that bhaye been made upon the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there have been several points presented to-day touch- 
ing the bill which are in the nature of criticism; and it is my duty to 
interrupt the general debate, which is so very discursive and perhaps 
more interesting than these details, and say a word or two upon the 
billitself. 

Objection was made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
Crary] to the changes introduced in this bill, from fees tosalaried con- 
suls; that salaried officers would be less vigilantin the discharge of their 
duty. He said that where changes of the kind had been made here- 
tofore the fees had fallen off. Of course, therevenues and business 
diminished. ‘The fact is that merchants do nob export goods to please 
the consul. They do not prosecute business to benefit the Treasury, 
but tomake money; and whenever they export they must have their 
invoices certified and pay the fees. The fees received, their increase or 
diminution, if honestly gathered, haveno relation to the wishes of the 
consul. 

The fact I cited, that it was for the public interestin every way that 
aconsul should never be allowed to certify to his own invoices, will be 
admitted, I am sure, by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, and 
it ought to far outweigh any consideration of a difference of a few dol- 
lars in the amount of compensation. Yet that gentleman strenuously 
objects to some of these changes where the fees now received are not 
equal to the salary proposed. In the most of these eighteen cases there 
is a large manifest profit to the Treasury. 

I am pleased to have an opportunity to answer the suggestions made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky in regard to the utility of the work 
begun andalreadyin some degree achieved by the International Bureau 
of American Republics in the collection and dissemination of practical 
commercial information, Little is known to members about this bu- 
reau; and it is a natural criticism on the part of a member who has not 
had his attention specially drawn by some accidental cause to its work 
that this expenditure has so far shown no fruits. It isa work in the 
first place of collecting information. There has been since December 
only a little time for the accomplishment of results; all was prepara- 
tion, but the fruits have already been considerable. That bureau has 
been organized and has been diligent, every one earnestly, I might say 
enthusiastically, devoted to the work. One resultis a volume of sev- 
eral hundred pages, the proof sheets of which I hold in my hand; it 
isa handbook of the latest and most necessary practical information 
for merchants dealing with the republics of America, and its details 
and directions cover business with every one of the Spanish American 
and Portuguese republics. 

Mr. McCREARY, Will the gentleman inform me how many men 
are connected with this new bureau? 

Mr. HITT, Therearea director, a Portuguese translator, two Span- 
ish translators, a statistician, two clerks, astenographer, and two type- 
writers. Col. J. N. Whitney, the chief clerk of the Bureau of Statis- 
ties, was detailed by the Secretary of the Treasury, at the request of 
the Secretary of State, to assist in the organization, because of his 
long experience and ability, Then a circular was issued, which was 
sent to the members—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Whatis the aggregate amount of salaries per 
annum ? 

Mr. HITT. I can not say, as oll these men have not been put upon 
fixed salaries thus'far. As the gentleman knows, the bureau was only 
organized last month and not everything has yet been adjusted. 

Mr. McCREARY. What has become of the $36,000 appropriated 
last year? 

Mr. HITT, The expense incurred so far would be paid for over and 
overagain by that appropriation. Only a part has been expended and 
the main sum lies untouched. Much of that appropriation will not be 
expended, but turned in at the end of the fiscal year, as the expenditure 
did not begin until December. Thesalaries thus far paid haveamounted 
to $3,439. The whole amount of the expenditure up to date is $7,972. 
There has been an expenditure for many items necessaryin beginning— 
for the purchase of books, for stationery, printing, for fuel, furniture, 
and anumber of miscellaneous items necessary to the organization of 
the bureau, and setting men to work. 
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Mr, McCREARY, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois this ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. HITT. Let me answer the question you have already asked. 

Mr. McCREARY. We provided $36,000 last year-—— 

Mr. HITT. Wait a moment until I answer your other question 
about the old $36,000 being a sufficient provision. That expires with 
the fiscal year,and this bureau is being organized in a manner so offi- 
cient and thorough that I am sure he will be gratified, for I know the 
catholic spirit of the gentleman, and when so organized it will proba- 
ly require from all sources $36,000 in the course of next year, of which 
sum a part will fall upon the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY. I only desire to have my friend from Illinois an- 
swer such questions as I may ask, to see whether I appreciate this 
bureau the same way he does. If it is necessary to have this bureau, 
I shall favor an appropriation; if it is not necessary, I do not think we 
ought to make an appropriation. I understand the gentleman to state 
that this bureau was organized only last month. What has become of 
the $36,000 appropriated last.year? 

Mr. HITT. Itis lying in the Treasury, except the part used, 

Mr. McCREARY. How much of it was used? 

Mr. HITT. Seven thousand nine hundred and seventy-two dollars. 

Mr. McCREARY. Is the residue of that avajlable for the next year. 

Mr. HITT. No; only for the remainder of this fiscal year. 

Mr. McCREARY. Very well. How much was contributed by the 
nations of Central and South America. I believe that the section of 
the bill contemplated that the other nations will contribute and that 
mouey be covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. HITT. They will contribute of it about $18,000, the wholo 
sum being allotted or assessed in proportion to the population of each 
nation. ‘ 

Mr. McCREARY. How much did they contribute last year? 

Mr. HITT. They have not had an opportunity to contribute any- 
thing, because the expenses have not accrued nor bills been made out, 
but when they are they are to be sent to them to be met, each one his 
part, reimbursing the United States for that. We appropriate enough 
for the whole expenditure in order to get the work going, and a great 
part is to be repaid in this way. 

Mr. McCREARY. How, then, does the gentleman know that they 
will contribute next year, when they have contributed nothing so far? 

Mr. HITT. They have agreed to contribute. It was the proposi- 
tion made in and by the International Conference of those countries sit- 
ting in solemn conference. We are acting on that agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY, Iunderstand that we have contributed $18,000. 

Mr. HITT. No; more than that—that is, we have appropriated 
$36,000, of which a small amount has been spent. The expenditure 
will beshared by all. If all were expended our contribution would 
he about $18,000, and each country its proportion. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much? 

Mr. HITT. Well, it isso detailed I do not know that I can state 
at once from memory. I have in my hand a list of what every coun- 
try is to pay, under an agreement made in this city last year by the 
representatives of these countries, beginning with Hayti, at $187.50; 
Brazil, $5,250, and Mexico $3,900, and so on. 

Mr. McGREARY, Why should we contribute any more than is re- 
quired of the United States and why not let each one of those States 
contribute the amount set apart for that nation? 

Mr. HITT. Theproposition having been madeand assented to by the 
United States and agreed to by all the delegates here in the Capital ofthe 
United States at this international conference, it was thought proper 
by Congress last year that we should not wait for the gathering of the 
money from those countries, as undoubtedly these nations, which are 
honorable states, would pay the allotment which is required of each; 
therefore, in the first place, the expense should be appropriated for by 
the United States. The draft being sent to these governments the 
United States would be reimbursed by each of them meeting the draft, 
It is to be presumed that they will be honored as soon as presented. 

Mr. MCCREARY. One more question I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, Why can not the State Department or Bureau of Statis- 
tics, which we have in Washington, attend to all the business indicated 
by the gentleman? 

Mr. HITT. Because Congress has seen fit to direct the creation of 
this bureau, following the recommendation of the conference of all the 
patana on the continent. That recommendation was accepted by this 

ouse. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman doesnot mean that this Congress 
directed it? He does not mean the Congress of the United States ? 

Mr. HITT. The statute law has provided for it. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘There is no statute law for it. 

Mr. HITT. Itis inthe appropriation act of last July. 

Mr. McCREARY. There was a section in the appropriation bill. 
That, however, is not statute law. 

Mr. HITT. An appropriation act, I believe, is law. 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly itis law. 

Mr. HITT, And became law “to carry out the recommendation of 
the Iternational American Conference;’’? and the conference spoken 


with ‘great distinctness setting ont the plan and anticipating the ef- 
ficiency and the value of that bureau. 

Mr. McCREARY,. Will the gentleman answer one more question? 
If the appropriation bill of last year provided for the commercial bu- 
reau which the gentleman refers to, why did they delay for nearly a 
year before the bureau was organized? 

Mr. HITT. They did not delay it for nearly a year. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understood the gentleman to say that the bu- 
reau was organized only last December. 

Mr. HITT. The active work began in December, but the gentle- 
man should remember that the bill was not passed until far into the 
year; it was approved July 14. The conference had adjourned and 
this work had to be organized in concert with the other governments. 
It was not easy to obtain the services of the skilled and experienced 
persons required for the performance of theso duties, 

Mr. Chairman, I will, as the subject may interest gentlemen, add 
some further remarks on this subject, 

During the visit of the foreign delegates to the International Ameri- 
can Conference in the United States, that which impressed them most 
was the ignorance of our people concerning their countries, and par- 
ticularly the ignorance of our merchants and manufacturers concerning 
the commercial requirements of their markets. For the purpose, there- 
fore, of disseminating valuable and reliable information concerning the 
sister republics in the United States and elsewhere, the conference rec- 
ommended the establishment at Washington of the Bureau of the 
American Republics, under the general supervision of the Secretary of 
States, each Government to pay its share of the expense, This expense 
was estimated at $36,000 perannum, ‘The Government of the United 
States was requested to advance the money necessary, and at the end 
of each fiscal year to assess the Governments of the other republics for 
their share of the costs, the assessment to be made upon a basis of 
populution, as follows: 


Table of assessments for commercial bureau, 


Countries, Population.| Tax. 

500,000 | $187.50 

200, 000 75.00 

000, 000 975,00 

400,000 525.00 

600, 000 225.00 

900,000 | 1,462.50 

900,000 | 2, 462.50 

200, 000 75.00 

250, 000 93.75 

Brazil s.s 000,000 | 6,250.00 
Honduras 850, 000 131.2 
Mexico .... 400,000 | 3,900.00 
Bolivia... 200, 000 450.00 
United S 150, 000 | 18,806.00 
Venezucla 200, 000 825, 00 
011) 1) Peepers . 500, 000 937,50 
Salvador... 650, 000 243.75 
Ecuador... 000, 000 375.00 


The Congress of the United States having authorized the establish- 
ment of the bureau (in the last diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill), it was organized as soon as the work of translating and publish- 
ing the proceedings of the International Conference was completed, the 
employés haying been selected from the staffof thatconference. They 
consist of a director, a Portuguese translator, two Spanish translators, 
a statistician, two clerks, a stenographer, and two typewriters. Col, 
J.N. Whitney, the chief clerk of the Bureau of Statistics, was detailed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, at the request of the Secretary of 
State, to assist in the organization because of his long experience and 
ability. 

The firstact of the bureau was toissue acircular, of which five thou- 
sand copies were distributed through the mails, informing commercial 
bodies and the public generally of its organization and purpose, and in- 
yiting applications for information upon commercial matters. Up to 
the 30th of January over three hundred inquiries upon every conceiv- 
able subject had been received and answered by the bureau, the most 
of them having come from manufacturers and merchants in the United 
States desirous of securing specific information concerning the markets 
of Central and South America. 

The bureau at once commenced the preparation of a handbook of 
the American Republics, containing z general information of a useful and 
interesting character, as shown by the following table of contents: 

Object of the Bureau of the American Republics. 

International American Conference {delomates, ae: 

International American Conference (recommendations). 

Historical notes about America. 

Credit systems in Latin America. 

‘Trade-mark laws of America, 

Commerce ofthe American continents. 

Breadstuffs in Latin America. 

The trade in sugar and coffee. 

The trade in fruits and nuts. 
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Commercial statistics. 

Coinage, weights, and measures of the American Republics. 
Sb Hel ate information. 

Ofic ster. 

Diplomatic and consular service, 

Travelers’ guide, freight rates to Central and South America. 
Postal and cable guide. 

Port regulations and charges, 

Consular regulations. 


The handbook will also contain maps of Central and South America 
and charts showing steamship and cable lines. 

The handbook is now in press at the Government Printing Office, 
and will be ready for distribution by the 5th or 6th of February, An 
edition of 5,000 copies will be published for general free distribution. 

This handbook will be followed by a second edition of a similar 
character, including a brief sketch of each of the American Republics, 
showing theirsystems of government, theirresources, products, exports 
and imports, commercial peculiarities and advantages, religious and 
educational systems, finanial condition, railway and telegraph lines, 
banking facilities, systems of money, weights, and measures, customs 
regulations, sanitary regulations, postal regulations, patent and trade- 
mark laws, harbor dues, area and population, geographical divisions, 
population of cities, and other useful information. 

The next publication will be a compilation of the tariff lawsand du- 
ties of all the American nations, which will bea volume of considerable 
size. The work is already very well advanced, and the volume will 
be ready for distribution in the early spring. Itwill contain, first, the 
tariff laws and duties arranged by nations and, second, by articles of 
commerce, so that a merchant or a manufacturer in the United States 
may seeat a glance whatdutyis charged upon cotton goods, or agricul- 
tural machinery and implements, or drugs, orlumber, in each of the 
Anierican nations. No such publication exists at present, and its value 
can not be overestimated. 

Following this, and to appear within a few weeks, will be published 
a code of nomenclature, giving a list of articles of merchandise im- 
ported and exported by the several American Republics, with their 
equivalents in English, Spanish, and Portuguese. This code will be 
of the greatest value to importing and exporting merchants and manu- 
facturers, as thesamearticleis known by different termsin the various 
countries, and merchants engaged in the export trade who receive 
orders in Spanish, for example, from certain countries, for a certain 
article, often send the wrong article because of their ignorance of the 
terms by which such goods are known in local parlance. Such mis- 
takes, which are unavoidable, subject them not only to the loss of the 
goods by confiscation, but also to heavy fines and penalties for attempt- 
ing to violate or evade the revenue laws by introducing into the coun- 
try an article under an improper name. It is proposed, when this 
code of nomenclature is completed, to have its terms adopted by the 
various governments as the official designation of articles of import 
and export, and to require consular invoices and ship’s manifeststo be 
made out accordingly. This will be a commercial dictionary of 8,000 
to 10,000 terms. 

The bureau is preparing to publish subsequently a compilation of the 
mining laws of the various American Republics; also, a compilation of 
the laws relating to irrigation; Jaws governing the sale and settlement 
of the public lands; laws governing railway and other concessions; sta- 
tistics relating to wazes and the price of labor, cost of living, etc. 

Tt is also intended to publish a series of reports devoted to each of 
theseveral American Republics, at greater length and in greater de- 
tail than those given in the handbook before referred to. These will 
be prepared with the greatest care from official sources of information 
and will be of great educational yalue. 

The work of answering inquiries from the public will also be con. 
tinued. Each inquiry, as soon as it is received, is referred to the mem 
ber of the bureau who is most familiar with the subject to which it 
refers, and a large and valuable library of works of reference relating 
to the various countries having been collected, he is generally able to 
give a prompt and satisfactory reply. Butin cases where the informa- 
tion is not available the inquiry is referred to the legation or consulate 
of the country to which it relates, or to some experienced merchant 
who is familiar with the subject. 

I now yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, the existing relations between 
the Republic of Mexico and the United States of America are of the 
most friendly character, and it is the desire of the people and Govern- 
ments of both countries that they should so remain without interrup- 
tion. 

A joint resolution recently approved by the Committee on Foreign 

\flairs, now awaiting the action of this House, clearly expresses in its, 
title the purpose for which it was introduced. The resolution ‘' re- 
quests the President of the United States to negotiate with the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico for the creation of an international commission to 
adjust all questions affecting the interests of both countries requiring 
settlement.” 

The report of the committee accompanying the joint resolution speci- 
fies the chief objects of negotiation. They are commercial and friendly 
and relate to a definite fixing of boundary lines; to irrigation of arid 
lands in the valley of the Rio Grande River, so that people on the 


Mexican side of said river, where it forms an international boundary, 
shall not be deprived of the use of the water of said river for the irri- 
gation of their lands. The resolution also specifies thata certain class 
of alien immigration excluded by the laws of the United States from 
coming into its territory shall not be permitted to gain access to our 
country by being smuggled across the border from Mexico; that the 
laws of both countries for the collection of import duties upon foreign 
goods shall not be evaded by an abuse of the Mexican Free Zone law; 
that there shall bea fair administration of the customs laws of both coun- 
tries at points of interchange on the boundary; and that there shall not 
be established and enforced by either party any unfair or burden- 
‘some customs regulations to encumber free commercial intercourse be- 
tween the two countries or theircitizens; that provision shall be made 
for the settlement of all equitable and valid existing claims of either 
country and itscitizens against the other; that there shall be protection 
from enforced loans and contributions on the citizens of one country 
residing temporarily or located in the other country; and that there 
shall be a fair adjustment of any or all other questions affecting the 
interest of either or both countries or that may be deemed necessary 
to promote the welfare of either. 

The early and definite adjustment of the Rio Grande boundary line 
and theregulation of the use ofits water for irrigation purposes on both 
sides of the river; the prevention of smuggling, now extensively carried 
on under cover of the Zona Libre law of Mexico, in contravention ofle- 
gitimate trade; and the suppression of illicit Chinese immigration into 
the United States through Mexico, as well as the adjustment and set- 
tlement of claims of our citizens against the International Company of 
Mexico, are matters of pressing importance, requiring the consideration 
of w joint commission as contemplated by the resolution submitted, 

THE FREE ZONE OF MEXICO. 

Chapter 12 of the general traffic laws of Mexico defines the extent of 
the Free Zone as follows: 

ART. 312, The Free Zone shall extend from Matamoros to Tia Juana along 
the frontier of the Republic in the States of Tamaulipas,Coahuila, Chihuahua, 
Sonora, and the Territory of Lower California with respect to length; and as to 
width 20 kilometers into the interior from the frontier Tine (about 124 miles). 

In other words, the Free Zone established by the laws of Mexico 
extends along the boundary line between Mexico and the United States, 
from the mouth of the Rio Grande River to the Pacific Ocean, a dis- 
tance of 2,000 miles, more or less. 

Within this Free Zone foreign imported goods received through ports 
of the United States destined for Mexico are forwarded free under our 
immediate transportation act. The Mexican law permits goods thus 
imported through ports of the United States to be delivered in the Free 
Zone without payment of duty to Mexico. 

The liberality of our laws which allow the free passage of foreign 
merchandise through American ports and over American lines of trans- 
portation to their destination in Mexico encourages English, French, 
and German importers of the goods of their respective countries to es- 
tablish agencies in the Free Zone of Mexico along the horder, whence, 
as is well known, these foreign commercial houses systematically smug- 
gle their dutiable wares back into the United States in frand of our 
customs revenue laws. 

According to the statements of Mr. Romero, the Mexican minister, 
this contraband trade has been so long tolerated on the border that it 
has come to be regarded as legitimate business. 

The advantages of the Free Zone inure to French, German, and 
other European merchants who have established commercial houses 
there, and who, by the courtesy of our Government, import European 
merchandise through the United States into Mexico free of duty to 
either Government. s 

The Zona Libreis in effect and practice a legalized ‘* contrabandista,” 
into which European goods are imported in evasion of the customs 
laws of both countries, to be subsequently smuggled into the United 
States or into Mexico beyond the Zona Libre, as circumstances may 
require, 

Itisimpossible to discover from any available records what service the 
denizens of the Zona Libre have rendered the Mexican Republic to 
justify this exceptional privilege conferred upon them of importing 
Eutin goods through our ports to Mexico free, while the rest of 
the citizens of that republic are assessed an onerous tariff, and itis 
still more difficult to discover what benefit accrues to the Government 
of the United States by permitting European merchandise to be trans- 
ported in bond from San Francisco, New York, and other seaports to 
the Free Zone in Mexico for the purpose of being smuggled back into 
the United States in contravention of legitimate trade and in fraud of 
the revenue laws of both Governments, 3 

The result of this free trade over the border is the destruction of 
American trade with Mexico in favor of legalized contraband trade 
with Europe. In the interest of both Governments it is high time that 
this illicit and demoralizing traflic should be abolished. 

The commercial nations of Europe, especially England, Germany, 
and France, haye strong footholds on the American side of the Atlan- 
tic. In Mexico, in Central and South America, their capitalists have 
made large loans. ? 

Great Britain ownsnearly half of the North American continent, and 
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twenty of tho West India islands. She has large possessions, or at 
least claims them, in Centraland South America. Her capitalists have 
invested in railway and governmental securities in these various coun- 
tries, including Mexico, not less than $800,000,000. £rance owns five 
of the West India Islands. Spain ownsCuba, The nationsof Europe 
together control five-sixths of the annual foreign commerce of the vari- 
ous American nations and islands south of the United States, amount- 
ing to an annual value of probably $1,000,000, 000. 

If we can not wholly protect ourselves against this powerful combi- 
nation of European commercial interests, we should at least make some 
effort to protect our commerce against the frauds of the Mexican Zona 
Libre practiced on our Southern borders. If we do not we will incur 
the contempt in addition to the rivalry of these foreign competitive 

OWES. 
x MR. ROMERO, MEXICAN MINISTER, ON ZONA LIBRE; 
(Report furnished by Mr. Romero to Mr, Bayard, Secretary of State of the 


United States, January 4, 1886, at Mr. Bayard's request. Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No, 130, first session, Fiftieth Congress.) 


Mr. Romero says, on pages 23 and 24 of said executive document, 
speaking of the Free Zone on the Mexican side of the Rio Grande 
River: 

The bona fide merchants, not being able to compete with the smugglers, have 
been obliged to leave the country or to be smugglers themselves, and the pop- 
ulation on both sides of the river has come to such a complete state of demoral- 
ization that contraband is generally considered as legitimate and even honest 
business, 

Mr. Romero continues: 


Before the Free Zone the smuggling was made with merchandise destined 
for the consumption of the places located now within the Free Zone and other 
places outside of it. After the decree was issued legalizing the free consump- 
tion in the border the contraband is made only with merchandise destined to 

laces outside of the zone, Although the proportion of the contraband made 
Before, for the consumption of the zone, was insignificant compared with what 
was made outside of it, itis an unexplainable fact that, under this pointof view, 
the zone has diminished the contraband. Butit has diminished it because it 
lias authorized it in the same way that a law authorizing manslaughter and 
robbery would diminish crimes committedin the country. Contraband surely 
is nothing else than tho fact of importing merchandise without paying the im- 
port duties established by tarif. Fromthemomentthat it is allowed to import 
merchandise into a place without payment of duties it can not be called con- 
traband when it was conceded before as such. 


The fact that the United States affords easy and cheap ways of com- 
munication, such as railroad and steamship lines, is a circumstance of 
which the contrabandists at once avail themselves; they import foreign 
goods with ease and cheapness, transport them through American ports, 
receive them free of duty in the Free Zone, and smuggle them into the 
United States and into Mexico as a regular business. And this has 
been going on for years, until forbearance has reached the limit of en- 
durance. 

Railroad and steamship lines operated between American ports and 
Mexico derive a large and profitable business from this contraband 
trade, and are therefore averse to disturbing the present condition of 
affairs. 

In the preceding session of Congress Senator REAGAN, of Texas, in- 
troduced into the Senate a bill (S. 1642) on this subject, which bill pro- 
poses to deny the privilege of immediate transportation through Amer- 
ican ports of goods destined to Mexico unless that country will repeal 
its Zona Libre law. This was considered a harsh way of striking at the 
evil, It was thought that retaliatory legislation would be ill-timed 
and specially offensive to Mexico and was not pressed, but it is worthy 
of note that the proposition brought out protests from railroad and 
steamship lines who derive much profitable business from the contra- 
band trade. 

Hereto are appended letters addressed to the honorable Secretary of 
State, Mr. Blaine, from the agents or attorneys of two transportation 
lines, remonstrating against the passage of Senator REAGAN’s bill, 
which are worthy of attention as indicating the motives prompting 
these lines to object to the Reagan bill or any measure that may tend 
to diminish their business, regardless of the general interest of either 
country. 

It is evident that this is no new proposition, but that the time has 
fully come when neither Mexico nor the United States can longer re- 
main indifferent to the systematic frauds thatare being perpetrated on 
their revenues, nor to the evils resulting from indefinite boundary 
lines, 

IRRIGATION ON THE RIO GRANDE, 


On the 23d day of April, 1890, the following concurrent preamble 
and resolution passed the Senate: 


Concurrent resolution concerning the irrigation of arid lands in the valley of 
the Rio Grande River, the construction of a dam across said river ator near 
El Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, and for other purposes. 
Whereas the Rio Grande River is the boundary line between the United States 

ana Mexico; and f 
Whereas by means of irrigating ditches and canals taking the water from 

said river and other causes the usual supply of water therefrom has been ex- 

hausted before it reaches the point where it divides the United States of Amer- 
ica from the Republic of Mexico, thereby soon celts the lands in its valley arid 
and unproductive, to the great detriment of the citizens of the two countries 
who live along its course; and 

Whereas in former years annual floods in said river have been such as to 
change the channel thereof, producing serious ayulsions and oftentimes and in 
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many places leaving large tracts of land belonging to the people of the United 
States on the Mexican side-of the river, and Mexican lands on the American 
side, thus produting a confusion of boundary,a disturbance of private and pub- 
lic titles to lands, as well as ehhh Baer cts of jurisdiction between the two 
Governments, offering facilities for smuggling, promoting the evasion and pre- 
venting the collection of revenues by the respective countries; and 

Whereas these conditions are a standing menace to the harmony and pros- 
perity of the citizens of said countries, and the amicable and orderly adminis- 
tration of their respective Governments: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public inter- 
ests, to enter into negotiations with the Government of Mexico with a view to 
the remedy of all such difficulties as are mentioned in the preamble to this reso- 
lution,and such other matters connected therewith as may be better adjusted 
by agreement or conyention between the two Governments. 


Subsequently, on the 29th of April, this concurrent resolution came 
up for consideration in the House, and upon motion of Mr. VANDEVER, 
of California, was amended by the addition of the following words: 

And the President is also requested to include in the negotiations with the 
Government of Mexico all other subjects which may be deemed to affect the 
present or prospective relations of both Governments. 

On the same day the Senate concurred in the foregoing House amend- 
ment to the concurrent resolution. The proceedings as reported in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the Fifty-first Congress, first session, were 
as follows: 

Mr. SuerMan, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives toa concurrent resolution of the Senate which 
has justcome over. e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho amendment of the House of Representatives 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Tx THe HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 29, 1890, 


* Resolved, That the concurrent resolution of the Senate ‘concerning the irri- 
tion of arid lands inthe valley of the Rio Grande’ do pass with the follow- 
ng amendment: Page 2, line 15, ater the word ‘Government,’ insert ‘and 

the Presidentis also requested toinclude in the negotiations with the Govern- 
ment of Mexico all other subjects of interest which may be deemed to affect 
the present or prospective relations of both Governments.” 

Mr. Sierman. I move that the amendment of the House of Representatives 
be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Rio Grande River, for 1,200 miles of its course, forms a boundary 
line between Mexico and the United States. Its channel is shifting 
and erratic, and during the heat of summer becomes almost dry in por- 
tions of its course. At other times, when in flood, it becomes a raging 
torrent, spreading over a wide yalley and often cutting for itself a new 
channel, so that lands which one year are on the Mexican side of the 
stream the next year are found on the American side upon the subsi- 
dence of the flood. This shifting character of the channel of the river 
gives rise to conflicts of jurisdiction and tends to favor those who engage 
in contraband trade or in depredations from one side or another along 
the boundary, 

Mr. LANHAM. In this connection, if it will not disturb my friend 
from California, I would like to ask a question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to inquire what, if any, action has been 
taken on the part of our Government in relation to the subject-mat- 
ter of the concurrent resolution to which he has referred. 

Mr. VANDEVER. In reply to the question of my friend I have to 
say that I am not aware of any steps having been taken in compliance 
with the concurrent resolution which passed both Houses of Congress 
at the last session. 

Mr. LANHAM. My friend will remember that he and I called in 
person upon the President last year and endeavored to impress upon 
him the importance of the propositions involved in the resolution, and 
my inquiry was whether there had been any recent action taken upon 
it by the President. 

Mr. VANDEVER. There has been no recent action that lam aware 
of. Idesire to say in this connection that this joint resol ution embraces 
that as well as other subjects of difference between the two Govern- 
ments, and the preservation of peace and amity between the two great 
Republics of North America is involved in this matter, and it is im- 
portant that it should be settled to their mutual satisfaction, This 
subject was treated by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], in a very interesting re- 
port which he submitted to the Fiftieth Congress, ‘In that report he de- 
scribes the situation as follows: 

It [Rio Grande] has shifted its channels so often and so far, in some cases grad- 
ually, in others abruptly and by cut-offs, that no man knows accurately where 
the boundary is to-day, Sometimes the stream will suddenly cut a new chan- 
nel, abandoning the old ones altogether and in a single day, by a cut-off, a tract 
or banco” of a hundred acres will be found to be on the other side ofthe river, 
These causes haye produced uncertainty as to the boundary, and this encour- 
nges smuggling, which isalways carried on more or less on the border. When 
aman smuggles from a **banco”’ it is almost im ible to catch and convict 
him. Nosurveys are made nor official records kept of the time and place of 
cut-off changes, and no one can tell with accuracy the extent of a cut-off. The 
bed of the old channel is the boundary, though it may be longsincedry. There 
are sometimes two or three old beds, and it is hard to tell where is the middle 
of the old bed contemplated by the treaty. 

At the last term of the United States district court at Brownsville, the most 
noted case of smuggling was lost by the Government for want of that accurate 
knowledge that wouldsatisfy thecourt. * * * These bancos with their uncer- 
tain boundaries afforded retreats for smugglers, thieves, kidnapers, murderers, 


and every class of criminals, as well as bases of supplies from which to carry on 
their operations, free from interference by cither Government, 
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A SCRAP OF TISTORY, 

In the month of March, 1865, the President of the Mexican Republic 
wasa fugitive from his capital, and the Archduke Maximilian of Ans- 
tria, claiming to. be Emperor of Mexico, occupied the palaces of the 
Montezumas. Maximilian was supported by the armies of Frautce, 
whilst Benito Juarez, an aboriginal of Mexico, chosen by the people 
for their chief magistrate, was in hegira, and the United States. were 
just emerging from the terrible cataclysm of civil war. 

At this time and under these circumstances, President. Juarez, of 
the Mexican Republic, made a concession to Jacob P. Leese, of Mon- 
terey, Upper California, for the colonization of the peninsula of Lower 
California, but, being hard pressed for money, made it conditional upon 
the payment of $100,000 into the chancery of the Mexican consulate 
in San Francisco, Cal., within four months from its date. But the 
Maximilian government exerted such influence thatnot a dollar could 
be raised on account of this concession of the republican government, 

On the 7th day of June, 1865, a meeting was held at the Cooper In- 
stitute, New York, ‘‘for the purpose of reaffirming the spirit of the 
Monroe doctrine and of expressing sympathy with the feebler and 
struggling republics of the continent.’ It was presided over by the 
venerable William Cullen Bryant. The vice presidents were William 
H. Webb, Cornelius K. Garrison, Leonard W. Jerome, Hon. James W. 
Beekman, Peter Cooper, Daniel F. Tiemann, Rev. Joshua Leavitt, Hon. 
Robert J. Walker, Maj. Gen. James A. Garfield, Manton Marble, Hon. 
Horace Greeley, John E. Williams, Edward E. Dunbar, Major General 
Rosecrans, Hon. Hiram Walbridge, Hon. Theodore E. Tomlinson, Gen- 
eral E. L. Viele, and Hon. Charles D. Poston. 

The resolutions, after affirming adherence to the principles of the 
Monroe doctrine, and reciting that ‘‘ France has interfered to oppress 
our sister Republic of Mexico and to control its destiny against the 
choice of its people,” and that ‘‘Spain has interfered to extend her 
system over Hayti and is now interfering to oppress the Republics of 
Chili and Pern,” and after referring in appropriate terms to the death 
of Hon. Henry Winter Davis, who had been expected to make the 

rincipal address at that meeting, closed with a quotation from Mr. 

vis’s resolution, which passed the-House of Representatives unani- 
mously in the winter of 1864, and which reads as follows: 

Tho United States are unwilling by their silence to leave the nations of the 
world under the impression that they are indifferent spectators of the deplor- 
able events now transpiring in the Republic of Mexico, and that they therefore 
think fit to.declare that it does not accord with the policy of the United States 
to acknowledge any monarchical government erected on the ruins of any re- 
publican government in America under the auspices of any European power. 

Speeches were made at this meeting by William CuHen Bryant, Hon. 
T. E. Tomlinson, Señor MacKenna, of Chili, and Hon. S.S: Cox. Hon. 
E. G. Squier read letters from the following prominent men who had 
been unavoidably detained: Montgomery Blair, Senator Nesmith of 
Oregon, Senator John Conness of California, Hon. Robert Dale Owen, 
Hon. Daniel S. Dickinson, Hon. R. T. Van Horn, Hon. J. Baker, Hon. 
Charles Sitgreaves, General James A. Garfield, Senator Benjamin F. 
Wade, General Sickles, Hon. John A. Kasson, Speaker Schuyler Col- 
fax, Hon. Hamilton Ward, Hon. R. W. Clarke, Hon. Horace Maynard, 
Hon. Samnel J. Randall, Senator Lane, and General Mussey. 

The proceedings of this meeting were supplemented by a subscrip- 
tion of $100,000 for the relief of the Republic of Mexico and its Presi- 
dent, which sum was transmitted to President Juarez by the hand of 
Minister Romero of the Mexican Republic. 

This substantial sympathy and timely aid proved to be a pivotal 
point in the destiny of the Mexican Republic, a wave “taken at the 
flood, which led on to fortune.’’ It led President Juarez back to the 
palaces of the Montezumas, it led the Archduke Maximilian to the 
executioner, and it indirectly led Louis Napoleon to Sedan. 

These momentous events, accelerated by the august trampetof pub- 
lic opinion announced from the forum of the Cooper Institute in New 
York, were supplemented in a short time by the re-establishment of 
the government of our sister Republic on a firm basis, owingin a large 
measure to the sympathy and material support awarded it in the hour 
of its greatest peril by the people of the United States of America. 
Under the circumstances, should Mexico decline to enter into negotia- 
tions with our Government for the correction of evils that affect the 
interests of both, it would redound little to her credit. 

The sympathies of every loyal American were with Mexico in the 
hour of peril to that Republic. We extended substantial aid to its 
President, for which no recompense is asked or expected, but we ex- 
pect and have a right to demand fair protection of our interests from 
the frauds practiced under coverofthe Free Zone regulations of the bor- 
der, which discriminate against the commerceof the United States in 
favor of the commerce ofthe countries that conspired to overthrow the 
republican government of Mexico and to establish a monarchy upon its 


rnins, 

The following are the letters submitted by Mr. VANDEVER asan ap- 
pendix to his remarks: 

New Your, March 1, 1890. 

Sm: The undersigned, agents of the New York, Cuba and Mexico Steamship 
Line, have been informed that Senate bill 1642, Fifty-first Congress, first ses- 
sion, "to prevent the transportation of merchandise in bond through the ports 
and territory of the United States into the Republic of Mexico,” ete., has n 
referred (to your Department fora report thereon. We therefore desire to en- 


ter through you our respectful protest a the panaga ofsaid bill, and here- 
with to submit our reasons why it should not become a law. 

1, The privilege of transportation of merchandise in bond is not so mucha 
benefit to Mexicons to the peopic of the United States. Its abolition would af- 
fect Mexican interests to n very small extent, but would be a serious injury to 
yarious Américan steamship and railroad lines which are now enjoying a con- 
siderable and profitable trafic, and which, under the provisions of this bill, 
Would be transferred to foreign steamshipandrailroadcompanies. The under- 
signed are now transporting through the port of New York a large amount of 
European goods to Mexico, for which they give through billsof ladingat Liver- 
pool and other European ports, and which ear bpm Ba York to our 
steamers and delivered in the Gulf ports of Mexico, thus furnishing us a profit- 
able and growing traffic. Owing to the cheap freight rates from Liverpool to 
New York, wo are enabled to successfully compete with French, Spanish, and 
British steamers running direct to Mexico, notwithstanding those lines receive 
subsidy and mail pay from their own Governments and some of them from tho 
Mexican Goyernment also, while our line receives no subsidy or pay from our 
own orany other Government. After long years of earnest effort, struggling 
with great obstacles and without the aid of our Government, we havo built up 
such a trade with Cuba and Mexico as has justificd us in building in an Ameri- 
ean ship yard during the past few months three new first-class steamers to add 
to our former fleet of steamers. Ifthe billunder consideration becomes a Jaw, 
it will atly restrict our carrying trade and seriously cripple our business, 
We had hoped that the present Congress would adopt some effective mensure 
to encourage and strengthen usin our contest with the subsidized lines of 
foreign nations, and certainly were not prepared fora measure whose only effect 
will be to cut olf a large part of our traffic, as well as that of other largo Ameri- 
can interests, 

2, Our acquaintance with Mexican affairs leads us to say that the object had in 
view would notbe accomplished or promoted by the passage of this bill, namely, 
the repeal of the Mexican Free Zone. As already stated, Mexico has much less 
interest in the transit privilege than the United States, and its abolition would 
now have little effect in Mexico, as it has completed lines of railroad from sev- 
eral of the seaports reaching to the most remote States of its frontier. Its chief 
effect would be to irritate, if not affront, the Mexican Government. The Free 
Zone is a vexed question in the domestic politics of Mexico, and its abolition is 
hen now agitating the political circles of that country more than any other sub- 
ect. The passage of this bill would be construed in that country as a hostilo 
act on the part of our Government, and would be likely to turn the tide of pub- 
lic opinion to the side of the advocates of the Free Zone. 

Tn view of the foregoing we earnestiy hope that you will report that the Fe 
sage of the bill would be inopportune and injurious to the interests of the United 

tes, 
Very respectfully, 
JAMES E. WARD & CO., 
By JOHN FOSTER, Attorney: 
Hon, James G. BLAISE, Secretary of State. 


Orricn or EVARTS, CHOATE & Beaxay, 
No. 52 Wall street, New York, March 4, i890. 

Sim: I learn that there hasbeen referred to you by the Secretary of tho Treas- 
ury a communication from the Committee on Commerce of the Senate of the 
United States, with reference to Senate bill No.1612, being a bill entitled “A 
bill to prevent the transportation of merchandiso in bond through the ports 
and territory of the United States into the Republic of Mexico, and to restore 
that privilege whenever the Zona Libre along the boundary between the two 
countries shall be abolished.” 

Iam counsel for the Texas-Mezican Railway Company and the Mexican Na- 
tional Railway Company. The Texas-Mexican Railway runs from the port of 
Corpus Christi, in Texas, to a connection with the Mexican National Railroad 
at Laredo, in Texas, on the Rio Grande River. The Mexican National Rail- 
road runs from Laredo to tho City of Mexico. This Mexican National road has 
been builtand is operated to a very considerable extont upon the reliance and 
expectation that it would be able to do considerable business in the carrying of 
merchandise imported at the pore of Corpus Christi and passing from there in 
bond over the Texas Mexican Railroad to the Mexican line, and inthat way de- 
livered in Mexico, 

Tho pro bill introduced in tho Senute of the United States, if it should 
become a law, would be a great damage both to the Texas-Mexican Railway 
and to the Mexican National Railroad. The Mexican National Railroad is a 
corporation organized under the laws of Colorado and has been built to a very 

reat extent by the help of the citizens of the United States and the moncy of 
the citizens of the United States. The relations between the Texas-Mexican 
road nud the Mexican Nationalroad are of such a nature that each road is dam- 
aged and diminished by anything thatinjuresthe other, The president of both 
of these roads is now in Europe, and in his absence I write you in behalfof these 
tworoads, sailing sous stecsion to the facts herein stated, and assure you that 
the proposed bill, if it becomes a law, will ropa diminish the yalue of tho 
property of these two companies, I am not familiar with the reasons that 
would justify the passage of such a bill, but in view of the damage that is cer- 
tain to be done to the citizensof the United States, I feel that Congress would 
hesitate a long time before making the bill a law. i 

I assume thatthe purpose of sucha bill is to retaliate upon Mexico for certain 
action thatithastaken, The effect will be that the goods that would have reached 
Mexico through a port of the United States will reach Mexico througha Mex- 
fean port, and the damage will be done to the citizens of the United States who 
own steamship and railroad lines which otherwise would haye had the trans- 
portation of these goods to Mexico, but in the case contemplated will lose such 
transportation by reason of the act of Congress. In other words, the pro ct 
legislation will i citizens of the United States, but not Mexico or its citizens. 

If youshould wish any information as totheamountof the business orof the 
merchandise that is carried in bond over the Toxas-Mexican Railway, I could 
furnish the same. 

Yours, very truly, 
CHARLES C. BEAMAN, 
Counsel of Texas-Mexican Railway Company 
and of the Mexican National Railtray. 
Hon, James G. BLAIXE, 


Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 6, 1890. 


GENTLEMEN: [have to acknowledge the receipt of the letter of Ist ultimo, ad- 
dressed to. me on your behalf by Mr. J. W. Foster, attorney,in regard to the 
apprehended effects of Senate bill No. 1612 of the present session, “to prevent 
the transportation of merchandise in bond through the ports and territory of 
the United States into the Republic of Mexico, ete., should the same become 


alaw. 

The bill in question is understood to be eae in committee; and the sub- 
ject to which it relates falls primarily within the purview of the Treasury De- 
partment. So far as the question affects the Zona Libre of Mexico, the last re- 
port of the Department on the matter is contained in the executive document 
of which Linclosea copy for your information. 
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Deeming, however, that the statements contained in your letter, tending to 
show that the proposed abolition of the privilege of transportation of merchan- 
dise in bond to Mexico would injuriously affect various railroads and steam- 
ship lines of the United States, may be of consequence to the Treasury Depart- 
ar I have had the pleasure to communicate a copy to the Seerctary of the 

easury. 
Tam gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
- a Ż JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Messrs. James E. Ward & Co., New York City. 


Mr. HITT. Mr.Chairman, in view of the special order for 3 o'clock, 
I more that the committes do now rise. 

The motion was agreed -to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 13069) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed acts and 
a joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5380) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Davenport, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a public building at Akron, 
Ohio; 

‘An act (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily P. Collins; 

An act (H. R.7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print the eulogies on Hon. Edward 
J. Gay. 


FUNERAL OF THE LATE SECRETARY WINDOM. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the funeral services of the late Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will take place at12 o’clock on Monday, and, in 
‘order that the members of the House may have an opportunity to at- 
tend, I ask unanimousconsent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet at 2 o’clock p. m. on Monday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
‘when the Speaker signed the same: x 
A bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 
A bill (H. R.4559) to provide for the purchaseof asite and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Rockford, in tho State of Illinois; 
ha 


ah 
A bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WATSON, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


The SPEAKER. The hour of 3 o'clock having arrived, the Clerk 
will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, January 31, 1891. at 3 o’clock, afternoon, be set aside 
for paying tributes to the memory of Hon. Lewis F. Watson, late a member of 
the House of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, August 
25, 1890, in sorrow I announced to the House the death of my esteemed 
colleague, Lewis F. Watson, a Representative from the Twenty-seventh 
Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania, of which State he 
was a native. He died suddenly in the city of Washington at about 
11 o'clock in the morning of that day at the Shoreham, the hotel in 
which he and Mrs, Watson were living. He had come safely down 
stairs and when about stepping into a carriage at the door he became 
unconscious and fell. He breathed his last, a few minutes afterwards, 
in a reception room of the hotel, to which he had been carried, dyinga 

ainless dcath. He had not been in robust health for some months, 

ut was not detained from the House by illness, excepting atintervals 
of a day or two at a time, and upon the day of his death he thought 
he was feeling stronger and insisted upon going to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. His good wife, and oh, how careful she was of him, did 
not approve of his going out that morning, but important public busi- 
ness called him and death came upon him as he was about to start to 
the performance of duty. 

He was devoted to duty, whether in the walks of private life or in 
public official position. He liked occupation and was never happy 
without it. He did not deprive himself of moderate social pleasure, 
and he took proper rest when he felt that he needed it. Thus helived, 
a busy man, who accomplished success, and amidst the anxieties of ex- 
tensive business operations he spared time to cultivate and enjoy the 
happiness of home life; and he had a truly happy home—a devoted 
husband, an affectionate father, a true-hearted friend. He was held 
in high esteem by his fellow-citizens, joined themin enterprises for the 
advancement of the prosperity of his neighborhood, willingly aided in 


works of charity, and was noted for integrity in all his dealings. He 
was a man of great wealth and was not spoiled by it. He waseasy of 
approach and never lost that gentleness and heartiness of manner which 
so endeared him to those who had started in life with him, but who had 
been less fortunate than he. 

To accumulate wealth in honorable pursuits is most commendable, 
and communities esteem the citizen who by energy, uprightness, and 
perseverance realizes fortune. Mr. Watson stood pre-eminent among 
the wealthy men of his State because, in the enjoyment of his more 
than amplecompetence, he was ever ready to help to success the steady, 
industrious man of small means who was siriving to better his condi- 
tion by patient, uncomplaining work. The poorer members ofa com- 
munity do not enyy the richer because of their wealth; but when riches 
create only pride, self-conceit, disdainful treatment, and want of sym- 
pathy in their possessor, then is the man of wealth looked upon as the 
enemy of progress and of the prosperity of his neighbors. No such 
feelings belittled Mr. Watson’s nature. He was looked upon as a use- 
ful man, a benefactor, and a friend in the community in which he lived. 

In this Congress death has taken from the Pennsylvania delegation 
three ofits members. We, in the last session, eulogized William D. 
Kelley and Samuel J. Randall, and to-day we are paying tribute to 
the memory of Lewis F. Watson, adearcolleague to whom we were all so 
greatly attached. From the Thirty-eighth Congress, in which I had my 
firstservice, until now, the Fifty-first, no Pennsylvania member’s death 
occurred during the sessions excepting that of Mr, Darwin A. Finney, 
who died abroad during a session of the Fortieth Congress. The 
distinguished statesman, Thaddeus Stevens, died in Washington after 
Congress had adjourned, and the beloved William A. Duncan, of the 
York, Adams, and Cumberland district, in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
departed this life athis own home during the interval between sessions. 
So death had for a long period spared our Pennsylvania colleagues dur- 
ing the sessions of both the Senate and House, saving us the grief of 
mourning here over their sad departure, until he came with relentless 
power into the present Congress, when three members, in the midst of 
their greatness, prominence, and usefulness, yielded up their lives. 

Our days have indeed been saddened. Our pleasant companionship 
with these colleagues has been severed, and as in their lives we looked 
to them to aid us in legislating for our country we have missed them as 
Representatives of our dear old Commonwealth, for in their very souls 
each of them was true to the nation, trneto Pennsylvania. Mr. Wat- 
son had been honored by three elections to the House of Representa- 
tives. His intelligence, habits of business, and knowledge of affairs 
gave him an enviable position among his fellow-members. In the 
Forty-fifth Congress he was assigned by its Speaker to the Committes 
on Agriculture, a committee of the highest Importance to the inter- 
ests of so many millions of the people. Inthe Forty-seventh Congress 
his merits gained him places inthe Committees on Naval Affairs and 
on Public Lands. His services in these committees were highly ap- 
preciated by his fellow-members who were on them and by the House. 

Coming to the Fifty-first Congress, his reputation as an attentive, 
influential member of former Congresses had preceded him, and its 
Speaker realized the importance to the country of placing him on the 
Committees on Naval Affairs and on Public Lands, in which he had served 
with such usefulness and distinction, Ourcolleague, my fellow-mem- 
bers from Pennsylvania, has left us an example we well may follow. 
He was so earnest in all heundertook. He was so ready to keepus at 
all times so well informed of his committee work. He was ever so 
anxious to have us come to him to inform him of what we desired him 
todo. He was so gentle in his manners, so affable, so pleasant, so 
communicative, that we can not but miss him constantly. 

He was indeed our friend. That friendship I will never forget, and 
in speaking of him upon this occasion I am bowed down with personal 
sorrow and I grieve over the loss of one who tome was ever the agree- 
able companion, the constant friend. I can bring before me now his 
pleasantsmile, I can in imagination feel the warm clasp of his hand when 
grecting him, while the softness of his voice seems to:come upon my 
ear as it did in life. As we stood around his coffin, no manlier form, 
dead or living, had our eyes ever beheld. 

My colleague [Mr. VAUX], who had expected to eulogize Mr. Watson, 
was called to his home yesterday. He wiil take occasion to add his 
tribute in the volume of the printed eulogies. 


Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the admonitions of the 
uncertainty oflife and the certainty of death which have come to the 
members of this House have been frequent and impressive. 

Eleven of the men elected to the Fifty-first Congress have been re- 
moved by the hand of death from participation in its deliberations, 
Six did not live to take the seats to which they were elected and five 
passed away during the first session of this Congress, 

OFf these five, three (more than one-tenth of her entire delegation) 
were from the State of Pennsylvania, Randall, Kelley, and Watson all 
died during a single session. Three times within a few months the 
legislative business of this House has been suspended to pay becoming 
tributes of respect to the memory of Pennsylvania’s dead Congress- 
men; and, whatever of solemnity this occasion may have for members 
of other delegations, to the Representatives from Pennsylvania it can 
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not fail to be impressive and suggestive of serious thought and reflec- 
tion. 

I knew Mr. Watson well. He was my neighbor for more than a 
quarter of a century, Ourlines of action in business and in politics ran 
sometimes parallel and sometimes divergent, but the contact of daily 
life, the amenities of social intercourse, the intimacies of business re- 
lations, and the means of knowledge drawn from professional employ- 
ment, sometimes in his service and often adverse, gave me a concep- 
tion and comprehension of his character and characteristics which I 
can but imperfectly express or communicate to others. 

Lewis Findlay Watson was born in Northwestern Pennsylvania, in 
the county of Crawford, on the 14th day of April, 1819. 

He was of sturdy, Scotch-Irish lineage, and inherited and developed 
many of the characteristics of this ancestry. His parents were from 
the State of Delaware, but had early settled on the frontiers of Western 
Pennsylvania. They gave to theirson the somewhat crude educational 
advantages of that section, until, at the age of thirteen, the necessity of 
earning his own living forced him to seek employmentinastorein the 
then village of Titusville. Thus early he began the'singlé-handed bat- 
tle of life, which he fought out with unflinching courage and persist- 
ence to the end. He commenced with the advantage‘of poverty, the 
spur of necessity. His unremitting industry and unconquerable de- 
termination overcame all obstacles and ultimately crowned his efforts 
with a full measure of success. 

He continued to work in different stores until 1837, when he became 
a clerk in the office of the prothonotary of Warren County. ‘The fol- 
lowing year he was enabled to enter the old Warren Academy, then 
under the charge of Rasselas Brown, whoatterwards, on the bench and 
at the bar, attained honorable eminence and still lives loved and re- 
vered by a large circle of attached friends, Irecently asked himif he 
remembered Colonel Watson as a scholar. ‘‘ Yes,’’ said he, “he was a 
quiet young man, a good student, especially in bookkeeping and math- 
ematics,’’ 

In a few months he had completed his school education, and with a 
fair preparation for the sphere of labor which he had selected he en- 
tered actively and zealously into mercantile pursuits and the borough 
of Warren became his permanent home. With different partners and 
sometimes alone, he continued extensively engaged in trade until 1860, 
when he transferred his attention and energiesto the manufacture and 
sale of lumber. 

During these years he was rather frail in appearance, with a tend- 
ency to lung disease, which caused him for several winters to seek the 
more genial climate of the South, but produced little or no remission 
in his close attention to business. As he reached middle life he became 
stouter in person and his active outdoor pursuits broughtto him more 
than average health and vigor, and these he retained till the last yea: 
of his life. 

From 1860 he gradually extended his business operations. He ac- 
quired large tracts of land in Pennsylvania at low prices, and these 
afterwards became valuable for timber, for oil, and gas, 

The rich wheat lands of Dakota attracted his attention, and several 
thousand acres in the best part of that vigorous young Commonwealth 
were added to his possessions. 

A trip which he made in 1883 to the Pacific coast and along the shores 
of Puget Sound and back into the primeval forests of that wonderful 
region led him to considerable investments in the then Territory of 
Washington, The trained judgment and keen eye of the practical Ium- 
berman comprehended at once the vast future possibilities of that un- 
rivaled timber region, and he sought to ally himself with its progress 
and development. 

To the end of his life he continued engaged in the lumber business, 
and prided himself on his thorongh and practical knowledge of all its 
featnres and details, 

This, however, was not his only occupation. As early as 1859, soon 
after Colonel Drake had drilled his pioneer oil well near Titusville, 
Colonel Watson leased of his brother,who owned land in that vicinity, 
a single acre and in company with Archibald Tanner drilled what 
proved to be the first flowing oil well everdiscovered,and for thirty years 
thereafter he continued to derive more or less income from the pro- 
duction of oil. 

In the building of the railroad which was to connect his home with 
Lake Erie on the north and the stirring, enterprising oil region on the 
south, he was a leading and active spirit. y 

He helped to organize the First National Bank of Warren, and later 
the Warren Savings Bank, and was for twenty years president of this 
latter institution. To all these business enterprises in which he was 
interested he gave more or less of his personal attention, 

He was clear in his calculations, strict in hisrequirements of others, 
inquisitive and watchful of every movement about him, careful in his 
attention to details, tireless in his pursuit of any enterprise he had in 
hand. He thus year by year extended his operations and increased 
his possessions until he became one of the wealthiest men of his sec- 
tion. 

Until about 1870 he had taken no active part and manifested no special 
interest in politics, Soon atter that date he began to cherish some polit- 


ical ambitions, which took practical form when two or three years later 
he sought but failed to obtain the Republican nomination for State 
senator, i 

In 1874 he received the Congressional recommendation of his county, 
but failed in the districtconvention. Two years later he was nominated 
and elected by an overwhelming majority over William L. Scott, who- 
has since served with distinction in this body, and in due time he took 
his seat in the Forty-fifth Congress. 

He represented an oil district, and when the producers, who had long 
suffered from discriminations against them by the carrying corporations 
from that section, determined to seek a remedy by national as well as 
State legislation, they prepared and placed in his hands what became 
afterwards known as the ‘‘ Watson antidiscrimination bill.” This 
measure he introduced, and he zealously labored to secure its enact- 
ment intolaw. It passed the House, but failed to receive action in the 
Senate. Its agitation, however, and the attention attracted to the sub- 
ject opened the way to the fature legislation which became embodied 
in the interstate-commerce law. 

At the end of his term Colonel Watson failed to secure a renomina- 
tion, but was more fortunate in 1880, and served as a member of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. Three times successively thereafter hesought 
the nomination of his party without success, but in 1888 he was nom- 
inated in the new district then recently formed and triumphantly 
elected, and prior to his death had been again renominated. 

Early in last season he was afflicted with a sickness which proved 
the forerunner of an incurable disease. He struggled bravely against 
it, and while he wasted gradually away and his friends saw the dark 
angel hovering over him, he stood bravely at his post. ‘The session was 
exciting, its requirements exacting, but his duty seemed to hold him 
here, aud here he remained against the advice of his physician and the 
protests of his friends, 

On the 25th of last August he left his home at the Shoreham to come 
to the Capitol, but before he reached the street hestaggered, sank back 
into the arms of his secretary, and in a few moments ceased to breathe. 
“God’s finger touched him and he slept.” Thestirring, busy life was 
ended; the spirit had returned to God who gave it. 

The loving hands of family and friends and sympathizing associates 
from this House bore him back to his home in the beautiful valley of 
the Alleghany; and in the quiet cemetery on the mountain side, look- 
ing down on the home he had built and beautified and on the stirring 
town in which he had spent more than half a century of his life, they 
left him, dust returned to dust. 

As a business man Colonel Watson was careful, prudent, energetic, 
indefatigable, persevering, and determined in what he undertoook, 
and henve he made a success of his undertakings. He was indus- 
trious in babit, cool in judgment, cautious in plan, thorough in in- 
vestigation, and careful, even tiresome, in attention to details. He had 
clear and practical views, remarkable sagacity; and tremendous energy. 
He was possessed of abundant means to gratify every whim or wish, bu 
he remained frugal in his tastes, economical and close in his business 
transactions. He knew the powerof money and valned it accordingly. 
He used it intelligently and at times liberally. He combined the quali- 
ties which made financial success a certainty. 

Into polities he carried his business methods. He decided what he 
wanted and set resolutely at work to obtain it. He concentrated his 
attention on the end to be gained with a determination that admitted 
no question or cavil, and thus sometimes he failed to discriminate care- 
fully as to the means and agencies employed to reach that end; he 
was occasionally beaten, but he never surrendered. 

Asa member of this body he was quiet, attentive, and faithful; he 
made no speeches, took no part in debate nor iu the management or 
molding of legislation on this floor. 

He had come into this body without special adaptation or previous 
training, but he sought with patience, and fair success, to supply these 
deficiencies, and acquaint himself with the proceedings in which he 
was taking part. He was regular in attendance when not disabled by 
sickness, and by his votes voiced the sentiments of his constituents 
‘faithfully and intelligently. 

He was dignified and gentlemanly in his deportment, disposed to he 
sociable and companionable with his friends and to cultivate the ac- 
quaintance and good will of his féllow-members. 

He was attentive to the wants of his constituents and ever ready to 
answer their calls upon him. He employed competent assistance to 
look to what he could not personally do, and at the Pension Office 
and various departments, with the thoroughness and persistency 
which characterized the conduct of his private affairs, he sought to 
carry out the wishes and promote the interests of those he repre- 
sented. 

Serving in no two Congresses successively, he labored at all times 
more or less under the disadvantages and limitations which always 
surround and hamper a new member, but he had n fair measure of 
confidence in himself and asserted his position and rights with con- 
mendable zeal and courage; and he enjoyed theconfidence and respect 


of his associates on this floor. 
But, sir, his work is ended, ‘The widowed wife and the only child 
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mingle their bitter barning tears over the new-made grave; business 
associates express their sorrow and tender their sympathies; the law- 
makers of a great nation pause in their work and offer their tributes 
of respect and regard; but the great world moves on. The ranks close 
up. The tumultuous present crowds out the sad and saddening past. 
The necessity for action cuts short the opportunity for memory; and 
we turn again to the duties that confront us, 

That the wound heals quickly does not indicate that it was not deep, 
but only that the system is in a healthy condition and the recupera- 
tive forces normal and strong. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I had only a brief acquaintance with 
Mr. Watson, and yet the judgment I formed of his character is admi- 
tably expressed in the eloquent addresses we have just heard from the 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. ONEILL and Mr. Stone], who had 
known him so long and well. I had the pleasure of forming an ac- 
quaintance with Mr. Watson in the Forty-seventh Congress; and it 
was with sincere gratification that I met him asa member of this House 
at the opening of its first session. During the present Congress and 
up to the time of his death he wasa member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, of which I am a member; and until failing health com- 
pelled him to abstain from his active committee duty I had the pleas- 
ure of meeting him from week to week in the current business of that 
committee. I formed a very high opinion of his capacity in business 
alfairs and of his qualities asa gentleman. He was a gentleman of 
fairness and candor, thoroughly upright and honest, and anxious to 
fulfill with fidelity the trust he had assumed as a representative of the 

cople, 
ci Mr. Watson, as a Representative, felt an earnest interest in every- 
thing that concerned the prosperity of our country, and I felt sure 
that such a man‘as he was could not live in any community without 
its being improved and bettered by his life. He was a gentleman of 
amiable disposition, around whom iriends would gather. I have been 
informed that he was a gentleman of ample fortune, the result of his 
own honorable enterprise. Large fortunes, whether inherited or the 
result of patient industry, do not generally inspire in the hearts of their 
rs a kind and beneyolentspirit. Such fortunes suggest the en- 
dowment ofgreat institutions and acts of public munificence, but their 
possessors seldom display the generous and heart-enlarging charity that 
without ostentation feeds the hungry, consoles the afllicted, and seeks 
to raise up the fallen. - 

I know nothing of the home life of Mr. Watson, but I feel sure that 
he was a kind and charitable gentleman, willing to aid the poor 
and unfortunate, and never turned from his door anyone seeking food, 
shelter, or relief. His face was pleasant, kind, and benevolent. I was 
charmed with his social qualities. He met his friends with a frank 
and cordial greeting. His conversation was pleasant and instructive. 

At the close of a long life, devoted to enterprises beneficial to the 
community in which he lived and to his country, I am sure Mr. Wat- 
son merited and received that highest eulogy that can be expressed on 
a life well spent, the heartfelt regret of those who knew him well, 
that a good man was dead, In the final vicissitudes of life the tears of 
neighbors and friends are the highest tribute the living can pay to the 
memory of the dead. ‘ 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives of 
the Fifty-first Congress has been called upon to an unusual extent to 
observe in tributes to the departed the remarkable visitations of fatal- 
ity which have followed the membership of this House, And to-day 
it becomes our duty to pause amid the busy work of legislation to 
pay a proper tribute of respect and esteem to the memory of one of 
our departed companions who, during a long and busy and honorable 
life, had filled out the full rounded measure of public duty and who 
has now gone to his reward beyond thelimitations of our present mortal 
career. 

My acquaintance with the deceased did not extend over a long period 
of years, nor was it of so intimate a character as that which I have had 
with some other members of the present and previous Congresses. But 
as a member of the committee of which I happen to be the chairman in 
this Congress I was brought into daily contact with him during the 
greater part of the last session, and had abundant opportunity to ob- 
serve with interest and respect the.admirable traits of character which 
adorned him. I learned to honor him as a man of earnest convictions, 
of great integrity, of wise judgment, and amiable temperament. He 
was peculiarly attentive, even in the minutest details, to any duty 
which devolved upon him. He was painstaking in his desire to dis- 
charge even the least of the obligations resting upon him in his legis- 
lative capacity. ; 

In his association with his colleagues, he was a peculiarly delight- 
ful comrade and companion; and I may safely say that among the 
number of those who have gathered about the board of the Naval Com- 
mittee no member could have been taken away around whose mem- 
ory there would cling a gentler and sweeter incense of friendship and 
comradeship. 

I have deemed it incumbent upon me to say this much in commem- 


oration of an associate in the committee work of this Congress, a fel- 
low-member for whom I have entertained a very high degree of respect 
and esteem, and whose sudden and almost tragic death came to me 
with all the effect of a severe shock and personal loss, 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I do not hope to add anything tothe 
truth or beauty of the tributes with which love and esteem have gar- 
landed the memory of the distinguished dead; but I crave the indul- 
gence of a moment to mingle my voice with the swelling anthem of 
affectionate and eloquent eulogy, because I respected and honored our 
departed friend while living, and dead I feel a-sincere and reverential 
regard for his memory. 

The duration of his life, the usefulness of his exertions, the eleva- 
tion of his sentiments, and the nobility of his character united to form 
a career interesting, instructive, and admirable in a high degree. 
Whatever success rewarded his efforts was in no sense due to the con- 
ditions of his life. Neither birth nor rank nor fortune aided his ad- 
yancement. He commenced with ‘‘parts and poverty,” the charac- 
teristic patrimony of American youth. His achievements were due 
entirely to principles, qualities, and forces which summed up a strong 
personality, 

He possessed a firm will, a sound judgment, and the courage of his 
convictions. He wasathoughtfal man—quiet and unobtrusive—with- 
out ostentation or egotism, simple in his tastes, blameless in charac- 
ter, benevolent in feeling, and was, I believe, from my observation of 
him, a signal example of fidelity to conviction, devotion to duty, and 
loyalty to conscience and country. If the qualities exhibited during 
the brief period of our association as colleagues here were in any de- 
gree an index to his character, it is safe to say that no draft upon his 
duty, his honor, his patriotism, or his benevolence ever went to pro- 
test. 

Remembering his promptitude and his unremitting attention to the 
calls made upon him, if I were to select from the cluster of his excel- 
Jent qualities a single one to extol above others, I would say that no 
attribute of this superior man shone with a more supernal splendor 
than his conscientious and tireless devotion to duty. This is the 
“golden text’’ in the lesson of his life. He must have formed a part 
of his religion from the shipmaster in the story who prayed to Nep- 
tune, ‘‘Oh, God; Thon mayest save me if Thou wilt, or destroy me; 
but however it be I will hold my rudder trve.”’ 

If Schiller’s poetic soul had put to Colonel Watson the question, 
‘What shall I do to gain eternal life?” his kindred spirit would have 
answered back in the poet’s own glowing words: 

Thy duty ever. 
Discharge aright the simple duties with 
Which each day is rife; yea, with thy might. 

So this good man has been twice ennobled. Death and duty ennoble 
all men. Such superb characters are the richest and rarest fruit of 
earth, and the fine vintage of their example should be garnered by 
their surviving countrymen for their instruction and refreshment. No 
man, with limited human vision, can see enough of the arc to be able 
even in imagination to picture the completed circle of noble influence 
exerted upon mankind by exhibitions of loyal devotion to high ideals. 
My soul bows in reverence and love before the human temple which 
enshrines the divinity of ‘‘duty.’’ 

Our brother reached the bounds of man’s appointed years. The 
mysterious clock which the angel of life wound up to run for three 
score years and ten, and then handed the key to the angel of the resur- 
rection, ran downat the appointed time. Deathcamesuddenly. We 
heard the rustle and saw the shadow of his wings, and it was over. 
The record of a useful life was surrendered to the keeping of his sur- 
viving friends and the just judgment of history. 

There is solace in the thought that his death wasin season, He was 
gathered like theripesheafinto the garner. Life’s blessings had been 
enjoyed; life’s work was fairly done, though the harness was still on, 
when nature, with some rudeness in her touch, but with a soft and 
gentle purpose, disengaged the vital cord and he passed serenely to his 
final rest on the othershoreof that mysterious sea ‘* that never yet has 
borne on any wave the image of a homeward sail. ”? 

And now, as we leave the contemplation of our departed friend, 
those who loyed him can carry with them the consolatory reflection 
“that, while green grass will cover his grave, blue skies bend over it, 
sweet birds sing near it, and the place will be hallowed ground, yet, 
greener than the grass, fairer than the skies, sweeter than the birds, 
more hallowed than the grave itself, will be his fragrant memory, en- 
shrined with supreme sacredness in their heart of heart.” 


Mr. MUTCHLER. We are called upon to-day, for the third time 
during the present term of Congress, to mourn the loss and pay tribute 
to the memory of a member of the Pennsylvania delegation. 

Thrice within a period of a little more than twelve months has the 
unerring archer selected a victim from among our number and sent his 
fatal shaft to remove him from the scenes that surround us. 

The grass had scarcely begun to grow upon the grave of Kelley be- 
fore we were called upon to follow thence all that was mortal of Ran- 
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dall, and while the eyes of friends and relatives of those two distin- 
guished statesmen were yet moist with the tears of love and affection, 
and while the sound of their funeral bells still lingered in our ears, the 
same fell instrument of destruction winged its way into the heart of 
the subject of this day’s eulogies. 

My acquaintance with Lewis F. Watson began with the Forty-seventh 
Congress. Of his early life I have but little knowledge. He and I 
were reared in remote parts of the State, he on the western and I on 
the eastern border. It was, however, not long after our first meeting 
before I discovered that he possessed qualities of both head and heart 
which can not fail to command the respect and confidence due to a good 
man. He had large experience in business matters and a clear and 
comprehensive knowledge of the wants of the people. In his inter- 
course with his fellow-members he was always pleasant, kind, and 
affable, and never seemed to entertain an unkind thought of anyone. 

As a man of business he was energetic, cautious, and successful. To 
every enterprise upon which he embarked he brought the vigor of a 
well-trained mind and the resolution of a strong and unyielding will. 
He had no patience with people who believe that happinessis to be found 
in leading an idle and useless life, but was firm in his conviction that 
it is thesolemn duty of every man to faithfully and earnestly employ 
the talents with which nature has endowed him in honest effort to ac- 
quire the means which add to the material and intellectual wealth of 
the world, and which tend to make home more comfortable and life 
more enjoyable. 

It was the good fortune of Mr. Watson, possessing, as he did, those 
qualities which are essential to successin all business men, that he was 
born and lived in that part of his State where, up to the time of his 
carly manhood, some of its richest resources were yet undeveloped. 
The existence of vast forests of the choicest timber and the discovery 
of immense hasins of petroleum afforded a grand opportunity for the 
exercise of his ability and energy as a man devoted to business enter- 
prises. In the operation and production of these valuable articles of 
commerce he was actively engaged for many years, and the ample for- 
tune which he enjoyed in the latter part of his life, and which he has 
left as a comfort to those nearest and dearest to him while here, is the 
evidence of his industry and ability. 

That Mr. Watson enjoyed the respect and confidence of men who 
knew him best, is evidenced by the fact that he was three times chosen 
to represent them on this floor, and, had he not been stricken down 
while at his post of duty, he doubtless would have been continued an- 
other term at least. . 

The good opinion which a community may have with respect to the 
character of one of its number may not always be the truest measure 
of merit, but when that-opinion is emphasized by the bestowal of re- 
peated honors, as was the case with my lamented colleague, it is the 
surest test of a generous and winning disposition, a virtuous life, and 
of noble and exalted worth. 

The death of my colleague was sudden, peaceful, and, to all appear- 
ances, painless, Almost within the twinkling of an eye and while 
apparently in good health, he was transported from earthly scenes ‘‘ to 
others we know not of.” He was not cut down in the vigor of phys- 
ical manhood, but his days were prolonged beyond the period allotted 
to the great majority of mankind. 

Mr. Speaker, to the darkness, pain, and sorrow of death all nature 
seems indifferent, harsh, and pitiless. Weare born into the world, live 
for a day, and then take our departure, whither we know not. Yet 
faith and affection, listening to the small voice that comes from the 
tomb, hear the rustle of life and happiness beyond. 


Mr. HALL. Mr. 8 
with the Fifty- 
eommittee—Public Lands. 

I was one of those selected to accompany the remains to its lastrest- 
ing place. We buried him in that beautiful spot, the cemetery at 
Warren, Pa., near the city in which he had led such a useful and hon- 
orable life and where his loss is sodeeply felt. Mr. Watson and myself 
were drawn togetherin some unaccountable way, as men oftenare, from 
our first acquaintance. He was largely interested in pineland and lum- 
ber. Thad hadmuch todo with lumberinginearly life. He owned and 
operated a large farm in Dakota. I was a farmerand much interested 
in matters pertaining to agriculture. Thus insome things our thoughts 
ran together and we became unusually good friends for the time we had 
known each other. I found him remarkably well informed upon all 
matters of business, and the scope of his information was not circum- 
scribed by business alone. I learned to admire him for-his sterling 
qualities and true worth. 

Lewis F. Watson was every inch a true man; his colleagues knew 
it, his associates knew it, his neighbors knew it. He was a self-made 
man. In early life he earned his bread by the sweat of his brow. He 
adopted a code of rules; he hewed to the line, and by honesty and fair 
dealing, accompanied with energy and force of character, he amassed a 
fortune, one might almost say, with his strong right arm. What anex- 
ample for the rising generation; what encouragement for the poor boy; 
what a tribute to honesty and true manhood! It shows the possibili- 
ties in this free Iand of ours. 


ker, my acquaintance with Lewis F. Watson 
Congress. We were members of the same 


Such men as Lewis F. Watson are milestones, as it were, to guide 
the fect and nerve on the discouraged youth who struggles with the re- 
alities of life and hardships attending small beginnings. He sees what 
honesty and energy have done; he goes forward to do likewise. 

It has been said that ‘‘many a despicable wretch lies beneath a mar- 
ble monument decorated with a flattering epitaph.” 

How opposite to this is it with our late friend and brother! Upon 
his tombstone may be recorded that priceless inheritance, dearer to his 
posterity and friends than wealth or station, the record of an honest 
man. ‘The world is better forsuch as he havinglived. Hewasan hon- 
est workman. Hewasa good merchant. Hewasanhonestbanker. He 
was a great, big, all-round man. Heisgone. We miss him; his neigh- 
bors miss him; all who knew him miss him; and his brethren moarn. 

With such striking examples as the life and successful career of our 
dear friend who has gone, may many others come forward-upon the 
stage of action to lead useful and honorable lives guided by the noble 
actions of such as Lewis F. Watson. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, on this sad oecasion I am prompted to 
speak a few words of culogy on the life and character of our late dis- 
tinguished colleague, Lewis F. Watson. With what feelings of sorrow 
and grief the members of this, the Fifty-first Congress, have seensomany 
of their colleagues, so many of the noble and the good, stricken down 
by their side. Men strong in the hope of long and many years yet to 
come, men whose hearts beat warmly and tenderly and whose greatest 
hope was that they might be spared to render greater good, have been 
taken from among us, and on earth are lost to us forever. 

And Pennsylvania, that State so loyal and true to every noble im- 
pulse, so patriotic in war and so affectionate and gentle in peace, has 
had to bear the greatest share in this irreparable loss.. 

Mourning as we did during the lastsession of Congress over the bier of 
William D. Kelley, he who was known as the Father of the House, he 
who had spent in the service of his country without stain or blemish 
ofany kind the greater portion of a long and useful life, soon again we 
were called upon to mourn the loss of another of Pennsylvania’s sons, 
the matchless Randall, he who in the darkest hour of our country’s 
history, whether on the field of battle orin the Halls of Congress, was 
never known to flinch before an opponent when he believed that the 
cause which he was defending was just; in battle fierce and terrible, 
yet gentle and courteous to the most humble antagonist, and, when 
the battle was over, in disposition as sweet, genial, and bright as the 
morningsun. Thenameof Samuel J. Randall will godown through the 
ages to come, to our children, as one of the most brilliant and spotless 
in our country’s history. f 

And to-day, Mr. Speaker, we mourn the loss of Lewis F. Watson, a 
man whose name may not have been as widely known as those of our 
late colleagues of Pennsylvania whose names I have just mentioned, 
but whose character was as pure and unsullied as that of any other 
man who had ever gone before him through the dread portals of death. 
As a member of the Committee on Public Lands along with Mr. Wat- 
son, I had an opportunity of studying and of fully knowing the char- 
acter of our lamented colleague. Often have I watched and admired 
with what keenness and intelligence he studied the various and im- 
portant matters coming before that committee, and never was he known 
to give his sanction to any of its decisions until he was fully convinced 
that that decision was for the public good. 

Who are there that will not be compelled to admire the wonderful 
career of this truly good man? Born without any of the advantages 
which wealth and power give, he, in his life,was one of the truest ex- 
ponents of the vast, the limitless possibilities of American manhood. 
In the seyenty-one years which he lived what a brilliant example he 
has left to not only the people of this generation, but also to the gen- 
erations yet unborn. By the sheer force of indomitable will he over- 
came every obstacle, becoming one of the wealthiest and most impor- 
tant merchants of his native State. 

Honesty, integrity, and courage were all the inheritance he had to 
start life’s battle with, bub worlds have been conquered by just such 
qualities and by just such individuals. 

Possessed in an eminent degree of all of these qualities is it any 
wonder that Mr. Watson rose in the esteem of his fellow-men, rose in 
wealth and power such as rarely fall to the lot of mankind? The dis- 
tinguished gentlemen, his colleagues from Pennsylvania, who knew 
him well, have told you that with all his wealth he never for a mo-" 
ment forgot the poor and the afilicted, acting only as the agent in the 
distribution of his surplus means; for among the many wealthy men 
of his State none were so ready to lend a helping hand to the sufiering 
and the needy as he, none so prompt to respond to the cry of sorrow 
and of suffering as he, and no man more ready to relieve the poverty 
and distress of those around him than was Lewis F. Watson, 

No wonder that we join our sorrow with the devoted companion of 
his life, the sharer of his earlier struggles and of his greatest triumphs; 
no wonder that our hearts go out to the faithfal, the affectionate wife 
in her bereavement; no wonder that Pennsylvania mourns the loss of 
one of its brightest sons; no wonder that a nation, through its Repre- 
sentatives on the floor of this House, mourns over his grave, for ana- 
tion’s loss is the loss of such a son. 
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Here again we have the old lesson renewed oncemore: Even while 
we sit here to-day another great life has gone. Another candle burn- 
ing with a steady flame has suddenly been blown ont, and the strong 
voice-of William Windom had only sunk to silence, his lips had barely 
closed, when they opened in that mysterious afterlife to which we are 
all moving. 

Montaigne says: 

Why dost thou fear this last day ? It contributes no more to thy destruction 


than every onc of the rest, Every day travels towards death; the last only ar- 
riyesatit. 


Mr. MANSUR. Lewis F. Watson, of Warren, was born in Craw- 
ford County, Pennsylvania; received an academic education; engaged 
in mercantile pursuits, and for the past twenty years has been an ex- 
tensive operator in lumber and in the production of petroleam; in 1861 
organized the Conewango Valley Railroad Company, now known as 
the Dunkirk, Allegheny Valley and Pittsburgh, and was elected its 
first president; was elected president of the Warren Savings Bank at 
its organization in 1870, a position which he still holds; was elected to 
the Forty-fifth and Porty-seventh Congresses, and was elected to the 
Fifty-first Congress as a Republican, receiving 13,582 votes against 
9,370 votes for William A. Rankin, Democrat, 1,670 votes for Charles 
Miller, prohibitionist, and 919 votes for J. Whiteley. 

Such is the biographical information given by the Congressional 
Directory oflastsession relative to the life work of our deceased friend and 
colleague. On this sad occasion it isto be supplemented by his friends 
by further illustrations drawn from his life record, of traits of char- 
acter illustrative of his career and of the great success attained by this 
strong yet modest man. 

His achievements were many and varied. ‘Trader, speculator, Ium- 
berman, banker, railroad promoter, builder, and manager, thrice a 
member of Congress, legislator in the great Sanhedrim of his nation— 
all attest the varied resources and capabilities of this strong man. 
Possessed of small means in his young manhood, he exercised a close 
economy that laid sure foundations fora colossal fortune extending 
into the millions, ranking him at the time of his death as one of the 
wealthiest men in Northwestern Pennsylvania. 

At the start very close and economical in his habits, yet he had the 
sturdy sense as wealth grew upon him to liberalize himself in its use. 
So while his personal habits and tastes remained ever simple, to achieve 
a point, to create a home, to build up his town, to develop his region, 
to aid worthy charitable and benevolent objects, he eventually became 
fairly liberal. 

His life achieyment is óne of which his friends, region, country, kin- 
dred,and family can be proud. Itisanother shining example of the possi- 
bilities open to our American youth, under stimulating influences of 
climate, soil, love of freedom, republican institutions, and democratic 
form of government, all creating a spirited rivalry among the sons of 
America, thatin the end weed out the slothful, relegate the incapable 
to the rear of active participants, and give the crown of honor and suc- 
cess to those who so worthily win. > 

View the life of our deceased colleague asa well-rounded orb. Take 
it as a whole, estimate it as we do the sun that gives warmth, beauty, 
vigor to the earth and fecundates it with animal and vegetable life; 
how insignificant and how contemptible the criticism that would 
magnify the spots thereon or decry its glory in comparison with its 
products; so, in like manner, howsmall and puny any effort that would 
deprecate the high status and glorious standing among his fellow-men 
won by our deceased brother ! 

Death is at all times sorrowful to contemplate by loving kindred and 
family; yet when a beloved person has attained threescore and ten, the 
tendons and muscles stiff and working with difficulty, heart-throbs 
slow, irregular, pulsating feebly, nerves, palate,and eyesight each failing, 
2 consciousness growing day by day that life’s work approximates its 
end, yet sustained by an inner satisfaction that all obligations have been 
met with a stout heart and performed with an eye single to duty, to 
man, to country, and to God, then to such person, as also to friends and 
kindred, death is robbed of its fears, and when it comes all can join in 
the language of inspiration and exclaim: 


O death, where is thy sting? O grave, where is thy victory? 


In this light, the death of our friend was one to be courted, not 
shunned. Admonished, from tiine to time, as he was, that dissolution 
was drawing nigh; to fall at the post of duty as he fell; to suffer the 
great change, and inatwinkling to go from the terrestrial to the celestial, 
marks our friend as fortunate in his decease as he was favored in his 
life. 

Mr. Speaker, appointed as a member of the committee of this House 
to do honor to and attend the burial of our departed friend, Ishall not 
soon forget the great attendance, the sad hearts and funereal counte- 
nances, the universal desolation of woe shown in the myriad black and 
somber hangings everywhere exhibited that greeted our arrival and 
solemn procession with our dead through the streets of Warren to his 
residence, where consolations that religion only can bestow and grant 
were extended by a pious pastor to the widow, family, friends, and 
neighbors present in sympathizing sorrow and honor, and when again 


procession was formed and wound its slow length adown the town 
and as 

The bell doth toll 

For some but now 

Departing soul, 
across the long length of a bridge over the phenomenally beantifnl 
Allegheny, we began the winding ascent of a bold and beautiful prom- 
ontory, where high up lay ‘‘a silent city of the dead.” Reaching 
the open grave, it seemed the most beautiful spot upon the earth for 
aman tosleep his long and eternal sleep upon, Thesetting sun illami- 
nated the west and shed a halo of glory over forest and stream. A 
summer shower glistened in globules of light on every bending twig 
and blade of grass and leaf of tree. 

The grave overlooked long reaches of the river below, placid asa 
summer’s dream; in front, all around, eternal hills robed in green foli- 
age shut in the view; below us and at our feet were divers bridges 
spanning the river; along it, busy marts of industry now hushed in si- 
lence, the whole town of Warren looking as if but a stone’s throw away, 
beautiful homes everywhere; among them, his home athisfeet. Such 
are the surroundings and outlook from the spot where we laid him, 
amid a silence only broken by the twitter of the birds above, the low 
sobs of his family and friends, and the falling of the clods that cov- 
ered him from view. 

Of him and of his life I can say in the language of Bishop Hall: 


Man is no sooner made than he is set to work. Neither greatness nor perfeo- 
tion can privilege a folded hand. How much more cheerfully we go about our 
business, 80 much nearer we come to our paradise. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the time of the House but 
briefly in paying my humble tribute of respect to the memory of my 
deceased colleague from Pennsylvania, Hon. Lewis F. Watson. 

My personal acquaintance with Mr. Watson was of comparatively 
short duration, covering a period of something less than nine months. 
It began with the beginning of the present Congress and terminated 
with the close of his honored and useful life on the 25th day of August, 
1890. During that interval, although both coming from the same 
State and occupying seats on the sameside of the House, we were only 
occasionally thrown together, and never, save once, except upon this floor, 

My knowledge, therefore, of the deceased, gained from personal con- 
tact and intercourse with him, is very slight and will not justify me 
in attempting any analysis of his character, nor in passing any extended 
eulogy upon his manifold private and domestic virtues, That task 
has devolved upon those who knew him longer and better than myself 
and were better able, ‘‘ by apt words fitly spoken,” todo him justice. 

Only a few days before his death—some two or three—in the course 
of quite a lengthy conversation he recounted to me the physical suf- 
ferings he had undergone during the past few months. He spoke of 
his abstemious habits in his struggle with disease, and expressed tlie 
hope, if not the belief, that he was then on the highway to full and 
complete recovery. Although burdened with threescore years and 
ten, their weight seemed to rest lightly upon him. He was looking 
forward, cheerfully and expectantly, to still coming years of Jabor, of 
usefulness, and of honor. His star of hope, if not in the zenith, was 
far above the horizon and shining brightly. 

Alas, how frail and uncertain the tenure of human life. Even as 
we talked together he was standing, all unconscious and unsuspecting, 
upon the verge of ‘‘the valley of the shadow of death.” Our con- 
versation ended, we separated, and I saw him no more. The next 
mention I heard of his name was the announcement made to the House 
of Representatives that the dread messenger, to whose summons all 
men must make answer, had called him from his public station, and 
that hislife, with allits hopes and aspirations, its pleasures and sorrows, 
its duties and responsibilities, had suddenly and unexpectedly ended. 
That announcement, with the recollection of his recent words still fresh 
in my mind, could not prove otherwise than painful and impressed 
upon me anew the thought that ‘‘in the midst of life we are in death,” 

How he met the last great ordeal Ido not know. I can well imag- 
ine, however, and believe that he met it as he had met all the stern 
and stubborn realities of life, bravely, manfully, courageously, and 


Nhat with unfaltering steps and unneryed heart he passed into the 


mysterious, and I trust happierand better, hereafter. 

In my limited intercourse with him he impressed me asa man of plain 
and simple habits, of pleasant and unostentatious manners, of kindly 
sympathies and a genial, generous nature. He was uniformly courte- 
ous in his bearing, unobtrusive, and unassuming. 

Although not college bred he was well educated and, what was bet- 
ter still, was largely endowed with the genius of common sense. To 
that rare endowment, added to his untiring energy and great capacity 
for work, he owed much of the success that he achieved both in pri- 
vate and in publie life. Asa business man he was keen, shrewd, prac- 
tical, and methodical. Method, in fact, was part of the man. Through- 
out almost his entire business career he was not only eminently but 
uniformly successful, as farmer, merchant, banker, and railroad presi- 
dent. It seemed that whatever he touched as with magic power was 
changed to gold,and when he died he was the owner of a princely fortune, 

The public life of Lewis F. Watson began with his election to the 
Forty-fifth Congress. Subsequently he was elected to the Forty-sey- 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2039 


Well might we say with our venerable poet, he who is now himself 
hovering between life and death, General Albert Pike: 
Life is a count of losses 
Every year; 
For the weak are heavier crosses | 
Every year. 
Lost spring with sobs replying 
Unto weary autumn’s sighing 
While those we love are dying 
Every year. 
But the truer life draws nigher 
Every year, 
Andthe morning star climbs higher 
Every fee's 
Earth’s hold on us proves slighter 
And its heayy burden lighter 
And the dawn immortal brighter 
Every year. 

What a consoling hope for weary mortals to feel that, after all our 
cares and sorrows, all our disappointments, and at times almost our 
despair, the truer life draws nigher, that faith, our beacon of hope, lifts 
our souls higher and higher, and as our hold on earth grows lighter we 
feel the dawn of immortality already overshadowing us. Then may we 
hear the sweet sounds of the angels mingling with the voices of our dear 
ones, our loved ones, who have gone before, inviting us to come to them, 
to be with them, in the mansions of eternal bliss, forever and forever. 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, as is well known to the members of 
this House, the closest friendships and the best knowledge of the in- 
dividual members of this body are gained from personal contact in the 
committees. When this Congress organized and the Naval Committee, 
of which I haye been a member during my service here, met for the 
first time last session I became acquainted with Mr. Watson, and in 
the close contact brought about by the business of the committee I 
gained a knowledge of his characterand of his capacity which created 
in my mind a profound res and admiration for the man. 

He was thoroughly simple and yet dignified in his manner—an ear- 
nest, truth-seeking, practical man in everything that he did. He had 
reached more than the allotted years of the average man, and had ar- 
rived at that period of life at which, from the very laws of nature itself, 
he could not but know that the journey for him had well-nigh ended. 
He was, although vigorous in mind, somewhat feeble in health, and I 
was struck with the fact that during that long, hot summer, amid the 
turmoil and excitement of a memorable session and under circum- 
stances, taking his age and physical condition into consideration, when 
he might well haye been excused from close attendance on the com- 
mittee, he was always present at its meetings and that the public duty 
of the oflice of Representative was to him an earnest matter of the 
highest interest and responsibility, to be attended to with unwavering 
fidelity, not alone in the presence of man, but in the sight of God—an 
honest, sincere, honorable, upright man performing his duty without 
ostentation or affectation; broad and catholic in his patriotism; intense 
in devotion to those homely virtues which mark the rugged manhood 
of the;Republic; strong, severe, unaltering, yet natural, like the western 
mountains of his great State, and amiable, gentle, domestic withal. 

I think there was no man on that committee who was more respected 
by his colleagues than was our deceased friend. I can well conceive 
that in the community where he lived, as has been said already to-day, 
he would be a man of commanding influence, as an honest, capa- 
ble, patient, toiling man, of sincere convictions and absolute reliability 
will always be. I was attracted to Mr. Watson by those first impres- 
sions we are apt to form of men, and also felt an interest in him from 
the fact that he represented in Western Pennsylvania many who were 
allied to me by close ties of kinship and who were amongst the early 
settlers of Venango and the adjoining counties, a country of beautiful 
water ways, fertile valleys, rich in timber and petroleum and mineral 
deposits, but in the main mountainous and rugged, but picturesque. 
Men might grow slowly in developing their inner lives, but they grew 
naturally, surely, and strongly, giving to Pennsylvania its strong in- 
dividuality and splendid position among the older and younger Com- 
monwealths. 

To-day in the presence of the bier of the late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and recalling the awful suddenness and shocking swiftness of the 
summons to this statesman and executive officer of our common Gov- 
ernment, as well as the swift and unlooked-for passing away of our 
friend, Mr. Watson, the words of the divine Master as recorded are 
profoundly impressive to every one of us: 


But of that day and that hour knoweth no man; no, not the angels which are 
in heayen, neither the Son, but the Father. 

Take ye heed, watch and pray; for ye know not when the time is. 

For the Son of man is as a man taking a far journey, who left his house, and 
gave authority to his seryants,and to every man his workand commanded the 
porter to watch. 

Watch ye, therefore; for ye know not when the master ofthe house cometh, 
at even, or at midnight, or at the cock-crowing, or in the morning: lestcoming 
suddenly he find you sleeping, And what I say untoyouIsay untoall: Watch, 


Our friend in the morning of a summer day, at his post, despite his 
frailty and his years, on his way to the meeting of this House suddenly 
met the glorious apparition of the Master, feasted his eyes upon the 
unspeakable splendors of the kingdom of the faithful,and was not found 
asleep, but watching and working as commanded. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, again and again has this Chamber been 
darkened by the passing wing of the angel of death. 

On both sides of the aisle which divides this body into two polit- 
ical parties has the fatal shaft repeatedly fallen. 

Death has made no distinction of age or political creed, and the yen- 
erable father of the House [Mr. Kelley], who has so long done honor 
to Pennsylvania, and the gifted young member [Mr. Walker] from 
Missouri alike have paid the debt of nature. 

Pennsylvania has suffered great losses during the present Congress, 
and in the roll of the dead, comprising the names of Beck, Burnes, 
Townshend, Gay, Laird, Cox, Wilbur, Walker, Nutting, Kelley, Ran- 
dall, and Watson, the Keystone State has Jost three out of the twelve, 

I remember in my boyhood anold tree that stood upon my father’s 
farm. Its bare, gray, weatherbeaten arms were stretched upward as 
if in prayer. Wind, flood, and fire had all smitten it and left their 
mark, but they all seemed to strike in vain, for still it stood, the giant 
and master of the grove. Onthe morning after many.a tempest I had 
looked to see it lying wrecked in the track of the storm, but it had 
withstood them all. But on one bright summer afternoon, when nota 
breath of air was stirring and not a cloud was in the sky, the old tree 
fell with a sudden and startling crash. 

And so fell our colleague whom we commemorate to-day. 

In apparent health, crowned with years which had added to the dig- 
nity of his appearance without hinting at serious decay, he bore all the 
marks of a vigorous old age. 

Suddenly the word came that he had fallen. 

Man’s enemy lurks unseen, and decay is the common lot of all, 


A worm is at the heart of youth, 
And at the root ofage. 


The worm made itssecret presence known at last, and the end came. 
Theend, did I say? No, itwasbutthe beginning. Ima loftier life let 
us hope our friend has solved that greatest of all questions, ‘Ifa man 
die, shall he live again? ”? 

Mr. Speaker, the time is not lost when the members of this House 
lay aside for afew hours the business of legislation to contemplate their 
mortality as men. 

Our labors, as the first Congress in the second century of the nation’s 
constitutional life, are soon to end. It has been a Congress full of po- 
litical antagonism and one in which party spirit has run high. But 
while we gather around the Speaker’s desk to hold in loving remem- 
brance the name of Lewis F. Watson, a name kindly cherished by all 
who knew him on either sideof the Chamber in the various Congresses 
in which he served, we can well lay aside the rancor of party spirit and 
remember only that we are fellow-citizens and colleagues in this great 
representative body. 

It is upon the floor of the House that the scenes occur which im- 
bitter the association of the Representatives of the people, and the an- 
tipathies arise which often last through afteryears. Men are too apt 
to represent their parties alone upon the floor. 

But in the committeeroom the inner selves of members come to the 
surface,and thereit is that friendships are formed which are not bounded 
by States or party creeds. Thereitis that the light of the man him- 
selfshines out, It is there that wesee at once the business, the polit- 
ical, and the social sides of our colleagues, and find that the man whom 
we haye so often condemned upon the hustings is one whom it is a 
pleasure to know. 

It was in the Committee on Public Lands that I formed the acquaint- 
ance of Mr. Watson. My elbow touched his at the committeetable, 
and there I learned speedily to know and appreciate his qualities. 

He was a watchful, observing, and working Representative, and al- 
though he was not active in debate he always kept informed upon the 
questions that were under consideration. Heartily in line with his 
political associates and fully imbued with the belief that the princi- 
ples of his party were right, he never forgot the consideration that was 
due to his associates with whom he disagreed. 

Practical good sense and a genial, pleasant manner made him alike 
a useful and agreeable companion. 

The world had been kind to him and he was kind to all the world. 

He was a prosperous man, but he shared his riches with his less fa- 
vored fellow-men. Herecognized the fact that with the possession of 
wealth came the responsibility of administering the same as a trust 
for the good of those around him, 

Ripe in years he had lived the full period usually allotted to man, 

It was said of a Greek mother that her death was the happiest re- 
corded in history, because she died at the moment that she heard of the 
victory of herson at the Olympic games. So our departed friend died 
at the summit of earthly prosperity and success. 

Fortunate and prudent in his life, he was happy in a quick, unex- 
pected, and painless death, a death the suddenness of which did not 
find him unprepared. The prayer for delivery from sudden death is 
for those who are unfit to go. 

Dying at the nation’s Capital he was carried by the loving hands of 
his colleagues to his home in the State he loved so well, and there, 
followed by crowds of friends who had known him through his long 
and useful life, he was laid at rest amid familiar scenes, 
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enth and Fifty-first Congresses, and was, at the time of his death, the 
nominee of his party for a seat in the Fifty-second. To the perform- 
ancé of his official duties he brought sound, discriminating judgment, 
tireless energy, and the wisdom ‘‘ born of things achieved”? in busi- 
ness life. From the beginning to the end of his public career he 
shirked no duty, evaded no responsibility, and had at all times the 
sublimecourage of his convictions. Educated and trained in theschool 
of practical affairs and believing the Government to be a business as 
well as a political institution, he advocated the application to its con- 
duct of the same methods that had proven valuable to him in his pri- 
vate enterprises. 

To the gifts and graces of oratory he made no pretensions, and his 
voice was seldom heard in the debates upon the floor. In the com- 
mitteeroom, however, where the real work of Congress is done and 
where legislation is shaped and practically determined, his calm, clear, 
penetrating judgment frequently determined the fate of a measure. 

In his attendance upon the sittings of the House and at the meet- 
ings of the committees of which he was a member, he was always 
prompt and punctual. Nothing but sickness or other unavoidable 
circumstances was ever permitted to interfere with his performance of 
the duties committed to his care. He served his constituents faith- 
fully and well, and that they duly appreciated his worth and work is 
attested by the number of times they elected him to a seat in the high- 
est legislative body of the Republic. 

His public life was as pure as it was plain, earnest, and practical. 
No suspicion of corruption or evil-doing was ever, even in the slightest 
degree, associated with his name. He has made for himself a record 
that has uponits fair page no blot or stain, the record of a true, noble, 
manly, courageous life, of fidelity to home and family, of high regard 
for his fellow-man and sincere devotion to his country. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Watson possessed many commend- 
able virtues. One of these, it seems to me, was the guiding star of his 
eminently successful life, Duty was to him an imperative command. 
Whatever he had to do, that path he would rigidly follow. It domi- 
nated his conduct in all the relations of life. It was, I believe, the 
secret of his success. A distinguished German author defined duty to 
be ‘‘the moral power of the individual.’? This was our brother’s con- 
ception of it. Governed by it, he was rigidly just, thoroughly honest. 

When it became apparent to his anxious friends that his strength 
was failing, they cautiously admonished him to repair to some health 
resort. To these suggestions he would firmly reply, ** Itis my duty to 
remain here.” He told his sorrowing widow on the day of his death, 
who, seeing with the keen eye of affection, the portentous ravages of 
disease, urged him to go away, ‘‘I would rather die at my post.” 

Our brother wasa man of unobtrusive manners. When, however, his 
opinions were sought he would give them decisively and firmly, asa man 
who knew what he was talking abont. 

He gave to every prominent publie question a careful consideration 
and he possessed a direct and trenchant way of giving the reasons for 
the faith within him. This was no doubt the result of his business 
training. As is well known, he was an eminently successful business 
man, tihd by superiorskill and judgmentin that pursuit amassed a large 
fortune. Beginningas he did at the lowest round of the ladder, he rose 
to the very top by dint of great industry and extraordinary capacity. 
Chance played no part in if. 

This, in my judgment, is among the highest types of intellectual 
power. ‘The ability to forecast the complex and varied forces of human 
energy is the gift of comparatively few, and yet this gift is requisite 
to the suecessful man of business. It is well that men of this char- 
acter are often elected to fill seats in Congress. Here great problems 
of finance and trade are constantly considered, and what class of men 
are better qualified to grapple with these subjects? Few I am sure 
eyer occupied seats in this Hall who were better fitted by large and 
successful business experience for the performance of the duties of leg- 
islation, and the advantage this gave him was plainly manifest when- 
ever he came to the consideration of financial questions. 

His domestic qualities were of the gentlest and sweetest kind. I 
first met himin the Forty-fifth Congress, to which we were both elected. 
His kindly nature soon attracted me to him and we became friends, 
After an interim of eight years we again met here as members of this 
House. The friendship we first formed was speedily renewed. It was, 
I am sure, warm and sincere, and I could not omit to pay my tribute 
to his memory. 

Death is always terrible, come as it may. Sudden death, however, 
strikes us with a peculiar horror. But why should it when it comes as 
it did to our brother? He fell as falls the warrior on the field of bat- 
tle. He was in the midst of the struggle when the summons came. 

There is a tinge of heroism in suchadeath. The anguish of the 
heart is relieved by the contemplation of a spectacle so brave and 
manly. How startling was the tragicdeath of Windom! Sympathy 
and sorrow fill every breast. Yet if the hour had arrived for the 
spirit’s flight, it could not have come more opportunely. The mind, 
the spiritual part, had just finished its temporal task when the dread 
messenger knocked at thedoor. His work here was over, and straight- 
way he joined the inyisible choir of the dead. 


How beautifully did’our own poet, Fitz-Greene Halleck, convey the 
thought in that inimitable poem of his on Marco Bozzaris; 
Come to the bridal chamber, Death! 
Come to the mother’s, when she feels, 
For the first time, her first-born’s breath; 
Come when the blessed seals 
‘That close the pestilence are broke, 
And crowded cities wail its stroke; 
Come in consumption’s ghastly form, 
The earthquake shock, the ocean storm; 
Come when the heart beats high and warm, 
With banquet song, and dance, and wine; 
And thou art terrible,—the tear, 
The groan, the knell, the pall, the bier, 
And all we know, or dream, or fear, 
Of agony are thine. 


But to the hero, when his sword 
Has won the battle for the free, 
Thy voice sounds like a prophets word; 
And in its hollow tones are heard 
The thanks of millions yet to be, 
Come when his task of fame is wrought, 
Come with her laurel leaf, blood bought, 
Come in her crowning hour, and then 
Thy sunken eyes’ unearthly light 
To him is welcome as the sight 
Of sky and stars to prisoned men, 
Thy grasp is welcome as the hand 
Of brother in a foreign land; * 
Thy summons welcome as the Gri 
That told the Indian isles were nigh 
- To the world-seeking Genoese; 
When the land wind from woods of palm 
And orange groves and fields of balm 
Blew o'er the Haytian seas, 

Let us not, therefore, lament that our brother was so suddenly torn 
away from us. He died with his armor on, and we have the consola- 
tion of knowing that he left behind him a rare example of patriotic 
devotion to duty, which it would be well for the country if all persons 


charged with a public trust would imitate and practice. 


Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania. Asa further mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MAISH. If my colleague will yield for a moment. I under- 
stand, Mr. Speaker, that a number of persons desire to prepare ad- 
dresses on the death of our deceased brother, and I therefore ask unan- 
imous consent that they may have permission to print such remarks in 
the RECORD when prepared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GRCSVENOR). 
objection, that order will be made. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania. I now renew the motion to adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement, if there 
be no objection, the Chair desires to lay before the House certain per- 
sonal requests of members, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HEMPHILL, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CuTcHEON, for eight days, on accountof an important engage- 
ment. 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, for one week, on accountof 
important business. 

Leave of absence was also granted to the following members of the 
Select Committee on Immigration until Tuesday next, namely: Messrs. 
OWEN of Indiana, LEHLBACH, Stump, and COVERT, 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr, STONE, of Pennsylvania, 
was then announced. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday, February 2, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


In the absence of 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
MILITARY ACADEMY, 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication 
from the superintendent of the United States Military Academy at 
West Point, and recommending an additional appropriation of $5,000 
for the repair of cadet suits, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MARY E. SAFFOLD VS. THE UNITED STATES, 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Mary E. Saffold 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
A bill (S. 4874) to establish a life-saving station at Brant Rock, in 


| the town of Marshfield, Mass.—to the Committee on Commerce, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. It. 5199) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Johnson, accompanied by a report (No. 3637)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12525) granting a pension to 
Caroline J. Craft, accompanied by a report (No. 3638)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. 
Lane, accompanied by a report (No. 3639)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13291) to divide the 
State of Kansas into an eastern and a western judicial district, and for 
other purposes, reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13430) to 
divide the State of Kansas into an eastern and a western judicial dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; which was read twice, and, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3640), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1926) for the relief of Mary L. Ross, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3641)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13187) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William W. Hildreth, deceased, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3642)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H, R. 12332) for the 
reliefof Charles H. Adams, accompanied by a report (No. 3643)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to 
Millie A. Ritenour, accompanied by a report (No. 3644)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11436) granting 
parts of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington 
Parish for the use of the Congressional Cemetery, accompanied by a re- 
port (No, 3645)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13134) to divide the 
State of Kentucky into two judicial districts, reported, as a substitute 
therefor, a bill (H. R. 13434) to divide the State of Kentucky into two 
judicial districts; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report 
(No. an referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate 
of the Union, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7466) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Alfred Rebsamen, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3647)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
255) for appointment of George H. Bonebrake manager of the National 
Homes for Disabled Soldiers, accompanied by areport (No. 3648)—to the 
Honse Calendar. Í 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
bly the bill of the Senate (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, 
postmaster at Ogden, Utah, accompanied by a report (No. 3649)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the following resolution of the House: 

Whereas it appears by an act passed March 3, 1885, th f $160,000 w: 
propriated to AOAIE the Secretary of War to acquire a ood AR valid title Tor 
the United States to the Fort Brown reservation, Texas, and to pay and ex- 
tinguish all claims for the use and occupation of said reservation: Provided, 
eee art of ae sum should be paid until a complete title be vested in the 

n an 

Whereas it is alleged that disputes have nrisen between claimants as to their 
respective shares of this appropriation and that the Secretary of War has not 
paid any part of said amount; and 

Whereas by an act of Congress passed In 1875 the sum of $25,000 was appro- 

ted for the purcliase of the grounds and payment of rent of the said Fort 
ea and in the report of Gencral Sherman $25,000 was considered as sufficient; 
an 

Whereas, from documentary evidence on file in the War Department, the 
oatimisesiec eases s Office, and from the a BF army officers and 

vilians, it is alleged that the payment of the sum of $100,000 would be a fraud 
on the Government: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to investigate 
thesubjeot matter herein named; also to inquire into and report as to what ne- 
cessity exists, if any, for a military post at said point and the costtothe United 
States of said post since 1865, and to report by bul or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to withhold the payment of 
any part of said sum of $160,000 for the grounds and rents of the said Fort 
Brown reservation ; 


reported the same favorably, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3650), 
it was referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the following bills of tho 
House; which were severally referred to the House Calendar: 

A bill hee R. 13244) to incorporate the East and West Washington 
Traction Railway Company of District of Columbia. (Report No. 3651.) 

A bill (H. R. 12572) to authorize the Washington and Chesapeake 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the District of Columbia, 
(Report No. 3652.) 


— 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H, R. 13428) to make Enfield, Conn., a 
port of delivery in the district of Hartford—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 13429) confirming to the Kansas Cen- 
tral Railroad Company a right of way upon the military reservation 
of Fort Leavenworth in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. k 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming: A bill (H. R. 13431) granting to the 
State of Wyoming certain lands in the Fort D. A. Russell military res- 
ervation for agricultural fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr, FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 13432) providing for a survey of 
Little Wabash and Embanoss Rivers, Ilinois—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, WADE: A bill (H. R.13433) granting, upon conditions and 
limitations therein contained, the assent of the United States to certain 
leases of rights to mine coal in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 13435) concerning agricultural col- 
lege funds—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13436) to provide for opening alleys 
and constructing sewers in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, thefollowing changes of reference were 
made: 

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York 
urging passage of the bill to enable States to enforce laws in relation to 
oleomargarine—Committee on Agriculture discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1641) to empower Robert Adger and others to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due them—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 13437) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Schmid—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 13438) granting a pension to Char- 
lotte O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 13439) for the relief 
of John W. Youman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R., 13440) for the relief of 
Henry Lanam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON (by request): A bill (H, R. 13441) grantingan 
increase of pension to Michael J. Hewston—to the Committeeon Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R, 13442) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary C. Broughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 13443) to pension Nathaniel Moon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13444) granting a pension to 
Eunice J. Dubois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13445) granting a pension to Evaline Laverty—to 
the Committee on Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H, R, 13446) granting a pension to Abiah Stoughton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H.R. 13447) for the relief of John G. 
Eigenman and John Biedenkopf—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 13448) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 13449) for the relief of the heirs of 
Henry A. Leo—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 13450) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADDILL: A bill (H. R. 13451) for the relief of the estate 
of James Sheppard, Jate of Henrico County, Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Tlinois: A bill (H. R. 13452) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, ADAMS: Resolution of Illinois State Grange, to increase the 
per capita of currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, by same body, to improve inland water ways—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of same body, against consolidation of capital and cor- 
porations to limit production and keep up prices—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, by same body, in favor of Government control of railroads—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of same body, favoring the election of United States 
Senators and all Government officers by the people—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Resolution protesting against 
pauper immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 

Naturalization. 

-By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Eureka Council, 
No. 54, and 129 citizens of Hamilton Square, N. J., to restrict immi- 
gration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, 
Ohio, against further legislation upon the subject of currency or free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Also, resolutions of Donegal Council, No. 512, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania; also, resolutions of Ambrose 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania; 
also, resolutions of Cowansburgh Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Pennsylvania; also, resolutions of the Kittanning 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania; 
also, resolutions of May Flower Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, Derry, Pa., for restriction of foreign immigration— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of New Derry Grange, No. 917, Pennsylvania, 
favoring regulation of sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., concurred in by Reading (Pa.) Board of Trade, in favor 
of early financial legislation—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, resolution of American Defense Association, Hazel Glen Council, 
No. 203, Junior Order United American Mechanics; also of same asso- 
ciation, Smoky City Council, No. 119, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; also, of same association, Bainbridge Council, No. 128, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, of same association, 
North Star Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, of 
same association, Grand View Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, in favor of bill to restrict immigration—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Ellen S. Gregory and 184 other peo- 
ple of Mount Upton, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit 
the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of officers of Sherman County, Nebraska, 
asking that seed be furnished the destitute farmers for spring plant- 
ing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. L. Pease, Mrs. H. S. Harboyh, and 63 others, çiti- 
zens of Miller, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit 
the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petitions of Farmers’ Alliances in the State of Nebraska; also, 
resolutions adopted by other Farmers’ Alliances in the State of Ne- 
braska, asking forthe passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 21 citizens of Adams County, Iowa; 
also, resolutions of Jasper Central Farmers’ Alliance, No. 6878, Iowa, 
asking of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of the Quakers of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
regard to the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s' Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by 50 citizens of Wardsborough, Vt., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, protesting against the passage of the Senate bill pending for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Pat Houghton and 20 others, of Oak 
Grove, Barron County, Wisconsin, in favor of the antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, f 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition of people of Warren County, 
Iowa; also, of members of Alliance No. 1895, of Iowa, urging passage 
of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 17 citizens of Delaware 
County, Iowa, urging the enactment of a law giving to States author- 
ity to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, etc.; also, of 
29 citizens of Golden, Iowa, for same measure; also, of 32 citizens of 
Jesup, Buchanan County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 31 citizens of Overbrook, Osage County, 
Kansas, asking for the passage of a law preventing the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by Astic Peffley, William Belford, Francis M.'Noble, 
and 60 others, citizens of El Dorado, Kans., praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 26 citizens of Waverly, Coffey County, Kansas, ask- 
ing for speedy passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures 
and imposing special taxes on dealers therein—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of citizens of Topeka, Kans., for the relief of Martha 
Allen, widow of Robert Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of F. M. Shattuck and 225 others, citi- 
zens of Forestville, N. Y.; also, of 150 citizens of Chautauqua County, 
New York; also, of 51 members of the Free Methodist Church of For- 
estville, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the 
importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Resolutions adopted by the Vessel-Owners’ As- 
sociation of Chicago, Ill., favoring a tunnel under the Detroit River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of James F. Mossman ard 11 others, 
citizens of Whitley County, Indiana, praying for the immediate con- 
sideration and passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, y 

Also, resolutions of Alliance No. 11, of Coesse, Whitley County, In- 
diana, in fayor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Augustus McDermitt, for allowance 
of claim for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John J. Meyers, of Washington County, Maryland, 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of JamesR. Slack, James B. 
Kenner, H. B. Sayler, Frederick Dick, and 59 others, citizens of Hunt- 
ington County, Indiana, for passage of the bill to increase the pension 
of George W. Whitacre; also affidavit of claimant to accompany said 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 31 citizens of Burlington, Mich., 
praying that a pension be granted to Eunice J. Dubois by special act— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of Dr. 5. C. Fligchtner and 61 
others, of Farmers’ Alliance No. 393, of Muskingum, Ohio; also, of J. 
F. Zimmerman, of Holmes County, Ohio; also, of H. W. Swingle and 
25 others, of Muskingum County, Ohio, praying for the passage of anti- 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Walnut Alliance, No. 887, Kansas, 
favoring the option bill; also, petition of citizensof Ness County, Kansas, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Mattox, C. A. Miller, and 33 others, citi- 
zens of Harper County, Kansas, asking Congress for appropriation of 
money for complete system of levees on the Mississippi River from Cairo 
to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation; also, 
petition of C. V. Montford and L. C. Rudicel and 8 others, citizens 
of Reno and Harvey Counties, Kansas, for same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 14 citizens of Wayne Township, 
Fayette County, Ohio; also, of 14 citizensof Decatur, Brown County, 
Ohio; also, resolution of Alliance No. 421, Ross County, Ohio, de- 
manding passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions adopted by Evening Star Council, Junior, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Upper Middletown, Pa., in favor 
of restricting immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Greensborough (Pa.) Council of same 
order, for same relief—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of P. H. Rush and 11 others, citizens 
of Woodbury County, Iowa; also resolutions of Pat Collins Alliance, 
No. 1526, Iowa, urging passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of 63 citizens of Iowa, for a law to 
allow the States to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, 
ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EZRA B., TAYLOR: Petition of L. J. Moore and 7 others, 
citizens of Portage County, Ohio; also, resolutions of the Mantua 
(Ohio) Farmers’ Alliance; also, of John Haas and 18 others, citizens 
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ae same place, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
ture, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of the farmers of Phil- 
lips County, Colorado, for relief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvanis: Petition of ex-soldiers, sail- 
ors, and marines for approyal of Senate bill 3146—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of California, for appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the status and affairs of the In- 
ternational Company of Mexico and of Hartford, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolutions of Milwaukee Chamber ot 
Commerce, protesting against the pending measure providing for the free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WALKER: Memorial of the New England Shoe and Leather 
Association against farther silver legislation; also of the Arkwright 
Club, of Boston, Mass., for same relief—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: General afiidavitsin support of claim 
of Malinda Porter for mother’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of T. G. Gold and 70 others, 
citizens of Preble County, Ohio, for passage of silver free-coinage bill— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, February 2, 1891. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. ` 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the following resolutions of the 
Legislature of Indiana; which were read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 


Be it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring therein), 
‘Phat our Senators be instructed and our Representatives in Congress be re- 
quested to vote for and use all honorable means for the speedy consideration 
and passage of House bill 319, known as the bill to pension the Union ex-pris- 
oners of war, now pending in the United States Congress. 

And beit further resolved, That a copy of this concurrent resolution be sent to 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, 

IRA J. CHASE, 


President of the Senate, 
MASON J. NIBLACK, 
Speaker of the House, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Roberts Lodge, 
No. 2773, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Hancock County, 
Kentucky, remonstrating against the proposed constitutional amend- 
ment to secure to the women of the United States the right of suf- 
frage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the West Litchfield Alliance, No. 
166, of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Hills- 
dale, Mich., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution securing to the women of the United States the exercise of the 
right of suffrage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a communication from the president of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal, transmitting resolutions 
adopted by that body, favoring the constraction of the Nicaragua Ca- 
nal under such Government control as will secure moderate tolls and 
such political advantages as would accrue from such control; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following resolution of the house of 
representatives of the Legislature of Missouri; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table: 


Whereas Congress, in the exercise of its power to regulate commerce between 
the several States and Territories, has the right to pass all needful and neces- 
sary laws for the popoa of preventing the misbranding of adulterated or 
somaperae articles of pand 

Whereas, owing to the depression existing in the prices of all farm products, 
there is an pra gow ji toe urgent demand that all compound or adulterated 
articles of food shall be required to be properly branded and labeled, in order 
that the interests of theagricultural classes who are engaged in the production 
of articles of food may be properly conserved; and 

Whereas being op d to any exercise of the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, either through the internal-revenue system or otherwise, by which any 
ae tenet is fostered and built up at the expense of any other industry: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the Thirly-sizth General Assem- 
tly of Missouri, 1. That our Senators in Congress be instructed to vote against 
the so-called Conger lard bill, forthe reason thatit invokes the taxing power of 
the Government for the purpose of crushing out a legitimate industry for the 
benefit of a rival and competitive industry, and is therefore class legislation of 
the most vicious character. 

2. That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use their influence and votes to secure the passage 
of what is known as the Paddock pure-food bill, as a measure which is general 
in its scope and character and not sectional in its application and effect, and 
which will furnish adequate protection to the farming classes against counter- 
feit food preparations, 


3. That the chief clerk of this house be Instructed to transmit acertified copy 
of these resolutions to each Senator and Representative in Congress from this 
State at Washington, 


I certify the $e: to be n true copy of the original resolutions as intro- 
duced into and passed by this house of representatives of the Thirty-sixth Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Missouri, January 23, 1891. 

A, S. SMITH, Chief Clerk, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
pee of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on tho 
table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 607, of Texas County, 
Missouri; 

i Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 574, of Cedar County, 
fissouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1223, of Barry County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmersand Laborers’ Union No, 773, of Chariton County, 
Missouri; ` 

Petition of Farmersand Laborers’ Union No. 99, of Lincoln County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 308, of Perry County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1189, of Marion County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 858, of Macon County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 797, of Johnson 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 291, of Cole County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 349, of Boone County, 
Missouri; and : 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 40, of Cass County, 
Missouri. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 44 members of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union of Boone County, Mo., praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger compound-lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of 52 manufacturers and 
dealers in furniture in the city of St. Louis, Mo., a copy of which was 
also sent to my colleague, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptey bill. As that bill is now pending, I move that the petition lio 
on the table, 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of G. W. Collins, of Missouri, and 
the petition of Anthony Ittner and other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the house of representa- 
tives of the General Assembly of Missouri, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions of temperance 
unions of the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alco- 
holic beverages: k 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Jonathan B. Wright and Elizabeth B, Hanay, clerks of the Center Quar- 
terly, Meeting of Friends, representing 1,300 members, of Wilmington, 
Ohio; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by D. 
R. Wample, William HE. Smith, J. H. Reed, and 161 other citizens ot 
West Alexandria, Ohio; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Allen Terrell and Caroline E. Nordyke, clerks of the Fairfield Quar- 
terly Meeting of Friends of Clinton and Highland Counties, Ohio; 

Petition. of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Mrs. Emma H. Unthank, president, and Mrs. Viola K. Hawkins, sec- 
retary, of the Quarterly Meeting of Friends, representing 250 members, 
of Clinton County, Ohio; and 

Petition of P. W. Dickey, Daniel Price, Koto Crawford, and 54 other 
citizens of Belmont County, Ohio. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that that proposition has been reported 
and is before the Senate, so that the somewhat numerous petitions 
bearing on the subject may lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will lie on the table, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of A. K. Stone, moderator, 
and H. H. Thompson, clerk, of the Second Synod United Presbyterian 
Church, held in Morning Sun, Ohio, representing 8,148 members, 
praying for the passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a 
national commission on the subject of social vice; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Mansfield, 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2045 


Ohio, and a memorial of the Board of Trade of Cincinnati, Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the free coinage of silver; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of 31 business houses of Findlay, 
Ohio, and the petition of 78 business firms of Columbus, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
a bill to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration; 

Petition of Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Zanesville, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Sardis Council, No. 69, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Sardis, Ohio; 

Petition of Cleveland City Council, No. 55, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; 

Petition of Scioto Council, No: 61, of Scioto, Ohio; 

Petition of Warwick Council, No. 117, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Tuscarawas, Ohio; 

o Bann of Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Salineville, 
io; 

Petition of Freeport Council, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Freeport, Ohio; and 

Petition of General Stark Council, No. 25, Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanies, of Alliance, Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 40 citizens, of Knox County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, and the petition of L. J. Ullman & Co., of New York, praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
poreon of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of O, W. Folsom and 42 other citizens of Bath, Me.; 

Petition of John F. Libbyand 31 other citizens of Rockland, Me. ; 

Petition of H. E. Andrews and 34 other citizens of West Paris, Me, ; 

Petition of M. W. Newbert and 42 other citizens of Caribou, Me. ; 

Petition of L. B. McIntyre and 65 other citizens of Warren, Me. ; 

Petition of L. A. Wadsworth and 32 other citizens of Camden, Me.; 

Petition of J. E. Leighton and 29 other citizens of Pembroke, Me. ; 

Petition of George W. Horn and 47 other citizens of Upper Stiil- 
water, Me.; 

Petition of Jonathan Estes and 43 other citizens of Easton, Me.; and 

Petition of Mary E. Phinney and Frances D. Hanscom, representing 
13 members of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Baptist Church 
of East Machias, Me. ; 

Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Isaac Winslow, Cyrus Estes, Mrs. F. M. Chandler, and 
35 other citizens of St. Albans, Me. ; 

Petition of J. C. Rockwood, G. E. Nash, Jennie Tarbox, and 20 other 
citizens of Red Beach, Me.; 

Petition of Thomas Spinney, Charles M. Clark, and 31 other citizens 
of Georgetown, Me.; and 

Petition of Hiram F. Day, James R. Talbot, May W. Day, and 82 
other citizens of Machias, Me. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of districtassemblies ofthe Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association of Illinois, Nos. 3144, 2010, 882, 124, 1217, 
3453, 782, 1132, 2755, 388, and 2705, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to-lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the following memorials, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of 36 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 103, of Glasgow, Scott County, Illinois; 

Memorial of 16 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 59, of Geneseo, Henry County, Illinois; 

Memorial of 28 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 182, of Illinois; 3 

Memorial of 38 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 229, Morgan County, Ilinois; and 

Memorial of 34 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 203, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing fur the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. FARWELL presented the following petitions of temperance 
unions of Illinois, praying for the passage of the bill providing for the 


appointment of a national commission on the subject of social vice; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 
Petition of William Kittle, pastor, and Fred. D. Smith, clerk, and 
50 other members of Trinity Congregational Church, of Englewood, Ill.; 
Petition of C. E. Mandeville, pastor, A. D. Morrison, clerk, and 600 
other members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, Il. ; 
Petition of Rev. Thomas Westendale, pastor, H. W. Roger, and 225 
wee members of Simpson Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, 


od | 

Petition of T. J. Walton, pastor, John W. Howard, and 260 other 
members of Trinity Church, of Englewood, Ill. ; 

Petition of Hugh D. Atkinson, pastor, William Hobbs, and 50 other 
members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, Iil.; 

Petition of F. Bartlett, pastor, O. Smith, and 206 other members of 
Covenant Baptist Church, of Englewood, I. ; 

Petition of William M. Hindman, pastor, and 240 members of Nor- 
mal Park Presbyterian Church, of Englewood, IN. ; 

Petition of Charles Reynolds, pastor, Charles Van Buren, and 93 
pines members of the North Congregational Church, of Englewood, 
Tih; 

Petition of Albert L. Smedley, pastor, J. E. Dures, and 800 other 
members of the First Congregational Church, of Englewood, Ill.; and 

Petition of B. H. Hayden, pastor, Dora A, Mitchell, and 160 other 
members of the Church of Christ, of Englewood, Ill. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of a bill to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Iminigration: 

Petition of Park Council, No. 383, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of De Haven, Pa. ; 

Petition of the Boston Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Boston, Pa.; 

Petition of Tarentum Council, No. 91, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Tarentum, Pa.; 

Petition of Adams’ Council, No. 274, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Salix, Pa.; 

Petition of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Mon- 
toursville, Pa.; 

Petition of Philipsburgh Council, No. 24, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Philipsburgh, Pa.; . 

Petition of Mercer Council, No. 467, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Fredonia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Marion Council, No. 326, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Marion Centre, Pa.; 

Petition of Harrisville Council, No. 427, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics; 

Petition of Saratoga Council, No. 262, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

Petition of West Branch Council, No. 414, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Milton, Pa.; 

Petition of Corapolis Council, No. 164, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Corapolis, Pa. ; 

Petition of Bunola Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics; 

Petition of Pleasant Hill Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Sweet Valley, Pa.; 

Petition of Globe Council, No. 45, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Mount Carmel, Pa.; 

Petition of Darling Council, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, of Apollo, Pa ; k 

Petition of Troy Council, No. 76, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Wyoming, Pa.; and 

Petition of Kempton Council, No. 544, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Kempton, Pa. 

Mr, PLUMB presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Unions Nos. 2295, 1977, 439, 2286, 165, 2298, 1980, 2258, and 353, of 
the counties of Elk, Lyon, Nemaha, Clark, Kingman, Sumner, Mont- 
gomery, and Ottawa, in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of temperance unions of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, 
exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J. A. Torrence and 75 other citizens of Denison, Kans.; 

Petition of W. S. Seneder, president, and Maude McReynolds, sec- 
retary, of United Christian Endeavor Society of Methodist Episcopal 
and a Churches of Denison, Kans., representing 50 other mem- 
bers; an 

Petition of M. E. Buffon, president, and Elmer McReynolds, secre- 
retary, of Christian Sabbath School of Denison, Kans., representing 36 
other members, = 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Henry Mitchell, president, 
and L. C. Wellman, secretary, of the Farmers’ Suballiance No. 988, of 
Varek, Kans., representing 39 members, and the petition of W, E. 
Morgan and 49 other citizens of Varck, Kans., praying for the passage 
of the bill providing for the appointment of a national commission on 
the subject of social vice; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
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He also presented tho petition of W. Y. Cretcher, W. A. Welch, and 
other citizens of Kingman, Kans., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lio on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of the Plate Printers’ Association of New 
York City, praying for certain amendments to the international copy- 
right bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following memorials of citizens of the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie onthe table: 

Memorial of H. O. Pixley and other citizens of Covert, Kans. ; 

Memorial of Robert Law and other citizens of Harper County, Kan- 


sas; 

Memorial of J. H. Noble and other citizens of the State of Kansas; 

Memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 998, of 
Cherokee County, Kansas; 

Memorial of M. M. Wilson and other citizens of the State of Kansas; 

Memorial of J. M. Naron and other citizens of Naron, Kans.; and 

Memorial of R. C. Secor and other citizens of the State of Kansas. 

Mr, MANDERSON, I present numerous petitions from Knights of 
Labor organizations and trades unions of the State of Nebraska, thirty 
in number, representing, as itis claimed, over 12,000 workingmen. The 
petitions, signed by many thousands of citizens of that State, pray for 
such legislation as will authorize the construction of a low railway 
bridge across the Missouri River at Omaha. As that bill has passed 
a Penate and isin conference, I move that the petitions lie on the 

è. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petitionof W. R. Eggleston, John Boling, 
Maggie D. Taggart, and 67 other citizens of Salida, Colo., praying for 
the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered to 
lie.on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of vessel-owners of Milwaukee, 
Wis., praving for immediate action by Congress on the bill authorizing 
the Detroit Railroad and Tunnel Company to build a tunnel under the 
Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Durant, 8. O. Johnson, Mrs. 
Hattie T. Bennett and 308 other citizens of Racine, Wis., and the 
petition of J. D. Eldridge, A. R. Hardy, Mrs. Ellen Galloway, and 154 
other citizens of Durand, Wis., praying for the passage of the bill to 
prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of 
alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr, McMILLAN presented the petition of Elmer E. Smead, E. W. 
Todd, Fannie C. Smead, and 77 other citizens of Allendale, Ottawa 
County, Michigan, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the im- 
portation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic bever- 
ages; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of colored citizens of Pine Bluff, 
Ark., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, f 

He also presented the following petitions of temperance unions and 
citizens of New Hampshire, praying for the passage of the bill provid- 
ing for the appointment of a national commission on the subject of so- 
cial vice; which were referred to the Committee on Education and La- 


i: 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Cc. L. Smith, Mrs. S. A, French, and 10 other citizens of Sunapee, 
N. H.; . 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 
Rey. R. T. Wolcott, George H. Bartlett, Lillie T. Felch, and 22 other 
citizens of Sunapee, N. H.; : 

Petition signed by Charlie A. Johnson, president, and Beulah V. 
Young, secretary of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, 
of Sunapee, N. H., representing 75 members; 

Petition of George H. Bartlett, superintendent, and H. H. Baker, 
secretary of Methodist Episcopal Sabbath school, Sunapee, N. H., rep- 
resenting 150 members; and 

Petition of Ella A. Angell, Charles Young, and 10 other citizens of 
Sunapee, N. H. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of J. D. Eldredge, A. R. 
Hardy, Mrs. Ellen Galloway, and 154 other citizens of Durand, Wis., 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. z 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented the petition of D. W. Irwin and 16 other 
residents of Akron, Colo., praying that an appropriation be made for 
an artesian well at Akron, Colo., for irrigating purposes; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, 

He also presented the petition of A. E. Hanks, Ed. Owen, Cora 
Shultz, and 50 other citizens of Salida, Colo., praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
sepa ae of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered to lie on the 

ble, 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of certain members of the bar of 
Stutsman County, North Dakota, praying for the passage of House bill 


9014, for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Union Alliance, No. 92, of Lin- 
coln County, Washington, for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a memorial of citizens of Atlanta, Ga., 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lieon the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions, praying for tha 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lio 
on the table: 

Petition of Ike Cromwell, Mrs. W. G. Hills, Alice Cromwell, and 20 
other citizens of Hendley, Nebr. ; 

Petition of W. A. Anderson, Flora Pennington, and 196 other citi- 
zens of Wilsonville, Nebr.; and 

Petition of Lou L. Simonds, president, and Vinnie Scofield, secre- 
tary, of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Hendley, Nebr., in 
all 16 members. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a series of resolutions of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Portland, Oregon, concerning the bill to aid in the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal. ‘They are very brief, and instead of 
stating the sttbstance of them I will ask that they may beread. They 
areresolutionsin the nature of a petition addressed to Congress, although 
in the form ofa telegram. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Telegram.] 
PORTLAND, OREGON, February 2, 1891. 


Whereas a bill has been unanimously and favorably reported to Congress by 
the honorable Committee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senato, se- 
curing the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal under the control of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States, with conservative guaranties to the Government 
against financial loss and to American commerce against icavy tolls for the uso 
of such canal; and 

Whereas the construction of the canal will secure advantages of great im- 
portance to the commercial and political interests of the Republic and will be 
of especial benefit to the Pacific coast: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the C! ber of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, in session 
nasembled, respectfully but urgently requestthe honorable Senate and House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled to pass the enactment nbove alluded 
to at as carly a date as possible, the same securing an interoceanic highway 
from the Atlantio to the Pacific Oceans, practically an American canal under 
American control. 

Resolved, That the attested copies of these preambles and resolutions be telo- 
graphed to cach of Oregon’s Congressional representatives at Washington, 

The Chamber of Commerce, Portland, Oregon. 

T. F. OSBORN, President, 


The petition will be read, if there be no 


Attest: 

: FRANK MOTTER, Sceretary. 
Mr. DOLPH. I move that the petition lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9877) directing the Secretary of 
War to issue an honorable discharge to Almond C. Walters, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 81) for the relief of Mrs. Clara Morris, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment, submitted by Mr. ALLEN, intended to bo 
proposed to the naval appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 


reed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
I report back a resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
urging the passage of a bill now pending to enable the States to enforce 
theState laws in relation to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, 
with the recommendation that the memorial lie on the table, as a bill 
upon this subject is pending now in the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 4982) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus T. Pintler; which was.read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4983) authorizing the con- 
struction of a railway, strect-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian 
bridge over the Missouri River between the city of Council Bluffs, 
Towa, and the city of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4934) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire Patrick Edward Connor as a brigadier general in 
the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 4985) to amend sections 177, 
178, and 179, and to repeal section 180 of the Revised Statutes of the 
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United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 4986} to provide for the sale 
of a portion of Lime Point reservation, adjoining the town of Sau- 
salito, in the county of Marin, California; which was read twice byits 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ho also introduced a bill (S. 4987) to appropriate the sum of $3,- 
496.80 to pay the claim of John Wedderburn against the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 154) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that the joint resolution proposed 
favors an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the peo- 
ple of the several States. Myself and my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] 
both concur in favoring the action and principle of the joint resolution. 

The Legislature of our State now in session with sin unanim- 
ity, without almost any negative votes, passed instructions upon the 
subject, which have been forwarded. The joint resolution will, there- 
fore, be regarded as embodying not only official but actual expression 
of the opinion of the people of Indiana on this subject. I move the 
roference of the joint resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public anid, and ordered to be printed. 


REVENUE ACT AND TREATY STIPULATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 
The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. > 

The bill (S. 4668) in respect to certain treaty stipulations was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill was read at length on a former 
occasion, and it is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I sincerely hope that the Senate will without 
further delay pass this bill. It is the same measure that was up the 
other day, and atthesuggestion, I think,of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] it was postponed. There are reasons, growing every 
day stronger and stronger, why the bill ought to pass immediately, and 
it will receive, [ hope, the concurrence of both Houses. 

The circumstances are these: Thetariff act modifies the treaty with 
the Sandwich Islands by levying duties upon several articles which by 
that treaty are made duty free. The recentchange in the head of the 
Government of the Sandwich Islands makesit of vital importance that 
the treaty should be observed ip good faith. The executive officers 
are nowembarrassed by the fact that they are compelled to levy duties 
in violation of the treaty, and it may very seriously disturb the con- 
dition of our affairs in that country. 

I have been appealed to over and over again to try to get the action 
of Congress upon the bill immediately. There can be no desire on the 
part of anyone to modify or change the Hawaiian treaty in that way. 
My friend from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and myself were always op- 
posed to the Hawaiian treaty, but I certainly would not like to see it 
changed in thissummary wayjustatthis moment. Without pressing the 
matter any further it must be manifest to every Senator that any em- 
barrassment of this kind in the Hawaiian Islands might be of very seri- 
ous detriment to the public service. 

Therefore the passage of this provisionis urgent. It is substantially 
what was contained in the tariff bill, but it was dropped out by some 
misunderstanding, I do not exactly know how. There was a clause 
in the tariff bill as passed by the other House to the effect that no 
provision in the act should be construed so as to affect or change the 
terms of a treaty, and that clause by some means or other was dropped 
outin conference. It ought to have been retained. It was an over- 
sight. Perhaps I am as much responsible as anyone; at any rate Iam 
willing to take the responsibility, because as chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations I ought to have seen that it was kept in. The 
Senator from Kentucky called attention to it at the time, but it was 
when it was too late, as it was thought,to amend the bill, and we did 
not foresee the consequences that might arise out of it. 

I say, therefore, it is of vital importance that that mistake should 
be corrected. Otherwise we may lose the advantages which we have 
hoped would accrue from that treaty. We have already paid very 
heavily for those advantages, whatever they are, and I do not think 
we ought now to change the treaty in this way. 

The only objection I heard made to the bill was by the Senator from 
Kentucky. I had some conversation with him on the subject. Iam 
sorry he is not here, but I do not think under the circumstances he 
would insist upon an amendment of the bill. He stated to me that 
certain Senators on the other side of the Chamber desired to move some 
amendments looking to a modification of the tariff in other cts, 
but as a matter of course any attempt of that kind to put provisions 
relating to the tariff on this bill would defeat it. 


Ihave conferred with members of the House committes and they 
are willing to have the bill passed; and if it will come there they will 
at once agree to it. Underthe peculiar situation of things there they 
can not possibly take it up without encountering the same difficulty 
proposed here. 

The tariff act ought to be modified in this particular immediately, 
because now we are collecting duties in violation of the treaty, atreaty 
that we never intended by the tarifflaw to change; but the legal effect of 
he act, under the decision of the Supreme Court, is tochange the treaty, 
because the Supreme Court have held in one or two cases that a sub- 
sequent Jaw inconsistent with the termsof a treaty repeals the treaty. 
Whether it was so designed or not that is the effect of the law. 

Therefore the officers of the Government can now do nothing but levy 
the duty on articles which we haveagreed to admit free of duty from the 
Hawaiian Islands; and that is all there is ofthis provision. It was re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations without division, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] taking a great interestin it and 
desiring very strongly that it should be passed. Iam sorry he is not 
here to second my motion. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Ohio what is the elfect of 
this proposed legislation upon the revenue? Does it increase duties? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No, sir; the effect of this proposed legislation is 
to admit free of duty into the United States certain articles, the prod- 
ucts = the Hawaiian Islands, among them rice and one or two other 
articles. À 

Mr. VEST. It then affects the revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It does affect therevenue, but I do not think that 
is the design. At any rate, if there is any point made on the ground 
that the bill could not originate in the Senate, I may say with great 
confidence that that point will not be taken in the other House, and 
that it is the desire of the members of the committee of the other House, 
so far as I have conferred with them, that it should pass here as a matter 
of convenience. I do not want to discuss the constitutional question 
as to our power to originate this measure, but I do not think it falls 
within the inhibition against the Senate originating revenue measures. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to make a sugges- 
tion? The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], who desires to be 
here when the bill is considered, is not present at this time, and the 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAn], a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, is not here. I admit with the Senator that this is 
a matter which ought to be disposed of in some way, and I suggest 
that he give notice that on a certain time he will call it up, so that 
those Senators can be present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason why it is now up.is because it is at 
the head of the Calendar, and if Senators object to its being considered 
now I should rather leave it where it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, and give notice that you will call it up at 
a certain time, and there will then be no excuse for postponing it on 
account of the absence of Senators. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. I now give notice that whenever the 
Senator from Kentucky is present and I am in order to make the mo- 
tion I shall move to take up the bill, if that is satisfactory. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, [think that isa proper course to take. 
Thisisa very importantquestionin many respects. I suppose therenever 
was a treaty made by the Government of the United States that cost 
the peopleof the United States so much as the treaty with the Hawaiian 
Islands. If there ever was a unilateral contract made by the people of 
the United States it is the Hawaiian treaty. I believe that we have 

jd five or six timesovyer the total value of the Hawaiian Islands if we 

ad attempted to purchase them when the treaty was originally made. 
It was stated at that time by the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
Hawaiian Islands would probably produce 25,000,000 pounds of sugar 
and we allowed their sugar to come in free of duty; they now produce 
150,000,000 annually. It was also said that it would create a market 
for American productions. The treaty had hardly been passed before 
the Hawaiian Government increased taxation upon everything that wos 
imported from this country into the Hawaiian Islands, with the ex- 
ception of a few articles. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the exception of the articles named in the 
treaty. ; 

Mr. GIBSON. With theexception ofthe articles named in the treaty, 
which were insignificant and amounted to nothing. The Hawaiian 
Islands carried on their intercourse with Great Britain at an increasing 
rate year after year, and we have been paying to the Hawaiian Islands 
$1 asa bounty or bonus for every dollar’s worth of that they 
took from us. Irepeat, we have paid more than the Hawaiian Islands 
would have cost us if we had been a purchaser in the markets of the 
world for them: 

We have been urgent in this matter because whenever we are con- 
sidering any question with the Hawaiian Islands we have had the bug- 
hear of the British Government brought before us; England was about 
to grasp these islands; England was about to take possession of them, 
and they were important in order that we might secure in Pearl River 
a great harbor for our vessels of war and vessels of commerce. At first 
it was suggested that we should have a right to occupy a portion of 
Pearl River, but nothing of the kind has ever been granted tous. We 
have really received no advantage whatever through the treaty with 
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the Hawaiian Government, Ithink it would beimportant, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if in the consideration of this matter we could secure perma- 
nently a coaling station atthe mouth of Pearl River and establish a 
dock yard there whereby we could repair ourships; but I know very 
well that it is utterly impossible at this stage of the proceeding to se- 
cure any modification of the treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have introduced an amendment to provide 
for that. We have already reported a provision from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to provide for opening up a harbor on Pearl River. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations reported that amendment the 
other day, and that question will come up on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa will state his 
point of order, 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to say one word further. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand it has been agreed that this 
bill shall go over under the statement of the Senator from Ohio. I 
therefore make the point of order that it isnot a subject for discussion 
at the present time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to say—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And if that be not the case, then I object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not propose to argue the case. I wantin con- 
clusion merely to say that 1 do not think we can argue the conditions 
upon which the treaty was made at the present time, and if, by an in- 
advertence in making the tariff law which was passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, any infraction of the treaty was made by añy of the 
provisions of that law we ought at once as a matter of honor to meet 
the question and settle it, so that that treaty will not be impaired in- 
directly or by inadvertence. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the request of the 
Senator from Ohio to be that the bill lie on the table until the Senator 
from Kentucky comes in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, just let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will retain its place on the Cal- 
endar. Debate, therefore, is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire before the bill goes over to say one word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can proceed by unanimous 
consent, of course. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not propose to discuss the question, but I wish 
to object to the language which conveys the idea that the Hawaiian 
Islands are getting the enormous bounty weare paying under that treaty. 
That bounty goes, I have no doubt, to American citizens. The pro- 
vision originally was made for their benefit, and I so denounced it in 
the House of Representatives at the time ofits passage there, and from 
year to year I have been more strongly convinced that the whole thing 
was a job gotten up for the benefit of certain capitalists. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. ° 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3062) for 
continuing the erection of the public building at Worcester, Mass. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
874) for the erection of a public building in the city of Roanoke, Roa- 
noke County, Virginia, with amendments in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 13453) to amend section 180 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

A bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Rockford, in the State of Illinois; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives in 

Congress among the several States under the Eleventh Census. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill which has just come from the 
House of Representatives, which is on the same subject as the one in- 
troduced by me, may be laid before theSenate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 13453) to amend section 160 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION. BILL. 

The bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood on Saturday night that the fortifica- 


tion bill was brought back to its position as unfinished business. If 
that is so, I desire to call it up at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
moye to proceed to the consideration of the bill? A motion would 
seem to be necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir; I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read, and the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they 
are reached, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for 
‘t preservation and repair of fortifications,” on page 2, to strike outlines 
3 and 4, as follows: r 


Fite ar well at Fort Monroe, Virginia: For obtaining water forthe garrison, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire as to the reason why 
that provision isreported tobe stricken out. Is there no water there? 

Mr. DAWES. They have not very good water there, and it was con- 
sidered by the House of Representatives that it would contribute very 
much to the health of the garrison to have a good artesian well; but 
it seemed to the committee that an artesian well could be made through 
to the other side for that sum, and if was thought, on consultation 
with the War Department, that possibly the appropriation might be 
postponed without injury to another year. The committee were of 
opinion that they would recommend the striking out of the item with 
a view to a further examination of it in conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 8, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘tone hundred’? and insert ‘‘fifty;*’ so as 
to make the clanse read: 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase ofsubmarine mines and nec- 
essary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our prin- 
cipal seaports, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The next amendment was,on page 2, line 10, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred’? and insert “‘fifty;’’? so asto make 
the clause read: 

For needful casemates, and cable galleries, to render it possible to operate 
submarine mines, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, to strike out the clause from 
line 12 to line 14, inclusive, as follows: 

For construction of a wharf, a keeper’s dwelling, and for a water supply for 
the torpedo station at Yerba Buena Island, California, $16,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 18, after the word ‘‘ Wash- 
ington,” to strike out ‘‘one million ” and insert ‘‘seven hundred and 
fifty thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of gun and mortar batteries for 
defense of Boston Harbor, New York Harbor, San Francisco Harbor, Hampton 
Roads, and Washington, $750,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before that amendment is acted upon Ishould like to 
make some inquiry in regard to the propriety of it. In the first place, 
I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill—— 

Mr. DAWES, Is the Senator referring to the amendment to strike 
out lines 12, 13, and 14? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment on 
page 2, line 18, to strike out ‘* $1,000,000 *? and insert ‘* $750,000.77 

Mr, DAWES. The committee examined into that matter very thor- 
oughly and heard the officers of the Ordnance Department as well as 
the Secretary of War, and were of opinion that $750,000 would be all 
that would be necessary for the expenditures contemplated this year. 
If, however, it should appear in conference that more will be needed 
to carry out the plans of this year, I have no doubt the committee of 
conference will yield to any addition to that sum that may appear after 
conference to be necessary. 

There is no disposition on the part of the committee to curtail the 
operations of the War Department in this regard, but it isso desirable 
to carry out otherfeatures of the bill more fully than wascontemplated 
in the original cast of the bill that it was deemed proper to cut down 
somewhere, and the committee recommend that the amount be cut 
down to $750,000, unless in conference it should appear to be necessary 
to out the plans of the War Department. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether he understands this proposed appropriation to include the 
armament of these fortifications or simply the emplacements. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘This particular provision is for the construction of 


- 
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what may be called the casemates, not for the guns themselves, but 
the batteries upon which the guns are to be placed. The Senator will 
bear in mind that it takes much longer to construct a gun than it does 
to construct a place to put it, and the testimony of the whole Depart- 
ment was that these casemates could be and would be ready for the 
guns much sooner than the guns would-be ready for them. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not understand that the Senator 
is correct. The largest gun can be manufactured in quite as shorta 
time as the emplacements for the gun can be constructed. It is quite 
possible, however, with our limited facilities for manufacturing guns, 
that the casemates for those we can manufacture under existing facil- 
ities can be prepared more rapidly than the guns themselves. But the 
Senator has stated what I supposed was the real object in cutting down 
this item of appropriation when he said, in substance, that, iu order to 
make provision for other things which were not provided for in the 
original bill, without largely increasing the total amount appropriated 
in the bill, it was necessary to cut down some of the other appropria- 
tions, 

If this amendment stood alone I should probably not oppose it or have 
anything to say aboutit. It is because the Committee on Appropria- 
tions propose to cut down what appear to be necessary and proper ap- 
propriations in the bill and toinsert appropriations for purposes which 
I think are of questionable merit, that I propose to say what I have 
to say upon this proposed amendment and upon some other committee 
amendments at this time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether 
he refers to the amendment on page 6 appropriating $400,000 for 
breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘'Thatis one of the amendments I refer fo. Another 
is on page 8, largely increasing the amount which may be paid to par- 
ties who will contract for a hundred coast-defense guns. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course the Senator will select that point which is 
most convenient to him upon which to offer his remarks. It occurs 
to me, however, we might proceed a page or two with the bill before 
he does that, unless the Senator has objection to this particular amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do have objection to this particular amendment 
because it reduces the amount proposed to be appropriated for what I 
consider necessary, important, and proper purposes, and, as I under- 
stood the Senator to say, this proposed reduction, with some others, is 
to be made so that other appropriations may be made for purposes not 
provided for in the bill as it came to the Senate without greatly in- 
creasing the total. 

Mr. President, the Board on Fortifications and Other Defenses re- 
ported in favor of the fortificationof one hundred and twenty-seven 
portsupon our coast line upon the Atlantic and Pacific and upon the 
Gulf and upon the Great Lakes. Among those which were named 
as the ports at which fortifications were most urgently needed are 
those mentioned in this clause of the bill, Boston Harbor, New York 
Harbor, San Francisco Harbor, Hampton Roads, and Washington. 
So that this appropriation is for four or five of the principal harbors 
of the United States. ‘The same board reported that it would take as 
much time to provide emplacements for batteries as it would to con- 
struct the guns. 

In the last fortification appropriation bill a small appropriation was 
made for the commencement of this work at the harbor of New York 
and the harbor of San Francisco, Every one knows that a public work 
is most economically carried on with an ample appropriation so there 
is never a Jack of funds, so that the work is not required to stop nor 
permitted to deteriorate during the period until another appropriation 
ean be made. The sensible and economical way to provide for the 
fortification of our seacoast would be to appropriate a lump sum for 
the entire work, to be available from year to year until expended, and 
there will be poor economy in appropriating less than can be econom- 
ically used. The work, after it is once commenced, should be prose- 
cuted without interruption and with ample funds if the best results 
are to be secured. 

Mr. President, I observe that in this bill the committee reports in 
favor of reducing the amount proposed to be appropriated by the House 
‘for the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to op- 
erate them for closing the channels leading to our principal seaports ”’ 
50 per cent.; that is, they cut down the amount appropriated from 
$100,000 to $50,000, and also report to reduce the appropriation ‘‘for 
needful casemates, and cable galleries, to render it possible to operate 
submarine mines,’’ from $100,000 to $50,000. 

Imustsay that I consider this poor economy. There are many engi- 
neers who consider this means of coast defense asamong the most impor- 
tant, There are some people who suppose the entrances to our harbors 
may be defended entirely by torpedogs. It appears to me that it is poor 
economy to cut down these appropriations, but I allowed those amend- 
ments to be adopted in silence. 

Now I turn to the provision inserted on page 6 of this bill by the 
committee; which is as follows: 

For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $400,000: Provided, That contracts may be made for not more 


than one-half of the mortars herein provided for to be constructed onthe Pacific 
coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 
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While the committee have recommended cutting down appropria- 
tions for purposes that were recommended by the Board on Fortifications 
and Other Defenses, that have been recommended from time to time 
by the officers of the War Department, the Secretary of War and the 
Chief of Ordnance, for the defense of our harbors, they propose to insert 
an appropriation for something that I undertake to say has never been 
recommended by any board or by any officers of the War Department, 
except in a qualified way, and which was forced out-of them by the 
importunity of men who want to manufacture these mongrel guns. 

The Board on Fortifications, in discussing the question of what mate- 
rial guns should be manufactured, emphatically recommended forged 
steel, and the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, of which 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] was chairman, 
recommended forged-steel guns, and both the board and the committee 
especially condemned cast iron. T had occasion to investigate this mat- 
ter to some extent when the last fortification appropriation bill was 
under consideration, I then read from a report made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWES], from the Committee on Fortifications, 
on the fortification bill of last session the testimony taken by the com- 
mittee of General Benét and Colonel Abbot. If there are two men in 
the United States who are qualified above all others to speak upon this 
question they are these witnesses. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts, 
while the Chief of Ordnance was before the committee, said to him:' 


Senator Dawes. You had some experience of casting iron mortars under the 
bill of 1888, How many did you try? 

General Benér, Only one.” The one submitted by Mr. Hunt to the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification. It was tried and failed. 

Senator Dawes. What was the cause of that failure? 

General Beni. I suppose it would be difficult to say what causes a failure 
unless there was something wrong about the metal. Cast iron is a treacherous 
metal. We never know how itis going to turn out. 

Senator Dawes. What I want to find out is whether you discovered anything 
special by which that could be remedied so that we could make another gun 
and avoid that result. 

General BENÉT. Ido not know that there is anything we could remedy, or 
whether if such or such a thing was done it would improve it; but all our ex- 
perience is that you may take one mortar and it will last twenty rounds, as 
this one did, while probably the next will stand five hundred, 


Senator DAWEs proceeded: 
Did his first experiment— 
That is, Mr. Hunt’s first experiment— 


so satisfy you that you did not want to try any more? 
: General Bextér, No; we have had experiments abroad and experiments 
ere, 

Senator Dawes. Suppose he would offer to make another one of different 
weight and different metal and at his own risk. 

General Ben&ér, I think if he added to the weight of the metal there would 
be some other difficulties. I have a paper here, notes on cast-iron rifled ord- 
nance. There was a proposition before the House on this bill tomakeanother 
cast-iron mortar, but make it heavier, We had the matter examined. We 
have formulas by which to work this out. The idea was to increase the mortar 
About 10,000 pounds. The one that went to pieces weighed about 30,000 pounds, 
Mr. Hunt made a proposition to make one that would weigh 40,000 pounds. 
From our examination, as stated here, the estimate to make it weigh 40,000 
pounds would increase the strength only 3 per cent. You would be adding 25 
per cent, to the weight of the mortar and only getting 3 per cent, added to the 
strength, It would be 6 inches wider than the one we fired, besides taking up 
valuable space in battery, which is a step in the wrong direction. 

Senator Gorman. Whatdo the steel mortars weigh? 

General BENET. The mortars are of castiron. They make good mortars, We 
think that we could reduce the weight of the mortar, and probably when weget 
cheaper stecl a steel mortar would be better. 

Senator GORMAN. What is the difference in the cost between the steel-hoop 
mortar and the steel mortar? 


Now I call special attention to this statement of General Benét: 


General Bexér. I think the difference is $2,000 or $3,000, but I can not state 
positively. 


Colonel Abbot gave his testimony in regard to the use of cast iron 
for guns. Senator DAWEs said to him; 


Senator Dawes. Now, about the bursting of that South Boston gun, you gave 
up upon the failure of the first experiment. Were you satisfied upon the very 
first experiment that it was impracticable to use the cast iron? 

Colonel Ansor. That first experiment was in line with all our previous ex- 
perience. We had at the outset no good reason to anticipate from the evidence 
on hand that cast iron was a suitable metal. We tried it because it wes offered 
under the terms of that act. 

Senator Dawes, You haye no reason to suppose it was because of defect in 
the metal? 

Colonel Ansor, Not the slightest. 

Senator Dawes. Or in thearrangementof the quantity? Isnot Mr. Hunt cer- 
tain that still with a different arrangement of the metal and s heavier gun hoe 
can accomplish the same A g 

Colonel ABBOT, It is possible, by making the mortar still more unwieldy. 
It was already a good deal bigger than what we would require of a steel mortar 
of equal power. à 

Senator DAwEs. If ho would take his own risk is there any harm in letting 
him try it again, and if he proves it asuccess would you care to have such guns? 

Colonel Annor. I think that the question of cast iron for ordnance should 
be regarded as settled, simply and solely upon the ground that every single 
gun has necessarily its own individual character, and because you make one 
good gun you haye no right to infer that the next one, made as nearly as pos- 
sible in the same way, will be as good. 

Senator DAwEs. Is that to any extent true of steel? 

Colonel Angor. It is not nearly so true of steel, because there we can test the ` 

aris. We buildup the gun, and can test the metal that gocs into it so that we 
rawr that every single piece isin its proper condition. A cast-iron gun isa 
mass of metal which has been cooled with a certain interior cooling in the bore, 
and itis impossible to regulate that process with precision. 

Senator DAWES. Thatis true of an assembled gun, bat is it true of a cast-steel 


un? 
ef Colonel ABBOT, It is not; and I have no faith in a cast-steel gun for that very 
reason, 
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Senator Dawes. You saw the cast-steel g2 from Pittsburgh? 
tne Rene Ansort. I know about both of the cast-steel guns recently tested by 

Senator Dawes. The cast-steel and the cast-iron guns came out in the same 
way? 

Colonel Asesor. Yes, sir; both metals were failures. 

Now, Mr. President, notwithstanding the testimony of these two au- 
thorities upon this question as to what metal-should be used for guns, 
the Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment to the last 
fortification appropriation bill which provided for an appropriation of 
$400,000 for mortars with cast-iron bodies hooped with steel. Not- 
withstanding the Chief of Ordnance and Colonel Abbot and, so far as 
I know, every officer of the Army and Navy who has ever mate a state- 
ment concerning the subject say that cast iron is a totally unreliable 
metal, that if you make one good gun with that metal you can not in- 
fer that the next one will be of any value, this committee proposes that 
there shall be constructed for the Government, at a cost of $400,000, 
from forty-five to fifty mongrel guns, the bodies to be of this unreliable 
and treacherous metal and to be hooped with steel. The Chief of Ord- 
nance, in his report to the Secretary of War, says what I will read from 
pages 30 and 31 in regard to the appropriation made in the last forti- 
fication bill for these mongrel mortars: 

The pro s for forgings to be opened October 7 for the cast-iron bodies 
and finishing and assembling— 

Speaking of the mortars— 
the time of opening has been extended to October 22; also for thesteel forgings, 
cast-iron bodies, and finishing and assembling of about twelve 12-inch B. D. 
mortars, under the same item of $400,000, to be manufacturcd on the Pacifc 
const, proposals to be opened November 6, 1890. 

So it will be seen that, in all human probability, there is now on 
hand $400,000 already appropriated and unexpended for these morfars 
with bodies of cast iron and hoops of steel. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations propose now to double that amount, and notwithstanding 
the small appropriations which have been made here for torpedoes, for 
easemates, for emplacements, for forged steel for guns, and for other 
things required for the fortification of our coast, they propose to in- 
crease the amount now on hand by $400,000, so that there will be on 
hand, to be expended in these cast-iron, steel-hooped mortars, $800,000. 

The Chief of Ordnance, on page 35 of this report, speaks of a steel 
rifled mortar for coast defense, and I desire to put on record what he 
says in regard to that: 

A 12-inch B. L. steel rifled mortar, for coast defense, is now under manufacture 
at the army pan factory, the steel forgings therefor having been supplied by the 
Bethlehem Iron Works, South Bethlehem, Pa. The estimate covers the pro- 
posed test of the piece. It will fire a shell of from 800 to 1,000 pounds weight, 
using a maximum charge of about 100 pounds of powder, and will therefore be 
a much more powerful piece than the 12-inch B, L. mortars of cast iron, hooped, 
now under mannfacture. 

I desire to read that clause again, because I wish those Senators who 
are in the Senate Chamber and interested in this matter should hear 
what is said about this rifled steel mortar: 


It will fire a shell of from 800 to 1,000 pounds weight, using a maximum 
charge of about 100 pounds of powder, and will therefore be a much more pow- 
erful piece than the 12-inch B, L. mortars of castiron, hooped, now under man- 
ufacture. 

Let us put these several statements of these authorities together, 
_In the first place, cast iron is a totally unreliable and treacherous 
metal. It follows as a necessary consequence that it adds no reliable 
strength to the mortar. The entire strength and reliability of the 
piece is in the hoops of steel. Itadds toits bulk and its weight. It 
is not as powerful. As I have just read, the Chief of Ordnance says 
the 12-inch rifled steel mortar is a much more powerful gun than the 
same caliber of a cast-iron mortar hooped with steel. The latter is 
much lessendurable. Everybody knows that a built-up, forged-steel, 
rifled mortar must be far more endurable than one composed of these 
incongruous metals, one of them a treacherous and unreliable metal. 
Now, about the cost and the time. The only argument that has 
been made in favor of cast-iron mortars as against steel, built-up mortars 
has been the difference in the cost and the difference in the time within 
which they could be provided. General Benét says the steel mortars 
would each cost from two to three thousand dollars more. I judge 
from the report of the Chief of Ordnance, in which he says that forty- 
five of these cast-iron mortars with cast-iron bodies and hoops of steel 
- can be made from the appropriation of $400,000, that they cost some- 
where in the neighborhood of from eight to ten thousand dollars apiece. 
Therefore, the mortar made entirely of mates can be produced 
somewhere from ten to twelve thousand do or not to exceed, say, 
20 to 25 per cent. additional; and when you have got them you have 
got a reliable gun; when you haye them you have a more powerful 
gun, a more durable gun, a gun that can be relied upon to do good 
service. 

Now, how about the time? Isuppose at this time there are half a 
dozen establishments in the United States that could cast the ingots 
n for the manufacture of these mortars. The Pacific Rolling 
Mills, of San Francisco, can do it; the Bethlehem Iron Works, and the 
Midvale Iron Works, of Pennsylvania, can do it; and there are two or 
three other establishments in the country prepared to do the work. 
There is no trouble in procuring, as soon as they can be used, the neces- 
sary steel ingots for all the mortars that are proposed to be appropri- 


ated for in this bill, and they can be manufactured as soon as the em- 
placements can be provided for them. 

Still, in the face of the action of the other branch of Congress, in the 
face of the statements of all the boards and all the engineers and oflicers 
of the Army who have eyer made statements in regard to the question, 
in the face of the report of the Board on Fortifications and Other De- 
fenses, in the face of the report of the Senate Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships, in the face of the opposition of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in the face of the testimony of every- 
body qualified to speak who has ever spoken upon this subject, we find 
injected in the fortification appropriation bill every time it comes from 
the Committee on Appropriations this provision for the purchase of 
these guns, which are certainly, to say the most for them, inferior to 
steel guns, and which are not economical in view of the endurance and 
the power of the two kinds of guns. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator how he accounts for 
it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thereseems to bea great difference of opinion among 
people as to what is the proper material for guns. F 

Mr. President, not only do I disagree with the*committee in regard 
to this appropriation, but I am also strenuously opposed to the amend- 
ment which is found on page 8 of the bill, which I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That section 2 of “An act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other REL tensinid approved August 18, 1890, 
is hereby moditied and enlarged so that the amount authorized to be expended 
thereunder be increased to $1,250,000, to be expended on the terms and condi- 
tions and for the purposes therein set forth, except that $50,000 ofsaid sum shall 
be reserved to cover all expenses other than the powder and projectiles inci- 
dent to the tests and inspection of the guns, and also that the Secretary of War 
be authorized to contract thereunder for such less number of guns than ouo 
hundred ashe may deem for the best interests of the Government, 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, section 2 of the last fortification ap- 
propriation bill authorized the Secretary of War to purchase under con- 
tract, after due advertisement inviting proposals, and at prices which 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification should adjudge to be fair to 
the manufacturer and for the interest of the United States, twenty-five 
8-inch, fifty 10-inch, and twenty-five 12-inch guns, all of which guns 
should be breech-loading, single-charge, steel guns, and of weight and 
dimensions to be prescribed by the board and to fulfill the conditions 
provided in the act. > 

It was provided also that under the provisions of this section there 
should not be expended or contract or contracts entered into involving 
the Government in an aggregate expenditure exceeding $3,775,000, 
nor an expenditure on the part of the Government in any one fiscal 
year in excess of $1,000,000. ~ 

I was one of those who believed thatit was not wise to authorize 
the Secretary of War to contract for these guns. My reasons were 
briefly as follows: 

There is no market in the United States, and there will be no mar- 
ket in the United States fora long time to come, for guns, except that 


-| provided by Congress. Thete will be no purchaser but the Govern- 


ment. No private establishment can afford to take a contract for the 
construction of one hundred guns for the Governmentand take the risk 
of securing further contracts unless it receives a bonus on the contract 
substantially equivalent to the cost of the plant which will be required 
to be established fortheconstruction oftheguns. Itmay be accepted as 
a fact that no company, no corporation, no association or men are go- 
ing to enter into a contract with the Government for furnishing guns 
which necessitates putting up a plant to cost $1,000,000, unless in the 
contract they substantially receive the cost of the plant so that they 
ean take the chances of receiving any further contracts from the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, it must beevident to everyone that if the Governmentis going 
to pay for the plant it had better erect it itself, and when one hundred 
guns are constructed the Government will own the plantand can pro- 
ceed to construct others as they areneeded. Irepeat that if tosecure one 
hundred guns by contract it is necessary to add to the necessary cost 
of the guns a sum substantially equivalent to the cost of the plant by 
which they are manufactured, everyone must see that it would be 
better for the Government to construct its own plant and own it. 

I believe also that the amount proposed in the last fortification ap- 
propriation act was more than the Government ought to pay for them, 
but by the amendment reported from the committee it is proposed to 
add to that umount $475,000; in other words, to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War, if he has not contracted for the guns under the provision 
in the last fortification act, to pay an additional sum, which everyone 
must understand must be by way of bonus, of $475,000. 

We have already a plant, a gun, factory for the Army, at Watervliet 
arsenal in the State of New York, and a gun factory for the Navy 
which is doing good work at the Washington navy yard. We should 
have an additional plant. Asa matter of economy there should be a 
gun factory established on the Pacific coast. Instead of contracting 
with parare parties to furnish guns, necessitating the establishment 
of a plant by private parties, the proper thing and the economical thing 
for the Government to do would be to establish another plant, 
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_ During the last session of Congress the Committee on Coast Defenses 
reported a-bill (S. 1260) to provide for the establishment of a gun fac- 
tory for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance on the Pacific 
coast. I will ask the Secretary to read it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Be itenacted, elc., Tliat the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasnry not otherwise appropriated, for 
the erection of suitable builaings, the purchase of suitable machinery and 
other materials necessary for the establishment and maintenance, at some 
point on or near the Pacific coast, of a plant for finishing and assembling the 
parts of heavy guns and other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy. 

Src. 2, That the Presidènt is hereby authorized to appoint a board, to consist 
of three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, who shall examine 
and report what, in their opinion, is the most suitable site for the erection of 
the plant provided forin the foregoing section of this act; and nomoney therein 
appropriated shall be expended at any point until the point so selected shall 
haye been approved by the President, 

Sec. 3. That, for the payment of the necessary expenses of the board to be ap- 
pointed under the provisions of the second section of this act, the sum of $2,500 
is heroy aparoun ate, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 


Mr. DOLPH. Knowing the difficulty of securing the passage of an 
independent bill for the purpose, by direction of the Committee on Coast 
Defenses I reported the same bill as an amendment to the fortification 
appropriation bill and had it referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Iappeared before that committee and presented that amend- 
ment and others which I had offered and had referred to the same com- 
mittee, and I will ask to have inserted in my remarks without reading 
what I said in regard to this amendment, unless there is objection: 


The next amendment reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses Is ono 
bearing the same date—all three of the amendments the same date—pro- 
viding for the erection ofa gun factory upon the Pacific coast, This namend- 
ment provides that the sum of $1,000,000 be appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise mppropeiated for the erection of suitable buildings, 
the purchase of suitable machinery, and other materials necessary for the es- 
tablishment and maintenance at some point on or near the Pacific coast of a 

lant for finishing and assembling the parts of heavy guns and other ordnance 
for the use of the Army and Navy, 

Senator Dawes, That, in short, is Watervliet and Washington combined? 

Senator Dorrit. Yes; the intention is to provide a plant for the use of both 
branches of the service on the Pacific const. ‘TThesecond section of the amend- 
ment authorizes the President “to appoint a board, to consist of three officers 
ofthe Army and three officersof the Navy, toexamine and report what in their 
opinion is the most suitable site for the erection of Sis plans provided for, and 
provides that no money appropriated shall be expended at any Point until the 
point so selected shall have been approved by the President. ere is a pro- 
vision in the fortification ap pi Seip bill as it comes to the Senate authoriz- 
ing the President to rpo a to consist of threo officers of the Army, 
25 Js shall inquire into the facilities for producing steel forgings for high-power 

ns ator nearthe Pacific coast" and in other places mentioned in the section. 

refer that provision to none, because the report of such a board would bean 
official and anthoritative siatement as to our ability on the Pacific coast to fur- 
nish the ingots. 5 

Senator PLUMER. I beg your pardon, Senator, but I think there is nothing left 
in reference to that toargue upon. Ithink we agree about that. 

Senator Dawes, You may assume that we are with you on that, 

Senator Dotrn. The Chief of Ordnance rather indicated in his report upon 
that subject to the Secretary of War that owing to the lack of sufficient supplies 
ofcoal of the proper quality for use in producing {forgings he did not deem it 
advisable to recommend the proposition fayorably, Therefore I called General 
Benét before the committee and I asked him this question: “The number of 
guns required for the defense of San Diego, San Francisco, and the mouth of 
the Columbia was between one-third and one-fourth of the entire number for 
the twenty-seven ports, was itnot?’’ His answer was: “Yes, sir; it is about 
one-fourth of the number of guns and about one-fifth of the number of mor- 
tars. 

The twenty-seven ports referred to wore those the defense of which was rec- 
ommended by the board appointed under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1885, by President Cloveland. The board made a very elaborate report, nam- 
ing twenty-seven ports and describing the requirements of cach. 

Senator Dawes. After which they selected eleven of these ports as being 
of more importance than the rest. 

Senator Dotpx. Yes. I then questioned General Benét: “Are you able to 
state whether there are other points upon the Pacific coast, besides Puget 
Sound yore and besides those named by the board, that will require to be in- 
cluded in a general system of const defenses?” to which he replied, “Iam not 
abletosay. The matter was talked about in the board, I remember, but they 
did not come to any conclusion.” 

But Gencral Miles was before the committee later, and stated that San Pedro 
would eventually aes tobe defended, Itis the port of Los Angeles. 

Senator Dawes, 1t is ifSanta Monica is not. 

Senator DoLrm. San Pedro is quite an important point and is the terminus 
ofa branch of the Southern Pacific Railway. 

Senator Dawes. You do not call the mouth of the Columbia one of the Puget 
Sound ports, do you? x 

Senator Dotru. No, sir. Butat some point on the Columbia it will be neccs- 
ey to build fortifications for the defense of all the towns on the Columbia 
which can be reached from the sea. Fortifications at the mouth of the river 
will be necessary for the defense of Astoria. Puget Sound requiresan entirely 
distinct provision for its defense.. Unwisely, I think, the Board on Fortilica- 
tions and Ordnance did notinclude Puget Sound in the list of places that re- 
quired the immediate construction of works of defense, but since that report 
was made, four years ago, there have been wonderful changesin Washington, 
and Western Oregon has more than doubled in population. The cities of Seat- 
tic, Tacoma, Olympia, ctc,, havo had a wonderful growth, and to-day Puget 
Sound ought not only to be classed in importance among the twenty-seven 
ports reported by that board, but it ought to stand high up in the list. 

Then we are already building upon the Pacific coast vessels intended for the 
Navy. The Board on Fortification, which I have referred to, reported as nec- 
essary for the special defense of San Francisco harbor three floating batteries 
oña character described in their report, having very heavy armaments and 
heavy paige than any guns or armament of any vessel that could be 
pues to meet them—floating batteries that could sally out and meet an at- 
tacking fleet outside of the harbor; because San Francisco is so near the const 
ras Liter agey rad from modern guns fired from ships anchored at sea could de- 
stroy the city. 

Senator Piums. That is to say, thatthe sites for fortifications intended to de- 
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capa- 
bie of carrying an armament such as it would be possible to give these Noating 


lin sired for the construction of this foundry as it was that the arsenal at 
vate: 
be. 


Senator DAWrs. You think a sufficient amount should be addcd, then, to 
this bill to construct a plant on the Pacific coast? 

Senator Dorri. Yes. The bill already provides forthe commencement of 
the construction defenses, emplacement for s,at San Francisco, I under- 
stand there are batteries without gunsand batteries with guns, and I do not 
know but that the guns themselves are sometimes called a battery. 

Senator PLUME, We do not use the term in that sense in the bill. 

Senator Dotrn. The objections of Genoral Benét to the policy of construct- 
ing that plant appear to be groundless. I had before our Committee on Coast 
Defenses General Miles and another gentleman who appeared to be Uasehd fat A 
conversant with the subject, and I willread youa question put to the general, 
and his reply [reading]: 

“The CHAIRMAN. The serious question in that connection appears to me to 
be whether, when we already have one plant at Watervliet, w could be 
enlarged for the manufacture of 16-inch guns, and also a factory hero at the 
navy yard at Washington, it would be judicious to erect another gun factory 
on the Pacific coast, 

“General Mixes. I have made an estimate of the costof armament necessary 
for the Pacific const, and I am satisfied that the cost of transporting large guns 
across the continent will be much greater than would be the additional cost of 
constructing them there, if there would be any. Some of our iron companies 
now are ready to construct the material for the 10-inch fan, which is bably 
as largeasthey will use for some time. The Pacific Rolling Mills, of San Fran- 
cisco, can cast steel Ingots weighing 37 tons. The specifications of the Ord- 
nance Piparra nn of the Army call for ingots of 14 tons for S-inch guns, 25 tons 
for 10-inch guns, and 40 tons for 12-inch ae 

Now, that isthe statement of one well informed upon the subject, that the 
Pacific Rolling Mills can at this time furnish the ingots for the 8 and 10 inch 

and that the capacity of their mills at the present time falls short only 3 
tons of the capacity required for the size and weight of the ingot necessary for 
the 12-inch gun. That is, they cast ingots weighing 37 tons, while that neces- 
sary for a 12-inch gun is 40 tons. 

Senator Dawes. The more serious question is as to whether you have thecoal 
and other materials necessary. 

Senator Dorrit, There is no doubt about the presence of the materia] at all. 
If we have not the right quality of domestic coal, the question of the transpor- 
tation of the coal necessary to be used in castin ingots isa mere trifle 
compared with the question of the transportation of completed guns, which 
would require the construction ofcarriages and cars made especially for their 
transportation, and the weight of large guns would test the ca; ty of some of 
the bridges on the lines ofrailroad. Youmay say that we would t: rtthose 
guns by sea, but vessels thus heavily loaded would be not only legitimate but 
easy subjects of capture in times of war, and in times of peace they would be 
subject to all the sea risks. 

Senator Piump. Do you have coking coal? And, if so, where is that found? 

Senator Dotpir. We depend at present on Puget Sound for domestic coal for 
most pu Tam told that the mineson Vancouver Island afford asuperior 

uality of coal to any we have on the American side, but I have always been a 
Tittle skeptical myself of that point. But we import the best quality of coal. 
We getcoal from Australia and other quarters by vessels coming to San Frane 
cisco, Portland, and Puget Sound for wheat, We get the best quality of coal 
from abroad fn that way, and at prices comparatively low, 

Senator Gorman, I suppose you get coal from the East here and mix it with 
your Australian coal? 

Senator DAWEs, But you do not think the coal an important factor in the 
question, then? x 

Senator Dorrit. There is no trouble about getting the coal. 

Senator GormMax, What docs General Benet say about that? 

Senator PLUMB. The trouble about the domestic coal would be, I suppose, 
the deleterious substances in connection with it, sulphur and other things. 

Senator Dorit. General Ben(t is not good authority on the question of coal. 
We getall p silo of coal ont there. We get the very best quality of cannel 
coal in San cisco. 

Senator Dawes. Where does cannel coal come from? 

Senator Dorrit. I do not know—from Pennsylvania for all I know; I know 
that we get it there. I judge that the price of coal is 50 per cent. higher than it 
isin Washington City to-day, but that is a very small consideration compared 
balan papai to be derived by the country from the establishment of a plant 
on that coas' 

Sonator Dawrs. You think it would bo impossible to transport those guns 
without changes in the means of carrying them? 

Senator Doren. Not only that, but { think that the largest guns would rc- 
quire changes in the bridges on the lines of railroads. 

Senator PLUMB, I believe they carry 40 tons on some cars, but it is only where 
the bridges are known to have capacity for that weight. 

Senator Dawzs. The question with me is whether it is wise to carry on to 
completion the new wing at Watervlict ond at the same time to construct an 
arsenal onthe Pacific coast. 
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Senator Dotru. I think there is no doubt thatit would be wise. This billand 
these amendments all proceed upon the theory that coast defenses are neces- 
sary, and that it is the part of wisdom to provide them. Ifit is the part of wis- 
dom to provide them at all, it isthe part of wisdom to provide them now. To 
use a common but somewhat inelegant expression, perhaps, we do not want to 
wait until the horse is stolen to bolt the stable door. To obtain the best results 
and to obtain them economically we ought to provide those defenses while we 
have time to deliberate, while we have time to proceed with the work without 
being hurried or driven. Therefore we ought to commence now to make pro- 
visions for the future, and we can not construct guns without the necessary 
tools, appliances, and factories, 

Senator PLÚME, Let me ask you a question in regard to that, Suppose that 
adequate provision were made in this or some other bill for the making of con- 
tracts forthe entire construction of guns, including not obly the making of the 
forgings, but the complete fabrication of the guns, do you believe, or not, that 
there would be manufacturers on the Pacific coast who would enter into such 
contracts and be able to make the entire gun? 

Senator Douru, Private parties? 

Senator PLUMÈ. Yes; privateparties. Allowing them to avail themselyes of 
the skill, information, and intelligence of the army officers. We have the ben- 
efit of their suggestions about the types, and suggestions that come up gener- 
ally as tomethods of manufacture, and allthat sort of thing, and thereby get 
the information on the subject which will be available when we come to con- 
tract with private parties for the construction of thegun entire. The question 
now is whether something of that kind would not really result in furnishing, 
quicker than any other way, the Pacific coast with guns. 

Senator Dori, I will come to that question pretty soon, but I do not desire 
to discuss ariy propositions before the committee but my own. I shall have 
something to say on the floor of the Senate at the proper time. 

Senator PLUMB, I do not desire, understand me, to enter into a discussion of 
the policy of authorizing the purchase of guns from private parties, but in the 
event of such a policy being adopted I would like to know what you think the 
result would be, 

Senator Dotpu, I will say this, that ifthe Union Iron Works were permitted 
to bid for the construction of the mortars, and if the cost of transportation of 
the mortars from the Atlantic to the Pacific coasts was taken into consideration 
in connection with their bids, I have no doubt the Government would makea 
profit by contracting with them at their bid for the construction of all their 
mortars upon that coast. 

Senator Dawes, That is, they would undertake to build them cheaper than 
what the gun could be built for East added to the cost of transportation, 

Senator Doren. Ihave no doubt of it, They have the facilities for castin. 
mortars. They haye the facilities for furnishing the ingots for8 and 10 inc! 
guns, but it requires a deal of outlay for the construction of a factory for 
assembling the parts, as the Government has ‘already found in erecting such a 
factory here and atthe Watervliet arsenal, The cost has been far in excess of 
the estimates of the Gun ay Board and the Board on Fortifications and 
other Defenses. I doubt, unless they could have a contract to furnish all the 
guns for that coast, or asufliciently large order to siie the extraordinary out- 

ay fora gun factory, whether they could compete with the Government or 
with the Eastern manufacturers, because only about one-third of the guns re- 
quired by the Government are required for the Pacitic coast. 

e Pacific coast is a very extensive one, From the lower boundary line of 
California to the Straits of Juan de Fuca the distance is 1,620 miles. Puget 
Sound alone, including all its indentures, has 1,900 miles of shore on the Ameri- 
ean side, but there are comparatively few points to be defended. About one- 
third of all the mortars mel tis for all the ports of the United States will be re- 
quired on that coast, and I think thatthe Government ought now to commence 

reparations for providing bnoblet Ae manufacturethe guns required atSan 

ranciseo, which, next to New York, is the most important of all the porta upon 
our coast. If we are to have this factory, we should make the appropriation to 
complete it without unnecessary delay. 

Now, in addition to the manufacture of these guns, there will be carriages, re- 
pairs, etc., to keep the plantin constantemployment. Ijudgefrom what I have 
read—and I get my information largely from the amendment presented in be- 
half of Mr, Emery, who wants a monopoly for furnishing guns for the Govern- 
ment—that guns while still serviceable require repairs, 

Senator Dawes. Does he propose to stop the Government works? 

Senator Dorp. He wants us to strike out the provision for the Watervliet 
arsenal and wants the monopoly himself, as I understand it. 

Senator DAwes. That arsenal would still exist under the provisions of his 
amendment. The main wing would still be kept in operation, 

Senator Dotri. Provision is made in that amendment that the carriages, 
guns, and so on are to be transported by the Governmentand repairs made by 
him, and I suppose on the Pacific coast there will be not only carriages, but the 
guns also to be repaired from time totime, and that the Government will require 
a gun factory there eventually if weconstruct these coast defenses. If we build 
up our Navy, there will be for that branch of the service work to be done from 
time to time, even after all the guns are provided. 

So much for the establishment ofa gun factory upon the Pacifc coast, Although 
it was not my measure (it was introduced by Senator STANFORD), I believe it is 
a wise measure. 

Instead of the amendment offered by me the following provision was 
inserted in the bill: 

That the President is hereby authorized in fstab board to consist of three 
officers of the Dor one ofengineers, one of artillery, and one of ordnance, not 
below the rank of lieutenant colonel, who shall inquire into the facilities for 

roducing steel forgings for high-power guns at or near the Pacific coast, and 

nthe vicinity of the Rock Island arsenal, andin the vicinity of the Indianap- 
olisarsenal, and at some point on or near the Gulf coast, and the advisability 
of erecting gun factories for finishing and assembling high-power guns, to be 
mounted in fortifications, at the Benicia arsenal, in California, or at the Rock 
aes cargoes or at the Indianapolis arsenal, or at some point on or near the 
ulf coast, 


This was a very unsatisfactory provision. 
intended to postpone any action in regard to the establishment of an- 
other gun factory and to secure all the appropriation for the time be- 
ing for the factories at Watervliet arsenal and at the Washington navy 
yard. If it had been intended that Congress should act upon the re- 
port of this commission the inquiry should have been elaro and 
the board should have been directed to ascertain at what point en the 
Pacific coast the factory should be located, to have ascertained which 
was the most suitable location. ‘This was not done. It has been sup- 
posed by some that this provision amounted to a location of the pro- 
posed gun factory at Benicia, but it will be scen that that is not so. 

The board was simply directed to report as to the cost of a factory 
at that place. Butthe report of the board is valuable inasmuch as it 
settles the question, orat least ought to settle the question, as to whether 
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there can be found on the Pacific coast suitable material for the con- 
struction of forgéd steel guns. ‘They not only report that the material 
can be obtained there in abundance, but report strongly in favor of an 
additional gun factory; and I will ask the Secretary to read from the 
report’ what I send to the desk. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


Having reached this conclusion, it remains for the board to express its opin- 
ion as to the place where a second factory should be located. 

It is the opinion of the board that a second factory should be located on the 
Pacific coast. The quantity of guns required on that coast is sufficient to jus- 
tify the erection of a factory for building them, and every consideration of fit- 
ness and propriety seems to make it advisable that the guns for the defense of 
the Pacific ports should be built on the Pacific shore. 

No special difficulty exists; the facilities for building the factory are abund- 
ant; materials and workinen can be readily obtained for operating it. The 
Pacific States, being separated from the Atlantic by a wide expanse of interven- 
ing mountains and deserts, constitute a social, commercial, and industrial sys- 
tem by themselyes, and this physical separation is a strong reason for promot- 
ing every work which may contribute to their industrial independence, to their 
material prosperity, ortotheirsecurity, The inconvenience, expense, and risk 
of sending heavy guns across the continent or around Cape Horn are not only 
manifest, but appear more Ie dastakka the more they are examined. 

The board has collected a large mass of information on the subject of the 
facilities of many localities for producing steel forgings for use in finishing 
high-power guns, but postpones the discussion of that subject to a later report, 
being desirous to submit a report without delay on the other branches of the 
inquiry committed to it under the law, as they involve an appropriation by 
Congress if approved. While the evidence is very strong as to the existence 
at or near more than one point of all the materials necessary for the production 
of the best steel, the development of those natural industries is still very in- 
complete and more time is needed for an accurate determination of the extent 
of the deposits in many localities and as to the time and expense of bringing 
them together for the manufacture of steel. Capital seems ready to take hold 
and has already begun to locate itself definitely with this object at more than 
one point, but there is no plant yet ready on the Pacific or Gulf coasts equal to 
the manufacture of the best steel in large masses, 

. . . * * * a 

The board unanimously, and as strongly as possible, recommends the crec- 
tion on the Pacific coast of a gun factory of a capacity such as to enable the guns 
for that coast to be ready at least as soon as those for the Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts, but does not consider it advisable at this time to recommend the erec- 
tion of a third factory “at the Rock Island Arsenal” or atthe Indianapolis 
Arsenal” or “at some point on or near the Gulf coast.” The board, however, 
is of the opinion thut should a third factory be erected it should be at Baton 
Rouge. The board understands the location of a factory on the Pacific const 
to be fixed by the lawat Benicia, and adds an estimate of the cost thereof based 
upon actual experience in the preparation of the site and the erection of the 
existing building at Watervliet and upon estimates for the completion and the 
plant of the south wing. 


Mr. DOLPH. Tosupplement what is said by the board as to the 
capacity to furnish the necessary steel on the Pacific coast I desire to 
read a single question and answer from the testimony of General Miles, 
given during the last session before the Committee on Coast Defenses: 


The CHATRMAN, The serious question in that connection appears to me to be 
whether, when we already have one plant at Watervliet, which could be en- 
larged for the manufacture of 16-inch guns, and also a factory here at the 
navy yard at Washington, it would be judicious to erect another gun factory 
on the Pacific coast. 

General Mires, I have made an estimateof the cost of armament necessary 
for the Pacific coast, and I am satisfied that the cost of transporting large guns 
across the continent will be much greater than would be the additional cost of 
constructing them there, if there would be any. Some of our iron companies 
now are ready to construct the material for the 10-inch gun, which is probably 
as largeas they will use for some time. The Pacific Rolling Mills, of San Fran- 
cisco, can cast steel ingots weighing 37tons. Thespecifications of the Ordnance 
Department of the Army call for ingots of 14 tons for Sinch guns; 25 tons for 
10-inch guns, and 40 tons for 12-inch guns. > 

So if General Miles is correct the Pacific Rolling Mills can cast steel 
ingots weighing 37 tons, 12 tons larger than those required for 10-inch 
guns and lacking but 3 tons of the size necessary for 12-inch guns. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to continue the discussion upon this 
question. Ishould say that I again reported at the present session, 
from the Committee on Coast Defenses, the amendment providing for 
a gun factory on the Pacific coast and referred it to the Committee on 
Appropriations. It has not been reported, butitis inorder, and when 
the proper time arrives I shall offer it and ask for a vote upon it. 

What I do object to, however, in the pending bill at this time, and 
what I rose to discuss, is the proposed reduction of the appropriations 
contained in the House bill as it came to us for matters that were rec- 
ommended by the board on fortifications and other defenses, matters 
necessary to the fortification of the coast in order to provide for an ap- 
propriation for securing cast-iron guns hooped with steel. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment of the 
committee. The amendment will be again read. : 

The SECRETARY. Inline 18, page 2, after the word *‘ Washington,” 
strike out ‘‘one million” and insert ‘‘seyen hundred and fifty thou- 
sand;’’ so as to read: 

Seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Did I understand the Senator from Oregon to 
offer an amendment to this amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; this is a committee amendment reducing the 
amount, andl object to it because, as I havestated, I think the amount 
contained in the bill as it came from the other House should be ap- 
propriated. I object to it because it does not decrease the total appro- 
priation made by the bill, if the other committee amendments be 
adopted which have been proposed by the committee for matters not 
as meritorious as this item of appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I heartily favor this amendment 
striking out ‘$1,000,000’? and inserting ‘*$750,000,’’ and only regret 
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that there has not been a greater reduction made. I think $750,000 
even would be very largely a useless expenditure, in a very short time 
at least. 

This appropriation of $1,000,000 was made in the other House, and 
in a report which accompanied the bill occurs this language: 

In the fortifications appropriation bill of last session we appropriated the 
sum of $1,221,000 for the purpose of constructing works of defense in which are 
to a tite the guns (and the placing of such guns) which it is expected will be 
completed and ready for placement previous to the Ist of January, 1892. The 
War Department asked for $1,735,000 for the purpose of providing places and 
placing such guns and mortars as are completed between the Ist of January, 
1892, and the Ist of January, 1893. We have reduced the amount estimated for 
to $1,000,000, believin thatthatamount will be all thatcan profitably be utilized 
for nk ps aed named during the time mentioned. Itis expected that there will 
be ready to be placed during the time last mentioned two 12-inch guns, five 
10-inch guns, and six §-inch guns, together with twenty-seven 12-inch mortars, 

It does seem to me a waste of money, an absolute waste of money, 
to undertake now to expend what is contemplated by the Board of 
Fortifications and what the Senator from Oregon has advocated, asystem 
of coast defenses which will require $125,000,000. If that amount is 
expended inside of ten years, in my judgment, it will be an absolute 
waste, and utterly worthless. Once before in the history of our country 
we had this spasmodic disposition to make extensive coast defenses, and 
we spent millions of dollars. To-day, a soldier would run from behind 
those defenses; he would not risk his life in them in an engagement. 
It will be the same way with the defenses that we are now constructing; 
in ten or fifteen years they will be utterly useless. 

There is no possibility of this country being engaged in warat any time 
in the near future with any foreign power, There is nooccasion for it. 
We need no great line of coast defenses, - There is no danger of any 
nation coming here and undertaking to bombard any of our cities or to 
destroy our property. There is not money enough in the Treasury, 
there was not under an economical administration when there was a 
surplus, enough money there to induce any foreign nation to come here 
and undertake such a thing as bombarding New York City, or San 
Francisco, or any other city on the coast, and all this preparation for 
war is unnecessary. 

We are a great nation; we are isolated; we have no foreign nations 
upon our contiguous soil that can harm us, England would not dare 
to attack us. Ifshe did come and bombard New York what would it 
amount to? We would simply step over en masse into Canada, take 
possession of Canada and all the railroads and public property in that 
country, and extinguish and wipe out the liabilities held in England 
against them; and that would ten times remunerate us for all the 
damages England had done. England knows that as well as we do. 
War is war, and if she were to force us to war that would be the re- 
sult of it. There are a billion dollars invested in Canada by English 
capitalists, and we would take it all. What would be the result? 
Mr. President, youcan not get a war, and there is no necessity for prep- 
aration, and this is a useless expenditure. 

Aside from that the United States is not a warlike nation. Thereis 
no reason why we should go to war. We are not for extension of our 
territory; we have got enough. We are not for conquest or dominion, 
We are the exemplar nation of the world. We can always afford to do 
right. We are notcompelled to slap every little nation in the face that 
may talk saucily and impudently tous. We ought tobe aboveit. We 
are a great nation that can afford to have other nations apparently for 
the time being treat us unfairly and unjustly. The United States 
wonld be in the position of n great, big, robust, athletic man who 
would go along the street slapping the boys in the face if they said any 
naughty words to him. 

We occupy that position with reference to nearly all the nations of 
the earth, and, isolated as we are upon our own soil, united as we are, 
and homogeneous as we are, we can resist the combined powers of the 
entire earth. Let the nations of Europe combine, bring their armies 
and their fleets unitedly, and attempt to find a lodgment upon our 
soil, and they would be driven backin confusion, We have no danger; 
we have no risk torun. Mexico is our friend; the Canadians are our 
friends. 

Suppose they were enemies, what would it amount to? Not a row 
of pins, I think, however, it would amount toa great deal if England 
would undertake to go to war. I think it wouldamountto an indem- 
nification to the people of the United States for any possible damage 
that England may ever inflict upon us. I think we just hold rightin 
our hand on Canadian soil compensation and remuneration and indem- 
nification for every possible injury that Great Britain may at any time 
hereatter do us, There it is; all we have to dois to step over and take 
it, and reimburse and indemnify ourselves; and England knows it as 
well as wedo. 

Another thing, Mr. President. In the progress of the manufacture 
of arms and munitions of war and the absolute certainty that at no 
distant day we shall be able to have an abundance of aluminum, the 
indications are to-day that if that metal sustains the character and 
reputation it bas and proves to be what it has thus far been tested to 
be, all these guns and armaments will be absolutely thrown aside as 
waste material. 

The experiment of nickel has proved a great thing, but here is alu- 
minum, a metal witha tensile strength greater than steel andaslightas 


oak wood. You could make gun carriages out of that material which 
could be handled by hand power while you must have machinery to 
handle steel. You could make in all probability a 48-pounder or 50- 
pounder gun that could be hauled upon the field of battle with the same 
power that you take a 12-pounder upon an open field to-day, and it 
would be the same way with guns for coast defense. 

Why should we throw away the people’s money at thistime? Have 
wea surplus in the Treasury? We heard of the incubus of the sur- 
plus, but it no longer exists. Within twelve months of this time the 
Congress of the United States will be confronted with the necessity of 
providing additional revenues. Now, why should wemake this drain? 

Mr. President, this is a step to be a permanent one, and the next 
step is to be an increased amount, because every dollar spent in this 
way will cause the expenditure of two more dollars. 

I think the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate have acted 
wiselyin reducing this amountfrom $1,000,000 to $750,000, and I only 
regret that they did notreduceit much more than that, even to $250,000, 
But it is better to save $250,000 by agreeing to the Senate committec 
amendment than it is to let the bill go through as it came from the 
House of Representatives, and therefore I shall support very heartily 
the Senate amendment. I only wish that it could be reduced much 
more. fe ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is extraordinary that we have to 
discuss the propositions of ordinary common sense every year over and 
overagain before a body that is supposed to be composed of the most 
intelligent legislators of 63,000,000 people. We have to demonstrate 
that steel is better than cast iron and that twice two are four. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRRLL] feels, as a great many 
candid and honest people do, that inasmuch as weighed on Fairbanks 
scales we weigh more than other people we can whip them all. I ask 
him what chance he, stark naked, as the Lord made him, would stand 
against a man with a Colt’s revolveror a bowie knife. He would rely 
upon the moral strength of his cause and upon his superior physique. 

There are 63,000,000 people in the United States capable of making 
the finest troops the world ever saw, but in case of an unexpected war 


with a foreign nation, summoned down to the coast to stand there in 


militia array, they would be what Wellington called ‘‘ carrion for pow- 
der,” absolutely helpless. What do you suppose the British navy 
would care for square acres or square miles of human flesh of that de- 
scription, that could not shoot over 1,200 yards anyhow, and that with 
a 1-ounce ball? 

The cold, practical fact is—it is a very humiliating fact, but it has 
been stated a great many times here; I do not want to show the naked- 
ness of my country, but itso happens that the whole world knows it 
already—that every foreign legation has upon it usually some bright 
young man of the army or the navy who travels the country over and 
reads all the reports of your Secretary of War, your General of the 
Army, your ordnance officers, your quartermasters, your commissaries, 
ete, and makes a due reportof it, and it is all written down and tabu- 
lated for their nation at home. ‘They know as well as I do when I say 
here that we are absolutely helpless, that we can not honorably nego- 
tiate to-day; it is the Bible truth, as plain as thesun this morning was 
over our heads. 

The British have a magnificent harbor up here at Halifax, a splendid 
dry dock, anoble battery,and abundant suppliesof ammunition. They 
have a very noble fleet, altogether the heaviest and best in the world. 
It can be gradually collected there or at their leisure collected there, 
so far as weare concerned. They haveanotheroneat Bermuda, They 
have othersscattered all aboutat convenient positions. They have one 
on the very northwesternmost corner of our country, where they can 
almost throw a shot to our lines. I do not know but that they can 
quite. The Senator from Washington knows. 

Mr. ALLEN. You can hear distinctly, from the American side, the 
firing of their guns. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not the situation more alarming still? Is it not 
true that at some points along the border between the United States 
and Canada an American can hear a whisperon the otherside? [Laugh- 


ter. 

ir. HAWLEY. Yes, I know all that very well. That is very 
funny, but it does not at all disturb what Ihave said. Incase of any 
serious controversy with us they would assemble a few fleets at Hali- 
fax. Wars do not come by a year’s agreement in advance. For the 
last hundred years not 10 per cent. of them have been formally de- 
clared; they explode upon the world without notice. Secret plans are 
laid for the occupation of a frontier, for some advantage to be seized 
withont notice, and the first the world knows there is a war there. 
We had the biggest war the world has ever known, and nobody be- 
lieved in it, and some did not believe in it until it was six months in 
operation. Some said it would be over in a day or two; that it was 
nothing but a little shower, as they told Noah. Wars, I say, do not 
come by agreement or long notice. 

Great Britain you say will not fight; that she can not afford to go 
without our wheat and without our pork; that it is the same blood, 
we have the same Shakspeare, and all that sort of thing. John Bull 
is very much like other people; he gets mad and makes an ass of him- 
self occasionally. He fights when he should not. He fights wher he 


2054 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


‘ 
wants to defend Dimo peat robbery in a minute, and he fights for 
the sake of robbery sometimes. He will fight—Ido not want to make 
a mistake about it—he will fight when somebody else will join him in 
fighting. But you say this is rot; we can whip anybody. Great 
Britain assembles at Halifax and in about twelve to eighteen hours a 
squadron sailing leisurely, going no faster than the slowest ship can 
go, 14 to 18 miles an hour—I have all this tabulated somewhere—is at 
Portland; ineighteen totwenty, at Boston; in twenty-four, perhaps, at 
New York, and there they can concentrate. They can meet the flect 
at Bermuda at all ports along down our harbors. 

There is not anything from New Orleans along thatis sixty hours 
away from the guns of Spain and England starting from their own 
harbors, 

What are you going to do when they come to New York? Go to 
work, you say. I donot know, but I know enough to take the judg- 
ment of the wisest men upon the arts of defense and attack in the 
world, and those I believe to be our own educated and accomplished 
scholars of the Army and Navy. Goand talk with them and see how 
well you are able to defend, absolutely nothing, against the ships that 
will be likely to be sent here. They could levy a tribute of $50,000,- 
000 or $100, 000,000 upon the city of New York and compel New York to 
payit. Butin the mean time these gallantsons of liberty, by the hun- 
dred thousand and five hundied thousand, would be rallying to the 
coast, and they would not be worth so much as a last year’s bird’s 
nest, the whole force, because you can not defend your harbor at Port- 
land, at Boston, or New York, or Fortress Monroe, or Charlestown, nor 
atany of the deep harbors along the Southern coast, or at New Orleans, 
or anywhere. You can not defend them; you have not the modern 
guns. 

You say we are a very ingenious people and we can extemporize 
something. So we can. We ean collect several thousand ships and 
fill them with stones and sink them on the barat the mouth of New 
York Harbor and help to keep those people off. That will do some- 
thing towards it. You say we can sink torpedoes. Sowecan. That 
is one of the quickest methods of defense, and we have a great many 
torpedo shells already made, made with very considerable Yankee in- 
genuity. Ihave seen them and know all about how they are made. 
‘They are stored up there, but your torpedoes have to be charged; your 
torpedoes have to have anchors in the stream, and lead lines, and tel- 
egraph wires, and galleries or covered ways along on the shore—pro- 
tected wire and protected holes forthe operators, who will seejust when 
the hostile ships cross the line, and turn the switch and explode it. It 
requires considerable preparation; just now it would require prepara- 
tion of perhaps three or four months to get those magnificent weapons 
of defense in operation. 

But this wise Appropriation Committee come in and knock down the 
very things that we need more than any other thing in the whole bill 
for prompt work; they knock it down from $200,000 to $100,000, I 
think, in one case, and from $100,000 to $50,000 in another. I will 
see what the exact figures are: À 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchass of submarine mines and 
necessary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our 
principal seaports, $100,000. 

The men who drew that knew the wise economy of this Congress or 
they would liave made it greater; but this committee make it $50,000. 


For needfal casemates, and cable galleries, to render it possible to operate 
submarine mines, $100,000. 


The committee, having confidencein naked beef, put that down to 


000. 
? 

So much for that. There are some other things: 

Gun and mortarbatteries: For construction of gun and niortar batteries for 
defense of Boston Harbor, New York Harbor, San Francisco Harbor, Hampton 
Roads, and Washington— 

Five of the most important points are selected, but there are men 
here enough who will tell me those are not all by any means— 
$1,000,000. 

One million dollars. 

It sounds like a large sum, and until you begin to build proper and 
decent defenses itisalargesum. Some of these sumssound large, but, 
as planned by that fanious and able Board on Fortifications and other 
Defenses here about three years ago, not all of it together begins to np- 
proach the sum that our people about fifty or sixty years ago deliber- 
ately determined to expend for the protection of our coast, and they 
completed practically Fortress Monroe—not entirely; it never has been 
altogether finished as it ought to be—and began magnificent works at 
Sandy Hook and elsewhere in accordance with a general system, the 
wisest of that time, the time when we had the best guns that could be 
found in the world on land or on shore; and after we had for haifa 
century led the world in building new guns of the old cast-iron kind, 
the best that were to be got then, we had—let whoever will claim it, 
Democrat or Whig, in those days, I do not care—we had the best land 
defenses in the world, and many of the best guns; and what we then 
proposed far exceeded, in proportion to the taxable power of the country, 
the burden-bearing power, what anybody proposes tolevy now upon us. 

While I am talking about the bill I may as well refer to some other 


ints in it. On page 6 the House of Representatives said very wisely, 

ut very economically— 

For purchase of oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coaast-defense 
guns of 8,10,and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimensions conforming to speci- 
tications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manufacture, and including 
all the parts of cach caliber, $1,000,000, 

That means the rough pieces, the rough-forged and rough-turned, 
the Jong central tubes of the heavy rifle, and then the successive turns 
or jackets put upon it up to the big heavy one near the breech of the 
gun and to the trunnion to the jacketonsomeof them. That is as we 
haye it now, because no one is expected to put upthe full plant for the 
whole operation, and has not doneso yet, exceptforsmall guns. Those 
heavy, forged, rough-turned parts we take to a finishing and assem- 
bling factory for the Navy here at the Washington navy yard, where 
they have built up from steel forged by our private manufacturers the 
best guns in the world absolutely; and forthe Army they have taken 
a little, and will take more if you will give the money, to Watervliet, 
where we can easily have machine tools better than are to be found in 
Krupp's establishment or any other in the world, and where we can 
build up coast defenses for the batteries along the coast or take the 
light batteries in the field, the best steel rifled guns in the world per- 
fectly easily now, if they are only to get the million that the other 
House appropriated. But the Senate committee, in the exercise of a 
wise and careful economy, made it $800,000, with no special reason for 
it. ‘The men whoestimated heresay that a million would doso much, 
It isa reasonable and moderate amount. The committee say let us 
do a little less because it sonnds well in the way of economy. Nov, it 
would take the Government—— x 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me finish the sentence. 

Mr. GORMAN, Only on that point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wantto say to the Senator from Connecticut, if 
he will look at the statement of the Ordnance Department he will find 
that they say that there is no necessity whatever for an appropriation 
of this amount until a year hence. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how fast they could finish those 
rough-tempered parts, butasto those rough-bored parts, if they should 
get them together now to build, they can not finish them as fast as the 
rough parts are made, It is because we have been overeconomical in 
previous years in arranging for the tools for finishing and assembling 
factories. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I will also suggest that 
the members of the Ordnance Department itself before the committee 
stated that $800,000 would be enough. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I know all that. I am talking on a little 
broader scale than that. It may be that we can not do more than fifty 
eents’ worth of work this year because we did but a dollar’s worth 
last year in the way of appropriation; but I mean the whole thing is 
going on such a scale that it will take us anywhere from fifteen to 
twenty-five years to put ourselves ina satisfactory condition of defense. 

Now, that is notall. Here comes a paragraph, bodily inserted by 
the Committee on Apvropriations: 

For breech-londing, rifled, seacoast mortars, cast iron, hooped with steol, of 
12-inch caliber, $00,000; Provided, That contracts may be made for not more than 
one-halfof the mortars herein provided for to be constructed on the Pacific 
coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

I should have said that a quarter was quite enough under the cir- 
eumstances, considering the number of great harbors we have; but 
that is not altogether the essential thing. We have cut down several 
indispensable things, things relating to the carotid artery of the system 
previously, in order to get room for an addition of $400,000 for sea- 
coast mortars, cast iron, hooped with steel. 

Now, the gospel on the subject I will give you in two or three min- 
utes, The coast guns will be composed of materials not homogeneous, 
and ean not, as a rule, be depended upon, Remember there is a terrific 
strain put upon it. It may fire admirably for twenty-five shots, and 
go to pieces. It may fire a thousand, two thousand, three thousand 
shots; nobody can tell what they will do. 

Now, we propose to make the gun cast, and, in the first place, it is a 
mortar. Allow me to say, by way of premise, because some of these 
gentlemen may not quite understand it, the mortar of the present day is 
not the old mortar that we see lying about the arsenals and the navy 
yards; it is more in the general form of the old-fashioned carronade. 
Instead of being a 13-inch mortar only, about 35, 40, or 45 inches Jong, 
it is 9, 10, or 11 feet long. It is a short cannon fired at a great eleva- 
tion, a rifled cannon having a projectile of six or eight hundred ora 
thousand pounds weight, to go up in the air and to come down, if the 
angle be at the right point, anywhere inshore with a good deal of ac- 
curacy. 

That is the kind of mortar they propose to build nowadays; but we 
propose by this amendment here to authorize the construction of n 
large number of them to be made of the cast-iron guns, in the first 
place, with a hoop, a strong band of steel around the breech. Now, 
what is the use? We have tried that experiment; we know all about 
it. We had the Parrott gun all through the war, a cast-iron gun with 
a strong band of wrought iron around it. Those guns went to pieces 
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again and again.. I think at Fort Fisher they killed more of our sol- 
diers than we killed of the Confederates five times over. They were 
dangerous along the whole ship, for the fragments flew in every direc- 
tion. 

I do not care to speak of what I have seen myself, but I have seen 
those guns in the city of Charleston with my own eyes—in some in- 
stances not as faras the corner of that chamberfrom a100-pound gun— 
go to pieces with a great whirligig of sand and smoke, and chunks over 
100 feet in the air, scattering about, killing some people. It was an 
expected thing that they would go to pieces, and the fleet of Porter was 
partially demoralized by the fact that there were so many Parrott guns 
on board. 

That is the thing you propose to try here now, except we shall have 
a steel band instead of a wrought-iron band. But that wrought-steel 
band will not strengthen the cast iron. We hayemade no adyancesin 
the science of casting eastiron within the last twenty-five years, within 
my knowledge. I donot know what this little taste of aluminum may 
have done with it, but there was no better casting ever done in the 
world than was done under the Rodman system and the Dahlgren sys- 
tem of guns twenty-five years ago, and no better cast-iron guns made. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill ask the Senator if that is the gun to be 
made by the South Boston Iron Company. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know whether itis the South Boston peo- 

le or some of them reorganized, or what if means, but I know they 
ve been desperately struggling for the privilege of making cast-iron 
mortars.and cast-iron guns of some sort. They have made some which 
have been adopted on experiment and some which have not been. 
Now, let me state the comparison. I will take a 12-inch mortar 9 or 
10 fect long—I am not exact about these things; I have not got the 
figures before me, but I am approximately correct—and it will fairly 
illustrate whether my figures are exactly right or not. 

We will build, we will say, some 12-inch mortars of cast iron with 
a turned-steel, strengthening band around the breech. Now, the cast 
iron we know to be unreliable. The advantage is from the cast steel 
aboutit. They will cost about eight or nine thousand dollars apiece, 
When they are done they will load them with a 600-pound shot or shell 
and put about 80 pounds of powder into them, and they may last over 
night; they may last a fortnight and they may not; but you haye your 
cheap gun, 

Now, if you will build a forged-steel mortar, and they can be made 
much safer than the 40-foot long and 35-foot long and 50-foot long iron 
cannon, it would be practically a safe weapon. They will cost you 
from $8,500 to $11,500, probably $3,500 more; I do not know but more; 
but when it is done you mey rely upon the average life of the whole 
of a thousand of them, and it will take an 800-pound shot or shell with 
a 100-pound charge of powder, and will throw it with terrific power a 
distance of 6 miles, putting it up 2 milesin the air, and if you hit any- 
thing on deck it is gone, and the gun will last, z 

So while it costs—I will make a fair allowance—say 40 per cent. 
more—lI do not care if you say 50 per cent. more—in the first place, it 
has more than 50 per cent. of crushing power, dollar for dollar, and 
more than 50 per cent., probably 100 per cent.,more of lifein it. Now, 
whichis the true economy? ‘The first-class gun, according to all mod- 
ern ideas of construction would cost 50 per cent. more than these cast- 
iron half breeds that can not be depended upon. 

Over here in the last part of the bill there is another matter that I 
venture to say not one Senator in this Chamber understands outside of 
the Appropriation Committee or outside of the subcommittee of the 
Appropriation Committee. It is initalies on page 8, 


‘That section 2 of "An act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes,” approved August 18, 1890— 


And that is a modification of an act of the previous year or two years 
before— 
is hereby modified and enlarged so that the amount authorized to be expended 
under be increased to $1,250,000, to be expended on the terms and condi- 
tions and for the purposes thercin set forth, except that $50,000 of said sum— 
This is a modification— j 
shall be reserved to cover all expenses other than the powder and projectiles 
incident to the tests and Inspection of the guns, and also that the Secretary of 


War be atithorized to contract thereunder for such less number of guns than 
one hundred as he may déem for the best interests of the Government. 


There is a sort of saving clause in the end of it which helps it a 
little, Now that, in the last Congress, was in the act. Let me read 
a little and then I will tell the meaning of it if I canin plain language. 
Section 2 of the act one year ago provided— 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to purchase 
under contract, after due advertisement inviting proposals, and at prices which 


the Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall udge to be fair to the manu- 
facturer and for the interest ofthe United States— 


It is not an ordinary matter of issuing proposals and asking people 
to bid— 
twenty-five 8-inch, fifty 10-inch, and twenty-five 12-inch guns, all of which 
guns shall be breech-loading, single-charge, steel guns, and of weight and di- 
mensions to be prescribed by the board, and shall fulfill the conditions herein- 
after provided: Provided, That if two or more persons, citizens of the United 
States, submit ete to furnish said guns, either in part or in whole, at 
prices not materially different from each other, contracts may be awarded, in 
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such proportion, among the citizens submitting such proposalsas the Secretary 
of War may direct. 

One type gun ofeach of the above-mentioned caliber, with the proper suppl 
of ammunition therefor, shall be presented for test atsuch placeand withins 
time as the contract shall provide, and shall be ear pat to such tests in respect 
to accuracy, range, power, endurance, and general efficiency as the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification shall haye prescribed. All the other guns of each 
caliber, with the proper supply of ammunition, shall be delivered at such place 
and within such times as the contract shall provide, and shall be subjected to 
the ordinary service test of ten rounds with the full charge and weight be nas 
jectile, which shall develop the standard power prescribed for the gun, Ifthe 
type gun sustains the prescribed test to the satisfaction of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification, itand cach of the other guns which sustains the ordi- 
nary service test, and the ammunition expended in such tests, shall be accepted 
under the contract, 

All guns manufactured under these contracts, including the type guns, shall 
be subjected to inspection at all stages of manufacture, and no change whatever 
shall be made in the material, mode of manufacture, or dimensions of the guns 
for service from those employed in the type gun without the approval of the 
Secretary of War. Payment for cach gun 1g ammunition for testing same, in- 
cluding costof transportation, shall be made upon the satisfactory completion of 
the prescribed test for thatgun, All tests of guns shall be made in the presence 
of the board and of the poron presenting the gun, or his authorized nf and 
due regard shall be paid to suggestions offered by him which respect the modo 
of making such test, 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an aggregate er- 
penditure exceeding $3,775,000, nor any expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $1,000,000, And all guns and materials 
purchased under the authority of thissectton shall be of American manufacture 
and furnished by citizens of the United States: Provided further, That contracts 
may be made for notexceeding one-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to be 
constructed on the Pacificcoast, in the discretionof the pert of War: Pro- 
vided further, That all expenditures made under this section shall be paid from 
the amount made available and provided for in section 6 of the ‘Act making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thercof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 22, 1858, and the Soeren of War shall 
ombrace in his estimates ofappropriations for fortifications from time to time the 
umocunts necessary to carry out all contracts made hereunder: Provided further, 
That full and accurate accounts shall be kept, showing the cost of all type and 
experimental manufacture of guns, and other articles, and the average cost of 
the several classes of guns and the other articles manufactured by the Govern- 
ment, a statement of which account shall be Jaid before Congress annually in 
the same manner as is now required from national armories under section 1665 
of the Revised Statutes, 


The substance of it is that citizens were invited to build a certain 
numberof type guns, at least first-class, steel, built-up cannon, and bring 
them along, and if they stood a certain very expensive test to the sat- 
isfaction of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, it and each of 
the other guns which sustained the ordinary service test and the am- 
munition expended in such tests should be accepted under the contract. 
In short, it asked men, if they were really going to build big guns, 
each of them to build a big gun for trial, to spend not less thana mil- 
lion and a half to two million and a half dollars before they could 
build a single gun, and undergo the anxieties and troubles of a costly 
test of that gun under the chance of getting some out of the one hun- 
dred guns to be built. Of course they would hayethe hope of having 
future contracts under the Government. T said last year when that 
provision was under discussion: 

Anybody who thinks he can get several 
ture of costly steel guns by asking them to 
makes a great mistake. Men can not put up the plant to make a 12-inch steel 
gun for much less than $2,000,000, and the idea that capitalists in this country 
fire going to put up a $2,000,000 plantupon “spec” as to whether they shall sell 
one gun, or ten, or twenty, or even fifty guns, in competition, is a great mis- 
take. Three million three hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars is the 
sum total proyided for here, and the whole of ih or twice that, would not pay 
any man for putting up a $2,000,000 plant. eI will tell you what will result from 
this—and Tam glad of it—that some concern will get about the whole of it. 

Now, there has not been a gun built under that last year’s para- 
graph, just as I prophesied. I have not told all the weaknesses and 
disabilities of that proposition. It sounds like $3,775,000 there, and 
sounds like $4,250,000 here, but not onedollar that Ican see is really 
appropriated, for it was provided in that previous statute, and this is 
like it— 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tract or contractsentered into involving the Government in an aggregate cx- 
penditure exceeding $3,775,000— 

Now made $4,250,000— 
nor an expenditure on the part of the Government in any one fiscal year in cx- 
cess of $1,000,000. 

Now we are watching for words of appropriation— 


And all guns and materials purchased under the authority of this section 
shall be of American manufactureand furnished by citizens ofthe United States. 
Provided further, That contracts may be made for not exceeding one-fourth of 
the guns herein provided for, to be constricted on the Pacific coast, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. 

And further on, toskip words not necessary to read— 


And the Secretary of War shall embrace in his estimates of appropriations 
for fortifications from time to time the amounts necessary to carry out all con- 
tracts made hereunder, 


The $3,775,000 was not appropriated. The $4,250,000 is not appro- 
priated. It isprovided that the Secretary of War shall estimate for it 
hereafter, and is there any practical business man in the world who 
supposes that capitalists will expend $2,000,000 to make a test gun 
under the chance of getting a contract when the money for the fifty 
is not appropriated, but is to be estimated for the succeeding year by 
the Secretary of War? 

Any man who knows the history of Government contracts for ships 


pens to compete for the manufac- 
uild one and send it up for a test 
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and guns or any other article of large expenditure and heavy cost, 
knows that no capitalists are so foolish, and they have proved that. 
Whatever the motive, the apparent motive of it was that all the manu- 
facturers of the country should be invited in here to make a good gun 
and whoever made a good gun should havea good contract. I say the 
case is such that that thing could not be brought about; it has not been, 
nor is it likely to be, in my judgment. There is a possibility that un- 
der this provision some of these people who have already expended 
large sums, who, by adding a little something, can have machinery for 
finishing guns, will bring up one or two guns, and the result of it will 
be not what I should be glad to see, half a dozen establishments, but 
the one perhaps furthest advanced in the country will bring up some- 
thing that can not be refused for lack of merit, and they will get the 
$4,000, 000. 

I do not care if they do, because they make good guns. What Iam 
after is to get the guns, and in order to get them it was our theory 
two or three yearsago that private partiesshould be invited to furnish 
the rough-forged and rough-turned parts of the guns, and that the 
Government in a navy shop,in an army shop, should fine-finish and as- 
semble and fit those guns together ready for operation. If some of 
those private people are willing not only to spenda million and a half, 
as they have at Bethlehem, but two million, and to add another mil- 
lion for all machinery requisite to put finishing touches on these enor- 
mous guus, I am gladofit. ‘The more of those establishments we have 
the better. But the very first duty of the nation is to see that some 
of these gung shall be made in its own shops, where it can be master 
of the situation and control and supervise the contracts; in a measure 
dominate them. 

There are some items of appropriation here that have been cut down 
by the committee: 


To complete army gun factory building at Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, 
era. the erection of south wing, inclusive of ways for traveling cranes, 
eb Be 


The committee, to my grief and that of everybody’s elsewhere whose 
judgment controls mine largely, cut that down from two hundred and 
forty-eight thousand and odd dollars to one hundred and forty-eighty 
thousand and odd dollars. That is for the completion of the building. 


For machinery, tools, power plant, and fixtures adapted to the manufacture 
of steel seacoast guns, to complete the reise a of the south wing of army 
gún factory at Watervliet Arsenal, West oy, N. Y., $468,000, 


That is cut down by this committee to $268,000. Now, if you are 
going to build guns finish thatshop. If you are not going to build guns 
do not finish the shop. If you are going to finish itin a quality that 
is appreciable in comparison with the great needs of the country pnt 
in your $200,000. That is the estimate of the builderslast year. They 
cut down the appropriation for the building considerably because they 
said that the building, if they cut tle appropriation down and put the 
rest on next year, could be finished in time for these heavy and costly 
boring and turning machines, which would be along in two or three 
years. Now, makeall those machines ready long before the fiscal year 
shall have expired, and they have other machinery that they can put 
up there, and, in their judgment, it is best to finish that shop right 
away and be putting into it the heavy machinery as soon asit shall come. 
I see no economy in cutting it down. 

I have no idea that the committee want to discontinue and to ham- 
per those shops, and I think the $400,000 which they have cut down 
there can not be better expendedin any other place in the whole United 
States than by completing the concern where we shall begin to get 
ready to prepare our defenses. 

Mr. President, I respectfully submit that the committee have erred, 
in my judgment, in three places: One, in cutting down the two ap- 
propriations for finishing, and I maysay mounting, torpedoes, on page 
2; another, in cutting down the appropriation for the rough-forged and 
rongh-turned parts of guns, in the upper part of page 6, though if the 
Ordnance Department say they can make no use of any more I do not 
care so much about that; and the other error, in my judgment, is in 
undertaking to make cast-iron mortars, which are worth something, 
of course, but are by no means the best, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I always feel greatly stirred up in lis- 
tening to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] upon the for- 
tification appropriation bill and the other warlike measures which he 
champious at every.session of the Senate. Al the rest of the session 
I find my natural tendencies leading to quietudeand peace. I think I 
am a man of peace, opposed to pugnacity on general principles; but 
when the Senator from Connecticut gets up here and pounds the air 
and puts forth his belligerency in all that magnificent exhibition of 
what a thickset Yankee can do when he is all ready to fight, I admit 
that I feel a little of the warlike contagion, and in spite of myself Ido 
really want war; and just now it seems to me that we ought to make 
war on Canada or Great Britain or upon all creation and have a fight. 
It seems to me that although perhaps there isnot a quorum of the Sen- 
ate present it would be well to resolve ourselves at once to march forth 
in some direction and have this belligerency thrashed out of ourselves 
or out of somebody else. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest to the Senator to try New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that we 
have tried fighting New Hampshire and she is all right, but I, being 


somewhat of a man of peace, may not haye exhibited to the fullest ex- 
tent of New Hampshire men the arts of war in my own behalf. Tap- 
prehend if the Senator from Connecticut had occupied my place either 
he would have returned here in triumph or all else of New Hampshire 
would have been dead. Ihave no doubt at all he would have swept 
the White Mountains from the face of the earth; all would be nothing 
now but adead-level plain where now is our magnificent scenery, of 
which I think he with the rest of us is proud. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dor] also, 
every time that the fortification appropriation bill comes up, excites 
our apprehensions of immediate assault from all mankind, He wants 
to expend one hundred and ten or one hundred and twenty million 
dollars forthwith in the way of fortifying our coast and insists upon 
its necessity. He made a very elaborate report one or two Congresses 
ago upon this subject, and nobody can read that report without being 
absolutely convinced that itis indispensable to the existence of this 
Government that that one hundred and ten or one hundred and twenty 
million dollars be expended forthwith in the way of coast defenses, or 
we shall lose the city of New York. 

Boston has been bombarded in imagination one hundred times since 
I have been in the Senate, and utterly destroyed, and so of San Fran- 
cisco. How often has Chili with her single ironclad bombarded San 
Francisco; and at Vancouver, away up there in the extreme Northwest, 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] it seems hears the guns 
from the northern waters occasionally himself. I would inquire of 
him if he ever heard of even a single projectile splashing in the waters 
that separate us from the Canadian shores? 

But periodically at every session, every time there is a fortification 
appropriation bil), I am alarmed at the necessity of these tremendous 
expenditures in defending ourselyes against foes that never have struck 
us except perhaps once in a hundred years, and then they only burned 
up a few buildings we had here in Washington. We had plenty of 
fortifications in those days, but they got around them, behind them, 
over them, or through them; they managed to evade them and burn our 
Capitol. 

But, with that single exception, during all this long period of time, 
including the recent civil war, when we could have been taken at a 
disadvantage if ever, we have experienced not one single particle of 
hurt from any foreign power. Al our defense against foreign powers 
has been in our Navy and in ourinvincible infantry at home. Wedid 
not rely upon coast defenses. They know very well that 65,000,000 
people, able to put into the field at any time 10,000,000 at least of the 
best infantry on the face of the earth, armed with all the destructive 
expositions of science in its, latest developments, can not be attacked 
successfully by all mankind, and therefore it is that they keep aloof. 
They build their fortifications at Halifax; they have fortified Ber- 
muda, Jamaica, and in the Northwest; they can strike us, but they 
dare not. 

We are just as safe without these fortifications as with them, Do 
you believe that Great Britain can concentrate anywhere upon the At- 
lantic coast or that she would, under any circumstances that can he 
imagined, concentrate anywhere upon the Atlantic coast a fleet which 
would do serious damage to the city of New York? What motive has 
she to do this? What motive save one of self-defense has Great Britain 
to prepare for war as against us? Here is a country north of us as 
large as our own, with natural resources equal at least to one-half those 
of our own, with 6,000,000 people scattered along a belt of land at 
least 4,000 miles in length, liable to bè severed by acolumn of Ameri- 
can infantry pushing northward to the pole, at any one or at all of 
twenty places which would disintegrate her empire. Across Canada 
is the great all-necessary line of commerce in the future to her Asiatic 
possessions, far more important to her than by the canal of Suez or 
around any of the capes, 

Do you suppose that Great Britain would be prevented from going 
to war on us by fortifying New York? By spending $150,000,000 or 
$500,000, 000 in fortifications around the harbor of New York you will 
not likely defend this country as against Great Britain, because Great 
Britain has no conceivable motive tomake an attack upon us. Ifshe 
did and could she would move upon us at some undefended points. 
She has only 35,000,000 people anyway. There are only 35,000,000 
pure Englishmen on the face of the earth under her flag, and right at 
her own door is Ireland with 8,000,000 American allies in-case of diffi- 
culty, and we furnishing them tight along private contributions from 
America, Americans taxing themselves and contributing to the treas- 
ury of Ireland year after year in the cause of liberty, which unfortu- 
nately for the present atleast places Ireland in opposition tothe policy 
of Great Britain. Whatcan she do? Suppose she should undertake 
to attack us. Suppose there were no Ireland; there are the prejudices 
of «a thousand years, yea, two thousand years against Great Britain all 
over the continent of Europe. There is the tremendous Empire of 
Russia, to-day far more powerful than Great Britain for war, threat- 
ening her life in her Asiatic possessions, and the moment England 
turned a gun upon America the ally of Russia and Russia the ally of 
America for a hundred years, Great Britain would lose or at all events 
she would so apprehend the loss of her Asiatic possessions that she 
would be paralyzed before she got three marine miles from her own 
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shore, to say nothing of approaching within the same distance of our 
own. 

If Europe wauts to attack the United States, why were we not as- 
sailed during the recent war? Then there was opportunity. Then 
there was unanimity between France and England. Belligerent en- 
emies for a thousand years, then they were united. Then the spirit 
of kinghood, of aristocracy, of antirepublican government, of all anti- 
republican power the face of the world over had the opportunity to 
concentrate upon us and destroy this nest of free institutions, this ori- 
gin and home of liberty. Did they do it? Did they dare to do it 
when we were almost paralyzed by war among ourselves? Nay, ver- 
ily; and what opportunity will this spirit of kingcraft, no matter who 
supports it, be likely to see in the future that will lead it to concen- 
trate warlike efforts upon the United States of America? 

We, have doubled our own power and our own population since that 
time. We are ahead of the world to-day in warlike inventions, in 
knowledge of those subtle influences or powers of nature which can be 
concentrated upon any foe for destruction. We have a torpedo system 
superior to thatofany other part of the world. We have machines for 
defense invented and which could be manufactured with great celerity 
Bu ing those of all mankind, with which we could destroy the whole 
British fleet to-day. We have rams invented, we have dynamite and 
other forms of active destruction which make us now practically an 
invulnerable people to-day. What would they do with one of those 
great fleets if they had it here anchored off New York? What have 
they behind? Sucha fleet mustbeina harbor. The firststorm would 
send half of it to the bottom if lying outside New York. 

Mr. President, 1 verily believe that the only form of armament of 
which we need to avail ourselves by appropriations is that of defense 
or possibly of attack, in the nature of defense upon the water itself. I 
would not object to seeing the harbor at Portsmouth fortified a little. 
I admit there are reasons why Portsmouth, N. H., should be fortified. 
That is the proper great Northeastern naval station of the future, and 
it is very true that we need to look in that direction; but this idea of 
expending one hundred, one hundred and fifty, or two hundred mil- 
lion dollars in providing earthworks all the way around the coast of the 
United States seems to me a trifling with the serious things of life. 
History shows more need to build walls about our interior cities for 
their defense when we get to fighting among ourselves. 

Mr. President, if you want to make this nation powerful for defense 
just improve the individual citizen. Put intelligence into the bayo- 
net. Carry a little school money to the South and to the North. If 
you donot pass the election bill, at least pass the education bill, and with- 
out increasing the numbers even ina single generation you would 
double the offensive and defensive power of the American people. 

I expect there has to be a little money paid out; there always is on 
the fortification appropriation bill. We will fool away a little money; 
that is well enough; but what I object to is the fooling away of these 
enormous amounts; and I object for another reason still, that suchisthe 
rapidity of progress in the arts and in the sciences which relate to war 
that an expenditure of $100,000,000 during the ten years immediately 
ensuing will be utterly obsolete at the commencement of the ten years 
beyond, while there is no possibility of any serious war in the imme- 
diate future. 

Thetruthis, Mr, President, thepeople, the common people, of the hu- 
man race will not fight a great deal if they have their own way about 
it; and just in proportion as you improve the individual man and as 
you spread truly republican institutions everywhere the motives of 
war cease. Kings want war; arbitrary governments can only be sus- 
tained by force; but as you increase intelligence among the common 
people you place power wherever you place knowledge, and the result 
is that a people truly governing themselves are always a peaceful peo- 
ple, never an aggressive people. It is not for the interest of any man 
to have his throat cut; he understands that very well, and he has no 
disposition to assault the rights of another if he can have his own way 
aboutit. Soofthemasses. When majorities are intelligent and ma- 
jorities rule, then you have peace. 

Now, perhaps you may adduce our own civil war a few years ago as 
an illustration to the contrary of this proposition, but notso. ‘That 
war was never possible but by reason of the ignorance of the masses, 
of those who offensively engaged in it, Had there been a common- 
school system all over the United States, with its blessings extended to 
the masses everywhere, there never would haye been a civil war. It 
Was unreasonable; it was against the interests of the people. It was 
only because they were ignorant that they were warlike, and then war- 
like for the benefit of the few, and not of the many. 

Free government implies knowledge, intelligence among the masses 
of men; and just as you spread that among the masses of men war dis- 
appears, because self-interest dictates that it shall disappear. ‘The con- 
trolling force being in the masses of men, they will have peace for their 
own interests. Mr. President, the organized war power of this world 
is pretty much all in Europe to-day; that is, I mean to say, those ex- 
penditures which constitute such enormous burdens upon the masses of 
men are in Europe. There science has extended its discoveries and art 
has applied the discoveries of science to the destruction of men rather 
than to the amelioration of their condition, 
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What has been the result there? They have built up these enor- 
mous establishments simply by reason of the fact that they had forms 
of government where power was vested in the few, and the ambition of 
individuals and the prejudices that have grown up by reason of long 
controversies directed by individuals, those ambitions and those na- 
tional and international quarrels made in the interest of individuals, of 
the few as against the many, have led to this development of the art of 
war, sothatevery nation there now, even in peace, isan arsenal and armed 
campasagainst every othernation. There are between four and five mil- 
lions of men in the regular armies of Europe to-day, while behind them 
are probably at least twice as many more, carefully drilled, who can be 
called into the field of battle in case of necessity; but those armies exist 
as offsetting forces against each other, and as one nation increases its 
armament another is obliged to, in order to be able to meet that other 
nation, and thus the burden forever grows, But thespirit of liberty is 
abroad on the continent to-day, and the masses of men are beginning 
to be felt. 

Even the German Emperor himself is yielding to the influence of 
liberal ideas as they have spread and given power to the common peo- 
ple under his control, and all over Europe the masses of the people 
are coming to the front. Intelligence is spreading, and, as that in- 
telligence increases, their control of themselves and of the authorities 
who exercise power over them is increasing. Every day, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the probability of war in Europe is lessening, is diminishing, is 
passing away. The great powers there are seriously contemplating . 
the reduction of their enormous military establishments and even 
the naval establishments, which in fact are less useful to them than 
forces for operations upon the land. 

The tendency of the age, Mr. President, and the tendency of all fu- 
ture ages, as I believe, is and is to be in the direction of peace, for, to 
me, the thing which we call the millennium is no myth; it is that fu- 
ture condition of mankind when war shall be known no more, when 
the human race will exist for the purpose of rendezing itself and the 
individuals who constitute ithappier, rather than to contribute to their 
misery and destruction; and, sir, we should legislate with reference to 
that state of facts. 

Now, how do we find ourselves? Here we are a nation of 65,000,- 
000 people. As the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] so well 
expressed it, we are isolated and we are all-powerful. We have dem- 
onstrated on suitable occasions that we had vast puwer if we were 
obliged to use it. Itis here, and all mankind knowit, Is it wise for 
us, is it fulfilling the mission, if not the destiny, of the American peo- 
ple, that we should set to all mankind the example of arming our- 
selves now and for all future time in order that we may pursue the 
same course which the great empires of antiquity pursued and which 
the monarchies and the despotisms of modern Europe have pursued ? 
Is our history, too, to be written in blood ? 

No, Mr. President; I believe just the reverse is what we should do, 
There is no occasion for this tremendous armament, and we should set 
a peaceful example which the rest of mankind may imitate, rather 
than foolishly and wickedly, as I believe, imitate, on the other hand, 
the example which they have set for us through these awful ages of 
war. 

The lessons of history do not apply to a people like our own, for we 
are a free people, and occasions for war will never exist if the princi- 
ples of liberty and of intelligence are spread among us and generally * 
among mankind. A 

So it is, Mr. President, that it has seemed to me, and for a long time 
has seemed to me, that we ought, as the really great nation of the 
world, to enter upon a policy in exactly the opposite direction from 
that which has been pursued by the nations of Europe during the last 
two thousand years; in fact, from the dawn of time, ever since nations 
have existed upon the European and the Asiatic continents. Weought 
to set an example in the direction of peace; we ought to insist, so faras we 
have power, that the armaments of the world shall be diminished and 
gradually be reduced, rather than to increase our own in imitation of 
the bad example which has been placed before us in the past and in 
the present time. 

If we should ask of Europe to-day, in view of the fact that we must 
arm against Europe or they must disarm as against us and the rest of 
mankind—if we should ask of them an international conference with 
a view to putting an end to occasions for war, for the adjustment of 
difficulties that arise between nations and between provincesand tri 
we should be sure to attract not alone attention, but compliance with 
our request, and to enter upon a policy which would save us enormous 
expenditure in the future and which would liberate all mankind from 
the domination of warlike power. 

During the last session I introduced a proposition of this kind. I 
do not believe I shall be able to secure its enactment during this month 
of February, and therefore shall relieve the Senate from any very ex- 
tended effort in that direction. Perhaps my successor, to whom the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] made allusion a little while 
ago, may take up the work much more successfully than I could do 
myself. ButI believe that, if the proposition contained in the joint 
resolution which I introduced on the 16th of June last could be adopted 
by the American Government, it would be of advantage not alone to 
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this country, but to the world, beyond all possiblecomparison. It was 
to this effect : 

That the President be requosted to invite all foreign powers with whom the 
United States maintains diplomatic relations to designate representatives to 
meet with those of the United States, not exceeding ten in number, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, for the purpose of holding an international confer- 
ence in the city of Washington on the first Monday of February, A. D. 1892 
with a view to the formation’of an international alliance, which shall be valid 
and binding upon those powers who shall ratify and agree tothe same, the ob- 
jects of which alliance shall be— 

First. Tosuppress the crime of kidnaping and the slave trade within the lim- 
its of the continent of Africa, and to destroy the traffic In the liberty of human 
beings and the institution of slavery in all parts of the world. 

It would astonish anyone who has not been a close student of his- 
tory to know how much of the violence, rapine, and bloodshed which 
have existed on this planet of onrs has grown out of the existence of the 
institution of slavery, As we 2)l know, Africa is now the great hot-bed 
from which the slaves which are sold in many parts of the world are 
obtained. According to the best data which I have been able to se- 
cure—and I have made some effort in that direction—not less than 
2,000,000 human beings are destroyed every year on the continent of 
Africa in the effort to obtain slaves for the supply of theslave markets 
of the world. It is stated that, in securing a single able-bodied slave 
not less than fifty human beings are massacred or destroyed, so that 
since the introduction of that resolution more than a million of human 
beings have been destroyed in that one dark continent in the effort to 
obtain a few slaves to maintain this institution mainly in portions of 
Africa and in Asia and in afew limited portions of Europe itself, 

One of our own distinguished citizens, Mr. C. P. Huntington, of 
New York, as many of you will remember, about two years since, I 
think it was, issued a circular in which these facts were set forth at 
large, and in the aggregate what I have stated was found to be the 
number of human beings destroyed annually, some two millions, in 
this effort to supply the slave markets of the race. He proposed, as 
you know, a system of police stations crossing the continent from north 
to south, and from east to west, so arranged as to enable the civilized 
powers, by the appointment of a comparatively slight policing force, to 
entirely extirpate this traffic—a most humane proposition of the most 
honorable and practical character, and one which it seems to me at 
least the American people ought to show interest in and dosomething 
toward securing its promotion and success by co-operation with the 
nations of Europe. f 

The next proposition in thisjoint resolution was: 

Second. To regulate and suppress the traffic in intoxicating liquors and other 
noxious substan: and also in firearms, gunpowder, and the means of destruc- 
tion between so-called civilized men and nations and other less civilized peo- 
pics: especially with the inhabitants of the continents of Africa, Asia, and the 

islands of the sea, and also to promote among them the establishment of schools 
of common knowledge, of agricultural and mechanic industry, and the arts of 
civilized life, 

This matter of the destruction of men by alcohol is one that at some 
time must receive the attention of civilized nations. In that same 
continent of Africa it has been estimated that the destruction of the 
human race is going on as fast from the introduction of intoxicating 
liquors at the present time as from the effort to supply the slave trade. 
Some four or five millions of human beings are being destroyed annu- 
ally by alcohol andthe tradein slaveson that continent. There never 
has been at any age of the world so gigantica crimecommitted by man 
against man as the Christian nations of the world are now perpetrating 
against the heathen of Africa. I say nothing of the 800,000,000 of 
Asia. In Hindostan to-day the native races are being rapidly ruined 
by this same agency. There are data of appalling magnitude and of 
appalling significance in this direction which I might lay before the 
Senate. 


Third. Tosecure the reduction and, so far as possible, the disbandment of 
existing military and naval establishments,and to prevent the arming of na- 
tions and the waging of wars hereafter; also to promote the creation of tribunals 
for the trial and settlement of international controversies and such other mcas- 
ca ies the welfare of mankind as can be better secured by the joint efforts of 
nations. 

I believe, Mr. President, if these three propositions were embodied 
in this fortification bill as an amendment to the bill and acted upon it 
would do more to preserve peace in this. country and in all countries 
in future time than anything else that is likely to be done. 

The creation of the means of war for the prevention of war is intrin- 
sically an absurdity. The man that has no weapon will not fight with 
that weapon. If mankind were not armed as against each other there 
would be, under the influence of modern civilization, very little likeli- 
hood of violence being perpetrated by man as against his fellow. 

The last section of this joint resolution proposes: 

Sxc.3. That $100,000 are hereby appropriated from any money in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise susp uate so much thereof as may be necessary to be ex- 
pended in carrying ont the object of this resolution. 


Here is a fortification bill. I looked in vain at the close of it to see 
if I could find out the aggregate amount that is appropriated, and itis 
but a drop in the bucket of what we are likely to have according to 
the arguments made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]; but I venture to say that 
here are some three or four million dollars—I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] how many millions are appropriated by 
this fortification bill. 


Mr. DAWES. In the House bill $4,478,883 wasappropriated. The 
reductions by the Senate Committee on Appropriations amount to $432, - 
580, making the amount reported $4,046,303. 4 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, of course this is n thing to be laughed 
at. Itisabsurd totry to do anything to make things better in this 
world. A man is acrank who makes a proposition that might save the 
lives of one hundred and fifty or five hundred thousand of his fellow- 
men,ofhuman beings. Any propositionthat might add to the intrinsic 
force and prosperityand welfareand happiness through all future time 
of the nation he happens to belong to, is an idle, cranky thing, and a 
public man may well expect to go into obscurity who indulges himself 
in propositions of that sort, but I should like, under the rules, to avail 
myself of the privilege, which belongs to the humblest member, to 
move, as an addition to this fortification bill, this joint resolution, 
which proposes,in these great interests to which I have alluded, to ap- 
propriate $100,000 ‘‘from any money in the Treasury not othefwise 
appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary,” to be expended 
in carrying out the object of this resolution. 

The House of Representatives sent the bill over with four and a half 
millions, The Senate has pared it down to about four millions. If 
we could manage to expend $100,000 in this effort to have a conven- 
tion of the civilized nations of the earth, who are now doing most of 
the mischief that is done in it, if we could pass a resolution or an ad- 
dendum to this fortification bill that we should expend not exceeding 
$100,000 in the direction I have indicated, I should feel, for one, that 
I had not lived wholly in vain, nor the Senate wholly in vain, and 
that the United States of America had not existed wholly in vain. 
Kut if we are to pursue the other policy, if we are to go on and imi- 
tate the arbitrary powers of the Old World and convert ourselves into a 
great machine for the destruction of mankind, rather than for the bless- 
ing and amelioration of the race, then it would be better that a mill- 
stone were placed around our neck and we were drowned in the sea. 

I will venture to move this joint resolution as an amendment to tho 
fortification bill. It appropriates only $100,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move that as an amend- 
ment to the amendment now pending? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will move it as an amendment to the bill itself, as 
an addition to the bill. I will not take the time of the Senate now, 
but I will offer it a little later, and now give notice that I shall move 
it as an amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. President, I cheerfally vote whatever is necessary in the direc- 
tion of actual defense. Iam willing to help enlarge the Navy so far 
as is necessary for the purposes of defense. I am willing to make ap- 
propriations to enable our scientific men engaged in the military art 
to keep fully abreast with the rest of mankind in the discovery of those 
potent agencies which may be utilized for the destruction as well as 
for the benefit of our race. Weare liable to be assailed until intelli- 
gence has spread the world over, and until mankind, governing them- 
selves, shall be no longer interested to destroy each other. We are 
liable to attack, it may be here and there, and it is well for us to be in 
a situation that we can avail ourselves of the latest improvements in 
the arts of Jand or of naval war, but beyond that I think it is foolish 
for us to make appropriations. 

These land defenses seem to me, uniess a few may be proper at our 
most vulnerable points, an absolute waste of money. They are not 
likely to be in a form that will be available or sufficient when the de- 
struction which we apprehend shall come, because there is such con- 
tinual progress being made in the art of war. That art seems just in 
its incipiency, and such changes occur every few years that these tre- 
mendous expenditures for to-day are likely to be absolute losses. 

When we haye made the necessary appropriations to keep up in the 
knowledge of the art of warand to develop among ourselves the neces- 
sary skill in construction, so that in case of an emergency or a proba- 
bility’of conflict we shall be able readily to concentrate the energies 
of the nation in the way of defense or aggression, I think we have 
done all that is judicious ornecessary todo; andif we set in motion this 
other line of influences in the direction of peace,cultivating peace among 
ourselyes, and the spirit of peace everywhere among men, spreading 
general intelligence among the nations of the earth, we shall within a 
single generation find that there is nobody on the face of the planet 
who wants a war of aggression against anybody whatever. 

Either the Bible is a myth and these splendid ideas upon which we 
have been fed all the way from childhood to maturity and to approach- 
ing age—either they are true or they are false, and, if they be true, when 
are they to be realized? Only as mankind evolye themselves or are 
evolved into a higher and better state. And it isa gradual process, 
one thing at a time, and we know the way for it has been pointed out 
to us from our infancy up. Why may we not walk init? What it is 
the duty of an individual to do in his relation to his fellow-man, that 
same is the duty of a nation in relation to all other nations on the face 
of the globe. 

Let us do that. Let us exert our tremendous influence upon man- 
kind in the right direction and war will disappear. Let us do to other 
nations as we would that they should do unto us, and show them how, 
Let us call this convention together, let us create this alliance, let us 
make war upon the slave trade, upon the trade in intoxicating liquors, 
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and upon war itself, and then we shall have answered our mission 
among mankind, then we shall have heard the last of these fortification 
bills, and the Senator from Connecticut can turn his great oratorical 
powers in other and more beneficent directions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. s 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 18, after the word *‘ Washing- 
ton,” it is proposed to strike ont ‘‘one million’? and insert ‘‘seven 
hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of gun and mortar batteries for 
defense of Boston Harbor, New York Harbor, San Francisco Harbor, Hampton 
Roads, and Washington, $750,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, in addition to what I have al- 
ready said I desire to say that I hold in my hand Senate Executive 
Document No. 224, Fifty-first Congress, first session: 

Message from the President of the United States, transmitting reports adopted 


by the conference of American nations recently in session at Washington ro- 
lating to the subject of international arbitration. 


To the Senate and Houses of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith aletterfrom the Secretary of State, which is accompanied 
by three reports adopted by the Conference of American Nations recently inses- 
sion at Washington relating to the subject of international arbitration. The 
ratification of the treaties contemplated by these reports will constitute one of 
the happiest and most hopeful incidents in the history of the Western Hemi- 


sphere. 
p BENJ. HARRISON. 
Execurive MAwsion, Seplember 3, 1890. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, August 26, 180). 
The PRESIDENT: 


The act of Congress approved May 24, 1888, authorized the President to invite 
the several other governments of America to join the United Statesin a con- 
ference “for the purpose‘of discussing and recommending for adoption some 
pma of arbitration forthe settlement of disagreements and disputes that may 

ereafter arise between them.” In pursuance of this invitation the conference 
recently in session at this Capital adopted three reports: 

1, Recommending a definite plan of arbitration for the settlement of difer- 
ences between the American nations, . 

2. Recommending the adoption of a similar pian by the nations of Europe. 

i 3. pooarog that the right of conquest could not be recognized by the Amer- 
ations, 
vanes the honor to inclose herewith copies of these reports for the informa- 
tion of Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAMES G, BLAINE. 

Mr. President, here are our efforts. They have been successful. 
We have agreed with the South American nations, and yet the great 
American nation is Jeading off in enormous expenditures based upon 
an idea of war, based upon the theory of war, based upon the neces- 
sity for war, lining our coasts with bristling guns. Is this right? Is 
itjust? Is it the course this nation ought to pursue? It is giving, 
I might say, the lie to the whole of our past actions in regard to this 
matter; it is falsifying our position; it is placing us in a false light 
before the nations of the earth. We meet; we agree with them for 
arbitration; the treaties are submitted, and then we begin preparing 
for war. 

We have gone through more trying times without these coast de- 
fenses than we shall ever be called upon again todo. We had a cele- 
brated controversy with the great maritime nation, England, at the 
close of the late war, when we were comparatively enfeebled and weak- 
ened by that fearful four years’ contest,and when we had upon our 
shoulders an enormous debt of $2,845,000,000 to meet, and yet that 
great nation at that time, in our then enfeebled condition, upon our 
demand agreed to an amicable arbitration and adjustment. There is 
no doubt that the United States can always adjust all its international 
differences with any nation without having to resort to either a defen- 
sive or offensive war. ‘This preparation is simply a means of securing 
the expenditure of the people’s moneyalong the coast line of thecoun- 

«try for the benefit of the localities where it is to be expended. 

Mr. BLAIR. Like the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Task the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] to 
yield to me to offer an amendment to the bill as a separate section. I 
ask that it may be read, printed, and lie on the table. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed toadd as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to transfer 
such portion of the site of the United States powder depot, near Dover, N. J., 
tothe Navy Department for magazine purposes as, in his judgment, may be 
for the interest of the public service, and the property so transferred shall there- 
after be under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be printed and lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to offeran amendment. Ihave put the joint 
resolution which I read to the Senate in detached portions in the form 
ofan amendment to be added to the bill as new sections. I ask—I 
have read the substance of it already—that it be printed at the close 
of my remarks. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of 


objection. 
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Mr. DAWES. I will raise the point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. BLAIR. It appropriates $100,000 only. 

Mr. DAWES. It does not conform to the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read, so that we may 
know whether it is anienable to the point of order or not. 

Mr, BLAIR, Let the amendment be read for information if the 
Senator from Missouri desires it to be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care to have it read unless the Senator 
desires it, provided it is to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will answer my purpose if it be printed immedi- 
ately at the close of my remarks and also be printed as an améndment 
to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. _ Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear some general statement of 
what the amendment is. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as additional sections the 
following: 

Src.2. That the President be requested to invite all foreign powers with 
whom the United States maintains diplomatic relations to designate represent- 
atives to meet with those of the United States, not exceeding ten in number, 
to be appointed by the President, for the purpose of holding an international 
conference in the city of Washington on the first Monday of February, A. D. 
1892. with a view to the formation of an international alliance, which shall be 
valid and binding upon those powers who shall ratify and agree to the same, 
the objects of which alliance shall be— 

First. To suppress the crime of kidnaping and the slave trade within the 
limits of the continent of Africa, and to destroy the traffic in the liberty of hu- 
man beings and the institution of slavery in all parts of the world. 

Second. To regulate and suppress the traflic in intoxicating liquors and other 
noxious substances, and also in fire-arms, gunpowder, and the means of de- 
struction between so-called civilized men and nations and other less civilized 
peoples, especially with the inhabitants of the continents of Africa, Asia, and 
the islands of the sea, and also to promote among them the establishment of 
schools of common knowledge, of agriculture and mechanic industry and the 
arts of civilized life. 

Third. To secure the reduction and, so far ns possible, the disbandment of cx- 
isting military and naval establishments, and to preron the arming of nations 
and waging of wars hereafter; also, to promote the creation of tribunals for the 
trial and settlement of international controversies and such other measures for 
the welfare of mankind as can be better secured by the joint efforts of nations. 

Src. 3. That $100,000 are hereby appropriated from any money in the 
ury not otherwise appropriated,so much thereof as may be necessary to be ex- 
pended in carrying out the object of this act. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment on page 2, line 18, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 18, after the word *‘ Washington,” 
it is proposed to strike ont ‘‘ one million’’ and insert ‘‘seven hundred 
and fifty thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of gnn and mortar batteries for 


defense of Boston Harbor, New York Harbor, San Francisco Harbor, Hampton 
Roads, and Washington, $750,000. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I-wish to say with regard to that amendment that 
I have no objection that it shall be agreed to to-night, but I shall ask 
a separate vote upon it in the Senate and also on the amendments from 
line 5 to line 11, inclusive; that is to say, the two which relate to 
torpedoes and haybor defenses, I shall also ask a separate vote upon 
the amendment reducing the amount of the appropriation for the con- 
struction of guns and mortar batteries, and also on another amendment 
on page 6. I mean I shall ask a separate vote on all the amendments, 
except it may be the last one. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the vote is taken on the pending amendment 
it is but fair, after what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAWLEY], as well as by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dori], 
that the reason for the pending amendment should be stated. 

Last year for this very purpose there was appropriated $1,221,000. 
The committee addressed a note to the Secretary of War to learn what 
portion of that $1,221,000 had been expended and what of it remained 
to be expended tae next year, and this is the-reply: 

OFFICE or THE Crier OF ENGINEERS, Unrrep STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D, C., January 16, 1891. 

Sır: In reply to telegram of this date from Senator H, L, Dawes, herewith 
returned, requesting information as to what has been done up to date under 
the appropriation of last year for gun and mortar batteries, I hare the honor 
2 report that the act of August 18, 1890, appropriated in all $1,221,000, as fol- 

ws: 
ot New York City the sum of $726,000, divided by the Secretary of War as 

ollows: 
Sandy Hook, battery for one 12-inch lift 
Sandy Hook, one mortar battery..... 
Plumb Island, one mortar battery... 
Staten Island Narrows, one 8-inch po: 
David's Island, one mortar battery..... 
Willets Point, one S-inch position for gun ... 


——_ $720,000 
For San Francisco the sum of $260,000, divided by the Secretary of x 
War as follows: 
Bluff above Fort Point, one 10-inch position ..ss.s.ssssssesissesessee $50,000 
Bluff above Fort Point, one Sinch position . .. 50,000 
On Bluffs, one mortar battery ......ssrssseserssssosrnrosas seecsseverseeseree 160,000 


260, 000 
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For Boston the sum of $235, 900, divided by the Secretary of War as 


follows: 
Fort Warren, one 8-Inch position ess. sssserssises eserse $50, 000 
Grover’s Cli, one mortargbattery sessies 1 
MOBIL nr aa N S EO AINN Seer RIB Rovere . 1,221,000 


The sites for all of these works are owned by the United States, excepting 
one mortar-battery site in San Francisco, one mortar-battery eite in Boston, 
and one mortar-battery site in New York; and proceedings to secure these 
sites are now progressing, 

All the works will be commenced in the coming season, except, perhaps, two 
of the mortar batteries, one in San neisco and one in New Tork, AACR 
will go onas soon as the land is acquired. The lateness in the Jast season at 
which the fortification bill was passed has been a bar to the earlicr commence- 
pat spect fall your obedient servant, 

hentai fife THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier General, Chicf of Engineers, 

Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, Secretary of War, 

So that, in pointof fact, there is unexpended at this moment for this 
very work $1,221,000. The House of Representatives thought that 
$1,000,000 added to this $1,221,000 would, at the rate of expenditure 
thus far, be enough to keep the works going for the next year. The 
Senate committee thought that perhaps that sum could be reduced a 
little, and so they have proposed the reduction suggested in this amend- 
ment. Ifthe amendment shall prevail the War Department will have 
on hand for the coming year $1,221,000 plus $750,000, which, as near 
as I ean make it, lacks $29,000 of $2,000,000. 

I think, therefore, the criticism of my friend from Connecticut, as 
well as that of my friend from Oregon, upon the economy of this com- 
mittee, is eliminated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. Grnson] took the 
floor to address the Senate upon the pending bill, but suggested to me 
that he did not feel quite in condition to proceed to-night, and, there- 
as) I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors werereopened, and (at 4 0’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 3, 1891, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Edward M. Harriss, to be postmaster at Duquoin, in the county of 
Perry and State of Illinois. 

Edwin G. Culbertson, to be postmaster at Edinborough, in the county 
of Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank A. Larson, ¢to be postmaster at Tomahawk, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Wisconsin. 

Harry B. Marsh, to be postmaster at Horicon, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Wisconsin. 

Eugene W, Randall, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
Stevens and State of Minnesota. 

Charles H. Hubbell, to’ be postmasterat Chagrin Falls, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

David J. Richards, to be postmaster at Zanesville, in the county of 
Muskingum and State of Ohio. 

John W. Sproul, to be postmaster at Abington, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Job ©. Tripp, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of Bris- 
tol and State of Massachusetts. 

James M. Searritt, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan. ~ 

Arthur I. Brown, to be postmaster at Belfast, in the county of Waldo 
and State of Maine. ? 

Walter L. Keith, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

James Shevlin, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in tbe county of Barn- 
stable and State of Massachusetts, 

Orrin Krouskup, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of Iowa. 

Joseph B. Dobyns, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of Elk 
and State of Kansas. 

John C. Youngman, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of 
Ellsworth and State of Kansas, 

George C. Rankin, to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county of 
Warren and State of Illinois. 

Frank H, Robinson, to be postmaster at Morrison, in the county of 
Whitesides and State of Illinois. 

Richard A. Carleton, to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Iowa. 


Wilbur S. Radley, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of 
Ada and State of Idaho, 

John T. Hubbard, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Macon and State of Illinois. 

John B. Lambert, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of 
Logan and State of Ilinois. 

Corwin T. Bill, to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county of Franklin 
and State of Arkansas. 

Alvin W. Cox, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county of Santa 
Barbara and State of California. a 

William C. Bushnell, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. James A. Swift, to be second lieutenant of cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Watkins, to be second lieutenant of cavalry. 

Second Lieut. John C. Walshe, to be second lieutenant of cavalry. 

Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin F. Purssell, to be second lieutenant of in- 
fantry. 

Second Lieut, Fielder M.. M. Beall, to be second lieutenant of in- 
fantry. 

Second Lieut. Julius H. Weber, to be second lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. Frederick R. Day, to be second lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. James Mitchell, to be second lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. Frank W. Ellis, to be second lieutenant of infantry. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, February 2, 1891. 


The House met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
CABINET VACANCIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The sudden death of the honorable William Windom, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in New York, on the evening of the 29th instant, has directed my attention 
to the present state of the law as to the filling of a vacancy occasioned by tho 
death of the head of a Department. 

I transmit herewith an opinion of the Attorney-General, from which it will bo 
seen that under the statutes in force no oficerin the Treasury Department, or 
other person designated by me, can exercise the duties of Secretary of the Treas 
ury fora longer period than ten days. This limitation is, I am sure, unwise 
atid necessarily involves, in such a case as that now presented, undue haste and 
evenindelicacy. The President should not be required to tako up the question 
of the selection of a successor before the last offices of affection and respect have 
been paid to the dead. If the proprieties of an occasion ns sad as that which 
now overshadows us are observed possibly one-half of the brief time allowed 
is gone before, with due regard to the decencies of life, the President and those 
with whom heshould advise can take up the consideration of the grave duty of 
selecting a head for one of the greatest Departments ‘of the Government. 

Hasty action by the Senate is also necessarily involved, and geographical lim- 
itations are practically imposed by the necessity of selecting some one who can 
reach the Capital and take the necessary oath of office before the expiration of 
the ten days, 

It may bea ve 
nection thathe shall not designate, forany great length of time. a person to 
discharge these important duties who has not been confirmed by the Senate; 
but there would seem to be no reason why one of the Assistant Secretaries ofthe 
Department wherein the vacancy exists might not discharge the duties of Sec- 
retary until a successor is selected, confirmed, and qualified. The inconven- 
ience of this limitation was made apparent at the time of the death of Secretary 
Folger. President Arthur, in that case, allowed onc of the Assistant Secretaries, 
who had been designated to act in the absence of the Secretary, to continue in 
the cree of such duties for ten days, then designated the same person to 
discharge the duties fora further term of ten days, and then made s temporary * 
appointment as Secretary, in order to secure the consideration that he needed 
in filling this important place, 

I recommend such a modification of the existing law as will permit the first 
or sole Assistant, or, in the case of the Treasury Department, where the Assist- 
ants are not graded, that one who may be designated by the President, to dis- 
charge the duties of the head of the Department until a successor is appointed 
and qualified: 


proper restriction of the power of the President in this con- 


BENJ. HARRISON, 

EXxecurive MANSION, January 31,1891, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the message just read, I presume, 
would go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would ask unanimous consent that it bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means with leave to report at 
any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to the 
first part of the request of the gentleman, although I rather think that 
this message should go to the Committee on the Judiciary instead of 
the Ways and Means Committee; for while the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury 13, of course, connected with the finances, this change is a change 
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of statute, andit ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. But 
I do object to the latter part of the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishould think that the Committee on Ways and 
Means might be trusted with that permission. I will state to the 
gentleman that if this is to pass at all of course it must be done at 
once; otherwise the object in view could not be attained. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say frankly to the 
gentleman from Illinois that the inclination of my own niind is against 
the adoption of the suggestion contained in the message, and therefore 
I do not feel like facilitating in any manner a bill to effect the object 
there asked for. I do not object, of course, to the reference of the mes- 
sage to the Committee on Ways and Means, if the gentlemen of the 
majority prefer that; but I do object to giving the committee a privi- 
lege other than that which grows out of the sabject matter referred to 
them, to report upon at this time. While I would be as willing to 
trust thst committee as any othet committee of the House, I object to 
the leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The message and accompanying papers will then 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS, WRECK OF TALLAPOOSA, 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a bill—— 

The SPEAKER. There is some unfinished business which comes 
over from the last suspension day. 

Mr. PAYSON. It does not seem to be called up now. 

Mr. BREWER. It comes up of itself, under the rules of the House. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I also desire to call up a bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair is aware that that desire is quite gen- 
erally prevalent in the House and has received personal as well as 
official notice of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The business which I wish to call up could be dis- 
posed of while the matter is being discussed, 

The SPEAKER. TheCbair thinks the business of the House should 
proceed in due form. The Clerk will first read the title of the bill 
upon the passage of which a roll call is pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (3.724) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States 
steamer Tallapoosa, 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the pending question upon that bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the suspension of 
the rules and the passage of the bill, The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were —yeas 116, nays 64, not voting 
150; as follows: i 


YEAS—116. 
Adams, Flick, McComas, Sinyser, 
Allen, Mich, Flower, MecDunie, Spinola, 
Andrew, Funston, McKenna, Spooner, 
Baker, Gear, Miles, Stephenson, 
Belden, Geissenhainer, Moffitt, Stivers. 
Belknap, st, foore, N. H Stone, Pa. 
Bergen, Greenhalge, Morey, Struble, 
Biggs, Grosvenor, Morrow, Stump, 
Bingham, Grout, Morse, Sweet, 
Brewer, Hall, Mutchler, Sweney, 
Brosius, farmer, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, Haugen, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Butterworth, Haynes, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn, 
Caldwell Hermann, Owens, Ohio Thomas, 
Candler, ‘Mass. Hitt, Payson, Thompson, 
Carter, Hopkins, Peters, Townsend, Colo, 
Caswell, Kelley, Pindar, Townsend, Pa, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Pugsley, Tracey, 
Chipman, Lacey, Quackenbush, Turner, Kans, 
Clark, Wyo. La Follette, Quinn, Van Schaick, 
Cogswell, Laidlaw, Raines, Wade, 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Reed, Iowa Walker, 
Grate, Laws, Rockwell, Wallace, Mass, 
Crain, Lee, Russell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Culbertson, Pa, Lewis, Scranton, Wheeler, Ala. 
Dalzell, Lind, Scull, Williams, Ohio 
Dorsey, Lodge, Sherman, Wilson,Ky. 
Evans, Mansur, Simonds, Wilson, Wash, 
Farquliar, McAdoo, Smith, Til. Wright. 
NAYS—61. 

Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va, Perry, 
Alderson, Davidson, Maish, Rogers, 
Anderson, Kans. . Edmunds, Martin, Ind.. Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Enloe, Martin, Tex, Shively, 
Blanchard, Finley, MeCord, Skinner, 
Bland Fithian, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
Breekinridge, Ark. Forman, MoMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Hare, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Brunner, Holman, Morrill, Vaux 
Candler, Ga. Hooker, Norton, Washington, 
Caruth, Kerr, Pa. O’Neall, Ind. Whitelaw, 
Catchings, Kinsey, * Parrett, Wike, 
Clements, Lane, Paynter, Williams, 1, 

% Lawler, Penington, Wilson, Mo, 
Crisp, Lester, Ga. Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 

NOT VOTING—150, 

Allen, Miss, Rartine, Boothman, Browne, Va. 
Arnold, Barwig, Boutelle, Buchanan, N. J. 
Atkinson, Pa, Bayne, Bowden, Buchanan, Va, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Beckwith, Breckinridge. Ky. Buckalew, 
Bankhead, Bliss, Brower, Bullock, 
Banks, Blount, Brown, J. B. Bunn, 
Barnes, Boatner, Browne, T. M, Burrows, 


Bynum, Fitch, McClellan, Rowland, 
Campbell, Flood, McCormick, Rusk, 
Cannon, Forney, McKinley, Sanford, 
Carlton, Fowler, McRae, Sawyer, 
Cheatham, , Frank, Miller, Seney, 
Claney, Geary, Milliken, Smith, W. Va, 
Clark, Wis. Gibson, Mills, Snider, 
Clarke, Ala, Gifford, Morgan, Springer, 
Clunie, Grimes, Mudd, Stahinecker 
Coleman, Hansbrough, Nute, Stewart, Ga. 
Corastock, Hatch, Oates, Stewart, Vt. 
Connell, Hayes, W. I. O'Ferrall, Stockbridge, 
Cooper, Ind; Hays, E, R. O'Neil, Mass. Stockdale, 
Cothran, Heard, O'Neill, Pa. Stone, Mo, 
Covert, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Taylor, Ill. 
Cowles, Henderson, MI. Owen, Ind. Tillman, 
Cummings, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Tucker, 
Cutcheon, Henderson, N.C. Peel, Turner, N. Y. 
Dargan, Herbert, Phelan, Vandever, 
Darlington, Till, Pickler, Waddill, 

De Lano, Houk, Pierce, Wheeler, Mich, 
Dibble, Kerr, Iowa Post, Whiting, 
Dickerson, Ketcham, Price, Whitthorne, 
Dingley, Kilgore, Randall, Wickham, 
Dockery, Knapp, Keri Wiley, 
Dolliver, Langston, Reilly, Wilkinson, 
Dunnell, Lanham, Reyburn, Willcox, 
Dunphy, Lehibach, Richardson, Yardley, 
Ellis, Magner, e, Yoder. 
Ewart, Mason, Robertson, 

Featherston, McClammy, Rowell, 


So, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof, the House refused to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. MCCORMICK with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr, BUNN. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. DARGAN. ' 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. MILLS, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. = 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 

Mr. Mason with Mr. MCOLAMMY. 

Mr. FLooD with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. Briss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CAMPBELT. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. CLUNIE, for one week. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Until Tuesday next: 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. Covert. 

Until February 9, 1891: 

Mr, CUTCHEON with Mr. LANHAM, 

For this day: 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr, HEMPHILL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. EDWARD R. HAys with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. WADDILD with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr. THOMAS M, BROWNE with Mr, O’PERRALL. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has announced a pair be- 
tween myself and the gentleman from California [Mr. CLunie]. I 
desire to say that that pair has been transferred from myself to the 
pentomen from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. I therefore desire my vote to 
stand. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. MILLS, 
may be excused for to-day, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. FEATHERSTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. MILLS, for this day, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, until Thursday, on account of 
a death in his family. 

To Mr. BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WORCESTER, MASS. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 3062) and that it be considered inthe House. Let me say with ref- 
erence to this bill that it is to grant $150,000 additional—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order until the bill isread. Does 
the gentleman move to suspend the rules? 
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Mr. WALKER. I do. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: i 


A bill (5.3062) for continuing the ahem pa of the public building at-Worcester, 
ass. 


Be itenucted, ete., That the additional sum of $150,000 is hereby authorized to 
be expended by the Sccretary of the Treasury for continuing the erection of the 
public building at Worcester, in the State of Massachusetts. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

Mr. WALKER, Task unanimousconsent thatasecond be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot object. 

Mr, WALKER. I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that this bill has been 
unanimously reported by the committee of the Senate, has unani- 
mously passed the Senate, and has been twice unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House. 

There was a grant of $250,000 to buy the location and erect a pub- 
lic building in the city of Worcester. The plans were drawn and the 
building was started upon. ‘The foundations were partly laid when 
it was found that the building must necessarily be so small that the 
business of the Department could not be transacted init. 

The location is a very elegant one in the center of the city, and the 
citizens have contributed $100,000 in order to have the finest lot in the 
city; and it has now been boarded up nearly two years. Now, the ap- 
propriation in this bill will not be as much as that for the building in 
the city of Toledo of the same population. They finished their build- 
ing, and are now asking an additional amount because that building 
is not large enough to transact the business of the Department. We 
ask that $150,000 additional be appropriated, and of the cost of this 
building and grounds $100,000 have been contributed by the citizens 
of Worcester. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the amount of the eon receipts? 

Mr. WALKER. The gross postal receipts were $120,000 in 1889, 
and the net income from $75,000 to $80,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the population of the city? 

Mr. WALKER. Itisa hundred less than 85,000, and the city is 
growing rapidly, 25,000 in the last ten years, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Are you willing to have this payment made in sil- 
ver? 

Mr. WALKER. I am willing to have this payment made in the 
money of the United States. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee find the facts fully set forth in the Senate report accom- 
par said bill (S. 3062), which is annexed hereto and made a part of this ro- 
port. neurring in said report, the committee recommend the of said 
Senate bill, and that House hill 44, for a similar purpose, be laid on the table. 


[Senate Report No. 517, Fifty-first Congress, first session} 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds respectfully report this bill 
with an amendment, striking out “two” and inse: “one” in line 3, au- 
thorizing an additional sum of $150,000 for continuing the erection of the pub- 
lic pana g at Worcester, Mass, They submit the following in explanation of 
the bill; ; 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 

Washington, D. C., March 22, 1890. 

Sim: The letter from your committee, dated March 15, 1890, requested an of- 
ficial report from this office upon Senate bill 3062, introduced March 11, 1890, by 
Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, to provide for an appropriation of §250,000 in addition 
to the approp heretofore made, aggregating $250,000, for the site and 
public building at Worcester, Mass. 

In reply I have the honor to submit the following: 

Copy of a report dated February 19, 1830, addressed to this office by the post- 
master of Worcester, Mass.; ¥ 

Copy of a letter dated Ape 29, 1889, addressed to this office by Hons. Groncr 
F. Hoar and Joseri H. WALKER; 

Copy ofa report dated February 8, 1890, addressod to this ofico by the post- 
master of Worcester, Mass.; 

Copy of a report dated February 10, 1890, addressed to this office by the hon- 
orable the Postmaster-Genernal ; 

All in regard to the public business donein Worcester, Mass., and the require- 
ments of a public building to meet the present and prospective needs of the Goy- 
ernment office to be located therein, 

By reference to page 1013 “Report of the Postmaster-General, 1889,” it will be 
observed that the gross eset receipts in said city, for the fisenl year ending 
June 39, 1859, were $119,100.53; the salary, clerk hire, rent, light, and fuel, other 
incid expenses, and free delivery aggregated $45,075.96; tho net postal re- 
ceipts were $74,024.57, and that in addition to anid post-oflice being self-sustain- 
ing it yielded a net postal revenue of 62 per cent. 

Act of Congress approved Jan , 1887, volume 24, 
Large, limited the cost of site and building at $250,000. 

Act uth 
approp 

Act of Congress a 

ted $1 
a 


ge 870, Statutes at 


approved March 3, 1837, volume 24, page 511, Statutes at Large, 
$75,000 on. eons oraa ions i ea 
rovi ober 2,1888, volume utes at 
Large, appropria ,000 on necount of said limit, iasi 

March 2, 1889, volume 25, page 940, appropriated $75,- 

wee aana a ortho tires rations mad nt of the sald limit 

ea of the three approp: ons © on account of the sa 
ofsaid ate and building is $250,000, of which there is a balance remaining avail- 
ablo of $170,044.75, the difference having been expended for site, preparation of 
plans, excavation, eto, 


After the site had been procured, the plans, specifications, eto. made, and the 
general and trench excavations and concrete foundations forthe building were 
completed, certain petitions wero received from the mayor, city offi etal, 
and from Hon. Grorcs F. HoArand Josern H. WALKER, stating that the build- 
ing as designed will not afford adequate accommodations for the transaction 
of public business, and after considering the subject the Department decided to 
suspend all further work in connection with the construction of the building, 
until after it should be ascertained whether Congresa would increase the limit 
of cost of site and building, during its present session, to such an amount as 
would be required to construct a suitable bullding on the site purchased. 

The plans prepared for the construction of the building within the $250,000 
limit of cost, after payment of the site and incidental expenses connected therc- 
with, provides about5,867 square feet of floorarea, cach story, nnd the estimates, 
ete., for said building were based upon its construction being of brick with stone 
trimmings, wood for floors and roof, etc. 

if the additional appropriation of $250,000 is made as persed by said bill, 
thus increasing the limit of cost to $500,000, the building as designed could beso 
enlarged ns to increase the floor arca 1,802 square [cet, giving 7,759 square feet of 
Space on each floor, which would weer Y with the requirements stated by the 
postmaster as being essential, and permit the use of marble or granite for facin, 
all exterior walls, a better character of interior finish, the erection of the build- 
ing of fire-proof construction, including heating apparatus, vaults and ap- 
proaches, and excluding elevator service, which is not decmed necessary, and 
would afford proper accommodations for the present and prospective needs of 
the Government office to be located therein. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JAS. H. WINDRIM, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. LELAND STANFORD, 
Chairman Commitee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, as no one is occupying the floor, I 
want to be heard briefly. Do I understand that with the sum now 
asked for the limit of cost of this building will be $500,000? 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir. That was the appropriation asked for, 
but the committee ent it down $100,000. ‘The original appropriation 
was $250,000. This bill calls for $150,000, making $400,000, not 
$500,000, as the gentleman says. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman did not understandme. There was 
asum heretofore appropriated. That sum added to the one that is 
now called for by this bill brings it np to $500,000? 

Mr. WALKER. Four hundred thousand dollars, and it will have 
to bea brick building, very plainly built, to cut it down to that figure. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pardon me a moment. Do I understand that the 


‘people of that city have contributed of their own money $100,000 to- 


wards the construction of this building? 

Mr. WALKER. The citizens have contributed $100,000 toward 
buying a lot and have secured an elegant lot in the center of the city. 

Mr, ROGERS. Is any part of this fund to be used for the purpose 
of refunding that money to the citizens? 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir; nota cent of it. 

Mr. ROGERS. So that your building, for a town of 70,000 inhab- 
itants, is to cost $400,000? 

Mr, WALKER, The population is 85,000 to-day and growing very 
rapidly. Itis to cost $400,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. Worcester—that is in Massachusetts? 

Mr. WALKER. In the center of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam glad to know that some portion of the State 
of Massachusetts is growing. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘The gross postal receipts are $120,000 a year and 
the nef income $75,000. I have not got last year’s report, though 
there is a considerable increase in the net receipts. 

Mr. ROGERS. Have you a Federal court there? 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir. 

A EEUE What are the purposes for which this building is to 
eus 

Mr. WALKER. Fora post office and internal-revenue offices. 

Mr. ROGERS, Anything else except that? 

Mr. WALKER. ‘There are to be three stories in it, and it is pro- 
posed to leave tho upper stories so that they could be used for any 
other purpose of the Government. i 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed, owing to my own un- 
happy situation, to be liberal in regard to appropriations for public 
buildings. My own necessities ate so imperative and so great that I 
am sure that my friend from Massachusetts is wholly unable to com- 
prehend the thing; and then the time is so very limited in which we 
are to get these little sugar-plums through the House that Tam getting 
a little anxious as well as apprehensive that we shall not be able to 
get mine through at all. Ido not want, therefore, to take up the 
time of the House unnecessarily; but itlooks to me that this is cutting 
it just a little fat—just a little fat. I notice in running hastily over 
the census of the United States that there are half a dozen towns in 
Massachusetts that are growing; but I failed to find any sort of cyi- 
dence that there was any growth in the interior of the country. And 
here isa building in a city whore there is no Federal court. However 
large you may make it, perhaps one story of the three would be taken 
up. 

Ifa Federal court were to be created there, it would require room 
for the courthouse; a marshal’s office, which usually requires two rooms; 
the judges’ chambers also usually require two rooms; the clerk’s of- 
fices, usually two rooms; sometimes a jury room, and soon. It seems 
to me that to spend $500,000 in a city of 70,000 population for a post 
office and an internal-revenue office is alittle too much. Idid notsup- 
pose that they had any use for an internal-revenue oflice in Massachu- 
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setts. I did not suppose that they used or made any tobacco or drank 
any liquor in that country; and simply to spend $500,000 fora custom- 
house in a city of 70,000 inhabitants—growing, it is true, as the gen- 
tleman says—it looks to me, in view of the vanishing surplus, that it 
is cutting it a little too fat. But, nevertheless, in view of the fact that 
I still indulge the hope that we shall finally get around to the Hot 
Springs bill, I will not consume any more time, but will only ask the 
honest, candid, and kindly consideration of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts when I do succeed in getting up that bill. [Laughter.] 
[Cries-of '* Vote! X ‘*Vote!??] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not see 
the wisdom, as an economic proposition, of paying a rent of $25,000 or 
$30,000 a year in a town of 70,000 inhabitants, for that is what this 
bill amounts to. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have stated repeatedly that the city 
is growing rapidly. It has grown 25,000 in the last ten years and it 
has now a population of 85,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the rent that we are 
now paying in that city? 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not know; but the Government offices are in 
a building which is not fit for the purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the largest rent that 
any building in that city can command? 

Mr. WALKER. I get $25,000 rent annually for a building that I 
own in the city. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That building would prob- 
ably be much more than ample for the necessities of the Government 
business. 

Mr. WALKER. This building will have to be constructed with 
great economy as to material and style in order to make it large enough 
for the Government purposes and keep the cost within $400,000, It 
can not be so good a building as IT myself would erect if it were my 
own business, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have nodoubt in the world 
that the gentleman would feel authorized to build such a building as 
his judgment and his pocket would unite in requiring; but we are not 
spending our own money, and that, I think, is the reason why we are 
so lavish with it. Ifit were ours, I think we would be a little more 
careful. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we have passed here a large number of public 
building bills, and we shall probably appropriate a good deal of money 
for that purpose and leave a good deal more to be appropriated by suc- 
ceeding Con Now, I am in favor of erecting moderate, fair- 
sized buildings for Government offices in the different cities of the 
country, and I would be glad to seea bill passed authorizing the Post- 
master-Gencral to have constructed post-office buildings of a fair size 
at a moderate cost in the different cities throughout the country. But 
the idea of putting upa$500,000 building, which is equivalent to pay- 
ing $20,000 a year rent, to say nothing of the additional fees for a 
janitor, and other items which will bring the rent up to $32,000: or 
$33,000 a year, and all this in a city of 70,000 or 80,000 people, seems 
to me quite unreasonable. 

Mr. WALKER. The amount has been cnt down $100,000. The 
bili is only for $400,000, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ke 
plete the building. 

Mr. WALKER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman said awhile 
ago that one story of the building would not be finished now for use, 
but would be lett incomplete, to be completed hereafter, in case they 
got a court there. Wherever we have a court we ought to have a 
building, and wherever we have a post office it is probably necessary, 
for economical reasons, to have a building for that purpose. But, Mr. 
Speaker, one of the greatest evils in ourlegislation is the ‘‘logrolling’”! 
that these public-building bills produce in Congress. 

Mr. ROGERS. Just as I suggested awhile ago in regard to my bill. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thetroubleabout that is that 
my friend from Arkansas was not of sufficient value to get into the 
ring. They had enough votes without him and therefore did not take 
himin, [Laughter. ] j 

Mr. ROGERS. And therefore I am negotiating. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ọf Kentucky. But too latein the session to 
do any good. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
sas got ahead of him. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not know whether the 
colleagues of the gentleman have been found to be more valuable or 
not, but I do mean to say that there is throughout the country a wide- 
spread suspicion that the public-bnilding ring in Congress controls these 
appropriations that are made by this body, and, while I do not mean 
to say that that is true, I do mean to say that such an appropriation 
as this, by which we increase the rent paid by the Government ina 
particular city three or four times over, gives color to the idea that this 
business is not providently done. Ireserve the balance of my time, 
How much time have I occupied, Mr. Speaker? 


ntucky. But thatisnot going to com- 


The colleagues of the gentleman from Arkan- 


ee 


i e a i a ii 
$ 0a 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that ten minutes have been 
occupied on each side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr, Speaker, I do not propose to detain the House 
with a speech upon this public-building bill, but I wish to say a word 
or two in reply to some observations which have fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. An appropriation has already been made for 
the building in question, but it is not sufficient to complete the build- 
ing in such a way as to answer the purposes of the Governments there. 
The matter was fully gone into before the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and my recollection is that we cut down some which 
were asked for. I believe we cut down the amount $100,000. Now, 
I think if the gentleman from Kentucky himself had been so situated 
that he could haye examined the whole matter, he would have come 
to the same conclusion to which the committee came, namely, that this 
appropriation is necessary in order to erect such a building as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States requires in that city. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not want to use quite that much time, Mr. 
Speaker. I want first to make a remark in reference to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] that my colleague has ‘‘ got 
ahead.?? Ido not know just how that was done, but thatis not the 
special subject of inquiry now. - 

But in all candor I do think that when theseappropriations are being 
made there ought to be something like an equal distribution of them 
among the various States. And out of all the appropriations which 
have been made for these purposes, running up to nearly $10,000,000, 
Arkansas gets only $25,000 this year for a little public building in 
Camden in that State. I believe we are asking for two publie build- 
ings in Arkansas, one at the place I have just named and the other 
at Hot Springs. No gentleman who has ever visited Hot Springs can 
fail to be aware of the conditions and circumstances which take that 
city out of the ordinary run of towns in this country —— 

Mr. CRAIN. That is so; that is the reason people go there. 

Mr. ROGERS, I should like to see it receive justice at the bands 
of this House, and, therefore, I have occasionally referred to it during 
the present session. z 

Senator Vest recently said in the Senate (if I may take the liberty 
of referring to it) that Arkansas has received less in public buildings 
than any other State in the American Union; that taking the State 
throughout its whole history and considering its relative population, 
the growth of its towns, and everything of that kind, it has received 
less than any other State. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That can hardly be true, if the Senator took into 
account the new States recently admitted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not suppose he was referring to those States 
at all, but to those which have been in the Union for some length of 
time. I will say, however, in this connection, that I believe nearly 
all the new States have public buildihgs—— 

Mr, DORSEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ROGERS. And some of them ought to have provision made 
for them at this session. I will add the suggestion that my friend over 
there [Mr. Dorsey ] represents a State that ought to have some recog- 
nition in this 

Mr. DORSEY. 
estion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill say now in all candor that I hope at some 
time during the remainder of this session the public business will get 
into such a shape that Hot Springs can have some recognition and that 
a public building may be authorized at that town where the public 
necessity so much demands it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA]. 

Mr: SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I had made up my mind when this 
bill was called up to render my assistance, whatever it might amount 
to, towards the passagé of the measure; and I do not know that this de- 
bate, which has taken a widerange, will have any influence in control- 
ling my vote, which I had made up my mind to cast for the proposition, 
But it has occurred to me that there can be no more fitting time than 
this to call the attention of the American people to the importance of 
erecting a monument to the 11,500 martyrs who perished in the dun- 
geon of the British prison ships. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, the an- 
gels to-day are rocking the cradle of liberty in which slumber the 
spirits of those patriots; and in theirname, when the time comes, T in- 
tend to appeal to this House to do justice to their memory. [Cries of 
“That is right!” and applause.] But, Mr. Speaker, in order not to 
delay the passage of this bill I shall not bring up that important 
question to-day, though I give notice that I shall do so on the very 
first opportuniéy. I will only say in conclusion that I cheerfully sup- 
port this bill of my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 34, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


That is right. I thank the gentleman for the sug- 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 55, not vot- 
ing 137; as follows: $ 


YEAS—138. 
Abbott, z Edmunds, McCreary, Spinola, 
Allen, Mich. Evans, McDuffie, Spooner, 
Anderson, Kans, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Anderson, Miss. Farquhar, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Andrew, Finley, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Baker, Flower, Milliken, Stivers, 
Bartine, Funston, Moffitt, Stone, Pa, 
Bayne, Gear, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Belden, Geissenhainer, Morey, Sweet, 
Belknap, Gest, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Bergen, Gibson, Morrow, Taylor, IN. 
Biggs, Greenhalge, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Grout, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
urto Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Osborne. Townsend, 
Cannon, Haugen, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Carter. Haynes, Owens, Ohio Turner, Kans. 
Caswell, Hays, E.R Payson, Van Schaick, 
Catchings, Hermann, Perkins, Waddill, 
Cheadle, Hill, Peters, Wade, 
Cheatham, Hitt, Post, Walker, 
Chipman, Kelley, Pugsley, Wallace, Mass, 
Clark, Wyo. Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clunie, Kerr, Iowa Quinn, Washington, 
Co eli, Kinsey, Raines, Wickham, 
Coleman, Lacey, ReedMowa Willcox, 
Connell, La Follette, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
, Ohio Laidlaw, Russell, Ison, Ky. 

g, ng, Scull, Wilson, Wash. 
Crain, Lawler, Sherman, Wilson, W. Va. 
Culbertson, Pa. Lee, Simonds, Wright, 
Dalzell, Lewis, Smith, Ml. Yoder, 

rsey, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Dunnell, Lodge, Smyser, 
NAYS—S. 
Blanchard, Culberson, Tex, Lester, Va. Perry, 
Bland, Davidson, Maish, Pierce, 
Blount, - Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Rogers, 
Breckinridge, Ark: Enloe, Martin, Tex, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McClellan, Seney, 
Brickner, Forman, MeMillin, Shively, 
Brookshire, Geary, Montgomery, Stone. Ky. 
Brown, J.B. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Brunner, Hare, Norton, Turner, Ga, 
Buchanan, Va. Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Vaux, 
Bynum, Holman, O' Neall, Ind, Whitelaw, 
Caruth, Kerr, Pa, Parrett, Wike, 
Clements, Lane, Paynter, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Laws, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—137. r 
Adams, Cothran, Ketcham, Richardson, 
Alderson, Covert, Kilgore, ife, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Knapp, Robertson, 
Arnold, P, Langston, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, Lanham, Rowland, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, Lehibach, Rusk, 
Bankhead, ran, Lester, Ga, Sanford, 
Banks, Darlington, Magner, Sawyer, 
Barnes, e Lano, ur, Scranton, 
Barwig, Dibble, Mason, Skinner, 
Beckwith, Dingley, McAdoo, Snider, 
Bliss, Dockery, MeClammy, Springer, 
Boatner, Dolliver, McComas, Stahlnecker, 
Boothman, Dunphy, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 
Boutelle, Ellis, McCormick, Stockbridge 
Bowden, Featherston, McRae, Stockdale, 
Brosius, itch, Miller, Stone, Mo, 
Brower, Flick, Mills, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Morgan, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Forney, Mudd, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N.J. Fowler, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Buckalew, nk. Nute, Tracey, 
ullock, Gifford, Oai Turner, N.Y. . 

Bunn, Grimes, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
Butterworth, Hatch, Payne, Wheeler, Mich. 
Campbell, Hayes, W. I. eel, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Heard Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Pickler, - Wiley, 
Carlton, Henderson, Ill. Pindar, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, N.O. Randall, Yardley. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, anf 
Comstock, Hopkins, Reilly, 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Reyburn, 


So, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. TRACEY, on this vote. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. MCRAE, on this vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. DUNPHY, on this yote, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. WILEY, on this vote. 

Mr, SAWYER with Mr. GRIMES, on this vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. HOOKER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. TILLMAN, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROANOKE, VA. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in the city 


of Roanoke, Va., with an amendment recommended by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
site, and cause to be erected thercon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heatingand ventilating reece elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the United States post office and other Government of- 
fices, in the city of Roanoke and State of Virginia, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of 100,000, which said sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose out of any moneys in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified in.said adyertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shail be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such othérs as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come 
into his possession relating to said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap- 
pointa commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the 
said proposed sites, and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may desig- 
nate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; 
and said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to 
the Sealers of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent ofthe Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member ofsaid commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, ene and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, shall be available 
immediately upon the ApprOVAI by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
provided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in tha 
United States, nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United State; 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said sopro riation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out ‘‘one hundred thousand ° and inserting 
‘seventy-five thousand;’’ also by striking out all of line 13, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ and lines 14, 15, and 16, being the appropriating 
clause, : 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the motion of the gen- 
tleman is to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee, as will be seen by reference to 
the report, recomniend that the appropriation be reduced to $50,000. 
This, however, is a mistake, as the recommendation of the committee 
was that the sum should be $75,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, 


TEMPORARY CABINET APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13453) to amend rater cid aoe Reyised Statutes of the United 


Be it enacted, ete., Thatsection 180 of the Revised Statutes of the United Statea 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

* A vacancy occasioned by death or resignation must not be temporarily filled 
under the three preceding sections for a longer period than thirty days.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Idemand a second, in order that we may haye an 
explanation of this bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the President of the United States 
on last Saturday sent a message to the House of Representatives, as 
well as to the Senate, calling the attention of Congress to the fact that 
under existing law he could designate an officer to a Cabinet place for 
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ten days, and ten only, and recommended that an extension of the 
time be given by public law. Doubtless gentlemen on both sides of 
the House have read the message in question and are aware of the oc- 
casion which led toits transmission to Congress. The bill I have sent 
to the desk proposes to amend section 180 of the Revised Statutes, 
which reads as follows: 

Src. 180. A vacancy occasioned by death or resignation must not be tempo- 
rarily filled under the three preceding sections for a longer period than ten days. 

Section 177 applies to the case which gives rise to this bill and is in 
the following words: 

Sec. 177. In case of the death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the head of 
any Department the first or soleAssistant thercof shall,unless otherwise directed 
by the President, as provided by section 179, perform the duties of such head 
until a successor is appointed or such absence or sickness shall cease, : 

Section 180 limits the power of the President to appoint a successor 
until a permanent appointment is made and confirmed by the Senate, 
limiting it to a period of ten days, in which time the appointment must 
be made. 

Now, this bill follows the language of section 180, which is in the 
same words, except that we insert ‘‘thirty’’ instead of ‘ten’? days, 
so that it gives the President thirty days’ time within which he may 
designate a head of a Department to hold until his successor is qualified 
or appointed and confirmed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, lest my demand forasecond on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio should be misunderstood, I wish 
to say that I do not see any reason why this bill may not be passed, 

If I remember correctly this is one of the statutes placed on the books 
in order to control President Johnson. Iam not sure about it, but 
that is my memory. 

I do not, however, assent to the reasoning embodied in the President’s 
message and am unable to see how he can reason ashe does to reach 
the conclusion at which he has arrived. The principal part of the mes- 
sage is taken up with a statement thatit is indecorous to the dead to 
proceed to carry out the statutes forthe benefit of the living. I do 
not think that would be an act of indecorum; and hence I should not 
vyote for this proposition on that ground. But I can see that the pe- 
riod of ten days is a limit too short for the action which may be neces- 
sary in the appointment of the head of an Executive Department, and 
the Chief Executive might find himself ata great disadvantage in mak- 
ing that calm and judicious decision which should characterize his 
action. 

Mr. VAUX. How many days does this bill propose to give? 

Mr. MGMILLIN. Thirty days. 

I yield now to my colleague from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think I shall object to the passage of this 
bill, but it seems a little peculiar to me that the present President of 
the United States has any greater difliculty in making up his mind in 
regard to such matters than other Presidents have had. If, however, 


this measure is likely to result in securing appointments which will | 


not prove to be as great mistakes as many others that he has already 
made, I am quite willing to support it and take the chances of its do- 
ing some good, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
just one word, I do not oppose the bill, but I would have been glad 
if the limit of time had been a little less than thirty days, because it 
has the look as if the President might be willing to let this Congress 
expire without sending the nomination to the present Senate; and I 
would have been glad if some shorter time had been specified, a time 
sufficiently short to require the nomination to be made during the ses- 
sion of the present Congress; but if the Senate, which will have to pass 
upon this, is willing to let itself be putin that attitude, I shall not 
object. Ido not think the time is otherwise unreasonable. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. If my understanding is correct, that the thirty 
days would begin to run with the beginning of the vacancy, the thirty 
days will expire before the 4th of next March, 

Mr. VAUX. DoI understand the bill carries the time beyond the 
expiration of this Congress? 

Ir. MCKINLEY. No, it does not, as I construe it. Isupposethe 
time would commence to run from the beginning of the vacancy, and 
in that event this Congress will not have expired at the end of the 
thirty days, 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS’ AND MARSHALS’ FEES, ETC. 


Mr, TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and put 
uponits passage the bill (S. 3539) regulating the fees of district attorneys 
and marshals in the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Wash- 
ington, North Dakota, and Wyoming. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (8S. 3539) regulating the fees and emoluments of district attorneys, mar- 


shals,and clerksin the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washing- 

ton, North Dakota, and Wyoming, 

Be it enacted, elc., Thatthe district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts 
of the United States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Wash- 
ington, North Dakota, and Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, respectively, 
double the fees now allowed by law for the like services to other district attor- 
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neys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United States, but neither of 
them shall be allowed to retain for fees and other emoluments any greater sum 
in the aggregate than such other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, re- 
spectively, are allowed by law to retain, and all fees, moneys, and emoluments 
received by them, respectively, above such aggregate amount shall be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States; and their accounts shall be made, audited, 
returned, and settled at the same times and in the same manner that the ac- 
counts of other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks are required to be made, 
audited, and settled; and whenever in either of said States the same person 
holds the office of clerk of both the circuitand district court he shall be allowed 
to retain for his personal compensation and emolument as aforesaid only such 
sum as is by law allowed to be retained by'n person holding the office of clerk 
of only one of the said courts, 

SEG. 2, That the foregoing section shall expire and cease to be in force on the 
80th day of June, A. D. 1895, 

Sec, 3. That section 837 and section 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and somuch of section 16 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the admission of theState of Idaho into the 
Union, and for other purposes,” approved July 3, A. D. 1890, as provides for fees 
and compensation of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the 
United States, and so much of section 16 of the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the admission of theState of Meonibia ide the Union, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 10, A. D. 1890, as provides for fees and compensation of district 
att eena marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United States are hereby 
repealed, í 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the suspension of the rules ~ 
and the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond may be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY. TI yield to the gentleman from Montana [Mr, CAR- 
TER] for a statement. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I will state in explanation of the bill 
here presented, that the United States marshal and district attorney of 
the State of Montanajuncer present fee arrangement, are not able to 
collect a sufficient amount to pay their office rent and to justify them 
in continuing to discharge the duties of their offices. Thesame is trie 
with reference to the other States named in the bill. This condition 
arises by reason of the sparsely settled character of the country, the 
great distance to be traveled from one point to another, and the ex- 
traordinary expense attending travel by railand by stage through that 
thinly settled and rugged country. The purpose of the bill isto allow 
such fees in that region as will justify the officers in devoting their time 
to the execution of the laws of the United States, I have a letter here, 
signed by the district attorney of the State of Washington; Mr, Win- 
ston, which in some measure explains the difficulties to be contended 
with in that State. I send the letter to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. T will ask the gentleman from Mon- 
tana what committee has made a report on this bill, 

Mr. CARTER. The Committec on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice has favorably reported the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WastiNcrTon, D. C., January 31, 1891. 


My Dear Sır: I have the honor to su t the following points to you, as 
requested by you, in favor of the fee bill of the United States attorneys, mar- 
shals, and clerks of Washington, Montana, ete., which Governor GEAR has prom- 
ised to call up on Monday: 

First, The expense of trayeling and living in our country is double that in 
the older States. 

Second, The courts in the States included in our bill are held considerable 
distances apart, In Washington they are held at four different points, one of 
them 420 miles, another 400 miles, and still another 213 miles from my home, 
at which the fourth is held, After paying our hay) i ton we have nothing left 
for the service adequate to the work. Although the business does not pay the 
maximum, yet it is of exceeding importance, including customs and naviga- 
tion, Jawmaking in all its phases, Indian treaties, tho Behring Sea question, 
and the usual matters of Federal courts. 

Third, It is impossible to secure the services of competent deputy marshals; 
the mileage does not pay actual traveling expenses, and if they charge actual 
expenses they get nothing for services, 

Fourth, Oregon and Idaho already get the double fees, and are only included 
in our present bill in order to secure uniformity in the statutes. We are doing 
as much in Washington as they are, and the cost of living is greater in Spo- 
kane Falls than in Portland. 

Fifth. Although the bill gives us double fees, yet it provides that we shall 
not receive to exceed the maximum allowed in the older States, 

Jn conclusion allow me to say that this matter is of vital importance to me, 
and if youshould put this bill through on Monday I will be deeply indebted 
to you. 

Yours, truly, 

P. H. WINSTON, 

Ion, Tuomas II CARTER, ¿ 3 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gentleman from California, who de- 
sires to make a request with reference to his State. 

Mr. OATES.* Before the gentleman yields I would like to ask him 
a question. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. A billsimilarto this, if not identical with it, is before 
the Judiciary Committee of the House and has had some consideration 
there, but I believe no report has been made. I ask the gentleman 
if he does not think that instead of doubling the fees outthere it would 
be a great deal better to make them only 50 per cent. greater. You 
will be able to retain your law a great deal longer, I think, than if you 
make the fees double, 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the gentleman from Alabama that I 
personally appeared before the Judiciary Committee of the House at 
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one time, believing that this identical bill had been referred to that 
committee. The district attorney of the State of Washington likewise 
appeared before the Judiciary Committeo and made a brief statement 
in support of the bill. The committee, I believe, concluded to fayor- 
ably report it; but upon examination it was found that the gentleman 
had appeared before the wrong committee; that no such bill had ever 
been referred to the Judiciary Committee at all. He thereupon ap- 
peared before the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, where the bill had actually been referred. 

Mr, OATES. I remember the gentleman’s remarks. 
and I supposed the committee had the bill before them. 

Mr. CARTER. No; on examination they found such was not the 
fact. Now, with reference to the gentleman’s further suggestion I 
will say this: The bill contemplates a reasonablesum to be fixedas the 
maximum for the salary or income of each of the officers mentioned. 
That limit is no more’than is paid to men of like ability in any ordi- 
nary business in that section of the country. 

Mr. OATES. Your bill does not increase the limit. 

Mr. CARTER. It fixes the maximum limit at the same figure as 
in other States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want toask the gentleman how it is that it 
will take twice as much to support these officers in 1895 as it will in 
1896. You provide that this provision shall expireabsolutely in 1895. 

Mr. CARTER. The maximum limit is confined to the time prior 
to 1895. Jn the interim, it is believed that, upon the basis of the pres- 
ent rapid settlement of that country, railroad rates will have been re- 
duced, that railroads will have taken the place of stagecoaches, and 
the general expense incident to travel in that region will be sufficiently 
reduced in that period of time to justify the repeal of the law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I will ask the gentleman if during the Adminis- 
tration of President Cleveland, when there were fewer persons living 
in those Territories than now live in the States, the fees were higher 
than they are now or as they are proposed to be by this bill. 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me to suggest tothe gentleman that during 
the Administration of President Cleveland complaint with reference to 
these identical fees was widespread and universal, not only on the 
part of the officers who sought to execute the laws, but on the part of 
the people who suffered by the inability of the officers to discharge 
their duty on account of the inadequacy of these fees. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I am not.asking the gentleman abont the com- 
plaints; I am asking him what the law was. 

Mr. CARTER. It is now what it was then. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Did you havea plurality of applications for these 
places in the State of Montana under the existing Jaw? 

Mr.CARTER. Since the Administration of President Cleveland the 
United States courts have been organized throughout that country. 
They did not exist theretofore. Our Territorial courts had jurisdiction 
in United States cases, and that business was simply an incident at- 
tached to the Territorial court. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Have any of these officers resigned on account of 
the present rate of the fees? 

Mr. CARTER. I do not know that it is the fact that any have re- 
signed — X 

Siir. McMILLIN. ‘‘Few die and none resign.” 

Mr. CARTER. But Iam informed that several of them will be com- 
pelled to resign on account of inadequacy of the fees, unless the desired 
increase is allowed. 

Mr. OUTHWATTE. What States are to be favored by this legisla- 
tion? 

Mr. CARTER. The States to be favored by this legislation are the 
thinly settled and sparsely populated States—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By name? 

Mr. CARTER. Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Montana, Oregon, 
and the two Dakotas. The State of Oregon is inserted for the pur- 

of securing uniformity in that great extent of country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But it does not include the Territory of Utah 
or New Mexico at all, does it? 

Mr. CARTER. For the very reason heretofore suggested, that a con- 
dition that can be tolerated in a Territory, because the United States 
courts proper have not been organized there, becomes an intolerable 
condition to the people of aSta%3 where the courts have been organized 
and are being conducted with sessions that are almost continuous. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Almost all of these fees are mileage fees, are 
they not? 

Mr. CARTER. Very largely mileage fees. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And the distances are very great? 

Mr, CARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And the profit is increased in proportion to the 
ratio of the fees for mileage. 

Mr. CARTER, I will state to the gentleman that I have known 
of witnesses in cases in the United States courts traveling 500 
miles, and after receiving the mileage accorded by the statute come 
out às much as a hundred dollars behind on a single trip to obey the 
summons of the United States courts. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose that was one remarkable case or it 
may be a great many cases; but is that any reason why we should 
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change the fee system of four States and favor the officers of the United 
States courts in those States over the oflicers in all other States? 

Mr. CARTER. Where the conditions are peculiar and extrordi- 
nary I think it is proper to seo that no injustice is done atiy officer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the fees in Idaho and Wyo- 
ming have already been doubled? 

Mr. CARTER, That is true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the sense of repealing a law in order to 
get if re-enacted ? 

Mr. CARTER. The purpose of the arrangementis, asI have stated, 
to secure uniformity in those contiguous districts. ‘They are all in the 
same circuit and it is desirable that the fees should be uniform. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I understand the committee has ro- 
ported an amendment to this bill. I desire to know whether that 
amendment is pending or not. Iam propounding a question to the 
Chair. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that take in California? 

Mr. MORROW. It provides for California by repealing the present 
law, so that we will have no fee bills at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would not want to cut ont California. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, this law proposes to provide for the 
States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, South Dakota, 
and Wyoming; and then it proposes to repeal sections 837 and 840 of 
the Revised Statutes, under which last section California has fees for its 
clerks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the only amendment 
that is pending is the amendment including South Dakota. 

Mr. MORROW. Task unanimous consent that an amendment may. 
be considered providing that California shall remain as it is, and for 
that purpose that the name he inserted after Nevada in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment pending on the report of the com- 
mitteeis: ‘‘And South Dakota and the clerks of the several circuit and 
district courts of California,” 

Mr. MORROW. Is that the amendment pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘Then if that amendment is pending it will be 
necessary that the words ‘‘ and section eight hundred and forty,” in 
section 3, be stricken out. Will the committee agree to that? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not know what the parliamentary practice is 
upon this point, but the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
TARSNEY | was, in substance, this: ‘‘I move to suspend the rules and 
put upon its passage the Senate bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk,” 
The Senate bill has been read, and thatis the motion before the House, 
and I make the point of order that the things embraced in the amend- 
ment of the committee are not pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's point of order is correct if the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri wasas he states it. The Chair 
got his information from the Clerk’s desk and made his statement to 
the House npon that information. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, I object to the unanimous consent asked for 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr. MORROW.. Then, Mr. Speaker, it becomes incumbent upon us 
to oppose the passage of this bill, because it is a proposition to repeal 
the existing law so far as the courts of California are concerned, The 
bill provides that sections 837 and 840 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. Section 840 provides fees for the clerks 
of the circuit and district courts of California, and if that law is to be 
repealed we shall have no fees in those courts. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER] has 
two minutes more. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire that the bill, when passed, shall be satia- 
factory to the gentleman from California, and therefore I beg to with- 
draw it for the present, to the end thatit may be amended as he de- 
sires, Or I ask unanimous consent that he be permitted now to make 
the correction which he proposes to have made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thegentleman from Montana [ Mr. CARTER} asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Morrow] be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘To that I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the bill is 
one that ought to goto the Judiciary Committee. It deals with a sub- 
ject of which that committee has jurisdiction, and the committee has 
a bill before it now on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. The gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER] has the floor unless some gentleman claims 
the right to speak in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I claim that right. Ihave been wait- 
ing for the announcement of the expiration of the time on the other 
side. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS. How much time has the gentleman to reserye? I 
thought he hatl only two minutes left about two minutes ago. 

The SPEAKER. One minute ago. [Laughter.] 
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Mr, ROGERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage of 
this bill. Iam opposed to it for more than one reason. My own in- 
elinations are all in favor of granting some relief in this respect to the 
new States concerned here, but I object to the methods by whieh this 
bill has been brought before the Houso for consideration, and I think 
that no better illustration can possibly be made of the defect in the rule 
under which we are operating than is presented by the bill now pending. 

This bill, Iam told by the gentleman from Montana—no, I am not 
told that; Iam told that a bill, whether this one or another relating 
to this subject, has been reported from the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. Now, that is a fine committee fora bill 
ofthis kind to goto! [Langhter.] That committee never had any 
jurisdiction of this subject-matter. Ido not know who sent the bill 
there; I do not know how it got there; but that committee, I repeat, 
never had any jurisdiction of this subject-matter. 

This is an illustration of the inexplicable confusion into which our 
present practice leadsus. Ido not go apy farther than that, and if I 
did I would not wish to make any special application to this bill, for 
I do not know anything aboutit; but this, I say, is an illustration of 
the tendency of our practice to encourage gentlemen to seek jurisdic- 
tions favorable to their particular measures instead of letting them go 
to those committees to which, by the rales of the House and in accord- 
ance with common sense and common justice, they ought to go in order 
to receive intelligent and proper consideration, This bill should have 
gone to the Committee on the Judiciary. That committee had under 
consideration a bill of a similar character. 

I believe it was inclined to report a bill granting some relief, It is 
now siid there was no bill before the committee; but if there was not 
that did not give the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice any jurisdiction of the matter. That committee should in 
good faith have reported the bill back to be sent to the proper commit- 
tee. It is to be presumed that the Speaker of the House in the organ- 
ization of the committees looked somewhat to the personnel of the 
committees and the fitness of the members to pass upon the subjects 
confided to them. ‘This reference wholly revolutionized that idea. 

Here is a bill sent to a committee that had no jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject-matter. They take jurisdiction of it, and report back some sort 
of a bill. What itis wedo notknow; we have noinformation on that 
subject. The Judiciary Committee ought to consider every measure 
of this character; and the propriety of this rule is best illustrated by 
the situation in which we now find this bill, as pointed out by the gen- 
tleman from California. The whole fee bill of that State is by the op- 
eration of the bill under consideration repealed; and no provision is 
made for anything in the way of a substitute. Wecould not havea 
better illustration of the fact that bills of this character ought to go to 
that committee to which jurisdiction of the subject-matter has been 
confided by the rules of the House. 

But there is another objection to this proceeding. It destroys uni- 
formity in the proceedings of Congress and all proper responsibility for 
the measures which we may pass. There is still another objection to 
which I wish to call attention; and it only shows how these things 
grow. This is Monday, a day set apart for suspension of the rules; 
and we are supposed to have recognitions from the Speaker alternating 
between the two sides of the House, for the purpose of moving to take 

‘up bills and passthem. Here is a bill called up by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY ], who has nothing on earth to do with those 
Territories out there and who is on the Democratic side of the House. 
Just before this bill was called up, a gentleman on the other side was 
recognized. Now, why is it that the gentleman from Missouri over 
here is calling up bills that relate to other people’s business away out 
in the West? 

Mr. TARSNEY. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I will ex- 
plain why. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
much time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. It is because I am a member of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice, which reported the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill ask the gentleman whether this bill was ever 

reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 


Justice. 

Mr. TARSNEY. ‘The report at the desk will 
been or not. 

Mr. ROGERS, The gentleman does notanswer my question. I take 
it the bill never has been reported, Thisis a Senate bill, as I under- 
stand, and as the gentleman does not answer my question I assume he 
does not want to answer it, 

But it does not make any difference why the gentleman from Mis- 
souri called up the bill. By every principle of fair dealing this side of 
the House should have had recognition to bring up its business, forthe 
other side had had its recognition; and by the ordinary rules or prac- 
tices the bill should have been one affecting the interests of the gentle- 
man making the motion, for usually the motions to suspend the rules 
on individual suspension day are upon billsin which individual mem- 
bers are interested—courthouse bills, bridge bills, and matters of that 
rks relating to the local affairs of the district of the member who calls 
them up. 


I will yield if the gentleman does not occupy too 


show whether it has 


So the whole effect and operation of this proceeding is, first, to en- 
courage the seeking out by members of some committee favorable to 
their particular scheme and to that extent the destruction of the in- 
tegrity of the business of the House; secondly, to produce confusion by 
having the same measure before half a dozen committees, if you please, 
as it may suit the member who introdaces it; and, finally, it brings us 
round to this situation, that we are found log-rolling backward and 
forward to get our measures through in a way which I think is not 
conducive to the integrity of the business of the House. 

On all three of these grounds I am opposed to-this bill. If I be- 
lieved every part of this measure to be perfectly right in itself, I would 
be opposed to its passage in this way, because I want fair dealing and 
justice and correct action and uniformity of jurisdiction; I want to 
avoid confusion and to promote the best interests of the public by ob- 
serving the rules, 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman permit one suggestion? 

Mr. ROGERS. Ifit does not occupy too much time. 

Mr. MORROW. TIunderstand the committee to have investigated 
this question very carefully; and I want to state distinctly that, so far 
as I understand, this bill would be right and one which ought to be 
passed for the benefit of the States and Territoriesconcerned, with the 
amendment which has been suggested by the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I understand the gentleman under- 
stands; but what I want to understand is that the proper committee, 
charged with the jurisdiction of this subject-matter, understands it 
exactly as the gentleman does, Iundertake to say there are not twenty 
members on the floor who know what are the contents of the bill. The 


very fact that it contains a proposition to repeal the fee bill žhe gen- 
tleman’s own State shows that it has not had proper consideration 
before any committee either of the Senate or of this House. That is 


a conclusive consideration in the matter. 

Mr. MORROW. But theamendment will do away with that trouble. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The fact that the bill ought not to be passed is con- 
clusively shown by the indefinite, uncettain, and improper situation 
in which we now find it before the House. Moreover, if the bill were 
properly examined and considered, it might turn out to contain grosser 
errors than the one just mentioned. 

Mr. CARTER, Iwonuld like to ask the gentleman what particular 
item in this bill does not come within the limits of expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. ROGERS. The whole bill, from its title down to its conclu- 


sion. 
Mr. CARTER. The ponr enan has evidently misapprehended the 
surface and the depth of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ob,no. The jurisdiction of your committee iscon- 
fined entirely to expendituresin the Department of Justice, This bill 
involves not expenditures, but the creation of liabilitieson the part ot 
the Government and the change of existing statutes—matters belong- 
ing to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CARTER. The bill relates to the expenditure of money and 
the basis upon which it shall be expended. ; 

Mr. ROGERS. Thatis a different thing. Your committee is con- 
fined to expenditures, The jurisdiction of ours embraces the modifi- 
cation and ghange of the criminal and civil laws, the jurisdiction of 
the courts, ete.; and our committee ought to have had jurisdiction of 
this measure, 

Mr. MCKENNA. I would like to make this suggestion to the gen- 
tleman. His criticism of the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice is hardly just. Here was n Senate bill referred to 
that committee. They scrutinized it, saw its defects, and reported it 
with an amendment. But by the accident of a wrong motion having 
been made that amendment is not before the House. The bill, how- 
ever, did receive proper attention and scrutiny and would be before the 
House in proper shape but for that accident. - 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, that is just assuming the very thing that the 
Judiciary Committee ought to have examined into and determined be- 
fore they reported the bill. Ido not know whether that is true or 
not. But whether true or not, that is the very thing that we should 
have had the report of the committee upon, to enable us to determine. 

Mr. MCKENNA. ‘The committee did examine into this and made 
the proper correction. It was embodied in the report in the shape of 
an amendment, and would have appeared as a part of the bill if there 
had not been a mistake in the motion made by the gentleman. Tt was 
simply an omission in stating an amendment which appears from the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. But the gentleman assumes this to be right, when 
we want to know that fact. We have aright to know that it is true; 
and the committee to which the jurisdiction properly belongs have a 
right to know that it is true before the bill is passed. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Well, it hasbeen said in the presence and hearing 
of the gentleman more than once that the committee which he claims 
has jurisdiction had the matter before them and once favored it, 

Mr. ROGERS. That maybe. I didnot hear the statement, but it 
does not alter the facts of the case now presented. Under the rules of 
the House the committee which assumes jurisdiction of this matter 
should have reported it back, so that it could be referred to the proper 
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committee. They did wrong in undertaking to determine the ques- 
tion. I donot think there is any dispute about that fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me state to the gentleman that the commit- 
tee which reports this is not the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department, but on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

Mr, ROGERS. Oh, well, I may have so stated by a mere lapsus lin- 
gue. Lunderstood that it was the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. But that committee had no jurisdiction. 
These committees simply inquire into the expenditures made in the 
various Departments. They have nothing to do with the changes of 
law, with the repeal of statutes. There is no jurisdiction of that kind 
conferred upon them. None of these committees on expenditures in 
the various Departments have anything todo with that. Their duty 
is simply to look into the character of the accounts of the several Ex- 
ecutive Departments and act, as it were, in the capacity of an auditing 
committee. em 

Now, it is together probable that this bill, if permitted to take its 
course, would have received proper, appropriate, and correct consider- 
ation in the proper committee. But, as these gentlemen have seen fit 
to go around it and take another course, as they have seen fit to bring 
the matter upin the way it is now brought up, I have only character- 
ized it in a manner that I believe to be fair, and because of the facts I 
have alleged Tam opposed to any amendment as well as to the passage 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that this 
bill has been reported by the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice and that the report of the committee contains 
the proposed amendment which the gentleman from California desires 
to have embodied in the bill. This amendment seems to have been 
overlooked in the course of the debate. The report on the bill was 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], a member of 
that committee, who is also a member of the Indiciary Committee, and 
the bill was referred under the rnles of the House, and correctly, 

Mr. MORROW. I now desire to renew my inquiry as to what isthe 
pending motion before the House. r 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willinquire of thegentleman from Mis- 
gouri what it was that he presented to the House. 

The Chair also wishes to say that he is informed from the Clerk’s desk 
that the bill is not printed in the ordinary form with the amendments 
included, as is the custom, and that the error seems to have arisen more 
from that factthan any othercause, Butif the gentleman from Mis- 
souri intended to present the bill with the amendment the Chair will 
rule that it was presented in that form. 

Mr. TARSNEY. When Thad been recognized, Mr. Speaker, I started 
to make the ordinary motion to suspend the rules, and at the same time 
sent up the Senate bill, and not only the bill, but the accompanying 
House report, Both were in the hands of the Clerk, and the motion I 
desired to make was not, perhaps, stated from the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair had so stated to the House, being so in- 
formed; but the gentleman from Arkansas stated to the contrary. The 
Chair also stated if that was a fact the amendment would not bea part 
of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, But, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the record.¢ The gen- 
tleman from Missouri did not make any statement about excluding the 
amendment from the bill. He stated simply that he sent up the Sen- 
ate bill—— ; 

TheSPEAKER. Butthe gentleman from Missourisays he intended 
to send up the bill as amended by the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thatis what he intended, but I speak of what hedid, 

The SPEAKER. He sent up the bill containing the amendment, 

Mn ROGERS. I appeal to the notes of the Reporter. The gentle- 
men around me understood it as I do. 

The SPEAKER. But the statement of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri must be taken as conclusive, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Whatever I did, I certainly intended to send up 
the bill and the amendment together and have everything contained 
in the report considered. Whether I used the technical language 
necessary to do that or otherwise I know not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is the Senate bill orthe House 
bill pending? : 

The SPEAKER. This is the Senate bill as amended by the com- 
mittee. j 

Mr. ROGERS. Tappeal, Mr. Speaker, to the official notes to show 
what the motion was, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas understands, as 
every gentleman present understands, that when a proposition is pre- 
sented by a member in this form it is not a technical matter, but a 
matter in which the intention of the member is ordinarily carried out. 
If, by accident, the gentleman had not stated the motion in precise 
terms, itis the custom of the Chair to entertain the proposition as he in- 
tended to present it, if no change had been made in the situation. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that there has been a 
change in the situation; that is, that a second was ordered on the bill 
= presented by the gentleman from Missouri and debate has taken 
place, 
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Mr. BUCKALEW. I want to suggest to the Speaker that the bill 
was read, and a second on the bill, as read, was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks that there is just the difficulty, 
arising from the amendment not having been-printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have madea point of order. I hope the Chair will 
rule upon it, 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. The only 
bill that is before the House is the bill as amended by the committee. 
The Senate bill has never been reported to the House in the form in 
which the Clerk read it, and, therefore, could it be so passed on sus- 
pension day? Could it be so passed in any other way than by unani- 
mous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty about the matter is, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW ], that the bill 
has been read and the amendments were notin it. Itis not customary 
to take advantage of technical objections of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘The amendment is contained in the report of the 
committee, It has been reported by the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. Imake the pointof orderthat the status has changed 
by reason of the second being ordered; and it does not follow atall that 
a second would have been ordered if the amendment had been read, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that is the decision of the 
House, and consequently that the second can not be withdrawn except 
by unanimous consent, and the House must take its action upon it as 
it stands. The question is on suspending the rnles and passing the 
bill, As many as are in favor will say ay. [The question being 
taken,] The noes seem to have it; the noes have it, and, two-thirds 
not voting in the affimative, the bill is refused passage. 


IN THE MATTER OF J. A. OWENBY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged mat- 
ter. I desire to announce that the Sergeant-at-Arms is ready to pre- 
sent at the bar of the House the body of J, A. Owenby, which he was 
commanded to bring to the bar of the Honse for contempt. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think it would be well for us to dispense with 
this matter until we can get through with some bills in which the pub- 
lic are interested. I move the present consideration of the bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis not inorder. ‘This isaquestion 
of privilege. 

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. Mr. Speaker, on the 29th day of Janu- 
ary of the present session of Congress, the House of Representatives 
causeil its warrant to be issued, through the Speaker of the House, di- 
rected to the Sergeant-at-Arms or his deputy, requiring him to take 
into custody forthwith, wherever found, the body of J. A. Owenby, 
and bring him before the bar of this House to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt. I have the honor to report that 
the order of the House has been complied with, and I now here pro- 
duce the body of the said J. A. Owenby for such further action and 
order of the House as it may see fit to take, 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Owenby, you have been arrested for contempt 
of the Honse in disobeying its summons. What have you to say in 
excuse therefor? 

Mr. OWENBY. Mr. Speaker, when I was summoned I did not have 
the money to come on here with, and demanded my mileage. The 
deputy Sergeant-at-Arms stated to me that he was not prepared to give 
it to me and made an engagement with me to see me later in the day, 
I did notkeep the engagement at the exact hour, but was an hour late. 
He was not there. The following day I received a note from him in 
which he stated that in reply to his communication with the Sergeant- 
at-Arms he had been notified that no fees were paid in advance or were 
advanced. I supposed the matter was dropped then and that I was 
not required, until after Tread in the newspapers that a resolution had 
passed the House ordering my arrest. 

I then telegraphed to Hon. W. E. MASson, of Illinois, asking him 
to see the Speaker of the House and also the chairman of the investi- 
gating committee, and state to them that if they would arrange means 
for me to come here, nothing further would be necessary, and I would 
come, I got no reply from Mr. MAson, but I did get a reply signed 
by Mr, Knight, stating that Mr. MAsoNn was in Chicago; but before I 
saw Mr, MASON or communicated with any one else the deputy Ser- 
geant-at-Arms came and arrested me. 

The SPEAKER. Are you now ready to appear before the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. OWENBY. Iam. I have hérea copy of the note which was 
left by the deputy Sergeant-at-Arms, which I will present, if you wish. 
I would like to have it read if you have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the following res- 
olution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas J. A. Owenby has been heard by the House pursuant to the order 
made on the 29th day of January, 1891, requiring him to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt for refusing or neglecting to respond to 
the subpcena named in said order by obeying the same, and has stated to the 
House that, in purging himself of the contempt for which he is in custody, he 
is now willing to obey said subpeena: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the said J, A, Owenby shall haye the privilege to appear forth- 
with before the special committee of the House to investigate alleged silver 
pools, etc., and testify touching matters of inquiry before said committee; and 
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thatin the mean time the said J. A. Owenby remain in the custody of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms under said order until the further order of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On the adoption ofthat resolution I move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order to strike out 
the last provision, which requires that the respondent shall remain in 
the custody of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It would not bein order pending the motion for 
the previous question, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
sary punishment. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
yen to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. SNIDER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 654) 
for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis 
hereby, authorized and directed to accept, as a donation from the city of St. 
Paul, Ja the State of Minnesota, asuitable lot of land in said city, and cause to be 
erected thereon a commodious and substantial building, with fire-proof vaults 
therein, for the accommodation ofthe United States post office, district and cir- 
cuit courts, custom-house, internal revenue, and other Government civil offices 
in that sity. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall 
be, upon the acceptance of said site, made and approved according to law, and 
shall not exceed for the said building complete the sum of $800,000. It shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said building shat 
have been so accepted, to cause plans and specifications for said building to be 
prepared, which plans and specifications shall have reference to the probable in- 
crease of the population of the said city and the consequent needs ofthe Govern- 
ment for the next twenty years, but not involve an expenditure in the erection 
and completion ofsaid building exceeding the sum hereby appropriated: Pro- 
vided, That the site so accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be ofsuch 
dimensions as to leave the building to be erected thereon unexposedto danger 
from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, includ- 
ing streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be 
available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Minnesota shall have ceded (if it has not 
heretofore ceded) to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, dur- 
ing the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall pur- 

ses except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the sery- 
Toe of civil process therein: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be, and he is hereby, authori: , after the completion and occupancy of 
said building, whenever in his judgment the public Interest will admit, in his 
discretion, to sell and convey the present property of the United Statesin said 
city now occupied as a post office and court building, with the site thereof, the 
proceeds of the sale of said property to be covered into the Treasury. - 

During the reading, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, said: Will the Speaker allow 
the Clerk to read where the city is? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will finish the reading of the bill, and 
if the gentleman dces not get the information he desires the Chair will 
endeavor to give it, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We could not hear at all. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the title of the bill. 

The title was again read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
could not hear. 

- Mr. SNIDER. Eight hundred thousand dollars. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on suspending the rales and pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand a second. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Iask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I think we had better order it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will please take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 97 in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I shall not in- 
sist on the other side, as I have no doubt that is a majority. 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered, The gentleman from Minne- 
sota and the gentleman from Kentucky will control the time. 

Mr..SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House with ref- 
erence to this proposition that the city of St. Paul, in the first place, 
as an earnest of its desire to have an adequate public building to con- 
duct the Government business, proposes to donate a piece of ground in 
one of the most stately blocks in the city, valued at $200,000. This 
bill specifically authorizes the Government to accept title to that land. 
The present public building is inadequate, and was built when the city 
had a population of about 20,000; but it has now grown to be about 
149,000. 7 

The Government has two United States courts there. Both the cir- 
cuit and district court are held at St. Paul, and there are also numer- 

“ous other Government offices. The gross postal receipts at St. Paul were 
about $300,000 last year. The internal-revenue collections were over 
$2,000,000. Ido not want to weary the House with a recapitulation of 


It seems to mean unneces- 


What was the sum? We 


the great growth and progress of the city of St. Paul, but only desire to 
say that this building is very much needed there, and that our city, as 
an earnest of its desire to do the fair thing by the Government, pro- 
poses to give this valuable site, worth $200,000, in aid of its construc- 
tion. 

I reserye the balance of my time. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What amount of money will you want? 

Mr. SNIDER. Eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS]. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have order 
here if I could get it, 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have in my charge Senate 
bill 506, passed in February last year by Senator SHERMAN, and which 
is only asking $100,000 for the erection of a public building in Zanes- 
ville, Ohio, a city ot 30,000 inhabitants. I fave sought to get recog- 
nition at all times. I have been unkindly and unjustly abused by the 
Republican party for not getting recognition. ‘ 

A MEMBER. You mean in your district. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I mean by the Republicans of my district. 
Of course I do not spread over several States of the Union, possibly like 
the Speaker or somebody else; but I have failed to get this recognition, 
and exactly why special favorites are to be picked out and allowed rec- 
ognition I do not understand. Therefore I object to this mode of pass- 
ing bills. Let us take the bills up in their order. Mine is Senate bill 
506 and this is Senate bill number what? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Senate bill 654. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Senate bill 654.. Let us have some kind of 
order about these things. Iam willing to have comparisons made 
about it, but itseems to me that these things are unfair and unreason- 
able, and, so far as I am concerned, I shall not vote for them except 
in their order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
terruption ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I desire to say that I have been 
abused throughout my district by the Democratic party for not secur- 
ing recognition. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Iam glad that I have company. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe Chair can judge from the complaints made 
to him, the gentleman must have a great deal of company. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I think that this bill is more meritorious 
than the other. Let us take them in their order. 

The SPEAKER. In what order does the gentleman think they 
should be taken up in—the order on the House Calendar or the order 
on the Senate Calendar? : 

Mr. OWENS. of Ohio. Either, when they come in the right order. 
[Langhter.] When you get to the House Calendar take them up in 
their order, and when you reach the Senate Calendar take them up in 
their order on that Calendar, 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is the trouble the Chair has had—to get at 
the right order, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will ask my colleague if he does not 
think that the best order would be to call up the bill for Zanésville, 
Ohio. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I want it in the regular order. Ido not 
want it the way my friend thinks best. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I made the suggestion for the benefit or 
the gentleman. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Never mind me, my friend; I will get along. 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think these matters ought not to go on as they 
have done; and it seems that there ought to be some regularity about 
taking these matters up, either on the House or on the Senate Calendar. 

This is Senate bill No, 506. It provides for a public building in a 
city of over 20,000 inhabitants. The bill passed in the last session ap- 
propriating $150,000, and it has been on the Calendar since the start, 
and I do not understand why it is that the Republican officials here 
snub my friend, Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio, in this way. It seems to 
be understood that I can not get this bill up in the House, and unless 
I can get it up I desire to interfere with the progress of other bills. ~ 

A MEMBER. What is the matter with the pending bill? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Some one asks what is the matter with this 
pending bill. I want to know what is the peculiar merit of the pend- 
ing bill as compared with mine that you give it precedence when it is 
lower on the Senate Calendar ? 

Mr, FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this St. Paul bill 
was paired with the Kansas City bill on this side of the House, but, 
whether it was paired or not, this Government runs no risk and never 
loses any money when it builds a goud public building in such a 
city as St. Paulor Kansas City. In those great business centers the 
Government always makes several dollars for every one it puts in. 
Take, for instance, the customhouse in New York, which cost perhaps 
$1,000,000 and will sell with the ground on which itstands for $4,000,- 
000. There is not a building erected inany one of these large cities but 
will bring the Government more money than it costs. 


Will the gentleman permit an in- 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, J only desire to say that this 
» bill was reported to the House and put upon the Calendar—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I only yielded 
five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio used his five min- 
utes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then this isnot to come out 
of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. This is time yielded by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. SNIDER]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say that this 
bill was reported to the House, recommending an appropriation of 
$800,000, before the Kansas City bill, which recommended an appro- 

riation of $1,200,000; yet the Kansas City bill has already passed. 
Cries of “Vote!” ‘*Vote!’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did not ask 
for a second with any purpose to criticise in any way the discretion 
exercised by the Speaker in recognizing the gentleman from Minnesota 
to call up this bill. That is a matter about which I have nothing to 
say. I have no grievance myself’of that kind, because I have never 
asked the Speaker to recognize me for such a purpose, and therefore 
have no complaint. If I had any grievance of that kind, my grievance 
would be against the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
had a sort of promise from my good friend, the chairman of that com- 
mittee, that they would report my Paris, Ky., bill, but I have never 
been able to get it reported. I have been iu the same position as my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers]; my vote was not thought worth 
a public building, so I got cut out. But I have never made any spe- 
cial complaint. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You were ‘‘not init.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was ‘‘not init,” and con- 
sequently I have not beenin a position, like my good friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] and other gentlemen here, who sometimes 
have to vote for iniquitous bills in order that they may get good ones 
through, or, as some gentlemen on this side of the House do, vote for 
enormous appropriations which they do not approve in order that cer- 
tain other appropriations may go to their States. I demanded a sec- 

nd in this case only in order that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Katore] might make a fuller explanation of the necessity for this 
appropriation than we are in the habit of having upon these public- 
building bills, and also for the purpose of ascertaining whether the 
House bill, which names the sum of $800,000 and then strikes out the 
only section which appropriates any money, is the bill here pending. 

Mr. SNIDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I takeit forgranted that the 

“ city of St. Paul needs a proper public building, and I am not prepared 
to say, in view of the way such things are done, that $300,000 is too 
largeasum to appropriate for its construction. I donot desire to oppose 
the erection of proper public buildings in the large cities or of proper 

ublic buildings in the smaller cities of the country. The objection I 
ve to the whole system is that the propriety of the expenditure is 
not always a controlling motive, that this legislation is a sort of hotch- 
potch by which buildings which ought not to be erected are authorized 
and at an expense far too great, in order that gentlemen may obtain 
other buildings which probably are proper and the expenditure for 
which is not too great. 

I have also objected to the practice at this session of Congress of or- 
dering the construction of buildings without appropriating the money. 
I think this Congress ought to appropriate so large a proportion of the 
cost of the buildings whose construction it authorizes as will in good 
faith show upon which Congress the responsibility rests. I think that 
is due from each Congress to the people who elected it and to its suc- 
cessor. Here in the monthof February, near theend of this Congress, 
is a bill authorizing a public building at a cost of $800,000, and there 
is no appropriation made of any part of that sum, but, of course, I ap- 
prehend that the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. SNIDER] will desire 
to haye some amendment inserted in the sundry civil bill making an 
appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes left. i 

7 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the remaining two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I had desired to interpose and use my 
influence with the Chair in behalf of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rogers], so that he might have an opportunity to get up his 
Hot Springs bill. I had some doubts about his standing with the 
Chair and thought perhaps mine might be better. [Laughter.] I 
had intended to request the Chair to recognize me to ask unanimous 
consent for the gentleman from Arkansas, but having this opportunity 
RS occupy the floor and for fear I might not get it by an appeal to the 

peaker— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to a discus- 
sion of the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am very much obliged to the Speaker for calling 
my attentiop the fact that I was wandering from the subject 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is on the floor to speak in oppo- 
sition to the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; I am very much opposed to this bill, be- 
cause it stands in the way of the Hot Springs bill and in the way of 
my friend from Arkansas. Ihayesympathized with him in his distress 
and I sympathize with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS]. Iam 
in that fortunate position where I know it is unnecessary that I should 
ask any personal favors at the hands of the Chair, and I haveno public- 
building bill that I am seeking to get through. I want to say in re- 
gard to this bill and all others of similar character that I object to the 
policy which has been inaugurated here of dodging the responsibility 
of appropriating the public money. 

I object not to this particular bill, because I have no doubt, from the 
statements made by the gentleman who presents it, that it will be a 
profitable thing for the Government in this particular Instance to au- 
thorize the construction of this building. I concur with the gentle- 
man from New York in the view that frequently the Government is a 
very successful investor or speculator in lands in these large cities when 
it purchases from private parties the ground on which to erect public 
buildings. But I object to this transfer of responsibility from this 
House and from this Congress to the succeeding House of Representa- 
tives and the succeeding Congress. These very gentlemen who are 
asking for these appropriations of large sums of money will he before 
the people after the next Congress has adjourned, telling them that 
Congress has been exceedingly extravagant in this matter; yet they 
are laying the groundwork which will compel the next Congress to 
appropriate these sums of money. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And they will prove it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; no doubt they will prove this charge of extrava- 
gance by the testimony of the very gentlemen who are here to-day 
getting the ‘‘pork.’’ Now, so faras I am concerned, I do not object 
to making proper appropriations for public buildings. I really think 
there ought to be some system by which public buildings should be 
erected all over the United States wherever the public service requires 
them. But it ought to be done according to a rule or system and not 
by favoritism and log-rolling, as it is ges done in this House. 

In regard to the order in which we shall take up these bills, one 
gentleman has said that we onght to stick either tothe House Calendar 
or to the Senate Calendar. If he had the experience here which Ihaye 
had, he would know that whenitcomes to dealing ont ‘pork’? in this 
way and by the recognition of the Chair, the matter, as the old prov- 
erb says of kissing, ‘‘goes by favor.” I donot happen to be in the 
attitude to be ‘‘kissed’’ by those in authority in these matters; 
neither does my friend from Ohio. I will give him the benefit of this 
statement to take to his constituents; I will acquit him, as this House 
must acquit him, of all responsibility forfailing to get recognition to 
bring up his bills, because he must enjoy the favor of the Speaker before 
he can do 80. 

Mr. SNIDER. As tothe point which the gentleman has raised with 
regard to precedence on the Calendar, I wish to state that the St. 
Paul public-building bill is No. 214 on the Union Calendar, while the 
Zanesville bill is 286, 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘The order of precedence on the Calendar isnot a mat- 
ter of very great consequence, because it is not observed in any respect 
here. As I said before, these are purely matters of favor. I willnow 
give way to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Roarrs], that he may 
present the claims of Hot Springs. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor simply to respond to 
the suggestion of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. I 
do not want the impression to go abroad, which I think he inadvert- 
ently made, that I have some grievance. Why, sir, I have no griev- 
ance. Iam the happiest man in Con , and I have nobody to curse 
me at home., They praise me throughout the length and breadth of 
the State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that because you declined 
to come back to this House? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr, Speaker, that is such an unprecedented 
thing that I think I ought to be praised; and probably my constituency 
may have adopted to some extent that view. I ‘“‘declined;” I am 
glad my friend has used the right word. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No doubt the reason they praise you 
is to induce yon to come back the next time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wanted to say that I have no sort of grievance. 
If I had supposed that my friend from Kentucky, with all his astute- 
ness, could have supposed for a moment that the part I have taken with 
reference to Hot Springs was serious, I should have advertised it on 
every occasion as a huge joke; for I have never had the slightest sus- 
picion that I should be recognized to bring up the Hot Springs bill, 
or for any other purpose, even though I had asked recognition (which 
I have not done) a hundred times. 

I repeat that I am perfectly contented, perfectly happy; my con- 
stituents, too, are happy and contented, either because I decline to 
come back, as suggested by my friend from Kentucky, or because they 
hope that some time I will come hack again, as suggested by my friend 
from Alabama. I have never inqnired as to which is the view they 
take. 
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With these very pertinent remarks, entirely germane to the bill under 
consideration (and really I do not know what State it comes from), I 
yield the floor for the purpose of expediting, as much as possible, the 

go of the pending measure. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER] to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which has been read. 

The motion was-agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
ofRepresentatives to the bill (S. 828) for the reliefof Sarah E. E. Perine, 
widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S.3173) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

Tt also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 608) making appropriations for the construction of new 
buildings and the enlargement of the military post at Plattsburgh, 


De 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to appropriate the sum of $517.60 to George B. 
Kane & Co., in full payment of a balance due them for printer’s ink 
furnished by them to the Public Printer; 

A bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R.7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men of the Army; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Washington High School. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles; in which concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending Juné 30, 1892, and for other purposes; 

A pill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt; 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Guihell; 

A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier; 

A bill ne R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

A bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee; 

A bill (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the constructionof a railway, street 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River 
near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr; and 

A bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with an 


amendment the bill (H. R. 8341) to promote the construction of a safe | 


deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. COKE, Mr. 
CULLOM, and Mr. MORGAN as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill ie R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex; 

A bill (H. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Caroline Hayes; 

A bill tT, R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (F. R.2417) granting'a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 

A bill (H. R.3143) increasing the pension of Mrs, Rochie Brien Buel; 
A bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 
A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen; 
A Mill (H. R. 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. Je- 
ro! 


me; 
‘A Dill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; 
A bill (H. R. 4246) granting a pension to Bridget Lynch; 
A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 
A bill (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burnett; 
A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 
A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the ion of Catherine Doyle; 
A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; , 
A bill (H. R, 5109} for the relief of Barton P. Spencer; 
A bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young; 
A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson; 
A bill (H. R.6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. 
Griswold; 
A bill t Ik. 6259) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 
A bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 
‘A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; 
A bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to 
William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass. ; 
A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 
A bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; 


A bill i R. aaa for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

; 4 bill (H. R. 7789) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A, McCul- 
och; 

A bill ia R. at for the relief of William Karger; 

A bill (H. R, 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia Ziegler; 

A bill (H. R. 8309) grantingan increase of pension to Willis Sturgeon, 
of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; 

A bill (H, R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting; 

A bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

A bill (H.R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

A bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax; 

A bill (H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension to Simon J. 
Fought; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) for the relief of William Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for servicein the 
Indian war; s 

A bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

A bill (H. R.10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of 
the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an 
army nurse; i 

A bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M, Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 11125) grantinga pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
Margaret Dolan; : 

A bill (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel and 
Apollonia Hassendenbel; 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

A bill i R. 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill t R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; 

A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alyah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; à 

A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 

A bill (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wepzel; 

A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid; 

A bill (H. R, 12244) granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

A bill (H. R. 12293) to grant. a pension to-Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; 

A bill (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs, K. 8. Sutliff; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

A bill (H. R. 12413) grantinganincrease of pension to Robert Cullen; 

A bill (H, R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs., Mary Baldouf; 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 12593) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

A bill (H. R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, latea 
volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

A bill i R. iTia granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D. 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 12793) granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha A, Bignell; 

A bill (H, R. 12935) grantinga pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram; 

A bill (H, R. eee granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; . 

A bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; and 

A bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Bartlett. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; in which concurrence pf the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 197) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; r 

A bill (S. 2072) granting an increase of pension to Theodore Rauthe; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting pension to Lucinda Call; 

A bill (S. 2764) to provide for allotment of Jands in severalty to the 
Susie Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes therein 
named; 

A bill (S. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs, Jane Hinsdale; 
= A vin (S. 3752) for the relief of the legal representatives of Israel 

<imball; . < 

A bill (8. ren granting a pension to Matilda S. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H., Leib; 

A bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee; 

A bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobacco to minors under six- 
teen years of age in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 4592) to authorize the construction of a bridge ‘across the 


om; 
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Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- 
way, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to Lonisa A. Starkweather; 

A bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth R, Gordon, 
widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cayalry; 

A bill (H. R. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood; 

A bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow 
of Lewis H. Pelouze; 

A bill (S. 4768) granting right of way for irrigation ditch and rail- 
road sidetrack across the quartermaster’s depot reservation in Yuma 
County, Arizona; 

A bill (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right 
of yay through the Umatilla Indian reservation in the State of Oregon; 
an A 

A joint resolution (S. R. 144) for the use of the appropriations in 
the river and harbor bill relating to the Apalachicola River, Florida. 


FEES OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate bill No. 
3529, together with the report of the House Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice thereon, and move to suspend the 
rules and pass the said bill together with the amendment reported 
from the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to demand a second on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order after the bill is read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the 
courts of the United States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, 
Washington, North Dakota, and Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, respec- 
tively, double the fees now allowed by law for the like services to other dis- 
trict attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United States, but 
neither of them shall be allowed to retain for fees and other emoluments any 
greater sum in the aggregate than such other district attorneys, marshals, and 
clerks, respectively, are allowed by law to retain, and all fees, moneys, and 
emoluments received by them, respectively, above such aggregate amount shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States; and their accounts shall be 
made, audited, retarned, and settled at the same times and in the same man- 
ner that the accounts of other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks are re- 

uired to be made, audited, and settled; and whenever in cither of snid States 
the same person holds the office of clerk of both the circuit and district court 
he shall be allowed to retain for his personal compensation and emolument as 
aforesaid only such sum as is by law allowed to be retained by a person hold- 
ing the office of clerk of only one of the said courts, 

EC. 2, That the foregoing section shall expire and cease to be in force on the 
30th day of June, A. D.15v5, 

Sec, 3. That section 837 and section 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and so much of section 16 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the admission of the State of Idaho into the 
Union, and for other purposes,” approved July 3, A. D. 1890, as provides for fees 
and compensation of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of 
the United States, and so much of section 16 of the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union, and for oiher 
pur "approved July 10, A. D, 1890, as provides for fees and compensation 
of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United States, 
are hereby repealed, 


Mr. ROGERS. I now demand a second on the motion. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise toa enn inquiry. Iwoulä like to 
know whether or not this double recognition on this sideis to be counted 
as two in balancing up the account of recognitions—this granting of 
two recognitions to some gentleman on this side of the House which 
belongs on the other side. Is that to be counted on this side of the 
House or the other? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman does not present 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I make it a personal parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘TheChair isnot answering personal inquiries here, 

Is there objection to considering a second as ordered ? 

. Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better have a count. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. TARSNEY and Mr. ROGERS were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 20. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum present. ` 

Mr, ROGERS. I make the point that there is no quorum present 
and none voting. f 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
thirty-five members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. WHEEL- 
ER, of Alabama) there were—ayes 52, noes 60. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 84, not vot- 
ing 179; as follows: 


YEAS—67. 
Anderson, Miss. Brickner, Caruth, Culberson, Tex. 
Andrew, Brookshire, Catchings, Dickerson, 
Baker, Brunner, Clements, Dockery, 
Barwig, Buchanan, Va, bb, Dunnell, 
Breckiuridze, Ark, Buckalew, Cooper, Ind. cence 
an, 


Breckinridge, Ky. Bynum, Crisp, 


Flower, 
Forman, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa, 


Adams, 
Anderson, Kans, 


Bergen, 
Bingham, 
wden, 
Browne, Va, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W, Va. 
Bankhead, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Beckwith, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T.M, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Mass, 
Carlton, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala, 
Clunie, 
Cothran, m 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 


Ketcham, Outhwaite, 
Lester, Va. Owens, Ohio 
Martin, Ind. Parrett, 
Martin, Tox. Paynter, 
McAdoo, Peel, 
McCreary, Pierce, 
McKenna, Pindar, 
MeMillin, Rogers, 
Moore, Tex. Seney, 
Norton, Smith, I1. 
O’ Neil, Mass. Stockdale, 
NAYS—S&4. 
Craig, McDuffie, 
Culbertson, Pa. MoKinloy, 
olliver, MeRae, 
cvans, Milliken, 
‘arquhar, Moflitt, 
Gest, Morey, 
Grosvenor, Morrow, 
all, Morse, 
Haynes, Mudd, 
Hays, E.R, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hermann, Osborne, 
Hitt Payne, 
Hopkins, Payson, 
Kennedy, Peters, 
Kinsey, Post, 
Lacey, Quinn, 
La Follette, - Recd, Iowa 
Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Laws, Sherman, 
Lind, Smith, W, Va. 
Mansur, Smyser, 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Cutcheon, Lanham, 
Dalzell, Lansing, 
Dargan, Lawler, 
Darlington, Lee, 
Davidson, Lehlibach, 
De Lano, Lester, Ga, 
Dibble, Lewis, 
Dingley, Lodge, 
Dorsey. Magner, 
Dunpi v. Manish, 
Edmunds, Mason, 
Ellis, McClammy, 
Ewart, McClellan, 
Featherston, MeComas, 
Finley, McCord, 
Fitch, McCormick, 
Flick ë Miles, 
Flood, Miller, 
KRANA Ah 
owler, ontgomery, 
arene Aron N. 1. 
unston. Morgan 
Gear, ’ Morrill,’ 
Geary, Mutchler, 
Gifford, Niedringhaus, 
Goodnight, Nute, 
Greenhalge, Oates, 
Grimes, O'Donnel, 
Grout, O'Ferrall, 
Hansbrough, O'Neall, Ind, 
Hare, Owen, Ind. 
Harmer, Penington, 
Hayes, W.I. Perkins, 
Heard erry, 
Hem hill, Phelan, 
Henderson, NI. Pickler, 
Henderson, Iowa Price. 
Henderson, N. ©. Pugsley, 
Hill, uackenbush, 
Hooker, Raines, 
Houk, Randall, 
Kilgore, y, 
Knapp, Reilly, 
ne, Reyburn, 
Langston, Richardson, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Washington, 
Whitelaw, 
Williams, ll. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder, 


Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 

Stone, Pa, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, J. D, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wickham, 


Vike, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash, 


Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Stalilnecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Mo, 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
man, 


Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 


ey, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wright, 
ardley. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, until’ fur- 


ther notice, 


For the rest of the day: 
Mr. StRUBLE with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. Vaux. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr. STEWART, of Texas, 
Mr. McComas with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. GREENIALGE with Mr. SHIVELY. 
Mr. LODGE with Mr. PENINGTON. 


Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. LEE. 


Mr. BURTON with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. MONTGOMERY, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. O’FERRALL. 


Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. FITHIAN. 


present, 


I make the point of order that there is no quorum 


The SPEAKER. ‘The tellers will resume their places, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask whether 
the roll-call just taken discloses the presence of a quorum, 
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The SPEAKER. 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iknow; but it does require a quorum 
to transact business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would come up in its legitimate order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. CARTER. Isa motion to adjourn now in order? 

The SPEAKER. That motion has just been voted down. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise toa point of order. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen would submit their points of order 
one at a time the Chair would have less difficulty. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. I insist on the point of order that there is no quo- 
rum present to do business. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present, 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that when a roll-call dis- 
closes the fact that no quorum is present, no motions are in order ex- 
cept for a call of the House or the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is not when a roll-call on a motion to ad- 
journ shows no quorum. 

Mr. ENLOE: - I will ask the Chair to look to the rule, and see if 
it does not specifically state that when a roll-call shows no quorum 
present nothing is in order except a call of the House or a motion to 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any citation to give the 
Chair—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I will furnish the Chair with the rule. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the House do 
now adjourn. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the call of the House is voted down then a 
motion to adjourn will be in order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and it 
was rejected. 

Mr. CARTER. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the vote the following proceedings took 
place: 


It does not; but a quorum is not required on 4 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the following bill; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio. 


PURE LARD. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have: 
printed in the RECORD certain resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Missouri. 

Mr. KELLEY. On what subject? 

Mr. TARSNEY. In reference to the Conger Jard bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: - 

Whereas Congress, in the exercise of its power to regulate commerce between 
the several States and Territories, has the right to pass all needful and necessary 
laws for the purpose of preventing the misbranding of adulterated or compound 
articles offood; and 

Whereas, owing to the depression existing in the Prices of all farm products, 
there isan increasing and urgent demand that all compound or adulterated 
articles of food shall be required to be properly branded and labeled, in order 
that the interests of the agricultural classes who are engaged in the production 
of articles of food may be properly conserved; and 

Whereas being opposes to any exercise of the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, either through the internal-reyenue system or otherwise, by which any 
on industry is fostered and builtup at the expense of any other industry: There- 

fore. 
Be it resolved by the house of representatices of the Thirty-sixth General Assembly of 
Missouri: 1. That our Senators in Congress be instructed to vote against the so- 
called Conger lard bill, for the reason that it invokes the taxing power of the 
Government for the purpose of crushing out a legitimate industry for the bene- 
fit of a rival and competitive industry and is thercfore class legislation of the 
‘most vicious character. 

2, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use their influence and votes to secure the passage of 
what is known as the Paddock purc-food bill, as a measure which is general in 
its scope and character, and not sectional in its application and effect, and which 
will furnish adequate protection to the farming classes against counterfeit food 
prepatations. 

3, That the chief clerk of this house be instructed to transmit a certified copy 
of these resolutions to each Senator and Representative in Congress from this 
State at Washington. 


I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original resolution as 
introduced into and feces by the house of representatives of the Thirty-sixth 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri, January 28, 1891. 

A. S. SMITH, Chief Clerk, 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States what is 
known as the Lonka election bill; and 

Whereas the said election bill isin direct conflict with the principles upon 


which this Government is founded, inasmuch as it tends to a centralization of 
power in the hands ofa few, with power to suppress the right of su ; and 

Whereas the Con of the United States has, by an act approved by the 
President of the United States, appropriated money for the World’s Fair to be 
held in Chicago in the ps A.D. 1892,and the President of the United States 
has by proclamation duly declared the same to the civilized world: Therefore, 

Beitresolved by the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, Thatnomoney shali 
be appropriated for said World’s Fair as long as Congress threatens the liberty 
of the people with the Federal election Jaw; and should the Lodge election 
bill become a law, in no event will the General Assembly of the State of Mis- 
souri appropriate one single dollar for the World's Fair at Chicago, 


Thereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original resolution ag 
introduced into and adopted by the house of representatives of the Thirty-sixth 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri, January 22, 1891. 

A, 8, SMITH, Chief Clerk, 
SUPPLEMENTARY RESOLUTION, 


Resolved, That the chief clerk be instructed to send a copy of the "World's 
Fair resolution " adopted by this house to Senator GEORGE G. Vest and one to 
Hon. Joun C. TAnsyey, and request them to present the same to their respec: 


tive branches of Congress. 
A. S. SMITH, Chief Clerk. 
RECOMMITTAL OF A JOINT RESOLUTION, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Iask unanimous consent to take from 
the House Calendar the joint resolution numbered 190 and recommit 
it to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw House resolution numbered 190 from the Calendar 
and recommit it to the Committee on Military Affairs. Is there ob- 


jection? 
Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry. What is this? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has just stated. 


Mr. ROGERS. I did not understand the Chair, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. ROGERS. May I inquire what the resolution is? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman has already inquired. Itisa pri- 
vate bill. - s 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam very much obliged to the Speaker. 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there other objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwould like to answer the question of the Chair now 
with reference to the point of order I made. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has been carried, 

‘The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and eena wey (at 5 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


I have no 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was ` 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


DEFICIENCIES IN QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting esti- 
mates of deficiencies in the appropriation for the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment of the Army for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1891—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
State of Indiana, requesting the members of Congress from that State 
to use all honorable means for the speedy consideration and passage of 
House bill 319, known as the bill to pension the Union ex-prisoners of 
war, now pendingin the United States Congress—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Joint resolutions of thesenate and house of rep- 
resentatives of the State of Indiana, in favor of the speedy consideration 
and passage of Honse bill No. 319, to pension the Union ex-prisoners 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. X 

By Mr. WHITELAW: Resolution of the Missouri Legislature, in the 
interest of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A joint resolution of the senate and house 
of representatives of the State of Indiana, requesting the passage of H, 
R. 319, a bill to pension ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr, HATCH: Resolutionsof the Missouri Legislature, in favor of 
pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 
29, 1890, authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the 
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REM and place him on the retired list—to the Committee on Military 


airs, 

A bill (S. 4781) creating the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 153) to fill’ vacancy existing in the Board 
a pegent of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXH, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: . 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives pay to Samuel Hos- 
mer, assistant postmaster of the House of Representatives, the difference be- 
tween the pay of tho Postmasterand the assistant during the time he was acting 
en area O the House of Representatives, from October 1 to December 15, in- 

usive; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCREARY: 

Resolved, That on the 12th day of February, 1891, Senate bill 4675, to provide 
a unit of value and for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other purposes, 

beas orderand shall be considered in the House of Representatives 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, and continue to be considered 


each day after the reading of the Journal until a vote is taken on the passage 
of the bill; ” 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13449) for the relief of the heirs of 
Henry A. Lee, accompanied by a report (No. 3653)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13350) 
to establish a fish hatchery in the State of New York near the St. Law- 
rence River, accompanied by a report (No. 3654)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shot- 
well, accompanied by a report (No. 3655)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2785) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a boat railway at The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls and Ten-Mile Rapids of the Columbia River, and for the 
improvement of Three-Mile Rapids, accompanied by a report (No. 
3656)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13454) to amend sec- 
tion 3394 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) to provide for 
transfer of a part of the site of the powder depot near Dover, N. J., to 
the Navy Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 13455) granting a pension to Adelia 
S. Ferris, late a nurse during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. G 3 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13456) to place the name 
of Milton C. Miller on the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. è 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13457) for the relief of A. Floyd, 
of Warren County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 13458) to increase the pension 
of George W. North, Company K, Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

3y Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Eveline 
Britton, mother of John Britton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of George 
Harlan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13461) granting a 
pension to Mrs, L. G. Baylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


-| also, by same union,.signed by E. H. Haskell, Ro 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union) signed by William Kittle, pastor, and Fred D. Smith, 
clerk, of Trinity Church, Englewood, Tl. representing 50 members; also 
by same union, signed by J. R. Brittain, pastor, and J. McClelland, 
clerk, of United Presbyterian Church, of Englewood, HI., representing 
100 members; also, by same union, signed by Albert L. Smedley, pastor, 
and J. E. Deeres, clerk, of First Congressional Church, of Englewood, I1., 
representing 800 members; also, by same union, signed by C. E. Mande- 
ville, pastor, and A. D. Morrison, clerk, Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Englewood, Ill., representing 600members; also, bysame union, signed 
by Rey. Thomas Westerdale, pastor, and H. W. Rodgers, clerk, of 
Simpson Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, Ill., represent- 
ing 275 members; also, by same union, signed by Frederick J. Walton, 
pastor, and John.W. Howard, clerk, of Trinity Church, Reformed 
Episcopal, of Englewood, IlI., representing 260 members; also, by same 
union, signed by Hugh D. Atchinson, pastor, and William Hobbs, clerk, 
of Normal Park Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, I1., rep- 
resenting 50 members; also, by same union, signed by M. H. Hind- 
man, pastor, and B. S. Wilson, clerk, Normal Park Presbyterian Church, 
of Chicago, representing 250 members; also, by same union, signed by 
J. F. Bartlett, pastor, and O. W. Smith, clerk, of Covenant Baptist 
Church, of Englewood, Ill., representing 260 members; also, by same 
union, signed by Charles Reynolds, pastor, and Charles Van Buren, 
clerk, of North Congregational Church, of Englewood, Il., represent- 
ing 93 members; also, by same union, signed by B. H. Hayden, pas- 
tor, and Dorn A. Mitchel], clerk, of Church of Christ, of Englewood, 
UL, representing 160 members, praying for the ge of the bill pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the social 
vice—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Eva F. Clark, for invalid pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of William H. Bodkin & Co., of Up- 
shur County, West Virginia; also of John Cook, of Raleigh County, 
West Virginia, praying their claims be referred to the Court of Claims 
pacer the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., to regulate 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Elmer E. Smead, John W. Everhart, 
Sarah J. Scott, and 80 others, citizens of Allendale County, Michigan, 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union) signed by E. H. Haskell, Alexander Smith, 
Hattie Tracy, and 37 others, citizens of Amity, Me.; also, by same 
union, signed by H. W. Cook, S. C. Allen, Mrs. E. L. Hulls, and 60 
others, citizens of Harrington, Me.; also, by same union, signed by 
Leonard Mays, William M. Haskell, Adelia Day, and 39 others, citi- 
zens of Hodgdon, Me.; also, by same union, signed by Jonathan Estes, 
C. V. Parsons, Della M. Hoyt, and 37 others, citizens of Easton, Me.; 
also, by same union, signed by Charles E. Mason, G. P. Cowan, Eliza- 
beth Myer, and 42 others, citizens of Bangor, Me.; also, by sameunion, 
signed by F.C. Rogers, J. S. Johnson, Alice C. Mays, and 53 others, 
citizens of Bangor, Me., praying for the passage of the bill providing 
for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the social vice— 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition by same union, signed by Fred. Parsons, W. D. Worth, 
Sarah M. Matthews, and 27 others, citizens of Upper Stillwater, Me.; 
Wilcox, Hattie 
Tracy, and 41 others, citizens of Amity, Me.; also, by same union, 
signed by William M. Haskell, J. C. Perrigo, Mrs. George Pollard, and 
39 others, citizens of Hedgdon, Me.; also, by same union, signed by 
H. W. Cook, George W. Hall, Bessie A. Downing, and 61 others, cit- 
izens of Harrington, Me.; also, by same union, signed by Mary E. 
Phinney, president, and Frances D. Hanscom, secretary, of Christian 
Endeavor Baptist Church, of East Machias, Me.; also, of the Congre- 
gational Church, and Sunlight Lodge, No. 131, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of same place; also, by same union, signed by Hiram 
T. Day, J. R. Talbot, Mary Elliott, and 93 others, citizens of East 
Machias, Me., praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the im- 
portation, exportation, and interstate t rtation of alcoholic bey- 
erages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic; 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 13394, granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy O’ Neil—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition (cirenlated by the Woman’s Christian 
Tem ce Union) signed by E. L. Durant, 8. C. Johnson, Hattic 
T. Bennett, and 308 others, citizens of Racine, Wis., praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. i 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Samuel Wheeler and others, 
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citizens of Knox County, Ohio; also, resolutions of North Liberty Al- 
liance, No. 111, of same county and State, in favor of House bill 5353, 
defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of Marion (Pa.) Council, No. 326, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, fayoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by O. W. Folsom, Mrs. H. E. Poliver, and 
42 others, citizens of Bath, Me.; also, by same union, signed by J. F- 
Libby, L. Turner, jr., H. H. Cric, and 31 others, citizens of Rockland, 
Me.; also, by same union, signed W. G. Wadsworth, G. W. Tiffany, 
Alice Knowlton, and 31 others, citizens of Camden, Me.; also, bysame 
union, signed by H. G. Brown, L. D. Marshall, Mrs. Delia Berry, and 
42 others, citizens of West Paris, Me.; also, by same union, signed by 
L. B. McIntyre, 8. H. Enery, Mrs. G. W. Davis, and 13 others, citi- 
zens of Warren, Me., praying for the passage of the bill to ee 
the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages—to the Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of D. L. Boynton and 94 others, citi- 
zens of Dennison, Crawford County, Iowa, in favor of a law to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of butterine, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Joseph Leach and 27 others, citizens of Ledyard, 
Towa, favoring the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Glen S. Williamson, of Carroll County, 
Tennessee, for reference of claim to the Courtof Claims, under the pro- 
yisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of citizens of Coal Valley, IIL, for the pas- 
sage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures; also, petition of 
citizens of Rock Island County, Ilinois, for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill—to the Committee ou Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Cynthia Carlisle, president, and Finley 
W. Goodrich, secretary, of the Society of Christian Endeavor, of Du- 
rand, Wis., representing 35 members, praying for the passage of the 
bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transpor- 
tation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Six petitions of the people of Iowa, 
urging the passage of the bill providing for the free coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. ._ 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa; Petition of 36 citizensof Maxfield, 
Bremer County, Iowa; also, of 41 other citizens of Iowa, asking for the 
speedy enactment of a law giving to the several States authority to 
control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by B. A. Biggs, president, and Mrs. G. W. 
La Porte, secretary, Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Chama, 
N. Mex.; also, by same union, signed by A. H. Kirkbride, J. D. Riggs, 
Mrs. S. M. Briggs, and 67 others, citizens of Chama, N. Mex., praying 
for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Commit- 
teeon the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition(circulated by the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union) signed by William A. Billy, Frank Mills, Mrs. DoraSimp- 
son, and 19 others, citizens of El Dorado, Kans., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
‘Temperance Union) signed by George P. Bell, C. W. Wright, Emma 
F, Palmer, and 37 others, citizens of East Chatham, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MAISH: Resolution of Mulberry Grange, No, 978, Patrons or 
Husbandry, of York, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 5353, de- 
fining futures and options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same organization favoring the passage of 
Senate bill 3991, known as the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, for soundings for Pacific Ocean cable from San Francisco to the 
Hawaiian Islands, thence to colony of New Zealand—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of same body to extend benefits of existing laws to 
Alaska Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, petition of the same body for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of St. Clair D. Kirtley and Francis 
W. Kirtley, of Rockingham County, Virginia, praying that their war 
claim be referred to the Court of.Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Rebecca J. Hall for pension, to ac- 
company House bill 13364—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition (circulated by the Woman's Christian 
Teniperance Union) signed by Henry Mitchell, president, and. L. ©, 
Wellman, secretary, of Farmers’ Suballiance No. 988, of Varck, Kans., 
representing 34 members, praying for the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of 
ahaa beyerages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

rafie. 

Also, by the same union, for the passage of the bill providing for the 
appointment of a commission on the subject of the social yice—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by J. B. Pitts, A. J. Binford, Emma Gaddis, 
and 45 others, citizens of Naron, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transpor- 
tation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. POST: Resolution of G. W. Trafton Post, No. 234, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Knoxville, Ill. ; also, of Dan McCook Post, 
No. 53, Grand Army of the Republic, of Elmwood, IL, relative to 
woman sufirage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of R. M. Hanna and others, citizens of Peoria, I1., 
for the early passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; also, resolutions 
of the Chicago Law Institute, for the passage of the bill for the relief of 
the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Two petitions of practicing lawyers of the 
upper peninsula of Michigan, urging passage of bill pending in the 
House of Representatives providing for the creation of the upper pe- 
ninsula of Michigan into a separate judicial district—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Three petitions of citizens of Lyon County, Iowa, 
urging the speedy enactment of the Conger lard bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of M. B. Darnell, esq., and 45 others, citizens of Hull, 
Towa, asking for the enactment of a law giving the several States au- 
thority to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, 
and all compounds in imitation of butter—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petitionof R. M. Crabbs and 9 others, 
citizens of Jefferson County, Ohio, in favor of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Fidelity Farmers’ Alliance, No. 144, of the same 
county and State, for the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by P. W. Dickey, Daniel Price, Sue E, Norris, and 52 
others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 

ortation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition (circulated by the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union) signed by J. T. Vallou, R. E. 
Hawks, Evaline Mitchell, and 50 others, citizens of Salida, Colo.; also, 
by same union, signed by W. R. Eggleston, John Boling, Maggie D, 
Taggert, and 67 others, citizens of same place, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): Petition of William R. Foster, of 
Augusta County, Virginia, praying that his war claim he referred to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Vessel-Own- 
ers’ Association, favoring the proposed tunnel under the Detroit River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. z 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Isadora Lodge, No. 207, 
Missouri, in favor of free coinage of silver and the issue of all money 
directly from the Government—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of William Richmond, W. Zink, M. M. Johnson, and 
130 others, citizens of Denver, Mo., in fayor of the free coinage of sil- 
yer and for the issue of all money directly from the Government, com- 
posed of gold, silver, and greenbacks, all legal tender, ete.—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Phelps City, Mo., in favor of free coin- 
age of silver and the issue of all money directly by the Government to 
the people—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of W. B. Fortner, Adolph Bishop, William Leach, New- 
ton Bird, and 84 others, of Avenue City, Mo., in favor of the free coin- 
age of silver and the issue of all money directly from the Government 
with legal-tender quality, including gold, silver, and paper—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of London Union Farmers and Laborers’ Union, No. 
2061, of Atchison County, Missouri, asking for steps to be taken at as 
early a day as possible for the foreclosure of the mortgage held by the 
pone on the Union Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pacific 

Railroads. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Philadeiphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3786, permitting rail- 
roads to give reduced rates of transportation to commercial travelers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the following petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

as of George Stanway and 11 other citizens of Randolph County, 
Illinois; 

Petition of Henry Bessen and 24 other citizens of Randolph County, 
Ilinois; and 

Petition of the Prairie Du Rocher Lodge, Farmers’ Mutnal Benefit 
Association, of Randolph County, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of the State of Tli- 
nois, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of District Assembly No. 
1851, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Christian County, Ilinois, 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago (Ill.) Vessel-Owners’ As- 
sociation, praying for the passage of the bill authorizing the Detroit 
Railroad and Tunnel Company to construct a tunnel under the De- 
troit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 1701, of Carroll County, Iowa; and 

Petition of 16 citizens of Carroll County, Iowa. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of CharlesS. Ashley and 86 other 
citizens of New Bedford, Mass., comprising more than 90 per cent. of 
all dealers in compound lards in that city, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Houghton, Mifflin & Co. and other 
publishers of Boston, Mass., and a petition of citizens of Chicopee, Mass., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. i : 

Mr. HALE presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the 
subject of social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor; 

Petition of E. E. Moon and 82 other citizens of Cherryfield, Me.; 

Petition of B. A. Campbell and 26 other citizens of Pembroke, Me., 

Petition of H. M. Spear and 82 other citizens of Gardiner, Me, ; 

Petition of Isaac Winslow and 37 other citizens of St. Albans, Me.; 
and 

Petition of Erastus Richmond and 92 other citizens of Ellsworth, Me. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and inter- 
state transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie 
on the table: 

Petition of Louis D. Morrill, president, and Elizabeth F. Honser, 
secretary, of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Can- 
terbury, N. H.; 

Petition of Addie M. Heath, president, and Sarah W. French, secre- 
tary, of the Monthly Meetings, Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Canterbury, N. H., representing 50 members; and 
Petition of Rev. H. P. Page and 95 other citizens of Canterbury, 
N. H. 5 
Mr. CHANDLER presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill for the appointment of a national social vice com- 
mission; which were referred to the Committee on Education and La- 


r: 

Petition of Lonis D. Morrill, president, and Elizabeth F. Houser, 
secretary, of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of 
Canterbury, N. H.; 

Petition of Addie M. Heath, president, Sarah W. French, secretary, 
and 50 other members of the Monthly Meeting, Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Canterbury, N. H.; and 

Petition of H. P. Page, Alfre: H. Brown, Lizzie H. Jones, and 54 
other citizens of Canterbury, N. H. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., pray- 
ing for the immediate consideration and passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the following petitions of citizens of the State of 
Minnesota, praving for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Marcus Lauritsen and 26 other citizens of Tyler, Lincoln 
County, Minnesota; 
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Petition of Jorgen Jakobsen and 26 other citizens of Tyler, Lincoln 
County, Minnesota; 

Petition of G. A. Juhn and 18 other citizens of Mapleton, Blue 
Earth County, Minnesota; 

` Resolutions of Hope Farmers’ Alliance, No. 823, of Lincoln County, 
Minnesota; 

Resolutions of Town Badger Farmers’ Alliance, of Polk County, Min- 
nesota; and 

Petition of T. O. Amundsen and 24 other citizens of Badger, Polk 
County, Minnesota. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the following petitions, circulated by the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the 
bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of 
social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor: 

Petition of Helena Van Blarcom, president, and Adda Robertson, 
secretary, representing 103 members, of Paterson, N. J.; 

Petition of Alexander Creasey, president, and J. C. Johnson, secre- 
tary, of the Evangelical Alliance of Ministers, representing 32 members, 
of Paterson, N. J.; and 

Petition of Susanna Westervelt, president, and Sarah E. McCall, sec- 
retary, of the Woman’s Relief Corps, Grand Army of the Republic, rep- 
resenting 35 members, of Paterson, N. J. 

Mr. GIBSON. I presenta petition of 11 Presbyterian clergymen of 
the city of New Orleans, La., praying for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution to prohibit lotteries. As tle petition is brief, I move thatit 
be printed as a document and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ialso present a petition of citizens of New Orleans, 
La., representatives of banks, in which they earnestly deprecate the 
further discussion of the measure known as the free-coinage bill by the 
United States Congress, and in which they request their Senators 
and Representatives to use their influence in preventing agitation of 
this question any longer. ‘The petitioners declare that the prolonged 
discussion of that measure is a standing menace to the growing pros- 
perity of the whole country. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. meg 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of the Philadelphia Bg tl de 
ical Union, No. 2, praying for the passage of the copyright bill and 
urging that it may be passed without amendment of any kind. The 
petitioners call attention to the indorsements of the bill by other labor 
organizations, the United Labor League, of Philadelphia, signed by 
James Day, president; the American Federation of Labor, signed by 
Samuel Gompers, president, representing 650,000 working people; the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, represent- 
ing 83,000 carpenters; T. V. Powderly, general master workman of the 
Knights of Labor, representing that organization, all earnestly indors- 
ing and praying for the passage of the copyright bill. As that bill 
has been reported I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the American Photographers’ 
Association, embodying resolutions adopted at the tenth annual con- 
vention at Washington, D. C., praying Congress to enact the Torrey 
bankrupt bill without delay; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill providing for the appointment of a national social-vice 
commission; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Mrs. A. J. Lacey, president, and Dora B. Pound, sec- 
retary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Slaughter, 
Wash., representing 30 members; . 

Petition of Mrs. C. Lincoln, president, and M. E. Boyd, secretary, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Fernhill, Wash., rep- 
resenting 6 members; 

Petition of Mary E. Le Sound, president, -and Mary E. Chase, secre- 
tary, of Coupeville Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Coupe- 
ville, Wash., representing 16 members; and 

Petition of Mrs. E. K. Crosby, president, and Mrs. R. M. Folsom, sec- 
retary, of Snohomish Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Sno- 
homish, Wash., representing 16 members. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of S. A. Jackson and other citizens 
of the Indian ‘ferritory and the petition of John Volle and other citi- 
zens of Harrisonville, Cass County, Missouri, praying for the passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the following petitions of citizens of Ne- 
braska, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J.P. Skow and 30 other citizens of Verona, Clay County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of M. P. Dendinger and 12 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of D. J. Dalrymple and 19 other citizens of Burt County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of D. W. McMillin and 19 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Basil Alliance, No. 444, of Antelope County, Ne- 
braska; 
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Petition of J. M. Hoben and 25 other citizens of Wheeler County, 
Nebraska; 
Petition of James S. Yager and 32 other members of Star Alliance, 


__ of Antelope County, Nebraska; 


Resolutions of Star Alliance, No. 1835, of Nebraska; 

Petition of C. H. Walker and 37 other citizens of Butler County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Buffalo Alliance, No. 832, of Lexington, Dawson 
County, Nebraska; and 

Petition of D. S. Heckman’and 16 other citizens of Custer County, 
Nebraska. 

- Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Crystal Plate Glass Com- 
pany and sundry other business and manufacturing establishments of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 377, of Maries County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1374, Worth County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 721, of Saline County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 693, of Cass County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 578, of Dent County, 
Missouri. : 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of District Assembly No. 66, 
Knights of Labor, praying that a committee be appointed to investi- 
gate the conduct of assessors of real estate in the District of Columbia 
and of the district attorney and his associates in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the Photographers’ Association 
of America, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the New Haven Chamber of 
Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the free-coinage bill; 
which was ordered to lie ou the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the free-coinage 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following petitions of citizens and business 
firms of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of sundry business firms of Worcester, Mass.; and 

Two petitions of sundry business firms of Boston, Mass. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 429 citizens of Newburyport, 
Mass., praying for the passage of a bill to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of George A. Whitney, William H. 
Tattle, Laura Adams, and 127 other citizens of Defiance, Ohio, and a 
petition of M. A. Smith, chief templar, and Mrs. F. W. Young, secre- 
tary of the Independent Order of Good Templars, of Defiances Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exporta- 
tion, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of business firms of Bellaire, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. i 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Charles F. Joy, of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 4126) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow 
of John Jones, reported it without amendment, and ‘submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the biil (S. 4754) to amend the act authorizing the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct a road through Indian 
Territory, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by himselfon January 31, intended 
to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 


SUPPLEMENT TO CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 
Mr, MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
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referred the following concurrent resolution, renorted adversely thercon; 
and it was postponed indefinitely: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 


printed 10,000 additional copies of thie supplement to the Congressional Direc- 
tory, 3,500 for the Senate and 6,500 for the Liouse of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON, My reason for the request that the resolution 
be indefinitely postponed is that the House of Representatives has 
ordered for its own use, I think, 7,000 copies of the supplement. I as- 
certained upon inquiry that the supplement, which will contain maps of 
all the Congressional districts and the population of the United States 
by counties, by Congressional districts, and by States, can be printed 
to the extent of 7,000 copies for $400, which is within the limit fixed 
by law. I therefore submit the following Senate resolution and ask 
for its present consideration: 


Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 7,000 addittonal copies of the sup- 
plement to the Congressional Directory, containing maps of Congressional dis- 
tricts, population of States by counties, and population by Congressional dis- 
tricts, for the use of the Senate. 


‘The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


PRINTING OF RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably with an amendment the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] on December 8, 1890; 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatallresolutions offered in the Senate and ordered to be printed 
shall be printed in bill form. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution by inserting 
after the word ‘‘that,’’ the words ‘* beginning with the next Congress,’’ 
The reason for this action will be apparent. In the present form that 
Senate resolutions and concurrent resolutions are printed it is almost 
impossible for Senators to amend them, and this proposition is to put 
them in bill form, so that they will be readily amendable. The com- 
mittee thinks it is a very important and valuable change. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The CMIEF CLERK. After the first word ‘‘that,’’ insert the words 
“ beginning with the next Congress;’’ so as to make the resolution 
read: 

Resolved, That, beginning with tha next Congress, all resolutions offered in the 
Senate and ordered to be printed shall be printed in bill form. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PENSIONS IN TRUST. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8589) to amend sec- 
tions 4783 and 5486 of the Revised Statutes, to report it back favora- 
bly; and, as itis very brief and will not consume time, I ask that it 
may be considered now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 


Be it enacted, étc.. That sections 4783 and 5155 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the Same are hereby, so nmended as to read as follows: 

“ Every guardian, conservator, curator, committee, tutor, or other person hav- 
ing charge and custody in a fiduciary capacity of the pension of his ward,who 
shall embezzle the same in violation of his trust, or fraudulently convert the 
same to his own use, shall be punished by fine not exceeding $2,000 or imprison- 
ment at hard labor for a term not exceeding five years, or both, at the discretion 
of the court,” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


‘a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CABINET VACANCIES, 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13453) to amend section 180 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. As itis a matter of some importance, 
I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be itenaeted, etc., Thatsection 180 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read asfollows: 

“A vacancy occasioned by death or resignation must not be temporarily filled 
under the three preceding sections for a longer period than thirty days.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee on 
Finance will be stated. 
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The Cuter CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That section 177 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United Statesis hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Src. 177. In case of death, resignation, absence, or sicknoss of the head of any 
Department the assistant thereof, if there be only one, or if there be more than 
one assistant then the one designated by the President, shall perform the duties 
ofsuch head until a successor is appointed orsuch absence or sickness shall 


Sec. 2. That section 178 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 178. In case of the death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the chief 
of any bureau, or of any officer thereof, whose appointment is not vestedin the 
head of the Department, theassistant or nepaly of such chief or such officer, or, 
ifthere be none, then the chief clerk of such bureau shall perform the duties of 
such chief or of such officer until a successor is appointed or such absence or 
sickness shall cease, unless the President shall authorize and direct some officer 
in any of the Departments whose appointment is vested in the President by 
. and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to perform the duties of such office 

meantime, but the powers of such officer so SA ESIA by the President shall 
notcontinue fora longer period than thirty days; andif sucha vacancyshall not 
be filled or such absence or sickness shall not cease during said thirty days the 
officer lawfully entitled to exercise the duties of such office without designa- 
tion by the President shall perform the duties of such offico until such vacancy 
shall be filled or such absence or sickness shall cease.”’ 

Sec. 3, That section 179 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 179. In any of the cases mentioned in section 177, except the death, 
Cee ered absence, or sickness of the Attorney-General, the President may 
in his discretion authorize and direct the head of any other Department, or 

intment is vested in the 
© Senate, to perform the 


any other officer in any other Department whose ap 
President by and with the advice and consent of 
dutics of the office so vacant or the head of which {s absent orsick, for a period 
not exceeding thirty days; and in case of such designation the powers de- 
volved on any assistant, as provided in section 177, shall not be exercised, but 
the officer so designated by the President shall have and exercise, during such 
period of thirty days, all the powers of such head of the Department. In caso 
of such designation by the President, if it shall happen that the vacancy in the 
head of any such Department shall not hava been filled or such sickness or 
absence shall not have ceased during such period, the assistant described in 
section 177 shall be authorized to exercise the duties of such head of a De- 
partment until the vacancy shall be lawfully filled or such sickness or absence 
shall havetveased.” 

Sec. 4. That section 1890f the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
repealed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing tothe amend- 
ment of the committee. : 

Mr. TURPIE. It seems to me that the designation so often spoken 
of in the amendment ought to be required to be in writing; that it 
should be a written designation and that it ought also to be required 
to be filed in the Department to be affected thereby. 

Mr. MORRILL, That is always done, There is no necessity for 
putting it into law. J 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course it is done. The designa- 
tion must be in writing. 

Mr, TURPIE. Idonot hear the suggestion of Senators on the other 
side. 

Mr. MORRILL. I say that that is the custom always and there is 
no need of its being the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘‘designation”’ itself is a suficient re- 
quirement. It must be in writing.” It is always done. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is always done. 

Mr. TURPIE. There may be something in the force of custom, but 
there is nothing in the text requiring the designation to be in writing 
or requiring it to be filed at the Department to be affected by it. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection to putting in the words “in 
writing” after “designated,” but itis entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment will be in the first section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The CMIEF CLERK. In line 10, section 1, of the amendment, after 
the word ‘‘designated,’’ insert the words ‘‘in writing,” so as to read: 

In case of the death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the head of any 
Department the assistant thereof, if there be only one, or, ifthere be more than 
one assistant, then the one designated in writing by the President, shall per- 
form the duties of such head until a successor is appointed or such absence or 
sickness shall cease, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment now be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN, The first section of the amendment I understand 
requires the President to designate an assistant to act for any length 
oftime. There is no limit fixed as to when the time shall expire. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Department is left in charge of the Assistant 
Secre who has been confirmed by the Senate. If the sickness of 
the head of a Department should continue for more than thirty days, of 
course, it permits him to perform the duties. Otherwise the vacancy 
is to be filled within thirty days. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Vermont if that is nota 
very radical change and whether there ought not to be some limita- 
tion. We all know that gentlemen are selected for assistants of these 
Departments, for the great Treasury Department, and there might be 
some question as to whether favorable action was to be had in selecting 
a head of that Department. It does seem to me that there ought to 
be a limit. Formerly I understand the time was six months, and 
afterwards during President Johnson’s time it waslimited to ten days. 
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Now, we are going back and throwing it open and permitting these 
officers to be designated nnd to act for any length of time, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Maryland will appreciate that 
it would be pretty difficult to fix a time in regard to sickness. Forin- 
stance, take the case of Mr. Manning. Itmay continue for one month, 
or two months, or three, or four months, when it would not probably 
be a wise thing to remove the head of the Department because he was 
absent on account of sickness. Some limitation in the duration of the 
term of an Assistant Secretary would seem to be an obvious necessity 
if you could define the length of the sickness, As a matter of course, 
in case of death the provision made is for thirty days, bütin the case of 
sickness no limitation can be fixed with any certainty that would re- 
quire the President to make a new appointment of a Secretary of the 
Treasury, for instance, within a given time. Perhaps the limitation 
of a year would not be unreasonable, orsix months, butcertainly thirty 
days would not be suficient for the head of a Department to recover 
from a serious sickness in case it should befall him during his term of 
office. I think, therefore, as it isalwaysin the power of the President 
to remove, it would be pretty difficult.to fix a limit in the case of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. HALE. Ishonld be very glad to have the Senator who reports 
this bill state to the Senate what reasons there were for going so largely 
into the question of the tenure of certain officers and their appoint- 
ment. The emergency that arose was one that was clearly defined and 
was the subject of a special message from the President. The House 
of Representatives evidently took the matter up in that spirit, and 
passed a simple bill of a few lines, which Iam bound to say suits me 
very much better than this long bill reported by the Senator from Ver- 
mont and sought to be put through now certainly without my being 
able to understand it. It occurs to me that the better thing to do would 
be to do just what the House of Representatives did, take that simple 
bill and pass it without any amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator from Maine that if he 
will read the report of the Attorney-General which accompanied the 
message of the President he will sce that there is a difference in the 
construction of the statutes as they now stand by our Attorneys-Gen- 
eral. It was thought better to revise the whole law on the subject, so 
that it would embrace any officer belonging to the Cabinet of the Pres- 
ident and also reach the point in the case of extending the time from 
ten days to thirty days; and that is all that is proposed. 

Mr. HALE. But the bill seems to go into other appointments; it 
deals with burean officers. 

Mr. MORRILL. No more than the existing law. 

Mr. HALE. It evidently deals with them, and they are already 
dealt with by existing law. The Departments, for aught that any of 
us know, have gone on well enough. The simple bill providing for 
the emergency is easily understood by everybody; it met no objection 
anywhere; but, going wider and farther, as the committee has into this 
matter, it does raise questions, and I for one hope that the Senate 
will pass the bill as it came from the other House: 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, I have made a carefulexamination 
of the clauses in the statute book now relating to this subject, and 
have come to the conclusion, without reference to the bill introduced 
into the Senate, which I had not seen nor heard of till this morning, 
that all that is necessary either for permanent legislation or for th 
exigency is to enlarge the period within which authority for tempo- 
rary appointment is Sea This I understand now has been pro- 
vided for by a bill which passed the other House, simply by substi- 
tuting the word ‘‘thirty’’ for “ten,” as the statute now reads. 
Whether any new regulations should be made hereafter (and I cannot 
foresee their necessity) this measure is all that is needed for this exi- 
gency, and so far as Ican see all that is necéssary for any supervening 
exigencies hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. TI ask that the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which is now before the Senate and which the committee 
proposes to amend, be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. What is the precise question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to theamend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance as amended, 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Vermont will permit this 
subject to go over until to-morrow, so that we may have a chance to 
examine the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me, the provisions of the 
amendment are perfectly clear as proposed by the Senate committee. 
Instead of making the term thirty days, an Assistant Secretary is ap- 
pointed who shall hold indefinitely until the President shall haye se- 
lected a Secretary. Thatis the difference between the House bill and 
the Senate amendment, and the only difference. 

Mr. REAGAN, ‘Theeffect of that might be that we should have the 
head of a Department holding indefinitely without the consent of the 
Senate, and I do not think that ought to be. I prefer the House bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. So dol. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on the amendment, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senate 
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Jong enough to consider the question as to whether all the Depart- 
ments ought not to be embraced in this bill and whether it would not 
be better to clear any cloud of doubt that there may bein the construc- 
tion of the law. 

As stated by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the only point 
of difference between the House bill and the amendment, so faras the 
Secretary of the Treasury is concerned, is to extend the period from 
ten to thirty days. It strikes me it would be far better to revise all 
those three sections of the law, so as to make them apply definitely to 
every Department in case of the death or sickness or absence of the 
head of the Department, rather than to leave it to a contingency that 
may happen at any time in relation to any of the other Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like tosay a word on this 
subject if Iam not too late. I did not know it was coming up this 
morning. 

I think it quite important, in view of what has taken place hitherto 
in regard to the construction of sections 177, 178, 179, and 180 of the 
Revised Statutes, that, while we are legislating abont it, we shall en- 
deayor to make the law perfectly clear for the future. There has been 
doubt in the Attorney-General’s Office and in the Departments, and 
with Presidents heretofore, whether the Assistant Secretaries, or the 
Secretary, as the case may be, the President not interfering at all, could 
exercise the functions of the office for more than the ten days which 
are mentioned in section 180. Sometimes it has been thought that 
they could, and at other times, by opinions of the Attorneys-General, 
that they could not in the case that I am now speaking of, there being 
no interference by the President under his power of designation. 

Therefore, it appears to me, and I believe that is agreeable to the 
Department of Justice as well, that, if we are to legislate upon thesub- 
ject at all, we should make a recast of all these sections, so as to make 
it clear what would be the powers at the end of thirty days, that we 
all agree upon as being a reasonable time, if the President should not 
have interfered and some accident should have happened which made 
it necessary for some one to administer one of these Departmentsat the 
endof thirty days. Accordingly, I believe the committeedraughted an 
amendatory provision to these sections, to which I am sure nobody 
would disagree, which makes, or attempts to make, it entirely clear; 
whereas, if we pass the House bill alone, it leaves all these doubts and 
difficulties arising at the end of thirty days which now embarrass every- 
body at the end of ten days. While we are about it, it seems to me it 
would be quite wise to adopt the committee amendment and thus make 
the scheme complete in all its aspects, 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall ask for a committee of conference if the 
amendment be agreed to, so that the amendment will not retard the 
final passage of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. It appears to me that the very fact that this debate 
has arisen here and that doubts have come up in the minds of Senators 
as to the operation of this amendment is in itself a conclusive argu- 
ment against the amendment. ‘The other branch of the national Leg- 
islature took the subjectup at once and unanimously passed the simple 
bill that disposes of the question, the only real question that there is 
in it, as the President desired undoubtedly—I do not pretend to speak 
for him—but that seems to be his desire as indicated by his message. 

I do not understand that there has been any serious inconvenience 
in the Depariments heretofore, excepting upon this ten days’ limita- 
tion, and the only thing that wassought to bedonein the other branch 
was to relieve that, and I, for one, hope we may follow in the line they 
have taken. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance as amended. : 

Mr. VEST. Is there any objection on the part of the committee to 
this bill lying over until to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. MORRILL, The time is very short. Already about half of 
the term of the ten days has passed, and in order to get action on the 
part of both Houses it is important that the bill should be acted on 
by the Senate to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. Task why it would not be better to withdraw the 
committee amendment and pass the House bill. ‘The bill is designed 
tomectan emergency. There has been no objection to that bill, and it 
dor remove the objection which is indicated in the message of the Pres- 
ident. 


Mr. HALE. Ido not understand that the amendment of the com- 
mittee has been adopted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not been adopted. 


Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to hear from the Committee on Finance 
the reasons they have to give for extending the time indefinitely; why 
itis better to put it in the power of the President to have an adviser 
without the consent of the Senate than to have one for thirty or forty 
days, a time sufficient for all the purposes that could be expected orde- 
sired except for the purpose of having an adviser without the consent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
that question can only arise in case of the sickness or absence of the 


Secretary. Of course we can not predict in advance how long a Seere- 
tary may be ill. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I have not looked into the subject 
particularly and it is comparatively new. My understanding, how- 
ever, is that originally in the very first act passed upon this subject, 
Seg General Washington’s Administration, six months was the 

imit. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was. 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand from the Senator from Vermont that 
I am correct in that statement. Congress was jealous about this mat- 
ter and would not permit a designation to extend beyond the periodof 
six months. So we ran along until we came to the exciting scenes dur- 
ing President Johnson’s Administration, when the majority of Congress 
at that time thonght there was some abuse by the President, even 
within that limit, in the appointment of his Cabinet officers and des- 
ignating others to act in their place, and at that timea law was passed 
limiting the designations to ten days. From that period until now we 
havehad a great many cases where the Administration, I have no doubt, 
has been embarrassed. I think we had one in the case of Secretary 
Manning, who was sick for quite a long time. Secretary Folger also 
So his service as Secretary of the Treasury was sick and afterwards 

ied. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Maryland will pardon me 
right on that point, in the instance of Secretary Manning, Mr. Fair- 
child was the Assistant Secretary, whose office was fixed by law and 
who had been confirmed by the Senate under the law and with the 
idea that, in the illness of his chief, the duty would devolve upon him 
by operation of law, and not necessarily by any designation of the 
President. It is the law which provides it. Therefore, in my opinion, 
as the law now stands, an Assistant Secretary may proceed until the 
President chooses to oust him by designating somebody else, or, which 
is the same thing, the business of any Department can go on indefi- 
nitely by the deputy named by law, as distinguished from the selection 
by the President, until the vacancy is filled, and in that way Mr. Fair- 
child was enabled to go on. The only difficulty is in what I think is 
a wrong construction placed by a former Attorney-General in a very 
brief opinion upon this right of the lawful deputy or assistant to act 
for more than ten days, who held in one instance under the law that 
the Assistant Secretary could only act for ten days, which I thinkisa 
great mistake; but as the committee has reported this amendment, 
instead of leaying the law to operate upon the Assistant Secretary upon 
whom the duty is devolved, namely, the First Assistant, it authorizes 
the President to step in and take his choice for an indefinite period, 
which I do not think is right. 

I thank the Senator from Maryland for allowing me to make the 
statement, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to have the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that he does not think it right, and, therefore, I 
trust the committee will permit this matter to go over so that we may 
have plenty of time to consider it calmly or else that we may adopt the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives which we all agree to. 

Mr. CULLOM, That is better. 

Mr. GORMAN. Probably under the peculiar circumstances sur- 
rounding the case that would be the better course, as we all agree that 
thirty days would be a proper limit, 

Mr. HALE. Why not do that to-day? 

Mr. GORMAN, Ihave no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Let us vote down the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The questionis on the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance as amended, 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the whole bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as passed by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4988) establishing a lighthouse 
at Ahnapee, Wis,; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 4989) granting to the Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste, Marie Railway Company right of way 
across the military reservation at Sault Ste. Marie; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4990) granting a ion to Mrs, 
Mary S. Rugg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4991) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of industrial schools; which was read twiceby 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 155) construing 
an act to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and 
certain other corporations within the District of Columbia, approved 
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October 1,1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig; 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; = - 

A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 10862) to prevent counterfeiting or manufacture of 
dies, tools, or other implements used in counterfeiting, and providing 
penalties therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

A bill (M. R. 12309) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis; and 

A bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee. 

y mik, eea also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobacco to minors under six- 
teen years of age in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 4592) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- 
way, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4880) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Com- 
pany’to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain points, 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of West 
Virginia and Kentucky. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(5. 654) for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, Minn., with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R, 12499) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be proceeded 
with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for *‘ Armament of fortifications,” on page 6, line 5, 
after the word ‘‘caliber,’’ to strike out ‘‘one million’? and insert 
"eight hundred thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase of ip ey Se and annealed steel for high-power coast-de- 
fense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimensions conforming 
to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manufacture, andin- 
cluding all the parts of each caliber, $800,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to amend the committee’s amendment by 
striking out ‘‘eighthundred’’ and inserting *‘ two hundred and fifty.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 5 and 6 it is proposed to strike out 
“eight hundred ” and to insert ‘‘two hundred and fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For purchase of oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense 
guns of 8, 10, and 12inch caliber, in quality and dimensions conforming to speci- 
fications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manufacture, and including 
all the paris of each caliber, $250,000. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in 1888 Congress appropriated $1,- 
500,000 for the purchase of oil-tempered and annealed steel for these 
high-power guns, under which proyision of Jaw the War Department 
contracted for the entire amount of the appropriation. It appears from 
the statement of the Department, found in House report No. 3258 of 
the present session, on the fortifications bill, thatthe Department has 
contracted for the rough parts of the steel for the manufacture of these 
guns, and with their present facilities for finishing and assembling the 
rough parts so contracted for, the Department itself says that no addi- 
tional appropriation whatever will be required for new material until 
1892, and yet this bill comes here with a provision to purchase $1,000,000 
worth more of this material two years before it is admitted by the De- 
partment there will be any necessity whatever for it. 

I would read what the Department in its memorandum says on 
this subject, but my eye does not catch the statement at the moment. 
It is, however, to this effect, that they contracted for all ofthese rough 
partsand have gone on to complete the factory at Watervliet, and with 


the appropriations we have heretofore made the capacity of that fac- 
tory will not use up the raw material which we have already provided 
for before 1893 or 1894. ‘Therefore they say there is no necessity for 
the purchase of an additional quantity of this steel until next year, 
and no necessity even to authorize the contracts to be made for it. 

When the original contract was made under which they are operat- 
ing now, there was only one establishment in this country which could 
produce these forgings. That establishment received a contract for the 
entire amount, Since then, under the provisions of the second section 
of the same statute which we propose to enlarge at this time, private 
enterprises have been induced to increase their machinery so as to be 
able to manufacture this identical steel. If provision is made at this 
time in this bill for a contract to be made for $1,000,C00 worth more 
of steel, which we do not require for two years, itis practically saying 
that the Department must contract with the only one party in condi- 
tion to make this steel now, and we shall therefore be left practically 
without competition. That isa bad business method, and there can 
not be any reason, so far as I have been able to see, why this provision 
should now be made unless it may be that there is a fear that future 
Congresses may not respond to the demands of the Department and 
make these large appropriations, which is a condition of affairs that I 
do not apprehend will ever exist. 

There is only one other reason that I have ever heard assigned which 
has any force in it for an appropriation at this session, and that is that 
we made provision last year, and again a provision is contained in this 
bill authorizing the Department to contract with machinists and me- 
chanics to assemble and complete these guns out of the steel thus far 
purchased. Under the provision of theact of last year the West Point 
Foundry did-make a contract with the War Department for the finish- 
ing and assembling of certain of the smaller calibers, G-inch guns, as 
I understand, and not 8-inch guns, and if that continues it may possi- 
bly use up the smallercalibers we have heretofore purchased. Hence, 
to cover that contingency and to enable the Department to go on, I 
propose to give them $250,000 to supply whatever deficiency there may 
be in those calibers. When you go beyond that, to $800,000 or 
$1,000,000, itseems to me it isa wasteful and extravagant expenditure, 

While Iam up on this amendment I wish to say that while we at- 
tempted in the act of 1888 to open the door to private enterprise for 
furnishing these guns in competition with the Government factory, 
there is no question whatever, as the Ordnance Department has been 
constituted, there has been a studied effort to. prevent private enter- 
prise from coming into competition with the Government’s factory. 
While we were building up one great establishment at Watervlict, and 
Congress thought, and I thought at the time, that we had ample pro- 
vision to have healthy competition, such as we have in the Navy and 
such as has been thought best by all of the committces who have ex- 
amined this subject and whose reports frequently have been made to 
Congress, we should at the same time open the door to the enterprise 
and the genius of the American people to manufacture these guns in 
competition with our own factories. 

Iam very glad tosay that when the offer was submitted the public 
was requested to put in proposals, and we have had offers from two or 
three establishments, one in Pennsylvania, another in Kentucky, and 
still a third elsewhere, I have forgotten the location. Butif wegoon 
to buy the steel and pile it up two years in advance, then we must fol- 
low it up, as is proposed in this bill, with increased appropriations for 
the Government’s works at Watervliet and elsewhere, and enter upon 
the system of the Government alone constructing these great guns. It 
does seem to me in every aspect of the case that it is all wrong to pro- 
ceed one step further in the direction we have gone. 

The Navy Department, òn the other hand, has opened the door and 
the great establishment here at Washington is in active competition 
with machine shops in other sections of the country, and with the very 
best results to the Government. 

I do trust under the circumstances that the Senate will adopt the 
amendment I have offered. The amount named in the amendmentis 
more than the Ordnance Department itself thought was necessary at 
this session, although, as I stated a moment ago, it is said that since 
they made that report they probably have contracted for the finishing 
and assembling of some of the smaller-caliber guns and they may have 
some necessity for a small additional purchase, but not to the extent 
of $800,000, 

Mr. DAWES. Ihope thatthe amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
a (Mr. GORMAN] to the amendment of the committee will not be 

opted, 

The reasons which led the committee to its conclusion are these: 
The Department estimated for $1,200,000 forthisitem. The Honseof 
Representatives agreed to $1,000,000. The Secretary and the acting 
or the efficient man in the Bureau of Ordnance appeared before the 
committee of the House of Representatives and their testimony is con- 
tained in the report I have"here, The Secretary was of opinion that 
it was best to appropriate a million dollars for the reason that, although 
there was little chance of our exhausting the present supply so soon 
that we could not make appropriations next season for meeting the ex- 
igency, yet the purchase of this oil-tempered steel was, under all the 
conditions and circumstances, absolutely necessary, and whether it be 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2081 


purchased this year or next year was only a question of interest upon 
the money. < 

Captain Smith, whois very active and in whom the Department has 
great confidence, came with the Secretary and stated before the com- 
mittee that in his opinion we could get along with $800,000, The 
committee took the sum of $800,000. The present supply will stand 
the present demand till the beginning of the year 1894. The Depart- 
ment has signified, however, that it has reason to believe that private 
enterprise under the offers made heretofore and in the present bill have 
been and are about to make demand npon the present supply in the 
assembling and finishing of guns out of the material which is to befur- 
nished under the old contract, and therefore it is best to be on the safe 
side and to have sufficient to meet such demands. 
certain how large that demand will be, how much the enlargement of 
the gun fictory at Watervliet and the completion of the south wing, 
which is now entered upon and will be carried out just as fast as it can 
be done, will make further demand. They were uncertain. 

Mr. DOLPH. T wish the Senator would explain a little more at 
longth what thisdemand of private parties for ingots already contracted 
for by the Goyernment is. I do not understand how private parties 
can have any demand upon that supply. 

Mr. DAWES, The Department have already made contracts with 
the West Point Foundry and with others for the assembling of 8-inch 
guns ont of the steel rough forgings from the Bethlehem works. They 
are of opinion that others will enter into contracts under the statute 
of last year, and the modification of it which is in the bill this year, 
upon their recommendation, 

Mr. DOLPH. But, ifthe Senator will allow me, under what pro- 
vision of law is it that contracts are made for assembling guns and 
manufacturing them out of steel ingots purchased by the Department 
under the appropriations made by Congress for that purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. TI have not the data here. 

Mr, HAWLEY. It is in accordance with the provisions of the act 
of August 18, 1890. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is there anything in the act of the last session mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications, or in the bill now belore the Sen- 
ate, which authorizes the use of ingots purchased by the Government 
for the purpose of manufacturing guns to be contracted for by private 

arties ? 
> Mr. DAWES. ‘The statute cited by the Senator from Connecticut 
is a continuing statute; the appropriation in that is a continuing appro- 
priation; and under it they havealready made the contracts to which 
T allude. 

Mr. DOLPH. But TI understood the Senator to say that we could 
not foretell what demand would be made upon the supply of ingots to 
be furnished the Government under the appropriation proposed by this 
bill and previous appropriations, by parties contracting under the pro- 
visions of the present bill and under the act of the last session. Ido 
not understand those parties to havea right to call on the Government 
to furnish any portion of the material for their guns. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee do not understand that a party who 
makes a contract to produce a gun that will stand the test of the De- 
partment is to use any of the steel purchased here, 

Mr. DOLPH. That was what I wanted to ascertain. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee were not indulging in that delusion. 

Mr. President, it is the opinion of the committee that it would not 
be safe under the present demand and the prospective demand to either 
omit the appropriation or to cut it down to $250,000, as suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland; but with the apparent concurrence, as 
they believed, of the Department, upon the strength of the testimony 
of the officials before the committee, they believe that $800,000 this 
year will be all that will be required to meet not only the present but 
any prospective demand; and, more than that, that there will be such 
asupply on hand at the next session of Congress that there will be 
ample time to make a farther purchase. 

One other reason influenced the committee, and that was this: When 
this offer to private parties to furnish the oil-tempered steel was first 
made there was no party then known to be able to take the offer or to 
supply the Government with the oil-tempered steel. The Bethlehem 
works came forward aud took the risk and developed such a marvel- 
ous ability to meet the broad demands of this coast-defense system as 
to surprise and gratify not only the Department and the board that 
had it in charge, but to the admiration of all parties at home and 
abroad interested in this work, 

The success of the Bethlehem works has inspired others to under- 
take the same kind of work, and in different parte of the country, where 
the facilities of iron and coal and other material for producing steel 
forgings are abundant, there are springing up private establishments 
making ready to enterinto competition with the Bethlehem works for this 
supply; and it is deemed wise by the Department, it is deemed wise by 
the committee not to forestalland shutoff this competition by the pur- 
chase of more than this steel now, when the Bethlehelm works are at 
this moment the only establishment that can take this offer, but to 
only supply present demand and keep a sufficiency of stock on hand 
until the time comes when competition from various private establish- 
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ments will serve to reduce the price as far as it can be safely reduced 
on business principles. 

‘That was onereason why the Departmentand why the committee were 
not willing to go the length of purchasing at Bethlehem all that was 
necessary, but they would go as far as the necessities of the case de- 
mand, and further was not required. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask the Senator if there is not another contingency 
that ought to be taken intoconsideration. Ina long session, for various 
causes, without reflecting upon either branch of Congress, from time to 
time the appropriation bills go through very late in the session, and 
if there is not ample provision made to keep the work going there might 
be a loss of a season by not having the requisite appropriation, 

Mr. DAWES. All that was taken into consideration by the commit- 
tee, and, inasmuch as the present supply could not be exhausted until 
the first of 1894, the committee thought that they had guarded the 
wants and demands of the Government sufficiently by $800,000. 
this they had the concurrence of the Ordnance Bureau as represented 
by Captain Smith. 

Mr, President, before I take my seat I want to allude to another 
thing. The Senator from Connecticut has mistaken the spirit of the 
committee. I want to assure him thathis fervent and patriotic speech 
of last night upon the absolute necessity of coast defenses, and of pre- 
paring for them with all the speed possible and with the expenditure 
of money to the utmost limit prudence will justify, will find a re- 
sponse in no breast quicker or more in harmony with it than in that 
of the committee which reported this bill. However, if I may be al- 
lowed without impropriety to say it, the committee find themselves 
standing ‘‘ between the devil and the deep sea” in this matter. 

Fully appreciating and fally alive to all that may be said or has 
been said by the Senator from Connecticut, they find themselves on the 
one hand confronted by the sentiment proclaimed by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], that we have no necessity for any fortifica- 
tions whatever and that nobody dare approach us in a hostile attitude, 
however helpless we may be on all our coast from Maine to the Gulf 
and on the Pacific coast, and allied with him is my distinguished friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr: BLATR], who proposes to turn this fortifi- 
cation bill into a missionary enterprise in Africa. On the other hand 
is the proposition of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorit], that we at 
once appropriate $121,000,000, to be extended over several years, but 
to be appropriated at once, in conflict with all the spirit of the appro- 
priations of this country from the beginning to the end, throwing this 
vast sum out of the control of Congress and out of the reach of legista- 
tion except it may be in violation of contract entered into now, to be 
completed in ten or fifteen yeats hence, whatever modification in- 
vention and enterpise and change of condition may demand, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I was simply going to ask the Senator, who claims to 
be ‘between the devil and the deep sea,” which is the devil and which 
is the deep sea? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New Hampshire can have no ques- 
tion on that point. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield to mea moment? There has 
been so much criticism upon the proposition to appropriate a sum sufti- 
cient to fortify our principal ports that I will ask the Senator what he 
supposes would be the difference in cost to the Government if there 
could be a Jump appropriation made available from year to year, ran- 
ning from year to year, and the cost in the extravagant appropriations 
we are making now? Does he not believe it will cost at least $50,000,- 
000 more to construct fortifications under his plan? 

Mr. DAWES. I think there is some truth in what the Senator from 
Missouri said, that while we are going along there is a constant change, 
and some things will be worthless about the time we get them com- 
pleted, although I do not come to the conclusion that the Senator from 
Missouri does, that therefore we shall do nothing. I propose that we 
shall go along, having the whole matter in our hands and under our 
control, pressing along from year to year with just as ample an appro- 
priation every yearascan be prudentlyand poranny expended accord- 
ing to the light of the hour. That is the theory of the committee. 

Mr. President, I think thatin this greatest of all the enterprises the 
Government hasentered upon these many years some cognizance must 
be taken of the spirit of the people in this matter. If there is any- 
thing that will alienate them from the vast expenditure necessary for 
carrying out the great plans of the board forJortifying the coast it will 
be the attempt to grasp the grand total of $120,000,000 at once. The 
continual holding out to the people two things has been the great dif- 
ficulty encountered in carying on this work, One is thatit isgoing to 
take the long period of twenty-seven years tocompletcit. That iscon- 
stantly brought before the minds of the people, unwisciy, in my opin- 
ion. What the duty of to-day is, is sufiicient for to-day, and he who 
climbs the steepest ascent gains nothing by keeping in his mind and 
looking at the vast distance between where heisand where he e: 
to be. Let us goalong to-day upon the plan of the Fortification Board, 
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modified from day to day as the demands of science and invention and 
improvements of yarious kinds demand, and supply each year fully up 
fo the very measure of prndent and wise expenditure; but let us not 
attempt to go so much further that the public will be alarmed and 
shrink back from this undertaking. It is almost as unwiseas theidea 
that we have no need of fortification at all, 

Mr. President, that is the spirit of the Committeeon Appropriations 
in reporting this bill, and I assure my friend from Connecticut, re- 
sponding in the spirit in which he portrayed the necessities of this case 
yesterday, that if he will point out a single item and subject of appro- 
priation in the bill that has not in it provision for every dollar that 
can be wisely expended, even nnderan enthusiastic administration like 
that which the Senator from Connecticut himself would inspire—ifhe 
will point out a single item that lacks that provision I will meet him, 
so far as I am concerned, in any amendment that shall raise it. But, 
representing the Committee on Appropriations, I believe it to be wiser 
for us to go no further each session of Congress in these appropriations 
justify broad and wise and prudent expenditure of the money will 
j Š , 

As to what the Senator from Connecticut said in relation to certain 
other amcndments in reference to the manufacture of guns by private 
parties and these steel-hooped, cast-iron mortars, I will reserve my an- 
swer until those items come up. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few remarks in 
answer to the Senator in charge of this bill. He has made some criti- 
cism of a proposition to appropriate a large eum for the purpose of for- 
tifying some of our principal harbors. If he is correct, if the Senator 
from Connecticut is correct, if the present Secretary of War is correct 
and all his predecessors in recent times, if the engineers and officers ot 
the Army are correct, we are in a very deplorable situation. We have 
a seacoast line of about 5,000 miles that is totally unprotected. We 
are menaced by the fortified harbors of Halifax and Bermuda and the 
naval station at Esquimalt, in British Columbia. 

The amount that is required for the fortification of twenty-seven of 
our principal ports is an insignificant amount. When we come to the 
fortification of our entire seacoast the amount of $121, 000,000 or $125,- 
000,000 is nota large sum, Everyone who knows anything about 
this subject or about public works knows that the cost of fortifying 
these harbors under the present plan of making appropriations instead 
of being kept within the estimates will be over 200,000,000. If wego 
on in a slipshod.manner with insuflicient appropriations, with appro- 
prions that will require the works to be stopped from time to time; 

Congress fails, as it undoubtedly will, to make appropriations from 
year to year, the work will deteriorate, the plant will go to ruin, 
skilled workmen will be dismissed, and the cost of the work will be 
greatly increased. t 

There seems to be a determination on the part of the Committee on 
Appropriations that the money appropriated for coast defenses shall be 
divided. around, ‘The appropriations for the necessary work of defense 
of the coast, for things that are recommended by the War Department 
and by the boards which have been appointed to consider the subject, 
are to be cut down in the interest of people who desire tosecure a part 
of the appropriations, to get their hands into the Treasury, who seek to 
furnish the Government with inferior guns and to contract with the 
Government for the manufacture of guns. 

Senators talk about the amount required as if it were extraordinary. 
This same committee reported at the last session of Congress a bill to 
provide, among other things, for the construction of three armored eruis- 
ers, thecost forthe construction and armament and equipmentand main- 
taining of which in commission for twenty-two years would amoutit to 
$86,000,000, as I showed, I think, by a fair computation in the Senate, 
and at the end of twenty-two years they would, according to the ordi- 
nary life of a ship, go out of commission, and $66,000,000 would have 
to be expended again to supply their place. 

Six of those vessels would cost for twenty-two years’ service moncy 
enough to fortify our entire coast from the northern boundary of Maine 
to the western boundary of Texas and from the southern boundary of 
California to Cape Farewelland Puget Sound. The committee are not 
afraid to report bills for the inerease of the Navy thatinvolve large ex- 
penditures. They are not afraid when appropriating for the Navy that 
they are going to frighten the public. These measures in the interest 
of the Navy are reported without question and passed by large major- 
ities though the Senate in spite of all that is said against them and in 
the face of the fact thatitis utterly impossible, if we may believe those 
who are qualified to speak, to protect our coasts by a navy, owing to 
our long line of seacoast and our many harbors; that it is impractica- 
ble to construct or maintain any navy suflicient for the defense of the 
coast, and in the face of the fact that if we had anavy to-day sufficient 
to protect our entire coast twenty-five years from now it would have 
to be wholly renewed in order to afford continued protection. 

On the contrary, the expenditure of one hundred and twenty-odd 
million dollars will, according to the estimates of the Board on Fortiti- 
cations and other Defenses, fortify our entire coast. It would fortify 
twenty-seven of our principal ports with turrets and casemates and 
other emplacements for the guns, with guns of the heaviest caliber, 
suflicient for the defense of the ports, and when once the expenditure 


was made, there would be no considerable expense for maintaining 
them. ‘They would be always in order. We should always have a 
trained artillery corps to manage them. Weshould be prepared to 
defend every port in the country with this expenditure. Foran indefi- 
nite time and without a large increase of the artillery corps, our coast 
would be perfectly defended. 

In regard to these naval vessels, this same committee, this econom- 
ical committee, the committees that is afraid of overdoing the matter in 
regard to coast defenses, and driving the people away from their sup- 
port, reporting in favor of these expensive warships, say that it is nec- 
essary to haye them in order toraise a blockade, incase of war. Well, 
in case of war it might be wellXo be able to do that, but it would be 
far more important to be able to defend the harbors. It would be far 
more important, for instance, to the great harborof New York to have 
land fortifications that were sufficient to keep away the great armored 
cruisers of the enemy and to protect the city from destruction, than to 
have armored cruisers to go out and meet the vessels of the enemy at 
sea and drive them away. Evon if we had a navy as large as Great 
Britain and France combined, there would necessarily be ports that 
at times were not protected by the presence of the armored ships of 
the Navy. There would, in case of war, be foratime Iilockades which 
would interfere to some extent with commerce. 

In this country we are notentirely dependentupon one port. If the 
port of New York, for instance, or the port of Boston or of Portland, 
Me., were blockaded there would be other ports upon the Atlantic and 
upon the Pacific by which we could have necess tosea and by which 
our foreign commerce could be carried on. Still, I have not objected 
seriously to the increase of the Navy. I believethat we onghtto have 
fast cruisers first, that could prey upon the commerce of the enemy in 
case of war. But before we go into this great expense for armored 
ships we ought to do the cheapest thing and the most effective thing 
for the protection of our coast: erect suitable land fortifications. 

Now, in this bill we are appropriating, including the amount which 
the Secretary of War is to be authorized to expend under contracts with 
private parties, some seven or eight million dollars; thisamount annn- 
ally in seventeen years would aggregate the total amount required to 
fortify our coasts. What difference does it make whether we appro- 
priate four million or ten million a year in the annual appropriation 
bill, or whether we shall appropriate the gross sum required for coast 
defenses available from year to year through n series of years? That 
would make the appropriation cach year no greater than we now make 
it by a separate bill and we would thus secure abundance of funds at 
all times for carrying on the work. Are the people of this country so 
ignorant that they can not understand the difference between an ap- 
propriation of $120,000,000 to be expended in one year and the appro- 
priation of $120,000,000 to be expended in twelve or fifteen or twenty 

years? 

7 Such a statement would beaslander upon the people of this country. 
I tell the Senator that the people of this country, and especially of the 
Pacific coast, are beginning to understand that appropriations of inad- 
equate sums from year to year for public works are extravagant anil 
wasteful, and almost, if not quite, criminal. 

Then the Senator says such an appropriation would involve the use 
of money for appliances of war that might become out of date; that we 
are constantly having new inventions. The only proposition ever made 
by the Committee on Coast Defenses lias been so framed that at any 
time the work can be stopped by the Secretary of War and recommen- 
dations for changes referred to Congress. Does the Senator ioe for 
a moment that Congress could not at any time stop the expenditure of 
the money; that it could not at any time direct the expenditure of 
money even ifsuch a provision were not contained in the bill? The 
Senator has put up 2 man of straw to beat him down again in regard 
to that proposition. 

I will say that Ido not expect that that proposition will be adopted, 
but in the intorest of the people, in order to secure the speedy fortif- 
cation of our coast, in order to secure the construction of thenecessary 
fortifications for the least money, in order to prevent extravagance and 
secure an economical application of the people’s money to this great 
national object, in order to keep off the vultures that hover over the 
Treasury and seek to divert these expenditures by the Government 
into their pockets, the adoption of a general plan for fortifications and 
the appropriation of a sufficient sum to construct them would be the 
wise and economical method to pursue, 

Mr. President, I have said this much because I believe that the 
proposition which has been criticised by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is the best proposition in regard to coast defenses that has ever 
been made. It had the approval of the Secretary of War under the 
last Administration; it has had the approval of the Secretary of War 
under the present Administration; it has had the approval of the Chief 
of Ordnance under both Administrations; it has had the approval of 
the Board of Engineers; it has had the approval of every engincer and 
every officer in the Government interested in the matter of coast do- 
fenses that I have ever heard express an opinion upon it; and I put 
their opinions against the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who assumes to know more about this question of coast defenses than 
the engineers of the Army and all authorities put together, more than 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2083 


the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs and the other com- 
mittees charged with investigating this subject, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, why does the Senatortauntme? After 
all, the missionary is a greater force than the warrior and has accom- 
plished more good in this world. Itis true that he has sometimes 
been the fighting missionary, or the fighting parson, or the fighting 
chaplain, but nevertheless physical force was not the chief element in 
his success. I have not advocated on this floor the employment of 
pliysical force the Jess;only as it might give opportunity for the exer- 
cise of that other and greater influence in human affairs, the mission- 
ary force, the more. i 

I desire the coast of my. country to be defended and to be in condi- 
tion for defense as against any reasonable apprehension of onslaught 
from outside. I desire New York to be fortified so far as she needs to 
be, and Boston and Portsmouth and San Francisco and the other 
great and important strategic points upon the coasts of the Atlanticand 
the Pacific, so far as I believe to be an actual necessity or so faras may 
be indicated by reasonable apprehension. I have not undertaken 
really in anything I have said upon this bill or on any former occasion 
in the direction of the use of means which should tend to ultimate and 
universal peace, to neglect those necessary precautions, those defensive 
precautions which it is our duty to take so long as the outside world 
is liable to make unjustifiable attack upon our own ions. 

But beyond that, Mr. President, I would not go. I would not arm 
my own country with a power to be exerted beyond thatof proper self- 
defense. Iwould notarm my own country with a physical power, with 
a brute force that under the stimulus of ambition or other motives 
might be made use of for aggressionupon mankind atlarge. Andalong 
that line of reasonable precaution in the way of self-defense I woul 
fix the proper one of expenditure. 

But, Mr. President, in connection with these tremendous expenditures 
in behalf of aggressive war, I have undertaken to call attention to 
thoughts and to policies which would tend to the ultimate relief of the 
entire necessity itself. I believe that in the progress of mankind as it 
has been illustrated during the last four hundred years itis perfectly 
evident that, without any extravagant exertion of the money power 
and by the use of moral forces, we may soon see the disappearance of 
the necessity of carrying further these tremendous burdens of war. 

I tried to point ont yesterday that general intelligence among the 
masses of men in any given nation tends to make it a nation of peace. 
The common people are not interested to do each other harm; and if 
you give them intelligence they will not do each other harm, and no 
more will the individuals who make up an intelligent and a peaceful 
nation in their collective capacity commit an injustice upon their 
neighbors or assault other nations making up the great family of man- 
kind. As you advance intelligence and Christian civilization among 
the nations of the earth you remove the causes which impel to war. 

Now, what is the proposition which I made and which the Senator 
from Massachusetts objects to—Massachusetts, the home of a peaceful 
civilization and of as peaceful a class of public men as I know of com- 
ing from any State? Whatis the proposition which I make and which 
the Senator from Massachusetts objects to and sneers at as a missionary 
proposition? It is simply this, sir, that the civilized nations of the 
world, those with whom we maintain diplomatic relations, shall as- 
semble in convention, or at all events that the United States shall ex- 
tend to them an invitation to assemble in convention, to form an 
international alliance which shall be binding upon the parties which 
enter into it, as binding as a national compact, that compact of union 
which exists between the States which make up this great nation—a 
compact which shall bind the parties who enter into it—the objects of 
which shall be the suppression of slavery, of the rum traflic, and of 
war itself; an international alliance which would have behind it not 
only the moral, but, if need be, the physical force of those who enter 
into that alliance, so that the belligerent and destructive forces of all 
mankind united could in that way be brought to concentrate upon these 
great evils which now afflict and have in all ages occasioned the wars 
which haye cursed the race and which have darkened the pages of his- 
tory. 

If we can form a single nation, if we can rally our 65,000,000 to de- 
fend ourselves as against the rest of the human race, why may not 
England, France, Germany, Russia, Italy, Austria, and the United 
States combine to say that any subject of controversy arising among 
the nations of the earth, be they civilized or be they savage, shall be 
submitted to thishigh tribunal, that its judgment shall be enforced by 
allthe warlike power, if necessary, that there is in theirallied strength? 
When you have placed behind that decision the trained forces, the 
military forces, the police power of the entire civilized human race, 
you have then an end to the occasions of war. You have laid the foun- 
dation for the preservation of the peace of the world in’ precisely the 
same way that the Government of the United States and the power 
which is behind it preserves the peace of these States. We preserve 
apes order, decorum, and prosperity within our own borders; and only 

some such way as this will it ever be possible to remove the wars 

‘with which the world is not only now accursed, but threatened for all 
time to come. 


That, sir, was the proposition, Nothing less; nothing more. We 


have had propositions like these in their motive, but never, in so far as 
I know, to this substantial effect. We have had our peace congresses, 
we have had our propositions for arbitrations and all that, but there 
has never been a compact entered into, and so far as I know no definite 
proposition to enter into a compact among nations, to enforce the de- 
cision of that arbitration if need be by international power. 

An international alliance of the kind to which I have alluded would 
not only decide justly, so far as human tribunals are likely to decide 
justly upon international questions, but it would enforce that decision 
80 that Great Britain with her tremendous navy would have no induce- 
ment to undertake to rebel or to disregard that decision, because the 
force of all mankind would be bronght to bear to compel her to give 
obedience to that decision. 

Thus we would have the means of compelling the peace and in sucha 
way as to do justice among all mankind. Theweaker power would be 
upon a level with the most powerful, justas the poor man in an up- 
right court will get his right as well as the millionaire, 

It is proposed by me to expend $100,000 in an effort to see whether 
this could bedone, for the suppression of war, slavery, and rum, and 
a hundred thousand dollars goes a great ways in the promotion of peace 
and objects like these. Itis buta drop in the bucket ifit is to be ex- 
pended in war and destruction. It will not begin to fortify Portsmouth 


* Harbor; a million will not fortify Boston, ten millions will not fortify 


New York, and $120,000,000 will never fortify the coasts of the United 
States in such a way as to afford more than the slightest defense against 
a really dangerous effort to invade our shores. 

A power which is coming to this country will come with the idea 
of a vigorous and destructive war, and such a power will not be under 
the necessity of making its descent at the port of New York or of 
Boston. It will seek some comparatively undefended portion of our 
of coastline or our Tand boundary, either on the north or on the south, 
and be sure, if it has the power behind it, and the cause of quarrel 
behind it, it will find its way within the territories of the United States. 
We shall never have any defense against a serious war but the men, 
thearmed land forces of our country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishonld like to get the Senator’s opinion on this 
point. Does he really believe that there is any power existing or any 
imaginable power that will ever undertake to land infantry upon our 
coasts and attack us in that direction? 

Mr. BLAIR. If we are ever seriously attacked at all I believe that 
it will be a land invasion; no other can do more than inflict the most 
trifling injury upon us. Suppose the city of New York was bom- 
barded; suppose the city of New York was substantially destroyed— 
an unsupposable supposition, in my belief—what effect would that 
have upon the people of the United States comparatively? It would 
not be a flea bite upon the resources of this country. It would do 
nothing more than to stimulate the war feeling of the United States. 
It would create sucha rage that you would find our armies in the 
United States or our armies of invasion precipitated if need be upon 
eyety other continent in the world, and they would never lay down 
theirarms until the insult and the injury were thoroughly satisfied, If 
we are ever invaded at all, while we exist with our present geographi- 
cal boundaries, I believe it will be by way of the land line north of us. 

I believe that Canada will-be made the great land basis of warlike 
operations against the United States, and therefore it is that in these 
earlier days, when that great semicontinent is comparatively empty— 
fullof Ear tere yet empty of population—that by all means I would 
secure and make a part of our permanent Union the Canadian terri- 
tory. We mightbe invaded from thesouth, but are not likely to be, 

Now, sir, I believe it will be a land invasion, if any, and that this 
proposed 4,000-mile line of fortifications on the north of us is simply 
so much of effort thrown away. It is better to put the line at the 
North Pole, to begin with, and then we will fortify with the seas and 
with the icebergs wherever it is necessary; and from north to south 
on the Atlantic and the Pacific we will make the necessary defensive 
preparations as against the world. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts alluded to what I 
proposed as a missionary enterprise with reference to the continent of 
Africa. He misconceives the scope and the comprehensiveness and 
the importance of the proposition altogether. But within that great 
continent and among those two hundred million of the human race 
thereare to-day existing astounding ‘atrocities and cruelties and crimes 
for which civilization is directly responsible and for which we are re- 
sponsible as a great element in the civilization of the world, and to 
that continent of Africa I might properly direct the attention of the 
Senate and so far as I can of the country. There is the great hot-bed, 
the origin, the nursing ground of the institutiom of slavery to-day. 
There is being pi) sa eo more injury from the use of alcohol than 
anywhere else on the face of the earth to-day, and so far as this mat- 
ter of war expenditure is concerned a little of it might well, I think, 
be directed to the policing and the protection of the millions who now 
inhabit that continent. ‘There may be an impression that the slave 
trade is diminishing, but the truth is that the slave trade is increas- 
ing. Its virulence and its effectivencss as an element of destruction in 
the human race is greater to-day than it ever has been in the history 
of the world, 
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I had not that idea myself, but such seems to be the case. I have 
here an article taken from the Boston Transcript, by Francis William 
Fox, an English writer upon the subject, and he gives data which are 
astonishing to those who are notalready familiar with it. He says: 


Dr. Livingstone, in his time, groaned over the terrible evils and horrible cru- 
elty and desolation which the Arab, and in some cases the Portuguese, traders 
intlicted on the countries comprised in the basin of the Zambesi and Lake Ny- 
assa, and he earnestly prayed tliat some measures might be taken to stop this 
man-destroying scourge of Africa. 


He speaks of what General Gordon says of the same fact: 


General Gordon, while governor of the Equatorial Provinces of the Egyptian 
Soudan, witnessed and graphically described in his letters and journals the 
scenes of savage cruelty and suffering, and while governor did all that he could 
os sopprces the slave trade in the provinces bordering on the basin of the Nile 

alley, 

But since these two good and great men have passed away the Arab raids 
have increased toan alarming degree everywhere throughout the great conti- 
nent of Africa, but more especially in that tract of country extending from the 
Egyptian Soudan in the north to the Zambesi in the south, and from the Zanzi- 
bar coast on the east right across the continent to the basin of the Congo. 

Cardinal Lavigerie, the well-known and much-respected archbishop of Al- 
giers, who knows Africa personally and who has made the question of African 
slavery a persed and special study, estimates that the enormous number of 
two millions of lives are now being destroyed every year on the African conti- 
nent through the horrors of the slave trade. : 

Captain Cameron, the African traveler and explorer, and other African au- 
thorities confirm this estimate of loss of life as not being in excess of the actual 


facts of the case. 
Then follow quotations from Cameron. He speaks of the efforts of 


Great Britain: 

Great Britain has during the past fifty years expended vast sums of money in 
trying to suppress the slave trade by gunboats along the African seacoast, but 
pegenmtosts ve proved ineffectual in stopping the internal and external slave 

e. 


I have here an article published in the same Boston paper— 
SLAVERY IN AFRICA, 
[By Henry Drummond.] 

(Reprinted, by permission, from the pages of Scribner's Magazine, June, 1889.) 

It is a very full and exhaustive statement of the existing condition 
of the slave trade in Africa. T have marked a few passages in this 
article which I would read, but prefer not to do so as it would consume 
the time of the Senate, and I will ask that the few extracts which I 
have noted with pencil may be printed as part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection to the request madeby 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GIBSON. It gives facts? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, and the particulars and the horrible atrocities 
with which the trade is now being conducted. About 2,000,000 lives 
are sacrificed, and one estimate is to the effect that not more than 2 or 
3 per cent, of those who were captured actually become efficient shaves 
or reach the market. Men, women, and children are destroyed in the 
capture of the villages and the march to the coast and under the op- 
pressions and hardships which exist between the points of capture and 
themarket, far greater in number than those who become actual slaves. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state tothe Senator from New Hampshirethat 
I have authorities which show that there are about 500,000 who pass 
into slavery every year, 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, about halfa million passintoslavery every year. 
Hereisa statementto the effect that ont of 50,000 captured 5,000 reached 
the market in one particular instance, and a great deal of other matter 
which bears directly upon the subject. I will read: 


A few years ago the well-known German explorer, Captain Wissman, found 
himself within a few degrees of the equator, in the heart of Africa. It wasa 
region of great beauty and fertility, with forests and riversand greatand many- 
peopled towns. The inhabitants were quict and peaceable, and lived a life of 
artless simplicity and happiness. For generations me had been established 
there; they grew many fruits in their gardens and excelledin the manufacture 
of cloth, pottery, ironware,and wood carving. No Arab slaver had ever visited 
tliis country. Within its borders the very report of a gun had never once been 
heard. Hutas the explorer walked among the palm trees and met the kindly 
eyes of the country people who came to gaze upon the white man his heart 
sank, This Arcadia could notlast. He knew, from what had happened in ad- 
jacent districts, from what happens every day in Africa, that its fate was sealed. 

And the sequel showed too clearly that his silent prophecy was right. Four 
years passed. The same traveler led his caravan once more across this sylvan 
country. ‘As we approached the villages we wondered that no one came out 
to receive us with rejoicings, that no merry laughter greeted our ears. We 
entered the deep shade of the mighty palms, and to the right and left were the 
clearings where our friends had stood. Tall grass had overgrown all that for- 
merly gladdened us. The crops were destroyed; everything was Jaid waste. 
The silence of death breathes over the lofty crowns of the palms waving in the 
wind, We enter, anditis in vain we look for the happy homesteads andhappy 
old scenes. A charred pole here and there, a few banana-trees, are the only 
evidences that inan once dwelt here, 

“Bleached skulls by the roadside and the skeletons of human handsattached 
to poles tell the story of what has happened since onr last visit,” Some wretched 
fugitives from them supplied the missingdinksin the story, People with long 
white shirts and wearing cloth round their heads (the Arabs) had been there 
with their chief, who was called Tippu Tib. He at first came to trade, then he 
had stolen and carried away the women. Those who had opposed him had 
been cutdownorshot,and the greater part of the natives had fled to the ravines 
and forests. The Arabs had remained in the place in force as long as there was 
any chance of anting and finally capturing the fugitives in the woods, What 
they could not utilize they had destroyed or set fire to; in a word, everything 
had heen laid waste. 

“Then they passed on, The fugitives iad returned to their former homes, and 
had endeavored to cultivate and renew their flelds and rebuild what was pos- 
sible, After three months Tippu Tib’s hordes had again appeared, and the 
same scenes had been re-enacted, and again, fora third time, three months 
later. Famineand the greatest aney had been thereby produced throughout 
all the country of the Beneki, In Africa the results of famine arefound mostly 


in the shape of frightful epidemics, especially small-pox. I was told that a few 
of the fugitives had escaped to the west, but only an imperceptibly small num- 
ber in comparison with those thousands—I may almost say millions—that Fhad 
found there on my first visit’! 

These statements, told by Wissman hiniself to a meeting at Cologne, in 
October, 1883, might be paralleled by almost any traveler who has any experi- 
ence of remoter Africa. The following acconnt, by Mr. Fred M. Moir, of the 
African Lakes Company, refers to a totally different district, and I select it, not 
so much to emphasize the horrors of slavery, but toillustrate the Arab slaver's 
general policy and his method of setting to work. 

“Within 20 miles of the station, while we were on our march from Nyassa to 
Tanganyika, the fertile valley of the Lofu was the scene of a terrible slave raid. 
An Arab, Kabunda, who had been settled there for about ten years, having 
many houses and slaves, determined to go to Zanzibar with his ivory, So he 

icked a quarrel with Katimbwe, the chief, and took all hiscattle; then organ- 

zed a sudden raid throughoutall the valley, and every man, woman and child 
who could be found was seized and tied up. Very few managed to escape him 
or his keen hunters, and a caravan was made up for the coast; but the smiling 
valley that had been known as the Garden of the Tanganyika, from its fertilit 
and the industry of its people, now silent and desolate, was added to that al- 
raay long stretch of bungry Noi i which we had passed.” But 
this is only the first act of the drama, With the slave march to the coast the 
real tragedy begins, Here is the procession which a few days afterwards filed 
past Mr, Moir’s tent: | F 

“First came armed men, dancing, gesticulating, and throwing about their 
guns as only Arabs can do, to the sound of drums and panpipes and other less 
musical instruments, Then followed, slowly and sedatety, the great man him- 
self, accompanied by his brother and other head men, his richly caparisoned 
donkey walking along near by; and surely no greater contrast can be con- 
ceived than that between this courteous, white-robed Arab, with his gold-em- 
broidered joho, silver sword and daggers, and silken turban, and the miserable 
swarm of naked, squalid human beings that he had wantonly dragged from 
their now ruined homes in order to enrich himself, Behind the Arab came 
groups of wivesand household servants. laughing and talking as they passed 
along, Sis tAL 3 the camp utensils and other impedimenta of their masters. 

“After that the main rabble of the caravan, the men armed with guns, spears, 
and axes. Ominously prominent among the loads were many slave sticks, to 
be handy if any turned refractory orifany dsl stranger were met. Mingling 
with, and guarded by them, came the wretched. overburdened, tied-up slaves. 
The men who might still have had spirit to try to escape were driven, tied 
two and two, in the terrible goree or taming stick, or in gangs ofaboutadozen, 
each with an iron collar letinto a long iron chain, many, even so soon after the 
start, staggering under theirloads. And the women—I can hardly trust myself 
to think or speak of them—they were fastened to chains or thick bark ropes ; 
very ooy in nadition to their heavy weight of grain or ivory, carried little 
brown babies, dear to their hearts as a white man’s child to his, Tho double 
burden was almost too much, and still they struggled wearily on, knowing too 
well that when they showed signs of fatigue, not the slaver’siyory, but the liv- 
ing child would be torn from them and thrown aside to die. 

"One poor old woman I could not help noticing. She was carryings biggish 
boy who would have been walking. but whose thin, weak legs had evidently 
given way: she was tottering already; it was the supreme effort of a mother’s 
love, and all in vain, for the child, easily recognizable, was brought into camp 
a couple of hours later by one of my hunters, who had found him on the path. 
We had him cared for, but his poor mother would never know, Already, dur- 
ing the three days’ journey from Liendwe, death had been freeing the captives, 
It was well for them; still we could not help shuddering as, in the darkness, 
we heard the howl of the hyenas along the track.’ 

According to the usual computation of travelers, the mortality during the 
slave march from the interior to the coast is set down at 50 percent. In some 
cases it may be less, but in others it is undoubtedly more, the difference de- 
pending on climate, the nature of the country traversed, and especially the use 
to which the slaves nro to be put when they reach their destination, In some 
caravans the able-bodied men receive all the attention, the other slaves bein 
left to struggle on and live or die as itimay be. In others, the women and chil- 
dren alone are needed, while the meu, as a possible source of danger, are cither 
killed or atlowed to escape. In either case tho loss of life, by cruelty, starva- 
tion, fatigue, or murder, is an element in framing a count against the slaye 
trade which must be seriously considered. 

No one who understands how human life is estimated by savage el cs will 
doubt the shockingand revolting accounts of travelers regarding this phase of 
the trafic; and noone who knows what an Arab'sheartis made of will make 
any discount even forthe exaggeration of an orator, ashe listens to the follow- 
ing Mobo from a speech delivered the other day in London by Cardinal 

vigerie: 

“The men who appear the strongest, and whose escape isto be feared, have 
their hands tied, and sometimes their feet, in such fashion that walking be- 
comesa torture to them, and on their necks are pises yokes which attach sev- 
eral of them together. They march all day; at night when they stop to rest, a 
few handfals of raw ‘sorgho’ are distributed among the captives. Thisisall their 
food. Next morning they must startagain. Butafter the first day or two the 
fatigue, the sufferings, and the privations have weakened a great many. 

“The women and the aged are the first to halt. Then, in order to strike ter- 
ror into the miserable mass of human beings, their conductors, armed with 
a wooden bar toeconomize powder, approach those who appear to be the most 
exhausted and deal them a terrible blow on the nape of the neck. The unfor- 
tunate victims utter a cry, and fall to the ground in the convulsions of death, 
The terrified troop immediately resumes its march. Terror has imbued even 
the weakest with new strength, Each time some one breaks down the same 
horrible scene is repeated. At night, on arriving at their halting place, after 
the first days of such a life, a not less frightful sceneawaits them, The traflick- 
ers in human flesh have acquired by experience a knowledge of how much 
their victims can endure. 

“Aglance shows them those who wiilsoon sink from weariness; then, to 
economize the scanty food which they distribute, they pass behind these 
wretched beings and fell them witha single biow, Theircorpses remain where 
they fall, when they are not suspended onthe branches of the neighboring 
trees; and itis close to them that their companions are obliged to eat and to 
sleep. Butwhatsleep! it may be easily imagined, Among the young negroes 
snatched by us from this hell and restored to liberty, there are some who, long 
afterward, wake up every night, shrieking fearfully. They behold again, in 
their dreams, the abominable and bloody scenes which they have witnessed, 

“In thismannerthe weary tramp continues—sometimesfor months, when the 
caravan comes from a distance. Theirnumber diminishes daily, If, goaded by 
their cruel sufferings, some attempt to rebel or to escape, their fierce masters 
ecutthem down with their swords, and leave theni, as they lie along the road, 
attached to one another by their yokes, Therefore it has been truly said that, 
if a traveler lost the way leading from cquatorial Africa to the towns where 
slaves are sold, hecould easily find itagain by the skeletons of the negroes with 
which it is strewed,” 

Cardinal Lavigerie, be it remembered, does not speak here as the mere rhet 
orician, As archbishop of Algiers, hc knows Africa personally, As Roman 
Catholic primate of Africa, he is in ceaseless communication with the mission: 
aries of his church in the Sahara region, the Upper Congo, and the Great Lake 
from the south of Tanganyika to the sources of the Nile. 
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“Our missionaries at Tanganyika write to us,” lie says,.“‘that there is not a 
single day in which they do not see pass caravans of slaves which havo been 
er unoe from afar ascarriers for the ivory or from the markets of the interior, 
like human cattle. Never in any part ofthe known worldjorin the pages of 
its history, has there been such butchery and murder and such contempt for 
human life. Already millions of human beings haye thus been murdered dur- 
ing the last quarter of a century, but the numbers increase continually, and 
on the high plateaus of the interior the figures given by our missionaries sur- 

those given by Cameron for the slave trade of the Zambési and Nyassa.” 

One woul have thought the tigures of Cameron here referred to im ible 
to beat. * Every minute,” he wrote latelyin a magazine, “a fresh victim is 
seized on by the slave-stealers; not an hour passes without more than fifty be- 
ing killed or torn from theirhomes; and during this month of Augustin which 
1 write forty-five thousand more victims are being added to the nuniber of those 
who appeal to us for aid and protection from some of the foulest criminals that 
ever disgtaced the earth.” 

I should willingly spare the reader the suffering of further acquaintance with 
the actual facts of the ‘slave trade, but I am compelled before closing the evi- 
dence to recall one long, dark passage from Mr. Stanley’s book on the Congo. 
The stress of this question must always lie, not upon its advocates, but simply 
on it witnesses, and the importance of Mr. Stanicy’s testimony forms its own 
apology for the extreme length of the following quotation : 

"Our guide, Yumbila, was told to question them as to what was the cause of 
this dismal scene, and an old man stood out and panten forth his tale of grief 
and woe with an exceeding volubility. He told of asudden and unexpected 
invasion of their village by a host of leaping, yclling men in the darkness 
who dinned their ears with murderous fusillades, slaughtering their people as 
they sprang out of their burning huts into the light of theflames. Nota third 
of the men had escaped; the larger number of the women and children had 
heen captured and taken away, they knew not whither. We discovered that 
this horde of banditti—forin reality and without disguise they were nothing 
else—was under the leadership ofseveral chiefs, but principally under Karema 
and Kibunga. They had started sixteen months previously from Wane-Ki- 
rundir, about 30 miles below Vinya Njara. 

* Foreleven months the band had been raiding successfully between the Congo 
and the Lubiranzi, on the léft bahk. They had then undertaken to perform 
the same cruel work between the Biyerreand Wane-Kirundu. On looking at 
my map, I find thatsuch a territory within the area described would cover 
superticially 16,200 square geographical miles on the left bank and 10,500 miles 
on the right, all of which in statute mileage would be equal to 31,700 square 
miles, just 2,000 square miles greater than the island of Ireland, inhabited by 
about one million people. The band when it set out from Kirundu numbered 
300 fighting men, armed with flint-locks, double-barreled percussion guns, and 
a few breech-loaders; their followers or domestic slaves and wonren doubled 
thisforee, Within the inclosure was a series of low sheds extending many 
lines deep from the immediate edge of the clay bank inland 109 yards; in 
length the camp was about 300 yards; at the landing place below were fifty- 
four lon z canoes, varying in carrying capacity. Each might convey from ten 
to one hundred people. 

i The tirst general impressions are thatthe camp is much too densely peopled 
forcomfort. There are rows upon rows of dark nakedness, relieved here and 
there by the white dresses of the captors. There are lines or groups of naked 
forms—upright,standing, or moving aboutlistlesasly ; naked fesare stretched 
under the sheds in all positions: naked legs innumerable are seen in the per- 
spective of prostrate sleepers; there are countless naked thildren—many mere 
infants—forms of boyhood and girlhood, and occasionally a drove of absolutely 
naked old women bending undera basket of fucl, or cassava-tubers, or bananas, 
who are driven through the moving groups by two or three musketeers. On 
paying more attention to details, I observed that mostly all arefettered; youths 
with iron rings around their necks, through which achain, like one of our boat- 
anchor chains, is rove, securing the captives by twenties. 

“The children over ten are secured by these copper rings, each ringed leg 
brought together by the central ring, which accounts for the apparent listless- 
ness of movement I obseryed on first coming in presence of this curious scene. 
‘The mothers are secured by shorter chains, around whom their respective prog- 
cny ofinfants are grouped, hiding the cruel iron links that fall in loops or fes- 
toons on their mammas’ breasts. There is not an adult man captive among 
them. The slave traders admit they have only 2,300 captives in this fold, yet 
they have raided through the length and breadth ofa country larger than Ire- 
land, bringing fire and spreading carnage with lead and iron. Both banks of 
the river show that 118 villages and 43 districts have been devastated, out of 
which is only educed this scanty profit of 2,300 females and children andabout 
2,000 tusks ofiyory! The spears, swords, bows, and the quivers of arrows show 
that many adults have fallen. Given that 118 villages were peopled only by 
1,000 each, we have only a profit of2percent., and by the time all these captives 
liave been subjected to the accidents of the river voyage to Kirundu and Ny- 
angwe, of camp life and its harsh miseries, to the havoc of small-pox and the 

sts which miseries breed, there will halt remaina scant 1 per cent. upon the 

loody venture. They tell me however that the convoysalready arrived at 
Ayane with slaves captured in the interior have been as great as their pres- 
ent band. 

“Five expeditions have come and gone with their booty of ivory and slaves, 
and tiese five expeditions have now completely weeded the large territory 
described above. If each expedition has been as successful as this, the slave 
traders have been enabled to obtain 5,000 women and children safe at Nyangwe, 
Kirundu, and Vibondo, above the Stanley Falls. This 5,000 out of the annual 
million will be at the rate of ahalf per cent., or Sslaves outof 1,000 people. This 
is popr profit out ofsuch large waste oflife, for originally we assumed the slaves 
io have mustered about 10,000 in number. To obtain the 2,300 slaves out of the 
118 villages they must have shot a round number of 2,500 people, while 1,300 men 
diced by the wayside through scant provisions and the intensity of their hope- 
less swretcheduess. How many are wounded and die in the forests or droop to 
death through an overwhelming sense of their calamities we do not know; but, 
if the above figures are trustworthy, then the outcome from the territory with 
its million of souls is 5,000 slaves, obtained at the cruel expense of 33,000 lives. 

“And suchslayes! They are females or young children who can not runaway 
or who with youthful indifference will soon forget the terrors of their capture. 
Yet each of the very smallest infants has cost the life of a father, and perhaps 
his three stout brothers, and perhaps his three grown-updaughters. An entire 
family of six souls haye been done to death to obtain that small, feeble, useless 
child. These sre my thoughts as [look upon the horrible scene. Every sec- 
ond during which I regard them the clink of fetters and chains strikes upon ny 
ears. My eyes catch sight of that continual lifting of the hand to case the Beek 
and the collar, or asit displays a manacle exposed throughs muscle being irri- 
tated by its weight or want of fitness. 

“My nerves are offended with the rancid eMluyium of the unwashed herds 
within this human kennel; the smell of other abominations annoys me in that 

vitiated atmosphere. For how could poor people, bound and riveted together 
by twenties, do otherwise than wallowin filth? Only the old women are taken 
out to forage. They dig out the cassava tubersand search for the banana, while 
the guard, with musket ready, keenly watches for the coming of the revengeful 
native, Not much food can be procured in this manner, and what is obtaincd 
is flung down in s heap before each gang to at once cause an unseemly scramble, 
Many of these poor things have been already months fettered in this manner, 


and their bones stand out in bold relief in the attenuated skin which hangs 
down in thin wrinkles and puckers. 

“Itisenough. Our hearts are sick with slaughter. Let the witnesses stand 
down. Is the smoke of this torment to go up for ever and ever? Remember 
that these deeds of blood and darkness are no isolated facts, no temporary mis- 
fortunes, no mere passing. accidents of the savage state. They are samples of 
a sustained, accepted, and carefully organized system of cruelty and murder, 
which pervades and penetrates every corner of this continent, Do not let it be 
supposed that this horror is over, that this day of tribulation is atanend. This 
horror and this day are now, Itisnotevenabating. Slavery ison the increase. 
Time, civilization, Christianity, are notreally touching it. No fact inrelation 
to the slave trade is more appalling than this. The fact of this increase, fora 
time denied, then doubted, has at last been reluctantly admitted, even by the 
Government of England, In a Government blue book issued only the other 
day, Her Majesty's consul for the Somali coast reports that ‘the slave trade 
has been very active of late. 

**On the 16th of September, 1885, Captain Gissing captured three dhows and 
brought two hundred and four slavesto Aden.’ The consul at Zanzibar writes 
(September, 1888) to the Marquis of Salisbury: ‘There isa marked increase in 
the slave traffic carried on under the protection of the French flag.’ The con- 
sul further states that dhows carrying French colors were constantly and regu- 
Jarly leaving for the Comoro Islands, Mayotta, and Madagascar loaded with 
siayes. In June, 1888, Brigadier General Hogg, dating from the Aden Resi- 
dency, wrote to the Bombay Government: ‘I have the honor to bring to the 
notice of Government that I have from time to time received reports of the ac- 
tivity of the slave trade from the neighborhood of the Gulf of Tajourra, and I 
deem it my duty to inform Goyernment of this fact, with a view to such action 
being taken as may be deemed advisable.’ 

“Turning to avery different region, we find Consul O'Neill addressing a letter 
to the Marquis of Salisbury with reference to the coast of Mozambique: *[ 
have the honor to say that, with the opinion thatthe East African slave trade 
has received someconsiderable pope and has greatly increased and strength- 
ened, [am compelled regretfully but entirely to concur. The evidence I have 
myself received from the interior is of nsimilarnature.” The Portuguese au- 
thorities in that district concur in these statements. Thus the commandant of 
the lately established military post of Mji Mkwali, in his monthly report of the 
state of the province, calmly writes, under the heading ‘Commerce:’ *The sole 
trade of this district, at the present, is in slaves.’ 

"The cause of thisrevived activity of the slave trade is not far to seek. It is 
the normal expansion of a paying business, More men engage in it; more 
capital isinvestedit. The Arab neyer retires from business. With the profits 
of his first small caravan he equips and heads a larger one. As the years pass, 
his flying columns grow larger and larger and fiercer and fiercer. Now he 
can attack with impunity a region which, in former days, he must have let 
alone. Formerly he fraternized and traded with the great interior nations; 
now he overthrows and carries them off bodily. Having much capital an 
better firearms lie can push farther and farther into the country, establishing 
depots as he goes, which become minor centers of the trade; Long ago the 
Arab dared not venture beyond a limited distance from the coastline. Now 
he pervades and almost dominates the continent. As one region after another 
is drained of its slayes and ivory, fresh and remoter fields have to -bo sought 
out. So home after home is made desolate, region after region is ravished, 
state after state is demolished, nation after nation is mowed down like grass, 

“Such being the state of matters in the interior of the country, to talk of the 
civilization of Africa till this butchery is stopped is but a mockery. No nation 
has either time or heart or encouragement to improve. To be rich is to excite 
cupidity and invite disaster; to be poor is to be the prey ofthe first murdering 
Arab who happens to pass that way. 

‘Where dotheslaves goto; what is their final marketand destination? These 
questions areamong the first to be asked by those whose interest is awakened 
in the slave trade, and the answers are easyto pnt together. In the first place, 
multitudes are used upas mere beasts of burden. Themortalityin nslavecar- 
avan has already been referred to. Now, in all cases where a slave who is a 
carrier or porter succumbs on the march, afresh man lias to be secured from 
some neighboring tribe to carry on his load. Vacancies caused by desertion 


are supplied in the same way. 

“The vacancies caused sooni the local tribes due to the filling up of these 
vacancies again haye to be supplied by fresh seizures of slayes from surrounding 
tribes, so thata perpetual circulation of this human currency is set in motion. 
Again, the domestic slaves of the coast regions were fora long time drained 
away by shipment from the various slaving ports. Thesupply throughout vast 
littoral territories was thus exhausted and had to be continuously replenished 
from caravans arriving from the interior. These domestic slaves were abso- 
lutely necessary to the coast tribes for household and agricultural purposes, 
and therecan be no doubt that enormous numbers of slaves have lately been ab- 
sorbed to replace those exported from the littoral zone at earlier periods, 

*“ But Ín addition to this it is an open secret that several large and defined 
markets for slaves exist in many parts of Africa and in the adjoining islands. + 
Off the Zanzibar coast, for instance, the extensive plantations of Pemba are 
wrought by slaye labor. Owing to the nature of the work and the fatal insalu- 
brity of the climate the death rate here is terrible, and a ceaseless traffic with 
the coast has to be kept up to supply the almost daily blanks, The slavers of 
the Mozambique Channel find a ready market in the Comoro market and even 
in Madagascar. Abyssinia, again, has many slave markets, the slaves being 
taken overland to Roheita, on the south of Assab Bay, whence they are Sipps 
during the night in dhows to Jeddah, Codida, and elsewhere in Arabia. Turn- 
ing to the north of the continent we find that almost every town in Morocco 
is furnished with its slave market. A few years ago these markets existed in 
all the Mediterranean proyinces, and they are still in active life everywhere 
south of the European boundaries. In a word, it may be said thatalmost every 
Mohammedan town in the country isa receiving and distributing eentcr for 
slaves. * * * > . > * 

“In the foremost rank among those to receive honorable mention in contend- 
ing with the slave trade must be placed that venerable and influential institu- 
tion, the British and Foreign Antislavery Society. * * * The creed of the 
society may be gathered from @single clause of its constitution: 

“*That so long as slavery exists there is no reasonable prospect of the anni- 
hilation of the slave trade and of extinguishing the sale and barter of human 
beings; that the extinction of slavery and the slave trade will be attained most 
effectually by the employment of those means which are of a moral, pale Kerr 
and pacific character; and that no measures be resorted to by this society in the 
prosecution of these objects but such as are imentire accordance with these prine 
ciples. 

“With the first two clauses of this sentence most men will be, in the main, 
agreed, The abolition of the status of slavery, could that be brought abont, 
would of course annihilate the slaye trade. But how could that be brought 
about? By a declaration, it is said,a declaration by all the European powers, 
including Turkey, in international conference assembled, that the status of 
siavery was no longer to be recognized, and that therefore any trafiic in this 
commodity must be held as contraband or piraticaland punished accordingly. 

**But held contraband by whom? Punished by whom? Enforced by whom? 
Would not the mere attempt to enforce this throughout the yast territories of 
the Dark Continent demand the resortto physical force, at least atsome point? 
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Not that the thing is not worth trying. In some quarters it would certainly do 
good, For even some of the European powers are themselves not above sus- 
picion in the matter of countenancing, or at least winking at, the existence of 
slavery under the shadow oftheirown flag. But the bulk of the African tribes 
have no flag, in the political sense. And even where a European power has 
raised its standard over a native territory, its own existence there is in most 
cases too precarious to bo periled by any serious asenne to extirpate so ancient 
a custom as that, for instance, of domestic slavery. That the abolition of the 
status of slavery would be n valuable auxiliary to those means ofa ‘moral, 
religious, and pacific character’ which the society recommends is not to be 
disputed. Thatin time, also, these means would together bring about the end 
ake nh denied by noone who knows how the leaven of Christianity has wrought 
n ry. 

*“Butmeantime? Are we to stand by and let chance after chance escape us 
of decisive action at particular points; as emergencies rise are we not to meet 
them? As favorable opportunities open of closing markets or of snatching the 
proy from the very arms of the slayer, are wo not to utilize the forces and re- 
sources of civilization effectual for that purpose? The slayer can not becaught 
én flagranté delicto and dealt with effectively without the show, and, if néces- 
sary, the application of forces othorthan moral, Theantislayery society would 
itself countenance punishment before a formal tribunal after the practice of 
Slavery has been declared fllegal. But till that hour has come an informal 
tribunal must take its place, and the way be paved for the introduction of the 
oe fone ul, more permanent, and more beneficent influences so justly adyo- 
ca 
“At this momenta freshly organized slaving center has just bcen erected in 
the heart of one of the most hopeful districts in Africa, the north end of Lake 
Nyassa. Civilizing and missionary agencies, after yearsof work and after the 
most serious costin lives and money, were just beginning to tell upon that 
country, But everything is now disorganized sash? darn and put to con- 
fusion, and till these Arab intruders are driven from their intrenchments no 
further progress can be dreamed of. The very existence of the tribes who are 
there being worked upon is threatened, and those who know the local condi- 
tions intimately are compelled against alltheir previous policy and inclinations 
to call for the help of arms. Fortunately this cry for nop has been raised by 
willing cars and a Nyassa defense fund is now beingraised in Scotland to deal 
practically with this special crisis. 

“ Bubit is evident that if action along this line is to ba takenat allitmustnot 
be local or temporary or spasmodic, but an organized system, with ramifica- 
tions in every quarterof the continent. And hence schemes of a larger kind 
are being discussed. Tho gencral basis of these proposalsis to have armed 
boats on the greatinland Jakes, with depots of men here and there, who would 
act as a sort of police patrol. ‘To be more than child's play such schemes would 
have to be international in character, and co-operation between all'the coun- 
tries and agencies at work in Africa would be a first condition of success, 

t * * * 


*. * * 


“ We say police administration, rather than military. An international mili- 
tary system would be almost impossible in practice, but that is not the main 
reason. It would be of the first importance to teach both African and Arab 
the distinction between a police and a military system. The policeman is a 
protector, the soldieris anavenger; so, atleast, it would bein ca, Soldiers 
would necessarily be regarded as enemies; with wise and patient management 
police oe mightcome to be looked upon as guardians of tho peace. The 
worst thing that could potu happen, either for the slave trade for tho Afri- 
can, or for the European in Africa, would be the letting loose upon this conti- 
nent of expeditions of mere fighting men who from time to time would raid 
try and leave behind them only a trail of blood and hate. To 


do this is so ; its cheap glory seems so real. An immediate end is some- 
ance served; these things are the temptation of the man who has power in 


ca, 

“But no man should be given power in Africa who has not learned the greater 

power of self-control, of a policy of patience, of the wisdom of quiet work for 

arge and possibly remote ends. A sensational success may here and there 
bring momentary relief, but only a large, kindly, and restrained effort, carried 
out by men whose heads are cool and whoso hearts are warm, can ever eman- 
cipate Africa. 5 

“What we lookfor, then, for Africa is a limited occupation, the most limited 
conceivable, of picked men, who would ingratiate themselves with the various 
tribes, who wo explain their mission every where as they went, and give the 
Arab to understand that they were there fora single purpose. Whatthenative 
tribes really want is leaders and access to the munitions of modern warfare. 
Both of these would be supplied, if necessary, from the proposed depots, but 
the mere presence of these agencies in the country would probably render 
actual warfare an exceptional circumstance. 

+ * . = 

“Sach ideas as these nre already possessing the publiomindin England, Ev- 
ery where meetings are being held to discuss this question. The Government, 
the church, and the most famous names in the country are interestedinit; and 
the time for action on the large scale can not be far away. 

“What will America do to help? Time was when the United States kepta 
cruiseron the west coast of Africa to check this trade. But when the attitude 
of America to the Congo treaty is remembered,and her refusal to touch the 
question of the exportation to Africa of arma, ammunition, and liquor, can itbe 
said that she keeps her place to-day in that moral reformation of the world 
which is the duty and privilege of all the foremost nations? Is it true of that 
Constitution of which she is so worthily proud that with reference to these 

nestions, and in the words of the prime minister of England: ‘They (the 
nited States) have told us that, owing to the peculiarities of their Constitution, 
they are not very anxious to enter into obligations with foreign powers?’ 

“America has never been provincial, Shemust not become sö. So manifold 
and pressing arenow the interests ofherown toonntry thatshe mightalmost 
be pardoned if sho did, But the world will be bewildered and disappointed if 
she separates herself now from the rest of mankindin facing those great wrongs 
of humanity from which seas can not divide her and which herpoorer brethren 
in eyery part of Europe are giving themselves to relieve. America does well 
in refusing the entanglements of European politics, Let her be careful lest she 
isolate herself from its humanities, Nonewho know her will fear fora moment 
thatthe breadth of her sympathies and the greatness of her national heart will 
not continue to be shown in her sustained philanthropies, in her joining hand 
to hand with the advanced nations of the carth in helping on all universal 
causes which find their appeal in the world’s great need and tribulation.” 


The article which I have submitted to be printed, by leave of the 
Senate, describes in particular the capture of the slaves, their march to 
the coast and the market, and the revolting scenes of horror and misery 
which I have no heart to read to the Senate. It will be printed, and 
I would request that the Senator from Massachusetts give special at- 
tention to the details of these horrors and then say whether it is not 
worth while for the representatives of Massachusetts, if from no other 
State, togive some aid and comfort to this missionary enterprise, which 
at the most will cost ouly $100,000. 


- * + 


I alluded yesterday to the circular of Mr. Huntington, the railroad 
millionaire of New York, who has thoroughly investigated this sub- 
ject from the standpoint of a philanthropist and a practical business 
man of vast affairs and great ability, and who puts forth and approves 
a plan for the establishment of policed lines or posts throughout the 
continent of Africa, under the support and protection of united and 
international effort, crossing from east to west and from north to 
south in sucha way.as to interrupt and prevent these invasions for 
the capture of the natives, and for their protection from destruction 
and the slave trade. I will ask that Mr. Huntington’s circular—it is 
onl y a page—be printed in connection with the other matter which I 
read: 

A FEW WORDS TO AMERICANS ON THE SLAVE TRADE IN AFRICA. 


I wish to call the attention of the public to an offense against civilization: 
the buying and selling of men and women into slavery. Livingstone, Gordon, 
Drummond, and many others have fought the battle of the slaye, ‘The King 
of Belgium and some of the best people of England, under the leadership of 
such a man as Sir William Mackinnon, arespending their imeand tlicir money 
to destroy this fearful traffic, and in its place plant.commerce and civilization. 
Good and thoughtfal ple through many generations have endeayored to 
destroy this ovil, and havo so nearly succeeded that at this time no civilized 
nation engages in or tolerates it, and I believe that if one great, united effort 
were made even the Arab, the descendant of Ishmael], might be madeashamed 
and afraid to traffic in human flesh. Others have studied the subject more 
closely than I and have more leisure to deal with it, but for many years I have 
rs felt the wrongs done to the African race and have been interested in 
their future; and I askali good Feo to unite in one grand effort against the 
slave trade, with all its attendant evils, and thus make it possible for the future 
historian to say that the blackest crime of the ages—human slayery—was de- 
stroyed in the last decade of the nineteenth century. 

Ido not agree with Francis W. Fox, in his letter in the Boston Transcript of 
Juno 13, relying wholly on peaceful measures, as I think we should ‘fight 
the devil with tire.” I publish the letter, with the article by Professor Drum- 
mond below refe: to. The proposed line to be policed runs, as may be seen, 
from Suakim to the mouth of the Zambesi, tlie most of the way from 200 to 400 
miles from the east coast; that is, it is to go west from Suakim to Berber, on the 
Nile, thence up that river to the Lakes Victoria Nyanza and Tanganyika, and 
thence to Lake Nyassa, thence along various water ways and portages to the 
ocean and the month of the Zambesi. Nearly all the distance can be trav- 
ersed by steamers, and the Jand portion can kept open, at first by wagon 
roads and later by railways, then with a railroad around the falls of the Congo, 
265 miles (now being built), and some short portages between the steam nayi- 
gation of the Upper Congo and the line from Suakim to the Zambesi, 

With this line well policed I believe that this cruel and terrible trafic can be 
destroyed atits fountain-head. Atthe same time a commerce would be estab- 
lished which would tend to raise the African from his low estate, and in time 
might enable him to take a place mene ee civilized plesofthe earth. It 
is worth the trial; andifall the nations that condemn this evil would uniteand 
make the improvements above referred to and police the lines, the cost would 
be asnothing when compared with the amount of good done, and we owe much 
to the African for the wrongs done him. 

I write this, hoping that it may call more general attention to an article writ- 
ten by Professor Henry Drummond and published in the June number of 
Scribner's Magazine. Ihave been permitted to have this article reprinted, and 
those wishing to read it can do sò either by sending for the magazine or by a 
ing to the wrilerof this for acopy, which will be sent free to any one desiring it, 
together with a map of equatorial Africa I have had prepared. Tliis map will 
show the country from Suakim, on the Red Sea, to the mouth of the Zambest, 
and from the mouth of the Congo on the west coast of Africa toa connection 
with the firat-mentioned line—the country that has been depopulated by the 
Arab slave-hunter, the country that is now being ravished, and the lines over , 
which the slaves are taken to market. The object of this map is to show the 
feasibility of establishing and keeping open a line of communication as indi- 
cated thereon, I believe that the line, as laid down upon this map, can be po- 
liced by a comparatively small number of white men, carefully selected and 
trained for this work, and that they can train the native Africans in the use of 
arms, until meys under the leadership of these white men, become Invincible 
when upon their own soil they fight for life and liberty, not only forthemselves, 
but for their wivesand children, 

O. P. HUNTINGTON. 

23 BROAD STREET (Mills Building), 

New York, Angust 1, 1889. 

Now, with reference to the other great evil, which it is not exactly 
in form to mention, I suppose, very much here, that of the use of al- 
cohol and the application of alcohol by the civilized races to the de- 
struction of the comparatively uncivilized, the inferior, the heathen 
people of the world, as we call them, the best statistics which we can 
obtain show that the United States, Great Britain, and continental 
powers are directly perpetrating upon the inhabitants of Africa—and 
what is true of Africa is also trae of Indin and China and of the isles 
of the sea—are actually perpetrating upon the people of Africa and 
these other people of the world still greater horrors than those which 
characterize the slave trade itself. The annual life destruction is esti- 
mated to be quite as large as that which is occasioned by the slave 
trade. 

A yery large proportion of this death-dealing commodity is sent from 
the port of Boston, something from the port of New York, and every 
civilized power looks upon the trade of intoxicating liquors as by far 
the most important of any branch of its commerce with that con- 
tinent. I believe that at least nine-tenths of the trade of some of 
these powers is in the commodity of intoxicating drinks. Itisa-very 
large proportion and I do not know bnt it is that proportion of the 
trade of America with Africa to-day. We pay them for what we re- 
ceive by giving them this poison to drink. 

There is an article which I will not read, buta very important arti- 
cle, discussing this subject fully, in Our Day, a periodical published 
in Boston, in June, 1890. I might read quotations from it, but the 
entirearticle is of very great excellence and importance, and it deals 
not only with alcoholin Africa, but the slave trade as well, and of the 
opportunities which America has, if she would embrace them, to do 
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good in Africa, This article is by the celebrated Joseph Cook, I will 


read afew paragraphs, in which he makes this appeal: 
CANNIDALISM, THE SLAVE TRADE, AND TWE RUM TRAFFIC ON THE CONGO, 


Cannibalism yet stains many acurve ofthe Upper Congo. On the Ubangi 
River, an affluent of this great equatorial stream, the standard of commercial 
value is human flesh. Ata a 9 in this region the natives urged one of Mr. 
Stanley’s ofticers to leave one of his boat's crew in exchange for a goat; "meat 
for meat,” they said. They asked for help in fighting their neighbors and said 
to the while man; “ You.can take theivory and we will take the meat.” The 
cannibals exhibit rows of skulls around their tents to denote the number of 
men they haye eaten. Slaves are killed and devoured with as little compunc- 
tion as goats, Heathenism teaches certain of the African tribes that the posi- 
tion of a chief will depend in the next world, as it does in this, on the number 
of his slaves. Hence at the death ofa chief several of his slaves are executed at 
his grave that their spirits may accompany his. One basa tendency to ask 
questions concerning the reasons of Divine Providence for allowing these atroc- 
ities, but, as Martineau has said, * God kidnaps no slaves: Man’s abuse of 
his own freedom is the origin of allhuman iniquity. Immenso regions in Cen- 
tral Africa liavo been absolutely depopulated by the infernalities of Arab and 
Africa slave-hunting. A profound epigram of the missionaries says: ‘The 
negro is God's image cut in ebony; the Arab slaye-hunter is the devil’s image 
ent in ivory.” - 

. * . * * à > 

The slave trade has been abolished now along our own coast. Since 1808 we 
have had no participation in it, but we haye maintained a curlous and I think 
I may say shameful neutrality in tho efforts of civilized nations to put it down 
elsewhere. We didagree in the Ashburton srair to put our ships sido by side 
with those ares ketay in Seprecsing. piracy and the slavo trade on the high 
sens, but we haye kept only in a negligent, loose kind of way that high engage- 
mens. * * * © * * 

Why are Americanssotorpidin this matter? Africa is at your doors. What 
has Africa tosell? Not men any more to us, thank God, But she is one of 
the richest regions on earth, Think of her camphor and gum woods and cot- 
ton, her ptim oil, her India rubber, her ivory, her clephants, her spices and 
gems and silyer and gold. Mr. Huntington, the chief organizer of our first 
transcontinental ciel A es is accustomed now to tell young men that the 
magic word of commercial enterprise is soon to be the Congo, : 

If you wish to obtain millions and billions in fair trade, go thero, buy India 
rubber, cotton, palm oil, ivory ata low price; bring it here as cheaply as you 
can and sellitatahighprice, There are billions in the traffic, so this railway 
king thinks, and he has already invested money in African railways, There 
are six railways now in progress of construction from the exterior to the in- 
terior of Africa, One is going up the Nile; another is going westward from 
the coast opposite Madagascar; another is going upthe Congo; three are going 
north from the British settlements at the Cape of d Hope. America sleeps 
in this matter every whero except in our mission rooms. There aresome wise 
men sites! the Christian statesmen who guide our missions, who see that the 
trampling feevofcommerolal greed will make Africa a very dimicult ground in 
which to sow the good seed of the gospel, unless missions make haste to ante- 
date commerce in capturing the land. 

In the name of commerce, in the name of just trade, in the name of Christian- 
ity, in the name of civilization, I appeal to you to throttle the American liquor 
traflic on the Congo. Go to yonder customhouse on ths proud edge of Massa- 
chusetts Bay, and you may find official records showing that 737,236 gallons of 
rum were exported from Boston to Africa in 1883, 576,268 in 1834, 803,437 in 1835, 
737,650 in 1886, 646,205 in 1887, 694,716 in 1888. Tho Afro-American Budget, to 
which several bishops of the colored churches contribute, said recently : 

“The two curses of Africa are slave-hunting and rum-selling, rum-sellingand 
slaye-hunting. We do not try to determine which is the worse. The slave- 
hunting.is conducted by Arabs, who are all bigoted Moslems; the rum-selling is 
in the hands of merchants of Europe and America, who are all Christians, at 
least nominally, Wedo not undertake to say that the Christian rum-seller is 
better than the Arab slave-hunter. He violates the principles of his religion, 
while the Arab slave-hunter does not. Both are engaged in a crime against 
humanity, and the poor African is the miserable victim. 

The motive of the slave-hunter, who destroys peaceful villages, makes prison- 
ers of the men, captures helpless women and children,and marches them in 
gangs. with untold hardships, to the slave centers, is the immense percentage 
of profit. The motive of merchants in shipping cargoes of rum to Africa, which 
bestializes the negro, ruins his villages,and destroys his desire for moral, ro- 
ligious, or materialimprovement, isthesame: the immense percentage of profit. 

Vho shall say which inflicts the greater injury on Africa, the rum traffic or 
the slave trafic? Tho great antislavery con: at Brussels considers both 
curses as challenging the attention of the civilized world. The Berlin confer- 
ence of 18341 recognized the control of the rum trafiic in Africa as a vital ques- 
tion, and issued aciroular urging concentrated action by the greatpowers. Tho 
subject was discussed by the German Parliament last May, and pans opinion 
in England organized a soolety, under the presidency of the Duke of Westmin- 
ster, to prevent the *'demorallzation of the native races by tho liquor tragic.” 


The Congo Free State contains many tribes of great promise, quer are not 
thoroughly black; theyareonly bronze, Letus moderate ourantipathy, there- 
fore, to color. On the Congo are sprightly, alert, intellectual negroes. Most 
of these tribes are very shy of white men, but when once you obtain their con- 
fidence you, as white men, may have immense power among then), as the ca- 
reers of Livingstone and Stanley indicate. ‘ . 

Black immigration is to be madea greatregonerating forcein Africa, Schemes 
of wholesale omigration are visionary, and yet it ought to be the sublimo am- 
bition of many a colored scholar, preacher, politician, author, reformer, to give 
his life to theelevation of the dark races in Africa, Itis aground of lope for 
the future of the best races in Africa that they already regard the black men of 
the United States, England, France,and Germany as their friends and as their 
natural leaders, You undoubtedly will have difficulties when you go abroad 
to officer the black regiments of Africa, even if you are black; but, as Edward 
Everett and Webster said Jong ago, nature has determined that Africa must be 

` regenerated by Africans. 


The whole matter is well worth the attention of those who care auy- 
thing at all what becomes of mankind. Upon this subject in the Tem- 
perapce Movement, a book that I prepared myself, there is a chapter 
devoted to this subject, some thirty or forty pages, in which the facts 
are sa fully collected, and I have noted many of them here; but 
mindful of the fact that we have little time and that it is a compara- 
tively trifling subject I will do no more than simply to refer to that 
source of information upon it. 

The American people are under some obligation to the continent of 
Africa. At least 8,000,000 of our own citizens originated there. They 
have never done us harm; they have only done us good, and that con- 
tinually, and they are to-day a very important industrial clement in this 
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nation. They are the foundation of the labor system of 25,000,000 peo- 
ple. They are an integral part of our vation; they can not be elimi- 
nated; and a nation which has inflicted upon them something of hard- 
ship and which has undoubtedly done to them much of good, yet in 
whose favor there is an immense balance of benefit by reason of the toil 
of these centuries, the benefits of which we haveall received, might well 
expend $100,000 in the effort to setin motion the machinery which not 
only would alleviate the condition of their 200,000,000 countrymen 
in the Dark Continent, but would do as I believe much—as the first 
step may always be said to be the real cause of results—would do much, 
would do everything towards the ultimate extinction of this great curse 
of war, this greater curse of alcohol, and, perhaps greatest of all, of the 
trade in the bodies and souls of men. 

The Senator from Massachusetts intimated that this proposition was 
subject ton point of order. Isuppose it is subject to a point of order, 
yet the Appropriations Committee has been known to waive points of 
order, and whenever there is, as in this case, an opportunity to appeal 
to the sense of right, to the generosity, to the very highest qualities 
that can characterize manhood, the Committee on Appropriations is in- 
clined to yield; and I trust that the Senator from Massachusetts, ashe 
must see that there can be no other way in which the proposition can 
be made to give this invitation to the civilized powers of the world to 
take this first, this great step towards the desirable and glorious con- ~ 
summation—as, Isay, he must see thatit can only bedone by withdraw- 
ing the point of order. I hope that he will consent to do it, 

Let this be attached to the fortification bill along with the expendi- 
ture of four or five million dollarsin behalf of war. Let there be this 
trifle given for the promotion of universal peace and the extinction of 
war, intoxication, and slavery and the causes which lead to them from 
the face of the earth. 

If not now, Mr. President, there may come a time when there will 
be a committee which will appropriate $100,000 to this end, ‘here 
may be a Senate and there may be a Congress that will, and if I should 
fail now, if the Senate should fail now, then I confidently appeal to 
that better time coming. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY], in the course of his remarks, inquired of me as a 
Senator from the State of Washington if the shores of Puget Sonnd 
were within gunshot reach of the batteries of the British Government 
on Vancouver Island. Ianswered that they were not within reach, 
but that they were so close at hand that the firing of the guns from the 
war ships and the fortifications at Esquimalt in British Columbia were 
yery distinctly heard in the city of Port Towsend on the American side, 

Looking into the RECORD this morning I happened to see that my 
distinguished friend from the State of New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE] 
inferred from my answer to that question that I also was po: or 
a belligerent spirit, and inquired of meif I had everknown of the watery 
of Puget Sound being disturbed witha projectile. Tam happy in the 
thought, or at least in the hope, that these peaceful waters may never 
be the arena of war, and yet, Mr. President, I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that immediately across these open waters, 
on the British side, thereis a great military navy yard, It is supplied 
with all the modern equipments of warfare; it is a complete institu- 
tion of its kind. It is within a strong bay, a Gibraltarinitself. More 
than that, it is fortified with torpedo boats and with land batteries, , 

Now, Mr. President, this strong naval station is the rendezvous of 
the British fleets in the Pacific Ocean. It is at the terminal pointof a 
great military railway line, a strategic line across the continent, built 
by the British Government for the purpose of moving and massing 
troops and military supplies. J 

Not only that, but it is a fact that in the Pacific waters there are at 
least twenty-eight powerful naval ships that in the course of thirty or 
forty days might be rendezvoused at these headquarters within an 
hour or two’s steaming of the cities of Puget Sound. 

Now, over against these powerful naval and warlike preparations 
what has this Government to offer in resistance? TI wish, for the in- 
struction of the distinguished Senator, to read a paragraph taken from 
the report of the very able commission recently ordered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to make inquiry as to the selection of n dry- 
dock site and naval station on the North Pacific coast. Thestatement 
is entitled to great weight from the character of the men making it. 
It ism commission composed of distinguished civilians and military 
and naval officers. The civilians occupying positions upon this com- 
mission are no less than an ex-member of this body and an Ex-Secre- 
tary of the Navy, while those in the Army and Navy are men of dis- 
tinguished character and attainments. This paragraph of the report 
is but part and parcel of a line of warnings, of reports, and of informa- 
tion that have been imparted to this Government from military and 
naval sources in years gone by. Speaking upon this subject and of the 
condition’ of Puget Sound they say: 


This growth on Puget Sound alone is represented by a tonnage of over 2,000,- 
000, by the populous cities of Seattle, Tacoma, and Port Townsend, and numer- 
ous smaller but thriving towns, embracing an aggregate wealth of many hun- 
dred millions. 

At present this vast aggregate of wealth is wholly unprotected from attack 
in case of war. On the Atlantic seaboard our coast and inland commerce can 
retire to secure asylums of retreat, channels leading to cities can be obstructed, 
and time gained for defense, 
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This is not the case with Puget Sound, which presents unfortunately a situa- 
tion peculiar to itself. Its depth perinits no expedient for temporary obstruc- 
tion, its width prevents no perfect reliability upon land batteries (which, how- 
ever, nowhere exist), and there are norivers or contracted harbors upon which 
commerce could take refuge, unless we except Port Orchard, the only place on 
the Sound that could be expeditiously fortified. It follows, therefore, that this 
vast wealth could be destroyed or laid under tribute by a comparatively insig- 
nificant force und?r an enterprising commander, since for the present, and for 
soine tine to come, the small naval force available will be required for the pro- 
tection of San Francisco, 

Under such conditions, although these remarks may not be wholly pertinent 
to this report, the commission feels thatit would be derelict in its duty as citi- 
zens if it failed to call attention to the danger existing in permittingany longer 
such valuable interests to remain unprotected, a state of aftairs which, until 
echt should continue to be a matter of the gravest concern to the whole 
coun . 

Now, Mr. President, while my distinguished friend from the secure 
heights of the White Mountains may look down with philanthropic 
and complacent disinterestedness upon the exposure of our coasts, I 
give him this information to show him the justification of solicitude 
and anxiety, upon the part of those who represent States that are so 
immediately exposed, for defenses in some measure proportioned to 
the exposure. I do not believe war with Great Britain probable. I 
am loath to think it even possible. 

Despite the spirit of peace our Christian civilization promotes; con- 

„trary to the demand for peace brought about by international com- 
merce; notwithstanding the tendency of arbitration to avert the calam- 
ity of wars, the last fifty years—marking the highest attainments of 
these benign agencies—have been among the bloodiest and most de- 
structive in the annals of war. With nations, as with men, the unex- 
pected often happens. Both prudence and humanity dictate that our 
Government should maintain a naval and coast defense of such strength 
at least as not to invite insult or attack. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President, thetemptationto protracted speak- 
ing upon this bill is very great, especially when we hear Senators of 
ability and intelligence making such extraordinary mistakes and differ- 
ing so widely, differing totally from the judgment of the men who 
have given their lives to the study of all this business, 

Now, our distinguished friend from New Hampshire has just been 
telling us that in ease of serions disturbance and controversy with for- 
eign nations we shall be invaded by land forces, and that the na7al 
attacks upon our coasts and our great seaports would be of very little 
consequence. Nobody who studies the art of warfare thinks so ortalks 
so, and I might leave it just there. 

But he says that the destruction of the city of New York would be 
a mere flea bite as compared with the power of the whole country and 
the wealth of the whole country. ‘There again he makes a very great 
mistake. New York is the throat or the carotid artery of the country 
as to its commerce and its finances, and a blockade of New York by a 
foreign fleet would be felt in twenty-four hoursin every village in the 
country, as every mercantile man ought to know and as everybody, I 
think, would conecedein amoment. Butwhen great men makinggreat 
wars start out they begin by attacking the great, rich commercial cen- 
ters, the reservoirs, the great collections of wealth, and all under the 
powers of defense. They would think it an admirable thing to cap- 
ture Paris; if necessary, to destroy Paris, for example. They would 
think it anexcellent thing to takethe cities along the Rhine. {twould 
be an extraordinary feat totake London, and it would be thought very 
ridiculous if a man said it was of no consequence whether you took 
London or not or destroyed all its visible property; that the rest of 
the country would only get angry, and substantially, in the language 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, would devote itself for years to 
projects of revenge. 

That is precisely the difficulty. Wars nowadays are brief, short, 
sharp, decisive, if possible, within a comparatively brief period of time, 
and the aim of them is to make the attacked party, the conquered party, 
pay the bills, and they are terribly destructive and terribly expensive 
also, I respond to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes], and therefore they are not likely to be long wars. 

Everybody who studies this question sees that the way to distress 
us would be for great fleets to blockade a few of our large cities and 
levy upon them immense tribute or proceed to destroy them. War is 
not merciful. -Now, there are within reach of long guns along our 
coast—I have not the table; I find I cut itout from my pamphlet and 
therefore lost it—in eight harbors, which include New York and Bos- 
ton, ete., agrand total of $4,500,000,000 worth of destructible property— 
that is a very large fraction of the total wealth of the country—with- 
out any adequate security against the vicissitudes of war. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isnot one-twentieth. 

Mr, HAWLEY. This table has been made up very carefully by 
men who have studied the returnsand the tax lists, ete., of the various 
cities. The city of New York spends a million anda half dollars a 
year for a costly fire department. It spends for fire insurance $6,000, - 
000 a year. That is seven and a half million dollars every year for de- 
fense against losses of property, partially of course for protection of 
life through the police, when seventeen anda half million dollars spent 
upon the outer defense of New York would protect their property. 
About three years of its insurance money would put her in a condition 
of spiendid defense. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to remind him that his 


question to me was whether I believed there would be Jand invasions, 
not whether I believed there would be assaults upon our ports. Now 
the Senator is putting me in the attitude of disclaiming the probabil- 
ity that there would be an attack upon New York. I said where there 
was so serious a purpose as to attack us at all I believed we should be, 
invaded by way of the Canada line, and that the myriads of Europe and 
the myriads of Asia would be poured in upon us from Canada asa base 
of operations. - 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I heard that. 
said it. , 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator did not seem to recognize it, and I did 
not say the other thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What I was saying in regard to New York City 
did not necessarily apply to anything the Senator had said, exceptthat 
the destruction of New York would be a mere flea-bite and New York 
would not be likely to be a point of attack. 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
destruction of New York would bea mere flea-bite. 
bardment of New York might not be more than that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A bombardment hurts usually. 

Mr. BLAIR. A bombardment hurts and a blow may hurt; but 
John L. Sullivan has endured a great many hurts of that kind and has 
whipped all creation so far yet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, I just scorn to spend time to 
convince the Senator from New Hampshire that the destruction of four 
and a half billions of property in one of our seaports, the very center 
of all our trade and business, would seriously injure the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator, then, to indulge me further on that 
point to say that F have made no such intimation, and the Senator is 
putting into my mouth an assertion that I do not countenance at all, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator used that word. 

Mr. BLAIR. Talluded only to the city of New York; I spoke of the 
bombardment, not of theabsolute destruction of thecity. TheSenator 
now undertakes to put me in the light of representing that the destruc- 
tion of the whole four and a half billions of property lying along our 
seacoasts is a trifling affair. To besure it is only about one-twentieth 
of the actual wealth of the country, but it would be a serious affair, 
and all the navies of Christendom could not destroy that property by 
an unresisted war of five years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I fail to see the interrogation point at the close of 
that question. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was not an interrogation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not yield to speeches. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Then do not misrepresent those made, and apply—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had not touched the Senator hardly. Iam com- 
ing to its utter nonsense, the monstrous nonsense of trying to argue to 
convince us that war with us is coming by the landing of land forces. 
There is no nation in the world that has got 100,000 men to spare for 
that purpose, and they would be fools to undertake it with less than half 
amillion. If they should fry to doit and muster all the enormous fleets 
and transport ships that would be needed for it, with its infinite quan- 
tity of supplies of all descriptions, to bring them 3,000 miles across the 
Atlantic, our best policy would be tosummon our raw militia and stand 
back 100 miles and invite them respectfully to land and make them- 
selves at home and camp, and then by sheer, brute, undisciplined force 
roll over them and drive them back into the water. Now, that is all. 
Nobody is going to try it, for there is not an idiot of a second lieuten- 
ant in any army of the world who would think of invading us by land. 
That is not where our trouble is. 

Long wars are not probable anyhow; and in the short, sharp, de- 
cisive, tremendous punishment of us along the coast the millions of 
dollars of property the enemy could destroy, if they wereangry enough, 
would be nothing. The gentleman is right, but nothing in compari- 
son with what? With the infinite and eternal dishonor of the thing, 
in one sense of a just punishment for our idiotic imbecility in not bay- 
ing a gun to beat them with. There is where shame is coming. We 
are in no danger from a land invasion. To be sure we have no in- 
structed, drilled army, but we could rapidly contribute one. Thatis 
a thing that comes nearer the possibility of extemporized effort than 
any other effort of defense or warfare. We can extemporize rapidly 
brave men and supply any deficiencies in the efficiency of the individ- 
nal soldier by the extraordinary multitude and weight, by the brute 
power of the men sammoned. 

Now, a few words concerning the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. I ama good deal surprised by his 
motion; yet it is in accordance with the science of fencing. When we 
are objecting to a reduction from $1,000,000 to $800,000 he comes in 
with a very plansible proposition to reduce it to $250,000, so that if we 
get the $800,000 grudgingly in we should have reason to congratulate 
ourselves upon the extraordinary generosity of Congress, because it 
would be shown that an able Senator thought $250,000 enough. That 
is the sole effect of it; it is simply a feint with the rapier, and itis a 
very nice one, tov. The War Department wanted a million. 

Captain Smith, representing the War Department, in the presence 
of the Secretary of War, said that perhaps they could do with $800,000. 
These men are going around hat in hand and begging the best they 


That is twice the Senatorhas 


I did not say that the 
I said the bom- 
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can get, for cold victuals even, for the defenses of the country. The 

. Secretary said it ought to be a million dollars, and what is this for? 
For the oil- tempered, annealed steel, for high-power, coast-defense guns, 
8, 10, and 12 inch caliber; that is to say, these several parts, whether 
they be a dozen or fifty, of the great built-up steel guns such as mod- 
ern science says we ought to have. 

Now, the Senator from Maryland says, that being a separate opera- 
tion and hitherto done in a finishing factory, we can not put on the 
fine turning and fine boring and the delicate fitting of all these guns so 
fast as they can be made. Yes; but, if you give ont a contract within 
the next six weeks for the making of a million dollars’ worth of those 
rough parts, those guns could not be made under one, two, three, or 
four years, and in the mean time we shall very easily finish up at Water- 
vliet the necessary gun factory or finishing factory and induce private 
citizens elsewhere to adapt themselves to the work; and we have al- 
ready made the beginning in that. The West Point Foundry has re- 
ceived a contract from us for the finishing of a little amount—quite a 
contract to them—eleven 8-inch guns; and if there were any certainty 
of our continuing to supply these rough parts not only the West Point 
establishment would enlarge, but others would be very glad to do it. 

In short this is the truth: You can have just as much as you want 
well done and as rapidly as such heavy work can possibly be done, bet- 
ter done on the whole than is done anywhere else in the world, as fast 
as you want, if you will only say so, and your first rude process is to 
invite these great manufacturers to forge the heavy rough parts, and 
then you can get the finishing done. Wewant.a fine Government fin- 
ishing factory, thatit may bea restraint upon all the others and a test. 
Our own Government factory made a smaller bid for that work than 
the West Point bid, but perhaps the interest upon the cost of the plant 
was not sufficiently calculated. At any rate, the Department very 
wisely gave that contract to the West Point Foundry to encourage them 
and to build them up in that work, 

Now, $6,000,000 worth of the rough parts is only a small part of what 
the whole défense of the country will call for. When the Watervliet 
factory is done and in full operation, according to the plans of it, it 
will only finish eighteen a year of the highest class of guns, and by 
1917, twenty-six years hence, it would finish four hundred and thirty- 
seven guns, It is amere standard for manufacturing, as it were, even 
under the plans we speak of; and yet that factory in three or four 
years will require $1,300,000 worth of rough material every year to 
keep its finishing work in good order fully employed. 

No, sir, there is no sense in going along from year to year, in the 
first place $1,000,000 for this and the next year $500,000 for it, and 
then a proposition for $800,000, and then a proposition to cut that 
down to $250,000.. You prevent what the Senator from Maryland 
professes to desire and does desire, the calling in of private capital for 
this work in competition with each other and the Government work, 
that it may be well done, cheaply done, and that we may have as many 
places as possible where we can get it rapidly done. 

Suppose he succeeds, which he will not, in getting this $800,000 re- 
duced to $250,000, then these Jarge manufacturing establishments, 
which would be delighted to get jobs of that sort, and which I say 
truly look at it not only with delight by reason of their professional 
tastes and skill, but by reason of their patriotism, are willing to risk 
something. ‘They are willing to bid, willing to enlarge their factories, 
willing to do all these things, and glad to do them, and they want it 
done in the highest business principles, with the best competition and 
the best work. They will be glad to do it, if they can be sure of any- 
thing like a steady supply of work. They will turn around and look 
at this action here, at this debate here. They study all these things 
before, they make bids. They will see that the House of Representa- 
tives said a million and the Senate committee said $800,000 and the 
Senator from Maryland had it reduced to $250,000; and they say, 
‘Well, we are not going to bother with a new shop and new lathes 
and things of that sort which will be necessary to deal with a party 
like that. That is not the way enterprising private citizens carry on 
their business, and we will not have anything to do with them,” And 
the Senator will defeat just exactly that which he gave as a reason for 
the amendment, the getting in of private parties, 

Eight hundred thousand dollars is worth something if we cannot get 
the million dollars, and that will bring about bids for finishing from 
private parties. It willtake them from now until the time these rough 
parts are beginning to be delivered to get ready to take them to finish. 
Ifyou offer your proposals as soon as possible I have no doubt concerns 
will be found that will be willing to take all that quantity of rough 
material, finish it up, and by the time that rough material can be laid 
at their doors they will be ready to begin the work of finishing, 

Now, two or three Senators have said, ‘‘ What is the use of hurry- 
ing about this thing? We are not hurrying. By this slow, creep- 
ing, disjointed, inharmonious proceeding we are going where we would 
have something in the course of thirty years instead of a resolute de- 
termination to map out both for the Army and the Navy a certain saum 
each year; and let it be known, let the country be convinced from our 
talk and our votes that we are going on to do this thing year after year. 
That is the way to do it. 

Senators say that some of these things will be antiquated, obsolete, 


by and by. ‘The Senator from Missouri referred to the experiments 
made by a little alloy slightly of steel with alaminum to give it ad- 
ditional tensile strength, and all that. Itis nothing but one of the 
little incidental improvements going on from timeto time. That does 
not affect the great question at all, the necessity for defense, nor the 
general character of guns we should prepare. We do not know what 
will be done, of course. There will be extraordinary inventions; there 
will be great advances made in the art of throwing these enormous 
bolts of dynamite; and in the art of submarine explosion and attack 
great advances will be made. But, sir, no gun has been made that is 
entirely obsolete, entirely useless. They are obsolete in the common 
use of that word, because we have taken something better; but the 
old-fashioned carronade in the war of 1812, of, say, 6 or 7 inches cal- 
iber, a clumsy thing about 6 feet long, is not obsolete, It will throw 
a 6-inch shell now which is big enough for some purposes, and throw 
it a very considerable distance. 

The time is never coming when one of these high-power steel guns 
throwing a 500-pound bolt of hardened steel 10 miles will be obsolete, 
It will never be obsolete until the laws of matter are reversed and 500 
pounds dropping a mile will not hurt. Then these things will become 
obsolete. Not one of these guns will ever be useless, 1 do not care 
what the progress of invention may be. They willalwayscarry miles; 
they will always penetrate a certain thickness in the sides of a ship; 
and the limit of ship armor is practically reached; anything further 
makes the ship unwieldy and unsafe. You can not carry armor sufi- 
cient to resist the power of the modern weapon. Mancan make noth- 
ing that man can not destroy, and destructionasa rule keeps ahead of 
defense. 

No, sir; we have seen, in my judgment, the last of the extraordinary 
experiments of very large and very heavily armoredships. They will. 
be made smaller; some of them will be rapid and will expect to take 
blows, expect fo be shot clear through and through, as men do when 
they go to war. They do not expect to encase themselves in armor 
which can not be penetrated. They went to that extent once, and got 
so that the knight had to be helped, I had almost said with a derrick, 
on his horse. So heavy was theirarmor that the men were practically 
useless, and then men with nothing but a short jacket and a pair of 
trousets—stark-naked men, almost—darted under and stabbed the horse 
or stabbed the man in undefended places. There are plenty of exam- 
ples like that. So, hy and by, men will come to the conclusion. that 
you can not absolutely defend yourself, and that in waritis inevitable 
that somebody is hurt, and we will find lighter ships with tremendous 
power of aggression, and will expect to take our blows. 

I think Senators make a great mistake in standing in the way of coast 
defense, as the Senate has done to a large extent. The Senator from 
Maryland points to what the Navy has done as worthy of emulation. 
The Navy has done nothing but what we have given it a chance to do, 
and the Navy got around so beautifully in this way: the public sen- 
timent of the country demanded of Congress and compelled Congress 
to take some steps toward the reconstruction of our Navy. So we went 
on and ordered some very fine vessels. That passed through Congress 
with more or less carping criticism. It went through, and lo and be- 
hold, it turned out that if those ships were to be good for anything 
there must be some armor upon them, a number of very finè high-power 
steel guns. 

Then Mr. Whitney, as an ordinarily sagacious business man would 
have done, clubbed those guns together and found that he had a very 
large job on hand which he could offer the manufacturers. If a man 
had come here and tried to get a bill through Congress to build two 
hundred steel guns he would have been met by all the objections of 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Maryland; but, having ordered ship after ship until 
the aggregate guns and armor made a big contract, Mr. Whitney 
started to work, and he deserves credit for doing it. 

Now, in the mean time the Army has not been able to do anything 
of the sort. Whatever it gets it must get by boldly asking for guns, 
Men mistake themselves if they think the country has any fault to 
find with us in this except the fault of this halting, inconsequential, 
pseudo-economical policy. Nothing in the world can be done by this 
body of legislators in both Houses and by statesmen who attempt to 
lead this body more entirely acceptable to the great mass of thinking, 
vigorous, patriotic, real Americans in this country than to embark upon 
a thorough, scientific system of coast defense. 

I know all they say about the cost of these things. I haye a table 
here somewhere, if I can turn my hands to it, which shows that the 
pro rata cost, the cost per inhabitant of that great, thorough, extensive 
scheme proposed by the Board of Fortifications would be far less than 
the cost of that which we were undertaking very thoroughly about 1840 
and had made very considerable progress in. The cost of that was 
about $3.50 for each inhabitant. ‘The cost of this scheme of the Forti- 
cations Board, which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has so 
diligently pushed, would be about $2.50 perinhabitant, In the mean 
time theaverage of wealth has very greatly increased; and I venture to 
say that this wildest proposition, as it is called, would not be one-half 
the cost in proportion to what the country was endeavoring to do fifty 
years ago. 
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But I, for myself, do not ask and nobody expects that we are going 
to order now the expenditure of $120,000,000. That is what this scien- 
tific board pointed out as putting all the harbors in a condition of com- 
plete and thorough defense. * 

Now, sir, by the time we have spent $40,000,000 ina series of six, or 
eight, or ten years we shall find that we have made great progress to- 
ward it, especially as in the mean time science will have made great 
advances in all these auxiliary methods of defense by reason of dyna- 
mite shells and the submarine shells also, in the whole of the torpedo 
system. 

I hope, Mr. President, thai the Senate will not think of cutting the 
$809,000. down or of cutting the million down. I object to either 
amendment. A million is what the men who know best say ought to 
be done. There is no question that it will be needed, and by the time 
it shall have been completed and furnished to the Government the proc- 
ess for putting that into finished guns will be ready for us. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] has, between the first and last of his remarks, contrived to 
make about as thorough ademonstration of the folly of his general posi- 
tion as itis possible for a man of his great ability, Intentionally direct- 
ing his powers to that end, to do. ¢ 

e admits that an attack upon tie city of New York and the destruc- 
tion of all the property that we have exposed upon the entire seacoast 
of the country would be but comparatively a trivial injury to the power 
of the American people. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; I did not say that. Isaid it would bea 
terrific injury. 

Mr. BLAIR, * In and of itselfit might be great; but as an impres- 
sion upon the warlike forces of the American nation, as a means of crip- 

ling our power and our ability to take reprisals from those whoshould 
ve inflicted that injury upon us, if would be a trivial thing. That 
was his admission. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How about the shame of it? 

Mr. BLAIR, That was the Senator’s statement. If that be so, if 
it be the fact—which is an inconceivable thing—that the $4,000,000,000 
of ae aac exposed at these twenty-seven ports which they propose 
to fortify were destroyed; if still the offensive, war-making power of 
the United States would be untouched, is the world eyer to assail us, 
is a sensible single nation or a combination of nations ever to attack a 
people upon their coast, when, if they destroy everything thatis within 
reach of navies and of marines along that coast, they have as yet done 
no injury, and are liable to be met with a returning onslaught of 
65,000,000 of the most progressive and powerful people on the face of 
the earth, an onslaught which they could haye no power to resist? 

The Senator himself has disposed of all reasonable probability that 
we shall ever be attacked along the shore. What I stated was that 
if we were assailed, and assailed in earnest, as we never shall he as- 
sailed until we are assailed with the intention of doing us mortal hurt, 
if possible, we must be invaded by land. The Senator himself has 
proved that by saying that if the defenses and property of our entire 
coast, or eyen of our entire boundary, were made waste and obsolete, we 
should still be comparatively untouched in our actual power. Then 
whoever would do us a burt, whoever would do us injury, must reach 
ourpopulation, ourinterior, where lie nineteen-twentieths ofour wealth 
and our entire population almost, safe beyond the 12-mile guns which 
he describes to us. 

I said, sir, not that we should be attacked in our interior, not that 
we should be invaded by land, not that we should be invaded any- 
where, but I argued that it was improbable that we should beassailed 
along the coast and at our ports; so did the Senator {from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] yesterday; and, therefore, that these tremendous expendi- 
tures in the way of fortifications and other things onshore seem to be 
almost idle, particnlarly when we are to be twenty-seven years in ac- 
complishing the work, and considering the improvements which are 
made every year in the art of war, in the development of destructive 
science and art, rendering obsolete the digging and filling of dirt with 
which we shall have indulged ourselves every twelve months of these 
twenty-seven years. 

But, sir, if we ever are to be invaded, the Senator proved that it 
must be by land, and not by sea; in fact he proved that we can neyer 
he invaded at all, Then why these appropriations? I did notsay that 
invasion was probable; I argued yesterday that we were comparatively 
isolated, that we were safe from invasion at home and abroad by land 
and by sea; but I said if we were to be invaded it must be by land, and 
that I believed it would be along our Canadian line, and therefore I ar- 
gued that now, in the incipiency of our existence, weshould reach out to 
the pole, in the name of peace, inthenameof unity, upon this continent; 
that we should not allow these coming generations to grow up with 
distractions and prejudices, as has been the case with nations on the 
continent of Europe, but that we grow up one great homogeneous peo- 

Je, and subject or rather permeate surrounding territories and prov- 
neces and populations with the influence of our own institutions. 

Canada can maintain two hundred million people easily, as we can 
easily four hundred million. Canada now has but five or six million. 
She is an uninhabited country, and so, indeed, are we. Looking to 
the great future, five or six hundred million poople at least will in- 


habit the North American continent, Take these vast uninhabited 
spaces and subject them to Christianity and to the present political 
institutions of this great Republic; develop them in accordance with 
those institutions, make them homogeneous, make them free, and they 
will be peaceablo for all time.” 

But, sir, if our boundaries are to remain as they are now and we are 
ever to be invaded, if war should coma, I say, as I said before, that in 
all human probability the invasion must come from along the Canada 
line. LI argued yesterday that it was not probable, because if we wero 
assailed by land or by sea we should inevitably take Canada, we should 
push columns of land legions to the north, we should sever the Cang- 
dian Pacific Railroad anywhere, everywhere, and should within thirty 
days, perhaps, have subjected Canada to the Stars and Stripes, and it 
would be impossible to take her away. Therefore, with almost ab- 
solute certainty, in view of the loss and dismemberment of the British 
Empire, we should never be assailed at New York. There is a possi- 
bility, as I can conceive in the far future, that if we fail to pursue our 
manifest destiny we may be invaded by land. 

The British Empire is federated around the world, with her threo 
hundred millions of population in India, with strongholds in her islands, 
with Australia developed as a great continent, all fighting under her 
flag, and when elsewhere Great Britain shall have developed her power, 
and so shall be able to draw re-enforcements from every part of this 
globe and concentrate in the month of the St. Lawrence and at Puget 
Sound, and thence moving to the interiorall along the borderon ournorth 
the hordes of Asia and Africa as well as the trained hosts of Great 
Britain herse]{—this she may some time do if Canada remains as she is, 

That is a possibility, and with the intessant and continual sources 
of difficulty, almost leading up to war already, by which we are beset, 
it is very probable that if this continent remains in two great halves, 
and not Canada alone, but Great Britain is the other half, if European 
power, combined with Asiatic and African, isto be located on our north, 
if the world, in other words, is to destroy this Monroe doctrine which 
is our safety and our existence, if this is to he done, if this is to be al- 
lowed to be, then, Mr. President, we may some time be invaded, hut 
it will be by way of the land which lies to the north of us, and not by 
way of wateralongour coast. China has four hundred millions of peo- 
ple and China is becoming a warlike nation. China has grievances 
against us. We have not always treated her as a civilized power. 
Not always have we treated her with that kindness which we should 
extend even to our inferiors, 

Tt is not impossible, therefore, that in the coming centuries, or even 
in the years of the first century that is to come, we may have dificul- 
ties with China, China may enter into combination with India and 
with Great Britain, and it is very easy for the 600,000,000 people that 
thus may become the allies of Great Britain, with Canada as the dump- 
ing ground and basis of military operations—it is very easy for those 
600,000,000 to invade our territory by land. Thatisa possibility, and. 
it is the only probability, as I-bolieve, and that a very remote one, 
that we will cover be attacked either by land orsea. Weshould guard 
against it by pursuing a course of diplomacy and a national policy, 
peaceful if possible, which would inevitably result in the unity of the 
North American continent. 

Talk about the Monroe doctrine, that we will not allow a foreign 
power to dictate policy for other American nations, when we allow 
right north of us a country that now has 6,000,000 and is to be a na- 
tion of fifty or one kundred or two hundred millions in the future— 
allow that to grow up as part of a Enropean empire! Mr. President, 
there is no Monroe doctrine if that policy is to prevail. Whether it 
means pence or means something else, in the intercst of peace there 
must be community of peoples and unity against European powers on 
this North American continent. : 

Mr. President, the Senator alludes to what has been said—I forget 
his adjective, but it was equivalent to superlative—the Senator alludes 
to the superlative nonsense of my suggestion ofinvasion by land. These 
fighting men are liable, as was Washington at Monmouth, to forget 
themselves and indulge in forms of expression in which I am not per- 
mitted. I therefore will not use his exact words as suggested by the 
Senator at my right. 

There are some people in this world who do not look upon this busi- 
ness as does the Senator from Connecticut. When he comes here and 
organizes battle, when ho gocs into action, as I said yesterday I myself 
feel like fighting; not with him, for what manner of man would think 
of entering into a contest with the Senator from Connecticut? No mere 
mortal certainly. 

But there is such 2 man as General Beale, who was the intimate 
friend of General Grant, one of the wisest military men that this coun- 
try has produced or now possesses, modest, but informed beyond most 
men on every subject upon which he undertakes to speak. Thad a 
conversation with General Beale only a few nights ago, in which he de- 
rided this idea of great ships with 2 or 3 feet thickness of ironon the 
sides of them coming over here from the Old World to bombard New 
York, and our undertaking to defend against such a fleet by thesemud 
works at a cost of $120,000, 000. 

If Great Britain should send such a fleet to this country how would 
we defend? By our armed cruisers, By our merchantmen that could 
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be armed in three months, with which, having no commerce of our 
own, we would within a very brief time sweep the merchantmen of 
Great Britain to the bottom of the sea. As long as she is yulnerable 
in that respect would she send a fleet of ironclads to New York? 

Then, again, Mr. President, General Beale said to me that as a de- 
fense against such a fleet what we wanted were floating batteries aud 
the torpedo system. We are giving our attention in that direction. 
And so I might go on. He gave me many other ideas, some of which 
Ihad myself had before; but he was a sufficiently high authority, it 
seemed tó me, to quote for the consideration of the Senator from Con- 
nectient. 

I do not propose to say anything more, Mr. President, in regard to 
this business. I do not care how much you appropriate for defensive 
war. If yon want this $120,000,000, take it; if you want $500,000, - 
000, take it. Iwish you would put $50,000,000 into common schools, 
and at the same time whatever is necessary for defensive war. I only 
ask that, in the impoverishing of this nation for the purpose of organ- 
izing destruction and delaying the dawn of the millennium, defiance 
to God and the inspiration of the future, instead of doing that and 
doing nothing more, in addition you will just give $100,000 more to 
help to carry out this project of an international alliance which may 
do something towards the destruction of the necessity of longer culti- 
vating the art of destruction, something to bring in the era of universal 
peace, something to remind us, Mr. President, that what the poct has 
sung may in the far future be; a time when— 

All crimes shall cease and ancient fraud shall fail, 
Returning Justice lift aloft her scale; 


Peace o'er the werld her olive wand extend, 
And white-robed Innocence from heaven descend, 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to bring the Senate 
back to the consideration of the proposition that is pending, and that 
is the amendment to strike out $800,000 and insert $250,000, 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] devoted asmall part 
of his speech to that proposition, and, as I caught his remarks, he tried 
to create the impression that the amendment was moved with a view 
of obstructing the work of creating large steel guns. Such is not the 
fact. I have labored earnestly in the past three or four years, in com- 
pany with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwxs] and others 
of this committee, and have contributed what I could to secure the 
most liberal appropriations both for the Army and for the Navy, and 
give them all the money that could be used economically for the con- 
- struction of their factories and for the purchase of the material that is 
necessary in the construction of these great engines of war. ‘Therefore 
the intimation of the Senator from Connecticut, whom I do not now see 
in his seat, that the reverse is the case, is without warrant; there is no 
fact to warrant such a statement. 

But, Mr. President, I believe that yon will retard this whole matter 
by making appropriations beyond the requirements of the Government, 
and I say that the proposition which comes to us in this bill from the 
House of Representatives appropriating $1,000,000 for the purchase of 
steel is unnecessary and was never thought of until after the Novem- 
ber elections last year; that if comes in now with the full knowledge 
that the people who have elected their representatives, and who ought 
to have control of their purse-strings, have reversed the present ma- 
jorities, and that they will in all probability, as the condition of the 
Treasury will require it, inquire more minutely into the expenditures 
that are to be made hereafter. : 

I believe that this entire proposition is an afterthought and it is on 
the line of permanent appropriations. Now, Mr. President, why do I 
say so? I hold in my hand a statement made hy the Ordnance Bu- 
rean, with the sanction of the head of that bureau, whose term has 
just expired, a gentleman whom I have thought it my duty to criticise 
very severely because I believed that in the past he wanted extrava- 
gant appropriations, because I believed that he and his corps were try- 
ing to exclude from this work all the private enterprises of the coun- 
try, that they wanted to monopolize it and keep it under the control 
of Army officers; but I never impeached his integrity or his intelli- 
gence. He has now passed out of that office, and I take pleasure in 
saying for him that during all this time and during the heated contro- 
versy which we have had over it no man ever said or ever intimated 
that he was not a gentleman of the highest character and ability, and 
that I believe of him to-day. 

As will be found on page 20 of the report ot the committee of the 
House of Representatives, No. 3258 of this session, accompanying this 
appropriation bill, he stated: 

It further appears that, under the appropriation of $1,500,000 made for steel- 
gun forgings in the fortification act of September 22, 1888, the twenty-three 
s-inch guns will be completed by May, 1891; the twenty-four 10-inch by October, 
1895, and the fifteen 12-inch by July, 1895, or all will be completed about one 


and a half years after December, 1893, tho date of the expiration of the contract 
te forgings, and a fresh appropriation for forgings neca not be made until 


That was the statement of the head of this bureau when there was 
no motive in the world except for him to give Congress the exact con- 
dition of his department. When we had him before the Committee 
on Appropriations, in considering this item of $1,000,000 as it came 
from the other House, I read this clause to him and asked him if the 


conditions were the same to-day that they were when he made this 
report in November or December last, and he frankly said they were, 
and that there was no reason in the world for this additional appropri- 
ation, qualifying it only, as I remember, by the statement that, in view 
of the fact that we had contracted with the West Point company for 
assembling 8-inch guns, they might be short prior to 1893 of the mate- 
rial for the small-caliber guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, I should like very much to be assisted by 
the Senator inthis inquiry. Did General Ben¢t contemplate anything 
more than our present finishing facilities with those that are to be at 
Watervliet? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
asked the question. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I want to put this point before the Senator — . 

Mr. GORMAN. I assure the Senator that with all the money you 
can give them for Watervliet it is not possible for them to get ready 
for three years to do this work, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis not it exactly. Even when Watervliet is 
finished, when the factory is completed, it will be able to finish but a 
comparatively small number of guns ina year. But I wantto dojust 
what the Senator does. I want to get private parties interested (and 
it is very easy todo it)in the finishing process; and I know that if 
we appropriate this $800,000 worth of rough parts men can be found 
to finish them. Watervliet will do.a small portion of the workin any 
event, 

Mr. GORMAN. Now we are dealing first with the question of the 
purchase of material, and I repeat that this statement of the War De- 
partment was conclusive at the time it was made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But within a few days the Secretary of War and 
the representative of the Ordnance Bureau asked for at least$800,000. 

Mr, GORMAN. Thatis what Isay; we had an election in November 


Iam coming tothat. Iam glad the Senator has 


last. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He does not wish, I am sure, to make a mis- 
statement on this subject. 

Mr. GORMAN, I do not, on any subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hold in my hand the report of General Benét, 
Chief of Ordnance, to the Secretary of War, which is dated, as the 
Senator will see, on the 10th day of October, which, I believe, was 
prior to the last election, to which the Senator has alluded. On the 
25th page of that report I find the estimate which is inserted in the 
bill, the clause which the Senator is now discussing: 

Tor the purchase of oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power, coast-de- 
fense guns. 


The same language that is in the bil] is inthis report of General 
Benét, and the amount estimated and submitted by him to the Secre- 
tary of War is $1,250,000, The Senator will find that that is the 
amountincluded in the Book of Estimates, with which he is thoroughly 
familiar, and annexed to the estimate in the Look of Estimates is, in 
fine type, a note, which is precisely the same as the language used by 
the Chief of Ordnance in his report of October 10, which I will read. 
If the Senator will look, he will see that I am correct in saying that it 
is the same language: ` 

This appropriation should be made at the next seasion of Congress, as it isur- 
gently needed to furnish the requisite supply of forgings to mect the present 
manufacturing capacity of the army gun factory—north wing and center sèc- 
tion. This plant, working alone, will require a new supply of forgings, with 
deliveries to commence about the end of the year 1893. If an appropriation is 
not made this session there is ipa reason to anticipate that the gun factory 
will run short of work before a fresh supply of forgings can be obtained. The 
necessity therefor is rendered doubly urgent in view of the provision in the 
fortifications act of August 18,1890, which authorizes the Secretary of War to 
give out, under contract with private manufacturers, the finishing and assem- 
bling of 50 per cent. of the forgings being procured under the act of September 
22,1888; and further, by reason of an appropriation of $320,000 for additional 
machinery for gun manufacture, made in the fortifications act of August 15, 
1890, which implies an increased demand for guu forgings in the near future, 

That being the language of the Chief of Ordnance on the 10th day of 
October, I trust that the Senator from Maryland will withdraw his 
suggestion that this estimate is an afterthought since the November 
election; and certainly the Senator will not pretend that a statement 
for partisan purposes could be expected from General Benét, the late 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iwill again read what General Benét stated in No- 
vember, so that the Senator from New Hampshire will get the full 
scope of it. I think tbe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
will bear witness that when General Ben¢t was before the Committee 
on Appropriations, within a month, he repeated the statement which I 
shall now read, that there was no necessity whatever for an appropria- 
tion until next year on this account, and his reasons appear in the de- 
tailed statement which I hold in my hand, I will read it again: 

It further appears that, under the appropriation of $1,500,000 mado for steel- 
gun forgings in the fortification act of September 22, 1888, the twenty-three 
38-inch guns will be completed by May, 18H; the twenty-four 10-inch by October, 
1595, and the fifteen 12-inch by July, 1895, or all will be completed about one and 
a half years after December, 1893, the date of the expiration of the contract for 
the forgings, anda fresh appropriation for forgings need not be made until 1892, 
These figures show a production for the first six years, from the date of the act, 
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September 22, 1888, of about nine guns per annum, while it is a well-recognized 
ca et there is not a single modern high-power steel gun mounted for coast 
e 

The estimate which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] refers to is based upon the completion of the factory at Water- 
vliet to its full capacity, with all of its wings, and when that is com- 
pleted we will require a million and more dollars’ worth óf steel every 
year to keep the factory going. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not ordersomeof that steelnow? It willbe 
needed in a year or two, 

Mr. GORMAN. For the very reason which I have stated, that it is 
not necessary now. 

Mr. HAWLEY, If you order it now, you can not get it under two 

ears, 
£ Mr. GORMAN. Thepoint I make about ordering it now is that 
with the present condition of the factory and the great shops which 
make this steel, yon would practically give this contract to one firm, 
the Bethlehem firm, which holds the present contract. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why would that do any great injury if they have 
had the enterprise toadvance $2,000,000? Iwill tell the Senator, what 
he knows perfectly well, that he will find half a dozen firms ready to 
take this material up for finishing as soon as it shall have been forged. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a different branch of the subject. The 
Senator from Connecticut is constantly mixing the two branches. 
Iam now discussing the rough steel, and not the finishing. I will 
come to the finishing in a moment. I am talking of the production of 
the rough steel itsel!, and not the finishing. ` 

Mr, HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? I am 
talking of both, because the rough steel is not worth a cent unless it be 
finished into guns. The first contract must be for ‘the rough forging. 
Tt will take at least two years to supply this $300,000 worth. That 
can be done under the present facilities, The facilities for finishing to 
that extent are not altogether ready, because we haye not made use of 
our Watervliet establishment; but I tell the Senator that we can have 
finishing facilities of the kind he wants in private shops if we will say 
now by passing this $800,000 appropriation that we are going to re- 
quire the finishing within two years. 

Mr. GORMAN. I prefer to deal for the moment with what we have 
in hand. I will come to the finishing part a little later. If the Ord- 
nance Department are correct (and I believe they are), their figures and 
tables show the fact that they have now contracted for all thesteel they 
can possibly use until1895, and that there is no necessity for more. 
Let us see what they say about it: 

By the terms of the existing contract with the Bethlehem Iron Com- 
pany deliveries will be made as follows: 


j 
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Comparing these with the numbers of sets of forgings required, it is 
seen that there will be the following deficiencies: 


End of— Sinch. &inch. to-ineh,/12-ineh, 


o-ineb !1>ineh. End of— 
i 


The fuctory that we are creating for the assembling of these guns is 


not completed. Its capacity at present would not admit of the assem- 
bling and finishing of one-half the guns that we have made here within 
that time, giving plenty of opportunity to private enterprise and pri- 
vate shops to contract for the making of these guns. If that be so— 
and I think there can be no question about it—then I come back to the 
original proposition, that this is an expenditure of the people’s money 
at an inopportune time and that the needs of the Government do not 
require it. 

I make the further statement upon information, which I have re- 
ceived from any number of sources, that if vou advertise for bids this 
day or during this year you might as well say in the law that this con- 
tract shall go to the Bethlehem Iron Works, for the reason that the bal- 
snoa of these great establishmentsare not prepared yetto compete with 
them. 

There are the Carnegies, the South Boston Works, and quite a num- 
ber of others which are making great progress in that direction, and 
the belief is, and I hope it is true, that within one year they will be 
in a condition to compete with the Bethlehem works. I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that the enterprise of the Bethlehem people in getting 
their great plant together and procuring the process for the manufac- 
ture of this character of steel entitles them to the highest considera- 
tion of everybody, and they will have an advantage in any contract 
that is offered at any time within the next two or three years, and 
properly so, but I think it is unwise for the Government. It has been 


the opinion of everybody connected with the War Department, the 
various boards which have been formed upon the subject, and of every 
committee of Congress, that it is unwise to rely upon any one estab- 
lishment for the supply of material, as itis unwise tor the Government 
to rely upon one great shop for the finishing and assembling of these 
guns. If we can do it for one year, as the Ordnance Department says 
in this matter, why not do it? Why anticipate when we know the 
great improvements which are being made in the steel itself and 
in the process of making it? ‘There can not be any reason for it, I re- 
peat, in my judgment, except the fact that a great change has taken 
place within the last five or six months. The members of every party 
are most anxious to go on and complete the fortifications'and prepare 
these guns within reasonable bounds. 

Mr. President, it is throwing money away to puta million or two 
million or five million dollars in the hands of officers to be expended 
now. We had better wait and try the experiment. There have been 
but one or two guns made out of this steel. There has been no thor- 
ough test except the one that has been made with the steel which we 
have already purchased. ‘That work is going on, and going on grad- 
ually. We ean afford to wait until next year before making additional 
appropriations. 

As to the finishing and assembling of these guns, the Senator from 
Connecticut constantly brings that into the question of the forgings. 
The report states, on page 19: 


The supply.—The best means and methods for procuring the armament rec- 
ommended by the board had already been fully investigated by the Gun 
Foundry Board appointed under the provisions of the fortification act of March 
8, 1883, said board having submitted a report with definite recommendations 
to the Forty-cighth Congress, first session. 

In accordance with the recommendations of the Gun Foundry Board, the 
Navy Gun Factory was established atthe Washington navy yard and equipped 
under the provisions of the acts of October 3, 1886, and March 2, 1889; while, 
under the fortification act of September 22, 1838, appropriating $700,000 for the 
Med torent gs Army gun factory was establised at the Watervliet arsenal, West 

roy, N.Y. 

The Shop building for the AE Gun Factory was originally designed for the 
accommodation of sufficient machinery to give about the annual output of guns 
indicated by the Gun Foundry Board, namely, six 16-inch, ten 12-inch, fourteen 
10-inch, and twelve 8-inch guns. It was to consist of two wings containing the 
machinery for finishing the guns, anda center section containing theshrinkage 
pitand the power and heating plant, etc.; the length to be 45 feet, width of 
north wing 128 feet, width of south wing 153 feer, height 75 feet. 

As the policy of making, at first, only guns up to 12-inch caliber was re- 
garded as most judicious, since at the outset the estimates for the work would 
be more or less conjectural, it was thought expedient to postpone the erection 
of the south wing of the gun factory until after some practical experience had 
been gained in the installation of aplantofthiskind. Accordingly the erection 
of that wing was not urged at the time. The design for the building, as thus 
modified, when erected and fully equipped, being adequate for an output of 
five 12-inch, seven 10-inch, and twelve Sinch guns per annum. 

This output will require a supply of forgings to the amount of about $650,000 
perannum, while the cost of completing the guns will amount te about $275,000 
per annum, when in fall working operation. 

Under the appropriations made available for the purpose, work on the gun 
factory was begun in January,1359, and the progress to date is as follows : 

The north wing and center section have been erected, the floors are vang 
laid, and the smaller machines are being placed as rapidly as delivered, All 
the smaller machines will be delivered by July, 1890. The first of the Jarge 
boring and turning lathes will be delivered by December 1, 1899, and the re- 
maining five by March 1, 1893, say three years from this date. The additional 
machinery for the fall equipment of the north wing, for which an estimate to 
the amount of $165,000 has been submitted by the Department, should be deliv- 
ered by July, 1893, or three and one-half years from date. The production of 
these large lathes, 40 feet long, with a swing of 72 inches over ways, will con- 
sume much more time than had been anticipated, 

Machines of this character are not required inthetrade. They are of unusual 
dimensions, and their manufacture is nearly tantamount to the establishment of 
a new industry. The power-plant engines, boilers, slafting, ete., will be in 
place in the shop building by July, 1890, 

The total cost of the present shop and its full equipment, including rail way 
facilities, will be as follows: 


Shop building and railway facilities... $229, 447 
Machinery and power,....56. eseis cece 652, 024 
POAT ir in yesse weve 890,471 


So, Mr. President, it will be seen that, notwithstanding we made the 
most liberal appropriation for this great factory, it will be March 1, 
1893, before the large machines to finish and assemble these guns can 

ibly be put in position for work. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And if we make an appropriation of a million 
dollars we go beyond that. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Missouri says we are asked now 
to make an appropriation of a million dollars for the rough forgings 
used in these machines, which in themselves can not be set up until 
1893. At the lastsession of Congress we began with an appropriation 
for additional machinery for another wing. In this bill is contained 
an appropriation for the building of the wing at Watervliet, and it 
will be 1895 before you can equip your fuctory for the purpose of util- 
izing this raw material. 

Hence I say we have no right in the ordinary business way to an- 
ticipate so long ahead what the requirements of the Government will 
be. There is nothing in the condition of public affairs that warrants 
it, and if you are to make an appropriation there is nota possibility of 
utilizing the material for the next two years. It does seem to ma 
that the proposition is perfectly clear as a business one. With every 
desire to give them a sufficient amount to go on with this work and 
make the best guns that are made in the world and complete the fac- 
tory, and at the same time to give private enterprise an opportunity to 
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compete with our Government factories, a branch of the subject which 
I will not go into until we reach another amendment to the bill—I 
say in my best judgment, after having given the subject careful exam- 
ination, there is not the slightest reason for an appropriation beyond 
$250,000, which will enable them to get the rough forgings for the 
small-caliber guns, which may be assembled at West Point and other 
laces. 

a I know the Senator from Massachusetts is very anxious to go on with 
this bill. I have stated the main points in connection with the pend- 
ing amendment, and I do not wish to detain the Senate. I must ask, 
however, for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iappeal to the Senator from Massachusetts and 
ask him to yield to me to present two or three reports. 

Mr. DAWES, My experience with this bill in the past has been 
such thatI feel it would not besafe for me to yield. The Senator knows 
I should be very glad-to accommodate him if I could safely do it. 

Mr. PADDOCK, The Senator will not forget that in some of the 
experiences to which he refers he had my co-operation for relief. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator can suggest any way in which I can 
do it safely —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator can do that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think that after five minutes the Senator will 
be able to resume his demand upon the Senate to finish the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. If no Senator will take the floor away from me, I 
shall be very glad to yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No one but myself will take it while I have it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will run the risk. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R, 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12922) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, to report it without amendment. T desire to say, 
in making this report, that I hope the Senate will take up and dispose 
of the bill some time to-morrow. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report favorably and without amendment the bill (S. 4979) to con- 
firm certain entries upon the Otoe and Missouria reservation lands in 
Kansas and Nebraska, I desire to state that this is the unanimous re- 
port of the committee. T ask that the bill may be considered at this 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That all entries which have heretofore been made upon the 
Otoe and Missouria reservation lands under the acts approved August 15, 1874, 
and March 3, 1881, are hereby confirmed, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As.I understand, that bill relates to lands that 
were sold by the Government for the benefit of the Indians after the 
lands had been appraised. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they were sold at the appraised value, prob- 
ably amounting to five or six dollars an acre. There was a condition 
in the act that only actual settlers were to be the purchasers, and some 
question has arisen as to the actual residence of the purchasers upon 
the land, but they haye bought and paid for the land. I make this 
statement so that there may be no doubt about it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The settlers have bought and paid for the land. 
The Senator states it so well that it is unnecessary for me to add any- 
thing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. PADDOCK. Task the indulgence of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts one moment longer, to present an amendment to the bill (S. 
175) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics arisinfunder theeight-hourlaw. Iask that the amend- 
ment may be read and ordered to be printed. 

The amendment was read, ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed, as follows: 

That to secure laborers their Shoe ee for labor performed by them and material 
men the amounts due for material furnished by them for use on any Government 
building or other improvement for the United States, said laborers or material 
men may file with the proper oflicer or agent having charge ofsuch workasworn 
item statement of such labur or material furnished, showing the amounts 
past due and unpaid to them, with a duly authenticated copy of the contract, if 
any, under which such labor was performed and materiat furnished. And such 
notice shall constitute a lien on any and all moneys due, or to become due, from 


the Government for such Jabor and material, for the benefit of the laborers and 
material men by whom such Jabor was performed or material was furnished, 
and payment for which is past due and unpaid, whether said money may be- 
long to the original or any subcontractor who actually employed such labor 
and purchased such material for such use. And the same shall be paid out of 
any moneys in the hands of the pro disbursing officer or agent appropriated 
for such purpose, on the demand of said laborers and material men, with un- 
questioned proof that the same is past due and unpaid; and the moneys thus 
paid shall be charged against the balance or balances due or to become due on 
the over ene work for which such labor was performed and such material 
was furnished, 


MILITARY POST AT SAN DIEGO, CAT, 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to give 
way one moment tome. There is a bill authorizing the War Depart- 
ment to report on and select a site for a military post at San Diego. It 
is very short and is reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to indulge the Senator, but I 
am very anxious to get the fortifications bill through. 

Mr. STEWART. TheSenator can get it throughin one minute. He 
can object to all others after this bill is disposed of. It will take but 
a moment, 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
procceded to consider the bill (S. 4397) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of suitable buildings thereon for a military post 
at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of War be, and hois hereby, authorized and directed to 
cause an examination to be made for a suitable site for amilitary post and har- 
bor defenses at ornenr the city of San Diego,in the State of California,and tore- 
port to Congress a particular description of the land required for such purposes 
and the amount of money for which the owners of suchland will convey the 
same to the United States for the purposes aforesaid. He shall further report 
what in his opinion is the value of such land, and ifthe price asked for thesame 
is reasonable, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to provide for the se- 
lection of a site for a military post at San Diego, Cal., and for other 
purposes.” 

MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iwish to state that on Friday morning, at the con- 
clusion of the routine morning business oras soon thereafter as will 
be convenient, I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 4827) to 
amend the act entitled ‘' An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1880, for the purpose of 
submitting some remarks upon it at that time. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 654. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 654) for the erection ofa 
public building at St. Paul, Minn. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were: 

On page 1, line 11, to strike out “ one million five” and insert in lie 
thereof “eight.” ; 

On page 2 to strike out lines 11, 12, 13, and 14. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
made to the bill by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report of 
the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year 1890; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSK. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad nonconeurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railway, street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
oyver the Missouri River near Council Binfls, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mason, Mr. 
SWENEY, and Mr. CAMPBELL managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right of way 
through the Umatilla Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon. 

The message furtherannounced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8341) to promote the con- 
struction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas, 
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FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I hope we may have a vote on the pending 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations on page 6, line 5, by striking out ‘‘800” 
and igserting ‘'250;’’ so ns to make the clanse read: 

Yor purchase of ofl-tempered andannealed stecl for high-power, coast-defense 
guns of 8,10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimensions conforming tospecifi- 
cations, egbject to inspection at eachstage of the manufacture, andincluding all 
the parts of cach caliber, $250,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted hy the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWES. The question nowis, I believe, upon the amendment 
of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it may be hardly fair to detain the 
Senate at this time by further talk on this subject, but there are so 
many differences of opinion and so much contrariety of view that it 
seems to me fair that something more might be said from the stand- 
point of the committee which had this bill in charge and which re- 
ported to the Senate the amendments which it thinks ought to be made 
in order to perfect it. 

In this case, as in most cases, the truth, I think, lies between the 
two extremes, the extreme of those who would do everything now 
and the extreme of those who would do nothing either now or at any 
other time, perhaps, at all events, not at the present moment. This 
is true because it is more or less a universal truth as applicable to hu- 
man affairs, and it is trae in this case because we are dealing with a 
question which must depend finally for its propersolution upon a cer- 
tain stateof public opinion, and public opinion can not at this time be 
relied upon, I think, to sustain, as the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] has very well said, the extraordinary appropriations which 
havo been suggested, partly because the amount is a startling one and 
because itisof an indelinite character, which always elicits more or less 
disapproval on the part of the general public, but largely because it is 
within the rience and within the observation of nearly every one 
who has given this subject attention that from time to time as we 
progress in the way of doing a thing which we have in view we gain 
in methods, we gain in material, we gain in skill, in knowledge, and 
in everything that is n in order to produce a perfect thing. 
Iam sure that in this matter, as in all other matters pertaining to 
administration, there is a constant gain by the supervision of Con- 
gress, even if that supervision is not always the wisest. 

Iam very sure that we geta better navy, better ships, a better per- 
sonnel, and 4 more thorough deyotion to the public interests as wo get 
better ordnance, better projectiles, better machines for war of all kinds, 
by reason of the fact that every year those who are doing the work for 
us, whether they be private contractors or public officials, are required 
to show to us before they can go ahead what they have done and what 
they propose todo. The judgment of Congress may not always be in- 
telligent and wise, but the fact that this supervisory power of appro- 
priation is exercised every year and that it calls men to account, that 
it requires reasons for what is going on and for what is proposed to he 
done, constitutes the highest possible incentive to the officers of the 
Navy and the War Department and also on the part of those who are 
seeking as private contractors to do portions of the work which we 
think are necessary to be done. 

It has been demonstrated practically by proof that only abouta cer- 
tain amount of money can be appropriated each year. ‘That amount 
has been embraced in the bill of this year, and was in the bill of last 
year, and in the billofthoyearbefore. That maximum may bestated 
as perhaps about $6,000,000 or possibly a little under that. Certainly, 
no very much larger amount can be had. I am prepared to say tha 
that amount is about all that can be usefully spent. 

OF course I agree thatif we were confronted with the tronble which 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] has so vividly depicted 
as something which is liable to occur, it would be a great deal better 
if we had the guns of last year than to have the project of guns of 
this year, although this year’s guns are to be a great deal better than 
those of last year, and it would have been even better to have guns of 
ten years ago than not to have any, If we had been going through a 
period in which we were confronted with constant danger, as the Sen- 
ator scems to think we have becn, then of course it would have been 
better to have the imperfect guns we had at an early period of our ex- 
perience in their manufacture rather than to have none. But, Mr. 


President, the guns that we get now are the best guns made in the 
world thus far. They are undoubtedly far better than the guns which 
we would have had fiye years ago or ten years ago. 

In addition to that, we are going to haye in the near future, unless 
Tam very much mistaken, still better guns, not only because we shall 
have better material, better steel, a combination composed of steel and 
something still better than steel, but because we shall have better me- 
chanics, better inventors, and all the things that come by experience 
and by the operations of genius. 

T venture to say thatone gun such as has already been made by the 
Navy and by the Army is better than any two guns which we could 
have had as the product of that same Army and Navy of ten years ago. 
We shail get better armor. We have outgrown a great many theories 
about coast defenses and abont the character of ships we shall build. 
Nobody knows that better than the Scnator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] on my right, who, during his administration of the 
Navy Department, contributed so powerfully to give to the Navy an 
incentive in the direction of upbuilding, the eflect of which is being 
experienced to-day, followed, as he was, by a very competent official 
under the Administration of Mr. Cleveland, and followed by still an- 
other one, possessing in the highest degree qualifications necessary for 
administration of the best sort, constructive, active, aggressive, force- 
ful, discriminating, and patriotic. The Navy has a great deal to be 
proud of in its administration during the pasttwo years. ‘This‘has led 
to the production of better ships than are being produced elsewhere, 
and during that time, more significantly still, we haye learned thata 
type of ship which ten years ago was regarded as possessing the highest 
qualities for offense and defense is now being eliminated entirely in 
the operations of modern naval warfare. 

The públic sentiment is such in this country that, if we had gone 
on ten or eleven years ago to build these great unwieldy monsters, 
such as have been built by Great Britain and other nations, andif they 
had proved to be failures here as they have been proved tobe failures 
there, the Administration would have been ruined, public opinion 
would have been outraged and disgusted. The result would have been 
that nothing would be done, and at this moment it would be impos- 
sible to obtain any kind of appropriation to be expended under the 
direction of the Navy Department in the way of constructing a navy. 

Butwe have goncon, feclingour way, not always, of course, prompted 
by the highest patriotism and sometimes having party contentions, 
but at the same time fairly responding to existing publicopinion, what 
little we did doing well, instructing our navy officers‘and our army 
officers from time to time by contact and by observation and by ex- 
perience in such a way that now they are among the most skilled of 
all the people in the world, probably,certainly in certain phases of gun- 
building and of shipbuilding. 

Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, the end isnot yet. The ex- 
periments carried on at Annapolis last September, I think it was, or 
last fall sometime, with reference to armor plate for vessels, demon- 
strated, I think, conclusively that our chief competitor, who has been 
mentioned here as waiting for an opportunity to descend upon our 
shores aud liable to come down on us at any moment—and we could 
almost hear the sound of the hostile guns while the Senator from Con- 
necticut was so eloquently depicting what was likely to happon—our 
competitor has not a vessel which is proof against even the S-inchgun 
which we are now making. 

That is a great gain, a great gain in money, and it is a gain in other 
ways. As we go on from time to time building upon the secure foot- 
ing of actual knowledge acquired by experience and observation, de- 
veloping the genius and skill of the American people, we shall illus- 
trate how much better our people are than any other people in the 
world, not only in the arts of peace, but in the arts of war; not that 
we need so much, as wo now see these things, and_yet wo can not, with- 
out criminal neglect, go on from time to time accumulating wealth 
and exposing points on our seacoast and elsewhere to what might come 
out of controversies with a foreign power. 

Still, Mr. President, I have the conviction, which I haye often ex- 
pressed, that no manlivingon the American continent will ever hear a 
hostile gun fired. If he doesit will be because, in the first place, for 
the reasons which have been suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr, BLAIR] and the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CockRELIy, 
because war is not for a day, and no nation would, except in a frenzy 
or crowded by some more or less ephemeral condition at home, ever 
enter upon a war with the American Republic simply for the purpose 
of bombarding New York and getting a contribution of any number 
of millions of dollars, however large, because that would only be the 
beginning of the trouble. 

A nation like Great Britain never would do that, unless, as I said, it 
might grow out of some friction in the processes of negotiations or 
something of that kind where pride overcame reason. It will be re- 
membered of course, that some years ago, I think it was in 1874, 
there was talk of a war with Spain, and atthat time the Navy Depart- 
ment sold immense quantities of material in orderto lay the bottoms 
for the ships of the monitor type, which haye not yet been completed. 
Then it seemed reasonable on account of our exposed condition that 
they might make a dash at ns, so to speak, hoping to get some tempo- 
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rary advantage which might serve in future negotiations; and so, on 
that account and because of the precaution that it is wise to be pre- 
pared for an emergency, it was exceedingly important that we should 
goon from time to time providing in a reasonable way for the public 
defense and against emergencics, and so on. 

But more important still, Mr. President, than to have guns of a 
limited number on hand to-day, to-morrow, or next year, is it that we 
shall so distribute the operations of gunmaking and of shipmaking 
as to enable us to enlist, when the time of trial comes, all the skill and 
all the energy and all the eapital of all the people of the United States 
in the utilization of the works of offense and defensa which may be- 
come necessary beyond anything which we could ordinarily provide. 

The Committee on Appropriations have had for a number of years 
a struggle with the Honse of Representatives as to what shape the ef- 
forts of Congress should take. There was a distrust of the Ordnance Bu- 
reanofthe Army, a distrust which was well founded; that is tosay,nota 
distrust of its patriotism nor of its ase intentions, but a distrust of the 
methods of that bureau, a Teeling that the bureau was so organized as 
to cling to old inethods and old plans as against new ones, to reject 
new ideas, and especially to reject everything that came from outside— 
a policy which isolated the Department from the people of the United 
States, which took no account at all of the ability of the people of the 
United States to do things in case of emergency wherever it was neces- 
sary for defense, and which proceeded upon the thoory that only anarmy 
officer was capable of making a gun or describing how a gun should 
be made. 

One ‘year no appropriation was made at all because of the disagree- 
ment between the two Houses. The extremeon oneside insisted that 
the wholo thing should be done by private contract upon plans and 
theories developed by the contractors themselves, and on the other 
side was the proposition that nobody butthe Army should do anything, 
which of course amounted to doing nothing. Asthe result of all that, 
in the succeeding Congress provision was made for the establishment 
ofa Board of Ordnance and Fortifications in order that the War Depart- 
ment and the Ordnance Bureau might have the advantage in an 
advisory way of the skill and judgment of men high up in the Army, 
and of representatives of allits different branches, of the engineers, the 
ordnance, and the artillery, and over them all should preside the Gen- 
eral of the Army. i 

Great good has come out of that, and yet Tam bound to say that I 
do not think we have had the good out of it that we ought to have had, 
I think that I can soe that that Ordnance Board is too much governed 
by army methods, by army distrust of civilians, by too much of a 
contempt for the genius and capacity of persons in civil life, and that 
we are going along in the more or Jess hidebound way which is, to a 
certain extent, the characteristic of the regular Army in times of peace. 
But, still, wo have made gains. Along with that we have intended 
that there should be offered in the freest and fallest way to the manu- 
facturers of the United States opportunities to engage in thissame work 
of gunmaking, justas in the Navy they are invited to build and do 
build ships, and just as in the Navy they have built or are building a 
large pee of the guns which are used for manning the ships that we 

rovided, 

x In the first fortification bill which was agreed upon after all this 
controversy there was a section which provided for the submission of 
propositions to private manufacturers. It proved ineffectual. It was 
too stringent, and it did not carry an appropriation. There was a 
variety of reasons why the manufacturers did not avail themselves of 
it. In addition to that, the manufacturers had not been encouraged 
to believe that the Government had work for them to do, and they did 
not build a plant. The result was that we got no bids. Last year 
we put in the proposition a little differently modeled, a little more 
favorable to the contractors, and still more favorable to the Govern- 
ment, and bids were obtained. A concernin Kentucky, ata new town 
called Middlesborough, offered to build onc hundred guns for the Gov- 
ernment and to submit them to all the tests which the Government 
should apply, and to submit every stage of the manufacture to fhe in- 
spection of the Government officials, but the amount of the bid was 
too large and the contract was not awarded. 

It is proposed in this bill that we shall make another effort in that 
direction. We propose to enlarge the amount, Itwas not large enough, 
and yet persons appeared before the committee with facts and argu- 
. ments which were not to be idly set aside, claiming that, when the in- 
terest on the Government plant and the shrinkage in its value from 
time to time andits wear and tear were taken into account, their prop- 
osition was better for the Government in a financial way than’ the 
building of guns at the Government factory at Watervliet or elsewhere; 
but the Secretary of War, a very wise and prudent man, and one of 
the best executive officers we haveever had at the head of that Depart- 
mentsince my first experience in public life, thought he could do still 
better,andI thinkhecan, Ithink by another year he will get bids very 
much lower than the ones which we had under the law of last year. 
We have given him authority to buy one hundred guns, or less thau 
one hundred guns, according to the prices he shall deem fair to the 
Government and fair to the manufacturers. 

There comes in one of the advantages of the Government gun fac- 


tory. The Secretary has before him constantly an object lesson of what 
the gun factory has done in regard to the quality and in regard to the 
price, and that contrast had a very significant illustration in the oper- 
ations of the Department last year, Following thissame idea of which 
I have spoken, the Appropriations Committee last year put into the 
fortification bill a provision requiring the Secretary of War to invite 
bids for finishing and assombling guns by private parties. As is of 
course understood, heretofore the Government has bought the forgings 
and the built-up pieces of steel which represented in rough the gun, 
These are taken to the gun factory, where they are bored out and 
trimmed with a lathe and fitted in such away that they become a per- 
fect gun. That is called finishingand assembling. 

It was found that the work was going on very slowly and it would 
take twenty-five or thirty ycars at the rate of progress now, or twenty 
years atleast, before the 700 guns which had been estimated as necessary 
to defend our 6,000 miles of seacoast could be provided, andso the com- 
mittee determined that private manufacturers should be invited to on- 
gage in the finishing and assembling of these guns, to take this steel 
which we had already purchased and finish and assemble the guns in 
order that we might have them carlier than on the other plan. 

The Secretary invited proposals and required the army gun factory 
at Watervliet to bid, and it did bid. It was found on a comparison of 
bids that the West Point Foundry, at Cold Spring, N. Y., bid lower 
than the army factory. There we had a showing at once of the benefit 
of this proposition to enlist private manufacturers. We found that we 
could get guns quicker through their instrumentality than through the 
instrumentality of the gun factory alone. We found also that we could 
get them cheaper than through the instrumentality of the gun factory 
alone, ` 

Mr. HAWLEY. TYcall the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the statement of these bids shows that the army gun factory bid for 
8-inch guns $1,500 apiece, andthe West Point Foundry, at Cold Spring, 
$4,975. Nevertheless it was considered a fair bid, and the contract 
was given to the West Point Foundry. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was considered a lower bid. The Secretary told 
me personally he considered it lower. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He took into account the interest on the plant, 
ete, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ofcourse. The Government money is worth some- 
thiug, the Government wear and tear is worth something, and the 
salaries which are paid are worth something, and the Secretary said it 
was a better financial bid for the Government than thehid of the Gov- 
ernment gun factory. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will-allow me to say that T think he 
misunderstood me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not misunderstand the Senator, but I was re- 
sponding to his apparent dissent to my statementof the financial result. 
The Secretary’s statement was that the wearand tearof the plant and 
the interest on it, insurance and all that, were greater than the differ- 
ence between the two bids, The Secretary says, and I have no doubt 
itis truc and I have no doubt he will make it true by his wise admin- 
istration, that the manufacture of guns at the army gun factory is 
going to be very much lower hereafter than heretofore, and he pointed 
to the significant reduction of the cost of guns made at the Washing- 
ton navy yard, 

The cost of the same kinds of guns by comparison between the pres- 
ent time and a former time, between the beginning and now, has been 
reduced in some cases at least 60 per cent., and we shall have similar 
reductions at the army gun factory without doubt, and we shouldalso 
have similar reductionsin the operations of private mannfactories. We 
have thus gotenlisted an additional agency of almost equal power and 
ability in an emergency to contribute to the national defense with the 
gun factory itself. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. From 
his long experience in this matter, has he any idea we shall ever get 
private enterprises interested in the manufacture of these guns? I 
mean in furnishing completed guns. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt we shall doit. Ishall be greatly 
surprised if, during the next fiscal year, we do not have bids which are 
25 per cent. lower from private contractors under the last amendment 
of this bill than those of last year, and with the assurance, which I 
think no one doubts, that the guns which we shall get will be at least 
as good as those we get by means of the Government gun factory. 
When I say that, I do not say it to disparage the Government factory 
atall. I regard it as of the utmost importance that the Government 
should be carrying on this work.so as to be able to establish all the 
time, not only competition, but n comparison between its own efforts 
and those of private manufacturers. It is important also for the in- 
struction of the young menof the Army. It is important because it 
doubles the capacity for doing this most important work, and, as I said, 
besides that, if we give this work out to private manufacturers they can 
from time to time enlarge their plants if they will, and there are al- 
ready a number of plants in this country that can build 8-inch guns. 
They have machinery large enough for that. The difference between 
an 8 and a 10 inch gun is not very great. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPN] in a very interesting state- 


2096 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


ment he made before the committee last year showed us that one és- 
tablishment on the Pacific coast had machinery sufficiently large for 
the manufacture of 10-inch guns, and he was hopeful then, as Iam 
now, that within a short time that concern would undertake to build 
guns on the Pacific coast as cheap as we could build them on this side 
and transport them there. Thus we should have that agency set in 
motion, and that is important, not only by reason of the fact that we 
can thereby more readily add to the means of immediate defense, but 
because every one of these factories becomesa Government gun factory 
in time of war, when that time comes, and that is the greatest security 
we can possibly have. 

Mr. President, with regard to the proposition to buy the cast-iron 
forgings that are recommended by the Secretary of War and by the Gen- 
etal of the Army, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] yes- 
terday very properly said that it is important and is entitled to be 
taken into account in legislation. The Secretary of War especially 
asks that to be put in this bill, and it is named in the estimates. It 
is undoubtedly true—I should not say it is undoubtedly true, but it 
is probably true—that the steel mortar is better, and yet these guns 
are not subjected to the strain the ordinary high-power gun is. 

They simply shoot ashell high in the air and its effect is the result 
of the momentum of its coming down, a very important thing, I agree, 
but the strain upon them is nothing like what it is upon an 8 or a 10 
inch steel gun under ordinary circumstances and conditions. It has 
been found by experiment that these guns will stand the strain and 
erosion of more than two hundred shots, and still bein good condition to 
fire as many more, far beyond the lifetime of anordinary battery. They 
can be had quicker and cheaper and easier than a steel mortar can be had, 
No plant has been made especially for their manufacture. The Gov- 
ernment gun factory can not make them without displacing the work 
it is doing on high-power guns. 

None of the manufacturers who are now engaged in making forgings 
for the Government can make the forgings for these mortars unless they 
displace for the time being the forgings for the high-power guns; and 
so, taking this gun which has stood the test and which is not regarded 
as quite up to the maximum by army oflicers, at the same time it isa 
good modern weapon and it is deemed important that there should be 
moreofthem. Theestimate is thatit will take seven hundred of these 
toarm onr coast with mortars, The Secretary of War wrote a letter 
to the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. DAwers], which I will read: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 29, 1890, 


Sm: Referring to the items of appropriations in the fortification bill as it 
passed the House, it will be observed that no poron has been made for con- 
tinuing the manufacture of breech-loading, rifled, seacoast mortars, cast fron, 
hooped with stecl, of 12-inch caliber. for which an estimate of $150,000 was 
eeeties. in the annual estimates. (See Book of Estimates, present session, 

The eed hasat present contracts forthe manufacture of only seventy- 
three of these mortars, and which will be completed in about three and a half 

ears, thirty being manufactured under the provisions of the act of Septem- 

r 22, 1888, and forty-three under the provisions of the act of August 18, 1890. 

I therefore deem it most important thata further appropriation should be 
made at this session for procuring a further supply of these mortars, as a large 
number of them will be required for coast defense and their manufacture comes 
well within the capacity of several of the private establishments of the country. 

I would therefore respectfully recommend that a sum of not less than $250,- 
000 be embodied for this purpose in the fortifications bill now pending in your 
committee, 

‘ally, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War, 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Fortifications Bill, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
this question. ‘These cast-iron mortars are hooped with steel; that is, 
they have a steel jacket and they have rings of steel to strengthen the 
cast-iron tubes. I ask the Senator why an establishment that can pro- 
vide the steel jackets and the steel rings which go around the cast-iron 
tubes can not also providea steel tube around which to put the jackets 
and the rings. 

Mr. PLUMB. It can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask the Senator why it is wise to go on 
and build these inferior guns with cast-iron tabes when the same es- 
tablishment that makes them can make a mortar entirely of steel, 

Mr, PLUMB. They can, of course, do that, but they can not do the 
two things at the same time, and therefore, if they are to be invited to 
make these steel tubes for mortars, they must abandon the making for 
the time being of the steel forgings for high-power guns, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask tho Senator, does he propose to go 
on and have the seven hundred mortars that are needed for proper 
cofist defense made of cast iron? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not; that is to say, I do not care to speak of 
myself as being especially related to what may be done hereafter-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I mean the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think the committee would want to be 
spoken of in that connection, As the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWeEs] well expressed it awhile ago, we are trying to do to-day’s 
work to-day. Thatisall. It may be demonstrated to-morrow that 
there is something better than either steel or cast-iron, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Has it not been demonstrated, if the Senator 
will allow me, that cast iron is no material for gunmaking, and is it 
not rejected all the world over for the purpose of making ordnance? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is true within a certain limit, I un- 
derstand that mortars of this kind are still made in Europe. That is 
the testimony we have before usfrom officers who have been contend- 
ing for the best instrumentalities of this kind, who are asking that 
this be done because, in the first place, these mortars answer a fairly 
good purpose—possibly uot the highest, but a fairly good purpose. 
They can be had without interfering with the manufacture of the 
high-power guns, 

I have no expectation that we shall go on with the whole seven 
hundred to be builtin this way. I believethat long before we complete 
the high-power guns or seven hundred mortars weshall haye found a 
better material than weare using forcither or both of thèm. Ishallbe 
greatly disappointed if when this bill is reported four or five years 
from now it will not be said, by whoever has it in charge then, that 
there has beena greatadvancement in guns and gun material and gun- 
making. We arenot building a foundation which is to remain perpet- 
nal. Itistobeashiftingone. Weareconstantly advancing. Wesim- 
ply say we are doing to-day what wecan do to-day without interfering 
with the better thing which weare trying to do about the high-power 
guns. 

That is supported by the statement of the War Department, and it 
isshown here that even the contracts we have now outstanding for 
steel forgings will not be completed until 1894. Of course the people 
who are making these forgings are making them as fast as they can. 
They want the money, and if they could make more they would make 
more; but they cannotdo it. ‘Therefore, if we will say to them, ‘You 
make steel mortars,” they will say *‘ Very well ’’—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, it is not the same 
people at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; but if we were to quit making them we would 
have to go to these people who are now making steel guns, because 
they are the only people who can do it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I- think not. ‘There are plenty of people who 
would be glad to take up the contracts, I think. I willsay to the Sena- 
tor that the cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar is a great deal better than 
nothing. That is the best I can say for it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that that is just the position of the De- 
partment. They want to make one hundred or two hundred of them 
while they are making the steel mortars, so as to have them upon the 
ground. When they come to supply the different classes of ports ulti- 
mately they will really give these cast-iron guns to the ports of the 
least importance and the best ones to the seaports of the greatest im- 
portance. They do not intend to make the whole of the seven hundred 
of cast iron. The question of time enters into the construction of the 
seven hundred, and to have half of them of steel and half of them of 
this material, is better than waiting twenty-seven years for the steel 


ones. 

Mr. CHANDLER. WhatI should like the Senator in charge of this 
bill to say, and what I should like to have the Senator who is now 
upon the floor say, is whether or not there is any exigency upon this 
country that we are in such haste to make war material that it was 
necessary for us to appropriate $400,000 last year and it is necessary 
for us to appropriate $400,000 this year to create a weapon of warfare 
as the best thing that can be done, where the best that can be said about 
it is that it is better than nothing. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] will allow 
me, if the 16-inch gun is a great deal better than the 8-inch gun, I ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire why we do not address ourselves ab- 
solutely to the manufacture of the 16-inch guns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, we 
build guns of various dimensions, of course. We build the 6, the 7, 
the 8, the 10, and the 12 inch guns now of steel, and nobody is so crazy 
as to think of building one of cast iron. 

That is the reason why we build 16-inch guns and 12-inch guns 
here. When the whole world has discarded cast iron and when this 
Government has discarded cast iron for everything else, the proposition 
now is to put $400,000 more into this bill for the purpose of cast-iron 
guns, and then have the same establishment that casts the iron tubes 
make steel rings and steel jackets to put around them to see whether 
they can not be kept from bursting, as the cast-iron gun did burst 
which was tried under a similar law two years ago. 

Mr. DAWES. Why does not the Senator adhere to his argument, 
which was, why do we apply ourselves to making an inferior article 
when we can just as well make the best? I answer him, for the same 
reason that we are making 8, 10, or 12inch guns and not making them 
all of 16 inches. 

The Senator says everybody has discarded cast iron. Everybody has 
not discarded by any means cast-iron mortars with steel hoops. Every- 
body is making them. The War Department and the Ordnance Bu- 
reau seem to take quite a different view of it from my learned and 
distinguished friend trom New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand very well that the Ordnance Bu- 
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rean and the Secretary of War are willing to go on and build these 
cast-iron mortars hooped with steel, but I understand the only reason 
why they are willing to do it is on account of the cheapness with which 
these guns can be made as compared with a mortar entirely of steel, 
“and I say, that being the only reason under heaven why they are wil- 
ling to make them, that being the only reason under heayen why Sen- 
ators are willing to make them, that we can a great deal better afford 
_to pay $10,000 for a mortar wholly of steel than we can afford to pay 
$8,000 for a mortar the body of which is of cast iron. 
` Mr, PLUMB, The Senator quotes the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] as though he were the only authority upon this sub- 
ject, when he says, ‘‘ The best thing that can be said of these mortars 
is that they are better than nothing.” That is not the best that can 
besaidofthem. They arejust as good while they lastasa steel mortar. 
Their range is just as effective. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me on that point? 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A steel mortar would throw a shot 200 pounds 
heavier with 15 or 20 pounds more powder behind it, and would live 
much longer. Thecast-iron mortar will throw abouta 600-pound shot 
with perhaps 80 pounds of powder. The steel gun of corresponding 
caliber would throw 800 pounds with abont 100 pounds of powder. 
*.Mr. PLUMB. Of course, I surrender on that point to the Senator 
from Connecticnt, but that is not the information I have had. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon me, I am stating noth- 
ing of my own knowledge. I get thatstraight from first-class ordnance 
officers. 

Mr, PLUMB. First-class ordnance officers are abundant and they 
testify in different ways. 

Mr. President, the argument has been all the time about this work 
that we ought to do something now; we ought not to wait untilit is 
absolutely certain that what we get is the best that can be had. Why 
are we making now armor-plate of steel alone when we know that steel 
and nickel combined is better than steel alone? Simply because we 
can make one now and can not make the other, and it is better to have 
something now than to wait indefinitely for a better, because by the 
time that we get to the point that nickel and steel are hetter when 
combined than steel alone, we should find something still better and 
consequently postpone and never get anything; but if we determine 
now to have steel mortars, then we must either wait until some man- 
ufacturer is ready to erecta plant hereafter to make the steel forgings for 
them, and thus postpone for an indefinite period the having of them, 
and it would, of course, take a long time to manufacture them after- 
wards, or else we must displace the manufacture now going on of steel 
for high-power guns, The Senator will bear in mind that when we 

come to that we have also got to take into account the capacity of the 
gun factory at Watervliet for finishing and assembling these weapons. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not enlarge it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps we might enlarge it, butallthat meanstime, 
the postponement to a more or less indefinite future. It will take 
three or four years before the plant weare now providing will beready 
for work, at least three years. Why not postpone the whole thing? 
Why do you appropriate every year $400,000 for the making of Spring- 
field rifles? Nobody claims they are the best rifle in the world. It 
is admitted we have got to havea rifle of asmaller caliber and we have 
got to have a magazine gun, but the time has not come when we can 
determine what is the best caliber and what is the best magazine gun 
irrespective of caliber. 

Therefore we make these guns for current use and to provide for 
emergencies, We have four or five hundred thousand stored at Spring- 
field to give them out to the militia and toarm the regular Army with 
them, They are a good gun, but they are not thebest. They do not 
represent the highest thought that moderningenuity can furnish. We 
are going slowly about this, but at the same time weare taking care to 
see that we have something on hand. Wemight just as well upon the 
same logic drop the high-power guns in this bill as to drop these mor- 
tars. We went on several years, as the Army people said, very wisely, 
lining and rifling the old cast-iron guns left over from the war, the Par- 
rott gun, the Dahlgren gun, and soon, and I think we have about eight 
hundred of them. They area short gun. They areall of cast iron, and 
yet the ordnance officers say they have performed a very important 
function in the matter of coast defense. They are just as good for a 
flanking fire as a high-power gun under certain circumstances. 

In other words, they are a part of the inevitable equipment of any 
fort properly equipped for defense. So with these mortars, They 
may not do as much in certain directions as other guns will, and yet 
I venture to say that for all practical purposes the only difference be- 
tween them and the steel gun is their life. The steel guns will last 
longer, These mortars will probably last long enough, and it is bet- 
ter to have one hundred or one hundred and filty of these than it is to 
have nothing and postpone the manufacture of something until we get 
to new conditions the coming about of which we can not foresee. 

In regard to the amendment about the Watervliet gun factory, there 
is a large amount of money on hand now that has not been spent, and 
the committee believe that the money which we provide for in this 
bill, reduced in amount as it is from that proposed in the House bill, 
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is as much as can be spent during the current fiscal year anyhow ; and 
inasmuch as experience shows that this bill can not carry more than 
abont a certain amount of money and get through, it seems wiser to 
cut off some things on appropriations that can not be spent during the 
coming year, and to put on some other things which will enlarge the 
capacity for national defense. 

There is no intention to minimize the appropriation to Watervliet, 
but on the contrary an intention to enlargeit, Itis a great deal larger 
than was contemplated at the time the Ordnance Board, of which tho 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was a member, or, at all 
events, was in active consultation with, at that time, advocated the 
establishment of a gun factory. We have appropriated twice the 
amount of money already that was contemplated at that time, which 
shows not only a willingness to go ahead, but an eagerness to increase 
this important part of the instrumentalities whereby we are to build 
guns for seacoast defense, and it is just as well not to magnify the 
army gun factory at the expense of everything else. 

It is just as well, while we are giving it what is necessary, to leave 
off the unnecessary part, in order that in other directions there may be 
astimulus to the manufacture and creation, whereby, hand in hand, 
there shall go not only Government effort, but private efforts as well; 
and the committee, after giving due consideration to these mattersand 
having before them the officers of the Department, are satisfied that 
what they have proposed is in the direction of the public interests. 

On the question of the purchase of steel which is involved in the - 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, itis true that the Ordnance 
Bureau did report that at the date of the expiration of the contract for 
forgings the first appropriation for forgings need not be made until 
1892. -That is what they reported. There is no doubt about that. 
The Senator from Maryland makes this mistake. He is willing to agree 
with me that these people are not overwise, but he indorses them on 
this point while discrediting them on others. I want to strike a fair 
average. I do not believe in them when they havesaid that, any more 
than I do when they have said some other things from which I haye 
dissented. 

In addition, that was made upon the basis that we should make no 
guns, that is, finish and assemble no forgings except at Watervliet. 
While the Secretary of War has already contracted with the West Point 
Foundry for the completion of eleven guns at that foundry, and that 
hastened the construction of them, it was the workofanearly year. The 
Senator shakes his head. I think itis beyond conjecture that that 
must be the case. 

In addition to that, we are to bearin mind that the people who made 
that report have never intended, if they could help it, that any gun 
should be finished, assembled, or manufactured elsewhere than by 
their own instrumentality, and they therefore make all recommenda- 
tions of every kind based upon that idea. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has been so kind about interruptions 
that I venture to say to him that the army plan, as I understand it, 
never did contemplate doing all the finishing at Watervliet, because 
here is their statement; it is calculated up for twenty-five or twenty- 
six years, and they averaged about nineteen guns a year. They in- 
tended a great deal more than that, but the plan they adopted con- 
templated bringing in private efforts in both branches, forging and 
turning. * 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There was a citizen of Maine who gained consider- 
able fame by saying that he was in favor of the Maine liquor law, but ~ 
against its enforcement. So, Mr. President, while these people have 
rendered some little service to this idea of engaging private manufac- 
turers in this work of national defense, at the same time all their plans 
haye practically eliminated it. Ido not speak of that now as a mat- 
ter of reproach at all. They conscientiously believe that their way is 
the best, and they pursue it the best they can. I agree also that they 
are very competent men. They are a credit to the Army and a credit 
to the country; but I have faith after all that there is some wisdom 
outside and that they are wiser and stronger all the way by the press- 
ure we put them under to justify their plan. 

Now, Mr. President, we have had the $200,000 which we appro- 
priated Jast year, and it is a continuing appropriatton for the purpose 
of assembling and finishing the guns. That has only been partly con- 
tracted for. There has only been a little over $50,000 of expenditure 
provided for by the letting of contracts for assemblingeleven guns at the 
West Point Foundry, at $4,975 each. There is $140,000 more in that 
appropriation, but there is no doubt whatever that the Secretary of 
War will follow in the direction of finishing and assembling through 
the instrumentality of private factories more steel; and we need to have 
the steel. Steel isa thing we can notimprovise. You may set a hun- 
dred shops at work at certain parts of gun manufacturing, but there 
are not more than one or two in the country, two at the furthest, which 
can at this moment undertake to make forgings for high-power guns. 

Therefore, if there is anything we need to keep in stock and to have 
on hand up to a certain limit which will not be reached by anything 
proposed in this bil], nor if it should be duplicated in another bill, it 
is these forgings, so that at any time we may set in motion the agencies 
of one, three, four, or a dozen factories, if necessary, to finish them up 
in a hurry. 
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I would have been willing myself to allow the sum to remain at 
$1,000,000, but the ordnance officers, in testifying before the committee 
of the other House, said that it might safely be reduced to $800,000, 
and while the Secretary of War was very anxious it should be a million 
he still thinks they can get along with $800,000. 

` Iam more of that opinion because, while that makes reasonable pro- 
vision for our needs during the next three or four years, I have great 
faith that nt the time when these are completed, and perhaps before 
they are completed, we shall be getting a great deal better forgings 
than we are getting now, so that the next contracts made will give us 
something superior. Itis because of this change in our method of pro- 
viding for the finishing and assembling of guns, which was inaugurated 
by the Senate bill and concurred in by the other House last year, thatI 
especially believed that the appropriation ought to remain at $800,000, 
as recommended by the committee. 

Mr, BLAIR. Will the Senator allow, mo a moment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr, BLAIR. Ihave justbeenfiguring. That million dollars would 
build five thousand schoolhonses that would accommodate fifty pupils 
apiece. In other words, that million dollats would furnish the means 
to shelter two hundred and fifty thousand of the colored and white 
children, North and South, who do not go to school at all. That is 
only one-quarter part of the amount that is appropriated in this single 

i 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, and, in the absence probably of a constable or 
some other official who might stand as guardian of the peace in that 
locality, somebody with a match that was not worth half a cent could 
burn the thing u 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, much has been said in the courseof 
this disoussion in respect of guns and ships, but it seems tome very 
little has been said with regard to fortifications. As far asIcan seein 
the bill there is one appropriation of $500,000 for the care of existing 
fortifications and the purchase of sites, and that isall that is being done 
by this Congress at this session at least towards a place in which to 
place guns or for having the forts themselves, by which not only our 
seacoast but our lakecoasts can be defended. 

In conversation with aleading officer of the Engineer Corps, Gencral 
Newton, a year or two ago, he told me that before any fortification, 
according to modern requirements, could be placed for the defense of 
Philadelphia, at the only place where it can properly be defended, the 
existing fortification of Fort Delaware has to be entirely razed to the 
ground and destroyed. 

Surely that is something which is not dependent upon the state of 
the art of making guns. We do not have to wait to know any more 
in order todo that. Soit seems to me that we might find ata great 
many other points along our coast that the engineers of the past have 
located the existing forts at the very strategic points where the new 
forts must be built’ That brings up the need we have, if not for haste. 
at least for the abandonment of delay in the protection, not alone of 
our interests upon the water, but also of our vast interests npon the 
land against foreign attack. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] says that we are going as 
fast as publicopinion will permit. Then, Mr. President, let us educate 
public opinion. I never was more impressed with the justice of the 
claim to high statesmanship of the late Samuel J. Tilden than when, 
at the adyentof the Administration preceding the present one, he wrote 
what I may justly term a solemn letter, intended for the American 
people, calling their attention to his judgment of the importance of 
these measures. It has not grown any the less important with the 
progress of time. Gentlemen are -iree to assert that because we are 
65,000,000 we are not only impregnable, but that we are not open to 
foreign attack. 

A late history, probably the best contribution ever made to the his- 
tory of this country, by Mr. Henry Adams, has pointed out anew the 
sorrowful story of the experience of Jefferson and Madison. They as- 
sumed that the position of this country made it indifferent to the exi- 
gencies of European struggle and Euro warfare. But through 
untold humiliation, that brings the mantle of shame to the cheek now 
when an American repeats it, this country stagyerod in it and wal- 
lowed for years, until atlast, when almost reason had gone, their exas- 
peration broke out inthe war of 1812. Through the embargo, through 
everything else we had to pass, and at last we came ont not having ac- 
complished the purpose of that struggle because we had no adequate 
antecedent preparation. 

Mr. President, I do not want to protract this debate. I realize the 
justice of the desire of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], 
who has charge of this bill, that it shall come to a speedy vote. But, 
Mr. President, debate is springing up, not only on this bill, but on 
almost every measure that is presented here in respect of a coming 
question, which is not going to grow less with any day in our future. 
It is not merely a coming question; itis one that is here. I refer to 
the relation of this country to our neighbor, Canada, 

I do not intend to be betrayed into undertaking the discussion of 
that question on the pending bill and at this time. I should be very 
glad if the limited time before the Senate would permit me to say 
what I think upon it at some later period of the session. But, Mr. 


President, it is well cnough to remember that the day upon which 
there ap d below the Potomac, the Ohio, and the Missouri Rivers 
a republic of 13,000,000 people—I think it was—at that moment there 
sprang at once into existence a condition of war. 

I have always believed that that war was indispensable and not to 
bo escaped, not merely because of the causes that led to it, not merely 
beeause of the issues involved in it, notbecanse of the passions aroused 
by it, but because of the other and greater fact that the existence of 
two republics nearly equal in power upon this continent transformed 
the continent at once from the abode of peace under the ægis of one 
Federal Republic into that of two military governments standing armed 
to meet one another, just as the balauce of power has made war indis- 
pensable and necessary upon the continent of Europe, 

I believe, Mr. President, that if we have to arm to-day we need not 
haye such a condition as that made permanent upon this continent and 
that onr highest duty is for us without any delay to create the public 
opinion that ought to realize the importance of this subject, to accept 
that public opinion which I believe to-day is aroused in respect of it, 
and that we should employ without hesitancy, I will not say without 
limit, but to the utmost limit that the capacity of Government and 
private concerns can use, the means to at once put coast, lake, and 
sea in a condition in which we dare negotiate with a power whose num- 
bers, as compared with our own, aro but trifling and insignificant, that 
we may protect the honor of the country, that we may make secure those 
great commercial interests that are in our keeping, and that we may 
take the first and indispensable step towards making this continent for 
all time to come the home, not of war, but of peace. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the next amendment proposed 
by the committee to this bill provides for the appropriation of $400,000 
for additional seacoast mortars to be made of cast iron hooped with 
steel. I shall move to amend the committee’s amendment by provid- 
ing that these mortars shall be built entirely of steel. I believe that 
we should not at this time make an appropriation of $400,000 in addi- 
tion to the sum of $100,000 which was appropriated one year ago. 
The language of the committee’s amendment is a duplicate of the Jan- 
guage of that appropriation in the fortifications act of August 18, 1890. 
That appropriation was in these words: 

For breech-loading, rifled, seacoast mortars, cast iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $100,000; Provided, That contracts may be made for not more 


than one-fourth of the mortars herein provided for, to be constructed on the 
Pacille coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 


In the report of the House committee of the present session, Report 
No. 3258, there appears a letter to the chairman of the subcommittee 
from the Secretary of War, in which is stated the progress that has 
been made in the construction of these mortars. It appears, as has 
been stated by the Senator in charge of this bill, that about seventy- 
three of these mortars are under construction. 

The aggregate cost per mortar of those that are to be constructed this 
side of the Mississippi River is, according to one bid, $7,995 per mor- 
tar; according to another bid, $9,030 foreach mortar. The bids for the 
complete construction of these mortars upon the Pacific coast, the Sec- 
retary of War said, would be $14,975 per mortar, and the Secretary 
under those circumstances has found himself unwilling to make con- 
tracts for their construction upon the Pacific coast, but proposes to con- 
struct them in this section and to transport them to California. 

I understand that only two of these mortars have been entirely com- 
pleted. Two have been completed and have been partly tested, and 
they have not been found detective. 

But while the construction of these cast-iron mortars hooped with 
steel is thus going forward, the Senate is met by the proposition, not 
of the House bill, but of the Senate committee, that an additional ap- 
propriation shall be made, in precisely the same terms, of $400,000 
more for the construction of these cast-iron mortars hooped with stecl, 
with the same provision, that the Secretary of War, if he sees fit, shall 
provide for the construction of one-half of them upon the Pacific coast. 

Mr. President, I hope the committee will withdraw this amend- 
ment, or at least I hope the committee will consent to the insertion of 
a provision that the mortars may be constructed entirely of steel. 
Ido not propose at this stage of the consideration of the bill to enter 
into the question of the general policy concerning the armament, 
through fortifications or ships of war or guns, which it is proper for 
the United Statesto adopt. We have seen here in this debate a wide 
difference of opinion among learned, judicious, and able Senators. We 
have in the Senate a wide range of opinion. On the one hand we 
haveSenators who would make no preparation whatever fur coast de- 
fense. We have, upon the other hand, Senators who would make a 
preparation such as I deem entirely uncalled for by the condition in 
which the United States finds itself at the present time. 

But all these Senators ought to agree upon one thing, that whatever 
implement of warfare we create we shall have the best possible imple- 
ment that the world can produce. We ought, I say, to agree upon 
that proposition. If we are to build aship, whether that ship is large 
or small, it ought to be as good a ship of its type as the world can 
produce. If we are to build agun, that gun ought to beas good a gun 
as can be produced either in the United States or anywhere else in the 
world. Our system of fortifications, so far as it goes, to the extent to 
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which we conclude to fortify, ought to be constructed according to mod- 
ern conditions, and ourforts, such as they are, ought to be as good, as 
strong, and as eflicient as any fortifications which can be found the 
world over. 

I do not think that the Senator in charge of this bill, Edo not believe 
tliat any Senator upon this floor, will refuse to concede that the use of 
cast iron for cannon is obsolete. The use of castiron is something old 
and something that has been discarded by all the nations of the world. 
It is something that thisnation hasdiscarded. When, afew years ago, 
the United States entered upon its new methods of construction, if 
there was one thing that we supposed we had determined to dispense 
with it was the construction of guns of cast iron. 

Yet we are now confronted with the proposition that weare to go on 
and appropriate at the rate of $400,000 a year for building cast-iron 
cannon, when it has been proved by demonstration that cast iron with- 
out hoops of steel and jackets of steel will burst and go to destruction 
at the first experiment. Weare told that it is expedient to make the 
hoops of steel and the jackets of steel, and to put them around the 
cast-iron tubes, and see if we can not get a gun from this method of 
construction that it is useful and wise for the United States to build. 

The same gentlemen who thought that cast-iron mortars hooped with 
steel would be a wise provision for our coast defense also thought that 
cast-iron guns without any hoops of steel would be a useful part of 
American armament; and so in the act of September 22, 1888, I sup- 
pose with the approval of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
this provision is found: 


Whenever any party shall present for test a completed cast-iron, breech-load- 
ing mortar of 12-inch caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight— 


With certain other provisions. Theact says it shall be tested, and if 
itshall beshown to the satisfaction of the board to be the equal in accu- 
racy, Tange, power, endurance, and general efficiency of the 12-inch, 
cast-iron, steel-hooped, breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, a 
contract shall be made for not less than fifty and not more than one 
hundred of these cast-iron guns, at a cost not to exceed $6,500 each. 

This act having been passed, the cast-iron mortar was presented to 
the War Department for test, and the trials began on October 3 and 
were continued on October 4 and 5, 1889, in the presence of members 
of the board and the representatives of the South Boston Iron Works. 
I read from the report of the Chief of Ordnance of October 10, 1889: 

At the twentieth round the mortar burst, explosively, into a number of frag- 
ments, which were thrown off with great violence. No other damage was done 


beyond the demolition af the mortar and its carriage, as the precaution had 
been taken to surround the mortar with high and heavy traverses of sand bags 


And with the destruction of this cast-iron gun there was no more 
heard of the proposition that not less than fifty nor more than one hun- 
dred of these mortars should be constructed for the Government, at a 
cost of $6,500 each, 

But the experiment still went on of cast-iron mortars hooped with 
steel. That experiment, which is costing this Government $400,000, 
has only proceeded so far that two of these guns have been completed 
and have been tested and have not yet exploded, and the Senate com- 
mittee propose that we shall go on with the construction of $400,000 
worth more of these mortars. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that this is in accordance with the 
best interests of the country. I do not believe, as the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has undertaken to suggest, that we are in any 
such haste for the construction of guns as to need to build them of 
cast iron, even if we do hoop that cast-iron with steel rings and put 
steel jackets upon it, in order to preserve a metal which standing 
alone is sure to explode, and which has been utterly discarded as a 
method of military ordnance. 

I never expected to see the Senator from Kansas standing here and 
arguing that we ought to make such haste in the construction of our 
coast-defense guns as to build them of cast iron. I thought that the 
Senator from Kansas believed as I believe, as I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts believes, that we should build our new armament, that 
we should construct our new defenses, that we should build our new 
ships, the very best in the world, and that when we discarded wooden 
ships and smooth-bore guns we also discarded at once and forever the 
use of cast-iron ordnance, 

Mr. President, there is no excuse for going on with this construc- 
tion, except the one that has heen made, and will be made to-day, by 
the Secretary of War and by the Chief of Ordnance for going on with 
the construction, yes, even for recommending that there be additional 
construction of such guns, the one that they can be built cheaper than 

uns all of steel. They will give no other reason, and I say it is the 

utmost folly to pay $8,000 for a gun which is soft iron surrounded by 
steel when you can have a gun entirely of steel for $10,000. If I am 
wrong in the additional cost the Senator from Massachusetts will cor- 
rect me; butin the one case we get a mortar that is serviceable and 
will Jast as long as any of our modern high-power, steel breech-loading 
guns will last. 

We not only get a gun that will last as long as any others, but we 
get a gun that is efficient and useful and serviceable, while the cast- 
iron mortars hooped with steel will before long be utterly discarded 


and will take their place with the thousands of smooth-bore Parrott 
guns and Dahlgren guns that are now in the possession of the United 
States. and that have been consigned to the scrap heap. 

Mr. President, there is one special danger in these guns, and that is 
that the breech-plug which is inserted is placed within the cast iron. It 
isnot placed within the steel jacket; the steel ring and the steel jacket 
are put around the cast-iron core of the gun. The breech-plug is in- 
serted into this massof cast iron, and these mortars atespecially liable 
to explode at the breech; and that is the kind of gun that the commit- 
tee of the Senate insist that we shall go on with the manufacture of. 

Mr. President, I make no complaint of the committee for contending 
that we should go on with the manufacture of additional ordnance for 
our fortifications. If they believe that these guns will be in some 
measure serviceable, then it is their duty to recommend their construc- 
tion; butI do believe that when the committee come to take this whole 
subject into consideration they will reach the conclusion that with the 
new era which we have reached of naval constraction, of coast defense, 
and of the construction of a suitable armament for this country, offen- 
sive and defensive, it is not wise to linger longer in experiments with 
cast-iron ordnance, and that we had better go on with our construction 
according to the most approved methods, and such that we shall not 
be compelled within a very short period to discard the very guns which 
we are now undertaking to build under a method which we have pro- 
claimed to the world is a modern method of national self-defense. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I concur with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in the belief that we ought not to go on 
manufacturing cast-irch mortars or guns. It is suggested that by the 
use of the $400,000 proposed for that purpose a considerable number 
of 12-inch mortars may be promptly made. When they are made they 
will he very much such as we now have onhand. If there wasan ap- 
parent emergency which required them to be made, I should concur 
with the proposition of the committee, but there does not seem to me 
to bs any emergency which should induce us to adopt the plan of 
making cast-iron mortars with steel bands which can not wait until 
we can make the mortars of steel and make them of the best quality. 

When we take into consideration the superior durability of the steel 
mortar, with the less amount of powder required, the more eflicient 
service which it would render, it seems to me there can be no question 
that instead of going on with cast-iron mortars we ought to provide 
for the making of mortars with stee). 

The eloquent Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] objected to the 
bill as reported by the committee because of the small amount of ap- 
propriation which it carries for fortification. The question of the ex- 
tent to which we should go in the construction of fortifications of any 
material out of which they haye heretofore been constructed may well 
cause some delay, and I am not disposed myself to complain of the 
provisions of the bill upon that subject. ; 

There is another provision of the bil, however, which I regret to see 
has been stricken ont. There may be sufficient reason for it, but it is 
that provision which provides— 

For two gun carriages of the disappearing type, $56,500, together with the 
sum of $13,500 appropriated for one 10-inch disappearing gun carriage by the 
act of March 2, 1889, which sum is hereby reappropriated for the object herein 
mentioned, 

Having reference to our coast defenses, I have the impression that 
these disappearing guns and gun carriages are to occupy a very impor- 
tant position. Fortifications of masonry such as we haye heretofore 
had will not stand in the presence of the ordnance now in use. Mere 
earth works will not be a sufficient defense against the assault of such 
ordnance; but these disappearing gun carriages, if properly made, con- 
stitute in themselvesan impregnable fortification. There isa complete 
protection except when the gun is elevated to be fired, and hy the ap- 
pliances of science the distance and range can be almost arranged be- 
fore the gun is brought to the surface, and the firing is made yery rap- 
idly and the gun retired out of view until it is reloaded. 

I understand the reason why this clause was stricken out of the bill 
was that with the many plans presented for the disappearing type of 
gun carriages the War Department has not been able to determine 
which one should be adopted, and therefore the entire appropriation 
is left ont. There is nothing connected with our seacoast defenses, it 
seems to me, that deserves more prompt consideration than the subject 
of retiring gun carriages, and hence I should be glad to see whatever 
experiments may be needed entered upon for the purpose of obtaining 
the best description of gun carriage of this kind and of guns suitable 
to be mounted on them. 

‘Mr. President, I have a view upon this subject, that, while of course 
it is necessary and proper to have fortifications on our seacoast, it is 
not so important at the present time as it is to secure the best possible 
description of guns and an efficient navy. I am disposed, and have 
been at every time when the subject has come up, to agree with those 
who were willing to appropriate liberally for steel forgings and for all 
the preparations necessary to the production of the highest order o! 
guns, When we haye guns of the highest order and secure a navy 
that is capable of commanding the respect of other countries, we shall 
have done very much to render sexcoast defenses of little importance 
to us. 
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I do not concur in the view of my friend from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL], who thinks that because we are not likely to have a war with 
other nations therefore we should make no preparations for war, and 
while I listened with much interest to what was said by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] about the necessity of cultivating 
the means of preventing war, and I regard his observations as highly 
creditable to the goodness of his heart, I doubt whether that is a prac- 
tical view to take of our relations with the rest of the world. 

The commercial relations of the United States are steadily growing. 
Our relations with the country immediately north of us are of a char- 
acter, as suggested by the Senator from Delaware [Mr, Hicarns], to 
give some solicitude. The fact that a passageway across the Isthmus 
is likely to be soon established, by which the commerce of the world 
will be drawn more by our doors than at the present, by which our 
people will become more directly connected with the great commercial 
interests of the world than at present, may also present reasons for 
consideration. The United States occupies the position, which it can 
not abandon, of a first-class power at this time. 

We remember a few years ago when a disturbance occurred about the 
Samoan Islands the humiliation which every American citizen felt at 
the time from the conviction that the United States, in case of un- 
friendly action, was unable to protect the rights of its citizens, the honor 
of the nalion, or to carry out its obligations. Frequently subjects of 
negotiation arise. Just as long as this country or any other country is 
unprepared by material power to take care of its interests whenever 
negotiations arise it is to be placed at serious disadvantage, 

We have the question with reference to the Behring Sea now before 
us as well as the question in relation to Canada, These questions will 
involve negotiations with a power which commands the sea, with a 
power always aggressive, with a power the best for negotiations and the 
most successful in negotiations of any power upon the earth, a govern- 
ment, too, that avails itself of all its advantages in every negotiation 
and which insists upon the extreme rights of both the governmentand 
its citizens, If we think we can deal with such a power as that with- 
out preparation for war, we shall make a serious mistake. 

The very fact of n country being populousand wealthy without means 
of its defense is an invitation to aggression. It invites the cupidity of 
the more warlike nations of the earth; it endangers the peace, the 
prosperity, and the welfare of the country which possesses those very 
qualities of large population and large wealth and great establishments 
of peace without means of military defense, < 

So, Mr. President, I would build upa navy capable of taking care of 
our interests npon the ocean and capable of crippling the commerce of 
any nation which might choose to go to war with us. I would make 
first-class guns in sufficient number to place upon our vessels and to 
man our seacoast at such points as may be necessary. 

‘These things being done, we need really have no fear of a land inva- 
sion, in my opinion. Atleastif weshould have an attempt at land in- 
vasion, we would be prepared to meet it, These things being done, 
less importance may be attached, it seems to me, to the construction 
of fortifications with any material which has heretofore been used for 
forts. 

In view of the description of ordnance which is now being made by 
the different governments, some different plan and different material 
for forts must be resorted to before we shall be enabled to build forts 
that will resist the weapons of the present time. 

Hence it is that I recur to the suggestion which I made at the ont- 
set, that in addition to torpedoes and to the various other appliances 
for harbor defense we should endeavor to obtain carriages of a disap- 
pearing character, mounting first-class guns, so constructed as to be 
raised to the surface and to be fired and to be lowered for the pur- 
pose of loading. ‘This is a fortification which is safe and secure, and T 
do not doubt the scientific skill and capacity of our people for arrang- 
ing carriages of this kind, by which we may have batteries as they may 
be needed, with guns that may be brought to the surface and fired 
and retired in security for loading and for the safety of the gunners 
and officers. 

We can not, Mr. President, avoid the responsibility of a first-class 
power. We ought not to desire to avoid that responsibility, and in 
order that we may meet that responsibility we should have guns equal 
to those of any other government on the earth, which we can have. 
We should have vessels equal to those of any other government. We 
may not need stich a navy as Great Britain or some of the greater naval 
powers; but we do need such a navy as will enable us to cripple the 
commerce of another country if we should get into war with it, and 
such a navy as will not permit any other power to menace the United 
States with danger in case of negotiations, and to make the cheek of 
the American citizen burn, as it has often burned, with humiliation 
when the United States has been compelled by stress of circumstances 
` to agree to a condition of things that if she had been better prepared 
would have not been allowed to exist. r 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I really hope we may now come to a 
yote upon these several amendments. 

If the Senate will indulge me for a minute, when this attack upon 
these cast-iron mortars hooped with steel was made yesterday it was 


charged that it was a persistent idea of the Senate committee alone, | 


put year after year into this bill by theSenate committee against every- 
body else, the War Department, the Ordnance Bureau, and every 
skilled man, and we were called upon yesterday to follow the advice of 
those whose profession it is to know these things. 

. It turned out to-day, however, that this was the very plan of the 
War Department; that these mortars hooped with steel had been the 
plan of the War Department and the Ordnance Bureaun year after year; 
that two years ago they recommended them and contracted for them, 
and last year and this year estimated for this $400,000, and considered 
it of so much importance that the Secretary of War wrote a special let- 
ter to the committee of the Senate saying that it was of the greatest 
importance that he should have the opportunity to build these mor- 
tars. Now it turns out that nobody knows anything, but we here in 
the Senate, about what ought to be done. The Ordnance Bureau and 
the Secretary of War do not know that these guns are utterly worthless. 

We alone here in the Senate have discovered that these cast-iron 
mortars hooped with steel are not worth a farthing, because in the war 
thirty years ago there were some old cast-iron guns that blew up. 
There were a great many things that blew up in that war that will 
never blow up again. 

Also, another test was that two or three years ago we provided for 
the manufacture ofa cast-iron gun, which was built, and which burst 
on the twentieth round, and therefore that simple cast-iron gun they 
say we abandoned then. But the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER], who brought up that awful warning, forgets that a cast- 
steel gun built at Pittsburgh burst into ten thousand atoms on the 
first fire. 

Mr, CHANDLER. And nobody builds any more. 

Mr. DAWES. But they went to work deliberately and cast another 
one, and that exploded. Now, here is the War Department 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow meaminute? I want 
to say that I do not think a cast-steel gun ought to be built in the 

United States. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam glad the Senator is so confident—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 do not think any cast metal ought to be used 
for guns, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam gratified that the Senator is so absolutely con- 
fident in the conclusion to which he has arrived, that it is not worth 
while to take the advice or follow the plan adopted by the War De- 
partment in carrying out this great scheme of coast defense. 

Mr. President, I will say no more abont the amendmentreported by 
the committee. I haye shown that it did not originate with the com- 
mittee; that it is a part of the plan of the War Department, persisted 
in by them for four years, and considered so important as to require a 
special letter by the War Department urging its adoption. If, how- 
ever, we think that we can devise a better plan and determine upon a 
better gun than they can, and that it is not safe to leave it with them, 
I hope the vote may be taken and determine that, and we will proceed 
to the conclusion of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I must correct a mistake or two 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, No civilized nation in the world, 
no board of army officers anywhere outside of Africa (if they have any 
there) believe in building a cast-iron mortar or gun or anything of the 
sort. We took about 210 old 8-inch, cast-iron guns, bored them out a 
little, put a steel tube in them and rifled them, and that patched up 
thing was welcomed because it would throw a little heavier bolt than 
the smooth-bore ont of which it was created. It wasa patch anda 
make-up, but undoubtedly worth something. But that is not what 
officers would like to build. They did that to utilize those old guns 
which otherwise would go to the scrap heap. 

Now, whoever invented this mortar, this composite, this poor, bogus 
concern, did it because it could be done much more cheaply and be- 
cause it was the best thing that he could do in a hurry. It carries an 
apology with it every time thereis one built. There isnotan ordnance 
officer in the world who builds them without begging pardon of science 
and common sense to do it, but he says it is the best he could do at 
present, and if he had his own way he would spend about 40 per cent. 
more on a gun that would live forever, practically, and would do 40 
or 50 per cent. more service. That is the fact about it. 

They ask us here to build some of them. I confess that I do not 
understand just why they doit, but I know it is not because they think 
itis the best form of gun. Nobody in the world would think so. I 
do not suppose they do it to oblige the South Boston works, but they 
must please somebody’s sentiment. Ido not know whose sentiment 
it is but that of the men who build them or their representatives in 
Congress, Now, that is the plain, bald, disagreeable truth about it. 

Mr. DAWES. It is nota cast-iron gun that we are talking about; _ 
it is a cast-iron mortar hooped with steel; andif the Senator thinks he 
knows the opinion of those who recommend it to be absolutely at vari- 
ance with what they recommend, he knows more than I do. That ia 
all there is aboutit. Idonotknowthat. Iknow they recommend it. 

The Senator has taken pains to allude to South Boston and the rep- 
resentatives of the South Boston works. Mr. President, there is not 
one of these guns made at South Boston. There is not the slightest 
bid or desire to make them at South Boston. They have been made 
at Providence and they have heen made at the West Point Foundry, 
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and they have been made for $5,500 and $5,800; and the others cost 
$14,000. ‘That is all there is about that. 

Now, I donot care whether we set up our own judgment against the 
War Department or follow the War Department; it does not make any 
difference with me. Icare more to geta vote than I do as to the result. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwant to explain that I did not know where they 
were built at the time, I threw in South Boston as a sort of fishing 
experiment. I find out where they are built now. I never inquired 
aud never cared. The people who built them do not brag of them, I 
know. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I do not think the Senator ought to have 
thrown out the remark he did. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The South Boston people did a good deal of cast- 
iron work that went to the dogs. I did not know but that they built 
these. Iam willing they shall build something because they are bet- 
ter than nothing, but I do not wantthem to say that the War Depart- 
ment wants them or believes in them. 

Mr. DAWES. Then why did the Department ask for them? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee on page 6, in lines 5 and 6. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I only want to say a word in reply 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] in regard to these 
mortars and the South Boston works. Iam about as far removed 
from Boston and theirinterests as any Senator on the floor. I have been 
by assignment on the subcommittee for the consideration of this bill 
for several years, and this controversy has been going on as to the 
character of the mortars which should be constructed by the Govern- 
ment. The South Boston works, believing that u cast-iron mortar 
pure and simple, a cast-iron gun, is equal to astesl gun, were anxious 
to make a trial, and to make it at their own expense, without a dollar 
of cost to the Government. 

The gun was a failure as it turned out. The construction of cast- 
iron mortars bound with steelis the projectof the Department. They 
have followed it and persisted in it and insisted on it that we should 
make an appropriation from time to time for it, and it does not come 
here by the influence of Boston or any other locality or any particular 
Senator. It is the urgent recommendation of the Department and has 
been from the beginning andis now. As the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has well said, the contracts that have heretofore been given went 
to Providence and the West Point Foundry and the establishment in 
Kentucky; so that there is not the slightest local interest or theslight- 
__ est local pressure. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland how 
many of this peculiar kind of guns we have. 

Mr. GORMAN, Of these mortars ? 

Mr. TELLER. Of these mortars. 

Mr, GORMAN, I think we have contracted for only forty, $400,- 
000 worth now. 

Mr. TELLER. Four hundred thousand dollars’ worth now? 

Rak GORMAN. Only two of them haye been completed, I under- 
8 5 

Now, Mr, President, I want to say one word for the South Boston 
people, who are entire strangers to me. My attention was called to 
the case of a gentleman at the head of it and to that concern by a for- 
mer Senator from Ilinois, General Logan, as a new member of the 
committee atthe time, with the request that I would takeup theirre- 
lation with the Government and the service they had rendered this 
country during the late war, where they placed their whole establish- 
ment completely at the control of the Government of the United States 
and the Ordnance Bureau. I was convinced by the proofs that were 
presented that no more patriotic man ever existed in this country than 
the head of that great establishment. 

He sacrificed everything to serve his Government; and I say without 
the slightest hesitation that I believe no man, no organization was 
ever treated as badly by the officers of this Government as he was alter 
the close of the war and from that day till now. It was years and 
years before he could even get pay for work that it was recognized he 
had performed for the Government, and I have believed from what I 
hear of him that so hostile have been the officers of the Government 
to that great establishment located at Boston, with the changed con- 
ditions it is true of the center of manufacture, that they have left 
that locality and gone elsewhere; they have gone to Southwestern 
Kentucky and Alabama, for the purpose or establishing their great 
plant, which from all accounts will Eval Midvale. 

I think it is due to the people who are interested in it, and to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, after the allusion that has been made, 
to make this short statement, which could be done much more fully, 
in justice to them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the remarks of the Senator from Mary- 
land, I desire to say that in opposing these mortars I am not influenced 
by any hostility to the South Boston company. That company may 
be entitled to all the credit which the Senator from Maryland wishes 
to give it. It hasnow moved to Middlesborough, Ky., and has located 
itself where I understand it finds a mountain of coal and a mou» tain 
of iron in close proximity, and itcan run a tunnel and bring these two 
materials together and manufacture gun metal and guns as cheaply if 


not more cheaply than they can be manufactured anywhere else in the 
world. Ihave no doubt of it, and I have no objection to their having 
all the contracts which the Secretary of War chooses to give them. 

My point is distinctly this, that they can make a gun the tube of 
which is of steel and the rings of which are of steel and the jacket of 
which is of steel just as well exactly, if they willtake a little more 
time to do it, as they can make a gun with rings of steel and a jacket 
of steel and the tube of cast iron, which ought not to be used to make 
a modern gun of, any more than so much dough. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the pending amend- 
ment, 

Mr, TELLER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendnient be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, after the word ‘‘caliber,’”’ in line 5, 
the committee report to strike out "one million’ and to insert ‘‘eight 
hundred thousand;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

For purchase of oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power, coast-de- 
fense guns of 8, 10, and 12inch caliber, in quality and dimensions conformin; 
to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manufacture, an 
including all the parts of each caliber, $800,000, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 

orted by the Committee on Appropriations which has just been read. 
[Putting the question.] The Chait is in doubt. 

The Senate proceeded to divide; and the ayes were 15. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays upon the question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. Not knowing how he would 
vote upon this question, I refrain from voting. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco], Iam not aware of his views on 
the subject, and I withhold my yote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Conquirr]. Ido not know how he would 
yote on this question, and I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co.qurrr] would 
vote “tyea”? if present. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I vote ‘‘ yea,” as I am informed that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ : 

Mr, EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore withhold my 


I am paired with tke 


vote. 

Mr. BERRY (when the nameof Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [ Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called), Has the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Kentucky is not re- 


corded. 

Mr. PIERCE. Then I withhold my vote. Iam paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], who, I think, has not voted on 
this roll-call. I therefore withhold my vote, 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. Iam not aware 
how he would vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’* 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. My colleague is necessa- 
rily detained from the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT, Thecolleague of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] tells me that I am at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘yea.’ 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. Barr] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. If my colleague were present, 
he would vote ‘‘yea”’ upon this question. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired upon this question with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘yea. 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). I have been 
paired during a considerable part of the present Congress with thesenior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. By arrangement, that pair was 
transferred to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. The 
Senator from North Dakota has returned and has recognized his pair 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], which I pre- « 
sume would leave the pait to stand between myself and the senior 
Senator from Georgia. However, I am at liberty, under the terms of 


Tam paired with the 
I am paired with 
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the pair, to vote on a question not involving political consideration, 
and I shall allow my vote to stand. It will probably make a quorum. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Beingassured thatthe Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr, BLACKBURN], with whom I am paired, would vote ‘'yea’’ on 
this question, in order to help make a quorum I will vote. I vole 
ai en.’ 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the statement of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HAREIS] I feel at liberty to vote. I voto “yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand that the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON], if present, would vote ‘‘yea,’? and to make a quo- 
rum I take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. CASEY. By the terms of my pair I am at liberty to vote to 
make a quorum, and I vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam informed that there is not a quorum voting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not a quorum has voted. 

Mr. CULLOM, I am then at liberty to vote. Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] with the understanding that 
I may vote when it is necessary to make a qnorum. I therefore vote 

nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Shoup, 
Allen, Dixon, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Berry, George, Platt, Turple, 
Biair, Gibson, Plumb, Vest, 
Carty, Gorman, Power, Walthall, 
Casey, Halo, Reagan, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Harris, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Higgins, Sherman, 

NAYS—7. 
Chandler, Dolph, Hawley, Teller. 
Cullom, Frye, Stewart, 

ABSENT—42. 

Barbour, Eustis, McConnell, Pugh, 
Bato, Evarts, MoMillan, uy, 
Blackburn, Farwell, MoPherson, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mitchell, of 
Brown, Gray, Moody, Stanford, 
Butler, Hearst, Mo li Vance, 
Call, Hiscock, Paddock, Voorlees, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Pasco, Warren, 
Carlisle. Jonesof Arkansas, Payne, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, TJonesof Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Kenna, Pierce, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, after line 
10, to insert: 

For breech-loading, rifled, seacoast mortars, cast iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $100,000: Provided, That contracts may bo made for not more 
than one-half of the mortars herein provided for to be constructed on the Pa- 
cific coast, in the discrotion of the Secretary of War, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move an amendment to the committee’s amend” 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 11, after the word ‘‘rifled,’’ strike out 
the word ‘‘seacoast’’ and insert ‘‘steel,”? and in the same line, after 
the word ‘'mortars,” strike out ‘‘cast iron, hooped with steel;’’ so as 
to read: 

For breech-loading, rifled steel mortars, of 12-inch caliber, $100,000: Provided, 
That contracts pay Ge made for not more than one-half of the mortars herein 
provided for to be constructed on the Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr, GORMAN. I suggest that a very much better way would be 
to vote against the amendment of the committee rather than to move 
to amend it. The proviso that one-half of the mortars shall be made 
on the Pacific coast of course would be of no use if the amendment to 
the amendment is carried. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why? 

Mr, GORMAN. Because itis impossible to construct them on the 
Pacific coast at this time. 

Now, Mr. President, this amendment brings up the old question of 
whether we shall follow fie recommendations of the Department or 
not. We havealready in this bill, by a paragraph immediately pre- 
ceding, appropriated $800,000 for the steel, oil-tempered and annealed 
steel, for the manufacture of the guns. Ithas been shown very clearly 
in this debate that they have not the capacity in any factories to-day 
to do more than is being done by the appropriations contained in this 


bill. Isuggest to the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the bill- 


that it would be very much better to abandon the entire amendment 
rather than attempt to do what is impossible. 

Mr. DAWES. It is for the Senate to say whether they will stop the 
plan of the War Department and the Ordnance Bureau and say them- 
selves, we shall have it this way or shall not haveitatail. I shall 
have no objection to voting for the alternative, either cast iron hooped 


with steel or steel, which is leaying it to the Department, where I 
suppose it should more wisely belong, But still I have said all I de- 
sire to say in reference to this matter. I have presented the views of 
the Department, and I want to say that there is no provision in this 
hill that does not meet with the betas of the Department. 

If the Senate choose to say that the Department shall not make any 
more of these mortars, very well. They have seventy-three of them 
in process now. They can make contracts much cheaper than they 
have ever before for one hundred, There are to be seven hundred mor- 
tars made when this plan is carried out. It is the design of the De- 
partment, as I have said, to make the larger part of them of steel, and 
it is their opinion that it is a very wise provision to make a portion of 
them of cast iron hooped with steel. If the Senate think differently 
of course I have nothing to say. 

Mr, TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator who has the bill in 
charge how many of these mortars the Department propose to build of 
cast iron and steel altogether. 

Mr. DAWES. They have not determined the exact number. They 
propose to build a portion of them of either kind is the téstimony of 
the Secretary of War before the committee, 50 that in the end the 
highest type of mortar shall be at the great ports and the smaller at 
ports of lesser importance, and in the first eleven ports that are se- 
lected for work at positions where they will be of just as much service 
as the guns of higher power and higher cost. They have already, as I 
said, made seventy-three of them. ‘Two of them have been subjected 
to the test of the Department and the conclusion of the Department is 
in their favor. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that it ought to be the province of 
the legislative department of the Government to determine how many 
they would have of this kind or the other of these guns, and not the 
War Department. It seems to me that is a matter which Congress 
ought tosettle. Ido notknowmyselfvery much about guns, although 
I have tried to give some attention to the subject inthe past. Atthis 
session I have given very littleattention toit; butit isa matter [have : 
formerly studied somewhat. I have listened to the Senator from Con- 
necticut witha good deal ofinterest, and it seemed to me that he dem- 
onstrated that those guns are practically of no value at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not quite that. 

Mr. TELLER. Well,they are not as good as steel, and in my judg- 
ment they are of very little value at all, Now, when you wantagun 
you wanta good gun. An inferior gun is scarcely worth having. It 
is quite impossible for the War Department to divide the conntry up 
into classes and say ata certain port You want a good steel gun and that 
isa necessity, and at another port You can take an iron gun and that 
willdo. There is nothing in the nature of things that will enable 
them to do that, You may need just as good a gun at the smallest 
port, if you need a gun at all, as you need at the largest one. I do 
not myself believe that it is worth while for the Government to man- 
ufacture any second-class guns. 

I heard somebody say to-day, ‘‘ Why not manufacture all 16-inch 
guns; why do you have some of them 8 inches??? An 8-inch gun 
is sometimes better than a 16-inch gun. That depends on what you 
need it for and where you want it, but a gun that is liable to burst and 
to do more damage to the people that are handling it than to the enemy 
is not a good gun at any time, in my judgment. It is not such a gun 
as we want. 

Senators say that none of the guns have burst. Two of them have 
been tried out of the seventy-three in the proceess of making. It 
seems to me it would be wise to make a few more of these seventy- 
three and try and see whether they are practicable or not, whether 
they are valuable guns. I understand, as far as made, only two are 
ready to be tested and only two have been tested. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty or forty. 

Mr. TELLER. I seem to be quite unable to find out. One Sena- 
tor says thirty or forty have been tested, and another says but two 
have been tested. Iam not quite prepared to say what the facts are 
on the different statements which are made here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I learned at the 
Department this morning that only two of these guns had been tested 
by repeated rapid firing. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I understood. I supposed that was 
an authoritative statement when I made it. Tt was said in an under- 
tone that thirty or forty had been made. | Perhaps that is so. 

Mr. PLUMB. The rule is to test one gun, a sample gun, to the ex- 
treme, not up to the bursting point and the possible destruction of the 
gun. Theother guns are tested inadifferent manner. Two guns have 
been tested to show they will stand the firing of two hundred shots 
without serious erosion or breaking. The steel guns are tested on pre- 

‘cisely the same plan. One gun is tested toan extent to represent the 

ible destruction of the gun to be fired ten rounds, The Senator 

rom New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] says two guns have been 

tested up to the point of possible destruction. That is not correct. 
The other guns are subjected to only reasonable tests. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishouldlike toask the Senator from Kansas whether 
the guns had been actually fired or whether they were only tested be- 
cause they represent the type of the guns being made. 
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Mr. PLUMB. They have been fired, but it would hardly he fair to 
destroy a gun we have got in order to determine what we want. 

Mr. TELLER. A Senator in an undertone tells me how they dis- 
posed of witches in Massachusetts at an early day. Iam somewhat 
rusty on the history of witchcraft, and I will admit that whatever the 
Senator says about that is probably correct. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, I under- 
stand the test fo which the Scnator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] wants all these guns subjected is that they be fired until they 
burst. The Department hasadifferent rule. The test which theSen- 
ator from New Hampshire proposes to apply to them is just the test 
that was applied to men and women who were charged with being 
witches down in Salem. They took them ont into the harborand threw 
them overboard. All those who sank were innocent and all those who 
eame tothe shore were hung as witches. That isprecisely the test the 
Senator from New Hampshire says only two of these guns were sub- 
jected to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator from Massachusetts knows 
almost everything in this world, but he does not quite know every- 
thing that I wish. I have expressed no such sentiment as he says and 
I have expressed no wish on the subject of tests whatever. I have 
simply stated the fact that I learned that only two of these mortars 
had been actually tested, and I mean by that the extreme test. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB} states the facts exactly as I 
understand them, that a certain number of type guns are tested to the 
extreme, not up to the bursting point. They do not actually burst 
any gun on purpose that I know of, either in the War Department or 
the Navy Department, and the Senator from Massachusetts has never 
heard of any such test as that. 

Any such test as that exists only in his imagination. The extreme 
tests are only made of a few guns, and I understand that only two of 
these seventy-three mortars have been subjected to that test which is 
nota bursting test. The otherguns have undoubtedly been tested, as 
the Senator from Kansas says, by reasonable tests, and I think, as the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] suggests, thatit would bea good 
idea to apply more tests to these guns than those which have already 
been applied before we invest $400,000 more in them. 

While Tam up TI desire to say that I do not understand that the dif- 
ference inthe cost between an all-steel mortar and a composite mor- 
tar, such as the Senator from Massachusetts advocates, is greater than 
$2,000 for each mortar. I have an impression if $8,000 will buy a 
composite mortar $11,000 will procure an all-steel mortar. 

In answer to thesuggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN] it seems to me that if we are to put $400,000 in seacoast mor- 
tars we had better take forty of them all steel than to take thirty of 
them built up in this absurd way. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator is mistaken as to one point. The cost 
of the mortar with iron hoops is about.$6,000 or a little below $6,000. 
The tube costs about $1,775 and the jacket about $3,600. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘What mortar does the Senator speak of? 

Mr. PLUMB. Imean the 12-inch, cast-iron mortar with steel hoops. 
That would be about half of what the Senator from Connecticut states 
would be the cost ofa steel mortar. The Senator may not be mistaken 
about that, but I believe he is, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a report of a hear- 
ing before the Committee on Coast Defenses at the last session, at which 
General Ben¢t was examined and made a statement. He was asked, 
among other things, to state what the cost of the guns necessary forthe 
defense of the coast was. He stated it as follows, approximately: 


IG-inch guns would cost about...:....i..sssseeressisesss ves ceoesnsesstanseese ena s. $150, 000 
ILINCH ADON.. .ssessesesssesesoenes ts 100, 000 
12-inch ADOUb....cecccsscsceegeeesseee 58,000 
10-inch guns would cos) sbout.. 26,000 
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Sinch about. 
Mortars— 


That is understood to bethe kind recommended by the board, forged 
steel, built up— 
$8,000 

Tasked him the number of guns recommended by the board for the 
fortification of twenty-seven of our principal ports. He stated the 
number to be as follows: 

Tho estimate of the Board of Fortifications of the number of guns required for 
the principal seaports isabout six hundred guns of different calibers and seven 
hundred mortars. There are twenty-seven. seaports only that are considered, 
We did not pretend to work up all the fortifications for every little seaport. 

We haye, I belieye, made appropriations prior to the Tast session of 
Congress for some of these mortars to be constructed of cast-iron bodies 
and steel hoops, and an appropriation was made at the last session of 
Congress of $400,000, which, as I stated yesterday, I believe is unex- 

ded at this time.: They may be contracted for, but the contracts 
d not been Ietin November. Somewhere, either in the report of the 
Chief of Ordnance or in some statement made before the Committee on 
Appropriations or the Committee on Coast Defenses, the Chief of Ord- 
nance stated that that appropriation of $400,000 would procure from 
forty-five to fifty of these mortars with cast-iron bodies and steel hoops. 
Ifit procured fifty the cost of those would be $8,000, the precise esti- 
mate which he made for steel mortars, 


Mr. PLUMB, That isa mistake, 
mortars, 

Mr. DOLPH.. Lam not mistaken. 

Mr. PLUMB. You are mistaken. The Chiefof Ordnance neveres- 
timated $8,000 for steel mortars. The Senator is certainly mistaken. 
The fact is the Department has never made an estimate that I know 
of, and I think Iam posted on that subject, for the building of steel 
mortars. It has never been contemplated. It has been calculated that 
all the resources of the Government shops and of the private manufac- 
tories for a number of years to come would be enlisted and must nec- 
essarily be enlisted in making high-power guns. 

Mr. DOLPH. Right there I will show that the Senator is entirely 
mistaken. 

Mr. PLUMB. If we are to have any mortars we must have this 
kind, and, if not, we must postpone the making of the mortars until we 
have manufactured the high-power guns. 

Mr. DOLPH. I know precisely what Iam talking about. I am 
talking about whether we ever did manufacture steel mortars. I 
quoted yesterday from the report of the Chief of Ordnance the follow- 
ing: 

A 12-inch B. L.steel rifled mortar, for coast defense, is now under manufac- 
tureatthe army gun factory, the steel forgings therefor having been supplied 
by the Bethichem Iron Works, South Bethlehem, Pa. The estimate coversthe 
proposed test of the piece. It-will fire a shell of from 800'to 1,000 pounds weight 
using a maximum charge of about 100 pounds of powder; and will therefore be 
amuch more powerful picce than the 12-inch B, L. mortars of cast-iron, hooped, 
now under manufacture, 

That is General Benct’s statement. 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not traverse what I said atall. 

Mr. ALLISON. How much will they cost? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the estimate is given. 
ferred to: 

The CHAIRMAN. The number of guns required for the defense of San Diego, 
San Francisco, and the mouth of the Columbia, was between one-third and one. 
fourth of the entire number for the twenty-seven ports, was it not? 

General Besitt. Yes, sir; it is about one-fourth of the number of guns and 
about one-fifth of the number of mortars, 

The Ciraremay, Are you able to state whether there are other points upon 
the Pacitic const, besides Puget Sound ports and besides those named by the 
board, that will reqnire to be included in a general system of coast defenses ? 

General Bexér. Í am not able to say. The matter was talked about in the 
board, I remember, butthey did notcometoany conclusion. Their duties were 
confined to the principal points, and therefore they took those three points as 
being the most iniportant sites. 

The CHairnmMAS. Yow have not any personal knowledge upon the subject? 

General Bsw&r. I have not, 

The CHAIRMAN. Are youable to state to the committee about what the cost at 
the present time would be of those guns and mortars of different calibers? 

General Bexér. This is an approximation. 

He then gives what E have already read, which shows that he had 
reference to the mortars and guns reported by the Board on Fortifica- 
tions and other Defenses. I can not be mistaken because we were 
talking about nothing else. We were talking about the number of 
guns required by that report. I think I read thestatement of General 
Benét as to the number of mortars, which would be 700 at $8,000 each, 
which would cost $5,600,000. I speak now of the steel mortars, if I 
am correct in supposing that General Ben¢t referred to steel mortars. 

If cast-iron mortars hooped with steel can be constructed and pro- 
cured for $6,000, which does not appear from the statement I have 
already made and what I certainly have seen stated in regard to the 
numberof mortarsof this character that conld be procured for $400,000, 
I suppose they could be procured for $6,000 each, which would amount 
to $4,200,000, which would be a difference in the estimates of $1,400,- 
000 for all the mortars required for all the coast defenses. That isa 
mere bagatelle when we are expending millions for a navy, when we 
are providing for great war ships to cost in theneighborhood of $5,009,- 
000 apiece when armored and put in commission, and costing a large 
sum each year to maintain them in commission. 

When we are going on to manufacture great guns it appears to me 
to be a questionable saving to save that amount on these mortars when 
steel mortars, according to the statement of General Ben¢ét which I 
have just read, would be so much more effective and more durable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please tell us from what he is 
reading ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I quoted yesterday from the report of the Chief of 
Ordnance to the Secretary of War and gave the report to the Official 
Reporter yesterday. Ido not have it before me at present, but I have 
sent for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Which report of the Chief of Ordnance? 

Mr. DOLPH. The report made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, the last fiscal year. It does not state the probable cost, but it is 
under the head of an item contained in a previous appropriation bill. 
The item is as follows: 

(9) For the test of one seacoast, breech-loading, rifled steel mortar of 12-inch 
caliber, $20, 000. 

He says this estimate about covers the proposed test and this is all 
he says about it. I quoted yesterday from his statement in answer to 
a question of the Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. DAWES], that these 
steel mortars would cost from $2,000 to $3,000 apiece more, 

Now I will take the proposition of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. Suppose that General Ben¢t in his statement before the 


He was referring to these other - 


I will read what I re- 
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Committee on Coast Defenses had reference to a mortar with a east- 
iron body and steel hoops, then we have got to take the outside figure of 
$3,000 more, or $11,000 for a serviceable, durable gun; according tothe 
statement of General Benét, that will be a much more powerful piece 
than the 12-inch breech-loading mortars of cast iron now manufactured; 
that is to say, the difference is only $3,000 apiece at the outside figure, 
and on seven hundred it would be $2,100,000 for seven hundred mor- 
tars, more than half of the guns to be used for fortifying the whole 


coast. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Senator will find these figures in the annual 
report of the Chief of Ordnance, dated last October, He says that 
under the fortifications act approved August, 1890, the sum of $400, - 
000 was appropriated for the manufacture of 12-inch, hooped mortars, 
breech loading, This sum would procure from forty-five to fifty mor- 
tars, showing that he calculates an average of a little over $8,000 for 
each one. 

Mr. DOLPH. A trifle over, 

Mr. PLUMB. That would include the expense of testing and all 
that sort of thing. 

Mr. DOLPH. Fifty at $8,000 apiece would cost $400,000, and forty- 
five would cost nearly $9,000 apiece. 

Mr. PLUMB. [I always differ with the greatestregretand diflidence 
from my friend from Oregon, especially in matters of this kind to which 
he bas given a great deal of attention, and nobody doubts his candor 
or information, bub I repeat what I said before, that the Department 
has never yet seriously estimated or contemplated a provision for the 
production of steel mortars. They have accepted it as a fact that in 
the present condition of the manufacture of steel forgings and of steel 
guns in this country it would not be possible to procure mortars con- 
porn badly minha with these high-power guns within the requisite period 
of time. 

I do not mean to say they do not contemplate at some future time 
to get some part of these seven hundred mortars, but they do not con- 
template it now.- That was the only point of contention between the 
Senator and me, and I feel perfectly certain he will agree that, when 
General Benét spoke of a mortar costing $8,000, he meant a mortar 
with a cast-iron tube and a steel hoop or breech. But the question of 
economy, of diminished cost, did not enter into the question with the 
Committee on Appropriations at all. It wasaquestion of doing some- 
thing and of doing it now. Ifit did not represent the very best, it 
represented something better than to wait. 

The Senator from Oregon has been one of the most conspicuons and 
able advocates on this floor of an elaborate and extended system of 
coast defense, and not only that, but of having things done promptly. 
I think he must see and realize that this thing can not be done upon 
his plan‘half as promptly as upon the plan proposed by the committee, 
and that a good weapon can be had now to answer all reasonable pur- 
poses for which mortars can be applied, except the one of endurance, 
The endurance of these mortars, however, is equal to their strain under 
any ordinary engagement, or perhaps two or three of them, and we are 
now confronted with just this condition: Shall we go ahead, getting a 
reasonably good weapon, one that will answer all reasonable purposes 
of coast defense within the latitude covered by a machine of this kind, 
or shall we wait until five, ten, or fifteen years have elapsed before pro- 
viding anything of the kind at all? That is the point. 

Something has been said about this appropriation and about the ne- 
cessity of educating public opinion. The man who runs violently 
against public opinion will meet with the experience of one who runs 
against a locomotive. We have got to take things as they are. The 
revenues of this country are not illimitable, and whoever proposes to 
appropriate more than a certain sum of money now forcurrentexnenses, 
including this matter of coast defense, must likewise provide for raising 
the revenue necessary. 

We know also that in that branch of Congress which comes im- 
mediately from the people and is supposed to reflect the more urgent 
and immediate phases of public opinion it is not possible to appropri- 
ate more than five or six millions of dollars, and in attempting to do 
more we are Going a vain thing. I believe in doing that which puts 
us forward on the road we have determined to go on, which is accom- 
plishing something; and therefore I am willing to take, as my im 
patient and impetuous friend from Oregon is not, $5,000,000 instead 
of $21,000,000, and so I am willing to take what we now have in the 
shape of a good weapon of war and reasonably adequate to meet mod- 
ern conditions rather than to have nothing. 

I would not want to suggest that I have more in mind the interests 
and necessities of the section of country which the Senator represents 
than he has, and particularly that great indentation of coast known as 
Puget Sound, and all that sort of thing, but I want to say tohim that 
under his plan there will be nothing at either one of these places in 
the shape of a mortar during the next ten years in my judgment; and, 
not wishing to assume to speak for that locality, I venture to suggest 
that perhaps his interest might be better served by doing something 
rather than to wait that indefinite period which the Senator desires to 
wait to get the best possible thing. The best possible thing always 
recedes, What is best to-day will not be best to-morrow, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator from 


Kansas that in my judgment we have waited so long now that we 
can wait fora good gun; that we can wait until we can make the best. 
It is not necessary to construct an inferior gun, and if we liad mortars 
to-day there is no place to put them. There is not a single emplace- 
ment for a mortar battery along either coast where they could be put 
and operated. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have over two millions of money pending, which 
are being applied to the construction of mortar batteries along the dif- 
ferent coasts at San Francisco, Boston, New York, and so on. 

Mr, DOLPH. I wish to say another thing to the Senator. He is 
talking about running in the face of public opinion. The very worst 
thing he can do if, he wishes to haye public opinion with him in this 
matter of coast defense, is to confine the appropriation to three or four 
harbors out of the twenty-seven important harbors on both coasts rec- 
ommended for fortification, commencing with the harbor at Portland, 
Me., and running on down the Atlantic coast, the coast of the Gulf of 
Mexico, and the Pacific coast. 

In the appropriation for the emplacements for these guns made last 
year it was proposed to commence the work at two harbors only, the 
harbor of New York and the harbor of San Francisco. It has been 
extended a little the present year, and it is now confined to four or 
five harbors out of the twenty-seven, and itis proposed that all the ap- 
propriations made for these emplacements shall begiventotwo harbors 
only, while the rest, under the plan now adopted by this committee, 
are obliged to wait for twenty years. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator ought to be candid enongh—I am sure 
he means to be—to say it is not the plan of the committee, It is the 
plan of the Department. 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis the plan of the bill. By the bill appropriations 
are only made for these two harbors, while the others are to wait in- 
definitely until these are taken care of. 

Now, I desire to refer to what was said about large appropriations. 
No one has contended for a very large appropriation. There is a dif- 
ference in the plans. I believe that the economical and wise plan to 
do this work would be to determine as near as we can what we are go- 
ing todo, and to determine that we will do it in twenty years or thirty 
years, or in such time as the condition of the country will warrant it 
being done, and then to make such provision by Jaw that the work 
will go along from day to day and from year to year without cessation 
and those stoppages, which the Senator must know make all public 
work cost very much more than it otherwise would. 

That is all I have ever contended for. It is not a question whether 
we shall have $4,000,000 a year or $5,000,000 n yéar or $10,000,000 a 
year so much asit is that when we enter upon a great work there shall 
be money enough to carry it out, just as Congress has wisely concluded 
on certain great works of river and harbor improvement, the improve- 
ment of Galveston Harbor, the building of the locks at Sault Ste. 
Marie, the harbor at Philadelphia, the harbor at Baltimore, and some 
other Government works. I commend that plan, adopted by the 
Committee on Commerce in regard to these great works, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

As I said before, we have waited so long and the work of providing 
emplacements and batteries for these mortars and for these guns is so 
much in arrears and the appropriations are so small that I think we 
cau wait until we can get a gun of the kind which is of the best kind 
that can made. The Senator will himself see that, as a matter of 
economy, it is very poor economy to construct a mortar which is not 
the best of the kind, to adopt some makeshift because we can saye on 
a gun that costs $8,000 and another $11,000 or because we can save 
from one to two million dollars on the total amount of seven hundred 
mortars required for the defense of twenty-seven ports, 

With all due deference to the Senator and the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I do not see that the plan adopted by the committee is likely 
to secure the fortification at the mouth of the Columbia and Puget 
Sound and at San Diego and Los Angeles, on the Pacific coast, or at 
Galveston, in Texas, or at New Orleans, in Louisiana, or at Savannah, 
in Georgia, or at any of the ports upon the coast. I do not see that 
they are likely to reach it any sooner by the plan the Senator pro- 
poses, The difference in the time required to construct forty-five or 
fifty mortars is insignificant compared with the time required to fortify 
the whole coast. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator overlooks the threatened invasion from 
Halifax, It may come hefore we can construct even one. He over- 
looks another thing, and that is that this proposition in regard to mor- 
tar batteries is just exactly the reverse of the system adopted in the 
river and harbor bill. I confess the Committee on Commerce this year 
has got started in the right direction, that is, of completing an im- 
provement when they get it under way. The formerriver and harbor 
plan of appropriations is exactly what the Senator seems to want, that 
is to scatter a little money here and there all over the country, doing 
a little work only to be washed out at the next tide, and then have an- 
other appropriation thenextyear, in order to make patronage and favor 
and all that sort of thing. 

‘This bill proceeds upon an entirely different theory. It is to com- 
plete what we begin before we take up something else It therefore 
provides for the New York harbor, for the Boston harbor, for the har- 
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bor of San Francisco, Hampton Roads, and Washington asum of money 
which, added to what will come along next year, will complete the 
mortar batteries at these places and thereby leave the Government 
free to take up other places as well. I think that is the wiser way. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Why is it not free now to take them up? 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply because we can not get money to do it. The 
very bill the Senator voted for last year and tore his shirt about will 
prevent us having money to doit. As the Senator very well knows, 
the tariff bill of last year will leave us pretty closely pressed in about 
the next six or eight months. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive busi- 
ness the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 4, 1891, 
at 11 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS. 

John J. Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Patchogue, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Philander J. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Islip, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York. 

Norman Getman, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York. 

Charles L. Bentley, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York. 

George H. Barker, to be postmaster at Springville, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 3, 1891. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
__ Robert E. Hannay, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States for 
the eastern district of Texas. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

George K, Anderson, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be register of the land 

office at Folsom, N. Mex. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Marcus W. Acheson, of Pennsylvania, to be United States circnit 
judge for the third judicial circuit. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
DEEP-WATER HARBOR, COAST OF TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House bill with 
Senate amendments: 

A bill (IT. R. 8341) to promote the construction of a safe deep-water harbor on 
the coast of Texas, 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
tn the amendments of the Senate and that the committee of confer- 
ence asked for be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COUNTERFEITING, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 10862) to prevent nereg or manufacture of dies, tools, or 

„Other implements used in counterfeiting, and providing penalties therefor, 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the amendments 
of the Senate, 

Mr. BLAND. I askif there is any report accompanying the bill. 
We should like to know the effect of the amendments. 

Mr. WRIGHT, ‘The amendments are verbal and not of any impor- 
tance. 

Mr. BLAND. We would like to have an explanation of them. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The amendments are merely verbal in character, 
changing the phraseology, but not changing the sense. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on concurrence with the amend- 
ments of the Senate, 


Mr. HOLMAN. In the hasty reading of the amendments it has 


been almost impossible to understand the effect of them. I ask that 
the fifth and sixth amendments be read again. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the amendments be separately read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the context may be read so as to show 
the effect of the amendments. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: : 

Page 1, line 12, strike out “has” and insert “shall have” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So that it will read-—— 

The CLERK. So that it will read: 

Or who shall have in his possession—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is that a sample of the rest? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Yes. The amendments are simply to cor- 
rect the form of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on concurring in the amendments 
of the Senate. 

The motion of Mr. WRIGHT was agreed to. 

So the House concurred in the amendments of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. NORTON, Irise for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
to have a bill considered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair can not entertain n request for unani- 
mous consent until the Speaker’s table is cleared. 

GEORGE GUNNELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following House bill 
with Senate amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell. 

The amendment of the Senate was read at length. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I move to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is to be stricken out? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the effect of the amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Town- 
SEND] moves to concur in the Senate amendment and the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee [Mr. MCMILutn] asks what will be the effect of it, 

Mr. MCMILLIN, TI will ask to haye read the part proposed to be 
stricken out, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont the words “ contemporancous with the muster out of Seventh Regi- 
mentof Michigan Volunteer Cavalry” and insert the following: "As of the 
date of December 15, 1883.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know why the date should 
have been changed from that contained in the original bill. How 
much longer time does it give to the soldier? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. A shorter time. 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, was agreed to. 

So the House concurred in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the House concurred in the amendment of the Senate; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RUTH COLLIER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendment. 

A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House concur in the amend- 
ments, ~ s 

The motion was agreed to. 

FRANCES T, DANA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana. 

The amendment of the Senate was read at length. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, the amendment as read does not give 
the House any information. I would like to have the bill read as 
amended, so that we may know what the effect of the amendment is. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the nameof Frances T, Dana, 
widow of the late Commander William Starr Dana, of the United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, is notthat a bill that should go to the 
Committee of the Whole, inasmuch as it increases the amount or in- 
volves an additional expenditure over the House bill? z 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes not where there is not a new subject or 
item of expenditure proposed. When the Senate have changed an 
amount the bill docs not go to the Committee of the Whole; it only 
does so when there is a new item of expenditure. Such has heen the 
uniform ruling and practice on this point. 

Mr. ROGERS. As Ihad understood, though Ihave not looked at the 
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rule recently, where the Senate amendment involved an additional ex- 

enditure over that provided in the House bill, the bill went to the 

mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It does not where the same item is increased, be- 
cause the House has discussed and passed upon that question. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Irise toaninguiry. What was the amount 
in the House bill? 

The SPEAKER, Thirty dollars. 

Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. And what is the amount as it passed the 
Senate? 

ace SPEAKER. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Senate amendment increases it to $50. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ` 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. LODGE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 55. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 122, not 
voting 113; as follows: 


The Senate amendment increases the amount to 


YEAS—95. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Rogers, 
Anderson, Kans, Crain, Lacey, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. i Lane, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Springer, 

ig, Dalzell, Lester, Ga. Stewart, Tex. 
Biggs, Davidson, Tester, Va. Stewart, Vt. 
Blanchard, Dockery, Lewis, Stone, Ky, 

land, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Stone, Mo. 
Blount, + Enloe, Martin, Tex. Tarsne 
Bowden, Ellis, McCreary, Taylor, HI 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, McMillin, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, MoRae, Tracey, 
Brewer, Fowler, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brickner, Goodnight, Moore, Tex, Turner, Ga, 
Brookshire, Grimes, Mutchler, aux, 
Brown, J.B, Hare, orton; Waddill, 
Buchanan, Va. Haugen, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala, 

um, Heard, O'Neall, Ind, Whitelaw, 
Candler, Ga, Herbert, Parrett, Wike, 

th, Holman, Paynter, Willeox, 
Catchings, Hooker, Pierce, Williams, TL 
Cheadle, i sad Pindar, Wilson, Mo, 
Clements, Kelley, Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Kerr, Iowa Robertson, 

NAYS—122, 

di Evans, McKenna, Smyser, 
Allen, Mich Farquhar, McKinley. Snider, 
Andrew, Finley, Miles, Spinola, 
Baker, ick, Moffitt, Spooner, 
Bartine, Flood, Morey, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Flower, orse, Stivers, 
Belden, Funston, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Bel P, Gear, O'Donnell, Stone, Pa. 

n, Geissenhainer, O'Neil, Mass. Struble 
Bingham; x O'Neill, Pa, Sweet, 
Boothman, Green Osborne, Taylor, E.B. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Owens, Ohio Taylor, J.D, 
Browne, Va. Grout, Payson, Taylor, Tenn, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hall, Penington, homas, 
Burton, Harmer, Peters, Townsend, Colo, 
Cald Hayes, W.I Pugsley, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Mass. Hays, E.R. Quackenbush, Turner, N.Y. 
Carter, Haynes, Quinn, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hermann, Raines, Van Schaick, 
Cheatham, Hitt, Randall, Wade, 
Chipman, Kennedy, Ray, Walker, 
Clark, Wyo, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wallace, Mass, 

well, Laidlaw, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Langston, Rockwell, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Sawyer, Williams, Ohio 
Craig, Laws, Scranton, Wilson, Ky. 
Cammin Lind, Scull, Wilson, Wash, 
Dolliver, Lodge, Seney, Wright, 
Dorse; Mansur, Sherman, Yoder. 
Dunnell, Mason, Smith, UL 
Dunphy, McAdoo, Smith, W. Va, 

NOT VOTING—113. 

Alderson Clancy, Geary, McComas, 
Allen, Miss. Clark, Wis. Gibson, MeCord, 
Arnold, Clarke, Ala. Gifford, McCormick, 
Atkinson, Pa. Clunie, Hansbrough, MeDuflle, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Comstock, a Miller, 
Banks, Connell, Hemphill, Milliken, 
Barnes. Cothran, Henderson, Il. Mills, 
Beckwith, Covert, Henderson, Iowa Moore, N, H. 
Bliss, Cowles, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, 
Boatner, Culbertson, Pa. Hill, Morrill, 
Boutelle, teheon, Houk, Morrow, 
Brower, Dargan, Ketcham, Niedringhaus, 
Browne, T. AL Darlington, Kilgore, Nute, 
Brunner, DeLano, Konpp Oates, 

uckalew, Dibbie, Ia ‘ollette, Outhwaite, 
Bullock, * Dickerson, Lanham, Owen, Ind, 
Bunn, Dingley, Lawler, Payne, 
Burrows, Ewart, Lehlbach, ‘cel, 
Butterworth, Featherston, Magner, Perkins, 
Campbell, Fitch, Maish, Perry, 
Cannon, Forman, McClammy, Phelan, 
Carlton, Frank, McClellan, Pickler, 


Price, Russell, Stump, Wickham, 
Reilly, Sanford, Sweney, Wiley, 
Richardson, Shively, ‘Thompson, Wilkinson, 
Rife, Simonds, Townsend, Pa. Yardley. 
Rowell StahInecker, Washington, 

Rowland, Stewart, Ga, Whiting, 

Rusk, Stockdale, Whitthorne, 


So the motion to refer the bill was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr, EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. Nreprincitaus with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. McCramMy. 

Mr. BLISS with Mr. WITING. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. STAILNECKER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. LANIIAM, until February 9. 

For this day: 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. FEATUERSTON with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. McComas with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to knowif I am recorded, 

The SPEAKER. .The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. HOUK. 
If not paired, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senateamend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is this motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis debatable; and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I reserve the time I have. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Indianaif 
he willlet me know how much time he wants, and then I will demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want two hours in opposition to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. -Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman said he reserved his 
time. Ithen arose and addressed the Speaker, and it seems that Iam en- 
titled to the floor. Ido not want to do anything that is not entirely 
within the rule. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of opposing this 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a questionof order. It is impossible 
to hear what the gentleman is saying: 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please bein order? Let the Chair 
understand the situation. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Massachusetts as being in control of the matter. If he yields the floor 
the Chair will then recognize some other gentleman. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to yield such 
time as the gentleman from Indiana wants in opposition to the bill. 
I do not wish to delay the business of the House on a small matter 
like this, I have no desire to take the time myself. The case can be 
stated in two minutes. It is perfectly understood by the House, and 
if the gentleman will name the time he wants I am perfectly willing 
to yield it to him, and then I will move the previous question—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LODGE (continuing). Otherwise I shall demand the previous 

uestion. 
$ Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
rose-and asked that the Senate amendment be concurred in, and I call 
upon the Reporter to state from the notesif it is not true that he then 
reserved his time, and I rose for the purpose of opposing that amend- 
ment, My inquiry is, am J, in this condition of affairs, entitled to 
the floor? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts took his 
seat and did not maintain possession of the floor the gentleman from 
Indiana is entitled to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is my understanding, and I believe the Re- 
porter’s notes will substantiate it, 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Indiana states that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts sat down reserving his time. If that is 
the case the gentleman from Indiana in entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of opposing 
this aniendment, and in doing so I want to call the attention of my 
Republican colleagues to the fact thatif any of the valuable tinie of 
the remnant of this session is occupied in this way it is occupied at 
the instance of one of our colleagues who demands for some one of his 
constituents rights and privileges which are not granted to the people 
Irepresent. Ihave said so often in this House that itis not necessary 
to repeat it that Iam in favor of the most liberal-pension policy that 
can be formulated, but I demand that the Republican party shall keep 
its pledges to the people aud preserve this Government as we received 
it from those who transmitted its control to us more than a quarter of 
a century ago. 

The man who risked his life and who gave up his life in defense of 
the integrity of this Government made the greatest possible sacrifice 
that mansun make. The status of widowhood isa completed status 

“and condition, and, standing here asa representative of and speaking 
for the great mass of the common soldiers of this country who preserved 
this Government, I protest, in language just as strong and forcible as I 
can make it, against this jnnovation, this monstrous outrage upon the 
widows of the common soldiers of this country. Icallattention to the 
fact that last June, when we were formulating a general pension meas- 
ure into law, it was said, and said upon this side of the Chamber, that 
we could not afford to pay to the widows provided for in that meas- 
ure $12 a month, and we therefore enacted alaw which gives them only 
$8 a month. 

Canany man go home to the people he represents, a majority of whom, 
like the people I represent, are wage-workers, and look into the faces 
of the toiling widows of our dead comrades who can only receive pen- 
sions of $8 a month, in the midst of the penury and want with which 
they are surrounded, and justify giving to the widow of anybody else 
a sum in excess of the largest amount that is authorized by the general 
pension laws of the country, to wit, $30 a month? My distinguished 
colleague in front of me [Mr. Kerr, of Iowa], to whom I shall yield 
a portion of my time, will give expression to the views of the mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic in the section where he lives, 
who have just sent him a communication, as they have sent them to 
me and to others from every State in the North, from Maine to Cali- 
fornia, in relation to this subject. 

I appeal to my colleagues upon this side of the Chamber to end at 
once and forever this species of class si re tie which can not be jus- 

ask gentlemen upon this side 
of the Chamber, when they contemplate the magnitude of the measures 
which remain before us unadjudicated and that we ought to settle and 
settle definitely, whether we can afford to enter upon such special class 
legislation as this. I want it distinctly understood, and I therefore 
repeat what I have often said in speaking upon this species of class leg- 
islation, that I oppose it not becanse I have anything against its ben- 
eficiaries, 

I oppose it because I believe that the principle involved is radically 
wrong; that it is the beginning of the end of pension legislation. In 
nineteen out of twenty of these special acts that come before Congress 
social influences are brought to bear upon members; they are pleaded 
with and importuned to vote for measures which their judgments and 
consciences must tell them are wrong. I want tosay tothisside of the 
Chamber that there are—I made use of the figures once before, but men 
laughed and sneered in my face—there are, I repeat, more than fifty 
thousand of the widows of your dead comrades and mine now living 
in penury and want who have claims pending in the Pension Office un- 
adjudicated, and yet the highest amount that any of them'can receive 
under existing law is $12 a month. Shall we, the Representatives of 
all the people, pretend to be generous to a favored few before we are 
just to the deserving many ? 

If I was willing to take up the valuable time of this House I could 
mention instance after instance that has come under my limited ob- 
seryation to clinch the truth of every statement I have made; but I 
shall not weary the patience of the House by taking up its valuable 
time, because it would be unjust to the many important measures that 
are pressing for consideration. I do, however, again appeal to this 
side of the Chamber, and I tell gentlemen here that which I know the 
great mass of the common people of this country believe to be true, that 
they can not afford to go outside of the provisions of the general pen- 
sion law, exceptin very rareand extraordinary instances, to ingraftupon 
our legislative system a class of special legislation that is inimical to 
the best interests of the people and diametrically opposed to the fun- 
damental principles which underlie our political superstructure, 

There is no Representative here to-day who can not remember within 
his personal acquaintances the widows of our dead comrades who are 
living in penury and want, bending over washtubs, doing all sorts of 
manual labor to keep the wolf of hunger from their humble homes; 
and I implore you, I beseech you, to stand by the general statutes 
which we have enacted and see to it that all of the pensioners who are 
‘entitled to pensions shall receive just recognition before you under- 
take to go outside of the general law and increase the ratings that are 
authorized by the general statutes of the country. 

I wish you to remember this fact; do not lose sight of it; keep it in 
view all of the time: that the beneficiary of this act can receive under 


existing laws $30. month, while according to the reports of the Pen- 
sion Office, there are fifty thousand soldiers’ widows, with claims now 
pending, who can never receive more than $3 or $12 a month at most 
and who are not now receiving any pension at all. Let us, therefore, 
enforce existing laws.and not burden ourselves with special class pèn- 
sion legislation, 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
may desire, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to say that this morning 
I presented to the House and filed in the petition box a remonstrance 
of a post in my district—Andersonville Post, No. 155—which by a 
unanimous vote resolved that they were opposed to this kind of legis- 
lation and adopted a resolution instructing me to vote against all such 
bills, I donot know that those gentlemen knew that I had opposed 
this kind of legislation ever since I have been a member of the House, 
They also call attention to the fact that the leading paper of my State, 
the State Register, of Des Moines, Iowa, has declared in recent issues 
against the policy of making special favorites under the pension legis- 
Jation of the Government. J 

I believe the Government should see that no deserving widow who 
lost her support, her stay, by means of the war should be allowed to 
suffer. We ought to be just to them and provide for their support in 
eases Of need. This is necessary in order to encourage the patriotism 
of the people and make them ready to undergo the proper sacrifices in 
case of succeeding wars. But we should pass no legislation which will 
make special favorites of any of the widows of the late war and we 
should never pass any law that has for its object the maintenance of 
any American citizen, male or female, in style. 

Mr. CHEADLE. [I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to know what the gentleman from 
Towa means by ‘‘style.’’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman from New York asks me what 
I mean by ‘‘style.’’? I mean a special distinction, a class privilege; 
and I will say in connection with this that according to my observa- | 
tion the gentleman from New York and his associates on the other 
side of the House have been quick, earnest, and efficient in supporting 
all measures of this kind that have been brought before the Honse, and 
that the blame for this kind of legislation attaches with as much force 
to them as to gentlemen on this side, and perhaps with more force, 

Mr. SPINOLA. We intend to bear onr share of the responsibility 
so far as I am concerned, 

Mr, BLAND. Does the gentleman from Iowa, in the remark just 
made, allude to the vote on this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, I do not. 

Mr. BLAND. I did notthink you did, because that disproves every- 
thing yon said. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 74, noes 48, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Icallforthe yeasand nays. [Cries of‘'Oh, no!’?] 
I withdraw the call. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 11 voting therefor. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. LODGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET PROCTOR NOYES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of the 
Sona the bill (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor 
Noyes. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 7, strike out “thirty” and insert “fifty,” n- 

Mr, CALDWELL. I move to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CALDWELL, there 
were—ayes 83, noes 38. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 6 yoting therefor, 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 8 voting therefor. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
a the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 5486 of the Revised 
Statutes; and 

A bill (H. R. 13453) to amend section 180 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, 


‘such time as he 
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MRS. CAROLINE E. DURYEE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of the 
Senate, the bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mrs. Caroline E. Duryee. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out ‘thirty "and insert “fifty.” 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I move toconcur in the Senate amendment, and 
on that motion I call for the previous question. 

Mr, BLAND. I hope we may have some debate on this question. 
T hope the gentleman does not intend to cut off discussion. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This is just the same as the last bill. 

Mr. BLAND. We can have debate, I presume, after the previous 
question is ordered. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There are now forty minutes of debate allowed 
under the rule. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. CoumminGs] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
control the time allowed on the two sides upon this question. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Reserving my right to the floor, I yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that he may occupy his twenty 
minutes, 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Speaker, itdoes seem to me that we ought to calla 
halt in this business, We have pension laws now, decidedly more lib- 
eral than any other Government ever had and athousand times more lib- 
eral than we have ever granted to any of our other soldiers. There is 
nothing to prevent any worthy soldier or the widow of a soldier from 
having an increase of pension under the general laws where it is proper 
that such increase should be granted. ‘The laws now on the statute 
books aresufliciently liberal to pension any person connected with the 
Army, not only every soldier who was wounded or who contracted dis- 
ease in the service, but everyone, even siuce the war, who claims that 
he incurred disability at that time. 

The difficulty and the great defect in all of this species of legislation 
is that we are scattering money where it ought not to go. The really 
meritorious soldiers of the country that were wounded or contracted dis- 
ease in the Army find that the revenues are squandered on unmerito- 
rious cases, so that we are not able, even though willing, to give them 
that pension to whieh they are entitled, sufficient to sustain them in 
their old age or diseased condition. 

For my part I would rather vote to increase or double the pension 
of a soldier who served faithfully and who was wounded in honorable 
service or contracted disease in the line of duty than to pass these spe- 
cial-favor bills and put men on the rolls whonever smelt gunpowder— 
mere camp-followers. And yet here weareto-day, and have been since 
the Congress convened, for political reasons, for reasons of favoritism, 
doling out the money of the people to favored classes instead of paying 
it to the soldier of the country who did honorable service, who went 
into the Army,carried bis gun on hisshoulder, and dealt the blow that 
he was able todeal to sustain the Government, and was wounded or 
diseased while in the service. If it were not for this reckless waste of 
the public money we would be able to double his pension, and that is 
the line of pension policy that I would like to see pursued in Congress, 
But we can not, Weare unabletodoso. Wearesimply making pen- 
sions odious in the eyes of the taxpayers of the country. And Con- 
gress will not call a halt. 

Class legislation, favoritism, political legislation to confer pensions 
on persons who were never in the Army, probably mere camp-follow- 
ers, who never smelt powder, simply because they are willing to come 
forward and swear that they have been in some way disabled by disease 
contracted in the service, but who have been able in all of these years 
since the war to perform all the duties of life. Tor my part I have 
little faith in a claim that dates the disability back to a period twenty 
or twenty-five years ago. Butif these people can connect themselves 
with the Army, it seems, in any way, they go upon the pension roll. 
I say it is vicious legislation. It is contrary to the pension policy 
which should prevail in behalf of the true soldier, whose honorable dis- 
charge and pension certificate ought to be a certificate of honor. But 
instead of that we are making it here a certificate of mendicancy, a 
certificate of favoritism to those with political influence. I protest 
against the whole line of legislation indicated by this bill and those 
of similar character heretofore passed. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to repeat my protest 
and that of the musket-carriers of this country against this form of 
special legislation. It may not sound very well; it may not be popu- 
lar now, and thesentiment may be sneered at by some men who demand 
that we break down the fundamental principles upon which the whole 
superstructure of our Government rests; but Iwant now to justsimply 
repeat the truth I have already stated, and which can not be denied, 
that this whole system of class pension legislation is radically wrong. 
It is unworthy of this House of Representatives; and in enacting this 
measure into law and all kindred measures, I want to say here in the 
presence of the House and of the country that we do not represent the 
people nor any respectable proportion of the people of this country. 

There is not a laborerin all of this broad land thatisin favor of this 


Thereis not afarmer who is 
compelled to sell the products of his labor and of his farm at a merely 
nominal sum toprovidea support for himself and his family, and there is 
no considerable class of the people of thiscountry any where whocould be 


measure or of thischaracterof legislation. 


found favoring such legislation. The great wealth-producers of the 
country are all opposed to it; the great masses of the survivors of the 
Union Army are opposed to it; and [repeat their protest again asa mat- 
ter of principle against the formulating into law of this pernicious sys- 
tem of class pension legislation. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question is on concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. BLAND) 
there were—ayes 62, noes 21. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point that there is no quorum voting and 
I do not think there is a quoram present. I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that there is 
no quorum present? 

Mr, BLAND. Ido. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House), One hundred and 
seventy-eight members are present—more than a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were refused, 

Mr. BLAND. ‘This House isperfectly reckless of the public money. 
(Laughter. ] s 

The SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. 

‘The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. CUMMINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. All points of order are reserved. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a railway, 
street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri 
River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Oniaha, Nebr. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
agree to the conference asked thereon. z 

The motion was agreed to. 


LILLIE E WILLIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 
A bill (FI. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs, Sallie E. Willis, 


The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the amendments 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr, FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
concurred in the amendments of the Senate; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be Inid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES MAX WITTIG. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 

A bill (H. R.1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. They are merely formal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the original bill will be read, so as to show 
the effect of the amendments, 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES, 
moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. ; 

Mr. WALTER I, HAYES. The reason of the amendment grows 
out of the fact that this man served in two or three companies, His 

name is Charles Max Wittig; but in the different enlistments there 
was à conflict in his name, he being sometimes called Charles Wittig, 
sometimes Max Wittig, and also Charles Max Wittig. ‘The only pur- 
pose of the amendment of the Senate is to make the proper correction 
in the name. . 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is the latter portion of the bill the same as the 
latter portion of the original bill ? 

Mr, WALTER I. HAYES. ‘The bills have the same object, and 
the only reason for the amendment grew out of this conflictin the name, 
in the different enlistments and services, 


I can explain it to the gentleman ina 
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The motion of Mr. WALTER I. HAYES was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendments of the-Senate were concurred in; and also moved to 
iny the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF TIME TO PERFECT PURCHASE OF CERTAIN LANDS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4814) to 
amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose 
of aiding in the constraction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read.as follows: y 


Be it enacted, elc., Thatan act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes, "approved September 29,1890, be,and the same is hereby amended 
so thatthe period within which settlers, purchasers, and others under the provi- 
sions ofsaid act may make application to purchase lands forfeited thereby when 
such period begins to run from the passage of the actshall begin to[run] from the 
date of the restoration of such lands to settlement and sale by order of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the biil by insert- 
ing the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, in line 9 of the printed bill, after the word “thereby,” 
the words “ or assert any right under the settlementlaw of the United States,” 

Mr. HERBERT, Ihave conferred with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands [Mr. PAyson] in relation to this amendment, 
and he concurs with me in the belief that it wiil tend more fully to 
carry out the purposes for which the bill is intended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill as amended will be reported to the 
House, so as to show the effect of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana desires to have the 
bill read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So that the period within which settlers, purchasers, and others under the 
provisions of said act may make application to purchase lands forfeited thereby 
or assert any rights under the settlement laws of the United States when such 
period begins to run from the passage of the act shall begin, ete. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
precisely the object which will be coyered by the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr, HERBERT. The original act proposed to give certain rights to 
homestead settlers. 

Mr. ANDERSON,.of Kansas. What rights? 

Mr, HERBERT. ‘The right of priority to those who were upon the 
Jand in certain cases, and in other cases, in relation to two railroadsin 
Alabama, to give to settlers upon Jands which were forfeited the right 
to perfect their entries, if within a given time they should apply. And 
this act as it came from the Senate was intended to apply to them; 
but on reading the act carefully there is some doubt as to whether or 
not the bill as it comes from the Senate would preserve the right of 
settlers; because the words ‘‘make application for the purchase’? 
would seem possibly to exclude them. Itis simply to carry ont the 
fall purpose of the Senate act and to secure not only to purchasers in- 
dividually, but to such homestead settlers as had rights given to them 
under that act the further time of six months within which to file 
claims and perfect their entries. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Under the amendment which the gen- 
tleman proposes can any railroad company, for instance, assert its right 
to any portion of this land? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; this is in the interest of the settler, in or- 
der to give him more time. The gentleman will remember that this 
act was passed some threcor four months ago. The Land Office has had 
the act under consideration ever since that time, but has not yet formu- 
lated the regulations under which applicants to purchase and appli- 
cants to complete their homestead entries may act. The purpose of 
this act is to extend the time for six months from the date when these 

tions shall be promulgated at the Land Office. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. What parties can goin under this 
act as purchasers? 

Mr. HERBERT. Any one of those provided for in the original act. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Who were they? 

Mr, HERBERT. As I said before, only the persons who settled 
upon that land at the time of the passage of the original act. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. No railroad companies? 

Mr, HERBERT. No railroad companies. It is entirely in the in- 
terest of the homestead settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN. It authorizes no additional rights and grants 
none. 

Mr. HERBERT. It authorizes no additional rights, but simply 
gives further time, because the Land Office has not formulated the rules 
under which this matteris to beaccomplished. The original act gives 
six months from the passage of the act; this proposes to extend the 
time within which the settlers can make their purchases to six months 
from the promulgation of the regulations by the Land Office. 

Fer HERMANN, And four and a half months have already ex- 

ired. 

á Mr. HERBERT. Andfourandahalf months have already expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What railroads does this apply to? 


Mr. HERBERT. The Mobileand Girard Railroad of Alabama, and 
any other railroad. 

Mr. HERMANN, And the Northern Pacific particularly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Doesit apply to any railroad outside of Alabama? 

- Mr. HERBERT. It gives no additional rights. 

Mr. HOOKER, Outside of Alabama? 

Mr. HERBERT, It applies to all railroads, so far as that is con- 
cerned, but gives no additional rights, 

Mr. HOOKER. Does it apply to the Gulf and Ship Island rail- 
road? 

Mr. HERBERT. If the original act did, it does; if the original act 
did not apply to it, it does not. Whatever rights the settlers had un- 
der the original act are simply preserved and extended. 

Mr. HERMANN, And only for that purpose. 

Mr. HERBERT, And only for that purpose, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments already 
proposed to be offered to this bill, and in view of the fact that this 
measure has not been before the House and has not in its present form 
been considered by a committee of the Honse, I hope that this bill- 
may be permitted to remain on the Speaker’s table until to-morrow. 
It is very desirable that no mistake should be made here, and that 
amendments that are pertinent to this subject should be ingrafted upon 
this measure. SoI hope by unanimous consent the bill will be per- 
mitted to remain on the Speaker’s table until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PAYSON. With the understanding that such amendments as 
are desired to be offered may be presented and printed in the RECORD 
for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the amendments 
can be presented and printed in the RECORD ag likely to be offered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Simply for information. 

The SPEAKER, For the information of members of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. With the understanding that the bill will be taken 
up in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be taken up if we go the Speaker’s 
table. Is there objection to the request that the bill be permitted 
to remain on the Speaker's table assuggested? The Chair hears none, 
and it isso ordered. 

The following amendments were presented to be printed for informa- 
tion of the House: 

By Mr. PAYSON: 

Add to the section the following: 


“ Provided, That nothing herein shall extend any time or enlarge any rights 
given by said act to any railroad company.” 


By Mr. HERBERT: 


Amend by inserting in line 9 of the printed bill after the word "thereby "' the 
words “or assert any rights under the settlement laws of the United States.” 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4888) to author- 
ize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company to bridge the Tug Fork of 
the Big Sandy River at certain points, where thesame forms the bound- 
ary line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, ete., That it shall be lawful for the Norfolkand Western Railroad 
Company, 2 corporation existing under the laws of Virginia and West Virginia, 
to construet and maintain bridges and approaches thereto across the Tog Fork 
of the Big Sandy River at such points where the same forms the boundary line 
between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky as the said company may 
deem suitable for the passage of its road over the said fork of the Big Sandy 
River, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

SEC. 2. That suy bridge or bridges authorized to be constructed under this 
act shall be Jaw!ul structures, and shall be recognized and known as post routes, 
and they shall enjoy all the rights and privileges of other post roads in the 
United States, upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the trans- 
mission over the same of the mails, or for through passengers or freight passing 
over said bridge or bridges and approaches, than the rate per mile paid for 
transportation over the railroads leading to said bridge or bridges; and the 
United States shall have the right of way for postal-telegraph and telephone 


“purposes without charges therefor across said bridge or bridges and approaches. 


Said bridge or bridges shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations for the security of navigation as the Secretary of War shall pre- 
seribe; and to secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit 
to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and draw- 
ings of the bridge or bridges and a map of the location or locations, giving, for 
the space of Lmile aboveand 1 mile below the proposed location or locations, the 
high and low water lines upon the banks of the river or rivers, thé direction and 
strength ofthe currentat all stages of the water, with the soundings, accurately 
showing the bed of the stream, and the location of any other bridge or bridges, 
such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of 
the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other information as 
may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
should any change be made in the plan of snid bridge ur bridges during the 
progress of construction or after completion, such changes shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeat this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structures, or any of 
them, or their entire removal at the expense of the owners thereof, or the cor- 

ration or persons controlling the sanie, whenever the public interest requires 

t, is also expressly reserved, 

Sec. 4. That on any bridge or bridges constructed under the provisions of this 
act there shall be maintained, at the expense of the company or corporation 
owning or controlling the same, such lights and other signals as may be pre- 
scribed by the Lighthouse Board, 

Sec.5. That this act shall be null and void ifactual construction of the mayes 
herein authorized be not completed within three years from the date hereo 


During the reading, 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia said: I ask unanimous consent that 
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that bill be put on its passage. Itis the same substantially as a bill 
reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will finish reporting the bill. 

The Clerk resnmed and coneluded the reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pae 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Thea SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill H, R.13191, forasim- 
ilar purpose, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


LEXINGTON (3M0,) PONTON BRIDGE COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4951) authorizing 
the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company to construct and ‘maintain a 
ponton bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Lexington, in 
the State of Missouri. 

The Dill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether a bill in 
like terms has been reported by the House committee. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this bill was held at 
the request of the Committee on Commerce, with the understanding 
ab the Clerk’s desk that a bill substantially the same had been re- 
ported by the committee of the House, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not think there was, Mr. Speaker. Such a 
bill was paased at the first session of this Congress; but I think this 
is a new bill. I dislike to interpose a point of order, and I do not 
know that I shall; but I desire to reserve the point of order until I 
can inquire of my colleague [Mr. TARSNEY], who knows this bill, if 
a similar bill has been reported by the committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, action on this bill can be 


postponed, 
Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill, or a bill very similar to it, 
was passed last session of Congress. This bill is meant to supply some 


defects in that bill and it is recommended by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Has a similar bill been reported by the House 
committee? 

Mr. TARSNEY. No, not now. 

Mr. BAKER. I think this bill had better lie over for the present, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that it be allowed tolie 
on the Speaker's table for the present. 

The SPEAKER, This bill cannot be presented tothe House if that 
be the case. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. By unanimous consent, could it not be allowed to 
lie on the Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER. Itcould be; but the Chair does not see how it 
could be presented except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not desire to object to the bill, but simply 
want time to inquire. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The bill will have the same status as if it had 
been presented by mistake, 

Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent that it lie over until to- 
morrow in order to ascertain whether a similar bill has been reported 
by the committee. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
soori [Mr. TARSNEY] tosay therehasnotbeen. If thatis the fact,the 
bill must be referred to the committee, 

Mr. DOCKERY, It can be allowed to lie over by unanimous con- 
sent until the inquiry can be made. 

TheSPEAKER. It could only be called up by unanimous consent, 
precisely the same as any other bill could be, if a similar bill has not 
been reported to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not want to be understood as objecting to the 
bill. Ionly want time to examine it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want tobe understood as ob- 
jecting to the hill, but only as desiring to keep the business of the 
Honse in regular order. 

A Memner. Regular order. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CUMBERLAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 4592) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River for the 
use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Railway, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Chesapeake and Nashville Railway Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under and pursuant to the laws of the States of Kentucky and Tennessce, 
or its successors, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
bridge over the Cumberland River at such point in Trousdale or Sumner and 
Wilson or Davidson Counties, in the State of Tennessee, as it may select, subject 
to the approval of tho Secretary of War. Said bridge shall provide for the pas- 
sage of railway trains and, at the option of the said company, may be used also 
for the transit of animals, vehicles of all kinds, and foot passengers, for such 
zoenonahia rates of toll as may be approved from time to tinie by the Beerctary 
of War. 

Sxc, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post route, and it 
shall enjoy the rights and privil of other post roads in the United States, 
and equal privileges In the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 


and teleplione companies; and the United States shall have the right of way 
across said bridge for all purposes. 

Sec, 3. That any bridge authorized by this act shall be located and built snb- 
ject to such regulations for tho security of navigation as the Secretary of War 
shall proscribe; and to secure that object the said company shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of 
the bridge and a map of the location thereof, giving the high and low water 
lines upon the banksof the river, the direction and strength of the currents at 
all stages of the water, with soundings accurately showing the bed of the 
stream, and the location of any other bridge or bridges, such map to be sufll- 
ciently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location 
of said bridge; and shall furnish such other information as may be required for 
a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and: until such pan and 
location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War tho bridge shall 
not be commenced or built; and should any change bo made ih the plan of said 
bridge during the progress of construction, such change shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War, 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway trains over the 
same and over tlie approaches thereto upon the payment of reasonable com- 
pensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and tho 
several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use shall fail to 
upon the sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall 
conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided 
by ie Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the 
parties, 

Sec, $. That the Chesapeake and Nashville Railway Company shall maintain 
on said bridge, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridgo 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

Src, 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thia act is hereby exprossly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress or the Sccre- 
tary of na shall decide that the public interests require it, isalso expressly 
reserved, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is similar in every respect 
toone introduced by me which has been reported from the Committee 
on Commerce of the House. It complies with the rule, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesmi and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill (H. R. 12787) of similar im- 
port was laid on the table. 


SALE OF TOBACCO TO MINORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 4560) to prohibit 
the sale of tobacco to, or its use by, minors under sixteen years of ago 
in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


He it enacted, ete., That hereafter no person in the District of Columbia shall 
sell, give, or furnish any cigar, cigarette, or tobacco in any of its forms to any 
minor under sixteen years of age; and for each and every violation of this sec- 
tion the offender shall, on conviction, be fined notdess than $2 nor more than 
$10, or be imprisoned for not less than five days nor more than twenty days, 

Sec. 2. That no minor under sixteen years of age shall smoke or in any way 
use any cigar, cigarette, or tobacco in any form in any street, avenue, alley, or 
other paora place or resort within the District of Columbia, and each and every 
rasvonet a onan section shall be punishable by a fine of not less than $2 nor 
more than 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. Task for a division. , 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 3. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the yote by which 
the hill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill of similar import (IH. R. 12142) 
was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3770) to in- 
corporate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Tie il enacted, elo., That W, H. Randle, D. C, Forney, J. S. Lawrence, i 
Wilkins, ©. G. Lee, James L, Barbour, and their associates and Aeigtia: ved 
they aro hereby, created a body corporate under the name of ths Washington 
and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Columbia, with authority 
to construct and Jay down a single or double track railway, with necessary 
switches, (urn-outs, and other mechanical devices for operating the same, 
by horse, cable, or electric power, for carrying passengers, pa . milk, and 
truck, by the following route, namely: nning at Seventh street and B 
street northwest; along B street and Virginia ayenue northwest to Twenty- 
sixth street; along Rei AW akon street to M street; along M strect and Canal 
road to a point on the Potomac River at or near the point known as "The 
Three Sisters," where the said company is hereby authorized to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Potomac River on such plans ns the Sccretary of 
War may approve; and from thence by, on, and over such Jines as may be se- 
lected by the said company, with the approval of the Secretary of War, to the 
northwest entrance of the Arlington Cemetery, and thence through the Arlin: 
ton estate outside of the cemetery unds to the south or west } ne thereof, in 
the State of Virginia: Provided, That said road shall cross the Chesapeake 
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and Ohio Canal on a bridge that shall be so constructed as not to interfere 
with the use of the bed or towpath of the canal as a water way or as s rail- 
way, tid in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War: Provided, That 
should any part of the track herein authorized occupy the same street or ave- 
nug with portions of any other duly incorporated street rail way in the District 
of Columbia, but ono set of tracks shall bo used; and the relative conditions 
of use and of chartered rights may be adjusted upon terms to be mutually 
* agreed upon between the companies, or. in the case of disagreement by the 
supreme court of the District of Colunibia on petition filed therein by either 
party, and on such reasonable notice to the other party asthe court may order: 
And provided, That so much of said lino as may lie within the State of Vir- 
ginia shdil first receive the npproval of the proper authorities of said State, 
And said company is hereby authorized to run its said railway through tho 
United States.reservation Known as Fort Myer and such other land of the 
United States in the State of Virginia, heir tamed the Arlington Cemetery 
Grounds, as may be necessary to construct the railway between the points 
named in this bill; only if the Secretary of War shall deom the same promo- 
tive of the public interest and always subject to such conditions and regulin- 
tions as the Secretary of War may from time to time impose. 

Src. 2. That the railway hereby authorized and lying in the District of Colum- 
binand on the bridge shall be coustructed by said company of good materials, 
and in asubstantial manner, with grooved rallsof the best pattern, andof asuit- 
able gauge, all tobe eerroves by the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Secretary o Won ‘The tracks of said railway, so far as the 
same shall lie within the District of Columbia, and the space between the same 
and for two feet adjacent to the outer rails thereof, shall be at all times kept by 
said company well paved and in good order to the satisfaction of the comnris- 
sioners of the District of Columbia; and itshall be lawful for said company to 
make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations in any streets or 
spaces where its railway may be constructed, and to place in such trenches and 
excavations all the needful and convenient devices and machinery for operating 
said railway in the manner and by. the means aforesaid, subject to the approval 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and subject to tho other pro- 
visions of this act; and, also, it shall be lawful for said company to erect and 
maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along its line not in any ave- 
nue, strect, alley, or other public place, as may be deemed advisablo by said 
company or its board of directors, and subject to the a praval and regulations 
from time to time made by the commissioners of the trict of Columbia over 
the place or places where the same may be located, an engine house or houses, 
boiler house or houses, and other buildings necessary for the successful oper- 
ation of said road. 

SEC, 3. That the said company may receive arate of fare not exceeding 5 cents 
for cach passenger for one continuous ride over the route aforesaid orany part 
thereof, between the termini of said railroad, and shall sell tickets at the rate of 
six for 25 cents. Said Lem yang TANKUS on or before the 15th day of January of 
each year, report to Congress the names of all the stockholders thereof and the 
amount of stock held by each, together with adetailed statementof the receipts 
and expenditures from different sources and on whatever account for the pre- 
ceding year ending December 31, which report shall be verified by the affidavit 
ofthe presidentand secretary of said company; and said cont y shall pay to 
the District of Columbia, in lieu of taxes on personal property for tho next en- 
suing fiscal year, 4 per cent. of its gross earnings upon trafico for the preceding 
year, which amount shall be paid to the collector of taxes at the times and in 
the manner that other taxes are or nay bë payabloand'sibject tothe sine pen- 
alty in case of arrear; and the franchisoand property of said company, both 

and personal, to s suficient amount may be seized and sold in satisfaction 
thereofin the same manner as is or may be provided by Jaw for the sale of other 
property for taxes, and said per centum of its gross earnings shall be in Tien of 
any andall other assessmentsupon its personal property in the DistrictofColum- 
bia,used solely and exclusively in the operation and management ofsaid railway; 
but its real estate in said District shall be taxed asother real estate therein: Pro- 
ried That its tracks shall not be considered real estate for the purpose of tax- 
ation. 

Sec. J. That the capital stock of said company shall be $50,000, and may bo 
increased to $300,000 by order of a rmaajority of the stockholders at a general 
mecting, in shares of $100 cach. Said company shall require the subscribers to 
its capital stock to poy in cash to the treasurer, appointed by the corporators 
hereinbefore named, the amount severally subscribed by them as follows, to 
wit: 10 per cent. at the time of subscribing and the balance at such times and 
in such amounts as the board of directors of said company may. require; and 
no subscription shall be deemed yalid unless 10 per cent. thereof shall be paid 
at the time of subscription, as hereinbefore provided; and if any stockholder 
shall refuse or neglect to pay auy installment or installments as aforesaid, or 
as required by the resolution of the board of directors, said board may sell at 
pore auction to the highest bidderso many shares of tho stock of such default- 

g stockholder as shall be necessary to pay sald installments, under such gen- 
eral regulations as may beadopted y the by-laws of said company, and forthe 
purposes of such sale the highest bidder shall be deemed and taken to be the 
person who shall offer to pee the least number of shares for the assess- 
ments due; but no stock shall be sold at such sale for less than the total assess- 
ments duoand payable atthe timethereof; orsaid company may suc and collect 
from any delinquent subscriber, in any court of competent jurisdiction, the 
amountof the assessments atany time due and payable inaccordance herewith, 
and bonds may be issued to the amount of $500,000, to be secured by mortgage 
or deed of trust upon the proper of the company. 

Sec, 5. That said company shall place first-class cars onitssaid railway, with 
all modern improvements, for the convenience and comfort of passengers, and 
shall run cars thereon as often as tho public convenience may require, and ac- 
cording toa schedule to be made from time to time by said company and ap- 

roved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, but no steam cars, 

ocomotives, or passenger or other cars for steam railways shall ever be run on 
said railway. Said com y may buy land on which to construct passenger 
rooms, ticket offices, workshops, depots, and buildings as may be necessary, and 
as the business of said railway and the convenience of the public may require, 
at such points alongits line ns may be approved by the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, as to so much of its railway aslies within the said District, 
and the Secretary of War as to the remainder of said railway. No personshall 
be prohibjted from riding on the cars of said company or ejected therefrom by 
the company’s een fe for any other cause than being drunk, disorderly, or 
contagiously diseased, or for the uso of profanc or indecent language, or for re- 
fusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with the lawful general reg- 
ulations of said company. 

Sec. 6. That within thirty days after the approval of this act the corporators 
above named, or a majority of them, or if any refuse or neglect to act, then n 
majority of the remainder, shal] cause books of subscription to the capital stock 
ofsaid company to be opened, and kept open, in some convenient and access- 
ible place in the District of Columbia from 9 o'clock in the forenoon-until 5 
o'clock in the afternoon fora period to be fixed by said corporators, not less 
than two days (unless the whole stook shall be sooner subscribed for); the said 
corporators shall give notice, by advertisement in two or more of the daily pa- 
pers published in tho city of Washington, D. C., of the time, manner, and the 
place where said books shall be opened, and subscribers upon said books to the 
capital stock of said company shall be held to be stockholders therein: Pro- 
vided, however, That every subscriber shall pay at the time ofsubscription 10 per 
cent. of the amount by him subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the cor- 


porators aforesaid, or his stibscription shall be null and yoid: And provided fur- 
ther, That nothing shall be recelyed in payment of the 10 per cent. aforesaid 
except lawful money of tho United States or certified checks of any established 
national bank. And when the books of subscription to the capital stock of 
said company shall be closed the corporators aforcsaid, or a majority of them, 
and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act, a majority of the remainder, 
shall, within twenty days thereafter, call tho first mecting of the stockholders 
ofsaid company to meet ten days thereafter for the choice of directors, of which 
meeting notice shall be given by advertisement three times in two public news- 
papers published daily in the city of Washington aforesaid, and by written per- 
sonal notice to be mailed to the address of each stockholder by the treasurer 
aforesaid; andin any meeting of stockholders each share shall entitle the holder 
to L yote, which may be given either in person or epror: 

Sec, 7, Thatthe government and direction of the affairs of said company shall 
be vested in a board of directors, notless than five nor more than nine in num- 
ber, who shall be stockholders of record and who shall hold ofice for one year, 
and until their successors are duly elected and qualified, and the said dircctors 
(a cp paced of whom shall be a quorum) shall elect one of their number to he 
president of said company, and shall also elect a vice president, secretary, and 
treasurer, the last named of whom shall give a bond, with surety, to said com- 
pany in such sum as said directors may require, for the faithful discharge of his 
trust. In case of vacancy in the board of directors by death, resignation, or 
otherwise of any director, the vacancy occasioned thereby shall be filled by the 
remaining directors,or in such other manner as the by-laws of said company 
may prescribe. Tho directors of said company shall have power to make, pre- 
scribe, amend, and alter such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they shall deem 
needful and’ proper touching the management of said company, and the dis- 
position and management of its stock; property, estate, and effects, 

Sec, 8. That the principal office of said company shall always be situated in 
the District of Columbia, and the books and papers relating to the business of 
said rte! atts shall be kept thereat, open at all times to the inspection of the 
stockholders. The meetings of the stockholders and directors of sald com. ay 
shall be held atsaid office, and there shall be an annual meeting of the stockhol -= 
ers for choice of directors to be held atsuch time, undersuchconditions, and upon 
such notice as the said company shall by its by-laws prescribe, and said direct- 
ors shall hold such meetings as may by said by-laws be prescribed, and shall 
annually made s report, in writing, of their doings to the stockholders and to 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The book in which transfers 
of stock shall be recorded shall be closed for the purpose of such transfer thirty 
days before the annual election ns respects said election, and for the purpose 
of paying dividends at such lawful and reasonable times before tle payment 
thereof as the by-laws of said compatiy may prescribe, 

Src. 9. That said company shall commence the construction of its said rail- 
way within twelve months from the spror of this act, and said railway shall 
be built its entire distance, with switches and turn-outs,and with cars running 
thereon for the accommodation of passengers, within three years from the date 
of such approval; otherwise this act shall be null and void, 

Src. 10, That the tracks of said company on the bridge and the approaches to 
said bridge may be freely used for the passage of cars with motive power 
of the kind described by this act belonging to any individual or corporation 
légally authorized thereto, upon making jnst compensation for such use, and 
in case any dispute shall arise concerning such compensation or manner of use 
any party in interest may apply to the supronie court of the District of Colum- 
bia, which court is hereby empowered to fix the amount to be paid for such use 
and the mode in which such use may be enjoyed. 

Src. 11, That ifthe corporation can notagree with the owner forthe purchase, 
use, or occupation of land, gravel, earth, timber, or other material required for 
the construction, enlargement, or repair of any of its works, or if the owner 
be a married woman, infant, tion compos mentis, or out of the District, the said 
corporation may apply to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, at any 
general or special term thereof, and said court, after reasonable public notice 
and hearing, shall proceed with the condemnation of suchland or property for 
the use aforesaid. 

Src. 12, That for the purpose of ascertaining the value of any land or prop- 
erty so condemned the said court may direct the marshal and tho marshal shall 
accordingly summon eighteen disinterested men, not related to either party; 
and if any of them refuse to attend he may then sammon or call others imime- 
diately to make up the number of eighteen. Each pars: shall have the right 
in person or by attorney or agent, if present at the time, to strike off three, an 
the marshal shall strike off such as shall not be so stricken off by the parties, 
until the number shall be reduced to twelve, who shall be a jury. 

Sec. 13. That the marshal shall then administer an oath or affirmation to every 
person of the jury that he will impartially and to the best of his skill and judg. 
ment value the land or other property required by the corporation, and also, if 
the same be land required for the construction of the said railroad or work, the 
damage which the owner will sustain, ifany, by the taking of the land forsuch 
use. The jury shall accordingly inquire of such value and damage, and make 
report thereof in writing, to be signed by them all, and setting forth in case of 
land the boundaries of the land and the estate, interest, or use to be taken by 
the corporation. Such inquisition and report shall bo returned by the marshal 
to the clerk of the circuit court of tlhe District of Columbia. 

Src. 14, That such inquisition and report shall be confirmed by such court un- 
less good cause be shown to the contrary, and when confirmed shall be recorded 
by the clerk of said court; but for cause the court may set it aside and order 
another inquisition, or-moro than one, from time to time, to be conducted in 
like manner as the first and with like effect, until an inquisition and report 
shall be confirmed by the court. Upon such confirmation of the first or any 
subsequent inquisition and report and upon payment or tender of the amount 
fixed in the inquisition to be paid by the corporation, either to the owner or in 
court, as the court shall order, the said corporation shall be entitled to the prop- 
erty according to the nature of such condemnation and appropriation for the 
uses mentioned in this act, 

Sec. 15. That said railway shall be constructed in such a manner as not to in- 
jure or endanger any of the pipes, fixtures, or apparatus of the water works 
supplying the District of Columbia, or any part thereof, and the operations of 
said PONDRAN always be subject to tlie control and direction, in this rc- 
spect, of the Secretary of War, and subject to the right of the Secretary of War 
or other lawful public authority to interrupt the construction or use of said 
railway whenever necessary for the pro on or repair of such water works, 
or in respect of any increase thereof or additions thereto. That neither the 
said corporation nor its successors or assigns shall erect, maintain, or use any 
overhead electric or other wires or Apparatus within the District of Columbia, 
or on any properly of the United States cither within or without said District. 

Src. 16, That Congress hereby reserves to itself the right at any and all times 
to altor, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. GROUT. I move that that bill be taken up, 

TheSPEAKER. Itis now before the House. The Chair under- 
stands that there is a similar House bill and that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia desire that the Senate bill shall be considered. 

Mr. GROUT. The House committee have reported a similar bill, 
and they have instructed me to call up the Senate bill. This is a bill 
to authorize the building of a railroad from this city to Arlington. 
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The bill is correct generally, but it requiressomeamendment. I yield 
first to the gentleman tom Virginia [Mr. LEE] to ptopdse-certain 
amendments, and after they are disposed of I have one which I desire 
to submit myself. Å t x 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to state thatin drawing this 
bill we have endeavored to meet the objections which were made some 
weeks ago when a similar bill was before the House. This'bill pro- 
poses that the railroad shall start from the center of the ity, the Sixth 
street depot, and tuke a southerly direction until it reaches Virginia 
ayenue; then it is to gonorthward up Virginia avenue until it joins the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad track; then westward to the 
terminus of that railroad, and thence on to its own bridge, which it 
proposes to construct across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters. 
The company has already a charter from the State of Virginia, and, so 
far as Lam informed, there is no objection to this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is this the road which is to go by the way of Ayling- 
ton to Mount Vernon? ` 
` Mr. LEE. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there any restriction in the bill upon the charges 
that are to be made? A 

Mr. LEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whatisit? 

Mr. LEE. The fare to Arlington is restricted to 5 cents. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is to be the fare to Mount Vernon ? 

Mr. LER. ‘There isno limit fixed upon that because Mount Vernon 
is in the State of Virginia and a point not mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I did not quite catchall that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia said about this bill. My understanding is that 
it authorizes the company to lay a second set of tracks on ‘Pennsylva- 
niaavenue, - 

Mr. LEE. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood from the reading of the bill that the 
track is to be exempt from taxation. For what reason was that pro- 
vision put in the bill? 

Mr. LEE. They do pay 4 per cent. upon their gross receipts. 
ae BLAND. ‘There is no taxation of their property other than 

at? 

Mr. LEE, All their real estate is taxed. 

Mr, BLAND. Is not the track itself real estate ? 

Mr. LEE. I think that in the course of the bill the track is cx- 
empted from taxation. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwiilstate tomy colleague [ Mr. BLAND] that this bill 
isin exactly the same form as all bills of this character. The roadbed 
is represented by the stock; and the stock is taxed in the hands of the 
company, whether held here orelsewhere. All the roadbed, therefore, 
is taxed, The real estate referred to here is such as enginehouses, 
ticket offices, and matters of that kind, outside of the roadway, and 
that is to be assessed and taxed just as other real estate is. 

, Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ler] 
what limitation there is in this bill on the charge which may be fixed 
by. this company for travel between here and Mount Vernon. 

Mr. LEE. ‘There is none, I believe. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Would the gentleman have any objection to a lim- 
itation of that kind, a provision that the fare between here and Mount 
Vernon shall not exceed 25 cents? I think this is an important mat- 
ter: it is one in which the whole country is interested; and I do not 
believe the power of the company should be unlimited in this respect. 

Mr. LEE. I would dislike to interfere in any matter of that kind 
with this company. I do not know exactly what the cost of transport- 
ing passengers for that distance would be. 

Mr. BLOUNT, This is no ‘‘interference,’’? because the public is 
entitled to some limitation of these rates. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to suggest that Mount Vernon is not on the 
line of the road as defined in this bill. There is a company chartered 
by the State of Virginia which contemplates building a road from Ar- 
lington to Mount Vernon. The rate of fare to be collected between 
those points would be a matter to be fixed in the charter granted by 
the State of Virginia, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood that the bill which was reported here 
contemplated a road from this city to Mount Vernon. 

Mr. LEE. I will say to the gentleman in all frankness that I think 
he is correct. 

Mr. BLOUNT, ‘There can be no harm in porong a limitation of 
this kind; and I hope the gentlemon will allow an amendment to be 
yoted on providing that the fare from this city to Monnt Vernon shall 
not exceed 25 cents, 

Mr. HEARD, I wish tosay in response to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT] that I believe the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LEE] is mistaken about this matter and I am correct. Mount Vernon 
isnot named in this biH. As I havestated, a company which has been 
chartered by the Legislature of Virginia has in contemplation, I under- 
stand, the building of a road from Arlington to Mount Vernon, connect- 
ing with this road from Washington to Arlington. But that is no part 
of this bill; and as that isa matter affecting a railroad lying exclu- 
sively within the State of Virginia it ought to be controlled by that 
State. 


Mr. MCMILEIN. Iwas about to suggest that it is a matter which 
Congress can not regulate. © 
. Mr. HEARD, ‘3t is purély a matter for regulation by the State of 
Virginia. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But this is aline which is to connect 
with the road chartered by the State of Virginia; and we may have 
something ‘to say about the matter of fares before we authorize this 
connecting line, 

Mr. MCMILLIN; I will-say in response to the gentleman from 
Kansas that Congress may fix whatever rate it chooses as the charge , 
for passengers between here and Arlington, but as to a line exclusively 
in Virginia, to be built by a company chartered by the Legislature of 
that State, I deny the right of Congress to fix fares, however much we 
might desire to do so. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is nodispute about that propo- 
sition; but Congress may, if it chooses, refuse this franchise. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly it may, and that is the question which 
Congress is called upon now to decide; but itis a question which I 
hope we shall disquss and consideroutside of the question of what fare 
may be charged by another company operating under achartergranted 
by the State of Virginia. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Does this charter concern any 
line of road beyond the limits of the District? k ? 

Mr. HEARD. It does not concern any line ef road heyond Arling- 
ton; and as to that we do fix the limit of the fare at 5 cents between 
here and Arlington. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the road of the company 
Which this bill proposes to charter will not extend beyond Arlington? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD] whether the gentlemen who have been urging this measure 
did not in their bill which was referred here contemplate the building 
of a line from this city to Mount Vernon, claiming that the Legislature 
of Virginia had taken action for a line co-operating, or proposing to co- 
operate with the line in the District of Columbia under the direction 
of this company, and providing a limitation on the rate of fare from 
here to Arlington and from here to Mount Vernon. 

Me HEARD. No; I will say that my friend from Georgia is mis- 
taken, y 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to my friend from Missouri that two 
or three gentlemen connected with this line called at my room at the 
hotel and stated that that was the measure they proposed, giving me 
the assurance that their bill would contain a limitation of 5 cents as 
the fare from here to Arlington and 25 cents as the fare between here 
and Mount Vernon. Iam quite sure that this statement is the basis 
upon which they have been urging this bill; and it seems to me that 
unless gentlemen can follow up legislation on that line we had better 
take this matter up when we can examine it carefully, soas to ascertain 
what Virginia has done and what we ought to do; for it is a matter of 
importance to all the people of the United States that when we grant 
a charter looking toward a connection with a road which is to take 
passengers to Mount Vernon we should endeayor to protect the con- 
venience of the ple. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to suggest to my colleague from Mis- 
souri that it seems to me if we have the right to grant the charter we 
can try at least to limitit tothis extent: By prohibiting this company 
from entering into a contract or combination or agreement with any 
other company by which the rate of fare to Mount Vernon shall ex- 
ceed 25 cents. 

Mr. HEARD. I concede that that is competent. But to assume 
here to regulate the price that this railroad company shall charge 
under a charter granted by the State of Virginia and between pointe 
inside that State seems to me to be entirely outside of our functions, 
We might just as well apply it to the road from here to Richmond or 
to Charleston, S. C., as to Mount Vernon. Mount Vernon is not a ter- 
minus mentioned in the bill, The road is not designed to run there. 

The same conipany that has a charter from Virginia to build a line 
from the District of Columbia to Arlington has a charter, as I am in- 
formed, which authorizes the building beyond Arlington to Mount Ver- 
non. I think if would be entirely competent, if it is the judgment of 
the House, to incorporate an amendment as suggested by my colleague 
[Mr. BLAND] prohibiting this company from entering into a contract 
with any ontside company to put the rate beyond the sum specified 
here. But it seems to me to be a very extraordinary undertaking, and 
one not demanded by the interests of the public, 

The gentleman from Georgia states that certain parties in Washing- 
ton made suggestions to him about the purposes of the bill. I hava 
understood from the promoters of the bill, and I have been friendly to 
the bill all along, and am now, that they have, as I stated at the be- 
ginning, a charter from the State of Virginia which authorizes the 
building of a road from the District line to Mount Vernon. 

The rood provided for in the pending bill is, however, distinctively a 
road for the city of Washington to Arlington Cemetery, and the fare is 
limited by law to 5 cents between the termini. But to go over into 
the State of Virginia and undertake to regulate the fare on a connect- 
ing line and between points in that State, seems to me to’ be going 


